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do not want to make any comparison on that line, but it seems 
to me that an expression of that sort is unparliamentary, unbe- 
coming, and entirely out of place. That is parliamentary lan- 
guage, is it not? There is another set on that sideof the House, 
radiating out from the gentleman from Maine—— 

A MEMBER. What do you mean by a “‘set”’? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Well,anothercorps; thatis better. The 
gentleman from Maine, when he rises to speak, stands over 
there, looks over to this side of the House and says: “‘ lo 
this by the rules of common sense,” all the time insisting that 
the Democratic side of this House are without knowledge on the 
subject. And then some smaller men will rise and say that we 
are ignoranton the Democrutic side. The gentleman from lowa 
{[Mr. HEPBURN] made a discovery the other day. He found a 
decision of the Supreme Court that has been read in this House 
at least forty times. He had just discovered it, | presume; and 
he said the Democratic side was densely ignorant, and then he 
proceeded to read that decision of the Supreme Court, which 
had been frequently and ably discussed in the House, in order to 
inform this House what the Supreme Court had decided, and 
then remarked that gentlemen on the Democratic side seemed 
to be densely ignorant. And I must say that a number of gen- 
tlemen on this Democratic side of the House, when the gentle- 
man from Maine tells them that, stand about him taking it all 


Let us 


in, and laughing with an expression of great admiration on | 


their face. 

A MEMBER. How about Abram Hewitt? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Oh, Isuppose the gentlergin from Maine 
made a speech over there, and | suppo-e Hewitt caught the in- 
fection from the gentleman from Maine, and thought that as 
that gentleman had said something smart he would imitate. 

Mr. REED. Probably both were pretty accurate. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I have no doubt the gentleman from 
Maine thinks so: and if he can succeed in getting a Democratic 
Speaker to count a quorum of this House his poor opinion of us 
would disappear; and then the gentleman from Maine would be 
enabled to decide a question which his mind has been poised 
upon for some time; and that is whether God made him or he 
made God. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this provision which the gentleman from 
Illinois wants to strike outis clearly a reduction of the expenses 


of the Government and within the province of this committee. | 


I hope we shall now have a vote. 
I think this is a matter of so much impor- 


Mr. SAYERS. 
Mr. DINGLEY. 


| at all. 


tance thut it ought to bea little more fully understood before the | 


vote is taken. 

The CHAIRMAN. No further debate is in order unless an- 
other amendment be offered. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move to amend by striking out the last 
word. I wish to inquire of the chairman of the committee, who 
is in charge of this bill (because I was ill when the matter was 
considered in the full committee), whether the appointments in 
the Coast and Geodetic Survey are now made under civil-service 
rules? 

Mr. SAYERS. I can not say whether they are or not. 

Mr. ENLOE. I donot think there is any law governing that 
matter. I never heard of any law that governed the Coast and 
Geodetic Survey. 

Mr.SAYERS. One hundred and thirty-eight persons are au- 
thorized to be employed; and the number who entered under 
the processes of the civil-service law for 1893 was 17. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Only 17 were appointed under civil-service 
rules? 

Mr. O’NEIL. Seventeen during the year 1893. 

Mr. SAYERS. There were 17 outof the whole force, as I un- 
derstand, who were appointed under civil-service rules. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The question I have propounded will be recog- 
nized, I think, as an exceedingly important one in regard to the 
effect of this amendment. 

If the effect of the amendment is practically to take from un- 
der the operation of civil service rules all these appointments— 
and they are now under civil-service rules except as to certain 
scientificappointments—the head of the Bureau and some others— 
of course its effect may be far-reaching. I should like to know 
definitely, and I think the Committee of the Whole would also 
like to understand the situation of the Coast and Geodetic Sur- 
vey in this respect. 

Mr. SAYERS. It was not the object of this clause to inter- 
fere with the civil-service law at all in this respect 

Mr. DINGLEY. I take it for granted it was not. 

Mr. SAYERS. 
as to the effect of this clause upon those who are employed in the 
Coast Survey under civil-service rules, Iam perfectly willing 
that he should suggest an amendment which will remove all 
doubt upon the subject. 

I wish to say further that, sofar as lam concerned, my only ob- 
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And if the gentleman has any apprehension | 
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| Je et was to reduce the expenditures of the ofiice force. I eve 
| there are too many people there. lor instance, the B k 
| shows that there were as many as 11 messengers en ut 
one time in that office. I thought that the Secret 
| Treasury. in connection with the Superintendent of tho | 
|! and Geodetic Survey, might rearrange the force of thi anu 
The | so as to red:-ce the cest $18,600. That was my only purp 
Mr. DINGLEY. lI have no doubt that the purpose of 


chairman of the committee in this matter was exactly a 


Ss 


| stated; but my inquiry was as to what tho effect might be; 


whether this legislation might not go much further than the 
chairman had intended it should go. 

Mr. SAYERS. Would it not be the duty of the Secretary of 
the Treasury,in rearranging his force, to observe the civ il-sery- 
ice rules? 

Mr. DINGLEY. That was one of the inquiries I proposed to 
make. 

Mr.SAYERS. I should think it would be 

Mr. DINGLEY. . On having my attention called to this mat- 
ter —for as I have stated, I was absent on account of illness when 
the bill was being considered by the fullcommittee—I telephoned 
a few moments ago to the head of the Coast and Geodet 
vey asking how appointments are made; and I have this an- 
swer: 

All the clerical force and most of the scientific are under civil ser 

That is the response of the head of the Bureau, I wish to say 
that in my judgment no greater misfortune could befall a scien 
tific department like this than legislation which would tend to 


take it out of the nonpartisan position which it has heretofore 
held and place it under any circumstances insuch a position that 
these appointments should be made for partisan reasons. 

Mr. ENLOE. May Lask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ENLOE. In reference to the telephonic messig 
the gentleman has just received from the Superintendent o 
Coast Survey, does the gentleman know whether or not the Civil 
Service Commission has ever held any examination 


vhiel 
which 


t} 
ne 


Mr. DINGLEY. Ido not. 
Mr. ENLOE. For the establishment of any eligible list with 
reference to this Bureau: or does he know whether there hav 


been appointments made in the Coastand Geodetic Survey under 
civil-service rules? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I have no personal knowledge in the mutter 
The only information I have is contained in 


to my telephonic inguiry. 


this answel! 


Mr. ENLOE. My understanding is that the force over there 
has not been subject to civil-service rules; that the officers in 


| charge have not beenin the habit of consulting the Civil Serv- 


| 





ice Commission as to who should be appointed or who should 
be removed. I think the gentleman will find upon investiga- 
tion that the employés of that Bureau have not been under the 
protection of the civil-service law, and that no regard has been 
paid to that law in making changes there. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think there must be some mistake in the 
message which the gentleman from Maine has just read, because 
the document from which the chairman of the committees | Mr. 
SAYERS] has quoted isa report made by the Secretary of the 
Treasury to the joint commission under date of May 24 last, in 
which he states tltat at that time only 17 employés out of 138 
were under civil-service rules. Now,if this report was correct, 
there must be some error in thestatement which the gentleman 
from Maine has just read. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I will say to the gentleman that while my 
telephone message was forwarded to Prof. Mendenhall, this an- 
swer is not signed by him, and it may have come from some 
other person in that office. 

Mr. ENLOE. I do not wish to be misunderstood about this 
matter, or to misrepresent anything. I have no doubt but that 
the clerical force is under the civil-service rules, but I do not 
believe that any other portion of the force of that office is under 
the civil-service rules. 

Mr. DINGLEY. This statement is that all the clerical force 
and most of the scientific are under the civil service. 

Mr. ENLOE. I do not believe that. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Their report to us is incorrect, if that is 
true. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DINGLEY. There wasan understanding, Mr.Chairman, 
that when we reached any of these important points there should 
be an opportunity for more general debate. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Maine have ten minutes. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Idonot know that I shall occupy all of the 
ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Texas[Mr. SAYERS] 
asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
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DINGLEY] be allowed to proceed for ten minutes. 
jection? 

There was noobjection. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I simply desire to say, Mr. Chairman, that 
I am in entire harmony with any proposition to reduce the force 
in any of these bureaus or departments where it can be done 
without injury to the public service. Even the reduction that 
was made heve | did not propose to antagonize, but my attention 
has been called to what might be the eifect of this amendment 
with reference to the appointment of these officials, and I sim- 
ply desire to satisfy myself, and I presume the committee desire 
to be satisfied, as to whether in this legislation we were chang- 
ing in any manner the mode of appointment of these officials in 
the Coast and Geodetic Survey. 
nana SAYERS. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt 

im? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes, 

Mr. SAYERS. Iwill agree, and I suppose the committee will 
agree, that the gentleman may insert a proviso that nothing in 
this provision shall affect the operation of the civil-service law 
upon that Bureau as it now operates. 

Mr. DINGLEY. A proviso of this kind: 


Provided, That appointments in the Coast and Geodetic Survey shall be 
made under the civil-service rules. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
the civil-service law to this Bureau. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I refer, of course, to those who come within 
the provisions of the law, whose salaries are between $900 and 
$1,800. LI simply want to be sure that we apply the civil-service 
rules to the Coast and Geodetie Survey. 

Mr. ENLOE. I want to ask the gentiemanif he contemplates, 
by the adoption of this amendment, if it should be adopted, 
that it will vacate all the positions in the Coast and Geodetic 
Survey. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iam notcertain about that. . 

Mr. ENLOE. Ido not think it would. I think it would give 

wer to reorganize, where not in conflict with the civil-service 





Is there ob- 


That would be extending 


ws. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I supposed that was the intention. 

Mr. ENLOE. I think that is the effect of the amendment. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, it is impossible 
to hear what gentlemen are saying. [ask that there may be 
order on the floor. 

Ths CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. 

Mr. ENLOE. Ido not think the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
DINGLEY] wishes to incorporate anything into this legislation 
which would change the operations of the civil service law. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Not at all. 

Mr. ENLOE. Or which would place a construction upon this 
act that would require the Secretary, or even authorize him, to 
vacate all these offices. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Notatall. I simply desire that,as to offi- 
cers whose salaries bring them under the civil service rules, 
they shall be appointed under those rules. That is all I desire. 

Mr.SAYERS. Lunderstand that the gentleman from Illinois 
=. HOPKINS] would like to a and I ask the gentleman 

m Maine {[Mr. DINGLEY] to allow him to address the commit- 
tee while the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] prepares 
his amendment, and then he can consume the remainder of the 
time which has been accorded to him. 

Mr. ENLOE. I ask the gentleman to yield to me a little 
time. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, what I desire to 
ask the attention of the committee to, is the uage of the bill 
itself, which authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to reor- 

anize that office by the reduction of the office foree, by the re- 
uction of the number or compensation, or both, of employés. 

Under existing law the officials in of the great Depart- 
ments who have charge of matters of that kind can reduce a 
clerk from a $1,200 position to a $1,000 position; but there is no 
warrant in the law that would t the party who has this 
authority, whether it be the Secre of the Treasury or one of 
his subordinates, to make a $1,200 tion into a $1,000 position. 
That can only be done by legislation. 

Now, the obnoxious feature of this proposed legislation is this, 
that while there are some fifty or sixty positions under this bill 
with salaries ranging from $4,000 to $900, if this amendment of 
mine is voted down, and the as by the committee 
is adopted, it gives the Secretary of the Treasury the power of 
saying that a Government officer, who holds a position to-day 
where he draws a salary of $3,000 and has drawn that salary for 
a number of years, must perform all the duties of that office for 
$2,000; and that a person who holds a position under existing 

ereafter perform the 


law. and draws a salary of $1,500, must h 
dutics of that office for $1,000. 
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This bill would permit the Secretary of the Treasury to say 
that the salary of $5,000, which has just been voted by this 
House to the Superintendent of this Bureau, can be reduced to 
$3,000. Now, it seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that no such power 
as that should be given toany executive officer of the Govern- 
ment. 

When I used the word ‘‘ coward,” as Idid, to which exception 
was taken by the gentleman from Mississippi, it was in connec- 
tion with this: that if this House desire to reduce the salaries 
of any of these officers in that Bureau, itis within the province of 
the members here, by their votes, to make such reductions, and 
they should not shirk that responsibility by throwing it upon 
the Secretary of the Treasury in the manner proposed in the 
pending bill. 

Now, I do not believe this legislation is constitutional. As I 
stated to the gentleman who was in the chair when I made the 

int of order, under the Constitution of the United States the 

egislative department of the Government is vested in the House 

and the Senate,and in noother branches of the Government. This 
legislation proposes to confer that power upon the Secretary of 
the Treasury; and I believe, if this should bo adopted, and the 
Secretary of the Treasury should undertake to reorganize this 
Bureau as contemplated here in the language which I seek to 
have stricken from the bill, that it would be impossible for him 
to do it, and that any of these officers who are drawing the sal- 
aries voted to them to-day in this bill, by presenting their claims 
in the Court of Claims could collect their salaries from the Gov- 
ernment, notwithstanding the action taken by the Secretary of 
the Treasury. 

And I believe, Mr. Chairman, that if the Secretary of the 
Treasury should undertake to abolish any of these offices, such 
as the assistant superintendents, of whom there are a number 
drawing from two to four thousand dollars each, they would 
have the power to collect their salaries in the Court of Claims 
even if this language should be adopted, for the reasons that I 
have stated. 

Now, with this staring us in the face, it seems to me that the 
proper and reasonable and sensible thing to do is for this House 
to determine just what shall be done in the reorganization of 
this Bureau. If, as the gentleman who is in charge of this bill 
states, there areeleven messengorsand only five are needed, then 
cut off six of these messengers by only making appropriations 
for five; and if there are any other offices that are lilled thatare 
not necessary for the proper discharge of the duties assigned to 
that Bureau, then let the chairman of this Committee on Appro- 
priations, who has apparently investigated this subject, indicate 
which of these offices can be abolished with benefit to the Gov- 
ernment and a saving to the Treasury, and let the House take 
that responsibility. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I now offer an amendment, 
somewhat in the line suggested by the chairman of the commit- 
tee |[Mr. SAYERS], to come in on page 23, line 4, to be inserted 
after the word ‘‘ ninety-five.” 

Mr. ENLOE. I reserve all points of order on that amend- 
ment until I hear it read. 

The amendment offered by Mr. DINGLEY was read, as follows: 

Insert after the word “ ninety-five,’’ in line 4, on page 23, the following: 

“Provided, That nothing herein shall beconstrued to affect the civil-service 
rules now applicable to the Coast and Geodetic Survey.” ; 

Mr. ENLOE. I shall make a point of order on that unless the 

—— modifies it so as to read ‘‘in so far as now applica- 

2.” 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is just whatitsays. I have shown my 
amendment to the chairman of the committee. It simply pre- 
serves the existing status of things with reference to the civil- 
service laws. 

Mr. ENLOE. I understood it to read ‘now applicable.” I 
ask that the amendment be again reported. 

The amendment was again reported. 

Mr. ENLOE. Linsist that theamendment should read ‘in so 
far as now ee I do not propose to admit that they are 
applicable. Ido not know whether they are or not. 

Mr. DINGLEY. There is no objection to that. That does 

‘Boos the amendment contemplate, if this 


not change the meanin 
“Mr. STOCKDALE. 

bill , authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to reduce 
this force; thatif he shall find an entirely competent employé 
who is not under the civil-service rules, and one who is incompe- 
tent, whois under the civil-service rules, thathe shall be required 
toretain the incompetent man and discharge the competent one? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Oh, no; the gentleman is well aware that 
under the civil-service rules the head of a Department may re- 


move. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. He can do it for cause; but where there 
is a reduction of the force, can he remove employés who are 
under the civil-service rules, under that amendment? 
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Mr. DINGLIY. If the force is not needed, there is no re- 
striction under the civil-service rules. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. [understand removals must be for cause, 

Mr. ENLOE. This will be cause enough, if it passes. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. [If the effect of this would be as I have 
sugvested, then I would be in favor of the amendment of the 
gentleman from Illinois[Mr. HOPKINS}. 

Mr. ENLOE Mr. Chairman, the amendment which the gen- 
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tleman from Maine fFMr. DINGLEyY] has just offered, demon- | 


strates to the House the unwisdom of its course this morning 
in voting down an amendment which directed an investigation 
into the workings of the Coast and Geodetic Survey. Here are 
gentlemen coming up on all sides and confessing that they are 
abselutely ignorant of the rules and laws that govern the exist- 
ence of this Coast and Geodetic Survey. 

It is one of those sacred institutions that has grown up under 


the Government, one that is clothed about as with a garment of | 


sanctity and science; and whenever you talk to a member of Con- 
gress about science, he immediately retreats, because he isafraid 


he will be entrapped into a position where his ignorance on the | 
subject will be demonstrated; and, therefore, rather than know | 


anything about it, he will shut his eyes and close his ears and 
refuse to hear or to know anything in regard to a scientific bu- 
reau. 

There is not another bureau of this Government with refer- 
ence to which there are not some members on this floor who 
can get up here and tell you all about its operations. 

tere is a Bureau about which there is such dense ignorance 
that no member can be found who is rash enough to attempt to 
say what law governs it. 

The Committee on Appropriations confessedly knows nothing 
about it. This committee is trying to cut the appropriation in 
the dark. The Superintendent would not enlighten them, and 
the House refuses to turn on the light, so we are all in the dark 
as to details; and now the committee wants to shift the respon- 
sibility of investigation and reorganization to the Secretary of 
the Treasury. 

Vhen it comes to this Bureau, no gentleman on this floor ean 
tell you what law governs it. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. It is tae Treasury Depart- 
ment rules of 1886 which govern this bureau, as signed by the 
Secretary of the Treasury and approved by the President. 

Mr. ENLOE. I understand it is under the control of the 
Treasury Department, but I understand furthermore that the 
Secretary of the Treasury has heretofore, in dealing with this 
Bureau, been just about as impotent as Congress has been, and 
frequently as ignorant. 

To illustrate what a fraud it is, I will say that since this Ad- 
ministration came into power naval officers have been denied 
the credit in the maps for the work they did. The Coast Sur- 
vey not only denied the credit to the naval officers for the work 
they did, but they impudently placed on the mapsor charts the 
work to the credit of the Coast and Geodetic Survey. The charts 
appeared to be the work of the Coast and Geodetic Survey, and 
not the work of the naval officers who performed it. 

The naval officers objected tothis, and the Secretary of the 
Navy protested to the Secretary of the Treasury against this 
fravd, and the Seeretary of the Treasury made an order that 
the rule heretofore governing in that Bureau should still con- 
trol in the printing of the maps, and the credit for the work 
should be given to the naval officers who did the work, and not 
to this fraudulent Coast Survey, which did not do the work, but 
which was attempting to usurp the credit for it. 

Mr. CANNON of Lilinois. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, I have the floor, I believe. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I beg pardon. I thought the gen- 
tleman had concluded. 

Mr. ENLOE. I have not quite concluded. I understand that 
not only was all this work that gentlemen talk about here done 
by the Navy during the last year, or nearly the entire hydro- 
graphic work, but | understand that 35 per cent of the oflicers 
of the line in the Navy have served in this Coast and Geodetic 
Survey and are familiar with this work. 

They are the men who are doing it to-day, and they are the 
men who ought to be authorized by law todoit. Instead of mak- 
ing an apprepriation tothe Coast Survey, with the pretense that 
it does the work, and at the same time devolving the work on 
the naval officers, and taking a portion of the appropriation of 
the Navy Department to do it with, we ought to go at it directly 
and place it where it properly belongs, under the control of the 
Navy Department. I regret exceedingly that there should be 
any institution in thisGovernment that ean so hedge itself about, 
either with the fear of gentlemen that they may expose their 
ignorance if they inquire into it, or with its patronage, or in any 
other way, that the House of Representatives will vote down a 
proposition to investigate the methods of its operation. 
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The work on the Coast Pilot is done by naval office The 
hydrographic work is done by naval officers. The to phic 
work along the shore has been done as well and can be done as 
well by naval officers. The Coast Survey work in every civi 
lized country in the werld except the United Statesand Po 
is done by naval officers. Our naval officers do this work o 
foreign coasts. Annapolis and Annapolis is turning out young 
men every year ready for this work. The Coast and Ge 
Survey has won this fight to-day, but this is not th d 
It must go to the Navy Department where it belongs, and it \ 
go there before this fight is ended. I expect to 
year and every year while [ remain in Congress unti s ref : 
is accomplished. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CANNON of Ulinois. Mr. Chairman, so far | t : 
no partin the discussion touching the uppropriation for the 
Coast and Geodetic Survey. I do not know that I should do 
now, yetI will say a word 

I have discovered, in the making of this bill, and in the 
per that was displayed toward the Coast Survey, especially i 


the Committee of the Whole, and generally in the atmosphere, 
that there was an intention upon the part of some gentleme 
the pewers that be to reorganize this Survey. One step lool 
toward the reorganization was the reduction of the 
head of this Bureau from $6,000 to $5,000. 

I know the head of this Bureau slightly, having come in 
tact with him when this bill was prepared during the Fifty 
Congress, and after there had been some unfortunate scandals, 
and perhapssome reason therefor, some years prior to that time, 
in this Bureau. But for a long time the salary has been $6,000, 
and I have not any doubt thit it ought to be 8#,000 for anybody 
who is competent to be at the head of this Bureau. The present 
head of the Bureau made the impression upon me that he is cou 


salary of the 


con- 


rst 


| petent to fill the position. 


Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. 
for a question? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. If this language which I seek to 
have stricken from the bill by the House should be adopted, is 
it not in the power of the Secretary of the Treasury to still 
ther reduce his salary from $5,000 to $3,000? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I suppese so. But I discovered as 
I thought a tendency to place this important Bureau, which is 
chiefly instrumental in making surveys of the coust, in making 
charts, and doing work that is important to the lives and prop- 
erty of our people engaged in the commerce and navigation of 


Will the gentleman yield to me 


iur- 


| our country, and that certain expenses were—— 


Mr. STOCKDALE, 
tion? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Let me finish this sentence. I 
thought we discovered a tendency to take this Bureau, which 
ought io be a competent and scientific Bureau, and make it a 


[ would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 


| mere political appendix; and from that standpoint 85,000 is too 


| politician is going to be at the head of the Bureau. 


much for the head of the Bureau; $5,000 is too much if a 


mere 


If the head 


| of the Bureau is not to be one competent for this work, I think 


$2,500 would be enough. So thatif this policy is to be pursued 


| toward this Bureau, why then let them bring it down to the 


compensation that somebody should have who simply seeks a 
place. In my judgment, if the Bureau is not properly organ- 
ized and properly conducted, with the best possible material to 
do this work necessary for the protection of the lives of our peo- 
ple and the commerce of our country, not only of our Navy, but 
of the merchant marine also,then I would be glad to see it 
properly organized. In my judgment, the Bureau is doing 
pretty good work, and [ think we should letitalone. Butifthe 
enemies of the Bureau are to have their way and the real effi- 
cieney of the Bureau is to be impaired, then cut itall you please 
and make it as cheap as you can; and if you cut the salaries 


| down to not more than $800 or $1,000 a year each, you will not 


do more than you ought. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Chairman, an amendment was pro- 
posed the other day by the gentleman from Indiana to the gen- 
eral appropriation bill which issolely new legislation, and which 
the gentleman himself admitted was subject to the point of 
order. That amendment was proposed to the act of March 3, 
1891, to the provision of which I invite the attention of the com- 
mittee: 

All entries under the preémption, homestead, desert-land, or timber-cul- 
ture laws, in which final proof and payment may have been made and 
tificate issued, and to which there are no adverse claims originating prior 





to flnalentry and which have been sold or incumbered prior to t Ist day 
of March, 1588, and after final entry, to bona fide purchaser incumbran 
cers, for a valuable consideration, shall, unless upon an in i n a 
Government agent, fraud on the part of the purchaser h l, be 
confirmed and patented upon presentation of satisfactory pr Land 


Department of such sale or incumbrance 
Now, Mr. Chairman, under that law I wish to state to this 
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House a very large number of claims have been made in which 
the parties have received their final receipts, and there are a 
great number of these claims that have passed to innocent third 
dason or goin A great many of these claims have had money 
oaned upon them, upon the faith of that law, which is now 
sought to be amended; and the effect of which amendment will 
be to absolutely disturb, unsettle, and overturn the titles of hun- 
dreds and thousands of pieces of property in this country. I re- 
fer particularly to the town site of Great Falls, in the State from 
which I hail. Now, Mr.Chairman, this is the amendment which 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] brings in on an ap- 
propriation bill: 

Provided further, That nothing in this section shall be construed to apply 
in its provisions to or affect any case where a contest was pending in the 
Land Department prior to the passage of the act of March 3, 1891,and an 

rson Who initiated contest prior thereto shall have the right, upon cancel- 
ation of the prior entry, if by virtue of his contest, to enter the tract in- 
volved under any of the land laws of the United States in force prior to the 


date of this act, if he was on March 3, 1891, legally qualifled to make such 
entry, and as if said act had not been passed. 


The effect of that amendment, Mr. Chairman, is simply this, 
that where final receipts have been given and the certificates 
issued for them where the parties have placed improvements 
upon them, where they have been sold to bona fide third pur- 
chasers for value, where money has been loaned upon the 
strength of their title, which is conferred in this act, all these 
titles will be unsettled; aud in this very case that I refer to, and 
in the case of Jasper, in the State of Minnesota, there are land- 
grabbers standing ready to take them, and one of them is a man 
who has just been released from the penitentiary for land frauds. 

The purpose is to give possession of these lands, held by these 
parties in good faith, by initiating a contest under the provi- 
sions of thisamendment. 1 do not know for what purpose it was 
done, or what inspired the introduction of that amendment in 
an appropriation bill. I make no reflection upon the distin- 
guished gentleman from Indiana, for whom I have a great re- 
gard; but certainly to change the land legislation on an appro- 
priation bill is highly inappropriate to the subject-matter 
contained in the bill. 

Now, then, Mr. Chairman, I desire very briefly to call the at- 
tention of the committee to something which was not presented 
to this committee,and which we had the right to have presented 
to us in the consideration of that amendment. I want to say, 
furthermore, that had I known that this amendment was to be 
presented, I would have raised the point of order, or had it 
raised by some friend. I invite the attention of the committee 
toa letter of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, bear- 
ing date December 14, 1893, and a leater of the Secretary of the 
Tuterior, bearing date of December L5, 1893, in which those of- 
ficers absolutely report against these two bills which contain 
substantially the provision contained in this amendment, Here 
are the letters, and with the permission of the committee, I will 
read them. 

The letters are as follows: 

DSPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., December 14, 1893. 
The Honorable the Secretary of the Interior: 


Srer: Lhave the honor to acknowledge the receipt, by your reference, for 
report thereon in duplicate of House bill No. 4458, present session, entitled 
“A bill to amend section 7 of ‘An act to repeal timber-culture laws, and for 
other purposes,’ approved March 3, 1891,’’ Which bill was transmitted to you 
by the honorable the chairman of the Committee on Public Lands, House 
of Representatives, ‘‘ with the request that yoy give * * * your opinion 
as to the ee of passing the same, and inform the committee of the 
number of cases that would be covered by the amendment.” 

It is stated further in the letter transmitting thesaid bill that ‘‘the mover 
of it (Judge HOLMAN) introduced during the last session bill H. R. 3373 upon 
the same subject, but desires to insist upon the 4458 instead of that,” and the 
desire is expressed that “‘ you will consider the two ether.” 

In regard to H.R. 3373, last session, the same is also now beforeme by 
your reference for similar report, ha previously been sent to you for re- 
port thereon by the chairman of the House Commitcee on Public Lands. 

Considering the two bills together which have been referred, the intention 
of both appears to be to conserve or effectuate the preference rights of con- 
testants under the act of May 14, 1880 (21 Stat., 140), so far as the same is or 
may be adversely affected by anyth contained in the seventh section of 
the act of March 8, 1891, or by any legal construction thereof. 

As to this purpose of the two bills it is respectfully submitted whether a 
law can now be enacted which would defeat a confirmation and ht to 
patent previously accruing to the entryman under the act of March 3, 1891, 
as held by the Department. (See 12L. D., 571, Gerlach v. Kindler; 13 L. D., 
292, Axford v. Shanks; 16 L, D., 46; Nawrath ». Lyons etal.; 16 L. D.,78, United 
States e. Bullen.) Lam of ee that if either of the bills rey meee should 
become a law, the effect would be an attempt to defeat ts already con- 
firmed under the seventh section of the act of March 3, 1891. In that view, t 
find the proposed legislation objectionable, and recommend that neither bill 
be enacted into law. 

All papers are herewith returned. 

ery respectfully, 
S. W. LAMOREUX, Commissioner. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 

Washington, 15, 1893. 
Srr: I transmit herewith report of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office on House bill 3378, “declaring the construction of an act named therein,”’ 
and House bill 4458 “to amend section 7 of An act to repeal timber-culture 
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laws, and for other purposes,’ approved March 38, 1891,’ which was referred 
to be considered in connection with the first-mentioned bill. 

These two bills accomplish, substantially, the same purpose, which is to 
deciare that nothing in section 7 of the act of March 3, 1891, shall be con- 
strued to apply in its provisions or to affect any case where a contest is 
poncins in the Land Department prior to the passage of the act of March 

, 1891, and that any person who initiated a contest prior thereto shall have 
the right, upon cancellation of the prior entry, by virtue of his contest, to 
enter the tract involved under any of the land laws of the United States 
prior to the date of said act of March 3, 1891, if he was legally qualified to 
make said entry, as if said act had not been passed. 

The practical effect of the bills is to declare that acontestant is an adverse 
claimant within the meaning of the 7th section of the act of March 3, 1891. 
Said section provides as follows: 

*“ Allentries under the preémption, homestead, desert-land, or timber-cul- 
ture laws, in which final proof or payment may have been made and cer- 
tificate issued, and to which there are no adverse claims originating prior 
to final entry and which have been sold or incumbered prior to the Ist day 
of March, 1888, and after final entry, to bona fide purchasers or incumbrancers, 
for a valuable consideration, shall, unless upon an investigation by a Gov- 
ernment agent, fraud on the part of the purchaser has been found, be con- 
firmed and patented upon presentation of satisfactory proof to the Land De- 
partment of such sale or incumbrance.”’ 

[n construing this section, it has been uniformly held by the Department 
that a mere contest pending against an entry at the date of theact of March 
3, 1891, where no priority is claimed, or any other right, except the prefer- 
ence right of entry that may be secured by the successful prosecution of the 
contest, is not such an adverse claim originating prior to final entry as will 
defeat the confirmation of the entry, where the land has been sold or in- 
cumbered prior to the Ist day of March, 1888, and after final entry to bona 
fide purchasers or incumbrancers, for a valuable consideration, and where 
no fraud has been found on the part of the purchaser. 

Under this ruling a large number of cases have been held to be confirmed 
under the provisions of said act and have been patented. If the ruling of 
the Department is the true construction of the act, the cases that are sub- 
ject to confirmation would not, in my judgment, be affected by the proposed 
legislation, which would be merely an attempt to defeat rights already con- 
firmed under said section. 

I therefore concur in the recommendation of the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office that the bill be not passed. 

Very respectfully, 
HOKE SMITH, Secretary. 


Hon. THOMAS C. MCRAE, 
Chairman of Committee on Public Lands, House of Representatives. 


During the reading of the foregoing the time of Mr. HART- 
MAN expired. 

Mr. HARTMAN. 
pending section. 

Mr. SAYERS. I suppose all the gentleman desires to do is 
to put those letters in the RECORD. 

Mr. HARTMAN. I should like to have the letter go into the 
RECORD; and I wish to state before I take my seat that the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office and the Secretary of 
the Interior absolutely repudiate these provisions which were 
presented the other day in the form of this amendment. I 
think that the committee is entitled to know that it has the 
condemnation of those officers. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Lask that the time of the gentleman be ex- 
tended for five minutes. 

Mr. WISE. [I object. 

Mr. HARTMAN. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not recognize the gentle- 
man on that motion. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Iask that the remainder of the letters may 
be printed in the RECORD. 

here was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I rise to in- 
dorse the position of my friend from Montana [Mr. HARTMAN]. 
In the five minutes allowed me I have only time to suggest a few 
considerations which I must be satisfied not to elaborate. 

The avowed purpose of the amendment proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] is to correct an error, to 
righta wrong. Theactsought to be amended was passed March 
3,1891. Had this amendment been proposed March 4, 1891, there 
would probably have been no objection toits passage. Butnow, 
more than three years later, the situation is different. It may 
have been a mistake not to include such a provision in the act 
on March 3, 1891, but toinsert such an amendment now would be 
a much more serious mistake. 

That act became operative immediately after its enactment. 
It was and is a statute of repose. Under this act large sums of 
money have in good faith been invested in land. 

It is granted, Mr. Chairman, that there may be a conflict of 
equities in this matter. This being granted, the question for 
us to determine which of ets is the greater and what action 
is most in accord with good public policy. On the one hand we 
have the equity of the contestant, who frequently is a man whose 
only expenditure of time, money, or labor has been’ that neces- 
_ to pry into the record and find some technical defect ina 
title. 

On the other hand, we have the equities of those who in good 
faith have put their money, as well as their time and talent, into 
the land and improvements. We must decide between equities 
that are merely prospective and those that are real and substan- 


I move to strike out the last word of the 


As one illustration of the great wrong that may be done by the 
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yeaiees of this amendment, I cite the instance of the village of 
asper, in my district. The land upon which it stands contains | 
valuable stone quarries. These have been developed at great 
expense. The men working in them have built their modest 
homes. Numerous places of business have been erected. The 
village has a bright future. With the law as it now stands all 
will be weil. 

But the addition of this amendment will bring a cloud over | 
oer home; and for whom and what? For aman who, asI un- | 

erstand it, has done nothing to build up the town, and whose | 
only claim to recognition is the allegation that he has found | 
somewhere back in the record a technical error or omission. 
By leaving the law as itis he loses nothing; while by passing 
the amendment we run the risk of taking away all the worldly | 
possessions of people who, placing full faith in the records and 
decisions of this Government, have created the village of Jasper. 

This illustration, Mr. Chairman, is, I take it, typical. Andit | 
seoms to me that good public policy is against the amendment, 
and [ trust that when the matter comes up in the House it will 
be defeated. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, there seems to 
be considerable confusion and doubt as to the wisdom of the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Indiana. In his re- | 
marks when the amendment was up for consideration he stated 
that it was approved by the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office and the Secretary of the Interior. He understood at that 
time that it would apply only to contests that had been initiated, | 
and that the repeal of the timber-culture act would leave those 
people in acondition that they could not avail themselves of | 
timber-culture entries. He also understood that it would affect 
only about twenty-five entries. Now, if the fact is as it appears | 
to be, that it will affect a large number of entries throughout | 
our Western country, are we to have any opportunity to recon- | 
sider? 

TheCHAIRMAN. Itcannotbereconsidered. The only way 
will be to vote it down in the House. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Then, Mr. Chairman, {i give 
notice, if such notice is proper at this time, that when this propo- | 
sition comes up in the House we shall ask for a separate vote 
upon it. Ido not wish to detain the committee now, but this is 
a@ matter that ought to be looked into. If the gentleman from 
Indiana were present we might go on now and discuss it for ten 
or fifteen minutes and perhaps come to a conclusion about it, but 
as he is unavoidably absent we can not do that. If we can not 
do better, we will ask for a yea-and-nay vote on the amendment 
in the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I want to say in justice to the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], who is not present at this moment, 
that I had a conversation with him in regard to this amend- 
ment, and at that time he supposed it related to only a few en- | 
tries. The object of the amendment, as understood by him at | 
the time, was merely to put the contestants in the condition in 
which they would have been if the repealing act had not taken | 
effect, simply to remit them to the rights which they had be- | 
fore that repealing act took effect. Now, itis possible and un- | 
y npr | true, as stated here, that since that time, in view of | 
the legislation and of the dismissal of those contests, other per- 
sons have acquired rights, and hence the matter has become 
complicated. I think, therefore, it is well enough that at some | 
subsequent time we should consider the question more fully. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Is it not afact that the effect of this amend- 
ment will be to give the contestant a prior right of entry over 
the contestee? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The intention was simply to give these | 
parties the rights they had before the repealing clause went into | 








effect. 

TheCHAIRMAN. This amendment has been already passed 
upon by the committee, and this debate is all out of order. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman,I desire to say a word in reply 
to the remarks of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] 
about the “ignorance ” of members on this side who voted against 
his amendment. 

Mr. ENLOE. I hope the gentleman will not confine it to that 
side. [Laughter.] 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Of course it is understood that all the 
intelligence and all the purity are concentrated in the gentle- 
man from Tennessee. [Laughter.} 

Mr. MAHON. I believe there are some men on the floor who 
understand this subject quite as well as the gentleman from 
Tennessee. Under the act of 1843 this Bureau was reorganized, 
and that law is in existence to-day. Under the plan of reorgan- 
ization the Treasury Department and the President of the 
United States established in 1887 a well-digested set of rules, 
which not only control the appointment in the Bureau but pre- 
scribe the qualifications which men must have who fill those ap- 
poiutments, and my impression is that those rules having been 
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| trained in the Bureau? 
| thirty well-considered, carefully digested rules have bo 


| Bureau and holds its officers to a strict account. 
| Chairman, why disturb this Bureau in its present relations? 
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adopted in 1887, a? after the Civil Service Commission went 
into operation, this Bureau is not under the eivil service, but is 
under the rules and regulations made and approved by the 
Treasury Department and the President of the United States. 

Mr. ENLOE. What does the gentleman think, then, about 
that telephone messige which was read here by the gentloman 
from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY]? 

Mr. MAHON. I donotknowanythingaboutthat. | 
ing from the books and not from any mere tps divit. The as- 
sistants and the subassistants are appointed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury. All the aids areappointed with his approval. 
They must be men not only well qualitied physically for the 





| places, but they must be men who have graduated at some scien- 


tific college such as prepares its graduates for the kind of work 
done in that Bureau. Where would you find a commission in 


| the United States qualified toexamine men for that intricate and 


delicite work unless you took the very men who have been 
Now, Mr. Chairman, under this plan 
n pre- 
scribed regulating the appointment, the pay, and the qualifica- 
tions of all who are employed in that Bureau, from the Superin- 


| tendent down, and putting them under the control of the Presi- 


dent and the Secretary of the Treasury. 
Mr. ENLOE. Does the gentleman understand thatthe clerical 


| force employed in that Bureau is not subject to the civil-service 


rules? 


Mr. MAHON. Iam not talking about the clerical force; lam 


| talking about the men employed in the scientific work. 


Mr. ENLOE. I agree with you about that. 

Mr. MAHON. I make the assertion that this Bureau is open 
to every member of Congress and to every citizen of the United 
States who wishes to inspect it, and that it is as well conducted 
under these rules and regulations as any Bureau in the city of 
Washington. Every dollar that it expends must be reported to 
the Auditor of the Treasury, who audits the accounts of the 
Now, Mr. 
It 
is to-day absolutely under the Treasury Department, and if any 
gentleman will read these rules with care, he will come to the 
conclusion that there is no necessity for any further legislation 
in regard to this Bureau as to its work in detail or its control. 


| Therefore I voted against the amendment of the gentlemanfrom 
| Tennessee on the information I had obtained from the books and 


from the record of the Department. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I hope we shall now havea 
vote. The amendment of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DING- 
LEY] comes first, being intended to perfect the text. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the matter which 


| the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HopKINS] proposes to strike 


out. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And the Secretary of the Treasury shall reorganize the said office force by 
the reduction of their number or compensation, or both, so as to bring the 
whole of said compensation within the sum of $125,000 for the fiscal year 1895, 
and he shall submit estimates in detail for the said office force, as reorgan- 


| ized hereunder, in his annual estimates to Congress for the fiscal year 186. 


The CHAIKMAN. The Clerk will now report the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEy]. 

The amendmeng was read, as follows: 

Provided, That nothing herein shall be construed to affect the civil service 
rules in so far as applicable to the Coast and Geodetic Survey. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. DINGLEY], which is intended to perfect the text, 
takes precedence of the amendment of the gentleman from I1li- 
nois, which is to strike out. 

The question being taken, the amendment of Mr. DINGLEY 
was adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment 
of the gentleman from Illinois to strike out the paragraph. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman declared that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. REED. I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were —ayes 51, noes 95, 

Mr. REED. I think we ought to have a quorum on this. 
appears to be a party measure. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum being made, the 
Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Hopkins] and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS}. 

The committee again divided; but before the count was com- 
pleted the following took place: 

The CHAIRMAN. Doesthe Chair understand that the point 
of no quorum is withdrawn? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent that the vote on the consideration of the motion that I 
have made be postponed until to-morrow morning. 

Mr. SAYERS. It is understood also, Mr. Chairman, that no 


It 
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further debate shall be had upon this matter without unanimous 
consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
mittee rise? 





Does the gentleman move that the com- 


Mr. SAYERS. No, sir. I simply agree that the vote on this | 


matter be 
Mr. CU 
man? 
The CHAIRMAN. The proposition is that the vote on this 
matter be postponed until to-morrow morning, the point of no 
quorum to be withdrawn. 


poses until to-morrow morning. 
sBERSON. What is the proposition, Mr. Chair- 


Mr. REED. No. The point is not withdrawn except for that 
purpose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum is not with- 
drawn? 


Mr. REED. Not except for that purpose. I am willing, as a 
part of the unanimous consent, that this matter may go over 
until to-morrow morning, and that the rest of the bill be now 
proceeded with. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the point is withdrawn tempora- 


rily. 

Mr. REED. It is temporarily withdrawn, for the purpose 
stated. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum is withdrawn on 
condition that unanimous consent is given for the postponement 
of the consideration of this question until the next legislative 
day. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the portion 
of the bill relating to oe Coast and Geodetic Survey. ; 

The CHAIRMAN, The next matter reserved is on page 63 
of the bill. 

Mr.SETTLE. Lask unanimous consent to offer an amend- 
ment to a paragraph on page 35. 

Mr. SAYERS. I object. 

Mr. SETTLE. I will state to the committee that at the time 
the part of the bill which I wish to amend was read in commit- 
tee, I was temporarily and unavoidably absent from the House; 
otherwise I should have asked to be heard at that time. 

Mr. CANNON of [ilinois. What is the provision? 

Mr. SETTLE. The provision I wish to amend is that which 
at other $50,000 to the use of the Internal Revenue Depart- 
ment for the purpose of detecting and ae violators of the 
internal-revenue laws. The reason I desire to be heard on this 
matter now is that the testimony on which this appropriation 
was allowed by the committee—— 

The CHAIRMAN, Debate is not in order unless the gentle- 
man gets unanimous consent. 

Mr. SAYERS. When we come to the appropriations for the 
oe I will give the gentleman a chance. 

Mr. SETTLE. Mr. Chairman, I have an understanding with 
the gentleman from Texas that when another portion of the bill 
is reached [ shall be allowed an opportunity to be heard on this 
matter. Hense I do not press it just now. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman withdraw his request 
for unanimous consent? 

Mr. SETTLE. Yes, sir. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Under Missouri River Commission: For im’ Missouri River from 
its mouth to Sioux Oity, Lowa, inclu salaries, clerical, office, traveling 
gnd miscellaneous expenses of the uri Ri Co 


ver mmission, 
pemmanens bench marks and gauges, $750,000, $50,000 of which 

or removal of snags and other like obstructions in the Missouri 
Sioux Uity, lowa, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of 

ar. . 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Chairman, when I asked the other 
day to have this item passed over, my object was to ascertain 
a fact which I had been unable to ascertain up to that time, and 
to give the Committee on Rivers and Harbors opportunity to 
consider a question which that Committee had then before it. 
The Missouri River is one of the most treacherous and destruc- 
tive streams in this country. No one except those personally 
acquainted with the character of that stream can have the least 
conception of the destruction and waste that is now going on 
there at some points. For the purpose of information I desire 
to have read from the Clerk’s desk a newspaper clipping which 
does not in the least exaggerate the facts, which indeed does 
not state them as strongly as truth would warrant. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

INTO THE RIVER—JUDGE HORTON'S LAND HAS BEEN WASHED AWAY AT 

ATOHISON—THE BIG MUDDY IS NOW FAST ENCROACHING UPON THE TRACKS 


OF THE SANTA FE—MANY FARMS ALREADY GONE—THE BIG BRIDGE AT 
ATOHISON IN GREAT DANGER OF BEING CUT OFF. 


The Missouri River at Atchison is on another ram 
acts Was to wash away 40 acres of valuabie land bel to Chief Justice 
Horton, on what is known as Toftes Island, just above A n. But this 
is only a very small part of the “ Big Muddy’s " depredations. 

About 3 les east of A in Bu 


chanan County, Mo., is a chain of 
lakes. Five years ago the river showed signs of uneasiness and 


One of its latest 
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| threatened to leave its channel and take a shoot down through these lakes. 


Congress was impor tuned, and by a system of riprapping, ata cost of $150,- 
000, the channel was kept within its proper course. 

The dikes put in five years ago were not permanent, however, and as they 
wore out, the big stream began working its way back into Missouri’s shore. 
When the ice went out of the river a few weeks ago, the last one of the dikes 
went withit. Theriver then made another break for freedom through the 
Missouri lakes. I[tmadeacut across the end of the island, eating up the 
land of Judge Horton, then attacked the farm of Mrs. James Fisk, in Mis- 
souri. This lady had 160 acres, and all that is left nowis 6 acres. Charles 
Stier has lost 99 acres, and the houses of all the farmers in the vicinity have 
been moved back several times. Now the river is within 200 feet of the 
Santa Fe tracksat Pawpaw Junction. This station is used jointly by the 
Santa Fe, Burlington, and Rock Island, and the three roads are actively pre- 
paring to move their tracks back to the bluff to escape the big Missouri. 

The people of Winthrop, just opposite Atchison, have refused to pay their 
taxes this year. They say they will hold on to their money until they find 
that their land is secure. They do not believe in paying taxes upon land in 
the middie of the Missouri River. 


Mr. BRODERICK. I now ask that my amendment be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert after line 1, page’ 4, the following words: ‘seventy-five thousand 
dollars of which, or so much thereof as shall bo necessary to strengthen 
banks and improve the river, shall be used at and near Atchison, Kans.,and 
at Leavenworth, Kans. 


Mr. BRODERICK. The clipping just read from the Clerk’s 
desk —— 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on 
that amendment, as it changes existing law. 

Mr. BRODERICK. The clipping just read gives some idea 
of the urgency which exists—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The impression of the Chair is that dis- 
cussion upon the amendment had begun before the gentleman 
from Texas rose to reserve the point. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman offered his amendment and 
was proceeding to discuss it; but just as soon as [ could get the 
Chair to recognize me I made my point. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Texas rose in time to make 
the point. I took notice of that fact. 

The CHAIRMAN. Had the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
BRODERICK] proceeded to discussing his amendment after he 
had offered it? 

Mr. BRODERICK. I had the clipping read before offering 
the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order will be reserved. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Chairman, the clipping which has 
been read gives some idea of what has been going on at the 
point referred to. The Missouri River Commission has been 
applied to to give some relief; but the chairman of the commis- 
sion. says they have no means of giving relief without special 
legislation. Up to this time, at any rate, they decline to do any- 
ens at either Atchison or Leavenworth without special legis- 

a . 

Now, the Missouri River, as is well-known by most membors 
from the West, is of very little use as a commercial bighway. 
About all that can be done for it and for that country is the pro- 
tection of its banks and the preservation of its bridges, thereby 
enabling the people living along that stream in the different 
States to carry on interstate commerce. There are very few 
steamers that go up the stream, so few that when one is ex- 
pected at Kansas City the fact is advertised in advance, and I 
understand the people of the city go down to the river's bank to 
see the steamer asa curiosity. 

Thus it will be seen that this river is comparatively worthless 
as a highway of commerce. The repair of these places where 
the banks are breaking and property is thus being destroyed is 
about all that the commission can do to aid the people along 
that stream. I hope the amendment will be adopted. For the 
information of some gentlemen who did not hear the amend- 
ment read I will state that it does not ask for an additional a 
propriation; it does not increase expenses in any way; it only 
roposes to set aside $75,000 of the appropriation named in the 
ill for work at the points named. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Are not all these expenditures of 
money on the Missouri River made now undera law of Congress 
providing that the Missouri River shall be improved by stretches 
or reaches, or whatever else the technical term may 

Mr. BRODERICK. I think that the commission may use a 
portion of the money atits discretion. Last fail there was some 
work done at St. Joseph. Under the law 25 per cent was to be 
reserved from the continuing contracts. I understand that a 

ortion of that 25 per cent is now on hand, but most part of it 
hes been expended at the points where the banks are bein 
broken. But there is no place on the river where there is suc 
an emergency as at Atchison and Leavenworth. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

r. MERCER obtained the floor. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would like to ask the gentleman 


from Kansas [Mr. BRODERICK] another question. 
I will yield for that purpose. 
Does the gentieman from Kansas 


Mr. M 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
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know anything of a scheme being on foot to induce that Mis- 
souri River Commission to spend money this year up about St. 
Joseph and Leavenworth, instead of down at the mouth of the 
river, where it ought to be spent. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I did not hear the whole of the 
man’s question. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I say, do you know anything of a 
scheme being on foot to divert the expenditure of the appropri- 
ations for the improvement of the Missouri River this year, 
from the lower portion of the river, from Jefferson City to its 
mouth, and to expend the money in the neighborhood of S 
Joseph and Leavenworth? 

Mr. BRODERICK. I know of no scheme except to get the 
appropriation for these points where the river is cutting the 
banks. That is all [ am interested in. 

Mr. MERCER. I send to the desk an amendment in the form 
of a substitute for the paragraph. 

Mr. SAYERS. My point of order is that the amendment of 
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. BRODERICK] changes existing 
law; and I presume before a substitute can be oifered it will be 
necessary for the Chair to rule upon the point. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thepointof order canstill be reserved. 

Mr. SAYERS. I reserve a point of order also on the propo- 
sition of the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. MERCER]. 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to offer anamendment to the text. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska[Mr. MER- 
CER] has the floor. 

Mr. MERCER. [ask that the amendment I have sent to the 
desk be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the whole section referring to the Missouri River Commission, 
and substitute therefor the following: 

‘“*Under Missouri River Commission: Forimproving Missouri River from 
its mouth to the south line of Sioux City, Iowa, including salaries, clerical, 
office, traveling and miscellaneous expenses of the Missouri Commission 
surveys, permanent bench marks, and gauges, $740,000; $50,000 of which may 
be used for the removal of snags and other like obstructions tn the Missouri 
River above Sioux City, Iowa, and from the south line thereof; to be ex- 
pended under the direction of the Secretary of War; and $150,000 of which 
shall be expended in the construction, repair, maintenance, and extension 


of revetments, dikes, and other works between the mouth of the Platte 
River, in Nebraska, and Sioux City, Iowa.” 


Mr. MERCER. Mr. Chairman, the people of Omahaand Coun- 
cil Bluffs have been buffeted from pillar to post by the Missouri 
River Commission and by the Committee on Riversand Harbors 
for lo these many days, and we are very uncertain as to whether 
the relief so often prayed for will ever be granted. That these 
cities are entitled to assistance no one denies. The Commission 
and the committee are both profuse in sympathy, but very slow 
of action. There is asystem of labor being performed by the 
Missouri River Commission to-day which pret meg beyond the 
comprehension of the average man who resides along the Mis- 
souri River north of Jefferson City. It seems that there is a 
16-mile stretch near Jefferson City into which money has been 
poured for the last three or four years in enormous quantities; 
and during the next — I believe a large sum is to be expended 
upon this same reach. It is high time that other parts of the 
river receive some attention. At the "eee rate of work per- 
formed Omaha will be reached in two hundred years. 

Now, members on this floor have informed me that the banks 
at the mouth of the Missouri River need some improvement, 
that there is damage being done there, and that something 
should be done by legislation for the protection of the banks of 
the river at that point. I know that the same condition of 
affairs exists at Omaha and Council Bluffs, and if the Govern- 
ment is determined te expend so much money each year for the 
improvement of rivers and harbors this money shouid be spent 
beste the greatest good will be done to the greater number of 
people. 

I am told by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors that it is 
the policy, as adopted in the Fifty-first Congress and pursued 
since, that the Missouri River must be improved from its mouth 
up and toward its source. If that is so, why is not that policy 
pursued with reference to the mouth of the river, and why isa 
jump of one hundred and twenty or one hundred and thirty miles 
north made to one particular spot, overlooking, as it were, in- 
termediate territory? I take it, Mr. Chairman, that if the Mis- 
souri River Commission has the discretion which the law says 
it has, and if it desires to do justice to the commercial centers 
along the river, that Commission will see to it that the banks 
and property along the Missouri River at commercial points are 
protected, and not that one part or reach of the Missouri River 
should receive thousands and thousands of @ilars, to the detri- 
ment of other parts of the river. At the cities of Omaha and 
Council Bluffs there is $10,000,000 worth of property depending 
upon legislation favoring improvement of the Missouri River 
banks at these places. The peopleof these cities have expended 


goutle- 
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t. | 
| so much has already been done. 


| St. Joseph,and Leavenworth need attention. 
| cil Bluffs need attention, and Sioux City needs attention. 


SOST 


in times gone by in the neighborhood of $600,000 in improving 
the Missouri River banks. - 

The Omaha Smelting Works have expended thousands of dol- 
lars in protecting the banks in front of their property. The 
Government has expended $120,000 at or near Council Bluffs; 
and if something is not done by this Congress through legisla- 
tion to compell the Missouri River Commission to protect this 
work at Council Bluffs it will be wiped out of existence, and that 
much money will be thrown away. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what I desire is that this Congress shall 
recognize the fact that there are some places along the Missouri 
River needing attention outside of that 1t-mile reach, for which 
There is something at the 
mouth of the Missouri River that needs attention. Atchison, 
Omaha and Coun- 


Ree- 


| ognize the principal cities along this river in an equitable man 


ner, and complaints will be few and far between. If this can not 
be done we had better abolish all river commissions and deal with 
these troubles direct. 


Again, Mr. Chairman, with reference to the point of order 


| : . . : 
| that the gentleman raises, I desire to say that my substitute re- 


reece cen 


duces this appropriation $10,000. And again, the substitute is 
perfectly germane to this section. I do not think the point of 
order raised by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] is well 
taken, and [ trust this House, in all fairness, will see to it that 
the parts of the Missouri River which most need protection shall 
be recognized in this bill, and at this time. 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of this House to 


the following statement pertaining to this matter: 
CHICAGO, November 19, 1592 
IMPROVEMENT OF THE MISSOURI RIVER. 

Omaha reach—Florence to Union Pacific Railway bridge. 

The characteristics of the Omaha reach are known from surveys for the 
United States which have been made with more or less regularity since 
1877. These surveys show very fully the succession of changes in shore lines 
and river bed, and the general surveys carried over the river in i879 and 1890 
develop the character of the river above and below. The last survey, made 
for the purpose of this report in October of this year, shows the location of 
the river bed and of the main shore lines as they now exist. 

The object sought is the fixation of the riverin a proper course on account 
of the very large and growing property interests in the twin cities of Omaha 
and Council Bluffs that would be menaced by any material change. The in 
terests of commerce are also concerned in a permanent location at the 
bridge crossings. Such works as are required for these objects promote in 
the highest degree the navigabiiity of this reach as a part of the general im- 
provement of the Missouri River. 

The Omaha reach extends from Florence to the Union Pacitic Railway 
bridge, a distance of 10 miles. The general or average width between the 
shore lines at ordinary high water is 2,200 feet, or about 800 feet in excess of 
the average width across low water and low bars. This general width, 
however, does not represent the proper width of the river, or that really 
necessary for the flow of the stream, but rather the space over which the 
stream has wandered in recent years, or during the time required for bars 
to build up, become covered with vegetation, or a growth of willows and 
cottonwood, and be regarded as fastiand. On the whole, the changes due 
to the cut-off of 1877, Just above the smelting works, have worked them 
selves out; and generally the course of the river and its stability have 
steadily improved up to the time of the October survey. Material changes 
from natural causes in the future are likely on the whole to be disadvan- 


-tageous to improvement, and highly detrimental to very important inter 


ests that are adjusting themselves to the course the river is now shaping 

The same favorable conditions do not obtain above or below. Above Flor 
ence the rapid cutting of the point of the bend on the east shore throws the 
stream lower down against the bluffs, and this action can not continue in- 
definitely without producing radical changes in the bend below Florence and 
altering the conditions at the northwestern dikes so as to greatly disturb 
the course below, the ultimate effect of all of which can not be foretold. 
This danger is by n0 means remote, and the adoption of remedial measures 
should not be delayed. Below Omaha bridge sueh changes are occurring as 
indicate an uneasy disposition of the river, and between that point and 
Plattsmouth radical changes have occured in recent years and are now oc- 
eurring which, in the readjustment that must follow, are a serious menace 
to the aha Reach. 

In 1879, prior to the St. Marys cut-off above the mouth of the Platte, the 
distance by the course of the river from the Omaha bridge to Plattsmouth 
bridge was 33} miles. In 1890 this distance had shortened to 24} miles, a de- 
crease in length of about 27 per cent. During the same time no material 
change in length occurred in the river above from Omaha to Blair. The 
general experience with the river is that notwithstanding cut-offs and wan- 
derings the length between fixed points,say 100 miles apart, will not in time 
show material alteration; in other words, that any shortening or other 
abrupt development is local and temporary. The river may wander and 
change its course, but the substantial length and average characteristics 
prevail. It is also believed that radical changes for the most part find their 
normal readjustment up stream. 

‘These lessons of experience are in harmony with sound theory 
vious that the energy of the stream or the work which it can dois measured 
by the fallin a givendistance. The fall per mile between Omaha and Platts- 
mouth has been increased by over one-third, and this surplus of energy will 
occasion wandering and spreading until sooner or later it works itself out 
in recovered length. 

If the conditions favored the recovery of this length helow Omaha, then 
the menace might not. be serious to the OmahajReach. They do not appear 
favorable, and no judgment can be formed as to whether the river will or 
will not, in the early future and in a brief season, take on comparative sta 
bility in the region of presentinstability with a transfer of slope and uns! 
conditions up stream. Should this occur, itis a question as to whether | 


It is ob- 


le 


e 


Omaha reach could stand the strain of this surplus of energy until it had 
worked through to the riverabove, which isin a much more suscepti on 
dition. If the Omaha reach was well secured throughout in a fair course of 


moderate width, unquestionably the transfer of any undesired conditions 


wonld be effected without material local damage. 
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The Omaha reach has not undergone recently other than the ordinary 
changes normal to the Missouri River as a result of flood seasons and the 
enormous amount of material shifted in its bed. At the present time the 
course as a whole, is very favorable to further improvement. The bend be- 
low Florence is a proper shape for bank revetment, and certain dike work 
should be done on the left bank, opposite and below Florence, with a view to 
better controlling the direction of the stream into the bend and building up 
the low and broad bar, and which extends well down towards the north- 
western dikes. The course at and above the northwestern dikes is favor- 
able and should be made ee games in the present position. From this 

»int down to the point of bend opposite Omoha, the Council Bluffs or left 
yank, has been revetted for a distance of 5 miles. This bend has a pocket 
which should be masked by a dike in order to insure stability of course be- 
low in the 2} miles approaching Omaha, 

Aside from the holding of the concave banks in their present position. the 
situation reduces to a control of the run into the bend at and below Flor- 
ence, fixation of the river at the northwestern dikes, and a masking of the 
pocket above the new railway bridge. It would be well alsoif in training 
the river the bend above the smelting works and in theapproach to the high- 
way bridge could be corrected by a course farther out and with less curva- 
ture. Property interests would be materially served thereby, and no doubt 
of themselves will in time er about an easier course. 

The question of allowable width is of importance, as a greater width than 
the proper requirements of the stream encourages wandering or change of 
channel, and affords better ve sortunity for unstable conditions to be effect- 
ive. From a pretty full consideration of the matter for the entire river and 
extending ges several years, 817 feet was fixed between Sioux City and 
Plattsmouth, and this may be safely adopted for any local requirement, and 








no doubt fixed banks that distance apart would be sufficient for the needs of ! 


the stream. This will seem to some who have not give any consideration to 
the matter of cross-section and scour as affected by variations in stage of 
water, as vee narrow, and the more conservative width of 1,000 feet at rul- 
~— points will be entirely safe and probably more expedient. 

f the width is controlled and fixed atsruling point it will usually take 
care of itself in the bends lying between or require slight aid in building up 
the bars and reducing the section to the normal width, and thus broad areas 
uae recovered from the wandering river course to become in time fast 

and. 

On the other hand, should nothing further be done to the Omaha reach we 
may expect the following results: 

i. Changing conditions at Florence which will give rise to a shifting river 
in the bend below with heavy bank erosion and frequent bar changes. 

2. Adropping down of the river's course below the northwestern dike and 
such a direct assault on the revetment as would probably destroy the same 
and confuse the course of the river below. 

8. Shifting into and out of the pocket above the new bridge with a corre- 
sponding variation of the river in its approach to Omaha and difficult control 
of the channel at the bridge site. 

All these conditions are favorable as an pote of attack in case of 
complication arising by which the unstable conditions below Omahashould 
be transferred into the Omaha reach. 

It may be confidently stated that the Omaha reach is in better shape at 
this time than for one years past, and that future conditions and changes 
will be detrimental and possibly result in instability of a radical character. 
For these reasons it should at once be fully secured in a proper course by 
works of a substantial character. 

The mee of the October surveys shows clearly the place of the stream, the 
height of bara, and the course of the main banks. It bears out fully the con- 
clusion that the ruling points areat Florence, the northwestern dikes, and at 
the pocket, 2} miles above Omaha, the variations at these points be 
— largely responsible for the wandering channel and the varicose condi- 

ons below. 

The matter of improvement will only bereferred toin its general features, 
as the cost in advance of a knowledge of what the specific conditions will be 
when the funds are actually available and the s fic plan that should be 
applied at each locality can not be stated except in its limits. 

he several worke will be referred to in what seems their natural order of 
development as affecting the several interests to be guarded. 

1. The Pocket.—This will require a substantial system of dykes and cross- 
dykes, by which the pocket is to be recovered and a new shore line estab- 
lished which will continue the bend above on a fair curve so that the river 
will follow the Iowa shore to the vicinity of the new bridge, about three- 
fourths of a mile below the poceet. The | tudinal dyke for the new shore 
line will have a length of 4,000 to 5,000 feet and about an equal length of cross- 
dyke will be required, all estimated to cost $75,000. 

2. Florence Bend.—This should have a substantial revetment from Florence 
down for about 8 miles, and the present bank line seems to be very favorable. 
How far the situation may be changed by another ‘h water can not be told. 
This wotk should all be carried out in one season and will cost about $120,000. 

3. Northwestern Dikes.—The river should be here trained and secured in a 
definite course so as to give an easy run into the bend below without direct 
assault on the banks. ow anent the revetment below the dikes may 
be I can not say, but it would require to be of the most unusual character to 
withstand direct and changing assauits. The proper and easy control below 
demands a fixed courge in this locality. Probably a mile require train- 
ing and securing at an estimated cost of 860,000, although this estimate is 
subject to many contingencies. 

4. Florence Dikes.—On the Iowa shore, opposite and below Florence, a mile 
of work ay be judicious with a view to giving positive direction to the 
stream in Florence bend. The character and amount of work at this point 
is ee tentative in view of developments above, but an estimate of 
$60,000 should be sufficient for the probable requirements. 

The foregoing aggregates 8300, There may be incidental work which 
it would be judicious to undertake. These works, however, cover what is 
required to put the reach under control, though it might be well to increase 
the estimate to $350,000 to cover unforeseen con ncies. 

Other works may property foliow, but as the: be more local and of a 
character to fix banks in more detail and buil up bars, and must — 
jected in view of results that may follow the works outlined, no estimate is 
submitted. They will all be beneficial in more defini fixing and secur- 
ing the river and in determining its width and will be aided largely by the 
bank interests. 

The question of what should be done in the short bend above the smelting 
works aas been alluded to, wae 8 t is submitted, as this locality does 
not appear to be seectelty m . No doubt a material could be 
made which would be beneficial to the river and of advantage property 
interest, and the depth of the under! rock would seem to favor a correc 
tion. It isa matter requiring more special study in view of the prox- 
imity to the two bridges. 

Very respectfully submitted, 
L. E. COOLEY, Consulting Hngineer. 


To Artuur 8S. Porrer, Omaha, Nebr. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman,I have arranged the questions 
of difference respecting the Coast and Geodetic Survey; and in 
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order that that part of the bill may be closed up, I ask unani- 
mous consent of the committee to return to it and to consider 
this amendment, which is entirely satisfactory to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think it is satisfactory to both sides. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas[Mr. SAYERS] 
asks unanimous consent to return to the part of the bill with 
reference to the Coast and Geodetic Survey for the. purpose of 
offering an amendment. 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to ask what becomes of this subject 
that we have under consideration. 

Mr. SAYERS. We will immediately return to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendmentoffered by the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. SAYERS] will first be reported, after which the 
Chair will ask if there be objection to its consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the words from the word “and,” in line 24, page 22, to and in- 
cluding the word ‘‘ within,” in line 2, on page 23, and insert the following: 

“And the ee of the Treasury shall reduce the number or compen- 
sation, or both, of said office force B80 as to make the whole of said compen- 
sation equal to.” 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to recurring for the 
purpose of considering this amendment. 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is onthe amendment which 
has just been read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. REED. Now the motion tostrike out offered by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS] ought to be negatived. 

Mr. SAYERS. My understanding is that the unanimous con- 
sent to consider this amendment disposed of that. 

Mr. REED. That is allright ifit is so understood. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. 
PICKLER] was recognized. 

Mr. PICKLER. I yield to the gentleman from Washington 
[Mr. WILSON]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington [Mr. 
WILson] is recognized. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, a day or two 
ago my esteemed friend from Mississippi took me somewhat to 
task in a kindly way—— 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, just a moment—— 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, if that matter 
is settled, and I have the floor, I would like to be advised of it. 

Mr. REED. It is not quite settled yet. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, the amendment 
offered by the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
was to take the place of the motion I made; and in view of its 
otis I will withdraw my motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. Whatdoes the gentleman refer to? The 
pending amendment was offered by the gentleman from Kansas. 

Mr. SAYERS. But this has reference to the Coast and Geo- 
detic Survey. The language that has just been read is the lan- 

uage that was agreed upon. 

The CHAIRMAN. The a:endment offered by the gentle- 
man from ‘Texas, by unanimous consent, was adopted. 

Mr. REED. And then the motion of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. HOPKINS] is withdrawn. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thought that amendment had 
been finished. 

Mr. SAYERS. It has. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. My motion was still pending as 
an amendment when this amendment was offered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s motion for what? 

Mr. REED. The motion of the gentleman from Illinois was 
to strike out the paragraph; but the paragraph having been 
amended to suit him, he withdraws the motion to strike out, 
and that leaves it as the Chair understands it, there remaining 
, a technical difficulty that the Chairman has to get over. 

. COGSWELL. Dol understand that that matter is now 
closed up? I want it to go on record. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. It is. 

The CHAIRMAN. Waitamoment. Let the Chair see. 

Mr. SAYERS. Itis closed. 

Mr. COGSWELL. I understand itis so, but the decision of 
the Chair would make me feel happier about it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Now, the gentleman from [Illinois with- 
draws his motion to strike out? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Yes. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That disposes of all that portion of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Information is given to the Chair thatthe 
gentleman from Illinois withdraws his motion to strike out the 
—— on 22 and 23. Is there objection to the request 

withdraw that motion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 
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Mr. SAYERS. Now, that closes up the portion of the bill re- 
lating to the Coast and Geodetic Survey. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. COGSWELL. And we do not return to the Coast and | 
Geodetic Survey. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is allthere is of it. The committee 
is now considering the Missouri River Commission. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, a day or two 
ago my esteemed friend from Mississippi [Mr. CATCHINGs], 
in a kindly way, took me somewhat to task for exhibiting some 
little degree of sectionalism u mn the floor of this House. I rise 
to assure the gentleman from Mississippi that no member upon 
this floor is actuated with less sectionalism thanIam. I cer- 
tainly wish, so far as I can, by my voice and by my vote, to con- 
tribute in every way and in every manner possible to that which 
will bring prosperity and happiness to the people of his State 
and to all sections of the South; but I can not resist the tempta- 
tion to make a comparison between the twelve favored projects 
brought in upon this sundry civil appropriation bill and the 
practical damage done to the people of the section I have the 
honor in part to represent. 

Now, sir, when we go before the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors to seek some appropriations for my State, with 1,900 
miles of shore line with vast rivers and harbors, we are told to 
take our station at the end of the table and to be brief. Weare 
then told, after we have made an argument, that we can only 
have one-fifth of the estimates recommended by the engineers 
of the United States; and yet when we come in with this bill on 
the floor of this House, what do we find? We find that the ap- 
propriation recommended, not by the engineers of the United 
States, but by civilians almost, men appointed for political rea- 
sons, these projects receive what—5 5,10,15 percent? No! They 
receive 100 per cent, orevery dollar they have requested. I call 
the attention of the House and the committee to the report be- 
fore the subcommittee which considered the sundry civil bill. 
It will make interesting reading when placed in the RECORD. 
At one point a major of the engineers testified as follows: 

+ kod amount asked for Hay Lake is $150,000. How much have you got 
on hand? 

A. Four hundred and twenty-five thousand dollars. 

And when the honorable chairman of this committee, think- 
ing of the condition of the Treasury, and desiring to avoid mak- 
ing appropriations that are unnecessary, asks— 


Q. Why don't you use that amount? 


He goes on further and says: 

A. Because it freezes in winter, and we can not work all the time. 

Will it not freeze next winter, gentlemen of the committee? 
And so, I say, taking the Mississippi River Commission for ex 
ample, when we came to the consideration of that in the com- 
mittee we ascertained that there were no estimates before the 
committee for any appropriation; and this report says: 

Will you not very kindly send in an estimate for the Mississippi Com- 
mission? 

Mr. Chairman, when you or I, or any other member of the 
House, goes before the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, he 
knows if you have no estimates you can not have asingle dollar; 
but you have kindly sent out and got an estimate, and the result 
is $2,00©,0°0 appropriations on the sundry civil appropriation 
bill. 1 say, gentlemen, it is unfair; it is unjust. It is inequita- 
ble to every other sectionof the country. I ask thatthe portion 
of the country which I have the bonor to represent shall be 
treated in the same way and in the same manner as the section 
of every other member upon this floor is treated. If it is to be 
5 per cent, let us make it 5 per cent for all. Now, look at it for 
instance. Distinguished gentlemen come and say we are un- 
generous to the South. They come in preaching economy, they 
come in preaching reform,and yet here isa tabulated statement 
of the appropriations that have been made for rivers and har- 
bors in the entire country from its organization. Up to 1890 
_ appropriated $76,000,000 to the Mississippi and Missouri 

ivers, and you added $20, 000,000 and over for the Guif States. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

he CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. MERCER. lIask that the time of the gentleman from 


Washington be extended twenty minutes. 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. I only want three or four min- 
utes more. 


Mr. LOUD. Is not the gentleman speaking on the point of 
order, and is he not recognized for an hour? 
The CHAIRMAN. The point of order has been reserved. 
Mr. SAYERS. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
be permitted to continue his remarks for five minutes. 
here was no objection. 
wu WILSON of Washington. Iam always under obligatious 
esteemed friend. Every day he paces me under more ob- 
ite to him on this floor, and I hope the time may come 


= 
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when I shall have an opportunity 
cate the many obligations that 
friend from Texas. [Laughter.]| 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I would like to print in the REcORD the 
testimony taken before the committee. I wanttoplaceitin the 
RECORD to show the House, to show the country, that those who 
are standing here every day talking and preaching economy, by 
whom we are told every day we must cut down the expenditures 
of the Government, are bringing in appropriations for twelve 
favored projects when large sums remain unexpended of the ap- 
propriations made at the last session of Congress; and to sa 
to you, sir, that you may talk about your low tariff, and talk 
about your high tariff, and talk about your tariff for revenue 
only, but so long as you gentlemez continue to appropriate $500,- 
000,000 every yearsomebody has gotto pay the fiddler while they 
do the dancing. [Laughter.] 

This money comes out of the common people. What we con- 
tend for is that while we are charged with these appropri: ations 
in the West, the only instance and the only time, the only placc 
the only circumstance where you have ever cut down the ex: 
penses of this Government in clerk hire in any of the Depart- 
ments was in the General Land Office, where we pay every dol- 
lar of the expenditures by the fees and from the lands sold in 
our section. You cut down the force of the Land Office, and yet 
we gave you a net revenue of $4,000,000 last year. 

Mr. DOCKERY. And they were cut down on the recom- 
mendation of the Commissioner of the General Land Office. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Yes, they were cut down on 
the recommendation of the Commissioner of the General Lind 
Office, and the gentleman should have added that he was a Re- 
publican. 

I say that you apply to my section of the country a rule which 
is unjust and unfair. We should be treated as others are treated. 
I propose to place in the RecorD, if I can have the consent of 
the committee, a tabulated statement coming down to 1890, 
which will show just where the money has gone. Mr. Chairman, 
these contracts ought to be abolished. I know it is the law, but 
I know, too, that when I go to my able friend, the chairman of 
the committee, and ask him for an increased appropriation for 
Olympia Harbor, he will say to me, and say very properly: ‘‘ We 
have got to keep this bill down: we have got to keep it under 
ten millions. There are eight millions on the sundry civil 
bill charged to this bill.” So others are receiving ahundred per 
cent while my colleagues and I are allowed only one-fifth of the 
— estimate. That is the unfairness of which we com- 
plain 

If the Rivers and Harbors Committee can not afford to give 
me over one-fifth of the estimate, then they can not afford to 
reece. -fifth to the Mississippi River. We have poured out 

5,000,000 there already, and I think the facts will show that it 
hes accomplished little or nothing up to date. Again, thesa 
commissions ought to be under the Army of the United States. 
Let us take thy civilians off these commissions and save these 
salaries of five or six thousand dollars a year. I know of a man 
from lndianr. who was appointed fifteen years ago on the Mis- 
sissippi River Commission just because he had been defeated for 
Congress, and he is still there at five thousand a year. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. Yes, an intelligent gentle- 


in some small way to recipro- 
am under to my distinguished 


man, too. 
Mr. WILSON of ‘Washington. Yes, he is an intelligent gen- 
tleman. But he is like a map who came up from Virginia to 


look for an office, and who said he didn’t know just what he 
wanted, but he thought he would take a‘‘sinecure.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. STOCKDALE. He is the mostefficient manon the Com- 
mission. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Very likely. But when you 
stand up here and vote to send Indian agents into my country 
from Alabama and Georgia and South Carolina and Texas, you 
ought to be willing to agree to give up these places and let the 
Army officers to do the work of these commissions. Why, I am 
afraid they are going to depopulate Georgia before the present 
honorable Secretary of the Interior gets through. [Laughter.| 
They will not appoint any Democrats belonging to my State to 
any little office, even as special agent to remove a few Indians. 

They sent us a gentleman only the other day, one from the 
State of Tennessee; and so it is all along the line, as far as the 
West is concerned. You are continually doing us great injus- 
tice, gentlemen. Weare weak now, we are powerless now, but 
the time will come when we shall have votes sufficient to do 
something in this House, and in that day—l, speaking for my 
people, say that they will not be as unjust to your constituents as 
you are upon this bill and upon the river and harbor bill to the 
people that I represent. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Mr. Chairman, there are many appropria- 
tion bills reported to and passed by this House. Aside from the 
six or seven that come from the Appropriations Committee, we 
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have large bills from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
from the Indian Committee, and from the Committee on Agri- 
culture, and I think if my friend from Washington would show 
to this House what his section of the country has received in all 
those different bills he would then be unable to complain that 
his constituents have been discriminated against. For instance— 
and only as one case upon which [ can lay my hand at this mo- 
ment—I have here a statement of the appropriations for land 
surveys for eight years, including 1893. Out of a million and a 
half of dollars appropriated, to be divided among twenty-six 
States, how much do you think the gentieman got for his State? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I know. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Sodol. A 1ittleover a million and a half 
of dollars was appropriated for twenty-six States, and the gen- 
tleman's State got $250,000 of that~—a quarter of a million dol- 
lars. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. May I interrupt the gentle- 
man a moment? 

Mr. COGSWELL. Not for a moment just now. [Laughter.] 
Montana, Oregon, and Washington —I take these three Western 
States as my eye falls upon them—received out of that large ap- 
propriation nearly $700,000. I do not say that they received too 
much, but when a man from a particular section gets - here 
and picks out a special item in this appropriation bill and com- 
plains that his people have got nothing in itand thatsome other 
part of the country has got too much, f think it is proper tocail 
attention to these other appropriations. The gentleman's state- 
ment is notfair. Let him take accountof all the a moneys 
that are appropriated from the Treasury and see if he can then 
claim that it has been unfairly distributed. The gentleman says, 
‘*Give me my pro rata of this bill,” but would he take it on the 
land bill? Not for a moment. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Yes. I move to strike out 
the last word, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
CoGSWELL| has the floor. 

Mr. COGSWELL. I have done. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I wish to say, in reply to the 
the gentleman from Massachusetts —— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi |Mr. 
CATCHINGS| is recognized. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Well, I will get the floor an- 
other time. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I wish to say a few words at the begin- 
ning with regard to the amendment suggested concerning the 
appropriation for the Missouri River. I desire to make a longer 
statement than [ can make in five minutes, and I should like to 
be allowed a litthe more time. 

Mr. SAYERS. [ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Mississippi be permitted to speak without limit. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Chairman, we have had under con- 
sideration for quite a number of years a plan proposed by the 
Missouri River Commission for the improvement of that river. 
That Commission, in the very inception of the work, urged upon 
Congress the absolute necessity of doing it in a systematic man- 
ner, beginning at the mouth of the river and rene upward; 
but the River and Harbor Committee in past years, yielding to 
the anxiety and the solicitations of members who were inter- 
ested in various localities on the river, declined to be governed 
by the recommendations of the Commission, and began to par- 
cel out from the aggregate sum appropriated for the improve- 
ment of the Missouri amounts to be expended at this, that, and 
the other point. ~ 

As a matter of course, when one member of Congress suc- 
ceeded in securing the designation of a specific sum for some 

rticular locality in his district, it was but natural that other 
Rapreseaintives along the river shouid come and clamor for spe- 
eilic appropriations for localities in their districts. If you will 
turn to the river and harbor bill for 1888 you will find that the 
whole sum of $1,000,000 carried by that bill for the Missouri 
River was parceled out to the different localities upon that river 
without ieaving the slightest discretion in the Commission or 
leaving one single dollar to be expended in pursuance of their 
general plan. When the work had reached this stage it became 
manifest to gentlemen interested in the river, and to the mem- 
bers of the River and Harbor Committee, thata halt had to be 
called. It must be remembered that while the Missouri is a 

»at stream, pouring annually an immense volume of water 

to the Mississippi, it is yet a stream substantially without 
commerce. 

There are so few boats navigating that river that ee 
scarcely worth mentioning ina discussion of this kind. Now, 
the scheme that Congress had entered upon was to so harness 
and control the waters of that angry stream as to adapt it to the 
needs of navigation, but we hed deported entirely from that 
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scheme and our operations had degenerated into a system which 
was an appeal to Congress not to make the stream navigable for 
steamboats but to protect private property along its banks. 
For, Mr. Chairman, it was not contended nor can it be con- 
tended, that the designation of particular sums contained in the 
bill of 1888 had any other purpose than to protect private prop- 
erty on the banks of the river, leaving the river itself ehiarly 
without commerce. 

So we had reached a point in the history of that work when 
we were obliged to do one of two things—either to abandon this 
system of appropriating the money specifically to localities and 
leave the Commission the right to use it for the improvezaext of 
the navigation of the river, or else to strike the Missouri River 
from the river and harbor bill. And when we had reached that 
point we invited every gentleman in Congress who was :t all 
concerned in that river to attend the meeting of the River and 
Harbor Committee and listen to the suggestions which we made 
in that direction. And after a full consultation the statement 
there made was aceepted as true by these members, that we 
must either do one of two things—strike that river entirely 
from the bill, or cease this practice into which we had fallen of 
stripping the river commission of all authority and discretion 
and devoting money specifically to the preservation of private 
property. 

In pursuance of the agreement then and there entered into, 
we provided in the act of 1890 for the appropriation of a general 
sum to be expended by the Missouri River Commission in its 
own discretion, leaving that Commission, however, by the ex- 
press terms of the law, the power, if it chose to exercise it, to 
expend certain portions of the money at the harbors and locali- 
ties on thatriver. And theactof 1892followed in precisely simi- 
lar language, appropriating a specific sum of money, with no 
direction or mandate whatever to that Commission, but at the 
same time leaving it the power, if it should chose to exercise it, 
to protect localities along the bank of that river. 

Mr. LOUD. I should like to ask the gentleman a question, in 
order that I may fully understand the thread of his argument. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Certainly. 

Mr. LOUD. Is it understood that this money may now be de- 
voted to the purpose of protecting private property from the in- 
roads of the river? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. The Missouri River Commission, in its 
discretion, having in view that the purpose is to improve the 
navigation of the river, may expend certain portions of this 
money at different localities or at different harbors, but al- 
ways—— 

Mr. LOUD. That does not answer my question. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I thought I answered it—always having 
7 view that the object is to improve the navigation of the 
river. 

Mr. LOUD. Still it is discretionary with the Commission 
whether they shall use this money ultimately for the protection 
of private ree: is it not? 

r. CATCHINGS. It is not to be assumed, Mr. Chairman, 
that they would exercise that discretion for any other purpose 
than to are the navigation of the river. 

Mr. LOUD. Then itis merely an assumption, isit? There is 
no law that makes any prohibition as to their use of this money. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. None at all. 

Mr. LOUD. The matter, then, is entirely in the discretion 
of the Commission? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. But of course, Mr. Chairman, we must 
credit that Commission with the same purpose which actuates 
all of us—to discharge publie duties faithfully and to carry out 
the spirit as well as the letter of the law. 

Mr. LOUD. I aay wanted to get at the fact of the matte. 

Mr. PICKLER. ll the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
CATCHINGS] explain more definitely what he means by protect- 
ing a property? Does he mean rectifying the banks at 
cities 

Mr.CATCHINGS. Imean this: Of course, when you improve 
the navigation of the river, you do protect private property; 
but that is an incident of the work, not the main object of it. 
These SSpeeenae, however, had been so parceled out that 
the navigation of the river had been lost sight of; and the 
money was confessedly and avowedly expended with no other 
object than to protect private property. At that period in the 
history of the work which I have mentioned we made the change 
I have described, and it has been carried on down to the pres- 
ent time. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if these amendments which my good 
friends here have suggested are to be adopted, we simply, by 
our own act, revert to that condition of chaes into which this 
work had falien in 1890; and this presents a serious question for 
the House to consider. Iam sure that this House would not for 
one moment entertain the proposition of making so radical a 
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change with regard to the manner in which this stream shall be 
dealt with without the most careful and earnest consideration. 
So that even if these amendments were not subject to the point 
of order, I would say to the House that it would do well to pro- 
ceed slowly and cautiously before reémbarking upon a scheme 
which wrecked itself in the manner I have explained, beoause if 
we are to go back to the old system of permitting the whole ap- 
propriation to be expended at specific localities under the direc- 
tion of Congress, we shall have lost sight of the only constitu- 
tional power that we have to expend one dollar of money upon 
that river, that is for the purpose of making it useful as an ar- 
tery of commerce. 

Mr. MERCER. If the Missouri River Commission is pursu- 
ing the system which the gentleman indicates in his line of 
argument, why is it that the repairs needed to-day at the mouth 
of the river can not be made? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I can only answer that upon a supposi- 
tion; for I have not consulted any member of that Commission 
as to the motives which have prompted them to spend a dollar 
here or a dollar there. I can only answer upon the assumption 
that they have seen proper to utilize a considerable portion of 
this money in the preservation of works which had already been 
constructed at certain localities approximating the mouth of 
that river. 

Now, I sympathize very deeply with my friends on this fioor 
who are interested in this river, and especially with my friend 
from Kansas [Mr. BRODERICK]. I wish it were in our power to 
give a sufficient sum of money for the purpose which he advo- 
cates. I think it would be wise on the part of that Commission 
to divert a portion of the money at its disposal in meeting the 
imminent danger which is now threatening at Leavenworthand 
Atchison. So believing, I yesterday, with the consent of the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, telegraphed to the president 
of that Commission, saying that it was the judgment and wish of 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors that this danger should 
be averted if it could be done, and calling his attention to the 
= serious change threatened in the channel of the river. 

r. MERCER. Are matters worse there than at Omaha and 
Council Bluffs? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Very much so, I think. 

Mr. MERCER. I know that is not so. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I will hasten on with my remarks, be- 
cause I do not wish to detain the committee too long. 

Mr.PICKLER. What was the answer of the president of the 
Commission? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. He answered that the Commission had 
ho money under its control which it could expend for this pur- 

. Andif you will turn to the report of the Missouri River 
Sotaenianion you will find that on the Istday of January last the 
Commission had expended every doilar we had appropriated 
except the sum of $78,000, which I presume they are retaining 
with a view to contingencies which are liable to arise in the 
prosecution of a great work like this. Sothe president of the 
Commission telegraphed back that the Commission had no money 
to devote to the purpose mentioned, but very clearly intimat- 
ing his desire that Congress should put the Commission in pos- 
session of funds that this work might be done. 

But, Mr. Chairman, if the Committee of the Whole should 
vote down these amendments, supposing that they do not go out 
upon the point of order, this question is still to be considered by 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors; and if after more mature 


consideration and reflection we feel that we can or ought to- 


make such a recommendation, we will insert a provision to that 
effect in the river and harbor bill which we expect shortly to 
report. I do not state this for the purpose of having my young 
friend from Nebraska [Mr. MERCER] who now stands before me, 
as handsome a picture as I ever beheld—— [Laughter.] 

Mr. MERCER. Thank you. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Notfor the purpose of inducing him to 

ld a particle of his right to press this amendment; but I state 
t frankly and candidly because it is the simple truth, as every 
member of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors knows. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman repeat his statement as 
to the disposition of the River and Harbor Committee? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I said that the committee proposes to take 
under consideration carefully the propriety of undoing even in 
asmall degree the work which we thought we had finally set- 
tled by the appropriation act of 1890, to the extent of permitting 
adiversion of some part of this fund at this locality and per- 
haps others. 

y friend from Washington |Mr. WILSON], to whom I always 
listen with pleasure, has [ think rather unjustly created the 
impression here, or tried to do so, that sofar as these particular 
works are concerned, there has been some unfairness, which has 
resulted in undue benefit to the southern section of this country. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Will the gentleman pardon 
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an interruption right there? I think he must have misunder- 
stood me. The thing I was declaiming against was that an un 
due discrimination is made, so that while you get 100 per cent 
we get but 20 per cent. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I will take up that matter also; but it may 
not be amiss while we are on this question— 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. do not want you to charge 
Oregon to me. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Ido not chargeitatall. I donot charge 
anything to you. I am simply trying to make a frank and ab- 
lutely candid statement to the House as far as I can do so. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I would not assume 
gle moment that the gentleman would do otherwise. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Ido not intend to make any statement 
which is not absolutely and strictly correct; and of course j 
know that no gentleman here would suspect me of desiring to 
do otherwise. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have served — the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors for many years. My distinguished friend 
from Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON], who sits just on the other side 
of this aisle, has served on that committee from the day of its 
creation until now, and it has been a source of constant care and 
and thought to us how we might deal, with some show of econ- 
omy, with the great works which wére pressing for improve- 
ment. 

It has become manifest to us after reading the reports of the 
engineers from year to year, that this Government, under the 
system which had theretofore prevailed, had been made annually 
to lose many millions of dollars, and that the commerce of this 
country had been made to suffer by the undue postponement of 
the completion of the greater projects which were demanding 
recognition at the hands of Congress. 

And so we set our minds to the solution of the problem as to 
how we might expedite the completion of these great works, 
and at the same time exercise an economy which would be felt, 
which would manifest itself in the saving of millions of dollars 
tothe Treasury. We came tothe conclusion in that committee, 
Mr. Chairman, without a single dissentient vote, that it could be 
accomplished 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, if my friend 
will allow me a simple suggestion, I would say that Senator 
FRYE (if I may speak of the Senate) was the first jto suggest this 
system. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Thatistrue. Itgivesme great pleasure, 
Mr. Chairman, to pay that tribute to the distinguished Senator 
whole name has been mentioned. He has to my personal know!l- 
edge been one of the most useful members of the Committee on 
Commerce for many years. And we have always had not only 
his active and earnest, but his unusually intelligent codperation 
in the management of these great works. 

The suggestion did come from him, and it was carefully con- 
sidered by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and we came, 
as I stated, to the conclusion, without one dissentient vote, that 
it could only be accomplished by doing it in a business-like way, 
by having these great works constructed as a man would under- 
take to construct a great private workjon his own account; and 
so we provided, Mr, Chairman, that within the limits of the 
cost of the work it should be lawful for thisGovernment to make 
contracts for the continuation and completion of the work in ad- 
vance of appropriations. That is why these works are spoken 
of as contract works. 

For instance, in the bill of 1890 we took on, under this sys 
tem, the harbors of Philadelphia, Baltimore, and Galveston, and 
the improvement of the St. Marys and Hay Lake Channels in 
the Great Lakes. We appropriated for all of these places in the 
bill of 1896 the sum of $2,340,000, and conferred upon the Sec- 
retary of War the right to make contracts fur the completion 
of every one of these works, to be paid for by future appropria 
tions, to be made by Congress. 


for a sin- 





ee 


Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. And every one of those came 
from the Senate. 
Mr. CATCHINGS. Every one of those came from the Ser 
|} ate. The work was inaugurated in the Senate, under t 
| terful leadership of my distinguished friend, Senator Frye. 
| In 1892, Mr. Chairman, the beneficial result of that system 
| had so manifested itself that again, without a dissentient voic 


| in the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, we placed under th: 

| contract system twelve other of the great works, Point Judit 

in Rhode Island, the Hudson River, the Missouri River, the U; 
per Mississippi, by which I mean the river from Cairo ni 

| the harbors of Charleston, Savannah, and Mobile, the 
Mississippi, by which I mean the river from C ' 
St. Johns in Florida, Humboldt in California, the Cas on 
the Columbia River, a ship channel running through the Great 
Lakes from end to end, and the Great Kanawha in West Virginia. 
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Mr. LOUD. Will the mesma oe yield foraquestion relating 
to the Mississippi Valley 

Mr. CATCHINGS. lam coming to that. 

Mr. LOUD. The last appropriation contained $16,030,000 for 
the Mississippi River and its tributaries. That is continuous. 
Now, the question I desire to ask is this: I brought out the point 
heretofore that much of this money is being used ultimately for 
the purpose of protecting private property; that is, to prevent 
the river from ne in over the banks. 

Now, we could possib — $16,030,000 if that could possibly 
insure the completion of the improvements on the Mississippi 
River under this system of contracts, but we know that from the 
condition of the banks of that river these improvements must 
continue forevermore 60 long as the river flows to the sea. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Iwillresume where my friend interrupted 
my remarks; but I will pause to say that I do not understand 
what he means by saying it will take $16,000,000 for the improve- 
ments of the Mississippi River. 

Mr. LOUD. Do not the continuous contracts, covering four 
ears, call for an expenditure of $16,000,000 for the Mississippi 
Liver improvements? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. No, sir. 

Mr. LOUD. How much? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. we recollection is, and I do not under- 
take to say that I am positive about the amount, that the appro- 
priations for the Mississippi River from Cairo to the Gulf amount 
to $10,000,000, 

Mr. LOUD. Taking the whole Mississippi River? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Taking the whole Mississippi River, pos- 
sibly you are correct. 

Mr. LOUD. I took it from the bill at that time. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Possibly you are correct in that state- 
ment. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, let me go along in the line of remarks I 
was about to make, and I will revert presently to the question 
of my friend. Taking on these twelve new os jects, as I have 
said, in 1892 and we apgnepricied for them in the bill for that 
year the sum of $5,952,500; and we vested the Secretary of War 
with power to make contracts for the continuance of those works, 
to be paid for by appropriations thereafter to be made; and the 
appropriations contained in the sundry civil = bill 
are appropriations made to cover contracts which had been 
made by the Secretary of War in pursuance of the power con- 
ferred upon him. And there is the reason, Mr. Chairman, even 
if we were disposed to economize upon these contracts, why it 
could not be done without unduly postponing the settlement of 
obligations which have been imposed upon the Government by 
~ Secretary of War in pursuance of authority conferred upon 

im, 

I repeat that these appropriations upon the sundry civil bill 
are made for the purpose of enabling this Government to dis- 
charge obligations incurred in pursuance of authority expressly 
conferred by law. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, one result of this new departure in the 
improvement of rivers and harbors has been that the improve- 
ment of the harbor of Humboldt, California, has been completed. 
So far as appropriations are concerned and under the contract 
entered into it will soon be finished in fact. The great work at 
the Cascades called foralarge sum, which has been appropriated, 
though not entirely expended. It will shortly be completed 
withoutfurther appropriation. The great channel through the 
lakes, known in river and harbor phraseology as the ‘‘ ship 
channel,” has been completed. The improvement at St. Johns 
River is approaching completion, and now asks for no appro- 
priation. And the same may be said as to the great works on 
the Kanawha. Baltimore Harbor has been actually completed 
for one or two years. 

Mr. CLAR of Alabama. What the gentleman means is 
that some of this work has not been completed, but the contracts 
have been made and the appropriations have been made which 
will complete them. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I mean to say that some of them have 
had sufficient appropriations to complete them, and some of 
them have actually been completed. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, is there a member within the sound of 
my voice who will hesitate to give his adhesion to the correct- 
ness and safeness of a —— that permits Congress to place 
these great works under contracts? If they had been continued 
under the old practice, many years would have elapsed before 
they could have been completed, and in the meantime the inter- 
ests of commerce would have suffered and the Treasury would 
have been put tomuch greater expense; because it must be borne 
in mind, Mr. Chairman, that with a single solitary exception, 
and that is the workatthe mouth of the Columbia River, notone 
of the greater projects which Congress has undertaken to accom- 
plish in the way of river and harbor improvement, certainly 
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since I have been a member of Congress, has been completed 
within the estimates originally made. The cost, wherever they 
have reached completion, has gone many thousands of dollars 
beyond the original estimate. That is simply accounted for, 
because we only made appropriations for rivers and harbors 
once in two years; and great plants were organized, required to 
carry on the work; and when the appropriations failed these 
plants were broken up, employés were scattered, the boats and 
dredges became of no further use; and all this was done neces- 
sarily ata very great cost. 

Mr. HERMANN. Ifthe gentleman will permit me to inter- 
rupt him right there, merely to emphasize the point he was mak- 
ing in favorof the contract system, I will say a contract was made 
for the improvement at the mouth of the Columbia River and by 
that meansasum almost equal to $2,000 was saved on the original 
estimate and a depth of water from 17 to 30 feet was obtained and 
is now maintained. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. That strongly corroborates the theory 
which pervades this contract system. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, another result has been that every soli- 
tary one of these works which we have placed under contract has 
been a or will be completed, as is shown by astatement 
which I hold in my hand furnished to me by Gen. Casey, the 
Chief ot Engineers, within the original estimates, while many 
of them have been or will be completed at a very great saving 
upon the original estimate. For instance, the Baltimore work 
was done at 154 per cent less than the average prices paid prior 
to placing it under contract. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. MayI ask the gentleman a 
question? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Inone moment. If gentlemen will turn 
to Humboldt Bay in California they will find that the whole 
work there has been done for $740,660, which it was expected 
would cost $1,715,115. 

Mr. LOUD. The gentleman may possibly be misleading him- 
self, or he may mislead the House, when he speaks of these 
works being ‘‘done.” He has spoken of the work in Humboldt 
Harbor. Iam, of course, familiar with that. The gentleman 
oe I suppose, that the work there has not been com- 
pleted. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I simply mean that the whole work has 
been contracted for. I do not mean, in any case where I speak 
of these works being ‘‘done,” to produce the impression that 
they have actually been completed, that the last lick of work 
has been done. simply mean that the contracts have been 
made for the completed work and the total cost ascertained. 

Turn to the Hay Lake Channel, one of the most important 

ints in the chain of navigation of the Great Lakes, and you 

nd that the work there was done for $900,000 less than the origi- 
nal estimate. Again, if you turn to the ship channel in the 
Great Lakes, you find that it is to be completed for $1,301,000, 
although it was expected and estimated to cost $3,340,000; so 
there is asaving of two millions upon that work alone. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to ask the gentleman a question bearing 
upon these savings under the contract system. How are these 
wild estimates accounted for? The gentleman has mentionedan 
estimate of $3 where an actual expenditure of $1 was found suf- 
ficient. How can that be explained? 

Mr.CATCHINGS. Icanexplain, I think, to thedistinguished 
gentleman from New Hampshire why it is that we accomplish 
the work in this way for so much less money than was originally 
estimated. Under the old system it was perfectly understood 
that we passed but one river and harbor bill in two years and 
the people who contracted to do this work made their bids with 
the knowledge of that fact, and the engineer was compelled to 
make his estimates with a view to the character of bids which 
he knew from experience he wouldreceive. But now, since we 
go on so continuously that the contractor can utilize every mo- 
ment of the year in which he can work at all, when he knows 
that when he once assembles his plant he can keep it in contin- 
uous use, he can afford to bid at a much lower rate, and the re- 
— show that the change has begotten a great crop of bidders, 

cause these works have become very desirable for contractors, 
and competition is much greater than under the old system. 

Mr. WILSON of Washingtoo. The gentleman makes the 
point that there is a saving of expense under this contract sys- 
tem. Now, take Olympia Harbor, in my State, for which you 
have made appropriation. It is afact that upon that coast, north 
of San Francisco, there is but one great dredger, and we had to 
bring that around by Portland to Olympia Harbor. The engi- 
neers of the United States, who seem to me to be as capable of 
making an estimate as any of the gentlemen who have made es- 
timates for these twelve favored projects—— 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. They were engineers. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The engineers of the United 
States estimated for Olympia Harbor that they could use advan- 
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tageously $150,00(' and complete that work while the dredger 

vas at Olympia. Now, what I am complaining of is that we get 
only 20 per cent of that amount, $30,000, and the result will be 
that we will do that much work and then stop, and that work 
will not count, and we’shall have to begin all over again. If it 
is a good thing to put these twelve favored works under the con- 
tract system in your State, or in any other State, why is it nota 
good thing to put such works under contracts in our section. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I can only say to the gentleman that if I 
had my way about it, if I were absolute master of the situation 
and there were no other factors to be considered, I would place 
every one of these works that were worthy of being done at all, 
underthe contract system. It would result not only in great ex- 
pedition, but in most abundant response to the demands of com- 
merce, and an enormous saving to the Treasury. But, Mr. 
Chairman, we are a practical people and we mustactas practical 
men when we know that we can not do these things in that 
way. For instance, we know that when we had $22,000,000 in 
the river and harbor bill, a year or two ago, there was an enor- 
mous clamor all over the country that we were ‘‘ boodlers,” that 
we were robbing the Treasury. I say, sir, that if that bill had 
sarried $50,000,000 it would not have carried a dollar too much. 

Therefore we have to adopt this system by degrees. But I 
will say to the gentleman that when we shall have completed 
these works, which we shall probably do by the next Congress, 
I kelieve that we can then take twelve or fifteen other works 
and push them to completion under the contract system. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I trust that ‘the gentleman 
will not forget me at that time. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CATCHINGS. We will try to remember the gentleman. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have a statement here which I will ask 
leave, it being a matter of considerable interest, to print as a 
partof my remarks. It is a statement made for me by the Chief 
of Engineers, and Iam sure that gentleman will be interested 
in reading it. 

The statement is as follows: 

MEMORANDUM PERTAINING TO CONTINUOUS CONTRACTS. 


: We oy Judith Breakwater: Estimated cost, $1,100,000; amount of contract, 
1,100,000. 

Hudson River, Coxsackie to Troy: Estimated cost, $2,477,906; amount of 
contracts, $2,152,612.50; other work needed, $50,000; leaving a balance for 
contingencies, etc., of $242,263.50. So that the work has been let well within 
the estimated cost. 

Philadelphia Harbor: Estimated cost, 23,500,000. The first contract failed; 
under this contract work was done to the amount of $94,084.18. New con- 
tract was let for the amount of $3,403,780; of this $320,000 was for work or- 
dered by Congress but not included in the original estimate, and $142,000 for 
a change in the project, also ordered by Congress. Under this contract the 
price for dredging is 14.2 cents per yard, less than half the average price 
paid during the ten years on the Delaware for similar dredging preceding 
these contracts. 

Baltimore Harbor: This work isnowcomplete. The price in the continu- 
ing contract was 15} per cent less than the average prices paid in the pre- 
ceding ten years under the system of annual contracts. 

Charleston Harbor: Estimated cost to complete, $2,178,000; amount of con- 
tract, $1,884,000; leaving for contingencies, $294,000; so that the work has 
been let well within the estimated cost. 

Savannah Harbor: Estimated cost to complete, $3,150,000; amount of con- 
tracts, $2,906,000; therefore, inclusive of contingencies, safely within the es- 
timate. 

St. Johns River, Fla.: Estimated cost tocomplete, $397,000; contract for the 
entire amount, 

Mobile Harbor, Ala.: The act of July 13, 1892, authorized contracts aggre- 
gating $1,393,800; the same being $50,000 less than the estimate for comple- 
tion. One contract for the entire work has been made at the low price of 
7 cents per cubic yard, 8 per cent less than the price under the preceding 
contract, with an appropriation of $350,000, and 14 per centless than the price 
under which work was performed at the time the estimate was made. 

Humboldt Bay, Cal.: The act of July 13, 1892, authorized contracts to com- 

lete to the aggregate amount of $1,715,115; that being the estimated cost. 

e contract for the whole amount of work estimated as required has been 
let at prices which will aggregate for that amount of work the sum only of 
$740,660; which, with contingencies and repairs during the time of construc- 
tion, will probably amount to about half of the estimated cost to complete. 

Cascades Canal: The act of July 13, 1892, authorized contracts to the 
amount of $1,746,500; the estimate for completion. A contract for the entire 
work has been made, aggregating for the estimated quantities the total of 
$1,521,265; showing that the work will, under that contract, be completed 
within the estimate made. 

St. Marys Falls Canal: The act of September 19, 1890, authorized contracts 
to be entered into to complete the work. Several contracts have so far been 
made, but several more are to be entered into and advertised for, and there- 
fore a summary statement of the whole can not yet be made. The prices so 
far obtained for the portions let indicate that the work will be performed 
within the estimate. 

— Lake Channel, St. Marys River: The act of September 19, 1890, au- 
thorized the making of contracts to complete the entire work. Contracts 
have been made for all the work, and it is expected that the work will be 
completed for a sum fully $900,000 within the estimated cost of the work. 

Galveston, Tex.: The act of September 19, 1890, authorized contracts for 
the whole work. At one letting the lowest bidder failed to enter into con- 
tract. The work was again advertised, and operations are now being car- 
ried on under a contract made with the lowest bidder. The ultimate cost 
will depend on the length to which it may be found necessary to extend the 
jetties; but the loss by partial contracts would be large in quantity, in 
prices, and in the measure of success. 

oar channel in the Great Lakes: The project was estimated to cost %3,- 
340.000, and the act of July 13, 1892, authorized contracts to be entered into 
for that amount. Contracts are now made for the whole, and they aggre- 
gate for the estimated quantities the sum total of only 81,304,434.38. So that 
the estimated quantity of work will be done for about one-half the estimate, 
inclusive of contingencies. 
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The saving in cost of a continuous contract to complete a given work over 
partial intermittent contracts can not be estimated simply by a« son 
of tigures obtained for units of material or of work. The great saving in 
cose arises in regard to items which can not be estimated. In many 


ymparis 





cases 
the actual quantities will be less for the former method. For instance, in 
constructing a jetty out into the sea, there will always be scour at the outer 
end. Ifthe work be carried on slowly and interrupted at recurring inter- 
vals of time. the work will always be carried on in deeper water and more 
material will be needed. 

,vain, work left incompleted is always more subject to injury than com- 
pleted work. Repairs are then needed, and it will be needful, too, to replace 
work carried away by exposure to the elements, storms, currents, ete. Then, 
again, the interrupted method is less fruitfulin results. The measure of 


success which the jetties at the mouth of the Mississippi has had has been 
due to the fact that they were carried out rapidly tothe bar which permitted 
the current to excavate a channel through the same, which has since per- 
sisted, notwithstanding that the outer slope of the bar has continued to 
progress seaward and will continue to dosoalways with continuing decrs 
of depth until the advance of the slope furnishes a foundation for the | 
form upon. 

Had the work been carried on slowly or intermittingly, the same 1 
mum result would not have been reached except at greater expe: 





deed the work might have been carried on so slowly that the bar would pro 
gress about as rapidly as the work did and would cost ultimately the same 
amount of money with little improvement in channel depths to show for it. 
Still further, as a business matter, the interest account previous to paying 


results is a matter of no small amount. 

Under the system of continuing contracts it is Judged that the works will 
be completed in one-half the time which would be required were the works 
to depend on biennial appropriations and a consequent succession of 
tracts. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Willthe gentleman please state just 
what he means bythe contract system? That hasnotclearly ap- 
peared so far in his statement. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. What I meant to say I will put in the 
form of an illustration. In 1890, for instance, we had before us 
certain work which was to be done in the harbor of Philadel- 
phia, which, as I now recollect, was to cost something like 
$3,000,000, though I may be in error as to that. 

Mr. REYBURN. That is correct. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. We appropriated in the bill of 1890, $200,- 
000 for the continuation of that work; and at the same time we 
provided that the Secretary of War might make contracts for 
the whole amoyntrequired to complete that work, the contractor, 
however, to wait for paymentoutof future appropriations. That 
system enables the contractor to go ahead with the work from 
one year to another, and with the knowledge that he will be al- 
lowed to do the whole work. He therefore arranges his plant 
with a view tocompleting the whole work, instead of a part only 
as under the old system. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. 
man for his explanation. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman from Mississippi yield 
now for a motion that the committee rise? It is now nearly 5 
o’clock. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. SAYERS. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. LESTER, from the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, reported that they had had under con- 
sideration a bill (H. R. 5575), the sundry civil appropriation bill, 
and had come to no resolution thereon. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 

orted that they had examined and found truly enrolled the 

ill (H. R. 4956) directing the coinage of the silver bullion held 
in the Treasury, and for other purposes; when the Speaker 
signed the same. 


con 


Iam very much obliged to the gentle- 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. MERCER. I ask unanimous consent to publish with my 
remarks in the RECORD a statement of one of the consulting en- 
gineers with reference to the work at Omaha. 

There was no objection. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. McKAIG, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to with- 
draw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, papers 
in the case of John T. Vincent, Fifty-second Congress, no ad- 
verse report having been made thereon. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. COVERT, for four days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. HEPBURN, for ten days, on account of sickness in his 
at 

To Mr. ALLEN, for ten days, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. SICKLES, for five days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. JONES, for five days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. PICKLER, for the session of this evening, on account 
of important business. 
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To Mr. CLARKE of Alabama, for the evening session. 

To Mr. Cops of Alabama, for the evening session. 

To Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland, for one day, on account of im- 
portant business. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE CALUMET RIVER. 


Mr. WISE. I ask unanimous consent that the bill (S. 1424) to 
amend section 8 of an act to authorize the construction of a 
bridge across the Calumet River, approved March 1, 1893, be re- 
committed to the Committee on Interstates and Foreign Com- 
merc>. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask unanimous consent that the House now 
take its recess until 8 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the recess will be taken 
now instead of waiting until 5 o’clock. The evening session will 
be devoted to business under the rule for Friday nights. The 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROOKSHIRE] will perform the 
duties cf the chair. The House will now takes its recess till 8 
o'clock, 





EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 o’clock 
p. m., and wasealled to order by Mr. BROOKSHIRE, as Speaker 
pro tenupore. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read clause 3, of 
Rule XXVI. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


3. The House shall, on each Friday, at 5.o’clock p. m., take a recess until 
8o0’clock, Which evening session shall be devoted to the consideration of 
private bills reported from the Committee on Pensions, and the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, to bills for the removal of political disabilities, and 
bills removing charges of desertion only; said: evening session not to extend 
beyond 10 o'clock and 30 minutes. 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I movethat the House resolve itself 
into Co.rmittee of the Whole for the consideration of bills on the 
Priva‘e Calendar, under the rule just read. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. WiILLiams of Illinois in the chair. 

ADDISON M. COPEN. 

The first business in order was the bill (H. R. 1868) for the-re- 
lief of Addison M. Copen. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Unless the gentleman in charge of 
this bill is here, Lask that it be passed over without prejudice. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, last Friday night, when I was 
unavoidably absent, a bill which [ had in uced was laid aside. 
I ask unanimous consent that I may bring it up now. 

Mv. MARTIN of Indiana. Let me say to my friend from Ar- 
kansas that, while I shall not interpose an absolute objection. to 
this request, | do not believe it is best to begin to take up bills 
by preference—— 

Mr. TERRY. I would state to my friend from. Indiana [Mr. 
MARTIN] that he perhaps does not understand the attitude of 
this case. It was reached at the last Friday night session and 
owing to my unavoidable absence it had to be laid aside. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. What bill is it? 

Mr. TERRY. Itis the bill H.R. 2561, reported from theCom- 
mittse on Pensions 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Arkansas that he is informed by the Clerk that the bill is 
likely to be reached in its regular order. 

Mr. STALLINGS. We did not doany work last Friday night 
because the point of no quorum was made. [I think it would be 
better to have the regular order. 

Mr. TERRY. If the bill is likely to be reached, I will not 
press my request that it be taken up out of its order. 


DOLLIE E. VEDDER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4320) for the relief of Dollie BE. Vedder. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Iaterior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place the nameof Dollie BE. Vedder, widow of the 
late Capt. Simon C. Vedder, of the Nineteenth ent, United States 
Army, on the pension roll, at the rate of 830 per month, in lieu of the amount 
she now receives. 


we STALLINGS. I call for the reading of the report on that 
The report (by Mr. MosEs) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H: R. 4820) 
granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Dollie E. Vedder, having had’ the 
same under consideration, leave to submit the following report: 

Mrs. Vedder is the widow of the late Simon C. Vedder, who at the time of 
his death, December 5, 1892, was a captain of infantry on the retired list. 

The soldier was appoinved captain of volunteers on June 22) 1864, and be- 
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fore his muster out on June 14, 1865, attained the rank of brevet major United 
States Volunteers. During his volunteer service he was stationed at Alex- 
andria, Va. 

Mr. Vedder accepted appointment as second lieutenant Twenty-eighth 
United States Infantry April 11, 1867,and was promoted to be first lieutenant 
Nineteenth Infantry on March 18, 1878. He was retired from active service 
Pebruary 20, 1891, as a captain of infantry, on account of disability from or- 
ganic disease of heart arising in line of duty. 

Capt. Vedder served with his regiment in Arkansas, Colorado, and Louisi-. 
ana; onsignal duty at fort Whipple, Va.; in charge of military telegraph 
lines in New Mexico; with his regiment in Washington Territory and in 
Kansas, and finally in charge of the construction of public buildings at San 
Antonia, Tex. 

Mrs. Vedder married the soldier on November 25, 1863, and has remained 
his widow since his death. On December 10, 1892, she filed an application at 
the Pension Bureau, which was allowed January 18, 1893, at $17 per month, 
that being the rate allowed by the general laws to the widow of a first livu- 
tenant. 

It isreliably shown in the testimony which was filed with the bill that Mrs. 
Vedder is in delicate health, with but little, if any, means of support aside 
from her small pension, and that what little means she had were used in 
paying off her husband’s debts. 

view of the soidier’s long and arduous services, and in the light of 
the widow's necessitous circumstances, the passage of the bill is recom- 
mended, with an amendment fixing the rate of pension at $825 per month. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the committee 
that this bill was amended in the Committee of the Whole last 
Friday night, as the Chair is informed, and the amount was re- 
duced to $20 per month. The question now is upon laying aside 
the bill as amended with a favorable recommendation. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be re- 
ported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MOSES W. CARPENTER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was a bill (H. R. 
2561) for the relief of Moses W. Carpenter, of Johnson County, 
Ark., Mexican war veteran. 

The bill was read, as follows; 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Intarlor be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Moses W. Carpen- 
ter, of Johnson County, Ark., Mexitan war veteran, at $15 a month. 


The report (by Mr. MOSES) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (1. R. 2551) in- 
creasing the pension of Moses W. Carpenter, have had the same under con- 
sideration and respectfully report as follows: 

Mr. Carpenter served from June 30, 1846, to September 15, 1846, in Company 
C, First Arkansas Mounted Volunteers, Mexican war, and he is now receiv- 
ing a pension at $8 per month on account of said service. 

The testimony accompanying the bill shows that Mr. Carpenter is 77 vears 
old, unable to labor, and in great need. He and his invalid wife are living 
alone, and have nochildren to whom they can look for support. 

In the light of the foregoing facts your committee believe that the bili is 
a@meritorious one and its passage is recommended witb an amendment, 
striking out the word “fifteen,” in line 7, and inserting in lieu thereof the 
word “twelve;’’ so as to allow a pension of #2 per month. 


The CHAIRMAN. The amendment reported by the Clerk 
was agreed to last Friday evening, as the Chair understands. 

Mr. TERRY. I desire to statein thatconnection that the bill 
was reported to the last Congress by the committee, who thor- 
oughly examined into the matter, at $15 per month. I think it 
is a case the circumstances of which entitle the man to $15. [ie 
is now verging on 80 yearsofage. I believe itis stated that he 
is 77. He is really older than that, and he is in a helpless con- 
dition.. He has. an invalid wife, who is unable to dress herself, 
and these two old people live there by themselves, and have no 

roperty, real or personal. I understand the neighbors often 

ve to. go there and look. after them. Fifteen dollars a month 
is a very small amount in such a case, and I think that the chair- 
man of the committee which reported the bill is perfectly will- 
ing that it should pass at $15 per month. I hope that amount 
will stand. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Is this man a survivor of 
the Mexican war or of the Indian war? 

Mr. TERRY... The Mexican war. He served in a regiment 
of mounted volunteers, from Arkansas. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
TERRY] understand that the Committee of the Whole on last 
Friday night adopted an amendment reducing the amount to 
$12 per month? 

Mr. TERRY. No; Lunderstood on last Friday night the com- 
mittee laid the bill aside. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thatwas done after the amendment which 
reduces the amount to $12 had been agreed to. The Chair is in- 
formed by the Clerk that the bill was amended, and the REcORD 
shows that itwas. By that amendment the amount was reduced 
to $12 per month, The question now is on laying the bill aside 
with a favorable recommendation, as amended. On last Frida 
night objection was raised, and it was passed over in that condi- 
tion. 

Mr. TERRY. I would move to reconsider the vote by which 
the amendment. was agreed to; but [ suppose that can not be 
done in Committee of the Whole. It might be done by unani- 
mous consent, and I ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. STALLINGS. AsI understand, by the amendment which 
we adopted we fixed the amount in the committee at $12 per 
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month. Is there not a general lew on the statute books which 
ill allow that man $12 per month asa Mexican veteran? 

i understand that he might make application 
and > month: but I think that $15 is small enough 
under the circu inces. It might take the man five or six 
months, in the present crowded state of affairs in the Pension 
Office, to get his claim allowed in that way if he should make 
applicationnow. I think $12 is a siflicient sum under the 
circiunstances. 

Mr. STALLINGS. 
got a bill through in t 

Mr. TERRY. Youa 

Mr. STALLINGS. Y 

Mr. TERRY. I can 
start. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Ido notsee why this bill should pass here. 
There is a statute which gives this man $12 a month already. 

Mr. TERRY. I submit that under the circumstances of t 
vase $12 is not a sufficient sum, because this man is very old —— 

Mr. STALLINGS. But the Committee of the Whole did not 
seem to agree with the gentleman. 

Mr. TERRY. This man is in a helpless condition, and so is 
his wife. They have no property whatever, and under the tes- 
timony I think if there is any casein whicha manought to have 
$15, this is suchacase. [ask unanimousconsent that theamount 
in the bill be fixed at $15. 

Mr. STALLINGS. As I understand, the committee have al- 
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[ would like to state to my friend that I 
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»a rapid man. 
ou ought to be 
not do as well 
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just as rapid. 


as that withouta better 





ready recommended $12 per month. 

Th; CHAIRMAN. The Committes on Pensions recommend 
$12 per month. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I mean the Committee of the Whole. I 


understand that there has been an amendment agreed to by the 
Committee of the Whole fixing the amount at $12 per month. I 
understand that was done at the last Friday night session. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the first instance the Committee on 
Pensions recommend an amendment striking out ‘$15 ” and in- 
serting -‘‘ $12,” 
mittee of the Whole last Friday night. 

Mr. STALLINGS. That is what I understand. 

The CHAIRMAN. Now, the gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. 
TERRY| asks unanimous consent to substitute $15 instead of $12. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Mr. Chairman, I can not give unanimous 


consent to the passage of a bill here when there is already a | 
statute on the books which provides for the very thing that this | 


bill provides for. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. TERRY. I ask for $15. 
that. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Weare not going to let you get 315. 

Mr. TERRY. That is what I want to get, and if we can get 
back to that point then we will see whether the House will let 
me have it. 

Mr. STALLINGS. 
ican war veteran in your district is no more needy than the 


A mere objection is sufficient to prevent 


There is no statute that allows 


$12. 

The CHAIRMAN, Objection is made by the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. STALLINGS]. The question is on laying aside the 
bill as amended, with a favorable recommendation. In the ab- 
sence of objection, it will be done. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I do not consent to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the question is on laying aside the 
bill with a favorable recommendation. 


and that amendment was agreed to in the Com- | 


his | 





[ will say to the gentleman that this Mex- | 


| new departure at all. 
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Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. As [ remember, it he 
claim of aman who received a wound during Morgan's r 
through his country, and who was never in the reg 
He was just called out to meet Morgan’s men, and he 
by his horse falling down, or he was dodging in the b 1d 

stray bullet hit him, or something of that sort. 

Mr. Chairman, that claim, [ think, was sided 
Friday evening, when th mittee mn 
unfavorably, and [ think that they did ri herefo 
that the committee make an unfavor rt on that « ’ 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, if the eg n 


from South Carolina will yield to me 


Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Certainly, sir. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I[ will state that this bill was up 
for consideration on Friday night last, and would have been: 
ported favorabiy had the point of no quorum not been m 
Che gentleman who introduced the bill is not present to-night 

Mr. STALLINGS. If the gentleman from Indiana w 


1} 


mit me, [ think I made objection, and the bil 


went over 


out prejudice and it was laid aside; and Mr. BRE sk 1e to 
let it go over until he came back from Indiana. 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. But my colleague came to me 


day and asked me to present it at this evening's session 

Mr. STALLINGS. I donotthink thatit ought to go throu 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Why not? 

Mr. STALLINGS. Lthink the pointof no quorum was made. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. That is just what I was sayi 

Mr. STALLINGS And the gentleman from 
BRETZ] was asked to withdraw it. 

\ UALBERT of South Carolina. I do not think there was 
any evidence to prove that this man was really in an engag 
ment against Morgan’s men. It seems to me that the evidence 
was uncertain. and nobody could tell where he w and wh 
he was doing, or whether he was shot in the head or somewher 


=? 


Lis 


ing. 


Indiana | Mr 


ly 


us, 


else. 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. The bill was in ths course of ce 
sideration when it was suggested that we were going beyond 


yrh- 


the line of precedents. I havea bunch of bills before me here 
to-night, running back for some years, showing that it is di 
rectly within the line of precedents; and all that this bill pro- 
poses to do is this, to give the mana chance to prove that he 
was injured ina pensionable dezree in the engagement with 
Morgan’s men. If he can notdo that he gets nothing. If he 


san, he will get what he would be entitled to under the general 
law. Itisa case of gunshot wound received in actual battle; 
and let me say to my friend from South Carolina that it is nota 
It has been the rule of this committee 
from year to year where a man was injured in battle, wounded 
in battle, to give him the pension to which he would be en- 
titled. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. 
was not wounded in battle. 
service at all. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. 


But it seems that this man 
He did not belong to any arm 


t «} 
OL. UNOS 


He belonged to the Indiana |] 


| gion. 
. + 5 
Mexican war veteran who resides in my State, for whom [ got | 


Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. It seemed that Morgan 

| passed through that country, and he seems to have been shot 
somehow; possibly trying to get away. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Somebody was liable to get shot 


| 


The question was taken; snd the bill was ordered to be laid | 


aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that 
it do pass. 


a 


WASHINGTON HISLOP. 


The next business in order was the bill (H. R. 5020) granting 
& pension to Washington Hislop. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, ele., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and instructed to place on the pension roll, subject to the condi 


tions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Washington Hislop, | 


late of the Marengo Light Guards. Indiana Legion, the said Hislop having 
received injuries in the Morgan raid 
The amendment reported by the committee was read, as fol- 
lows 
Strike out ail after the word ‘‘ Legion,” in line 7, and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “at a rate proportionate to the degree of disability from such 
hot wound of the forehead as may be shown to the satisfaction of the 
retary of the Interior to have been incurred in an engagement with the 
enemy during the Morgan raid.’ 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 
Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. 
that comes over from last Friday night? 


| the State, as Morgan’s force was coming into India: 
| volunteered his services in this military organization to resist 
I askif that is notaclaim | 
| thing of that sort, and was injured, it seems to me that | 


The CHAIRMAN. The bill was considered last Friday night. | 


while Morgan was aroftind. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. He belonged tothe Indiana Legion, 
a regular military organization of that State, but not mustered 
into the service of the United States. He was called out as a 
member of that organization and was actually wounded in bat- 
tle; and all this bill proposes to dois to give him a chance to 
make that proof. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. But it seems that 
not go to the battle. Possibly the battle came to him. 

A MEMBER. I have had the battle come to me. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. It reached him all the same. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. He was shot in the head, all 
same. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. 
that ought not to pass. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. [If my friend will permit me, there 
very large number of precedents which, as the la 
on all fours with this case. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. 
ones, I think. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. When a man belongs to a military 
organization of a State, and where a military force was invading 


a, and he 
‘ 


he did 


the 
I think that this is a c: 


iSO 


isa 
vyers say, are 


“hén they are very bad 





the incoming of troops and destruction of property and every- 
e ought 
to be pensioned. 
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Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina, There is no evidence to 
show whether he shot himself or was shot by anybody, or hurt 
himself in endeavoring to get away. 

Mr. BKOOKSHIRE. But this is to give the man an oppor- 
tunity to show whether he was wounded in battle. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Is that the whole object 
of the bill? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Yes. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Is he simply asking the 
right to apply? 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. Yes. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Then he ought to have 
the opportunity to show that he has a right to apply. The 
trouble is they might give it to him, and he ought not to have it. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Does the evidence in this case show how 
long this man served when he was in the militia? I believe he 
never was in the regular Army. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. It is a case of a citizen who belonged to 
this Indiana Legion, who were organized for the purpose of pro- 
tecting the homes of the citizens there. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I understand that full well; but how long 
did he serve in that legion? 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. If there had been no invading army he 
perhaps would not have been called into engagement at all. 

Mr.STALLINGS, Now, let me ask you this further question: 
Did you propose to put him in this billas if he hadserved in the 
army of the United States? Now, under the act of 1890 he could 
not draw a pension unless he served ninety days. 

Mr. BROOKSGIRE. No. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Then, how can he obtain pension? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Let me say this, if you will per- 
mit—— 

Mr. STALLINGS. Certainly. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. If he had been in the Federal serv- 
ice, if he had served only fifteen minutes he would have been 
entitled to a pension. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I know that. Does this bill put this man 
under the act of 1890? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. No, sir. 

Mr. SWANSON. Why did he not prove his claim under the 
act of 1874, under which those who were wounded in the service 
could make the proof; and if they could make the proof that 
they were wounded they were entitled to pension? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I think not. So far as my experi- 
ence goes in Congress—-and it has not been very long, as this 
is only the third term—all these Indiana militia who have 
come in at all came in simply upon the ground that they were 
wounded in battle, and upon no other ground. Now the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions have brought it down to this fine 
point, for we do not give a man a pension of $6, $8, $10, or $12, or 
any other amount, but we simply give him a chance to prove 
that he was actually wounded; to prove to the satisfaction of 
the Secretary of the Interior and the Bureau of Pensions that 
» = actually wounded in battle with the enemy to a pensiona- 

.e© degree. 

Mr. HULICK. I would like toask the gentleman from In- 
diana by what rule they would determine the rate of pension 
this man would receive? Would it be under the act of 1890, 
limited to $12? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. No, sir. 

Mr. HULICK. Would it be limited by any law? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. It would not be limited at all ex- 
cepting by general law. 

‘. Mr. rhs act Then he might be so wounded as to receive 
72 a month. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. He might; but there is no such 
probability. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Does not the gentleman think it would be 
better to withdraw this bill and let it go over until the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. BRETZ] returns? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
BRETzZ] submitted this matter to me this morning, and asked me 
to call it before the House to-night and to ask that it be passed. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I have no objection to the gentleman call- 
ing it up, but I think it would be best to pass it over without 
prejudice. TI objected to it. 

Mr. DANIELS. The instance referred to by the gentleman 
from South Carolina as being similar to this bill was a bill 
merely allowing persons who were in the Indian war in Oregon 
to be placed upon the sion roll, and the party was in the vol- 
unteer service of the State or Territory when he was wounded. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I do not hear the gentleman. 

Mr. DANIELS. The party referred to was in the-service of 
the Terri or State of Oregon, and was wounded in the In- 


dian war, and he was allowed to be put upon the pension roll, or 
bis application was au 


, just as in the case of this man, 


—_ certainly that is a decided precedent for the case of this ap- 
plicant. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Why, certainly. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I will ask if this claim is 
upon the Calendar? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Certainly. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. What isthe number on 
the Calendar? 

Mr. ELLIS of Oregon. It is No. 93 on the Calendar, page 14. 

Mr. SWANSON. What has been the legislation with regard 
to those men who were not mustered into the Army? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. It has been in line with this. 

Mr. SWANSON. That they have been given pensions only 
by special legislation? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. By special legislation. 

Mr.SWANSON. There has never been any general statute 
allowing people who were not mustered intothe Army, but who 
were in the militia, to draw pensions? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I do not want to answer that ques- 
tion broadly in the negative, but within my present recollection 
there has not been any such general legislation. 

Mr. SWANSON. I was informed that there was a general 
law by which they were given the privilege up to 1874 of com- 
ing in and obtaining pensions. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. That referred to the Missouri 
militia. 

Mr. DANIELS. The early soldiers of the Revolutionary war 
were not regularly mustered in, yet they received pensions. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The question being taken on laying the bill aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, the Chairman declared that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. STALLINGS. [ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 50, noes 4. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Noquorum, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama makes the 
point of no quorum, and the Chair will appoint to act as tellers 
the gentleman from Indiana[Mr. MARTIN] and the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. STALLINGS]. 

The tellers took their places, but before the count began, 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, by unanimous con- 
sent I will withdraw this bill on account of the absence of my 
colleague from Indiana [Mr. BRETZ], with the understanding 
that the bill shall be passed over without prejudice. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Alabama with- 
draw the point of no quorum? 

Mr. STALLINGS. If the gentleman withdraws the bill I do. 
{ would state, Mr. Chairman, in connection with this bill, that 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BRETz] told me that he was 
going home; that there were some facts in connection with this 
case that he would collect while he was there, and would bring 
them back and let me see them, and I told him that if he did 
that I would be perfectly satisfied; and the bill went over in 
that way. 

MARILLA TENNEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1713) granting a pension to Marilla Tenney. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Marilla 
Tenney, as widow of Elisha C. Tenney, late a private in Company A of the 
Forty-seventh ent of Lowa Volunteer antry, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $12 per month. 


Mr. LANE. Iask that the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. LACEY) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1713) granting a pension to Marilla Tenney, submit the following report: 

Marilla Tenney is the widow of Elisha CU. Tenney, late a private in Com- 
pees A, Forty-seventh fowa eof who served as such soldier from 

h 11, 1864, to September 28, 1864, when he was honorably mustered out 
of service with his com , a8 shown by discharge paper on file. 

This claimant, the ow of said soldier, can not receive relief through 
the Pension Bureau for the reason that she is unable to prove absolutely 
the date or fact of her late husband's death. 

The evidence is conclusive, consisting of affidavits of numerous neighbors 
and uaintances, that soldier left his home at Volga City, lowa, in 
1879, and went to the Black Hills coun in Dakota to look for work. Se- 
curing work, he wrote frequently to his family and sent moneyregularly for 
their support until 1882, when his letters ceased, and said soldier has not 
been heard from since, except by a mere rumor that he was dead. 
claimant, as well as her friends, has made every effort to learn of his where- 
abouts ifliving, but to no purpose. Letters have been dispatcbed to all the 

t-offices of the Black country, but no news of him been 

he family then communicated with the Pension Bureau to ascertain if said 
soldier had ever made application for a pension, but no such application has 


ever been filed to the nt e. 

Thus, by every ble means, this claimant has endeavored to ascertain 
if her late husband were living, but has been compelled to t his death 
as . ‘The common law presumes death under such conditions, but the 
Pension Bureau requires very positive f in such cases. 

It is also conclusively shown that this claimant is wholly dependent on 
her own labor for support. Many of the soldier's letters the 
certificate are on file. 
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Your committee therefore report the bill with the recommendation that 
it be amended by striking out the word ‘“‘twelve,”’ in the eighth line of said 
bill and inserting in its stead the word “eight”’ so that it shall read * $8 per 
month,” and, as so amended, that the bill pass. 


Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I move 
that the committee report that bill unfavorably. It was up on 
last Friday night, and I took the ground that it was a bad prec- 
edent to make a favorable report on such a bill. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I think the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina is mistaken about this case. I think we made a favorable 
report upon the bill, with the amendment providing that if the 
husband should be found to be alive, then the pension to the 
wife should cease. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Well, I think we had 
better kill it certainly this time, so that it will not get alive 
again. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Mr. Chairman, I think there was an 
amendment adopted to that bill on last Friday evening, provid- 
ing that the pension should cease if it should be discovered that 
the husband was alive. I think that amendment was adopted 
on the suggestion of the chairman of the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions [Mr. MARTIN of Indiana]. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, in order that there 
may be no mistake about it, I move to add at the close of the bill 
a provision that if the husband shall be found to be alive, this 
pension shall at once cease. 

Mr. COX. I donot think that is necessary. If he had been 
alive he would have been on the pension roll tone ago. [Laugh- 


r.] 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Well, Mr. Chairman, let 
the committee vote down my amendment, if they think proper. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. TALBERT of 
South Carolina, it was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying this bill aside 
with the recommendation that it do pass. [A pause.] 

Mr. STALLINGS. Mr. Speaker—— 

TheCHAIRMAN. The ayes haveit,and the bill is laid aside 
to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 


pass. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I ask fora division. 

The CHAIRMAN. The demand comes too late. The Clerk 
will report the next bill. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I asked for a division in 
time. Iclaim that I was in time, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman did not rise and call for a 
division until after the Chair announced the result and declared 
the bill laid aside. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Well, I will be in time 
the next time. [Laughter.] 

Mr. STALLINGS. I rose before the division was called for, 
but was not recognized by the Chair. I simply wished to ask 
a the amendment adopted last Friday night is in the 
bill: 

The CHAIRMAN. There is an amendment reducing the 
amount to $8 a month. 

Mr. STALLINGS. There was,I think, another amendment 
roviding that the pension to the wife should cease in case the 
usband was found to be alive. 
ae ‘<_ee The Chair is informed that that is not in 

the . 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. It can be put in by unanimous consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment about which the gentle- 
man from Alabama asks was notin the bill when it was laid 
aside. There is only oneamendment, the one reducing the pen- 
sion to $8. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. I ask unanimous consent that the amend- 
ment suggested by the gentleman from Indiana _. MARTIN], 
providing that in the event of the husband being found alive the 
pension to the wife shall cease, be inserted in the bill. 

TheCHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the amendment 
will be inserted. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina ob 


jects. 
W. H. COHORN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was a bill (H. R. 
479) to relieve W. H. Cohorn from the charge of desertion. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the of desertion now appearing Lp w. 
H. Cohorn is hereby removed, and the said W. H. Cohorn be, and is hereby, 
relieved from the of desertion; and that he be, and is hereby, restored 
to 2 rights to which he would have been entitled had he never deserted and 
as if no record showing desertion had been made. 

Mr. LANE. I ask that the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. Bow=rs of California) was read, as follows: 


Committee on Mili Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
to relieve W. H. Cohorn the charge of desertion, have had the same 
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under consideration, and find that the report of the War Department, which 





is submitted herewith, shows most conclusively that this bill ought to Pass 
that the soldierwas in norespect guilty of the charge of desertion as marked 
on the rolis of the company at one time; that he was sick and in hosplta 


with leave, on furleugh; that he returned to his regiment as soon as he was 
able to do so, and sooner; that he served with his company,and was honor 
ably mustered out with his company at the expiration of the time of his en- 
listment. His commanding officer, the colonelof the regiment, testifies that 
the soldier was not in any fault 

Your committee, therefore, recommend that the bill do pass, with the fol- 
lowing amendment: 

“ Provided, That no pay, bounty, or emoluments of any kind shall become 
due or payable by reason of the passage of this bill.” 





Case af W. H. Cohorn, 


RECORD AND PENSION OFFICER, 
War Depariment, October 6, 1898 


William H. Cohorn was enrolled as a private in Company F, Bighteenth 
Kentucky Volunteers, to serve three years, and mustered into service July 7, 
1862, and appears to have been present with his command or otherwise 
properly accounted for up to October 31, 1862, when he is reported “absent,'’ 
without_remark. The roll for November and December, 1862, reports him 
“deserted November 12, 1862, from Paris, Ky.,"’ and his name is dropped 
from succeeding rolls to April 30, 1864, when he is reported “absent sick at 
Chattanooga, Tenn., gained from desertion, stop 880 for apprehension." 

Subsequent to the date mentioned he is reported on rolls as follows: May 
and June, 1864, ‘“‘absent sick, Chattanooga, Tenn., a deserter"; July and 
August, 1864, “ present awaiting court-martial’’; September and October, 
1864, ‘absent awaiting court-martial, sick at Atlanta’’; November and De- 
cember, 1864, ‘‘ absent sick at Louisville since October 3, 1844, awaiting court- 
martial’’; and he is so reported on the succeeding roll, dated February 2, 
1865; rolls for March and April and May and June, 1865, report him * pres- 
ent awaiting court-martial.”’ 

The company muster-out roll, dated July 18, 1865, shows him mustered out 
of service with the erganization on that date; remark, “deserted October 
10, 1862, returned to duty March 2%, 1864—charges preferred for desertion, 
awaiting trial.” 

Other records show him, “deserted December —, 1862, at Paris, Ky.; ar- 
rested March 15, 1864, by provost-marshal, seventh district, Kentucky, and 
delivered same date at military post, Lexington, Ky.” 

Following is a copy of the charge of desertion preferred against him by 
Lieut. John M. Poston, of Company F’,as shown by company and regimental 
books: 

‘** CHARGE 1.—Desertion. 

** Specification 1.—In this, that he did on or about the Ist day of November, 
1862, while camped at or near Paris, Ky., absent himself without leave by 
proper authority, and did remain absent until he was arrested and returned 
to his regiment at Nashville, Tenn., on or about the 28th day of March, 1864.” 

The records do not furnish any evidence of the soldier's trial on this charge 
or of his restoration to duty. 

The medical records report him as follows: As William Cohorn, private, 
Company F, Eighteenth Kentucky Volunteers, admitted to general fleld hos- 
pital, Chattanooga, Tenn., April 9, 1863, with mumps, and transferred May 4, 
1864; admitted to No. 3 general hospital, Lookout Mountain, Chattanooga, 
Tenn., July 1, 1864, with syphilis, and returned to duty August 3, 1864, as ——— 
Cohorn (rank notstated), Company F.. Eighteenth Kentucky, treated in reg!i- 
mental hospital September 20 to October 3, 1864, (diagnosis not shown), and 
transferred to hospital at Atlanta October 3, 1864, as William Cohorn, prt- 
vate, Company F, Eighteenth Kentucky Volunteers, admitted to Cumber- 
land general hospital, Nashville, Tenn., November 2, 1864, with pneumonia, 
and transferred November 10, 1864, and admitted to Joe Holt general hospital, 
Jeffersonville, Ind., November 11, 1864, with secondary syphilis, and returned 
to duty November 24, 1864. 

There is no evidence of his having been granted a furlough at any period 
of his term of enlistment. 

Under date Au t 12, 1883, the soldier made application for removal of the 
charge of desertion under the provisions of the act of August 7, 1882, and on 
the 24th October following was called upon for a statement under oath giv- 
ing the authority under which he left his command and bis whereabouts 
during his absence. 

On the 28th October, 1884, he submitted the following testimony 

In an affidavit bearing the above date, the soldier stated that in October, 
1862, while in the service of the United States, he was taken sick and was 
sent home on sick furlough by Capt. Littlejohn, and that he remained at 
home sick until March, 1864, when he returned to his regiment, though still 
in bad health, and reported to Capt. Posten, who was then captain of his 
company; that he was thereupon sent to hospital and remained there about 
two months and was then sent to the convalescent camp, where he remained 
three or four months, and was then sent back to his regiment and returned 
to duty, remaining with his command until he was discharged. He further 
stated that he was furloughed “ until fit for duty,”’ but returned to his regt- 
ment before he was fit for duty, and declares that during his absence from 
his command he was at home Sick and confined to his bed “ nearly all the 
time.” 

David Trout, in an affidavit made the same day, stated that he knew the 
soldier at the time he enlisted; that he came home in the fall of 1862 on sick 
furlough, and that as he, aMfiant, lived close to him, he “went after Drs. 
Ford and Green for him,” and visited him often during his sickness; that 
Drs. Green and Ford gave him up to die; and he was then treated by Dr. 
Prior, under whose care he improved somewhat so asto be able to goabout; 
that in the spring of 1864, he returned to the Army, although he had not re- 
covered, and “looked badly; that prior to his enlistment he was a sound, 
healthy man, but that since his discharge he had had frequent spells of sick 
ness. Affiant added that he had never heard of claimant's deserting, and 
that he went back of his own accord before he was well; and that he had 
never heard of any person coming after him 

In an affidavit, of samedate, Windle Trout declared that he was acquainted 
with the applicant at the time of his enlistment and recollected his coming 
home on sick furlough in the fall of 1862; that on the night of his return he, 
affiant, went for the soldier's brother tocomea d waiton him; that theso! 
dier continued sick all the winter, confined to his bed most of the time, af- 
filant being with him for the most part during the whole winter, engaged in 
cutting and hauling wood, making fires and waiting upon him, at which 
time claimant was under the care of Drs. Green, Ford, and Prior; and that 
he returned to his regiment in the spring of 1864, though not then entirely 
well. Affiant further declared that he never heard of claimant's being a de 
serter, and stated that he returned to his regiment of his own accord, and 
before he had recovered; that he never heard of an rson coming after 
him; and that he had not got entirely well at date ae ant’s statement 
Henry I. Newton,in an affidavit of same date, stated that he was ac- 
uainted with Cohorn at the time of his enlistment; that the soldier came 
home in the fall of 1862 on sick furlough, and remained at home for a con- 
le time, sick in bed a greater part of the time; that he, aflant, was 











atclaimant’s house frequently, and knew that he was at homesick until the 
ens of 184. when he returned to his regiment, though not well; and that 

enever heard of Cohorn’s deserting, or of any person coming: for him or 
looking after him as a deserter: 

Under date September 28, 188, the applicant was informed that the provi- 
sions of the act of Congress of July 5, 1884, did not cover bis. case; inasmuch 
as he did not voluntarily return to his: command, 

On the | Sthof February, 1886, Hon. WILLIAMC. P,. BRECKINRIDGE addressed 
the Deparment, requesting to be informed as to the status of Cohen's ap- 

lication, and on the 27th of the same month was informed thatin ‘ew of 

he fact that the soldier did not voluntarily return to hiscommand, but was 
arrested, his case did notcome within the eevee es of theact of July 5, 1884, 

nd thatas it was held by the Department that the charge 0? desertion wasnot 
reneousth made there was no provision of law under which it could be re- 
moved 

Under date April 12, 1886, Mr. BRECKINRIDGH transmitted the following 
additional testimony in support of the soldier's application: 

The claimant, in an affidavit dated March 24, 1886, declared that he was 
furloughed October, 1862, cn account of sickness, being unfit for duty; that 
he reported to his command in March, 1864, at Nashville, Tenn., and upon 
examination, being still found unfit for duty, was returned to the hospital 
at Chattanooga, e further stated that the furlough granted him was is- 
sued by Capt. Littlejohn and was without limit, and. that upon his return to 
Picommans Capt. Littlejohn had resigned and been succeeded by Capt. 

ohn Postin; and he declared that he returned to his. command voluntarily 
and without orders.or arrest. 

David Trout, a former.amfiant, in an affidavit dated March 24, 1886, stated 
that Cohorn was not arrested as a deserter, but returned to his command of 
his own free will, and that he appeared anxious to go, saying he wanted to 
fight for his country. 

Wendle Trout, a former affiant. in an affidavit made April 21886, gave 
testimony identical with that of David Trout, last preceding. 

Henry J. Newton, a former afffant, in an aM@idavit made March 25, 1886, de- 
clared that the claimant was furloughed by Capt..William. Littlejohn, at 
Paris, in October, 1862, and that he voluntarily returned to his command at 
Nashville, in March, 1864. 

William B. Newton, in an affidavit dated March.24, 1886, stated that claim- 
ant returned to his command voluntarily. 

Dr. William Pryor, in an affidavit executed March. 24, 1886, stated that in 
1862 he. treated the claimant asa furloughed soldier of Company L, Eight- 
gent h Kentucky Infantry, and continued to treat him from October, 1862, to 

rch, 1864, when he returned to his command, taking with him a state- 
ment that he was notable forduty. He added that the soldier's furlough 
Was signed by Capt. William Littlejohn, Paris, Ky., and that his return to 
his command was voluntary. 

Under date December 20, 1886, Hon. Mr. BRECKINRIDGE Was informed, with 
reference to a of Gohorn, that the official records showed that 
the soldier deserted October 10, 1862; and was arrested. March 15, 1864, by the 

»vost marshal of the seventh district of Kentucky, and inasmuch as he 

id not voluntarily return, hut was arrested, his case: did not come within 
the provisions ofthe act of Congress approved July 5,.1884, and that it had 
been decided that no relief co be. granted in the case under existing laws, 
on the testimony presented. 

Under date March 26, 1887, Col. John B. Castleman, acting: adjutant-gen- 
eral State of Kentucky, addressed the Department on behalf of Cohorn, stat- 
ing that Col, H. K. Milward, who commanded the teenth Kentucky In- 
fantry, of which Cohorn. was a member, uested { the latter be given 
an SES PRAaRENS, to prove that.the charge of desertion in his case was unjust 
an 


neorrect. 
Mr. Cohorn, Col. Castleman to state, was absent on a furlough 
od by Capt. W. H. Littlejohn at Paris, Ky., 


ted for an. indefinite 
tober 10, 1862,. and m his return, found Capt. John M. Poston in com- 


mand. Cohorn stated that he was, in poor heal his absence, and 
when sufficiently improved reported to Provost-Mars Lo at George- 
town, .. of hisown accord—not haying been arrested showed furlough, 


. and on that was given transportation to his regiment; that upon his return, 
March 24, 1864, he was.at once ordered by his regimental surgeon, Dr. Pyth- 
ian, to the hospital at Summersville, Lookout Mountain, Chattanooga, Tenn., 
and stayed there two months, after which he was ordered to convalescent 
camp, where he remained about a month, and was then given transporta- 
tion to his regiment and assigned to duty; that the ca who gave him 
his furlough resigned in his absence, without having,expiained the cause of 
= a and that he never reseived.a trial, but was granted an honora- 
v acharge. 

On the 9th April, 1887, the adjutant-general of the State of Kentucky was 
informed, with reference to this case, that the charge of desertion against 
Cohorn had not been removed and could not. bs removed from.his record 
under then existing laws. 

Tn.a communication to Hon. Mr. BRECKINRIDGE; dated February 4, 1892, re- 
ferred to this Department by him, the applicant stated that he was enroiled 
and mustered into service July 7, 1862, as a. private in Company F. Bight- 
eenth Kentucky Volunteers, to. serve. three years, and was mustered out of 
service at Louisville, Ky., July 18, 1865. 

The status of the case has not been c ‘sines the date claimant’s 
application was last denied, no new testimony having been submitted or 
legisiation had warranting, a.reversal of such adverse decision. 


Very respectfully, 
F. C, AINSWORTH, 
Colonel, United States Army, Chief of Office. 

Tie SECRETARY oF WAR. . 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Mr: Chairman, I move 
that bill be luid aside to be. reported adversely to the House. 

Mr. McCKBRIGHAN. Mr. Chairman, being. somewhat familiar 
with the circumstances, oftem beyond the control of the: soldier, 
which p!aces him on the records of the War Department with a 
stain on bhisname, I feel thatin justiceto my comrades living and 
dead and their families, f oughtto- rise here and now and protest 
aguinstthismotion. Everyoneatal! familiar with a soldier's life 
knows that from time to time when the militaryorganization to 
which he belongs is ordered to move, he may be sick in the hos- 
pital, or he may have been examined by a cian and senttothe 
rear, and the comrades of his-company. ‘ing no ae 
his- whereabouts, that night he is. reported as: absent: wi 
leave, and a few more days of such reports:and he is: marked on 
the rell of his-eomp as.a deserter. 

If any gewtieman wall examine the records of the War De- 
pactment, as prepared’ amt kept. in admirable shape by Col. 
Ainswerth, le. will find a-eharge ef desertian. standing against 
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a large number of men who never hesitated to serve their 
country and who never turned their backs on the. foes of thig 
Government. Familiar as I am with the circumstances that 
surround many of these cases, I rise here to-night and in the 
name.of my comradesand for the honor of this country, I say lt 
do not believe that motions like these would be backed by the 
men who wore the gray and met us on the field of honorable 
battle. 

Tam here to say that there is too much chivalry; that there 
is teo much of the spirit of the soldier, even in the men who bore 
arms against this Government, for them to be guilty of insist- 
ing on leaving a stain on the character of any man who served 
this-Government when it is shown positively and conclusively 
that he never did desert. I trust that this motion will be voted 
down, as it ought to be, and that gentlemen will cease to com 
here and in aspirit of petulance stand on this floor and cavi 
about granting petty pensions of seven or eight or ten dollars a 
month, while they vote liberally, as this Congress does vote, ex- 
tra. salaries to clerks and an extra month's pay to the employés 
of this House—to which [ do not object—and millions to rivers 
and harbors simply because there is a job for some fellow at the 
bottom of nearly all of it. 

These men who receive the bounty of this Government in the 
form of pensions never “‘whack up,” if the committee will par- 
don a common expression, and consequently it is a popular 
thing to come. in here and assail men who are defenseless, if, 
forsooth, this committee will listen to gentlemen who seem so 
anxious to make a reputation by saving a dollar where that dol- 
lav is justly due, and atthe same time so anxious to leave a 
stain on the name.ofa man who never did violate the military 
law of his eee Mr. Chairman, I do not care to say more on 
this subject at this time, and [ could not well say less; [Ap- 
plause.on the Republican side.] 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I[ say ina 
spirit of fairness and justice, in reply to.what the gentleman has 
just said, that L happened to be, one of those men who wore the 

ray—— 
” Mr. MCKEIGHAN. So mucli the worse for the gray. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. And I happened to.be:one 
of these who met the men who wore the, blue; and since the war 
has closed Ihave been in organizations.and meetings and con- 
ventions where the men. who wore the gray and the men who 
wore the blue met together—men. who had opposed each other 
in the red blaze of battle, stood with clasped hands stretched 
across the bloody chasm.in order to bury the bloody shirt, with 
the prayer upon their lips that upon the grave might be plante 
the, white lily of peace, which would grow and bring forth frui 
to the u building and the prosperity of this great country ofours. 

And I will say to the gentleman. from Nebraska. [Mr.. MCKEr- 
GHAN] that I stood here and voted against the extra pay and the 
extramileage.. My voteis recorded against those propositions. [ 
haveraised my voice against every appropriation that I thought 
was unnecessary. And I throw back in the teeth of the gentie- 
man any insinuation that he may throw at me of attempting to 
make.a little reputation by bringing up. motions in opposition 
to, these. claims. 

I would like to call the attention of the. gentleman toa speech 
that. was made by Gen. Bragg, of Wisconsin, the commander of 
the “Tron Brigade,” upon this very question of pensions—a 
speech made in this Haill,,in which, if I mistake not, he said that 
in. 1865, or just about the time the war was closing, there were 
over 200,000 men mustered into the service from.the grog-shops 
and from the jails—bounty-jumpers and substitutes formen who 
did not want to gointo the war—and that 13,009 or 14,000.of those 
men were. deserters and ought to be hanged... Yet.thayaredraw* 
ing pensions to-day! 

stand here to say that I am willing tocast my vote openly and 
above board for-any. honest soldier, any brave. man who met mé 
and my comrades in. battle and fought like an honest, brave man; 
but I am opposed to giving a pension to a deserter, a bummer, o 
camp-follower, or any man of that description; and every othe 
braveman must be in favor of this position, and will vote agains 
any such proposition. 

That, Mr. Chairman, is why I have made the motion to report 
unfavorably upon this deserter’s claim. I insist upon the mo- 
tion: andi I will see that it does notget through without the. vote 
of a majority. It the eman from Nebraska, or whatever 
other State he may be from, does:net like this: he can; make the 
most of it. 

Mr. McKEIGHAN. Mr. Chairman, desire. to. say to this 
House that ate: rsonally against the gentle- 
man as he assumes that I made, did say that this. House has been 
liberal. But now if it.comes to a question of a deserter drawing 






































































a.pension, E chall the gentleman to produce a single ease 
ere. deserter in this country is drawing # pension. 
Mr. T. of South Carolina. I can produee. the.speech 









1894. 








that Gen. Bragg made upon the floor of this House in which he 
said that there were thirteenor fourteen thousand ofthem. And 
here is a case of a deserter that you are standing here to defend 
to-night. 

Mr. McKEIGHAN. Isay itis no such thing. Iam here 
say that I made no such charge against the gentleman person 
ally; and itis very cheap bravery that vents itself im florid ora- 
tory on the floor of this House because I have asserted that 
Congress has been liberal. I want to say here and now that | 
have never turned my back on a friend or a foe and I do not in- 
tend to doit now. [Applause.] !am here todenounce the spirit 
that leads a man on the floor of this House to assail every old 
soldier, even to the extent of preventing men from having the 
stain of dese 
Affairs composed of members as honest and intelligent the 
gentleman have said that there is no question about the justice 
of removing this stain. 

Now, it may be that men have * 


to 


> 
I 


shaken hands across the bloody 


chasm,” and that they are very desirous to see the ‘‘ white lily | 


of peace” bloom. For myself it shall never bloomso long as you 
stab the defenders of my country. [Applause.] 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I want to say that I deny 
any such charge; and if the gentleman means to say I have 
“stabbed” any old soldier or anything of that sort, I say it is 
utterly false. 

Mr. MCKEIGHAN. I wanttosay if the shoo fits the gentle- 
man he will have to wear it. 
[Laughter and applause. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendment re- 
ported by the committee. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. [| wish to ask the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. TALBERT] a question. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Certainly. 

Mr. MARTIAN of Indians. What is your objection to this 
bill? It involves no pension, no bounty, no back pay. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Well, I have stated my 
objection in the few remarks that I have made—that there is a 
charge of desertion resting here against this man and I am op- 
posed to giving any deserter a pension. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. This is nota bill to pension him 
at all, but simply to wipe out this stain on his record. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. It will lead to a pension, 
and that is the object. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. No. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. The object is simply to 
get in an entering wedge. When you make this start there 
will be no stopping it. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Now, I ask the Clerk to read asa 
part of my remarks the amendment which has been reported by 
the committee, and as I understand adopted by the Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Indiana a question, if it will not interrupt him. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I yield with pleasure. 

Mr. STALLINGS. 
case of this sort there is a general law under which he can go to 


the War Department and have the charge against him removed? | 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Then why does not this man do it? 

Mr. LACEY. The difficulty in this case—— 

Mr. STALLINGS. I do not believe in passing special laws of 
this kind when we have a general law on the statute book that 
covers such cases. 

Mr. LACEY. The report shows formal proceedings against 
this man by court-martial; and they can not be wiped out by an 
order of the War Department. The committee of this House 
has made an examination of the case, going through the evi- 
dence given before the court-martial and also the additional 
evidence furnished to the committee; and they believe the deci- 
sion against the soldier was erroneous. They simply propose to 
strike from the record the charge of desertion. The man 
ready holds an honorable discharge. This does not change his 
status in any respect except in removing from his record what 
appears to the committee to be an unjust charge. 

- TALBERT of South Carolina. What will prevent this 
man from applying for a pension after this charge of desertion 
is removed? 

Mr. LACEY. There is nothing now to prevent him from ap- 

ying for a-pension. He hasan honorable discharge. He may 

a pensioner, for all I know. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. 
13,000 of the ‘‘ iron brigade.”’ 

Mr. LACEY. Perhaps he is the whole 13,000. 

Mr. LANE. 


Oh, yes. 


He may be one of those 


[Laughter. | 
The gentleman states, as I understand, that this 
Does not that clear his 


man has now an honorable discharge. 
record? 


He seems to insist on wearing it. | 


Is it not a fact that when a man has a good 
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Mr. LACEY. But this conviction by a court-martial Les a 
blemish upon him. Back of his honorable discharge there is 
still this charge against him—a blight on his record. H its 
to have that removed. and he has come before the ( tee 
on Military Affairs for that purpose. 

Mr. HUDSON. He is somewhat in the same po t 
Fitz-John Porter was. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I would like to know why the hi 8 
discharge does not clear his record. I understand that t s 
dier already has an honorable discharge from the Army 

Mr. LACEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STALLINGS. You do not know h vs a 
pension or not; but that is not the question. 

Mr. LACEY. There is nothing to prevent his doin ) 
rate. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Has not this honorable discharge ym 
the Army wiped out the stain upon his record? 

Mr. LACEY. Notatall. Itstands there upon the judgment 
of the court-martial. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Then how can Congress wipe it out We 
do not know more about the matter than the oflicers that sat 


upon the court-martial. 
Mr. LACEY. We do, for this reason— 
Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. How can we g 


ro behind 
the ‘“‘returning board?”’ 


Mr. LACEY. The Military Committee has examined all the 
evidence taken before the court-martial and all the additional 
testimony which explainsthecase. They have gone through the 
matter carefully and made an elaborate report, reciting the facts 
and stating as a part of their conclusion that the evidence shows 
that this man at the time he wascharged with desertion was ab- 


sent on account of sickness and unable to return; that he did re- 
turn as promptly as he could, and was then honorably discharged 
and mustered out. But thischarge which was made against him 
has never been erased from his record, and could not be except 
by act of Congress. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I just wanted to know the facts. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. If the gentleman from Iowa 
{Mr. LAcEy] will pardon me for making this suggestion, as I un- 
derstand there were noso-called ‘* honorable” discharges granted 
from the late war. The word “honorable” which used to be in 
every discharge granted to a soldier is left out, as [ understand 
it, from every discharge,so that while the soldier was discharged 
from the service, the word ‘‘ honorable” was left out and each 
man is left to his record as it stands in the Adjutant-General’s 
Office. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. He does not get any discharge at 
all! 

Mr. HENDERSON of Lllinois. 
service, but the word “ honorable, 
tificate of discharge, is omitted. 

Mr. LACEY. The report says he was honorably mustered 
out with his company. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. 
discharged. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Suppose he had a discharge, 
would that record of his having been court-martialed as a de- 
serter stand in the way of his getting another copy of his dis- 
charge, if he lost it? 

Mr. LACEY. Not at all. 
than anything else. 

Mr. KYLE. Is there anything now to prevent this man from 


He is discharged from the 
which used to be in the cer- 


” 


But it does not say he was honorably 


This is more a sentimental bill 


| drawing a pension? 


Mr. LACEY. 
Mr. KYLE. 


Not on the face of the report. 
Is there, as a matter of fact. 

Mr. LACEY. Ido notknow. 

Mr. KYLE. The point I want to get at is whether this prop- 
osition is simply to relieve this man from this charge of deser- 
tion without putting him on the pension roll? 

Mr. HUDSON. That is all there is in the bill. 

Mr. KYLE. I understood that this was simply a direction 
that the charge of desertion be stricken from the roll, and that 
his record be corrected in that respect. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I should like to say to the gentleman that 
if he could draw a pension now he could not draw it after this 
bill is passed, as the bill now stands. 

Mr. HUDSON. AsI understand, the rentlemanfrom Missis- 
sippi |Mr. KyL®! wishes to know whether this is a bill to pen- 
sion him now or simply to clear up his military record? 


Mr. KYLE. No, thatis not it. I understand the statement 
is that there is nothing in the way of this man drawing a pen- 
sion; in other words, that if he could draw a pension after the 
passage of the bill, he could draw it now just as well. In other 

| words, that this bill does not aid him toward getting « p on. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. As I understand, this bill stops him from 





getting a pension. 









oe raleat waned 
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Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. No, it does not. 

Mr. WANGER. AsI understand the report of the commit- 
tee, it shows that this man was not in fact a deserter, and that 
the record of desertion against him is an unjust and erroneous 
one. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. That is the fact. 

Mr. WANGER. Now, why should we say anything about a 
pension in discussing this bill? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. He ought to have his record corrected. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. That is all. 

Mr. WANGER, It seems to me that if he does not deserve to 
have this stigma attached to his name, that it ought not to be 
attached. 

Mr. COX. As I understand, this man was marked on the roll 
as a deserter, and was then tried by a court-martial? 

Mr. WANGER. Yes. 

Mr. COX. And he was found by the court-martial to be a 
deserter? 

Mr. WANGER. Yes. 

Mr. LACEY. Ifthegentleman will permit me, I want to make 
a correction as to that. The gentleman is misinformed. 

Mr. COX. I want to get at the fact as to how that is. 

Mr. LACEY. In a hasty examination of this report I find 
that there was no trial upon the charge of desertion. Charges 
were preferred, but no trial was had upon the charges; but the 
charges still remain there, undisposed of. 

Mr, COX. You are satisfied that there was no trial? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. There was no trial atall. The 
man was sick, and the evidence presented to the committee 
shows conclusively that he was not a deserter. 

Mr. COX. This bill is simply to wipe out these charges that 
remain there undisposed of, 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Yes. We have the evidence of 
three physicians who attended him for two years, and the evi- 
dence shows that before he was able he returned voluntarily to 
the regiment, and that he was in no segse a deserter. 

Mr. COX. If I understand the bill, itis simply to provide that 
these charges be wiped out? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. It is simply to correct a false 
record. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I thank the gentleman 
from California [Mr. BowERs] for the explanation which he has 
made, and it would have been in very much bétter grace for the 
gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. McK EIGHAN] while he was hurl- 
ing all that abuse at me to have made that simple explanation 
instead. It would have satisfied me, and if the fact is as stated 
by the gentleman from California (Mr. BowERs] I have no fur- 
ther opposition. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. We gave the question a very 
thorough examination, and I state to the gentleman that that is 
the fact. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. If that is the case, I am 
glad the gentleman has made the explanation. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. That is the real fact. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. If the man is not a real 
deserter, I have nothing against him; but I still do claim thai I 
do not love deserters. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Mr. Chairman, the question was asked of the 
chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions whether or not 
this applicant could, with the charge of desertion remaining 
against him, obtain a pension. I have not heard the chairman 
of the committee give any answer to that question. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I want to say right 
here that this is a bill which does not come from the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. It comes from the Military Committee, of 
which the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] is chair- 
man. 

The reason that I speak at all upon this matter is because the 
question of a pension came up. It seems to me that the passage 
of this bill or the failure to pass it has no bearing whatever on 
the question of the right of the man to a pension. 

Mr. ROBBINS. I understand that; but there has beena plain 

uestion asked, and I ask if the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 

ARTIN] is in charge of the bill? 
ware’ ARTIN of Indiana. No, I am not in charge of this 

Mr. ROBBINS. You are tapers «I the bill, and the ques- 
tion has been asked whether or not this man can drawa pension 
with this charge of desertion remaining there against him, or 
if ~ ob;ect of this bill is to enable him to get on the pension 


roll. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I say to you frankly that I cannot 
answer that question, oe to say this: The amendment that 
is put onto this bill provides specifically that it shall give him 
no rights that he does not now possess. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Whatis the object of this bill, then? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Just simply that these charges 
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were preferred against him. There never was a trial, and still 
there is a charge standing against him on his military record, 
of which record he has a right to be “sma and he simply wants 
that to be cleared up by a special bill. 

Mr. ROBBINS. As I understand the law there is a method 
of Lg age by which he can go before the War Department 
and have this charge removed. That being so, what is the 
necessity of this special bill to relieve him from this charge? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. No, he can not do that under 
the law. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Why? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I will yield to the gentleman from 
en who is a member of the Committee on Military Af- 

rs. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. This is one of the cases not pro- 
vided by law; and the War Departmentcan not relieve him from 
this charge under the law. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Why? 

Mr. BOWERS of California (continuing). And, therefore, fol- 
—_ the action of the committee in other bills, we have re- 
ported this bill favorably. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Why? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Because the War Department 
have only their own records to go on, and they are not allowed 
under the law to relieve a man from a charge of desertion under 
such circumstances as are presented in this case. They are 
confined to their rule. 

Mr. LANE. What rule? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. They can not go beyond it; and 
= never have gone beyond their rule. 

r. ROBBINS. What rule excludes this man from getting 
the charge of desertion removed? 

Mr. BOWERSof California. Therule is that the Department 
can not restore a man against their own records showing that 
he was.a deserter. The law does not allow any Department to 
do that; and Congress must do it. 

Mr. LANE. ou are wrong about that. 

: Mr.ROBBINS. The gentleman does not seem to know the 
aw. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Laws have been passed author- 
izing the War Department toremove the charge of desertion. It 
is probable this case does not come within the limitation. 

r. ROBBINS. Why can not this man go to the War De- 
partment and have this charge of desertion removed? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. LIamtrying totellyou. These 
laws prescribe that he must not have been away from his com- 
mand more than a certain period. In this case the absence may 
have exceeded the period, and I presume that is the difficulty 
in this case. 

Mr. ROBBINS. You presume! You do not know that that 
is the case? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Well, I can ascertain by read- 
ing the report. I have sent for a copy. 

Mr. ROBBINS. How many will é require to answer this 
simple question? I will yield to just as many as try to answer 
the question. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I will answer = and say that 
general laws have been passed authorizing the War Department 
to remove charges of desertion within certain limitations, and 
this case does not come within those limitations. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Why? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I think in this case the man 
may have been absent longer than the period prescribed, or pos- 
sibly some other reason—— 

r. ROBBINS. The gentleman says he thinks. Does he 
know the facts in connection with this case? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Yes. Isee he was absentmore 
than the time prescribed. That is sufficient; but I find there 
are other reasons. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Chairman, I am sorry to see so much 
captious objection to this case. It seems to me that it is not a 

uestion of whether a man will or willnot get a pension. If the 
acts be true as reported by that committee, and if it be true 
that this was an honorable and gallant soldier, that he fought 
during the war, and he finds this charge was made against him, 
and this stigma was resting on his character, I do not think that 
the question as to whether he shall receive this paltry sum of 
pension should be raised. I hope, therefore, there will be no 
objection to the ge of the bill. This man was an honest 
and gallant soldier who was honorably discharged. He fought 
like a man, and the question of whether he will or will not geta 
pension is no reason why this Congress should refuse to remove 
that stigma from his character. e have had a committee ex- 
amine the case, and they have found the state of facts that he 
was a gallant, brave, honest soldier who fought through the war 
and thathe is met with this charge of desertion. 

1 think it comes with poor grace from any man when a man 
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has fought for his flag to say this man should not be allowed the 
right to draw a pension when they allow men who served ninety 
days to receive them. It is not a question of pension. I think 
that we should move cautiously when removing charges of de- 
sertion. I think when these charges of desertion are removed 
by Congress that it is a high honor for a man to have his char- 
acter cleared up by Congress, and it should be done whether it 
carries with it the fact that he is to be paid $80 or $90 pension. 
If the testimony shows that this man was improperly treated, 
without any fault of his own, his character should be cleared, 
and I hope gentlemen will make no captious objections to this 
bill if the facts are true as stated. [Applause.] 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I am now ready to answer the 
question of my colleague from Alabama, having examined the 
report. Ifind on page 3 of the report the reason is stated why 
the War Department can not remove the charge of desertion. 
The record does not show that he voluntarily returned to his 
command 

Mr. STALLINGS. But does it not show that he returned to 
another command? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. No; I think not. 

Mr. STALLINGS. It was so stated here. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The affidavits placed before 
the committee show that he did voluntarily return to his com- 
mand, and their affidavits show that the record of the soldier 
should be corrected. 

They show that he did not desert the service. They show 
that he did not leave his command with the intention of not re- 
turning to ry 

The soldier himself testifies— 
that he was furloughed October. 1862, on account of sickness, being unfit 
for duty; that he reported to his command in March, 1864, at Nashville, 
Tenn., and upon examination, being still found unfit for duty, was returned 
to the hospital at Chattanooga. He further stated that the furlough granted 
him was issued by Capt. Littlejohn and was without limit, and that upon 
his return to his command Capt. a had resigned and been succeeded 
by Capt. John Postin; and he declared that he returned to his command 
voluntarily and without orders or arrest. 

If that is true he was not a deserter. 

He is sustained by his physician. This gentleman testifies as 
I will read: 

Dr. William Pryor, in an affidavit executed March 2, 1886, stated that in 
1862 he treated the claimant as a furloughed soldier of Company I, Eight- 
eenth Kentucky Infantry, and continued to treat him from October, 1862, to 
March, 1864, when he returned to his command, taking with him a statement 
he was not able forduty. He added that the soldier’s furlough was signed 


by Capt. William Littlejohn, Paris, Ky., and that his return to his command 
was voluntary. 


Now we come to the testimony of his comrades. They testify 
as follows: 

David Trout, a former affiant, in an affidavit dated March 24, 1886, stated 
that Cohorn was notarrested as a deserter, but returned to his command of | 
his own free will, and that he appeared anxious to go, saying he wanted to 
fight for his country. 

endle Trout, a former affiant, in an affidavit made April 2, 1886, gave tes- 
timony identical with that of David Trout, last preceding. 

Henry J. Newton, a former afMfiant, in an affidavit made March 25, 1886, de- 
clared that the claimant was furloughed by Capt. William Littlejohn, at 
Paris, in October, 1862, and that he voluntarily returned to his command at 
Nashville, in March, 1864, 

William B. Newton, in an affidavit dated March 24, 1886, stated that claim- 
ant returned to his command voluntarily. 


There is much more testimony of the same tenor, all of which 
the committee regarded as conclusive, and the committee felt 
that justice demanded that he should be relieved of the charge 
of desertion; because the proof before that committee shows 
that he came within the limitations of the law. It certainly es- 
tablished that he returned voluntarily to duty within the proper 
time. I think that in this case we ought to pass the bill. The | 
Military Committee, of which I am a member, has examined | 
these cases with great care. Not more than one-tenth of the | 
bills broug ht before that committee for the removal of the charge | 
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of desertion have been reportedfavorably. Nine-tenths of them 
have been rejected. The committee has, with great care, ex- | 
amined every case; and we have never reported a case favorably | 
unless the evidence before the commiitee showed that it was | 
one that ought to be acted upon favorably by Congress. This | 
soldier was absent sick, returned to his regiment, fought through 
the war, and was discharged with his comrades after the war 
was over. 

Iam in full sympathy with every effort which seeks to pre- 
vent the enactment cf laws which grant pensions to improper or 
unworthy persons; but the gentiemen whooppose this bill should 
observe that it does not grant a pension. 

It only tie for the removal of the charge of desertion, 
and the bill specifically stipulates that no pay, bounty, or emol- 
uments of any kind shall become due or payable by reason of 
the passage of this bill. 

The language of the proviso of the bill as reported is: 


Provided, That no pay, bounty, or emoluments of any kind shall become 
due or payable by reason of the passage of this bill. 


S045 


Tam confident there would not be any opposition to the bill if 
all the facts were understood. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Let it be remembered that this 
man was discharged with his regiment. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Idid not yield to the gentleman, and he did not 
address the Chair. I ask the Clerk to read an extract from the 
statute which I send to the desk as the law bearing on the case, 
Read the second section and note 4. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 2% That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to remove the 


charge of desertion from the record of any regular or volunteer soldier in 
the late war upon proper application therefor, and satisfactory proof in 
the following cases: 

First. That such soldier, after such charge of desertion was ma ‘le, and 
within a reasonable time thereafter, voluntarily returned to his command 
and served faithfully to the end of his term of service, or until discharged 

Second. That such soldier absented himself from his command or from 
hospital while suffering from wounds, injuries, or disease, receive. or con 
tracted in the line of duty, and upon recovery voluntarily returned to his 
command and served faithfully thereafter, or died from such woun ts, in 
juries, or disease while so absent, and before the date of muster ou! of his 
command, or expiration of his term of service, or was prevente! from so 


returning by reason of such wounds, injuries, or diseases before su*h muster 
out, or expiration of service. 

Third. That such soldier was a minor, and was enlisted without the con 
sent of his parent or guardian, and was released or discharged fron such 
service by the order or decree of any court of competent jurisdiction on 
habeas corpus or other proper judicial proceedings: and in any such case 
no pay, allowance, bounty, or pension shall be allowed or granted 


Mr. ROBBINS. Now read the note. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Fourth. (2) Where he left his command and afterwards yoluntorily re- 
turned and received an honorable discharge. 


But in the fourth section of this act it was provided that no soldier should 
receive its benetits “who intentionally deserted.” 
The offense of desertion is defined by military authorities as absence 


without leave, with the intention of not returnin«,. and the intent not to re 
turn is considered the gist of the offense. The Secretary of War has al- 


ways asserted and exercised the right, under his general powers as cus- 
todian of the rolls of the Army, wherever a charge of desertion was errone 
ously made, to remove the charge. Wherever it could be made to appear 
that the guilty intent was wanting, he thus had authority, without the act 
of August 7, 1882, to remove these charges. It was thtrefore held by the 


War Department that the act of 1882, August 7, chapter 422, did not eniarge 
the existing authority of the Secretary of War, and practically no action 
was taken under it. 

Mr. ROBBINS. That is sufficient. Now, Mr. Chairman, my 
osition is that here is a case which the law covers like a 
jlanket. It is shown by the report itself and the reading of the 

law that the way is clear for this min to go before the War De- 
partment, and if the factsas stated are true he can get the charge 
of desertion removed. Now, here is the House of Representua- 
tives in session, spending its time on « dozen special bills for 
men, when there is a general law providing a remedy for those 


| cases. This statute, and the second and third of the caves 


cited, and number one cover the case of this applicant exactly; 
and consequently I appeal to the reason of members, why is it 
that they will go on without investigating a case and without 
knowing the facts, and when the question is asked why this man 
does not proceed in the way that is provided by the law, a 
dozen or more gentlemen jump up and try to explain something 


| about which they know nothing. 


Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the gentleman a question for infor- 
mation, as he has examined this case and [ have not? I do not 
understand, from what he has said, that there is actually any 
record of desertion against this man, but that, he having been 
absent, charges wete preferred against him. AmI correct? 

Mr. ROBBINS. If the gentlemen willinvestigate the case —— 

Mr. BLAIR. Well, | am asking the gentleman for informa- 
tion. 

Mr. ROBBINS. The bill is to remove the charge of deser- 
tion now on record against this°man in the War Department. 
If not, then the introducer of the bill and the committee report- 
ing it are certainly placed in a very ridiculous attitude. Here 
we have a man asking to be relieved.of a charge when there is 
no charge against him, and here we are sitting in Committee of 
the Whole and idling our time away in an attempt to help a man 
against whom there is no charge at all. 

Mr. BLAIR. I quite agree with the gentleman, if there are 
no peculiar features in the case. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Then why should you interrupt me in my 
remarks? 

Mr. BLAIR. I wished to ask you a question. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Well, the report of the bill answers your 
question. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have not had an opportunity to examine the 
report. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Well, sir; I do not desire to be interrupted 
in that kind of way, nor do I suppose the gentlemen around me 
desire to have their time taken up by interruptions by a gentle- 
man who has not examined the report. 

Mr. MOSES. Ieall the attention of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama to the fact that he is now doing the very thing that he 
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| 
complained of his colleague [Mr. WHEELER of Alabama] doing | 
a while ago. Hecomplained that hiscolleague would notanswer 
his question, and now he himself declines to answer the question | 
of the gentleman from New Hampshire. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I did answer the gentleman's | 
question fully. I answer it now by saying that nine men, unim- 
peached, make affidavit that this man returned voluntarily to his 
command. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Do you take the position here that the law 
which has been read from the*Clerk’s desk does not cover this | 
case? 

Mr. SWANSON,’ Will the gentleman from Alabama permit 
me to interrupt him? 

Mr. ROBBINS. I have asked the gentleman [Mr. WHEELER | 
of Alabama] a question, and I pause for an answer. 

fr. BOWERS of California. I will answer the question if | 
you wish. 

Mr. ROBBINS. I did not:ask you the question. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The War Department has re- | 
fused to remove this charge. In this report it is stated: 

On the 9th of April, 1887, the adjutant-general of the State of Kentucky 
was informed with reference to this case, that the charge of desertion 
against Cohorn had not been removed and could not be. removed from his 
record under then existing laws. 

Therefore this bill was introduced, and the affidavits before 
the committee show that nine men, unimpeached, testify that | 
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this man was sick when he left his command in 1862, thathe was 
sick all the time, and while still sick went forward to Chatta- 
nooga and did all he could te get back to his command, and that 
he finally returned voluntarily to his command, but the charge 
of desertion was then resting against him. Now, it occurs in 
thousands and possibly ina hundred thousand cases. that the 
charge of desertion has been recorded against the soldier be- 
cause he was absent from his command, and yet not from any 
fault of his. 

Mr. COX. Not hundreds of thousands of cases. Would not 
that wipe out an ordinary army? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Well, I reaffirm that there are 
many cases, possibly a hundred thousand of such cases. 

Possibly two or three hundred thousand eases occurred in the 
Federal army of men having charges of desertion against them 
which investigation showed ought to be removed because they 
had been made improperly. For instance, a man would leave 
his command on furlough, the command would move, and he 
would be absent after his furlough had expired, and the charge 
of desertion would be placed against. him, and in many cases 
would be afterwards removed by the officers themselves; but in 
many cases the charges werenot removed. Therefore, the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs during the last ten years have recom- 
mended and secured the passage of various general laws which 
cover most of these cases, yet there are many meritorious cases 
which they do not cover. 

Mr. LACEY. Is it not the rule in the Committee on Military 
Affairs not to grant special relief in aa without. applica- 
tion having been first made to the War Department? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Certainly.. We always require 





that. 

Mr. LACEY. And does not this report show that in this par- 
ticular instance the Department refused the application because 
of the failure to return a 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The report shows that— 


Under date August 12, 1883, the soldier made application for removal of 
the charge of desertion under the provisions of the act of August 7, 1882, and 
on the 24th October following was called upon for astatement under oath 

ving the authority under which he left his command and his whereabouts 

uring his absence. 

On the 28th October, 1884, he submitted the following testimony: 

In an affidavit bearing the above date, the soldier stated that in October, 
1862, while in the service of the United States, he was taken sick and was 
sent home on sick canoe by Capt. Littlejohn, and that he remained at 
home sick until March, 1864, when he returned to his regiment, though still 
in bad health, and reported to Capt. Posten, who was then captain of his 
company; that he was thereupon sent to hospital and remained there about 
two months and was then sentto theconvalescentcamp, where he remained 
three or four months, and was then sent back to his regiment and returned 
to duty, remaining with his command until he was discharged. He further 
stated that he was furloughed “ until fit for duty,’* but returned to his regi- 
ment before he was fit for duty, and declares that dur his absence from 
his command he was at home sick and confined to his bed ‘‘nearly all the 

e.*’ 


And he furnished much additional testimony, but— 


Under date September 28, 1835, the applicant was informed that the pro- 
visions of the act of Congress of July 1884, did not cover his case, inas- 
much as he did not voluntarily return to his command. 


Now, my friend from California [Mr: BOWERS] will recollect | 
that two years ago, when our committee first took up the ques- 
tion of desertionz, we had some dozen reports recommending 
the removal of charges of desertion, but. on. investigation the 
committee reported adversely on them all;. and from that time 
to this the committee has examined these cases with great care, 
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and has refused to report them favorably unless the circum- 
stances were such as to show that the beneficiary of the bill was 
entitled to have the charge removed because he had not deserted 
his command. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Now, will the gentleman inform us of the 
date of thedlecision of the Department? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. One was in 1887. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Is not the gentleman aware that the law 
which isapplicable to these cases has been passed since that time? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama.. Yes; but it does not cover this 


| Case. 


Mr. ROBBINS. But the question is, why does it not cover 


| thiscase? The law of March, 1889, will cover this case. It has 


been read here and its language shows that it is applicable to 
a Now, I will ask the gentleman when the affidavit was 
ed} 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. These affidavits were filed at 
various times, in 1885, 1886, and 1887. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I want to say to the gentleman 
from Alabama[Mr. Roxsstns], that I consider this House of Rep- 
resentatives and the Congress of the United States superior in 
power to the War Department, and when the War Department 
refuses to act in a certain case this House may review that case, 
may act. for itself and direct its subordinate department to do 


| right; and that is the case here. 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Let me correct myself at. this 


| point. I find from reading the report that the date of the last 


report.from the War Department is much later. itis February 
8, 1892. The report says: 

In a communication to Hon. Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, dated February 4, 1892, 
referred to this Department by him, the applicant stated that he was enrolled 
and mustered into service July 7, 1862, as aprivate in Company F, Eighteenth 
Kentucky Volunteers, toserve three years, and was mustered out of service 
at Louisville, Ky., July 18, 1865. 


Mr. ROBBINS. Now,the gentieman says there was no new 
testimony after the passage of the law to which I have referred. 
Mr. Chairman, the point that I was making is, give these gen- 
tlemen who advocate this bill an opportunity to explain the pe- 
culiar merits of this case, and to show why special legislation 
should be enacted with reference to it when a general law is on 
the statute books giving this man a right to apply to the War 
Department and obtain relief. The gentleman from California 
[Mr. BowERs] says that Congress has more power than. the War 
Department, and that when the Department fails to relieve a 
man of the charge of desertion, Congress can come inand relieve 
him of that charge. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Yes, as a court of appeal. 

Mr. ROBBINS. That is true. Congress has the power,. but 
I hope it also has the justice not to overrule the decision of the 
War Department unless a case of merit is made out and unless 
good reasons are given which will satisfy legislators who desire 
to. do right and legislate wisely that they ought to overrule the 
court established by the general law in order that alleged sol- 
diers.in the position of this applicant may have an opportunity 
to go there, present their.evidence, aud have their cases-tried. 

Mr. Chairman, I am surprised. I am nota warrior. I was 
not old enough to take part in that. heroic contest between the 
States, but I must say that. I have in my mind a fixed opinion 
about desertion and deserters, and that opinion is equally appli- 
cable to those who deserted from the one side or fromthe other. 

It matters not whether he enlisted under the Southern cross 
or under the Starsand Stripes; to my mind the soldier who 
started out following either banner and deserted it is entitled to 
and ought justly to receive the contempt and scorn.of all war+ 
riors and of all true citizens. This opinion formed me is, [ 
must confess, formed from reading of desertion, for I have had 
no experience, and, [ hops, have had no association with de- 
serters. But, sir, [claim that here is a lawthat is broad enough 
to cover every case where men have that charge unjustly resting 
against them. For that reason I appeal to the legislators pres- 
ent to make haste slowly in passing this kind of special legisla- 
tion removing the oharge of desertion, a charge which is so 
offensive to any true soldier. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it appears by some remarks which have 
been made here that there were many deserters. Why, sir, I 
searcely ever heard of adeserter until the pension roll became such 
an important feature in this Government. At the War Depart- 
ment there are perhaps hundreds and thousands of cases where 
the records show the charge of desertion but which never would 
have been heard of had it not been for the pension laws on our 
statute books. Butfor the matter of pensions, these men would 
have preferred to allow those records to stay in the dust rather 
than to bring to light the dishonorable charges that are there 
against them. 

But, sir, back of all such bills as this there is a motive; there 
is something that prompts men to go into the archives of that 
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Department 'to bring out the charges there and put the country 
to the expense of spending hours, yes, daysand weeks in removy- 
ing charges of desertion. I object to hasty action in these cases, 
action taken without going over the evidence. 

Look at this particular case. Men were here tonight in the 
act of voting upon it without having investigated it; they were 
about to vote blindly; but after alittle colloquy as to: the merits 
of the case, they rise and ask about the: bill and the report and 
say that they really did not understand what was before the 
committee. Thatis the attitudein which gentlemen place them- 


selves, 
Mr. BROOKSHIRE. Will the gentleman.allow me one mo- 
ment? 


Mr. ROBBINS. Yes, sir: 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. 
this matter—— 

Mr. ROBBINS. Certainly I do. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. I amsatisfied thatno gentleman in this 
House wants to make objection to auy bill granting individual 
relief, if the defeat of the measure would work:injustice. Now, 
when fifteen honorable men serving on the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs have brought a bill before this House with afavoruble 
recommendation, that ought to raise the presumption that the 
bill is ajustone. To-day when we were considering:a great bill 
carrying over $32,000,000—— 

Mr. ROBBINS. I didinot-yield. to the:gentleman to make ¢ 
speech or to go into an‘argument upon. outside matters. Cer- 
tainly the gentleman can make: his:speeeh in: his:own time. I 
say the fact which the gentleman states:is an argument iu favor 
of the position which I take. 
mittee; and the Committee of the Whole is about. to pass it, 
when it appears that there is a general law giving a man in 
cases of this kind a clear right to relief at the War Department; 
and when gentlemen having charge of the bill are asked why 
this man does not'receive the relief he seeks under the general 
statute provided in such cases, no good reason is given. 

Mr. SWANSON. I will give the gentlemam a good reason. 
Tt‘is a mere technicality that:prevents this manfrom having his 
record made clear at the Department. 

Mr. LANE. You are mistaken; read the report: 

Mr. SWANSON. AsTIunderstand, the law requires that when 
a'soldier is absent he must return voluntarily, or he will be sub- 
ject to the charge of desertion. This man wasvsick; and while 

e was absent on that:account an officer was sent. for him and 
arrested him, so that he returned under arrest. The affidavits 
of various witnesses show that the man. was willing to return, 
and that after his return he served gallantly during the remain- 
der of the war. But on account of that little technical require- 
ment that the return of the soldier shall be voluntary, this man 
can not, at’ the War Department, have his record cleared, al- 
though he served gallantly and was honorably discharged. 
Here is:'Gen. WHEELER oa his colleagues on the Committee on 
Military Affairs—fifteen honorable men—who have reported to 
us the facts of'this-case with a recommendation that the bill be 
passed; and Iam ready to-accept such a recommendation. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Has the gentleman examined the existing 
law as applicable to this-case? 

Mr: SWANSON. L have heard the law read, as stated in the 
report. The committee say that the technical difficulty at the 
Department arises from the fset that this. man did not return 
voluntarily. A committee of fifteen honorable men have said 
that the man did not desert—that he was anxiousto return. An 
act-of Congress being necessary to clear his record under the 

euliar cireumstances, why shovld we refuse it? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from South Carolina 
(Mr. TALBERT] withdraw his motion to lay aside the bill with 
an unfavorable recommendation? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. 

Mr. ROBBINS. I renew it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion ofthe gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. RoBBINS] that the bill be laid aside 
to be reported to the House with a recommendation that it lie on 
the table. 

The motion was rejected. 

The amendment reported by the committee was then agreed 
to; and the bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favor- 
ably to the House, 

WARREN ALONZO ALDEN. 

The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2108) to 

rfect. the military record of Warren Alonzo Alden, 

The dill was read. 

Mr;. TAYLOR of: Indiana:. I raise the point of order that 
this bill is not properly before the Committee of the Whole 
under the order for Friday night sessions. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not understand the gen- 
tleman’s point. 


I withdraw. the motion. 
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L.hope my friend wants to be fair about | 


Here is a bill reported by a com- | 
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Mr: TAYLOR. of Indiana. These Friday night meetings, ag 
Ll understand, are for the purpose of considering bills gr is 
pensions and bills- removing the charge of desertion. | ve no 
objection to this bill, but | think we should devote these even- 
ing sessions.to.the. business which properly comes before the 
committee. If there is any doubt about this matter I will ask 
that the order regulating the business of the evening be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Tay- 
LOR] makes the point of order that the bill just read does not 


come within the special order for Friday night sessions. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I ask unanimous consent that the 
bill be passed over without prejudice. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, 
will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


MARY MARTIN. 


that ordor 


The next. business on the Calendar was the bill (H.R. 1219} 
granting a pension to Mary Martin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the actfof June 27, 1890, the name of Mary Martin, 
widow of William Martin, late of Company I, Fourth Regiment of Rhode Is- 
land Volunteers. 

The report (by Mr. MCETTRICK) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H.R. 1219) 
granting a pension to Wary Martin, and submit the following report 

The petitioner was the wife, and is, asshe believes, the widow of William 


Martin, who served in Company I. Fourth Rhede Island Volunteers, from 
September 21, 1851, until May 2, 1863, when he was discharged by reason of 
anterior curvature of the spine caused byinjury in the battle of Antietam, 
Itis also shown that he was wounded in the head while inservice by a shell. 
This soldier applied for pension May 18,1853, but has not been heard of by 
the Pension Bureau since that date. 

The petitioner testifies that the soldier disappeared twenty-six years ago, 
has not beeh heard of since, and is believed by all his friends to beviead; that 
she is about 70 years-of age; that she has not remarried, has no property ex 
cept what is mortgaged to its full value, has no income and no means of 
support but her own exertion and assistance of friends. 

Maria T. Martin, of Providence, R. L., testifies to the truth of the 
sworn to by the petitioner. : 

Hon. CHARLES H. PAGE, Member of Congress, statesin writing that after 
the soldier returned from the service his mind was somewhat weakened: in 
a short time he left home, and his family were never able to leern his where- 
abouts; that his wife never heard from him since that time and has for 
many years:-regarded him as dead, butshe has never remarried: also that 
when the soldier disappeared he left his wife with one little girl to support; 
she had a.smallreal estate in Providence, R.I., which she desired to sell or 
mortgage, but under the law could not unless her husband joined in the 
deed. Her attorney, now Judge Carpenter of the United States district 
court for Rhode Island, advised her to secure a divorce, inasmuch as her 
husband had been absent a long time, and this she did for the sole purpose 
of conveying her property. 

From the facts set forth your committee is of opinion that the suldier ts 
unquestionably dead; and that he was most probably dead prior to the al- 
lowance of the divorce, which would, in that case be nugatory. While, of 
course it can not be presumed that the soldier's death, if he be dead, wasa 
result of his military service, the petitioner would be entitled to pension un- 
der the act of June 27, 1890, if she were able to prove the fact of his death 
only, and your committee therefore recommend that the bill do pass. 


Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Mr. Speaker, this bill is 
similar to one which has passed here to-night where the hus- 
band of the woman whom it was proposed to pension has beer 
absent for along time, and never heard from. That bill was 
amended by adding a proviso that if the husband should return 
the pension should cease. I move that this bill be amended in 
the same way. 

Mr: McETTRIC€K. There is no objection to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the amend- 
ment suggested by the gentleman from South Carolina will be 
agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably 
to the House. 


facts 


LUCY 
The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4720) te 
pension Lucy Brown, dependent foster mother. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lucy Brown, de 
— foster mother of Aaron B. Divinny, lateof Company B, Ninety-first 

egiment Indiana Infantry, in the war of the rebellion 


The report (by Mr. MARTIN of Indiana) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
4720) granting a pension to Lucy Brown, submit the following report 

The petitioneris the foster mother of Aaron B. Divinny, who enlisted Sep- 
tember 22, 1862, in Company B, Ninety-first Indiana Infantry, and died from 
a gunshot wound, received in battle of Nashville, December 16, 1364, as shown 
by records. of the War Department. 


BROWN. 


It is shown by evidence before the committee that this soldier’s mother 
died in 1845, and his father in 1848, and immediately after, when the boy was 
5 years of age, Josiah Brown took charge of him; the petitioner married 
said Josiah Brown February 1, 1849, and from that time cared for the soldier 
as amother; she is now 68 years of age. It is also stated that the husband 


is 70 years of age, and unable by reason of age and kidney disease to perform 
manual Jabor and is without means of support. 
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Since the foregoing was written it has been established that the foster 
father, Josiah Brown, died February 1, 1894, leaving the beneficiary penni- 
less, dependent, wnd feeble. 

In accordance with the precedents of this committee and Congress the bill 
should be, and hereby is, favorably reported for passage. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 
LUCINDA C. WHEELER. 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1463) 
ranting a pension to Mrs. Lucinda C. Wheeler, widow of John 

. Wheeler. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll the name of Mrs. Lucinda 
©. Wheeler, widow of John H. Wheeler, late private in Company L, Seventh 
Regiment Tennessee Cavalry, in the war of 1861, and grant her a pension at 


— rate of $12 per month, subject, however, to the limitations of the pension 
jaws. 


The report by Mr. MCDANNOLD was read as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R. 1463) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Lucinda C. Wheeler, and submit the following 
re rt: 

he petitioner is the widow of John H. Wheeler, to whom she was mar- 
ried December 9, 1854, as shown by transcript of public record of Obion 
County, Tenn. Her claim for pension was rejected by the Pension Bureau 
for the reason that the records of the War Department fail to show that her 
husband was in the United States service as a member of Company E or L, 
Seventh Tennessee Infantry, as alleged. The records of the War Depart- 
ment do not show the name of John Wheeler or J. Wheeler on any rolls 
of that regiment. The records of the Surgeon-General’s office do, how- 
ever, show that J. Wheeler, ofCompany E, Seventh Tennessee Cavalry, died 
Septem ber 16, 1864, at Andersonville, Ga., of scorbutus. 

umerous affidavits on file in the Pension Bureau show that John H. 
Wheeler was enrolled and sworn in by Capt. T. P. Gray for Compzay L, but 
that mage pee were all captured before the company was filled so as to be 
mustered in. This, together with the record of death at Andersonviiie, 
leave no doubt that the petitioner’> husband met his death as claimed, ani 
as a result of his connection with the military service of the United States. 
Itis clear that the dece was not a member of Company BE, and it is 
reasonably clear that he enlisted for Company L, as sta in the bill. 
‘ Your committee therefore return the bi)l with the recommendation that 

t do pass. 


The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, this bill will be 
laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I hope the gentleman in charge of the 
bill will make some explanation of it. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. The gndoos from Illinois [Mr. 
SMrTH], who introduced this bill, is not here, nor is the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. MCDANNOLD] who reportedit. The ques- 
tion involved here is simply one of identity. The matter was 
established to the satisfaction of the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and a favorable ey was made to the effect that this sol- 
dier did actually enlist; but before he and his comrades could be 
— in they were taken prisoners, and he died at Anderson- 
ville. 

Mr. SWANSON. What is the difficulty about presenting this | 
case with the proof to the Commissioner of Pensions? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. It has been rejected at the Pension 


ce. 

Mr. SWANSON. On account of insufficient proof? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. No, on accountof the fact that the 
record does not show that the soldier was sworn in. 

Mr. SWANSON. And thatis uisite, before a pension can 
be obtained, that he must be sworn in under the law. 

Mr. LANE. This isa mere technicality. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Yes,and while the affidavits in this 
case, of which there are a large number, show that he did enlist, 
yetbefore he wassworn in, soas to give him a status in the Pen- 
sion Office, he and his comrades were captured, and he died in An- 
dersonville. ? 

Mr. STALLINGS. Mr. Chairman, the pension laws are 
broad enough, it seems to me, to cover every case where a man 
can possibly make it out by legal testimony. Now, here is a case 
where a man comes before the Pension Office, and fails to make 
out his 2ase to the satisfaction of the Commissioner of Pensions. 
Still he comes here to this House and asks us to grant him a 

nsion, on evidence that the Commissioner of Pensions has re- 

used togrant a pension upon. 

I know it has been said to-night by gentlemen on the other 
side that there are some of us here whoobject to these pensions, 
and they say that the men from the South are the ones who ob- 
ject to them. Let me tell you, Mr. Chairman, that the men 
from the South voted for a pension bill within the last ten days 
that carries with it more than $150,000,000. That is not all. 
They voted also to keep up the soldiers’ homes, without a single 
quibble, and that provision carries with it more than $3,000,000. 

If you will go down here on any day when pension payments 
are being made at the office on Fourth street, between G and H, 
you willseemenand womencoming up there in liveried carriages, 
with footmen, to draw their toe 

Now, when it comes to the honest soldier, who shouldered his 
musket and fought in the war, I do not object to his getting a 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 









MARcH 16, 





pension, and he ought to have as much as the man who comes in 
a liveried carriage; but let him prove first that he fought in the 
Army and was a true soldier. If he will do that, I will make no 
objection; but in this kind of a case it matters not where I come 
from, or what section of the country I come from, I will always 
object to just such claims. 

r. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I know the gentle- 
man from Alabama means to do just what he thinks is right. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Yes, that is what [ want to do, and what 
Iam going to do. 

Mr. MAR'SIN of Indiana. I have no aspersions to cast on the 
motives of any man, but here is a matter that has come before the 
committee, and been carefully considered, and I think I am justi- 
fied in saying that we do not consider anything hastily. We 
are very conservative in these matters. There are fifteen of us 
when we are all there. Wealways have aquorum. We never 
consider business without a quorum. 

Now, what is this case? It is simply this: Here isa man who, 
in point of fact, did actually give up his life for his country, in 
the enemy's prison. 

What is the trouble? A pension is applied for, and simply 
because the rolls of the War Department do not show that he 
was mustered into the service, on that ground the Department 
is bound to reject the claim for a pension, and did reject it. 

This is a case of the very kind that our committee is expected 
to consider. Here is the proof that shows that this man did 
enlist; that before he was mustered in he was taken prisoner, 
and that he died in a Southern prison. 

If you can make out a better case than that—I do not care 
how often a man may be mustered in—I should like to have you 
tell me what the case is. He gave his life voluntarily for our 
country, for our flag. 

And shall it be said that because the Pension Bureau is with- 
out jurisdiction to allow a pension, simply because of the fact 
that he was captured before he was mustered in; shall it be said 
that the American Congress, sitting here with the flag before 
us, will now decide that although that Bureau rejected this 
claim on a technical — that they were obliged to follow, 
that we, the House o Representatives, shall deny this pension, 
although the man gave his life for his country? 

Mr. SWANSON. We have pretty strong proof that he was 
a soldier from the fact that he was captured and that he lost his 
life in Andersonville. 

Mr.STALLINGS. There is something else in this record 
outside of what the gentleman on the committee has stated. 
According to the statement in the report made by this commit- 
tee there is no proof that this man died at Andersonville, or 
that he ever was in the Army. 

It shows that one man by the name of ‘“‘J. Wheeler” joined 
one company of this regiment, but it shows that that was not 
the name of this man to whom we are trying to give a pension 
here to-night. Now, I would like to read this record again. 

The petitioner is the widow of John H. Wheeler, to whom she was mar- 
ried December 9, 1854,as shown by transcript of public record of Obion 
County, Tenn. Her claim for pension was rejected by the Pension Bureau 
for the reason that the records of the War Department failed to show that 
her husband was in the United States service as a member of Company BE 
or L ot Seventh Tennessee Infantry, as alleged. 

Now, sbe alleges that her husband, by a certain name, was 
either in Company E orCompany L. The records of the War 
tg a do not show that any such man ever served in the 
Federal Army; and yet we areasked here to-night to vote a pen- 
sion in acase of that kind, when the record shows he never 
served an houroraday. No, sir; I will never vote togrant any > 
such pension. You may bring in the case of an honest soldier 
a man who shouldered his musket and went to the front and 
fought for yonder flag, and I will vote for it every time; but 
when you ask me to grant a pension to a woman who tries to 
prove that her husband was in Company E or Company L, and 
the records of the War Department show that he was not in 
either one of those companies, why then I will not vote for it. 
The records of the Surgeon-General's office do, however, show 
that J. Wheeler, of Company E, Seventh Tennessee Cavalry, 
died September 16, 1864, at Andersonville, Ga., of scorbutus. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. That was J. Wheeler, and in this case it 


is J. H. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Now, then, can it be possible that we 
have come here to-night to grant a pension when the evidence 
shows that the Department is not justified in granting hera 

ension? If she could prove that she is the widow of this sol- 

ier who died at Andersonville, and prove it by competent tes- 
timony, I do not believe there is a man upon the floor of this 
House who would oppose it for a moment, or that the Pension 
Bureau would refuse or fail to grant her a pension when she 
could make such proof. But shall she be allowed to have aspe- 
cial act by Congress under such circumstances? No, sir; you 
will have to get a quorum, gentlemen, to passa bill like that. I 
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give you notice now that ‘t will be necessary to have a quorum | 
every Friday night to pass bills of this kind. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. STALLINGS. Certainly. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. Now, there are instances where men who | 
have served inthe Federal Army whose names have failed to be | 
placed on the records. I have introduced a bill in which a man 
supported his case by numerous affidavits, who stutes that he 
served in the Federal service. Now, would you refuse a pension | 
in such a case as that where he proved his service? 

Mr. STALLINGS. Now, let me answer your question in the 
Yankee fashion, by asking another. Had he not a name? 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ST...LINGS. Well, was it not shown on the records of 
the regimen.” 

Mr. BROOK» AIRE. No. 
he was mustered, I believe. 
an STALLINGS. Then howdo you know that he was in the 

rmy? 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. Because he introduced witnesses to 
prove that he was in the Army. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Do you not know that it is utterly impos- 
sible for a man to serve in the Army for any length of time with- 
out his name appearing on the company or muster roll? 

Mr. WANGER. It is not impossible. I happen to have 
knowledge of the fact that in a three months’ regiment, the 
Fourth Pennsylvania Volunteers, there were several men who 
served the full term, a couple of whom were paid by one of the 
captains out of his own pocket, and the names of none of them 
appeared on the muster rollsof the company, although they per- 
formed duty all the time. 

Mr. STALLINGS. How do you make out that they were not 
on the company or the muster roll? 

Mr. WANGER. Their names did not appear upon the rec- 
ords of the company at all. 
May STALLINGS. How can you account fora thing of that 

ind? 

Mr. WANGER. I think I can account for itin this way: I 
think they started from the seat of the State government, at the 
capital of Pennsylvania, and the company being full, they were 
not received. ‘They were anxious to go, and were permitted by 
their officers to go along. Some of them served without pay, 
others, as I have stated, were paid by one of the captains. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Then they were simply camp-followers? 

Mr. WANGER. Not at all. 

Mr. STALLINGS. [ do not mean that in the vulgar sense, as 
we use that term. I mean it in this way: that they went with 
the Army, and they could quit and come back at any time with- 
out being subject to the charge of desertion. 

Mr. WANGER. Certainly. 

Mr. STALLINGS. These men were not soldiers. 

Mr. WANGER. Only in the volunteer sense. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I will state to the gentleman that I 
had a case to-day where a man served !n the Ninth Kansas and 
his name does not appear on the records of the War Depart- 
ment, and yet he has an honorable discharge. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Then I suppose it occurred just as my 
friend from Pennsylvania stated a moment ago—that he went | 
along with the regiment. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. He served, and has his discharge; | 
and yet the army records do not show it here in the War De- 

tment. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. The gentleman has no such case here. 
You have a case where J. Wheeler did enlist in one of these 
companies, and the name of J. H. Wheeler is iven here. That 
man is now dead, and the husband of this wife has never turned 
up. Now,asI presume you are a lawyer, and [ am one, you 
know that under that character of proof you could hang a man 
if he was being tried for murder. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Well, Mr. Chairman, I have failed to hang | 
men on a great deal stronger proof than that, and I have tried | 
“7 hard, too. They fail to make out the identity of this man. | 

r. NORTHWAY. When the boys were rushing out, North 
or South, to enlist, they were not very particular about putting 
down their names, and as a name went down on the enlistment | 
roll, so it stood on the muster roll. Now,I know a man whose 
name was “Hiram A.,” buthe signed himself ‘‘'H.” He wasa 
man who was shot all to pieces in the Army. He afterwards 
became recorder of our county. But he had a good deal of difti- | 
culty to identify himself as ‘‘ Hiram A.,”’ simply because he had | 
been in the habit of signing himself ‘‘ H.” 

Mr. STALLINGS. Now, let me ask the gentlemana question. 
The men in the Pension Office who pass upon these claims are 
lawyers, are they not? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Not always; but there is a lawyer there. 
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Mr. STALLINGS. These papers were filed in the Pension 
Office, and it is clear from the report that they refused there to 
grant the application. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. 


| seems to be fair, and I make no charge of partisanship and I 


hope I never shall—— 

Mr. STALLINGS. I have not got a particle of partisanship 
inme. I donot know what itis. I have come up since the war 
was over and I have no feeling upon that question. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. In the Pension Office they can consider 
only the cases of men who were mustered into the service. 
They may have clear proof that the man enlisted and died, but 
if he was not mustered into the service they can not consider his 
ease. There is the difficulty, and not in a failure to prove that 
the man died or that he was the husband of this woman. They 
might have clear proof of these facts, but yet if he failed to show 
that he was mustered in, there would be the technical difficulty. 

Mr. STALLINGS. As the gentleman has alluded to my be- 
ing a lawyer,I may say that 1 have had a good deal of experi- 
ence in that kind of business, and I have never yet found a case 
where I could not prove the identity of a man in a court if it 
were possible to be proved. But here is a case where they have 
failed to prove the identity of this man to the satisfaction of the 
Pension Bureau. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. No; thatisnotit. The difficulty is that 
there is no proof that he was mustered into the service. They 
might have had proof of the identity of ‘‘ J. H. Wheeler,” the 
husband of this woman, but unless he could produce proof that 
he was mustered in, the Pension Office could not consider his 
case. 

Mr. ROBBINS. But they have not any proof that he is ‘‘J. 
H. Wheeler” at all. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Well, [say if they had that proof, still 
they could not consider hiscase unless it was shown that he had 
been mustered in. 

Mr. STALLINGS. That is not the reason given in the re- 
port. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. 
stand it. 

The question being taken on laying the bill aside to be re- 
ported tothe House with a favorable recommendation, the Chair- 
man announced the vote as—ayes 43, noes 2. 

Mr. STALLINGS. No quorum, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman. I move acall of the 
committee. 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. Chairman, pending that, I move that the 
committee rise. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. MOSEs, there 
were—ayes 25, noes 21; and the chairman announced that the 
motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LANE. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were refused. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker pro tempor 
having resumed the chair, Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois, from the 
Committee of the Whole, reported that that committee, tinding 
itself without a quorum, had determined to rise. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the 
House. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 36, noes 2: and a 
call of the House wes ordered. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following-named 
members failed toanswer: 


That is precisely the reason, as I under- 


Abbott, 


Adams, Ky. 


Breckinridge, Ky. Conn, 


Bretz, 


Breckinridge, Ark. Compton, 


Coombs, 


Epes, 


Erdman, 
Everett, 


Hartman, 


Adams, Pa. Brickner, Cooper, Fila. Fielder 
Aitken, Brosius, Cooper, Ind. Fithian, 
Alderson, Brown, Cooper, Tex. Fletcher, 
Aldrich, Bryan, Cooper, Wis. Forman, 
Alexander, Bundy, Cornish, Funk, 
Allen, Bunn, Cousins, Funston, 
Apsley, Burnes, Covert, Fyan, 
Arnold, Burrows, Cox, Gardner 
Babcock, Bynum, Crain, Gear, 
Baldwin, Cadmus, Crawford, Geary, 
Bankhead, Caldwell, Culberson, Gillet, N. ¥ 
Barnes, Campbell, Curtis. N. Y Gillett, Mass. 
Bartlett, Cannon, Cal. Dailzell, Goldzier 
Barwig, Cannon, Il. Davey, Goodnight, 
Belden, Capehart, De Forest, Gorman, 
Bell, Colo. Caruth, Denson, Grady, 
Bell, Tex. Catchings, Dingiey, Graham, 
Beltzhoover, Causey, Dinsmore, Gresham, 

| Berry, Chickering, Dockery, Griffin, 
Bingham, Childs, Dolliver, Grosvenor 
Black, fl. Clancy, Draper, Grout, 
Bland, Clarke, Ala. Dunn, Grow 
Boatner, Cobb, Ala. Dunphy, Hall, Minn. 
Boen, Cobb, Mo. Durborow, Hall, Mo 
Boutelle, Cockran, Edmunds, Hammond, 
Bower, N. C. Cockrell, Ellis, Ky. Harm 
Branch, Coffeen, English, Harris, 
Brattan, Cogswell, Enloe, Harter 












1 le Me eS 


ee re 


ET FEY A eo 


ee 


See RL 6 RR IE 








MELE ILE LE IN OE tals 














3050 


CONGRESSIONAL, RECORD—HOUSE. 





Hatch, Lynch, Perkins, Stockdale, 
Haugen, Magner, Phillips, Stone, C. W. 
Hayes, Maguire, Pickler, Stone, W. A. 
Heara, Mahon, Pigott, Stone, Ky. 
Heiver, Mallory, Post, Storer, 
Hénderson,Iowa Marshall, Powers, Strait, 
Henderson, N.O. Marvin, N.Y. Price, Straus, 
Hendrix McAleer, uigg, Sweet, 
Hepburn, McCah, Randall, Talbott, Md. 
Hermann, McCreary, Ky. tay, Tarsney 
Hieks, MeDannold, Rayner, Tawney, 
Hilborn, Mc Dearmon, Reed, Taylor, Tenn. 
Hines, McGann, Reilly, Thomas, 
Hitt, McKaig, Reyburn, Tracey, 
Holman, Mexaurin, Richards, Ohio Turpin, 
Hoolcer, Miss MeMillin, Richardson, Mich. Tucker, 
Hop ins, Tl. MeNagny, Richardson, Tenn. Turner, Ga. 
Hopkins, Pa. M¢Rae. Ritchie, Turner, Va. 
ouk Meiklejohn, Robertson, La. Turpin, 
Huili, Meredith, Robinson, Pa. Tyler, 
Hunter, Meyer, Rusk, an Voorhis, N.Y. 
Hutcheson, Milliken, Russell, Conn. Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Ikint Money, Russell, Ga. Wadsworth, 
Johnson, Ind, Montgomery, Ryan, Walker, 
Johnson, N. Dak. Moon, Sayers, Warner, 
Johnson, Ohio Morgan, Schermerhorn, Washington, 
Jones Morse, Seranton, Waugh, 
Joy, Murray, Settie. Weadock, 
Kilgore, Mutehiler, Shaw, Wells, 
Kribbs, Neill, Sheil, Wever, 
Lapham, Newlands, Sherman, Wheeler, Ill. 
Latimer, Oates, Sibley, White, 
Lawson, O'Neil, Sickles, Williams, Miss. 
Lefever, Outhwaite, Sipe. Wilson, Wash. 
Lester, Page, Smith, Wilson, W. Va. 
Linton, Paschal, Snodgrass Wise. 
Lisle, Patterson, Somers, Wolverton, 
Livingston, Payne, perry, Woodard, 
Lockwood, Paynter, Springer, Woomer, 
Loud, Pence, Stephenson, Wright, Pa. 
Lucas, Pendleton, Tex.. Stevens, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The doors will now be closed, 
and the Clerk will call thenames.of members who have failed to 
answer. On this call excuses are in order. 

Mr. TAY LOR of Indiana (when the name of Mr: BRETZ was 
called). The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Bretz] is absent by 
leave of the House, having gone to his home. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The RECORD will show the fact 
of the leave of absence. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore(when the name of Mr. BRICKNER 
was called). The gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. BRICKNER] 
requested that he be excused to-night on.account of sickness, 

There being no objection, Mr. BRICKNER was excused. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana(when the name of Mr. CONN was 
called). Iask thet my colleague from Indiana[Mr. Conn], who 
is sick, be excused. 

There being no objection, Mr. CONN. was excused: 

Mr. HAINES (when the name of Mr. COVERT was called). I 
ask that my colleague [Mr. COVERT] be excused on account of 
important business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sence, 

Mr. LAN® (when the name of Mr. Cox was-called). I ask 
that the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox] be excused. He 
was here until a few moments ago, when he went away because 
he was not feeling well. 

There being no objection, Mr. Cox was excused. 

Mr. KIEFER (when the name of Mr. FLETCHER was called). 
Lask that my colleague [Mr. FLETCHER] be excused. 

There being no objection, Mr. FLETCHER was excused. 

Mr. LOU DENSLAGER (when the name of Mr. GARDNER was 
called). I ask that my a {Mr. GARDNER] be excused. 

‘There being no objection, Mr. GARDNER was excused. 

Mr. WANGER (when the name of Mr. HEINER of Pennsyl- 
vania was called). I ask that my colleague from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. HEIN eR} be excused, 

There being no objection, Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania was 
excused. 

Mr. LACEY (when the name of Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa was 
ealled). lask that my colleague [Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa] be 
excused. 

There being no objection, Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa was ex- 
cused. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT (when the name of Mr. JOY was called). I 
ask that my colleague from. Missouri [Mr. Joy] be excused on ac- 
count of sickness. 

There being no objection, Mr, Joy was-excused. 

Mr. HAINES (when the name of Mr. RICHARDSON of Michi- 
gan wascalled), The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. RICHARD- 
SON] has been here all the evening until a few.moments ago. I 
ask that he be excused. 

bine being no objection, Mr. RicHARDSON’of Michigan was 
excused. 

Mr. HAINES (when the name of Mr. Ryanewas called). I 
ask that my colleague, Mr. RYAN, be excused for this evening. 
There being no objection, Mr: RYAN was-exeused. 


Mr. COVERT has leave of ab- 
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Mr. KIEFER (when the name of Mr. TAWNEY was calied). 
I ask that my colleague, Mr. TAWNBEY, be excused. 

There being no objection, Mr. TAWNEY was excused: 

Mr. HAINES (when the name of Mr. TRac#y was'called). I 
ask that my colleague [Mr. TRAcEY] be excused for this even- 
ing. 

There being no objection, Mr. TRACEY was excused. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Sixty-eight members have an- 
swered to their names—less than a quorum. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I move that the House do now ad- 
journ. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 
20 minutes p.m.) the House adjourned. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private billsand resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. LAPHAM, from the Committee on Patents, the bill 
(BH. R. 1547) for the relief of the Berdan Firearms Manufacturing 
Company. (Report No. 600.) 

By Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, the 
bill (H. R.2908) restoring the pensionof Martha E. Miller. (Re- 
port No. 601.) 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under'clanse 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Naval Affairs 
was discharged from the consideration of the joint resolution 
(H. Res: 135) authorizing Capt. Thomas O. Selfridge, United 
States: Navy, to accept'the cross of an officer of the Legion of 
Honor, conferred upon him by the President of the Republic of 
recon and the’same was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
é alrs. 


PUBLIC BILLS; MEMORIALS; AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXTI, bills and a resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr: LINTON: A bill (H. R. 6319) for the construction of 
a public building at Owosso, Mich.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr: CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 6320) to: provide for the 
creation of the office of assistant to the Chief of Bureau of Sup- 
plies and Accounts, Navy Department—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6321) authorizing certain officersof the Navy 
toadminister oaths—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6322) to amend section 3719 of the Revised 
Statutes—to the Committee on Naval Affairs 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6323) to amend the Articles for the Govern- 
ment of the Navy relative to punishment on conviction by court- 
martial—to the Committee-on Naval Affairs. % - 

Also, a bill | H. R. 6324) to provide for naturalization by enlist- 
ment and service’in the United States Navy and Marine Corps— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. COMPTON: A joint resolution (H. Res. 142) for the 
purchase of the portrait of Dolly Madison from B.S: Andrews— 
to the Committee on the Library. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 6325) for the re- 
lief of Mrs. Parmelia Smyth, of Casey County, Ky.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. . 

By Mr. BRODERICK: A bill (H. R. 6318) authorizing and di- 
recting the improvement of the Missouri River at and near 
Atchison, Kans., and at Leavenworth, Kans., and making ap- 
propriations therefor—to the Committee on Riversand Harbors. 

By Mr. COMPTON: A bill (H. R. 6326) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Lieut. Francis Ware, deceased, of the 
Revolutionary war—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HUDSON: A bill (H. R. 6327) granting an increase of 
pension to Joseph Thompson, of Cherryvale, Kans.—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 6328) granting a pension to L. 
D. Morse—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 6329) for the relief of 
theestate of Needham Bullard—to the Committeeon War Claims. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: A bill (H. R. 6330) granting a pension to 
Edward D. Lashley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By: Mr. VAN VOORGIS of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 6831) to re- 
move the charge of desertion from the mili record of James. 
A. MéeElroy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ABBOTT: Two petitions of citizens of Dallas, Tex., 
favoring the Manderson-Hainer bill (S. 1853, H. R. 4897)—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas: Petition of citizens of Lincoln 
County, Kans., in the interest of fraternal society and college 
journals—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads 

By Mr. BELTZHOOVER: Protest from the cigar-makers of 
McSherrystown, Pa., against change in the internal-revenue 


| States—to the Committee on the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 3051 


Workmen, of Auburn, N. Y.; of 80 residents of Seneca Castle, 
N. Y., together with 69 more members of Griswold Lodve, 
Ancient Order of United Workmen, for the passave of the Man- 
derson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-O 


Roads. 

By Mr. POST: Petition of 51 citizensof Hanna Citya ) 
[ll., in favor of an aniendment to the Constit 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Typographical Union of Peor De 
favor of Senate bill 1136, House bill 4478—to the Committee o 


ition O1 Tt 


| the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


laws affecting tobacco and cigars—to the Committee on Ways | 


and Means. 

Also, protest of the Cigar Maker’s Union of York, Pa., 
against increasing the tax on cigars—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

3y Mr. BLATR: Petition of Waldron Council, Dover, N. H., 
for the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Charles G. Pillsbury and 25 others, citiz 
of Londonderry, N. H., for legislation giving local control over 
articles of food imitating true dairy products—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

By Mr.CALDWELL: Additional evidence in supportof claim 
of Lieut. Joseph R. Cobb—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CHICKERING: Petition of citizens of Cape Vincent, 
N. Y., in favor of breakwater at that place—taq the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Two petitions of citizens of the State 


and city of New York, asking Congress to reject the proposed | favoring the pussige of House bill 4897 


God-in-the-Constitution amendment—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of John Forbes and 71 other citi- 
zens, of Pittsburg, Pa., praying for the passage of the Mander- 
son-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post 
Roads. 

Also, resolution of Enea 
of Pittsburg, Pa., against House bill 5575—to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: Petition of Farragut Post, No. 15, De- 
partment of Washington and Alaska, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, praying for the passage of the bill making February 12 
a national holiday—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Knightsof the Maccabees, of Ballard, Wash., 
praying for the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DURBOROW: Petition of C. A. Watts and others, in 
favor of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on‘the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Fred W. Slack, J. H. Ousley, and others, in 
favor of laws preventing lotteries—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


ns | 


mpment No. 1, Union Veteran Legion, | 


By Mr. ERDMAN: Petition for the passage of the Manderson- | 


Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petition of residents of the city of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., in faver of an amendmentofthe Constitution of the 
United States acknowledging the supreme authority and just 
government of Almighty God in all the affairs of men and na- 
tious—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of citizens of Iowa, against the | 
posal to amend the Constitution to recognize God—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HEARD: Petition of citizens of Marshall, Mo., asking 
favorable action on House bill 4897—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of Rev. S.S. Weatherby 


and 17 other citizens of Merchantville, N. J., asking for the 
ssage of a bill preventing lotteries—tc the Committee on the 


‘ost-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Fred Schmidt and 32 others of Woodbine, N. 
J., asking the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MCDOWELL: Two petitions of citizens of Sharpsville 
and members of the Protected Home Circle,in favor of the pas- 
sage of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the 
Posi-Office and Post-Roads. 

- By Mr. McKEIGHAN: Petition of 8 citizens of Madrid, Nebr., 
in the interest. of the fraternal society and college journals— to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of the Society of Friends at the 
Genesee Yearly Meeting, for the passage of a law forbidding the 
admission to the mails of newspapers containing accounts of 
prizetights—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


pro- | 


Also, petition of Tent No. 171, Knights of the Maccabees, of 
Seneca ,N. Y.; of Griswold Lodge, Ancient Order of United | 


By Mr. REYBURN: Petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, in 
favor of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Co. 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan: Resolutions of ¢ 
Union No. 54, of Machinery Molders’ Union, and of the | 
Union, all of Detroit, together witha resolution of Pewamo Tent, 
No, 532, Knights of the Maccabees, of Pewamo, Mich., in favor 
of governmental controlof telegraph lines—to the Committee on 
the Post-Offics and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: Petition of citi 
the District of Columbia, for an appropriation to impro\ 
place additional gaslights on the public thoroughfare 
Fourteenth street northwest and the Soldiers’ Home 
Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. RITCHIE: Petition of Cigarmakers’ Union No. 4+, 
protesting against the increase of tax on cigars—to the 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Wabash Lodge, No. 12, Ancient Order United 
Workmen, and of F. C. C. Man and 70 others, of Toledo, Ohio, 
to the Committee on 


mittee on 18 
ypers’ 


axers’ 


ens of 

sand 
petween 
to the 


Com- 


the Post-Office and Post-loads. 

By Mr. SCHERMERHORN: Two petitions of citizens, for a 
law for the regulation of the trallic of oleomargarine—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. STORER: Petition of Eli Norris, in favor of appro- 
priating $500 for test of gasoline projectiles—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. VAN VOOKHIS of New York: Petition of citizens of 
Rochester, for the passage of the Manderson- Hainer bill—tothe 
Committee on the Post-Olffice and Post-Roxds. 

By Mr. WALKER: Petition of members of Millbury Council 
Ancient Order of United Workmen, Millbury, Mass., urging the 
pussage of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committ on 


the Post-Oflice and Post-Roads. 
Also, memorial of Alva Hovey, president, in behalf of the fac 
ulty of Newton Theological Institution, Newton Center, Mass., in 


favor of more efticient legislation to exclude from the States the 
Honduras lottery—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 


Post- Roads. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, March 17, 1894, 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon, and was called to order by 
the Speaker. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. B. BAGBY. 

The Journal ‘of the proceedings of yesterday was read, cor- 


rected, and approved. 

Mr. REILLY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege. 
By yesterday's Recorp | observe that a concurrent resolution 
directing the institution of suits in the name-and in behalf of 


the United States against the officers and directors of the Union 
Pacific Railroad Company for recovery of money and prop- 
y of snid company illegally and fraudulently diverted, was 
introduced by the gentleman from Louisiana|Mr.B rR}, and 
referred to the Committee onthe Judiciary. I desire to inquire 
of the Chair whether ition, under the rule, does not 
properly go to the Committee on the Pacific Railroads? Ii 
I ask to have the reference changed. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 
lution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


the 


erty 


’ 
that reso 


the title of the res 





$y Mr. DOATNER: A concu t reso n,d t ition of 
suits iu the name and in b f the United States again Micers and 
directors of the Union Pa > Railroad Company for tae recovery of money 
and property of said company illegal!y and fraudulently div ed 


The SPEAKER. This resolution was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. The Chair thinks it ought to have 
gone to the Committee on the Pacific Railroads; but that is for 
the House now to determine. 

Mr. REILLY. I move that the Committee on the Judiciary 
be discharged from the further consideration of the resolution, 
and that it be referred to the Committee on the Pacitic Rail- 
roads. 
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Mr. BAILEY. I suggest to the gentleman from a 
vania that the gentleman from Louisiana |Mr. eee who 
introduced that resolution and at whose request it was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, is absent, and that the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. REILLY] withhold the matter until 
the return of the authorof theresolution. Ithink itis perfectly 
clesr, under the rule, that the resolution might properly be re- 
ferred to the Judiciary Committee. I think it equally clear that 
it might have gone to the Committee on the Pacific Railroads, 
and I saggest to the gentleman that in the absence of the gentle- 
man from Louisiana |Mr. BOATNER] the matter might simply be 
left in abeyance, 

Mr. REILLY. I will say in reply, with the consent of the 
Ilouse, that the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER] is a 
member of the Judiciary Committee, and also a member of the 
Committee on the Pacific Railroads. The gentieman did not con- 
fer with myself or with any other member of the Committee on 
the Pacific Railroads in regard to this resolution; but as a mat- 
ter of fact I understand that the resolution was not referred by 
the Speaker, but that the reference was made pro forma by the 
Speaker’s clerk, as is the practice. 

Mr. BAILEY. At the request of the gentleman from Louis- 
iana [Mr. BOATNER]? 

Mr. REILLY. Atthe request of the gentleman from Louis- 
iana [Mr. BOATNER], and I understand further that the gentle- 
man from Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER] is absent for an indefinite 
period. It is not known how soon he will return, and I think it 
proper and right at this time, while the matter is fresh in the 
minds of the members in the House, to call it up and have it dis- 
posed of. 

Mr. BAILEY. I willsay tothe gentleman from Pennsylvania 
that I believe the resolution has beer referred to me as a sub- 
committee; and in view of this misunderstanding I will do noth- 
ing with it until the gentleman from Louisiana |Mr. BOATNER] 
returns. I am not in an attitude where I want to insist upon 
jurisdiction of the resolution; but at the same time I am not 
willing to see it taken from the committee which I know its au- 
thor desires to consider it, and to be referred to another and 
different committee, in his absence. If he were here he could 
speak for himself, and I should have no part or parcel in the 
controversy. 

Mr. REILLY. I will simply say this: Under the rule it is the 
duty of the Speaker to make these references. The Speaker 
has declared in the presence of the House that in his opinion 
this resolution ought to have gone to the Committee on the Pa- 
cific Railroads. Hence I do not believe there ought to be any 
question raised. 

* If there was ~ question about the matter it would be differ- 
ent, but the Speaker stated to the House a moment ago that un- 
questionably this resolution ought to go to the Committee on 
Pacific Railroads, and [ insist upon my motion. 

Mr. BAILEY. ThenI want to suggest that the motion can 
only be made at the instance of the committee itself, and that 
an individual member of that committee claiming jurisdiction 
is not permitted to make the motion. 

Mr. REILLY. I have conferred with my colleagues on the 
committee, and those with whom I have spoken have authorized 
me to take this action. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause the rule to be read, or 
read the rule: 

Correction in case of error of reference may be made by the House, with- 
out debate, and in accordance With Rule XI, on any day immediately after 
the reading of the Journal, by unanimous consent, or on motion of a com- 
mittee claim ing jurisdiction. or on the report of the committee to which the 
bill has been erroneously referred. 

And the correction, of course, under the rule, is not debat- 
able. What was the point of order of the gentleman from 
Texas? 

Mr. BAILEY. I make the point of order that the motion to 
refer can only be made by the committee, and not by a member 
of the comunittee. 

The SPEAKER. That seems to be the rule. 

Mr. KYLE. I would like to say a word right along there. 
I would like to have something to say in this matter. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is not debatable on the 
question of reference. 

Mr. KYLE. I just want to say that it strikes me that this bill 
ought to go to the Committee on Pacific Railroads, or all the 
bills should be taken away from that committee and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER. Does the ——— from Pennsylvania 
ae the motion by direction of the committee claiming juris- 
diction’ 

Mr. REILLY. I must say there has been no formal action 
taken by that committee, or meeting for that purpose. I have 
spoken to individual members of the committee, who have au- 
thorized me to claim jurisdiction of this matter. Whether that 
will come within the rule or not I do not know. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair thiaks, if the point is made, it 
ought to be at the request of the committee. 

Mr. REILLY. Very well; I will withdraw the motion, and 
will have a meeting of the committee for that purpose. 


PONTOON BRIDGE AT SIOUX CITY, IOWA. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bil! (H. R. 5425) fora 
charter for the Iowa and Nebraska Pontoon Britige Company, 
with Senate amendments. 

The Senate amendments were read. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, I move to concur 
in the Senate amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

On motionof Mr. HAINER of Nebraska, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the Senate amendments were concurred in 
was laid on the table. 


HIGH WAGON BRIDGE AT SIOUX CITY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 4831) to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘An act authorizing the construction of a 
high wagon bridge at or near Sioux City, Iowa,” approved 
March 2, 1889, as amended by acts of April 13, 1890, and Febru- 
ary 7, 1893, with Senate amendments. 

he Senate amendments were read. : 

Mr. PERKINS. I move that the House concur in the Senate 
amendments, 

The motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. PERKINS, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the Senate amendments were concurred in was laid on 
the table. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the title will be 
amended as recommended by the Senate. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


COL. JESSE H. STRICKLAND. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 838) for the 
relief of Col. Jesse H. Strickland, Eighth Tennessee Cavalry, 
United States Volunteers. 

Mr. COOMBS. The House having reported a bill exactly 
similar, I ask that that bill be permitted to lie on the Speaker’s 
table for the present. 

There was no objection. 


ACCOUNTS BETWEEN UNITED STATES AND THE STATE OF TEN- 
NESSEE. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the joint resolution (S. R. 
61) providing for the adjustment of certain claims of the United 
States against the State of Tennessee, and certain claims of the 
State of Tennessee against the United States. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, [ ask that that resolution be per- 
mitted to lie on the Speaker's desk without any action being 
taken at the present. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following Senate 
bills; which were pear read and referred as follows: 

The bill (S.179) authorizing the restoration of the name of 
Thomas H. Carpenter, late captain Seventeenth United States 
Infantry, to the rolls of the Army, and providing that he be 
placed on the list of retired officers—to the Committee on Mili- 


tary Affairs. 

The (bill S.575) for the relief of Sarah K. McLean, widow of 
the late Lieut. Col. Nathaniel H. McLean—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

The bill (S. 260) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize 
the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at the 
most accessible point between the city of Kansas und the town 
of Sibley, in the county of Jackson and the State of Missouri,” 
approved March 3, 1887—to the Committee on Interstate and 

oreign Commerce. 

The bill (S. 1759) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to author- 
ize the Oregon and Washington Bridge Company to construct 
and maintain a bridge across the Columbia§River between the 
State ofOregon and the State of Washington, and to establish it 
as a post-road ’—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

The bill (S. 176) granting the right of way to the Duluth and 
Manitoba Railroad Company across the Fort Pembina reserva- 
tion in North Dakota—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The bill (S. 1458) — to the Duluth and Winnipeg Rail- 
road Company a right of way through the Chippewa and White 
Earth Indian Reservations in the State of Minnesota—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

The bill (S. 1230) for the relief of Maria T. Karge—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S.349) for the relief of Thomas Chambers—to the 
Committee on Claims. 
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CHINESE REGISTRATION. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury. transmitting a letter from the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue, showing the necessity for an addi- 
tional appropriation for Chinese registration under the joint 
resolution approved December 7, 1893; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. | 


DAVEY, for ten days, on account of important business. 
Mr. SAYERS. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. ‘The regular order is the call of committees 
for reports. 
The committees were called, but no reports were presented. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, with the consent of the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR], I ask unanimous consent that 
the special order for 2 o’clock to-day be postponed until half 

t 2. 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole House or the state of 
the Union for the purpose of considering general appropriation 
bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. LESTER of Georgia in the 
chair. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL.’ 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
fox the consideration of general appropriation bills. The Clerk 
will report the title of the pending bill. 

The Cierk read as follows: 
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Title XXVI of the Revised Statutes, or any acts amendatory ther 


| plementary thereto; specifically the expenses stated under the followin 
appropriations, namely: 
For payment of the fees and expenses of the United States marshals and 
deputies, 8675,000: Provided, That notexceeding $500,000 0f this appro tion 


may be advanced to marshals, to be accounted for in the usual way 

idue to remain in the Treasury, to be used, if at all, only in the pay: of 
the accounts of marshals ix the manner provided in section 558, Revised 
Statutes: Provided further, That hereafterno marshal »rdeputy mars e 


| allowed more than one mileage for each mile actually and necessarily ay 


eled, irrespective of the number of writs he may execute in making such 


| travel; nor shall any marshal or deputy marshal be aliowed any additional 
mileage incident to the execution or return of any writ of arrest ymmit 
ment, or removal other than the 10 cents a mile now allowed by law for each 


deputy, prisoner, and guard; and no mileage shall be allowed upon any writ 
not executed or when the travel was without cost to marshal or deputy 


Mr. WOLVERTON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendments 


| which I send to the desk. 


A bill (XT. R. 5575) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the 


Governmeni for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I am informed that the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. WOLVERTON] has to leave the city 
to-morrow, and as he is desirous of offering some amendments 
to the appropriations contained in this bill for the United States 
courts, I ask unanimousconsent that we pass over the paragraph 
which was under consideration last evening and also the two 
paragraphs in relation to the soldiers’ homes, and proceed to con- 
sider the paragraphs containing appropriations for the United 
States courts, beginning on page 89. of the printed bill. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. How much general debate does 
my friend propose to allow? 

r. SAYERS. I do not propose any limit. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. here are several gentlemen on 
this side who desire to be heard on that subject, I believe. 

Mr. SAYERS. Gentlemen who desire to discuss this portion 
of the bill will have full opportunity. 

Mr. REED. Is it proposed that the matter which is pending 
in this bill shall go over until Monday? 

Mr. SAYERS. Until Monday. We desire to consider now 
simply the paragraphs containing the appropriations for the 
United States courts. 

Mr. MERCER. It is understood, then, that the provisions 
with reference to the Missouri River Commission will go over 
until a 

Mr.SAYERS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HERMANN. And also the matter relating to all the 
harbor works? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes. 

Mr. COGSWELL. I understand, Mr. Speaker, that if the re- 
uest for unanimous consent is granted the provisions of the 
ill in relation to the Missouri River Commission and also the 

two items in relation to the soldiers’ homes will go over until 
Monday, and that this day, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, is to be devoted to the consideration of what are known as 
the judicial amendments to the bill. If that isso, there is, I be- 
lieve, no objection on this side of the House. . 

There being no objection, the request of Mr. SAYERS was 


d to. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the paragraphs, 
by wy on page 89, under the head ‘‘ Judicial.” 
e Clerk read as follows: 


JUDICIAL. 
UNITED STATES COURTS. 


Expenses of the United States courts: For defraying the expenses of the 
Supreme Court; of the circuit and district courts of the United States; of 
the supremecourt of the DistrictofColumbia; of the district court of Alaska; 
ot the court of the Indian Territory; of the circuit court of appeals; of the 
Court of Private Land Claims; of suits and preparations for or in defense 
of suits iu which the United States is interested; of the prosecution of 
offenses tthe United States, and im the enforcement of 


committed 
the laws of the United States; and of the enforcementof the provisions of 





a 


The amendments were read, as follows: 

Line 3, page 81, after the word “deputy,” insert the following: 

“And actual traveling expenses paid for each.” 

And at the end of line 5, insert the following: 

“And no fee shall be paid to any marshal for the execution of any warrant 
from a United States commissioner, unless the same shall have been exe- 
cuted within sixty days after the warrant was issued.” 

Mr. SAYERS. I have no objection to that amendment. 

Mr.SETTLE. Mr. Chairman, [ desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. COGSWELL. [ask unanimous consent that the ventle- 
man from North Carolina [Mr. SETTLE] may have thirty min 
utes. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iask the gentleman from North Carolina to 
wait a little and he shall have his thirty minutes. I will pro- 
cure him the time. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. Mr. Chairman, theamendment which I 
have offered and the other amendments which [ intend to offer 
have been submitted to the Attorney-General and have his ap 
proval and the unanimous indorsement of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, at the instance of which committee I introduce them. 

The amendments were adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For payment of assistants to United States district attorneys employed 
by the Attorney-General to aid district attorneys in special cases, #20,000 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer 
the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Add to line 19, page 91, the following: 


“And provided that %,000 of said amount, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, shall be expended, under the direction of the Attorney-General 
for such special counsel as he may authorizeand employ to appear for the 
United States and assist the United States district attorney for the district 

| of Southern California in the cases now pending in the United States 
| district court at Lds Angeles, Cal., wherein the Southern Pacific Railroad 
Company seeks to set aside United States patents issued for certain pub 


lic lands to settlers in Fresno, Tulare, and Kern Counties, 


Mr. CULBERSON. 


of California 


Mr. Chairman, a bill in relation to this 


| matter is now pending before the Judiciary Committee. 


Mr. SAYERS. lI ask the gentleman from California to allow 
that amendment to be pending, and, as soon as we get through 
with the amendmentscomingfrom the Judiciary Committee we 
will return to it. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. 
time? 

Mr. SAYERS. Of course. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. 
be considered as pending. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For fees of clerks, $175,000. 


Mr. WOLVERTON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 


The amendment was read, as follows: 
No. 2. 

On page 91, after the word “dollars,” in line 21, insert: 

Provided, That no person who holds an office or employment under the 
Government shall receive compensation for discharging the duties of any 
other office or employment, nor shall such person hold more than one office 
of profit at the same time, except as expressly provided: And provided fur- 
ther, That no clerk of a district court or clerk of a circuit court shall be al 
lowed by the Attorney-General, except as provided in section 842, to retain 
of the fees and emoluments of his office for his personal compensation, ove 
and above his necessary office expenses, including necessary clerk hire, to be 
audited and allowed by the proper accounting officers of the Treasury D« 
partment, asum exceeding %3,500 a year for any such service as district clerk 
or circuit clerk, or exceeding that rate for any time less than a year: And 
provided further, That one person may hold at the same time the positions 
of clerk to the circuit and district courts, but in case both clerkships are 
held at the same time by the same person, he shail not be allowed by the At 
torney-General, except ds provided in section 842. to retain of the fees and 
emoluments of both offices for his personal compensation over and above the 
expenses aforesaid, audited'and allowed as aforesaid, a sumexceeding 4,500, 
or exceeding that rate for any time less than a year: And provided further 
That no commissioner of a circuit court shall be allowed to receive of the 
fees and emoluments of his office any greater sum than $2,500 a year for his 
compensation, to be audited and allowed by the accounting officers he 
Treasury, or exceeding that rate for any time less than a year, nor 


And the gentleman will give me 


Very well, let the amendment 


Phaik 
any commissioner be a clerk or a deputy clerk of a district or circu yurt 
of the United States: And provided jurfher, That nothing h-re!n contained 
shall apply to the clerks of the United States district or circuit irts for 


the southern district of New York nor to the clerk of the United States dis- 
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trict court for the Indian Territory: And provided further, That no district 
attorney shall be allowed by the Attorney-General to retain of the fees and 
emoluments of his office for his personal compensation, over and above the 
necessary expenses of his office, including necessary clerk hire and kindred 
and necessary expenses in lieu of mileage, as now allowed by law, to be 
audited and allowed by the proper accounting officers of the easury, & 
gum exceeding $6,000 a year, or exceeding that rate for any time less thana 
— which compensation shall be in satisfaction of all services rendered 

y the district attorney during a year under the statute or under the di- 
rection of the Attorney-General, of any kind and character including 
Services in the circuit courts of appeals, whether within or without his 
judicial district; and this @mitation shall not extend to the district at- 
torney for the southern district of New York, provided for in section 836 
ofthe Revised Statutes; and that section 840 of the Revised Statutes be, 
and the same is hereby, repealed: Provided further, That the same person 









may hold the ofiices of clerk of the circuit and district courts of the United 
States and United States commissioner in cases where the total fees of all 
such offices shall not exceed $2,500 per year. And provided further,, That sec- 
tion 833 of the Revised statutes shall be construed to embrace all fees and 
emoluments received by the officers therein named of every name, kind, and 
character received by virtue of such office, whether specified in any fee bill 
or not, and the clerks of the circuit and district courts shall embrace in their 


peapesncve emoluments returns therein required all naturalization fees 
which are hereby affixed, as follows: 

Por filing declaration of intention of an alien to become a citizen, $1; for 
final papers and all services connected therewith, 82. 

Mr. REED. I presume, Mr. Chairman, this amendment has 
been read subject to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman makea pointof order 
against it? 

Mr. REED. I would like to reserve a point of order. Myat- 
tention has been attracted to the last part of the amendment; 
and [ would like to examine it. I will reserve the pointof order. 
[ will have no objection to an explanation by the gentleman who 
offers the amendment. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Iwish to ask the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania why this amendment provides that— 


York 


Why make such an exception? 

Mr. WOLVERTON. That exception was made in the pro- 
vision passed by this House as an amendment to the sundry civil 
bill of two years ago—a provision which was drawn at the in- 
stance of the then Attorney-General and approved by him. It 
was his opinion, asit is the opinion of the present Attorney-Gen- 
eral, that owing to the amount of business transacted by the dis- 
trict attorney and the clerks of the courts in the city of New 
York the present provisions of law with reference to their com- 
pensation should be allowed to stand. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Is the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
through with his statement? : 

Mr. WOLVERTON. [I am through with my answer to the 
question of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. LIVINGSTON]. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I wish to state that in the Fifty-second 
Congress I endeavored to secure the adoption of an amendment 
of this kind without any exception. But in the debate which 
then took place, and in which the Representatives from the city of 
New York took part, it was represented that there was an ab- 
solute necessity to make an exception with reference to the 
court officers in that city in order to promote the public in- 
terests. Whyit was necessary I never knew; but the House, by 
an overwhelming vote, voted me down and made the exception. 
The bill went to the Senate, and the Senate declined to accept 
the entire amendment; it was struck out as a part of the bill. 
The amendment which the gentleman from Pennsylvania has 
now offered simply conforms to what was the will of the House 
in the Fifty-second Congress in relation to the southern district 
of New York. It is understood that the business there is im- 
mense, and that for some pur it is necessary to combine 
these offices, though Ido not know for what reason. I think 
the exception is wrong in principle. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Is it not merely a political mecessity? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Well, I do not know about that; I do not 
understand that itis. I do not believe that there ought to be 
an exception made in favor of any officer. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Nordol. I think an exception of this 
kind is without justification; and unless the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania can show some better reason for it than now ap- 
pears, the committee, I think, ought not to adopt this amend- 
ment with the exception in it. Partiality oughtto be done with 
in this House. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. The advice we have received from the 
Comptroller's Office and the Department of Justice, whose offi- 
cers cught to be familiar with the reasons operating in the case, 
is to. the effect that this exception should be made; that there is 
absolute necessity there shall be no made in the system 
now prevailing in the southern district of New York. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I can not hear the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee will come to order. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. I stated that the Department of Justice 
and the Comptroller’s office, in which these accounts are audited, 
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Nothing herein contained shall apply to the clerks or deputy clerks of the | 
United States district and cireuit courts for the southern district of New | 
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and whose officers must be supposed to be familiar with the ne- 
| cessities of that district, unite in saying that the law now exist- 
| ing and applicable to that district ought not to be disturbed. 
| The fees of the clerks and the salary of the districtattorney are 
now regulated by a special act and have been for years; they 
are not regulated by the same general statute which governs the 
compensation of the clerks and district attorneys in other parts 
of the United States. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. This does not look democratic to me. 
Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, this amendment involves a great 
deal of legislation, the nature of which it is very difficult to com- 
prehend when the proposition is thus presented on an appro- 
priation bill and in a five-minute debate. 

Mr. LOUD (to Mr. REED). Do you want more time? 

Mr. REED. I want more time to consider the question—not 

more time to talk. : 

Itis very evident, Mr. Chairman, that thisamendment covers 

a great deal of ground; and certainly it can not be germane to 
the portion of the bill now pending. The point of order seems 
| to me 80 apparent, that argument would only obscure it. 
| Mr. WOLVERTON. To which part of the amendment does 
the gentleman object as being out of order? 

Mr. REED. I find, for instance, the provision that— 

Nocommissioner of a circuit court shall be allowed to receive of the fees 

and emoluments of his office any greater sum, ete. 

Now, there is nothing in the pending paragraph relating to 
commissioners of the circuit court; and certainly that provision 
| cannot be germane; and if any portion of the amendment is not 
| germane, the whole of it falls. 
| Mr. WOLVERTON. It provides that no commissioner shall 
be clerk or deputy clerk of a district or circuit court. Is that 
the portion on which the gentleman raises the point? 

Mr. REED. If it provides alsc that no commissioner shall be 
clerk of a court, it is liable to still further objection on the score 
| of not being germane. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Isuggest to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania that he might reserve a portion of this amendment till 
we reach the next clause of the bill, to which it will be ger- 


ane. 
Mr. REED. Here isa further provision that— 


No district attorney shall be allowed by the Attorney-General to retain of 
the fees and emoluments of his office, etc. 

That certainly is not germane to an appropriation for the pay- 
ment of fees of clerks. This amendment, as I understand, is to 
he insertedafter the word ‘‘dollars,” inline2l. We have passed 
by the proposition for the payment of fees of assistant district 
attorneys of the United States, and are now upon the proposi- 
tion to pay the fees of clerks. Surely this amendment can not 
be germane to that provision. 

Then here is a provision that— 

For filing declaration of intention of an alien to become a citizen, $1; for 
final papers and all services connected therewith, $2. 

Certainly that can not be germane to the bill. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. That is germane. 

Mr. REED. Does the gentleman say that is germane to the 
proposition to pay the fees of clerks? 

Mr. WOLVERTON. Yes, sir, for this reason: The law now 
fixes no fee for the naturalization of aliens in the United States 
circuit or district courts; and in one instance the elerk of a cir- 
cuit court retained for the year 1884 over $30,000 of fees which 
he received in that way, and refused to include those fees in his 
emolument account. e law fixed his salary by law at $3,500, 
to be taken out of the fees received by him; but he put those 
fees in his pocket, refusing to account for them. @ are en- 
deavoring to bring about a reform of the law by which such 
things can not take place. I certainly think that provision of 
the amendment is germane to the clause making appropriation 
for the compensation of clerks. 

Mr. REED. The point I desire to make is this: If the House 
should see fit to adopt, as a system of action, the modification of 
appropriation bills by the introduction of new legislation, there 
might be a good deal said in favor of it; but inasmuch as the 
House has adopted a rule which excludes all new legislation, 
except under certain special and peculiar circumstances, thatis 
notice to the community at large that no such questions are to 
come up on appropriation bills. 

The result is, that when such matters as this are presented, 
they are presented without notice, and there is no opportunity 
for the House to become informed as to the nature of the prop- 
ositions. The parties in interest, for instance, are not in an 
way heard, whichis not just tothem. That, ss is of aah 
consequence, as they are few in number; but it is of importance 
to the House that it should so conduct its business that it may 
give itself proper means of information; and information on all 
these subjects always comes from interested parties. Now, the 
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proposition which I make is that this is a proposal to add all 
this long amendment to the words: 
For fees of clerks, $175,000. 


That is all that it is to be attached to. Then the second 
proposition F make is, that if there is anything in the proposed 
amendment which is not germane, the whole amendment falls 
What I pointed out as not being germane, is clearly not ger- 
mane. It cannot be germane to a proposition to change the fees 
of clerks, to legislate with regard to United States commis- 
sioners. That being the case, it seems to me that is the end 
the matter. 

I donot know whether this proposed legislation is wise and 
judicious or not. Itseems to me that we make a mistake if we 
undertake to incorporate this system. unless the House chooses 
to make it general. [ haveno objection tolegislation on 
priation bills, if the House only gives proper notice that it is 
going to do it. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. The objection of the gentleman can be 
overcome by dividing this amendment, and if it is insisted upon, 
we can do that. As to whether this legislation is wise or not, I 
supposed the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] and every other 
member of the House had aseertiined by this time that this 
legislation is wise. [ do not think there is any greater diserace 
to the administration of justice in this country than the manner 
in which this fee system is carried on, especially by the com- 
missioners. 

Mr. REED. I would suggest further to the gentleman that 
this whole amendment is obnoxious to the objection which I 
make: 


ippro- 
I 


Provided, That no person shall receive compensation for discharging the | 
duties of any other office or employment; nor shall sneh person hold more | 


thar one office of profit at the same time. 
How can that be germane to a proposition— 
For fees of elerks, $175,000? 


If it can, all you have got to dois just to mention the word 
‘elerk,” and then you ean legislate about everybody. Thisisa 
provision that no person who holds office. or employment under 
the Government—no one whatever, not merely elerks, for this 
has no relation to them especially—shall hold more than one 
office at the same time. That has no relation to fees, no rela- 
tion to $175,000, no relation to this part of the bill or anything 
connected with it; and yet it starts out with a proposition that 
is absolutely untenable from the point of view of germaneness. 

I think the Judiciary Committee will find no diffieulty in get- 
ting time, under our system, whieh of course’is intended for the 
expediting of the public business—I have ne doubt they will be 
able to find time to bring this thing up in a. regular way; but I 
really hope they will not cast such a reproaeh upon our system, 
by insisting upon pushing this in here where it eertainly does 
not belong, when of course they can have abundant opportuni- 
ties to present it in the regular way. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
that. 

Mr.SAYERS. Ifthe gentleman from Maine willallow me to 
make astatement: The object ofaconsiderable proportion of this 
amendment is to protect not only the Gevernment, but the peo- 
ple, against the incurrenee of large fees through oppressive and 
unnecessary arrests. 

A few days ago I saw a report from a special examiner of the 
Department of Justice, who had been. sent to examine the ac- 
counts of the courtin the northern district of Alabama, and no 
man ean read that report without coming to the conclusion that 
not only ought such legislation as is embraced in these amend- 
ments to be adopted, but speedily adopted. 

Mr. REED. That is a question on the merits entirely. 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, I wish to speak very briefly upon the 
merits. People are arrested who do not know the difference he- 
tween an internal revenue and a postage stamp. A eommis- 
sioner may, without instructions from the district attorney, 
summon four witnesses in every case. 
entitled, I believe, to 35a case. Through the issuance of sub- 
peenas, through the swearing of witnesses, and the arrests of 
— commissioners who really ought not to make more than 

00 a yearare now realizing in some parts of the country from 
$5,000 to $10,000 per annum. 

If the gentleman insists upon his objection, why not strike out 
the first four or five lines, which apply to officers in general, 
and then permitthe amendment which apply to the officers of 
the court to be considered by the committee? 

Mr. REED. Simply because I waut it considered separately, 
heeause I have some o vations to make en the merits. New 
that the gentleman has stated the purpose of this, [ will say that 
t bad the honor omce to argue that case to the House about half 
past 4 in the merning, and with the assistanee ef that late hour, 
sueceeded in having my views carried out in the general pres- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 2955 


sure that existed at the close of the session. Lam sorry to sav 
it was not myself alone that did it. 
Mr. SAYERS. 


L will say to the gentleman again that these 
amendments can be thoroughly discussed, and | believe it is of 
the greatest importance that they should be adopted 

Mr. REED. Oh, well, the Judiciary Committee cin hav 

Mr. SAYERS. The Judiciary Committee repo: these 
amendments. 

Mr. REED. Let the Judiciary Committee present th: i 

ill, and let us discuss the matter, and then let the House deter 
mine what it will do. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The == is Wo can not 18 
to doit. The morning hour is always taken up. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Texas | Mr. C ; Nw} is 
perhaps a little bit to blame for limiting the morning hour 
will recollect that in ‘‘the earlier and better days of the Re 
public” the morning hour was so arranged that any k th of 


time could be obtained. 
Mr. CULBERSON. Yes, and it worked very well 
Mr. REED. Thank you. 
Mr. CULBERSON. I want to state that I myself am not dis- 
posed ordinarily tofavor this kind of legislation 


| Laughter. | 


but there seems 


to be a great pressure now to have this amendment adopted in 
order to correct what are very flagrant abuses im the direct 3 
indicated. 

Mr. REED. Well, now, frankly, we are drifting into a di 
cussion of the merits, L perceive. 

Mr. CULBERSON. ~ Very well, [ leave the Chair and the 

| tleman to settle the pointof order,andafter that, if | have oppor- 

tunity, | will present my views. 

Mr. REED. It is proper that I should say that the difficulty 


| suppose 


about. this matter is that we are liable to gofrom whatever evils 
we now have te those which seem to me to bevreater. You have 
attacked the customs receipts of the country by the substitution 
of ad valorem duties,and [ am afraid you are going to reduce the 
internal-revenue receipts by allowing people a certain mildness 
of treatment which is going to result in ne taxation from that 
source, and if the customs and internal revenue both go out! 
there will be nothing left but the income tax. 

Mr. LANE. And bonds. 

Mr. REED. Well, we ean issue bonds, of course. | 
to me, Mr. Chairman, to be universally admitted that 
amendment is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. [Lf the gentleman insists upon his point of 
order, the Chair will have to sustain it. 

Mr. REED. [ insist. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair’ sustains the point of order. 

Mr. SAYERS. Isuggesttothe gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. WOLVERTON] that he divide the amendment. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. I will divide the amendmwnt so as to 


yoms 
this 


| submit only so much as applies to clerks’ fees. 


Theres isno trouble about | 


The commissioners are | 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say that in making the 
ruling which he did, the Chair is governed by the fact that this 
paragraph which the committee is considering is an appropria- 
tion of a certain amountfor clerks’ fees. Theamendment which 
has been considered refers to certain sections of the Revised 
Statutes, which it proposes to change. Thereforeit proposes to 
change the existing law. The Chair does. not hold, however, 
that a condition or limitation may not be put upon am amend- 
ment, provided it is gimply a limitation or a condition. 

Mr. REED. The difficulty in dealing with that would be that 
the gentleman has not the authority of the Judiciary Commit- 
tee for anything except the amendment which heoffers, and con- 
sequently it. could not come in under that clause of the rule. | 
think it would be better for the gentleman to leave the whole 
matter for the consideration of the Judiciary Committee in a 
separate bill. I have no doubt that there can be plenty of time 
aiferded, because the Committee.on Rules will give time for any- 
thing that is necessary. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. I will say to the gentleman from Maine 
that the l’ifty-first and Pifty-second Congresses passed amend- 
mentgson the sundry civil bill, with limitations therein, very much 
like these. They were in substance the same, and [| believe 
received the support of the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. REED. That may beso. Now, for instance, [ am some- 
what.familiar with the design of some of these amendments, [ 
judge, from what has been let fall im the discussion; and yet I 

ad not the slightest idea of their being presented. I have not 
thought of the subject. for two or three years; and my object is 
more to have open, free, and weli-considered legislation than 
anything else. If the Committee on the Judiciary will come in 
here: with @ bill, the House will have an opportunity to. discuss 
it, and we shail be able to point out the consequences of its op- 
erations if it be proposed. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. [t has always been in order to put on 
bills appropriating money an amendment in the form of redue- 
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ing the expenditures. That has always been germane, and 
unless some legislation is oo upon this bill, if we are to be made 
to depend upon a general bill passed by the House and the Sen- 
ate to correct this evil, the probability is that it will never be 
done. 

Mr. REED. That is a good objection against the doctrine 
that no legislation shall be had on appropriation bills; but it 
is no more applicable to this case than to a great many others. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. Two years ago, inthe Fifty-second Con- 
gress, four bills were passed by this House for the purpose of 
correcting some of these abuses. They went to the Senate and 
there died, or were not acted upon. In this Congress four bills 
of asimilar nature were consolidated into one bill and sent over 
to the Senate, and there for about two months it has slumbered 
in that body. 

Mr. REED. Then the object of the gentleman is to coerce 
the Senate? 

Mr. WOLVERTON. At the present I shall insist on the 
amendment which limits this expenditure of the sum of money. 

Mr. REED. If the gentleman will present his amendment we 
will discuss it; but, of course, he must present the amendment. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. I offer the following amendment, after 
the first proviso: 


And provided further, That no clerk of a district court or clerk of a circuit 
court shall be allowed by the Attorney-General, exceptas provided insection 
842, to retain of the fees and emoluments of his office for his personal compen- 
sation, over and above his necessary office expenses, including meveceaay C erk 
hire, to be approved and allowed by the proper accounting officers of the Treas- 
ury,a sum not ex $3,000 a year for any such service as district clerk or 
circuit clerk or exceeding that rate for any time less than a year, or in case 
of both of said clerkships are held by the same person, of the fees and emol- 
uments of both offices asum ex $3,500, or exceeding that rate for 
any less time than a year: And provided further, That one person may hold 
at the same timethe itions of clerk to the circuit and district courts, but 
in case both of said clerkships are held at the same time by the same a 
he shall not be allowed by the Attorney-General, uous as provided in sec- 
tion 842, to retain the fees and emoluments of both offices for his personal 
compensation over and above the ex es aforesaid, and audi and al- 
lowed as aforesaid, a sum exceeding $4,500, or exceeding that rate for any 
time less than a year. ' 

Now, the next, on-page 3—— 

Mr.REED. Iaskthatthe gentleman shall reduce his amend- 
ment to writing. 

Mr. WOLVERTON (reading): 

That nothing herein contained shall apply to the clerks or deputy clerks 
of the United States district or circuit courts of the district for the southern 
district of New York. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair supposes the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania does this to show exactly where the amendment 
comes in. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman must reduce his amendment to 
writing. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman will strike out so much of 
that as he pleases, and send up his amendment to the desk to be 
read 


Mr. REED. He must send up his amendment in writing. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. Lhave sent it up; and I am indicating 
that portion I want stricken out; and I will read that portion 
which I want — 

Mr. REED. That is not the way to prepare an amendment. 
It must be done in writing. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can take his time and 
send it up. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. If you will give me time I will prepare it. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman can have plenty of time to pre- 

re his amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the anfendment offered by striking out the following language: 

“And providea further’ — 


Mr. REED. That is toamendtheamendment. That amend- 
ment is rejected. You can not amend an amendment that has 
been ruled out. What the gentleman has to offeris a statement 
in language of what he wants, stating it specifically in language. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


“And provided furtnaer, Thatno commissioner of acircuit court shall be al- 
lowed to receive of the fees and emoluments of his office any 


Uni 
district attorney shall be allowed by the A’ 
fees and emoluments of his office for his 
expenses 


law, to be audited and wed . ers of the 

, & sum exceeding or rate for any 
less a year; which com’ on in on of all services 
rendered by the district a 
the direction of the Attorney of kind character, incl 
services in the circuitoourts of a ’ within or without his j 

; and this)¢mita‘tca s not extend to the 

the district of New Y ork, provided for in section 836 of the Revised 
Statutes; and suction 84 of Revised Statutes be,and the same is 
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United States commissioner in cases where the total fees of all such offices 
shal! not exceed $2,500 per year. 

“For filing declaration of intention of analien to become a citizen, $1; for 
final papers and all services connected therewith, $2.” 

Mr. REED. That is clearly not inorder. That simply isa 
removal of the objectional features. Itis clearly out of order. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. Then the gentleman differs in opinion 
with the Attorney-General and the Committee onthe Judiciary. 

Mr. REED. That may be unfortunate for me or for the At- 
torney-General. 

‘Mr. WOLVERTON. And with the Attorney-General in 
charge of that Department a year ago. 

Mr. REED. That may be unfortunate for him, or for me. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. For three Administrations the Attor- 
mee General have been trying to secure amendments of this 

ind. 

Mr. REED. Do I understand the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania to say that the Attorney-General has passed upon the 
question whether this amendment is in order upon an appropri- 
ation bill? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Oh, no. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. He approved of it. 

Mr. REED. But the gentleman does not seem to get at the 
distinction. It is not a question of the merits. It is a question 
of whether it is in order under our rules; and I venture to differ 
with the Attorney-General if he took the gentleman’s side of it. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. I can not say that I had examined with 
him the rules of this House in reference to it. 

Mr. REED. That is the point. It shows itself very clearly 
that it is not germane and not in order. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I want to make this statement. These 
amendments were passed upon by the Committee on theJ udiciary 
and reported to the Committee on Appropriations, in the hope 
that an opportunity might occur somewhere on this bill to have 
them adopted. We have passed heretofore, during this session 
of Congress, a measure involving most of these provisions, which 
now lies in the Senate. In the lifty-second Congress we passed 
a bill here, and I think placed these amendments on the sundry 
civil bill in the last Congress, and without any objection from 
any quarter. The bill went over to the Senate, and the smend- 
ments were stricken out on the ground that the House of Rep- 
resentatives had no right to legislate upon an appropriation 
bill, notwithstanding their example. Now, since it seems that 
these propositions are not germane (I do not believe they are), 
and can not now be considered, I am perfectly willing, and I ask 
my colleague to withdraw them, and let us endeavor to enact 
them into a law in the proper way. 

Mr. REED. I think that is wise. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. I withdraw the amendments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For fees of United States commissioners and justices of the peace acting 
as United States commissioners, $100,000. 

.Mr. REED. I desire to make the point of order on all after 
the word ‘‘dollars,” in line 24, page oh. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, the language to which the 
— of order applies is -_" a repetition of what has heretofore 

n upon the sundry civil bill. 

Mr. REED. That does not make it law. ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the point of the gentleman? 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I will call the attention of the 
gentleman to the act itself. It says: 

And hereafter no part of 
United States qumdeinsioners. Iaaranate, oe 7 a ase Pah. 4, 
rant issued or arrest made, or other fees in prosecutions under the internal- 
revenue laws, etc. 

It was not simply confined to the appropriation carried in that 
particular act. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Was that the law of last year? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes. 

Mr. REED. Will you read the law? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Then it is not necessary to repeat it. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask the Clerk to read. ‘ 

The Clerk read as follows: 


And hereafter no of any money appropriated to pay any fees to the 
United States co ssioners, ynarshave, or clerks shall wen for any war- 
rant issued or arrest made, or other fees in prosecutions under the internal- 
revenue laws, unless fees have been taxed t and collected from 
the defendant, or unless the ution has been commenced upon a sworn 
complaint setting forth the facts constitu the offense and alleging them 
to be within the personal knowledge of the t, or upon a sworn complaint 
by a United States district attorney, collector or deputy collector of internal 
revenue, or revenue one, setting forth the facts upon information and be- 
lief, and a) ved ei before or after such arrest by a circuit or district 
{age or the attorney of the United States in the district where the offense 
jeged to have been committed or the indictment is found: Provided, It 
shall be the duty = Sy marshal, his eovatyc or fag 4 —— ae _—— 
@ person charged any crime or offense, 6 the defendan ore the 
or the nearest judicial officer ha a. under ex- 

isting laws for a commitment, or taking or trial, and the officer 
or magistrate warrant shall attach thereto a certified copy of 
thecomplaint; and upon thearrest of the accused, the return of the warrant, 
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with a copy of the complaint attached, shall confer jurisdiction upon such 
officer as fully as if the complaint had originally been made before him, and 
no mileage shall be allowed any officer violating the provisions hereof 


Mr. REED. Will the Clerk read after the word “ provided”? 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, It shall be the duty of the marshal, his deputy, or other officer 
who may arrest a person charged with any crime or offense to take the de 
fendant before the commissioner or the nearest judicial officer having juris- 
diction under existing laws, for a hearing and commitment. 

Mr. REED. Thereisachange. The words are “ nearest cir- 
cuit court.” 

Mr. SAYERS. I will state to the gentleman that that is the 
only change, and it is put in there for the purpose of preventing 
the marshal from taking a prisoner past one commissioner in 
order to try him before another commissioner for the purpose of 
getting mileage. 

Mr. REED. I do not think this sort of thing ought to be in an 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. This would not be in the bill if the Attor- 
ney-General had not specially asked that it should be inserted. 

Mr. REED. Let me see the amendment. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman will find onexamination that 
the language is word for word as it stands in thestatute, with 
that exception. 

Mr. REED (afterexamining the matter). I do not know but 
what the change is an improvement andI do not know that it is; 
but I shall make no objection. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, Mr. Chairman,I ask unanimous consent 
that we return for the purpose of considering the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from California. , 

The paragraph to which Mr. BOWERS’ amendment was offered 
and the amendment were again read. 

Mr.SAYERS. It is understood, Mr. Chairman, that the point 
of order is reserved on that amendment. Now, I ask the gen- 
tleman from California and the committee to agree that the 
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr.SETTLE] be allowed to ad- 
dress the committee for thirty minutes. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. SETTLE. Mr. Chairman,I ask the Clerk to turn to page 
35, and read that portion of the bill beginning with line 6 down 
to and including line 15. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Punishment for violations of internal-revenue laws: For detecting and 
bringing to trial and punishment persons guilty of violating the internal- 
revenue laws or conniving at the same, including payments for information 
and detection of such violations, $50,000; and the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue shall make a detailed statement to Congress once in each year as 
to how he has expended this sum, and also a detaiied statement of all mis- 
cellaneous expenditures in the Bureau of Internal Revenue for which ap- 
propriation is made in this act. 


Mr. SETTLE. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


On page 35, line 6, beginning with the word “ punishment,” strike out all 
down to and including the word “act”’ in line 15. 


Mr. SETTLE. Mr. Chairman, the appropriation which has 
been read by the Clerk is one of the very few appropriations 
recommended by the committee which is an increase over the 
amount heretofore appropriated for similar purposes. Sofaras 
I have read this bill and compared it with previous appropria- 
tion bills but very few increases have been made. 

I desire to discuss the proposed appropriation, and give the 
reasous why it should not be made. Under no circumstances 
should it be increased. The appropriation last year was $25,000. 
It is now proposed to double that amount. 

Whatis this appropriationfor, gentlemen? For the detection 
and bringing to punishment persons charged with a violation 
of the internal-revenue laws. Iam opposed to the appropria- 
tion primarily upon the — that it is not necessary. Why 
is it not necessary that this appropriation should bemade? The 
evidence heard by the Committee on Appropriations relates en- 
tirely to a condition of affairs alleged to exist in the State of 
North Carolina, and that is one reason why I desire to address 
this committee upon the subject. 

We have in that State, according to official figures furnished 
me by the Treasury Department, 919 commissioned revenue offi- 
cers. This does not include deputy marshals nor those persons 
in the internal-revenue service operating on what is known as 
“Form 10.” Nine hundred and nineteen commissioned revenue 
officers are in the State of North Carolina to-day. Now, in ad- 
dition to that official force, it is proposed to put at the disposal 
of the Internal Revenue Commissioner $50,000, to be used how? 

Mr.MORSE. To collect the income tax. 

Mr. SETTLE. It may be used partially for that purpose, but 
I know from my own observation in that State that this fund is 
used for the purpose of bribing individual citizens to report upon 
their neighbors and to pry into the business of other persons, 
It is known in the State as “the corruptionfund.” [t is provided 
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by existing law, and in this bill, that the Commissioner of In 

ternal Revenue shall furnish to Congress each yeur an itemized 
statement of how this money is expended, but an examination 
of his report shows that the only information Congress receives 
as to the expenditure of this fund is the simple statement that 
the Commissioner has given such and such amounts to various 
revenue agents and collectors of internal revenue. It is said 
that this amount is to be used for the purpose of detecting vio- 
lations of the internal-revenue laws at regularly bonded and 
licensed distilleries. 


Now, it is known to the members of this committee, and to 
every person familiar with the internal-revenue laws and their 
methods of enforcement, that every bonded distillery has in 


charge of it a Government officer commissioned and sworn to 
discharge his duties uprightly and conscientiously. What ad- 
ditional force do you need, gentlemen, to compel the operator of 
a distillery to conduct his business honestly, when you already 
have a Government officer in charge of that distillery sworn to 
perform his duty faithfully and honestly? And that you already 
have at every one of these distilleries. But it is said that these 
officials themselves are corrupt, and that numerous violations of 
law are detected where they are parties to those violations. 

If that is true, when the fact is discovered your remedy is to 
discharge the incompetent or corruptofficer and put in his place 
one who will faithfully perform his duties. But, so far from 
doing that, the latest instance brought to my attention is one 
happening quite reeently, where the storekeeper in charge of 
a distillery admitted to the revenue agent that he was a party 
to the violations of law at that distillery, and upon the agent's 
report to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue setting forth 
the facts, instead of that unfaithful officer being immediately 
discharged from the service, he was simply suspended from duty 
for thirty days. I maintain that this appropriation is not nec- 
essary, that its usesare improper, and that it isasource of great 
demoralization in the immediate communities where it is used. 

Iadmit that if this appropriation is increased to $50,000 it 
will largely increase the number of officials in the revenue serv- 
ice in the State of North Carolina, and will provide places for 
some persons who would otherwise go unprovided for; but | in- 
sist that the service of the Government, the proper and just en- 
forcement of the law, does not require the appropriation of one 
cent of money for the purposes provided herein, because the 
official force is amply able and sufficiently numerous to see that 
the laws are justly and properly enforced. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this appropriation is asked for upon cer- 
tain grounds. I have in my hand the testimony of Mr. W. W. 
Colquitt, the revenue agent at Greensboro, N. C., and Mr. T. H. 
Vandevoort, the deputy collector under him, which testimony 
was heard by the Committee.on Appropriations on the question 
of recommending thisappropriation. ‘That is the only evidence 
that was adduced before the committee upon which the appro- 

riation is recommended, and the testimony of these gent!emen 
is confined to the condition of affairs existing in the State of 
North Carolina. They allude to the revenue service and the 
manner of the enforcement of the internal-revenue laws in no 
other State save North Carolina and a small portion of Virginia, 
and they ask for this increased appropriation, not on the ground 
that the service can not be properly kept up withoutit, but they 
say inso many words that this appropriation is necessary be- 
sause of the corruption of the officials in the service, the store- 
keepers and gaugers. 

Now, I insist that if those men are not proper and trustworthy 
Officials the proper remedy is in discharging them from the 
service and putting good and honest men in their places. Every 
statement that these two officers make before the committee is 
a statement which goes to show the existence of ingenious meth- 
ods by which the laws may be evaded; but their testimony dis- 
closes no fact which would warrant or justify this increase of 
appropriation. I do ——— hope, Mr. Chairman, that the 
gentleman in charge of this bill will permit me to have a vote 
in Committee of the Whole upon my proposed amendment. If 
he denies me that, if he will not allow me to go back to this part 
of the bill, then I give notice that when this bill gets into the 
House I shall ask a separate vote upon this proposition unless 
the gentleman moves the previous question and cuts off my 
amendment in the House; because I desire an expression of opin- 
ion by this House upon this specific appropriation, and I call 
upon my Democratic friends on the other side of the Chamber 
to aid me in obtaining it. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Let me ask my friend a question 
right there. As this paragraph has been passed in the consid- 
eration of the bill in Committee of the Whole, my friend, «as I 
understand him, now gives notice that when th s bili is reported 
back to the House he will offer an amendment in the House to 
strike out the $50,000 recommended to be appropriated for these 
detectives, and if the gentleman from Texas |Mr. SAYeRs] in 
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charge of the bill receives the amendment before the previous 
question is offered that will give the House an opportunity to 
vote upon the question. 

Mr. SETTLE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. But I understand my friend to say 
that if the gentleman in charge of the bill refuses, before he 
moves the previous question, to allow it tooperate on this amend- 
ment, then my friend from North Carolina will ask the House 
to vote down the motion for the previous question so that if that 
motion be voted down his amendment will be in order. 

Mr. SETTLE, That is my proposition. 

Mr. CANNON of Lliinois. I merely wanted to know what 
course my friend was going to pursue. [Laughter.| 

Mr. SETTLE. My purpose, Mr. Chairman, is to get a vote 
directly upon this proposed appropriation. 

I send to the Clerk's desk and ask to have read an extract 
from the Democratic platform adopted in the State of North 
Carolina, bearing directly upon this question. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That we as heretofore favor, and will never cease to demand 
the unconditional abolition of the whole internal-revenue system, as a war 
tax, and not to be justified in times of peace, as a grievous burden to our 
people and a source of a in its practical Spore We call the 
attention of the people of State to the hypocritical pretensions of the 
Republican party, in their platforms, that they are in favor of the repeal of 
this aoa system of meewen. — by ny F art m va oe Republi- 
cans in sare ta’ eir en to 1 lation inau- 

“oo ug ergies ‘egis 


Sr all or Soark of this cacao, " OOS NER rman 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I would like to know what those 919 offi- 
cers, whose number be increased to 1,800 under this appro- 
priation, are doing in North Carolina. 

Mr. SETTLE. _—— ae of them are assigned to duty at 
various local distill . Their primary duty is to take charge 
of all licensed distilleries, of which I think ere are about six 
hundred in the State. A large number of officers are always 
commissioned, many of whom are not constantly io duty. 
These officers are much more numerous than I myself had sup- 
pee, but these are the figures furnished me by the Treasury 

partment. LIalso send to the Clerk's desk and ask to have 
read a resolution adopted by the Legislature of the State of 
North Carclina. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Whereas many citizens of this State are sorely apres by the practical 


workings of the internal-revenue laws of the Unitea tes which enure to 
the benefit of certain manufacturers to the great injury of the producers of 


our country; and 
Whereas numerous citizens are now prosecuted in the Federal court 
t said laws, from three to five 
their property sacrificed 





forthe most trifing offenses com: 
thrust into prison and 


y cost of said prosecutions; 

Wi the enforcement of said laws is not only ering strife and 
confusion among the people, but is empha’ within their 
bosoms a spirit of hatred and disregard for the t itself: There- 
fore 

1. Be it resolved ho aes of Depreeatatne, (the ear. That 
our Senators an tatives be instructed to use their in- 


, Or 80 modified as to relieve the 
are specified. 

Mr. SETTLE. Mr. Chairman, the extract just read from the 
latform of the Democracy of the State of North Carolina shows 
ow the Democratic party in that State views the internal-rev- 

enue tax laws and how they have criticised the methods of their 
enforcenient. Inasmuch as the testimony taken beforethe Com- 
mittee on A riations is confined exclusively to the State of 
North Carolina and the conditions existing there, I may be par- 
doned for treating this as a question ee to my 
State. In this connection I wish to say that of us whoare 
familiar with the political conditions existing in thatState dur- 
ing the past twenty years know the fact that there has never 
been a campaign fought in North Carolina in which the Demo- 
cratic party did not ly commit itself to the tion of abol- 
ishing the internal-revenue laws, root and , as soon as that 
party should come into power nationally. 

There i: no question on which that party is so fairly commit- 
ted in Gar State as to the abolition of the internal-revenue 
taxes. Yet to-day, when the Democratic is in nationally, 
they not only do not make an effort to abolish internal-rev- 
enue taxes, but they increase them in amount and in number of 
articles taxed. They go farther than that, and pose in this 
= to increase the “corruption fund to $59,000 of $25,- 


I wish to read an extract from a resolution Sectainlanns 
Legislature of North Carolina—a overwhel 
Democratic. In discussing the q of reforming the tar 
and the internal-revenue laws they say: 


abun seni shebaninion weaeiecaniniusamm peed less of aaeee 

evils we prefer the retention of the former and the abolition of the latter. 
That, Mr. Chairman, is the deciaration cf the of 

our Statein harmony with the platform utterances of the Demo- 
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cratic party. So that this party stands committed primarily to 
favor the abolition of the internal-revenue taxes rather than the 
reformation of the tariff. Yet, to-day it is seriously proposed 
here to levy internal-revenue taxes, only increasing them, and 
also to modify the tariff. The Republican party in their plat- 
form in our State favor the abolition of the internal-revenue 
laws, and are criticised by the Democratic party as being hypo- 
critical in their pretensions and in reality not favoring the re- 
poet of those taxes or a modification of the methods of their en- 
orcement. 

Mr. Chairman, I am as much opposed to the violation of in- 
ternal-revenue laws as any one; | am as much in favor of the 

unishment of their violation as any one. But I do insist be- 
ore this Committee of the Whole that the evidence upon which 
an increase of this appropriation has been recommended is mis- 
leading and unjust, and portrays a condition of affairs that does 
not exist in our State. This fund of $50,000 is the cause of more 
eontention and strife, of more confusion and bitterness in our 
State than any other one feature connected with the internal- 
revenue laws or with their enforcement. These officers armed 
with this appropriation, to be expended by them as they see fit, 
without accountability to any one, go into a community and 
bribe persons in various localities to report all technical irregu- 
larities at liconsed distilleries. 

The use thatis made of this fund is improper and unwarranted. 
These men, if they would properly discharge their duties, are 
thoroughly able to enforce the laws to the strict letter without 
the use of this money. And when it seems to be the policy of 
this committee to reduce expenditures, I respectfully submit 
that it is not right to thus appropriate $50,000 without reason 
and in the absence of any proper demand. 

Mr. Chairman, having said what I have as to the necessity of 
this appropriation and the number of officers who are fully com- 
petent to enforce this law, I will not detain the committee fur- 
ther, except by asking unanimous consent to print in the Rrc- 
ORD as partof my remarks these resolutions and platforms show- 
ing the attitude of the Democratic party on this proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks consent to print cer- 
tain documents as part of his remarks. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none. 

EXTRACTS FROM THE LAWS OF NORTH CAROLINA IN RELATION TO INTERNAL 
REVENUE. 
(Laws of North Carolina, 1874-"75, pages 364, 365.] 


Resolation of instruction to our Senators and Representatives in Congress 
touching the internal-revenue laws of the United States. 

Whereas many citizens of this State are sorely essed by the practical 
workings of the internal-revenue laws of the United States, which inure to 
the poy of — manufacturers to the great injury of the producers of 
our country; an 

Whereas numerous citizens are now being prosecuted in the Federal 
courts for the most trifling offenses committed against said laws, from three 


-to five years past, and are being thrust into prison and their property sac- 


rificed to pay cost of said prosecutions; and 

Whereas the enforcement of said laws is not only endering strife and 
confusion among the people, but is emphatically implanting within their 
bosoms a spirit of hatred and disregard for the ernment itself: There- 


fore, 

1. Be it resolwed by the house of representatives (the senate co..curring), That 
our Senators and Representatives in Congress be instructed to use their in- 
finence to have said revenue laws repealed, or so modified as to relieve the 

of the burdens which are herein specified. 

2. That the secretary of state be directed to furnish each of our Senators 
and 2 enamels ous in Congress with a copy of these resolutions as soon as 
practica’ e. 

Ratified the 30th day of November, A. D. 1874. 


(Laws of North Carolina, 1876-77, page 571.] 
Resolution of instructicn to our Representatives in Congress. 

Section 1. The General of North Carolina do resolve, That the 

ves from North _ in the ee Sean 

hereby respectfully uested to use their mence, as soon as Congress 

Seserbien, to so alter tos fovenne laws on whisky, brandy, and tobacco as 

to make them less oppressive on the citizens, and if this can not be accom- 
plished, to vote for the repeal of the same. 

Sec. pen ee each one of our Senators and Representa- 

tives in —— furnished by the secretary of the State with a copy of 


take effect from and after its ratification. 
A. D. 1876. 


{Laws of North Carolina, session of 1833.] 
Resolutions favoring the repeal oes the internal-revenue laws and reforming 
e tariff. . 


revenue officials to debauch the elective 


‘ the General As North Carolina; 1. That the inter- 
Be it retolued by sembly of prea Ss 
: just to these 
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2. That the collection from imports, unaided by internal taxation, of the | 
} as willl 


large revenue now necessary for the administration of the Federal Govern 
ment would give incidental protection to hom: manufactures amply sufi 
cient for their healthy development. 
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3. That though Congress has power to lay and collect duties, yet to lay | 


duties higher than the per cent at which they would raise the greatest 
nue is, as to the excess above that per cent, to lay duties s0 as to prevent 
their collection. and is therefore without warrant in the Constitution, and 
that it is unjust and oppressive. 


reve- | 


4. That within that per cent Congress may, in its discretion, select and 
determine the articles on which duties are laid, and the rates of duty on 
them. 

5. That this discretion ought to be exercised so as to raise a revenne not 
rreater than is sufficient for the strictly economical administration of the 
"ederal Government, and the gradual reduction of the Federal debt, and so | 
as to distribute the burdens of the tariff and the incidental protection en | 
by it, as justly and equally as possible to every part of the country and to 
all classes of people. 

6. That these resolutions are not intended to interfere with the applica 
tion of the principle that it is just an4 wise to tax articles that are intended 


to be consumed as luxuries higher than the necessaries of life, and the ma- 
teriais, implements, and machinery consumed or used In producing, manu 
facturing, or transportation. 

7. That the tariff of the United States ought to be reformed so as to make 
it conform with the principles set forth in the foregoing resolutions 

8. 1f Congress should deem it impracticable to modify the present tariff 
and at the same time abolish the internal-revenue taxes, as the less of the 
two evils we prefer the retention of the former and the abolition of the lat- 


zs 
9. That the secretary of state is instructed to transmit copies of these 
resolutions to the Senators in Congress from North Carolina as an expres- 
sion of the voice of the State on the issues to Which they relate, and to the 
Representatives in Congressfrom North Carolina for their respectful con- 
sideration, 
Ratified this the 26th day of January, A. D. 1883. 


[Laws of North Carolina, 1885, page 677.1 
Resolution of instruction to our Senators and Members in Congress. 

Resolved by the house of representatives (the senate concurring): 1. That our 
Senators and Members of Congress from the State of North Carolina are 
hereby requeste:l to use their utmost efforts to secure the immediate repeal 
of the present internal-revenue system. 

2. That copies of this resolution be sent to each Senator and Member 
aforementioned. 

Ratitied this the 17th day of January, A. D. 1885. 

[Laws of North Carolina, 1889, pages 521 and 523.] 


Joint resolution instructing our Senators in Congress and requesting our 
Representatives to use their best efforts to secure the immediate and total 
repeal of all internal-revenue taxes. 


Whereas the sent system of tariff is unjust, unfair, and burdensome to 
the people of North Carolina, and has proven a heavy embargo laid upon 
labor and industry; and 

Whereasthis system has been declared by the Supreme Court of the United 
States to be robbery under the forms of law; and 

Whereas it has been clearly demonstrated that the present tariff supports 
and fosters monopolies, trusts, and combines; and 

Whereas the present system of internal-revenue laws is oppressive, in- 
quisitorial, and contrary to the spirit and genius of our institutions: There- 
fore 

Rvsolved by the senate (the house of representatéves concurring): First. That 
ouy Senators in Congress be instructed and our Representatives be requested 
to secure such a sound, healthy, and substantial reduction of the tariff as 
will make the taxation upon articles that are intended to be consumed as 
luxuries higher than upon the necessaries of life and those materials, imple- 
ments. and machinery which are consumed or used in agriculture or manu- 
facturing. 

Second. That our Senators be instructed and our mtatives in Con- 
gress be requested to secure an early repeal of the entire internal-revenue 
system and all taxation thereunder. 

Third. That copies of these resolutions be sent to our Senators and Rep- 
resentatives in Congress. ’ 

Ratified the 23d day of January, A. D. 1889. 


[Laws of North Carolina, 1889, pages 521 and 523,524.] 


Resolution of instruction to our Senators and Members of Congress. 

Resolved by the house of representatives (the senate concurring): SECTION 1. 
Thai our Senators and Members of Congress from the State of North Caro- 
Tima are hereby requested to use their utmost efforts to secure immediate 
repeal of the present internal-revenue system; or ifimpracticable at this ses- 
sion of Congress to secureits entire repeal, then at least so much thereof as 
relates to the internal tax on tobacco and brandy distilled from (fruits. 

Src. 2. That copies of this resolution be sent to each Senator and Mem- 
ber aforementioned. 

Ratified the 30th day of January, A. D. 1889. 


{State Democratic convention, held Juty 6, 1882. } 
PLATFORM. 


We congratulate the people of North Carolina on the era of peace, pros- 
perity, and good government which has been unbroken since the incomin 
of the Democratic State administration; upon the pure and impartial oa 
ministration of justice and the honest enforcement of the laws; upon the 
efficiency of our common-school system and great advance made in educa- 
tion and the general improvement and enterprise manifeste in every part of 
the State, we pledge ourselves to exert all efforts to advance the mate- 
rial interests of all sections of the State in the future as we have done in the 
past. And we challenge a comparison between a Democratic administra- 
tion of our State affairs and the crimes, outrages, and scandals that accom- 

ed Republican misrule. Affirming our adherence to Democratic prin- 
ciples as defined in the platform adopted by the national Democratic con- 
vention held at Cincinnati in 1880: 

Resolved, That we regard a free and fair expression of the public will at 
the bailot box as the only sure means of preserving our free American insti- 
tutions, and we denounce the Republican party and the imterference of its 
Pederal officials for their gross frauds upon the elective franchise whereby 
whole districts, States,and the Union have been deprived of their just po- 
litical rights; and we believe the corrupt and corrupting use of Federal 

tronage anc of public money, drawn by taxation from the people, in in- 
neing and controlling elections, to be dangerous to the liberties of the 
State and the Union. 

Resolved, That we are in favor of the entire and immediate abolition of 
the internal-revenue system, with its attendant corruptions, and that we 
denounce the present tariff laws as grossly unequal, unjust, and vicious. 
We favor gach revision of the tariff as will produce a revenue sufficient for 
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the economical support of the ¢ 
give to domestic 
foreign production. That t 1 l 
imposing a direct tax for the port 
States, butif it should pr ti 
system, with all its : uz dem iliza n 
we urge upon our Senators and Representati n < 
of so amending the law t! > rev ! r 
aries in North Carolina alone more than #% 0), sha 
ple of the localities to which they are ass 

Resolved, That the cour locra ul 
power in North Carolina in f herance 
guaranty that we earnest 
and that we will advocate any 
for that purpose that will not 
our people. 

Resolved, That the question of prohibition 
a party question in North Carolina and neve n iy 
cratic party, and the people of the State at the gener 
1881, having by an ove 
the supreme court hav 
has been a law we regard the matter j 
renew the agitation is merely a weak efortof designing } 
the minds of the people from the danget 
of the Republican party. 

Resolved, That while we are not wedded to any particular form of county 
government we recognize the fact that a larie part o he t tt »State 
are paid for the common benefit of the white people in our eastern cour 
and that we consider it the bounden duty of the white men of tl 
protect these people from the oppressive domination of ignorant bla« nd 
pledge ourselves to such legislation as will secure this end. 

And whereas it is seriously suggested that a vigorous effort 
made to compel the State by Judicial proceedings to pay the frand 
unlawful special-tax bonds amounting to $22,000.000, issued under leg 
passed by the Republican Legisiature in 1867 and 1868, 

Rezolwed Surther, That the Democratic party will resist 
the payment of such bonds by every lawful means 

[Convention held June 26, 1884. ] 
PLATFORM, 


We again congratulate the peopie of North Carolina on the career of peace, 


vernmen 















will soot 


such recovery and 


ences: and good government on which she entered afver the {nangura 
tion of a Democratic State administration and which has been unbroken for 
so many years since; upon the justand impartial enforcement of t laws 
upon the efficiency of our common-school system and the great rress 
made in popular education; and upon the general improvement and ente 





prise manifested in every part of the State. And we again ch alienwe a ¢ 


parison between this state of things and the crimes, outrages, and scandals 
which attended Republican ascendency in our borders; and we pledge our 
selves to exert in the future as we have in the past our best efforts to pro 
mote the material interests of all sections of the State. Affirming our ad 


herence to Democratic principles as heretofore annunciated in the platforms 
of the party, it is hereby— 

Resolwed, That we regard a free and fair expression of the public wi!! at 
the ballot box as the only sure means of preserving our free American in 
stitutions and that the corrupt and corrupting use of Federal patronage in 
influencing and controlling elections is dangerous to the liberties of the 
State and the Union. 

Resolved, That we are in favor of the unconditional and tmmediate aboli 
tion of the whole internal-revenue system as an intolerable burden. a stand 





ing menace to the freedom of elections, and a source of great annoyance and 
corruption in its practical operation 
Resolved, That no government has aright to burden its people with taxes 


beyond the amount required to pay its necessary expenses and gradualiy 
extinguish its public debt. And that whenever the revenues, however de 
rived, exceed this amount they should be reduced s» as toavold a surplus in 
the Treasury. We therefore urge upon our Senators and Representatives 
in Congress to exert themselves in favor of such legislation as will secure 
this end. 

Resolved, That with respect to the tariff we reaffirm the lifelong and 
damental principles of the party as declared in the national 
Platforms, and that the details of the method by which the 
revenue tariff shall be gradually reached are subjects which the party's 
representatives at the Federal capital must be trusted to adjust: but t ir 
opinion the duties on foreign importations should be levied for the produ 
tion of public revenue and the discriminations in its ad)ustm should be 


As itm 
Democratic 


constituti bl 


such as would place the highest rates on luxuries and the lowest on the 
necessaries of life distribute as equally as possible the burdens of taxation, 
and confer the greatest good on the greatest number of the American 
people. 

Resolved, That the course of the Democratic party in furtherance of popu 


lar education, by efficient public schools In all sections, and the establish 





ment of graded and normal schools in the larger towns and a ssible 
centers, is a sufficient guaranty that we favor the education of all classes 
of our people and we will promote and improve the present educational ad 
vantages so far asit can be done without burdening the people by excessive 
taxation. 

And whereas there is now more than a hundred mi ms of dollars in the 
Treasury of the United States, wrung from the pocket -ople by un- 


just taxation on the part of the Republican party: Therefore, 

Resolved, That we will acoept such. distribution of said surplus reven 
of the Government for educational purposes as may be made by tt 
gress of the United States: Provided always, That the same sh: $ 
bursed by State agents and not accompanied by objectionable features and 
embarrassing conditions. 

Resolved, That it is due to the white people of our eastern counties, who 
have 60 cheerfully borne their share of our common burdens, that 
ent, or some other equally eflicient system of county government'sha 
maintained. 

Resotvoed, That in view of the existing and increasing harmony and kindly 
feeling bevween the two races in this State anda similar condition of things 
which we believe to exist generally in other Southern States, we deprecate 
the attempt of the Republican party in its recent platform at Chicago to 
force civil rights as a living issue, and we denounce it as @ firebrand and a 
hypocritical expression of interest in the black race, a wanton insult tothe 
whites of the South, and tending to stir up strife between the now frie: 
races. 


1s 
‘on 


+4 





the a- 


be 


The convention met at Raleigh, N. C., and was in session for two %, 
May 30 and 31, 1888. On the second day the convention adopte! the f ¥ 
ing 

PLATFORM 

We again congratulate the people of North Carolina o1 é ~l] em- 
joyment of peace, good government, and general prosperity ler Demo- 
cratic administration of the affairs of the State which has now been un- 
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broken for so many years; upon the just and impartial enforcement of the 
law; upon the increasing efficiency of our common school system and the 
progress made in populareducation; and po the improvement and enter- 

ise manifested in all parts of the State. e again challenge a comparison 

tween this state of things and the outrages, crimes, and scandals which 
attended Republican ascendency in our borders. We pledge ourselves to 
exert in the future as in the may our best efforts to promote the best inter- 
ests of the people of all sections of the State. Affirming our allegiance to 
prmoeratte principles as heretoforeenunciated in the platforms of the party, 

t is hereby 

Resolved, That no government has a right to burden its people with taxes 
beyond the amount required to pay its necessary expenses and gradually 
extinguish its public debt; and that whenever the revenues, however de- 
rived, exceed this amount they should be reduced so as to avoid a surplusin 
the Treasury. That any system of taxation which necessitates the payment 
of a premium of 8270 by the Government on each $1,000 of its bonds taken u 
with the millions that would otherwise lie idle in its vaults and pay to bond- 
holdeis who purchased in many instances at less than par, is undemocratic, 
oppressive, and iniquitousandshould berefunded. Thecourse of our Demo- 
cratic representatives in Congress in their effort to give relief to the people 
from byrdensome internal-revenue and tariff taxation meets with the ap- 
proval of the Democratic pent? of this State, and we respectfully recom- 
mend that if they find it impossible togive our people all the relief demanded, 
they support any just and practical measure presented in Congress that will 
afford a practical relief from such existing burden. 

Resolved, That while the details of the methods by which the constitutional 
revenue tariff shall be ee reached are subjects which the Represent- 
atives of Gur people atthe national as must be trusted to adjust, we 
think all customs duties should be levied ‘or the production of public reve- 
nues, and the discriminations in their aijustment should be such as will 
meee the highest rates on luxuries and the lowest on the necessaries of life, 

istribute as equally as possible the unavoidable burdens of taxation, and 
confer the greatest good upon the greatest number. 

Resolved, That we, as heretofore, favor and will never cease to demand the 
unconditional abolition of the wholeinternal-revenuesystcm as a War tax, and 
not to be justified in times of peace, as a grievous burden to our people and a 
source of annoyance inits practical operations. Wecall theattention of the 

ople of the State to the hypocritical pretensions of the Republican party 
eS their platforms that they are in favor of the repeal of this onerous system 
of taxation enacted by their party, while the Republicans in- Congress are 
taxing their energies to obstruct all legislation inaugurated by the repre- 
sentatives of the Democratic party to relieve the people of all or a part of 
this odious system. 

Resolved, That the course of the Democratic party in furtherance of public 
education is a sufficient suecene that we favor the education of the people 
and we will promote and improve the present educational advantages so far 
as it can be done without burdening the people by excessive taxation. 

Resolved, That to meet an existing evil we will accept for educational pur- 
poses from the Federal Government our pro rata share of the surplus in its 
Yreasury: Provided, That it be disb throngh State agents and the bill 
for the distribution he free from objectionable features. 

Resolved, That the United States be one Government, and ours a na- 
tional ty, we denounce the efforts of the Republicans to forces sectional 
issues in Congress and elsewhere, and to promote dissensions and ill will be- 
tween the people of the different sections of our Common country. 

Resolved, That it is due to the people of our Eastern counties who have so 
cheerfully borne their share of our common burdens that the present, or some 

ually effective, system of county government shall be maintained. 

esolved, That the Democratic party is opposed to ay further extension 
of the “no-fence” law unless such extension shall have first been authorized 
by a ay of the qualified voters within the territory to be affected 
thereby. 

Resolved, That the Democratic party has ever been the party of the work- 
ingman and has never fostered monopoiies, nor have “ trusts,’’ or ‘ combi- 
nations,” or *‘ pools’ ever grown up under iaws enacted by it. The contest 
in this country being between gated capital, seeking to crush out all 
competition, and the individual laborer, the Democratic party is, as it has 
ever been, against the monopolists and in favor of a just distribution of 
capital, and demand enactment of laws that will bear equally upon all. 

esolved, That as all taxation bears most heavily a en eee it is 
the duty of the legisiator, as a direct benefit to the wor , to keep the 
cmpenacs of our public institutions at the lowest limit consistent with wise 
and efficient management. The Democratic party cpposes any competition 
between free and convict labor, but it insists that the convicts shall not re- 
main idle at the expense of honest labor. 

Resolved, That ours being an agricultural State, it is our duty as well as 
our pleasure to promote any and all 1 tion thatis best cal to ad- 
vance the interests of agriculture; and that in so doing we will most effect- 
ually advance the interests of mechanics, manufacturers, and laborers. 

Resolved, Thatthe Democracy of North Carolina cordially approve the ad- 
ministration of Hon. Alfred M. Scales as honest, patriotic, and conservative. 

Resolved, That the ability, wisdom, honesty, patriotism, independence, 
faithfulness to duty, and manly a of ent Cleveland have won 
the admiration of all good men; and the interests of the country demand 
his renomination and reélection. 


[Convention of August 20, 1890.] 


PLATFORM. 


Resolved, That the Democracy of North Carolina reaffirm the ‘orm and 
pean les of the Democratic party, both State and national, an: ularly 

‘avor the free coinage of silver, and an increase of the one and the re- 
peal of the internal-revenue system. And we denounce the Mc ey billas 
unjust to consumers of the country, and the formation of the trusts. com- 
bines, and monopolies which have areecanss the people; and especially do 
we denounce the unnecessary and burdensome increase in the tax on cotton- 
ties and on tin, so largely used by the poe ene the people. Welike- 
wise denounce the iniq us force whose purpose is to establish 
a second period of reconstruction in the Southern States, to subvert the lib- 
erties of our ae and inflame anew race antagonism and sectional ani- 
mosities. And we denounce the action of Speaker REED and his 
abettors, who have changed the ral House of tatives from a 
deliberative body into a machine to register the will of a few partisan lead- 


ers. 
Resolved, That we demand financial reform, and the enactment of laws 


that will remove the burdens cf the people, relieve the agricultural 
depression, and do full and ample justice to the Seataee und tocotene in our 


country. 
Resolved, That the Democracy of North Carolina take a.just pride in the 
able and patriotic courss of their Senators and Representatives in — 
touching the great public questions that have been before them for ion, 
and especially do we appreciate the great ability and zeal of Senator VANCE 
in the protracted contest on the tariff question, which reflect honor and 
credit alike on him and the State of North Carolina; aha 
mend his re@lection to the United States Senate by the next Assem- 
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bly of North Carolina; and we commend the wise and satisfactory adminis- 
tration of our State affairs. 

Whereas the education of the people is essential not cols to individual 
neppiness and prosperity but also to the maintenance of civil and religious 
rty: ° 


Resolved, That the next General aaoemniiy of North Carolina be requested 
to increase the fund for the maintenance of public schools. 

Resolved further, That we demand the abolition of national-bank, and the 
substitution of legal-vtender Treasury notes in lieu of national-bank notes, 
issued in sufficient volume to do the business of the country on a cash sys- 
tem of regulating the amount needed on a per capita basis as the business 
interests of the country expands. and that all money issued by the Govern- 
ment shall be legal tender in payment of all debts both public and private. 

2, That we demand that Congress shall pass such laws as shall effectually 
prevent the dealing in futures of all agricultural and mechanical pee 
tions; preserving a stringent system of procedure in trials as shall secure 
the prompt conviction, and imposing such penalties as shall secure the most 
perfect compliance with the law. 

3. That we demand the free and unlimited coinage of silver. 

4. That we demand the passage of laws prohibiting the alien ownership of 
land, and that Congress take early steps to devise some plan to obtain all 
lands owned by aliens and foreign syndicates; and all lands now held by 
railroads and other corporations, in excess of such as is actually used and 
| amen vy them, be reclaimed by the Government and held for actual set- 

ers only. 

5. Believing in the doctrine of “ equal rights to all and special privileges 
to none,” we demand that taxation, national or State, shall not be used to 
build up one interest or class at the expense of another. We believe that 
the money of the country should be kept as much as possible in the hands of 
the promt. and hence we demand that all revenue, national, State, or county 
shall be limited to the necessary expenses of the Government economically 
and honestly administered. 

6. That Congress issue a sufficient amount of fractional currency to facil- 
itate the exchange through the medium of the United States mail. 


{From the News and Ubserver of June 8, 1892.] 
PLATFORM. 


Resolved, 1. That the Democracy of North Carolina reaffirms the princi- 
ples of the Democratic party, both State and national, and particularly favor 
the free coinage of silver, and an increase of the currency and the repeal of 
the internal-revenue system. And we denounce the McKinley bill as unjust 
to consumers of the country, and leading to the formation of trusts, com- 
bines, and monopolies which have oppressed the people; and especially do 
we denounce the unnecessary and burdensome increase in the tax on cot- 
ton ties and on tin so largely used by the poorer portion of the people. We 
likewise denounce the iniquitous force bill which is not yet abandoned by 
the Republican party, but is being urged as a measure to beadopted as soon 
as they regain control of the House of Representatives, the purpose and ef- 
fect of which measure will be to establisha second period of reconstruction 
in the Southern States, to subvert the liberties of our people and inflame 
anew race antagonism and sectional animosities. 

2. That we demand financial reform and the enactment of laws that will 
remove the burdens of the people relative to the existing agricultural de- 
— and do full and ample justice to the farmers and laborers in our 
country. 

3. That we demand the abolition of the national banks, and the substitu- 
tion of legal-tender Treasury notes in lieu of national bank notes, issued in 
sufficient volume to do the business of thecountry on a cashsystem of regu- 
lating the amount needed on a per capita basis as the business interests of 
the country expand, and that all money issued by the Government shall be 
lege tender in payment of all debts, both public and private. 

. That we demand that Congress shall pass such laws as shall effectu- 
ally prevent the dealing in futures of all agricultural and mechanical -— 
ductions; preserving a s t system of procedure in trials as shall se- 
cure prompt conviction, and imposing such penalties as shall secure most 
perfect compliance with the law. 

5. That we demand the free and unlimited coin’ of silver. 

6. That we demand the passage of laws prohibiting the alien ownership 
of land, and that Congress take early steps to devise some plan to obtain 
all lands owned by aliens and foreign syndicates; and that all lands now 
held by railrvads and other corporations, in excess of such as is actually 
used and needed by them, be reclaimed by the Government and held for 
or pelle Tore ane trine of 1 rights to all and ial privil 

. ie 6 doc 6 of “equa! all an rivile: 
to none,”’ we demand that taxation, national or State, shail not used to 
build up one interest or class at the expense of another. We believe that 
the money of the country should be kept as much as possible in the hands of 
the People. and hence we demand that all revenue, national, State, or county, 
shall be limited tothe necessary expenses of the Government economically 
and honestly administered. 

8. That Congress issue a sufficient amount of 7 currency to facilitate 
the ex through the medium of the United States mail. 

Resolved, t the General Assembly pass such laws as will make the pub- 
iic school system more effective, that the blessings of education may be ex- 
tended to all the = of the State alike. 

Resolved, That we favor a graduated tax on incomes. 


Mr. SAYERS. I ask now that theamendment of the gentle- 
man from California [Mr. BOWERs] be read. 

Mr. BOWERS of ifornia. Before the amendment is read 
let the Clerk read the pending paragraph. 

The Clerk read the pending paragraph of the bill, as follows: 

For payment of assistants to United States district attorneys cumioyet 
by the Attorney-General toaid district attorneys in special cases, 820,000. 

The amendment proposed by Mr. BowERrs of California was 
read, as follows: 


Add to the poreares the following: 
“ Provided, t of nine amount, or so much thereof as may be neces- 


sary, shall be under the direction of the Attorney-General as com- 
pensation for such yp cemepes ee as he authorize and employ to ap- 
for the United and assist the United States district attorney for 

e of Southern California in the cases now in the United 
States district court at Los es, Cal., wherein the Southern Pacific Rail- 
road Company seeks to set e United States patents issued for certain 
public lands to settlers in Fresno, Tulare, and Kern Counties, in California.” 


Mr. SAYERS. The Chair understands that a point of order 
is reserved upon this amendment. 
The CHA AN. Yes, sir. 


Mr. BOWERS of California. I ask that I may be allowed to 
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address the committee for thirty minutes. That was the un- 
derstanding. I probablyshall not need the whole of that time. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Chairman, I had hoped 
that the committee would accept this amendment. If they had 
done so I should not have detained the House a moment; butas 
they do not, and as the point of order is reserved, I will address 
myself to the merits of the amendment. 1t will be noticed that 
the bill provides that $20,000 shall be appropriated for payment 
of attorneys employed by the Attorney-General, to aid district 
attorneys in special cases. 

This is a lump sum for contingencies that may arise, wherein 
the Attorney-General will need special counsel, as he does more 
or less every year in special cases where the district attorneys 
through the amount of business can notattend toitall. Noone 
can state just whatitis. My amendment, you will! notice, does 
not add a dollar to this appropriation bill. It is absolutely in 
line and in harmony with the section intended to be amended. 
It simply says that here is a contingency that has arisen, and 
the Attorney-General is authorized to expend a part of this 
money set aside for that special purpose in this case. Now, as 
a part of my remarks, I desire to have read by the Clerk a copy 
of a letter from the Commissioner of the General Land Office. 
Before it is read I desire to sayto the committee that this letter 
and other letters that I shall offer here were procured by me 
personally from the Interior Department and the Land Depart- 
ment. lIask the Clerk to read the letter which I have sent to 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., October 24, 1898. 


Srr: I have the honor to acknowledge receipt through reference by the 
First Assistant Secretary of the Interior on October 11, 1893, for report of a 
copy of House joint resolution authorizing and directing the Attorney-Gen- 
eral to opyeee or the settlers in the United States couris inthe cases of the 
Southern Pacific Railroad Company against certain settlers on public lands 
in California, accompanied by a letter from Hon. CASE BRODERICK, asking 
about how much land there is in controversy and such suggestions as in 
— judgment will aid his committee, the Judiciary Committee of the 

ouse, in the ete diag nem of its duty in the matter. 

Assuming that the decision by the judge of the United States district 
court at Los Angeles referred to was that made by Judye Ross, July 24, 1893, 
in thecase of the Southern Pacific Railroad Company against one Juana C. 
Araiza, I have to repeat that said decision held in effect that the indemnity 
withdrawal made under the grant of the Southern Pacific Company was 
stiilin force. The withdrawal generally of indemnity lands under railroad 
— were revoked in 1887 by Secretary Lamar, with the approval of the 

esident, and since that time such lands have been open to settlement and 
entry under the laws of the United States by the first legal applicant, ex- 
cepting those covered by selection or application to select by land-grant 
companies. 

{n cases where selection or application to select were pending it was neces- 
sary to show that the company had no right of selection in the land before 
entry could be allowed, and that rule is still in force. The question, there- 
fore, as to the effect of the order of indemnity revocation by withdrawal! 
of the case of the Southern Pacific Company was not involved in the Araiza 
cases, as the company had applied to select the land in controversy in May, 
188, before the revocation, and its application was rejected by this office and 
the Department upon evidence that said land was covered by a settlers’ 
claim at the time of withdrawal, and was not affected by it. 

For more than six years this office has been disposing of these lands to 
settlers, and if the ruling announced by Judge Ross on the decision afore- 
said is to hold, the hardships to these settlers which will result, as all 
grants to and in the construction of railroads will be affected and millions 
of acres of land will be involved, this office has no hesitation in saying 
that in its opinion it is the plain duty of the Government to defend these 
settlers, and at the same time its own rights against the claim of the rail- 
road companies. 


The President, through the Secretary of the Interior, had no power to 


revoke an executive withdrawal, as was the case of the indemnity with- | . . ‘ . - “ 
| am arguing this matter now on its merits, because no point of 


drawal for the Southern Pacific Company. Authority for the revocation of 
legislative withdrawal of indemnity land will be found in the fourth section 
of the act of September 29, 1890, 26 Stats., 489 and 496. 

The oe transmitted by the First Assistant Secretary are herewith re- 
turne 


Very respectfully, 
Ss. W. LAMOREUX, Commissioner. 
Hon. SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


Mr. BOWERS of Galifornia. Mr.Chairman, Ialso hold in my 
hand a copy of a letter from the honorable Secretary of the In- 
terior, which is as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, December 14, 1898. 
Sir: I am in receipt, through reference from your committee, for report, 
of House resolution “authorizing and directing the Attorney-General to 
appear for the settlers in United States courts in the case of the Southern 
itic Railroad Company vs. Certain Settlers on public lands in Califor- 


It is presumed that this resolution is based on the judgment rendered in the 
district court at Los Angeles, Cal., on July 24 last, in the case of the South- 
ern Pacific Railroad Company es. Juanna C. Araiza, holding, in effect, that 
selection was not nec to the attachment of rights under the grant 
claimed by said company to lands within the immediate limits. 

InA t, 1887, Mr. Secretary Lamar, with the orn of the President, 

all previous existing orders withdrawing demnity lands on ac- 

count of the grant for this and other railroad companies, and all lands 
such limits not covered by pending or approved selections were or- 

dered restored to settlement and entry, after due notice by public adver- 
tisement. this time it has been the uniform ruling LT, this De part- 
ment that, as to the lands within the immediate limits, the question was one 
of diligence between the company ard intending settlers, the land being 
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held subject to settlement and entry, until duly selected in the mannor pre- 
scribed by the regulations of this Department. 

Under these rulings many thousand acres of land within the tndem- 
nity limits, embracing odd-numbered sections, have been disposed of 
under the settlement laws without regard to any claimed rights under the 
grant, no selection having been made of the same prior to the allowance of 
such entries. Should said decision of the court be sustained it would affect 
hundreds of thousands of acres of landsdisposed of under the rulings of the 
Department before recited within the indemnity limits of this and other 
grants made to aid in construction of railroads. 

The lands involved in the Araiza case had been selected by the Commis- 
sioner as early as May, 1885, before the revocation of indemnity withdrawals, 
but she was allowed to completé 7 for the tract on the ground that it 
was shown that this land was excepted from the indemnity withdrawal, and 
that her settlement outdated the company’s selection. These facts do not 
appear in the decision of the case, but the court by deciding the broad ques- 
tion as to the right of the company generally to lanis within its indemnity 
limits has held, in effect, that no rights could be acquired by settlement 
made after said revocation of these withdrawals even though no selection 
had been made prior to the revocation. 

I concur in the opinion of the General Land ONice, as set forth in his re- 
portof October 2, 1893 (copy of which is herewith inclosed), thatitis the plain 
duty of the United States to defend those settlers whose claims have been 
recognized by the United States to lands within the indemnity limits against 
the harassment of the railroad company. I might add, however, that any 
question as to the propriety of the proposed action in the matter of the in- 
tervention of the United States, in the defense of the existing suits, would 
seem to be a matter coming more properly within the province of the duties 
imposed upon the Department of Justice, to which Department the proposed 
resolution might with propriety be referred, this Department having no in- 
formation as to the forces or appropriation at the disposal of said Depart- 
ment or other objections that might arise in carrying out the proposed ac 
tion. 

Very respectfully, 


HOKE SMITH, Secretary. 
Hon. DAVID S. CULBERSON, 
Chairman of the Judiciary Committee 
of the House of Representatives. 


It will be observed that in this letter the Secretary of the In- 
terior says: 

I concur in the opinion of the General Land Office as set forth in his report 
of October 24— 

That is, the letter from Commissioner Lamoreux which has 
just been read. The Secretary of the Interior says that he con- 
curs in that opinion— 
acopy of which is herewith inclosed, that it is the plain dutyof the United 
States to defend those settlers, whose claims have been recognized by the 
United States to lands within the indemnity limits, against the harassment 
of the railroad company. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the question is just this: There are from 
1,200 to 1,500 settlers with families on public lands, or lands that 
were public lands in the State of California, who hold United 
States patents for those lands. The Interior Department has 
been disposing of these lands and issuing United States patents 
for them to settlers for the last six years. The Department is 
issuing patents for those lands to-day. The railroad company 
claims them, and has commenced suit to set aside those patents. 

Those settlers went on to a desert, and they have made a gar- 
den of it. They now ask the United States district attorney to 
appear and defend the right of the United States to sell those 
lands and the continuance of their right to continue to sel! those 
landsand patent them, as they are doing to-day. 

It is known to many, of course, that [ have pending in the 
Judiciary Committee a resolution directing the Attorney-Gen- 
eral to appear in these cases. This amendment of mine does 
notin any manner interfere with that matter. It simply pro- 
vides that if the Attorney-General thinks it necessary—the lan- 


| guage of the amendment is ‘‘so much as may be necessary ’’—to 


employ special counsel in that case; there is an appropriation 
made, of which he may use a part for those very purposes. I 


order can fairly lie against this amendment that I have offered, 
it being strictly in line with the paragraph. 

During the Fifty-second Congress | endeavored repeatedly, in 
every way that I could possibly devise, to bring this matter be- 
fore the House and get an opinion and expression upon it. It 
was impossible for me to doit. [ was ruled out on points of or- 


| der, and [ could not get a vote in this House upon this question. 


| I was told I must go to work in some other way and get it on 





some other bill,and the matter was defeated. I did not know 
how to get to work. 

I say to the chairman of this committee and to the gentlemen 
here that I now have discovered a way in which [ think will 
bring this matter before this House and will test the question 
whether 1,200°or 1,500 American citizens, settled on the public 
landsand holding patents for them granted by the United States, 
have any rights that this House will take cognizance of. That 
is the question that I want to bring before this House, and I only 
wish to get a fair expression on it as to the disposition and be- 


lief of this House. The letters of the Commissioner and the 
Secretary of the Interior show that not only these settlers but 
settiers in other States are in the same condition exactl) 
Now, Mr. Chairman, on page 94 of this bill I find an appro- 
riation of $17,000, a part of which is for furnishing and col- 


ecting evidence whers the United States may be a party in in- 
terest. Well, is not the United States a party in interest in this 
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= The United States Government claims to own this land, 
nd is to-day selling it, is granting patents for it. Is not the 
United States a party in interest? And if the United States At- 
torney-General can, in various other cases, employ assistant at- 
torneys to aid the district attorneys, can he notin this instance? 

I want one thing understood here plainly. I+ has been inti- 
mated to me that because [ have a resolution pencing before the 
committee my motion to amend this bill is not respectful to the 
committee. Now, Mr. Chairman, no committee can justly make 
that charge, nor can any member of the committee make it. I 
want to say to you that the highest duty I conceive I have here, 
after my duty toward my country and its general prosperity, is 
to represent the wishes of the people who sent me here: and I 
esteem it one of my great duties to present to this House the 
wrongs that are now being inflicted upon a large number of 
honest settiers in California. And, whether any committee or 
all the committees may consider this disrespectful, I can not 
help it. There is no disrespect in it. Why, if that were so, 
every amendment offered to any bill upon that basis would be 
disrespectful. ' 

Mr. LOUD. May IL ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Certainly. 

Mr. LOUD. Does the Attorney-General now hold that he has 
no right under the law to appointspecial counsel in these cases? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I understand, Mr. Chairman, 
that the Attorney-General says he has no special authority to 
appear in these cases, and that is the reason I introduced that 
resolution, directing him to appear, and [ have now introduced 
this amendment in order that if that resolution passes, he may 
use a part of this appropriation to pay for assistants in these 
very cases if he finds it necessary. 

Mr. LOUD. Does he hold that he has no legal right to ap- 

ear? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I understand he held that he did 
not have any right, but is there a law forbidding him? 

Mr. LOUD. Isimply wanted to bring that out. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I do not know that there is any 
statute compeliing or directing the Attorney-General to appear 
in these cases, or in cases where United States patents to land 
are questioned; but I knowin other cases he does appear, where 
the right of the United States is questioned. I do not know by 
what law h. is allowed to appear when an Indian's rights to land 
i. threatened: bat this House passed an appropriation paying 
for tvro lawyers at Los Angeles for defending ne in when their 
titles to land were questioned. Is nota white man as good as 
an Indian? 

Mr. LOUD. You do not compare white men to Indians, do 
you? 

Mr, BOWERS of California. Well, no; notexactly. If these 

vople were Ladians,. -~rould not have to appear before this 
Tiouse. They would get their ay and an appropriation of 
$70,009 for farmers to teach them how to farm. You know that 
“hey ave Ou'y white American citizens and have no rights this 
Jongress js beund to respe:-t. 

Nov, i¢ itu fact that the Attorney-Gene... is prohibited by 
.aw ‘ce . appearing in these cases, where American citizens have 

op* 0 public iands, complied with the .w, obtained patents 
ssue . thom by the United States? And is it possible that 
shen those patents are questioned, the great law officer of this 
country has no right toappea:? He may appear in patent cases. 
Fe may av ear for any corporation, railroad, or anything else, 
except for tliase settlers, 

Wore is there «ny sush law prohibiting him? Show it to 
me. i want to introduce a bill before I go home to-day to re- 
ne such an infamous law, if there isone. It seems inconceiva- 

le to me, Mr. Chairn.an, that the represeniatives of the people 
of the United States can refuse this amendment or authoriza- 
tion in this matter, for those settlers. 

The matter was also referred to the Attorney-General. Here 
is his reply: . 


Sire: Ihave the honor to acknowledge the receipt of yours of the 9th in- 


a. 

t will be practicable for the Department to comply with the resolution 
as amended, that is, by directing the United States attorney for the south- 
= district of California to take charge of the cases on behalf of the settlers 

by the employment of special counsel for that purpose. 

As you ask me for s as to the form or substance of the resolu- 
on, [ have taken the liberty of making those which appearon the original 
interlineations in lead pencil. Lest you might have some difficulty in 
— them out, I ipclose a typewritten copy of the 
red. 
Respectfully yours, 


resolution as thus 
RICHARD OLNEY, 
Attorney-General. 
Hon. Cast BRODERICK, 
louse Judiciary Committee, House of Representatives. 


You see, gentlemen, thai it is your plain duty todo . 


this. 
have had read the letter of the Commissioner of the General 
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Land Office, saying that it will be an outrage if you do not do it. 
I have called attention also to the letter of the Attorney-Gene; 
ral of the United States, saying that it is practicable, that he 
can do it, and sending a draft of an amendment making that 
resolution stronger. The resolutionsuggested by the Attorney- 
General is as follows: 

Joint resolution providing for the assumption by the United States of thede- 


fense of the settlers in the United States courts in the case of the Southern 
Pacific Railroad Company vs. Certain Settlers on public lands in California. 


Wherevs the Southern Pacific Railroad Company has begun an action at 
law in the United States courts to disposses a large number of settlers on 
public lands in California of their farms and homes; and 

Whereas said settlers entered on said lands and made entries thereof in 
accordance With the laws of the United States, and many of them hold United 
States patents for said lands; and 

Whereas the judge of the United States court at Los Angeles, Cal., has 
rendered a decision in said action by which said settlers, who in good faith 
purchased of the United States said lands, paying the price fixed by law for 
the same, relying upon the integrity of the Government, and believing, as 
they hada right to bellove, that said lands were a part of the public domain 
as claimed by the Government, are in danger of losing their homes; and 

Whereas the said settlers are about to appeal from the decision of the dis- 
trict Judge to the United States court of appeals: Therefore be it 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the United States will assume the de- 
fense of the settlers in said cases, and that the Attorney-General of the 
United States, by the United States attorney for the southern district of 
California, or by counsel specially appointed, is hereby authorized and 
directed to appear for said settlers in said cases and to do all acts and 
things necessary and proper to defend the titles of said settlers under pat- 
ents of laws of the United States. 

I appeal to the gentleman. I would like to have somebody 
who is going to object to this amendment explain why he ob- 
jects; and why, of all men, the settlers upon the public lands 
shall not have assistance from the law officers of the Govern- 
ment? 

Mr. Chairman, you know that it is the common people, the 
settlers, the American citizens, who have made thiscountry what 
itis. These men have gone onto these desert lands and made 
homes there; have done all the work of opening lands which 
were not worth 5 cents an acre without their labor and enter- 
prise. Ifthese people can not be defended, if they have no rights, 
and if they can not appeal to the Attorney-General, the law offi- 
cer of the Government, I do not think we have any use for an 
Attorney-General or law officer of this Government. [Applause.] 

But your rich corporations can have all the assistance they 

require. Thecorporations can come in here and have, itseems, 
all they desire; but the common people have norights here, and 
the law is made to operate against them. Why, you gentlemen 
of the Democratic party go on the stump and present the claims 
of your party as being the friends of the common people, the 
workingmen, and particularly the farmers; but when they come 
and only ask justice you tell them to go to the devil, that they 
have no rights in this Government. 
. I want to bring this matter up in such a manner that we shall 
have a vote upon it for the first time, because I believe the 
chairman can see that there is no point of order that can lie 
against this amendment. It does not increase the appropria- 
tions, and there is no new legislation in it. It is exactly in 
order, and all I ask now of members here is that I may have a 
vote, yes or no; are you in favor of the rights of the people, the 
common people, onthe public lands, or are you against them, 
and shall we sit here and legislate for the benefit of the great 
cities, for corporations, and for Wall street? Whydo you avoid 
this matter, and — this question? 

Mr. CULBERSON. ecg it is proper for me to state, in 
reply to the gentleman from California—— 

Ir. BOWERS of California. [reserve the balanceof my time. 

Mr.SAYERS. The gentleman has no time to reserve, Mr. 
Chairman, when he ceases to address the House. ; 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I had ten minutes, I think. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Lsay it is perhaps proper for me to ob- 
serve that a resolution was offered by the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, of which 
I have the honor to bbamember. That resolution has been dis- 
cussed before the committee on several occasions, and we have 
about, as I think, come to the conclusion that the passage of the 
resolution introduced by the gentleman from California would 
establish a very hurtful precedent. ; : 

I think the committee are of the opinion that a resolution 
should be adopted which would authorize the Attorney-General 
to make an employment in one of these cases and test the ques- 
tion involved. It will be understood, Mr. Chairman, that the 
questions involved in these cases are precisely the same. It 
seems that this land was granted to the Southern Pacific Rail- 
read years and yearsago. After that the authorities of the In- 
terior Department, or the Secretary of the Interior rather, con- 
cluded that this land grant had lapsed, and that it did not cover 
this section of country in which these controversies have risen. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Will the gentleman allow me 
there? 
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Mr. CULBERSON. Pardon me just now. I will answerany | Mr. CULBERSON. Dol understand you to say that the rail- 


questions after awhile. Accordingly this land was opened to 
settlement, and the number of people who settled upon this land 
is somewhere about 1,200 or 1,500. Subsequently a suit had 
been instituted in the United States circuit court for the dis- 
trict of California and has been determined adversely to the 
claimants in that case. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I beg the gentleman's pardon, 
if he will allow me the time. He is mistaken. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Very well. 


sustained the demurrer, and the defendant refused to plead over, 
und the case was appealed to the circuit court, at least, for that 
circuit, and it is now in that circuit pending as an appeal from 


the decision of the court below upon the demurrer, the defend- | 


ant refusing to answer over. Now, the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from California was to authorize the Attorney-General 
to employ counsel in all of these cases, when the employment 
of counsel! in one of these cases would have been entirely suffi- 
cient. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Thatisall Iwant. All lawyers 
know that the settlement of one case settles all the remainder 
of like kind. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The amendment is notsodrawn. And, 
so far as I am individually concerned, I do not believe that there 
is any obligation on the Government to defend this title what- 
ever. Of course patent is issued, and if the suit is determined 


adversely to the settler in the court of last resort, the Govern- | 


ment ought to pay back the money with interest upon it. That 
is what | think. Now, I understand this resolution here pro- 
vides that of the $20,000 proposed to be appropriated in this bill 
$5,000is to be set apartto pay the attorney who may be employed 
in this case. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. If the Attorney-General finds 
it necessary. None of it may be necessary. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Now, Mr. Chairman, the Attorney- 
General has already estimated that it will be necessary for Con- 
gress to appropriate $20,000 to enable him to employ special 
attorneys to aid the district attorneys throughout the United 
States; so if you cut from that $5,000 for this special purpose, 
then, of course, you create a deficiency which would have to be 
accounted for hereafter; and besides, Mr. Chairman, the gentle- 
man says he knows no reason why the Attorney-General should 
not employ counsel to appear in these cases. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I do not know that it is neces- 
sary. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The gentleman ought to know that un- 
less there is in some law which specially authorizes the Attor- 
ney-General to appear ina case, he can not do it unless the 
United States be a party to the suit. If the United States were 
a party to this suit, then it would be the duty of the Attorney- 
General to direct the district attorney to appear and make de- 
fense; but this isa suit of the Southern Pacific Railroad Com- 

y against the citizens. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. This is really the case of the 
United States. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The United States is not a party to it. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. But it affects all the same class 
of lands they now claim, and are selling to-day. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The United States gave patents to the 
land. This is not an application to pay back this money to the 
settlers on it, and there can not be such aclaim until the fact is 
shown that thes hve !ust the land by the judgment of the court 
of last resort. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I hope the gentleman will al- 
low me a minute before he gets through, so that I may correct 
his statement with reference to these cases. Thatcase was tried 
onademurrer. That demurrer was overruled. They were al- 
lowed to file a new one, and the new trial has been held in this 
case at the court of Los Angeles, and the decision has not been 
rendered. It has gone no farther; but which ever way it goes 
the case will go to the Supreme Court of the United States. 
Just one word further. I know that the gentleman from Texas 
wants to give the whole truth. 

This is not land-grant land except that they are lieu lands, 
They are on the ten-mile indemnity limits for lands that were 
found to be mineral; and they were taken as lieu lands, and the 
—— have been on them for ten, fifteen, and twenty years. 

hey were opened equally to railroad selection and the citizens; 
and your Department holds them so to-day. Now, on the ques- 
tion as to whether the United States is a party to this suit. 
They are claiming that land to-day, and they are selling that 
land to-day, and granting patents for it. 
- CULBERSON. Who is? 
tr. BOWERS of California. The United States; the Interior 
Department. 


[ understand that the trial | 
in the court below was determined upon ademurrer. The court | 








road company has no claim to this land? 
Mr. BOWERS of California. Only to the extent that they 


might have been selected by the railroad company in the ten- 
mile limit of lieu lands in place of sections in the original grant 


found to be mineral lands, but the company did not make these 
selections until after they were occupied by settlers. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Are the railroads possessed of any c!aim 
to the lands unless suit is brought simply to have the authority 
or the foundation for any claim? 


Mr. BOWERS of California. They have no authority there. 


This land was thrown open to settlement through the orders of 
the Department. 
Mr. SAYERS. I would like to ask my colleague a question. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like the atiention of the 
gentleman from Texas. The Chair was inclined to the opinion 


tincluded within 
of order on an pro- 


that this amendment was germane, and was n 
the limitations which would make it out 
priation bill; but that might depend, perhaps, upon the question 
as to whetheror not the Attorney-General of the United States 
is authorized by law to employ counse! in any particular case 

Mr. CULBERSON. He isauthorized toemploy special coun- 
sei to assist the Attorney-General in certain cases. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘That isjust the question. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Butit will be observed this is a case in 
which the Government of the United States is not a party, and 
therefore the Attorney-General says he has no authority to ap- 
pear. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman willallow the Chair to in- 
quire where is the law that authorizes the Attorney-General to 
employ counsel? Does this amendment limit his authority in 
that respect? 

Mr. LANE. If I correctly remember, the provision of law 
will be found in section 362 of the Revised Statutes. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I wish to call the attention of the gentle- 
man from Texas |Mr. CULBERSON| to the fact that in a case in 
the State of Iowa, in which the circumstances were very similar 
to those here, the Fifty-first Congress authorized an appropria- 
tion to enable the Attorney-General to employ special counsel 
to appear in the case. That was the case of settlers on the Des 
Moines River lands, the question involved being very similar 
to that involved here. 

Mr. CULBERSON. That confirms exactly what I say—that 
the Attorney-General without special law has no authority todo 
anything of this kind. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the section which has 
been referred to by the gentleman from Illinois |Mr. LANs}. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Snc. 362. The Attorney-General shall exercise general superintendence 
and cirection over the attorneys and marshals of all the districts in the 
United States and the Territories as to the manner of discharging their re 
spectiveduties; and the several district attorneys and marshalsare required 
to report to the Attorney-General an account of their official proceedings, 
and of the state and condition of their respective offices, in such time and 
manner as the Attorney-General may direct 

Mr. CULBERSON. There is a provision of law authorizing 
and directing the President to haveappearance made in all cases 
in which the Government of the United States is a party 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair would like to see that provision 
of the statute. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I will look it up. 

Mr. LANE. The Attorney-General himself holds that he hag 
no authority to appear in these cases. This amendment itself 
confesses the fact. The gentleman who advocates the amend- 
ment concedes the fact in his argument. Now, if there is noau- 
thority for the employment of counsel without the adoption of 
this amendment, then it changes existing law; there is no doubt 
about that. 

The CHAIRMAN. If whatthe gentleman assumes to be true 
is a fact, his position is correct; but is that the case? 

Mr. LANE. That isthe confessionhere. Let us see how this 
matter comes here. The Government many years ago patented 
these lands to the railroad company; afterward it patented the 
same.lands to these private parties. Now, what does the patent 
in the latter case ameunt to? It is an absolute nullity. And 
when the Government makes a patent to a party it does not 
give a warranty that it will defend the title of the grantee in 
the patent. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Butthe Government claims the 
rest of these lands, and is selling them to-day. 

Mr. LANE. Iam talking about the lands to which these par- 
ties lay claim. The Government gave patents to these 1,500 peo- 

le. the Government owned the land the patent is valid: if 
it did not, it isa nullity. The Governmentdoes not warrant the 
title of the grantee in such cases. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Suppose the Government of the 
States comes in and asserts title to the land? 


United 
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Mr. BOWERS of California. That is just what it does. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. In thatcase does not the law authorize the 
Department of Justice to begin action to establish the title of 
the Government? Can not that be done without any change of 
the law at all? 

Mr. LANE. Certainly, in such a case as the gentleman sup- 
poses; but the Government does not claim this land at all. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I understand from my friend from Cali- 
fornia that the Government now asserts title to this land. 

Mr. LANE. No, sir. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. That is exactly what it does. 

Mr. LANE. The railroad company claiming these lands filed 
an action of ejectment, alleging in their declaration that they 
were the owners of the land. ‘that is what the record shows. 
These parties who had settled upon the lands came in and filed 
a demurrer; and on that demurrer the court rendered judg- 
ment to the effect that the railroad company owned the lands. 

Now, there is not money enough in the world to defeat a judg- 
ment of that kind. These parties, by refusing to plead the gen- 
eral issue, by failing to deny the state of facts alleged in the dec- 
laration, and by uilowing the suit to go to judgment upon the 
demurrer, practically confessed that the railroad company 
owned the oaiia: Now, the gentleman from California wants 
this Government to intervene in behalf of these parties and de- 
fend 1,500 lawsuits. The Government has no right to defend a 
suit against a citizen. If the Government is going to defend 
these people, then it must make defense in all similar cases. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Does the gentleman hold that the Govern- 
ment, having issued a patent to a citizen fer a tract of land, is 
entirely discharged from all liability, equitable or legal, to de- 
fend the title of the grantee? 

Mr. LANE. I say that if the patent is void the whole thing 
is void. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. But ought not the Government to interest 
itself to establish the validity of its own conveyance? 

Mr. LANE. Ido not see how the Government can acknowl- 
edge such an obligation in this case when it does not acknowl- 
edge it in others. In issuing its patent it does not guarantee 
tit.e. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair intimated an impression afew 
moments ago that this amendment might be in order as a con- 
dition or limitation upon the appropriation embraced in the bill. 
On further examination, however, the Chair finds that the amend- 
ment proposes to change an existing law—section 363 of the 
Revised Statutes, which authorizes the Attorney-General, ‘‘when- 
ever in his opinion the public interests may require it, to employ 
and retain in the name of the United States such attorneys 
as he may think necessary to assist the district attorneys in the 
discharge of their duties.”” Thisamendment proposes to author- 
ize the Attorney-General to employ special counsel to defend 
certain cases pending between private individuals in the State 
of California. As this would give to the Attorney-General power 
which he has not now under general law, the amendment would 
evidently be a change of existing law; and therefore the point 
of order is sustained. 

Mr. SAYERS. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to, 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. LESTER reported that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union had had under con- 
sideration the bill (H.R. 5575) making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1895, and for other purposes, and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. EDMUNDS, for ten days, on accountof sickness. 

To Mr. Biack of Ilindis, for ten days from the 28th instant, 
on sccount of important business. 


BADGE OF ARMY AND NAVY UNION. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE, I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of a F soy resolution, which I think will oc- 
cupy buta minute. It does not involve any expenditure what- 
ever. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 123) ae the weaving of the distinctive 


badge adopted by the Regular Army and Navy Union upon all occasions 

of ceremony. 

Resoived by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress ass . That the distinctive badge adopted by the 
Regular Army and Navy Union of the United States may be worn, in their 
own right, upon all occasions of ceremony by officers and enlisted men of 
fe Army and Navy of the United States who are members of said organi- 
vation. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution just read? 


ma HOPKINS of Illinois. I should like to hear the report 
read. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. There is no written report, though the 
Committee on Military Affairs considered this measure and au- 
thorized a report. This organization, the Regular Army and 
Navy Union, is composed of officers and enlisted men of the Reg- 
ular Army and Navy. Its purpose is to assist in preserving 
order and discipline and also to promote social relations. In ad- 
dition :to that, it is charitable in its operations. Jt buries the 
dead members of the association and takes care of their depend- 
ent relatives. It resembles in its general character and work 
the Grand Army; but it is composed, as I have said, of officers 
and enlisted men of the Army and Navy. 

Mr. LOUD. What is its badge? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, Well, it has a button and a badge some- 
what similar to that of the Grand Army; but the resemblance is 
= close enough to cause anyone to mistake the one for the 
other. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the joint resolution. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I desire to move an amendment, which 
has been agreed to by the committee, to insert before the word 
‘**occasions,” in line 5, the word ‘ public.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution as amended was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motionof Mr. OU’'HWAITE, a motion to reconsider the 
last vots was laid on the table. 


THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE WILLIAM H. ENOCHS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. OUTHWAITE). The Clerk 
will report the special order. 

The Clerk read as follows: ' 

Resolved, That Saturday, the !7th day of March, from 2 o’clock in the af- 


ternoon, be set apart for the purpose of paying eulogies to the late Hon. 
W. H. Enochs. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I call for the reading of the resolutions. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House has heard with sincere regret the announcement 
of = : death of Hon. William H. Enochs, late a Representative from the State 
of Ohio. 

Resolved, That the business of the House be suspended in order that the 
public services and private character of the deceased be thoroughly com- 
memorated. 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be directed to 
communicate these resolutions to the Senate, and send a duly attested copy 
to the widow of the deceased. 

Resolved, That at the conclusion of these services the House, as a further 
mark of respect, do adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the adoption 
of the resolutions. 


The resolutions were agreed to. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, William H. Enochs was 
born in Noble County, Ohio, March 29, 1842, and died in the city 
of Ironton, his home,on Thursday morning, the 13th day of July, 
1893. 

Of his parents I knew but little, and that only by common re- 
port. They were people in moderate or possibly poor circum- 
stances, and the boy was compelled to work on the farm in aid 
of his father and to secure a living for himself. The fatherand 
mother of Enochs are said to have been persons possessing more 
than ordinary strength of character. They were of pious minds 
and very industrious and upright people. 

Young Enochs made good headway in the schools which he 
attended, being for the early years of his student life simply the 
common schools of Lawrence County, Ohio, to which section his 
parents had removed. He taught school and with the proceeds 
of that employment attended the Ohio University at Athens, at 
my home. The impression he made upon the people of my town 
and upon the faculty of the college was that Enochs was a hand- 
some, well-behaved, ambitious young man with country man- 
ners and country tendencies. His deportment as a student was 
such as to challenge the approval of the professors, and he made 
an impression upon the people of the town which made them 
ever afterwards his friends. 

It can hardly be said of him that he manifested distinguishing 
traits of character, but he did manifest satisfactory traits of char- 
acter. He was manly, upright, industrious, courageous, and 
conformed to the rules of the college and the customs of the 
town to the entire satisfaction of his friends. 

Young Enochs was a student at the Ohio University in the 
spring of 1861,when the war broke out. In giving his early experi- 
ence he was in the habit of saying that when the war began he 
followed the first fife and drum that came along. The notes of 
that fife and drum are still sounding in my memory. It was on 
the evening of the Sunday following the attack upon Fort Sum- 
ter that the first meeting to express the opinion of that college 
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town upon the great subject of rebellion and war was held in the He was a candidate for Congress in 1888, but failed to receiva 


town of Athens, and young Enochs wasthere. I still remember 


_the glow on his face and the light in his eye as the news from 


Washington was read and resolutions to contribute men and 
money were adopted. 

Very shortly afterwards he enlisted in the Twenty-second Ohio 
Volunteers for three months. Thatregiment, like many others 
from Ohio, was organized under the Seward theory of a sixty- 
days’ termination of the war, but long before the end of the 
sixty days it was plainly visible to the intelligent eye that we 
had embarked in a war of years, and the young soldier re“n- 
listed at Ceredo, W. Va., in the Fifth West Virginia Volun- 
teers, in Company K. 

He had seen three months’ service. He was mer formed and a 
soldierly looking young man, and it has been well said of him 
that he was a boy‘in blue all over. 

As asoldier he was a dashing soldier. I never heard that he 
made plans of action, but I have heard that he always acted. He 
became a lieutenant in December, 1861, and on April 19, 1862, he 
was promoted to captain of Company E, and on August 17, 1863, 
he became lieutenant-colonel, which rank he held until Decem- 
ber 19, 1864, when he was promoted to colonel of the First West 
Virginia Regiment, into which the Fifth and Ninth had been 
consolidated. This position he held until the close of the war, 
and after the war Col. Enochs was brevetted brigadier-general 
in honor of his honorable services on the field. 

The regiments with which Gen. Enochs served performed sub- 
stantial and valuable military services. They were in the promi- 
nent battles of Cross Keys, Bull Run, Winchester, Opequon, 
Cloud Mountain, Lynchburg, Cedar Creek, and Fisher Hill. 

I think it can be said of him as a soldier that he was a good 
fighter. With all the vicissitudes of politics and personal mat- 
ters I never heard a word of detraction in regard to the military 
record of this gallant man. His characteristics as a soldier, in 
addition to those to which I have already alluded, was a special 
adaptation toskirmish fighting. He had a way of getting alittle 
further out than the average man on the skirmish line and as- 
certaining a little more about the enemy’s position than the 
average man. ° 

He was an uneducated, untrained, and undisciplined Phil 
Sheridan. He had all the ardor of that great leader, all the 

ush, all the courage, all the patriotic devotion. He was lack- 
, of course, as we all were, in skill, in training, and in the- 
ories, 

The soldier of 1861 was the ideal soldier of the war. Onmore 
than one occasion I have done, in my way, and with my ability, 
full justice to the men of all ranks, and all terms of service who 
did what they could to put down the rebellion, and I have not 
drawn lines of demarkation between the three-years man and 
the four-years man, and any other man who did honorable serv- 
ice. Butafter all, there is to my mind a special halo around 
the menof 1861. There is something in the men who heard the 
gun of Fort Sumter in all its enormous reverberations and ap- 
preciated in some measure the terrible importance of that awful 
shock and hastened with all proper speed and promptne3s, anx- 
ious to accept the gage of war and meet the shock of battle. 

It was the soldier of 1861 who did not measure consequences 
or weigh results. His country was assailed and he knew it, and 
that was all he wanted to know. He did not inquire the rate of 
compensation or the amount of pension he was to receive. He 
never thought of it. He looked about him to make some ar- 
rangements for those who depended upon him, shouldered his 
musket as the men of Lexington and Concorc shouldered theirs, 
and marched with a purpose and determination as heroic as was 
the sacrifices of the men at Valley Forge and Yorktown. 

Such a man was William H. Enochs. Full honor for services 
in the field will always be awarded his memory by his comrades 
of the war and by the people who knew him. 

He studied law after the war, and graduated at the Cincinnati 
law school in 1866. He began the practice of law in West Vir- 
gas. but after about a year he removed to Ironton, where he 

ived the remainder of his life. 

In the latter years of his law pract'ce he devoted much time 
to railroad practice and in that connection was an industrious, 
energetic, enterprising, and ambitious lawyer. 

He was elected to the Legislature of Ohio in 1869 and served 
a single term, and voluntarily withdrew from politics for the 
time being. 

As a lawyer little need be said beyond the fact that he was in- 
dustrious, persevering, and ambitious. He stood well at the bar, 
and in the lines of his profession which he pursued he was suc- 
cessful. As a citizen he was an aggressive friend of Ironton and 
the section in which he lived. 

He had intelligent views on business affairs, and as he had 
been in the war so he was in , ou the skirmish line of en- 
verprise and business aggression. 


| the nomination, but in 1890, after one of the most exciting strug- 
| gles ever known in that section of Ohio, he was nominated for 
Congressman. The district had been newly formed. It con- 
sisted of the counties of Athens and Meigs, Gailia, Lawrence, 
and Scioto. Three of the counties had come from the old 
Eleventh district and two from the Fifteenth district, and had 
been thrown together in the new Twelfth district. 

As thus constituted the new district had two members of Con- 
gress, both of whom were candidates, and both of whom were 
supported, with great pertinacity by the delegations from two 
counties, but the layed and untiring support given to Gen. 
Enochs by his own county of Lawrence carried the day for him, 
and he was nominated, and although he had received the nom- 
ination at the end of an unparalleled struggle, which lasted five 
days, in two different conventions, an adjournment having been 
taken from one city to another and a period of two months hav- 
ing intervened—so satisfactory was his nomination that no man 


ever received a more loyal support than he received in all the 
counties of the district and by all the men of his party every- 
where. 


Of his services connected with the Fifty-second Congress, 
others will speak. Those who served witb him in this Hall can 
best describe his character in Congress. 

Of him it can be truthfully said that he was careful and con- 
siderate of and attentive to the wants of his district. He was 
a faithful representative of local interests and made warm friends 
among the members of Congress, and received the approval of a 
newconstituency inaCongressional district which was practically 
that in which he had long lived, by being renominated by accla- 
mation and elected by an overwhelming majority to the Fifty- 
third Congress, but before that body assembled the messenger 
came and the soul of this gallant and distinguished soldier and 
faithful citizen was removed from earth to join the great major- 
ity of his comrades of the war on the other shore. 


On FPame's eternal camping ground 
Their silent tents are spread, 

And glory guards with solemn round 
The bivouac of the dead. 


Mr. Speaker, [ feel that I can not better discharge my duty to 
my dead colleague in this behalf thau to incorporate in my re- 
marks the eloquent and beautifu! address of Rev. W. B. Marsh, 
delivered at the funeral of Mr. Enochs: 


COMRADES: To-day Ohio mourns a hervic and devoted son, a man whose 
career recorded would furnish a part of the vital history of our common- 
wealth and nation, and whose character had elements worthy of painstak- 
ing analysis. 

l regret that the brevity enforced by this mournful occasion will permit 
so little liberty on my part in this direction. 

Itis perhaps fitting that be who lived so modestly and carried himself as 

a son of the people and a brother and comrade of every man should be laid 
away with simplest obsequies; public, only because the public know that 
they are always at home on the grounds and in the home of Gen. Enochs, 
This great assembly has convened spontaneously to swell the one sad ac- 
claim of family friends and old comrades in arms. 
( Our distinguished friends from abroad, representing both commonwealth 
and nation. are here in discharge of no mere perfunctory duty, but to blend 
their testimony with ours that we have lost not only a great citizen, but a 
friend and a brother. 

The impressive lessons that always find their way to honest hearts con- 
cerning life and immortality have been abundantly suggested and have found 
expression in the more impressive la:guage of song and prayer and of holy 
Scripture. No long exhortations can deepen or enhance what is borne in 
upon our souls so solemnly and affectingly. The spirit of Duty stands at 
the head of the bier and the spirit of Love at its foot, and they point usto the 
noble dead as one worthy to be a leader still along the path of a devoted and 
patriotic life. 

The elder ages were distinguished by contrasting extremes of human 
character and destiny. God seemed not to care except for mighty men, and 
to use mankind as but a base soil out of which to grow heroes. Wehavenow 
entered a new age, a second act in this drama of the divine purposes. Now 
the word has gone forth from the throne to “ make a highway for the peo- 

le.” “Every mountain now shall be made low, and every valley shall 

»e exalted,’ not to secure the level of mediocrity, but the grade of the 
sublime. 

God purposed and purposes to make all men his people and to make all 
his people prophets. He planned of old through the hero as an individua) 
to raise up a race of men of heroic mould. I eschew purposely the cant 
phrases of a socialism that is ignorant and pretentious, and that seeks prog- 
| ress by debasing high things rather than by a great continental elevation 
| But the era has dawned and is now crescent whose commanding purpose is 
pd — of society, of man as an order, rather than of man as an in 
a ual. 

It is now often said by the frowning pessimist that the day of great men 


EE 


is passed; that our age has not and can not produce the hero; that in poli- 
tics, and in literature, and in art, and in religion excellence is no longer at- 
tainable. 


“Great is mediocrity,” seems to their ears the watchword of the nine- 
teenth century democracy. But these men misinterpret the method of the 
divine progress and evolution. 

The supreme care for many ages did indeed seem expended to produce a 
few men worthy of being called after God's name. Single personalities 
looming up in the midst of a low level of degraded humanity. men superem 
inent quite as much by reason of the depression of their surroundings as by 
their celestial altitude. 

But thus God has sought to secure first the piers of the great bridge, after- 
wards tocast athwart the chasm the mightycable. Joshua and David, Hez 
ekiah and Ezra are buttresses of the King’s highway, Enoch and Moses and 
Elijah are Gibral ar fortresses,at once frowning over and protecting the 
low-lying plains and exposed seas of humanity. 
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But God seeks now quite other things. And with this change or maturity 
of plan arisosa new exigency. Thequalitiesnow tocrown thesuperior man 
are quite different. He must still be brave and lovingand honest of purpose 
and self-devoted. 

But now he must partake of the new spirit of a divine social democracy. 

ow, the question is not how elevated a man is in his separate personality, 

t how well doos he fill his pa in the social organism. 

His very success In this will serve to hide from the undiscerning the su- 
perd quality of his infinence. The great man to-day, to fulfill God’s present 

urpose, must bo Like leavenendowed with mighty but secretly working pow- 

3 of human sympathies, not a measuring rod to show people how small 
they are beside the Colossnua, 


The inost conspicuous zift of the men of the new age is a certain spirit of 
human brotherlinesas—comraderie, Thesolemn obeisance, the prostration of 
the body, the stately inciination of the proud head, the formal salute, may 
indicates respect or official subserviency or recognition of social equality. 


But tho grasp of the hand through which ptlsates the blood of a warm heart, 
the beaming eye which tells of sympathy and interest and common rights 
this is the symbol of comradeship. 

There isaygiftinit. You can not impart it or imitate it. It is more than 
an art—it is a mystery—how an honest, cordial man, feeling himself as in 
the same boat of destiny with you, and glad of it, can impart somewhat of 
his very soul to youin the way he grasps your hand. There are political 
handshakings and ministerial handshakings, but they are as far removed 
from that of which [ speak as society kisses are from the kiss a mother 
presses upon her baby’s lips. 

Gen. Enochs had this rare gift of deep and honest cordiality. To shake 
hands with him was an acquaintance. throbof human brotherliness came 
across that bridge. He did not need to say that he liked you or wanted to 

eip you. He made no professions of extraordinary friendship, but felt 

imself that he was your comrade and ready to share anything that he had, 
good gifts or perilous service. 

Social peers have a great deal to say about equality. The word 
and the thought are poisoned with the leaven of selfishness. 

There are two forms of greed, that which by night and oppertunity ap- 

opriates all it can get—this is the greed of the pen and the sty. The other 
Bike greed that scans your neighbor's plate or in famine weighs out his 
rations; a greed too weak to rob computes relative advantages and offsets 
even the gifts of friendship. This is civilized greed, but greed it is still. 
The doctrine of secial equality is selfishness armed with yardstick and scis- 
sors, butcher knife and scales. 

High above this goddess of the Paris commune the spirit of comradeship 
sits cloud-eathroned. 

Comradeship consists with largest @ivergenve of gift and possession. 
Your superior officer, your commander, may be your comrade. If more 
bighiy endowed, if more highly favored, he says by look and action, ‘‘ Take 
What you need; ask what you will; let me help you if! can.” 

The grandest comradeship of the ages was that of Jesus with his chosen 
twelve. 

May the time never come when we shall have a mechanical, mathemati- 
caloquality. But may the day be hastened when the rich and the poor, the 
highly endowed and the ignorant, the strong and the weak, shall be able to 

asp hands. saying, more than “‘we are equals,” more éven than “we are 
Feethren.” better, “we are comrades." 

We bear to his grave to-day a man worthy of superior honor. He won his 
Place not by home influence, not by advantages of birth and inherited 
Wealth, not by political intrigue nor by favor in high places, but by sheer 
force of innate manhood. 

Gen. Enochs, transplanted to other ages, would have won his way to the 
front, and might have the deceptive luster which now in our eyes 
irradiates the = men of the elder s. But the glory of our fri is 
that he was true ht of this dawni of human brotherhoods. 

He was alive with the ver, —_ of age. His sword was tip with 
divine fire from off Liberty's altar, and he was baptized in the ng flood 
of that great sea which is ere long to wipe human wrong. 

We honor him for attainments and for ements in camp and field 
and legisiative halls. But most of all do we honor and hail the memory of 
one who never for a moment ee he was one of the people, not ashamed 
to be our brother and our comrade. 

This quality gives impress to the style of iotism of this new 

I greatly honor the name of ame as! ton. Inthe ranks of heroes 
he stands preéminent; but from his cradle ‘he was inswuructed to think of 
himself as a superior being, quite above the roe level of ordinary citi- 
genship. His love of coun’ was passionate, his sel{f-devotion was perfect. 
but always self-conscious, was a.ways the air, ‘see how 
dignified and great I am, and yet how aussceuwetiy Leave wt ali for love of 
country." In this, in a degree, Clay and Webster were like their great pro- 
totype. Undoubted ots and brave men, but possessed some- 
what of the spirit of aiser William the Third, his people trusthim 
as he trusts God. A hero of this type poses—attitudinizes. 

Our age has made an advance, not a retrograde, in produ men like 
Sheridan and Hayes and Enochs, who rode at the head of their columns 
and said not “boys goin,” but “‘boyscomeon." I have read history, all I 
could get my hands on. My boyhood was thrilled with fancies from the 


Dioody scenes of ancient heroism. But never in all the history of the race. 


have men fought with the abandon of uncalculating bravery as up and down 
the marches of the Shenandoah Valley. I saw the Wilderness. and Spott- 
syivania, and Cold Harbor, but momentous as was the and unflinch- 
ing the courage, yet Winchester and its approaches saw deeds of personal 
prowess of the h order known among men. I speak as one who had 
exceptional advantages of bot: these scences of tremendons achieve 
ment from a vantage ground without the personal preferences and pre- 
jadices which might warp the judgment. 

I can see as in vision a scene described to me by Gen. Enochs only a few 
Weeks ago with a — incidental intention of illustrating a matter to 
which i need not now be 

Hayes, injured by a fall, his horse having just been shot under him, lies 
with his head in Enoch's Isp, his face turned away from the scene of disas- 
ter then fast hastening on to In the distance arises the cloud of dust 
whose center, like the core of a cyclone, contained the foaming charger of 
Phil Sheridan. nearing the of his historic ride. “Boys, are you 
— “No, we are . wai ." is the repiy. V 
flaps his wings over the il} trio, whom Achilles and his 
of Greeks were play heroes. It is not often in modern warfare that personal 

ee ee of men turns the scales of destiny and wrings victory 
out of defeat. 

But the best thing of it ali was that this heroism was not a mere parade of 


cal prowess; it was of great The Greek poet 
represents the very gods as enlisted in the fight around ancient Troy, and 
heroic deeds in aid of their fa And the Hebrew bard de- 


clares that the very “ stars in their courses fought against Sisera."’ We be 
lieve that not nature alone or lower potencies of celestial or evil were 
arrayed, but that Jehovah of Hosts marshailed our in contest on 
which hung the fate of a continentand the destinyof arace. And theechoes 


of the battle for union and liberty will resound through the valleys and hills 
of Virginia till the archangel’s trump shallsound. Great was the arena, ob- 
served of men and angels the contest, and enduring the victory. A new 
peace has assumed royal sway, not clad in robesof oriental effeminacy, but 
with victory-crowned brow. And so evermore. 


God give us peace, not such as lulls to sleep, 

But sword on thigh and brow with purpose knit. 
And let our ship of state to harbor sweep, 

Her ports all up, her battle lanterns lit, 
And her leashed thunders gathering for their leap. 


And evermore God give us men, true to the high ideal and true to the 
illustrious type, seeking to fulfill their destiny as sons of a great republic. 

There are many things we would be glad to say in further portraiture of 
the noble band of men, ‘“‘some of whom have crossed the flood and some are 
crossing now,” but it is not meet. 

We believe that God who had need of Samson and of Jephtha—of the strong 
and of the valiant—as well as need of Moses the devout and Samuel the spir- 
itual, had and has still a place in His kingdom for these men of mighty 
deeds. They have worked out their salvation in somewhat diverse fashion 
from many who have been types more approved of mother church; but be- 
noath all has been the same sterling spirit of faith in God and sublime de- 
votion to duty which under any form and guise constitute the bone and 
muscle of true religion. 

Happy the moralist whose training and breadth of view enable him to 
tell a man when he sees one. 

Wise the religious teacher who has learned to discount pretentious saint- 
liness, with its marble polish, and to pause in admiration before elements in 
character of granite andiron. Marbie is good for grand balconies and for 
tombstones; granite and iron make foundation stones and anchors. 

The noblest work of God and highest study of man are found within the 
compass of a brave soul. 

It took the Almighty more than ten milleniums to make a man, and then 
He was not satisfied with him. ‘It repented God that He had made man,” 
naively says the ancient chronicler. 

Failure we know there can be none. When God breaks old molds of life 
it is not because He has tried and failed, but because He has used the molds 
and fulfilled their purpose and wishes to clear the field for a higher product. 
So God made man, or is making him. 

There is room and scope for grander things, both for therace here and for 
the individual in the free and giorious kingdom beyond. 

We point not to Gen. Enochs's life and character and say,“Behold the per- 
fect man,” but rather ‘‘Behold what broad foundations the master builder 
has taid for temple or for palace.” 

Unpretentious, sincere, brave, brotherly, reverent of God, and a lover of 
all men was he. 

The battle of life is ended and, as in many another battle, the victor isthe 
victim—the fallen is the hero in the strife. 

We bless God that this is but the earthward view. And standing on these 
green shores, if penetrate we may the mysterious void through which he 
has passed, we rend the heavens with our salute. Comrade, well done! 


In addition to this I will embody in my address an editorial 
written by his friend, and which I believe accurately describes 
his services to the country. 

It is as follows: 


Gen. Enochs was born near Middleburg, in Noble County, March 29, 1842, 
maki him 51 years of age last March. His parents were Henry and Jane 
Miller Bnochs. 

He was reared on his father’s farm and attended the common schools in 
winter with the advantage, however, of one term at the Ohio University. 
When Fort Sumter was fired upon he was a student at the Ohio University, 
and on the 19th of April, 1861, he entered in Company B, Twenty-second Chio 
Volunteer Infantry ; soon after he was promote to corporal and sent toguard 
the railroad between Marietta and SE neers, thence to West Virginia, 
participa’ in the numerous marches and skirmishes of his command, 
and the battle of Rich Mountain. He was promoted to fourth sergeant, and 
in thatrank was mustered out of the service July 24, 1861. He at once reén- 
listed in Company K, Fifth West Virginia Infantry, an organization com- 

almost wholly of Ohio men. 

In October he was elected ca n of his company, but owing to his youth 
the colonel of the regiment refused to recommend him for a captain's com- 
mission, and he was made first lieutenant of the company. His drill and 
oa soon attracted the attention of the army officers, and he was fre- 
uently complimented for the manner in which he brought up the com- 
pany. His regiment was organized and camped at Ceredo, W. Va. Rebel 

ts were also being ane within a few miles of its camp, the 
surrounding country swarm with bushwhackers, and his company and 
regiment was in ve service from the time of their enlistment. the 
winter of 1862, the regiment was ordered to pane. Soon after 
Lieut. Enochs was sent with his company to New Creek Station and as- 
signed to the command of that outpost. At this time there was a vacancy 
in the majorship of the regiment, and Lieut. Enochs was recommended 
by the officers of the regiment for the position, but again his youth 
vented his ferment, and he was promoted to captain and assigned to 
Company E. This company soon became the best drilled and disciplined 
com in the ent, and in the spring of 1882, led the advance at the 
bat of M , participating in all its marches and skirmishes alon 
the South Branch of the Potomac, including the battle of McDowell, May 


1862. 

Returning to Moorfield, the regiment crossed the mountains with the 
army under Gens. Schenck and Milroy, striking the rear of the Confederaté 
army under Stonewall Jackson, where the regiment wasengaged. The 
Union armies, united under Gen. Frémont, followed Jackson up the Shen- 
andoah Valley, skirmishing and fighting day and night urtil the battle of 
Cross Keys, June8, 1862, when Jackson crossed the river under cover of ht, 
pasaine, the bridge behind him; Frémont’s army went down the valley. 
Schenck’s division and Gen. Milroy’s brigade (to which the regiment then 
belonged) marched from Luray Valley across the Blue Ridge and joined 
the Army of Northern V a, commanded by Gen. John Pope. e di- 


vision was to the venth Corps, then commanded by Gen. Franz 
1. The t icipated in numerous skirmishes, until the terri- 
ble battle of ount was fought, which was one of the most des- 


battlesof the war. 

The regiment afterwards participated in the battles al the Rapidan 
and a Rivers, including Freeman's Ford and Sulphur Spring, 
being er fire every day for about twenty days. In the first day of the 
second battle of Manassas, although the junior captain of the regiment, 
Capt. Enochs was incommand. The regiment went into the fight near the 
stone house, and in the woods some distance beyond the t fought 
almost the entire two days of the battle over the possession the railroad 
cut in thewoods. The cut was taken and retaken until ome-fourth of the 
regiment was either killed, wounded, or missing. 
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History has never given the facts concerning this battle; the loss and 4@is- 
aster to the Union Army there has never been told. 

The regiment next participated in the battie of Chantilly. In all these 
marches, skirmishes, and battles Capt. Enochs took an active part, being in 
command of either his company or the regiment. 

After the battle of Chantilly the regiment being almostentirely destroyed, 
Was ordered to the fortifications around Washington to obtain shoes and 
clothing. Soon afterwards it was transferred to the Kanawha Valley, West 
Virginia. 

In the spring of 1863 it was ordered to Gauley Bridge, on the Kanawha, 
where it remained the greater portion of the year, scouting and skirmish- 
ing through the mountains of that country. August 17, 1868, Capt. Enochs 
was commissioned lieutenant-colonel oftheregiment. May 4, 1864, his com 
mand broke camp and started toward Louisburg. W. Va. 

At Meadow Bluffs it joined the army under Gen. George Crook, and crossed 
the mountains, destroying the railroads and bridges. It joined the army 
under Gen. Hunter at Stanton, Va., and under that gentleman made the raid 
upon Lynchburg. In its endeavor to get into Lynchburg, Col. Enochs with 
his regiment charged the breastworks, but was repulsed and driven back 
with heavy loss. he Union Army was compelled to retreat tothe Kanawha 
Valley. This was one of the longest and hardest raids of the war. It was, 
— general has stated it, “days and nights of marching, starving, and 

‘hting.”’ 

‘he regiment remained but a short time inthe Kanawha Valley, when it 
was ordered to Harpers Ferry and the Shenandoah Valley. The army 
started up the valley, fighting the rebels at Bunkers Hill, July 19, 1864, and 
at Barters F'arm, July 20, 1864, and at Winchester, July 24. The Union 
army was driven north of the Potomac River and soon became a part of the 
army under Gen. Sheridan, and under him was in the battles near Hall- 
town, Va., August 22, 23, and 24, 1864. At the battle of Berryville, Septem- 
ber 3, 1864, Col. Enochs’ regiment made a brilliant charge on a Mississippi 
brigade of four regiments, driving them from the fleldand capturing a num- 
ber of prisoners. At the battle of Winchester, September 19, 1564, Col. 

ochs’ regiment was in the front on the extreme right of the Union army. 

hortly after going into the fight the rebels were found behind the stone 
Walls on the opposite side of a deepslough; the regiment waded through and 
charged the rebels, driving them from their chosen positfons until their for- 
tifications were reached. 

In this charge Col. Enochs was severely wounded when within 100 yards 
of the fortifications, a ball striking him in the head and cutting through a 
heavy felt hat. He wassupposed to have been instantly killed, and was left 
where he fell. During the night he was conducted to his regiment, and the 
next morning was again in command, folowing the retreating rebels to- 
ward Fishers Hill, which point they had ne fortified. September 2, 
Col. Enochs was given charge of the advance, ich climbed the mountain 
and got in the rear of their works before they were discovered. When the 
signal was given, the whole army charged the fortifications, capturing most 
of the enemy’s artillery and routing their army. The regiment under Col. 
Enochs participated in numerous other skirmishes up to the battle of Cedar 
Creek. 

For gallant and meritorious services during this campaign Col. Enochs 
‘Was brevetted general, being the youngest man of his rank in the army of the 

nac. During this service his regiment had become so de pleted that it 
was consolidated with the Ninth West Virginia, and was afterwards known 
as the First West Virginia Veteran Infantry. 

The regiment remained in the valley under Gen. Hancock until near the 
Close of the war, when it was sent to Cumberland, Md., where Col. Enochs 
was assigned to thecommand of the department of Maryland, and on March 
13, 1855, he was commissioned brigadier-general. 


Gen. Enochs was a partisan in politics. He belonged to the 
Republican party. He believed in the principles and the policy 
of that party, and while he had the fullest toleration for the 
Opinions of others at all times, yet he believed that it was the 
duty of that party at all times, and under all circumstances, to 
recognize and reward the services of the men who had made the 
Republican party great, strong, and powerful in the country, 
and [ honor him forit. If he were to be tried on this occasion 
by the touchstone of the doctrinaire or by the fessor of 
modern political methodsof the East,or the South, or the West, 
he would fall far short of receiving the approval of such phari- 
saical judges; but if he were to be tried by the standard of the 
jmen wko havegone before him, and who made the party to which 
he belonged a great party, and impressed its principles upon the 
statute books of this country, and wrote them in indelible words 
of living light in the organic law of this land, he would stand 
par excellence a man to be honored by his successors in the Re- 
publican party. 

There was nothing about him that suggested the idea that he 
was ashamed of the men who had made him prominent in Ohio 
politics. I was willing to recognize the instrumentalities he 
was willing to use. 

Mr. Speaker, I attended his funeral at Ironton. On a beauti- 
ful Sunday we assembled at the home he loved so well and wit- 
nessed the ceremonies incident to that solemn occasion. I never 
witnessed a greater demonstration of the love, affection, confi- 

, and esteem of a great nore ree ga was manifested 
at the bier of Gen. Enochs on that oce ‘ 

For many hours people came, not alone from the Ohio counties 
around him, but from across the river, and for miles from many 
directious a great column of sorrowing people; and as | sat and 
witnessed the slow-moving pageant as it passed by the remains 
of Gen. Enochs, and saw the tears welling from the eyes of the 
prosperous, the strong, the poor, and the humble, the masses 
of citizens who had known himall his life, I felt that surely there 
was some qualityabout this gallant soldier and tried citizen that 
made him the especial idol and favorite of the population. It 
was a high testimonial to his worth and standing as a man and 
citizen. 

Gon. Enochs was most happy in his domestic relations. He 
married a wife possessed of bright intelligenceand praiseworthy 
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ambition, clothed as witha garment w:th the beautiful womanly 
qualities of modesty, energy, and courage; and to her, as much 
as to any other incident of his life, he owed the progress which 


he made. She had been to him a friend, monitor, and coun- 
selor. Faithful to the last, with a heart almost breaking, she 


stood at the grave of her husband, proud of his history, grateful 
for the sympathy manifested on every side, and took up the bur 
den of his life where he had laid it down to see to it that 
splendid boy that he left behind him should be, in some meas- 
ure at least, a representative of the good qualities of his father. 


the 


Just as the funeral cortege was entering the beautiful burying 
place, peals of thunder and vivid flashes of lightning from mas- 
sive storm clouds rolling above startled the great audience, and 


for many minutes a display of electrical power such as isscarcel; 
ever witnessed in that climate took place, and I felt as thoug! 
it were a fitting tribute toa life that had been stormy buts 
cessful, a life that had been almostlike a meteor flashing amid 
the surrounding clouds that had environed his pathway through 
life. Coming up, as he had, from humble life, he had written 
his name upon the records of his State in a way never to be erased, 
and this was the end. It was the endof a distinguished citizen, 
and these ceremonies to-day are but to remind those who come 
after that the reward of faithful service is the token of respect 
by the citizens of the community. These ceremonies can not do 
good to him, for— 


Can storied urn, or animated bust, 

Back to its mansion call the fleeting breath 
Can honor’s voice provoke the silent dust, 

Or flatt'ry soothe the dull, cold ear of death? 


No; but we can place above his tomb the chaplet of our honor, 
our love, our affection, our recognition. And the lesson comes 
to us to-day with great effect that we are passing away, that we 
are passing off the stage of action; that the places that now 
know us will soon be filled by others, and the admonition is that 
we so conduct ourselves here that hereafter we may meet the 
reward of the just upon the other side; that in the great here- 
after our Father will say come up higher. 

In the grave all achievements of an earthly nature end. 
lesson that comes to us is: 

The boast of heraldry, the pomp of pow'r, 
Andall that beauty, all that wealth e’er gave 
Await alike the inevitable hour, 
The paths of glory lead but to the grave 

And if our lives are to end thus, life indeed were not worth 
living. Our hope or belief, our faith goes out to a higher, bet- 
ter, purer, and eternal life. 


Mr. HENDERSON of Lllinois. Mr. Speaker, prior to the 
meeting of the Fifty-second Congress, of which the late Gen. 
William H. Enochs was a member, I had no personal acquaint- 
ance with him. He was not, however, inknown to me by repu 
tation; and I had heard him spoken of as 2 gentleman of abil- 
ity, and a soldier who had served with distinction in the late 
war for the suppression of the rebellion. But on the meeting of 
the Fifty-second Congress, in December, 1891, I soon became per 
sonall uainted with Gen. Enochs, and as I met him here in 
this Hall from day to day I learned to respect and admire him 
for his many manly qualities and for his ability and patriotism. 

It is nat an egsy matter, Mr. Speaker, for a member of this 
body to take a very prominent position in his first term: but 
from yay first acquaintance with Gen. Enochs, and from my ob- 
servetion of his serviceduring the Fifty-second Congress, he im- 
pressed me as a gentleman of ability and of good character, genial 
and pleasant in his intercourse with his fellow-members, and 
attentive to the proceedings of the House. I know that in all 
matters of local interest to his constituentsand his State he was 
attentive, earnest, and faithful in looking after them. 

From frequent conversations with Gen. Enochs I knew thathe 
was not in good health during his service in Congress, and es- 
pecially during the last session of his service, when he felt great 
anxiety as to his health and at times was very despondent. 
hedid not say so in words, he made the impression upon my mind 
that he did not expect to live long. Hence, while I deeply re- 
gretted the sad event, I was not surprised to hear of his death 

But, Mr. Speaker, it was not my intention to speak at length 
upon the life and character of Gen. Enochs at this time. That 
duty will be better performed by those more intimately ac- 
quainted with him. I only desired toexpress the high regard | 
entertained for Gen. Enochs as a member of this body, and to 
pay some tribute to his memory. He was cut olf after serving 


asingie term in Congress. But brief as his service waa, Mr. 


The 


re 
il 


8 er, it was honorable to him and honorable to his constit 
ents. 

I can not close, however, without referring to the record of 
Gen. Enochs as a soldier during the late war. That he was a 


brave and gallant soldier, and served his country patriotically 
and faithfully there can be no doubt. At the very beginning of 
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the war for the suppression of the rebellion, and before he had 
reached his majority, his young heart was stirred with patriotic 
ardor; and he enlisted asa private and entered the service of his 
country as a soldier; and he served in every rank from corporal 
to colonel, except thatof major,and he was brevetted a brigadier- 

eneral. Of such a record any man might well be proud. To 

ave risen from a private in the ranks in time of actual war to 
the office of a brevet brigadier-general is honor enough to en- 
shrine his name and his memory in the hearts of his friends, 
his family, and his countrymen. 

Mr. Speaker, it is to such men as Gon. W. H. Enochs that we 
are indebted for an undivided Union, for the preservation of the 
Governmentestablished by our fathers, and the prosperity which 
has followed the great struggle in which he rendered such dis- 
tinguished, patriotic service. All honor to his memory! 


(Mr. PAYNTER addressed the House. See Appendix.) 


Mr. HARE. Mr. Speaker, it has seldom fallen to the lot of 
any State to be deprived within a period of eighteen months of 
three of its Representatives in Congress by death. 

That experience, however, little as it was contemplated two 
years ago, infrequent as has been its occurrence in the history 
of this body, and sadly suggestive as it must be to all of us, has 
been visited —_ Onio, and upon Pennsylvania also, since the 
beginning of the Fifty-second Congress. 

Ohio's misfortune, in the loss of her three Representatives, 
began with the unexpected death of the well-beloved Warwick, 
after an illness so brief that many of his associates were not 
aware of its existence until after its fatal ending. Among all 
the surviving colleagues who mourned his departure from their 
midst, perhaps no two men could have been selected whose ap- 
pearance more fully betokened the peoreanitn of perfect physi- 
cal health and soundness than William H. Enochs and George 
W. Houk, both of whom had been rechosen by their fellow- 
citizens to fill the places in this Congress which they had so 
highly honored in the last; both of whom were all the more fully 
equipped for the efficient performance of public duty; both of 
whom havesince been called away suddenly, without ap nt 
warning, without eventhe grace of an intervening week of illness 
between the flush of health and the pallor of death. 

I speak from external evidences only, for noneof us may know 
the actual physical condition of even his closest friend nor the 
apprehensions and forebodings that may, and ofter do, rack his 
mind, absorb his thoughts, disturb his rest, and sit as a spec- 
tral presence at the fireside, and even at the feast. 

It is to me a matter of much regret, Mr. Speaker, that I can 
say so little of what I feel ought to be said on this occasion, that 
my contribution to the tributes of well-merited praise which 
ought to and will be paid to the character and services of Gen. 
Enochs, must of necessity be so inadequate as toseem unwurthy 
of the subject and the occasion. 

Personally, I had never known him until we met here as col- 
leagues in the Fifty-second Congress, nor was my acquaintance 
with him here of that intimate character that enables one to be- 
come familiar with theinner nature of his friend, and with the 
countless incidents that go to make up the personal history and 
largely to determine the personal character and qualities of 
every man. I only knew himas all mightknow him with whom 
he came in even casual contact, and my or of him were 
gained only from such sources as were alike open to all his as- 
sociates. 

He was a man of generous, kindly nature, of thoroughly patri- 
otic purpose, strong in his convictions, and wholly without fear 
of the consequences to himself of any course of action he deemed 
it his duty to pursue. Hence the customary restraints of party 
discipline were often galling to him, the necessity of conforming 
his conduct to the views others and of following in the wake of 
party leadership irritated him keenly, and he could not always 

controlled. 

Many a time indeed during his brief service here was he known 
to vote and act with those to whom he was politically opposed, not 
in a factions or rebellious spirit, not upon any fundamental prin- 
ciple of party policy, for he was a partisan, but upon any and 
ory question which did not involve an essential principle of 

litical orthodoxy the vote of Gen. Enochs was cast according 

his convictions of right and justice ess of the action of 
his party associates. And for this manly spirit of independence, 
all too rare in this body, he was deserving of the commendation 
of his colleagues and of hiscountrymen. r the tendency here, 
Mr. S er, is all too great to make of almost every question 
of public interest and importance, or even of minor concern, a 
party monet, and to vote —— it not al with reference to 
the individual views of members touching its intrinsic merits, 
but too often in accordance with the sentiment that may prevail 
on either side of the central aisle. It is a tendency does 


4 


not improve in all cases the quality of our legislation, that is 
sometimes fraught with mischief; a et that the example 


of such a man as Gen. Enochs would do much to rebuke and re- 


strain. 

Among those with whom he was brought into most frequent 
contact Gen. Enochs was, in the best sense of the word, a popu- 
larman. High-minded and chivalrous in his nature, wholly 
free from any form of affectation, without any of the instincts of 
the sycophant or the time-server, he was a man who loved his 
friends rather than his enemies, and was in turn beloved. 

Of his professional career, his business and social life prior to 
his advent here, 1am not prepared to speak except by infer- 
ence. Neither am I familiar with the details of his service in 
the army; but this I know, the title he bore was not an empty 
compliment, bestowed through courtesy, as is too often the case. 
For he was oneof the heroes of the war, whose courage was only 
equaled by his modesty, and modesty is almost invariably found 
to be the companion trait of true bravery. In the brief sketch 
of himself given in the Directory we are not even informed of 
the command in which he served, but simply that entering the 
service of his country as a private soldier he rose through all 
the intervening grades of rank to become a brigadier-general. 
And he was but 19 years of age when the war began. 

It is a record, sir, of which any soldier might well be proud. 
If all its pages could be unfolded what a history would they dis- 
close, what a claim would they establish upon the gratitude, the 
esteem, the admiration of his countrymen. 

But he did not deem it essential to his reputation here that the 
volume in which this record is written should be unclosed, and 
I will not seek to penetrate its arcana nor even to break the seal 
put upon it by him. 

It is not a light thing, Mr. Speaker, that a young man should 
for the sake of an idea, for the love of liberty, or even in the de- 
fense of his country quit his studies, his employments, and all 
the hallowed canoale ons that cluster about the home of one’s 
childhood to voluntarily place himself in the front of battle, 
where there could be nothoughtof personal safety and no assur- 
ance of escape from wounds or even from death. 

You may call it by what name you will, the sentiment that can 
inspire the human heart to brave death, in any form, when the 
occasion is such as to demand or warrant the sacrifice, is a heroic, 
a noble, a praiseworthy sentiment; and whatever may be the 
estimate put by others upon such services as were rendered by 
our late associate in the dark days now happily, we trust, passed 
forever away, it will remain for his comrades to estimate them 
at their true value. 

For, sir, whatever may have been said or written by the un- 
thinking, by dreamers, by men whose only ideas of war have 
been gained from works of history, or of romance, none but 
those who have themselves experienced the horrors of actual 
war, who have themselves kept the lonely vigil of the midnight 
watch and marched beneath the burning heat of the noonday 
sun, who have seen the lives of their comrades go out in the 
hospital and in the prison as well as upon the battlefield, by the 
wasting fever as well as by the bullet and sword, who have them- 
selves stood in the shock of battle and witnessed the carnage and 
heard the cries of the wounded and the groans of the dying, can 
form an adequate conception of the perils incurred and the suf- 
ferings endured by the gallant and brave men who, in our own 
day and in defense of a cause no less valuable and no less dear to 
their countrymen than to themselves, wrought a work as un- 
selfish, as heroic, as any in the annals or traditions of the past. 

We are their witnesses. It is for us to tell the story of their 
deeds to the generations that shall follow. It is for us upon 
every proper occasion to speak their praises, and to commem- 
orate in every appropriate way the virtues and services of the 
men who bore an honorable part, however conspicuous or ob- 
secure, in the day of our country’s greatest trial and of its su- 
preme deliverance. 

Gen. Enochs was but atypical though an illustrious represent- 
ative of the class of men constituting that grand army that 
mustered from the city and the hamlet, from the counting-house 
and the workshop, from the office and the farm, in response to 
the call of the Government, then menaced with a most imminent 
and deadly danger, and not simply menaced but actually in- 
volved in a struggle for its existence the most gigantic, the most 
memorable in the history of civil wars. 

And so, to-day, the garlands we bring would be unworthy of 
us, and disparaging to our late associate and comrade, if we 
should fail to weave into their structure, and blend with every 
tribute we pay to his memory some expression of our sense of 
his fidelity to the highest duty that could challenge the patriot- 
ism, the loyalty, the heroism, the supreme devotion of any lover 
of his country. 

The response of our friend to that challenge was as prompt 
and obedient as it was uncaiculating andsincere. And through- 
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out the long and weary years of the war that spirit of devotion those who differed with him, his attitude was so tinged by his 


never faltered, nor did his courageous purpose for a moment | 


waver, until the victory was won and the flag under which he 
fought floated again over all the land, the acknowledged ensign 
of a reunited people, having a common country, common inter- 
ests, and a common destiny. 

What more need be said of him? What higher tribute can 
be paid to the memoryof any man than to say that he was true 
to every trust, loyal to every obligation, faithful in the per- 
formance of every duty, generous in every impulse, sincere in 
his friendships, the idol of his family, the defender of his 
country. 

Our associate, our comrade, our friend, is no more. In the 
peaceful quietude of his own home, the hero of a score of bat 


own generous spirit that he gave to every colleague credit for 
the same patriotic sentiments that animated himself. 

[Mr. McK AIG addressed the House. See Appendix. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I have listened with 
pleasure and profit to the well-deserved tributes which have 
been paid to the memory of Gen. Enochs here to-day. 

It was my fortune to have some acquaintance with the distin- 
guished gentleman, whose death we to-day commemorate. Idid 


| not know him intimately, but frequently met him in conventions 


tles met and surrendered to the destroying conqueror whose | 


summons none may gainsay or resist. 

He had lived to enjoy the reward of his services and sacri- 
fices in the gratitude and love and confidence of his fellow-citi- 
zens. He died in the meridian of his manhood and inthe full- 
ness of his fame. 

Let a grateful nation hold him in cherished remembrance, 
and may the example of his patriotism become and remain the 
pride and emulation of his countrymen, 


Mr. WARNER. Mr. Speaker, upon my election to the Fifty- 
second Congress, and especially after my assignment to com- 
mittees, I took a great deal of care to become acquainted, as it 
were, in advance, with those who were to become my colleagues 
in the House and my coworkers in the work of the committees 
to which I wasassigned. I can well remember, sir, the idea I 
had formed in my own mind concerning the gentleman whose 
memory is now being recalled in this House. I had learned 
from the brief notes that had found their way to me that, a mere 
boy, he had enlisted in the Union Army, and coming out at the 
end of the war not quite 23 years of age, had filled nearly every 
position in the line of preferment, from that of private, with 
which he started out to serve his country, to that of brigadier- 
general, the brevet of which he wore when he left the service. 

I also found, sir, that he had come from one of the most parti- 
san—if I may use that term without incurring criticism—sec- 
tions of the country; where, if one might judge from the ma- 
jority by which his constituents sent him here to represent 
them in this House, the tendency of his party was such as to in- 
dicate extraordinary partisanship on the part of his people. I 
knew, sir, that the committee upon which I met him was one 
within which, probably to an extent not rivaled by that of any 
other committee, were considered matters which called up the 
most delicate questions of personal preference and all the war- 
ring claims of party and of locality; and I was prepared, sir, to 
be critical asregarded whatseems to me must be the course which 
should be taken by such aman as [had pictured him to myself— 
notin an uncomplimentary matter—but as one judging from the 
prejudices and predilections necessarily opposed to those enter- 
tained by those with whom I was associated, and which would 
influence me in deciding a course of action. 

Throughout the long termof servicein that committee I found 
the gentleman from Ohio[Mr. Enochs| disappointed me in every 
particular, except in confirming the high qualities, their esteem 
of which had beensostrongly voiced by hisconstituency. From 
the beginning to the end of a service which was marked upon 
his part by unvarying punctuality in attendance on our commit- 
tee work there was not, I believe I can say, a single occasion in 
which it could have been inferred, from a vote he cast or any 
statement he made—except so far as he might have been called 
upon for information by those of his colleagues who desired it— 
what was the section from which he came, the 
he belonged, or the interest in he which might be supposed to 
have mostatstake. And, sir, itis the remembrance of that fact, 
and of that quiet industry with which he discharged the work 
that came upon him—the laborious and thankless work, I may 
say, of that committee in the last Congress—that I am here to- 
~~ to pay a tribute to his memory. 

_In doing so, sir, I am paying tribute to the memory of a sol- 
dier who, distinguished in war beyond his fellows, never by 
word or deed fought a post bellum battle; to the memory of a 
partisan strong in his belief in the mission of his party, so 
strong in his conviction of the justice of its cause that he be- 
lieved the best way to serve it was to serve the best interest of 
our common country, without waiting to see how it affected his 
party: to the memory of a gentleman who, although possessing 
to such an extent the confidence of those who knew him that he 
had every reason to return that regard by deference to their per- 
sonal predilections, was broad enough and generous enough to 
treat every other locality with the same consideration that he 
g:ve his own; to the memory of a patriot, sir, whose belief in 
the destiny of his own country was so sanguine that, even as to 


rty to which 


of the political party of which he and I weremembers. Incom- 
mon with those who met him inany of the walks of life, I learned 
to esteem Gen. William H. Enochs for his excellent capabilities, 


| genial fellowship, and his splendid military achievements. 


Gen. Enochs was warm-hearted and generous toa fault. He 
could not resist the appeals of those who were disposed to disre- 
gard his friendship by imposing upon his magnanimity. But 
while this characteristic trait of his constitution was often prej- 
udicial to his interests and individual success in businessaffairs, 
it contributed to his great popularity among the people with 
whom he lived. The generous-hearted man is always lovable 
because of his disinterested solicitude for the welfare of the hum- 
ble people. 

As one of the Congressional committee who attended the 
funeral of Gen. Enochs,I met a very large congregation of sym- 
pathizing friends and neighbors, who reverently witnessed the 
last sad rites. There were present also many distinguished 
gentlemen fromabroad. Theattendantscenes were impressive, 
one affecting feature being the presence of many humble men 
and women, who timidly entered the room where the remains 
were resting, and, as the unbidden tears moistened their cheeks, 
lingering looked, and then turned away fromall that was mortal 
of the man who had been their friend. 

Iam informed that our lamented colleague died a poor man. 
But is it not worthy of reflection that this consideration is small 
compared to the fact that his memory is enshrined in the hearts 
of a grateful people. There are more than enough men who have 
died rich in the possession of this world’s goods, but who left 
behind them no treasures in the memories of those who survived 
them. The wealthy may have erected to their memories mag- 
nificent monuments of marble or granite to mark the resting 
places of their ashes; but a far more enduring and honorable 
tribute of respect to the memory of a man is the abiding love and 
respect which those who knew him best retain for him after his 
death. 

William H. Enochs was born on a farm March 24, 1842, and 
was there brought up. He was educated in the common schools, 
entered the Cincinnati Law School, graduated in 1866, and then 
practiced law. He was always courteous in his intercourse with 
other members of the bar and in the presence of the court. 

But to my mind the most distinguished part of his eventful 
life was his services for the preservation of the Union. He en- 
listed in the Twenty-second Regiment of Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry on the 19th day of April, A. D. 1861; and he afterwards 
enlisted in the Fifth Regiment of West Virginia Volunteer In- 
fantry, and became its commanding officer and led his regi- 
ment in many severe engagements. 

On accountof his bravery he was promoted corporal, sergeant, 
lieutenant, captain, lieutenant-colonel, colonel, and brevet brig- 
adier-general successively. This is a record of which any man 
should be justly proud. As much as I esteem civil honors, I re- 
gard the military services of Gen. Enochs in the war of the re- 
bellion as especially honorable. The man who in a righteous 
cause risks his life and sacrifices his private interests for the 
public welfare, is entitled to greater credit than he who in civil 
affairs distinguishes himself above his fellow-men. 

Gen. Enochs was a member of the Fifty-second Congress and 
served in that body with distinction and ability. His constitu- 
ency, proud of his record, returned him to the Fifty-third Con- 
gress; but he died before entering upon the discharge of his 
duties. He was patriotic to an eminent degree, and always used 
his best endeavors to advance the interests of those whom he 
represented, and especialiy those who served with him in the 
armies of his country. If Gen. Enochs had faults—and who has 
not?—they were those of an over-generous heart and were not 
of the kind that inflicted injuries upon others. He was a good 
citizen, a brave soldier, an able lawyer, a loving husband and 
father, a true friend—a gentleman. 

Mr. Speaker, I regret that I am not prepared to make more 
fitting if not more extended remarks on this occasion. And I 
sincerely hope that my esteem for Gen. Enochs personally and 
my regard for his civil and military services will not be meas- 
ured by the few words which I speak to-day. I am not sure that 
with preparation and care it would be possible for me to effectu- 
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ally express my appreciation of my distinguished fellow-citizen | 


and fellow-soldier. His name is honored and respected among 
his neigh bors, and his record as a statesman and soldier is found | 


in the archives of his country, where future generations may 
trace his honorable and eventiul civil and military career. 

It is not expected that my remarks shall transcend a brief 
mention of the salient features of a busy and useful life. Yet, 
when confronted with the subject of life and death, our minds 
naturally reflect upon the pessibilities of a future life. It is at 


such times that we most realize our inability to fully compre- 
hend the attributes of the soul. 

Life is marvelous beyond description, and death is not more 
mysterious than birth. The human intellect is incapable of 
understanding the principle of life, and can not penetrate be- 
yond the veil which separates life and death. The tongue is 
powerless to express our imaginations or portray our fecble 
conceptions coacerning the final destiny of man. 

It is only by faith we see the glimmering lights of an eternity. 
What ecstatic beauties usher the spirit into the realms of futur- 
it eaeaee only to those who have passed beyond the scenes 
ol earth. 

But our faith in the divinity of our Creator springs from our 
hope of an eternity. The wisdom of God surpasses our under- 
Standing, and I believe we may rest assured of His goodness and 
mercy in all of His dealings with the subjects of this creation. 
Acknowledging His supremacy, trusting in His promises, and 
recognizing His infinite solicitude for the welfare of the human 
race, may we not freely commit into the keeping of our Creator 
the final destiny of every individual soul? 


Mr. LAYTON. Mr. Speaker, it is my desire and mee to 
pay a modest tribute to the memory of our 4 co cnne 
and friend Gen. Enochs, but Iam not quite prepared at thi 
aeneeneen I therefore ask consent t print my remarks in 
e RECORD. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


Mr. NORTHWAY. Mr. 
we should always speak 
merited eulogy 
withhold a single word of just commendation. We may not 
always all the truth of a dead person, but what we do say 
should always be the truth. Our portraiture of a person shoul 
be so lifelike that acquaintances of that person can recognize in 
our lang a correct likeness of the life and peculiarities of 
the one s n of, 

Such language may not always be used with pleasure, for its 
correctness may cause not alone in the speaker but in the 
hearer or reader as . 

But when we have a subject of whom truthful words can be 
spoken without pain to the speaker or the listener, then what 
might otherwise be a burden is relieved of all unpleasantness 
onl we cheerfully perform a sad duty in speaking of the merits 
aaa eas ublice fine rds to his 

n speaking of a p man we may con our words to hi 
public life as he lived it and leave untouched his private life, or 
we may venture tocommentupon both. Thisoftentimes relieves 
a speaker of much embarrassment, for the public life may have 
been such as to merit commendation, while the private life may 
have been such that truthful words had better not be spoken 
publicly of it. 

But when the private life has been along the line of high, 
noble, and manly action, has aided humanity and relieved pain 
and want, has 
tended to build Pp 
the education elevati 
for the young, ambitious, 
added to the imperishable glory 
world by examples of heroic g that sacrifice of one’s self in 
defense of one’s countr 
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it up in 
and followed as an example. ; 

S me men have lived more conspicuous lives than Gen. Enochs, 
‘but few have lived truer or better ones. Many have had more 
extended public lives: neme have lived those lives more con- 
cientiously than he. Many whose private lives were known by 
2 largercircle of men and women, few whose lives were purer 
or blessed more within its intinence. 

I and net the pleasure of an acquaintance with our dead friend, 
enc it is for me to regret the want of that acjuaintance. 

Mew men have deveted themselves more unselfishly to 
or private good. Few men have exhibited greater to 
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their country or taught to better advantage the example of 
heroic daring. 

Entering the Army as he did, a young man, and passing 
through all grades from private to brigadier-general by brevet, 
he exhibited a devotion to patriotism and country which must 
make his name immortal among the heroes of a country which 
blesses and immortalizes its brave defenders. When the war 
was over no feeling of hate or resentment found lodgment in his 
bosom. From over the fields of Vicksburg, Chickamauga, Get- 
tysburg,and Sarena there came to him no breezes freighted 

ate, but he was filled with forgiveness for all 
who made those fields possible, and love undying for all those 
bothers in arms who made those fields glorious. 

He was a soldier who fought bravely and well to conquer—and 
then he forgave and treated allas brothersand not as conquered. 

He had a broad-gauged mind and he looked at things on the 
human side and judged all in the spirit of kindness and hu- 
manity. 

His service in Congress was of such short duration, being but 
one term, that little opportunity was afforded him to do those 
things which would bring him into prominence. None know so 
well as those who have tried the experiment how helpless one 
is to be of much service to his constituents or the country in 
Congress until, by experience, he has learned how work is done 
and under what rules. So it came about that Gen. Enochs fol- 
lowed the course pursued by so many others, and made but lit- 
tle public show. Yet those of’ you who served with him know 
how conscientiously he performed those duties which fell to his 
lot to perform. 

But history as a soldier, citizen, and public man is a sure 
pees that had he lived to continue his career in Congress 

e would have made a brilliant record, and become the pride of 
his constituents and his State. But death respects not ambition 
or prospective greatness in life. His icy touch chills into ever- 
lasting stillness the brave, the gentle, the young, and brilliant, 
as well as the weak and dull. He respects not bright hopes, 
and is not stayed by breaking hearts, but enters all the walks of 
life, and leaves his pall upon all homes, and— 

. With ever busy rs 
Culls his flowers, the sweetest, rarest, 
Binding in his sheaves the fairest. 

But his touch is not the end. Those who are worthy will live 
in the memories of those who have been blessed by them, and 
in the remembrance of noble acts well done. Gen. Enochs when 
a very young man exhibited qualities of manhood and bravery 
which enshrined him in the hearts of his neighbors and friends, 
and made his career memorable. 

He listened to the call of his countrymen, and well did he 
perform his duty. 

And in his life he learned as well as taught that— 

Not once, nor twice, in our fair country’s story, 
And he who walks it thirsting only for the right, 
‘And learns to deaden love of self— 

So 
Which outredden all voluptuous n ann. 

Death may cut short human action, but it can not chill forever 
the memory of noble acts. So beyond the boundary of human 
or buds and blooms loving remembrance, bidding defiance 
to death. 

Our dead friend lives in all that is deathless; only his form is 
gone. His devotion to home and country, his bra and gentle- 
ness, his life, ‘‘feur square to every wind that blew,” his kind- 
ness to friends and neighbors, his activity for public good, his 
humanity bear him up to everlasting remembrance, and have 
earned for him among his neighbors and acquaintances that 
glorious commendation which we trust greeted him on the other 
shore—* Well done.” 


Mr. BUNDY. Mr. Speaker, to my colleague, Gen. GROSVE- 
NOR, was committed the charge of conducting the order of the 
ings in the attention of the House to the death 
of the late Gen. Enochs. 
is in accordance with the wishes of his family and friends 
as I am advised, but I desire the privilege of cas a sprig of 
cassia into his grave and of p a flower on his tomb. 
Gen. William H. Enochs was my immediate r, hay- 
ing been elected in November, 1892, from the Tenth Ohio Con- 
gressional district. From the Directory of the Fifty-second Con- 
gress I glean a short and ete sketch of his life. 
this I learn that he was born in Ohio on the 29th day of 
A. D. 1842. He was brought up on a farm, and was edu- 
cated in the common schools peculiar to those earlier days; he 
tered the Union Army as a private early in the war; served 
th the war as private, sergeant, captain, lieutenant- 
colonel, and cence esnesel He commenced the 
study of law in camp, and at the close of the war entered the 
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Cincinnati Law School, from which he graduated, and wus then 
admitted to the bar. He at once actively engaged in the prac- 
tice of his profession, which he followed until his death. 

At the annual election of 1890 Gen. Enochs was elected to the 
Fifty-second Congress from the Twelfth Ohio district by a very 
large majority, leading the State ticket, and in 1892 he was 
elected to the Fifty-third Congress from the Tenth Ohio dis- 
trict, which is composed in part of the former Twelfth district. 

On the morning of the 13th of last July our district and State 
were severely shocked. The startling news went over the wires 
of the sudden death, at his home in Ironton, of Congressman 
Enochs. The news seemed incredible; and at first the people 
were unwilling to accept it as true. Conspicuously powerful in 
appearance, and in all his methods of work and action he seemed 
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Surely, Mr. Speaker, this ought to admonish us that v ) 
fast approaching the assembling of that great and fin 
gress of all nations, kindred, and tongues, whose sessi id 


terms are eternal, and whose business can be inter 
broken quorums. Isit not the supreme duty of the | 
the living should take all the precaution possible t 


not 


regularity of the elections, returns, and the official sigu 1 
sealing of commissions, so as to secure an unchallenged right to 


seats in that greatest of all congresses, where we shal! 
prepared to answer “‘ yea” to that most significant 
ant question propounded by * the man of Uz,” 

if a man die, shali he live ag 


nd i 
in the lo go 
tinh 

The resolutions were adopted: and the House according) 3 
o'clock and 55 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


certain to survive all assaults save those of the ultimate years | 


of man’s allotted time. He had scarcely reached the meridian 
of his power, had just attained that point of a career whose 
future was destined to become one of usefulness and distin- 
guished honor, when summoned from Time to Eternity. 

Gen. Enochs was one of the noted characters that stand out in 
history, showing the possibilities of the young man who, un- 
aided by wealth or fortuitous circumstances, and by the force of 
his own will power, honesty, industry, and perseverance can 
achieveand win distinction among his fellows such as the world 
awards to the so-called majesty of genius. 

Born on a farm, inspired by the objects of nature, it might be 
said that Gen. Enochs received the rudiments of his education 
in the school of practical experience, which so eminently fits a 
young man for the battle of life. 

Plain and unpretentious of manner, with a nature abounding 
in human sympathies, a lover of his country and of his kind, he 
was essentially a man of the people, a great commoner who was 
ever ready to give a helping hand to his fellows. He was a man 
of pronounced convictions on all questions and was as fearless in 
their utterance as he was sincere in their entertainment. 

He was unfaltering in his loyalty to Republican eae 
and even his political enemies were frank to admit their admi- 
ration for his open and conscientious convictions. 

He stood squarely upon his merits asa man in all the relations 
of life, never shirked a duty nor sought to evade responsibility. 
His life was one of self-sacrifice in behalf of others, and he died 
as he had lived, an enemy to none, a friend to all mankind. 

Gen. Enochs was a citizen loved by his neighbors, honored 
and respected by all; he was a philanthropist with a generous 
hand, and no unfortunate, however poor, ever left his door with- 
out having been comforted by his generosity. He was a soldier 
by instinct, a stranger to fear, a gallant leader whom men were 
always proud to follow, and whose time and talent in later years 
were devoted to the cause of his comrades; history shows that 
he was distinguished in all the lines of service in the Army—in 
fact, that he was one of the youngest, if not the youngest, com- 
mandants of a brigade in the volunteer service. He was a law- 
yer true to his profession, and exhibited an unfaltering zeal for 
the success of his clients. He was a statesman of the practical 
type, with exalted ideas of the obligations which public trust 
imposes. He was a patriot who loved hiscountry with a jealous 
love, and was willing, if need be, to lay down his own life in de- 
fense of the old flag and the principles which it represents. 

Gen. Enochs possessed, in a marked degree, all the elements 
which serve to attract men to each other. His popularity and 
ability are plainly demonstrated by his rapid promotion in the 
Army, his success as a lawyer, and his election to Congress. 

But he has been suddenly called from his field of activity and 
usefulness here to take up the line of march of the silent major- 
ity, including a large number of his old comrades in the field, 
to the goal where we hope and believe thereis no war, but where 
all is peace and joy eternal. 

But, Mr. Speaker, our resolutions and eulogies fall silent upon 
the ear of our dead colleague. 

The good knight is dust, 


His good sword is rust, 
His soul is with the saints, we trust. 


Mr. Speaker, the sudden taking off of Gen. Enochs left the 
competion of his joys and the sharer of his trials and sorrows, 
together with an only son—a bright young man, and his father, 
earnestly desiring that he should have that education and prep- 
aration necessary for intelligent and effective services to his 
country, nominated him to a cadetship to the Military Academy 
at West Point, and who, it is believed, will worthily represent 
the best interests of the country in thefuture as his brave father 
did in the past. 

Mr. Speaker, when I retired from Congress in March, 1875, 
five of my colleagues had fallen during the last or short session 
of that, the Forty-third, Congress. As I return now, five of 
those who were members of this Congress have passed to the 
other shore. 


| REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. TYLER, from the Commit- 

tee on Naval Affairs, reported the bill (H. R. 4440) for the relief 

| of John L. Broome; which, with the accompanying report (No. 

| 602), was ordered to be printed, and referred to the Committee 
| of the Whole House. 


Aus 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIAL, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXTI,a bill and a resolution of the fol- 

| lowing titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: A bill (H. R. 6332) to amend an act 

entitled ‘‘An act to promote the administration of justice in the 

Army,” approved October 1, 1890—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A resolution asking that the Committee 
on Military Affairs be empowered to inquire, by the examina- 
tion of witnesses and records, as to who first suggested the 
nessee and Cumberland River campaign in the late war 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


len 
to 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ARNOLD: A bill (H. R. 6333) for the relief of S. T. 
Yount, of Bollinger County, Mo.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky: A biil (H. R. 6334) for the 
relief of David A. Baugh—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McCULLOCH: A bill (H. R. 6335) for the relief of J. 
M. Thomas—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R.6336) for the relief of Maj. 
Thomas W. Lion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. AVERY: Petition of W. H. Reid and 25 other citizens 
of Clare, Mich., asking for the passage of the Manderson-Hainer 
bill—to the Commitiee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BARVHOLDT: Petition of members of Elk Lodge, 
No. 430, Ancient Order United Workmen, of St. Louis, praying 
for the passage of the Manderson- Hainer bill—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BUNDY: Memorial of the city council and 640 citizens 
of the city of Ironton, Ohio, for an appropriation of $25,000 for 
the purpose of protecting the Ohio River front within the city 
limits—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. COMPTON: Petition of Rev. Thomas |. Packard and 
others, praying for the passage of a law to prevent lotteries in 
this country—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. COOMBS: Petition of Hope Council, No. 81, Order of 
United Friends, of Brooklyn, in favor of the Manderson-Hainer 
bill, to secure to the fraternal press of this country the same 
rate of postage as is now granted to other newspapers 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. COUSINS: Petition and resolution of the members of 
Tremont Lodge, No. 109, lowa Legion of Honor, of Stanwood, 
Cedar County, lowa, favoring the passage of the Manderson- 
Hainer bill, H. R. 4897—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of Frank Lucoek and 31 other 
citizens and of Homewood Circle, No. 119, Pittsburg, Pa., asking 


to the 


the age of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


/ Also, resolution of the American Humane Association, indors- 
ing House bill No. 4162—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 
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By Mr. DANIELS: Two petitions in the interest of the frater- 
nal society and college journals—to the Committee on the Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DINSMORE: Memorial and petition of the Cherokee 
Indian Citizenship Association, to create a tribunal to try and 
determine certain cases—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. ELLIS of Oregon: Remonstrance from E. P. Waltz 
and 159 others, of North Powder, Oregon, protesting against the 
proposed ‘‘God-in-the-Constitution amendment”—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Petition and protest of Harrington Beal 
and 20 others, against the existence or establishment of the 
Louisiana lottery in the friendly State of Honduras—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Oltice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HALL of Minnesota: Petition of citizens of Meeker 
County, Minn., in favor of the passage of Senate bill 1376, to more 
eifectually regulate the sale of imitation dairy products—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of Stewart, Minn., against the Louisi- 
ana lottery at Honduras—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HARTER: Protest of cigar-makers of Mansfield, Ohio, 
against an increase of tax on cigars—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. HEARD: Remonstrance of the Cigar Makers’ Local 
Union, No. 110, subordinate to International Union of America, 
againstan increase of internal revenue on cigars—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LINTON: Petition of A. R. Ball and other citizens 
of Corunna, Mich., in favor of the passage of the Manderson- 
ew bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

ads. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Petition of Thomas T. 
Addy and 25 other citizens of Sleepy Eye, Minn., favoring the 
Manderson- Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: Petition of Maj. Thomas W. Lion, 
through his wife, S. Somerville Lion, for increased pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RITCHIE: Petition of B. F. Rigby and 16 others, of 
Toledo, Ohio, favoring House bill 4897—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post- Roads. 

By Mr. SETTLE: Three petitions of citizens of the Fifth dis- 
trict of North Carolina, against the Wilson tariff bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of G. T. Martin, president of the faculty, and 
others, of the Fifth district of North Carolina, in favor of the 
Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WRIGHT of Massachusetts: Petition of South Canaan, 
Wayne County, Pa., and of S. A. Hickoy and others, of Wil- 
liamstown, Mass., in favor of legislation restricting the sale and 
transportation of oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 


SENATE. 


Monpbay, March 19, 1894. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT resumed the chair. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and 
approved. 

. MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A mess from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill(H. R. 4831) to amend 
an actentitled ‘‘An act authorizing the construction of a high 
wagon bridge at or near Sioux ony Iowa,” approved March 2, 
188), as amended by acts of April 13, 1890,and February 7, 1893. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 5425) for a charter 
for the Iowa and Nebraska Pontoon Bridge ee 

The m further announced that the House had passed the 
oe bills; in which it requested the conctirrence of the 


nate: 

A bill (H. R. 856) granting an increase of pension to John 
Stockwell; 

A bill (H. R. 2640) for the relief of Brig.Gen. John R. Brooke, 
United States Army; 

A bill (H.R. 5065) to ratify the reservation of certain lands 
made for the benefit of Oklahoma Territory, and for other pur- 


poses 

A bill (H. R. 6073) to extend the limits of the port of New York; 
an 

A bill (H. R. 6250) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to 


loan the Columbian caravels to the American National Red 
Cross, incorporated. 

The message also communicated to the Senate the resolutions 
of the House of Representatives on the death of Hon. William 
H. Enochs, late a Representative from the State of Ohio. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bill and joint resolution; and 
they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President. 

A bill (H. R. 4956) directing the coinage of the silver bullion 
held in the Treasury, and for other purposes; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 62) to fill a vacancy in the Board of 
Regents of the Smithsonian Institution. 


COMPENSATION OF CUSTOMS OFFICERS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate acommunica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 
from the Commissioner of Customs relative to the payment of 
the compensation of officers of the customs for services rendered 
after the expiration of their commissions, and also the draft of 
a resolution providing for the payment of such claims for serv- 
ices already rendered and which may be rendered in thefuture, 
requesting for the latter early and favorable consideration; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 


COURT OF CLAIMS REPORT, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the 
findings of that court in the cause of James C. Newman, adminis- 
trator of Hal W. Green, deceased, vs. The United States; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee 
on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of sundry cigar- 
makers of Bridgeport, Conn., remonstrating against an increase 
of the internal-revenue tax on cigars; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HOAR presented petitions of 35 citizens of Massachusetts; 
of Rev. Ellsworth Bonfilsand 192 other citizens of Port Chester, 
N. Y., and of Rev. Payson W. Lyman, of Fall River, Mass., and 
10 other members of the Taunton (Mass.) Association of Congre- 
gational Ministers, praying for the enactment of legislation for 
the suppression of the lottery traffic; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of S. A. Hickox and 40 other 
citizens of Williamstown, Mass., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to enable the States to enforce State laws regulating 
the substitutes for dairy products; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry cigar-makers of Mas- 
sachusetts, remonstratin ainst any increase of the internal- 
revenue tax on cigars; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Waltham Lodge, No. 26, An- 
cient Order of United Workmen, of Waltham, Mass., praying 
that fraternal society and college journals be admitted to the 
mails as second-class matter; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Olfices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the petition of E. W. Reid und sun- 
dry other citizens of Emmet County, Iowa, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to enable the States to enforce State laws 
regulating the sale of substitutes for aad Fb cate which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate COmmerce. 

He also presented a petition of Tip Best Post, No. 75, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Iowa, praying for the 
enactment of a just and equitable service-pension law; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of Tip Best Post, No. 75, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Iowa, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to prevent the suspension of pensions 
heretofore granted, or which may hereafter be granted, unless 
fraud has first been proven; and also tosecure the immediate res- 
toration of all suspended pensions until such proof has been fur- 
nished; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the memorial of H. Munchrath and sundry 
other citizens of Sioux City, Iowa, and the memorial of J. D. 
Fiddler and sundry other citizens of Williams, Iowa, remonstrat- 
ing against an increase of the internal-revenue tax on distilled 
spirits; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented memorials of Maurice Hall and sundry other 
citizens of Lincoln, Mich.; of E. H. Gault and sundry other citi- 
zens of Kalamazoo, Mich.; and of W. C. Barton and sundry other 
citizens of Avery, Iowa, ree, eee the adoption of 
an amendment to the preamble of the Constitution of the United 
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States recognizing the Deity; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


Union, of Marshalltown, and of Byron Webster and sundry other 
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Union, all of Detroit, Mich., praying for the governmental con- 


trol of the telegraph service: which were referred to the Com- 
He also presented petitions of N. B. Anthony and sundry other 
citizens of Stanwood; of Marshall Council, No. 588, National | 


citizens of Marshalltown, all in the State of Lowa, praying that | 


fraternal college and society journals be admitted to the mails 
as second-class matter; which were referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented memorials of Journeymen Barbers’ Union, 


No. 161; of Federal Labor Union, No. 6303, American Federation | 


of Labor; of Retail Clerks’ Association; of Local Union, No. 93; 
of Machine Woodworkers’ Union, No. 71, and of Typographical 
Union, No. 251, all of Muscatine, Iowa; of Local Union, No. 8s, 
Cigar Makers’ International Union of America, of Dubuque, Lowa; 
of Cigar Makers’ International Union of America, of Chicago, IIL., 
and of Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 120, of Muscatine, lowa, remon- 
strating against an increase of the internal-revenue tax on ci- 
gars; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of 115 citizens of Woos- 
ter, Ohio, remonstrating against the admission of the Territo- 
ries of Utaa, Arizona, and New Mexico into the Union as States 
until the Mormon question is more fully settled; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Territories. 

He also presented a petition of 28 ex-Union soldiers of Fulton, 
Ohio, praying for the settlement of all pension claims by De- 
cember 31, 1894; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also presented a memorial of 125 citizens of West Indian- 
apolis, Ind., remonstrating against the passage of the Wilson 
tariff bill; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry leaf tobacco and cigar 
manufacturers of Dayton, Ohio, remonstrating against the im- 
position of ad valorem rates, and praying for the adoption of a 
specific duty of 50 cents per pound on all unstemmed leaf to- 
bacco, and also for the adoption of the rate of duty proposed 
by the Wilson bill on foreign cigars; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorialof sundry window-glass workers 
of Pendleton, Ind., remonstrating against any change in the 
present duty on window glass; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Printing Pressmen’s Union, No. 
55, of Toledo, Ohio, praying for the appointment of a foreman of 
presswork in the Government Printing Office; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing. 

He also presented petitions of 110 citizens of New Philadel- 
phia, Ohio, and of 72 citizens of Ohio, praying that fraternal 
college and society journals be admitted to the mails as second- 
class matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented memorials of 31 citizens of Youngstown: of 
Dr. S. J. Penfield, of Columbus; ofsundry druggists of Massillon, 
Milan, Bryan, and Paulding; of Jerome Smith, of Mount Blanch- 
ard; of sundry citizens of Coolville, Hayesville, Cleveland, Se- 
ville, Lancaster, and Medina, and of George F. Sheets, of Cleve- 


land, all in the State of Ohio, remonstrating against an increase | 


of the internal-revenue tax on distilled spirits; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented memorials of 60 citizens of Hamilton; of 
Local Union No. 96, Cigar Makers’ International Union of Amer- 
ica, of Akron; of 8 cigar manufacturers of Mansfield; of Local 
Union No. 4, Cigar Makers’ International Union of America, 
ica, of Cincinnati; of 10 cigar manufacturers of Belmont, and of 
Local Union No, 115, Cigar Makers’ International Union of 
America, of Canton, all in the State of Ohio, remonstrating 
against an increase of the internal-revenue tax on cigars; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of the Christian Endeavor Soci- 
ety, the Christian Union, and the Epworth League, all of Clif- 
ton, Ohio, praying that the preamble to the Constitution of the 
United States be so amended as to recognize the Deity; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a memorial of the Watkins Medicine 
Company and sundry other druggists, of Winona, Minn., remon- 
strating against an increase of the internal-revenue tax on dis 
tilled spirits; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented memorials of Cigar Makers’ 
Local Union No. 128, of Cheboygan; of the Central Labor Union 
of Grand Rapids, and of Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 46, of Grand 
Rapids, allin the State of Michigan, remonstrating against an 
increase of the internal-revenue tax:on cigars; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of Carpenters’ Union, No. 421; of 
the Bakers’ Union; of Iron Molders’ Union, No. 31; of the Jour- 
neymen Stonecutters’ Union, and of Lodge No. 82, Machinists’ 
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mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of C. C. Edwards and sundry 
other citizens of Lawton, Mich.; and the petition of David Lie- 
ber and sundry other citizens of Ann Arbor, Mich., praying 
that fraternal society and college journals be admitted to the 
mails as second-class matter; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented the petition of Charles G. Pills- 
bury and 2 other citizens of Londonderry, N. H., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to enable the States to enforce 
State laws regulating the sale of substitutes for dairy products; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Mount Washington Lodge, No. 
276, of Concord, N. H., praying for the governmental! control of 
the telegraph service; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of the American Humane 
Association, praying for the passage of House bill 4182, provid- 
ing for an international conference to secure the better protec 
tion and care of animals in transit; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions of Apollo Lodge, No. 3, Shield of 
Honor, of Philadelphia; of Joseph L. Wright and 29 other cit- 
izens of Pittsburg, and of Theodore L. Seip and 21 other citizens 
of Allentown, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying that fra- 
ternal college and society journals be admitted to the mails as 
second-class matter; which were referred to the Committee on 
Post- Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also ne ig petitions of sundry citizens of East Liberty, 
Renfrew, Reibold, Pittsburg, and Allegheny; of Joseph Hutch- 
inson and 76 other citizens of Mars, and sundry citizens of Valen- 
ciaand Myoma; of Robert J. Hill, jr., and 99 other citizens of 
Philadelphia, all in the State of Pennsylvania; of sundry other 
citizens of White Cottage, Ohio; Sterling, Kans., and Youngs- 
town, Ohio, and of 34 citizens of Nuckolis County, Nebr., pray- 
ing that the preamble to the Constitution of the United States 
be so amended as to recognize the Deity; which were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WILSON presented memorials of Journeymen Barbers’ 
Union, No. 161; of Federal Labor Union, No. #303; of Retail 
Clerks’ Association, No. 93, and of Machine Wood Workers’ 
Union, No. 71, all of Muscatine, lowa, remonstrating against the 
proposed increase in the internal-revenue tax on cigars; which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. LODGE presented the memorial of Charles B. Kingsley 
and 8 other citizens of Massachusetts, remonstrating against the 
proposed increase of the tax on distilled spirits; which was re 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of Seaverns & Co. and 45 other 
importers and dealers of bananas, of Boston, Mass., remonstrat- 
ing against the duty proposed to be placed on bananas; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Warren A. Cassand 11 other 
citizens of Massachusetts, praying thatfraternal society and col- 
lege journals be admitted to the mails as second-class matter; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

Mr. PEFFER presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Union, 
No. 345, of Kansas City, Kans., remonstrating against an in- 
crease of the internal-revenue tax on cigars; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petitionof Rev. A. B. Irwin and sundry 
other citizens of Highland, Kans., praying that fraternal society 
and college journals be admitted to the mails as second-class 
matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the memorial of W. J. Evans and sundry 
other citizens of Iola, Kans., and the memorial of James '’. 
Prout and sundry other citizens of Morland, Kans., remonstrat- 
ing against an increase of the tax on alcohol; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Cali- 
fornia, praying for the passage of the bill proposing to amend 
the Indian depredation law; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of San Fran- 
cisco, Oakland, Honcut, Colusa, Lemoore, and: Vernondale, and 
of Almo Court, No. 1256, Independent Order of Foresters, of El- 
mira, all in the State of California, praying that fraternal col- 
lege and society journals be admitted to the mails as second-class 
matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PETTIGREW presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Brown County, S. Dak., remonstrating against the passage of 
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the Wilson tariff bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He als» presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 153, 
of Sioux Falls, 5. Dak., remonstrating againstan increase of the 
internal-revenue tax on cigars; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of W. H. H. Beadle, president, 
and sundry students of the State Normal School, of Madison, 
S. Dak., praying for the enactment of legislation to suppress 
the lottery trailic; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judicia’ y. 

Mr. H 1WLEY presented tho petition of M. S. Baldwin and 
25 other citizens of Naugatuck, Conn., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to enable the States to enforce State laws 
regulating the sale of d.iry products; which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. PLATT presented the petition of D. E. Mills and sundry 
other farmers of Connecticut, praying for the enactment of 
legislation regulating the sale of*substitutes for dairy products; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 103, 
of Ansonia, Conn., and a memorial of Cigar Makers Union, No. 
282, of Bridgeport, Conn., remonstrating against an increase of 
the internal-revenue tax on cigars; which were referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Yale Conclave, No. 224, Im- 
proved Order of Heptasophs, of New Haven, Conn., praying 
that frate nal society and college journals be admitted to the 
mails as second-class matter; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post -Oilices and Post- Roads. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of 40 students of the Bangor 
Theological Se ninary, Bangor, Mc., praying for the enactment 
ol legislation to suppress the lottery traffic: which was reierred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Local Union, 
No. 40, of Portland, Me., remonstrating against an increase of the 
internal-revenue tax on cigars; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of William Pearson and 26 
other farmers of Piscataquis County, Me., and a petition of 17 
farmers of Dover, Me., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to enable the States to enforce State laws regulating the sale of 
substitutes for dairy products; which were referred to theCom- | which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 
mittee on Interstaie Commerce. Mr. VILAS presented memorials of R. Rudloff and sundry 

Mr. HUNTON presented the petition of Mrs. Adalena T. | other citizens of Eau Claire; of Grand Labor Council of La 
Blick, of Ream’s Station, Va., praying that she be reimbursed | Crosse; of John Dingler and sundry other citizens of La Crosse, 
for property takenfrom her for the use of the Union Army dur- | and of John Roth and sundry other citizens of Oshkosh, all in 
ing the civil war; which was referred to the Committee on | the State of Wisconsin, remonstrating against an increase of 
Claims. the internal-revenue tax on cigars; which were referred to the 

Mr. MILLS presented sundry memorials of citizens of Texas, | Committee on Finance. 
remonstrating against an increase of the tax on distilled spirits; He also presented memorials of O. L. Woodward and sundry 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. other citizens of Clinton; of F. M. Kellogg and sundry other 

Mr. HARRIS presented the memorial of B. Lowenstein & | citizens of Kaukauna; of George L. Bauldauf and sundry other 
Bros., of Memphis, Tenn., and the memorial of I. H. Stau‘fer, | citivens of Milwaukee, and of Golding & Carey, of West Supe- 
jr., and MeCloskey Brothers,of New Orleans, La., remonstrat- | rior, all in the State of Wisconsin, remonstrating against an 
ing against the reduction of the bounty on sugar; which were | increase of the tax on distilled spirits; which were referred to 
referred to the Committeeon Finance. the Committee on Finance, : ne: 

Mr, TURPIE presented petitions of C nters and Joiners’ Mr. CULLOM presented memorials of Cigar Makers’ Union 
Union. No. 299, of the Ceniral Trade and Labor Union, and of | No. 47, of Quincy; of sundry cigar manufacturers of Belleville; 
Sewmakers’ Union No. 1, all of Indianapolis, Ind., praying for | of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 174, of Joliet, and of Cigar Makers’ 
the Governm natal control of thetelegraph service; which were | Union No. 243, of Chicago Heights, all in the State of Illinois, 
referred to the Committee on Post-Oifices and Post-Roads. remonstrating against an increase of the internal-revenue tax on 

He aso presented petitions of Andrew Braun, G. Bonman, | cigars; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 
Warren L. Radér, J. A. Wilson, Gecrge Oaster, R. G. Baker, He also presented the memorial of H. Ham and sundry other 
Alb .+ Fuller, H. Osthouse, Charles E. Teague, Benjamin S. | citizens of Browns, Ill., and the memorial of Paton Brennan 
Welch, Robert Cordle, A. J. Siegfried, Shepherd & Bowman, | and sundry other citizens of Mount Carmel, IIL., ae 
O. Puller, W. A. Miller, and William T. Cook, all cigar manu- | against an increase 0: the tax on alcohol; which were referre 
facturers of Muncie. Ind., and of sundry cigar manufacturersof | to the Committee on Finance. 

Terre Haute, Hammond, and Indianapolis, all in*the State of He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Aledo, Dan- 
Indiana, remonstrating against an increase of the internal-reve- | ville, Chie:go, Peoria,and Eureka; of Lake Camp, No. 174. Mod- 
nue tax on cigars; which were referred to the Committee on | ern Woodmen of America, of Waukegan, and of Court Engle- 
Finance. wood, No. 47, Independent Order of Odd Fellows, of Englewood 

Mr. ALLEN presented a memorial of the Nebraska Blue La- | all in the State of Illinois, praying that fraternal society and 
bel Association, and sundry memorials of cigar manufacturers of college journals be admitted to the mails as second-class matter; 
Omaha, Nebr., remonstrating against an increase of the inter- | which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
nal-revenue tax on cigars; which were referred to the Commit- | Roads. 
tee on Finance. Mr. CHANDLER presented the petition of Charles G, Pills- 

Be also presented a petition of Lodge No. 172, Ancient Order | bury and 25 other citizens of Londonderry, N. H., praying for 
of United Workmen, of Cedar Creek, Nebr., and a petition of | the enactment of legislation to enable the St:tes to enforce State 
sundry citicens of Cedar Creek, Nebr., praying that fraternal | laws regulating the sale of substitutes for dairy products; which 
society and college journals be admitted to the mails as second- | was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
class matter: which were referred to the Committee on Post-| Mr. HALE presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Local 
Offices and Post-Roads. Union No. 40, of Portland, Me., remonstrating against an in- 

Mr. COCKRELL. I presenta memorial of the St. Louis(Mo.) | cresse of the internal-revenue tax on cigars; which was re- 
Mercantile Company, and the memorial of C. M. Kendrick &Co., | ferred to the Committee on Finance. 
of St. Louis, Mo., remonstrating against the administrative pro-| He also presented the petition of Amasa Gilman and sundry 
vision of the Wilson tariff bill, so called, which prevents an ap- | other citizens of Dover, Me., and a petition of sundry citizens 


peal from the final decision of appraisers in customs cases. I 
move that the memorials be referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ialso presenta petition of the Commer- 
cial Club of Kansas City, Mo., praying for the early rati'cation 
of the treaties now pending before Congress with the Wichita 
Indians and the Comanche, Kiowa, and Apache Indians, ceding 
to the United States certain lands. I move that the petition be 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and trust the com- 
mittee wiil give prompt attention to it. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a memorial of Geyer & Murray, of 
Neosho, Mo., remonstrating against the passage of the clause in 
the Wilson tariff bill relating to building and loan associations; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of St. Louis and 
Marshall; of Grand Lodge, Ancient Order of United Workmen, 
of Kansas City; and of Chevalier Council, No. 1089, Royal Ar- 
canum, of St. Louis, all in the State of Missouri, praying that 
fraternal college and society journals be admitted to the mails as 
second-class matter; which were referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented sundry memorials of cigar manufacturers of 
Springfield; of Local Union, No. 95, Cigar Makers’ International 
Union of America, ot St. Joseph, and of the Industrial Council 
of Sedalia, all in the State of Missouri, remonstrating against 
an increase of the internal-revenue tax on cigars; which were 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BATE presented a petition of Versailles. Lodge, No..71, 
Ancient Order of United Workmen, of Rockvale, Tenn., praying 
that fraternal society and college journals be admitted to the 
mails as second-class matter; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. KYLE presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 
153, and of sundry citizens of Sioux Falls, S. Dak., remonstrating 
againstan increase of the internal-revenue tax on cigars; which 
was re'erred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Granite Cutters’ Union of 
the United States, of Concord, N. H., praying that subcontrac- 
tors on Government buildings be compelled to work their men 
employed on such work no longer than eight hours per day; 
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of Guilford and Abbot, Me., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to enable the States to enforce State laws regulating | 
the sale of dairy products ; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented the memorial of M. E. Asin and 
sundry other citizens of Marquette, Mich., remonstrating against 
the passage of the Wilson tarilf bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presen‘ed a memorial of the Sebewaing Leather Com- | 
pany, of Cheboygan, Mich., remonstrating against a reduction 
of the duty on sole leather; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance 

He also presented petitions of Prof. Charles E. Green and 
other members of the faculty of the University of Michigan, 
Ann Arbor, Mich., and of W. H. Horner and sundry other cit- 
izens of Saginaw, Mich., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to suppress the lotivery traffic; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of A. N. Smith and 275 other 
citizens of Clare and Isabella Counties, Mich., and the petition | 
of A. D. Gillies and sundry other citizens of Cass City, Mich., | 
praying that fraternal college and society journals be admitted | 
to the mails as second-class matter; which were referred to the | 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented memorials of Schweikle Bros. and sundry 
other citi ens of Mango'de and Bay City: of W. H. McKinstry 
and sundry other citizens of Muskegon: of C. L. Hobartand sun- | 
Gry other citizens of Flint, and of sundry cigar manufacturers 
of Detroit, all in the State of Michigan, remonstrating against 
an increase of the internal-revenue tax on cigars; which were 
referred to the Committee on Finance. . 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of Mound City Saddle and 
Harness Makers’ Union, No. 23, of St. Louis, Mo., praying for 
the governmental control of the telegraph service; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Oflices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of C. C. Armstrong and sundry 
other citizens of Carrollton, Mo., praying that fraternal society 
and college journals be admitted to the mails as second-cluss 
matter; which was referred to the Comm.ttee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. GRAY presented a memorial of the House of the Good | 
Shepherd of the District of Columbia, remonstrating againsiany 
appropriations being made for their maintenance through the 
Board of Children’s Guardians of the District of Columbia, and 
praying that such appropriations when made shall be given di- 
rect to the institution; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Mr. SQUIRE presented the petition of Dr. J. P. Turney and 
sundry other citizens of Davenport, Wash., praying that the pre- 
amble to the Constitution of the United States b> so amended as | 
to recognize the Deity; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Seattle, Col- 
fax, Spokane, Pomeroy, Pullman, Palouse, Kent, Port Town- 
send, Port Angeles, and Snohomish, all in the State of Wash- 
ington, praying that fraternal society and college journals be 
admitted to the mails as second-class matter; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Ovlices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BRICE presented a petition of Hollingsworth Division, 
No. 100, Railway Conductors’ Association, of Columbus, Ohio, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to create boards of ar- 
bitration or commission for settling controversies and differ- 
ences between railroad corporations and other common carriers 
engaged in interstate and territorial tr insportitios of property 
or passengers and their employés; which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Henry Marsh and 21 other 
citizens of Shauck, Ohio, ex-soldiers of the late war, D>partment 
of Ohio, prayigg for an investigation of the present administra 
tion of the Pension Office; which was referred to the Committes 
on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of Pressmen’s Union, No. 42, of 
Akron, Ohio, praying for the appointment of a foreman of press- 
work in the Government Printing Office; which was referred to | 
the Committee on Printing. 

He also presented a petition of the Canton Trades and Labor 
Assembly, of Canton, Ohio, and a petition of the Trades and 
Labor Council, of Tiffin, Ohio, praying for the governmental | 
control of the telegraph service: which were referred to the 
Committee on Post-Ottices and Post-Roads. 

_He also presented petitions of Fraternal Mystic Circle, No. 
857, of Bucyrus; of 23 citizens of Cleveland; of 72 citizens of Ohio; 
of Carel Council, No, 1473, Royal Arcanum, of Carthage: of Nor- 
walk Council, No. 403, Royal Arcanum, of Norwalk: of 13 citi- | 
zens of Bucyrus; of Dayton Lodge, No. 48, Ancient Order of 
United Workmen, of Dayton; of 14 citizens of Fremont; and of | 
35 citizens of Carthage, all in the State of Ohio, praying that | 
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| revenue tax on cigars; which was referred to the Committee on 
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fraternal society and college journals be admitted to the mail 
as second-class matter; which were roferred to the Committe 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
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He alsopresented a petition of 354 citizens of the State of Ohio, 
praying for the repeal of section 26 of the internal-rey ) 
; law of 1890, permitting the sale of leaf tobacco by retail de ilers 
without payment of tax; which was referred to the Committee 


|} on Finance. 


He also presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 48, 
of Toledo, Ohio, remonstrating against a reduction of the duty 


of the intornal- 


inance. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Sharon, 
Springfield, Washington Court-House, Rix Mills, Findlay, Ga- 
lion, Cleveland, Milan, and Luckey, all in the State of Ohio, and 
of citizens of Noble County, O 1io, remonstrating against the 


| imposition of an income tax, and also against an increase of the 


tax on distilled spirits; which were referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented the memorial of John J. Purinton in behalf 
of 1,300 members of the Eist Liverpool Building and Lown As- 
sociition, of East Liverpool, Ohio, remonstrating against the 
passage of the clause in the Wilson tarilf bill relating to bu 
ing and loan associations; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. . 

He also presented a memorial of the Dayton Druggists’ Asso 
ciation, of Dayton, Ohio, and the memori il of Nathan Rosewater, 
of Cleveland. Ohio, remonstrating arainst an increase of the tax 
on alcohol; which were referred to the Committee on Finanee. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Trumbull 
County, Ohio, remonstrating against the passage of the Wi 1 
tarilf bill; which was referred to the Committee on Finan 

He also presented a petition of 200 citizens of Harrison County, 
Ohio, praying that wools and woolen goods be placed on the 
free list by the passage of the Wilson tariff bill; free wool to 
take eifect on the passage of the bill and free woolens to follow 
within a reasonabie time thereafter; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1296) for the relief of Andrew Gray, re- 
ported it without amendment. 

Mr.PUGH. The Committeos on the Judiciary have had under 
consideration the joint resolution (S. R. 6)) to ascertain the right 
of certain parties to the award of the Cherokee loan, and hive 
unanimously instructed me to report back the joint resolution 
adversely, and recommend that it be indefinitely postponed. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee on the District of Co 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill |S. 970) to revulate water- 
main assessments in the District of Columbia, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was} 
ferred the bill (S. 1749) to authorize the construction of a brig 
over the Monongahela River at Glenwood, Pa., reported it with 
amendments. » 

He a'so, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1750) to authorize the West Braddock Bridge Company 
to construct a bridge over the Monongahela River from the 
borough of Rankin to Mifflin Township, reported it with amend- 
ments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (A. R. 5771) authorizing the Texarkana and Shreveport 
Railroad Company to bridge Sulphur River, in the State of Ar- 
kansas, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam instructed by the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1438) for the relief of 
Louis A. Yorke, to report it adversely,and submit a report 
thereon. I! ask that the bill be placed on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam instructed by the Committee on Naval 


| Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 12)4) topermit Agnes 


A. Niver to bring a suit against the United States, to submit an 
adverse report thereon. I ask thatthe bill be piaced on the 
Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on tho District of 
Columbia, to whom was referred tho bill (H. R. 740) to amend 
an act entitled “‘Anactreculating the sale of intoxicating liquors 
in the District of Columbia,” reported it with amendment 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S.1775) granting 

Harriet Williams; which was read twice by its 


a pension to 
and, with 
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the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pen- | white and Drs. John W. Trader and W.H. Evans. I move that 


810n8. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 1776) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Warren Prosser; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PASCO (for Mr. PALMER) introduced a bill (S. 1777) to 
finally adjust the swamp-land grants, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title,and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

Mr. SMITH introduced a bill (S. 1778) to amend an act entitled 
‘“‘Anact toregulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887; which 
was read twice by its title,and referred to the Committee on In- 
terstate Commerce. 

He also(for Mr. MCP HERSON) introduced a bill(S. 1779) author- 
izing certain officers of the Navy to administer oaths: which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

He also (for Mr. MCPHERSON) introduced a bill (S. 1780) to pro- 
vide for the creation of the office of assistant to the Chief of the 
Bureau of Supplies and Accounts, Navy Department; which was 
ve by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 

airs. 

He also (for Mr. MCPHERSON) introduced a bill (S. 1781) for 
the employment and relief of ex-civil apprentices; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

He also (for Mr. MCPHERSON) introduced a bill (S. 1782) to 
amend the Articles for the Government of the Navy relative to 
punishment on conviction by court-martial; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs. 

He also (for Mr. MCPHERSON) introduced a bill (S. 1783) to 
provide for naturalization by enlistment and service in the United 
States Navy and Marine Corps; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also (for Mr. MCPHERSON) introduced a bill (S. 1784) to 

amend section 3719 of the Revised Statutes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs. 
Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 1785) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the record of Charles T. Hurd, for- 
merly a landsman in the United States Navy; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1786) for the relief of Charles E. 
Behle; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper.-referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PEFFER. I desire to introduce two bills, both of them 
by request. They come from what is designated by an indorse- 
ment as the ‘‘Good Roads Association ofthe United States.” I 
know nothing about this association. Iam personally acquainted 
with the gentleman who claims to represent the association—a 
man of good character. The bills are respectful in form. I 
merely wish tosay that I am not in mapas with the object of 
the bills, and therefore I wish to have it distinctly understood that 
I am in nowise responsible for the matter contained in them. 
Still, while that is true, I look upon this class of cases a _ 
deal like I do upon a petition, and that it is not any of my i- 
ness what is the object of a petition or what is the object of a 
bill if it is courteous and respectful and comes from people who 
are worthy of respect. I ask that the bills be referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

The bills were severally read twice by their titles, and referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor, as follows: 

A bill (S. 1787) to provide for public improvements and em- 
ployment of the citizens of the United States; and 

A bill (S. 1788) to provide for the improvement of public roads, 
and for other a 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 1789) to provide for 
the resurvey of Grant and Hooker Counties, Nebr.; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1790) to reimburse the city of Ne- 
braska City, Nebr., for money expended in street paving at the 
north end of the Government building in that city; which was 
yee on by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appro- 

riations, 

. Mr. PERKINS (for Mr. WHITE) introduced a bill (S. 1791) 
for the relief of James Joyes, late first lieutenant United States 
Army; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
as ae papers referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

r. SKRELL introduced a bill (S. 1792) gran a pen- 
sion to Joseph M. Pilkington; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In support of the bill I present the peti- 
tion of Joseph M. Pilkington, and the affidavits of W. J. r- 


| 


the bill be referred, with the accompanying papers, to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. - 
The motion was agreed to. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. HUNTON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
th to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 

rinted. 

Mr. DOLPH submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the a and consular appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. ALLEN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
ae to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. TURPIE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which, with 
the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 


CLERICAL FORCE IN TREASURY AND INTERIOR DEPARTMENTS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a em coming over from a previous day, which will be 
read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, submitted by Mr .GALLIN- 
GER on the 15th instant, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury and the Secretary of the In- 
terior be directed to transmit to the Senate, in separate lists, the names 
ofall rte somes. promoted, reduced, and dismissed since the 4th day 
of March, 1893, and the State to which each clerk is credited. 

Mr. GALLINGER. AsI desire to maks a little further in- 
vestigation in the line of the resolution, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to withdraw it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from New Hampshire? The Chair hears none, and 
the resolution is withdrawn. 


POLICY REGARDING HAWAII. 


_ Mr. GEORGE. I desire to give notice that to-morrow morn- 
ing, as soon as I can get the floor conveniently, I shall call up 
the resolution in reference to Hawaii, reported by the Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE] from the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations, with a view of making some remarks on the legal as- 
pects of the case. 


TRANSMISSION OF PERIODICALS, ETC., IN SACKS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a meena coming over from a previous day, which will be 
read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. PEFFER 
on the 15th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads be, and it is 
hereby, instructed to consider and report whether the postal laws and regu- 
lations ought not to beso amended that any person shall have the right to 
mail any periodical, track, leaflet, or other similar publication, by the sack 
or otherwise, and have the same delivered to any receiver of mail at any 
domestic post-office when the postage is prepaid thereon at the rate of 1 
cent pound or fractional part thereof, and when such publications are 
not of obscene or immoral character, not issued for advertising purposes, 
nor to incite riot or insurrection. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, this resolution is one that 
needs to be explained before it is acted upon by the Senate, and 
I shall occupy a very few minutes in explaining its object. 

In the first place, under the rules and regulations of the Post- 
Office Department, mailable matter is divided into classes. 
There is one general class known as second-class matter, and it 
has two subdivisions. I read section 276 of the Postal Lawsand 
Regulations of 1893: 

Mailable matter of the second class shallembrace all newspapers and other 
periodical publications which are issued at stated intervals, and as frequently 
as four times a year, and are within the conditions named in sections 12 and 
14. (Actof March 3, 1879, sec. 10; 20 Stats., 359.) The sections referred to are 
293 and 277. nd-class matter above described is of two kinds: (1) That 
sent by publishers or newsagents. (2) That sent by others than publishers or 
news agents. (Section 302.) 

Something more than a year ago, perhaps a year and a half 

o—atany rate under the last Administration—my attention was 
called to the repootion by the Post-Office Department of an ap- 
plication made by the secretary of the Kansas State Farmers’ 
Alliance and Industrial Union. The application was made for 

rmission to have a certain publication of the order to which 

e belonged passed through the mails as second-class matter 
under the section which I have just read. Upon examination of 
a — of the publication the Postmaster-General was of opinion 
that it was not such a - engeeae as is included within the pur- 
view of the statute and the regulations. 

Upon further examination, however, and upon representation 
by myself, the Department reéxamined the publication, and found 
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that it was not an advertising sheet in any sense; that it did not | So, too, it would permit me to distribute my newspap>rs after 


come under any of the heads relating to objectionable matter; | | have read them; and that isa very common practice w 


that it was merely a publication of the order, issued once a 
month, for the purpose of conveying the news as to the progress 
of the order, the changes made in their rules and regulations, 
and the general drift and tendency of the work of the order. 
Later, under the same Administration, another application was 
made by a gentleman in the city of St. Louis, one Mr. Morgan, 
asIremember. He proposed to issue a regular weekly newspa- 
per, and-was anxious to advertise the paper and the enterprise 
largely with the first edition. 
mails an edition of a hundred thousand copies of the first issue 
of the paper. 

His application was rejected, on the ground that the legiti- 
mate subscription list of the publisher was too small to justify 
so large a circulation for the first issue, or for any other issue 
in excess of the bona fide mailing list. Upon further examina- 


tion, and also upon my own presentation of the case, the Post- | 


master-General modified his order to the extent that papers to 
the number of about five times the number of bona fide sub- 
scribers upon the publisher's list might be sent through the 
mails at the first issue, and a certain number in advance from 
that time on so as to correspond as nearly as might be with 
the practice as to other regular publications. 

Mr. President, I have another case which is different from 
either of the former cases, in which, in the ruling, the Post- 


master-General, upon a second application, not one personal | 


from myself, however, remains of the belief that his former rul- 
ing was correct. 
for assistance, and I have thought it best to render it by offer- 
ing the pending resolution. He is aresident of this city, a citi- 
zen of the State of Virginia, I believe, andhe is an active advo- 
cate of views which he and a few others like him hold upon 
economic questions. 

He has found it convenient in several instances to announce 
himself as a candidate for prominent offices in the State of 
Virginia. member of Congress, governor, and the like, witha 
view of disseminating his ideas. By way of aiding hisambition 
in this respect he proposed to publish a little periodical, a 
quarterly, called the Virginia Pantocrat. 

The gentleman claims to be the founder of a new party called 
the Pantocrat party, and the members speak of themselves as 
Pantoerats. His publication is altogether respectable, al- 
together decent; but it was clear to my mind upon the presen- 
tation of the first issue of his little paper that it was not prop- 
erly mailable as second-class matter. Iso advised him, and the 
reeson | gave was that it was advertising the man rather than 
the doctrine, at least it was advertising both; and upon appeal 
to the Postmaster-General he received a similar answer. But 
now he comes out with asecond number of his paper, from which 
he has eliminated the advertising feature; that is to say, that 


The gentleman affected has appealed to me | 


He wished to send through the | 


. 
greatmany people. After they have read their newspaper or 
their magazine or their tract theyare anxious tosend it tosome 
friend in order that he or she may have the same benefit or 
pleasure from perusing it that they did; and if the law w: 


amended as the resolution suggests it would permit p 3 to 
send periodicals of those classes through the mail the s 

publisher does. While | do not see any reason why it should 
not be done, I see a good many reasons why it should be done 
and I therefore now appeal to the Senate and ask that the reso- 


| lution may be adopted and that the committee may consider care- 





which advertised himself upon the ticket of any party, and he | 


simply presents the doctrines, the same as a Republican writer 
or a Democratic writer or a Populist or a Prohibitionist or <¢ 
Nationalist writer would do. He claims the privilege of pass- 
ing through the mails as second-class matter this little paper. 

‘The resolution asks that the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads shall consider and report not any specific matter, 
but whether the postal laws and regulations ought not to be so 
amended that any person shall have the right to mail any peri- 
odical, tract, leaflet, or other similar publication, by the sack or 
otherwise, and have the same delivered to anyreceiver of mail 
at any domestic post-office when the postage is prepaid thereon 
at the rate of 1 cent per pound or fractional part thereof, and 
when such publications are not of obscene or immoral character, 
not issued for advertising purposes, nor to incite riot or insur- 
rection. 

While I am not in harmony with this paper at all, any more 
than I am with a Republican or a Democratic paper, a question 


is presented by this man and it is that question that I now pre- | 


sent to the Senate for action by the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads, whether the postal laws and regulations may 


not be or ought not to be so amended that any person, whether | 


he be a publisher or not, whether he is a private citizen or who 
he may bs may not properly pass through the mails as second- 
class matter such periodicals as are mentioned in the law and 
the regulations now. For example, a friend of mine in the city 
of New York may forward to mea thousand or ten thousand 
tracts with the request that I distribute them. 


They may be | 


temperance tracts, they may be religious tracts, they may be | 


political tracts, they may be reform tracts, they may be tariff 
tracts, or what not. The resolution would permit my friend in 
New York to send those tracts to me as second-class matter, and 
it would permit me to mail and distribute them in packages or 


single at — rates, acent a pound for every pound or fraction 
of a pound. 





fully whether the time has not come when any individual person, 
man, woman, or child, may send through the mailat pound ; 
just such matters as the newspaper publishers and printers are 
permitted to send through the mail. That is all there is in tl 
resolution, and I ask that it may be adopted. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish to have the resolution read once more 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

Mr. PLATT. I have no objection to the passage of the reso 
lution. Ido not believe in its adoption, but [ have no objection 
to its being considered by the Committee on Post-Oflices and 
Post-Roads. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. PEFFER. I move that the papers in my possession be 
referred to the Committes on Post-Offices and Post-Roads in 
connection with the resolution. I will send them to the desk. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The question is on agreeing to the 


‘> 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 
The bill (H. R. 856) granting an increase of pension to John 


| Stockwell was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 


mittee on Persions. 

The bill (H. R. 5065) to ratify the reservation of certain lands 
made for the benefit of Oklahoma Territory, and for other pur 
poses, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

The bill (H. R. 6073) to extend the limits of the port of New 
York was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com 
on Commerce. 

The bill (A. R. 6250) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to 
loan the Columbian caravels to the American National Ked Cross, 
incorporated, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

BRIG. GEN. JOHN R. BROOKE. 

The bill (H. R. 2640) for the relief of Brig. Gen. John R. 
Brooke, United States Army, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MANDERSON. A bill identical with this measure passed 
the Senate about a week ago. The only change there is in the 
House bill is one that decidedly betters it, and requires that 
within three months from the passage of the act this oifer of 
compromise shall be accepted by the judgment creditors. 
that the bill be put upon its passage. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask that the bill be read at leneth, so 
that there may be no question about the two bills being 
tical. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States be 
authorized and directed to pay to the legal representatives of Andrew Cam 
eron, of New Mexico, the sum of $1,000, and to the legal representatives of 
John Smith, of New Mexico, the sum of $1,000, being in full satisfaction of 
the judgments obtained by the said Cameron and Smith in the district court 
of the first judicial district of the Territory of New Mexico, at the Aucust 


term of 1869, against Lieut. Col. John R. Brooke, Third Infantry, United 
States Army, now brigadier-general United States Army, for alleged tres 


L ask 


iden- 


oe and falseimprisonment: Provided, That the provisions of thi Lshall 
e accepted by the legal representatives of Andrew Cameron and John Smith 
as a settlement in full of ali claims against John R. Brooke, of the United 


States Army, within three months from the passage hereof. And the said 
sums are hereby appropriated for said purposes, out of any mney in t! 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be paid and receivd in full 
charge and satisfaction of all claims arising out of said judgments 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DEATH OF THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE ° 

Mr. SHERMAN. I[ask that the resolutions of the House of 
Representatives in reference to the death of my late colleague 
in that body be laid before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 


ENOCHS 


resolutions of the House of Representatives, which wil! be read. 
The resolutions were read, as follows: 
Resolved, That the House has heard with sincere regret the ann nent 
of the death of Hon. William H. Enochs, late a Representative f » State 
of Ohio. 


Resolved, That the business of the House be suspended in order that the 
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public services and private character of the deceased be thoroughly com- 
memorated, 

kesol ed, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be directed to 
communicate these resolutions to the Senate, and send aduly attested copy 
to the widow of the deceased. 

Resolved. That at the conclusion of these services the House, as a further 
mark of respect, do adjourn. 


Mr. SHERMAN. [ask that the resolutions lie on the table for 
the present. Atsome convenient period I shall call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to the matter. 

a VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions will lie on the 
table. 





PROPOSED EXECUTIVE SESSION FOR TUESDAY. 


Mr. CALL. I desire to give notice that I shall not move for 
an executive session to day, but will do so to-morrow. I make 
this announcement at the request of Senators who have some 
special bills they wish to have acted upon by the Senate to-day. 


MONONGAHELA RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. QUAY. Iask the unanimous consent of the Senate for 
the present consideration of the bill (S. 1749) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge over the Monongahela River at Glen- 
wood, Pa., which was reported this morning from the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, with amendments. It is a bill to which there 
is no objection. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments of the Commit- 
tee on Commerce will be stated in their order. 

The first amendment was on page 2, to strike out section 2 
in the following words: 

Suc. 2. That any act of Congress, or part of an act inconsistent herewith, 
80 far as it affects the same, is hereby repealed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section 3 [2], line 23, after the 
word ‘‘feet” to insert the words ‘“‘in length in the clear;” after 
the word “ and,” in the same line to insert ‘‘the;” and to strike 
out in line 24 the words, “fifty-three feet above low-water 
mark,” and insert ‘the superstructure shall not be less than 53 
feet above the level of the water at pool full in said river;” so as 
to make the proviso read: 

Provided, That the channel span of said bridge shall be not less than 500 
feet in length in the clear, and the clear height of the superstructure shall 
—— less than 53 feet above the level of the water at pool full im said 
river. s 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section 5(4), line 4, after the word 
‘*date,” to strike out the word ‘‘ hereof” and insert ‘‘ of the ap- 
proving this act;” so as to read: 

That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the bridge 
herein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed with 
three vears from the date of the approving this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bi.l was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH GRAND RONDE INDIAN RESERVATION. 


Mr. DOLPH. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration 
at this time of the bill (5.755) granting the right of way to the 
Albany and Astoria Railroad Company through the Grand Ronde 
Indian Reservation in the State of Oregon, which was reported 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs by the Senator from Ne- 
vada [Mr. STEWART}. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whele, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The lit was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs 
with amendments: in section 1, line 3, before the word “ hun- 
dred,” to strike out ‘‘ two” and insert “ one;” and in line 4, after 
the word ‘‘ width,” to insert ‘‘ and such additional width as may 
be required at any point on account of the formation of the 
ground for necessary cuts and fills;” so as to make the section 


That aright of way not exceeding 100 feet in width and such additional 
width as may be required at point on account of the formation of the 
ground for necessary cuts and fills through the Grand Ronde Indian Reser- 
vation. in the State of Oregon, shall be, and is hereby, granted to the Albany 
and Astoria Railroad Com , @ corporation duly organized under the 
laws of the State of nm, or its assigns. according to ene and sur- 
veysof the route to be filed in the Department and appro by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior; and said company shall also have the right to take 
from said lands adjacent to the line of said railroad, material, stone, earth, 
and timber necessary for the construction of said railroad: also ground ad- 
jacent to such right of way for station buildings, depots, machine shops, 
side tracks, turn-outs, and water stations, not to exceed in amount 200 feet 
in width and 8.000 feet in length foreach to the extent of one station 
for each 10 miles of road. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported tothe Senate asamended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


CONSOLIDATION OF GEORGETOWN WITH WASHINGTON, D.C. 


Mr. FAULKNER. Iask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of Senate bill 445, which was objected to some 
time since by the Senator from Nebraska[Mr. ALLEN]. He has 
examined the bill and states that he has no further objection to 
Pr It is very important that the bill shall be passed at an early 

ate. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 445) supple- 
mentary to an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide a government for 
the District of Columbia,” approved February 21, 1871, and also 
an act entitled ‘‘An act for the government of the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes,” approved June 20, 1874. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


PROPERTY RETURNS BY GOVERNMENT OFFICERS. 


Mr. PROCTOR. I ask unanimous consent that The bill (H. 
R. 5530) to regulate the making of property returns by officers 
of the Governmentbe now considered. It was passed over here- 
tofore on the objection of the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL], 
who now withdraws his objection. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It provides that instead 
of forwarding to accounting officers of the Treasury Department 
returns of public property intrusted to the possession of officers 
or agents, the Quartermaster-General, the Commissary-General 
of Subsistence, the Surgeon-General, the Chief of Engineers, 
the Chief of Ordnance, the Chief Signal Officer, the Paymaster- 
General of the Navy, the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, or 
other like chief officers in any department, by, through, or un- 
der whom stores, supplies, and other public property are re- 
ceived for distribution, or whose dutyit is to receive or examine 
returns of such property, shall certify to the proper accounting 
officer of the Treasury Department, he debiting on the proper 
account, any charge against any ollicer or agent intrusted with 
public property, arising from any loss accruing by his fault, to 
the Government as to the property so intrusted to him. 

The certificate shall set forth the condition of such officer's 
or agent’s property returns, that it includes all charges made 
up to its date and not previously certified, that he has had a rea- 
sonable opportunity to be heard and has not been relieved of 
responsibility; the effect of such certificate, when received, shall 
be thevsame as if the facts therein set forth had been ascer- 
tained by the accounting officers of the Treasury Department 
in accounting. 

he manner of making property returns to or in any admin- 
istrative bureau or department, or of ascertaining liability for 
property, under existing laws and regulations, shall not be af- 
fected by this act, except as provided in section 1; but in all 
cases arising as tosuch property so intrusted the officer or agent 
shall have an opportunity to relieve himself from liability. 

The heads.of the several Departments are empowered tomake 
and enforce regulations to carry out the provisions of this act. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. 
L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President 
had on the 14th instant approved and signed the following bill 
and joint resolution: 

A bill (S. 482) to provide an American register for the steamer 
El Callao; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 51) to provide for the printing of the 
report of the joint committee of Congress, and proceedings, at 
the Centen celebration of the laying of the cornerstone of 
the Capitol. 


BRITISH OCCUPATION OF NICARAGUAN TERRITORY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States: which was 
read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate: 


Itransmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State concerning the 
landing of British troops at Bluefields, Nicaragua, in answer to the resolu- 
tion of the Senate ofthe 7th instant on that subject. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION 
Washington, March 19, 1894. 


DIPLOMATIC CORRESPONDENCE RELATING TO HAWAII. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from 


the President of the United States; which wag 











read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- | 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 
To the Vongress: 

I transmit herewith a copy of a dispatch recently received from our min- 
ister at Hawaii, together with copies of the inclosures which accompanied | 
said dispatch : oe : 

GROVER CLEVELAND 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, March 19, 1394. 

BRIDGES OVER TEXARKANA AND SABINE RIVERS. 

Mr. COKE. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 1918) authorizing the Texarkana and 
Fort Smith Railway Company to bridge the Calcasieu and Sa- 
bine Rivers in the States of Louisiana and Texas. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr.COKE. The Committee on Commerce reported an amend- 
ment to the bill, on page 2, line 34, which I ask may be acted 
upon. ‘ ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FRYE in the chair). The 
amendment reported from the Committee on Commerce will be 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 1, line 34, after the words “ di- 
rection and,” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘as nearly as practica- | 
ble,” so as to read: 

Ang if the bridges, or either of them, over the said rivers shall be con- 
structed as draw or pivot bridges, the draw or pivot pier shall be over the | 
main channel of the river at an accessible navigable point, and the openings 
oneach side of the pivot pier shali not be less than 100 feet in the clear, un- 
less otherwise expressly directed by the Secretary of War, and if so directed | 
shall be according tosuch direction, and the said openings shall beaccessible 
atall stages of water, and the spans shall be not less than 10 feet above ex- 
treme high water, as understood atthe —— of location, to the lowest part | 
of the superstructure of the bridge, and the piers and draw rests shall be 
parallel with, and the bridge or bridges at right angles to, the current of 
the river or rivers, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bil was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to | 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


PROMOTION OF ANATOMICAL SCIENCE. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Iask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 1280) for the promotion of anatomi- 
eal science and to prevent the desecration of graves in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia with amendments, 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 5, after the word | 
prison,” to strike out ‘‘almshouse;” in line 6, before the word 
‘*morgue,” to insert ‘‘or,” and after the word ‘“ morgue” to | 
strike out ‘‘or asylum;” in line 12, after the word ‘‘ each,” to 
strike out ‘‘ the number assigned to each being proportioned to 
that of its students;” so as to make the section read: 

That.any public officer or officers, whether directors, trustees, suporin- 
tendents, wardens, keepers, or managers, having lawful charge of or con- 
trol over any hospital. prison, jail, or morgue within the District of Colum- 
bia may, with the approval of the health officer of said District, deliver to 
the duly authorized agent of any medical college or colleges in the District | 
of Columbia, the bodies of such deceased persons as are required to be 
buried at the public expense, said bodies to be distributed among the sev- 
eral colleges in proportion to the number of studentsineach: Provided, how- | 
ever, That if the deceased person, during his last illness, requested to be 
buried, or if within forty-eight hours after his death any person claiming to 
be, and satisfying the health officer that he is. a relative by blood or marriage 
or friend of the deceased, asirs to have the body buried. or if such deceased | 
person was a stranger or traveler who suddenly died, the body shall not be 
so delivered, but shall be buried. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 4, after the word 
“given,” to insert ‘by the person or persons having lawful 
charge of said bodies;” in line 6, after the word ‘‘ known,” to 
strike out. ‘‘ by the persons having lawful charge of said bodies, 
and,’ and insert: 

And, if not known, the death of the deceased shall be published at least 
once in a daily newspaper published in the city of Washington, in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, in which publication the full name of the deceased person 
shall, if possible. be given. and, if sucA name be not known. a description of 
the person and apparel of the deceased, with information of the place where 
they may be seen, the expenses of such publication to be paid as other ex- 
penses of the District of Columbia are paid: Provided, That 
and in line 17, after the word “ until,” to strike out ‘‘ twenty- 
four hours after the” and insert “‘ at least thirty-six hours shall 
have elapsed since the death of said deceased and;” and in line 
19, after the word ‘ notice,” to insert ‘‘ or the publication of the 
same;’' so.as to make the section read: 

Skc. 2. That before the bodiesof such deceased persons as are mentioned 
in the first section shall be delivered to the authorized agents of any medi- 
cal college in the District of Columbia, notice shail be given by the rerson 
or persons having lawful charge of said bodies to the relative or friend of 
the deceased, if known, and if not known, the death of the deceased shall be 
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published at least once in a daily newspaper published in the city Wash 
| ington, in the District of Columbia, in which publicat th wn t 
| the deceased p rson shall, if possible, be given, and if such name be 
|} known, a description of the person and app.rel of th ceased, with i 


mation of the place where they may be seen, the expenses b 

tion to be paid as other expenses of the District of Columbia are paid 
Provided, That the persons named ffi the first section shall né e ’ 
body of the deceased, as provided in this act, until at least thirt 











$ 
Shall have elapsed since the death of said deceased and giving of ’ 
or the publication of the same. 
rT 
The amendment was agreed to. 
mm . . ‘ . 2 
The next amendment was, in section 3, line 15, after the word 
** buried,” to insert ‘‘ or whoshall disregard the expressed wishes 
of the deceased, or of his or her friends, where such wishes may 
be disclosed, as provided for in section 1 of this act;” so as to 
make the section read: 
SEc. 3. That every person whoshall have been duly authori 
ulty of any medical college in the District of Columbia to receiv wh ud 
bodies shall, before so receiving them ve to the health oMicer of - 
trict a bond in the sum of $200, with surety satisfactory to said health 
and conditioned that each dead body shal! be used only for the prot t 
anatomical and surgical knowledge within the said District of ¢ 1 : 
and that after having been so used the remains thereof s l be « 
buried; and whosoever shall use such body or bodies for yu 
than that aforesaid, or shall remove the same beyond t t » 
trict of Columbia, and whosoever shall sell or buy such body or bodies, or in 
any Way traffic in the same, or who shall disturb or remove bod rom 
graves in which they have been buried, or who shall disregard the ex pre i 
| Wishes of the deceased, or of his or her friends, where such wishes may be 
disclosed, as provided for in section 1 of this act, shall be deemed gui f 


& misdemeanor and shall, on conviction, be imprisoned for aterm of n ‘3 
than two nor more than three years at hard labor in the jail of said! t 
; 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


the third time, and passed. 
ACCOUNTS OF TREASURER OF THE UNITED STATES. 
Mr. PROCTOR. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 5529) to repeal section 31i of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States relating to accounts of 
the Treasury of the United States. It.is one of the bills re- 
ported from the Committee on Organization, Conduct, and Ex- 
penditures of the Executive Departments. 
There being no obection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole. proceeded to consider the bill. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment 


| dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM M’GARRAHAN, 


Mr. TELLER. I intended this morning to call up Senate bill 


| 341, known as the McGarrahan bill; but there aresome Sen tors 


who desire to have me postpone its consideration until ‘Uhurs- 


day. I now ask unanimous consent that that bill may be made 
the unfinished business for 2 o'clock on Thursday, which, | be- 
lieve, meets the approval of those who are opposed to the bill. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado 
asks unanimous consent that Senate bill 341, known as the Me- 
Garrahan bill, may be assigned for consideration for Thursday 


at 2 o’clock as the unfinished business. Is thereobjection? The 
Chair hears none, and the assignment is made. 
FORMS OF DEEDS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. FAULKNER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 


consideration df the bill (S. 832) to simplify the form of deeds of 
conveyance, trust, and releases of land in the District of Co- 
lumbia, and for other purposes. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 


| Whole, proceeded to consider the bill; which had been reported 


from the Committee on the District of Columbia with amend- 
ments 
The first amendment was, in section 1, line 12, after the word 


‘*shall,” to insert ‘‘ unless exception be made therein;” so as to 
make the section read: 

That from and after the passage of this act any instrument of writing here- 
after signed, acknowledge, and recorded in said District, and in the follow- 
ing form or to the like effect, namely: 

“This deed. made this — day of ———, A. D. -, between [the grantor] 








and [the grantee|. witnesseth: That in consideration of [here state the con- 
sideration] the said [the grantor] conveys unto the said [the grantee} the 
following property. situate in the District of Columbia [here descri ) 









property|. Witn ss tae following signature,” shall, unless exce 8 
made therein. be deemed and held sulticient in law and in equit in 
the grantee or grantees therein named his, her. or their heir all 
the interest and estate, lezal and equitable, of the grantor or grantors therein 
named and signing the same, in and to the land therein d ribed, with all 





the improvements thereon and all easements, hereditam«e nts, 
and rights thereunto belonging. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The nextamendment was, in section 2, line2, before the word 
** shall,” strike out ‘‘and warrants” (or *‘ warrant”), and insert 
‘* general warranty;” so as to make the section read: 


appurtenances, 





Szxc. 2. Thatif in any instrument as aforesaid the words eral war- 
ranty *’ shall be used after the word “conveys” (or vey the grantor 
or grantors shall be deemed and held to covenant , herseif, ox 
themselyes, his, her, or their heirs and assigns rever warrant and d@ 
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fend the title to the premises conveyed unto the grantee or grantees, his, 
her, or their heirs and assigns, for and against the lawful claims of all per- 
s0ns whomsoever. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after-section 2, to insert a new sec- 
tion as follows: 

Sec. 3. That if, in any instrument as aforesaid, the words ‘‘ and warrant 
specially " shall be used after the word “convey” or “conveys,” the grantor 
or grantors shall be deemed and held to covenant for himself, herself, or 
themselves, his, her, or their heirs anc assigns, to forever warrant and de- 
fend the title to the premises conveyed unto the grantee or grantees, his, 
her, or their heirs, personal representatives, and assigns, against the claims 
and demands of the grantor or grantors and of persons claiming or to claim 
by, through, or under him, her, or them. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4, line 18, after the word 
“survivors” tostrike out * a fee simple estate ” and insert ‘all 
the estate, right, title, and interest whatever, both at law and 
in equity, of the grantor;” and in line 29, after the word ‘ de- 
manded,” to insert ‘‘ whenrequested in writing by the beneficiary 
or his assigns under said deed;” so as to read: 

Witness, the following signature (or signatures) and seal (or seals) shall 
be deeme1 legally sufficient in form to vest in the trustee (or trustees, the 
survivor or survivors), all the estate, right, title, and interest whatever, 
both at law and in equity, of the grantor in the land conveyed for the pur- 
poses of the trust, and, unless otherwise in the deed ec to the pay- 
ment of the debt or interest or any part thereof, according to the tenor and 
effect of the note, notes. bond or bonds described, or any extensions or 
renewal thereof, or of any sum or sums advanced by the party or parties 
secured on account of taxes or insurance when demanded when requested 
in writing by the beneficiary or his assigns under said deed, to sell the land 
described, or such thereof as may be necessary, at public auction, in front 
of the premises, at such time, upon such terms, with such postponement or 
postponements of sale or resale. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section 3 (4), line 38, after the 
word ‘‘convey,” tostrikeout ‘in feesimple ” andinsert ‘‘ all the 
right, title, and interest held by the trustee;” and in line 40, after 
the word ‘‘ purchasers” tostrike out ‘at his, her, or their cost;” 
so as to read: 

On compliance with the terms of sale to convey all the right, title, and in- 
terest held by the trustee to the purchaser or purchasers the property sold, 
discharged of the trusts and of all liability on the part of the purchaser or 
purchasers to see to or account for the application of the purchase money, 
und to apply the proceeds of the sale after retaining a trustee's commission 
on the gross arnount thereof not exceeding 2 per centum thereof, as follows: 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to suggest to the Senator in 
charge of the bill that this is a very simple conveyance in trust 
| 
| 


power in the trustee to sell and dispose of the property by an 
advertisement on ten days’ notice, while at the same time the 
law authorizes other kinds of deeds of trust where the terms of 
the sale and the advertisement and all can be specified. Now, 
there will probably be two forms of deeds of trust in the Dis- 
trict. One will be the form where it will be specified upon cer- 
tain conditions that ifthe money is not paid or something of 
the kind, then the trustee will doso andso. That will be a per- 
fectly valid deed. That is the kind that has usually been made 
here in the District. But now here is one that says nothing 
about a sale,and it would in the estimation of most persons 
coming from ‘other States, I know particularly from my own 
State, be held to be simply a mortgage in fact and would have 
to be foreclosed in court. Here under the terms of the bill the 
power of sale is given by law and not by the instrument, and I 
suggest that there ought to be in the face of this conveyance 
just one or two words to express that the power of sale is au- 
thorized by law. Therefore, in section 4, line 15, after the 
words * to the tenor and effect of uere insert the number and 
description of the-note or notes or yond or bonds, and so forth]” 
I move to strike out the period and insert a comma, and insert 
the words ‘‘ with the power of sale authorized by law.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by | 
the gentleman from Missouri will be stated. 

The SeorerarRy. Insert after the words ‘‘|and so forth],” in | 
line 15, section 3 (4), the words “ with the power ofsale author- | 
ized by law,” so as to read: | 

In trust to secure to [the party secured} payment of the sum of [amount] 
dollars, on account of [here state character of debt}, and interest thereon, 
the said debt and interest being payable according bo the tenor and effect of 
{here insert the number and description of the note or notes, bond or bonds, 
etc.], With the power of sale authorized by law. : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I move to insert in line 34, section 4, be- 
fore the word ‘‘ newspaper,” the word “daily,” so as to read: 

And after such previous advertisement, not less than ten days, in a daily 
newspaper or newspapets printed and published in said Distric i. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on the District of 
Columbia was to strike out section 5 (6), in the following words: 


Sec. 6. That any covenant in any deed hereafter made of land in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, in the following words, or to the like effect, namely: 
“Aud the said [here insert the name of the covenantor or covenantors] 


without any indication upon the face of it that there is any 
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covenants (or covenant) to forever warrant the title to the said land and 

remises against all persons whomsoever,” shall be deemed suflicient in 

orm to run with the land conveyed, and to legally bind the covenantor or 
covenantors, his, her, or their heirs, and personal representatives, unto the 
grantee or grantees his, her, or their heirs and assigns to forever Warrant 
and defend the title to the land conveyed unto the grantee or grantees, his, 
her, or their heirs and assigns, for and against the claims of all persons 
whomsoever. . 

Sxc. 6. That any covenant in any deed hereafter made of land in the Dis- 

trict of Columbia, in the following words, or to the like effect, namely: 

“And the said [here insert name of parties covenanting|] covenants (or 

covenant) to forever warrant the title to said land and premises against all 
persons whomsoever claiming the same, or any part thereof, by, from, 
through, or under the said [here insert name of covenantor or covenantors}, 
his, her, or their heirs and assigns, with the grantee or grantees, his, her, or 
their heirs and assigns, to forever warrant and defend the title to the land 
conveyed from and against the claims of all persons whomsoever claiming 
by, through, or under the covenantor or covenantors, his, her, or their heirs 
or assigns.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after section 8, to insert as a new 

section the following: 

Src. 9. That any deed, or part of a deed. which shall fail to conform to the 
rovisions of this bill, shall nevertheless be as valid and effectual, and shall 
ind the parties thereto, as far as the rules of law and equity will permit, as 

if it had so conformed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after section 9, to insert as a new 

section the following: 

SEc. 10. That no covenant or promise by a lessee that he will leavé the 

penpiies in good repair shall have the effect, if the buildings are destroyed 

y fire or otherwise without fault or negligence on his part, of binding him 

to erect such buildings again, or to pay for the same or any part thereof, 
unless there be other words showing it to be the intentof the parties that he 
shall be so bound. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. ALLEN. [should like toask the Senator who has the 
bill in charge whether it is customary to foreclose these mort- 
gages by mere notice? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will state to the Senator from Nebraska 
that that is the customary way of doing it. The only change in 
the bill from what is the general custom is simplifying the torm 
of the deed so as to avoid the old common law form that was very 
long, and also to avoid the cost of the recordation, which was so 
large under thatform. Buta ten days’ notics in a daily news- 
paper is the usual form of the execution of mortgages. 

Mr. ALLEN. The form of deed as prescribed in the bili—I 
have run through it hastily—is not very different from the form 
of deed under thecommonlaw. Thereis somechange, however. 
It strikes me that ten days is too short a notice to give a party 
who has his money invested in property of the purpose to sell 
under a trust deed, and [ move that the word ‘‘ ten,” occurring 
in line 34, section 4, of the bill be stricken out and the word 
‘* sixty ” inserted in lieu of it; so as to read: 

And after such previous advertisement, not less than sixty days, in adaily 
newspaper. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What will be the effect of the proposed 
amendment? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I suggest to the Senator from Nebraska 
that he is making a mistake in the interest of the debtor there. 
The cost of such an advertisement for sixty days would be enor- 
mous. 

Mr. ALLEN. There is no occasion for publishing the notice 
daily in a dail 5m 

Mr. FAULKNER. Will the Senator tell me what weekly 

r is published here? 
r. ALLEN. I suppose the daily papers that are published 
here have weekly editions. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The Star and Post do not have weekly 
editions, and they are the chief newspapers of the city and go 
into the hands of almost everybody. 

Mr. ALLEN. Theycould publish it once a week for six weeks. 
In my judgment it is absolutely preposterous to say that a man 
who has put his money in good faith in real estate should be 
foreclosed of his title to that real estate or his equity in it by a 
mere ten days’ notice and sale. There are a great many good 
men who have money in real estate, and who, if they were given 
thirty or sixty poy! notice, could make provision for payment; 
whereas, if the bill is to ‘eve and they are to have only ten days’ 
notice, they will be absolutely wiped out. They should have a 
more enlarged opportunity to pay. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Suppose I suggest this language to the 
Senatorfrom Nebraska, which is the ordinary way in the States, 
‘‘that the same be published once a week for four successive 


weeks.” 

Mr. ALLEN. Once a week, say, for eight successive weeks, 
and that a copy of the notice shall be served upon the person in 
actual a of the real estate. 

Mr. GEORGE. As well as on the grantor. 

Mr. ALLEN. As well as on the grantor in the deed. 











1894. 


Mr. FAULKNER. I make no objection to the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Nebraska. I think the notice 
may be too long, and it is longer than is given in the States. If 
we conform the proposed law to what is generally the rule in 
the States, I think it would be safer. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido not think there are probably many States 
in the Union which have laws of this kind. I am familiar with 
the laws of many of the States west of the Mississippi River, and 
I know they have not. I suggest this amendment to the Senator 
from West Virginia: that the word ‘‘ten” be stricken out and 
that the bill be made to read, that the notice shall be printed 
once a week for eight successive weeks in some daily newspaper 
of the District, and that « copy of the notice shall be served upon 
the person in actual occupancy of the real estate as well as the 
grantor in the trust deed, if he shall live within the District. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair suggests to the 
Senator from Nebraska that he reduce his amendment to writ- 
ing. It is somewhat long. 

Mr. ALLEN. I shall have to reduce it to writing to get itin 
the form it ought to stand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
made be concurred in? 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is in the Senate and 
still open to amendment. 

Mr. GEORGE. While the Senator from Nebraska is reduc- 
ing his amendment to writing I desire to say that the general 
purport and design of the Senator are very praiseworthy. These 
sales made on short notice are frequently the cause of very great 
oppression to the grantors in the deeds of trust, operating to 
transfer their estates very quickly for a mere nominal sum. I 
doubt whether the law ought to authorize any sale of mortgaged 
property to be made except under a decree of court. Sales in 
pais, made by an unsworn person, frequently and nearly always 
the nominee of the creditor, are subject to very great abuse, 
and I hope the Senate will adopt the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Nebraska, if it does not go further. I thinkit 
would be just to prevent such sales, exceptin pursuance of ade- 
eree of a court of chancery. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


Shall the amendments so far 


The hour of 2 o’clock having 


arrived, there being no unfinished business, the Calendar under | 


Rule IX is the regular order. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Lask that the consideration of the pend- 
ing bill be continued. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
gwinia asks unanimous consent that the consideration of the 
pending bill be continued. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I wili state, in answer to the Senator from 
Nebraska, that the bill does not change what is now customary 
inthe District in reference to deeds of trust. The rule isnow in 
operation in reference to all self-executing deeds of trust (and it 
is the uniform rule, I think, in all the States around here) to 
have this character of liens, which are self-executing, made 
without the intervention of the courts, which is the customary 
way with mortgages. The bill does not seek to change that 
rule. 

Mr. ALLEN. I have drawn the amendment hastily, and it 
may not be worded exactly as it should be. I move to strike out 
in lines 34, 34, 36, and 37, section 4, the following words: 

Not less than ten days, in a daily newspaper or newspapers printed and 
published in said District, as to the trustee or trustees, or trustee acting, 
shall seem most for the interest of all parties concerned. 

And to insert the words: 

By publishing a notice of the time and place of the sale once each week in 
some daily newspaper published in the District of Columbia for eight suc- 
cessive weeks; and a certified copy of such notice shall be personally served 
on the person in actual occupancy of the real estate and the grantor of the 
trust deed. 

Mr. FAULKNER. 
posed amendment. 

Mr. ALLEN. I may have to change the phraseology. 
pose to insert— 


By publishing a notice of the time of the sale once each week insome daily 
newspaper published in the District of Columbia for eight successive weeks; 
and a.cer.itied copy of such notice shall be personally served on the person 
in actual occupancy of the real estate and the grantor of the trust deed. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I have no objection to the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska 
offers an amendment, which will be stated. 

TheSECRETARY. Strike out,after the word “ advertisement,’ 
in line 34, section 4, the following: 

Not less than ten days, ina daily newspaper or newspapers printed and 
published in said District, as to the trustee or trustees, or trustee acting 
shall seem most for the interest of all parties concerned. 

And insert in lieu thereof the following: 


Sy publishing a notice of the time and place of the sale once each week in 
some daily newspaper published in the District of Columbia for eight suc- 


I did not hear the latter part of the pro- 


[I pro- 
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| cessive weeks, and a certified copy of such notice shall be personally served 


on the person in actual occupancy of the real estate and the grantor 


trust deed. 

Mr.FAULKNER. Lask the Senator from Nebraska 
an amendment to his amendment by striking out the word “ and 
between the words “‘ time” and ** place,” and inserting after the 
word *' place” the words ‘‘ and terms.” 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes; that is agreeable. 


to 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator fro Ne 
braska accept the amendment to the amendment? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment which has 
been accepted to the amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Amend the amendment by “iki out 
the word “and” between the words ‘‘time” and “place,” 
serting after the word ‘* place” the words ‘‘and terms;” so 
the amendment will read: 

By publishing a notice of the time, place, and terms of the sal 
each week. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Secretary will read the latter p 
the amendment again I wish to make a suggestion. 

Mr. HUNTON. Ifthe Senator from Nebraska will ow me 

| I suggest that the notice provided in the amendment for th 
cupant of the real estate is quite sufficient without requiring a 


notice to the owner. It is a well-known fact that the owners « 
real estate in Washington to a very large extent, do not reside 
in the District, their residence is not known to the tr 
therefore a notice upon them would entail a great deal of trouble 
and delay in the enforcement of a deed of trust. 

But if thenotice isserved upon the occupant of the real estate, 
who would be the tenant of the owner, he would be in con 
cation with his landlord and give the proper notice. | 
to the Senator the propriety of striking out the 
owner, and let it stand a notice to the occupant 
estate. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wished to make a suggestion in that connec 
tion. I wish to add the words ‘‘if he resides in the District 
If the Secretary will read the amendment I will obviate the 
difficulty suggested by the Senator from Virginia. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

And a certified copy of such notice shall be personally served on the per 
son in actual occupancy of the real estate and the grantor of the trustdeed 


Mr. ALLEN. I propose to add the words ‘if he resides in 


ist 





notice to the 


of the real 


| District.” 


The Senator from West Vir- 





| of Columbia his property may be disposed of | 


Mr. HUNTON. That is satisfactory, sir. 

Mr. ALLEN. If thatamendment is agreeable, it 
the notice to the owner if he resides in the District. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will not object to that amendment. | 
think that makes it more definite. 

Mr.CALL. Mr. President, I object to the proposed modifi 
cation of the amendment. I see no reason why a man who lives 
outside of the District of Columbia should not be protected in 
his property as much as a man who resides in it. There is no 
reason why a man’s property should be sacrificed without notice 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read t 
amendment as now modified. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

By publishing a ngtice of the time, place, and terms of the sale on 
week in some daily newspaper published in the District of Columbia f 
successive weeks; and a certified copy of such notice shall be 
served on the person in actual occupancy of the real estate and t 
of the trust deed, if he resides in the District. 

Mr.CALL. Mr. President, it is a very singular proposition 
that if a man lives outside of the District he shall have his prop- 
erty sold without any notice to him. I think there 


Lt COnUNG 


wil 





can be no 
justification of that. In truth, Mr. President, [am opposed to 
this whole system of the selling of property of the great mass of 


the people of the country without any kind of judicial notice or 
decision, leaving it to them to bring suit to set aside a sale 
where they are dispossessed of their property by a trustee mak- 
ing his own constriction of the instrument u r which th 
is made. 

But if the system of trusts and instruments by which private 






individuals dispose of property upon their own judgment, « 
possessing the owners of it and leaving them to maintain a suit, 


fica- 
District 
y a trustee with- 
out any notice whatever to him. There is to be merely a pub- 
lication for eight weeks in a weekly newspaper, which may escape 
the notice of the nonresident, there being no kind of notice served 
upon him personally, and his property is to be disposed of upon 
the ground that he does not live in the District of Col i 
Mr. President, I think it is not a very great hardship upon 

creditor loaning money upon the of property to be 
quired to find out the residence of the person who is th: 
the grantor in the deed, and to serve the not 


shall be allowed to continue, certainly there can be no just 


tion for the provision that if a man lives outside of the 
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occupant may be a mere tenant for a few months.and may have 
no interest whatever in communicating the fact.to the grantor. 
The grantor may bo absent or he may have an agent who has 
failed to notify him. Certainly there should be some protection 
to the nonresident. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to inquire of the President 
whether a motion to recommit the bill is in order at this time? 

The PRESIDING OFPICER, Itis. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then,I move that the bill be recommitted to 
the ccramittes from which it emanated, the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, with instructions to bring in a bill requir- 
ing the foreclosure of all trust deeds and mortgages. in a court 
of equity before the right of the equitable holder can be extin- 
guished and do away entively with the system of advertisement 
and sale of property of citizens who have invested their money 
and who have been compelled to give a mortgage or trust deed 
to secure the de erred payments. 

The trust deeds are used as a mere cutthroat affair. Theyare 
used by money sharks for the purpose of getting rid of a class 
of purchasers who ave not always able to meet their obligations 
as soon as they mature, and thousands and hundreds oi thou- 
sands of dollars.are lost to the poor and worthy people in conse- 
quence of this. iniquitous system of sale on notice. I am notin 
favor of a law which gives the debtor an undue advantage at all, 
but I favor a law which isconsonant with the laws of « majority of 
the States of the Union, and that is.just to all, and that the sys- 
tem of sale by mere notice shall be destroyed and the system of 
foreclosure in a court of equity introduced in lieu of it. 

There are very few States in the Union to-day that permita 
sale under a trust deed by mere, notice. IL refer to the foreclo- 
sure of trust deeds onland. Of course with chattel mortgages 
and contracts of that kind theydo it. But the courts look upon 
these sales with a great dealof suspicion whenever they do take 
piace. It is not an unusual thing, it is almost a daily transac- 
tion for a court of equity to interpose by its decree and set aside 
asale such as is authorized by this bill. If a man has bought 
property in this District, and has paid one-half or one-third or 
any Other considerable sum, and has been compelled to give a 
trust deed for the deferred payments, is there any reason inthe 
world why he should not have some time at least when his ob- 
ligations matufe to procure the money to meet them? 

is it not simply an iniquity that under a law like the one pro- 
posed here, in ten or fifteen days his creditor can sell, him out 
of house and home and absorb all the money he has put in the 
prope ty? Why should not the creditor be compelled to go to 
a court of equity, which weighs the matter carefully and weighs 
the equity, and add the protection of that court in preserving 
his right in the property’ The right of the purchaser of the 
property is cert .inly as sacred as the right of the vendor. It is 
probably ali he has in the world. It is probable that it is the 
only roof th it shelters his wi’e and children, and why should h» 
not have his day im court before his. property is sold and his 
family tu ned into the street? 

There is scarcely a State in the Union to-day that does not re- 
quire parties. holding mortgages and trust deeds to go intoa 
court of equity. 77 should a man inthe Distriet of Columbia 
who is dealing in estite have superior advantages to the 
citizens of the Union elsewhere? Why should he not, when he 
sells property and takes his mortgage, understand that he must 
go into a court of equity and submit the equities of his claim to 
a court be ove he can sell out the house and home of his pur- 
chaser? Not only that, sir, but these trustee sales are used as 
a meansofoppression. They are used for the purpose of oppress- 
ing the grantor in the trust deed. 

For the purpose of getting an extension of time, sometimes the 
grantor in the trust deed gives a mortgage upon his household 
effects, and perhaps upon everything he has that is vendable and 
that can be sold on thestreet, and, after awhile, failing toredeem 
those things, not only the real property itself is sold, but under 
the mortgage that is given the personal property of the debtor 
is sold, too, and an enormous bill of costs is taxed up to the 
grantor in the trust deed, to be paid by him. 

Mr. President, I move that the bill be recommitted, with in- 
structions to so reform it or to presenta bill requiring the cred- 
itor to go into a court of equity to foreclose the trust deed be- 
fore he can obtain title to the trust property. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President, I hope the motion of the 
Senator from Nebraska will not be carried. Certainly I am not 
here for the purpose of bringing into a District that for years, 


’ perhaps sioce its o-ganization as a District, has operated under 


certain principles in the carrying out of the provisions of law 
touching deeds of trust, a system that changes the entire prac- 
tice upon which that business has grown up and providing an- 
other form th .t takes entirely different proceedings in order to 
accomplish the results. I oppose the amendment upon another 
ground. Loppose it upon the gro:ud that in the practice of 
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carrying these mortgages through the courts, the lawyer, the 
clerks, and the commissioners, and the auditors eat up all the 
estate tht the creditor does not eat up. 

Mr. GEORGE. Why not limit their fees? 

Mr. FAULKNER. You can not pass a bill here which limits 
the fees of lawyers. You can not pass a bill here which limits 
the fees of the auditors and clerks as to this part cular matter, 
differing entirely from that of all other equity proceedings be- 
fore the courts of the District of Columbia. Sir, under such a 
principle you would put confusion absolutely into all questions 
as to what are proper and legal chirges by oificers of the court, 
and you would even go to the extent of putting in a provision 
in reference.to lawyers’ fees, providing that they are to charge 
a certain amount for carrying a.case through court. 

Mr. ALLIEN. 1 should like to ask the Senator from West 
Virginiaa question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from West 
Virginia yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. FAULKNER. [I yield, of course, 

Mr. ALLEN. Does the Senator propose that the solicitor for 
the plaintiff shall obtain his fee from the defendant? Is that 
the purpose of the proposed law? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will state to the Senator from Nebraska 
that under the proposed law there is no solicitor in the case; 
there is no lawyer in the case; there are no fees and no liabili- 
ties that the creditor has to pay under the deed of trust, which 
is the form provided in the bill, and which is the uniform prac- 
tice in the District, except the debt and its interest, the cost of 
the advertisement, and the cost of the execution of the deed it- 
self. That is done bythe trustee named inthedeed. There are 
no other legal expenses that. can come out of the fund upon the 
sale of the property, whereas if you put the indebtedness in the 
form of a mortgage, you have to file one of the most expensive 
proceedings known to the courts, an equity proceeding. You 
have to go before an equity court. 

The trustee or the creditor will have to employ a lawyer, and 
the fees. of the losing party are always taxed as apart of the 
costs. The legal fees, not the fee agreed upon between the coun- 
sel and the client, but ths fees allowed by law are taxed in as 
part. of the costs, Then there are all the clerks’ costs, which 
run up very rapidly in equity proceedings. Then the case is re- 
ferred to an auditor, and the auditor summons the parties be- 
fore him to prove the case. Thus the costs of the auditor and 
the witnesses and all, which are very high in the District of Co- 
lumbia, are incurred in cases where there is not a disputed 
question involved in the proceeding, because if there is a dis- 
puted question, under the well-recognized practice in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and all the States adjoining it, where the 
powers of a self-executing deed of trust are involved the court 
has jurisdiction at once to pass upon the disputed point. 

Mr. HAWLEY. ! wish the Senator from West Virginia 
would explain a point for iy benefit. I have not been a pur- 
chaser or owner of real estats here, and [ should like to know 
just how the title passes under ono of these deeds of trust, and 
what evidence appears upon the record of its having changed. 

Mr. FAULKNER, Under the present law, and that is simply 
what the bill is trying to remedy, a man will borrow money or 
buy property. Owing a debt, of course he executes a deed of 
trust, which is a conveyance of the property, and as the title is 
then vested in him by virtue of the deed from the original owner, 
he at once, if it is a purchase of property, transfers it to a third 

ty. who is called a trustee. 

It, on its face, vests an absolute title in the trustee. The deed 
has a provision authorizing the trustee in case of default, under 
certain terms and conditions, to make sale of the property. It 
is advertised and sold to the highest bidder. Then the trustee, 
when the purchaser at the trustee’s sale has complied with the 
terms of the sale by paying the purchase money, executes to him, 
the purchaser, a deed which conveys to him all the right, title, 
and interest that was vested in the trustee, which had been for- 
merly vested in the original grantor. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Without any resort to the courts at all? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Withoutany resort whatever to the courts. 
That.is the uniform practice in the District. If aman borrows 
money and has real estate, he executes a deed of trust to that 
real estate to a trustee agreed upon by himself and the credigor, 
providing how long a time he shall have the money, what inter- 
est he shall pay, and providing in the deed of trust that if he 
makes default the property shall be sold under certain terms, 
which is generally about two weeks notice in adaily newspaper. 
At that time, of course, the same proceedings are adopted by the 
trustee. He advertises the property and seils it; pays the cred- 
itor his indebtedness, takes outa commission of 2 per cent for 
his trouble, and the surplus, if any, he pays over to the debtor. 

I will state that in the practical execution of deeds of trust in 
this section of the country, both in the District and in all the 
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surrounding States, there is not one in ten thousand deeds of 
trust ever forced to aforeclosure or toa sale. It isa safe way of 
securing money, but not one in ten thousand of these deeds that 
are given are ever forced to a sale of the property deseribed in 
them, if the debtor pays before the default. Under the present 
system, unfortunately it having vested an absolute title in the 
trustee under the common law which governs in this District, 
the trustee has to make a regular convevance, a deed of bargain 


and sule from himself back to the original owner, so as to vest | 


the title that was conveyed to him under the deed of trust back 
in the original owner, which is not only costly in its execution, 
but it is also costly in its recordation. 

The object of the bill is to conform with those provisions in 
other Stute statutes which allow him simply to execute a short 
release tosaying the debtor has discharged the liability contained 
in the ded of trust, and that short release by operation of law, as 

. : . ¥ . . 
provided for in this proposed statute, reinvests the original 
owner with the property and its title. 

Mr. President, Iam not willing, and I hope the Senate will 


not be willing, to vote to recommit the bill to the Committee on | 


the District of Columbia, with instructions to bring in a bill to | 
change the entire system that has grown up here in reference | 


to the loaning of money and thesecuring of deferred payments. 
I think it would be exceedingly prejudicial to the business in- 
terests ofthis District if any such bill was brought in and passed, 
and I for that reason sincerely hope that it will not be done. 

Mr. HAWLEY. 
fere by a statute with any long existing system of conveyances 
or foreclosures; but I will tell the Senator from West Virginia 
what our old-fashioned way is in Connecticut. . 
simple-minded folk in Connecticut. A mortgage is the usual 
conveyance, with a condition that if sich and such a sum is not 

aid the ownership shall pass, or if such debt is paid it shall be 
ree again to the original owner; but when it is necessary to 
foreclose a mortgage to collect the debt, to acquire full title to 
the property, a very simple petition is presented to the court. 
There is no dispute, probably, about the debt. The court asks, 
How much is this property worth? Perhaps $3,560. What is 
the debt? Perhaps it is $1,800. 
dant security, and there is no hardship in giving a vear for the 
redemption;” and it makes a decree accordingly. It is all very 
simple; and [ suggest to the Senator that it is much less liable 
to cruel abuse than this system of his which we in the East have 
the fashion of calling cut-throat mortguges. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam glad tosee the @istinguished Senator from 
Connecticut take the position E+ dees in reference to this mat- 
ter. Certainly there can be ne excuse for this bill in its present 
form, except to comply with che requirements of a certain class 
of money lenders who desire their money at all hazards and at 
any sucrifice to the debtor, and who desire to fix the time when 
the debtor s interest in the property cin bo extinguished. 

Now, the Senator from West Virginia, I would infer from 
what he said, believes that it is perfectly proper (and I do not 


know but that is the customin the District; I donot know what | 


the custom is here; to charge up a counsel fee or solicitor fee to 
the debtor. 
if this is customary? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Ican not state what is customary in this 
District. I can only state what is customary in my own Stite, 
and in the adjoining States where I have practiced. There isa 
regular allowance of an attorney fee that is always charged up 
as a partof the cost against the party who loses in the proceed- 
ing. That amount of the attorney fee is fixed by statute. 

Mr. ALLEN, 
for the recommittal of the biil. There is no kind of equity or 
justice in even permitting a condition in a mortgage or trust 


Mr. President, I should not wish to inter- | 


We are a very | 


The court says: ** This isabun- | 


I should like toask the Senatorfrom West Virginia | 


If that is true it furnishes an additional reason | 
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eed by which the owner can tax counsel fees to the defendant. | 
Mr. FAULKNER. The Senator from Nebraska did not cor- | 


rectly understand me. There is no tax of attorney fee under 
the system that is in operation to-day or that would be in oper- 
ation under this bill in reference to deeds of trust. I amspeak- 
ing of litigation in courts of equity. 
Mr. ALLEN. I understood the Senator from West Virginia 
rfectly. If there isa court of equity in the District of Co- 
umbia that awards solicitors’ fees to the plaintitf in eases af 


foreclosure or in other equitable eases, making that a rule I | 
mean, or that allows the successful party in a law action to re- 
cover an attorneys fee, then the socner Congress changes that | 
rule and wipes it out, the better off the people of this District | 
will be and the sooner Congress will discharge its duty to that | 


people of the District. Whenever a man takes a trust deed or 


mortgage and fixes his rate of interest he fixes it with a view | 


of covering every possible contingency that can arise. The 
rate of interest that he draws upon his bond fixes the measure 
of liability of the defendant on the contract. 

Now, | suggest to the Senator from West Virginia—and I 
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speak to him because he is familiar with the rule here—if there 
is any law or practice of that kind*in this District, the propriet 
of bringing in a bill here promptly changing the rule and intro 
ducing a rule in this District that is somewhat just and some 
what humane. It is an absolute iniquity that every conceivable 
burden shall be placed upon the maker of a mortgage or a trust 
deed that the will, whim, or caprice of the grantee of the trust 
may see fit to impose upon him. 

Mr. FAULKNER. That is not the case in the District of Co 
lumbia. 

Mr. ALLEN. And Congress should new, if it has not before 
done so, put an end to that kind of practice so far as it has au- 
If it has not done it in the past it should seize 
the most favorable opportunity in the future to change the rule 
that seems to prevail in this District. 

Mr. President, the rule introduced by this bill is unjy in 
another respect. It gives the credit or the sole power of deter 
mining whenand how he willforeclose. Whatright, what equity 
has the creditor 

Mr. FAULKNER. 


ist 





If the Senator will permit me, he is en 
tirely mistaken. The creditor has no power to determine when 
he will foreclose. The determination under a deed of trust is 
fixed by an actual agreement between the parties when the 
transaction is made, and before the deed is executed, or at least 
at the time when the deed is executed. 

Mr. ALLEN. It is alavays fixed. It is perfectly proper to 
eonsider, in determining this measure, that the creditor stands 
at an advantage over the debtor in making the contract. We, 
who are familiar with these contracts by having had them in 
court, know that the grantor in the trust deed is put to every 
disadvantage in the execution of thecontract. Now, that being 
true, why should the holder of the trust have it in his power to 
foreclose and wipe out the existence of the debtor within a very 
few days bya simple notice of sale? When he undertakes to 
and does sell by a single notice, is not that an act wholly within 
his own control? Does he not deprive the grantor in the trust 
deed or the mortgagor of going before a judicial tribunal for the 
purpose of having it determined whether he has not waived 
some of the conditions of his contract? 

Mr. FAULKNER. No, Mr. President, if the Senator will 
permit me, I will state that he does not. If there is any dis- 
oute arising out of the question of the execution of the deed or 

efault in its terms, and the trustee seeks to execute it, it is 
absolutely in the power of a debtor to appeal to acourtof equity 
and enjoin the execution of the sale. 

Mr. GEORGE. He has to give bond? 

Mr. ALLEN. How can he appeal to a court of equity? 

Mr. FAULKNER. It is not necessary to give bond unless he 
asks for an injunction in reference to real estate. It is only a 
question as to cost, and not a question that grows out of dam- 
ages. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the grantorof the trustdeed is able to enjoin 
the sale under the deed, then ordinarily he is able to pay the 
obligation and there is no necessity of asale. Butif he is like 
nine-tenths of the persons who are seeking to build up homes in 
this city and the creditor can come along with his trust de 
and turn him out of doors. it is sareasm of the coldest kind to 
that man to say he can go into a court of equity and enioin the 
sale under the trust deed and settle it in a court of equity. He 
must give a bond in a sum to be fixed by the court of equity 
where he applies for his writ of injunction. He must have 
money to pay a lawyer with. He must have money with which 
to pay elerk’s costs and court costs. He must have all these 
things before he is even admitted to ths doors of the court to 

resent his case. Now, that is a great consolation to a man who 
lost every cent he has by a proceeding of this kind. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Will the Senator from Nebraska permit 
me? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 


Mr. FAULKNER. Is it not the same thing as if a mortga 
was foreclosed through the courts? 

Mr. ALLEN. No, sir. 

Mr. FAULKNER. It is, if there is any surplus value of the 
realestate over and above the liability created by the indebted- 
ness, because then it is taken out of this surplus. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the plaintiff is required to go into a court of 
equity and foreclose his trust deed or mortgage the respondent 
has a right to go in without any costs or expense to him and con- 
test the plaintiff's claim. There is not a dollar of expense to 
him except such as he may incur for counsel fees. Thereare no 
costs for him to pay. He is entitled as a matter of right to go 
there and make a defense. 

Now, suppose as a mutter of fact he can show that the plaintiff 
has waived the obligations of the contract insome respect. Sup 
a he can show payment or extension or any other defense that 
admissible in a court of equity, should he be deprived of any 
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of these rights and privileges by a mere sale by notice without With all these things, it does seem to me that we should not 


an opportunity to go before a‘competent tribunal and have his 
day in court? Thatisall I claim. I claim that in at least two- 
thirds of the States of this Uaion it is impossible to foreclose a 
deed of trust like this without going into a court of equity, and 
I know of no reason why gentlemen doing business in this Dis- 
trict should be awenee rom the performance of the same duty. 
If they have been doing business otherwise, if they have been 
taking the poor people who purchase homes by the neck and 
throwing them into the street, it is high time for Congress to 
introduce a new and more humane rule in this District. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, there are some considerations 

‘connected with this question which have not been brought be- 
fore the Senate, and which I think ought to have a very mate- 
rial weight in determining the propriety of the motion made by 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. 

in the first place, a sale made by one of these trustees always 
conveys a suspicious title. Purchasers of real estate do not bid 
freely at such sales, and for manifest reasons. First, in the 
lapse of some time afterwards a contest may arise as to the reg- 
ular?ty of the sale in an actionof ejectment, and when such con- 
test arises it would be the duty of the purchaser to prove that 
the notice was given in accordance with the deed of trust. He 
might find it impossible to do that. 

In the next place, the purchaser at one of these sales is not 
strictly under the rule of a bona fide purchaser without notice. 
If the debt be void, as on a gambling consideration, and there 
is nothing in the record to disclose invalidity of the debt, then 
the purchaser at the sale would be liable to lose his amount af- 
terwards upon proof of the invalidity of the debt. That is an- 
other reason shy purchasers outside do not bid. Another rea- 
son is, if the debt be extinguished or partly extinguished before 
the sale and the sale is made for the whole debt, then the pur- 
chaser loses the benefit of his purchase. 

So there are other objections to foreclosures, as we lawyers 
say, in pais, without judicial determination, besides the mere 
chance of ruining the debtor. The sales are suspected. Sales 
of that sortnever ar full fruits. They are generally consum- 
mated by nobody bidding except the creditor. He ‘becomes the 
purchaser at just such a price as he sees eouee. 

Then there is another consideration, Mr. sident, which I 
omitted at the proper time to state. The trustee never makes 
n warrant of title. Thatisanother reason why persons will not 
bid at these sales, or bid with reluctance. 

Mr. HUNTON, Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr.GEORGE. Letme getthrough with wy statement. Then 
I will yield for an interruption. So these sales are of that pe- 
— character and nature which necessarily produce simall 

ruits. 

Then there are one or twoother reasons why a court of equity 
should administer these trusts or trust deeds rather than have 


it done by a mere private trustee who is nearly always the mere’ 


agent and frequently the tool of the creditor. If assle be made 
under the order of a chancery court and it brings a very low 

rice and that is shown to the court the court will not confirm 

t but will order a resale. Soon a resale a fair price may be re- 
ceived; and then thereisanother rule. If any man, aftera saleis 
made under a decree in chancery, will come into court before 
confirmation and say, ‘‘ I willadvance on the bid pane the pur- 
chaser;” that is, to make myself perfectly understood, suppose 
the sale be made for $1,000 and a third party will come into the 
court before confirmation and say, ‘‘I will give $500 more,” that 
is, ‘* [ will give $1,5U0 for this property,” then the court says to 
the purchaser, ‘‘ Now, unless you will give $1,500 you shall not 
have the propérty.” 

So under a sale by judicial decree we first have several very 
important matters settled beyond any controversy whatever. 
lf the debt is invalid, then if the decree is that it is valid, the 
party having had his day once in court can never afterwards 

itigate it. So the purchaser will bid with the certainty that 
the amount ascertained by the decree of the court is actually 
due. That is one advantage. 

Another advantage is that the records of the court will show 
whether the sale was regular or not, and on confirmation there 
can be no further controversy about the regularity of the sale. 
The third advantage is the one which I have just mentioned, 
that under a decree by a court of chancery the chances are a? 
gre.it that there will not be that sacrifice of the property whi 
almost universally takes place when a sale is made by a trustee 
upon mere proceedings in pais. 

For all these reasons, as we have the matter now up, the law 
should be so amended that there shall be no sale of land except 
under the judicial decree of a court, ascertaining the amount 
due, fixing the terms of the sale, and then reserving to the court 
the right, after the sale is made, to inquire whether justice has 
—_— — and to refuse confirmation unless there 

r sale, 


be doing a good thing if we allowed, while this bill was under 
consideration, the old method, which nearly always produced 
bad results and frequently very gross injustices, to go on and be 
perpetuated in this district. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask the Senator from Mississippi, 
before he sits down, whether he proposes to altogether deprive 
a debtor who possesses real estate of making that real estate a 
security which would enable him to borrow money on it, and 
secure the paymentof that money to his creditor at a fixed day? 
That is the point of all this legislation. If it is desirable to 
have a judicial ascertainment of the regularity of a sale, the 

arties ought to be at liberty to get it when they so desire. It 
sdesirable to have all the equity powers vested in the courts 
which will protect a debtor against usurious or oppressive con- 
duct on the part of the creditor and, of course, which will pro- 
tect him against a violation of the contract. Still, the essence 
of mercantile dealing and of mercantile safety is that a creditor 
shall be entitled to know and to be sure that he shall have his 
money on the day he stipulates, so that he can keep his con- 
tract. That is the essence of all good commerce. 

If a debtor borrows money on any security, where that object 
is not attained the debtor has to compensate for the risk by pay- 
ing extortionate rates. Thatis the universal experience of man- 
kind, The payment atthe day ought to be secured, and you 
can not secure the payment at the day by a mortgage if you 
must have a lawsuit, which may be carried to one, two, or a 
half dozen courts before you get through with it. 

We had this whole thing to go over in Massachusetts. Our 
people were very much opposed to what they called the power 
of sale mortgage. They had the old three years redemption, 
and they oe their policy with great reluctance for the rea- 
son stated so clearly and strongly by the Senator from Missis- 
sippi, but they changed their policy thirty-two years ago, in 
1852, and there is nobody in our State, if our experience is worth 
anything, who wishes to go back to the old plan. I think that 
all classes of persons agree that itis better to have itin the 
power of the parties to contract for a security which will secure 
absolute punctuality in permet, and that where that can not be 
eae the person who suffers by it is the debtor and not the cred- 

tor. 
Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, the considerations so forcibly 
presented by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] had 
not escaped my observation and contemplation. I am well 
aware that in mercantile matters and in all businesses prompt- 
ness and Ps are very great virtues, and I should do 
nothing, if I could help it, which would tend to decrease the 
chances for prompt oak punctual payment; but upon very full 
consideration of the adverse arguments upon the one side and 
the other, I have concluded, first, that in most transactions 
which are made, punctuality is secured and credit is given upon 
that security by the character of the debtor for meeting his en- 
gagements. Probably in ninety-nine cases in a hundred punc- 
tuality is secured in that way as the known credit of the debtor. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then, why the necessity for a mortgage? 

Mr. GEORGE. That is for ultimate security. To show the 
Senator from Tennessee that I am right about it, I will say that 
the mortgage and the deed of trust never do infact secure pay- 
ment on the day; they only secure payment at some time after 
default. There must be a default before there can be a sale, 

ust as much as there must be adefault before there can be asuit 
n equity. SolI think when we consider all which I have al- 
leged heretofore, it will be found that whilst there are some very 
strong reasons in favor of the prompt settlement, as urged by 
the Senator from Massachusetts, yet the weight of the incon- 
veniences and of the troubles and of the chances for oppression 
and wrong arising from these sales in pais lie on the side of these 
prompt sales. In every other thing, except where a mortgage 
or a deed of trust is taken—I believe they constiute a large ma- 
et of the transactions of mankind—you get your payment on 
y — from the known ability and character of the 
romisor or debtor, and in case he fails, the creditor must resort 
a court of law or a court of chancery, as the case may be, to 
enforce his rights. ‘ 

So, upon the whole, especially as the protection given by the 
motion made by the Senator from Nebraska[Mr. ALLEN] is to 
those who are not, as a general rule, so able to take care of them- 
selves as the other side, I think we had better give our legisla- 
tion on that side. 

Mr. HUNTON. Mr. President, as I understand the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Nebraska andenforced by the 
argument of the Senator from Mississippi, it is to confine real se- 
curity for the payment of debts to a mortgage instead of a deed 
of trust. As the law stands now, a debtor and creditor, one 
about to secure the debt due to the other, can muke his selec- 
tion and either secure it by a mor or secure it by a deed of 
trust. That practice and that privilege have prevailed in the 
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District of Columbia ever since it has been the District of Colum- 
bia. One portion of the District was ceded by Maryland and 
the other portion by Virginia. The laws of those two States 
were brought into the District of Columbia, and from the laws 
of those two States the parties have had the privilege ever since 
this has been the District of Columbia to secure a debt either by 
a nee or by a deed of trust. 

— LATT. Will the Senator say what has been the prac- 
tice: 

Mr.HUNTON. Yes, sir; that has been the practice and that 
is the law. 

Mr.PLATT. Both forms of security are resorted to? 

Mr. HUNTON. Both; either a deed of trust or a mortgage. 

Mr. HARRIS. The contracting parties settle for themselves 
which course they will adopt. 

Mr.HUNTON. Yes, sir. That having prevailed here as the 
law of the Districtof Columbia eversince its cession by the States 
of Maryland and Virginia, the people being perfectly satisfied 
with that state of affairs, not desiring, so far as we are advised, 
any change confining the security for debts upon real estate to 
mortgages instead of deeds of trust, [can not see why the Senate 
of the United States should undertake to enforce upon the people 
of this District a single method of securing a debt on real estate 
out of the two methods. 

If there are evils attending the enforcement of a deed of trust, 
when the debtor and creditor get together and want to give se- 
curity one to the other on real estate, and they think the evils 
which have been portrayed by the two Senators exist as toa 
deed of trust, let the creditor take a mortgage; that, of course, 
will meet all the difficulties the two Senators have made; but if 
the parties do not agree with those two Senators, and say ‘‘ We 
prefer the cheaper mode of securing this debt and the cheaper 
mode of enforcing the execution of the security,” then they may, 
under the law as it now stands and under the bill under consid- 
eration, take the deed of trust in preference to the mortgage. 

I ask again, why deprive the people of the District of Columbia 
of that right of preference when they undertake as intelligent 
men, able to contract, to choose between these two methods of 
securing the debt? 

Mr. President, I do not sympathize with a great deal which 
has been said here, because I believe that the very moment you 
put obstacles in the way of collecting a debt if secured upon real 
property, that very moment you make the borrowing of money 
more difficult to the debtor, and in proportion to the difficulties 
of collecting a loan secured upon real estate, you make it more 
difficult for the honest man to borrow money for the necessary 
— of his trade or his business. Therefore I, for one, asa 

riendof the persons who sometimesare obliged to borrow money, 
would make the execution of the deed of trust on any security 
for the repayment of that money aoe and as cheap as possible. 

One objection of the Senator from Mississippi is that a deed 
of trust does not warrant the title. A deed made by a court un- 
der foreclosure proceedings does not warrant the title either. 
and I beg to inform my friend from Mississippi that there is not 
one deed in a hundred executed out of court between Mr. A and 
Mr. B in the sale of property which contains a.general warranty 
provision. The deeds in the District of Columbia are in effect 
almost invariably quitclaim deeds. I, for one, am not willing 
to take away from the —_ of the District of Columbia a sys- 
tem of borrowing money either by deed of trust or by mortgage, 
under which they have lived near y one hundred years, and force 
them into the adoption of one or the otherof those modes. Ide- 
sire to see them have the right to secure their debts either by 
deed of trust or by mortgage, and the object of the bill under 
consideration is to more effectually provide for the execution of 
a deed of trust. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Chair please state what is the precise 
question before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
The Chair understands that the question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Nebraska {[Mr. ALLEN] to recommit the bill to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia with instructions. 

Mr. PLATT. Whatamendmenthas been made on the fourth 
page from lines 34 to 37? 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will suggest to the 
Senator from Connecticut that pending that amendment the 
motion to recommit. was made. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will state to the Senator from Connecti- 
cut, however, that I agreed not to oppose the amendment sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. PLATT. That amendment is with reference to making 
more fic the notice which shall be given in case of sale? 

Mr. FAULKNER. The amendment provides for publication 
once & week for eight successive weeks, and that notice shall be 
served upon the person in actual occupancy of the property and 
also the grantor. 
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I wish to suggest to the Senator from Nebraska and the Sena- 
tor from Mississippi whether it is fair or proper at this time to 
bring up the question which is involved in the motion of the 
Senator from Nebraska? The bill now before the Senate is not 
a bill to change any law as it exists as to the form of the secu- 
rity for debt; it is only as to the mere form of the deed, not at 
all as to the practice whether it shall be a mortgage or a deed 
of trust. 

The dill simply provides thatif the security bea deed of trust 
the form of the deed shall be soand so. It does notalter any of 
the practices or any of the usages or any of the customs of the 
law which authorizes a deed of trust to be given with the power 
of sale as now existing in the District of Columbia. 

Under those circumstances, I am satisfied that the Senate will 
see that it would not be proper to recommit the bill (which does 
not attempt in any form to change the law of the District of 
Columbia as it exists, except as to the forms of conveyance) in 
order to change an entire system which has been in existence 
for over a hundred years, and with which the people of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia are thoroughly familiar. 

Mr. President, I venture to say that there are thousands and 
thousands of deeds on record here through the building associ- 
ations of this District-—and I wish tosay that the District of Co- 
lumbia has been built up through these building associations 
to a very great extent—and yet every deed is in the form of a 
deed of trust. Senators are familiar with the newspapers of the 
District of Columbia; they read them daily, and see thead vertise- 
ments under the forms of these deeds of trust, and they at 
once recognize that not one in ten thousand of these deeds of 
trust are ever based actually on the execution or sale for the 
purpose of securing the debts; but the people here being familiar 
with this character of security and knowing its promptness, 
money is loaned freely upon it without any hesitation, the debtors 
are accommodated, and no injury results from it. 

Mr. HOAR. Savings banks are in the same position. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Of course, savings ‘banks are in exactly 
the same position. 

I wish to say that there is not a single legal objection made 
by my distinguished friend from Mississippi [Mr. GeorGr}, in 
whose opinion I certainly have the very highest confidence on 
any question of law, which is not thoroughly provided for in the 
decisions of the courts of the District of Columbia in reference 
to the protection of any debtor from the grasping claim or im- 
proper mode of a creditor under a deed of trust. If there has 
been a partial payment and the trustee attempts to sell for more 
than is due, that gives a court of equity jurisdiction at once to 
stop thé sale. If it is a gambling debt or a usurious debt there 
is absolute jnrisdiction in the court of equity to stop the sale. 
There is no ground upon which a trustee can make a sale under 
one of these self-executing deeds, except when there is no sub- 
ject of dispute as between the debtor and the creditor. 

In every other instance, not having had his day in court, the 
courts are open to that debtor. An investigation at once tikes 
place by an impartial tribunal, in case of any dispute. The 
title of the purchaser is exactly the same. The purchaser who 
buys at a trustee’s sale and the purchaser who buys at a com- 
missioner’s sale are purchasers caveat emplor, and bound by that 
title after confirmation, no matter what may be its defects. 
That is the decision in this jurisdiction and the decision in the 
jurisdiction in which I reside, and I sup the decision in 
every other jurisdiction. A purchaser who ascertains that his 
title is absolutely void, if that title has been confirmed by the 
first decree after the sale, has no remedy in a court, and must 
even continue to pay the second and third deferred payments. 
As to the title which the purchaser obtains at a trustee's sale, 
it is identically the same title which is obtained from the court, 
and the court gives him no title, but aspecial warranty. 

Mr. GEORGE. There is this very great difference between 
the title the purchaser gets at a sale under a chancery decree 
and the title which he gets under a sale by a trustee by proceed- 
ings in pais; that, in the first case, at the sale under a chancery 
decree, whilst the purchaser ~~ no guarantee of the title be- 
yond the grantor’s in the deed, he always gets that title, always 
gets the title of the grantor of the deed or the debtor: and in 
the other casé the man gets nothing but a lawsuit, in which the 
chances are that he may fail, because he has to prove, when suit 
is brought to test the validity of the sale, the regularity of it 
from the very beginning. All those questions are settled by the 
proceedings im the chancery court. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I must beg leave to some extent, at least, 
to differ from my distinguished friend from Mississippi. The 
title of the purchaser, so far as the right and title of the grantor 
even in the deed, stands upon the same footing in a commis- 
sioner’s sale by the court as by a trustee’s sale. In order to se- 
cure good title you have to employ a lawyer to examine the 
court proceedings to see if the entire proceedings are regular, 
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If they are irregular, that at once affects the title; but in the 
hunds of the purchaser and in the case of a trustee your exam- 
ination as to title of the property is much simpler than exami- 
nation of the question of process and the service of process and 
all that is essential in case of a proceeding in court. 

Both rest upon the fact that the powers of the court as well as 
the powers of the trustee have been executed in accordance 
with the forms of law; but if either have failed to comply with 
the provisions of the law, the court or the trustee, then the pur- 
chaser’s title is at once affected, and you have tc examine the 
regularity of both proceedings in order to ascertain as to the 
validity of the title conveved, either at a trustee's sale or ata 
commissioner’s sale; in other words, I say the purchaser of this 
property stands upon the -principle of caveat emptor before the 
court. 

I was proceeding to say—because I understood that the infer- 
ence from the remarks of the distinguished Senator from Mis- 
sissippi was that perhaps a bette warranty was given by a court 
than by a trustee—that there is no warranty given in a judicial 
proceeding. In order to get any warranty whatsoever there 
must be a consent order, and the parties must sign the deed in 
order to execute a covenant of warranty in a proceeding before 
a court in the sale of land. The court sells such title as itthinks 
is in the party who is liable for the debt; the trustee sells such 
title as his been conveyed to him by reason of the provisions of 
the deed, and no other title is conveyed; a special warranty is 
all that any of them get. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLEN. In the case of a court, where thw court has 
jurisdiction of the sub‘ect-matter and of the parties, is its de- 
cree not ney upon them? 

Mr. FAULKNE t.. It depends altogether on whethwr the 
parties are properly before the court. 

Mr. ALLEN. I say if all the parties are before the court. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Absolutely so. 

Mr. ALLEN. Unless set aside by some other proceeding. 

Now, take another case, the case of a trustee's sale. If a sale 
is made by a trusieé and he has given notice in the — or 
otherwise, as the trust deed provides, and that sale is in irregu- 
lar form, it is not conclusive upon those parties notwithstand- 
ing they have had notice. 

Mr. t AULKNER. It is not; but there is greater difficulty in 
ascertaining whether the parties are properiy before the court 
than there is in ascertaining whether the proceedings in refer- 
ence to the form of advertisement of the sale by the trustee has 
conformed to the provisions of law; but you do not get title 
there. You must then go back of the proceedings of the court 
and ascertain what title there is in the party by the records of 
the court, both in the trust sale as well as in the case of the sale 
by the commissioners of the court; and all that is devolved upon 
the purchaser just as well in the one proceeding as in the other. 

But I do not care about going on to discuss these questions. I 
do not think we ought to attempt to change the entire system 
which has grown up here and been in existence uncer the laws 
of this District, a system with which the ie have been 
fantiliar for over a hundred years, on a motion to recommita bill, 
which does not affect the question in any whatever. Inno 
ee) mp as oe an toe atfect = oe as = 
whether a laws subsequentiy be passed oe ing all 
forms of security to be by mortgage instead of by di of trust. 
That can be done by subsequent proceedings and by the 
of a subsequent law, if the Senator from Nebraska thinks it 
ee. Ail that we of the Committee on the District of Colum- 

in ask to-day is thatif debtors adopt the trust deed, which they 
have a right to adopt now, they will not spread it out intosix or 
pe peges, but adopt the short legal form provided in almost 
all the statutes of our States, and comply with that in order to 
save the cost of deeds as well as the cost of recordation. For 
that reason I hope the Senate will not agree to the motion of the 
Senator from Nebraska to recommit the bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. I shall not discuss the subject ent be- 
cause I am not familiar with the provisions of the bill reported; 
but I desire simply to say that the practice to sell under trust 
deeds without the necessity of going into court has been the law 
of oor = the States for a, many ; but I am inclined 
to think that the States which have that authority hereto- 
fore are not exercising it to the extent that they formerly did. 
In my own State, for tance, I know it has been the custom 
there to take a trust deed as security for a loan, and under the 


law incor in that trust deed such requirements as wou'd 
authorize the trust-e named to sell the y without going 
into court after the specified time in deed, or in the 


statute, if there happens to be a statute: that sabject. In 
Ft [ find upon of thowutehe--Gat Ebed 
that impression’ before making the o | though I did 


not recollect it very clearly—that State has within a few years 
passed an act prohibiting the sale of any man’s property under 
a trust deed, ee through a proceeding in court; and I shall 
read the section of the law which prevailed in that State when 
a sale could be made without going into court. The statute was 
pretty carefully drawn, I think. it provided: 

In all sales of real estate under a mortgage, or trust deed in the nature of 
& mortgage, execu ced after the taking effect of this act, which may be made 
pursuant to a power of salo, at least tairty days’ previous notice of such in- 
tended sale shall be given, whethor 30 specified in the power of sale or not, 

I do not know what the provision in this bill is, but I believe 
as it was first reported it only required ten days’ notice in some 
newspaper, without specifying what newspaper it should be, 
whether one which was issued every day or once a week, or 
whether it was ever seen to any considerable extent. 

It shall be sufficient to insert in such notico the date of the instrument, 
names of the grantor and grantee, and of the assigns, ifany, the amount of in- 
debtedness the instrument was given to secure, the amount claimed to be 
due, a description of the premises to ve sold, and the time, place, and terms 
of the sale; and no sale shali bs made except in the county in which the 
premises are situited. The notice shall be given by publication once in each 
week, for four successive weeks, in some newspaper or other paper author- 
ized by law to publish legal notices, published in the county or counties 
where the premises ave situated, or if no paper is published in such county, 
the nearest newspaper published in this State, etc. 


The statute then proceeds to describe the particular mode of 
advertisement that should be required before the sale could be 
made without going into court for the purpose of securing a de- 
cree. Subsequent to the passage of that act, this act was passed 
in my State: 

That no real estate within this State, shall be sold by virtus of any power 
of sale, contained in any mortgaze, trust deed, or other conveyance in the 
nature of amorigage. executed after the taking effectof this act; but allsuch 
mortg . trust deeds. or other conveyances in the nature of a mortgage, 
shall only be foreclosed,in the manner provided for foreclosing mortgages con- 
taining no power of sale; and no real estate shali be sold to satisty any such 


mortgage, trust deed, or other conveyance in the nature of a mortgage. ex- 
cor in pursuance of a judgment or decree of a court of competent jurisdic- 
n. 


Mr. President, I am inclined to believe that that is ajust law 
and that the power of sale as it has been exercised in many of 
the States and, as I understand, in this District, by virtueof the 
terms of thetrust deed, without resorting to a court at all, ought 
to be prohibited, as it has been in some of the States, as in my 
own. I understand it to be the fact that in many of the States 
no such power has ever been given at all. 

Mr. GEORGE. What is the date of the law which the Sena- 
tor from Illinois has read? 

Mr. CULLOM. Eighteen hundred and seventy-nine, I think. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like toask the Senator another ques- 
tion. Has he observed any inconvenience, or wrong, or oppres- 
sion coming from the passage of that law? 

Mr. CULLOM. {havenot. I knowfrom experience and from 
observation that sometimes creditors who have trust deeds 
upon property, which they think may be depreciated by delay, 
have sought to hasten sales the moment the time named in the 
trust expired under which asale could beordered. While 
that is living up to the letter of the contract it is not the policy 
of the law or of the country, as I think, that there should be 
such exacting and prompt action with reference to sales under 
trust deeds, which do, as the Senator from Mississippi says, 
carry with them a somewhat dubious character of title. I think 
it is the better policy that the law itself should prescribe that 
in every case of the foreclosure of a trust deed or of a mortgage 
tnere should be a decree of a court determining the amount due 
and the time within which the sale shall take place. I do not 
think such a law will work any hardship; I believe it will work 
to the advantage of exact fairness between the debtor and the 
creditor in most instances. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I should like to ask the Senator whether 
on a bill of this character ne would want to involve the Senate 
in that question? 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not really know what the nature of the 
bill is. except that it seems to involve this question from what 
I caught in the discussion of the subject on the part of the Sen- 


ators. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The object of this bill is simply tochange 
the form of deeds of trust and deeds of birgain and sale and 
other matters of that character in the District of Columbia, 
without in any way affecting tho law as it exists to-day, except 
as to the form of deeds. 

Mr. CULLOM. If this is making a form, it seems to me we 
ought to make the form right. 

r. GEORGE. Let me ask whether there is any provision in 
this bill regulating the —— notice, and all that sort of thing 


under 
Mr. PauLenrt. Under deeds of trust. 


Mr. GEORGE, Powers of sale under mortgage? 
Mr. FAULKNER. Of course. 
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Mr. GEORGE. That is the point I make. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think there is no better time to change the 
law of the District than right now in connection with this bill. 
It would seem to me so. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I hope the Senate will not agree to the 

nding motion. 


Mr. GEORGE. I want to be indulged in a single observation 


only, and that is that the argument of the Senator from West | 


Virginia is the old-time plea of wrong and oppression, ‘‘ this is 
8 gs PI : 
not a convenient time to correct it.” 

Mr. CALL. 


from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON], that the law of the District of 


Columbia has not been for a hundred years that there was such | 


a thing as deeds of trust with power tosell. If I understand the 


subject, the English law from time immemorial by virtue of the | 


jurisdiction of a court of equity—not of a statute of England 
always provided that however absolute a deed might be, even 
an absolute deed of conveyance, if it were to secure a debt acourt 


of equity restrained the deed and created the equity of redemp- | 
ecame the 


tion in favor of the debtor, and the law of England 
law of the District of Columbia. 


It has been a modern idea that this power of sale excluding | 


the jurisdiction of the court in the first instance should exist. 
The argument of the Senator from West Virginia is this: Here 
is a man who borrows a sum of money and executes a mortg ge 
upon the only property ho has. no matter whether it be a loin 
associationoranindividual. Thisis all the means hehas. ‘he 


Mr. President, I think, with all respect to the | 
Senator from West Virginia |Mr. FAULKNER] and the Senator | 





creditor steps in and says, ‘This money is due; you have not | 


paid me anything.” The debtor says, ‘‘I have paid you a pirt 
of the debt.” The creditor siys, ‘‘I, through my trustees, will 
sell this property;” and hedoessellit. ‘‘I will impose upon you 
the obligation for your protection of being the suitor.” 

In the other case, of a mortgage, he comes intogourt and the 
judge, if he be an honest man, enforces the rights as they ap- 
pear in the record, whether there be a lawyer or be not a law- 
yer in the case. In the one case, the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia says the debtor is protected by this power of sale, without 
the construction of any Judicial tribun«l. 


Mr. President, it seems to me very clear that money will al- | 
ways be had where security is good for the ultimate payment, | 


the ultimate security, as the Senator from Mississippi | Mr. 
GEORGE} says: Money seeks investmentand use. I have never 
known a case when money was comparatively easy in any coun- 
try where, upon good security, upon interest paying property, 


ineome-paying property, money could not be borrowed, and | 
where persons having it were not glad to loanit upon securities | 


of that description. 

There is no need, asa matter of public policy, of putting the 
debtor to this trouble. Nino-tenths of the debtors of the coun- 
try are men of small means; the business of the country is done 
by men of limited meins; the taxes are collected from them; 
they constitute the power of the country inevery depart nen of 
business and life, and in all respects of public policy their in- 
terests ought to be considered. The few who have money to 
lend can t .ke care of themselves. 

If we are to have a system of business which puts in the hands 
of private individuals. without the supervision of courts and of 
judges, the power of imposing upon this class of people the ne- 
cessity of suing for the protection of their rights, we deprive 
them of all protection, for ia nine cases out of ten this class of 
people are unxble to go before the courts and to bear the expense 
of a suit; and public policy should be that the creditor, who has 


larger means and better opportunities to en orce his debt, should | 
be the person required to go into court and ask the supervision | 


and protection of the judicial power. 


For myself, I gravely question whether or not itis in the com- | 


petency of any statute to say that the judicial power shall not 
attach to the sale of property before it is made; that a contract 
between two individuals which gives one of them the power to 
sell the property of the other without any kind of sanction and 
without his consent, except given in the first instance in some 
obligation, is valid. 


It is as old as the centuries, Mr. President, that there was in |. 


| 





the olden time.in the beginning of English history and law until | 
now, the practice of debtors in necessity to exeeute absolute | 


deeds of conveyance to their creditors; and in the long line of 
English jurisprudence and in behalf of this same class of people 
it was held that these absolute deeds did not create a right to 
the property, although by their terms and the contract of the 
debtor they did so, but that the supervision and the decision of 
the judicial tribunal should be had before such a deed could vest 
a rightand title to the property in anyone; and such ought to 
be the law of this District. 

Mr. GEORGE; Mr. Président, in order to show how mis- 





taken the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] is in 
his statement that this bill refers only to the form of deeds of 
conveyance and does not undertike to regulate sales under deals 
of trust or mortgages with power of sale, I ask the Seeretary to 


read from section J, on page 3}, commencing at line 21 with t 
word *‘ unless,” and going to the end of the section: and inorder 
to make it understood, so much being left out, I will state that 
the preceding part of the bill provides for the investiture of 
the title in the grantee or trustee, and then proceeds in the way 
I desire to have read. 

Mr. FAULKNER. 
Mississippi—— 

Mr. GEORGE. 
dicated. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I wish to say that I have not said that 
there was no provision as to that matter, but simply that this bill 
does not change the existing law, as | understind it. 

Mr. GEORGE. If the Senator insists upon his last sta 
being the correctone, if | misunderstood him in his answer to the 
Senator from Lilinois, then I would say that his whole argument 
based upon the inopportuscaess of the amendment falls to the 
ground, because there is a very large and long provision in tho 
section which I have asked the Secretary to reid, reguliting the 
sale to be made by the trustee, prescribing the time, the placo 
the notice, and the application of the proceeds. 

Mr. President, if in a bill of this sort, which provides taese 
things with reference to sales made by trustees without legal 
proceedings, it is improper to incorporate a provision that such 
sales shall not be made at all, then we are contined always when 
bills are presented to us to the simple proposition of perfecting 
the very idea which is presented in the bili which may be 
fore us and we can not reverse it. I say we cin reverss it. 

I now ask the Secretary to read, beginning in line 21, with the 
word ‘‘ unless,” a3 before stated, ani before he commences, I 
wish to say, so that the reader may understind it, that the pre- 
ceding part of the bill authorizes, when certain forms are com- 
plied with, the investiture of title in the trustee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In theabsence of objection, the 
Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Unless otherwise in the deed expressed, to fully authorizo the trustee (or 
trustees, the survivor, or survivors, or substiiuted trustes or trustees) in 
case of default in the payment of the debt or interest or any part thereof 
according to the tenor and effec: of the note, notes, bon, or bonds deseribed or 
any extensions or renewal thereof, or of any sum or sums advanced by the 
party or parties secured on account of taxes or insurance when demanded 
when requested in writing by the beneticiary or his assigns under said deed 
to sell the inna described, or such thereof as may be necessary, at publi 
auction, in front of the premises, at such times, upon such terms, with such 
postponement or postponements of sale or resale, and after such previous 
advertisement, not less than ten days, in a daily newspaper or newspapers 
printed and published in said district, as to the trustee or trustees. or trustee 
acting, shall seem most for the interest of all parties concerned, and on 
compliance with the terms of sale to convey ali the right, title, and intorest 
held by ths trustee to the purchaser or purchasers the property sold, dis 
charged of the trusts and of all liability on the part of the purchaser or pur- 
chasers to see to or account for the application of the purchase money, and 
to apply the proceeds of the sale after retaining a trustee's commission on 
the gross amount thereof not exceeding » percent thereof, as follows 

“First. To the payment of the expeuses of sale and in discharging any 
prior liens or taxes on the land and premises. 

“second. To the peyment of any sum or sums which may have been ad 
vanced by the holder or owner of the debt secured on account of insurance 
and taxes. 

‘Third. To the satisfaction of the debt secured by the trust remaining un 
paid, with interest thereon as specified in the deed of trust, paying over the 
surplus, if any, to the ¢rantor or grantors in the trust, his, her, or their 
heirs or assigns.”’ 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Tho question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN| to recommit the bill to 
the Committee on the Disirict of Columbia, with instructions. 

Mr. ALLISON. What are the instructions? 

Mr. DOLPH. Let the instructions be stated. 

Mr. ALLEN. The motivn was to recommit the bill with in- 
structions to so reform it as to re ;uire the foreclosure in a court 
of equity of trust deeds and mortgages before the right of the 
e uitable holder can be extinguished; doing away with the sys- 
tem of advertisoment and sale of the proporty of citizens who 
have been compe!led to give a mortgage or deed of trust to secure 
deferred payments. 

Mr.DOLPH. Theidea is to prohibit the trustee doing that, 
is it not? 

Mr. ALLEN, Yes. 

Mr, DOLPH. The Senator does not wish to interfere with 
the conveyance. That is excluded, I understand? 

Mr. ALLEN. No, trust deeds and mortgages are in law the 
same thing, if given as security for debt. 

Mr. DOLPH. A deed of trust is executed by the trustee, 
while a mortgage is foreclosed by a court. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. I have stated the substance 
instructions I propose. 


} 
t 
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I merely want to say to the Senator from 


Let the Secretary first read what ! have in 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Nebraska to recommit the bill with the in- 
structions suggested by him. 

Mr. ALLEN. lIcall for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays wereordered; andthe Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MoRRILL], who is 
necessarily absent; but before leaving the Chamber he informed 
me that he was opposed to the recommital of the bill, and asked 
me #o secure a pair for him. I vote ‘“‘nay,” and I have asked 
the Senator from lowa[Mr. ALLISON] to kindly pair with the 
Senator from Vermont. 


Mr. ALLISON (after having voted in the affirmative). I do 
so with pleasure, and withdraw my vote. 
Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). I have a gen- 


eral pair with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE], 
but I transfer that pair to the Senator from Colorado [Mr. WOL- 
cCoTT], and vote ey tl 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was cailed). I am paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN.] é 

Mr. SHOUP (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from California |Mr. Warre}. I do not know how 
he would vote on this question. If he were present I should 
vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. SMITH (when his name was called).- I have a general 
pair with the Senator from i Dusots], but I transfer 
that pair to my colleague |Mr. MCPHERSON], and vote “nay.” 

Mr. WILSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. CoLquirt]. I do not know how 
he would vote on this question if he were present, and there- 
fore I withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. VILAS. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL]. Is he recorded as voting? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oregon has not 
voted, the Chair is advised. 

Mr. VILAS. Unless there is necessity for my vote to make 4 
quorum I shall withhold it. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (after having voted in the negative). I 
have a pair with the junior Senator from Illinois {Mi r. PALMER]. 
I observe that Senator is absent, and therefore I withdraw my 


vote. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I desire to say that my colleague [Mr. 
CAMDEN | is paired with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. ane 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to announce for the day that my col- 
league {Mr. MCLAURIN] is paired with the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. Dixon]. 

Mr. VILAS. Has a quorum voted, Mr. President? 

The VICE-PRESIDE A quorum has not voted. 

Mr. VILAS. Then I shall vote on the question to make a 
quorum. I vote ‘*nay.” 

Mr. ALLISON. I shall take the liberty of voting to make a 
quorum, if the Senate will allow me, 

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. I vote “ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 16, nays 30; as follows: 


YEAS—i6, 
Cullom, Evie, Platt, 

7 hawk Pasco, Teller, 

NAYS—30. 
Blackburn, 3 Hoar, Smith, . 
Guandler, an Gibson, - McMillan, Stockbridge, 
Cockrell, Gordon, Manderson, Vest, 
Davia Gr Renkin 
Dolph, Harris, Proctor, 

NOT VOTING—29. 
Aldrich, Dubois, Martin, | Ransom, 
Berry. sale, Oregon Shoup, 
Caffery. Irby, Morrtil, _ Vance. 
Camden, Jones, Ark. Murphy, Voorhees, 
Cameron, Jones, Ney. Palmer, Washburn, 
Carey Lindsay, Pettigrew, White, 
Colquitt, McLaurin, Pugh,’ Wolcott. 
Dixon, McPherson, Quay, 
So the motion to recommit with instructions was rejected. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs the 

amendment by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. AL- 
LEN}, which be 


The After the word “advertisement” in sec- 
tion 4, line 34, strike out all of the section down to and includ- 


ing the word ‘‘ concerned” and insert in lieu thereof the follow- 
g: 

By a a notice of the time, place, and terms of the sale once each 
week in some daily newspaper publishedin the District of Columbia for eight 
successive weeks; and a ce ed copy of such notice shall be personally 
served on the person in actual occupancy of the real estate and the grantor 
of the trust deed, if he resides in the District of Columbia. 


Mr. HARRIS. Let the Secretary read the part proposed to 
be stricken out. 

oe VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indi- 
cated. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out after the word ‘‘ advertisement,” 
in line 34, the following words: 


Not less than ten days, in a daily newspaper or newspapers printed and 
published in said District, as tothe trustee or trustees, or trustee acting, 
Shall seem most for the interest of all parties concerned. 


Mr. FAULKNER. I have no objection to the amendment 
suggested by the Senator from Nebraska, and I hope it will be 


reed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Nebraska. he Chair hears none, 
and it is agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to have the section read as it 
will stand amended. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indi- 


cated. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Sec. 4. That a deed of land in the District of Columbia in trust to secure 
the payment of debt in the follo words, or to the like effect, namely: 

This deed of trust made this [date], between [the grantor or grantors] of 
the first part, and (the trustee or trustees} of the second part, witnesseth, 
that the said party (or parties) of the first part, in consideration of the debt 
hereinafter ified doth (or do) convey unto the party (or parties) of the 
second @ follo escribed land in the [here insert location and de- 
scription of the property] in trust to secure to —_ party secured] payment 
of the sum of [amount] dollars, on account of [here state character of debt] 
and interest thereon, the said debt and interest being payable accerding to 
the tenor and effect of [here insert the number and description of the note 
or notes, bond or bond, etc.}], with the power of sale authorized by law. 
Witness, the following ature (or signatures) and seal (or seals) shall be 
deemed legally sufficient in form to vest in the trustee (or trustees, the sur- 
vivor or survivors) all the estate, right, title, and interest whatever, both 
at law and in equity, of the grantor in the land conveyed for the purposes 
of the trust, , unless oth in the deed expressed, to fully authorize 
the trustee (or trustees, the survivor or survivors, or substitu trustee or 
trustees) in case of default in the paymentof the debt or interest or any 
——— according to the tenor and effect of the note, notes, bond or 

described or any extensions or renewal thereof, or of any sum or 

sums advanced by the party or parties secured on account of taxes or insur- 
ance when demanded when — in writing by the bereficiary or his 
assigns under said deed to sell the land described, or such thereof as may 
be necessary, at public auction, in front of the premises, at such time, upon 
such terms, with such postponement or postponemsnts of sale or resale. and 
after such previous advertisement, by publishing a notice of the time, place, 
and terms of the sale once each week in some daily newspaper published in 
the District of Columbia for eight successive weeks; and a certified copy of 
such notice shall be personally served on the nm in actual occupancy of 
the real estate and the grantor of the trust deed, if he resides in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; and on compliance with the terms of sale to convey “all 
the right, title, and interest held by the trustee "’ to the purchaser or pur- 
re the poo sold, discharged of the trusts and of all liability on the 
part of the purchaser or purchasers to see to or account for the application 
of the purchase money, and to apply the proceeds of the sale after ret 
a trustee’s commission on the gross amount thereof not exceeding 2 per cen 
rie to the | payme tof th f sale and in discharging any 

a nto e expenses 0 e 
prior liens or taxes on the land and premises. 

“ To the payment of any sum or sums which may have been ad- 
vanced by the holder or owner of the debt secured on account of insurance 


taxes. 
“Third. To the satisfaction of the debt secured by the trust re 


maining un- 
paid. with interest thereon as specified in the deed of trust, paying over the 
i , to the grantor or grantors in the trust, her, or their 


its. 
Seits or amigas.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is in the Senate and still 
open to amendment. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I ask that in line 2 of section 2, before 
the word “ general,” the word “with” be inserted; so as to 
read “ with il warranty.” 

The nt was agreed to. 

Mr. DOLPH. What become of the amendment which 
was just read at the desk? I think the question has not been 
put on that amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. The amendment of the Senator from Nebraska 
has been agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. No, it has not. 

Mr. HARRIS. I thought the Senator from West Virginia 
accepted it. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from West Virginia is not the 


Senate 

Mr. HARRIS. Of course not, but I understood the Chair to 
say, “If the Chair hears no objection the amendment is agreed 
to.” Imay be entirely mistaken about it. 

Mr. HOAR. [ listened very carefully. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e Chair will put the question. 


The question is to the amendment posed 
ix Gouater from eckatie. Atsant - 7 





1894. 











Mr. DOLPH. I have no 
ment that I know of, but I think eight weeks’ notice in a daily 
newspaper isa pretty long notice of sale. 

Mr. ALLEN. It is only once a week. 

Mr. FAULKNER. There is to be only one insertion each 
week. 

Mr. DOLPH. One insertion each week? 

Mr. FAULKNER. That is all. 

Mr. DOLPH. I have no objection to it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, it seems to me that is a 
longer extension of time for notice than is required by the usual 
custom in the States, and I think it would bea radical change in 
the mode of dealing with real estate in this city. I shall be 
guided entirely by the wishes of the people here. It would be 
a@ very grave and serious embarrassment, I know, in the habits 


and customs of the people of Washington. Here the peo- 
ple treat real estate very much like personal property. They 
sell it on short notice—I believe on ten days’ notice. Most of 


the trust deeds that have fallen under my observation required 
ten days’ publication of the notice, and a personal notice added. 

It seems to me that is sufficient. To require eight weeks, ad- 
vertisement, along delay of that kind, it appears to me is unnec- 
essary. The bill as it stood, reported from the committee, 
meets my judgment more fully. I say I think an eight-wee‘s’ 
notice would be a very serious embarrassment to the people of 
the District, who treat realestate very much as we do personal 
property. Inthe State of Ohio thirty days’ notice is required, and 
that would seem to be long enough. Property there may be sold 
on thirty days’ notice upon a trust deed, or it may be sold under 
the ordinary orders of a court upon notice of thirty days. 

Mr. HUNTON. Ifthe Senator from Ohio will allow me, al- 
though that period of time is provided for in the amendment of 
the Senatorfrom Nebraska, it does not preclude the parties from 
making any other provision. 

Mr. ALLEN. I can not hear what the Senator from Virginia 
is saying. 

Mr. HUNTON. When the parties meet together to negotiate 
a loan, secured by deed of trust, they may provide for ten or 
twenty or thirty days’ notice. But in the absence of any such 
provision the amendment comes in. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iask the Senater from Nebraska whether 


from Virginia is correct, that if the deed of trust provides for 
only ten days’ notice this requirement of eight weeks’ notice 
will not be necessary? Is that the purport of the amendment 
of the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. ALLEN. 
Virginia said. 

Mr.SHERMAN. The Senator from Virginia said that this 
is simply directory, and if the trust deed required the sale to be 
made after ten days’ notice, it would supersede and take the 
place of this provision of the proposed law. Is that what the 
Senator from Nebraska understands? 

Mr. ALLEN. No, sir; that is not at all my understanding of 
the provision. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I did not so understand it. I think that is 
a mandatory provision, that whatever may be the agreement of 
the parties as to the mode of sale, the time of notice, etc., there 
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Mr. HUNTON. Lask the Senator from Nebraska to vield to 
me fora moment. I think there is no question that I wasr 
in the position I took. I beg leave to call the attention of the 
Senator from Ohio and the Senator from Nebraska to the lan- 
guage of the bill: 

And, unless otherwise in the deed expressed, to fully authorize t 








ht 


he trustee 


(or trustees, the survivor or survivors, or substituted trustee or trustees) in 
case of default in the payment of the debt or interest or any par ereof 
according to the tenor and effect of the note, notes, bond, or bon ts de i i 


or any extensions or renewal thereof, or of 
the party or parties secured on account of taxes or 


my sum or sums advanced by 
insurance when demanded, 


when requested in writing by the beneficiary or his assigns under satd deed 
to sell the land described, or such thereof as muy be ry, at 
auction in front of the premises at such times, upon such t with such 
postponement or postoonements of sale or resaic, and after such previous 
advertisement. 

Then it prescribes the advertisement, but it is qualitied all 
the way through by the expression ‘‘ unless otherwise in th 


deed expressed.” ‘Therefore, when th 
agree upon other terms and express them in the deed, it quuli- 
fics this proposed law because the proposed law will only apply 
to cases where it is not otherwise expressed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [f that is the construction of the proposed 
law I am perfectly well satistied thut it shall stand. 

Mr. HUNTON. Ido not think there is any doubt about it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thatis not the construction placed upon 
it by the Senator who gfered the amendment, and there ought 
to be some clearness of expression on the subject before we act 
upon it. 

Mr. ALLEN. My attention had not been called to the words 
of the bill as reid by the Senator from Virginia. O 
with those words in the bill the construction of the Senator from 
Virgini: is the correct one. I shall move, however, at the 
proper time, to strike out those words wherever they occur. 

My purpose in offering the pending amendment is to give the 
debtors of obligations of this charactor some slight opportunity 
to prepare themselves to redeem their property before the title 
shall be absolutely extinguished. I[ submit tothe Senator from 
Ohio in allcandor that ten days’ notice is not a sufficient length of 
time toenable the ordinary grantor in a deed of this kind to pre- 


parties to the contract 


course 


| serve himself from the injury that would come to him by the sale 


I was unable to hear what the Senator from | 


| adoption of an amendmentof the kind [have proposed. 
the construction now put upon his amendment by the Senator | 


of‘his property. Certainly there can be no harm done by the 
It gives 
the debtor ample time to prepare himself to redeem his prop- 
erty. It gives him an opportunity to save his property, to save 
the money he has invested in the property, where1s ten days to 
the average man means an absolute extinguishment of his title 
and a loss to him of every dollar he has put into the property. 

In view of the fact that the grantee in the trust deed is con- 


| stantly drawing interest upon his money up to the day of its 


must be eight weeks’ notice even where the trust deed requires | 


only ten days’ notice. 
Mr. FAULKNER. 


I think the Sénator from Ohio is clearly 
correct in that view. 


This is a purely statutory provision, and 


payment and up to the day of the extinguishment of his title, 
what harm can there be to the creditor to give the debtor a 
su ‘Ticient length of time, say sixty days, which is very short, in 
which to prepire himself to meet his obligations? 

I shali not argue this matter at any length at all, because it 
has all been gone over thisafternoon. It is idle to say that ten 
days’ notice is of any value whatever to the average man who 
is required to give a trust deed. The trust deed is exacted by 
the creditor, and he fixes the terms himself and not the debtor. 
The force of the circumstances surrounding the execution of 
the contract makes him the dictator of its terms. You might 


| as well provide that the grantee inthe trust deed can take pos- 
| session of the property without any notice whatever, and with- 


it provides the terms upon which the trustee can sell without | 


going into a court of ejuity for the purpose of hav:ng a decree 
of sale. The termsof the proposed statute will beyond question 
control the trustee in execution of chis power. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
fore that it is unreasonable: that it is an inter’erence with the 
contract of parties made in good faith and competent to deal 
with each other. I believe myself that the general tendency of 
public opinion not only in this country, but in all countries, is 


out any right of redemption upon the part of the grantor, as to 
limit the notice to ten days. 

It is for the purpose of answering in some measure the stat- 
utes which we have in this country authorizing a stay of execu- 


| tion and granting in some measure the equity power of fixing 


Iso consider it: and it seems to me there- | 


to provide for the easy, rapid, and sure disposition of real estate | 


vee much like personal estate. 

r. HARRIS. 

and the Senator from Nebraska if it would be satisfactory to 
them to incorporate, instead of the notice proposed to be pre- 
scribed by statute, a provision to the effect that the contracting 
parties may fix in their contract the character and length of 
notice thatshall be given before the sale. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think that would be a wise provision, 
leaving the parties free to contract or to be contracted with. 
That is the general tendency and spirit of the times. 

‘ 2 pam Is that satisfactory to the Senator from Ne- 
raska? 


I should like to ask the Senator from Ohio | 


| 


a time within which redemption may take place after a fore- 
closure has been ordered that this amendment is offered. It is 
merely to give the creditor a sufficient length of time to turn 
himsezif and save his property. I should like toask the Senator 
from Ohio whether he sees anything wrong in that kind of busi 

ness? It strikes me itis pre*minently just. Thatisthe purpose 
of the amendment. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I disagree with the Senator 
from Virginia {[Mr. HUNTON], and, as I understand him, with 
the Senator from Nebraska. The fourth section of the bill pro- 
vides that a deed of trust made in the language therein set out 
or other similar language ‘‘shall be deemed legally sufficient in 
form to vest in the trustee all the estate, right, title, and inter- 
est whatever, both at law and in equity, of the grantor in the 
land conveyed for the purposes of the trust, and, unless other- 
wise in the deed expressed to fully authorize the trustee” to do 
what? To sell the land upon ‘‘default in the payment of the 
debt or interest or any part thereof, according to the tenor and 


Mr. ALLEN. I regret very much that the Senator from Ohio effect of the note. notes, bond, or bonds described or any exten- 
| sions or renewals thereof, or of any sum or sums advanced by 


was not in his seat when I discussed this question. 
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the party or parties secured on account of taxes or insurance 
when demanded when requested in writing by the beneficiary; ” 
and it then provides that notice shall be given. 

I think it would be quite competent for the grantor in a deed 
of trust to provide that the sale should not take place until 
ninety days after default, or that when. notice was given, in- 
stead of ten days it should be thirty days or sixty days; but I do 
not think it would be competent for the parties toagree that the 
minimum notice required in the proposed law should be dis- 
pensed with, and that the sale might be had without notice or 
upon one day's notice, or upon ten days’ notice. The provisions 
to be made in the deed of trust otherwise than these provisions 
for the sale, would be provisions extending the time, and in fa- 
vor of the grantor, but the provisions for the sale are statutory 
ager hnee which, in my judgment, can not be dispensed with 

y the parties. 

Mr. President, I think ten days’ notice in a newspaper pub- 
lished every day would be better than once a week for eight 
weeks. I think a notice in a newspaper published week days 
for thirty days or one month, or for four weeks, would be prefer- 
able to once a week for four weeks, although I am not particular 
about that provision. 

I call the attention of the Senator from Nebraska while I am 
up to the fact that under the language of his amendment, if it 
should be adopted, it would be necessary to strike out the word 
‘*such” in line 33, in the phrase “after such previous adver- 
tisement not less than ten days.” I think to make it read 
smoothly the word ‘‘such” ought to come out. Let the first 
part of the amendment be read to see if am not correct. Let 
the Secretary commence after the word “ resale,” in line 33, 
with the words *‘ and after such previous advertisement.” 

The Secretary read as follows: 

And after such previous advertisement by publishing a notice of the time, 
place, and terms of the sale, etc. 

Mr. DOLPH. The word ‘‘such” should be stricken out in 
the phrase ‘‘after such previous advertisement.” 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I should not like to see the 
pending bill passed in the shape in which it has been reported 
to the Senate. In the first place, as I have already said, it is be- 
coming more and more the policy of this country to give alittle 
time, when it is necessary, before a man’s real estate, his home 
it may be, shall be taken from him for debt. In my own State, 
and | find itisso in other States, ithas become the policy that no 
trust deed shall be foreclosed except through proceedings in 
court, thereby giving time. But that course of procedureseems 
to have no friends in the Senate. The policy of the Senate 
seems to be. to enact laws: providing that when a man is called 

n to borrow afew h dollars, and in order to secure it 
gives a note and a trust deed upon his property, he shall not go 
into court, he shall not have thirty days, he shall not have sixty 
days, but his home, in which: his is living, is to be sold 
on a ten days’ notice. It seems to me, sir, it is cruel, and I am 
surprised that the generous-hearted Senator from West Vir- 
ginia should bring a bill into the Senate which provides for 
jhat sert of proceeding in the District. of Columbia in relation 
to the disposition of real estate. : 

Mr. FAULKNER. Will the Senator from Illinois yield tome 
for a moment? 

Mr. CULLOM. I will. 

Mr. FACLKNER. Why does not the Senator direct his re- 
marks to-the diatingniched lamaten from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], 
and not to the Senator from West Virginia when I have accepted 
an amendment providing for eight weeks’ notice? 

Mr. CULLOM. - Lam very much obliged to the Senator from 
West Virginia for giving me that information. I did not know 
he had accepted such an amendment, and I was directing my 
remarks to him beeause L understood he reported thé bill and 
has been advocating the ten days’ notice. bill as reported 
contained that provision. I am very much gratified to know 
that the Senator from West Virginia to the amend- 
poe a ga by the Senator from Nebraska. I must say to 
= fr the distinguished Senator from Ohio, whose er- 
ship I have been pleased to follow in nearly all instances, that 
[am surprised that he should insist upon this floor that ten 
days’ notice is sufficient time in which to dispose of real estate 


under a trust deed. ~ 
Sir, there are hundreds of in the District of Columbia 


people 

—probably they are és of the Departments—who 
ie ianaan ana out upon them a thousand or 
fifteen hundred dollars, more or less, have nearly completed 
their payments. By some misfortune or accident, they are un- 
able to meet their deferred payments ptly, and they are to 
be sold out and their their w and children turned 
out of doorson a ten * no poi meta commslyn pyre ay yeu y 
It does seem to me that we ought not to-hesitate an instant in 
requiring eight weeks’ notice, if we do not provide that the 
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mortgagor may go into court and have the court act upon the 
question of the foreclosure of the mortgage or trust deed. Ido 
not care to discuss the matter longer, but I insist there should 
not, and hope there will not, be any opposition to a provision 
requiring a reasonable notice to the grantor of a trust deed be- 
fore it can be foreclosed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The questionis upon agreeing to 
rey ae proposed by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 

LLEN]. . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr, ALLEN. I now offer an amendment in the nature of a 
proviso to be added to section 4, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 
_ The SEcRETARY. It is propose to add to section 4 the follow- 
ing proviso: 


Provided, That the grantor in thetrust deed, his heirs or assigns, may re- 
deem the trust property so sold at any time within one year after the sale 
= _ avenens of the principal and interestof the debt and all legal costs of 

uch sale, 


Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, in offering this amendment I 
am guided by the very humane homestead laws of the different 
States of the Union and the laws of the different States upon the 
subject of mortgages and trust deeds. I was very glad indeed 
to see the distinguished Senator from Illinois (Mr CULLOM 
take the position he did with reference to the amendment I ha 
the honor to submit a short time ago. This proviso and the 
amendment which has just been agreed to, are in the interest of 
justice to all classes, not justice alone to the debtor, but justice 
to the creditor. 

The rule of <a was well stated by my distinguished friend 
from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] when he said that no difference 
what the form of the security might be, if it was simply to se- 
cure a loan of money it was in equity a mortgage, whether the 
form was an ordinary montgags. a trust deed, or a deed of war- 
ranty with full covenant. hen a man loans money upon real 
estate in the Districtand is permitted toforeclose his trust deed 
or his mortgage, or whatever he sees fit tocall it, and gain pos- 
session of the property, it strikes me the ends of equity are sub- 
served and hisinterests fully protected if the unfortunate debtor, 
who by reason of sickness gr some other accident has been una- 
ble to meot his payment, is able within one year, to pay him the 

rincvipal and interest and all the costs he has been putto in the 

oreclosure. 

Let us take the case, for instance, of an humble man who buys 
property for which he promises to pay the sum of $3,000 we will 
say. He pays 32,000 in cash. He executes one of these trust 
deeds, whic = the keeping of his property in the hands of 
the grantee of that deed, with every provision drawn for the 
benefit of the grantee and not for the benefitofthegrantor. He 
makes improvements mn this property, having invested in it 
663 per cent of its total value, and when the time comes for the 
payment of the deferred $1,000 through some circumstances over 
which he can exercise no control whatever, he is prevented from 
making the payment rer Under those circumstances, 
under the form of deed provided in the bill, he may be foreclosed 
upon immediately. 

The grantee of the trust deed gets back the property, worth 
$3,000 and any reciation in value that may have occurred in 
the meantime. — the $2,000 thatthe grantor has invested 
in the property.. He gets the improvements made upon the 

roperty, and he turns out of doors the debtor and his family to 
ome a public charge, when if the debtor were permitted some 
time to redeem his home, some slight time to get the money 
with which to make the redemption, he could pay the thousand 
dollars, the interest due upon it, the costs, and everything in 
one" aoe in equity essential to satisfy the just demands of the 
creditor. 

Why should this not be done? Should the Congress of the 
United States be less humane and less just than the Legislatures 
of the different States of the Union? There is scarcely a State 
in the Unicon where there is not a right of redemption after a 
decree of foreclosure; and where there are no statutes of that 
kind, courts ebounian. State and national, throughout the Union 
make some provision in the decree of foreclosure by which the 
debtor is given time to procure the money to redeem and save 
his property. 

I submit, Mr. President, that the people who are affected most 
in the District and who must beaffected by the proposed law are 
the class of “eve mentioned by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
CULLO y are a.class of poor persons who have invested 
every dollar they have in little homes and who depend upon their 
daily labor or their monthly labor for the means to pay off their 
indebtedness. If a man has put = dollar he has into his 
home it is just as sacred to him and his family as the home of 
the more fortunate man; and it should be the policy of Congress 
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to encourage the security and integrity of the American home 
rather than to enact a law which destroys it and makes our poor 
people a class of tenants rather than freeholders. : 
If the right of redemption attaches, as it should (and it is 
simply in keeping with the different State statutes and the rules 
of courts of equity), whenever the creditor is paid his full sum 
of money with the interest contracted to be paid upon it andall 


costs up to the date of redemption, equity and justice are fully | 
accomplished so far as he is concerned, and the creditor should | 


have aright to save his home under those circumstances. 
GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE BUILDING. 
Mr. VEST. Iam compelled to leave the Senate Chamber on 
some committee business, and I ask the Senate to make the bill 
(S. 1462) to provide additional accommodations for the Govern- 


ment Printing Office the untinished business, so that we can take | 


it up to-morrow. 

Mr. FAULKNER. After we have completed the considera- 
tion of the pending bill? 

Mr. VEST. After we have completed the bill under consid- 
eration, of course. I have waited here for three hours. I ask 
the Senate to agree to take it up and make it the unfinished 
business. 

Mr. FAULKNER. If the Senator from Missouri makes tho 
request with the qualification [suggest, that itshall not displace 
the pending bill if it is not finished this evening, I make no ob- 
jection. 

Mr. VEST. 
ing. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Missouri? The Chair hears none, and it is 
so ordered. 


FORMS OF DEEDS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 832) to 
simplify the form of deeds of conveyance, trust, and releases of 
land in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska [ Mr. 
ALLEN}. 

Mr. FAULKNER. If I understand the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Nebraska, asa member of the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, having the consideration of the bill 
in charge, I can not agree to its adoption. As I understand the 
Senator’s amendment—I may have caught it wrong—after the 
sale is made under the provisions of the proposed statute and 
the purchaser has acquired a title by the conveyance from the 
trustee and has recorded that conveyance upon the records of 
the District as provided by law, then within a year after that 
period the grantor, his. heirs or representatives, may come in 
and redeem it. 

I can not see how that can be carried out withoutcreating con- 
fusion toa very great extent, unless you go farther and make 

rovisions as: to a reconveyance from the purchaser and others 
k to the grantor in order to vest title, because under the sys- 
tem here, as in every State, the records of the recorder’s office 
must be the absolute chain of perfected title. Therefore, if you 
allow the redemption and stop there that leaves the whole ques- 
tion of title up in the air, or, at least, vested by the records of | 
the District in the purchaser at the trustee's sale. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senatora question with | 
his permission. Is the Senator from West. Virginia willing to | 
give any length of time for redemptionafter the sale of the prop- 
erty? 


I do not wish to displace the bill which is pend- 


| 








Mr. FAULKNER. I do not think we ought to change the law | 
of the District of Columbia as it has existed at least twenty or | 
thirty years within my personal knowledge, ina matter in which 
the people of the District themselves are not asking for any 


change. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should like to ask the Senator from West 
Virginia and the Senator from Nebraska whether, if you give 
the right of redemption, it will not necessarily cause the prop- 
erty to sell for a very much lower price than if no such right of 
redemption were secured? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I suppose, of course, that would be true. 

Mr. HARRIS. And would not that be prejudicial to the 
debtor rather than to the creditor? 

Mr. ALLEN. In answer tothe Senator from Tennessee, | will 
state that [do not think it would be prejudicial to the interests 
of the debtor. While it might probably cause his property to 
sell for slightly less, all that would be made back by the right 
to the rental of the property during the time it was subject to 
redemption. There is no provision in the bill that the rental 
— go to the debtor, but it would let the creditor himself take 

a . 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, I voted against recommitting 
the bill, but on a-closer examination of the section under con- 
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Section 4 of the bill deals with 
muniments of title that are in substance and eect securities 
| forthe payment of money. In other werds, it deals with those 
transactions and conveyances, which in legal contemplation, 
whatever form they may take in almost all the States where 
equityis administered,are mortgages. If itis an absolute deed, 
if it is intended as security for a debt, it is a mortgo; It 
seems that in the District of Columbia and in the State of West 
Virginia a different system prevails. 

Mr FAULKNER. And in Virginia and Maryland also. 

Mr. DAVIS. Here asystem prevails whereby a single trans- 
| action, showing the conveyance in the shape of a deed of trust 
| to athird party, all the elements of a mortgage can be taken 

away from the transiction so far as foreclosure is concerned, 
even if in sutstance and effect it is asecurity for a debt. Aman 
can be foreclosed on ten days’ notice in a newspaper. 
|} Mr. FAULKNER. In eight weeks. 
| Mr. DAVIS. Eight weeks—whatever the time fixed in the 
| bill by amendment. 
Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Minnesota pardon me for 





re 
S 


a suggestion? 

Mr. DAVIS. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. Every element of the mortgage will be taken 
away. 

Mr. DAVIS. I was about to come to that point. 


Mr. HOAR. If the Sehator will let me make a suggestion, | 
will state that a mortgage is a dead pledge; thatis, where the 
creditor gets the property pledged, however valuable, to pay a 
debt however small. But this is a trust deed, where the prop- 
erty is sold by the agreement of the parties, and the creditor 
gets nothing but his debt. Whatever is left goes to the debtor. 
So it is nota mortgage. It is a popular misnomer to callit a 
mortgage. 

Mr. DAVIS. It isa mortgage in the sense that it is a con- 
veyance of real estate as security for the payment of a debt, and 
that in the almost universal applications of equity, is a mort- 
gage, no matter what shape the conveyance may take. 

—- HOAR. The Senator will pardon me for another sugges- 
tion? 

Mr. DAVIS. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. Itis not a conveyance of real esiate as security, 
it seems to me, with great respect to the Senators statement. 
It is a provision for the sale of the property to raise the money 
and pay adebt. That isa very different thing. 

Mr. DAVIS. No, the debt passes as a consideration for the 
conveyance. Section 4 provides— 

Thata deed of land in the District of Columbia in trust to secure the pay- 
ment of debt in the following words: 

A deed of conveyance ‘‘ to secure the payment of debt in the 
following words” I call adeed of trust, and in my contempla- 
tion in facet and substance it ought to be a mortgage. Now, 
under the general principles of equity jurisprudence a docu- 
ment of that kind, or a document of any kind, in whatever form 
it may be couched, is a mortgage. It must be foreclosed. The 
operationsof equity jurisprudence must in some shape be brought 
to bear upon it with the accompanying or consequent privileges 
and rights of redemption. 

The bill studiously avoids that consequence by an amendment 
of line 10 on page 3, for it provides that it shall vest in the trustee 
all the estate, right, title, and interest whatever, both at law and 
in e juity, of the grantor, thus conveying the equity of redemp- 
tion. Now, forall time the courts of equity have been contend- 


| ing and fighting against the application of the severe principle 


that a title of this kind shail pecome absolute on default, until 
it has become firmly embedded in the principles of equity juris- 


| prudence that a title pledged as security for a debt can not be- 


come absolute and ought not to become absolute on account of 
the power of the creditor over the debtor and the necessity of 
the needy when pressed for money until a foreclosure of some 
kind is had whereby the equity of redemption can be extin- 
guished. 

Mr. FAULKNER. 
nesota a question. 

Mr. DAVIS. Excuse me justa minute. There are two meth- 
ods ‘whereby the effects of that great and beneficent principle 
are secured to the debtor. One is by thechancery foreclosure, 
with which we of the profession are allfamiliar. Inmany States 
of the Union, especially in the Northwest, we have in a more 
liberal degree a mode of proceeding somewhat analogous to that 


I should like to ask the Senator from Min- 


roposed here. A mortgage is given containing a power of sale 
ike this. It isgivendirectly to the mortgagee instead of a trus- 


tee by intervention. Under a power of sale of that character in 
most of the States of the Northwest that equi redemption 
can be foreclosed by advertisement for six succe sive weeks in 
some newspaper, the sale to be made by the sheril, the mort- 
gagee or the trustee, for it applies to both in tho-e parts of the 
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country, having the power to bid. Thatis the law. A certifi- 
cate of sale is given upon that bid. It is recorded. ‘The mort- 
gagor has one year in which to redeem by depositing the money 
with the sheriff, which strikes off the property. It strikes me 
that that is a much more enlightened, beneficent, and humane 
system, more in accordance with the general principles of the law 
of mortgages. People sometimes have to mortgage their home- 
steads, and when times become unfortunate, eater this bill it is 
a shert shrift, and under the general law in this District already 
it is ashort shrift. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Thisbilldoes not change the existing law 
atall. It has existed always. 

Mr. DAVIS. I say there should bea change. I say the law 
of this District, if it is as it is stated to be, ought to be modified 
in such a way that aloan of money upon real-estate security 
evidenced by a conveyance of the property, either absolute upon 
its face or conditional, in guise of a mortgage or anything else, 
ought to have ere, engraved upon it the characteristics of 
u mortgage with all the rights of equity of redemption before 
default and a certain proper and reasonable period of redemp- 
tion after sale. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Before, but not afterwards. 

Mr. DAVIS. It ought to be afterwards, just as in case of an 
ordinary court. This is all I want to say upon the matter. My 
attention had not been directed to this section before when [ 
voted against the motion to recomimit. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I have great respect for the Sen- 
ators who have discussed this question, and great respect for 
the motives which have prompted them. They are motives of 
kindness, liberality, and generosity. But I think they over- 
look the fundamental principle which lies at the bottom of this 

uestion and they overlook also the experience of the most en- 
lightened and progressive communities in regard to it. 

The amendment as advocated by its mover and by other Sen- 
ators, strikes down and renders impossible two things. It ren- 
ders impossible the loan of money on real-estate security with 
any certainty or security that it shall be paid at the day stipu- 
lated; so that no person engaged in business, no person having 
investments or situated so that he must in his turn depend upon 
his capacity to make punctual payments himself, can lend money 
to men in difficulties hereafter on real-estate security. Second, 
savings banks, which are the great lenders of money on real- 
estate peroays | which ought to be encouraged everywhere, and 
which are a sign of the highest prosperity (we have $370,000,000 
invested in them by our workmen in my own State), can not 
make real-estate investments, because they must have their de- 
posits, from the nature of their business, payable at once when- 
ever there is a run, or a demand, or a hard time. 

Now, what is the result of striking down that power? The 
result is that the manin difficulties, the debtor whom my hu- 
mane and wise friend wishes to protect, instead of borrowin 
money when he is in trouble and in times of distress and hard- 
ship, when his property is to be taken on execution, instead of 
being able to borrow money on one, two, three years, or any 
length of time in the future on his real estate security, has got 
to sell it at a sacrifice; so that, in times of hardship and distress 
among the poor people, instead of having hundreds and thou- 
sands of mort; to be paid in the future, the history hereafter 
is to be that there are to be hundreds and thousands of sales 
without redemption, at such terms as the buyer with the money 
in his pocket imposes upon the distressed seller. 

In order to meet that, this provision has grown up, and it is 
not complained of anywhere. It has been the law of Massachu- 
setts for thirty-two years, and you could not find a man, debtor 
or creditor, to raise his finger to ask any modification of it. 

The object is that there may be a conveyance by which, ata 
time fixed in the future, ten months, one year, or five : 
the debt in the meantime has not been = , there ae a sale 
under such stipulations and securities for full adve ment as 
the parties shall agree upon, the debt only being paid over to 
the creditor, and the ance going back to the debtor, the 
grantor or his assigns. Now, thatisnota tie lle has the 
name of mortgage in our public nomenclature, use itisa 

rovision usually inserted in a mortgage; that is, there is an old- 
ashioned mo with its three years’ foreclosuré, or its fore- 
closure by judicial sale, or at the election of the creditor. 

This trust is treated as a trust deed, and the sale is made. 
The one especial difference between a mortgage and a trust deed 
or a deed of this kind is that a mortgage is the dead,pledge, 
mort gage; that is, the property, however valuable or 1 , if 
the debt is not paid, goes to the creditor to extinguish the debt, 
however small, and the debtor has no further. interest in it. 
That is the dead hand, the dead gage, the dead pledge on the 
man’s property, but when the property is sold and there are such 
arrangements as the parties can nae upon, the creditor never 
gets anything but his debt. He does not get the property un- 
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less there is a special provision that he may buy, which is not 
found in the customs of this District; it is not found in this bill. 
He gets only his debt, and the debtor, or his grantee, gets the 
rest 


Mr. President, I affirm as a matter of experience that itis a 
bad thing for debtors, that it is a bad thing for debtors in dis- 
tress, that it is a bad thing for poor householders to deprive 
them of the right in times of distress to make the contract which 
is Lt ar Always the courts of equity prevent hardship. If 
there is a time where a ten days’ sale is too short, a simple peti- 
tion to the court will create a stay, and the thing will be done 
under the humane care and direction of the court. It is very 
well, of course, that the law should require ample publicity in 
the notice, that if you do not want to trust the parties to put it 
in their deeds there should be a provision that the notice should 
be in well-known newspapers, or in newspapers every day for 
two or three weeks, and a notice put upon the premises and a 
public sale in the business hours of the day—all those things, 
even a sale by a public officer. 

There is no harm in that; there is no objection to that; but to 
do what is proposed by this amendment is simply to say, I re- 
peat, to every debtor in distress, ‘* You have got tosell out your 
property in the time of your distress, and you shall not have it 
in your power to make the best security of it for a payment in 
the future when you are notindistress.” Itis to “ to the great 
savings-bank system, which is beneficent, not only because it 
enables and encourages men to make little deposits of money 
which are managed for their benefit, but also to enable the sav- 
ings banks to encourage their depositors-and customers in get- 
ting little homesteads by loans of small amounts on real estate; 
‘** You shall not hereafter, if you observe the principles of sound 
banking, make your investments in the shape of loans upon real 
estate.’ 

Mr. GRAY. And to loan associations. 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, to loan associations, and building associa- 
tions, and all such humane enterprises. There lics at the bot- 
tom of the solvency, of the success, of the lawfulness of every 
one of these institutions the fact that its investments shall be 
so made that in the time of a run it can not be swamped, and 
that the r widow, or the r workingman out of employ, 
who has his little hoard, shall have it without having to wait six, 
nine, or twelve months, until all the real-estate investments 
which the bank bad can get sold under onerous provisions after 
six or twelve months’ notice. 

Now, that is the whole of this matter. I argued this question 
in the Legislature of Massachusetts in the year 1852, when there 
was against this view a storm of prejudice, an ignorant, though 
most humane and kind-hearted prejudice. It carried the Legis- 
lature, and they refused to prohibit this class of contracts; and it 
has been one of the most beneficent habits and customs that ever 


‘existed. I donot wish tospeak boastfully, but I have the right to 


say that the experience of that Commonwealth, with its $370,- 

,000 of deposits of its working people and their widows and 
orphans in those institutions, with only two or three instances of 
savings banks that have failed, is worth studying. 

Mr. PEFFER. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. HOAR. In one moment. Just let me finish my state- 
ment. Now, here is a community in the District of Columbia— 
and I understand there has not been one lisp of a desire from 
this people here to have this policy forced upon them. It is the 
theory of a most worthy and excellent gentleman who lives 
1,500 miles off that is proposed to be put upon them. Now I 
will answer the Senator's question. 

Mr. PEFFER. I wish to ask the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, in view of his encomium upon the beneficence of the mort- 
gage and trust deed system, whether it is a fact that the num- 
ber of renters, the number of people who rent the houses they 
live in, has not greatly increased in proportion to the total 
number of population during the time to which the Senator re- 
fers? 

Mr. HOAR. No, sir; I do not think the number has greatly 
increased. The number of people who own their houses is 
greater in that community than anywhere else I know of. 

Mr. PEFFER. Does not the Senator know that the late census 
reports of the United States show that in Boston and in all the 
large cities of the country everywhere, without exception, the 
number of renters in proportion to the population has very 
greatly increased during the last ten years? 

Mr. HOAR. I do not know that. 

Mr. PEFFER. It is a fact, I will state to the Senator. 

Mr. HOAR. Thatdoes not answer the proposition. I thought 
the Senator was asking about the entire Commonwealth of Mas- 
sachusetts; but undoubtedly thatis very likely to betrue. A na- 
tion, astarving nation, has moved across the Atlantic within a gen- 
eration. People have come from the bogs of Ireland, from Ger- 
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many and Belgium, from Russia and Armenia, where they barely | fullest and amplest superintending and control of this matter 
earn the necessaries of life, and have become useful citizens, skill- should not be lodged in the courts to prevent the trustee from 
ful mechanics, patriotic Americans, living in comfort and h»ppi- | imposing on the debtor. 

ness. The man who, in Sheffield, livedon abare floor and hadhis; Mr.GRAY. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me to 
meat once a month perhaps for his family, living on a sixpence | ask him a question, as I did not quite understand the Senator 

or a shilling a day, oe his carpet and his sewing machine, and Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

his daughter at school, and his piano. Of course, that has been Mr. GRAY. Does the amendment of the Senator refer only 
the result of the great manufacturing system which has pre- | to the state of things in which the mortgagee himself is the 
vailed in this country, making us the foremost manufacturing | purchaser? 

nation on the face of the earth. Of course, in manufacturing Mr. ALLEN. Oh, no, sir; it extends to all purchasers. 














communities, where a man perhaps will stay but a year or two Mr. GRAY. Iam not familiar with such a state of the law as 

at one place, the practice of renting rather than owning real the Senator describes, although I know itis common in some of 

estate will eervall toalarge extent. The operative in Boston, | theStates, but would not the fact that the right of redemption ex 

the operative in our great cities, rents because it is to his ad- | ists limit the class of bidders upon such property and interfere 

vantage to rent. very much with the price which is possible to be obtained for the 
Mr. GRAY. Rather than own. mortgaged premises when they are put up for sale? 


Mr. HOAR. Rather than own; but the number of real estate Mr. ALLEN. In answer to the Senator from Delaware, I wil! 
owners who own their houses and invest their savings has also , state that in the State where I live, where the rule is that pre- 
enormously increased at the same time. scribed in the amendment, the experience is that it does not in- 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire toremind the distinguished Sen- | terfere at all with the price of property. A man who makes a 
ator from Massachusetts of the fact that,so far as New England | loan of money understands well when he is making it, and the 
is concerned, and especially in our manufacturing communities, purchaser understands well when he purchases it at the mort- 
we have had a great influx from Lower Canada of people who | gage sale, he usually being the mortgagee. 
are honest and industriousand economical, but who nevertheless Mr. GRAY. He is not usually the mortgagee with us, 


can not own their homes. | Mr. ALLEN. He understands when he makes the loan and 
Mr. HOAR. Yes,who mean to go back; when they owntheir | everybody understands that the mortgagor has a year’s redemp- 
homes they mean to go back and buy them in Canada. That is | tion. Therefore it prevents the mortgagee. from overloaning 
very true. | on property, which is beneficial to both parties. The mortga- 
Mr.GALLINGER. That explains to a considerable extent | gee takes into account the fact that the mortgagor has a year’s 
the fact to which the Senator from Kansas calls attention. | right of redemption. When the decree of foreclosure is made, 


Mr. HOAR. I had avery curious experience three or four | he may stay it by bond in some States, or request in others, or 
months ago when I was at home between the extra session and | he may absolutely stay it by suit in still others. All persons 
the regular session of Congress. A man who was in the habit | understand that the right of redemption is absolute in some 
of working in my garden had the ways and appearance and | Statesuptonine months, and a year in others; and the purchaser, 
dress of an Irishman, and himself came over from Ireland. Ihad | whether he is the mortgagee or some third person, understands 
occasion to go after him in a hurry, and I found out where he that before property can be redeemed; the principal with the 
lived. He had been working there as a common laborer for | interest up to that date, and all costs, must be paid. 
several years. I went to the house, and when the door was Mr. GRAY. I understand, if the Senator will allow me, that 
opened and I looked into the front entry of that man’s house | he seems to admit thatthe very fact thata law such as his amend- 
where he lived, it was as handsome an apartment as anybody ment proposes exists, does affect the competition for the prop- 
would wish to see. There is not a member on this floor who | erty when it is put up for sale, because the very fact which he 
would have been ashamed to have had hisown frontdoor opened | states to be the fact, that all persons understand that this right 


and a guest look in upon that apartment, and its furniture, and | of redemption exists in the mortgagor for the period the Sena- 
its wall paper, and its carpet, and its neatly painted staircase. tor has stated, will exclude some bidders, and it seems to me 
tee oer eee ane ene, sercously og hs does affect the price which will ultimately be realized for the 
a e i peop t jes mortgaged premises. 
the eirth we are bound to look after. The capitalist and the : : ; a a 
merchant and the business man will take care of himself pretty aa That is not the effect of it, that is not the his 
eet Cae err e te teeoes the tet 1 son Mr. GRAY. It is not in this part of the country as usual a 
again itis not wise, especially is it not wise in the absence of a thing as ae pe in the West for the mortgagee to be the pur- 
lisp of a public desire, to take away from the workingman and chaser at the sale. Where property brings its value, it is more 
Pp P y sof de apt to be purchased by some outside or third person. 


a a eeearer what Lis Gre eet olace salt toment nin to ror Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me 
to ask him a question? 


with it altogether at a sacrifice whenever he is in a hard place, Mr. GRAY. Yes 


which this policy willdo. In the next place, it is wise to take . er . : 

away from the administration of the s wings bank and the loan a ony 5 ov eg _ ae = oe — + oh otate 

fund and the building association and the other kindred associa- | he knows of, or in any place in the United States ot te the Dis- 

tions the power of so making their investments on real estate | ttict 0’ Columbia, a piece of property can be sold absolutely that 

security that they can not protect themselves against a run. is mortgaged or conveyed in trust on ten days notice, without 
Mr. ALLEN. ‘Will the Senator from Massachusetts permit | ®9Y right of redemption thereafter to the debtor? 

me to ask him a question? Mr.GRAY. I know of no such condition anywhere, 


Mr. HOAR. Certainly. Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator what is the time in 


Mr. ALLEN. In what respect does this destroy or takeaway | Delaware? _ : : 
the right of the poor man the Senator mentions from canting Mr.GRAY. We have no trust sale; but in proceedings for 
a contract for his own benefit, and in fact for the benefit of both ays ape ing requisite for the sale would involve a pe- 
; : aa ri . 
ee In what respect does it interfere with the freedom of Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President—— 
Mr. HOAR. In the respect which! thought I had sufficiently ——— ER. I should like to answer the Senator's 
and completely explained. He can net borrow money of a man | 4¥e a “a 3 
whom oo oo oe upon the only property he has, his real Mr. CHAN DLER. One moment. Neither in Massachuset ts, 
estate, with certainty that he will pay it at the time stipulated; | mor in any State of the Union that I know of, is there such a 
and therefore no man and no institution who has to depend upon strict foreclosure sale as in this District, where you can adver- 
payment at the time stipulated will loan to him, and he has either | tise on the request of the creditor if even the interest on the 
to go to the usurer, who increases his rate of interest in con- | debt is unpaid, and on ten days’ notice sell the property without 
sequence of this increased risk, or he has to be sold out alto-| any right of redemption whatever. 
gether. Mr. FAULKNER. That is the law in West Virginia, in Vir- 
Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from, Massachusetts will permit | ginia, and in Maryland, surrounding this District, and after an 
me to suggest that under the amendment offered by me the | advertisement of thirty days, I think it is. There is no re- 
debtor before he can get back his home is required to pay the | demption under a trust sale in any of those States. 
principal, the interest, and all accrued costs, and when the| Mr. CHANDLER. Very good. I am speaking of the ten 
creditor contracts with him, he understands that he is com-| days’ notice. The Senator from Massachusetts talks about a 
pletely indemnified by the payment of the principal, the inter- | court of equity interfering. A court of equity can not interfere 
est, and the costs, and he loses nothing. if the terms of the trust deed are literally complied with, and 
Mr. HOAR. That reminds me of what I perhaps omitted to | the terms are that if any portion of the debt, either principal 
say, that there is not the slightest reason in the world why the | or interest, is unpaid and the creditor wants to sell on ten days’ 
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notice, there must be a sale. Thore is absolutely no time given | of Webster and State of Nebraska, in the place of George J. 


to the debtor unless fraud or mistake or accident is shown, 

Mr. HOAR. My friend does not state the law of the jurisdic- 
tion with which he is acquainted and he does not state the law 
of the jurisdiction with which Lam acquainted. 

Mr. CHANDLER. LI atate the lawof jurisdictions with which 
Iam acquainted, one the law of New Hampshire, where it takes 
a year, the law of Massachusetts, where it takes a year, and the 
law of this District, where it takes but ten days. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator's statement, to which I called his 
attention, was that it would not interfere whore the terms of the 
trust deed were complied with. That is not at all true. The 
very thing that equity is made for is to interfere where a con- 
tract is unconscionable or where by the particular circumstances 
of the contract it is inequitable in its initiation. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It would not interfere against this pro- 

xd act of Congress, which says that where any part of the 

ebt or interest is not paid, on the request of the creditor, the 

land may be sold in ten days. Willa court of equity interfere 
in that case? 

Mr. HOAR. In Massachusetts it is thirty days. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. GORMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After twenty-three min- 
utes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 
o’clock and 30 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-mor- 
row, Tuesday, March 20, 1894, at 12 o'clock m. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate March 19, 1894. 
REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES. 

Thomas J. Foster, of Kearney, ree be register of the land 
office at Buffalo, Wyo., vice Carroll H. Parmalee, to be removed. 

Oliver H. Gallup, of Nevada, to be register of the land office 
at Carson City, Nev., his term of office having expired. 

John A, Hariion, of O'Neill, Nebr., to be register of the land 
office at O'Neill, Nebr., vice William D. Mathews, to be removed. 

Herman Von Langen, of Topeka, Kans., to be register of the 
land office at Topeka, Kans., vice James I. Fleming, whose term 
of office will expire April 18, 1894. 


RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Aaron W. Eibeshutz, of Independence, Cal., to be receiver of 
public moneys at Independence, Cal., vice Bertrand Rhine, re- 


ned. 
ee H Hall, of Eureka, Nev., to be receiver of public mon- 
eys at Carson City, Nev., vies Willis G. Clarke, to be removed. 
John C, Neher. of Euaclaire, Wis., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Br--tare, Wis., vice Frank R. Farr, term aoe 
Frank B. )?roctor, of Buffalo, Wyo., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Butfalo, Wyo., vice John H. Lott, to be removed. 


POSTMASTERS. 


Rugene L. Brown, to be r at Eufaula, in the coun 
of Barbour and State of Alabama, in the place of Andrew J. 
Locke, whose commission expired 21, . 

Charles Hammond, to be postmaster at Montpelier, in the 
county of Bear Lake and State of Idaho, in the place of Marcus 
F. Whitman, removed. ag 

Thomas J. Downey, to be postmaster at Pana, in the county of 
Christian and State of Illinois, in the place of Gabriel C. Butts, 
whoss commission expired January 28, 1894. 

Cyrus N. Walls, to be tmaster at Taylorviile, in the 
oounty of Christian and State of Llinois, in the place of Benja- 
min I. Lantz, removed. 

Bdward G. Niklaus, to be postmaster at Madison, in the county 
of Jefferson and State of Indiana, in the place of Michael C. 
Garber, whose commission expired January 8, 1804. 

Thomas Loftus, to be master at West Union, in the —_y 
of Payette and State of Lowa, in the place of Charles H. Tal- 
madge, whose commission e March 20, 1804. 

James K. McG ivern, to be postmaster at Missouri Valley, in 
the county of Harrison and State of Iowa, in the place of John 
D, Brown, whose commission expired December 21, 1803. 

Frank R. Scott, to be postmaster at Elkton, in the county of 
Ceci) and State of Maryland, in the gam Joseph Wells, whose 
eor..aission expired December 21, 1 

BE. P. Thom fo be pesennenes © Ap etens a5 Senne 
of Monroe State of Mississippi, in the place of James W. 
Lee, whose commission expired 

Frank W Cowden, to be postmaster 


1804, 
i Cloud, in the county of 


Warren, whose commission expired January 16, 1894. 

Charles M, Busbee, to be postmaster at Raleigh, in the county 
of Wake and State of North Carolina, in the place of A. Web- 
ster Shaffer, whose commission expired March 7, 1894. 

Eugene C. Protzman, to be postmaster at Portland, in the 
county of Multnomah and State of Oregon, in the place of George 
A. Steel, whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

W. Fisk Conrad, to be postmuster at Tyrone, in the county of 
Blair and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Charles S. W. 
Jones, whose commission expired February 6, 1894. 

Isaxe R. Stayton, to be postmaster at Allegheny, in the county 
of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of John A. 
Gilleland, whose commission expired March 13, 1894. 

William Wallace, to be postmaster at Columbia, in the county 
of Richland and State of South Carolina, in the place of Virgil 
P. Clayton, whose commission expired January 9, 1894, 

Henry W. Chinn, to be postmaster at Velasco, in the county 
of Brazoria and State of Texas, in the place of James B. Shea, 
removed. 

James R. Martin, to be postmaster at Denison, in the county 
of Grayson and State of Texas, in the place of Charles T. Daugh- 
erty, deceased. 

eorge R. Nixon, to be postmaster at Ashland, in the county 
of Hanover and State of Virginia, in the place of John H. Blunt, 
whose commission expired January 27, 1894. 

Frank J. Norris, to be postmaster at Leesburg, in the count 
of Loudoun and State of Virginia, in the place of Charles P. 
McCabe, whose commission expired March 12, 1894. 

Oscar E. Rea, to be pygueeseee at Everett, in the county of 
Snohomish and State of Washington, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after April 1, 1893. 





WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive nomination withdrawn from the Senate March 19, 1894. 


David H. Hall, to be register of the land office at Carson City, 
a whose nomination was sent to the Senate February 12, 





; CONFIRMATIONS. 
Eaecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 19. 1894. 
POSTMASTERS. 

Theodore A.C. Beard, to be postmaster at Crete, in the county 
of Saline and State of Nebraska. 

Matthew W. Clair, to be postmaster at North Platte, in the 
eounty of Lincoln and State of Nebraska. 

David R. Daniels, to be postmaster at Norfolk, in the county 
of Madison and State of Nebraska. 

michard M, Liberty, to be postmaster at Alma, in the county 
of Harlan and State of Nebraska. 

William J. McElhiney, to be postmaster at Lexington, in the 
county of Dawson and State of Nebraska. 

Rainard B. Wahlquist, to be postmaster at Hastings, in the 
county of Adams and State of Nebraska. 

Seymour McWilliams, to be <= ggume at Abingdon, in the 
county of Knox and State of Illinois. 

Thomas J. Davis, to be postmaster at Creston, in the county 
of Union and State of Iowa. 

Mark W. Murry, to be postmaster at Pender, in the county 
of Thurston and State of Nebraska. 

James A, Costello, to be postmaster at Grand Island, in the 
county of Hall and State of Nebraska. 

Volney M. Street, to be postmaster at Nebraska City, in the 
county of Otoe and State of Nebraska. 

Elijah J, Duer, to be postmaster at Millersburg, in the county 
of Holmes and State of Ohio. 

Charles H. Meeker, to be postmaster at McCook, in the county 
of Red Willow and State of Nebraska. 

John L. MeDonough, to be postmaster at Ord, in the county 
of Valley and State of Nebraska. 

William R. Dawson, to be postmaster at Tidioute, in the 
county of Warren and State of Pennsylvania. 

Edgar L. Brady, to be postmaster at Washington, in the county 
of Washington and State of Pennsylvania. 

John Haviland, to be tmaster at Phoenixville, in the county 
of Chester and State of Pennsylvania. 

Alvin K. Linderman, to be postmaster at Troy, in the county 
of Bradford and State of Pennsylvania. 

Charles M. Lee, to be postmaster at Tunkhannock, in the 
county of oe on of Pennsylvania. 

Nettie S. Johnson, to be postmaster at Athens, in the county 

Bradford and State of Pennsylvania. 
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Lee T. Savin, to be postmaster at Clifton Forge, in the county 
of Alleghany and State of Virginia. 

Emma Ritter, to be postmaster at Muncy, in the county of Ly- 
coming and State of Pennsylvania. 

David H. McCarty, to be postmaster at New Kensington, in 
the county of Westmoreland and State of Pennsylvania. 

James L. Carlisle, to be postmaster at St. Louis, in the county 
of St. Louis and State of Missouri. 

Edward J. F. Horne, to be postmaster at Prescott, in the 
county of Yavapai and Territory of Arizona. 

Owen Willison, to bo postmaster at Davis, in the county of 
Tucker and State of West Virginia. 

W. R. Gibson, to be postmaster at Iowa Park, in the county of 
Wichita and State of Texas. : 

De Witt Wagner, to be postmaster at Memphis, in the county 
of Scotland and State of Missouri. 

George J. Vaughan, to be postmaster at Jefferson City, in the 
county of Cole and State of Missouri. 

James L. Moseley, to be postmaster at Hearne, in the county 
of Robertson and State of Texas. 

Fidelia Kilgore, to be postmaster at Longview, in the county 
of Gregg and State of Texas. 

Herry Galbraith, to be postmaster at Terrell, in the county of 
Kau'man and State of Texas. 

William D. Roberts, to be postmaster at Provo City, in the 
county of Utah and Territory of Utah. 

Osear H. Royal, to be postmaster at Wolfe.City, in the county 
of Hunt and State of Texas. 

John A. Flattery. to be postmaster at Oklahoma, in the county 
of Oklahoma and Territory of Oklahoma. 

James B. Cogan, to be postmaster at Huron, in the county o 
Beadle and State of South Dakota. ; 

W. H. Hirst, to be postmasier at Alamosa, in the county of 
Conejos and Sate of Colorado. 

Patrick Daly. to be postmaster at Gunnison in the county of 
Gunnison and State of Colorado. 

Homer B. Snyder, to be postmaster at Manitou, in the county 
of El Paso and State of Colorado. 

Samuel T.’Greene, to be postmaster at Mitchell, in the county 
of Divison and State of South Dakota. 

William B. Mead, to be postmaster at Oberlin, in the county 
of Decatur and State of Kansas. 

William C. Butts, to be postmaster at Valley Falls, in the 
county of Jefferson and State of Kansas. 


Nin E. Burrus, to be postmaster at Kiowa, in the county of | 


Barber and State of Kansas. 

Nathaniel T. Allison, to be postmaster at Columbus, in the 
county of Cherokee and State of Kansas. 

Robert N. Locke, to be postmaster at Pierre, in the county of 
Hughes and State of South Dakota. 

J. B. Lile, to be postmaster at Neodesha, in the county of Wil- 
son and State of Kansas. 

Andrew P. Herold, to be postmaster at Seneca, 
of Nemaha and State of Kansas. 

James A. Anderson, to be master at Hamilton, in the 
county of Hancock and State of Illinois. 

Bridget Lane, to be postmaster at Summit, in the county of 
Union and State of New Jersey. 

George E. Masters, to be postmaster at De Smet, in the county 
of Kingsbury and State of South Dakota. 

Frederick Bostwick, to be postmaster at Onarga, in the county 
of Iroquois and State of Llinois. 

Redick M. Ridgly, to be postmaster at Springfield, in the 
county of Sangamon and State of [linois. 

Albert W. Giles, to be postmaster at Oak Park, in the county 
of Cook and State of Illinois. 


in the county 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monbay, Mareh 19, 1894. 


The House met at 120’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. BAGBY. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 


proved. . 
MILITARY PRISON, FORT LEAVENWORTH. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter transmitting an 
estimate of deficiencies in the appropriation for the support of 
the military prison at Fort Leavenworth, Kans., submitted by 
the Seeretary of War; which was referred to the Committee on 


Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 
By unanimous consent, leaveof absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. O’NEIL, for two days. 
To Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania, for threo weeks, on account 
| of important businees, 
To Mr. ARNOLD (on motion of Mr. CLARK of Missouri), for two 
weeks on account of important business. 
| To Mr. Coomss, for Tuesday and Wednesday, on account of 
| public business. 
COMMODORE 0. C. BADGER. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a bill (S. 943) for the 
| relief of Commodore Oscar C. Badger. 
| Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that that bill lie on the Speaker's table for the present. 
There was no objection, and it was 30 ordered. 
| CLAIMS OF THE UNITED STATES AGAINST TENNESSEE, AN 
| O8 TENNESSEE AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 
| The SPEAKER also laid before the House a joint resolution 
(S. 61) for the adjustment of certain claims of the United States 
against the State of Tennessee, and of certainclaimsof the State 
of Tennessee against the United States. 
| 


Db 


Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of that joint resolution. 

Mr. SAYERS. I must ob’ect, Mr. Speaker. I want to go on 
with the pending appropriation bill, and I will ask the gentle- 
man to let that lie over until to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER, Objection is made. The joint resolution 
will lie upon the Speaker's table if there be no objection. 

Mr. DINGLEY. 

The SPEAKER. It has not. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Does the gentleman desire it to iie on the 
table, it not having been referred to a committee of the House? 

The SPEAKER. If objection is made, the joint resolution 
will be referred to the Committees on War Claims. 

SITE FOR A NEW GOVERNMENT: PRINTING OFFICE. 
| Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimousconsent for 
the consideration of a bill (H.R. 53) immediately after the nend- 
ing appropriation bill has been disposed of. This is a House 
bill authorizing the purchase of certain real estate for the eree- 
tion of a Government Prinvting Office. 
| Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, [ understand that the gentlo- 
| man’s request is for unanimous consent to consider the bili in- 
| dicated by him after the sundry civil bill. I object for the pres- 
}ent. It will be time enough to agree to that request after the 
pending bill is disposed of. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
| The SPEAKER. There isnocall of committees this morning. 
Mr. SAYERS. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose 
of considering general appropriation bills. 
| The motion was agreed to. 
| The House accordingly resolved itself into Committees of the 
| Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. LESTER of Georgia in the 
chair). 


Has it been referred to a committee? 


BUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the title of the 

pending bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 5575) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the 
| Government for the fiscal year ending June 3), 1895, and for other purposes. 
| Mr.SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
all debate upon the pending paragraph and amendments be 
closed at 2 o'clock, the time to be equally divided between those 
who favor the pending amendments and those who are opposed 
to them. 

Mr. HARTMAN. I understand that the gentleman from 
Texas has no objection to thirty minutes being accorded to those 
who are in opposition to the amendment offered by the gent!e- 
man from Indiana? 

Mr. SAYERS. I do not object to that. 

Mr. MERCER. Mr. Chairman, [ understand that there are 
gentiemen on this side who desire to consume some little time in 
the discussion of matters relating to the Missouri Commission. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the paragraph to which the re- 
quest of the gentleman from Texas relates. 

Mr. LOUD (to Mr. SAYERS). Say a quarter past 2 o'clock 
instead of 2. 

Mr. SAYERS. I think we can close at 2 o'clock and have 
time enough for debate. [ask unanimous consent, Mr. Chair- 
man, that all debate upon the pending paragraph of the bill and 
amendments be closed at 2 o'clock: the time to be equally di- 
vided. 
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Mr. PICKLER. That will permit us to offer such amend- 
ments as we desire? 

Mr. SAYERS. You can offer them, but without debate. 

Mr. PICKLER. We want time to present them. 

Mr. CANNON of Lilinois. Does this relate to the Soldiers’ 
Home matter? ; 

Mr. SAYERS. No, sir; to the Missouri Commission. 

Mr. MERCER. Then I misunderstood the gentleman’s prop- 
osition. 

Mr. HERMANN, Not only to the Missouri River Commis- 
sion, but to the other contracts. 

Mr. SAYERS. There are no other contracts involved at all; 
nothing but the Missouri River Commission. 

Mr. HERMANN. Then the gentleman does not include in 
his request the general contract system? 

Mr. SAYERS. No; that has nothing to do with it. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Do I understand that a portion 
of the time will be given to the amendment in relation to the 
Soldiers’ Home? 

Mr. SAYERS. No; there will be additional time for that. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, [ ask 
the gentleman from Texas to permit me to make some remarks 
on 8 paragraph that has been passed. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will give the gentleman time before we 
close the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I am ready to assent to anything 
that is "9 Rs to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
COGSWELL . 

Mr. COGSWELL. I do not understand what the pending 
proposition is. 

Mr. SAYERS. Ihave asked unanimous consent that all de- 
bate on the pending paragraph and amendments he closed at 
2 o'clock; the time to be divided equally between the friends 
und the opponents of the amendments. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Say at 2:15. That will give an hour to 
each side. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, we have several amendments 
that we desire to present. The Chair will remember that I 
wished to present one the otherday, but letit goover. Now,it 
might be that all this time would be consumed by the friends of 
one amendment. I want only a short time, but I do want time 
to offer these amendments. 

Mr. SAYERS. There will be an hour to be divided, and if I 
amallowed to regulate it I will try todistribute the time fairly. 

Mr. PICKLER. Ido not want more than ten minutes. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I want five. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Will the gentleman from Texas modify his 
roquest so as to have the debate close at half past 2? 

Mr. SAYERS. Let it be half past 2, then, Mr. Chairman. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. SAYERS. I suggestthat the gentleman from Mississippi 
| Mr. CaTCHINGS] be allowed to control the time of those opposed 
to the amendments, and that the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. CoGSWELL] be allowed to control the time of those in favor 
either of the pending amendments or amendments that may be 
proposed 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to that arrangement? 
The Chair hears none, and it will be so ordered. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Chairman, when we had this matter 
under discussion on Friday last, undertook to give what the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors considered sound and substantial 
reasons why certain of the great works of river and harbor im- 
provement had been placed under whatis called the contravtsys- 
tem. Ithas beén complained that one effect of that system has 
been to discriminate against other projects. Measurably thatis 
necessarily true; and it was perfec 7 nerenes when Congress 
embarked upon this system that that effect would necessarily, to 
some extent, result. For instance, Mr. Chairman, it was under- 
stood then that those works which were placed under the con- 


tract system would receive appropriations at the short session 


of each Congress until they were completed—a benefit which 
could not come and which never did come to those works not 
embraced in that system. 

Now, it surely can not be argued that because these contract 
works receive an appropriation at the short session, any harm 
whatever has been done to other works, because prior to the 
adoption of this contract system there was no river and harbor 
appropriation whatever at a short session of Congress. 

ut the system was entered into because it was believed, and 
experience has manifested that that belief was well founded, that 
the system would result in very great economy to the Federal 
Treasury and would greatly expedite the completion of these 
works so important to the commerce of our great country. And 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, following the precedent, 
i will say, set by the Senate in 1890, embraced in their river and 
harbor bill for 1892 twelve additional projects which I named 
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during my remarks on Friday last. And while it is a fact that 
there can not be anything local or sectional with reference to 
‘any one of these great works, yet it is also true that while em- 
barking upon a system which we believed would result in great 
benefit, we did endeavor, even locally speaking, to fairly dis- 
tribute the works which were to be put under that system. 

For instance, we included, as I stated, Point Judith, Rhode 
Island; the Hudson River, New York; Hay Lake and St. Marys 
channels, in the Great Lakes; the harbor of Philadelphia; the 
Missouri River in the West; the Upper Mississippi in the West; 
Galveston in the South; Charleston, Savannah, Mobile, and the 
Lower Mississippi; St. Johns, Florida; the Great Kanawha, West 
Virginia; Humboldt, California; the Cascades, Oregon; Balti- 
more, Md.; and the ship channel running through the Great 
Lakes from end toend. So that the action of the committee can 
not be ee to criticism even if these works were to be re- 
garded as local. 

But take, for instance, in confirmation of my statement that 

ou can not localize one of these great works, the case of the har- 
ratGalveston. That harbor, Mr. Chairman, was placed under 
the contract system, not for the-pur of complying with the 
wishes of the people of the State of Texas, but for the purpose of 
gratifying the desires of the Representatives on this floor from the 
greatStates of the West, such as Kansas, Nebraska, Colorado, and 
other States in that vicinage. They were extremely anxious 
that they should find a shorter route to the seaboard; and it is 
said to be a fact that they do reach the seaboard by a distance of 
700 miles at Galveston or at Sabine Pass. That work was ex- 
pedited at the urgent request and demand of gentlemen repre- 
senting those States, and not at all at the instance of the people 
of Texas. 

Take, again, the work for the improvement of the mouth of 
the Mississippi River by jetties, which was completed, fortu- 
nately, some yearsago. That was not done for the purpose of 
pleasing the people of the State of Louisiana, but for the purpose 
of giving facilities for the enormous foreign commerce of that 
city. I hold in my hand astatement made by Mr. Warmouth, the 
collector of commerce at the city of New Orleans, showing that 
during the last twelve months, notwithstanding the great de- 
pression which prevailed in business all over this country, the 
exports and imports of that city have reached the gigantic sum 
in vaiue of $109,000,000. So that that was a national work. It 
was meant to accommodate the world’s commerce as well as the 
coastwise commerce of this country. 

So, if you take the work on the Mississippi River, nobody can 
say that there is anything local in the character of that work. 
It appears that the through freight alone on that great river 
during the past twelve months amounted to 8,604,663 tons. It 
appears from a statement of the Pittsburg Coal Exchange that 
45,250,000 bushels of coal alone went down that river from the 
city of ne It appears also that the receipts at the cit 
of New Orleans by river (having no connection whatever wit 
its foreign trade) reached the enormous sum of $40,000,000. 

The same statement made by Collector Warmouth gives the 
commerce ofanumber of towns on the lower partof that river; and 
Iregret thatit isnot in my power to give to this House a statement 
of the commerce of all the townson that river. But, beginning 
as low down as Natchez, you will be surprised at the enormous 
amount of commerce transacted on that greatstream. Take the 
town of Natchez—its river commerce was valued at $2,637,000; 
at the town of Vidalia it was $468,000; at Bayou Sara it was 
$586,429; at Baton Rouge it was $4,084,594; at Plaquemine it was 
$1,860,037; at Donaldsonville it was $4,613,321; at Red River it 
was $4,169,647. The river commerce from these sources alone, 
it will be seen, amounted to $18,419,888. 

This does not at all take into account the enormous business 
transacted by the great city of Memphis, by the cities of Vicks- 
burg and Helena, Greenville and Cairo, and numbers of other 
important places which I can mention. 

ow, Mr. Chairman, the most earnest demand for the improve- 
ment of that river which was ever presented to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors came from the Chamber of Commerce of 
the city of New York. A large delegation of those gentlemen 
came before us in 1892. Now,I will read you what the Chamber 
of Commerce is, as deseribed by its own president. I clipped 
this from the New York Press of yesterday: 


Mr. Charles S. Smith, president of the Chamber of Commerce, said: 

‘fhe Chamber of Commerce has 1,000 members, who are the largest indi- 
vidual rs in the city of New York. The membership of the charn- 
ber com all of the avenues of commercial activity. Of the sixty-five 
banks which com the New York Clearing House Association, sixty-one 
of the Chamber of Commerce. All the t life insurance 
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I wish to repeat that the body so accurately defined by Mr. 
Smith, the president of that Chamber of Commerce, came before 
us and urged by every means in their power most liberal appro- 
priations for the improvement of this great river. 

Those persons who dwell on the banks of that river are really 
those least concerned in the maintenance of those levees. The 
Mississippi Valley will average 50 or 60 miles in width. Every 
foot of it is subject to overflow, unless prevented by means of 
these levees. There are great railroads traversing that whole 
valley, running north and south, east and west, speeding the 
Government’s mails and the nation’s commerce, and those great 
railroads are owned inthe city of New York. Hence you can 
well understand the interest and anxiety which those people 
had in the maintenance of these levees, which are an essential 
feature of the system suggested by the Commission for the im- 
provement of that river. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it can not certainly be said that there is 
anything local in the work of improving that great river from 
Cairo to the Gulf, a distance of eleven hundred miles. My 
friend, the gentleman from Washington [Mr. WILSON], made a 
statement here that since the foundation of the Government 
something like $75,000,000 had been expended on the Missis- 
sippiRiver. I donot wish to dispute his figures. I have never 
myself seen the statement as to the amount that has been ex- 
pended on that river, beginning with the foundation of the 
Government, but I do know that up to 1882 there had never 
been any substantial and systematic effort made to improve that 
River. And beginning with 1882 the total appropriations, as 
stated in the last annnal report of the Mississippi River Com- 
mission, have been $19,987,335. Of that, less than one-third has 
been expended in the building of levees along the banks of that 
River. Iwill add, Mr. Chairman, that for every dollar that the 
Government has put into levees the people owning lands along 
the banks of that river have put in four or five, so that what 
the Government has done has simply been to aid these people 
to complete work which they had in hand, and which they 
themselves would have completed in the course of time. 

Mr. LOUD. Will the gentleman repeat his figures as to the 
amount expended since 1882? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I have the exact figures as taken from the 
report of the Mississippi River Commission. From Cairo to the 
Gulf the amount expended has been $19,987,335. } 

Mr. LOUD. You do not include the whole river? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. No, sir. Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to 
call attention to the fact that the Mississippi River Commission 
is not a body of Southern men. There is but one man from the 
South on that Commission, and that is Maj. Harrod, a very dis- 
tinguished engineer in civil life, residing in the city of New 
Orleans. Gen. Comstock is its president, and it is composod en- 
tirely of army officers, except three civilians, one of whom is 
Maj. Harrod, whom I have mentioned, another of whom is m 
distinguished friend, Judge Taylor, of Indiana, and another is 
Mr. Whiting,a member of the Coastand GeodeticSurvey. Now, 
this Commission has constantly insisted that there could be no 
perfect improvement of that river which did not include re- 
straint of the great floods which pour down in times of high 
water; and there is a reason for it, because if you were to flood 
that valley, as you will do if you throw down the levees, it is ut- 
terly impossible that there could be ar commerce on that river. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Will the gentleman allow me 
to interrupt him for a question? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Yes. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. What is the amount of the 
salaries, if any, that are paid to the members of this Commis- 
sion? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. 
army men get nothing. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Does the gentleman think, or 
is it his opinion, that we could dispense with the civilians, and 
put on a commission composed entirely of army officers? The 
point I make is, that if it is advisable and in the interest of 
economy to detail army officers as Indian agents, why is it not 
in the interest of economy to place them on these Missouri and 
Mississippi River Commissions? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. — If this Commission, Mr. Chairman, was 
to be originally created, I should not have the slightest objec- 
tion to having it composed entirely of officers of the Army; but 
the two civilian members, Judge Taylor, of Indiana, and Maj. 
Harrod, have been on the Commission for a great many yéars. 
They are men of distinguished ability, they are perfectly famil- 
iar with this work, and [ do not think it would be the part of pru- 
dence now to take those menfrom the Commission; and yet | am 
quite prepared to admit thatif the Commission were to be origi- 
nated, I can see no reason why it should not be entirely com- 
posed of officers of the Army. 

But, Mr. Chairman, youcan have no navigation upon the Mis- 


The civilian members get $3,000, the 
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sissippi River in times of high water with that valley flooded. 
Why, it would be almost as dangerous for a heavily laden 
steamer to leave St. Louis for New Orleans with that valley 
flooded as it would be to start across the Atlantic Ocean. : 

Mr. MARSH. Willthe gentlemanallow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Certainly. 

Mr. MARSH. Will you please state in that connection the 
proportion of that $19,000,000 expended between Cairo and the 
mouth of the river since 1882 on levees? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Iwill give itto you exactly, $6,090,940.64; 
less than one-third of the appropriation. 

Mr. MARSH. I just wanted it to appear in your remarks. 

Mr. CATCHINGS, But, Mr. Chairman, there isan incidental 
benefit which is also a commercial benefit. It has enabled, as 
I have stated, the building and operation of great through lines 
of railroads all through the Mississippi Valley, which would be 
absolutely inhibited if you should not restrain these high wa- 
ters. So that, if the incidental benefit is great, it is simply an 
additional reason why the Government should pursue that work. 

Mr. PICKLER. Right there, if the gentleman pleases. So 
far as it affects the rivers and towns along the Mississippi 
River, if the waters encroach upon the town and the river be- 
comes shallow, so that there is no harbor, is it not to the public 
benefit to protect that town as well as to secure the harbor? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Beyond any doubt. 

Mr. PICKLER. Is it not a good thing for the people and for 
the country not to hold the commission or the committee here 
down to woo closea distinction between what is incidental benetit 
and what is legitimate benefit? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Well, I would say this to my friend, that 
if you take a river like the Mississippi River, which has an 
enormous commerce, undoubtedly it is most desirable that you 
should make the harbors of that river safe and secure, because 
you can not fairly transact you commercial business unless you 
do. 
The distinction we make between this river and the Missouri 
is that as the Missouri stands to-day it hasnocommerce. There 
is no commerce, or very little, on the Missouri River. 

Mr. PICKLER. But it is just as necessary that we have it 
kept open for commerce. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Lhopeso. But I want to say this, that 
this committee has been endeavoring to improve the Missouri 
River so that you would have commerce, and we have en- 
deavored to make liberal appropriations, and we have done so, 
as my friend knows, for the purpose of improving that river 
so that you could have commerce on it; but the unfortunate part 
was that, yielding to the requests of gentlemen representing 
districts along the banks, we have diverted the funds which 
were intended to be used in improving the navigation of that 
river for the protection of towns on its banks, where there is no 
river commerce. 

Mr. PICKLER. Above Sioux City, the part in which [ am 
interested, no appropriations have been used for that purpose. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Ido not allude to your part of the river. 
I was speaking about the river from Sioux City down. 

Mr. Chairman, what I have said has not been for the purpose 
of favoring the Mississippi River, or any other project, but in 
pursuance of my statement that it is in no sense a local work. 
For instance, St. Louis, Pittsburg, and Cincinnati ship vast 
quantities of freigbt down the Mississippi River. You can not 
take your stand on the banks of the river anywhere for half an 
hour without seeing the smoke of some steamer come into sight 
laden with products going down the Mississippi River. The 
Barge Line of the Mississippi Transportation Company of St. 
Louis alone shipped 392,670 tons of freight in the last year. 

Take the Hudson River, I am sure [ need not call attention to 
the national character of that stream. Take the harbors of 
Charleston, Savannah, and Mobile; the Old Dominion line of 
steamers touch and trade at each one of these ports; vessels en 
gaged in foreign commerce enter and depart: the city of Savan- 
nah is one of the largest ports for naval supplies in America. 
So it will be found that every project that we have placed under 
this contract system can be fairly considered as a national rather 
thanasalocalorsectional project. But we hope toget rid ofthose 
that we have now in process of construction within a very short 
time, and then I trust the results will be found to be so satisfac- 
tory that the next Congress will not hesitate to take on twelve 
or fifteen other of the larger works of the country and press 
them to completion in the same way. 

I invite careful attention to the statement made by Gen. Case 
(published as a part of the remarks which I made on Friday 
last), which establishes beyond question two facts; first, that the 
construction of these works has been enormously expedited by 
this system; and secondly, that they are completed, or will be 
completed, with great economy to the Government. It would 
be, in my judgment, a most unfortunate thing if Congress should 
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ever turn i‘s back on this system, which isthe first and the only 
business system that has ever prevailed in reference to these 
public works since I have been in Congress. If we are to carry 
on these great works at all we ought to carry them on in such 4 
way as will secure their completion within a reasonable time 
and as will result in the greatest legitimate saving to the 
Treasury. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois, Is the gentleman prepared to state 
the extent to which other governments are now carrying on the 
improvements of water ways? 

Mr.CATCHINGS. Iam notprepared at this moment to make 
any very accurate statement on that subject. I may, however, 
call the attention of my distinguished friend to the fact that 
there has just been completed a great ship canal, fairly dug out 
of the earth, connecting the city of Manchester with the city of 
ey and costing some seventy or seventy-five million dol- 
ars, 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. That canal to which the gon- 
tleman refers is a magnificent work, which will undoubtedly bo 
of great advantage to the commerceof Great Britain. Now, we 
have on our Pacitic coast a place where two milesof canal would 
open communication with a great fresh-water lake and would 
be of immense advantage to commerce, saving the enormous ex- 
pense caused by the terede which we have heard about here, 
and making other savings; and yet, although we have had sur- 
veys and reports of engineers on the subject for the last twent 
years and have expended $10,000 on a new survey, and althoug 
my State has offered to donate the necessary land, the fact seems 
to be that we can not secure any consideration from this body 
for that project. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Without undertaking to pass judgment 
at all on the project to which the gentleman refers, i will re- 
mind him that it is one which will be very expensive, which is 
estimated to cost some millions. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. About $2,000,000, in round 
numbers. 

Mr.CATCHINGS. Yes, it is estimated to cost about $2,000,- 
000, and we did notfeel that at this juncture we could take on 
that project, or any other that would be so expensive. I have 
no doubt, however, that two years from now we shall ba able to 
give his project as fuil and fair consideration as it is entitled to, 
and I think it is more than. likely that it will find its way into 
the bill. The committee certainly have no prejudice against 
the project, and have not rejected it at all. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. [do not wish to be misunder- 
stocd as charging that the committee has any prejudice against 
that project. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Well, they have not rejected it. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. [ desired merely tocall atten- 
tion to the fact that for the past twenty-five years the United 
States engineers have made surveys and have recommended the 

roject, and as the gentieman was mentioning canals, having 
ad no other opportunity to mention this one, I took this occa- 
sion to direct attention to it. 

Mr. GRESHAM. The Argentine Republic has spent $50,000,- 
000 on two harbors within a short period. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. My friend from Illinois [Mr. BLACK] has 
kindly furnished me some statisties, which I will insert in my 
remarks. I have not time to read them now because I must 
yield the floor to other gentlemen.* 

But, Mr. Chairman, in conclusion I wish tosay thatin this age 
of falling prices all over the world there has grown up ademand 


*Nors.—The foltowing brief es ae for the improve- 


ment of water ways in other countries, , is taken from an 
interesting and instructive article on “ River and Harbor Improvement,” 
do an. 5 C. BLANCHARD, of Louisiana, in the North American Review for 
arch, 3 
‘Our neighbor, Canada, with about one-twelfth of our population and with 
resources and Wealth in nowise comparable to ours, has expended on her 
trans tion routes (lakes, rivers, canais, and railways) more than $3U0.-. 
ees 1,300 miles of railway constructed and equipped by th 
vernmen 
” land has only 13,000 miles of coast line—notmuch more than one-twen- 
of what we have. Yet she $20,000,000 annually upon the same; 
000,000 has been expended on the “ane which is but a rivulet com 
he Mississi $82, told, oo Mersey, which is but 
a of Waters." 


th the sea at 
ft ally opened, amid great rejoicings, on the first of the present year, hav- 
ing been coeaplenen at Sous - imating $80,000,000. 
France with about three-fi SS a ee of 


“Germany in 1877 authorized constru: 
Wcanal routes in addition to the 1,289 miles then in operation and her 
vigabile rivers." 
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for cheaper transportation which no language can adequately 
describe. If gentlemen could see the delegations who come be- 
fore the Committee on Rivers and Harbors from every section 
of this country clamoring for the improvement of their small 
and their large water ways and for the deepening of their har- 
bors, they would understand that itall meansa general demand 
for cheaper transportation which may tosome extent offset the de- 
pressing fall in prices which has taken place and is still going 
on all over the world. Therefore this is a time when, instead of 
halting or turning back, we should go forward and try to give the 
people the relief in this direction which they demand. 
hy, sir, I undertake to say that but for the opening up of the 
rivers, and the deepening of the harbors of this country which 
has been going on with afair measure of success for the last 
twenty years, hundreds of thousands of acres of land that are 
now cultivated with some degree of profit would be absolutely 
abandoned; and, in view of the results already obtained, and in 
view of the general demand of the people for cheaper transpor- 
tation, no man here should hesitate to vote the most liberal ap- 
propriations for these purposes. Mr. Chairman, the value of a 
water way can not always be determined by the amount of trans- 
rtation upon it. I remember a remarkable statement made 
2fore the Senate Committee on Transportation some years ago 
by Mr. Albert Fink, the great railroad expert, to the effect that 
the freight rates on every railroad east of the Rocky Mountains 
were fixed in view of the competition of the Great Lakes and the 
Mississippi River. 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, the Missouri River has the same rela- 
tion to a great deal of our territory. ‘ 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Ihave no doubt that that is true. Mr. 
Chairman, if we do not meet the just demands of the people in 
this direetion we shall certainly be recreant to the highest duty 
that we owe them. I have never felt that a single dollar ap- 
propriated for rivers and harbors has been bad ly spent. Of 
course there has been waste. There will be waste under any 
system, butthe good which hasresulted has been so much greater 
than the possible injury from any waste that may have occurred, 
that no man can justly say, viewing the matter broadly, that a 
single dollar which has been voted for rivers and harbors has 
been improperly appropriated or spent. 

Mr. PICKLER. Can the gentleman give us some ideaof what 
improvements the Missouri River Commission contemplate, from 
Sioux City down to the mouth, during the coming year under 
this appropriation? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. If my friend will turn to the sixth vol- 
ume of the reyorts of the Chief of Engineers he will find what 
they state on that subject. The report is very short, as I re- 
member it, and sin:vly states that ~ some have been prosecuting 
their work and that tney have reason to believe that they will 
succeed in perfecting the contemplated improvements. 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes, but they mention various items, and I 
do not know what they contemplate doing this year. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have spoken longer 
than I imtended, and I must yield the floor to others. 

How much time have [ left? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has thirty-eight minutes 
remaining. ; 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman 
from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN}. 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Chairman, nolegislation enacted here 
has so fully demonstrated by practical results its beneficial char- 
acter and tts wisdom in the same space of time as the legislation 
of the Fifty-first Congress applying the contract system for 
these great public works, and when the history of that illustri- 
ous Congress shall be written, of all the monuments to its wis- 
dom and its practical sagacity none willstand out in bolder view 
than its adoption, for the first time in the history of the country, 
of the policy of placing the work of improving the great water 
ways of this nation under the contract system. Now, Mr. Chair- 
man, inasmuch as my timeis exceedingly limited, I shall be com- 
pelled to epitomize very largely and to go right to the facts. 

Let us look at the saving from placing about eighteen of these 
great public works under the contract system. The authorized 
contracts amounted in the aggregate to $47,883,500. Of this 
amount twenty-seven millions, | may say, including the amount 
which is embraced in the nding bill, has already been or will 
soon be appropriated: leaving, in round numbers, as the Chief of 
Engineers informs Congress, $19,000,000 yet remaining to be ap- 
P iated of the forty-seven million and odd dollars authorized. 
Of the $19,000,000, it is expected that in two eae time the last 
dollar will have been appropriated. Now, I pro to show 
that of that $19,000,000 a large portion has already been saved 
by virtue of the contract system. 

I hold in my hand a list of a fow of the eighteen projects upon 
which a great saving has already been made. Commenc 
with the River in New York, there has been a saving of 
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$295,264; on Charleston Harbor there has been a saving of $954,- | 


000—nearly a million dollars; on Savannah Harbor, $244,000; on 
Humboldt Bay, California, $975,115; at the Cascades Locks on 
the Columbia River, $223,735; on the ship channel in the Great 
Lakes, providing for a minimum depth of 25 feet of water, ex- 


tending over 1,000 miles of navigation, there has been the mag- | 


nifieent saving of $2,035,556; on the Great Kanawha there has 
been a saving of $247,078; on the Hay Lake channel, St. Marys 
River, in the Great Lakes, a saving of $900,000. These make, 
in round numbers, upon these great projects a saving of $6,000,- 
000. Now, taking that $6,000,000from the $19,000,000 leaves $13,- 
000,000. 

I omit the estimate of the saving at Baltimore, Philadelphia, 
Galveston, St. Marys Canal, Mobile Bay, the Mississippi River, 
and the Missouri. And it is in testimony before the Commit- 


tee on Rivers and Harbors, through the showing of the Chief | 


of Engineers, that when the improvement of Baltimore Harbor 
was practicaily completed it was discovered that there had been 


compared with the system formerly in vogue. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, | takethe position that in view of all the 
reductions which have been shown to have been made under this 
system there will be around saving of at least $9,009,000, leav- 
ing only $10,000,000 yet to be appropriated in future appropri- 
ation bills for the entire completion of every one of the great 
harbors which have been placed under the contract system. 

Now I come to a point on which I desire to address myself to 
the chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. I take 
the position that the time has already arrived when arrange- 
ments should be made for placing ten or fifteen other great 
works of this nation under the contract system. By the time 
that the next sundry civil bill is before Congress every dollar 
necessary to complete these great works will have been pro- 
vided for, leaving nothing further to be appropriated for as to 
contract works, unless legislation shall be provided through the 
river and harbor bill, whereby the Committee on Appropria- 
tions may be authorized to prepare appropriations for the con- 
tracts which the Secretary of War will then be authorized to 
enter into. So that I say the time has already arrived when 
this Congress should take into consideration the wisdom of pro- 
viding for other works under this system. There are plenty of 
them; and unless that is done this generation will never live to 
see the time when many of the projects which have been rec- 
ognized by Congress will have been completed. 

Take, for instance, the improvement of James River. Three 
imillion three hundred and thirty-six thousand dollars will be re- 
quired to complete that project, and only about $200,000 is being 
appropriated biennially for the completion of that project. Take 
the Delaware River, for the completion of which $1,475,000 will 
be necessary; Raritan River, New Jersey, $1,482,412; Harlem 
River, New York, $1,805,000; Coos Bay, Oregon, $2,131,412; 
Michigan City, Mich., $249,613; Toledo, Ohio, $1,200,000; Tona- 
wanda Harbor, New York, $1,008,080; New Haven Breakwater, 
Connecticut, $1,541,134; Sandy Bay Harbor Refuge, Massachu- 
setts, $4,400,000; Boston, Mass., $1,300,000; Winyard Bay, South 
Carolina, $2,181,250; Coosa River, Georgia, $4,843,074; Yazoo 
River, Mississippi, $1,215,000; Cumberland River, above Nash- 
ville, Tenn., $6,725,000; Tennessee River below Chattanooga, 
Tenn., $5,837,939; Tombigbee River, Alabama, $627,400. And 
when you add to these the Portage road of $454,000 or canal of 
$3,500,000, which is to be constructed upon the upper Columbia, 
or the Puget Sound Canal, and some works in contemplation in 
California, I submit that this generation will have long passed 
away before one-half of these great harbor ways are completed 
if we are to appropriate for them as we have been doing bienni- 
ally in very small sums of money. 

Therefore, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me Congress should rec- 
Ognize that the only way by which this generation can ever see 
the completion of these works is to place them under such a sys- 
tem that there shall be annual appropriations in such liberal 
sums that these works shall be completed within a reasonable 
time, and at such reduced cost as We have found is accomplished 
through the contract system. It isno longera matter of exper- 
iment; it isan accomplished fact. The tigures are before us, 
and some of the great works are already practically completed 
under this system. We now know what we are doing. It is 
such a system as good business principles prompt in any suc- 
cessful private concern, and it is equally meritorious for the 
Government itself to adopt. 

I further insist that the Committee on Appropriations should 
include other works in a future bill, and that it should not 
be necessary to provide for the maximum estimate, but that 
less should be appropriated each year, so that a greater number 
of works may be included. There can be a reduction allowed, 


for the law permits that. Whoever takes a contract under 
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the Secretary of War for one of these works takes it with this 
provision of the statutes in full view: 


Provided, That such contracts as may be desirable may be entered In ry 
the Secretary of War for the completion of existing projects or any partot 
the same, to be paid for as appropriations may from time to time bs made 
by law. 


Every contractor undertakes the work with this understand- 
ing—that if the whole amount is not appropriated in one bill, he 
must take his chances for getting the amount in some [future ap- 
propriation bill. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 


Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, no person better fitted to defend 
| the present system and the system which has been in vogue for 
| some years with reference to rivers and harbors could have b 
| selected than the gentleman from Mississippi {[Mr. CAaTCHIN«s|], 


, | to this body aims always to be eminently fair. 
asaving of nearly 334 per cent under the contract system, as | 





whose many kind and genial qualities of mind and heart have 
endeared him to this House, and who in presenting a statement 
And I desire to 
say that no one can possibly object to this contract system who 
is ‘‘in” on the proposition; but those who are upon the outside 
and can see that they will be compelled to wait for fifty or one 
hundred years for the improvements of their rivers and harbors 
may possibly have some littie cause for complaint. In de- 
fense of this system, the gentleman from Mississippi is ably see 
onded by the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN}, who by 
his industry here since he has been a member of Congress has 
secured more of the “‘ plunder” for his people than any person 
who has ever represented the Pacific coast. 

Mr. HERMANN. I hope my friend, who is so earnestly in 
favor of river and harbor improvements, will not describe these 
appropriations as ** plunder.” 

Mr. LOUD. [am making these remarks with due deference 
to the gentleman. Whatlam saying isa compliment to him. 
It is these very acts that have sent him back to this Congress 
year after year with increased majorities. 

Here is the principal objection to the river and harbor propo- 
sitions. Money has never been appropriated with the object in 
view of benefiting the whole country, but appropriations have 
been made to satisfy certain interests. And now in regard to 
Oregon, as I have mentioned the gentleman, I will say this: 
Oregon has been ably represented in Congress for agreat many 
years by the same Senators and the same Member of Congvess. 
‘They have become acquainted with the system here and have 
been enabled, with their familiarity with the subject and their 
industry, to secure large appropriations for their State. 

I am not opposed to river and harborappropriations, but have 
been, and shall always continue to be, in favor of the most lib- 
eral appropriations for that purpose. You can not go to too 
great an extent in improving the rivers and harbors of this 
country to suit me. Butthe gentleman from Mississippi | Mr. 
CATCHINGS], who has presented one side of the case, c.n raise no 
possible objections to a presentation to the House at this time of 
a few facts and figures that he himself, by his own kindly nature 
and kindly feeling toward me, prevented me from presenting two 
years ago. The gentleman well knows that I sought at that 
time, being a new member of this House, to procure a prelimi- 
nary survey fora harbor in my distriet. I was told by the then 
chairman that I could not have it. It was a proposition that 
would have cost tha. Government probably a dollar ora dollar 
and a half. 

[ then went to work and prepared the figures which [ now 
have upon my desk. Upon consultition with the gentleman 
from Mississippi he said to me, ‘* You do not desire to oppose 
this river and harbor proposition; I can fix this for you.” He 
did so; and the figures never were presented. But this table 
embodies a truthful statement; and [ believe it will be useful to 
this House for eoasultation in the future. I will not go over all 
the figures; i have not the time, and I do not desire to weary 
the House, but [ will say that up to 18/0 the Great Lakes re- 
ceived, in round numbers, $12,000,000; the Atlantic coast, $57,- 
0)0,000; the Gulf of Mexico, $20,000,000; the Mississippi Valley, 
$76,000,000; and the Pacific coast, $9,000,000. 

Now, of course, when appropriations are made, the amount of 
commerce to be benefited by the appropriation should be taker 
into consideration. Many gentlemen here from the South have 
elaimed—they did so particularly when the pension appropria- 
tion was under consideration—that they receive no benefit from 
the taxes levied and collected by this Government. But when 
we look at the figures of the appropriations for rivers and har- 
bors, and take into consideration the amount of Southern ton- 
nage and the value thereof, it will bo found, I think, that those 
States are treated very liberally in this direction. The Gulf 
States have received alone up to 1899 (saying iiothing of $10,- 
000,000 or 312,000,000 in contemplation) $20,407,0,0. The num- 
ber of vessels is 833, the value of such vessels $3,515,000, and the 
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tonnage 62,830. So that when you take into consideration the 
amount of the tonnage, the Gulf States have been pretty liber- 
ally treated. 

have said before that I am in favor of the improvement of 
rivers and harbors from a legitimate standpoint; butit is a ques- 
tion whether these appropriations have not been irfluenced or 
dictated by favoritism. 

It is a question in my mind whether it would not have been 
cheaper to have taken railway transportation todeep tide water 
at the port of Savannah, rather than have brought deep tide water 
to the present railway termination. I only state that as one in- 
stance; and it is a question whether the same conditions do not 
exist in other portions of the country. 

But I think the attention of this Sie and country should be 
drawn particularly to the improvements that have been going 
on, and which are still going on in what is known as the Missis- 
sippi my 

In « little table here I have given the amount of appropria- 
tions that have been made to the whole South. The Gulf of 
Mexico has received $20,000,000. I will only give the round 
numbers. Virginia has received $3,000,000; North Carolina, 
$4,000,000; South Carolina, $3,000,000; Georgia, $3,000,000; mak- 
ing a total of $34,611,000. Now, the Lower Mississippi hasreceived 
over $24,000,000; the Red River and incidental thereto, $1,500,000; 
making a total of a little over $60,000,000. Adding to that the 
appropriations made to the Mississippi and the Ohig systems, 
not including the lakes, the sum of $52,000,000, and we have a 
total of more than $116,000,000 that have been appropriated to 
the Mississippi system and the South. 

My principal objection, however, is to this Mississippi system, 
because the chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 
{[Mr. CATCHINGS] has stated on two occasions that a =e 
amount of money expended there has beenexpended principally 
to protect private property. 

Mr. CA HINGS. Oh, no. 

Mr. LOUD. Well, incidentally, then? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I said it had the effect of protecting pri- 
vate property incidentally, but I said it had been expended be- 
cause it was insisted that it was necessary. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Califor- 
nia [Mr. Loup] has expired. 

Mr. LOUD. I would like to put in the Recorp the figures 
which I have quoted from. 

Statement sho Congressional eperepeiations ‘or survey, improvement, and 


maintenance rivers and harbors Gulf of Mexico from earliest date 
of appropriation to 1890, inclusive, given by States. 








Appropriations— 


SE cc cncccncntuantestinnns 
TAO, ocnc cence cessanceta 
Rileatosinenl ....w cdcccecsecesn= 
Alabama 
Georgia.......-. _ 
OGRE nica civs ices cadBapdsee 








St nt showing Co propriations for survey, improvement, and 
acne of the re re on and 2k Rowing into the Atlantic 
Ocean, from earliest date of appropriation to 1890, inclusive, given by States. 





States. 






























$1, 256,024 | $841, 250 
ios,o00 | "214° 600 © or 500 
2,535, 571 | 1, 668, 750 4, 701, 321 
mies] Beis] pee 
4, 845, 863 | 3,956, 000 9, 895, 848 
677,026 | 1,166,975 | ‘178.600 | 2. 022° 601 
361, 100 344, 750 50, 000 755, 850 
3,580, 114 | 2,299,000} 428,100! 6,307,214 
1, 364, 307 | 1,749,275 | 407,500 | 3,521, 082 
351,500 | 1,825,000 | 280,000/ 2, 456,500 
1, 260, 580 | 1,788,050 | 502,000} 3,559, 630 
1, 904,050 | 1,955,650} 452,500 | 4,312, 200 
553,500 | 1,890,000} 570,000! 3,013,500 
enon |"aees| Ses| fates 
832,127 | 258,575 |... 5, 090, 702 
420 57, 73, 904 
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Statement showing Congressional appropriations for survey, improvement, and 
maintenance of were of the Great Lakes and of the rivers flowing into them 
and into the St. Lawrence, from earliest date of appropriation to 1890, inclusive, 
given by lakes and by Slates. 


























Appropriations— 
Date aad By actof 
Locality. of | Uptoand |From 1880 och 2ress,| Total to 
earli- ing 1879. linclusi ‘. | Septem- date. 
est. . SIV©.) ber, 1890. 
LAKES, 
Lake Superior ..............] 1858 | $3, 467,555 |$3, 738, 500 '$2, 027, 245 | $9, 233, 300 
Lakes Huron and St. Clair..| 1852 | 1,934,310 | 1,511,890 245,500 | 3,691,700 
Lake Michigan 1826 | 6,440, 8, 917 . 11, 251, 243 
CS Sn | 5, 362, 2,712 8, 879, 336 
Lake Ontario... ............ : 3, 592, 730 
Lake Champlain > 1, 123, 352 
St. Lawrence River 251, 506 
Niagara River. .............. 233, 598 
General appropriations .__- 000 |- 3, 779, 562 
Total _.................| 1893 | 24,409, 917 |13, 328, 165 | 4, 303, 245 42, 036, 327 
STATES. = eS eT er 
i 1871 $271,050 | $413,750 | $147,350 $832, 150 
EN ee 1836 | 2,408,881 | 1, 483,000 472,395 | 4, 364, 276 
ED oc. c ccee ties me 1826 , 266, 398 | 5,790,390 | 2,298,500 | 15, 355, 288 
NS a iine occ dbiacbinke eee 1833 | 1,426,005 | 1, 12¢, 400 205,000 | 2,751, 405 
SN ii shania dial cel ected 1836 679, 889 381, 250 57,500 | 1,118,639 
ee ae 1825 | 2,580,987 | 1, 658, 500 429,500 | 4,668, 987 
Pennsylvania ..............- 1823 616, 367 235, 500 40, 000 891, 867 
2, Serre 1826 | 4,902, 606 | 1,944, 875 622,000 | 7,469, 481 
RI intel att ah ht 1 536, 172 237, 500 81, 000 804, 672 
General appropriations ..../ 1836 | 3,721, 562 58,000 |...........| 3,779, 562 
OO dehiscent lion ile | 1823 | 24, 409, 917 js, 828, 165 4, 303, 245 | 42, 036, 327 
| 





Statement showing Congressional appropriations for survey, improvement, and 
maintenance of the water ways and harbors of the Mississippi Valley, from 
et date of appropriation to 1890, inelusive, given by principal divisions of 

system. 


Appropriations. 


Date | By act of | 

of & to and |F'rom 1880 Congress,| Total to 
one —_ —= > | Septem- date. 
liest.| 128 1879. ChusiV®-| per, 1890. 


Upper Mississippi system -. 








1836 |$11, 303, 679 89, 223, 260 |$2, 087, 000 $22, 613, 939 
uri system............ 1832 | 1,489,000 4,011,250 | 1,159,000 | 6,659, 250 
Ohio system................. 1827 | 9,396,351 /10,011,921 | 2,331,000 | 21,739, 272 
Lower Mississippi system.| 1819 | 4,650,965 (15,916,125 | 3,734,200 | 24,301,290 
Whole river, unspecified lo- 
GREE oo Biche ceocicsied mate iad Oe ay 1, 295, 712 
Total for Mississippi 
Pay, 1819 | 28, 135,707 |39, 162,556 | 9,311,200 | 76, 609, 463 
Red River of the North.....| 1876 65,000 | 128, 000 25, 000 | 18, 000 
Grand total for the . 
WO dite cdeiasten cided 1819 | 28, 200, 707 |39, 290,556 | 9,336,200 | 76, 827, 463 











Statement showing total appropriations for all rivers and harbors, with the num- 
der of vessels (of all classes), their value, registered tonnage, and freight move- 
ment, as reported for the census year, allotted to their respective divisions. 























Equipment. 
rootty. | ARE become coe le 
; tion. umber r. 
arvana | Value. /Tonnage.| in tons. 

The Great Lakes..| $42, 036, 2, 784 809, 750 924,472 | 51, 203, 106 
Atlantic coast. .... 9, 230 | 119,943,311 | 2, 197, 932 408, 168 
Guif of Mexico.... 833 3, 518, 350 62, 2, 567, 891 
Mississippi Valley 7,453 | 15,335,005 | 3,393, 379 , 405, 
Pacific © cast... .... 1,842 | 23,067,370 | 441,939 | 13,449, 927 

TOUR cscwsins 22, 142 | 210, 673, 786 | 7, 020, 552 179, 034, 138 





Stat zment showing Congressional appropriations for the survey,improvement, and 
maintenance of rivers and harbors on the Pacific coast, e petinde, Srom the 
earliest date of appropriation to 1890, inclusive. 


Appropriations— 

















1894. 





Statement showing Congressional appropriations for the survey, ete:-—Continued. 


Locality. 





WASHINGTON—continued. 
Tributaries—Skagit River 
Skagit and Snohomish eee 
Steilaquamish, Skagit,and Noot- 
sack ..... aa ; 
Snohomish and Nootsack. . 
Skagit, Snohomish, and Noot 


Total for tributaries 
Total for Cowlitz 


Total for Cowlitz and tribu- 


ee 
arn ee 
DE ciwnok dagbangdeviseuhhh 
a A aa ee 
ON le ae he ake 
Total for Chehalis 


Canal from Lake Unionto Puget 
Sound ... ae satn&e ai 
Total for Cowlitz and tribu- 
RS a eee 
Total for Chehalis 


Total for Washington ........ 
OREGON. 


Coos Bay 
Do 


Total for Coos Bay 


Willamette 
ites 


(upper) and Yam- 





Total for and 


Yamhill 


Willamette 


Villamette (Lower) and Colum- 
bia avail 
Do... 
Do 


Total for Willamette and Co- 

i dire 6 ep woe 
Total for Willamette and Yam- 
hill 


Total for Willamette, Colum- 


bia, and Yamhill ......- 
Columbia (Upper) and Snake 
EE ict andteneanséecasecens 
Do 


Total for Columbia and Snake 


Columbia at Cascades ........ 
Do.. 
Do 





Total for Columbia at Cas- 
cades 





Total for Lower Columbia 
and tributaries 





Date 











| — 


| 1879 




















Appropriations 


Up to | From 





4 1880 Con- 
a. Sahion to 1889, | gress, 
= t. | 1879. | imclu- | Septem 
—_ canes sive. ber, 1890 
| a 

1880 | §2,.500 

IN Telit eis sane 20, 000 

ee es 10, 000 

1886 } 10, 100 

ee a 15, 000 . 

ee | : $12, 000 














lle Be ca ge 12 000 
8, 000 
SS 68, 500 20, OOO 
1882 ee 2 3, 000 
ie ok 5, 000 - 
eo a 2, 000 
OT El gi alin 
‘7 10, 000 | 
~ = ——— 
a 10, 000 
68,500 | 20,000 
3, 000 


10, 000 | 


33, 000 








kh a ae ; 
ESS 90,000 |. 
We cae 33,750 }....... 
50,000 |...... 
tetas ‘ ----| 125,000 
49, 000 173, 750 125, 000 

















1871 103, 500 | 
hk she 
1881 
1882 
1884 10, 000 
ee 10, OVO 
? j 1.000 
103, 500 81, 000 11, 000 
1865 | 315,305 |....-.. a aa 
| > aS 45, 000 
SE iw ann as 0S i eS 
1882 100, 000 
. aaa 100, 000 |__... 
ET Batis atin wait TRE hitecnewes 
I ol ta 100, 000 aa 
1800 |....... 100, 000 
ae 315,365 | 465,000 | 100, 000 
einen 103, 500 81, 000 11, 000 
418,865 546,000 111,000 
1872 4 | aes 
1880 ‘ ge EL 
oe 15, 000 
ee 6,000 |...... 
1RR4 20, 000 
[RRA 10, 000 
i8BS |. ..... 5. 10, 000 |_... ‘ 
1890 a a ee 20, 000 
ae 1€0, 000 76, 000 90, 000 
1876 “340, 000 sincbhe ive diins wee 
a aay, WOU |... ..... 
}RR? ros 265, 000 
184 150, 000 
1886 187, 000 
1288 ee 300. 000 |.____- 
=" O00 


1, 102,000 


340, 000 


500 
2, 000 
2, 500 








By act of 





Total to 


date 


2 v0 
uw) 
OOo 


5, 000 
2, 000 


hoo 


OOO 


00 


000 
000 


000 


OOO 


500 
13, 000 


, 500 


000 
000 
750 


O00 
O00 


40, 
90, 
33, 
50 
125, 
338, 75 


») 


500 
Ovo 
O00 
5, 000 
000 
OOO 
000 
11, 000 


195, 5t 


100 


RRO, 365 


195, 


1. O75. 865 


000 
OOO 
O00 

6. 000 

Ooo 

000 

ooo 

yoo 








1, 87 0 
FOU 
2.000 

2, 500 

», 000 


ood 


ooo | 
000 | 


, OOO | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 












Statement showing Congressional appi 
Locality Date 
of 
jearli 
est 
OREGON—continued 

Lower Columbia at mouth IS78 
Do Se"? 
Do ISSt 
ae LHe 
Do S88 
i SU 

Total for Lower Columbia at 
mouth —— 

Total for Upper Columbia and 

w“nake . 
Total for Columbia at Cascades 
Total for Lower Columbia and 
tributaries ...... 
Total for Columbia and trib- 
utaries . 

Yaquina Bay — 1&#O 
Piss copesnath Uecaieacinaialhan itil ISS 
a 1882 
te a IXS4 
Do I886 
Do Fld RAS 
Do 1svo 

Total for Yaquina Bay 
Tillamook Bay... L888 
iksv 
Total for Tillamook Bay.. 

Nehalim Bay and River 1890 

Coquille | 1880) 
Do 1X86 
i te Sa 1588 
ea aE 1¥OO 

Total for Coquille River 

Umpyua River ... 1871 

ae 1 R&S 
Total for Umpqua River.. 

Siuslaw River.... 1890 

Youngs and Klaskuine Rivers 1490 

Total for Coos Bay : eelnais 

Totalfor Willamette, Columbia, 

and Yambill homie ‘ 

Total Columbia and tributaries 

Total for Yaquina Bay ‘ 

Total for Tillamook Bay . 

Total for Nehalim Bay and River 

Total for Coquille River 

Total for Umpqua River.. 

Total for Siuslaw River.-... 

Total for Orggon 
CALIFORNIA, 

Humboldt Harbor 1881 
DO ktesinncedtoonns 1x4 
eR 1886 
Do ak 1] ®8x 
RE ee 180 

Total for Humboldt Harbor 

Oakland Harbor. 1874 
ea ace ie 1x0 
A on 1SS2 
Do 1884 
Do nie 
Do laos me ah 
ns a) 

Total for Oakland Harbor 

Petaluma River Se) 
ei clita sn KN 
er 1 *x 
Do wal ee 

Total for Petaluma R 

Sacramento and Feather Ri 1 
| 
Do [ke 
Do ]** 
bo “4 
ae 185 
Do “ 

Total for Sacramento and 
Feather... ...-. 





. From 
I p to 
1zsO ( 
ana ii 1 , 
cluding | °° 1 a 
—_ inclu S 
1s7y . 
’ sive r. 1S 
£10, 00 Ooo 
) 
io ) 
1 
we 
10, 000 7 OU 1 
16 OO 76. 009 nO 
810. 000 i I an) 
‘ ) 
to Oo rs ay) oh { . 
oo 
l Ooo (om 
60, 000 0.000 
5 O00 
i i 
4). O00 » OO 
145, O00 mh 
25. 000 i 000 » OOO 
wi 1 
OO un 
vo ”) n) 
10, 000 1 000 
20 OOO } wn) 
20. OOO uy) 
25. 000 nn 
(x ; 1) 
75. 000 w). 000 oO 
2 FOO AM) 
2 OOO moo 
2 500 > OOO 4 ”) 
BO, OO ww) 
] an 1 aw 
40. 000 173, 750 125, OOO +8, 750 
418. 85 5, OOO 111,000 1.0 HES 
510,000 1 000 1.000, 000 18x. OOO 
» OOO 1 on  ). OOO 
AK) 3] ”) 
aa ue) » O00 
75, 000 1, OOO If wn) 
2 OO 2.000 t NM) 
1. O00 ‘ ”) 
901.365 |3,164,950 1,49 0 5. 419.416 
RO. O00 “ir (0M) 
62. 500 62. 500 
75, 000 7D, OO 
1%, 000 125. Oo 
a (KN) ~ My 
2 ”) BO OOD ‘ x 
415 4 4 wa) 
Ooo umn) 
) 000 La 
129. 600 Ww) 
60. 000 
350), QUO 
41 ) 6 
4, CM ‘ 
na 
‘a 1 OOO 
1K) 
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Statement showing Congressional appropriations for the survey, etc.—Continued, 









































| Appropriations— 
From |By act of 
Date| Upto on 
Locality. of | and in- 1880, | Con- |rotal to 
parit- eluding | = | Septem-| date. 
— uve. | sive. | ber, 1890.| 
ditinad i a : 
CALIFORNIA—continued. | | 
San Diego Harbor and River (sur- | | 
vey of San Diegoand Newport) -.| 1882 | $111,000 |.......... Re dain $111, 000 
oS REE aires oe, ceipseetiehs ka BI le. i rulinonis 5, 000 
RR i ek SIT ae _. . es ie 3 a 1,000 
DN ici avecteus phlei dace 5 a ctecenns liccaii gti $60,500 | 60, 500 
Total for San Diego Harbor 
See ONE fain, 0006 peedeueees a 111, 000 | 6, 000 | 60, 500 177, 500 
San Francisco Harbor...........- 1872 | 75, 000. |... CAs EE REPOS 75, 000 
Do ea aad 1886 | »smnaleaial SEMIN Ss loc akes | 11,000 
Total for San Francisce Har- 
bor wie sisi ceak abla Tied abe 75, | $8;000-4........ .| 86, 000 
San Joaquin River 0,000 |...... oe oe ~~ 20, 000 











ican wusiahens 20, 000 | 20, 000 
DP cocee y 80, 000 
a: adinticinabteame 20, 000 
SUD titneteeipambanie aneomeity 18, 750 
SO in wields chitek6adbiakeousml 25, 000 
Olas tuecueueed ochaes nkbhinhn 75, 000 
Total for San Joaquin River -.| 
San Luis Obispo Harbor ......... 25, 000 
OUT tidus ieartn nanin eceindiitiedll 40, 000 
Total for San Luis Obispo | 
PE ss cite betdsseventiwaeel 65, 000 
Harbor of Refuge at Port Orford _| 150, 000 
Wilmington Harbor LaE GOP, O00 Vocaka.. cactts-o-oca<a. "487, 000 
ee ee , 000 
Do. 33, 000 
Do.. ’ 
DOr vit wceekess 


Total for Wilmington Harbor; 





Mokelumne River... .............. 
Se iielintiss so ien, tome inion 
Die vieiniiens 





OG. ddintich anconnain ov 
Deep-water bh arbor survey 


FOP cop ccnncesscmeccces nets 


Total for Oakland Harbor... ....}__ 
Total for Petaluma River ........ 
Total for Sacramento and 

PeRther Rivers... .. 2... caswsewdssi.... 
Total for San Diego Harbor 


50,000 





SO ES RTS ONES 111, 000 
Total forSan Franciseo Har- | . 
Wl chalks ont ida doednaiina ani sntice. .o5 smn 11,000 |..........| 86,000 
Total for San’ Joaquin River.|......| 20,000} 163,750 75,000 | 258, 750 
Total for San Luis Obispo Har- | 
GOP . win vwsics ccchncdipbbheds tpunsabeloe comseeoncuesegy. ~ MOnOy> SOTD 65, 000 
Total for harbor of refuge at | 
Port Greer, 0. asinnaeesesiawetis encah SEED Towse es cresls~nsuvyaeel! BOR Cee 
Total for Wilmington Harbor. _.../ ...... , 000 000 | 34, 904, 000 
Total for Mokelumne River ......}....../..--....-. 18,000. | .......... 13, 006 
Total for Napa River. ............}..... |o---s<s... 7,500 | 10,000) 17,500 
Total for California...........|....-./1, 308, 000 |2, 283,750 | 396,500 |4, 188, 250 





Pacific coast, general expenses 

SE OE i nce dnc wean se cunccts i 
Total for California 2 759 | 596,500 /4, 188, 250 
Total for Oregon _... 164, 950 '1, 493,100 |5, 649, 415 
Total for Washington ............}... 78,500 | 33,000) 111,500 


840, 268 |8, 527, 200 j2, 122, 600 /9, 999, 165 





sigan senalshmwen kee 50, 000 





Total for the Pacific coast. ...}...... 


Mr. COGSWELL. I yield twenty minutes to the gentleman 
from Nebraska {[Mr. HAINER}, 


Mr HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I,incompany with 
my colleagues on the floor, have been interested and instructed 
by the able arguments en by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors [Mr. CATCHINGS]. He brought 
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to the consideration of this question, as he always does, bility, 
eminent fairness, and much painstaking care. There was in 
that address and argument much which we all commend; but 
with all due respect to that gentleman, if he wishes us to under- 
stand hisargumentas a commendation of the system of improve- 
ments which have been in vogue upon the Missouri River; or, 
on the other hand, if it was intended to antagonize the amend- 
ment offered by my colleague [Mr. MERCER], then, with all due 
respect to the gentleman, I am constrained to enter my most 
emphatic: but yet respectful dissent. 

Mr. Chairman, what is the object of this Missouri River Com- 
mission? Its first and great object, in the broad sense, is and 
must be to facilitate and extend commerce; not simply to make 
that river navigable, though that may be incidental to the final 
object to be attained. 

What is the character of the commerce along this stream? 
Clearly it is of a double character. [irst, it is the commerce 
which extends up and down the stream itself, and secondly, the 
commerce ‘which goes over and across the stream. 

As a matter of fact, the commerce which extends up and down 
that stream is, as the gentleman himself admits, inconsider- 
able. On the other hand, the commerce which passes over the 
river at the city of Omaha alone exceeds all the commerce 
which floats either on the Mississippi River, the Missouri 
River,or both combined. There is no question about that fact. 

Let us get at the truth of this matter, the real kernel of it; 
for what we want to do here, as intelligent legislators, is to ex- 
pend the money of the people in serving the needs of the peo- 
ple. Weare not interested simply in making a stream navi- 

able if no commerce is to be benefited thereby; and if there 
is more of benefit to be had in improving the river along those 
points where commerce is engaged, then it may be wise and to 
our interest to expend money for that purpose. 

We are not coming in conflict here, Mr. Chairman, with the 
general principle of the contract system, but that contract sys- 
tem does not mean that the banks of a river are to be improved 
step by step from its mouth to its source, or the converse, to 
the exclusion of all considerations for the commerce crossing 
the river nor to the exclusion of other public interests. 

When the Missouri River Commission was first instituted they 
laid down the proposition in their very first report that, for en- 
gineering reasons, improvements must extend from up the river 
down, and not from down the river up; and [ challenge the at- 
tention of the honorable chairman of the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors to that fact. ‘‘ Engineering necessities require 
that the work should progress downstream,” and that ‘‘no very 
great benefit will be conferred upon the commerce of the United 
States before the improvement shall extend from the mouth to 
Kansas City,” is the exact language of the report made Decem- 
ber 9, 1884. 

Mr. STEPHENSON. When was that? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. In the very first report, in 1885. 
To this -conelusion the Commission has continued to adhere. It 
would, therefore, seem that gentlemen who insist that the im- 
provement shouid be from the mouth up are involved in a quar- 
rel with their pet Commission. In 1886 and in 1887 their reports 
attest that no considerable benefit can possibly accrue from the 
improvement of the M'‘ssouri River until it shall have extended 
to the great cities, which are the initial points of commerce. 
This is a self-evident fact—one which must be conceded by every 
gentleman giving the subject even.a casual examination. What 
are the important points along the Missouri River? 

Mr. LOUD. Ishould like to ask the gentleman how much 
money has already been expended on the Missouri system? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. A trifle over $4,000,000. 

Mr. LOUD. My figures give it over $7,000,000, and I think 
my figures are correct. 

r. HAINER of Nebraska. The amount which I refer to is 
the amount which has been expended between Sioux City and 
the mouth of the river, since the institution of the Missouri 
River Commission. I can give the gentleman the exact figures. 

Mr. LOUD. I mean since the foundation of the Government. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. The amount which has been ex- 

nded between the points [I have mentioned, up to the Ist of 

ebruary, 1894, since the organization of the Missouri River Com- 
mission was $4,094,475.72. I have not the figures covering the 
time before this. As I was proceeding to say, the principal 

ints along the Missouri River are, first, Kansas City, then St. 
Jeounie Atchison, Nebraska City, Omaha, and Sioux City. 

Mr. PICKLER. Yankion and Pierre. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I beg the attention of the mem- 
bers of the House to this matter, which is certainiy of vast im- 
portance to usin the West. Four million dollars have been ex- 

nded by this Missouri River Commission since its institution. 
Flow has that money been expended? I find of that money 
there has been spent at. Kansas City and its immediate vicinity, 
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{in round numbers, $658,000. 
pended $287,000; at Omaha and Council Bluffs, $247,000, while 
in the first reach of this work near Jefferson City, covering a 
distance of 14 miles, there had been expended over $1,000,000 on 
the work direct. ‘When we add to that the proportion expended 
for salaries, and properly chargeable to this work, and other 
like expenses, we reich the stupendous aggregate of $1,506,- 
256.20, out of the $4,000,000 which has been expended in toto. 

How much has commerce been benefited by that vast expend- 
iture? By the report of the Commission, which I hold in my 
hand here, | find,as I have already stated, that no considerable 
benefit can possibly be hoped for until the work reaches at least 
toKansas City. To complete the work within that 14 miles will 
require perhaps an additional half a million dollars. But waiv- 
ing that and treating it as completed, we have at least $100,000 
per mile to make that stream navigable. 
done? They have simply made a new channel for the Missouri 
River, crowding it away from the only rock bank of which any 
mention is made in the reports, along the entire extent of that 
river. 

Now, at that rate, Mr. Chairman, how much money will be 
required to bring that Missouri River into a navigable condi- 
tion from its mouth to Sioux City? Why, it would take $30,- 
000,000. How much time will it require at the rate which work 
has been progressing? It will take one hundred and twenty 
years. And yet these gentlemen say that the contract system 
requires that all expenditures be made in continuation of this 
project, slower in execution than the wrath of God, and more 
expensive than the most prodigal would care for one moment 
to stand as sponsor for. 

Take the report that is now before us. Where does this Mis- 
gsouri River Commission propose to expend the appropriation? 
In addition to the payment of its salaries and traveling ex- 
penses, it proposes to expend every dollar of it down there in 
the first reach, every dollar of that $750,000. 

The Commission proposes to make such disposition of the ap- 
propriation continuous. Iam opposed to further continuing this 
misuse of the people’smoney. Why, when they have completed 
the work at Jefferson City, they simply cover the 14 miles of 
which I have spoken. They purpose to continue the work in 
spots down the river. That point is 150 miles and more from 
the mouth of the river. 

Do they eon to continue directly tothe mouth? Not at all. 
They say they propose to go down to the Gasconde River, which 
is 40 miles down the stream from the 14-mile works of which I 

ave spoken and expend the money there. If there is anything 
in this contract system which would require the work to be con- 
tinuous foot by foot, mile by mile, and reach by reach, what be- 
comes of the plan of this Missouri River Commission? It falls 
to the ground entirely. Butif you wish to take a broader view 
of it; if you wish to conserve the interests of commerce, it seems 
to me you should protect. the commerce at the great initial 
points, where it begins and ends to-day. 

Let me illustrate that by taking the city of Omaha, for that 
will serve as well as any other city. The Missouri River is a 
sinuous stream and capricious in its course. It winds its way in 
and out its mud banks, varying from day today. It has in fact, 
no permanent banks. The great bluffs are in places four miles 
from the river. The great manufacturing interests, water 
works, business, the manufacturing and the like in that great 
city are necessarily on the low land and next to the river. 
Three bridges span the river. Over those three bridges five 
grand trunk lines pass and repass, carrying millions and mil- 
lions of tons of freight. 

The trade which passesover those bridgesisnotlocal, Mr. Chair- 
man; itisinterstate, transcontinental, and may within the limits 
of truth be designated as international. Let meobserve that one 
of those bridges, that of the Union Pacific, in which this coun- 
try as acountry has a very vital interest, is even now being 
threatened by changes in the channel and current. Along the 
banks of this river are the largest smelting works in the coun- 
try, large car shops, and the municipal works of that mighty 
city. ecity of Council Bluffs is on the other side of the river. 
There are these two cities, practically one, joined by these 
bridges, with a population approaching a quarter of a million, 
a busy hive of industry, manufacture, and commerce, in which 
the whole Westis directly interested, and yet you say these im- 
provements are local. Itseems to me that you can nof under- 
stand the situation. 

Another fact to which I wish to call attention is this. Every 
engineer knows, and every member of Congress who has given 
this matter five moments’ attention, knows that these works 
along the river were not intended to be continuous and never 
were intended. The convex banks of the river protect them- 
selves. Itis only the concave banks that need protection. They 
are the periphery af the current, so to speak, and these are the 
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At the upper part 8 the 





only things that you wish to protect. 


city the bend in the river approaches the Omaha side. Day by 
day and month by month the river has encroached upon tho 
city of Omaha, until to-day it is dangerously near Florence 
Lake, a part of the old river bed which practically divides the 


city into equal parts. Let the river once break into this old 
bed and we may expect a large part of Omaha to be made apart 
We are as at present advised not in favor of this ter 
Again, the river 


| Swings around until it approaches Lower Omaha, and there the 

current again turns to the Nebraska side and threatens these 
bridges. 

These need protection. The cities of Omaha and Council 

Bluffs have expended twice as much to protect these interests 

| as the Government has expended; and yet you say there should 


How is the work being | 


| 
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be no further expenditures on the part of the Government there. 
Why should this money be confined to this single reach at Jef- 
ferson City? There is notasingle boat engaged in commerce 


which is entered as from Jefferson City. That city, compara’ ively 
and commercially speaking, isof noimportance. Nosingle pub 
lic interestis conserved by thatwork. Thegreater partoftheup 


and down traffic on the Missouri has its origin and its only and 
whole extent almost in the immediate vicinity of the great cities. 
The report of the Commission shows that one-third of the entire 
transportation on that river is,the transportation of sand which 
the Missouri RiverCommission has had dug out at one place and 
deposited at another. Nearly half the transportation is that of 
materials transported for the Commission, and only about 35,000 
tons was long-distance freight. 

Taking these facts into consideration, it seems to me there 
should be no question about the matter. Where do you want 
improvements along such a riveras that? There can be no such 
things as harbors in the country. The harbors must be limited 
to the cities. The course of the river through the country 
makes, comparatively speaking, but small difference. [t may 
cut off from a farmer here and there a few aeres of his land and 
give it to his neighbor over the river; but changes of channel 
at cities are attended with most serious results. It is in the 
cities that vast interests are centered, and where are situated 
also all the great instrumentalities which you must conserve if 
youwould maintain commerce. There isno question about that. 
If you want to place the money where it will do the most good, 
you will place that expenditure in the neighborhood of the 
cities. 

W hat cities or places are there which present any greater ar- 
guments for consideration than Omaha and Council Bluffs? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. St. Louis. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. They are the most populous of 
the cities on the Missouri River. They have double the popu- 
lation of almost any other city on the river. They have by far 
a greater commerce and their transcontinental commerce is 
much larger than that of any other city on that stream. These 
are considerations which certainly ought to appeal to the Con- 
gress of the United States. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I would like to ask the gentleman 
aquestion. If I understand his position it is this—and it seems 
to me [am in harmony with him—that in the name of improv- 
ing the navigationof the Missouri River, practically, this money 
is being spent. and ought to be spent, to protect the banksof the 
river, the harbors, the landing places, ete., where they need 
protection about the great cities of Kansas City, Leavenworth, 
and Omaha; and I understand the gentleman claims now that a 
sufficient amount of this money, a fair amount of this money, con- 
sidering all the interests that are in need of protection. in the 
name of navigation, isnot beingexpended at Omahaand at Sioux 
City; and he is seeking to have a larger amount of the money 
expended there? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. The gentleman is correct. 

Mr. CANNON of Lllinois. I have great sympathy with the 
gentleman in the matter,and I thought it was as well to under 
stand his position. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. 
for here. They are $750,000. 
pose to do with that? 


Take the appropriations asked 
What does this Commission pro- 
It proposes to pay for traveling expenses 


-and salaries $20,000, for surveys, permanent bench-marks and 


gauges, $30,000; for operating snag boat, $35,000; and for a sys- 
tem of improvement in the first reach, that means from the 
mouth of the Osage River down, about 150 miles, $465,000, which 
makes up the whole $750,009; and not a particle of it is for the 
protection of the real commerce that goes across this river, or 
for the protection of the great interests which ought to be pro 
tected, as it seems to me. 

Now, then, as I have said, there is no pretense that there is 
any commerce whatever down here on this first reach to speak 
of. Weare not asking that all the money shal! be diverted 
from the first reach and placed at Omaha and Council Bluffs; 
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but we submit that at Omaha, Atchison, and Leavenworth, 
where the stream is making greatencroachments upon the cit- 
ies and upon the commerce of those cities, that we ought at 
least to have @ portion of it, that at least one-half of the amount 
appr ypriated ought to be devoted to that purpose, and not all 
of it on the first reach. 

Mr. HEARD. Will the gentlemau yield tome fora question? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Certainly. 

Mr. HEARD. Whatdifference would there be in principle in 
insisting on spending these moneys for the protection of the 
railroad bridges at Omahaand at Kansas City than in expending 
it for the protection of private people in my district to prevent 
their farms from being washed away by theriver? What is the 
difference in the principle involved? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. The gentleman’s question is a 
fair one, and I will give him a frank answer. The only author- 
ity which we have for making any expenditure whatever is for 
the protection of commerce, and for facilitating and expediting 
commerce, 

Now, then, in these large cities the protection of these banks, 
the protection of these bridges, and the protection from other 
loss by the river is connected intimately with this interstate and 
transcontinental commerce carried on by and from those cities. 
Without this there would not bs justification for it; but it is be- 
cause of this interstate and transcontinental commerce that we 
have the right to ask it. 

Mr. Chairman, it is evident that the projected work of the 
Commission is interminable, extravagant in expenditure, im- 
practical, and necessarily barren of useful results. 

‘To make the shallow Missouri, with its variable mud banks 
and bottom navigable, necessarily involves the construction of a 
channel constructed of solid masonry from its source to its 
mouth. You must secure it against filling up. 

This is out of the question. 

Common sense and ordinary business judgment require that 
we protect the great commercial points and the arteries of trade, 
transportation, and commerce, and at present at least attempt 
nothing further. 

it is juggling with words to say we have the right and upon 
us is imposed the duty of making a liberal appropriation for the 
oe and promotion of travel up and down the river, but 
1ave no right or should not appropriate a reasonable amount 
for the protection and promotion of the commerce which crosses 
the same river; that we should expend $2,000,000 for the benefit 
of a so-called port in Missouri which has not even a single boat, 
but have not the power to expend a single cent for the benefit 
of one of the most important cities of the mighty West, and 
which isin the direct path of the commerce of the continent. 
if you insist upon continuing the experiment of making this 
river navigable by legislation, we insist upon fair dealing and 
an application of sound business judgment with respect to-that 
far greater commerce which crosses the Great Muddy. 

It is time that great national interests located in the West 
were heard in these halls. The South and East find ready audi- 
ence, and their petitions seldom denied. 

Of this I do not complain, but submit to your sense of fairness 
that the reasonable and just claims of the West be no longer 
ignored. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The committee rose informally, and Mr. TATE having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message, in writing, from 
the President of the United States was communicated to the 
House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, who also informed 
the House that the President had approved and signed bills and 
jolnt resolutions of the following titles: 

On March 9, 1894: 

An act (H. k. 4770) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
over the Arkansas River at or near Van Buren, Ark.: 

An act (H. R. 5833) providing for the rescue of the armament 
and wreck of the United States warship Kearsarge; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 108) authorizing Maj.Gen. Oliver 
Otis Howard, United States Army, to accept from the President 
of the French Republic a diploma conferring the decoration of 
commander of the National Order of the Legion cf Honor. 

On March 12, 1894: 

An act (H. R. 5846) making appropriations to supply further 
urgent deliciencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1884, and for prior vears, and for other purposes. 

On March 14, 1894: 

An act (H. R.9) to transfer the Morris Island life-saving sta- 
tion, near Charleston, S. C., to Sullivans Island. 

An act (H. R.5485) to amend “an act authorizing the con- 
struction of a bridge across the East River, between the city of 
New York and Long Island,” approved March 3, 1887; and 
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An act (H.R. 4571) to make service connections with water 
mains and sewers in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses, 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. ’ 

awe Committee again resumed its session, Mr. LESTER in the 
chair. 

Mr. COGSWELL. I yield five minutes tothe gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. BRODERICK]. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Chairman, I desire tosay a word first 
as to the point of order reserved on Friday upon the amendment 
which I offered and which is still pending. The ob/ection was 
that that amendment interfered with or changed existing law. 
The law authorizes the Missouri River Commission the use of 
this appropriation as the commission deem best. They may 
use it wherever they choose within the limits named. I do not 
understand that this amendment proposes to change existing 
law; it simply restricts or controls the discretion of the Com- 
mission as to the expenditure of this appropriation. It leaves 
the law precisely as it is now, but limits the discretion of the 
Commission as to this particular appropriation. It in eifect 
directs the Commission to expend $75,000 at Atchinson and Le ww- 
enworth, Kans. This is all that I care to say on the point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
refer? 

Mr. BRODERICK. To the amendment which I offered, di- 
vertinga portion of this money to be used at Atchison and Leaven- 
worth. It has been contended here by the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi[Mr. CATCHINGS], the chairman of the River and Harbor 
Committee, that the only way to improve the Missouriand make 
it a navigable stream is to commence at its mouth and work up. 
I concede that there is something in thatcontention. I believe 
it is wise to complete the work commenced on this river, and I 
believe that it must be done if the river is ever to be made an 
artery of commerce useful to the people living in that country. 
But, while the Commission is doing that, they should not over- 
look the damage that is being done at other points on the river. 

For instance, the breaks and changes being made at Atchison 
and at Leavenworth, or opposite those cities, could now be im- 
proved in a substantial way by a small expenditure; at Atchi- 
son for thirty or forty thousand dollars and at Leavenworth for 
from twenty to twenty-five thousand dollars; but if those breaks 
are allowed to go on and the river permitted to spread at Atchi- 
sop over a mile or more of ground instead of being confined to 
its present channel, then in place of thirty or forty thousand dol- 
lars, a half a million of dollars will be required to repair the 
damage to the channel and open the river to commerce at that 

int. The Commission commenced, as I understand, by reserv- 
ng 25 per cent of the annual appropriation for emergencies that 
might happen along the river at other points than where their 
work was going on; that is, they reserved that sum from what 
was necessary for the continuing contracts. Whether they are 
now pursuing that policy I can not say, but they began in that 
way and it s:ems to me it was a wise policy. They understood 
fully that these breaks could be much more easily and more 
cheaply repaired at their commencement than if they were al- 
lowed to go on for years, so they began by making that reserva- 
tion of 25 per cent from the continuing works. 

Something has been said, either in this discussion or before 
oue of the committees, to the effect that the citizens of these 
towns and the railroads were under obligation to make these 
repairs. Mr. Chairman, since the Commission was established 
no money has been used by them at either Leavenworth or At- 
chison, but thousands and thousands of dollars have been ex- 
pended there by the citizens and by the railroads in protecting 
their interests. At Leavenworth, within the last two years, 
more than $25,000 has been expended by private citizens and by 
the railroads, and now, by the expenditure of an additional sum 
of twenty or twenty-five thousand dollars, the river could be 
improved there permanently, so that there would be no further 
appropriation asked at that point for a number of years, The 
railroads and the citizens of Atchison have been making sub- 
stantial improvements there, and would be willing to improve 
further, but if they go on to make the improvements that they 
design, and which will be necessary to stop the break at that 
point, they will be threatened, and they are already threatened, 
with damage suits. Isend to the desk and ask to have read the 
testimony of a witness who+s on the ground as to this point: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

W. F. Guthrie, who was over from Atchison yesterday, says thereis seri- 
ous d r of the Missouri River cutting across the bend just east of At«h- 
ison aad leaving the east end of the railroad bridge standing on an island. 
The river has reduced the distance between the washing bank and the five 
railroad tracks that enter Atchison from the east from a miie to only 200 
feet. The bank could probably be protected by riprapping, butif this were 


done and the current thrown in another direction the railroads would throw 
themselves open to suits from parties further down the river where the 


To what amendment does the gentleman 
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yank would probably be cut. There is plenty of money in the hands of the 
Missouri River Commission, but none of itis available for making this 
needed improvement. The worst feature of the cut would be thata stag- 
nant lake would be left adjoining Atchison and there would be no current 
for carrying away the sewage. 

I think I can say, Mr. Chairman, that there isno point on the 
Missouri River where there is such a present emergency as ex- 
ists at Atchison, and forty or fifty thousand doliars would now 
make the necessary repairs and improvements at that point, but 
if the work is not done this year it will take a much larger sum. 

Mr. COGSWELL. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER]. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I send an amendment to the 
desk to be read, which I will offer later. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


At the end of line 5, page 64, insert: 

** Provided, That $100,000 of the said sum shall, in the discretion of the Com- 
mission. be expended above Sioux City, Lowa, in the protection of harbors 
and rectification of bank protection on said river.” 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. QGhairman, I desire first to call attention 
to the provisions of the law defining the powers of this Missouri 
River Commission. I read from the Supplement, 1874 to 18v1, 
page 465: 

Thatit shall be the duty of said Commission to superintend and direct 
such improvement of said river and to carry into execution such plans for 


the improvement of the navigation of said river from its mouth to its head- 
waters— 
I call special attention to that— 

from its mouth to its headwaters, as may now be devised and in progress, 
and to continue and complete such surveys as may now bé in progress, and 
to make such additional surveys, examinations, and investigations, topo- 
graphical, hydrographical, and hydrometical, and to consider, devise, and 
mature such additional plan or plans, and all such estimates as may be 
deemed necessary and best, to obtain and maintain a channel and depth of 
water in said river sufficient for the purposes of commerce and navigation 
and to accomplish the objects of this act, and to enable the Commission to 
perform the duties assigned them the Secretary of War is hereby autho 
rized and directed to transfer to and place under the control and superin 
tendence of said Commission all such vessels, barges, machinery, and in 
struments, and such plant as may now be provided, devised, or in use on 
said river, from appropriations heretofore made for said river, or other 
sources, and when thereto requested by said Commission to detail from the 
Corps of Engineers such officers and men as may be necessary, and to place 
in the charge of said Commission any such vessels, machinery, and instru- 
ments under his control as may be deemed necessary. 


Now, the amendment that I have offered does not increase the 
amount carried by this bill. The bill provides $750,v00 for the 
Missouri River below Sioux City. The amendment that I offer 
does not seek to increase the amount appropriated, but simply 
diverts $100,000 of this appropriation, in the discretion of the 
Commission, to the 1,800 miles of river that are above Sioux 
City. ‘his $750.00 is to be appropriated for the river from 
Sioux City down, and I simply propose by this amendment that 
$100,000 of this money shall be expended from Sioux City up- 
ward. In otfering this amendment I have specially in view the 
ratification of the banks at Fort Pierre. Pierre is the capital 
of our State, and Fort Pierre is the town acrossthe river. The 
river has been encroaching at that point, and this amendment 
which I desire to see adopted is not merely for the protection of the 
town—though I confess that that is an ‘‘ incidental ” ob/ect, as 
the gentleman from Mississippi |Mr. CATCHINGS] puts it—but 
it is necessary for the harbor there, and, as I understand, it 
comes strictly within the rule governing the committee and the 
Missouri River Commission in reference to these improvements. 

Mr. CLARKEof Alabama. Will the gentleman permit asug- 
gestion? 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CLARKEof Alabama. The portion of the Missouri River 
between Sioux City and the mouth was put under the contract 
system, and it is by virtue of that provision in the last river and 
harbor bill that the item of $750,000 is placed in the pending 
sundry civil bill. Now, the gentlemen proposes, asI understand, 
to divert $100,000 of that money to be used upon the reach of river 
above Sioux City which is not under the contract system. 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. Let me read the gentleman a 
provision of the last river and harbor bill: 

Improving Missouri River between the foot of the Great Falls of the said 
river, in Montana, and Sioux City: Continuing improvement, $150,000, a 

rtion of which may be used, in the discretion of the Secretary of War. 


the rectification of said river and bank protection at the cities of Plerre 
and Yankton, S. Dak. 


Mr. PICKLER. That is the act of 1892? 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. Yes; the act of 1892 gave you 
$150,000 for these points. 

Mr. PICKLER. Does the gentleman claim that my amend- 
ment is inconsistent with that? 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. I claim that you are seeking to 
divert from the portion of the river which is entitled to it un- 
der the provisions of the river and harbor bill, a sum of money 
to be applied to a stretch of the river that does not come under 
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the contract system, and that was specially provided for by an- 
other item. 

Mr. PICKLER. But itis not provided for in this bill. 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. No; it was provided for in the 
river and harbor bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. My purpose in reading the act prescribing 
the organization and duties of the Missouri River Commission 
was to show that their jurisdiction extends over the river from 
its mouth to its head waters. That is the language of the law. 
They are not confined to the portion of the river below Sioux 
City. I find by referring to the report of the Commission that 
the proposition for improvements for this portion below Sioux 
City is as follows: 


For office and traveling expenses and salaries of Commission _. . 820.000 
For surveys, gauges, physical data, and publications son ouee 15, 000 
For operating snag boat ...................- ‘ . 35, 000 
For repair of revetment in vicinity of Council Bluffs, lowa...... 15, 000 
For repair of revetiaent in Belmont Bend __.. _. Sharan 30, 000 
For systematic improvement in First Reach ata . 585, 000 

EE eruinn ‘ ; 700, 000 


I find that the expenditures last year, which it is proposed to 
continue this year, were on about 14 miles of river—largely 
from Murray's Bend above Jetferson City down to Dodd's Is- 
land below the Osage—a total distance of about 14 miles. 

A MSMBER. From what are you reading? 

Mr. PICKLER. From the’sixth volume of the Engineer's re- 
ports; wnat the Commission say, page 3922. When Linquired of 
the gentleman from Mississippi this morning as to what partic- 
ular work the Commission intended to perform from Sioux City 
down, he referred me to the reportof the Commission, but it will 
be seen that this report, as [then suggested to the gentleman, 
shows that of the lump sum appropriated in the bill for general 
improvement,a very large percentage of it—$585,000— has been 
expended in this single locality. This large sum was expended 
on a portion of the river about 14 miles in extent, as I under- 
stand. 

Now, I claim that with 1,800 milesof the Missouri River above 
Sioux City, and in view of the fact that at such points as the 
capital of our State the river is making encroachments, destroy- 
ing the harbor and endangering property, a portion of this 
money ought to be in all fairness appropriated there: and this 
will not interfere, in my opinion, with any of the work below 
this point. It seems to me we are entitled to this. As these 
large sums are given year after year to this Missouri River 
Commission to be expended below Sioux City, certainly we 
ought to have some protection for those towns with their prop- 
erty above that point. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. PiCKLER. I only wish to add that in my amendment | 
have used the language of the act of 182. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Missouri |Mr. HEARD|. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, in the five minutes accorded to 
me, I wish to speak in opposition to the pending amendments 
oifered by the gentleman from Nebraska and the gentleman from 
Kansas. I regret as much as anyone can the exigency which 
prompts their efforts for the relief of their people. I am fully 
aware of the very greit hardships under which their people are 
suffering: but thdése hardships are nogreater than those endured 
in my own district or in any other district along the line of the 
river. 

Now, the weakness of their position is that they desire an ap- 
propriation to be made confessedly under false pretenses; in 
other words, they desire as an appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the navigation on the river money which is in fact to 
be expended for the preservation of private property. If that 
principal is a sound one and is to be generally adopted, all right; 
let us proceed upon it; but the correctness of such a principle is 
negatived by the practice of the Government throughout its en- 
tice past history. It has been settled for a long time that no 
money can be expended by Congress directly for the preserva- 
tion of private property; but that if such protection results, it 
must come as an incident only to the consummation of a public 
work. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska rose. 

Mr. HEARD. I can not yield to the gentleman‘now; he must 
excuse me; I will yield to him later. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, some years ago, when this Missouri River 
Commission plan was adopted, I did not favor it. Idid not then 
approve the 00 now being proceeded upon, Yet it was the 
judgment of theengineers of the Army; and [amcandid enough 
to say it was concurred in by a majority of the people of my sec- 
tion. The newspaper press joined in the support of the engi- 
neers in declaring that the expenditure of smail sums of money 
from time to time, at localities named in the bill appropriating 
the money, had resulted in no general improvement of the nav- 
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igation of the river, and that the plan should be abandoned for | isolated example before the committee, which in my judgment 


one contemplating general and systematic improvement. [I | 


yielded, Mr. Chairman, to that sentiment. 

At the time the present plan went into effeet in 1890, appro- 
priations had been made at two points in my district for the res- 
toration of the channel of the river infront of two of the harbors; 
and the work had been partially done; but on the adoption of this 
plan, that work as well as other such work along the river was 
abandoned. The engineers insisted upon being permitted to 
spond thismoney, asthe Missouri River Commission does, accord- 
ing to their judgment, in systematic continuation of the work 
at important points, in order to demonstrate the feasibility of 
their plan for improving the general navigability of the river. 
Whether that plan is feasible or not, I do not undertake to say; 
but I am here to say now in justice to all the people along that 
river, and to the taxpayers of the entire country, that since this 

lan has been entered upon it should be given a fair trial: and 
f it is demonstrated to be afailure, weshould abandon all efforts 
at imp:oving the river, at least until some more feasible plan 
pres nts itself than has yet been considered and acted upon. 

We should not ask Congress to spend money upon any plan 
unless we can get results. We are told by the engineers that 
in much of the work under the old plan we have failed to get 
results. They have faith that we will get good results under 
the present plan. [hope they are not mistaken. So long as 
this plan is in vogue, so long as it is in force against the farm- 
ers of my district, whose farms are being washed into the river 
every year; so long as it is enforced against the people of Glas- 
gow, whose harbor is now seriously threatened by the recession 
of the river, I say that the rule which has been made applieable 


to my district should stand with reference to the districts of the | 


gentiemen asking for these amendments. [In other words, we 
should proceed upon a general plan, and apply the same rule to 
the district of every gentleman who represents a constituency 
on this floor. 

Realizing, Mr. Chairman, that it is impossible for me to get 
for my peopie thefavors sought by my friends from Kansas, Ne- 
braska, and Dakota for theirs. I must insist on simple justice to 
all atike—that the same rule be apptied to all alike. 

Mr, HAINER of Nebraska rose. 

[Here the hammer fell.} 

Mr. HEARD. I am sorry that I am not able to fulfill my 
promise to the gentleman. [ will trv to proeure fer him here- 
after the opportunity he has sought to ask me a question and 
for myself the time to answer it. 

Mr. COGSWELL. I yield eight minutes to the gentleman 
from Washington [Mr. WILSON}. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I do not pro- 
pose to enter again into any particular discussion of the contract 
system or the amounts that have been expended for the improve- 
ment of rivers and harbors. But it seems to me that in some 
mnnner I have been misunderstood. The only thing that I have 
deciaimed against is that the appropriations for the twelve 
favored projects are at the rate of 100 per cent per annum of the 
estimates, while the appropriations for all other projects are at 
the rate of only 20 per cent—one-fifth of the estimate of the 
United States engineers. I believe this discrimination to be un- 
just; and so believing I made reference to the ee 
that heretofore have been made for other sections of the country. 

Vhile I have the floor, I desiretostate that early Inst week, when 
the questionof the survey of the public lands was under discussion, 
I madesome criticisms inregard tosome testimony relative tesur- 
veys given before the Committee on Appropriations by the gentle- 
man who occupies the position of Assistant Commissioner of the 
General Land Office. e has very properly sent me a statement 
relative to that matter; and inasmuch as it appears from his 
stitement that he hxs lived in the West and understands some- 
thing about the public domain in that country, having been a 
special agent of the Land Office, and inasmuch as I indirectly 
charged him with a want of acquaintance with such subjects, it 
is only proper | should make public acknowledgment that I was 
mistaken so far as he was concerned. 

Personally I desire to do no man an ae more especially 
one who has no opportunity to make reply on this floor. Hence 
I make this frank and public acknowledgment of my error. I 
wus drawn into my critieism of that gentleman, however, by the 
testimony which he gave before the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. In that testimony he recommended (and I think the com- 
mittee will bear me out in this statement) that a law should be 
passe that the surveys of public lands in townships should be 
made in whole or in part by those who have settlements in the 
same; and it was this recommendation that caused me to make 
the critic sm, beeause that had been the law since [889, 

Again, the geatleman mide some statements that while he had 
been traveling in the West he found a to surveyed upon 
the mountain tops in Wyoming; and he brought that one lone 


did an injustice to the whole system of public land surveys. 
The following is from the hearings of the Subcommittee on 
Seprogeintionas having in charge the sundry civil appropriation 


Mr. BowErs. I would like to make a suggestion to you gentlemen here; 
in fact, two suggestions in reference to these surveying contracts. 

The CHAIRMAN. We will be glad to have them. 

Mr. Bowprs. [ would like to have this appropriation made a continuing 
one for this reason. Very often a surveyor will perform the work, but it 
will be defective in some parts and we do not want toacceptit. It is essen- 
tially all right; but we come right to this point, either this money is going 
back into the Treasury and we can not pay him or we have to accept the sur- 
vey that is not entirely satisfactory to us, and for that reason I believe it 
would be a very good plan to make this surveying appropriation a perma- 
nent appropriation until ex pended—that is, when a contract is let that the 
money shall be available until that thing is either finally accepted or finally 
rejected. Then another thing, a remar« in reference to Montana brings it 
to my mind. I have been perfectly disgusted to tind where some of these 
contracts for surveys have been let. I noticed one in a region of Wyoming 
where I have hunted elk. It was on top ofa range of mountains in the midst 
of a most. barren desert, and I do not expect to live long enough to see any 
seti ler go in there. 

Now, if there were limitations upon the expenditure of this money that 
would prevent this sort of survey just where it is an absolute waste of the 
i. money [ would be very glad to see it putin. While I am im theoffice 

do not propose to see any such surveys made, but I would like for it to be 
embodied in the law. 

The CHAIRMAN, Look on page 83 of the bill. You will see there a proviso 
which has been coupled with the appropriation for several years, but which 
in your estimates for 1895 you propose to omit: 

** Provided, That in expending this appropriation preference shall be given 
in favor of surveying townships occupied, m whole or in part, by actual set- 
tlers and of lands granted to the states, by the act approved February 22, 
1889, and the act approved July 3 and July 10, 1890, and other surveys shall be 
confined to land adapted to agriculture and lines of reservation.” 

Why should that stay in; that was intended to accomplish the very thing 
you suggest? 

Mr. Bowsers. Was thts in the bill of last year? 

Mr. Courts. It has been in every bill since the fiscal year 1889. 

There is no question, sir, of the necessity of survey of public 
lands. Settlers are put to no end of inconvenience and hard- 
ship. Nor is this all. States are injured almost irreparably by 
the failure of the Government to locate the lands which have 
been granted for school and other purposes to them. 

Sir, I have in my district 10,000 settlers upon unsurveyed 
lands. Year after year, month after month, they have been 
calling for surveys. They want to secure their homes, as any 
man would under the cireumstanees. It is on this account that 
I stand here, Congress after Congress, seeking more extensive 
appropriations in that direction. Many of those for whom I 
speak are known to me personally, and accordingly I take a keen 
personal interest in their rights and wrongs. have known 
many of them from the ground up, and bave watched them for 
years while they spreid the seed and gathered the harvest. 
They have fought a brave fight, and redeemed the desert of 
twenty years ago. They fought their battle alone, and all they 
ask now is justice and their fair share of the appropriations 
made by the General Government. 

In this connection [I desire publicly to make my acknowledg- 
ment to the distinguished gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
CoGSWwELL}|. [ am profoundly sensible of the great aid he has 
given us and the great benefits he has extended to the people 
of my State in his efforts to secure a proper appropriation for 
the surveys of the public lands. We feel profoundly grateful 
to him fer his services in that matter. That gentleman rose 
here the other day and called my attention to the amounts which 
our section of thecountry had received. 

It is trve that over $200,000 has been appropriated for work 
of this kind in my State. But in werking faithfully, as I have 
done, for enlarged appropriations of this kind, I have been in- 
fluenced by the fact that there could be advantageously used in 
our State a million dollars for this purpose without the people 
of other States being called upon to pay a single cent of the ap- 
propriation, because the money would all come out of the fees 
pxid at the local land offices. We support those local land of- 
fices: we support the General Land Office; we pay the clerks in 
the General Land Ojlfice, and we turned into the coffers of the 
United States last year a net revenue of $4,000,000. 

Why should we not have these surveys? Why should not the 
people have their homes? Why, sir, before I came to Congress 
you appropriated money for the establishing of a life-saving 
station at Petersons Point. That was eight years ago, and no 
effort has ever been made by the Dep»rtment to build it. In 
the Fifty-second Congress, at the first session, I secured an appro- 

riation for a light-house at Grays Harbor. Nothing whatever 
fas been done about it. As I said the other day, outside of 
Umatilla Reef, the most dangerous place on the Pacific coast, 
no appropriation has been made. 

Inside of the Straitsof “u:athe British Government are build- 
ing fortifieations to cost 37,000.00. We have fortification sites, 
but no appropriations, and nothing but the sites and the flag of 
our coun to protect $100.080,L00 of property. Should not 
something be done forthe people? Coming alongdown we have 
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the great proposition that has been recommended by the United | 


States engineers year after year for a canal to connect the fresh 
waters of Lake Washington with Puget Sound. 

[The time of Mr. WILSON of Washington having expired, by 
unanimous consent, on motion of Mr. CATCHINGS, it was ex- 
tended five minutes. | 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I make my acknowledgement 
to the House and to the gentleman from Mississippi for this 
couriesy. Now, passing downthe sound and coming to Tacoma, 
there is a city of 45,000 people. Right in front of themis an!n- 
dian reservation of 16,00u acres, and almost absolutely unused by 
the Indians. These Indians areeducated, they have their lands 


atented, they vote, they exercise all the duties of citizenship. | 
fet they stand there, blocking the commerce, the unterprise, | 


the building up of that eity. No railroad can come into it, no 
proposition to aid commerce can besuccesful there, without the 
consent of the Department of the Interior, or the Congress of 
the United States. 

What ought to be done is that the restriction in those patents 
be removed and those Indians be permitted to sell their lands, 
subject to the control of the price by the Secretary of the In- 
terior, leaving them 10 acres each for a home. ‘Ten acres of 
that land is worth more than many a 160-aere farm in the Mis- 
sissippi Valley. We have the great Yakima Reservation and 


the Colville Indian Reservation standing inthe way to block the | 


commerce and trade and prosperity of my State. In addition to 
that we have passing through the State a grant of land 60 miles 
wide on each side of the railroad, and on the 10-mile strip, or 
what is known as the indemnity strip, we have 10,000 people 
living, and who have been living there for fifteen years and cin 
not obtain title to the land because the question can not or wiil 
not be settled by the Department of the Interior. 

We want the railroad companies to take out their patents. 
We want them to pay taxes and help bear the burdens. 

We want to open these Indian reservations. We want to give 


the people the land. We want to protect the Indian also in his | 


rights. Let the commerce and trade of the country in the West 
f° on, and let the people develop that State as they want to do: 

ut in everything, it makes no difference whether it is the sur- 
vey of public lands, there are difficulties encountered. Why, 
here is the affidavit that every settier has to make who lives in 
a township of public lands before he can have the land sur- 
veyed: 

PETITION FOR SURVEY. 

STATE OF WASHINGTON, County of Stevens, 83: 

I, Thomas H. Greenaway, of lawful age, being first duly sworn, on oath 
depose and state that my post-office address is Valley, Stevens County, 
Wash.; thatI am a bona fide settler and resident for the purpose of securing 
a home in township 31 north, range 39 east, Willamette meridian, under the 
preemption or homestead laws of the United States, and I ae re- 
quest that you cause a Government survey to be made of said township at 
as early a period as possible, that I may be able to secure title to my said 
home therein. 

I further state that I am weil acquainted with the character and condition 
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Mr. WILSONof Washington. Mr.Chair 


mn,cdoyou not thi k 
does not the American Convress believe, that these cont: te 
could have been made with Americancitizens, working American 
mines, and producing coal through Am man labor? Would 
it not have been best, and would it have not been proper, would 
it not have been just, in these times of great disaster, in these 
times of great financial depression, to givean opportunity tothe 
American laborer and the Amerie.n citizenof that Western coun- 
try? Would it not have been better that these men-of-war that 


sail the seas should have pushed themselves through the water 
by steam made by American coal? Would it not have been bet- 
ter that those vessels that fly the flag of our country should have 
purchased their supplies from our own citizens’ Why should 
we give prosperity north of the forty-ninth parallel, and depres- 
sion and disaster south of it? 

{Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. COGSWELL. [ yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Kansas. [Mr. HARRIS]. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Chairman, I fully appreciate what the 
gentleman from Missouri Mr. HEARD] said a few moments ago 
with regard to the importance of continuing the contructsystem 
which has been in force so long upon the Missouri River. But 


there are certainly cases where an exception must be permissi- 
ble. My colleague from Kansas hasotfered an amendment which 


is intended to protect the river at Atchison and Leavenworth. 
Those are points where the citizens have exhausted every pos- 
sible resource. The railroad companies have expended thou- 
sands and thousands of dollars, and it is a case of emergency 
which threatens the property of a great many people, and whieh 
should certainly be entitled to some consideration. There has 
been no money expended by this Missouri River Commission on 
that part of the river since its organization, which was, [ be- 
lieve, im 1884, 

We think that the time has certainly come when some atten- 


| tion must be paid to the wants of that section of the country 


of the land embraced in said township, and that the same is not mineral | 


nor reserved by the Government; that there are about 20 actual settlers in 
paid township, and that a good portion of the land is valley, bemch, and hill 
land, and if surveyed would soon be settled up: the land in part is motin- 
tainous and heavily timbered with fir, tamarack, and pine, and covered 
with a dense undergrowth of the same, and that after the timber and dense 
undergrowth are removed is good agricultural land, capable of producing 
in paying quantities all kinds of farm crops grown in this section; and I 
verily believe the whole of said township can be surveyed. 

I further state that [ made personal settlement on said land the [0th day 
of April, 1802, and my residence thereon has continued to the present time, 
and that I have the following improvements on my claim to the value of #350, 
viz, clearing and slashing of timber 12 acres, cabin built, orchard started, 
etc. 

I further state that this application for survey is made in good faith and 
not for the purpose of enabling a surveying contract to be obtained, nor at 


the instance or for the benefit of any other person than the actual settlers 


and residents of said township. So help me God. 
THOMAS H. GREENAWAY. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this Ist day of May, 1893. 
A. V. SHEPLER, 
Justice of the Peace in and for Stevens County, 
State of Washington. 
To the Unrrep STATES SURVIYOR GENERAL, 
Olympia, Washington. 


Mr. Chairman, in these days, when times are hard and money 
scarce, our people desire to have every opportunity to sell their 
seams and develop their enterprises, and I send to the Clerk's 

esk something which I wish to have read, which shows, as 
much as any statement I could make, the injustice that is being 
done the people whom I have the honor in part tu represent. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Another instance of Democratic patronage of home industries has just 
come to light in the awarding of a $100,000 contract. to the Connox mine, 
Vancouver island, to supply the Bering Sea fleet of warships with coal the 
coming season. The contract was made despite the protests of the Wash- 
ington, Oregon. and Montana Senators, and regardless of the fact that the 
State of Washington is full of coal, the vicinity of Bellingham Bay possess- 
Ing the finest steam coal onthe Pacific coast. That American industries 
Should be deliberately passed over in favor of British mines for the coaling 
of American warsbips seems almost incredulous, but Cleveland and his toy 
statesmen can be depended on every time to turn down an American in the 
interests of a foreigner. 





Everyone familiar with the Missouri River knows very well 
that there are emergencies thatarise in handling that river that 
must be attended to immediately. Otherwise the damage be 
comes irreparable. 

At Atchison the course of the river is threatening to change, 
in a manner that will leave thecitysome 3 miles inland. It will 
destroy an enormous amount of agricultural land, it willdestroy 
bridges that have been erected, it willdestroy the railroads, and 
it will reduce the town to the position of an-inland town on the 
banks of a stagnant bayou, destroying its commerce entirely so 
far as its river is concerned, and utterly des'roying its commu 
nication for years with the eustern side of the river by railroad. 

At Leavenworth the people have builta dike three-fourths 
of a mile in length ata cost of over $25,000, in order to protect 
their bridge. Their resources are exhausted, and they think 
that in some way the attention of this Commission ought to be 
called to the urgency of the case at that point. We desire that 
no additional appropriation shall bs made. but simply that the 
Commissioa miy have some authority, which [ believe is what 
they ask for themselves, to vary their rules somewhat in that di 
rection. They do not ask that this system shall be changed, but 
that the great emergency which bas arisen at those points should 
receive some recognition at the hands of the Government, whose 
duty itis to protect the property of the people along the banks. 

Mr.COGSWELL. Lyield four minutes to the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT]. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, asa part of my remarks 
[send to the Clerk's desk a letter which has recently been ad- 
dressed to me on the subject under discussion. I ask that it be 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

BECKER, Mo., March 9, 1894, 


MyY DEAR Stir: It has come to our knowledge, through Capt. Hickman, of 
Herman, Mo., that efforts are being made to divert a large portion of tne 
money appropriated to improve the Missouri River between Jefferson City 


and its mouth, to points far above Kansas City, St. Joseph, and (maha. 
This movement is undoubtedly instigated in the interest of some railroad, 
and should be checkmated at once. You are doubtless aware that the uncder- 
signed were the first moversand insticators in getting this large appropria- 
tion for the Lower Missouri River, through the help of Congressman N\ed- 
ringhaus. Frank, Norton, and others. 

Now, while we have as yet had no money spent in our district, St. Louts 
and Franklin Counties, for tse improvement of the river, we still live in 
hopes: and for these upper river sharks or whoever they are, that have had 
millions of dolars spent on their part of the river, to now ask for what is 
left of our appropriation to be diverted to theirinterests ts, we think, a gross 
injustice. We are informe: through a private letter from Capt. Hickman to 
Judge Hirzel, that a determine: effort is being made by these parties (that 
undoubtedly have large influence) to divert this appropriation. A petition 
has been gotten up by Capt. Hickman and sent to us, protesting agains! this 
diversion. We wouid like to know of you at once if such a petition would be 
of any avail? [Ff so, we will have it signed by thousands of people in St. 
Louis and Franklin Counties, in your district. 

Your friend, Mr. F. W. Kuh!mann, one of the undersigned, has already 
lost at least 150 acres of his valuable farm, one of the finest in St. Louis 
County, and the river now fs within 1009 yards of his home; and it is @ little 
hard to think that the appropriation which was gotten largely through hig 
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individual efforts, should now be diverted, and his house and farm left to 
go into the river, and that probably because some railroad corporation 
Wanis to save its bridges. We write this with the viewof hearing from you 
at once what we shall do in regard to circulating this petition. 


Yours, truly, F. W. KUHLMANN 
A. J. CUMMINGS. " 











Hon. RICHARD BARTHOLDT, 
Washington, D. C. 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. Now, Mr. Chairman, while I know noth- 
ing about the charges contained in this letter, [ do know that 
every word said about the losses sustained by those farmers is 
true; und I know furthermore that of all the Missouri River ap- 
propriations not one cent has thus far been spent for improve- 
ments at or near the river’s mouth. Thatpart of the river with 
St. Louis and Franklin Counties, represented by myself, upon 
one side, and St. Charles and Warren Counties upon the other, 
represented by Py friend |Mr. CLARK of Missouri], has been 
entirely ignored by the Commission, and for the purposes of 
these Missouri appropriations that territory might as well have 
been located in the moon. 

Against this neglect I enter my protest here, in the name of 
St. Louisand these adjoining river counties. It is well known that 
in the Fifty-first Congress, after an inspection made by members 
of this House, it was agreed, by tecit understanding if not in 
express terms, that all the improvements should be begun at the 
mouth of the river, and from there continued upwards. The 
same understanding prevailed, as [ am informed, when the 
Fifty-second Congress made its river appropriations. Why, 
allow me to ask, were those implied conditions not lived up to? 
Why were they entirely disregarded and ignored by the officials 
having this work in charge? 

We are told that under existing law no money could be spent 
for the protection of lands fronting on our rivers. Well and 
qon8. I give the Missouri River Commission, as well as our 

shief of Engineers, Gen. Casey, an official as conscientious as he 
is etlicient, all the credit due for a faithful enforcement of this 
provision of law; but if indirect protection is being afforded to 
railroad property, we hold thatthe properiy of the farmer is en- 
titled to the same incidental protection. And, indeed, if the 
law prevents the property of the citizens from being protected, 
it seems to me to be time that the law be changed. I venture to 
say that more good would be done by svending the money for 
the protection of lands than by adhering to the present plan. 
However, at this time we do not come here, Mr. Chairman, to 
ask for an exemption from that legal injunction, but we do insist 
that we are just ’ 3 well entitied to legitimate river improve- 
ments, if not more so, than any other river territory. e are 
satisficd in this case with the incidental protection which may 
be afforded by such improvement, and incidental protection be- 
ing the youngest Democratic doctrine, I hope my a will not 
be in vain. St. Louis, the metropolis of the Mississippi, with 
her great manufacturing and commercial interests should, I con- 
tend, be entitled to some consideration at the hands of this Con- 
gress, and to give expression to this idea I haye prepared an 
amendment which I shall offer hereafter, and which provides 
simply that the improvements of the Missouri River shall be 
begun atitsmouth. Asa matter of policy I believe that the law 
should be changed so that protection might be afforded to the 
property of our citizens, and by affording protection the com- 
merce and nivigation of the river may be benefited. 

Mr. COGSWELL. LI yield seven minutes to the gentleman 
from Nebraska [Mr. MERCER]. 

Mr. MERCER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to have read at the 
Clerk’s desk a memoriai and joint resolution passed by the Iowa 
State Legislature, which resolution has been handed me by the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HAGER]). 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Memorial and joint resolution relative to the improvement of the Missouri 
River near Council Bluffs, lowa. 


Whereas the Missouri River is seriously cutting into the banks of the 
State of lowa opposite the city of Florence, Nebr.; and 

Whereas by reason of said erosion the stonework Be in by the Govern- 
ment to protect the northwest boundary of the city of Council Bluffs, Iowa, 
has been already and is in danger of being totally destroyed 
unless the river in that vi ty shall be fully protected; and 

Whereas the business interests and the 


ulation centered in the vicinity 
of Council Bluffs, lowa, demand that the river at that point shall be confined 
in a fixed apd permanent channel): 


therefore, : 
Be it res the General Assembly of the Stave of Iowa, That our Sen- 
Congress be, and here 

priating money for the improvement of the 


1 require that a sufficient amount shall be 
vi-inity of Council Bluffs, lowa, to protect and render permanent the chan- 


nel of said river. 
Resolved further, That the secre of state be, and is hereby, instructed 
to forthwith transmit a copy hereof to each Senator and Representative 


from Iowa. 


Mr. MERCER. Mr. Chairman, the members of the Iowa and 
Nebraska delegations have been in receipt of memorials of this 
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character from the city councils of Council Bluffs, Omaha 
Fiorence, and South Omaha; and there is no doubt in my min 
that if the Legislature of Nebraska were in session to-day it 
would pass similar resolutions. I call attention to these trans- 
actions that the House may be impressed with the importance 
of this legislation to these States. 

I had read last Friday a substitute to the section providing 
for the expenditure of money by the Missouri River Commis- 
sion. I desire to submit that substitute to-day to be considered 
at the proper time, and will suggest achange in the amendment 
so that it will cover the territory beginning at the south line of 
the State of Nebraska instead of the mouth of Platte River and 
extending to Sioux City, Iowa. I ask the Clerk to read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out whole section referring to Missouri River Commission and sub- 
stitute therefor the following: 

“Under Missouri River Commission: For improving Missouri River from 
its mouth to the south line of Sioux City, Iowa, including salaries, clerical, 
office, traveling, and miscellaneous expenses of the Missouri River Cimmis- 
sion, surveys, es bench marks and gauges, $740,000, $50,000 of which 
may be used for removal of snags and other like obstructions in the Mis- 
souri River above Sioux City, lowa, and from the south line thereof, to be 
expended under the direction of the Secretary of War, and $150,000 of which 
shall be expended in the construction, repair, maintenance, and extension 
of revetments, dikes, and other work between the southern boundary of the 


gente of Nebraska, where it borders the Missouri River, and Sioux City, 
owa. 


Mr. MERCER. Mr. Chairman,I desire that to read ‘' be- 
tween the southern boundary of the State of Nebraska, where 
it borders the Missouri River, and Sioux City.’’ I desire that 
change to be made. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this is not a question of politics. It is 
a question of business. If thisCongress does not see fit to recog- 
nize the needs and necessities of tae people along the Nebraska 
and Iowa shores, in the provisions and the appropriations sug- 
gested in this bill, then why should not this Congress, in the 
river and harbor bill, increase this appropriation $200,000, in 
order to allow the relief of those people who need it so much 
and who make such strenuous requestsforit? I give notice now, 
that if some relief is not atforded the cities of Omaha, South 
Omaha, Florence, and Council Bluffs, at this time, another anda 
more determined fight will be made for such recognition when 
the river and harbor bill is brought in for consideration. 

Mr. Chairman, I find in examining the Missouri River, from 
its mouth to Sioux City, that the only rock binks to ba discov- 
ered are tb»se along the first reach—the last place one would 
expect to see vrotected artificially. Yet the Government has 
expended or will have expended at the end of June, 1895, in the 
neighborhood of $1,700,000 in this first reach. I take the posi- 
tion that it is unfair to exnend so much money on this reach 
when other parts of the Missouri River are in need of an equal 
amount of attention. For instance, at Council Biuffs, Iowa, the 
Government has expended $110,000 in the improvement of the 
banks of the Missouri River. 

Every dollar’s worth of that work will go out perhaps in the 
next six months, perhaps during the next.June rise, unless some- 
thing is done by the Government to protect the revetments and 
dikes already constructed. I desire to thank the gentlemanly 
chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and his as- 
sociates upon that committee for the kindness with which they 
have treated me in all my interviews with them, and I trust they 
will yet see their way clear to afford the relief asked, if the 
a deems it inappropriate at this time to make an appro- 

riation. 

: The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Chairman, I yield eight minutes to 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK]. 

Mr. COGSWELL. How much time have I remaining, Mr. 
Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts has 
three minutes remaining. 

Mr.CLARKof Missouri. Mr. Chairman, the peopleof Missouri 
in general, and my constituents in particular, have adeep interest 
in the improvement of the Missouri River. My district skirts 
the Mississippi 150 miles, straddles the Missouri, and has, besides 
these two great rivers, four other streams navigable by acts of 
Congress. Three of them, however, are not navigable by steam- 
boat. [Laughter.] Still another, which I rather inopportunely 
undertook to cross one chilly day when I war a candidate for 
Congress, I found contained enough water to float a two-horse 
bugry. Laughter. ] 

e trouble is that a great many members speak here on sub- 
jects about which they are not well informed. Now, nothing 
could be more reasonable or more sensible than the plan of be- 

inning at the mouth of the riverand improving upward. Yet 

e gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. HAINER] and the gentleman 
from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER} would begin at the upper end 
and improve downward. That is like constructing the apex of 
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a pyramid before laying the foundation, and building the top | ocean steamers, if it could be confined within reasonable chan- 


story of a house before erecting the lower stories. 

Somebody hasimposed on my friend from Omaha[Mr. MERCER] 
and made him believe that enormous sums of money have been 
squandered in eee 14 miles of river near Jefferson City. 
A great deal of mee. has been expended, but a large part of it 
has been used inestab ishing the necessary plant and machinery. 

Here is the situation about that first stretch of the Missouri 
River. It reaches from Jefferson City to the mouth of the Mis- 
souri River—about 200 miles. Some 20 miles below Jefferson 
City the Osage River comes in from the southwest. Fourteen 
miles below the Osage River the Gasconade comes in from the 
southwest; and right between these two rivers at Gasconade 
City they have established the headquarters of the force of men 
who are improving the Missouri River. Last summer I[ went 
down there, looked at it, and talked to the men; so that I know 
the truth about it. They have a small navy-yard down there 

Mr. PICKLER. I do not dispute-— 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Waita minute. 

THEY ARE DOING A GREAT AND PERMANENT WORK. 

They had tospend thousands and thousands of dollars in getting 
the plant ready. I[t does not make any difference now whether 
they located it at the right or the wrong place, it is there; 
and I think itis the right place; but you talk as if all that money 
has been spent on those 14 miles. ‘They located this plant be- 
tween these two rivers because the Government is improving 
both the Gasconade and the Osage as well as the Missouri. The 
same plant, machinery, and boats can be used for all three, and 
not only for the lower stretch but for all above. An immense 
amount of commerce comes out of the Osage and Gasconade. 
Here is what they are doing. They are trying to confine the 
channel of the Missouri River by a system of jetties. 

Mr. PICKLER. By masonry. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. They are doing it by masonry and 
timber and by sinking mattresses of willow. They are apply- 
ing, in the worse parts of the Missouri, the same principle that 
Eads applied to the jetties, and it is all nonsense to come in here 
and insist that as much money shall be spent on one mile of the 
Missouri River as on another mile. Some miles need a great 
deal of work, some need none. They take the worst place first 
and work on it until they have finished it. That appears to me 
the feasible plan. 

For years the bill to improve rivers and harbors resolved it- 
self into a great game of grab, in which every member, whether 
he lived on the arid plains or by the seashore, had to have his 
pon of the appropriation or he kicked. Public interests were 

st sight of, and logrolling was the order of the day. Final! 
Senator FRYE, Mr. BLANCHARD, Gen. CATCHINGS of Mississippi, 
Gen. HENDERSON of [llinois, and others, among them Mr. HEARD 
of Missouri, decided to put an end tothis senseless and wasteful 
scramble. For their labors they deserve well of the country. 
They devised the plan of the River Commission, the contract 
system, and fixed appr opriations. They brought order out of 
chaos. I am not objecting to improvements at St. Joe, Atchi- 
son, Omaha, or above Sioux City, but what I insiston is that the 
plan on which the Missouri River Commission is working shall 
have a fair trial, and that no part of the necessary funds shall 
be diverted to points farther up the river. That would be to 
sacrifice and destroy all that has been done. 

One of two things is absolutely certain. Either the Missouri 
River will be improved on the present system or it will be 
abandoned, for the people will never consent to the old plan of 
spending vast sums of money and doing no good with it. 

Some gentlemen are anxious to know if private property is 
not benefited by these improvements. Of course it is, not as 
a primary purpose, but as an incident. There never has been 
an appropriation for river or harbor since the flood that did not 
incidentally enhance the value of private property somewhere 

I know it is difficult for people who have been acquainted 
only with such streams as the Penobscot, Susquehanna, Hud- 
son, Ohio, Tennessee, Kanawha, and Kentucky, all of which 
have tirm, fixed banks, to understand our Western streams 
These latter practicaily in many places and in many cases have 
no banks. The base of all that Mississippi Valley soil is sand, 
the richest soil in the world, but still sand. Frequently the 
bed of the river is only a few inches lower than the level of the 
flat country on the two sides, consequently the width of these 
streams is out of all proportion to the depth, and by spreading 
out too much they constantly swallow up farms so rich that it 
makes a man’s mouth water to look at them and his heart sick 
to see them cave into the insatiable Missouri and Mississippi. 
[Laughter. } 

The natural process is that they go on forever, spreading 
wider and wider, getting shallower and shallower, ‘swallowing 
a plantation to-day and a town to-morrow. There is always 
enough water in the Mississippi and Missouri to floatthe largest 
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uels. To accomplish this is the object of the Government, and 
it is being done successfully by an application of the principle 
of the jetty system. If this is accomplished, and th ose great 
inland seas are once more made the arteries of comme ree, who 
has the gall to object, even if private property is incidentally 
protected ? 

One gentleman is anxious to have the army engineers do the 
work. Are we sure they would do it any better? Has West 


Point a monopoly on that sort of instruction? | would cast no 
slur on army engineers; but e an never forget that when that 
illustrious Missourian, Capt. James B. Eads, the greatest civil 
engineer the world ever saw, declared that he could improve 
the mouth of the Mississippi so that the largest ocean steamers 
could anchor at New Orleans the year around and was pleading 
with Congress to give him a chance, all the army enginee 
clared he was a crink and that his plan was the scheme of u vi 
ionary. He got his appropriation and began deepening the 
channel and they kept predicting failure. He succeeded glori- 
ously, and humanity is lar gely his debtor. 

But what I say is this: Whether under civilian engineers or 
army engineers, let the good work go on. I| am for the best 
engineers, wherever they may be found. 

It is said that commerge has departed from these rivers. | 
am aware that the golden age of steamboating on the Missis- 
sippi and Missouri, so gorgeeusly described by that celebrated 
Missouri historian, Mark Twain, is past forever. His dream of 
making one city of New Orleans and St. Louis by cuttiag off 
the bends in the Mississippi can never be realized. 
Steamboating, however, is reviving on those rivers: but we 
have a far weightier reason for wanting them improved. It is 
this: If they are made navigable in fact, they will become and 


re de- 


forever remin the great regulators of railroad freight rates. 
We desire to use the waters in these rivers to relieve ourselves 
from paying dividends on the water in railroad stocks. We 
want to emancipate our commerce from:‘the grip of monopoly. 
We want such improvement that we can load our wheat and 


corn and pork and beef into ocean steamers at St. Louis, and 
unload it from the same vessels at Liverpool. These great viv- 
ers and their tributaries wash the shores of twenty-od i State 
and Territories, the richest under heaven, and certain! a 


deserve the most generous treatment at the hands of the A meri- 
can Congress. 
Let Puget Soundand other places have what they are entitled 


to, butdo not try todivert any part of our Missouri River a 
riation from its legitimate uses. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the time for debate be extended ten minutes. 

Mr. SAYERS. I must object. 

Mr. PICKLER. You will save time by giving us ten minutes 
more. 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, Mr. Chairman, I will agree that the 
gentleman from Missouri |[Mr. CLARK] may have five minutes 
and the other side five minutes, and I ask unanimous consent 
that the time be extended ten minutes. 

Mr. COGSWELL. I desire to call attention of the Chair to 
the fact that the House, by unanimous consent,extended the 
time five minutes, and gave that additional time to the gentle- 
man from Washington |Mr. WILSON], so thit by the action of 
the House itself, the vote is not to be taken until thir ty 
minutes past 2 o’clock. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
Mr. CATCHINGS. 
Mr. SAYERS. No, sir. 
rived. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. The Chair announced, when I ce 
my remarks, that I had thirty-eight minutes left. 

Mr. SAYERS. The House ordered the debate to clos 
vast 2. 

The CHAIRMAN. So much time has been oceupied in dis- 
cussions like this that if the gentlemen are to have the time 
agreed upon for debate the vote must be postponed to a time 
later than that fixed by the House. 

Mr. SAYERS. The order was that the debate wa 
at half past 2. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. 
be taken now. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, in order to oblige gentlemen 
on both sides I ask that the time beextended ten minutes longer 


ppro- 


-five 
The Chair understands that. 

I have fifteen minutes left. 

The time to take the vote has ar 


yncluded 


at half 


4 } 
LO CLOSE 


Well, | am willing that the vote should 


from this moment; the time to be divided equally between the 
sides. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will understand that each 
side has already had so much time. About ten minutes have 
been taken up in discussions about the time. 

Mr. SAYERS. Even so, the order of the House was that de- 
bate was to close at half past 2. But I now ask unanimous con- 
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sent that the time be extended ten minutes longer, and that it | propriations at certain localities along the river; and having 


be divided equally, five minutes to each side. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Iam willing to have the vote taken right 
now, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. In that case, Iask permission to 
straighten out and extend my remarks in the Recorp. 
Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman from 
Missouri is entitled to five minutes more. He lives in that part 
of the country and knows more about the Missouri River than 
most of us, and J would like to hear him, even if he is opposed to 

my amendment. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I ask that my request be put 
to the committee that the time for debate be extended ten min- 
utes longer. 

The request was agreed to. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I yield one minute to the gentleman from 
Missouri | Mr. CLaRrkK]. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I say, Mr. Chairman, that locat- 
ing that plant between the mouth of the Gasconade and the | 
mouth of the Osige is an economical performance. The Gas- 
conade is to be improved 150 miles and the Osage is to be im- 
proved 150 miles, and the same boats that are used to improve 
the Missouri can be used to improve all three rivers. 

Mr. COGSWELL. I yield three minutes to the gentleman 
from Kans is {Mr. BRODERICK}. 
Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Chairman, it must be apparent to 





every one who has heard this discussion that the appropriation 
here for the improvement of the Missouri River is not sufficient. 
It is claimed that no money has been expended at certain im- 
portant commercial points on that river since the organization 
of the Commission. iam certain that that is true as to the two 
points named in myamendment, Leavenworth and Atchison. I 
want to say a word as to a letter which was read here. 

The ciaim is made in that letter that no money has been ex- 
pended near the mouth of the river, but there is no statement 
that that part of the river is not navigable or that any expendi- 
ture was necessary to improve thenavigation there. The claim 
is that money should have been expended there because it is 
neccssary for the protection of private property. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentieman diow me to inter- 
rupt him? 

Mr. BRODERICK. I have only three minutes. Now, we 
make no such claim as that as to the points embraced in my 
amendment. The fact is that if the banks there are not pro- 
tected, and the river is allowed to spread over three times as 
much ground as it now covers, it will destroy the channel for 
purposes of navigation and destroy commerce at those points; 
so that the matter of protecting private property is with usa 
secondary matter, and is not the specific purpose for which we 
ask this appropriation. 

We know that the appropriation for the whole river ought to 
be increased, but as under the rule we are not permitted to 
offer an amendment to increase it, we are compelled to ask that 
a portion of this money shall be diverted from the other por- 
tion of the river to these two points: This amendment, there- 
fore, does not increase the amount of the appropriation in the 
bill. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I simply wished tosay to the gentleman | 
that we are in favor of improving the river, but at the same 
time we desire the incidental protection which will result from 
such improvement. 

Mr. COGSWELL. I yield one minute to the gentleman from 
Nebraska | Mr. BRYAN}. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Chairman, this issimply a question of fuair- | 
ness. If thissumof money is going to be appropriated for the 
improvement of the Missouri River, then it is a mere matter of 
equity es to where it shall be expended, and there is no other 
way of compelling its expenditure along the northern portion 
of the river except by this amendment. I hope the amendment 

roposed by the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. MERCER] will 

adopted, because the river has changed its course there, and 
the change has interfered with the navigation and also has de- 
stroyed womerty sree the banks. Itmay be that $740,000 is not 
enough lor the Missouri River, but if that amount is notenough 
for the whole river, why should it all be expended at one point? 
If we are not able to ropriate money enough to do all that 
should be done along the Sigsouti. certainly what we do expend 
ought to be so distributed as to give equitable treatment to all 
sections. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Chairman, this is a more serious 
matter perhaps than gentlemen understand. I tried to explain 
the situation in the remarks that I made on Friday last. I then 
stated, which was the fact, that great demands were made on 
the River and Harbor Committee to do just what is sought to 
be done by the amendments now pending, that is, to divest and 
specifically direct the expenditure of certain portions of the ap- 


unfortunately, yielded to some of the demands, we were beseige 

by others, and the thing progressed until, in 1888, the appropri- 
ation for the improvement of the Missouri River, which was a 
million dollars, was directed to be expended in the manner 


| Which I will now present to this committee: 


Of that $1,000,000, $150,000 was directed to be appropriated be- 
tween Council Bluffs and Omaha, $100,000 at Sioux City, 350,000 
at Plattsmouth, $50,000 at Rulo, $75,000 at Nebraska City, $65,- 
000 at Kansas City, $65,000 at St. Joseph, $45,000 at Arrow Rock, 
$75,000 at Leavenworth, $75,000 at Atchison, and $25,000 at 
Maimi, making $775,000 out of the million. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Only $110,000 was spent at Coun- 
cil Bluffs. 

Mr, CATCHINGS. I take these figures exactly as they are 
given in the appropriation bill; and they must be correct. 

Sir, when the River and Harbor Committee assembled in 1890 
we found that the demands for expenditures at these different 
localities had doubled in number, and that the estimates for the 
improvement of the river at these various localities had run up 
into many millions of dollars. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it will be understood that the work at 
these different points being of the same character, it requires 
wherever done the organization of a plant to do the work at that 
particular place. So that if the work were done in that way it 
would simply require that we should multiply by ten or twelve 
the amount which would be finally needed for the improvement 
of theriver. When we had reached that point we saw it was 
simply impossible to go on. We could not have refused to ap- 
propriate for these new projects if we continued the appropria- 
tions for the old ones. So weasked the gentleman interested in 
that river asi stated on Friday) to meet the committee; and it 
was a matter of common agreement that the only sensible thing 
to do was to strike all these appropriations from the bill and 
make a general appropriation for the river, leaving it to the 
Commission to say where the money should be expended. If this 
amendment prevails now it means simply areturn to the system 
which prevailed up to 1890 —— 

Mr. PICKLER. How can the gentleman say that? That can 
not be the effect. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I say it because it seeks to do what we 
did prior to that time. 

Mr. PICKLER. But here we let the Commission spend the 
money themselves; we do not take away the control of the work 
from the Commission. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. You can not give specific appropriations 
to these two places without making similar appropriations named 
in the list. You can notdiscriminate. There are various other 

ints on the Missouri River which would come forward demand- 
ing a diversion of the fund. 

Mr.PICKLER,. The work of this Commission, asI have shown, 
has been confined practically to a single stretch of 14 miles, 
where thousands of dollars have been spent in driving piles. 
Now, we desire that the money shall be devoted to the improve- 
ment of our harbors. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I can not yield to the gentieman; I have 
only four minutes. 

So far as lam personally concerned it does not matter to me 
a particle what the House may do on this question; but occupy- 
ing the ition I do with reference to river and harbor matters, 
Il deem it my duty to give the truth about the subject, so that the 
House may at all events act with intelligence. I say now that 
if you return to this system, it simply means that the whole Mis- 
souri River will be stricken from the river and harbor bill. It 
is utterly unreasonable to talk about having twenty diiferent 
plants organized for the work on that river at an expenditure of 
millions and millions. I do not wish to add another word. The 
House will do whatever in its best judgment it thinks should be 
done. 

The CHAIRMAN. There are three minutes remaining. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to occupy that 
time. 

Mr. BLAND. To which side do those three minutes belong? 

The CHAIRMAN. Theyare under the control of the gentle- 
man from Mississippi. 

Mr. BLAND. If the gentleman from Mississippi will yield 
to me, I will occupy that time. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I think we may as well have a vote. 

Mr. BLAND. I do not object to a vote; but if there is to be 
any more debate, I would like time to say that the arene way 
to improve the Missouri River, in my judgment, is the way the 
improvement is going on now. 

Mr. PICKLER. Nobody disputes that. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman,I ask that the first amend- 
ment be read—the amendment of the gentleman from Kansas 
{Mr. BRODERICK}, upon which a point of order was reserved. 
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The CHAIRMAN. 
Kansxs will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after line 1, page 64 

* Seventy-five thousand dollars of which, or so much thereof as shall be 
necessary to strengthen banks and improve the river, shall be used at and 
near Atchison, Kans., and at Leavenworth, Kans. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
SAYERS] desire to discuss the point of order? 

Mr. SAYERS. I do not. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
ment does not change existing law in such a manner as to come 
within the prohibition of the rule. The bill as reported makes 
a certain appropriation for the improvement of this river; this 
amendment merely directs what shall be done with a portion of 
thatappropriation. In the opinion of the Chair, it is competent 


for the House on an appropriation bill to direct where the money | 


appropriated shall be expended. The Chair overrules the point 
of order. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask for a vote on the amendment. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I would like to be heard on the 
point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pointof order has been ruled upon. 

The question being taken upon the amendment of Mr. Brop- 
ERICK, it was rejected, there being —ayes55, noes 87. 

Mr. MERCER. I renew my substitute for the paragraph. 

Mr. PICKLER. Is not my amendment now in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. 
PICKLER] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add at end of line 5, page 64, the following words: 

“ Provided, further, That $100,000 of said sum shall, in the discretion of the 
Commission, be expended above Sioux City, lowa, in the protection of har- 
bors and rectification of bank protection on said river. 


Mr. BOWERS of California. I make a point of order on that 
amendment, and desire to be heard upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his point. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I make the point of order that 
this amendment proposes new legislation. This is the point 
which was raised on Saturday last against an amendment which 
I offered. I then called the attention of the Chair to the fact 
that my amendment proposed simply to direct the manner in 
which a partof the appropriation proposed by the bill should be 
expended. In the present case, as in that case, we have an ap- 

sropriation for a certain purpose, and it is proposed in the pend- 

ing amendment to say how a portion of this money shall be ex- 
pended. Now, according to the view of the Chair as expressed 
on Saturday last, the very fact of such an amendment being of- 
fered is to be construed as implying some conflict with existing 
law: otherwise, according tothe reasoning of the Chair, it would 
not be necessary to offer suchan amendment upon an appropria- 
tion bill. 

Although this point of order has not been made against other 
appropriations in the bill, no doubt it would have been equally 
good against them. I submit that in accordance with the de- 
cision heretofore given by the Chair, a point of order lies against 


this amendment for exactly thesame reasons that were regarded | 


as applicable to my amendment which was ruled out on Satur- 
day last. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that the point of order 
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The amendment of the gentleman from | 


Sill 


The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs on the amend- 
| ment of the gentleman from South Dakota {[Mr. Pick 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I desire to offer an amendment to that 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will send it up 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by inserting on page 64, line 1, after the word “ gaug is 
“the improvement to be begun at the mouth of the river.’’ 

The CHAIRMAN, That is not, the Chair thinks, an amend 


The Chair is of opinion that this amend- | 


| 
| 


} 
| 
j 
i 


of the gentleman from California {Mr. Bowers] is not well | 


taken. The present amendment does not propose to change ex- 

isting law, while the amendment offered by the gentleman from 

California on Saturday last did so propose. That is the differ- 

ence between the two propositions. The Chair overruies the 
int oforder. 

Mr. PERKINS. I desire to offer an amendment to the amend- 
ment, to make it conform to the action taken by the committee 
the other day. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
pending amendment? 

Mr.PERKINS. Yes. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let the amendment be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend the Pickler amendment as follows: 
“After the word * above’ insert the words ‘the south line of.’” 


Mr. SAYERS. Let us have a vote. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Has the Chair ruled upon the 
point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. It has been ruled upon. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I wish to say, if the Chair 
will sllow me—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is notin order. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gentleman from [owa[Mr. 
PERKINS] to the amendment of the gentleman from South Da- 
kota [Mr. PiokLEr]. ; 

The amendment of Mr. PERKINS was rejected. 


Does the gentleman desire to amend the 
g 


ment to the amendment offered by the gentleman from Sout! 
Dakota [Mr. PICKLER}. The gentleman will have 


an opportu 


| nity to offer it further on. The question is on the am: nt 
offered by the crentieman from South Dakota | Mr. Pic 
The amendment of Mr. PICKLER was rejected. 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. I now offer the amendment which was 


just read a moment ago. 

The amendment of Mr. BARTHOLDT was again read 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of tho 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT]. 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. MERCER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask a vote on my 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska[ Mr. M er- 
CER] offers an amendment to the paragraph, which the Clerk 
will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the whole section referring to Missouri! River Commission and 
substitute therefor the following: 

“Under the Missourl River Commission: For improving Missouri River 


from its mouth to the south line of Sioux City, lowa, including salaries, 
clerical, office, traveling, and miscellaneous expenses of the Missouri River 


Commission, surveys, permanent bench marks, and gauges, $740,000, {50 O00 0f 
which may be used for removal of snags and other like obstructions in the 
Missouri River above Sioux City, lowa, and from the south line thereof, to 
beex pended under the direction of the Secretary of War, and $150,000 o ich 
shall be expended in the construction, repair, maintenance, and ext: on 
of revetments, dikes, and other works between the southern boundary of the 


State of Nebraska and Sioux City, lowa.’ 


The CHAIRMAN. Thequestion is onthe amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. MERCER}. 

The question being taken, the Chairman announced that the 
“noes” seemed to have it. 

Mr. MERCER. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 62, noes ‘4. 

Accordingly, the amendment of Mr. MERCER was rejected. 


The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as 
follows: 

That section 4834 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be, an! the 
same is hereby, amended to read as fo:lows: 

“Soc. 4834. That the Board of Managers shall make an annual report of 
the condition of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers to the 


Secretary of War, to be submitted by him with his annual report to Con- 
gress at the commencement of each regular session thereof, and al! laws or 
parts of laws that require the Board to audit and examine or authenticate 
the accounts of the treasurer and visit the Home quarterly are hereby re- 
pealed.”’ 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, if I can get the attention of 


the committee, I wish to state that there are several gentlemen 
who desire to speak upon other portions of the bill. I asi unan- 
imous consent that the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
HENDERSON] be allowed fifteen minutes; that the gentleman 
from Indiana {Mr. HOLMAN] be allowed twenty minutes, and 
that the gentleman from Minnesota[Mr. MCCLEARY] be allowed 
thirty minu‘es. 

Mr. HOPKINS 

Mr. SAYERS. 
the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Generally? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes; and that forty minutes be devoted to 
the discussion of the pending propositions. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is a point of order on these propo- 
sitions. 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes; but gentlemen desire to make state- 
ments concerning them. 

TheCHAIRMAN. With the understanding that the points 
of order are reserved? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I will be obliged to object to 
this understanding, unless there is a division of time between 
the sides. 

Mr. SAYERS. These gentlemen desire tospeak upon various 
propositions in this bill, and they have had no opportunity to do 
so. Iam willing that they shall be granted permission. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Why not say two hours, and give 
each side an hour? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I will withdraw the objection, 
inasmuch as the gentleman from Texas {Mr. SAYERS] has been 
very kind tome. I wanted five minutes for myself, but it does 
not matter. 


of Illinois. On what point? . 
That these gentleman be allowed to address 
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Mr. COGSWELL. I would like to have the Chair state the | Mr. COGSWELL. I ask that I may have further time. 


request again. 
Mr. SAYERS. 
from Minnesota [Mr. MCCLEARY] be allowed thirty minutes in 
which to address the committee, and that the gentleman from 
Indisna[Mr. HOLMAN] be allowed twenty minutes, and that the 
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. HENDERSON] be allowed 


Mr. SAYERS. I ask thatthe gentleman may have such time 


I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman | as he requires. 


There was no objection. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Mr. Chairman, as I said before the inter- 
ruption, the result was the appropriation of a larger sum of 
money than in the last bill; the putting in the bill of several 


fifteen minutes, which makes sixty-five minutes; and that forty | matters requested by the managers and several clauses sug- 
minutes additional be allowed to gentlemen who wish to make | gested by the Inspector-General’s Department, looking to a bet- 


statements in regard to the pending amendments. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Do you think that will be long enough? 

Mr. SAYERS. I think so. If not, I will ask that the time be 
extended. 

Mr. LOUD. What subjects do gentlemen desire to discuss? 

Mr. SAYERS. They desire to speak, as I understand, on the 
general features of the bill, 

Mr. LOUD. They are likely to raise points that some gentle- 
men may desire to answer. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The requestof the gentleman from Texas 
is that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] have twenty 
minutes; that the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. MCCLEARY] 
have thirty; that the gentleman from North Carolina[Mr. HEN- 
DERSON] have fifteen minutes, and that forty minutes be given 
to general discussion of the provisions now under consideration. 
Is there objection to this request? 

Mr. LOUD. Unless there can be some time reserved by some- 
war to answer points that may be broughtup here, I shall have 
to object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 

Mr. LOUD. Isuggestto the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Say- 
ERS] that ke give us some time. 

Mr. SAY "nS. I will endeavor to arrange the matter. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to address myself 
to the point of order raised against these raphs, and in 
order to do so I desire briefly to explain what the paragraphs 
are. I hope I may have the attention of the committee in order 
that no misunderstanding, no misconceived or preconceived 
ideas may prejudice the fair consideration of these paragraphs. 
In the preparation of this bill the duty of considering and report- 
ing to the subcommittee having the matter in charge, the ap- 
propriation for the Soldiers’ Home, was by the assignment of the 
chairman devolved upon me. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I want to know if we are touching 
now the point of order which I have raised? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gegen situation is this: The 
gentleman from Illinois |Mr. BLACK] made a point of order 
against these paragraphs, which the Chair understands he re- 
serves. The discussion is going on independent of that point of 
order. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I have no objection to any arrange- 
ment that will satisfy the gentleman; but I do not want to be 
understood as waiving the point of order. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Oh, no; if the gentleman had heard me he 
would have known that I commenced by saying that I desired to 
address myself to the point of order, and in order to do so I de- 
sired briefly to review or explain the paragraphs against which 
the point of order aas been raised. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. The order of discussion is a little 
unustial, but T shall not object. 

Mr. SAYERS. I trust—— 

Mr. COGSWELL. When thg point of order is raised against 
an amendment, and I rise in good faith to discuss that point of 
order, ! think it is perfectly germane to the discussion that we 
should at least see what the amendments are against which the 
point of order is made. 

Tie CHAIRMAN. The Chair has recognized the gentleman 
to diseuss the paragraph, if he pleases to do so, the point of 
order being reserved. 

Mr. COGSWELL. I desire to say that in the preparation of 
this bill the duty was —— to me by the chairman, to con- 
sicer and report to the subcommittee these appropriations for 
tus» Soldiers’ Home. I considered the assignment as a matter 
of honor, and as devolving ujon me animportant responsibility. 
Full consideration was given iv every estimate recommended or 
suggested for this home. The manegers were heard at length ; 
the Inspector-Genoral’s ee whose duty it is to inspect 
and report upon the coudition of this home, was heard; the 
managers of the Soldiers’ Home were heard again in answer to 
suggestions from the Inspector-General’s Department, and as a 
result there were inco”»orated into this bill larger amounts than 
the bill carried before for this great home. ce age ang 
requested by the managers were incorporated the bill, and 
apnropriations made therefor. And from our examination of 


the report of the Inspector-General several limitations and im- 
provements weie also made in this part of the bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


| 





‘this Board of Managers 


ter administration and accounting of the moneys of this home 
and its branches. As this wasa matter close to my heart, and 
believing in the high character of the Board of Managers, be- 
lieving in the beautiful munificence of the Government in pro- 
viding these large and costly homes and so liberally providing 
for them, and believing that their interests were in friendly 
hands when in my charge, believing that the new clauses en- 
croach upon no prerogative or function of the Board of Managers, 
I was surprised, thinking that I had served the homes and the 
Board of Managers patriotically, friendly, and inaliberal spirit, 
to find coming from here and there, from this quarter and from 
that quarter, intimations that I had recommended to my sub- 
committee and my full committee that the Soldiers’ Home be 
laced in the unfriendly hands, as it was claimed, of the War 
epartment. 

Mr. Chairman, there are but few new clauses now pending in 
this bill. What are they? One requires that the treasurers of 
these homes shall give bond to the United States, instead of to 
the Board of Managers. Another simply requires that the Board 
of Managers, who now render their accounts and their estimates 
to the War Department, shall also, as a part and parcel of that 
transaction, render their annual report through the Secretary 
of War, instead of direct to the Speaker of this House, as now. 
What else? Simply that they shall render their accounts 
monthly, instead of quarterly, thereby saving, as the Second 
Auditor says, at least five months in the settlement of the ac- 
counts of this home. 

What else remains? Simply that the law now comp:lling the 
managers to visit the home quarterly shall be repealed,so that 
they shall not be compelled to visit it four times a year, but 
leaving them at liberty to visit the home as often as they please. 
And that, Mr. Chairman, is the length and breadth of these 
two paragraphs. Yetas soon asthe bill was reported to this 
House statements began to come to me from Grand Army posts 
and from newspapers, in which it was charged it had been at- 
tempted to put the Soldiers’ Home and the managers into what 
they have called ‘‘the unfriendly hands of the War Depart- 
ment.” WhenI have met a member of that board or a member 
of this House and shown to him and explained to him these par- 
agraphs there is not one of them yet who has been able to show 
wherein a function or a ee ee of the dignity or the power of 

as been encroached upon in the least. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, when this Government is paying out 
more than three millions annually of the peoples’ money in lib- 
eral disbursements to this home, is it unkind or unfriendly to re- 
— that the disbursing officers shall give bond to the United 

states instead of giving bond, as now, simply to the Board of 
Managers, where inacase of default, the Government has no 
power to sue on that bond and make the surety of that bond ac- 
countable. 

Mr. LUCAS. I desire toask the gentleman if the Board of 
Managers are required to give a bond? 

Mr. COGSWELL. The treasurer is. 

Mr. LUCAS. Lunderstand the treasurer is, but what 1 ask 
is whether the Board itself gives a bond? 

Mr. COGSWELL. Ido not understand that the Board gives 
a bond. Now, let me say one word further with reference to 
these treasurers’ bonds. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
hima question? 

Mr. COGSWELL. Certainly. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. As I understand it, this is the position 
you take: that this section to which you are calling the atten- 
tion of the House in no way interferes with the management of 
the soldiers’ homes by the Board? 

Mr. COGSWELL. Why, most certainly itdoes not. I would 
like anyone who opposes these paragraphs to pointouta line or 
a word wherein they inter ere with the functions of the Board 
of Managers. Speaking of the matter of the treasurers. all that 
is required by this paragraph is that a bond shall be given to 
the Government of the United States. We still leave with the 
Board of Managers the appointment and the removal of these 
treasurers. 

Mr. SAYERS. I would like to ask my colleague a question. 


, Can my colleague point out any difference between a pension 


agent who is required togivea bond to the United States, and the 
treasurer of one of these soldiers’ homes? If a pension agent 








1894. 





should be required to give a bond to the United States, why 
shouid not the treasurer of one of these homes, handling pub- 
lic money, be required to give bond? 

Mr.COGSWELL. I wasabouttospeakofthat. There is not, 
exceptin this department, a dollar of the public money given to 
a disbursing officer who does not givea bond to the United States. 
Now, you take the different pension agents, over whom my friend 
from Lllinois[Mr. BLACK] presided so admirably while he dis- 
charged the duties of Commissioner of Pensions—they rendered 
all their accounts direct to the oflicers of the Treasury. 

Now, then, as I said a moment ago, these treasurers will still 
be appointed and removed by the Board of Managers. The War 
Department will have nothing to do with that. 
quired that these treasurers shall give bond direct to the Gov- 
ernment fora proper accounting of the money that the Govern- 
ment gives them to disburse. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. 
call his attention to one matter? 

Mr. COGSWELL. Yes. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I wish the gentleman would ex- 
plain or tell us why this amendment should provide that the 
treasurers, etc., shall render their accounts monthly direct ‘ to 
such bureau of the War Department as the Secretary of War 
may designate, and after examination, the fiscal accounts shall 
be passed to the proper accounting officer of the Treasury for 
settlement.” Why not make them direct to the Treasury De- 
partment? 

Mr. COGSWELL. It is to put them in line with all other 
bureaus or institutions disbursing public money. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Except one. 

Mr. COGSWELL. What one is that? 

Mr. DOCKERY. There is only one exception to the rule in- 
voked, and that is the Department of Justice. The accounts of 
marshals and attorneys, and the various clerks of the courts, go 
direct to the Auditor; but with the exception of the Depart- 
ment of Justice, as I now recall it, and this Board of Man: gers 
of soldiers’ homes, all accounts of the Government are first re- 
viewed, and properly so, by the administrative office with which 
they are connected. And, as I understand, this is simply to 
bring this one in line with the provisions of the Jaws that gov- 
ern and control the auditing of such accounts in other depart- 
ments. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. You say this is in line with the 
accounting for other Departments? 

Mr. COGSWELL. It is to prevent this present anomalous 
condition of not bonding these disbursing officers of the Govern- 
ment, and not requiring them to render their accounts for 
audit and examination direct to a Department; and as my col- 
league from Missouri suggests, it is to put these accounts in line 
and in accord with the accounts of other bureaus of this Gov- 
ernment that expend public money. 

Now these paragraphs provide for a thorough accounting and 
for the accounts to be sent directly to the War Department in- 
stead of to the Board of Managers for audit and then to the War 
Department. 

Mr. DOCKERY. As the gentleman has well said—and I only 
desire to emphasize the point made by him—these accounts go 
there for audit; that is, for a preliminary review by the admin- 
istrative branch, before they go to the auditing officers. Now, 
this provision in no wise trenches upon the administrative func- 
tions of the Board. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Not in the least. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. But that is not the rule now. 

Mr. COGSWELL. No: the ruleis that these accounts shall 

© to the Board of Managers for examination and audit. and 
rom there be sent to the War Department. Now, the evidence 
before the committee was that this retards the settlement of 
these accounts some five months. 

It is also, I would say, anomalous for a board which directs the 
disbursement of money to audit the same. Take the case of the 
Pension Office. The accountsof the pension agents are not sent 
to the Commissioner of Pensions for examination and audit, but 
are sent directly to the Treasury Department itself: and in this 
connection I will ask the Clerk to read the letter which I send 
to the desk. 

The letter was read, as follows: 


Will the gentleman allow me to 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECOND AUDITOR, 
Washington, D. C., March 19, 1894. 


SIR: In compliance with your request of the i7th instant, I have the honorto 
siete thatthe accounts of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, 
to and including December 31, '892, have been settled in this office and the set- 
tiement revised and confirmed by the honorable Second Comptroller. The ac- 
counts of the Home for the quarter ending March 31. 1893, have been stated 
and transmitted to the honorable Second Comptroller for his action, and 
the accounts for the quarter ending June 30. 18/3, are under examination in 
this office. No vouchers showing expenditures made subsequent to June 
80, 1893, have as yet been received from the War Department, through which 
all these accounts are forwarded. 
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The balances charged against the National Home, 


as shown by the ks 
of this office, are as follows 2 
Support National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers 
No year sabiaen tamed : BS, Hs 
Tn a nniniven ee want ~g anieie ' 13, 974, 49 
1892, credit .... cen > 450. 87 
li ee 1, 401, 086. 09 
attri , 1, 850, 133 
Branch Home, Marion, Ind dandy 
Support State and Territorial homes 
Wi dwire ind bi 84, 195. 76 
ER 413, 561.75 
i er 431, 250. 00 
. 4, 149, 828. 84 
Deduct credit ......... 2, 459. 87 
Ee 4, 147, 368. 99 
The above credit for 1892, arises from the fact that there is a discrepancy 
in the accounts of the Home as shown by the acting treasurer's accounts 
current and the books of this office. The unexpended balance for 1802 coy 
ered into the Treasury by the acting treasurer was larger than the balance 
for that year remaining in his hands as indicated by the books his dis 


crepancy is a technical one and the appropriations are properly adjusted by 
the ‘l'reasury Department 

Attention is invited to the fact that the account for the quarter ending 
March 31, 1893, which has been stated, will not be entered upon the books 
until passed upon by the Second Comptroller. As stated by this office, it 
shows expenditures allowed and suspensions removed amounting to $743, 
349.64. 


In reply to your request for information whether in my Judgment the pro 
visions of the pending sundry civil appropriation bill requiring all disburs 
ing officers to give bonds to the United States and render their accounts 
monthly and relieving the Board of Managers from auditing the accounts 


of the treasurer will facilitate and expedite the settlement of the accounts 
in this office, I have to say that in my opinion such change in the existing 
course of procedure jill serve to materially expedite their settlement. Un 
der the present system of rendering the accounts at least a quarter's ac- 
counts of the several branches must be treated together. ’ The rendering of 
accounts monthly by each disbursing officer would save two months’ time 
in taking up the accounts in this office, and would obviate the congested 
condition due to necessarily treating so large an account as a wh Its 
division among the branches and rendering monthly would tend to many 
smaller settlements and a steady run of accounts before both the account- 
ing offices. 

Toe provision relieving the Board of Managers from the auditing of the 
séttlements and reducing the 
large balances charged against the Home. he actual time duriny which 
the vouchers are held for examination and revision by the acting treasurer 
is not definitely known to this office, as the accounts do not reach here di 
rectly, but are first subjected to examination in the War Department. It 
would appear, however, that such accounts are held by the Home about 
three months. The accounts for the quarter ending June 30, 1893, were not 
received at this office until February 21, 1894. 

The changes proposed by the two sections referred to should result in ad- 
vancing the settlement of the accounts five months at least, and it is hoped 
they could be brought still nearer the current date. The balance charged 
against the Home as a whole would in consequence be reduced by from a 
million and a quarter to a million and a half dollars, and instead of one 
large balance there would be a number of small ones, each covered by sep 
arate bond to the United States. 

Respectfully yours, 


le 


T. STOBO FARROW, Auditor. 


Hon. JOSEPH D. SAYERs, 
Chairman Commiitee on Appropriations, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Mr.COGSWELL. I desire to call attention to this letter from 
the Second Auditor, which has just been read, to say that the 
adoption of these paragraphs will expedite the settlement of 
these accounts at least five months, and I am inclined to think, 
holding in my hand, as I do, a protest from some soldiers organ- 
izution in Pittsburg, Pa., protesting against the proposed trans- 
fer, as they have been led to believe, of this home to the War 
Department. I am inclined to think that when these soldiers 
find out that they have been misled, and that these paragraphs 
are in the line of an honest attempt to expedite the settlement 
of the accounts of the home, to insist upon a more speedy and 
more responsible accounting, I am inclined to think they will 
transfer their indignation from this committee to those who have 
misinformed them on the subject. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have not gone into this matter as elab- 
orately as I would like to, but I want to call attention to the fact 
that by reason of the slow, tardy, and irregular methods of accaunt- 
ing now pursued, there is held upin the Auditor’s office against 
this home over three-quarters of a million of dollars to-day, and 
there is still further an unsettled amount which is somewhere 
in the neighborhood of a million and a half of dollars. 

As to what led the committee to propose these various clauses 
looking to better methods of accounting in that institution, let 
me state one or two facts. In previous bills we found an item 


under the heading ‘‘For outdoor relief and incidehtal ex- 
penses, $30,000." Now, whatdo gentleman think we found under 


that innocent caption? We found a salary of $4,000 for the 
president of the home as acting treasurer, and we found that of 
the whole amount under that heading, something less than $2,000 
was for actual outdoor relief. Under the samsa heading we 
found the salaries of certain clerks in the president's off 
Mr. VAN VOORHISof New York. I wish to ask the gentle- 
man if it was Gen. Butler who drew that salary” 
Mr. COGSWELL. No, sir; it was Gen. Franklin. 
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ler never drew any salary for his years of service as president 
of the home. 

Mr. DOCKERY. DoT understand my colleague on the com- 
mittee te say that under the item for ‘‘ outdoor relief,” the 
Board of Managers allowed the presidenta salary of $4,000a year 
as treasurer? 

Mr. COGSWELL. As acting treasurer. 

Mr. DOCKERY. And such allowance was then made for the 
first time in the history of the home, as I understand the gen- 
tleman? 

Mr. COGSWELL. Gen. Franklin was made president, and, 
as in the case of all other presidents preceding him, there was 
no salary attached to the office. Then they made him acting 
treasurer and give him $2,000. That ran along until three or 
four years ago, when they doubled the salary and made it $4,000. 

We also found that an inspector-general, who was paid $2,500 
for inspection, as was supposed, was in the president's office, 
doing the financial work there, or substantially a treasurer's 


uty. 

But, Mr. Chairman, Iam not now criticising that particular 
salary, and > pres sIshall not. I am simply showing the inves- 
tigation and consideration that the committee gave to this sub- 
ject, by the fact that they found on investigation that under the 

tem of ‘‘Outdoor relief and incidental expenses,” $30,000 was 
appropriated, of which over $27,000 was for salaries; and this 
right in face of the law which requires that the money for sala- 
ries shall be specifically appropriated for. That is one of the 
improvements that the committee propose to introduce here. 
In this bill we specify what is for outdoor relief, what is for in- 
cidental expenses, what is for thesalaries of the different officers 
of the home, and we provide that instead of beating around the 
bush by making the president acting treasurer, they may pay 
him $2,500 a year as president, but that heshall not be treasurer 
and have the disbursing and auditing of the money. 

Mr. MARSH. Does not each home have a treasurer? 

Mr.COGSWELL. Each branch home hasatreasurer. Then 
we provide a competent salary for a treasurer, but say that he 
shall not perform the duties of president. And we also pro- 
vide that no member of that Board except the president and 
the secretary shall drawa salary. We introduced that clause 
after ascertaining that the Board had, on some occasions, em- 

loyed their own members and paid them counsel fees of three 
undred or five hundred dollars, and for superintending certain 
constructions, 

Mr. MARSH. Who received counsel fees? 

Mr. COGSWELL. Ido notecare tosay. Another thing that 
we have done is to require the Managers, when they get an ap- 
propriation for a certain purpose, to spend it for the pu for 
which the appropriation is made, and for that alone. hy did 
we do that? We found that new barracks were estimated for in 
the Fifty-second Congress. The Committee on Appropriations 
did not see fit at that time to recommend an appropriation for 
the barracks, but what did we find when we examined the ac- 
counts of the home? We found that the barracks had been 
built. Where dic they get the money? They took half of it 
from the nf ig te for this, that, and the other items, and 
half out of the = fund, which is a private fund. Now, tell me 
who owns that berracks, the cost of which was taken half from 
the appropriations made in an appropriation bill, and the other 
half from the post fund? 

These paragraphs are all in the interests of bettering the con- 
dition of these homes. They are no reflection at all u the 
present Board of Managers. The members of the Board are all 
able, honorable men, distin ed soldiers of the late war, and 
the committee do not wish it understood for a moment that any 
reflection upon their integrity isintended. But the committee do 
say that there is necessity for a better system of accounting. 
Thers is necessity for a better method of disbursing this $3,000,- 
000.0f the people’s money annually for this home, and we do insist 
that these paragraphs are improvements which will cause to be 
better administered this large sum of money, and thereby will 
effectually benefit the inmates of the home. 

I am sorry that these paragraphs have been prejudiced by the 
unfair and untrue statement, which I hope! have now successfully 
refuted, that it is an attempt to put this institution (which is as 
dear to my heart as to the heart of te ee the managers) 
under the so-called “unfriendly control” of the War Depart- 
ment. Why, sir, the law al ly requires these officers to sub- 
mii their estimates and accounts to the War tment. Is 
there any hostility in requiring them to send with their estimates 
and accounts their annual report, instead of sending it here, so 
that you may find the report where you find the estimates and 
the accounts? Is it any hostility to the m rs or the inmates 


of this home to save five months in the set nt of these ac- 
counts, and relieve the Board of M from the a 
their own expenditures, which Gen. himself says is a 


useless burden? 
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Oh! if this committee would only understand the purposes of 
these paragraphsand their merits it would not hesitate to adopt 
them. With the facts appearing before your committee they 
could not, as honorable and conscientious men, obliged to re- 
port to the House the best methods of taking care of this ap- 
propriation, do otherwise than they have done: and upon this 
statement, which can not be successfully contradicted, this Com- 
mittee of the Whole can not do otherwise, it seems to me, than 
incorporate these paragravhs in the bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I suggest to my colleague that there will 
be no trouble about the committee if the point of order is with- 
drawn. The committee will stand by the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Talk about transferring this home to the 
War Department! I want to say it would be a good thing if 
the Board of Managers would read the existing law. Mem- 
bers of that Board whocame before the committee did not know, 
until we pointed out the law, that they had to make their esti- 
mates to the War Department, and in apologizing for a certain 
branch treasurer they said they were obliged by law to appoint 
as treasurers disabled soldiers, forgetting, or not knowing, that 
for several years the disability clause has been stricken out by 
Congress, and that any Union soldier could be appointed to the 
position of treasurer. I say that when they undertake to talk 
about the law, their remarks should be taken with alittle grain of 
caution. I have nothing further to say. 

)Mr. BLACK of Illinois obtained the floorand said: Mr. Chair- 
man, whatlength of time has been occupied by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts |Mr. Co@SWELL]? 

The CHAIRMAN Twenty minutes. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I believe the gentleman has spoken 
withoutlimit, Ishall be obliged if the Committee of the Whole 
will extend to me a similar courtesy. 

Mr. COGSWELL. I hope that will be done. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BLACK] 
asks that he be allowed to address the committee without limit. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BLACK of Lllinois. Mr. Chairman, I shall first address 
myself briefly to the point of order upon which this debate has 
arisen; and then for a little time by permission of the commit- 
tee I will speak to the merits of the proposition under consider- 
ation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that so far as the 
point of order is concerned his view is very clear as to what the 
ruling should be; and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BLAcK] 
need not take uptime discussing that point, unless he especially 
desires to do so. 

Mr. SAYERS. Does the Chair sustain the point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has not ruled, but has simply 
intimated to the gentleman from Illinois that he need not ad- 
dress his remarks to the Chair on that point. The Chair has 
no desire to interfere with the arranrement or understanding 
in regard to the debate. 

Mr. BLACK of Lllinois. Mr. Chairman, this home was or- 
anized as a corporation by an act of Congress passed in 1865, 
n i866 the act of incorporation was amended, and all the cor- 

te powers ordinarily enjoyed by a corporation were con- 
erred upon this institution, including the power to take, hold, 
and on of real estate, to appoint its own officers, and gener- 
ally to do all things that a corporate body may do. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. Has this corporation the power to sue? 

Mr. BLACK of Lllinois. It has the power to sue and besued, 
to contract and be contracted with. 

Among the things required of the Board of Managers of this 
institution were those specified by the section which this bill 
seeks to amend—the section providing that the Board of Mana- 
gers shall make an annual report to Congress on the first Mon- 
day of every January, and requiring the Board to audit and ex- 
amine the reports of its treasurer. This duty has been well per- 
formed; there has been no omission of the duty at any time. 

Congress has dealt very munificently with this Board; it has 
iven them during the past about $10,000,000, the appropriations 

ing made from time to time as the —— army of invalids 
in the homes increased in number. r. Chairman, there has 
been no loss to the homeofadoliarof money. A suit was brought 
upon the bond of the former president, Gen. Benjamin F. Butler, 
anda recovery had upon that suit; and the matter is now pending 
for final adjustment in the United States courts in the State of 
Massachusetts. One other suit has been brought—a suit against a 
recent treasurer in the State of Wisconsin for an amount aggre- 

ting baps as much as $300. These are all the legal steps 
that it been necessary to adopt to protect in their integrity 


all of these enormous disbursements; and I think I may safely 


ee the production of a similar record anywhere in the 
This statement, so far as the economies of the situation are 


concerned, will strike this committee more forcibly by means 
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of the recital of three or four facts than by any amount of argu- 
ment which I might indulge in. 

There are to day in the War Department expenditures made 
upon its medical corps in the way of salaries and allowances, of 
$418,000 to pay forthe medical attendance upon the Army of the 
Uni'ed States, composed of a body of young and able men se- 
lected for their soundness and their fitness as soldiers. The 
medical attendance upon this body of men costs the Govern 
ment of the United States in the way of salaries and allowances 
$418,000 per year. The attendance upon the National Home 
amounts in the course of a year to an average of 23,000—nearly 
as many men as there are in the regular Army. 

Those men are distributed among seven national homes,every 
man presumably incapacitated for earning a living because of 
physical disability; and the average number of patients in the 
hospital, independentof invalids in the camps, is nearly 3,000 per 
annum, taken day by day through the entire year. Here then 
is an army of invalids; and, gentlemen, the medical attendance 
upon this whole army costs the Government of the United States 
in the way of salaries only $48,000. There are the figures of 
these two establishments to be contrasted with each other. An 
army of invalids under the management of this Board costs the 
Government for medical attendance less than $48,000; an army 
of sound men under the administration of the War Department 
costs the Government $418,000 a year. We object to increasing 
the possible expenditures for this invalid army by putting them 
in the charge of a department so much more expensive in its 
outfit than the one we are now conducting. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Will the gentleman allow me—— 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. In a moment—not now. 

The home now under discussion is distinct entirely from the 
Military National Home of the United States, which has its sta- 
tion near Washington. This is the home for disabled volunteer 
soldiers; that is the National Home for soldiers of the regular 
Army. The average cost per annum of each inmate in the Na- 
tional. Home (and no word of scandal, no word of accusation is 
raised against the management) is $417; while the total cost of 
each inmate of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Sol- 
diers (excluding construction and repairs in both instances) 
averages only $143 per annum. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman allow me a word? 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Certainly. 

Mr.SAYERS. From year to year there has been appropria- 
ted for outdoor relief and incidental expenses $30,000. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SAYERS. By outdoor relief, as [ understand, is meant 
that when an old soldier is found anywhere without the means 
to take him to one of the homes, the Board or any member of 
the Board may contribute out of this fund of 330,000 enough to 
take him toa home. Will the gentleman from Illinois state to 
this committee how much of this appropriation of $30,000 for 
outdoor relief and incidental expenses was actually used for out- 
door relief, and how much for incidental expenses, and will he 
also state what those incidental expenses were? 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I have not the exact figures before 
me; and I am not able to answer the gentleman's question. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will answer the question. The main pur- 
pose of this appropriation was for outdoor relief, that is, to help 
the old soldier along. But the Board did not use but a little 
more than a thousand dollars for outdoor relief. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. What was it used for? 

Mr. SAYERS. The balance of the money was used to pay 
traveling expenses and salaries of members of the Board, or 
rather the salaries of the treasurer, secretary, and president of 
the Board. I believe you allowed him $5,000 a year. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Four thousand dollars a year. 

Mr. SAYERS. Four thousand dollars a year. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. 
these two officers, the secretary and acting treasurer—not the 
president—that leaves $24,000. 

Mr.SAYERS. Howdo youaccountfor the remaining $24,000? 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. We account for it upon vouchers 
that were sent in, in detail, approved in full by the Board itself. 

Mr. SAYERS. 
for what purpose that sum of $24,000 was expended? 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Iam unable to tell you what it was 
expended for; but the vouchers on file in the Treasury Depart- 
ment show the expenditure of every cent of it. 

Mr. SAYERS. Unquestionably. I do not doubt that. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Now, in regard to this matter—— 

Mr. COGSWELL. I have the figures. Will the gentleman 
let me read them? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes, read them. 

Mr. COGS WELL (reading): 


One treasurer, 34,000; one secretary, $2,000; one inspector-general, 83,000; 
two assistant inspectors-general, $5,000; four clerks in president’s office, 
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$4,300; three clerks for managers, $1,160; o se in 
$144; four agents, $2,460; one messenger f rent i ‘ 
of managers and officers, #7,500; outdoor: s ys * ‘ 


stationery, expressage, etc., $750 


Mr. SAYERS. Now, I want to ask the gentleman from 1 
nois, in view of that statement, which is correct, does he 





think that Congy/ess ought to regulate the method in which ap 
propriations for incidental expenses are disbursed? 

Mr. BLACK of Lilinois. The chairmanof the Committee on 
Appropriations has prepared and submitted a bill which cov 
the various points that are mentioned in the 
read by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. ¢ SWELL], 
and he allows in that bill, and the commi » identi- 
cal expenditures which have just been recited by way of explana- 
tion, except that the salaries of some of the ollicers have 
reduced. 

Mr. SAYERS. 
$4,000 to $2,000. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. No, to $2,500; but the point that w 
sought to be made was that there was something mysterious 

Mr. SAYERS. Not at all. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois (continuing). Or improper about the 
expenditure of this money, which was appropriated for this 
identical purpose. In past years there may have been a com 
bining of items. That is ~ criticism which applies to former 
committees, and not to the expenditure of these items by the 
Board themselves; and when the committee brought in this 
bill they believed, as they believe to-day, that all the items of 


memorandum just 
oO 





tee allow, t 
been 
We reduce t 


he salary of your president from 


is 


| the expenditures here recited were absolutely necessary for the 
management and conduct of this board. 


| be distributed among twenty-nine different homes, 
| different parts of the country, from the Atlantic to the Paci 


Well, taking out that $6,000 paid to | 


Will the gentleman state to the committee | 


Mr. COGSWELL. But not as you distributed it. 

Mr. BLACK of [llinois. You made a deduction in one in- 
stance, and you have struck out two officers, and [ will speak of 
that presently. On page 81, in line 20, and on page 82, down to 
line 11, it will be found that the gentlemen of the Committee on 
Appropriations have gone over these expenditures, and have 
adopted them and appropriated for them. 

Let me say, Mr. Chairman, that a great fund of $3,009,000, to 
located in 
fle 
can not be distributed without the incurrence of incidental ex- 
penses, that it can not be done without travel and the payment 
of traveling expenses; and to show that these gentlemen appre 
ciate that fact, I need only to call the attention of the commit 
tee to the fact that on page 82 of the pending bill this commi 
tee proposes to allow for traveling expenses of the Board of 
Managers and other officers, $7,000, a saving of only $500 to the 
year's traveling expenses of the Boardanditsofficers. The items 
are all right, Mr. Chairman. Now.itseems to me that thet 
eling expenses and other incidental expenses are such as would 
commend themselves not only to the Committee on Approprin- 
tions, but to every gentleman who understood the duties that 
were to be performed by the Board. 

Now, turn to another point of saving which these gentlemen 
have proposed to make. They point to the fact that we had one 
inspector-general at $3,000, one at $2,500, whom they prop: to 
strike out, and another at aboutthe samesum. The gentleman 
whose salary it is proposed to strike out,Gen. Averill, of 
York, is a man who has visited every State home, under the law 
inspected every State home to see that the moneys of the Gover 
ment voted by the last Congress were properly expended in th 
State homes, and thatthe State homes were properly complying 
with the requirements of Congress in the law enacted two years 


’ 


ago. 
Mr COGSWELL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman allow 
me—— 


Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Yes. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Of course itis forthe Board of Managers to 
select which one of their two assistant inspectors-general they 
willdrop; but the committee supposed that Gen. Averill wou 
retained, and that the inspector-general, who is now substan- 
tially doing the duty of the treasurer in the president's office, 
would be the one whose services as an inspector-general would 
be dispensed with, inasmuch as we appropriated $2,000 for a 
treasurer, instead of having the president act as the treasurer; 
and if they do, as I should think they would do, they will take 
this inspector-general and make him the treasurer, and give 
him the $2,000 that the bill allows, and not drop Gen. Averill, 
who is doing inspector s work, while the other one does not do 
inspector’s work. 

Mr. BLACK of [llinois. 


i be 


1s 


Supposing that to be true, where 


the saving to the Government in changing the name of the 
Officer? Itisnot tobefound. But gentleman of the committce, 
ineverything that relates to the good management of this Board, 
I believe it will compare favorably with any institution of the 


kind that has ever been established in the world. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts {Mr. C 


GSWELI 


.| spoke of 
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the fact that he was not unkindly toward the Board. I acquit 
him now of any such feeling. I can not conceive that there is 
reason for his having any such feeling, and therefore I believe 
that the feeling does not exist; but the reason that I, as a Repre- 
sentative upon this floor, oppose these pending amendments is, 
that the passage of these amendments will substantially trans- 
fer the affairs of this home to the War Department, and that is 
the point to which I shall speak. 

As it is at present constituted and organized, the managers of 
the Board are all retired or recent volunteers Federal officers. 
They have a secretary, they have a treasurer, whose bond is 
given to the United States in the sum of $100,000. That bond is 
given by him to the Government, and is good for every dollar 
that is paid tohim. The disbursements are made through the 
Treasury Department to the treasurer first of all, then by him 
the fund is given out, as the requisitions call for it, to the vari- 
ous treasurers in the several branches of the National Home, 
and earch one of those treasurers gives a bond to the board of 
managers for the faithful disbursement of every dollar of this 
money. So that in this case, as perhaps in no other case in the 
history of the Government, there are two bonds provided in 
every case for the safety of every dollar that is disbursed under 
the appropriation. 

The Board as at present constituted, gentlemen of the com- 
mittee, isa board that is independent of any of the Departments. 
It reports, under existing law, directly to the Congress of the 
United States. It has been separated entirely from the opera- 
tions of the War Department. Recently encroachments have 
been made, but for twenty-three years nearly of its career it 
made its reports right here; and in the very nature of the case 
there was an indisposition upon the part of the volunteer sol- 
diers, whoare entitled to the benefits of the homes, to be brought 
under the control of any other than their own former associates. 

Now, there may be no good reason for the feeling upon the 
part of the members o! that home that they should not be placed 
under the control of the Regular Army organization. but they 
have that feeling. There are 23,00Uof them who are volunteers, 
They want to be under control of their own officers. As I have 
shown you, their affairs have been administered in the most 
economical manner, and in a most satisfactory manner; and un- 
less there is good reason for it, they donot want to be put under 
the regular A my organization of the United States. 

Mr. COGSWELL. If the gentleman will allow me, I wish he 
would explain—— 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I want to goon a little farther, and 
then I will give the gentleman time. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Ido not wish anytime. I wish you would 
explain the statement you have just made. You were unable to 
explain itin the committee, and you have been substantially 
where these paragraphs put you ever since 1875. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I will explainit. At this time, as F 
said before, Mr. Chairman, this Bourd of Managers make their 
report direct to the Congress of the United States. The pending 
measure provides that they shallrender their accounts monthly, 
direct to such bureau of the War Department as the Secretary 
of War shall designate. 

And the next paragraph pending provides that all laws and 
parts of laws that require the Board to audit and examine or au- 
thenticate the accounts of the homes and visit the homes quar- 
terly, are hereby repealed. Then there are other parts of this 
bill, to which I have not taken exception, that provide for the in- 
spection of these homes by the Inspector-General’s Office of the 
War Department. 

And now, will the gentleman iro: Massachusetts [Mr. Cocs- 
WELL] tell me how it is justifiable to taks away the rightful 
power to visit these homes and to inspect and audit the accounts 
of these treasurers; to transfer these treasurers’ reports to a bu- 
reau of the War Department; to destroy the bonds that have 
been given by these treasurers to the homes, and require them 
to substitute others for the approval of the Secretary of War: 
hew it is possible to take away the right of the Board to audit 
accounts and visit homes? I know very well what the gentle- 
man’s answer will be. I will wait for a moment at this point. 

Mr. COGSWELL, There is-nothing in these paragraphs that 

revents the Board of Managers from exercising “he most care- 

ul scrutiny over the expenditure of this money. You can call 
upon the treasurers for a financial statement at the end of every 
~ if you want to. 

fr. BLACK of Illinois. Now, I will speak as to that point. 
The only power we have—— 

Mr. COGSWELL. I have not fully answered. The law com- 
pels you now to visit these homes four,times a year. We take 
the compulsory part of the law out and permit you to visit them 
every week if you wish so to do. 

Mr. BLACK of Illitois. Now, we will see about that. The 
power of this Board to audit the accounts of the treasurers isa 
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| power given it bystatute. Thislaw expressly repeals the power 
| of the Board to audit asingle account. That is done in line 24, 
page 84. The only power we have to examine the accounts of 
the treasurers is me byexistinglaw. This billexpressly takes 
away that power. See line 24, on page 84, and lines 1 and 2 on 
page 85 of the pending bill. Theonly power that this Board has 
| to authenticate the accounts of its treasurer, the man who 
| receives the money from the Government under a $100,000 bond, 
is given by the statutes. This bill takes away that power in 
| lines 1 and 2 on pagesS. The only right that the Board of Man- 

agers has to visit one of these homes as a board, and to have 
| its expenses borne upon such investigation, is a power given by 
| Section 4834 of the Revised Statutes. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Will the gentleman allow me there? 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. In one moment. That power is ex- 

| pressly repealed by the first line on page 85. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Does the gentleman mean to say that the 
Board of Managers, put in charge of a home with several 
branches, has not the inherent power to visit the home and its 
branches? 

Mr. BLACK of Lllinois. I do. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Do you mean to say that when you get 
$7,000 for the purpose of traveling on visits to this home and its 
branch's that you have no power to visit them? 

Mr. BLACK of Lllinois. I say that exactly. I am not twist- 
ing any language when | say that the only povrer that this Board 
has to visit these homes, as a Board, and inspect them, was the 
power given in section 4834 of the Revised Statutes; and you 
take it all away. 1lcan imagine myself, as a member of that 
Board, presenting its accounts for the expenses of a visit to 
Hampton or Togas, or anywhere else, to some critical clerk in 
the Treasury Department, and being met with the question, 
‘* Where is the statute that authorizes you to make this expen- 
diture? That statute, gentlemen, was repealed by the act of 
1894.” There is no answer to that. 

Mr. COGSWELL. When you are given $7,000 in that bili for 
that very purpose? 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. It isnot given for that purpose. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Is there not a provision there for travel- 
ing expenses of $7,000? 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. No, sir. You are mistaken as to the 
phraseology. It is ‘‘for traveling expenses of the Board of 
Managers and their officers, $7,000.” 

Mr. COGSWELL. Exactly. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Now, then, when you take away the 
power to visit and take away the duty to visit, you thereby take 
away the right to make a single voucher for the expenses. 

Mr. COGSWELL. You may amend the provision so as to 
make it as plain as youdesire; but I think it wholly unnecessary. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I do not want to amend it. I think 
the language is couched on the idea that the Board of Managers 
was to be destroyed as the controlling officials, and that there 
should be substituted therefor an officer of the Inspector-Gen- 
eral's Office. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That they should retire into 
innocuous desuetude. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. That they should retire into innoc- 
uous desuetude. Thankyou, sir. That is appropriate. 

The part of this bill to which I desire to call attention at this 
time, in order to make clear the pointI have made, and to which 
I have no objection at all, is on page 85, line 15: 

That hereafter, once in each fiscal year, the Secretary of War shall cause 
a thorough inspection to be made of the National Home for Disabled Vol- 
unteer Soldiers, its records, disbursements, management, discipline, and 
condition, such inspection to be made by an officer of the Inspector-Gen- 
eral’s Department, who shall report thereon in writing, and said report 
shall be transmitted to Congress at the first session thereafter. 

So that in the very law that repealed the right of the Board 
of Management to visit these Homes, there is another section of 
the law providing for an inspection by an officer of the Inspector- 
General's Oltice. So that in the very law in which the recital 
is made of the traveling expenses of the Board of Managers, 
another officer is provided for. It is in the face of the act re- 
pealing the only law that allowed them to make quarterly visits 
for inspection; and no means of visiting these homes is left to 
the Board except they pay their own expenses, and they have 
nothing allowed them whatever with which to pay those ex- 
penses except this amount mentioned here. 

Mr.COGSWELL. “Seven thousand dollars. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois Why do you provide for an inspec- 
tion by an officer provided by the War Department? I do not 
ob ect to that. I am not standing here to put obstacles in the 
way of the most thorough and radical inspection of the homes; 
but if you want to remove the Board of Management from its 
control, this is the legislation thst will doit. If you want to re- 
move the power of inspecting these homes from the Board of 
Managers, this is the legislatien that will doit. And if, after 
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they are removed, and the right of inspection, except at their 
own expense, has gone, you want to provide for control by the 
War Department, this is the legislation that will do it. 

Now, then, if the Congress of the United States shall desire at 
any time to change the management of these homes and to put 
them under other control, let a bill be brought in for that pur- 
pose, and let it be fought fully and manfully out on the floor of 
this House. But to report a measure on an appropriation bill 
which takes away all the powers of the Board of Managers is todo 
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by indirection that which should only be done by the American | 


Congress directly, openly, and honestly. 

Now, as having to do with the management of these homes. I 
want to say that the passage of the law as it stands here is in 
effect to transfer all this great corporation, with all its power, 
from the Board of Management, and from the control of Con- 
gress, into the hands of the War Department. Every dollar of 
the money that is voted by the Congress of the United States for 


these homes is to-day, under existing law and regulations, four | 


times inspected. 

I want to call the attention of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. COGSWELL] to that statement, and if I am misin- 
formed he will correct me. I say that every dollar of the money 
that is voted to these homes is four times audited. First, every 
dollar of it is audited by the Board. It is charged with thit 


reached. Yousay that suppose you are about to throw the Board 


of Managers outof this audit, you have left the three othe e- 
guards, but I say that even a superficial examination by the 
Board of Managers is better than no examination ut all, and that 


if we are going to be responsible for the expenditure of this 
money we have the duty laid upon us, and it is our right to ex- 
amine the vouchers and accounts; yet you propose in this bill to 
take away our right to audit those accounts. 

Mr. COGSWELL. No. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Whynot? Whatdo you mean, then! 

Mr. COGSWELL. I mean to say thit these treasurers are 
under your control, that the inspector-general is under your 
control, and that you can have a daily inspection of those ac 
counts and vouchers if you desire. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois (reading): 

And all laws or parts of laws that require the Board to audit and examine 


or authenticate the accounts of the treasurer and visit the home quarterly 
are hereby repealed. 


2 


That is what you propose to do. 
Mr. COGSWELL. We propose to do away with this audit 
bec.iuse the Second Auditor says that it delays thess accounts 


| five months, and because when you do come together and audit 


duty. Three men are generally detailed at each branch to ex- | 


aminethe matters. Theyareexamined by taking up the vouchers 
and comparing them with the ledger accounts of the treasurers. 
That is number one. 


Number two is this: Duplicates of the | 


vouchers are sent to the general treasurer’s office in Hartford, 


and there all the time they are patiently at work going care- 
fully through them, auditing and examining every account to 
the smallest sum. 


these ac-ou its itdoes not amount to anything, when in an after- 
noon you can examine three yeurs’ vouchers and accounts 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I wiatto call the gentleman s atten- 
tion to a lamentable error of fact into which he his fallen. 
These accounts thit we examines aro the retained accounts, and 
in the meantime the originals have gone to the War Depart 
ment, so that their audit there is not retarded for an hour by 


| our audit. 


Mr. COGSWELL. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? | 


Mr. BLACK of Illinois(continuing). The third auditis this. 
These accounts to-day are transmitted through the War Depart- 
ment, under this restrictive legislition to which I have referred, 
to the Second Auditor, and are there examined as every other 
account is examined. So that that makes three audits. And 
the fourth examination is made in the Comptroller's Office, 
where they are finally allowed or disallowed. So that there are 
four separate and distinct ex i:minations of these accounts before 
their final passage and allowance. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt 
him there? 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. 

Mr. COGSWELL. 
to do away with the audit which is made by the Board of Mana- 


Certainly. 


| set that goes to the. War Depirtment and the set 


Mr. COGSWELL. Then, if that is so, you send the ace 
to the War Depa tment before you audit them? 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. We send one set of accounts to the 
War Department and another set is retained. So that your 
point is not correct. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Do they pass in the Treasury Department 
upon the unaudited accounts that you send ‘them, or upon the 
audited ones that you send them later? 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. We send the Treasurer, through the 
War Department, one set of theses vouchers, and they are aud- 
ited. The set that go s to Gen. Franklin as treasurer and the 
that is re- 
The point the gentleman 


runts 


tained are exact copies of each other. 


| was miking wis that by doing away with this audit by the Board 


| he would expedite the settlement of the accounts. 
It is the purpose of one of these paragraphs | 


ers auditing their own accounts and their own disbursements. | 


ow, let us see how these accounts are audited by the Board of 
Managers. I have here the record of a meeting of this Board. 
It met in Boston on the 18th. It then met on the 20th, a day's 
journey away, at Portland. Assuming that they came together 
th the morning, or at noon of the 20th, I tind that on motion the 
accounts of the Eastern Branch from March 31, 1890, to March 31, 
1893, were examined that afternoon, found to be correct, re- 

rted, and approved bythe Board. What kind of an auditing is 
that which will go through three years’ accounts of one of those 
homes in an afternoon? Tween to say it is quite evident that it 
was merely pro forma and perfunctory. 

Mr. BLACK of [llinois. I will tell the gentleman. The ac- 
count is audited in this way. The vouchers have been carefully 
kept and prepared by the treasurer and are there in their exact 
numerical order. His ledger is spread open. The accounts are 
taken up, number by number, one member of the Board sitting 
there to call the name and the amount, and the other to exam- 
ine the voucher to see that it is for the correct amount and is 
properly signed and is for a proper expenditure, and ir that way 
the three or four hundred vouchers that go to make up a quar- 
ter’s expenditure are all examined. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Youdo not want me to tell you how the 
accounts were at Togus, do you? 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. No, I do not care for that. 

Mr. COGSWELL. I do not want to, but I can. [Laughter]. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Does the gentleman mean to say that 
any fault is to be found with the accounts at Togus? 

Mr. COGSWELL. With the methods of keeping them. 

; _ BLACK of Illinois. Was not the money all accounted 
or 

Mr. COGSWELL. It was accounted for, about one-fifth of it, 
in memorandum checks and duebills. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. To whom were the checks given? 

Mr. COGSWELL. It was not cash, at any rate. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. They were just the same as cash. I 
did not pass upon that account and I do not know about it in de- 
tail, but I know that every dollar of the money was accounted 
for properly and will pass the audit of the Treasury when it is 


reer 


Now, | tell 
him that he would not expedite it one-half minute, for the rea- 
son I have stated. Yet it is proposed here to take away our 
power so that we shall not know what is done by our own offi- 
cials. Now, it seems to me utterlyidleto have a Boardof Man- 
agers an tocontinue them in nominal control, while at the same 
time youremovefromthem the right of inspecting and auditing 
the accounts of the institution, and put in control the Inspector- 
General s Office of the War Department. It amounts toa trans- 
fer; it was meant to bring about a transfer, even if my friend was 
not a party to that intention. 

Mr. SAYERS. Does my friend mean to say that any other 
member of the committee could b» a party to it without the gen- 
tleman from Masguichusetts being one? 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I have followed that point as far as 
I desire to. 

Mr. SAYERS. I wish to understand the gentleman. 
not wish an innuendo or intimation. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I have indulged in no innuendo or 


I do 


intimation. I state what results n°cessarily from the proposed 
legislation. Thatisall. The thought of an innuendo or inti- 


mation is not in the cise atall. I state that if this proposed 
legislation is enacted. then this Board of Managers becomes a 
perfunctory organization and had better be dispensed with at 
once, for their real duties will devolve upon an official of the 
War Department, or on the bureau chief that he may designate 
to perform them. 

Mr. SAYERS. That is not the language to which I object. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I will withdraw any language that 
the gentleman from Texas ob ects to if he thinks it has any per- 
sonal bearing on him, for I did not so intend it or think it. 

Mr. SAYERS. 1 do not refer to myself more than to any 
other member of the committee. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. If you will have recited the exact 
language used, you will find that it bears no such construction 
and never was intended to bear any such construction. What 
| have said and what I repeat, is that, according to my best 
judgment, if you enact this amendment into law you destroy the 
power of the Board and instate the War Department fully in 
control of these homes, and that in the light of what I have 
already said, you do it without any considerations of economy or 
of wise policy, and without any demand on the part of the in- 





eee 





3118 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


mates of the homes for anychange. Let me say in closing, Mr. 
Chairman, that there are not to-day upon the face of the earth 
23,000 old men better cared for, better housed, or more heartily 
in accord with those who are charged with their management, 
than the 23,000 men who are now under the control of the Board 
of Managers of this Home. 

No man among them has asked that this transfer be made. 
When the Board of Managers speak in their presence they come 
to us as old men come to their chosen guardians, to those hav- 
ing charge of their interests, they come to us with their little 
stories, with their little troubles, with their little distresses, 
they seek us and talk to us as plainly and as pleasantly as gen- 
tlemen sit down and talk together. There is no rudeness about 
them, there is no discourtesy. There is nothing of the awful 
surrounding the Board of Managers. It is a body of gentlemen 
who intend to discharge their duties to those who are commit- 
ted to their charge without partiality, favor, or affection, and 
with the highest regard to proper economy; and when I show 
you again finally that the War Department requires $418,000 
per annum for its expenditure for medical attendance for 25,000 
wel! men, while we expend inall the homes but $48,000 for simi- 
lar attendance for an army of invalids; when I show you that this 
home here, which stands upon the hill and which we all ad- 
mire, which has existed since 1855, is conducted under the reg- 
ular Army management at an expense of $217 per man per an- 
num, while our homes are conducted at an expense of $143 per 
man, I think I have shown beyond question that this transfer 
can not be made on the ground of economy. 

I say again, Mr. Chairman, in closing, that if the Congress of 
the United States shall desire to disrupt this organization, to 
call it to the bar for offenses, to charge it with dereliction of 
duty, there is a way in which that can be done, and an hour 
when such accusations can be heard. But to undertake to do 
this by saddiing upon an appropriation bill destructive provi- 
sions is not fatr to this home, is not fair to the country. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. CANNON], a member of the subcommittee who prepared 
this bill, desires to address the Committee of the Whole. Lask 
the gentleman how long? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois, I think I shall not want more than 
ten minutes—probably not that much. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask consentthat the gentleman from Illinois 
allowed to address the Committee of the Whole without 

imit. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, in the preparation 
of this bill the chairman of the subcommittee, Governor Say- 
ERS, very properly assigned the soldiers’ home items to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, Gen. COGSWELL, firston account 
of his experience, he having been for many years upon thecom- 
mittee that prepared this bill; second, on account of his infelli- 
gence as a legislator; and third, because he is not only a states- 
man of experience, but was a gallant soldier in the volunteer 
army in the late war. So that from every standpoint he seemed 
to be well equipped to do this service without prejudice and for 
the best interests of the homes. 

Now, I must confess, after listening to my colleague from Illi- 
nois[Mr. BLACK], that while he has said much with whichI am 
heartily in sympathy touching the desirability of good manage- 
ment for these soldiers’ homes, and while I accept also the state- 
ment that the management has been good, lam not insympathy 
at all with the assumption that anybody connected with this 
House or any of its committees has thought favorably for a mo- 
ment of trans erring the m nagement of the soldiers’ homes di- 
rectly or indirectly from the managers as they are now consti- 
tuted under the law. The gentleman sets upa man of straw and 
then says, ‘‘ Because I have set up a man of straw, I will now 
knock him down.” 

After the gentleman from Massachusetts made his report to 
the subcommittee and then to the full committee, I gave this 
matter the closest and best examination and study that I was 
able to devote to it: and in a few minutes let me state what I 
understand the situation to be: 

In 1865 or 1866 the law was enacted establishing these soldiers’ 
homes and giving the minagement to certain managers, some 
chosen by the House of Representatives, some by the Senate, 
incl ding also the President, the Secretary of War, and the 
Chief Justice. Gen, Butler was chiefly in command of these in- 
stitutions for many, many years. The money appropriated by 
Congress for these institutions went for many years into the 
hands of the managers, who bought the homes, made the im- 
provements, made the payments for subsistence, ordered the 
expenditure of the money, and audited the accounts, all within 
themselves. 


There was no reporting to onemete except the annual repor* 
to Congress. The matier ran along 2 this way for many years, 
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and in my judgment with honest and intelligent management. 
But the system was faulty, and it got the management into 
trouble. It naturally would doso. When you give to any set 
of men the power to spend money, and not only to spend money 
but to audit the expenditures, to have the matter all within 
themselves and report to nobody except to Congress, naturally 
with this great power of expending and auditing they are liable 
to get into trouble. 

Mr. BLACK of [lHinois. Isit not true that under the existing 
law these accounts are all audited at the Treasury Department? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I am coming to that. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. That is true? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I am coming to that in a moment. 

Now, Gen. Butler being at the head of this Board, got into law- 
suits that lasted longer than his life. I am glad to believe that 
his expenditures were proper. He never would have gotten into 
those troubles and those lawsuits if there had been a rigid 
monthly accounting, and if that accounting had been made by 
the Treasury Department. The matter ran along for many 
years; and finally, upon an appropriation bill like this, Congress 
required that those accounts should be audited at the Treasury 
Department; and since that time they have been so audited. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Will my colleague allow a sugges- 
tion? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly. 

Mr. BLACK of Lilinois. I know my colleague means to be 
very fair about this matter. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I want to be exactly fair about it. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. At the time Gen. Butler was presi- 
dent of the Board and its acting treasurer, the amounts involved 
were all very small relatively. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, no. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. At the time he ceased to act in that 
capacity they had not grown to be large. And another thing I 
would like to suggest is that he reported every cent of his ex- 
penditures to the Speaker of the House. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, he made report as the law 
originally provided, which substantially amounted to nothing— 
at least to but very little. 

Now, the inherent defect in this law originally was allowing 
thesame power that spent the money to muke the final audit. In 
other words, the members of this Board were supreme from be- 
ginning to end; and being vigilant and honest, and proud to give 
good service, as I have no doubt they were, and as I have no 
doubt Gen. Butler was, still he got into litigation, as I have said, 
that lasted him up to the end of his li’e, and is not yet, as I un- 
derstand, fully determined. Gen. Butler served all those years 
without compens tion. He went out of the management. Gen. 
Cogswell, when he came two make his report to the committee, 
had the accounts examined so far as practicable, looked into the 
matter as fully as he could, more fully than any committee of 
the House, I dare sxy, had ever done, and he c:me to the con- 
clusion thatthe position of manager of the soldiers’ homes should 
be largely an honorary one, if not entirely so. We found that 
the president of the home was getting $2,000 as president and 
$2,(.00 as acting treasurer. 

Mr. COGSWELL. No, first $2,000 as acting treasurer, and 
afterward $4,000 as acting treasurer. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Very well. 

Mr. BLACK of Iinois. I understand that my colleague with- 
draws the statement that there were two salaries paid to one 


officer. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, I did not mean to make the 
statement in that way. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. That is ail right. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will withdrawit if I wasin error, 
of course. This officer was getting $4,000 as acting treasurer. 
Gen. Butler served for nothing. Now lam not criticising that 
allowance. Up to two years ago the president of this home re- 
ceived $2,000, and two years ago the allowance was increased to 
$4,000. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Now, will the gentleman allow me a 
remark in that spirit of entire fairness which, as | understand, 
actuates us all? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois, Certainly. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Gen. Franklin has given bond for the 
receipt and disbursement of this $3,000,000 of money. He has 
served entirely without compensation, except so far as the Board 
made an allowance to him recently in the amount mentioned by 
the gentleman—#4,000. He was once the superintendent of the 
Colts Arms Company, a great corporation in which he drew [ 
know not how great a selary; but in recent years he hasdevoted 
himself entirely to the busiaess of the home. As president he 
maintains his business office in Hartford, traveling to every na- 
tional home in the United States. He spends his whole time 
substantially in the disch .rge of his duties. Now I appeal to 
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the gentleman from Illinois to say whether he believes that an 
allowance of $4,000 to any man for the responsible disbursement 
of nearly $3,000,000 among these various homes with their 23,000 
men—doing, besides, all the duty of asupervising and command- 
ing officer—is excessive. I ask the gentleman to answer thatin 
all fairness. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If the gentleman will allow me to 
eomplete my statement and will get out of his head the idea 
that Gen. Franklin or anybody else is to be attacked and will 
understand that I am speaking of a system of managing and ac- 
counting, we shall get along better. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Well, I will not interr 
tleman further-—— 

Mr. CANNON of llinois. I have no objection to the inter- 
ruption, but the gentleman seems-—— 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. 
plexuses. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The gentleman seems a little bit 
like the Irishman at Donnybrook Fair; he is looking for some- 
body to tread on the tail of his coat. Now, nobody is wanting 
to tread on the tail of any manager s coat. 

Mr. BLACK of Llinois. I have asked the gentleman to an- 
swer that question as a matter of fair judgment. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will answer your question in my 


own way. st nani 
All right. 


Mr. BLACK of [linois. 
Mr. CANNON ot Illinois. Gen. Butler did not receive com- 


pt the gen- 


anaati ‘Ca 4* pee rli ac recpaivi gs . ar ¥ | , . a . 
pensation; Gen Franklin was receiving 32,000; afterwards he was | ers. Now, we did not think that wasa good practice: 


voted $4,000 as acting treasurer. Now, [lam not here to say that 
he ought not to receive some compensation. We inquired into 
that matter; and the gentleman from Massachusetts {Mr. Coas- 
WELL] recommended that a salary, not of $4,000, but $2,500, be 
allowed him, not as acting treasurer but as president of this 
Board. We believed that this Board which spends the money 
should not audit the accounts. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Hf the gentleman will allow me one 
other question 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
answer that first. I will answer all the gentlemans questions. 
Therefore we put a clause which I believe is still here, that pro- 
hibits a treasurer being appointed from any one of this Board of 
Managers. Wepropose tomake them go outside and get a treas- 
urer, and therefore as we took the duties of treasurer from Gen. 
Franklin and left him only the duties of the president, it was 
entirely proper, as Gen. COGSWELL thought, and the full com- 
mittee agreed with him, that his salary should be fixed at $2,500 
as executive officer. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. 
question? 

Mr. CANNON of filinois. All right. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Your statement of the work of the 
committee is, that finding Gen. Franklin president and acting 
treasurer, with a salary of $4,000, you chose to divide the of 
fices. No one objects to that. That part of your bill passes 
unchallenged; but in dividing the offices you created a sepa- 
rate one, You allowed 32,500 to the president, and propose to 
give $2,000 to the treasurer, increasing the expense thereby 
$500 for the two offices. 





Now I want to ask the gentleman a 
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I will, if the gentleman will let me | 


nota fair inference from that that the committee thought the | 


discharge of the duty of these two offices was worth 34,000, in- 
stead of the $4,000 which we were paying? 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 


proposed legislation do not stand upon the individual merits of 
any one of this Board of Managers, but that we are seeking to 
get a proper method of expenditure and aecounting for the 
soldiers’ homes, why then we can discuss this matter more in 
telligently. 


Now. to proceed, we found that in some instanees the Board of | 


Managers had employed individual members of the Board to 
erform various duties. one I recollect being paid as high as 


2,00) to superintend the erection of a home or barracks. And | 


so itwas in many instances we found services had been performed 
by individual mem! ers of the Beard of Managers, and then the 
Board of Managers paid them. 

Mr. BLACK of Filineis. The gentleman does not mean to be 
un/air—— 

Mr. CANNON of Tilinois. If the gentleman will wait until I 
conclude my statement, I do not believe he will think [I am un- 
fair. Iam not sxying that it is not worth $2,009 to superintend 
the building of a home or barracks. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Where was tht? 

Mr. CANNON of [linois. I do not recollect. 

Mr. BLACK of Ilimois. I! will ask the gentleman to name 


Just answer that question, if you | 


| M.ssachusetts [Mr. C 





No one objected to that. I ask if it is | 


If the gentleman will allow me, if | 


he will get it into his head once for all that the merits of this | rupting him, I will not doit. 
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the instance he speaks of, where a member of the Board was 
employed at $2,000. 
Mr. COGSW ELL. 
the man. 
Mr. BLACK of [llinois. 
administration? 
Mr. COGSWELL. Ido not know. 


Milwaukee was the home an 


Was not that under Gen. Bu “s 


Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Years and years ago, before any 
| member of the present Board was in office; and | never before 
heard of this incident that the gentleman speaks of. It may be 
true. 
Mr.COGSWELL. There arecxses where we have paid $300 
} and $150 for counsel fees; and if the gentle nh wants to know 
the name of that party, I can give it 
Mr. BLACK of Lilinois. I know the name of the pa 
Mr. COGSWELL. I know you do, very well 
Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Yes, very well. Have youany other 


instances? 
Mr. COGSWELL. No. 
Mr. CANNON of Lllinois. 


If the gentleman will allow mo. the 


gentleman seems to rest under the impression that this legisla- 
tion is proposed as a critici gainst individual 


Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Notatall. IL beg your pardon 
Mr. CANNON of lilinois. I merely said on the report of the 


gentleman from Massachusetts |Mr. COGSWELL] that in some 
instances these employment had been made,and | presume prop- 
erly made. At least they had the power to make them, and th 

brother membersof the Board had the power tonudit the vouch- 


and without 
criticising anybody, we concluded that we would report » pro- 
vision, under the recommendation of Gen. COGSWELL, that would 
place it out of the power of Board of Managers, directly or in 
directly, to employ any manager in the service of the homes — that 
practice virtually makes the Managers both employer and em- 
ployé—except to pay $2,500 to their president to act as executive 
officer, and $2,000 to their secretary, who is also a member of tho 


| Board. 


Mr. BLACK of [llinois. Was there any objection made, par- 
liamentarily or otherwise, to the enactment of that amendment? 

Mr. CANNON of Lllinois. Oh, no: that amendment has vono 
into this bill and has been approved by the C of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. And no one objected. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. .nd let me 
that I think most of the materi.xl amendments have been ac- 
cepted by the Committee of the Whole House without objection 


nmittee 


say to the gentieman 
’ 
‘ 


so far ag we have heard here, at least many of them. I will not 
take the time to read them. I am telling what we found and 
what we recommended, on the suggestion of the gentieman from 


GSWELLI. 

We found ancther thing: that we -telieved it wise that some 
officer, not depending upon this Board of Mana 
ayear examine the accounts and examine the ho 
dependent force outside of the Board, somebody that the Board 
did not ereate. So we provided that an o ticer from the Insp 
tor-General s O'fice of the War Der 
make this examination and inspe 

Mr. BLACK of Lllinois. 
objected to? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, certainly not: but nh not my 
friend allow me to say what amendments have been reported 
and what have gone on, and the 1 

Mr. BLACK of illinois. 


. sh ) tld « nese 


nes: 40 8 in 


artment should once a year 
tion. 
[ will ask my friend if that has been 


sons for their going on 


lf L irritate the gentleman by inter- 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Not atall. 

Mr. BLACK of !ilinois. Then I want to let the gentleman 
understand fairly that the things he has suggested as desirable 
have been confessed by me. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly, and when the gentle- 
man says they have been confessed by him, that is all right. 
He objects now to two provisions that are not particularly valu- 
able. The valuable provisions have already been written into 
this bill. 

Mr. BLACK of Lllinois. I am very glad to hear you say so. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The valuable provisions have been 
already written into this bill; but before thi | was considered 
& great outcry was made that here w isa proposition that would 
take the control of the seven branch homes —lI believe there are 
seven all told—— 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. 
ing «ll. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes: but I believe there are seven 
altogether. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON of Lilinois. That here was a propo 


There is one corporate name cover- 
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would take the control of these homes away from the Board of 
Managers, and put them under the Secretary of War. I thought 
I knew the practice of the Government touching accountings. 
I thought I knew what the legislation was,and when gentlemen 
came to me about it [ said there was no such intention; and then, 
when I read the provisions, I said there was no such provision, 
and that statement I now reiterate. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I desire to ask the gentleman a 
question. 

Mr. CANNON‘ Of Illinois. Certainly. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Is the provision beginning with 
line 17, on page 83, to the close of line 2, on page 84, a change of 
existing law? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes, in part. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Is not the change embodied in the 
part from line 16,0n page 84, to line 2, on page 85, a change of 
existing law? 

: Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes, itisa modification of existing 
aw 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Then it is really a change? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, certainly, not to play upon 
words. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I understand that there is a point 
of order made. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I am not arguing the point of 
order. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. But is not the point of order pend- 
ing? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. That is aliI desire to ask. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Let me say to the gentleman from 
Indiana that after the intimation of the Chair that he did not 
desire to hear me on the point of order, I replied simply to the 
mane made by my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. Coacs- 
WELL]. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. So that we have now in the body 
of this bill, favorably accepted by this House, various provisions 
received, and the most valuable of which is that no member of 
the Board of Managers shall receive employmentat the hands 
of the Board, for compensation, except the president and secre- 
tary. 

Second, that these homes shall be examined every year by an 
officer from the office of the inspector-general, and a full exam- 
ination made. 

The third of these, the ‘‘ posthumous fund,” that has hereto- 
fore been a floating fund inthe hands of the Board of Managers, 
shall be carried to the credit of one of the items of “P ropria- 
tion and utilized for the support of the homes, and shal made 
good hereafter from moneys appropriated by Congress as it is 
called for. 

Mr. MARSH. Will you state what this “ posthumous fund” 
is? 


Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Is it not true that that provision of 
the proposed law is not resisted here? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, certainly that is true. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. One other este. Is it true that 
the committee appointed by the Board of Managers recommended 
this identical disposition of this money? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I do not know that that is true as 
to that. 

Mr. COGSWELL. What is that? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The ‘‘ posthumous fund” amend- 
ment. My recollection is that the Managers did recommend it. 

Mr.COGSWELL. They did not. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts says they did not. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. But that was not my question. 

Mr. CANNON of lilinois. Now, thisis the point the gentle- 
man objects to and makes his point of order on: 

That all disbursing officers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer 
Soldiers shall, before entering upon their duties, give good and sufficient 
bonds to the United States, in such sums as the tary of War ai- 
rect, faithfully to account for ~U public moneys and prcpeesy which y 
may receive. They shall render their accounts monthly, direct to such bu- 
reau of the War De S 
after examination there, the fiscal accounts shall be 
accounting officer of the Treasury for settlement. 

That is one clause that the gentleman objects to. What is 
the condition now? 

There is a treasurer at $2,000 ayear. Thenevery one of these 
seven branch homes has a treasurer at $2,000 a year. These 
treasurers at the branch homes give their bonds tothe Board of 
anes, not to the United States, and they ht default. 
The rd of Managers can make a compromise, and the United 
States will be powerless to intervene in the event of the default 
of any one of these seven branch treasurers. We furnish the 


; 
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money. Why should not these treasurers, in taking the money 

of the United States, provided by Congress, to be paid out on 

the order of this Board of Managers, give a bond to the Unitea 

States, which furnishes the money, giving the United States 

, in the event of default, to make the Government whole? 
do not know of any reason. 

Ah, but, says my friend, that interferes with the Board of 
Managers! It does interfere with the Board of Managers in so 
far as a compromise or a release of these seven treasurers might 
be concerned, in the event of their default. But now let me say 
to my colleague from Illinois and to the members of the com- 
mittee, under the law as we propose to amend it, these appro- 
priations as made, every dollar of them, goes into the hands of 
these bonded officers of the United States, giving bonds to the 
United States, if that provision iscomplied with. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, will the gen- 
tleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. CANNON of illinois. Let me finish this statementand I 
will. But there is not one dollar or one cent of it that can ever 
be paid out ere: except upon the authority of the Board of 
Managers. That Board of Managers, under the law as we propose 
to make it, has the authority, figuratively speaking, to make 
the genial rain descend upon and to supportallthose homes. If 
they do not exercise that authority under the law as it now is 
and as we propose it shall be, then not one centnor one doilar of 
this money can be expended. Nor is there anything in this pro- 
posed amendment in connection with the law anywhere that in 
the slightest degree takes away from the plenary power of the 
Board of Managers to expend this money. 

Then, what does it do? It merely says that when the Board 
of Managers has ordered this money to be paid out it shall be 
paid by these bonded officers of the United States; and if they 
fail to pay, then the United States has got its remedy. The 
United States has not got its remedy now under the law as it 
is. But, says my friend, the power to audit these accounts is 
taken from the Board of Managers and given tirst to the War 
Department and then to the Treasury Department of the United 
States, and tears the power of the Board of Managers up by the 
roots. Now, if my friend had studied the methods of expendi- 
tureand auditing of this Government he never would have made 
that criticism, because the truth is the Post-Office Department, 
the Interior Department, the Indian Office. the very Pension 
Office that my friend from Illinois [Mr. BLACK] presided over 
so honorably for four years in its great expenditures, reaching 
up towardsa hundred million dollarsa year, the money was paid— 
how? Thecertiticate was issued, the orders were made by the In- 
terior Department: but the money was paid by a bonded otficer 
of the United States, the pension azent, and his accounts did 
not come back to my friend toaudit. They went to the Treasury 
Department to be audited; and so it is all through the public 
service, and so it ought to be everywhere when the United 
States furnishes the money. While the Government of the 
United States may trust the Commissioner of Pensions, may 
trust the Secretary of War, may trust the Board of Managers, 
and give them the broadest discretion to expend money and or- 
der its expenditure, the payment of that money and the audit- 
ing of those accounts should be in another branch of the Goy- 
ernment. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I will ask the gentleman if it is not 
true that they are audited there now, and I will ask also if they 
are not fully audited? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, let us see about that. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I ask the gentleman if they are not 
audited as fully as any other accounts? 

Mr. CANNON of Lllinois. No. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Wherein do they lack? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. It is just wherein they lack that I 
am going to tell myfriend. The ee amendment provides 
that all these bonded officers of the United States shall render 
monthly accountings: that they shall go to the — bureau 
of the War Department, and then be transmitted to the Treas- 
ury, which looks toward a complete audit. 

hy, in the present auditing there are between four and five 
million dollars of accounts of the Board of Managers that never 
have been audited by ths Treasury Department; and for almost 
twelve months, if I recollect the reading of the letter of the Sec- 
ond Auditor accurately, there have been no such reports as would 
enable the Second Auditor to make the audits. These accounts 
will in the end, I presume, be audited. Wewanta more speedy 
audit. We have expended the money, or your Board of Man- 
agers have had authority to expend it, and we want these treas- 
urers to make out and render their accounts. 

The joint commission of which the gentlemen from Missouri 
[Mr. DOCKERY] and from Maine [Mr. DINGLEy] are members, is 
seeking to de legislation for a more speedy auditing of ac- 
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counts that should apply to all the Departments, although the 
present system is more speedy by far than the law touching the 
auditing of the accounts of the Board of Managers. 

Now let me go a step further. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I wish while the gentleman ison that 
branch of the subject to ask him a question. You do not under- 
stand that there has been a neglect in the certification of vouch- 
ers to between four and five million dollars? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. That is what I understand from 
the reading of that letter—that there are between four and five 
million dollars of accounts which are not audited. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. That simply means that the auditor 
has not gotten through with the auditing; but he has the ac- 
counts and the vouchers. 

Mr. CANNON of Lllinois. I do not know. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Oh, yes; read his letters. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I read the letter very carefully; 
and he said in that letter that if this provision of law was en- 
acted that he could make these settlements in a speedy manner. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I wish toask the gentleman 
from Illinois a question for information. I understood, as I 
suppose the House understood, from your remarks that the 
money intrnsted by the Board of Managers to these treasurers is 
not managed in such a manner as to be safe, and if the account- 
ing is done in the right way, they should give a bond to the 
United States. Is it not true that there is a treasurer of the 
corporation whe does give a bond to the amount of a hundred 
thousand dollars; and are not the subtreasurers at these other 
homesresponsible to him, and he responsible for them to the 
Government? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I would say that I understand that 
the acting treasurer heretofore has given a bond to the United 
States in the sum of $i0v,000. The gentleman says, [ do not 
know as to that. But Imake answer to that—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Is he not 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The gentleman wants to both ask 
and answer the question. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. No; I do not. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, I ask the gentleman’s par- 
don. The treasurers o: the branch homes have heretofore yiven 
bond to the Board of Managers. and they will continue toso give 
bond unless we enact this legislation. Now we provide for a 
general treasurer, this disbursing officer, who manages the other 
seven disbursing officers 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
man understood my question. 

Mr. CANNON of Llinois. 
man's question very well. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. My question was whether 
the treasurer was under bond, whether he was not responsible 
to the Government for these subtreasurers? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, well, the treasurer was under 
bond to the United States in the sum of $100,000 and yet he was 
disbursing $3,000,000; and that is practically no security with- 
out a vigilant administration and speedy auditing of the ac- 
counts. 








I do not think the gentle- 


I think I understood the gentle- 
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places the report among the reports from the War Department, 
so that everybody can get it and read it. There are not twenty 
men in this House who knew aweek agothat this Board of Man- 
agers of National Homes reported directly toCongress. Men by 
the dozen have come to me and asked me where they could find 
out something about it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Chairman, I want to say that there 
is not a man on the Board of Managers that is not as honest and 
straight as any man in thiscountry. I know them all and the 
are gontlemen whose honesty and integrity can not be que 
tioned, here or elsewhere. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Thatis very true and very conclu- 
sive and about as logical as anything that has been said in oppo 
sition to this proposed legislation 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Will my friend yield to me amo 
ment? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will not yield to anybody until | 
complete the reading of this provision: 

And all laws or parts of laws that require the Board to audit and examine 
or authenticate the accounts of the treasurer and visit the home quarterly 
are hereby repealed 





The gentleman strikes an attitude and says that that is vital. 
Now, what is the existing law? The law provides that this 
Board of Managers shall every three months visit these home 
Complaint was made that that provision of law was on 
unnecessarily expensive, and therefore we provided that they 
should not be compelled to visit these homes quarterly. T) 
gentleman says that this provision repeals their authority to 
visit. Notso. The authority inheres in them, becaus this 
is a corporation they, as its managers, have the power to visit 
it when they choose, and it is their duty to do so, and this very 
repealing act itself permits them (if they required any permis 
sion), because it says that they shall not be required to visit 
quarterly. Then, to make assurance doubly sure, the very bil! 
thaitwe propo-e to enact appropriates $7,000 to pay the expense 
of visitation. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. How much did the visitation cost befor 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. About the same amount. 


rous ana 


Mr. NORTHWAY. Can they charge and receive pay fo 
| doing that which the law does not require them todo? Will 
the Secret ry of War or any other oficial approve their vouch- 


ers for expenses or mileage? 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. [ do not think they receive an 


| mileage now. 


Mr.NORTHWAY. Then, will the auditing officials 
their vouchers for expenses for something that they are not 
levally required to do? 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If the gentleman had paid as close 


| attention to me as [ think I was perhaps entitled to receive, it 


would not have been necessary for him to ask that question. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I have listened attentively to every word 
you have said. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, I have talked in vain if the 
gentleman has not understood my position on that point. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Well, I may not be the one to blame fo 


| that. [Laughter. |} 


The only efficient check, as in the case of all our disbursing | 


officers, is not in the amountof the bond, but is in the vigorous 
administration and the monthly accounting. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. If your statements are correct, then, in- 
stead of this kind of legislation on an appropriation bill, ought 
we not to have a separate bill and have the whole subject over- 
hauled? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. There is so much that ought to be 
done and so little time to do it that unless such errors of admin- 
istration and accounting as these are corrected in connection 
with the provisions appropriating for the service there will not 
be any correction atall. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. The reason I asked the question was 
this. We new members, who have not investigated this sub- 
ject, are troubled to know just what we ought todo. If you in- 
troduce a special bill upon the subject, then we shall have the 
time and the opportunity to investigate and consider it. We 
want to do what is right, but we do not just know what is right. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
some time, and it is in the power of gentlemen to read. If they 
will read a little, they will get at the truth of the matter. 

One other clause that the gentleman from Illinois {[Mr. BLAcK] 
objects to is this: 

That the Board of Managers shall make an annual report of the condition 
ofthe National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers to the Secretary of 
War, to be submitted by him with his annual report to Congress at the com- 
mencement of each regular session thereof. 

The gentleman says that is very wicked. Why? They have 
gotto make the annual report to Congress now; this merely 
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Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will state again that the very 
fact of this being a corporation and having a board of manager 


| implies the rightand the duty of that board to manage. 


Well, it has been discussed for | 


Mr. NORTHWAY. But you do not answer my question. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I am very unfortunate, indeed, if I 
have not made some slight answer to the gentleman s question. 
Secondly, I tell him that the very language of this act implies 
necessarily that this Board shall have the right to visit. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. But is it obligatory on them to visit? 

Mr. CANNON of illinois. No. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Then, if it is not obligatory, can they 
charge and receive compensation for doing it? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly. And I tell my friend 
that we appropriate here $7,000—within a few dollars of what 
they expended last year—to pay the expenses of visitation. If 
the law were silenteverywhere else, that is sufficient of itself. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. You are mistaken about the phra- 
seology. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Illinios |Mr. CANNON] a question in good faith. 

Mr. CANNON of Lllinois. Very well. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I would like the gentleman to 
tell us (because there are a good many of us who are not well 


informed about this matter) what emergency or necessity h 
arisen for changing the law in respect to this managemen 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
twenty-five minutes 

Mr. BOWERS of California. 
word. 


I have been talking, I think, about 





And I have listened to every 
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Mr. CANNON oOfIllinois. If the gentleman has not discovered 
from what I have already said the necessity for changing the 
iaw, then it will do no good for me to go over the matter again. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. That is a very discreet an- 
Swer. 

Mr. PICKLER. I would like to ask what will be the duties of 
this regular army officer, this inspector? Will he pass upon the 
accounts? Will the Board be allowed to make only such expendi- 
tures as he approves? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will say with great respect that 
if we could organize a kindergarten school here to teach the 
manuer in which expenditures are made and audited, it would 
be a great benefit to some gentlemen. 

Mr. PICKLER. Lhope the gentleman willanswer my inquiry. 
We want to get at the facts. I simply ask what are to be the 
duties of this inspector, and whether the Board of Managers will 
be allowee to make only such expendituresand forsuch purposes 
as this inspector may approve. 

Mr. COGSWELL. He has nothing to do with that matter. 

Mr. CANNON of Illineis. If the gentleman from South Da- 
kota had read the existing law and the provisions of this bill, 
he never would have asked that question. 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman from Massachusetts ‘and I 
believe the committee are in earnest about this thing) says that 
this provision does not contemplate any transfer to the War De- 
partment. The gentleman from Illinois, whol believe has_an 
equal interest in this matter, declares that the provision does 
practically make a transfer of this institution to the War De- 
partment. Now, if it does so, 1 am for one opposed to it; if it 
does not, that is anotherquestion. Here is a wide difference be- 
tween-the gentlemen. I am trying to get at the truth of the | 
matter. And I would like to know what will be the duties of | 
this inspector so far as the accounts are concerned? 

Mr. COGSWELL. So far as the administration of the home 
and the accounts are concerned, nothing. | 








Mr. PICKLER. Then what does he inspect? 

Mr. COGSWELL. He is simply to go and inspect, and then | 
report to Congress what he finds. 

ir. PICKLER. Willthe Board have the same authority with | 
reference to expenditures and the purposes for which expendi- 
tures are made as they have now? 

Mr. COGSWELL. es, sir. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Completely and fully. 

Now, let me say, in conclusion, that I indorse the views of my 
colleague on the committee, the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. CoGSWELL], in the recommendation which he has made 
and which the full committee has adopted. I believe that in 
the interest of good legislation and good administration this rec- 
ommendation should receive the a val of the House. I 
will go farther and say that the provisionsembodied in the bil], 
to which some gentlemen have objected, and the provisions 
now o fered as amendments, which are far less important than 
those inserted in the bill, are simply an effort in the direction 
of sound administration, and are not liable to the criticism that 
some wicked people have been t to discriminate against | 
thes» homes and put them under the control of a wicked Secre- | 
tary of War; for, in truth and in fact, the powers of the Board 
of Managers were plenary before these amendments, are plenary 
now, and will be plenary after the amendments are adopted. 

The only interference with the existing law is with the view | 
of insuring under all cireumstances a prompt and honest account 
of the expenditures made under the authority of this Board. 

Mr. COGSWELL. I will ask my colleague on the commit- 
tee whether it is not true that in the committee a suggestion to 
put this Board under the War Department was unanimously dis- 
approved. 

PM r. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly. Suchathing was never 
intended—never thought of. 

Mr. SIMPSON obtained the floor and said: I understand that 
the chairman of the committee wants to make a motion that the 
committee rise. if I can obtain ten or fifteen minutes in the 
morning, I will gladly give way. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask unanimous consent that debate upon the 
clause now under consideration and amendments thereto, and 
also upon the clause to which the other point of order has been 
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tion to ask unanimous consent that thirty minutes be allowed to 
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. MCCLEARY], twenty min- 
utes to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN|], fifteen min- 
utes to the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. HENDERSON], 
and fifteen minutes to the gentleman from California [Mr. prod 
f£ will make that request now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s request is first that de- 
bate on these paragraphs be closed —— 

Mr. COGSWELL. In half an hour. 

The CHAIRMAN. In half an hour. 

Mr. SAYERS. That thirty minutes be allowed upon the 
pending paragraphs and amendments thereto. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that debate 
on the two paragraphs under consideration and amendments 
thereto close in half an hour. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, I ask further unanimous consent that 
thirty minutes be allowed the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
McCLEARY], that twenty minutes be allowed the gentleman 
from Indiana[Mr. HOLMAN], and that fifteen minutes be allowed 
the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. HENDERSON], and fif- 
teen minutes to the gentleman from California[Mr. Loup], after 
these two paragraphs and amendments have been disposed of. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ob the bill generally? 

Mr.SAYERS. Yes; on the bill generally? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] 
asks unanimous consent that after the disposal of the matters 
under consideration thirty minutes be allowed to the gentleman 
from Minnesota |Mr. MCCLEARY}; twenty minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]; fifteen minutes to the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina [Mr. HENDERSON], and fifteen min- 
utes to the gentleman from California [Mr. Loup] to discuss the 
matter generally. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask that the gentle- 
man from Kansas| Mr. SIMPSON], who has been unavoidably ab- 
sent from the House, be recognized and allowed ten minutes in 
which to speak upon the pending paragraphs in the morning. 

The CHAIRMAN. The request is that the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. SIMPSON] be allowed ten minutes on the pending 
paragraphs. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SAYERS. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. LESTER reported that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union had had under con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. 5575) making appropriations for sundry 
civilexpenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
ru 1895, and for other purposes, and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment bills 
of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 5529) to repeal section 311 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States relating to accounts of the Treasury of the 
United States; 

A bill ( H. R. 5530) to regulate the making of property returns 
by officers of the Government; and 

A bill (H. R. 2640) for the relief of Brig. Gen. John R. Brooke, 
United States Army. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendment H. R.1918, authorizing the Texarkanaand FortSmith 
Railway Company to bridge the Calcasieu and Sabine Rivers in 
the States of Louisiana and Texas; in which the concurrence of 
the House was requested. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
reported a bill (H. R. 6373) making appropriations for the sup- 
rt of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and 
or other purposes; which was read a first and second time, and, 


raised by the gentleman from Illinois, and amendments thereto, | with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed, and re- 


be closed in thirty minutes. When this request is acted on, I | 
will move that the committee rise. 
raph moved by the 


Mr. REED. Does that include the 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]? 
—— COGSWELL. No. Time will be asked for that purpose 
SO. 
Mr. REED. Then that is all right. 
Mr. SAYERS. That is not provided for yet; but I will say 


ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
nion. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
that the committee had examined and found truly en- 

rolled bills of the following titles: 
A bill (H. R. 5425) for a charter for the Iowa and Nebraska 


that just as soon as we dispose of this question, it is my imten- | Pontoon Bridge Company; and 
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A bill (H. R. 4831) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act authoriz- 
ing the construction of a high wagon bridge at or near Sioux 
City, Iowa,” approved March 2, 1889, as amended by acts of 
April 30, 1890, and February 7, 1893; when the Speaker signed 
the same. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as fol 
lows: 

To Mr. Brostus, for thr la on aceount of impor t i- 
nes: 

To Mr. MALLORY, for one week, on accountof importa 31 
ness. 

Mr. TURNER of ( rgia. Iask lea if abs ‘ I col- 
league, Mr. RUSSELL of Georg for few days, on a unt of 


There was no objection. 
LEAVE TO SIT DURING SESSIONS. 


By unanimous consent, leave was granted to the Committee on 
Agriculture to sit during the sessions of the House. 


PRINTING FOR COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the following reso- 

lution, submitted by the Committee on Agriculture. 
‘ ‘ ~ - 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Agriculture be authorized to have 
printed for its use any documents it may deem necessary, in connection with 
the consideration of matters referred toit by the House. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

And then, on motion of Mr. SAYERS (at 5 o’clock and 37 
minutes p. m.}, the House adjourned. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. BUNN, from the Committee 
on Claims, reported the bill (H. R. 5500) for the relief of William 
Gray; which, with the accompanying report (No. 603), was or- 
dered to be printed, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 


CHANGE OP REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of the following bills and petitions which 
were referred as follows: 

A bill (S. +69) for the relief of Adolph von Haake—the Com- 
miitee on War Claims discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 6276) for the relief of Susannah Smith—the 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 6270) for the relief of Granville Rogers—the 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

A petition asking for the passage of a special act for the re- 
lief of Susannah Smith—the Committee on Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A petition of Senator William H. Martin and others, of Frenh- 
town, N. J., that Jacob Case, Company D,Thirtieth New Jersey 
Infantry, be allowed an increase of pension—the Committee on 
Pensions discharged,and referred tothe Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

A bill (H. RB. 6255) to increase the pension of Jacob Case, late 
of Company D, Thirtieth New Jersey Volunteers—the Commit- 
tee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 5035) granting a pension to Mrs. Adolphe W. 
Kroutinger, widow of Adolphe W. Kroutinger, late of Company 
—, Second Infantry Regiment, United States Regular Army—the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. SNODGRASS: A bill (H. R. 6337) for the establish- 
ment of a fish-cultural station in the State of Tennessee—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. ENLOE: A bill (H. R. 6338) to abolish the Bureau in 
the Treasury Department known as the Coast and Geodetic Sur- 
vey, and transfer the work of said Bureau to the Hydrographic 
Office in the Navy Department and the Geological Survey in the 
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Department of the Interior—to the Committee on N Ll Af 
fairs. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 6339) to establish a nat 
board of health, to provide for the investigation and preven 
tion of communicable diseases in the United States, to pri it 
their introduction from one State or Territo yan 
to co jperate with the M lospital Ser | 
introduction of such dise ssinto the United States fr 
eign countries—to the Committee on Interstate and For 
Commerce. 

By Mr. BALDWIN: A bill (H. R. 6340 ting to the St 
Paul, Minneapolis and Manitoba Railway Com the right of 
way through the W e Earth, Leech Lake, C 1 
du Lae Indian Reservations, in the State of Minnesot ) 

|} Commi on Indian Affair 

By Mr. CAUSEY: A bill (H. R. 6841) to prevent the di 
tion of food fish—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. BRYAN: A joint resolution (H. Res. 143) | sing 
in amendment to the Constitution, providing for the ¢ , 
United States Senators bya direct vote of the peopl 
eral States whenever they shall make provisions for 
statute or constitution—to the Committee on Electio 

| dent, Vice-President, 4nd Representatives in Cong 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: A resolution asking to set 

apart time for the consideration of the bill H. R. 524 o the 


Committee on Rules. 


*RIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following ti- 
tles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 6342) for the relief of L. 'T. Dix 
of Dayton, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pension 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6343) granting a pension to John B. Younger 
of Grant County, Ky.—tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (HB. R. 6314 ranting an increase of pension to 
Patrick Coyle, of Covington, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.6345) to increase the pension of Robert S. 
Lee, of Pendleton County, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Aliso, a bill (H. R. 6346) to ecorreet the rating of the pen ion of 
Henry Shouert under pension certificate No. 41026i—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill | H. R. 6347) for the relief of James M. Blackburn 
of Kentucky —to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6348) granting a pension to Joseph Hogan 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6349) for the benefit of Fountain Riddell, 
administrator of Nancy Pace, deceased—to the Committees on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6350) for the relief of Catharine Metz—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R.6351) to pension James Carroll, of Dayton 
Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Alse, a bill (H. R. 6352) granting a pension to James Lloyd 
Young, late of Company A, Sixth Regiment Kentucky Volun- 
teers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6353) granting a pension to Theodore M 
Piatt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6354) granting a pension to D. E. Redmon 
of Falmouth, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON of Illinois: A bill (H. R.6355) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Maria N. Flint—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill ( H. K. 6356) granting a pen- 
sion to George W. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 6357) to increase the pension of Mary E. 
Tozier—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVIS: A bill (H. R. 6353) removing the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Francis A. Goodeno, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: A bill (H. R. 6359) for the relief of Henry 
J. Preble—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio (by request): A bill (H.R. 6360) 
for the relief of Seth H. Kellogg, and the heirs of John Buck- 
ingham and Frank Buckingham—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. LANE: A bill (1. R. 6361) to grant a pension to Pau- 
line J. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 6362) to purchase of Ellen 
Bailey a certain sword and silver tureen—to the Committee on 
the Library. 
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By Mr. NEILL: A bill (H. R. 6363) for the relief of Thomas J. 
Harris and others, heirs of Manning Harris, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PATTERSON: A bill (H. R. 6364) for the relief of 
George W. Winford, of Shelby County, Tenn.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RANDALL; A bill (H. R. 6365) granting a pension to 
Kate C. McDougal—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SWANSON: A bill (H. R. 6366) for the relief of P. H. 
Boisseau administrator, of Thomas B. Doe—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6367) for the relief of A. Hogan—to the Com 
mittee on Claims. 5, 

Also, a bill (H.R. 6368) for the relief of Noell, Cannaday & 
Co.—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 6369) for the re- 
lief of the heirs of Bvt. Brig. Gen. Edmund B. Alexander—to 
the Committee on Military Atfairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6370) for the relief of Sarah and Katie 
Bryon—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6371) for the relief of W. A. Bland—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6372) to refer the claim against the United 
States of Judge R. Burns to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause | of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 

were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
. By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of William H. Miller, Grand 
Master Workman of the Ancient Order of United Workmen, 
together with resolutions of Monitor Council, No. 765, Royal Ar- 
canum, St. Louis, Mo., in favor of the Manderson-Hainer bill— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: Petition of citizens of Eads, Colo., 
asking favorable action on Senate bill 1376, relating to butter- 
ine, ete.—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BRICKNER: Petition of Adolph Trier and 25 others, 
of the Cigar Makers’ Union of Sheboygan, Wis., protesting 
against the increase of taxes on manufactured cigars—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Two petitions of citizens of Michigan, 
asking Congress to reject the proposed God-in-the-Constitution 
amendment—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Schoolcraft, Mich., in favor of the 
assage of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the 
-ost-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the Iron Molders’ Union, No. 31; the Jour- 
neymen Stonecutters’ Union; the eee, Union, No. 421; 
the Bakers’ Union; the Coopers’ Union, No. 54; the Beer- Drivers’ 
and Stablemen’s Union.and Detroit Lodge, No. 82, Machinists’ 
Union, allof Detroit, Mich., for the establishment of Government 
telegraph lines—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. CANNON of lilinois: Petition of citizens of Danville, 
1ll., favoring postal legislation in the interest of the fraternal 
society and college journals—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. COOMBS: Petition of the Grand Lodge of the Ancient 
Order of United Workmen of the State of New York, in favor 
of admitting the publications of fraternal organizations to the 
mails on the same terms as newspapers, as provided in the Man- 
derson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DANIELS: Two petitions in favor of the e of 
the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Oftice 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Three petitions in favor of legislation to 
prohibit the sale of imitation dairy products—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, petition to Congress asking it to reject the proposed 
God-in-the Constitution amendment—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. , 

By Mr. DURBOROW: Petition of Joseph Suess and others, 
of Chicago, in favor of the of the Manderson-Hainer 
bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- Roads. 

By Mr. EVERETT: Petition of the Cigar Manufacturers’ As- 
sociation of Boston, Mass., for retention of present internal-reve- 
nue tax on cigars—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Petition of E. N. Young and 24 others, 
in the interest of fraternal society and college journals—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GILLET of New York: Petition of T. B. Delo and 
others, of Elmira, N. Y., in favor of the enactment of the Man- 
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derson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By GORMAN: Petition of Iron Molders’ Union, No. 31, and 
of Carpenters’ Union, No. 421, both of Detroit, Mich., asking 
for Government ownership and control of the telegraph systems 
- — country—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oads. 

By Mr. GRESHAM: Petition of Mrs. Mary McDonald, of 
Cuero, De Witt County, Tex., for relief—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. HULL: Petition of F. L. Morgan and 32 others, citi- 
zens of Perry, Dallas County, and of Lawrence Davis and 19 oth- 
ers. citizens of Milo, Warren County, Lowa, asking the passage 
of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois: Petition in favor of the Man- 
derson Hainer biil—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi: Petition of citizens of the 
Seventh Congressional district of Mississippi, for legislation to 
punish train-wreckers—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LINTON: Petition of George IF’. Riley and 23 others, 
citizens of Boston, praying for the passage of the Manderson- 
Hainer bill, in the interest of fraternal society and college jour- 
nals --to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LUCAS: Petition of Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 153, 
Sioux Falls, S. Dak.. protesting against a change in the tax on 
cigars—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Calvin Duke Post, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, Sturges, S. Dak., favoring a general pension law of $12 
per month for all honorably discharged Union soldiers —to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE: Petition of the Geographical Society of 
San Francisco, Cal.. in favor of a survey of the entrance of and 
approaches to the harbor of San Francisco—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, protest from citizens of California, against the reduction 
of the tariff duties—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. POST: Petition of the American Humane Association, 
in favor of House bill 4182—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 118, of Peoria, IIl., 
against an increase in the internal-revenue tax on cigars—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. RANDALL: Protest of Frank W. Francis and others, 
of New Bedford, Mass., against any increase of internal-revenue 
tax on cigars—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorandum in case of Mrs. K. C. MceDougal—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of P. W. Lyman and others, of Fall River, Mass., 
against lotteries—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan: Petition of William S. 
Trish and 32 other citizens of Pewamo, and of John Hulst and 20 
other citizens of Grand Rapids, Mich., in favor of the Mander- 
son-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the Iron Molders’ Union, No. 31, andof the 
Journeymen Stone Cutters’ Union, both of Detroit, Mich., in 
favor of governmental control of telegraph lines—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RICHARDS: Petition of citizens of New Philadel- 
phia, Ohio, in the interest of fraternal society and college jour- 
nals—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RITCHIE: Petition of James B. Sloat, Jacob Freeman, 
and others, of Toledo, Ohio, protesting against increase of tax 
on cigars—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SOMERS: Petition of Emil Hartman and others, of 
Milwaukee, and of the members of Alpha Council, No. 43, Royal 
Arcanum, of the same place, in favor of the passage of the Man- 
derson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. } 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Petition of the Iron Molders’ Union, 
Carpenters’ Union, No. 421, Stone Cutters’ Union, Bakers’ Union, 
and of Detroit Lodge of Machinists, all of Detroit, Mich., favor- 
ing Government ownership and control of the telegraph systems 
of the country—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

. By Mr. TRACEY: Resolutions of the senate of the State of 
New York, recommending the passage of House bill 36—to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WHEELERof Alabama: Petition of Martha A. Street, 
administratrix of Reuben Street, deceased, of Madison County, 
Alabama, to the Congress of the United States, requesting are- 
hearing of her case—to the Committee on War Claims, 
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SENATE. 
TuESDAY, March 20, 1894. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBurRN, D. D. 
The Journalof yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
TRANSFER OF MILITARY RECORDS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, in response to a resolution of 
the Senate ofthe 14th instant, relative to the proposed transfer 
from the Treasury and Interior Departments to the War De- 
partment of the military records of the American Revolution and 
the war of 1812, as authorized by an act of Congress approved 
June 24, 1892; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. BERRY presented a petition of sundry citizens of Arkan- 
sas, praying that fraternal and society journals be admitted to 
the mails assecond-class matter; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


Mr. TURPIE presented a memorial of sundry citizens of L1- 
grange County, Ind., remonstrating against the passage of the | 


Wilson tariff bill; which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented the memorial of Peter White 
and sundry other citizens of Marquette, Mich., and the memo- 
rial of J. M. Longgear and sundry other citizens of Marquette, 
Mich., remonstrating against the passage of the Wilson tariff 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented the petition of H. M. Goddard and 
16 other citizens of South Royalton, Vt., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to suppress the lottery traffic; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Union No. 264, Cigar 
Makers’ International Union of America, of Rutland, Vt., re- 
monstrating against an increase of the internal-revenue tax on 
cigars; whigh was referred to the Committee on linance. 


| 
| 


Whereas the withdrawal of said appropriations will work great injury to 
agriculture and agricultural education: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the General Assembiy of Maryland, That 
Representatives from Maryland inthe Congress of the I 
they are hereby requested to use their best efforts and endieavi 


the Senators and 
nited States, be and 









the passage of saii bill so far as the same applies to agricultural ex; 
mental stations and agricultural education; and be it further 
Resolved, That the governor be and he is hereby directed to forward, wu 
der ths great seal of the State of Maryiand, a copy of these reso to 
exch of the Senators and Representatives of Maryland In the Congress of 
the United States at as early iay as possible 
Given under our hands this lith day of February A. D. [894 
: JOHN WALTER SMITH 
yar - ese 
JAMES H. PRES 
Speaks f i : 
STATE OF MARYLAND: 
I, frank Brown, governor of the State of Maryland, do 
that the foregoing is a full and true copy of the jointresolu 
eral Assembly of Maryland, of which it purport + COP) 
Witness my hand and the great seal of Maryland 
Done at the city of Annapolis on the Wth day of February, in t 
| our Lord, 1894, , 
[SBAL. ] FRANK BROWN 
By the governor 
WILLIAM T. BRAN \ 
Mr. GORMAN presented the petition of Mrs. Julia Nolan, of 


Mr. WASHBURN presented a petition of the Chambo>r of | 


Commerce of St. Paul, Minn., praying that an appropriation of 


$10,000 be made for the examination and survey of a canal to | 


connect the waters of Lake Superior and the Mississippi River; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented sundry memorials of cigar manufacturers of 
St. Cloud, Minn., remonstrating against an increase of the in- 


ternal-revenue tax on cigars; which were referred to the Com- | 


mittee on Finance. 

Mr. FRYE presented sundry memorials of cigar manufac- 
turers of Portland, Saco, and Biddeford, allin the State of Maine, 
remonstrating against an increase of theinternal-revenue tax on 
cigars: which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented a petition of William A. Willard 
and 19 other citizens of Hartford, Conn,, and a petition of B. H. 
Webb Council, No. 702, Royal Arcanum, of Hartford, Conn., 
praying that fraternal society atid college journals be admitted 
to the mails as second-class matter; which were referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. LODGE presented the petition of D. W. Thompson and 
40 other citizens of Williamstown, Mass., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to enable the States to enforce State laws reg- 
ulating the sale of substitutes for dairy products; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented the memorial of Frank W. Francis and 15 
other cigar manufacturers, of Bedford, Mass., and the memorial 
of Joseph V. Broderick and 32 other employés of F. P. Norton, 
cigar manufacturer, of Boston, Mass., remonstrating againstan 
increase of the internual-revenue tax on cigars; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GORMAN presented a memorialof the General Assembly 
of the State of Maryland, remonstrating against the passage of 
House bill No. 2001, to repeal certain laws relating to perma- 
nent and indefinite appropriations, in so far as the same repeals 


the laws making appropriations for the support of agricultural | 


experiment stations and in aid of agricultural colleges; which 
was read and referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry, as follows: 

THe STATE OF MARYLAND, Brecutive Depariment’. 


Joint resolutions requesting and urging the Senators and Representatives 
in the Congress of the United States from the Svate of Maryland, to use 


their best efforts and endeavors to defeat the passage of a bill now pend- | > 7 : : ; } 7 ; 
‘ : | of the Wilson tariff bill affeciing tin plate be postponed until 


ing in Congress known as ‘‘ House bill No. 2001," entitled, ‘‘ A bill torepeal 

certain laws relating to permanent and indefinite appropriations,’ intro- 

duced in the House of Representatives by Mr. Sayers of Texas so far as 

the same repeals the Jaws making pgs ph peewee for the support of agri- 

cultural experimental stations and in aid of agricultural colleges. 

Whereas there is now pending in the Congress of the United States a bill 
known as ‘*House bill No. 2001,” which has for its object, in part, the repeal 
of the laws making appropriations for the support of agricultural experi- 
mental stations and in aid of agricultural colleges; and 


Baltimore, Md., widow of Charles Nolan, late of 1 
Second Regiment United, States Dragoons, praying that she be 


granted a pension of $12 per month; which was referred to 
| Committee on Pensions. 
He also presented a petition of the State Medical Society, 


known as the Medical and Chirurgical Faculty of Marylnad. pray 
ing for the passage of Senate bill No. 1153, creating a bure:au of 
public health; which was referred to the Committee on Epidemic 
Diseases, 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Emmitsburg, 
Md., praying that the preamble to the Constitution of the United 
States be so amended as to recognize the Deity: which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of Thomas J. Packard and sun- 
dry other citizens of Maryland,and a petition of the Society of 
Friends, of Baltimore, Md., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to suppress the lottery traffic; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the memorial of Fred Deruhard and sundry 
other citizens of Baltimore, Md., and the memorial of W. Hott 
man and sundry other citizens of Boonesboro, Md., remonstrat 
ing against the imposition of an income tax, and also against 
an increase of the tax on distilled spirits; which were referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry employ¢s of William 
J. Hooper & Co., of Baltimore, Md., and a memorial of sundry 
employés of ths J. J. Johnson Company, of Baltimore, Md., re- 
monstrating against any change being mde in the present du- 
ties on cotton and flax fish nettings, webs, seines, ete.; which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of Robert E. Green, W. T. Allen 
and sundry other citizens of Maryland; of William H. James, 
R. J. Wilson, Richard Grady, H. M. Fuller,George Damman, 
jr., William N, Hildebrand, S. H. Ranneker, J. Spencer C 
and G. A. McGaw, and sundry other citizens of Baltimore, 


aR 

arKke, 
Va: 
LUhes 


|} of Acma Coyncil, No. 858, Royal Areanum, of Baltimore: of 





John A. Murray and sundry other citizens of Williamsport; of 
John O. McKeby and sundry other citizens of Phoenix: of Levin 
F’. Morris and sundry other citizens of Bith; of Willian E. Taw 
and sundry other citizens of Marion; of Edward P. Allen, presi- 
dent, and sundry students of Mount St. Mary’s College, Em- 
mitsburg, and of W. A. Trader and sundry other citizens of Sal- 
isbury, all in the State of Maryland, praying that fraternal so- 
ciety andcollege journals be admitted to the mails as second- 
class matter; which were referred to the Committee Post- 
Offices and F’ost-Roads. 

Mr. GORDON presented the petition of Fayerweather & 


on 


| Faden, of Flintstone, Ga., praying for the retention of the duty 


on sole leather; which was referred to the Committee on 
nance. 

He also presented a memorial of P.S. Clark & Co. andsundry 
other druggists of Georgia, and the memorialof John W. Good- 
wyn, chairman of the Georgia Board of Pharmacy, of Macon, 
Ga., remonstrating against an increase of the duty on alcohol; 
which were referred to the Committee on Iinance. 

He also presented the petition of Charles A. Conklin, of At- 
lanta, Ga., praying that the timeof putting into effect the clause 


i i- 


October 1, 1894; which was referred to the Committee on li 
nance. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. PEFFER, from the Committee on Agriculture and For- 


estry, to whom was referred the bill ‘S. 115) for the 
and encouragement of silk culture in the United 


svelopment 
States under 
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the supervision of the Secretary of Agriculture, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1170) to estab!ish an electrical experiment station for the 
purpose of investigating and determining whether electricity 
can be profitably applied as a motive power in the propulsion of 
farm machinery and implements, reported it with amendments, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Mines and Mining, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1515) to amend chapter 6 of 
Title XXXII of the Revised Statutes, relating to mineral lands 
and mining resources, reported it with amendments. 


Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S, 200) for the relief of 
Moses Pendergrass, of Missouri, reported it withoutamendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 


bill (S. 199) for the relief of E. R. Shipley, reported it without | 


amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the | 


bill (S. 571) to provide a postal-card letter, reported adversely 
thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 751) to provide a postal currency, and for other purposes, 
reported adversely thereon. ; 

Mr. KYLE. Iask that the bill be placed on the Calendar with 
the udverse report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. HUNTON, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. 886) for the relief of 








wise or unwise in all its provisions it is the best compromise 
obtainable in a committee differing widely in their views upon 
economic questions and in the effect upon the prosperity of the 
country when embodied in our statute laws. 

I shall find no difficulty in supporting in the Senate my col- 
leagues with whom [ have served upon the committee in enact- 
ing into law so much of the proposed legislation as will yield to 
the Government all the revenue needed when economically ad- 
ministered. Beyond this just and proper limit I must not be 
expected to go. 

In view of the fact that two subjects of legislation proposed in 


| the bill had received much public attention, I will announce to 
Mr. MILLS, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- | 


the Senate, as I have already stated to the committee, my views 
and purpose as toeach of them. Firstly, I disagree with my 
colleagues upon the committee upon that section of the bill 
which provides for an income tax; ample provision having been 
otherwise made in the bill for revenue, its presence here is un- 
necessary, and besides it is un-American, un-Democratic, and, 
as I think, unwise. [shall move at the proper time to strike 
this provision from the bill. 

Secondly, I disagree with my colleagues on the committee in 


| respect to the sugar schedule as it appears in the bill; and I 


shall feel impelled to ofer at the proper time an amendment to 


| this schedule, believing that the option to impose duties upon 


sugar either by the polariscope test or a Dutch standard of 
color, as the customs oflicers may elect, is a dangerous power to 
confer upon any Government officer, and its effects will prove 
confusing and misleading when applied in practice. I trust, how- 
ever, that the committee upon further consideration will adopt 
this view and offer an amendment which will confine the test 
of all sugar, raw and refined, to the polariscope test alone, and 


legal representatives of John Wightman, deceased, reported it | thus make certain and definite the duties exch shall pay. 


with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 
THE REVENUE BILL. 


Mr. VOORHEES. Iam instructed by the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxa- 


Mr. ALLISON. [ think it would be a convenience to have a 
pamphlet print of the bill with the present law stated in each 
paragraph and then the propos»d changes. First, the changes 
—_ by the House of Representatives, and, secondly, the 
modifications proposed by the Senate Committee on Finance. 


tion, to provide revenue for the Government, and for other pur- | It seems to me that would be a great convenience. 


poses, to report it with amendments. 
Mr. MORRILL. 
members of the Committee on Finance are concerned they did 


I desire to say that so far as the Republican | this way? 


Mr. VOORHEES. Will the Senator be kind enough tospeak 
I did not hear what he said. 


Mr. ALLISON. [I think it would bea great convenience to 


not object to the reporting of the bill, while they are opposed | Senators to have a pamphlet print of the bill, embracing, first, 
not only to the proposed ineome tax, but to the many changesof | the existing law as respects these paragraphs; secondly, the 


specifics to ad valorems, and to the great bulk of the provisions 
of the bill. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I ask that the bill be printed and placed 
upon the Calendar, and I give notice thaton the 2d day of April, 
which is a week from next Monday, I shall call the bill up for 
consideration by the Senate. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I desire toask the Senator from Indi- 
ana, the chairman of the Committee on Finance, whether there 
is to be any written report with the bill? 

Mr. VOORHEES. ere is not. * 

Mr. MANDERSON. Will there be any statement submitted 
by the Committee on Finance? 

Mr. VOORHEES. There will be when the bill is called up 
for consideration. 

Mr. MANDERSON. A statement that will show the changes 
which are proposed in the existing law? 

Mr. VOORHEES. There will be full statements and explana- 
tions of the bill when it is called up for consideration. 

Mr. MANDERSON. And those will be ready in print on the 
2d day of April? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Ido not say that, or in what form they 
will be made. I myself expect, for instance, to make a state- 
ment to the Senate when the bill is called up for consideration. 
I will say te the Senator from Nebraska that there will be com- 
parative statements which will be accessible to the Senator, 
showing the chunges which are p to be made in the ex- 
isting law. All those usual sources of information will be amply 
afforded in a very short time. 

Mr. MANDERSON, I make this inquiry because of the fact, 
recognized by all, that the many changes in the bill from spe- 
cific to ad valorem duties require an expert to show exactly what 
changes are ed in the law. I think such a document as 
has been refe to, either in the nature ofa statement by some 
expert familiar with tariff duties or a report from the commit- 
tee, should be printed and in the hands of Senators some days 
before the bill ls taken ‘P for consideration. 

Mr. VOORHEES. All that information will be speedily af- 
forded to the Senate and to Senators. 

Mr. MANDERSON. IT hope it may. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, a single word perhage 


will be proper and appropriate from me wu this on. 
I have assented to the report just poche gy the chairman of 
the committee, justifying my by the that whether 


changes in the paragraph proposed by the bill as it came to us 
from the other House —— ; 

Mr. VOORHEES. That is whatI have already stated. 

Mr. ALLISON. And, thirdly, the changes proposed by the 
Senate Committee on Finance. Has the Senator suggested that 
a print of that character shall be made? 

r. VOORHEES. Yes; with an index. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. That I think would be a wise 
order to have made. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Is the Senator makinga point on the form 
or the substance of the publication? Does he wish to have it 
in a different form from the bill? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think it might be well to have it in a con- 
venient pamphlet form. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I will say to the Senator from Iowa that 
we can adjustthatin committee. There will be no trouble about 
fixing that. 

Mr. ALLISON. Butit will be necessary to have an order of 
the Senate, I think. 

Mr. VOORHEES. There will be subheadings also in the bill, 
so that it will be easy of reference. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. HOAR. Has the proposition made by the Senator from 
lowa been adopted? I thought the Senator made a motion or a 
suggestion equivalent toa motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understood the Sena- 
tor from Indiana to assent to the proposition. 

Mr. HOAR, Has the Senate assented to it? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. No motion was made and no re- 
quest was submitted for the Chair to put to the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not understand precisely what was done. 
I should like to know whether that matter is disposed of? 

Mr. FRYE. It can not be done without an order of the Sen- 


ate. 

Mr. ALLISON. So I stated. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I think the matter can be very safely left 
to the Senator from lowa and myself, for we shall fix it up most 
likely exactly as he wants it. 

Mr. FRYE. It can not be done without an order of the Sen- 


ate. 
Mr. HOAR. No; itcan not be done without an order of the 
Senate. 
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Mr. VOORHEES. I differfrom the Senator. 
a great many thingsof that kind already without an order of the 
Senate. The committee itself has puwer to do that. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not myself exactly understand (I do not 
know that it is important it should be understood now) what 
is the parliamentary attitude ofthe bill. Iunderstand the Sen- 
ator from Indiana to report the bill, and then if the Senator 
from Vermont {Mr. MORRILL], as he undertook to do, represents 
the Republican members of the committee, and the Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] has been correctly under- 
stood in regard to the income tax and the sugar schedule, here 
is a bill reported from a committee in regard to which in two 
of its great, perhaps its greatest, single features a majority of 
the committee who are said to report the bill are opposed. 
Now, does that make a parliamentary report? The Senator 
from New Jersey is opposed to two great sections of the bill. 
Ido not understand how the committee can be said to have 
agreed to this report. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I donot understand that there was any 
disagreement in committee as to the reporting of the bill this 
morning. L[heard no objection to its being reported. I think 
Iam telling no committee secret. It wasordered to be reported 
by general assent, as | supposed. I want to say to the Senator 
from Massachusetts—— 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will pardon me, that I may make 
my statement plain. I supposed that a committee ordinarily 
report bills they are in favor of and not bills they are opposed 
to. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I do not wish to get into any discussion 
on any co)lateral subjects this morning upon the bill. The time 
will come when I think I can convince the Senator from Massa- 
chusetis that I have acted exactly in a proper manner in re- 
spect to this subject. 

Mr. HOAR. I made nocriticism on the Senator from 
Jersey. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state, in response to 
the inquiry of the Senator from Massachusetts, that the bill was 
reported by the chairman of the Committee on Finance and it 
has been placed on the Calendar. The Chairdid not understand 
the senator from lowa to ask unanimous consent, and for that 
reason the Chair did not submit the matter to the Senate. 

Mr. PEFFER. Referring tothe tariff bill which has been re- 
ported, I desire to give notice that when it is called up at the 
time named by the Senator from Indiana I shall move to substi- 
tute for it the bill which I introduced last week, being the bill 
(S. 1762) to amend the customs laws and to provide additional 
revenue for the support of Government, and for other purposes. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O, 
Tow Les, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1918) author- 
izing the Texarkana and Fort Smith Railway Company to bridge 
the Calcasieu and Sabine Rivers in the States of Louisiana and 
Texas. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a 


New 
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We have done | second New York Volunteer Infantry; which was read twice 1 


} 


joint resolution (H. Res. 123) authorizing the wearing of a dis- | 


tinctive badge adopted by the Regular Army and Navy Union 
upon all occasions of ceremony; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the followingenrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 4831) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act authoriz- 
ing the construction of a high wagon bridge at or near Sioux 
City, lowa,” approved March 2, 1889, as amended by actsof April 
30, 1890, and February 7, 1893; and 

A bill (H. R. 5425) for the charter of the Iowa and Nebraska 
Pontoon Bridge Company. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 1793) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Robert Roby; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PEFFER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1794) for the 
relief of Harrison Wagner: which was read twice» by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 1795) to aid in the erec- 
tion of a monument tothe Maryland heroes of the Revolution- 
ary war; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1796) removing the charge of de- 
sertion against Philip Bradley, late of Company F, Seventy- 
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its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs 

He also introduced a bill (S.1797) for the relief of Mi Mary 
Henry Carroll, sister of Miss Anna Ella Carroll, deceased; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Co on 
Military Affairs. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. PROCTOR submitted an amendment intended 0 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; w is 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and o to 
be printed. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yesterday I submitted an endment to the 
sundry civil appropriation bill, the am nt ) ug to 
make an appropriation of $16,000 for a resurvey of the of 
Grant and Hooker Counties, in the State of Nebraska; it 


was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. I as i- 
mous consent to withdraw that reference, and have the id 
ment referred to the Committee on Public Lands 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isthereobjection? TheChair! rs 
none, and that change of reference will be made. 
BILL RECOMMITTED. 
Mr. GIBSON. I move that the bill (S. 1680) to more e u- 


ally suppress gambling in the District of Columbia be re n- 
mitted to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 
TT ST 


FENDERS ON DISTRIK REET RAILWAY CAR 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 





Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia be dl | to 
investigate and report, as promptly as may be, whether in the pinion the 
street railways of the city of Washington, propelled ‘ uu ric 
power, have adopted and are using the most effective fend rt ) 
tection of human life and limb, and if they are not using the best avaliable 


appliances what remedy should be invoked to 


Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to submit an editorial article 
from the Evening Star of last evening bearing on this quest 


ompel them to d 


on, 
which I ask to have referred to the Committes on the District 


of Columbia. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
be so referred. 

INTRODUCTION 


Without objection, the paper will 


OF REINDEER INTO ALASKA, 





Mr. TELLER submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to transmit to the 
Senate acopy of the last report of Dr. Sheldon Jackson upon th ntro 
duction of domesticated reindeer into the district of Alaska.” 

REPEAL OF FEDERAL ELECTION LAWS. 

Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following resolution: which 
was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the sum of 2.92, being the expense of printing 2.00) extra 

| copies of Senate Report No. 113, part 2%, be paid from the appropriation for 
the contingent expenses of the Senate. 
HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas submitted the following resolution: 
which *was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

| Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs, or any subcommittee 
thereof, have power to employ a stenographer to report hearings in ineec- 
tion with Senate bill 1486, ‘‘to ratify and confirm an agreement the 
Comanche, Kiowa, and Apache tribes of Indians in Oklahoma Territory, and 
to make appropriation for carrying the me into effect;"’ the compen on 
of said stenographer to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate 


upon vouchers properly #pproved by the chairman of said committee 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The joint resolution (H. Res. 123) authorizing the wearing of 
a distinctive badge adopted by the Regular Army and Navy 
Union upon all occasions of ceremony was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


POLICY REGARDING HAWAITI. 


Mr. GEORGE. I ask unanimous consent that I may proceed, 
in accordance with the notice I gave yesterday, with my remarks 
upon the resolution on the Hawaiian question reported by the 
Senator from Indiana |[Mr. TuRPis] from the Committee on lor- 
eign Relations. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the Senator from Mississippi will proceed 

Mr. TURPIE. Will the Senator from Mississippi p me 
to have the resolution read for the purpose of fixing a time for 


its consideration? 
Mr. GEORGE. Certainly. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will 
The Secretary read the resolution, reported by 


he 


read. 
Mr. TURPIE 
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from the Committee on Foreign Relations January 23, 1894, as 
follows: 

Resolved, That from the facts and papers laid before the Senate it is unwise 
and inexpedient, under existing conditions, to consider at this time any proj- 
ect of annexation of the Hawalian territory to the United States; that the 
Provisional Government therein having been duly recognized, the highest 
international interests require that it shall pursue its own line of policy. 
Foreign intervention in the political affairs of these islands will be regarded 
&3 an act unfriendly to the Government of the United States. 

Mr. TURPIE. It will be recollected that at the time when 
the resolution was reported the committee asked for its imme- 
diate consideration. resent consideration has been much be- 
lated, and I think the resolution has been a reasonable time at 
least before the Senate. I therefore ask unanimous consent 
that it be made the special order for Tuesday next immediately 
after the routine morning business. 

Mr. DOLPH. I object. 

Mr. PLATT. What day does the Senator from Indiana pro- 

ose? 

Mr TURPIE. Tuesday next. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection tothe request of 
the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. DOLPH. There is objection. I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. 

Mr. TURPIE. Then [ should like to have some agreement 
us to the time when a vote shall be taken and when the debate 
upon the resolution shall close. I will remark to the Senator 
from Oregon that tho resolution was by the committee at least 
held to relate to the external view of our policy; it does not re- 
late to the mooted questions that have been debated here, and 
early action in regard to it is certainly advisable. There is no 
need of the pendency of the resolution here as a subject-matter 
for debate upon such questions as have been debated in the course 
of the argument. The original resolution of the Senator from 
Maine[ Mr. Fry®]is on the table, and the question of concurring 
or nonconcurring in the report made by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations is yet on the table. Both those 
papers contain a full basis for complete debate upon the whole 
subject without reference to the resolution which I now ask 
be made a specialorder. Icall the attention of the Senator from 
Oregon to the expediency at least of fixing a time—if next Tues- 
day is not the proper time—when the resolution shall be made a 
special order. 

Mr. DOLPH. Iam not myself prepared to agree to any time. 
As is well known, I did not favor the report of the resolution as 
it was made, and after the interpretation which has been placed 
upon the first clause of the resolution by a member of the com- 
mittee, I understand that other members of the committee who 
at the time agreed to the report are not willing to stand by the 
favorable report. I think theresolution should be recommitted, 
so that we may know how the committee stands upon it, and if 
it is not in shape to satisfy the majority of the committee, it 
should be put in that shape. I therefore can not agree this 
morning to any time for its final disposition. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
The hour of 2 o clock having arrived, it is the duty of the Chair 
to lay before the Senate the unfinished business, the title of 
which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 832) to simplify the form of deeds 
of conveyance, trust, and releases of land in the District of Co- 
lumbia, and for other purposes. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I ask the attention of the Sen- 
ate with some reluctance upon a question which has been very 
fully debate®, but there are some aspects of that question to 
which I hsve given attention, and I have reached conclusions 
which [ believe it my duty to state to the Senate. 

The necessity for an investigation by Mr. Cleveland of the 
Hawaiian revolution, so called, will appear evident from a con- 
sideration of the documents and papers accessible to him when 
the investigation was ordered. In the statement of facts con- 
nected with this revolution I shall confine myself to the facts as 
shown by the documents then in existence. These papers show 
that on Saturday, I4th day of January, 1893, the Legislature of 
the Kingdom of Hawaii was in session in accordance with the 
constitution, and that in pursuance of the undoubted power of 
the Queen it was duly prorogued. 

They also show that on the same day the Queen, under pres- 
sure from her native subjects, proposed to promulgate a new 
constitution; that this preposed action was op by her cab- 
inet, and that she finally desisted, temporarily, as is alleged, 
from that attempt. 

A meeting was held on the same day,in the back room of a 
lawyer's office, to take action in reference to this pro d pro- 
mulgation. The meeting at which there could have nm pres- 
ent only a sma!i number of persons, probably not more than two 
dozen, appointed what they called a committee of safety com- 
posed of thirteen persons “ to consider the situation and devise 
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ways and moans for the maintenance of the public peace and the 
protection of life and property.” 

The committee called a mass meeting of the citizens of Hono- 
lulu, to be convened on Monday, the liith, at 2 oclock p.m., 
which was duly organized and addressed by the leading spirits 
in opposition to the Queen. 

In the mean time the Queen had issued a proclamation, coun- 
tersigned by her cabinot, in which she promised to take no fur- 
ther steps in the promulgation. 

The chairman of this meeting on taking the chair made a 
short address, in which he stated—I quote literally: 

We do not meet as revolutionists, but as peaceful citizens who havea 
right to meet and state their grievances. 

Another speaker, the leading spirit of the movement, Mr. 
Thurston, said: 

The constitution gives us the right to assemble peaceably and express our 
grievances. We are here to-day, doing that, without arms. 

The resolutions adopted by the meeting did not even remotely 
indicate any revolutionary movement. ‘They denounced the ac- 
tion of the Queen in relation to the promulgation, and confirmed 
the powers of the committee of safety. 

On that same day the committee of safety applied, as Mr. 
Stevens says in his report, ‘‘to me [him] for aid.” The paper 
making the application thus referred to by Mr. Stevens as ac- 
companying his reportis not found with it, norin the documents 
above referred to. For some purpose it was omitted. Mr. Ste- 
vens reports that on reception of this application he “‘ promptly 
addressed a letter to Capt. Wiltse, requesting the landing of the 
troops, and the marines from the Boston were promptly landed.” 

He further reports, as next in chronological order to the 
landing of the troops, that ‘‘as soon as practicable a provisional 
government was formed,” and that this committee of safety 
‘forthwith took possession of the government building, ar- 
chives, and the treasury, and installed the Provisional Govern- 
ment at the heads of the differentdepartments. This being ac- 
complished, I promptly recognized the Provisional Government 
as the Government of the Hawaiian Islands.” 

The account given by the commissioners of the Provisional 
Government, to the United States, differs essentially from this, 
in that it says the call for troops was made by many citizens, a 
fact notalluded to by Mr. Stevens. and necessarily contradicted b 
whathedid say. The commissioners’ account also differs materl- 
ally from Stevens's, in that it states that no public recognition 
of the Provisional Government took place ‘' until after the ab- 
dication of the Queen and the surrender to the Provisional Gov- 
ernment of her forces.”’ 

The Secretary of State, Mr. Foster, in his letter to the Presi- 
dent adopted the view of the commissioners on this subject. 

It appears from these same papers, however, that Stevens’s 
statement was correct on this point, and that the recognition 
took place while the Queen’s forces were in fuil possession of 
the police station house, which Mr. Stevens had in a previous 
letter indicated as the most important military stronghold in the 
city of Honolulu, in fact so important, as he stated it, that its 
possession actually commanded the royal palace and the govern- 
ment building. There were also unaccountable differences in 
these documents in reference to the location of the troops. Mr. 
Foster says in his letter referring to the troops: 

They were distributed that night— 


After the landing— 
between the legation and the consulate, where they occupied the inner 
courts and a private hali rented for their acco wmodation. 

According to his statement, when the troops were landed they 
were put aloneat the consulate aad the legation, at which par- 
ticular places they occupied the inner courts and a private hall 
rented for their accommodation, but Capt. Wiltse in his report 
stated, as will be found on page 27 of Senate Executive Docu- 
ment 76, Cifty-second Congress, second session, as follows: 

One detachment of marines was placed at the legation and one at the con- 
sulate, while the main body of men, with two pieces of artillery, were quar- 
tered in a hall of central location near the government building. 

It also appeared that President Dole in his letter to Mr. Smith, 
the resident minister of the Hawaiian Islands to the United 
States, informed that official that this remarkable revolution took 
place in the manner described, in his own language, as follows: 

That by public proclamation made on the 19th instant, from the govern- 
ment bu iding. in all formal style— 

Whatever that may be— - 


the Hawaiian monarchy was ab’ ted, and a Provisional Government over 
the Hawatlian Islands was established. 


This history is very remarkable up to this point—a revolution 
by proclamation—commenced forthwith on and consummated 
eventually by the landing of the United States troops, who, how- 
ever, it was avowed, took no part in producing the result. 

Bat still more remarkable facts appear from these papers, 
which need now to be noted. 
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They are taat Minister Stevens, though an avowed annexa- 
tionist and a bitter enemy of the Queen, had in letters to the 
Secretary of State prior to these events distinctly stated that 
there were not men enough opposed to the Queen either to over- 
throw her Government orto maintain a government, if one were 
established for them. Thig fact was confirmed in the letter of | 
the Hawaiian commissione?s sent to the United States to make 
a treaty of annexation. In this letter they stated explicitly 
‘‘there was no longer any possibility of efficiently and perma- | 
nently maintaining the public peace and the protection of life, 
liberty, and property in Hawaii under the existing system of | 
government, and that the only method of maintaining such per- 
manent peace and security was by securing the assistance and 
support of the Government of the United States, or of some for- 
eign power, possessed of sufficient force to prevent the future 
possibility of revolution or despotic assumption of power in 
derogation of the rights of the people.” 

This confessed inability to maintain a proper government by | 
the Provisional Government, thus concurred in by Mr. Stevens, 
was as a fact placed beyond all controversy by the application of 
the Provisional Government on the Ist of February, just twelve 
days after it was established, for the United States troops on 
shore to protect it. In that application the Provisional Gov- 
ernment confessed its inability to be a government at all in that 
it was wholly unable to perform the first and most essential 
functions and duties of government. As their application is 
very material, I shall read it: 

Sir: Believing that we are unabie to satisfactorily protect life and prop- | 
erty and to prevent civil disorders in Honolulu and throughout the Ha 
walian Islands, we hereby, in obeijience to the instructions of the advisory 
council, pray that you will raise the flag of the United States for the pro- 
tection of the Hawaiian Isiands for the time being, and to that end we 
hereby confer upon the Government of the United States, through you, 
freedom of occupation of the public buildings of thisGovernment andof the | 
soil of this country, so far as may be necessary for the exercise of such pro- 
tection, but not interfering with the administration of public affairs by th 


Government. 
We have, etc., 


SANFORD B. DOLE, 
President of the Provisional Government of the Hawaiian Islands 
and Minister of Foreign Affairs 
J. A. KING, 
Minister of Interior. 
P. C. JONES, 
Minister of Finance 
WILLIAM O. SMITH, 
Attorney-General. 





His Excellency JOHN L. STEVENS, 

Envoy Extraordinary and Minister Plenipotentiary of the United States 

The further fact appeared that the landing of the troops of the 
United States, or even their presence in the harbor, had al- 
ways the effect both of overawing the people and the Govern- 
ment of Hawaii. I shall read an extract on that subject. On 
November 9, 1892, Capt. Wiltse, then commanding the United | 
States steamship Boston in Honolulu, wrote a letter to the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, the last sentence of which is as follows: 

Tam informed from reliable sources that the Queen had been strongly ad 
vised to dissolve the Legislature and order a new election, which would have 
been unconstitutional,and which would probably have caused a revolution; 
but she was deterred by the presence of United States vessels of war 

And Mr. Stevens himself reported in his letter before noted 
that it was a fortunate thing that at the time of these transac- 
tions the Boston was in the harbor, and thatthe landing of the 
troops ‘“‘ promptly gave immediate relief to the public anxiety.” 

These and many other facts not needed now to be mentioned, 
shown in the papers then before Mr. Cleveland, brought into se- 
rious question, if they did not absolutely overthrow the state 
ments made by Secretary Foster and others, that the landing of 
the troops had no effect on the result of the movement to over- 
throw the Queen. 

Besides this the official papers before alluded to showed that 
the Queen surrendered under a written protest in which she 
averred that she surrendered to the superior power of the United 
States, that she appealed to the United States to do her justice | 
in the matter, and that the Provisional Government received 
the surrender under this protest. 

I shall read that protest. The Queen says: 

I, Liliuokalani, by the grace of God and under the constitution of the Ha 
waiian Kingdom, Queen, do hereby solemnly protest against any and all 
acts done against myself and the constitutional Government of the Ha- 
Waiian Kingdom by certaif persons claiming to have established a Provi- 
sional Government of and for this Kingdom. ; 

That I yield to the superior force of the United States o° America, whose 
minister plenipotentiary, His Excellency John L. Stevens, has caused United 
States troops to be landed at Honolulu and declared that he would support 
the said Provisional Government. 

Now, to avoid any collision of armed forces and perhaps the loss of life, I 
do, under this protest, and impelled by said force, yield my authority until 
such time as the Government of the United States shall, upon the facts b=- 
ing presented toit, undo the action of its representative and reinstate mein 


_ mad which I claim as the constitutional sovereign of the Hawaiian 
slands. ; 


Under these circumstances, and with these facts disclosed in 
the official records of the Government, it was most clearly the 
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duty of the President, with a treaty of annexation then ; 
to investigate fully the situation. 

The foregoing facts show the necessity for investigation. 
They also show the necessity for somewhat enlarged p 





OW son 

the part of the person making the investigation. 
The President could not certainly know, though he must have 
suspected strongly, that Stevens had abused his powers ad 


| materially aided the revolution. 


he President did know that in the opinion of the commi 


, sent to treat with the United Sta 


for tae transfer to the United States of the soverei he 
islends, the Provisional Government was not only unsafe and 
unstable, but could not be made a safe and stable | nt 
with efficiency to secure permanent pesce and safety without 


the support of some strong foreign government, and that they 
had put this forward as the main ground for annexation to th 
in this view. He 
knew that martial law had been proclaimed, and that a protee- 
torate was then in existence under the patronage of St 

Under these circumstances, to send a special commissioner, 
with power to investigate, but without power to make in- 
vestigation complete, would be not only futile, but an act of ex- 
treme folly. 

The necessity and the duty to investigate, to inquire, has been 
shown, and the power to do so by an agent or commissioner not 
confirmed by the Senate is not disputed. Yet as illustrating 
my argument, I will cite some of the instances of the exercise of 
the power through the appointment of private, special, or in- 
formal agents during the session of the Senate without the ad 
vice of the Senate. 

I note only a few of them, and the first one I note in order to 
meet that aspect of the objection made against Mr. Cleveland's 
action that he appointed Mr. Blount as his special commissioner, 
as if he were the autocrat of this country, and as if Blount were 
his private representative, which has been criticised as an as- 
sumption of autocratic power by the President, is one which 


he 


| shows that George Washington, as early as the 13th of October, 
| 1780, the very year in which he was inaugurated, appointed 


Gouverneur Morris his private agent, nota public agent, to make 
certain inquiries of the British cabinet concerning the disposi 
tion of that cabinet to carry out the treaty of commerce which 
had been made between the United States and Great ritain. 

So,if Mr. Cleveland is chargeable with having assumed some- 
what autocratic power in appointing Mr. Blount as his special 
agent, he has the exainple of the Father of His Country, whoap 
pointed Gouverneur Morvis as his private agent. 

The other cases to which I refer consist of an appointment 
made by Mr. Madison in April, 1815, when Augustus Neale dur- 
ing the recess of Congress was appointed a special agent to pro 
ceed to Halifax to ascertain the number, names, and situation 
of negroes carried off by British officers. 

Another, Joseph Devereaux, appointed during a reces yn- 
gress by Mr. Madison as special agent to obtain information of 
the various occurrences in South America interesting in a polit 
ical pointof view to the United States of all military movements 
in that quarter, of the relative force of the contending parties 
disposition manifested by all toward the United States, and the 
changes which may take place in their commercial regulations 
as applicable to us. 

Anotber by Mr. Monroe April 18, 1820, when Alexander Me: 

tae was appointed during a session of Congress specia! agent 
to proceed to any place where a European congress may be held, 
with a view to the consideration of the affairs of Spain and South 
America. Hewas toreport all such information relating to the 
proceedings of such congress as he might deem useful to the 
Government of the United States, ete. 

Another was on December 15, 1823, by Mr. Monros, when 
Luther Bradish was appointed during a session of Congress 
agent to collect such information in foreign countries in rela- 
tion to the commerce of the United States as might prove useful 
tothem. He was particularly directed to report whether the 
interests of the United States would be promotad by a treaty of 
amity and commerce with the Sublime Porte, and the best way 
to accomplish the same. 

Another, April 21, 1824, by Mr. Monroe, when Thomas M. 
Mann was appointed during a session of Congress informal 
agent to obtain information relating to the state and prospects 
of Guatemala, whether they promise the establishment of ite 
separate and independent existence, ete. 

Another, December 7, 1825, John Quincy Adams being Presi- 
dent, when Thomas Bolling Robertson was appointed during a 
session of Congress confidential, politic:!, and commercial 
agent to Cuba, to report on the state of the population, exhibit- 


sof C 


ing the relative numbers of the various castes, their disposition 
towards each other, education, etc., conditien of agriculture and 
extent, commerce, state of political parties and their views with 
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regard to a continuance of the existing conneetion with Spain, 
or in favor of independence, ete., the Spanish means of resist- 
ance, moral and military; in short, all information tending to 
the formation of a correct estimate of the value of the island, its 
resources, its capacity to maintain its independence, etc. 

Another, March 15, 1854, when Franklin Pierce was Presi- 
dent, when Charles W. Davis was appointed during a session of 
Congress special agent to ascertain whether the Africanization 
of Cuba was in contemplation by Spain. 

Another, May 12,186, when Mr. Pierce was President, when 
Amos B. Corwin was appointed special agent tomakea thorough 
investigation into the recent assault upon citizens of the United 
States and the robbery and destruction of their property at 
Panama. 

These all show that from the very beginning the power dur- 
ing the session of the Senate to appoint persons to make in- 
vestigations was exercised, and has never been disputed. 

The power to investigate carries with it the power to make 
the investigation full, thorough, and complete. The investi- 

ator should have all the powers necessary to discharge fully 

is commission. 

There are no lame and no impotent powers granted by the 
Constitution. They are always plenary and ample to accomplish 
the full purpose of each power. The President had a high and 
solemn duty to perform, the highest of all possible duties of a 
mere earthly character, to wit, the duty: 

First. To decide rightly a question which had been referred 
to the United States, by the Queen’s protest, which had been 
accepted by the Provisional Government, to wit: Her right to 
restoration, coming from an alleged and apparently justly al- 
leged improper dethronement by the unlawful use of the United 
States forces. 

Second. He had a further duty, to decide whether this new 
government, proposing to transfer the sovereignty of the islands 
to the United States, had the rightful power to do so, and es- 
pecially whether the United States were in such a position as to 
authorize them to accept such transfer. 

Third. The honor and fairness and good faith of the Gov- 
ernment were involved. They called for a full investigation. 
The rights and happiness of a friendly, though weak, people 
were also involved. This consideration demanded that the 
whole truth should be known. There were serious obstacles in 
the way—an absolute government controlling by law a weak 
people, denying the right and duty to investigate,a United 
States minister strongly suspected of being an accomplice in the 
alleged wrong. 

Under these circumstances the power to investigate necessa- 
rily carried with it the power to protect the investigator and 
the witnesses from whom information was to be sought, and the 
power to inspect and search the archives of the American lega- 
tion. There must needs be a power paramount to the power 
of him whose conduct was to be investigated. Now, the power 
given to Mr. Blount wassimply a power toinvestigate. Thesub- 
sidiary powers granted were needful to make the investigation 
eomplete. They were also plainly intended to be this, and no 
more. 

The President’s letter of credence states distinctly the object 
of Mr. Blount’s mission. He was to visit the Hawaiian Islands and 
make report to the President concerning the present status of 
affairs in that country; and then President Dole is informed in 
the letter that Mr. Hlount's authority in all matters affecting 
relations with the Government of the Hawaiian Islands is para- 
mount. 

Letters of credence are always in general terms. Specific au- 
thorities and specific limitations of authority are generall 
found in letters of instructions. Inthis case they were so found, 
and manifestly for a proper reason, that the Provisional Gov- 
ernment was not to be allowed to determine for Mr. Blount the 
extent to which hissubsidiary gore toaid investigation should 
be carried. So far as that vernment was concerned, Mr. 
Blount was to have the powershe assumed. So faras Mr. Blount 
and the United States were concerned he was to assume no power 
not needed for the inves tion. 

The instructions to Mr. Blount stated: 

You will inves and fully report to the President all the facts you can 
learn respecting condition of affairs in the Hawaiian Islands, the cause 
Si eres eee tire ties cocks aaa erect ora 
can fully enlighten the President touching the subject of your mission. 

This fully states the object and of Mr. Blount’s mission. 
ee comes in the next sentence the powers of Blount, as fol- 
ows: 

To enable y 

relations of this Government te the existing of other government of the 

wailian and the protection of one ene eee. pecans 
and ~3 x anon, coves in codperation with the commander of the naval 
forces, is vested discretion and power to determine when such forces 
shall be landed and withdra 
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It will not be disputed that this additional power could have 
been conferred if Mr. Blount had been confirmed by the Senate. 

We have seen the precedents, and they are full and specific 
as to acts of investigation. But there are many precedents 
which justify appointments of special agents for other specific 
diplomatic purposes than investigation, without the consent of 
the Senate. I call attention now to about twenty cases of that 
kind, and, as in the first case, the very first example that I no- 
tice is from the Father of his Country. 

August 11, 1790, Col. David Humphreys was on the eve of the 
adjournment of Congress instructed to proceed to Lisbon and 
deliver a letter to Chevalier Pinto and confer with him on the 
subject of insuring ‘“‘ the reception and treatment with the regqui- 
site respect” of ‘the diplomatic grade which ‘alone coincides 
with our system.” He was to return to Lisbon after two or 
three months to receive further instructions aid avoid in the 
meanwhile all suspicion of being on public business. 

Here there was no investigation, yet the appointment was mado 
on the day before the Senate adjourned. The nomination could 
haye been submitted by the President to the Senate, but he 
would not do tnis, but of his own motion, the Senate being in 
session, he appointed a person to performa high diplomatic duty. 
That was done by George Washington. 

April 16, 1794, Nathaniel C. Higginson was appointed during 
a session of Congress special agent to proceed to the islands of 
Barbadoes, Tobago, Grenada, Martinico, Dominica, Antigua, 
Montserrat, St. Christopher, San Domingo, Jamaica, and New 
Providence, to obtain a *‘ list of all vessels belonging to citizens 
of the United States which have been condemned there since 
Great Britain began to take part in the war against France.” 

He wasalso to examine into all hardships which the American 
captains or crews have been exposed to by the conduct of the 
courts or ships of war, public or private, and amongst other 
things whether they have been plundered, insulted, on the trials, 
orinany mannerdeprived of a fair trial, etc. 

He had another specific duty besides making an inquiry. Hoe 
was to examine cases in which American vessels had been con- 
demned by — eourts, and where there was a proper case to 
enter appeals on behalf of the United States. 

We come now to Mr. Madison. January 26, 1812, George Mat- 
thews and John McKee, during a session of Congress and by vir- 
tue of the secret act of January 15 (l'ebruary 7), 1811, were ap- 

ointed commissioners to take temporary possession, saaiaakty 
if possible, forcibly if any suspicion should arise of armed inter- 
ference by some other power, of certain parts of East and West 
Florida. 

This appointment was made, in virtue of the secret act of 
Congress of January 15, 1811. I desire to call the attention 
of the Senate to that act, which I have now beiore me. I shall 
not read it, but it contains no specific power to appoint anybody; 
it only says the President shall take possession, and left it to 
him to determine how, when, and under what circumstances he 
would take possession. That was under Mr. Madison. 

March 25, 1816, Christopher Hughes, jr., was appointed dur- 
ing a session of Congress special agent to Colombia to secure 
the release of certain American prisoners at Carthagena. 

That was a diplomatic duty of the very highest character, to 
treat with a government to secure the release of prisoners. It 
had nothing to do with investigation. 

December 20, 1816, Septimus Tyler was appointed during a 
session of Congress agent to San Domingo to guard the personal 
as wellas the commercial rights of American citizens trading 
with the island, and on January 29, 1817, an agent for the pur- 

of claiming indemnity due petitionersfor property unjustly 
taken from them. 

There was no investigation in either one of these cases, but 
only specific diplomatic duties. 

January 29, 1817, Septimus Tyler was appointed during a 
session of Congress special agent to Haiti, and instructed to 
visit Cape Francois and obtain redress for the confiscation of 
property of American citizens. 

February 22, 1820, Charles S. Todd was during a session of 
Congress appointed a confidential agent to Venezuela and New 
Granada (the country being in a state of revolution and without 
recognized authorities as established governments). The objects 
of his mission were to obtain correct information concerning the 
state of that country and the interesting events there occurring, 
to promote and maintain relations of friendship, and to obtain 
pad rte for certain claims of citizens of the United States— 
a diplomatic duty of the very highest character. 

January 30, 1821, Edward Wyer was appointed during a ses- 
sion of Congress ‘‘an agent to renew the demand of indemnity 
to certain citizens of the United States deprived of their prop- 
erty Dy an arbitrary process of the government of the late Gen. 
Christophe” at Santo Domingo. That was notan investigation, 
but a high diplomatic duty—to make a demand. 








1894. 








December 13, 1822, William McRee, of Virginia, was during | 


asession of Congress appointed agent and ony todemand 


delivery of the Florida archives at Havana, ‘‘and also to make | 


such representation to the governor of Cubaas may be advisable 
for the suppression of the piracies which forsome time past have 
so severely annoyed the commerce of the United States.” 

There was no investigation there. 

We come down now to 1842, when Mr. Tyler was President. I 
am not sure but that Daniel Webster was then Secretary of 
State. I know he was Secretary of State under Mr. Tyler, 
though I am not sure about his being Secretary of State at that 
particular date. 

February 15, 1842, Tully R. Wise was appointed during a ses- 
sion of Congress a special agent to proceed to Havana on a con- 
fidential errand relating to the settlement ofclaims between the 
United States and Spain. 

There was no investigation there. 

In 1850, when Mr. Fillmore was President—Mr. Webster was 
Secretary of State under Mr. Fillmore from July 22, 1850, till 
the time of his death. December 20, 1850, George G. Goss was 
appointed during a session of Congress special agent to Mexico 
for the purchase and improvement of certain land for an Ameri- 
can cemetery near the City of Mexico. 

There was no investigation there. 

Again, under President Taylor, April 22,1850, Robert Green- 
how was appointed during a session of Congress agent to ob- 
tain documentary evidence respecting claims (Mexican) to be 
used before the Board of Commissioners under the treaty of 
February 2, 1848, showing their fraudulent character. 

January 18, 1851, under Mr. Fillmore, Mr. Webster being Sec- 
retary of State, Robert M. Walsh was appointed during a 
session of Congress special agent to cojperate with the repre- 
sentatives of France ind Great Britain for the purpose of bring- 
ing about a peace between Huiti and the Dominican Republic. 

There was no investigation there, but a high diplomatic duty. 

April 29, 1852, Mr. Webster being still Secretary of State, 
Robert M. Walsh was appointed during a session of Congress 
special envoy to Costa Rica, to obtain a settlement of disputes 
between Costa Rica and Nicaragua in regard to their bounda- 
ries, which are obstacles to the commencement of the canal 
across Nicaragua. I call attention of the Senators on the other 
side to the fact that in this case the appointee was called a 
‘special envoy.” 

So, Mr. President, the contention that for the mere purposes 
of investigation these agents and commissioners may be ap- 
pointed, and for nothing else, is shown tobe unfounded. Allthe 
cases to which I have alluded contain, or at least the last batch 
of them contain, other specific and great powers, not of the char- 
acter only of investigation. 

I have up to this point cited some twenty cases arising under 
the most distinguished Presidents of the United States and dis- 
tinguished Secretaries of State. 

Now, I come to the act of John Quincy Adams when he 
was President of the United States, an act which was very much 
discussed in the Congress of the United States at the time, in 
reference to the celebrated Panama Congress which was to be 
held in 1826. President John Quincy Adams in his annual mes- 
sage of December 6, 1525, in speaking of the Panama congress 
and the invitation to the United States to send a minister there, 
said: 

The invitation has been accepted, and ministers on the part of the United 
States will be commissioned to attend at those deliberations, and to take 
part in them, so far as is compatible with that neutrality from which it is 
neither our intention nor the desire of the other American States that we 
should depart. ¥ 

That was the announcement made to Congress in his annual 
message of December 6, 1825; yet after announcing his intention 
to act and his acceptance of the invitation without any consulta- 
tion with the Senate, and of his purpose to send these ministers 
without any consultation with the Senate, he sent in a special 
message for a specific purpose, and [ will let him explain the 
purpose in his own language: 

Although this measure— 

Speaking of the Panama Congress and the invitation 
Was deemed to be within the constitutional competency of the Executive, I 
have not thought proper to take any step in it before ascertaining that 
my opinion of its expediency will concur with that of both branches of the 
Legislature: first, by the decision of the Senate upon the nominations to be 
laid before them; and secondly, by the sanction of both Houses to the appro- 
priations, without which it can not be carried into effect. 

So, whilst avowing his belief and conviction in the compe- 
tency of the Executive to do all this without consulting Con- 
gress, yet as a matter of expediency, he says, ‘‘I want to know 
the opinion of Congress before I doit, because, unless I can getan 
appropriation from Congress and the assent of the Senate and the 

1ouse of Representatives, I can not send ministers.” This mis- 
sion was not to make a treaty, as is shown by the commission 
given to the ministers. 
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make an appointment of a representative to make : uty 
as he may to investigate without the assent of the Sena 
I shall show after awhile that there is nothing in that 
affect this question. I want to show now, and I can s 
the mission was not to make a treaty, as is sho 
mission given to the ministers. It alludes t 
tostate that what was done should be transmitted t 

dent for ratification by him and by the Senate, whi 
versally done, without a single ex when power is 
to make a treaty. 

lL have the commission here of the mini ‘s to that con 
and I will state to the Senate, without re 
liberations of that congress were about 
and commerce and navigation, and maritin 





‘aption 


eue 


and belligerent rights, and all matters interesting to t 
ican nations, orwhich m ry be given to them in« . 
is no statement that anything they agreed to shi lb 


the President for his ratification and be laid befor 
which conclusively shows that it was a m 


erate and exchange views, without intending to ean 
atall. Uptothis point we have many pre 
with the very beginning of the Goverament l running d 


to the very latest date. 

I shall notice another, which, whilst it 
Arthur may or may rot have i 
about it, yet Mr. Blaine certainly did entertain the opinion 
he had the right to appoint Mr. Trescot for the purpos« 

I shall proceed hereafter to state without submitting his 1 
to the Senate. 

On the 28th of November, 1881, William H. Tresecot was « 
missioned envoy to Peru, Chile, and Bolivia by a commissio 


shows 


entertained a different « 


stating that his office was to last ‘‘ until his authority shal! be 
revoked by the President.” His duty was to bring about nm 


tiations between these three countries—not to make 
himself, but to aid in settling the pending difficulti r 
these three countries. 

It was only five or six days before Congress met when t 
commission was given. Mr. Blaine resigned his office on 
19th of December, and on the very day when he resigned 
was no longer Secretary of State, Trescot’s name was sent to 


the Senate and confirmed on the 20th. This shows that M 
Blaine’s view was that no confirmation was necessary, and Mr. 
Trescot’s first commission, to which I have just alluded, was 


‘until the authority shall be revoked by the President of t 
United States,” and not as the Constitution requires, if it 
intended to fill a vacancy in the office which was required to 
confirmed by the Senate. not ‘* until the expiration of the next 
term of the Senate.” Whenever a commission is given in vac 
tion whieh does not contain that provision, it is in violation o 
the Constitution of the United States if the appointee be a real 
officer of the United States and thus required to be confirmed 

Mr.GRAY. An officer in the sense of the Constitution. 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, an officer in the sense of the Constit 
tion. On that subject I suppose I had as well here as at an 
other time call attention to another criticism made upon the 
President of the United States, that he appointed Mr. Blount 
commissioner to Hawaii with paramount authority over 
Stevens. I shall show, as I can show without much tro 
that Mr. Trescot was appointed minister plenipotentiary to th: 
countries—Chi'e, Peru, and Bolivia—at every one of which w 
had ministers, and when he was appointed the powers of those 
ministers as to certain things, as was done in the case of } 
Blount, were made subordinate to him. 

Here is a letter from Mr. Biaine to one of these ministers, in 
which he informs him that Mr. Trescot has been commissioned 
as special envoy with the rank of minister plenipotentiary to 
the republics of Chile, Peru, and Bolivia, and 
outupon his mission. Mr. Blaine said: 

The commission which Mr. Treseot 
nary duties of yourseif and your coll 
communications and negotiations I 
pending difficulties between Chile 
mentmay deem it judicious to t 
cot’s charge. 

That is a case in point on that subject. 

Mr. DAVIS. What is the date of the instructions? 

Mr. GEORGE. November 30, 1881. and is to 
becrucified for sending Blount to Hawaii with powers paramount 
to Mr. Stevens, then the memory of Mr. Blaine is to be discred- 
ited for sending Mr. Trescot with powers paramount to thr 
of our ministers, one at Chile, one at Peru, and one at Bo! 

Now, I proceed a little further in the investigation of the 
stitutional question, as to what is an officer in the constit 


will forthwith set 


receives will not supersede 
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So if Mr. Cleve 


sense of the term. The Constitution of the United S 
tains this provision: 

No Senator or Representative shall, during the time for w! » he was 
elected. be appointed to any civil office under the authority of the United 
States, which shall have been created or the emoluments whereof shall have 
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been increased during such time; and no person holding any office under 
se Sastee States shall be a member of either House during his continuance 

That is a plain and specific provision, and yet, sir, in the case 
of the Brussels monetary conference the Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. JONE3] and the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] were ap- 

ointed commissioners on behalf of the United States. In the 

3ering Sea tribunal, the great tribunal which settled the dis- 
pute between the United States and Great Britain in reference 
to the Bering Sea fisheries, the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MORGAN] was appointed. In everything but tenure these places 
were offices under the authority of the United States. They 
were created by law; the duties were prescribed by law. Some 
mart of the sovereign functions of government to be exercised 
or the benefit of the public were vested in them. They had 
also emoluments. In the case of the Brussels conference they 
were to meet commissioners from other nations and confer, as 1 
will read. The statute declared that— 

The President of tho United States is hereby authorized to appoint five 
commissioners. 

IT hope those Senators on the other side of the Chamber who 
have made such complaint about Mr. Cleveland using the word 
“commissioner” will take note of that fact, inasmuch as they 
claim that the term ‘‘commissioner” is fixed by law to mean a 
diplomatic officer. The statute declares that— 

The President of the United States is hereby authorized to appoint five 
commissionerstoaninternationalconfereuce * * * withaview tosecure, 
internationally, a tixity ofrelative value between gold and silver, as money 
by means of a common ratio between those metals, with free mintage at 
such ratio. 

And $80,000 was appropriated for the purpose of paying the 
expenses and the compensation of the commissioners. 

Mr. President, I suppose that a more important mission was 
never committed to a citizen of the United States than was com- 
mitted to these men, the Senator from Iowa |[Mr. ALLISON] be- 
ing one of them, and the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JONES] 
another. They had charge of the biggest and most important 

uestion that has ever arisea during peace in our history—the en- 

ervor to get an international agreement about the free coindge 
of silver. Yet those men were Senators, and the President vio- 
lated the Constitution of the United States in appointing them 
while Senators, if they were officers in the constitutional sense. 
They were selected, I believe, during the session of the Senate 
and their names were never submitted to us for confirmation. 
But whether that be correct or not, if they were officers in the 
constitutional sense it was a gross violation of the Constitution 
on the part of the President to appoint them and as gross a vio- 
lation on the part of the Senators to accept the appointment. 

Then there is another case. The treaty between the United 
States and Great Britain provided for the appointment by the 
President of two persons to represent the United States at the 
conference which was to settle the dispute about the Bering 
Sea. Call them arbitrators, call them commissioners, call them 
judges, call them what you please, they were charged with the 

ighest duty that could be performed by any subordinate officer 
in the United States. They had to settle the question of the jur- 
isdiction of the United States and of Russia over a large part of the 
Pacific Ocean, and they were to do various things which invoived 
the very highest powers, the very gravestduties. Yetwhen the 
President came to select the men to perform that duty, if they 
were ollicers, he violated the Constitution as I have read the 
clause to the Senate, by selecting a member of this body, the 
Senator from Alabama | Mr. MORGAN], and he violated it further 
by not submitting the name of the Senator from Alabama to the 
Senate for confirmation. In nothing did those men to whom I 
I have alluded diifer from officers of the Government of the 
United States under the Constitution oxceptin the tenure of their 
offices. 

his tenure or term did not expire by efflux of time, but only, 
as in Mr. Blount’s case, by the performance of the specific duty 
for which they were appointed. As was shown by the Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. G2ayj| the other day, where the appoint- 
ment is made for the performance of a specific duty or specific 
duties, then the term of the oflicer or the term of employment, 
or the term of the employé ended with the performance of the 
duties, and by the settled rules of law, in that case they are not 
officers. I shall say more about that directly. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Sonator from Mississippi allow me to 
interrupt him for a moment? 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. Before the Senator leaves the very interesting 
and important precedent of the appointment of the Bering Sea 
arbitrators I wish to bring a fact in connect on with their duties 
and powers to the attention of the Senate and of those Senators 
who seem to settle and dismiss from consideration all these in- 
stances in which commissioners have been appointed by the 
President of the United States to negotiate treaties with the 
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remark or criticism that that is merely to performa perfunctory 
duty of bringing about terms between two negotiating countries 
whichare to be afterwards submitted to the Senate of the United 
States for its ratification and approval, and that nothing final or 
determinate is fixed by the negotiations which such commis- 
sioners carry on. 

I call attention to the fact that in the instance of the appoint- 
ment of the arbitratorsin the Bering Sea matter they were spe- 
cially charged in a certain contingency by the seventh article of 
the treaty between Great Britain and the United States to make 
regulations that should govern the taking of sealsin the Bering 
Sea and in the North Pacific that were to be binding and were 
to have force and effect from the finding and statement of the 
arbitratorsthemselves. The regulations were not to be reported 
to the President and approved by him, but the commissioners 
themselves were to fix the terms on whichseal fishing might be 
carried on in that great scope of the North Pacific. 

Mr. GEORGE. The remark made by the Senator from Dela- 
ware as to the finality of the action of the Bering Sea commis- 
sioners, whilst Ido not think it adds anything to the force of 
the a. that they are not officers, does answer very conclu- 
os y the contention made upon the other side upon that sub- 
ject. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iask that the unfinished business be tem- 
porurily laid aside for the purpose of allowing the Senator from 
Mississippi to continue his remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest made by the Senator from West Virginia? The Chair 
hears none, and the Senator from Mississippi will proceed. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I wish to show what a dis- 
tinguished member of this body thought upon the subject of the 
Brussels conference. I read from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
of Mareb 22,1893. The Senator from Massachusetts[Mr. HOAR], 
after quoting the clause of the Constitution that I have just read 
which prohibits the appointment of any Senator or Representa- 
tive to a civil offics under the United States, said: 

A practice seems to be growing up of establishing certain public duties or 
functions, which are in all respects analogous to those performed by civil 
officers, and imposing them upon members of this or the other Hou;e. The 
President of the United States has within the last year sentabroad members 
of thi; body, whom we all esteem, men flited for the grave and delicate re- 
sponsivilities which were imposed upon them, to represent this country in 
dealing with foreign nations in one case, and in another country before a 
great tribunal which is to determine a great international dispute. It is 
a very serious question in my mind whether such function is not the func- 
tion of a civil officer, and whether all the reasons which the framers of the 


Constitution had in the prohibition which I have read do not apply to such 
@ case as that. 


That was what the Senator from Massachusetts said in the 
opening of the debate. After it had proceeded awhile the Sen- 
ator used the language I am about to read. He was at that 
point replying to a statement made by the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. ALLISON] that he was not an officer because he had not 
taken an official oath. The Senator from Massachusetts replied 
to that in this way, and in that he declared more clearly his 
opinion upon this question. 


Now, my honorable friend— 


Referring to the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]— 


says it Was not an ofice, because he did not take an oath, because no oath 
was required, and because there was no emolument. It seems to me, 
whether a particular function be that of a public office depends not upon 
the safeguard of the oath, but upon the thing to be transacted, and if the 
receiving instructions from the President of the United States, bearing 
those instructions abroad, communicating them tothe representatives of 
aforeign goverament, enforcing them in debate, hearingand weighing their 
views ia return, reporting them to his own countrymen, and concurring in 
the action of a body whose action, if unanimous, is very likely to eflect and 
bind the action of the governments represented, be not in its nature and 
essence a public office, then it seems to me that the function of no foreign 
ambassador or agent, special or general, envoy ordinary or envoy extraor- 
dinary, is a public office. 


I read that, sir, not to show that they were officers, because I 
do not think they were, but to show thatin the opinion of a dis- 
tinguished member of this body the functions of those men were 
exactly the same as those of officers and that they essentially 
were oificers. And ifitdepended alone upon the functions which 
they were to icra he would have been correct. They are 
not officers solely because they did not have the constitutional 
tenure and for no other reason, as I will show before I get through. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Mississippi allow me to 
interrupt him? 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. Perhaps before the Senator gets through he will 
give us his views in regard to another suggestion connected 
with the same matter. If itis more convenient to him, as he 
has been interrupted, I will call his attention to it now instead 
of later. when he may be speaking on another point. I should 
like to ask the Senator whether he maintains that it is within 
the power of the President of the United States to impose the 
crdinary functions of executive officers described in the Consti- 
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tution, the method of whose appointment is there limited, 
whether the term of office is limited or not, and have all those 


functions completely accomplished and performed by persons | 


who are not executive officers. 
Mr. GEORGE. Is that the question? 
Mr. HOAR. That is the question. I do not ask the Senator 


to answer it in his first sentence, butif he deals with the general | 
subject [ should like to have his views upon the question I have | 


submitted. 


Mr. GEORGE. I will answer it. It has been conceded all 


along in this debate that the President may appoint persons | 


called envoys, ministers, ambassadors, commissioners, chargés 
d’atfaires, or whatever you may be pleased to call them, for the 
specific purpose of making a treaty. It has been conceded that 
he may make the appointment during the session of the Senate 
and without submitting to the Senate the name of the person so 
appointed. That seems to be conceded. 

ir. HOAR. If the Senator from Mississippi will pardon me, 
I will state that I do not think it is conceded. 

Mr. GRAY. It is conceded overwhelmingly. 

Mr. GEORGE. Does the Senator from Massachusetts deny 
that? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes; Ideny it. Let the Senator be more care- 
ful and observe what he has just said. 

Mr. HIGGINS. We on this side can not hear what the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts says. 

Mr. HOAR. 
conceded that the President may appoint ambassadors, charges 
d'affaires, ministers, or whatever else, using the constitutional 
a. persons to be appointed by the advice and consent of the 

senate, without the advice and consent of the Senate while the 
Senate isin session. I have heard no such concession. 


It has been conceded that one of the things usually done by | 


these officers, to wit, to ascertain and report the opinion of a 
foreign government or to convey to a foreign government the 
opinion of this, may be done by a messenger who is nota charg_s 
d’affaires, or minister plenipotentiary, or ambassador. That 
has been done. But I have heard nobody concede, certainly not 
myself, certainly not my honorable friend from Minne ota [Mr. 
DAVIs], that these constitutional officers may be appointed dur- 
ing the session of the Senate without its consent. That is the 


distinction—it is one distinction, at any rate—between the case | 


of Mr. Blount and all the other cases which are cited as prec:- 
dents on the other side. The President did not simply direct 
Mr. Blount to ascertain whether our troops ought to be with 
drawn, and then direct the naval officer to withdraw them if 
Mr. Blount was of that opinion. 
Blount to tell him what was the state of affairs in Hawaii. He 
added to that, ‘‘ Do this, and also, until otherwise ordered, ex- 


ercise supremely all the functions of a constitutional officer with- | 


out the consent of the Senate.” I should like to ask my friend 
from Minnesota if Iam right in the statement. I shall not in- 
terrupt the Senator from Mississippi further. 

Mr. GEORGE. I stated it no further than this—— 

Mr. DAVIS. Will the Senator from Mississippi yield to me 
for a moment? 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly. 

Mr.DAVIS. Supplementary to whatthe Senator from Massa- 
chusetts has said, giving the substance and effectof Mr. Blount’s 
authority, I will state that the language of his letter of credence 
was that in all matters affecting the relations between the two 
governments his authority should be paramount. 

Mr. HOAR. That is the language. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, | stated that it has been con- 
ceded all along that the President might appoint persons, 
whether they were called ambassadors or what not, who were 
charged with the specific duty only of drawing up and signing a 
treaty on behalf of the United States. 

If that has not been conceded, then I have mistaken the con- 
cessions made, and I will be compelled to do what I did not in- 
tend to do—to cite some precedents upon the subject. 

On May 3, 1838, Nathaniel Niles was appointed during a ses- 
sion of Congress special agent, and empowered to negotiate a 
commervial convention respecting the admission of American 
tobacco into the ports of Sardinia and in regard to the trade 
ny between the two countries. That is one case. 

On July 23, 1886, George H. Bates was appointed during a 
session of Congress specia] commissioner to visit Tonga, to the 
end of concluding and signing a treaty of amity, commerce, and 
navigation. 

May 19, 1888, John G. Walker was appointed during session 
of Congress secretary of legation and consul-general at Bogota, 
and empowered to treat concerning a settlement of the claim of 
Julio R. Santos, growing out of his arrest and imprisonment and 
for his injuries and losses sustained at the hands of the author- 
ities of Ecuador. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


The Senator from Mississippi says it has been | 


He did not simply direct Mr. | 


| 3133 


December 1844, Delazon Smith was appointed during a 
session of Congress special agent, and empowered to negotiate 
concerning claims of citizens of the United States upon the Gov- 
ernment of the late Republic of Colombia and upon the Gover 
ment of Ecuador. 

June 15, 1850, A. Dudley Mann was appointed during a ses- 
sion of Congress special agent, and empowered to negotiate 
concerning friendship, commerce, navigation, ete., with Switz- 
erland. 

January 27, 18 Edmund Roberts was appointed during a 
session of Congress specialagent ‘‘ for the purpose of examining 
in the Indian Ocean the means of extending the commerce of 
the United States by commercial arrangement with the powers 
| whose dominions border on those seas.” He was directed to 
| first proceed to Cochin China, to inform himself as to the trade 
carried on between that kingdom and other countries, the na- 
ture of products, etc. Upon reaching the capital he was to pre- 
sent himself to the King with his credentials and gain permis- 
sion for the admission of United States ships to his harbors for 
purposes of trade, etc. He was also empowered to conclude a 
commercial treaty with the King. The same instructions were 
to guide him in his missions to Siam and the powers of Arabia 
on the Red Sea. Empoyered as commissioner January 25, 1832, 
| to negotiate with Cochin China, Japan, Muscat, and Siam con- 
| cerning commerce and navigation, to which countries he had 
| letters of credence. 

He was sent by Gen. Jackson. There are numerous other 
shea pence thatsort. I have always understood during this de- 

ate. [1 may have misunderstood the Senators, that they claimed 
that the right to make these selections for the purpose of nego- 
tiating and making treaties came from the fact that the Presi- 
dent was authorized by the Constitution to make a treaty. and 
therefore was entitled to make those appointments. Is that the 
understanding of the Senator from Delaware{Mr.GRAyY}? Does 
he understand that to be the argument? 

Mr.GRAY. That is as I understand if. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is the way I understand it. 

Mr. TURPIE. I wish to ask the Senator from Mississippi 
whether he desires to state also that all the appointment 
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has cited were made during the sessions of Congress without the 
advice and consent of the Senate. 

Mr. GEORGE. I do wish to so state as to every single one of 

| them, except, possibly, Mr. Walker, appointed in May, 18> As 

to him I am not certain. The Senator from Delaware [Mr. 


| GRAY] calls my attention to the appointment of Gen. Babcock 
during the session of the Senate, without the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate, who was sent toSan Domingo. At any rate, 
| there are numerous instances coming down from the earliest pe- 
riod in which the President of the United States has commis- 
sioned, appointed, and selected men to negotiate treaties. There 
| is the very late case during the former Administration of Mr. 
Cleveland. He selected Mr. Putnam and Mr. Angell to assist in 
making the fisheries treaty with Great Britain without sub 
mitting their names to the Senate. 

The diplomatic history of the country is full of appointments 
of that sort, and these appointments, as the Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr. GRAY] understood and as [ understood and as [ have 
no doubt the record will show, have been justified upon the 
ground that the President is authorized and empowered by the 
Constitution to make treaties, and that he may eelect a person 
to make a treaty, call him what he will, and that the appoint- 
ment is valid because the treaty has to come back to the Presi- 
dent and be ratified by him and by the Senate before it takes 
effect. If that is not the position of the Senators I do not under- 
standit. I claim that upon another ground, which I will state 
to the Senate. that all those appointments of persons to nego- 
tiate treaties are but anexemplificationand an illustration of the 
rule which I shall show to existin the Constitation of the United 
States, that these persons are not officers because they do not 
possess the tenure prescribed by that instrument as necessary to 
constitute an officer. All these appointments, including thoze 
to make treaties and to investigate, and the others I have al- 
luded to, are justifiable on the ground that the appointees have 
not the constitutional tenure, and on no other ground. 

The precedents relating to treaties are admitted; but itis 
claimed they are justified because the treaty is not valid till 
ratified by the President and the Senate, and the Constitution 
gives the President the power to make the treaties. But this 
is not the true reason: for, first, the negotiations which result 
in a treaty are the most essentia] part of the treaty making. 
On that point J] desire to read to the Senate what was said by 
the distinguished members of the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions when they were attacking Mr. Cleveland in 18%%, about 
the fisheries treaty. They complained, and it seems Mr. Cleve- 
land can not do anything in our foreign affairs that will sat- 
isfy the gentlemen on the other side. The reportof the ma 
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jority of the committee, presented by Judge Edmunds, on page 
17, says: 
These plenipoter tiaries— 


Referring to Mr. Angell and Mr. Putnam— 


came to a conclusion of their labors on the i5th of February, 1883, and the 
Offices of **plenipotentiaries ’ terminated, and the result was reached with- 
out the advice and consent of the Senate having been asked or taken con- 
cerning the selection of these public ministers, and without any communi- 
cation to either House of Congress concerning this most important subject. 


* o * wt 1% oS os 

Itis no answer +o this suggestion to say— 

The very argument they make here now— 
that an arrangement thus concluded can not be valid or effectual without 
the a:ivice and consent of the Senate, for the rights and interests of the 

opie of the United States might be so neglected, misunderstood, aban- 
oe or sola by President's *‘ plenipotentiaries “ as te greatly embarrass, 
if not defeat, their ultimate reassertion in better times and under better ad- 
ministrations. though it is hoped that such will not be the case in respect of 
these negotiations. 

So it is clear that the position assumed, that persons selected 
to negotiate these treaties may be selected without the advice and 
consent of the Senate during the session of the Senate, can not 
be justified upon the ground that the President has the right to 
make the treaty, but must be justified on some other ground. 

This argument is further answered by tnis: if the power to 
make a treaty may be transferred to another on the ground that 
the treaty can not become operative until itreceives the sanction 
of the Senate and of the President, then for the same reason 
the President may delegate the power to nominate a person to 
the Senate for appointment to o . The Constitution in oné 
case says he shall make treaties by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate, and in the other, he shall nominate, etc., and, 
by like advice and consent, appoint. 

So I claim that all these appointments to make treaties come 
within the rule stated by the Senator from Delaware[Mr.Gray] 
in h.s speech, and which I shall undertake to show is the rule 
clearly fixed by the Constitution of the United States. 

We have seen sir, how these appointees are made to perform 
the most important functions of government. These agencies, 
cal! them what you please, to make treaties, to demand indemnity, 
to settle disputes between foreign countries, and all that sort of 
thing, have been made from the very inning during the ses- 
sion of the Senate, without consulting body. Now, let us 
see if we can find the principle upon which this is done. 

The true rule is, thet in the sense of that clause of the Con- 
stitution which requires appointments to office to be made by 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate, an appointment 
or employment to do a particular thing, or specific things, is 
without a constitutional tenure, and is not an office. This idea 
is plain in the Constitution. 

Bi st, it will help to understand the Constitution to refer to 
some decisions on the subject. In The United States vs. Hart- 
well, 6 Wallace Reports, page 393, it is said: 


The term [office] embraces the idea of tenure, duration, emolument, and 
duties. * * 

A Government office is different from aGovernmentcontract. The latter, 
from its nature, is necessarily limited in its duration and specific in its ob- 


jects. 

Chief Justice Marshall said, in The United States vs. Maurice, 
2 Brockenbrough’s Reports, on page 103: 

If a duty be a continuing one, Which is defined by rules ibed by 
Government, and not by contract, which an individual is ap ted by Gov- 
ernment to perform. who enters on the duties pertaining to tation with- 
out any contract de ,if these duties continue, though the person 
be changed, it would seem to be an office. 

I shall not go into that any further, because that matter was 
very thoroughly discussed by the Senator from Delaware some 


days a 

4 and other authorities cited by the Senator from 
Delaware it is settled that one greattest is that the “duties con- 
tinue, though tlie person be .” Another test is, that 
the duties are prescribed by law and not by agreement between 
the parties. 

Mr. Blount’s case comes up to neither of these. The employ- 
ment was not created law, but by the es Blount and the 
President, and the du would not continue after Blount's re- 
movalordeath. They were personal and special tohim. There 
was not a constitutional tenure. 

Theemploymentnecessarily ceased with the performance of the 
specific duty assumed or imposed. Mr. Blount had no predeces- 
sor, andcould have no successor, consequently he could not have 
held an office, for if the like duties were conferred on another, 
it would be a new emp!oyment. 

This rule covers not only the appointments to make treaties 
but also the See to investigate 
ments I have alluded to, viz, appointments to imsure 
pate ne of Plorida, to bring about 

e on a reéstablishment of dip- 
lomatic relations with Spain, to secure release of Sean 
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claim indemnity, to obtain redress for confiscated property, to 
promote relations of friendship and obtain indemnity, to de- 
mand indemnity, todemand delivery of archives, to remonstrate 
against forcible seizure of property, relating to settlement of 
claims, to purchase and improve land for a cemetery, to obtain 
documentary evidence, to cojperate in bringing about peace be- 
tween two foreign countries, and to bring about settlement of dis- 
putes about the boundary between two foreign countries. 

Appointments to perform all of these duties have been made 
without question by the ablest Presidents of the United States 
up to the present time without the consent and advice of the 
Senate, and were made during the session of the Senate. 

In all these the employment, or office, if you so call it, is not 
of the kind named in the Constitution as an office. 

The Supreme Court said in the case of United States vs. Hart- 
well, 6 Wallace Reports, that the term “ office” embraced the 
idea of ‘‘tenure,” among others. That is, an office without a 
fixed legal tenure is not possible. When we think of * office” 
we necessarily include the idea of tenure or of duration of duties 
or the estate of the incumbent in the office. When we refer to 
the clauses of the Constitution under review we find that *‘ ten- 
ure,” and that of a particular kind, is a most important, a most 
essential idea embraced in office as therein referred to. 

In every instance in the Constitution in which an office is es- 
tablished the tenure or term or the estate of the officer in the 
office is invariably fixed, either by express words or by an impli- 
cation clear and indisputable. The terms of office of Represent- 
atives and Senators and of President and Vice-President and 
judges are expressly fixed. The terms ofall others are fixed by 

mplication, whose force has been recognized from the begin- 
ning. Inthe First Congress, after a great debate, it was set- 
tled that the terms of all offices, other than those whose terms 
had been expressly fixed by the Constitution, were, during life, 
subject to removal by the Presidentor byimpeachment. After- 
wards it was settled that power is vested by the Constitution in 
Congress to reduce the life tenure to a specified number of years 
but still subject to be terminated by removal by the President. 

Hence it is manifest that there is no office recognized as such 
in the Constitution whose tenure of office or term does not ex- 
pire by efflux of time, either fixed or indefinite, with the super- 
added condition that such term could be terminated by a power 
ab extra, operating to remove the incumbent. 

As this power of removal can have no effect in determining 
the question before us one way or the other, all further consid- 
eration of it may be dismissed in ascertaining the tenure fixed 
by the Constitution, or authorized to be fixed by Congress. 
neue II, section 2, clause 2, of the Constitution reads as fol- 

ws: 

He [i. ¢., the President] shall nominate, and by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate, shall appoint ambassadors, other public mintsters and con- 
suls, judges of the Supreme Court, andall other officers of the United States, 


whose cepcteemnents are not herein otherwise provided for,and which shall 
be established by law. 


The third clause, which immediately follows, is: 


The President shall have power to fill up all vacancies that may happen 
during the recess of the Senate— 


In the above-described offices— 
by granting commissions which shall expire at the end of their next session. 


These two clauses contain all the provisions of the Constitu- 
tion in relation to the power of the President to appoint officers. 
They are in immediate juxtaposition, and each the complement 
of the other. The one refers to appointments during the ses- 
sion of the Senate, and the other to filling vacancies in the same 
offices which may happen during the reeess of the Senate. As 
the first refers to all offices, of course the latter can refer to no 
more than all, and it manifestly refers to no less : 

It is manifest, therefore, that the two must be construed to- 

her, and that both refer to the sameagencies or officas—that 

, to ‘all offices.” Both are necessary parts of the same scheme; 
hence, vacancies in the ‘‘all offices,” whose incumbents are to ba 

inted with the advice and consent of the Senate, may be 
filled in vacation by recess appointments, and likewise no em- 
pest or public agent, or, if you please to so call him, no officer, 
embraced in the first clause as required to be appointed with 
the advice and consent of the Senate whose successor, in case of 
a vacaney, could not be appointed under the last clause or dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate. 
is being established beyond successful controversy, we must 
now ascertain what offices may be filled during the recess of the 
Senate. The language of this clause is without ambiguity. It 
confers the power to appoint and then fixes the means and the 
form by which the appointment is to be made and the tenure, to 
wit, “by granting commissions which shall expire at the end 
of their next session;” thatis, at the end of next session 
“The y can be filled in no other mode than b 
ne vacancy can no other e grantin 
a commission “ which shall expire” at the time stated. It shall 
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expire then, and at noother time. The appointee is an officer 
till that expiration, and not one moment longer and not one 
moment shorter. 

As the vacancy can be filled in no other mode than by granting 
a commission which shall expire at the end of the next session 
of the Senate, it follows that no office can be thus filled the ten- 
ure or term of which is inconsistent or incompatible with the 
tenure fixed for the recess appointee; that is, would not in reg- 


ular course expire by efflux of time, which time would extend | 


beyond the term fixed for granting the commission; that is, be- 
yond the end of the next session of the Senate. 


The argument which sustains this view is unanswerable, both | 


when considered with reference to the words of the Constitu- 
tion. and also when tested by the policy which the Constitution 
manifestly established. 

By the Constitution the Senate is not strictly, as it is some- 
times stated, a part of the appointing power; but that is imma- 
terial. The Senate, at all events, have no power of naming or 
selecting the person to be appointed. They can only assent to 
or refuse their assent to an appointment to be made solely by 
the President, of a person selected by him alone and named by 
him alone, for their advice and consent. The advice and con- 
sent of the Senate amounts to nothing more than making the 
person eligible for appointment to the particular office for the 
full constitutional term. 

The Senate will remember that in a very early case, in Mar- 
bury vs. Madison, Chief Justice Marshall held that after the con- 
firmation took place, then theact of appointment was to be made. 
It is a loose and incorrect idea sometimes entertained that the 
ratification or the confirmation of a nomination, or the giving 
of the advice and consent of the Senate to a nomination, is in 
fact the appointment. It is only the authority to make the ap- 
pointment and only shows the eligibility of the nominee to 
appointment for the full constitutional term. If their advice 
and consent be refused, still the nominee may be appointed in 
vacation to hold till the end of the next session of the Senate. 

Oiticers, when appointed, whether by the advice and consent 
of the Senate, or by the President alone, are in all respects full 
constitutional officers with the same powers and rights and du- 
ties. The advice and consent of the Senate add nothing to the 
constitutional powers and duties of an officer, nor does the want 
of such advice and consent detract from them. The powers of 
the recess appomtee are in every respect asfull, as perfect, as that 
of the session appointee, made with the advice and consent of 
the Senate. The advice and consent of the Senate, though we 
Senators are apt to think otherwise, do not, like the laying on 
of hands in the ordination of a priest or minister, impart any 
peculiar grace, power, or excellence to the officer. 

The only constitutional difference between officers appointed 
in the one mode or in the other is simply the tenure or term for 
which he holds the place. When appointed with the advice 
and consent of the Senate the officer hoids, if a judge, during 
good behavior, or if an executive officer, for life or for the stat- 
utory term of four years, in eases where that term has been 
fixed by Congress, subject, of course, to removal by the Presi- 
dent, or by impeachment. When appointed by the President 
alone, in the recess of the Senate, he holds until the expiration 
of their next session. And he holds until then, though his name 
may have been in the mean time submitted to the Senate and re- 
ected; and after such rejection his powers are just as full as be- 
ore: and, after the expiration of the next session, he may be ap- 
pointed again with a tenure to expire at the end of the next 
succeeding session. 

Then, as it is manifest that the only distinction between an 
officer appointed one way and an officer appointed in the other 
is one of tenure, and that the Constitution in requiring the as- 
sent of the Senate does no more than give to the officer a dif- 
ferent tenure than that given to one appointed by the President 
alone, can there be a doubt that the tenure of the recess ap- 
pointment is less than the tenure of the other? This tenure 
must be the same in both cases, or greater or less in the recess 
spuninine than in the other? It is manifestly not the same, for 
the commission of no other officer expiresat the end of the next 
session of the Senate. 
that would be impossible, both in cases of life appointments and 
in appointments for a term of years, and besides it is absurd to 
suppose that the Constitution meant to give a greater tenure 
to provisional appointees who, as the result of an unforeseen 


accident, were allowed to be appointed by the President alone | 


than to those appointed with the regular constitutional assent 
of the Senate. 


The tenure or time or estate of the officer must therefore be | 


less than that of a regular session appointment. 

Tt has thus been established beyond controversy that the Con- 
stitution in the clauses under consideration refers alone to ap- 
pointinents of officers whose terms or tenure of office are deter- 


It can not be greater, for in many cases | 
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mined by efflux of time, which time woild be abridged by a com 
mission expiring at the next session of the Senate. It mu 
therefore result thatit does not refer toan employment like that 
of Mr. Blount, which, being for the performance of aspecitic du 

necessarily terminated with the performance of that duty an 


not byefiiluxof time. There was nothing in Mr. Blount'’semploy 
ment, if public, but the duty to make the inquiry intrusted to 
him by the President, including the performance of such acts 
as were subsidiary to and assisting in the inquiry, and nothing 
| remained of hisemployment after that inquiry was finished. It 
was not an employment, therefore, which, if it began in the re- 
cess of the Senate, could be made to terminate by efflux of time, 
or the expiration of the next session of the Senate, or in any 
other way than by performance. An attempt to do soy d 


be an attempt toconfer on Mr. Blount something essentially 
ferent from the employment he held. 

In strict analogy to this is the tenure of office of electors of 
Presidentand Vice-President. These personsare inal 
officers of the United States when tested by the 
of officers, except in tenure. 


res pet s 


usual definition 


The office of elector is created by the Constitutionof the United 
States. His duties are prescribed by the Constitution. His ten- 
ure is fixed by the Constitution. Hisdutiesare Federal, to elect 


a President and Vice-President. His qualifications are fixed by 
the Constitution of the United States. He would therefore bea 
Federal officer but for the fact that his tenure is not of the kind 
fixed by the Constitution for all Federal! officers. 

It is determined, ended, by the performance of the duty pre- 
scribed, or by a refusal or neglect to perform them on the day 
fixed by law, passed in pursuance of the Constitution. He has 
been treated not asa Federal officer from the beginning. He 
takes no oath of office, as every officer of the United States is 
bound to take. His compensation is paid by the State. 

That he is appointed by the State is not a determining test, 
for he is appointed by the State in the performance of not only 
a Federal duty, but of a Federal function or power. So the Presi- 
dent and Vice-President are appointed by the States. They are 
Federal officers undoubtedly. 4 

But, Mr. President, as strong as the argument is, as strong as 
the precedents are that Mr. Blount’s employment does not con 
stitute him an officer, parties who arraign the President for his 
appointment are driven as alast resort to this: That the Presi- 
dent called him a special commissioner, and that by a statute of 
the United States a diplomatic officer is defined to include a 
coumissioner. “The argument seems to be that, as the statute 
says a diplomatic officer includes a commissioner, as Mr. Blount 
was appointed a commissioner by the President, therefore he 
must bs a diplomatic officer, and therefore his appointment was 
in violation of the Constitution of the United States in not hav- 
ing been submitted to the Senate. 

The answer to this is twofold. The meaning of the term 
“commissioner” is defined only as it is used in that particular 
statute. 

It isa definition only for the interpretation of that statute. 
Its whole force is to show what Congress means in that statute 
when they use thatword. There isnoattempttodefine the word 
when used by the President, or by any other person, or in any 
other statute. 

Mr. President, we have many commissioners recognized by 
the law of the United States. ‘There is a Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, a Commissioner of Internal Revenue, a Commissioner of 
Education, a commissioner to take evidence, and various other 
kinds of commissioners, and yet it is not insisted in any other 
ease than this that when the word “ commissioner ” is used it is 
meant a diplomatic officer. 

The powers of Congress may be great and multiform, but it is 
not among them to go into the business of the lexicographer and 
fix the meaning of words for mankind or even forthe American 
people. Congress, in order to make clear their own meaning, 
may arbitrarily, without reference to the true signification of a 
word, say that when they use a particular word they use itina 
particular sense, but theycan notgive to any word asignification 
which everybody or anybody is bound to adopt when using it. 
Every human being has the same power of defining the meaning 
of any word he uses as that possessed by Congress. The power 
of Congress as to the signification of words is not an independent 
delegated power over the English language. - 

Whatever this power is, it comes from the necessity of using 
words in making a statute, and the manifest propriety of using 
such language as will express clearly the meaning of Congress. 
Se Congress, instead of usinga circumlocution to express an idea, 
may, when that idea is to be expressed, use any word, and say 
by that word in that statute that Congress means so and so, or 
conveys the idea expressed in the definition. 

Congress in legislating under the Constitution may use a word 
which is also used in the Constitution, and say when they use 
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that word tney mean this or they mean that, but Congress has no 
power to enact that a particular word used in the Constitution 
shall have a particular meaning in the Constitution itself. 

For instance, Congress may say that in a particular statute 
they use the words “‘ public malaisters in a particular sense, and, 
if they say so. that meaning, in construing that statute, that is, 
in ascertaining what. Congress meant in enacting that statute, 
must be followed, however foreign such meaning may be to the 
true and usual meaning of the word, or to its constitutional 
me ning. 

But Congresshasno power to affix a meaning to ‘‘ public min- 
isters,” as used in the Constitution, different from that which 
— in the Constitution itself. 

3ut more than this, Mr. President, Blount was not appointed 
a ‘‘ commissioner,” but only a ‘‘ special commissioner.” ‘* spe- 
cial commissioner,” like a special agent, has limited power to 
do a particular thing, and not general representative powers. 

The statute uses also the word ‘‘agent,” and defines it as 
meaning the same as ‘‘commissioner.” Is it true that the Presi- 
dent can not appoint a special agent to do anything without the 
consent of the Senate? 

Mr. President, there is another argument which is complete 
and distinct,and independent from the one I have just made, 
and this last shows disinctly and unanswerably that Mr. Blount's 
employment was not an appointment to an office. 

All officers of the United States must be appointed in one of 
these ways, either— 

lirst. By the President, with the consent of the Senate; or 

Second. By the President alone in vacation; or 

Third. By act of Congress, authorizing it as to inferior offi- 
cers, 

Appointments may ve made by the President alone, or— 

, Fourth. By a head of one of the Departments or a court of 
aw. 

There is no other method known to the Constitution by which 
a public minister or consul or other officer of the United States 
can be made. And whenever a publicagent is made in any other 
way he is not an officer of the United States unless he is one of 
the special officers named in the Constitution, as the President 
or Vice President. That is, if a person having rightfully a pub- 
lic employment is to be considered as an officer of the Govern- 
ment of the United States, in a constitutional sense, he must be 
appointed inone of these ways, and if he has such public em- 
ployment rightfully without such appointment he is not an offi- 
cer of the Government of the United States. There can be no 
dispute of this Sa 

Now, sir, I wish to call attention to some practices of the Gov- 
ernment, both of the legislative and of the executive depart- 
ment, upon the subject of appointing persons to public employ- 
ment, which appear to be offices, but which are not offices, because 
the persons are not appointed in pursuance of the Constitution. 
There is a statute, section 1695 of the Revised Code, which au- 
thorizes the President to make rules as to the appointment of 
certaindiplomaticand consular officers. Paragraph 87 of the reg- 
ulations made in pursuance of this statute by the President of the 
United States for the government of our diplomatic and consu- 
lar officers provides that in case of a vacancy of consul and vice- 
consul both, which requires the appointment of a person to tem- 
porarily perform the duties of the consulate, the diplomatic 
representative of the United States in that country has au- 
thority, with the consent of the foreign government, to make a 
temporary appointment; and —— 88 requires that the ap- 
pointees to such vacancies shall esignated by the title of 
vice-consul, vice-commercial agent and not acting consul and 
acting commercial agent. 

And yet when these appointments are made by the diplomatic 
representative, with the consent of the foreign government to 
fill the temporary vacancy, they possess all the powers and can 
perform all the duties, and they assume all the responsibilities 
of a regular vice consul, or vice-commercial agent, appointed in 
ase of the Constitution of the United States, and the onl 

ifference (and it is that difference which makes them no offi- 
cers) is that they do not have the tenure prescribed by the Con- 
stitution of the United States. They have the powers, duties, and 
responsibilities of officers: they are in every sense officers except 
alone that they are oe for a temporary period, for a pe- 
riod not recognized in the Constitution of the United States 
for officers; and that is the reason why they are not officers. 

Now, Mr. President, I come to a very interesting part of the 
history of this Government upon that subject. and it illustrates 
very fully the argument which I have attempted to impress 
upon the Senate. 

It is a fact that up to the Ist of May, 1810, secretaries of le 
tion were appointed by the ministers themselves. They aredip- 
lomatic officers, and yet they were allowed to be appointed by the 
ministers. When secretaries of legation were thusappointed by 
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the ministers, when ministers were temporarily absent they 
turned over the diplomatic functions of the embassy to these sec- 
retaries of legation as chargés d'affaires; or, in other words, the 
ministers themselves appointed chargé d'affaires upon their own 
responsibility. Congress did not like that, and so on the Ist of 
May, 1810, Congress passed a law to this effect: 

That to entitle any chargé des affaires, or secretary of any legation or em- 
bassy to any fore country, or secretary of any minister plenipotentiary, 
to the compensation hereinbefore provided they shall respectively be ap- 
pointed by the President of the United States, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate; but in the recess of the Senate the Presider is hereby 
authorized to make such appointments, which shall be submitted to the Sen- 
ate at the next session thereafter, for their advice and consent; and no com- 
pensation shall be allowed to any chargé des affaires, or any of the secre- 
taries hereinbefore described, who shall not be appointed as aforesaid: Pro- 
vided, That nothing herein contained shall be construed to authoriwe any 
appointment, etc. 

That isa plain prohibition of the appointment of chargés d’af- 
_— in any other way than by the President of the United 

ates. 

Now, what is the practice? I have before mea report made 
by Mr. Clay, when he was Secretary of State, dated January 31, 
1827. Notwithstanding that statute, chargés d’affaires were ap- 
pointed by the ministers or by the President without submitting 
their names to the Senate. In 1827, when the House of Repre- 
sentatives contained some of the most distinguished men who- 
ever sat in it—I believe Mr. Webster was a member, and Mr. 
John Forsyth, of Georgia, was a member—they passed a resolu- 
tion calling upon Mr. Clay, who was then Secretary of State, to 
answer certain inquiries, and one of the inquiries was the fol- 
lowing: 

Whether any, and, if any, what number of chargés des affaires have 
been appointed since the fourth day of March, 1789, without the advice and 
consent of the Senate; and whether, in any case, such appointment has been 
made after notice had been given of the intention of the minister abroad to 
return, and after his successor had been appointed. 

That was the first inquiry. The statute which I have read 
was passed on the Ist of May, 1810, which prohibited the ap- 
pointment of a chargé d’affaires except by the President, with 
the advice and consent of the Senate, and if in vacation he was 
required to submit their names to the Senate when it met: and 
a was denied to any man appointed ina different 
mode. 

Now, what is the answer of Mr. Clay on this subject? I 
find there were eighteen appointments of chargés d'affaires 
made between 1810 and the date of this report by the ministers 
themselves, every one of whom, according to the report made 
by Mr. Clay—for here is the account—every one was, if they were 
otlicers, paid in violation of the express terms of the statute. 

Now, let us see if there isa principle which can justify the ap- 
pointment of the chargss during all this long period of time ap- 
parently in express violation of the statute zs well, as it seems, 
against the Constitution of the United States. It is found in 
the fact that the principle undertaken, and successfully under- 
taken,to be sustained by the Senatorfrom Delaware the other 
day that temporary appointments, appointments to perform a 
particular duty, are not considered as officers in a legal sense. 
It justifies. the argument, which [ have made, that, under the 
Constitution of the United States, all the United States officers 
havea fixed tenure under the Constitution, and that when a man 
has not that tenure, he does not possess an office under the Con- 
stitution of the United States. 

Now, let us see. These men held temporary appointments. 
Not one of them held until the expiration of a certain iength of 
time. They did not hold for life unless removed first by the Pres- 
ident, but the appointments were temporary, and terminated 
upon the return of the absent minister in case they were ap- 
pointed during his absence, or their tenure terminated upon the 
appointment of a minister in case they were appointed when 
there was no minister. : 

Now, I want to show to the Senate how strong that principle 
isin the Constitution of the United States. Mr. Clay, in an- 
swer to the further inquiry, states that— 

In some instances the temporary appointment has been continued after 
the intervention of a session of the Senate, as in the cases of Mr. Purvi- 
ance, Mr. Russell, Mr. Lawrence, Mr. Jackson, Mr. Brent, Mr. Hughes, and 
Mr. Sheldon, and in. two cases (those of Mr. Erving and Mr. Harris) after the 
intervention of several sessions of the Senate. 

And they were all paid the statutory salary of a chargé d’af- 
faires. I will read that to the Senate to show how strong that 
principle is in the Constitution. Mr. Erving received a salary 
as chargé d'affaires at Madrid, from the 24th of October, 1805, to 
April, 1810, four years five months and thirteen days, at $4,500 
per year. That was before the act of 1810. Now, let us see as 
to another one, Mr. Harris. Mr. Levitt Harris received a salary 
from the 17th day of April, 1814, to the 2lst day of February, 1817, 
nearly three years, under an appointment made by the minister. 
There is no justification for that action, except on the principle 
which I have stated tothe Senate, that no man should be consid- 
ered as an Officer of the United States unless he has the tenure 
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fixed by the Constitution. These persons did not have that ten- 
ure,and therefore whilst they discharged the duties of an officer, 
whilst they bore the recognized name of an olticer, still on ac- 
countof the tenure, and on accountof the tenure alons, they were 
not officers, and were allowed to be appointed not in accordance 
with the Constitution and the statutes, which are thus conclu- 
sively shown not to apply. 

The oflice of chargé d'affaires is a recognized diplomatic office. 
They are to be appointed as other public ministers, by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate, when appointed to a full 
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constitutional term, yet so firmly implanted is the principle I | 


have endeavored to sustain, that there can be no officer of the 
United States who has not the tenure recognized in the Consti- 
tution, these charg’¢s when appointed for temporary purposes 
are allowed to be appointed by the President alone, or even by 
one of our foreign ministers. 


| had no official 


Mr. President, there is one other question which has been very | 


much discussed here and which deserves notice. The 
dent has been arraigned for investing Mr. Blount with certain 

wers which are supposed to be unconstitutional powers. 
is said that Mr. Blount was authorized to give an order to a 


naval officer, and that naval officer was bound to obey, and in that | 
respect the President violated the Constitution of the United | 


States. That action is justified by precedents, and I have some 
of them here, which I desire to read to the Senate. They show 
conclusively that the President in investing Mr. Blount with 
these powers followed the examples set by the greatest names 
in American history. 

I shall now go back to the year 1823. I believe at that time 
James Monroe was President of the United States and John 
Quincy Adams was Secretary of State. 
Secretary of the Navy directed to John Gallagher, commanding 
the United States brig Enterprise, in which it was stated: 

Irequest that you will, under the advice and approbation of Mr. Randall, 
special agent of the United States, carry into effect the views expressed by 

r. Adams, adhering strictly in all respects to the suggestions contained in 
his letters. 

Here is an officer of the United Stites required toconform his 
action to the advice and approbation of Mr. Randall, who was a 
special agent, a civil oificerof the United States. It issaid that 
is not an order; but an obligation to follow the advice and act 
according to the approbation of a particular man is about as 
strong an order as can be given. It does not make any differ- 
ence what kind of language is used, if a man is obliged to obey 
it is an order. 

Here is a letter to the same man from the same Secretary and 
dated April 8, 1823: 

You will, however, regulate your operations by the advice of Mr. Randall, 
80 as to be ready to receive him on board at any time. 

If a naval officer is obliged to regulate his conduct by the ad- 
vice of a man, is that not equivalent to investing that man w.th 
power to order him? Call it what you please, it is a stick held 
over him, the expression of a wish, the expression of an intent 
on the part of the civil officer which the naval officer is obliged 
to obey. 

That was in Monroe’s time. 

I will now come to Mr. Arthur’s time. Here is a letter by 
which an admiral in the Navy is informed that: 

The Department desires to impress upon you that the President attaches 
great importance to this mission— 

That is Mr. Trescot’s mission— 
and it is hoped and expected that you will cheerfully render it such service 
as it may require. To accomplish this Mr. Trescot will consult with you, 
and you will be governed, as far as practicable, by his wishes. 

What is that but telling the officer to obey Mr. Trescot’s or- 
ders as far as practicable? 

Here is another, going back a little further, dated November 
6, 1869, a letter from George M. Robeson, Secretary of the Navy, 
to Capt. Balch: 

Gen. Babcock will have certain orders from the President of the United 
States. You are directed to conform to all his wishes and orders and to 
convey him to such points as he may desire to visit. 

There the word ‘‘order” occurs. If the officer is bound to 
obey, if he is bound to conform to all the wishes of Gen. Bab- 
cock, then it is an order, and, besides, orders are expressly 
named. 

That is not very ancient history—1869 and 1823. Heére is 
another letter of the Secretary of State, Mr. Fisn, addressing 
Gen. Babcock, in which he is informed that ‘‘on the proper 
execution of this instrument, the Navy ee will receive 
orders from the President to place at yourdisposal in the harbor 
of San Domingo a force sufficient to enable the United States to 
comply with their agreement in the proposed treaty.” 

~There the naval o‘ticer is directed to obey the orders of Gen. 
Babcock. But I go back to the case of an illustrious President, 
a man who is supposed to have been more instrumental in fram- 
ing the Constitution than any other—Mr. Madison. In 1812, I 
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I find a letter from the | 


Presi- | 
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believe it was, or at least during Mr. Madison's Administration. 
he was authorized by an act of Congress to take possession of 
Florida. He sent a brigadier-general of the Army of the Ur ‘ted 
States by the name of Matth>=ws with some troops there to tuke 
possession of thatcountry. Gen. Matthews disobeyed the orders 
of he President, and disobeyed them in a sens» and ina ma 
which brought en dipiomitic trouble. He seized possession of 
a part of Florida, which he was not authorized to do. 

What did Mr. Madison doin that case? I want to call tl 
attention of the Senate and of the country especially to this. 
He employed Governor Mitchell, of Georgia, who, so far as the 
United States were concerned, was a private citizen. that is, he 

relations with the United States. Hewas the 
governor of aStite. Mr. Madison, being dissatistied with Gen. 
Matthews. re; uested Governor Mitchell to go and discharve t 


he 


duties which he had imposed upon Gen. Matthews. In writing 
to Governor Mitchell, Mr. Monroe says: 

Iinclose you an order from the Secretary of War tothe commander of the 

| troops of the United States to evacuate the country when reque 80 to 

do by you, and tu pay the same respect in future to your or ler in fu ng 


It | 





theduties enjoined by the law that he has been expected todoto that of Gen 
Matthews 

So here is a case where the President of the United Stat 
perseded a military officer and authorized a private citi: ut 
least one who h d no official relations with the United St it to 
per orm the duties of-that officer, and to give orders to the other 
military officers there which they were bound to obey. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Will the Senator yield to a question? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I should like to ask the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi if he contends that the President of the United States 
has the power to appoint a set of officers entirely irrespective 
of that military establishment created by anuctof Congress and 
the officers of which hive been appointed by the President and 
ec nfirmed by the Senate—whether such asetof otlicerscan be set 
aside by officers appointed by the President alone? 

Mr. GEORGE. Of course I do not moan to assert any such 
proposition. ; 

Mr. HIGGINS. 
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Then I would ask—— 

Mr. GEORGE. Waitamoment. I do not mean to assert any 
such proposition. I am showing by the history of this country 
what the most illustrious Presidents, including President Mon- 
roe anid Mr. Adams, when he was Secretary of State, and Presi- 
dent Grant, did in relation to these mutters, and did without 
criticism; and I have shown that wh t President Cleveland did 


wascovered by theexamples which I have quoted from thes» men. 
President Cleveland is not to be condemned for giving power to 


Mr. Blount to enable him to discharge his duty to invesiigate 
and he never did athing beyond that. When the President au- 
thorized Blount to give an order or to act in co \peration with a 
naval officer and directed a naval officer to obey his ord he 
was simply doing exactly what James Madison did, what James 
Monroe did, and what Ulysses S. Grant did, and what John 
Quincy Adams did. That is all. 

Mr. HIGGINS. If the Senator will allow me, I should like 
to ask him whether he cites those precedents us examp.es of 
obedience of law or as violations of law by Presidents of the 
United States? 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I do not think that so small 
a man as {[ am is called upon at this late day to sit in judgment 
upon the acts of such illustrious men as those! have named. | 
make use of these precedents for the purpose of showing that the 
present President of the United States his done nothing more 
than his predecessors have done—and the Senator from Delaware 
will have ample opportunity to show ii he can that Lam wrong in 
the statements which I have made if he desires to do so—in iact 
the President has done nothing more than has been done by 
the most illustrious Presidents who have preceded him in his 
great office. 

Mr. HIGGINS. If the Senator will allow me, I only wish to 
know just what ground he takes in respect to the President's 
powers —for the Senator is a very acute lawyer, and his opinion 
goes a long way with the Senate and the country—I wanted to 
know whether, in citing these precedents, he was d>ing it to 
sustain the contention that President Cleveland,in conferring 
this power upon Mr. Blount, was doing it in obedience of lawful 
power or in violation of lawful power? 

Mr. GEORGE. I argued for some time to show that the 
powers which the President vested in Mr. Blount were properly 
vested for the purpose of enabling him to carry out a plain 
duty which the President had a right to impose upon him. 
I do not believe that the President has the rignt to s>t a civil 
officer over a naval officer or over a military officer, to take the 
command of the Army or the Navy away from the regularly ap- 
pointed officers of the Army and Navy and confer it u on a citi- 
zen: but [ do mean to say that in transacting and performing 
high duties which the Constitution has imposed upon him with 
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reference to foreign powers, he may invest his agents or commis- 
sioners with the power, not of commanding the Army or Navy, but 
with the power to direct a certain movement of the Army or 
Navy so far as it affects foreign relations. For instance, the 
President may invest a civilian with the power to say, ‘‘ I want 
you to land troops for this purpose, or to protect the people 
there.” That is a civil duty; that is nota military duty. The 
military duty is to afford protection; the civil and diplomatic 
duty is to detsrmine when the protection is needed or may be 
dem inded of the United States. 

Mr. HiGGINS. If the Senator will allow me, there is one 
other question I should like to ask him, and that is, whether he 
considers that the President had the power toinvest Mr. Blount 
with authority to give orders to and supersede Mr. Stevens as 
the minister to the Hawaiian Government so long as Mr. Ste- 
vens remained the minister there, which, I understand, were 
given in this case? 

Mr. GEORGE. If there is anything settled in constitutional 
law it is this—and my learned friend, who is a very fine lawyer, 
if he will go to his works on international law will find it laid 
down-—that the powers of a foreign minister are just such pow- 
ers, and only such powers, as the President chooses to give him. 
I call the Senator's attention again to the fact that in 1881, one 
of the last official acts of his then term of office of one of the 
greatest Secr-taries of State this country has ever produced, Mr. 
Blaine, was to commission William H. Trescot an envoy extra- 
ordinary and minister plenipotentiary to three courts, at all of 
which there were regular American ministers, taking from 
them certain powers which had theretofore been granted to 
them, and transferring those powers to Mr. Trescot. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Ishould like to ask the Senator if the in- 
structions to Mr. Trescot made him distinctly paramount over 
those ministers, and orJered them to obey him? 

Mr. GEORGE. As to the duties he had to perform he was 
paramount. He determined what he should do within his in- 
structions, and those other men were allowed to do only what 
was not transferred to him. But I discussed all that an hour 
ago. I showed, though the Senator did not do me the honor 
to listen to what I was saying at the time, that under the 
peculiar circumstances attending this case, as Mr. Stevens's 
conduct was to be investigated, it was essential, inorder to make 
the investigation complete, that Mr. Blount should have powers 
paramount to his. But I pass from that,and I[ shall not go back 
to itany more, [ wish to speak about the Florida case. 

Mr. Monroe, then Secretary of State, wrote to Governor 
Mitchell, of Georgia, as I have before quoted: 

IT inclose you an order from the Secretary of War to the commander of the 
troops of the United States to evacuate the country when uested so to do 
by you, and to pay the same rospect in future to your order in fulfilling the 


totee enjoined by the law that he has been expected to do to that of Gen. 
atthews. 


That was Gen. Matthews, who was his superior officer. I 
knew when I brought up that precedent before the Senate that 
the contention would be made just as it has been made by the 
Senator from Delaware. I knew there was no answer to the 
precedent. That which comes nearest to being an answer to it 
is that which the Senator from Delaware is forced to make. I 
arraign, he siys—that is the substance of his argument—not 
only Mr. Cleveland for a violation of law in the appointment of 
Mr. B.ount aad conferring powers on him, but I arraign also 
James Madison, James Monroe, John Quincy Adams, Ulysses S. 
Grant,and James G. Blaine. That may be bad company in the 
opinion of the Senator from Delaware, but in my opinion, Mr. 
President, the unquestioned acts, the uncriticised acts done by 
the illustrious mea to whom I have referred are proper prece- 
dents for the action of an American President. 

Mr. President, I have concluded now what I desire to sa 
upon the law points involved. I have very little further to add. 
It is no part of my present purpose to discuss generally the 
— pursued by this Administration in reference to Hawaii. 

have discussed only one part of this large and interesting sub- 
ject—the legality of the action of the President and the neces- 
sity for the investigation as committed to Mr. Blount. As I 
may n >t, however, have another opportunity of speaking on this 
subject, it will prevent misconception if I may—in the way of 
pene ee merely, not argument—give my views on this subject 
generally, 

I do not doubt, after the best examination I have been able to 
give the subject, that the committee of safety and Mr. Stevens 
acted in full concert throughout; that they were both convinced, 
and on that conviction acted, that no movement to supplant the 
Queen had the slightest chance of success unless ai by Mr. 
Ste -ens and the United States forces; that in pursuance of this 
mutual con viction the United States forces were by preconcert 
landed at the opportune moment to render the needed aid, and 
were stationed exactly et the place selected previously, not by 
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the commander of the forces, not by Mr. Stevens, but by the 
eer committee of safety, as the most convenient for 
assisting by their mere presence in accomplishing this overthrow; 
that this landing and stationing were wholly unnecessary to pro- 
tect American life and property; that such protection or the 
need for such protection is an afterthought. 

It was not even alluded to in the paper which the committee 
of safety sent to Stevens asking for troops, and on which he ad- 
mits in his letter to Mr. Foster that he acted. This landing 
and stationing of troops was wholly unnecessary to protect 
American life and property, but resulted wholly from the ap- 
pel of the committee of safety for troops to protect them, not to 
protect American life and American property. They appealed 
to Stevens for aid to protect themselves. Mr. Stevens did give 
them the protection they asked. There was not a single at- 
tempt, nor was there expressed to Mr. Stevens by this commit- 
tee the fear of any such attempt to injure a single hair on the 
head of an American citizen or to destroy a single dollar's worth 
of property of an American citizen. Tae appeal they made, and 
on which Stevens admits he acted, wasan appeal to protect their 
own persous intheir preconcerted efforts with Stevens to over- 
throw the Queen s Government. 

Sir, the recognition of the so called de faclo government shows 
that it was not a sincere acknowledgment of an existing and ac- 
complished fact, but was mide when the revolution was as yet 
incomplete; in fact when it was scarcely known in the city of 
Honolulu as having commenced. The recognition, as the proof 
shows, was made in pursuance of an agreement which had been 
made by Stevens with the revolutionary committee, or the com- 
miitee of safety, ‘‘ When you get into possession of that buildin 
and read a proclamation thereestablishing a government, I wil 
recognize you.” Instead of being the recognition of an accom- 
plished fact, it was designed and actually had the effect to bring 
about the de facto situation which it pretended to recognize as 
a government. It was one of the instrumentalities which had 
been agreed upon between the revolutionary committee and 
Stevens to be used in theoverthrow of the Queen’s Government. 
Without going into an argument I may say it is proven beyond 
any reasonable doubt that the recognition at the time it was 
made was iv fact the main instrumentality in overthrowing the 
Queen. The other instrumentality was the presence of United 
States troops, put there for that purpose. 

I avow my conviction also that even with this aid in securing 
a surrender by the Queen the Provisional Government was too 
weak to stand alone, and needed, as was shown, and received the 
fostering care and support of United States Minister Stevens. ~ 
The revolutionary sereeeeemens was not only unable, as is proven 
as clear by this evidence as is the noonday sun, to accomplish the 
revolution without the aid of Stevens and the United States 
forces, but after they had succeeded in getting an abdication from 
the Queen it was so weak that it could not stand alone; it could 
not perform the functions of a government except relying upon 
and aided by the United States forces. 

So, as I have shown, with the United States forces on shore 
charged with the duty of maintaining order, which meant to 
suppress any attempt tooverthrow the Queen, within twelvedays 
after the so-called revolution was accomplished, we find the Pro- 
visional Government making an appeal to Stevens to assume a 
protectorate over them upon the ground—let us speak plainly 
about it—that the sham government which Stevens had set up 
there was unable to perform the ordinary functions of govern- 
ment; it could not protect life, liberty, or property. What sort 
of a machine is that for a government which can néither pro- 
tect the good and orderly nor punish the disorderly? That was 
their exact condition twelve days after this alleged accomplished 
fact, this de facto government. 

Mr. GRAY. According to their own confession and not that 
of anybody else. 

Mr. GEORGE. Of course, according to their own confession. 
Iam glad the Senator from Delaware reminded me of it. It is 
not a picture drawn by an unfriendly hand, but a solemn confes- 
sion made by the Governmentitself in the most solemn of all pos- 
sible public papers,a paper proposing to transfer the ssion 
of the Kingdom toanotbercountry, eee their inability 
to preserve order, and asking the protection of that foreign Gov- 
ernment to do it. 

I avow also my conviction that in fact the Government thus 
established has exhibited little, if any, other vitality or power 
than the assumption that it could transfer to the United States, 

tthe will of the people, the sovereignty of that coantry. 

hat is about allthat hasbeen done. It was put up by Stevens, a 
provisional government, to exist only until annexation could be 
accomplished. It begged Stevens to assume a protectorate over 
them, and at the same time it negotiates with the Government 
of the United States for a transfer of the sovereignty of that 
country to this. That is the spectacle which situation 
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exhibits to the American people and to the world, and a most 
miserable spectacle it is. 

Then, Mr. President, lastly, toshow that this Provisional Gov- 
ernment is driven to these straits of confessionof weakness, they 
send commissioners to the United States to treat for annexa- 
tion, and those commissioners in their letter proposing the an- 
nexationstate as the main ground on which they desire annexa- 
tion, that they are incapable of taking care of themselves, and 
ask the Government of the United States to do it. 


LOAN OF CONDEMNED GUNS AND PROJECTILES. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I am directed by the Committee on 
Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1683) to au- 
thorize the Secretary of War to lend condemned cannon and 
cannon balls to the association having in charge the monument 
erected on Government land near Chicago, Ill., to the Confed- 
erate dead there buried, to report it with amendments and sub- 
mit areport thereon. [ ask unanimous consent that the bill 
may be now considered. It isa bill in which the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. GORDON] feels considerable interest, and I know 
he would like very much to have it now passed by the Senate. 

Mr. FAULKNER. It is to be considered with the under- 
standing, I suppose, that the unfinished business shall be tem- 
porarily laid aside. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Certainly. 
bate. It is a very simple matter. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proveeded to consider the bill. 

The amendment of the Committee on Military Affairs was, 
to strike out all of the bill after the word “ to” in line 3, and in- 
sert: 

Issue four condemned iron guns and projectiles to the officer in charge of 
the Government lot in Oakwood Cemetery, near Chicago, lll., in which are 
buried both Union and Confederate dead, and that he be authorized .to ex- 
pen‘ them in ornamenting said lot. 

So as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to issue 
four condemned iron guns and projectiles to the officer incharge of the Gov- 
ernment lot in Oakwood Cemetery, mear Chicago, Ill, in which are buried 
both Union and Confederate dead, and that he be authorized toexpend them 
in ornamenting said lot. 


The bill will lead to no de- 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
strike out the preamble. 
there be no objection. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to authorize the 
Secretary of War to issue four condemned iron guns and pro- 
jectiles to the officer in charge of the Government loé in Oak- 
wood Cemetery, near Chicago, Ill.” 


HAWAIIAN BARK ARCTIC. 


Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of the bill (S. 286) for the relief of the owners and crew of 
the Hawaiian bark Arctic. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will make no objection, provided the 
Sen:itor from Massachusetts asks unanimous consent that the un- 
finished business be temporarily laid aside for this purpose. 

Mr. HOAR. -I make thatrequest. I understood that it would 
not displace the unfinished business. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposas to pay to the 
owners or their legal representatives of the vesselor bark Arctic 
$23,500, in full compensation for the losses sustained and the 
servicesrendered by them inabandoning their business of whale 


The committee also reports to 
The preamble will be stricken out, if 
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catching and rescuing one hundred and seventy-six seamen in | 


the Arciic Sea. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


FORMS OF DEEDS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate resumes the consider- 
ation of the unfinished business, which will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. A bill (S.832) tosimplify the form of deeds 


of conveyance, trust, and releases of land in the District of Co- | 


lumbia, and for other purposes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. AL- 
th to add a proviso to section 4 of the bill, which will be 
read, 

Mr. FAULKNER. Ifit is agreeable to the Senate, because 


of the few Seu tors present, I ask unanimous consent that the | 


uniinished business may goover until to-morrow, as the bill is now 
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pending upon a vote on the amendment, so that other matters 


Senatcrs are interested in can be taken up at this time, the I 
retaining its place as the unfinished business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the r st 
of the Senator from West Virginia? The Chair hears no d 


it is so ordered. 
LAND-SCRIP LOCATIONS. 
Mr. DOLPH. The bill (H. R. 73) supplementary to the act of 
Congress approved January 28, 1879, entitled ‘An act defining 
the manner in which certain land scrip may bo assigned and lo- 


cated or applied by actual settlers, and providing tor the issue 
of patents in the name of the locator or his legal representa- 
tives,” is an entirely unobjectionable bill. The bill has been 
read. It was brought up when it was reported,I think, and the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], not understanding it, ob 
jected to its present consideration. I[t does not affect the title 
toasquare foot of ground. It simplyallows patents to be issued 
for land scrip legally located before the passage of a cortain act, 
the sume as patents for land scrip located afterwards, it being 
an omission in the originalact. It is a House bill, and its pas- 
sage is recommended by the Committee on Public Lands 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘lhe bill will be read for informa- 
tion. 

Mr. DOLPH. It has been read, but let it again be read for 
information, so that the Senate may understand it. [1 very 
short. 

The Secretary read the bill. 


ns i 


Mr. DOLPH. The bill merely applies to valid locati 
does not validate anything. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. CALL. TI think the bill ought to be carefully considered. 
The phraseology ought to be very definite as to what the Land 
Department may decide to be avalid location. Under the deci- 
sion of the Supreme Court that is a question of considerable im- 
portance. Seeing that the Land Department has already con- 
veyed away a vast domain, it seems to me we ought to be very 


careful about confiding that authority to them. 

Mr. DOLPH. ThisisaHousebill. Itpassed the other House 
without objection and it was reported by the Senate Committee 
on Public Lands without objection. It does net confirm titie to 
afoot of land. It merely cures ap inudvertence in the act of 
1879, which authorizes patents to be issue! for locations by this 
scrip; but it was held in the Department that it only applicd to 
locations afterwards, and not where there had been previous 
valid locations. The bill merely provides that on a previous 
valid focation patents may be issued the same as on those after 
the passage of that act.- This is all there is in the bill. It does 
not give anybody a title to a foot of land or a right to acquire 
title to a foot of real estate. It is simply a mutter relating to 
the transaction of business in the Department, and to facilitate 
that business. 


Mr. CALL. I think the bill onght to be very careful! 


y con- 
sidered. The fact that it has passed the other House, and the 
fact that the Committee on Public Lands has reported it are 


not at-all material. The question is whether the vast body of 
the public domain shall be located under perhaps unlawful loca 


tions, which may be ratified or con'irmed by some inadvertent 
| language in the bill. That has been done to a vust extent, and 


many millions of acres of land have been taken away from the 
homesteaders and the homestead law nullified by language in- 
serted in bills of this description which escaped the notice of 
anvone at the time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that there 
is objection to the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. [ask leave to submit areport from the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 


Mr. DOLPH. | want to know if the Senator from Florid« ob- 


| jects to the consideration of the bill. 


Mr. CALL. 
Mr. DOLPH. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE LILLY. 

Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the following concurrent resolution of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, reported it without amendment, and it was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


I do. 
Iam glad to know it. 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 





| be printed of the eulogies delivered in Congress upon the Hon. William 
Lilly, late a Representative from the State of Pennsylvania, 8,000 cop f 

| which number 2,000 copies shall be delivered to the Senators and Represent 

| ativesof the State of Pennsyivanta, which shall include Wceoptes to be t nd 
in full morocco. to be delivered to the family of tne deceased, and of the re- 
maining, 2,000 shall be for the use of the Senate and 4.) th eof the 

' Hiouse of Representatives; and the Secretary of the Treasury is directed to 
haveengraved and printed a portrait of the said William Lilly to accompany 


the said eulogies. 





' 
ie 
, 
f 
' 
: 


wa an, Ge Te Mat eng tsar ae 






3140 


GEOLOGICAL SURVEY REPORT. 


Mr. GORMAN. Lam directed by the Committee on Print- 
ing, to whom was referreda concurrent resolution providing for 
printing the report of the Director of the United States Geologi- 
cal Survey, to report it with an amendment in the nature of a 
substitute, and I ask for its present consideration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
coucurrent resolution. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let the substitute be read. 

The substitute was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed at the Government Printing Office, in addition to the number al- 
ready ordered by law, 7,000 copies of the fourteenth annual report of the Di- 
rector of the United States Geological Survey, uniform with the preceding 
volumes of the series, of which number 1,000 shall be for the use of the Sen- 
ate, 2,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, and 4,000 for distribu- 
tlon by the Geological Survey. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment in the nature of a substitute reported by the com- 
mittee. 

Tho amendment was agreed to. 

The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN. I submit reports giving the cost in each of 
these cases, and ask that the reports be printed in the usual 
document form. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so or- 
dered. 

THE RUSSIAN THISTLE. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. Iask unanimous consent for the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 1545) to provide for the destruction and 
extermination of the noxious plant or weed known as Russian 
thistle or Russian cactus, technically salsola kali tragus. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to call the attention of the Senator 
from North Dakota to the fact that the Senate is very thin, and 
that that isa very mmpeetons bill. It involves a principle which 
has never been settled, so far as I know, by any legislation. 
The Committee on Agriculture and Forestry was divided on the 
bill; and whilst I want the Senator to unuerstand that I shall 
not interpose any factious or dilatory objection to the consider- 
ation of the bill, yet as it involves precedents of a very impor- 
tantcharacter, I think itought to be considered when the Senate 
is full and fully debated. It proposes todo what never has been 
done before, to make an appropriation of about a million dol- 
lars, I believe. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. One million dollars, 

Mr. GEORGE. It proposes to make an appropriation of $1,- 
000,000 cut of the Treasury of the United States for the pur- 
pose of eradicating from certain States a noxious weed. It is 
an important bill. I should like the Senator to ask and the 
Senate to consent that the bill be made a special order for a par- 
ticular day named, at an early hour, when the Senate will be full 
and when it may be maturely considered. 

sed to the bill, but I have no objection to its passage if after 

ull and free deliberation and debate a majority of the Senate 
shall so decide. I suggest to my friend that he ask that the 
bill be made a special order on a particular day, in the morning, 
when the Senate is full, so that the matter may be m.turely and 
fully considered. The Senate is not full now, and it can not 
pass the bill, because it can not be passed except on a yea-and- 
nay vote. [ do not want to object to its consiaeration, because 
I wish to accommodate the Senator from North Dakota as much 


as I can. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. There are many special orders at the 

resent time, and in view of the fact that the tariff bill is set for 
the 2d of April, I am a little apprehensive if we do not take up 
the bill now and consider it upon its merits we shall not reach 
it at the present session. It isa very important measure to the 

reat agricultural interests of the West. The farmers of at 
east seven agricultural States of the Western country are inter- 
ested in the passage of the bill, and they are very anxious to 
know whether Congress intends to do anything in the matter. 
1 think that the Senator from ee will agree with me 
that we can at least begin the consideration of the bill at this 


me. 
Mr. GEORGE. Of course we can begin it, but we can not con- 
clude it. : 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. Iam aware of that fact. Ishould like 
to have the discussion entered upon at least, 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After twenty minutesspent 
in executive session the doors were reepened and (at 4 o’clock 
and 30 minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Wednesday, March 21, 1894, at 12 o’clock m.. 
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CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 20, 1894. 
POSTMASTERS. 

Frank J. Norris, to be postmaster at Leesburg, in the county 
of Loudoun and State of Virginia. 

Charles M. Busbee, to be postmaster at Raleigh, in the county 
of Wake and State of North Carolina. 

James R. Martin, to be postmaster at Denison, in the county 
of Grayson and State of Texas. 

Louis J. Marquis, to be postmaster at Bartow, in the county 
of Polk and State of Florida. 

Albert H. Mowry, to be postmaster at Charleston, in the county 
of Charleston and State of South Carolina, 

Eugene L. Brown, to be postmaster at Eufaula, in the county 
of Barbour and State of Alabama. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, March 20, 1894, 


The House met at 120’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. BAGBY. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


HAWAIIAN AFFAIRS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President; which was read, and, with accompanying 
apers, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and or- 
ered to be printed. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
To the Congress: 


I transmit herewith copy of a dispatch recently received from our minis- 
ter at Hawaii, together with copies of the inclosures which accompany said 


dispatch. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, March 19, 1894. 
BRIDGE ACROSS THE CALCASIEU AND SABINE RIVERS, LOUIS- 
IANA AND TEXAS. 


The SPEAKER laid be‘ore the House the bill (H. R. 1918) 
authorizing the Texarkana and Fort Smith Railway Company 
to bridge the Calcasieu and Sabine Rivers, in the Stites of 
Louisiana and Texas. 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House concur in 
the Senate amendment. 

The Senate amendment was read. 

The motion to concur was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. PRICK, a motion to reconsider the vota by 
crag the Senate amendment was concurred in was laid on the 
table. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
BARTHOLDT, for ten days, on account of sickness in his family. 


CHANGE OF COMMITTEE ASSIGNMENTS. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
CATCHINGS] and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BELTZz- 
HOOVER] ask to be relieved from further service on the Commit- 
tee on Railways and Canals; the gentleman from Indiana Mr. 
TAYLOR] asks to be relieved from further service on the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. The Chair announces the appointment of 
Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana as a member of the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Mr.SAYERS. The regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. The reg- 
ular order is the call of committees for reports. 


DELEGATE FOR DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA IN THE HOUSE. 


Mr. CHILDS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back adversely the bill (H.R. 4218) providing for the election of 
a Delegate to represent the District of Columbia in the House of 
Representatives; which, with the accompanying report, was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

CASES BEFORE SUPREME COURT IN WHICH STATES ARE PARTIES. 

Mr. CHILDS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back adversely the bill (H.R.4662) to advance causes on the 
calendar of the Supreme Court of the United States wherein 
States are parties: which, with the accompanying report, was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

LIGHT SHIP WITH FOG SIGNAL OFF BOSTON LIGHT, MASSA- 
CHUSETTS. 


Mr. BRICKNER, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, reported favorably the bill (H. . 5312) authoriz- 
ing the construction of a light ship with fog signal to be estab- 
lished to the eastward of the Boston light, Massachusetts, and 
for the establishment of range lights in Boston Harbor, Massa- 
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chusetts: which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 

House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying re- 

port, ordered to be printed. 

MONUMENT TO VICTIMS OF PRISON SHIPS, 
BROOKLYN, N. Y. 

Mr. COMPTON, from the Committee on the Library, reported 
back with amendment the bill (A. R. 3531) for the erection and 
completion of a monument to the memory of the victims of prison 
ships at Fort Green, Brooklyn, N. Y.: which was réferred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PORTRAIT OF DOLLY MADISON. 

Mr.COMPTON, from the Committee on the Library, reported 
back favorably the joint resolution (H. Res. 142)for the purchase 
of the portrait of Dolly Madison from E.S. Andrews; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
Union, and, with accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER. This completes the call of committees. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr.SAYERS. I move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
purpose of considering appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. K. 2640) for the relief of Brig. Gen. John R. Brooke, 
United States Army; and 

A bill (H. R. 5529) to repeal section 311 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, relating to accounts of the Treasury 
of the United States. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. / 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. LESTER in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in‘Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of considering general appropriation bills. The 
Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. 8.5575) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas is recognized. 


{[Mr. SIMPSON withholds his remarks for revision. See Ap- 
pendix.] 

Mr. SAYERS. Iasknow thatthe gentleman from Illinois[Mr. 
BLACK] be allowed five minutes; and then, if no other gentle- 
m:n wishes to speak, I will ask for the vote. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I take the floor at 
this moment in order that I may in the five minutes allotted me 
correct one or two inaccuracies and make a brief reply to the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Stimpson]. The honorable chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. SAYERS] spoke 
yesterday of the item appropriating $31,000 for outdoor relief 
and incidental expenses; and he commented upon the fact that 
the vouchers returned showed an expenditure of only $1,000 for 
outside relief. He intimated that in his judgment a larger 
amount should have been expended in transferring the soldiers 
to the homes. The fact is that the item of transportation is an 
entirely distinct item; and the appropriation for incidental ex- 
penses has been expended for many years as set out in the pro- 
posed amendatory law, and detailed vouchers have been for- 
warded to the Treasury Department for each one of those items, 
just as the committee themselves in substance propose shall 
continue to be done. 

The outdoor relief fund is used in this way: When an old 
man of the service is in need of a meal’s viciuals, it is paid for 
by the manager: and then the manager is reimbursed for that 
expenditure. But when men are to be transported to their 
homes, the payment for that comes out of an entirely different 
fund. So it happens that the amounts disbursed in these minor 
ways for meals and immediate relief are comparatively insig- 
nificant. 

The second point to which I call attention is the statement of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts {Mr. COGSWELL], that the 
president of the Board, in his examination before the subcom- 
mittve, intimated or said that the audit, which was being made 
at his office, was us:less. What he meant tosay, as heexplained 
clearly afterward, was that it is useless to divide the ac:ounts 
into sixty-six different accounts, instead of leaving them in 
seven. e objected to thus multiplying the extent and cost of 
the audit, and stated that so much of the regulations of the 
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I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read an article from 


— BLAl 


statute as provides for dividing these seven accounts into sixty- 
six is useless. 


& paper 


of this morning. Before it is read I will say that during the 
discussion yesterday I announced that in the course of the ex- 


penditure of #60,00u,000, extending through twenty-five years, we 
have had to resort to the law but twice to secure our rights 
against the Treasurer's subtreasurers. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


SETTLED BY HIS ESTATE—GEN, BUTLER’S ADMINISTRATORS VIRTUALLY AD- 
MIT WHAT HE DENIED. 
Boston, M 19 
The case of the National Home for Disabled Soldiers against the 
Benjamin F. Butler, which has been pending in the United States cir 
court, has been settled by the payment of $18,000 by the a‘diministr 
his estate. 
The suit was first broucht in 188), and since that time has been triet once 
and argued before the Supreme Court of the United States on ex tion 
The case was originally brought in the Supreme Court of Massachisetts 





in 1885, and in the declaration filed at that time the plaintiffs claimed that 
Gen. Butler owed them $15.00). which was money loaned and sent to Gen 
William S. Tilton, acting secretary of the eastern branch of the home at 
Togus, Me. The defendant at that time was acting treasurer ofthe corpora 
tion. 

Tue plaintiffs also claimed that the amount was repaid by Gen. T:lton to 


Gen. Butler, and the payment has not been accounted for by Gen. Butile 

The answer filed by Gen. Butler denied the claim of the plaintiff, and said 
that he paid in full ail moneys and sums which at any time heever owed the 
corporation. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SAYERS. ILask that the gentleman from Illinois be al- 
lowed five minutes additional. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Does the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. BLACK| claim that the payment of that money by 
the representatives of Gen. Butler is an admission that Gen. 
Butler owed the money? 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. What I meant to say was that there 
have been but two suits necessarily instituted during eighteen 
years ag iinst the securities of the treasurers; that one of these 
was a Suit against Gen. Butler, which has just be*n settled by 
his personal representatives, leaving the second suit pending, 
which is a suit involving only about $300. My point in citing 
these two cases was to show how clear the administration has 
been in its fiscal affairs. 

Now, in reg ird to the statement made by the gentleman from 
Kansas |Mr. SIMPSON] as to the admission of officers of the 
regular Army into the Leavenworth Home from posts in Kan- 
sas, | will say that the law of July 5, 1884-—— 

Mr. SIMPSON. I think I said “ privates.” 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Officers and privates, I understood 
the gentleman to say. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I meant privates. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. The law of July 5, 1884, authorizing 
the establishment of the Leavenworth branch amplifies the luw 
which had previously existed, and by its fifth section authorizes 
the admission to national homes of honorably discharged sol- 
diers and siilors who had served in the war of the rebellion, 
whether they subsequently served in the regular Army or not. 
So that, after having served in the war of the rebellion, and 
having been honorably discharged, men are entitled to the ben- 
efits of the homes even though they may be regular Army ollicers 
or soldiers. I am not aware of any case in which any Officer or 
private of the regular Army has been admitted to any of the sol- 
diers’ homes unless he had been in the war of the rebellion and 
honorably discharged. 

Mr. SiM”’SON. In the case I referred to, the men are now 
in the regular Army as enlisted soldiers, stationed at Fort Riley, 
Kansas. Thatis the point. ; 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. On that point I will say to the gen- 
tleman that the statement as yet resis in rumor: and whitever 
the facts may be, the matter will be carefully examined by the 
Board at its next meeting. The investigation by the Board of 
Managers of the affair spoken of by the gentleman was like any 
other matter submitted to a competent tribunal; it was passed 
upon by the Board last year,and the majority vote of the Board 


decided two things: First, that it wis not shown the governor 
Had been corrupily influenced; he denied it most strenuously; 
the majority of the Board voted that in the single instunce which 


was attempted to be specitied the matter was not established by 
proof to their satisfaction; and they therefore found that he was 
not guilty of having sold his in4uence for corrupt purposes. 
The second branch of the subject is this: We discovered, and 
it was the unanimous belief of the Board, that three or four 
onal prior to the time of the investigation the governor had 


en offensive, that he had been drunk: but a year and a half 
before the investigation began the governor had esty hed a 
reform in his own person and in the camp: ani after he had es- 
tablished that reform he had become an earnest and lous 


worker in the cause of temperance. The result is shown by the 
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fact that to-day he is the national president of all the Keeley 
leagues in the United States, and we felt that the quality of 
human merey ought not to be so strained against that when a 
man has been guilty of offenses in the long past he should for- 
ever be punished for them, and especially as he seemed at the 
head of a great temperance movement in the homes we let him 


pass. He hasnotsinned since the timehe reformed. He is to-day 
an active and eirnest worker in the cause of temperance. And 
now, with a single other statement in kindly correction of the 


statement made by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. SIMPSON], 

I‘will let this matter pass. : 

The saloon that the gentleman from Kansas speaks of is not 
a saloon where spirituous liquors are sold. It is what is called 
the beer hall, which is run at all the branches of the home, one 
where beer is sold to the men and paid for by them, guaranteed 
to be of a good quality and subject to inspection. That my per- 
sonal judgment has been against the establishment of that hall 
is true, but the ma,ority of the Board believed that with the 
habits that many of these volunteer soldiers had, with the con- 
tracted disorders of a quarter of a century, the habits of a life- 
time upon them, it was better that there should be a regulated 
institution, a beer hall inside of the homes, where a clean, 
whole.ome beverage could be sold, rather than that these men, 
drivenout by their impulses, their appetites, and their passions, 
should seek on the outside an inferior quality of liquor. We 
recognized the fact that the servitude of fifty years’ appetite 
can not be broken by the institutions themselves. 

With one further statement on that point, I dismiss it. The 
homes. in their system of beer halls, have been copied by the 
regular Army in its canteen system; so that every post in the 
United States that chooses, where troops are gathered for any 
length of time, may have its garrison canteen. These canteens 
were established by order of Gen. J. C. Kelton; the recent Ad- 
jutant-Generail of the Army of the United States, who gave the 
most careful study to the subject, who acted o_o the friend 
of the soldier, as he earnestly believed, and whois known to day 
among the men under his charge in the last years of his life at 
the National Home here, as the soldiers’ friend. - 

it is true that I di fered with him. It is true that I differed 
with a majority of the gentlomen of the Board of Managers as 
to the wisdom of establishing these beer halls, but I bowed to 
the will of th) majority, and it was theirs. And according to 
the t stimony of the officers of the home, the various branches 
of the homes have been saved from great drunkenness and 
trouble, and the difficulties arising from arrests of inmates, and 
the old men themselves have been saved from being plucked 
whenever they got outside of the lines of the home by having a 
beer hall established inside the home. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Will the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
BLACK] allow me in his time to say that the committee, after 
the most care‘ul investigation, had no unkind criticisms to make 
of thead ministration of these homes, and the Inspector-General, 
after a careful investigation, commended the administration as 
now darried on by the Board of Managers. The only criticism 
was as to the method of aecounting, which he thought might be 
improved. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I am very much obliged to the gen- 
tleman. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

r. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to oceupy the time of 
the committee but a very few moments, and would not even 
speak now but for the fact that the gentleman from [illinois [Mr. 

LACK] in his rema-ks has aequitted one member of the sub- 
committee who. prepared this legislation, but has omitted to 
acquit other members of that subcommittee, of hostility to the 
soldiers homes. The very fact of his acquitting one member 
and omitting to acquit the other members piaces those other 
members who are not so fortunate as to receive his eommenda- 
tion in a wrong position, not only before the House, but before 
the country. 

I desire to say that in the preparation of this portion of the 
sundry civil bili it was a pleasure to me as chairman of the sub- 
committee to ask thatGen. CoGSWELL of Massachusetts, himself 
a soldier, should report to the subcommittee his views touching 
appropriations for the soldiers’ homes. He did so, and in con- 
nection with that report he also reported the legislation which 
appears on the sundry civil bill. 

Pill further say that after a careful consideration of this leg- 
islation, it met not ou the cordial approval of myself, but also 
the cordial approval of every other member of the committee; 
and, as has [frequently been said, this legislation was in no sense 
of the word intended to be hostile toward these homes, but 
rather to regulate the rapid settlement of their accounts. 

Now, let me recur —— to the language of the two clauses 
that have boen complained of. Remember that — 
Geom Tilincls (Me. NGAGE), one the menihasel Board, 


did not exist.in that respect. 


gives his cordial assent to all this legislation, except the two 
paragraphs to which he has raised points of order. 

What are these clauses? Ih the first place it is proposed to 
put the treasurers of these homes upon the very same footing 
with every disbursing olficer of the United States. That is to 
say, we require these treasurers to execute bonds to the Gov- 
ernment of the Unite 1 States, to be approved of by the Secretary 
of War. But, Mr. Chairman, whois it that appoints these treas- 
urers? Does the Secretary of War appoint them? On the con- 
trary, they are appointed by the Board of Managers, and are re- 
quired to execute such bonds as shall be approved by the Seere- 
tary of War. 

They are required to render their accounts monthly, so that 
they may be audited rapidly and that Congress and the executive 
branch of the Government may know how the large sum of money 
which is annually appropriated for the support of these homes 
has been expended. Can there be a valid objection to that? 

Again, the gentleman demurs to the proposition that these 
accounts shall be rendered monthly to such bureau of the War 
Department as the Secretary of War may designate. It is well 
understood that these accounts already go to the Department; 
and all that is required by the pending provision is that these 
same accounts, instead of coming in later, shall go monthly to a 
bureau of the War Department. 

In regard to the paragraph embraced between line 16 on page 
84 and line 2 on page 35, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman com- 
plains that if this clause were adopted the Board would not be 
able to visit and inspect the homes as now. I do notadmit that 
as a legal proposition; but, admitting it for the sake of argu- 
ment to be true, the gentleman will admit that on yesterday I 
proposed to him to obviate that objection by inserting at the 
end of the clause the following words: 


But herein contained shall be construed to prevent the Board 
visiting the homes as often during the year as they may deem necessary 
under existing law. 


So that we would have most cheerfully freed this clause from 


With this statement, Mr. Chairman, I ask for a ruling upon 
the points of order. 
TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready torule. The gentle- 
man frem Illinois [Mr. BLAack| made a point of order upon the 
aragraph commencing at line 7, on page 83,and ending with 
ine 2, page 84; also on that paragraph commencing on page 84, 
at line 16, and ending with line 2, on page 85. Thepoint isthat 
this paragraph is notinaccordance with Rule X XI of the House, 
in that it changes existing law and makes new legislation. The 
Chair is of the opinion that the provision of the paragraph re- 
quiring the giving of a sufficient bond to the United States in 
such sum as the Secretary of War may direct is a change in the 
existing law upen the subject; at least it makes new law that 
Therefore the Chair considers it 
obnoxious to Rule XXI,and sustains the point of order; and that 
paragraph must be strieken out. 

As to the second, that is more apparently contrary to the rule, 
inasmuch as it repeals a section of the Revised Statutes and re- 
peals all the laws that require the Board te audit and examine 
aceounts. ‘The Chair thinks, therefore, that this paragraph is 
contrary to the rule,and sustains the point of order upon it; and 
this raph also must be stricken out. 

Mr. SA Y ERS. Mr. Chairman, in pursuance of anorder of the 
eommittee last evening, the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
McCLBARY] is to be recognized for thirty minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that on yesterday 
evening, by unanimous consent, the committee made an order 
that after the disposition of these paragraphs certain members 
should address the House for a certain time wpon the bill gen- 
erally, the eman from Minnesota Mh CCLEARY], the 
gentieman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. HENDERSON], and the gentleman from 
California [Mr. Loup]. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
McCLBARY} is reeognized for thirty minutes. 

Mr. McC Y of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, last Wednes- 
day an amendment was offered, anny to the pending bill, 
but actually to the land law of the United States. It should in- 
terest the members from every State that has public lands yet 
to dispese of. In the judgment of many of us, neither the per- 
tinency of the amendment nor the merits of the case would jus- 
tify its passage at this time. 

As representing a State especially interested in the proposed 
amendment, I yield ten minutes of my time to the gentleman 
from Montana | Mr. HARTMAN], 

Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Chairman, recurring to the remarks 
which I had oecasion to make on last friday relative te the 
amendment introduced by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 


HouMAN]}, I desire toadd a few words to what I then stated, 
presenting to the committee the facts as they exist with refer- 








1894. 





ence to one case which will beaffected by the amendment which 
has been thus incorporated upon this appropriation bill. I refer 
to the facts in the cise of Graham against Campbell, affecting 
the southeast quarter of section 10, township 20 north, range 4 
east, in Cascade County, in the Stateof Montana. The facts, 
briefly epitomized as to the location, entry, proof, and the sub- 
sequent transfer of that property I have before me. I 
briefly present them to the committee. 

Archibald C. Campbell made pre‘mption cash entry No.1373, 
for southeast quarter of section 10, township 20 north, range 4 
east, October 17, 1883, when final certificate issued to him for 
the land. 

May 13, 1887, James Graham filed his affidavit of contest. 

August 19, 1887, the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
ordered a hearing on the charges made, which were that Camp- 
bell had not, as shown in his final proof, made the land his home 
for the period of six months required by law, and that his entry 
was made for the use and benefit of other persons than himself. 

October 10, 1887, Graham made affidavit that Campbell was 
deceased and that there were no heirs. Notice was by publica- 
tion. 

Testimony was taken between October 28, 1887, and January 6, 
188». 

November 9, 1888, the register and receiver rendered their de- 
eision, holding that the contestant had failed to substantiate his 
charges by proof, and recommending the dismissal of the contest. 

The contestant appealed, and on November 25, 1890, the Act- 
ing Commissioner of the General Land Office rendered his de- 
cision. reaching the same conclusion as the register and receiver 
and holding that the contest should be dismissed. 

December 19, i890, Graham. filed a motion for the review and 
reconsideration of this decision, and on February 25, 1891, Com- 
missioner Stone granted said motion, held that & was satisfied 
from the evidence that Campbell had not resided on the land in 
guoda faith, and hence that his entry should be canceled, but 
found that the charges that his entry was made for the benefit 
of another were not sustained. 


The act of March 3, 1891, having been passed, the transferees | 
of Campbell applied for the issue of patent under its provisions, | 
contending that by reason of bona fide purchase prior to March | 
1, 1888, and after the issue of final certificate, the entry stands | 


eonfirmed. 

For various reasons action upon this motion could not be had 
in the General Land Office during the late Administration , and 
in the meantine those interested in the contest endeavored to 
obtain legislation from Congress which would destroy the effect 
of the act of 1891. They failed when the provision was stricken 
outofthe sundry civil appropriation bill by the Senate and House 
on March 3 last. 

I want to say that that effort was made in exactly the same 


way that this effort was made, by attaching this modification of | 


the public land laws upon an appropriation bill. 

When Commissioner Lamoreux took charge of the General 
Land Office his attention was called to the pending motion, and 
the case received his personal consideration, resulting in his 
decision of November 15, 1893, wherein he held that the proofs 
under the act of 1891 were satisfactory and sufficient, and that— 


Under the circumstances, said entry is declared contirmed by said act, and 
the contest is dismissed. 


I use his exact words. ‘‘Under the circumstances, said entry 
is declared confirmed by said act, and the contest dismissed.” 

I ask the attention of the committee particularly to the words 
which [ have just quoted. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Will the gentleiaan here 
allow me to ask if an appeal was taken from that decision? 

Mr. HARTMAN. If the gentleman will kindly retain his 
seat, I will give him the entire history of it and that will show 
the appeal. 

December 14, 1893, motion was filed for the review and recon- 
sideration of this decision. At the same time counsel for Gra- 
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will | 


Here are the transfers of land held by 


bona fide purchas: 
for value, innocent purchasers, and 


this 18 only one o 


number of cases that wil: be affected adversely if t 
ment is adopted. The transic's of the land prior to March 1, 
1838, were as follows: 

October 20, 1883, warranty deed of the whole tract 
Campbell to Timothy E. Collins, consideratton $1,000. 

lanuary 2, 1884, Collins and wife to Robert y ®#ugan 
Gibson. 

October 26, 1886, warranty deed from Vaughn and WHe to 
James J. Hill, an undivided half interest. 

February 23, 1887, Gibson to James J. Hill divided half 
interest. ° 

July 19, 1887, James J. Hill and wife to the Great Falls Wat 
Power and Town Site Company. 

It will be observed that these transfers were all made before 


a hearing wasordered by the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office on the Graham contest, and any 
istence of said contest had been served. 

It was shown to the satisfaction of the Comn 
General Land Office that the purchasers seeking contirmat 
the entry had no notice or knowledge of any kind that Campbell 
had not in all respects complied with the legal requirements. 

Now, it will be observed that the existing law to which I 
called attention last friday, the act of March 3, 1891, absolutely 
confirmed in the tranferees of all parties which were proved 
der the faith of law, a vested right to the land. Wha 
effect of this amendment? Its eifect is to absolutely upset 
unsettle the titlesof those innocent purchasers for value. \hat 
else does itdo? It says to the contestant: ‘‘ You may have an 
opportunity to come in here, notwithstanding the fact that you 
have nothing but a contest pending—you may have an opportu 
nity to come in here and reinaugurate that contest, and if sue 
cessful in it, you may have thirty days preference right to locate 
the land, and then you may go to those innocent purchasers, 


Ddbafore the ¢ 


notice ol 


; ; + r } 
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on of 


ind 


who have purchased or encumbered the land for value, and say 
| to them: ‘Put up your good money to us or we will clou! your 


titles forever and involve you in endless litigation.’’ 


That is the purpose of it. It has been lovobied in this [louse 
by one Butts, a man who is interested, who is entitled to the 
ae of the tloor by reason of being an ex-member, and who 

as used them for the purposes of lobbying for this measure. | 


undertake to say that it is an infamous outrage upon this flouse 
that this thing is permitted to be done. Understani, I do not 
say that the gentleman from Indiana has acted otherwise than 
in good faith. I make no reflection upon him, bit that he has 
been outrageously imposed upon there can be no doubt what- 
ever. I undertake to say that if he knew that this man was an 
interested party, the agentof a syndicate who are attempting to 
cloud titles and then to go around to the bona fide settlers say- 
ing, ‘‘ We will quitclaim to youif you will pay us enough m ney,” 


| he would not advocate this provision. 


{ want to know if this House is willing to put its seal of ap- 
proval upon conduct of that kind? Now, Mr.Chairman, we who 
are interested in this matter and who have watched it 1s the 
representatives of the bona fide purchasers, had a right to be- 
lieve, when this bill was introduced and referred to the Com 
mittee on Public Lands, that we would have been met here with 
the reportof that committee so that we might have had a sjuare- 
toed, manly fight on the merits of the question, and not that it 
would come in here as an amendment to an obscure paragraph 
of a general appropriation bill. 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman,I desire to 


| reserve the remainder of my time until [ hear what can be said 


ham requested the Commissioner to set a day for an oral argu- | 


ment of the case before him. 


Messrs. Buttz and others representing Graham, saying that— 

An oral argument would involve a discussion of the whole case upon its 
merits. The time which such a discussion would necessariiy consume is. in 
my opinion, greater than can now be granted consistently with the pressure 
of other important matters of public business. 


in justification of this provision. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman [Mr. Mc- 
CLEARY of Minnesota} has consumed his time, I will occupy the 
attention of the committee briefly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota has 
used all his time. He has twenty minutes remaining. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the gentleman ought to consume his 


not 


The Commissioner declined by letter of January 2, 1894, to | ame 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, i think this side ought to 


| have the privilege of hearing what is to be said in support of 


For this reason. and from the further fact that the case is one which has | 


alreadyreceived my careful investigation and consideration, lam constrained 
to deny your request for an oral arzument. 

The Commissioner however granted counsel fifteen days within 
which to submit a brief in support of the motion for review. 

The brief was thereupon filed within the time limited, and on 
Februar 
ing to his former decision. 

February 15, 1894, Graham filed an appeal to the Secretary of 
the Interior, who has not yot decided the case. 


13, 1894, the Commissioner denied the motion, adher- | 


this provision. We do not care to use up all our time until we 
hear from the other side. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Minnesota de- 
sire to consume the remainder of his time? 

Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota. No, sir, 1 do not. I believe 
I have a right to reserve some time until I hear from the affirm- 
ative on this proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman was given thirty minu 
by the order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How much of it has been consumed? 

The CHAIRMAN. Ten minutes. The gentleman from Min- 
nesota has twenty minutes left. 


Les 
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Mr. HOLMAN. If tho gentloman from South Carolina [Mr. 
LATIMER] thinks proper to proceed now, I will yield him ten 
minutes. 

Mr. LATIMER. Mr. Chairman, I have no interest in this 
amendmeat, but I am a member of the Public Lands Committee 
end was authorized by that committee to make a unanimous re- 
pon in favor of its adoption. The bill, as I understand it, is 
nteuded to give relief to contestants who have been deprived 
of their rights by the seventh section of a law passed in the dy- 
ing hours of the rifty-first Congress. As I understand the mat- 
ter, there were three members of this House and three of the 
Senate to whom, as conferees, that bill was referred, and after 
a thorough investigation of the matter they reached an agree- 
mest, and did not intend to affect the claims of contestants, but 
that those claims should stand just as they were prior to the 
pissage of the bill. According to my understanding of this 
matter, there is a large land company up in Montana that has 
gottsn possession of between five and six million dollars’ worth 
of land by buying land scrip and hiring settlers to go upon the 
land under the homestead law, many of those settlers remaining 
only a few weeks on those lands. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Under the pre*mption law, I think. 

Mr. LATIMER. Going upon the iand under the preémption 
law, and selling their claims to this Great Falls Water Power 
Company. As | understand it, this company were in full posses- 
sion of all the facts and knew exactly the kind of claims they 
were buying. Then other pxrties coming along and finding the 
land vacant went in under the homeste d lawand claimed these 
lands, and under the law of 1880 they had a right to contest the 
claims of the parties whose claims had been bought by the Water 
Power Company. These contested cases = them, were 
decided in favor of the contestants by the Land Department, and 
the titles went to patent. As I understand it there were only 
about twenty-five cases pending prior to the present adminis- 
tration of the Land Department. 

There is only one case now that we know of, the Graham case. 
This man Grake m, who has been referred to by my friend from 
Montana {[Mr. HARTMAN], filed his claim and went before the 
Land Office, and the claim was decided in his favor; but pend- 
ing the appeal the law was passed by the Fifty-first Congress, 
which set aside his claim, for under that law, as construed by 
the Commissioner of the Land Office and the Secretary of the 
Interior, even where frauds are proven to have existed, the 
claims of the contestants are set aside. For example, if this 
Water Falls and Land Company were to buy a piece of land 
from a man who had obtained it fraudulently, that fraud could 
not be investigated; the company must be considered an inno- 
cent purchaser, and the patent must issue. 

Mr.TAWNEY. Doesnottheactof 1891 expressly except cases 
where fraud had been perpetrated? 

Mr. LATIMER. As I understand the matter, even where 
fraud has been proven, it does not enter into the case atall. If 
the purchaser of the land can prove that there was no fraud in 
his purchase, though it was bought from a fraudulent claimant, 
the original fraud does not enter into the matter. That law was 

sed in the dying hours of the Fifty-first Congress without 

eing fully understood; for, as the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN] has stated, it was not intended or understood by five 
of the conferees that it should bear the interpretation that has 
been placed upon it. Only one member of the committee under- 
stood its effect to be as the Commissioner of the General Lind 
Office and the Secretary of the Intevicr have construed it. That 
law has thrown these contestants out of court entirely, and all 
that we propose here is to place them back where they were 
when the law was enacted. : 

Mr. HARTMAN. is it not a fact that the law, which you say 
was understood by only one member of the conference commit- 
tee was agreed to by the entire committee, of which the gentle- 
man from Indiana |Mr. HOLMAN] was a member? 

Mr. LATIMER. The gentleman from Indiana{Mr. HOLMAN] 
and the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER] and the 
other conferees, whose testimony we had before our committee, 
stated that they did not agree to or understand its effect as the 
Land Department has construed it. ; 

Mr. Chairman, I ask that astat-mentof the facts submitted be- 
fore our committee and upon which we reached our conclusion be 
read from the Clerk’s desk, so that gentlemen may understand 
all the facts in the case. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Is it not a fact that the Secretary of the 
Tnterior and the Commissioner of the General Land Office have 
both reported adversely upon the identical proposition which is 
presented here? 

Mr. LATIMER. You have already put that statement into 
the Recorp. We do not deny thit they have put their con- 
struction upon the law: but we claim that it was unjust, and 
that five of the conference committee repudiated the construc- 
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tion put upon that seventh section by the Commissioner of the 
Land Office. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Then, why was not the recommendation of 
the Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office mentioned in the report of the committee? 

Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman a question. 

Mr. LATiMER. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the testimony 
which I have sent be read from the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota. May [ interrupt the gentle- 
man for a quest’on? 

Mr. LATIMER. I do not yield for a question. 

The statement referred to above was read, as follows: 


WASHINGTON, D. C., March 17, 1894. 

Sir: As the Public Lands Committee, of which you are a member, author- 
ized (unanimously) you to report favorably H. R. 4458, a bill to save the con- 
test cases that were pending in the Interior Department on 3d day of March, 
i8¥1, at the time the act repealing timber-culture and preémption laws was 
passed, and the bill you reported having been placed on the i4th instant in 
the sundry civil bill as an amendment thereto, and as the Washington at- 
torneys, Burdett, Thompson & Law, of the Great Falls Water Power and 
Town-site Company of Montana, have sent a law brief and circular letter to 
every member of Congress on the subject, and caused the letters of the Sec- 
retary and Commissioner of the Interior Department to be inserted in the 
RECORD, I believe lam justified in sending you a statement of facts showing 
what isinvolved inthe whole matter. About all thecases that were pending 
in the Department have long since been passed to patent, with the exception 
of the case of James Graham vs. The Great Falls Water Power and Town- 
site Company. This case is still pending under appeal before the Secretary, 
and the whole fight is virtually over this quarter section, involving not more 
than 160 acres. 

James Graham, the plaintiff, won his case before the act of March 3, 1891, 
was passed; that is, on the 2oth of January, 1891 (a short time before Mr. 
Carter become Commissioner). Assistant Commissioner Stone decided the 
so-called final — made by A. C. Campbell was false and fraudulent. The 
allegation in the complaint was that Campbell, the defendant, was one of 
the hired settlers and acting for the corporation in acquiring this land. 
The corporation having lost, they were allowed sixty days to appeal from 
the Commissioner's decision to the Secretary, but they did not appeal. Be- 
fore the sixty days expired the seventh section was inserted by the confer- 
ees in the repeal act, which seventh section, as construed by the Interior 
Department, ratified and confirmed all the fraudulent entries, notwith- 
standing the plaintiff had proven the frauds, expended his money. and won 
his case before the Commissioner. Five of the conferees have repudiated 
the construction given by the Department of the Interior upon the seventh 
section, leav only one member of that conference committee | Senator 
PETTIGREW] who is quiet on the “quieting title’ of the seventh section. 

Judge HOLMAN on the I4th instant explained on the floor of the House the 
views of all the conferees except those of Senator PETTIGREW. 

Some six years ago, Woen Graham commenced his contest for this quar- 
ter section of land, it was of little value, being about 3 miles from the 
town of Great Falls; but since then, and while this contest is pending, the 
land has become valuable, and the town-site company, with the $5,000,000 of 
capital, are making this fight to hold it, 

Very respectfully, 
; Cc. W. BUTTZ, 
Of Buttzville, N. Dak., Attorney for James Graham. 

Hon. A, C. LATIMER. 


STATEMENT MADE TO THE COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC LANDS, 


Before the year 1884 no settlement, except by a stock raisers, had 
been made upon the public lands on the upper Missouri River, in Montana, 
at and about the Great Falls. The water power at that place is great and 
very valuable. About this time a syndicate, or combination, was formed, 
consisting in part of Messrs. Gibson, Collins, Broadwater, Hill, and others, 
to acquire title to public lands, on eaca side of the river at and for many 
miles around about said fails. There were only two ways that they could 
obtain the public lands in large quantities. They could purchase land scrip, 
which had become very high and scarce, or — could contract with and 
pee upon the land a class of men called ‘ settlers,” taking a contract or 

eed from them with date left blank. to fill in after final entry or proof was 
made. This latter course was the cheapest and the oneadopted, with very 
few exceptions, as two 80-acre tracts at the immediate ends of the Great 
Falls, and perhaps one or two other pieces more valuable than the other 
lands (that it was not considered safe to trust hired settlers to acquire) 
were obtained by Sioux half-breed scrip. 

At the commencement they covered a wr portion of that country with 
filings under the desert-land laws, which allowed them to hold the land for 
three years without doing anything in the way of expenditure of money, 
and during this time they caused them to be surveyed, and arranged to ac- 
quire title to the same lands through settlers under the preemption and 
homestead laws, as the cost of $1.25 per acre under the preemption ant home- 
stead laws, was much less than to acquire title under the more expensive 
desert-land laws, under which last-named law title could not be acquired 
until after three years had expired, while under the preemption and home- 
stead laws title could be acquired after six months’ so-called residence. 

As fast as the right kind of “trustworthy” settlers could be obtained the 
desert land entries were relinquished. 

As soon as this syndicate was ready to have the country opened up for 
settlement under the preemption and homestead laws they obtained a modifi- 
cation of an order of the Interior Department which had designated that 
section of the country as subject to entry under the desert-land laws. 

This syndicate laid out the town site of Great Falls, established a news- 
paper, opened up a bank, owned and controlled everything. They obtained 
a contract to have the public land surveyed with H. P. Rolph, as surveyor, 
who was also their local attorney for the syndicate, and attorney for their 
class of “settlers,” making out their filinss papers and their final proof 
papers; and as fast as the land was surveyed settlers were placed upon them, 
although a a number of their most trusted employés were located upon 
the lands previous to their being surveyed, such men as Matkins, who was 
their deputy tmaster, Webster, who was their secretary or clerk, and 
many others first entered lands under the ——— laws, make proo in 
six months convey, and relocate under the homestead laws, prove up under 
the commutation clause of the homestead laws in six months thereafter, 


and are oe. 

Thus in three or four Ss the syndicate, by the system they had adopted, 
5 nh title to about 6.000.000 worth of the public lands. the 9th day 
of y. 1887, this syndicate of ‘land grabbers ” incorporated under the laws 
of Montana, fixing their capital stock at $5,000,000. 


That one member of the syndicate furnished a large portion or nearly all 
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of the money required to obtain the land, and after being conveyed to “ go- 
betweens”’ then by them conveyed to him who had furnished the money, and 
that soon thereafter (they incorporated, fixing their capital stock at %,000,- 
000) to wit: On the 19th day of July. in 1887, Mr. Hill in one deed conveyed a 
Jarge portion of the land so acquired, to wit, $5,000,000 worth to said corpora- 
tion, of which he was president. The deed on its face says, * For and in con- 
sideration of the sum of $5,000,000 to them paid in the capital stock of the 
said company,” etc., he conveys by a “ quit-claim”’ deed certain lands that is 
therein described. The stock of said company is reported to be in value 
above par. 

It appears after this date that other “quit claim” deeds conveying large 
tracts of these public lands to the said corporation were made, one notably 
on the 13th day of June, 1889. This conveyed many hundred acres of land, 
the deed says on its face, for ‘“‘the consideration of $1." Afterwards deeds 
were taken directly to the corporation. 

It Will be observed that before 1831 there were no settlements in that sec- 
tion of the country, except afewcattlemen. Within about three years this 
syndicate had acquired over 6,000,000 worth of public lands, the country 
was then opened 5 for settlement, and the people were rushing in from 
every direction. Finding the land for many miles around had all been 
taken in so short a time, inquiries as to the manner in which it had been 
obtained, rumors and reports were in circulation to the effect that it had 
been fraudulently obtained. About two years had elapsed since the final 
proofs had been made to some of the most valuable tracts. In fact nearly 
two years had expired from the time the fraudulent final proofs were made 
ae the whole extent of the country. But the act of the 14th of May, 1880, 
did not limit the right of contest; in fact it invited contest up until 
patent was issued, and there were stronger reasons for contesting final 
proof or final entry where it had been made by false testimony than on 
almost any other grounds, and about this time many contests were com- 
menced against the so-called final proof through which this corporation ac- 
quired this vast amount of land. Amongst the most notable cases of contest 
alleging fraudulent final entry and proof was that of Jones vs. Matkins, 
Bruce and McLoyd case, in which Paris Gibson, the vice-president of the 
town-site company figured as contestant, against his own so called title to 
save the same; James Graham vs. A. C. Campbell, and aay others, in all 
of which this $5,000,000 corporation claims ownership of the land, and were 
and are the real defendants. If these parties contesting could win their con- 


test many others would have been encouraged, as the law of 1880 did not | 


limit the time in which contests were to be commenced, except before pat- 
tent issues. Thus you will see the importance of this seventh section that 
was added to the repealing act of the timber-culture and preémption law, 


which was added by the conference committee, and presented to the House | 


of Representatives on the night of the 3d of March, and without its b ing 
read or understood was adopted and became a law, and construed by the 
Department to confirm fraudulent entries. 

Five of the six members of that committee have repudiated it. Congress 
having been imposed upon, not intending to pass a measure, as construed 
by the Interior Department, taking away the vested rights of the citizens, 
the least that can be done is to restore the contestants to the standing they 
had under the law at the time thiscareless legislation occurred. If youwill 
examine thedates of final entries and proofs and the dates of the contests 
over part of this $6,000,000 worth of public lands you will undoubtedly come 
to the conclusion that the dates and the time fixed in said seventh section 
of the repealing act of March 3, 1891, were all fixed and arranged to meet 
this Great Falls enterprise. 

An effort was mide in the last Congress to correct the gross wrong that 
had innocently, so far as Congress itself is concerned, been imposed upon 
litigants in the Interior Department by Congress. An effort was made at 
that time to find out the ee of the seventh section that had been in- 
serted in the repealing act of the timber-culture and preémption laws, on 
the nicht of the 3d of March, the last. nicht of the session, 1891. It appears 
that the two Houses of Congress had disagreed upon the terms or conditions 
of the repealing act, whereupon the difference of the two Houses was sub- 
mitted to a conference committee, consisting of: 

Senate: Plumb, Walthall, PETTIGREW. 

House: HOLMAN, PICKLER, Payson. 

This conference committee added section 7 tosaid repealing act, and made 
the report at the night session of the 3d of March, 1891, in the closing hours 
hours of the Fifty-first Congress. 

The record shows that said report was agreed to in the House by unani- 
mous consent, without being read to the Houses, consequently there was no 
one connected with the Fifty-first Congress that knew the intent and pur- 
port of the said seventh section, unless it was one member of said confer- 
ence committee, until after it had become a law and that Congress had ex- 

jired. 

It is evident that said committee did not intend that the contest cases 
then pending in the Interior Department should be ended, because they have 
a themselves, with the exception of one member of that com- 
mittee. 

We had before us satisfactory evidence showing that Senators Plumb and 
Walthall and Messrs. HOLMAN, PICKLER, and Payson did not intend to add 
anything to that repealing act that would confirm and cover up fraudu- 
lent entries and fraudulently acquired titles to the public lands, where 
contest was then pending over the same in the Interior Department. 

Senator Plumb denounced this seventh section, and the construction given 
it by the Interior Department on many occasions, which is established by 
what Senator Plumb stated to Commissioner Stone and Judge Payson, as 
appears b 
= in the Senate wrote Senator BERRY. When the matter was under con- 
sideration in the Senate, to strike out of the sundry civil bill, Senator 
BERRY said: “Mr. President, I thought I could put my hand on a letter 
written to me a few days ago by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Walthall] 
who, I regret to say, is at home sick and unable to be here, in which he 
stated that as a member of the conference committee he never understood, 
and, as he was informed, three of the four members of the committee who 
are now members of Congress, Mr. HOLMAN, Mr. PICKLER, and himself, all 
agreéd that they had never understood for one moment that the effect of the 
repeal of the timber-culture act would be to cut these parties out of their 
rights in the cAéS8es which were already pending and where they had deci- 
sions in their favor. 

“The other House put the provision here simply restoring those parties 
to the rights which the had in regard to contests when the original act 
passed. it was inserted in the conference committee, I will not say that it 
Was done purposely, but it was done without intending that it should have 
the effect which the Commissioner of the General Land Office, by his dect- 
sions, has givenit. It is unjust, it is unfair to deprive these parties, by an 
act of legislation, of whatever rights they had at the time growing out of 
the contest which they had made. 

“1 say, Mr. President, for the Congress of the United States to undertake 
to legislate to deprive a party of his rights in that way and cut him offisa 
high-handed outrage, it is robbery; and none the less so because it is done 
under the form of law. It is unjust; it is unfair.” 

During the discussion of this question in the Senate a question was asked 
by the then Senator (Mr. Perkins}, as to his belief or opinion in regard to 


their letters. Senator Walthall being sick when the matter came | 
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whether Senator Plumb intended to cut off pending contests or not by this 
seventh section, ana he promptiy replied that he had no doubt that Senator 
Plumb intenied that should have the effect that the Interior Department 
was giving it, whereupon the following letter and reply were written and 
received: 


719 EIGHTH STREET, NW 
WASHINGTON, D.C., February 23, 1893, 


DEAR Str: I am informed that you stated to Hon. WILLIAM S. HoLMAN 


| that the late Senator Plumb, who was a member of the tommittee of con- 


ference that inserted section 7 in the act repealing the timber culture and 
preemption law on March 3, 1891, told you in your office, while discussing 
said section 7, that Assistant Secretary Chandler had placei a construction 
on it not intended by Congress, and that it was not the intention of the con- 
ference committee to interfere with contest suits pending in the Depart 
ment; that it Was a travesty upon justice to do so. 
Will you kindly let me know if this is correct? 
Very respectfully, 
C. W. BUTTZ, 
Altorney for James Graham, 

Hon. WILLIAM H. STONE, 

Commissioner General Land Office. 


“The foregoing is substantially what the late Senator Plumb said to me 
in the General Land Office a short time before his death 
“WM. H. STONE, Conwnissio 
You will now observe that two of the two Senators who were on that con- 


ference committee absolutely repudiated that seventh section as construed 
by the Interior Department. 
As to the House conferees, Judge HOLMAN introduced the measure t 


»,cor 


| rect thegreat wrong that had been done, and stated on the floor of the House 


last session of the Fifty-secénd Congress, to wit 

“T was amember of the committee of conference when that act was | 
but did not suppose that the provision referred toin sectiom?7 could be so 
construed as to cut off appeals then pending. It has been interpreted, how 
ever, to apply to appeals then pending; but of course it should not be so 
applied.” 

Mr. PICKELR, another member, reported from the Pu Land Committee 
inthe Fifty-second Congress a like measure to correct the construction 

iven by the Department, anddenounced the seventh section of the repeal- 
ng act. 


blic 


Judge Payson, who was a member of that conference committee, and 
chairman of the Committee on Public Lands in the House, wrote the follow- 
ing letter on the subject: 

‘©1229 MASSACHUSETTS AVENUE 
** Washington, D. C., February 24, 1892. 


“DEAR Str: Replying to your inquiry, I was,on the conference commit 








tee reporting the act of March 3, 1891, repealing the timber-culture a ete., 
and remember as well as though it were only yesterday that the conference 
intended that that act, especiaily section 7, should preserve all rights that 
had been acquired under the various public land laws repealed by the pro- 
posed legislation. The amendment No. 104, page 65 (sundry civil bill), for 


act of February 23, 1893, only plainly expresses what I and the other con 
ferees understood, as I believed, was the effect of section 7 of the act 
“We all agreed in our conferences that we would in any repeal save the 
rights of actual settlers. as well as all acquired rights existing at the date 
of the passage of the act. Senator Plumb and I spoke of this several times 
after the adverse holding at the Department. 
“Yours truly, 


“ Hon. C. W. BurTz.”’ 


Thus you will see that the late Senator Piumb stated to both Judge Pay- 
son and Commissioner Stone that he never agree to or intended to have 
said seventh section apply to and affect pending contests. And as Messrs 


“i. BE. PAYSON.” 


HOLMAN, PICKLER, and Payson, the three members on the part of the House 
repudiate it, consequently we are justified in concluding that the other or 
sixth member is the responsible man. Tae most remarkable coincidence 





this matter is the arrangements of the dates and limitations in saids 
section, so as tocover all the questionabis final proofs made for the ber 
of this Great Falls corporation. 
Another remarkable feature to the arrangement to acquire title to the 
ublic lands was the fact that it was not confined to members of any one po 
itical party. Yot these able managers (who are supposed to have instiga 
ted, if not framed, said seventh section, which was construed by Mr. Carter, 
of Montana. Commissioner of the General Land Office, and who had been 
appointed to his office by President Harrison, one of the stockholders of this 
corporation that had acquired in so short a time some %6,000.000 worth of the 
public lands located in Montana) have very nicely planned and so far suc- 
cessfully carried out the great enterprise 
The statement made that the proposed amendment will, if it becomea 
law, affect the titles to many thousand acres of land, on which questionable 
final proof had been made, is not true, as we were informed that at the pres 
ent time less than ten cases are pending in the Department involving less 
than 22,000 acres of land; all others have been passed to patent. Over a year 
ago, to wit, on the 27th day of February, 1803, Hon. William N. Stone, Com 
missioner of the Generai Land Office, wrote Hon. WILLIAM S. HOLMAN, then 
chairman of Committee on Appropriations, that less than twenty-tive cases 
were pending in the Department that would be affectei by said amendinent 
Said fetter is printed in the Recorp of March 15, 1804. on page 3644. The 
views of the present Secretary (Smith) and Commissioner Lamoreux, as 
rinted by the attorneys for the corporation and sent to members of the 
iouse, and afterwards put in the RECORD by the member [HARrMAN] from 
Montana, were considered by the Commitee on Public Lands. and there 
after they unanimously agreed (notwithstanding the views of the Interior 
Department) to report the bill favorably. 


Before the 
cluded-— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from South 
Carolina |Mr. LATIMER] has expired. 

Mr. LATIMER. Iask that the remainder of this extract 
printed in the Recorp. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [I hope now that the gentleman from Minne- 


reading of the foregoing paragraph was con- 


ve 


sota [Mr. MCCLEARY] will consume his time. I think that is 
fair. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. This is a matter of great in- 
terest; and as the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN| intro- 


cuced this amendment, we should be exceedingly glad if he 
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would proceed to give us some information on this subject, 
about which he is, of course, well informed. 
Mr. HOLMAN. 


explanation; but I wish to yield to other gentlemen. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I have no time myself, but 
would like very much to hear from the able gentleman from In- 
diana, who is conversant with our land laws. 

The CHAIRMAN. [If the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hot- 
MAN! does not desire to occupy his time, the Chair will recog- 


nize the gentleman from North C.urolina [Mr. HENDERSON}, 
Mr. HOLMAN. If the gentleman from Minnesota thinks this 
8 proper - 

The CHATRMAN. The gentieman from Indiana reserves ten 
minutes of his time, as the Chair understands. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes,sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
HENDERSON] is recognized for fifteen minutes. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. As preliminary to 
my remarks I will ask the Clerk to read a paragraph of this bill, 
beginning on line 6, page 35. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I rise toa parliamentary in- 
quiry. Is it understood that the gentleman from North Caro- 
— Mr. HENDERSON | is recognized for an amendment on another 
subject? 


The CHAIRMAN. He is recognized in his own right for | 
fifteen minutes in accordance with the order made by unanimous | 


conse nt. 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
finish the discussion of this amendment, or is it to pass by? 
The CHA RMAN. The consideration of the bill has been 


completed; and the Committee of the Whole is now proceeding 


under an order made by unanimous consent yesterday. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Punishment for violations of internal-revenue laws—— 


Mr. REED (interrupting the reading). Mr. Chairman, has 
there not been some misunderstanding about this matter? The 
gentleman from Indiana, as I understood, reserved his time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes, sir. \ 

Mr. REED. And now are we going to another subject? 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not see that gentlemen | 


can be confined in their remarks to any particular subject. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I should like to know, if it be 
proper, to what subject we have returned? 

The CHAIRMAN. We have returned to no subject. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Then we are doing nothing, I 
suppose. I trust I have not embarrassed the Chair by this in- 
quiry. I want to find out what is going on—‘‘ where we are at;” 
wid we would like to hear what the gentleman from Indiana 
knows about this proposition. As he introduced the amend- 
ment we want to hear from him; and we have, we think, that 
right. 

heCHAIRMAN, TheClerk will read the order under which 
the Committee of the Whole is now acting. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The CHAIRMAN. The theman from Texas (Mr. SAYERS] asks unanimous 
consent that after the disposal of the matters under consideration thirty 
minutes be allowed to the gentleman innesota {[Mr. McCLEARY]; 
twenty minutes to the gentleman trom Indiana (Mr. HonMaN); fifteen min- 
utes to the gentleman from North Carolina {[Mr. HENDPRSON}, and fifteen 
minutes to the gentleman from California [Mr. LouD] to discuss the mat- 


ter generally. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 


Mr. SAYERS. It was my understanding when I asked and 
obtained unanjmous consent for these gentleman to address the 
committee, that one subject would be exhausted before going to 
another. 

Mr. HOLMAN and Mr. WILSON of Washington. Certainly. 

Mr, HOLMAN. [insist that the gentieman from Minnesota 
should use his time. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. But we are insisting that the 

tleman [rom Indiana should use some of his time in explain- 
fag the amendment which he proposes to put on this appropria- 
tion bill. Why is the gentleman afraid to be placed in that po- 
sition? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The proposition has already been explained 
by the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. LATIMER}. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Is the gentleman from Indiana 
afraid to come forward and advocate his own proposition? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I submit that not one word 
has beensaidaboutthisamendment. The gentleman from South 


Carolina [Mr. LATIMER] discussed a bill which is before the 
Public Lands Committee; but he never discussed this amend- 
ment at all, 

The CHAIRMAN. What amendment? 

Mr. McCLEARY cf Minnesota. The amendment introduced 
by the gentleman from Indiana. 





| Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman is mistaken; they are the 


I will reserve ten minutes of my time for an | 


Are we not going forward to | 
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| same measure, 

The CHAIRMAN. So the Chair understands. 

Myr. HOLMAN. I submit thatinfairness the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. MCCLEARY] ought now to consume sume part 
of his time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the committee 
will rise at five minutes after 2 o'clock. If gentlemen desire io 
consume the time in this way, of course they can doso. The 
| gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. HENDERSON] has the floor 
for fifteen minutes. 

Mr. LENDERSON of North Carolina. Asapreliminary tamy 
remarks, I ask the Clerk to read the paragraph in the bill be- 
ginning on line 6, page 35. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Punishment for violations of internal-revenue laws: For detecting and 
bringing to trial and punishment persons guilty of violating the internal- 
revenue laws or conniving at the same, including payments for information 
and detection of such violations, 969,000; and the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue shail make a detailed statement to Congress once in each year as 
to how he has expended this sum, and also a detailed statement of all mis- 
cellaneous expenditures in the Bureau of Internal Revenue for which ap- 
propriation is made in this act. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, this 
item has been increased in the present bill to $50,000—just double 
what it was ayearago. My information is that prior to 1876 the 
appropriation for this item was $100,000. In 1876 it was $75,000, 
| In 1885 it was reduced to $50,000. In 1887 it was reduced to $25,- 
000. The appropriation for 1892 was for $50,000; for 189%, $25,- 
000; for 1894, $25,000, and now the Committee on Ap»ropriations 

roposes to increase this item to $00,000. The main reason a'- 
eged for this increase is that it has been found that this fund 
is needed to be expended in Nerth Carolina and a small portion 
of Virginia so as to obtaim information against illicit distillers 
and others charged with violating the internal-revenue laws iu 
those States. 

In my opinion the increase asked for is entirely without ex- 
cuse. There are no more violationsof the internal-revenue laws 
in North Carolina and Virginia {which State is also mentioned) 
than in any of the other States of this Union where the internal- 
| revenue laws are enforced. The people of my State are as law- 
abiding as those of any State inthe Union.. Thessinternal-rev- 
enue laws, Mr. Chairman, have been enforced under every Ad- 
ministcation very harshly. We have hada harsh administra- 
tion of the internal-revenue laws under Republican administra- 
tions and also under Democratie Administrations. I believe the 
law is less harshly administered nowthan heretofore. There is 
aninherentvicein the law. There must be more or less severity. 
But it is notnecessary that theGovernmentof the United States 
should authorize its officers to pay money to obtain information 
and to hire and suborn witnesses to testify against the citizens 
of North Carolina or of any other State, whether they be charged 
with violations of the law or not. There is no more hateful 
creature than a paid informer. Any law which tolerates or au- 
thorizes such asystemisinfamous. Thomas Jefferson denounced 
the system in his day as an “infernal” one. 

I hold in my hand a volume, printed under the direction of the 
Committeeon Appropriations, containing statementsmade before 
that committee by Hon. J. S. Miller, Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue; Mr. W. W. Colquitt, a revenue agent, and Mr. T. H. 
Vanderford, arevenue official, both of these last-named gentlemen 
being now employed in North Carolina. These gentlemen were 
examined by the Committee on Appropriations in regard to this 
increase; and what is the reason they give for it? The main 
reason assigned is that they need this money for the purpose of 
obtaining information against men who, as they declare. are vio- 
lating the internal-revenue laws in the State of North Carolina. 
I include in my remarks the report of the hearing of these 
gentlemen before the committee: 





DECEMBER 18, 1893. 
INTERNAL-REVENUE LAWS—VIOLATIONS OF. 


STATEMENTS OF HON. J. 8. MILLER, COMMISSIONER OF INTERNAL RiuiVENUB, 
W. W. COLQUITT, AND T. H, VANDERFORD. 


The CHATRMAN (to Mr. Colquitt). What position do you occupy in the 
Internal-Revenue Bureau? 

Mr. Conguirtr. Revenue agent. 

The CHAIRMAN. Where do you reside? 

Mr. CoLquirr. My headquarters are at Greensboro, N. C. 

The CHAIRMAN. page 63 of this bill there is an estimate of 875,000 for 
punishment of violations of internal-revenue laws. Will you state to the 
committee the information Fag have to give them respecting the necessity 

R for punishing violations of intvernal-revenue 


for an a tion of €75. 
laws, and in do: so state it in your own way? 
Mr. Cougutrrr. Well, sir, I will state the number of 


Cnet distilleries 
in North lina as about 500, and in operation 250. Elght outof ten are 
what are called 3-bushel houses: that is, they mash 3 bushels of aday, 
They claim to manufacture 2 gallons toeach bushel of n. ot 
corn whisky in that State is $1.15 a gallon, and the tax is 90 cents, and that 
leaves 25 cents each gallon. The receipts of the distiller then is only 
$1.50a day. The cost of corn per bushel in North Carolina a more 
than 50 cents, probably 60 cents. This for a 3-bushel house would make 
$1.50 for the cost of the corn and the cost of a distiller or man to work, that 
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is 31 a day; then for wood, cutting and hauling, about 2 cents a day; re- 
pairs, ete., 25 cents a day, making ‘he actual expenses for that distillery 38 
a day, and the ineome from it is only 91.50 aday according to the report 

At the price they sel! spirits for they can not operate a distillery of 
kind honestly. Spirits are cheaper in North Carolina than anywhe 
inthe Union. Im Illinois, Ohio, Kentucky, and Georgia and elsewhere the 


that 


e else 


yield per bushel is from 3 to 5 gallons. The actual yield in North Carolina 
is about 3 gallons; but most of them crow d the mashes and work off _ the 
tubs every two or three days, instead of every four days, as allowed by law, 


making the daily Sy from 9 to 15 gallons per day, only 6 of which is ware- 
housed and tax puid. The rest is gotien out through collusion with the 
storekeeper and gauger by the reuse of stamps and using 4j-galion keg 
The law requires a stamp on everything abovethat size. The ‘seizures since 
July 1 have been in this division 35,987 gallons of w hisky and brandy- 

The CHAIRMAN. In what State? 

Mr. CoLngurrr. In North Carolina and Southern Virginia. About 5,000 
more were shipped into South Carolina, Georgia, Alabama, and Florida in 
kegs, and have been seized there and no claimant has appeared for it. The 
number of registered distilleries seized in that time has been 27. Thatisfor 
violations —— we can catch them absolutely in the wrong. Llicit distil- 
leries seized, horses and muies, 19; tobaceo factories, 7. Now, those 
tobac-*o fac tor ies were seized because they were putting on 40 or 
boxt sa 10-pound stampand thereby swindling the Government. Now, 
here letters showing you how these frauds are perpetrated. 

(Here Mr. Colquitt exhibited and read letters to the committee which he 
stated he did not desire to go in the record.) 

Mr. MILuER. [ think it would be better not to file these letters, with your 

rmission, for the reason that these parties will not send them in if they 

mow that we give them out to the public, andthey have simply been brought 
along to show the committee and not for publishing. You see. a good many 
opie wil!) send us confidential communications that they do not like to see 

n the record, although they are considereu honest people. 

Mr.CoLquirr. L just brought one of each kind, showing you how they per- 
petrate these frauds. Now here are stamps which they get and put back on 
the barrels and get them out a second time [exhibiting same]. This was 
taken from a barrel and carried back and put on another. 

Now, here is a complaint from the second district of Tennessee, from the 
collector. These kegs are just going into there by hundreds. 

Mr. MILLER. [ would like for you to hear that letter. Mr. SAYERS: 


“INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE, 
“SECOND DISTRICT OF TENNESSEB, COLLECTOR'S OFFICE, 
“*Knowville, Tenn., October 14, 1893. 


“Srr: There is a large amountof illicit whisky shipped into my district 
from North Carolina. The most of the whisky is shipped direct to the con- 
sumers in four and seven-eighths gallon packages. 

“T have a great deal of complaint from the distillers, wholesale and retail 
liquor dealers in my division, from the sale of these goods, as the same is 
sold for a very low price, and they are unable to compete with the ‘ moon- 
shiners.’ I have had all I could find seized, but it is simply im possible for 
me to seize but a small per cent of the amount shipped. as they ship ft over 
three different railroads. Now, what I want to know is this: Is there any 
Way to prevent the railroad companies from hauliug the goods? If not, can 
you suggest some means by which this illicit traffic can be stopped? Iam 
anxious to stop this business and to do allI can to help the men who are 
doing a legitimate business in my district and to at the same time collect 
all the revenue due the Government. A number of good men in my district 
who are trying to do a legitimate business claim they will be forced to 
quit unless something is done. 

**T shall await your answer. 

‘Respectfully, 


Ihave 


“J. T. ESSARY, vollector. 
“Hon. JOSEPH S. MILLER, ° 
‘Commissioner Internal Revenue, Washington, D. C.” 


Mr. CoLquttr. Here is a letter from a deputy collector who has averaged 
a still every day for the last thirty days. 

Mr. MILLER. You mean he made a seizure of one ev day? 

Mr. CoLtqurrr. Oh, he might seize one one day and three the next, and 
two the next, and so forth, but he has averaged about that, and he says the 
illicit business has been increasing. and he says they get it out through the 
use of these stamps, which are returned to them. 

Now, I will show you another means they have of getting these stamps. 
Under the law what is known asa clip is sent back. They get a wholesale 
liquor dealer or rectifier to send that a back undercover. Thestorekeeper 
and gauger is in collusion with the distiller, and he says it is all right, that 
that is the proper number ofgallons. 

The CHAFRMAN. Now, explain to the committee how a person who has 
three distilleries would operate them. 

Mr. CoLquirr. He would do this: He has, say, three smail distilleries 
practically in sight of each other. Storekeepers and gaugers are asgigned 
there, and he will try each one of them and see if he can work his schemes 
on them. 

Mr. MILLER. Try to see if he can corrupt him. 

Mr. CoLquirt. If one man is honest and says that he will not do it, and 
that hehas got to give the Government the product of this distillery, he then 
shuts down that distillery, and the honest man is out of a job; but say the 
other fellow is practically dishonest, he lets that distillery go on and make 
from 9 to 15 gallons a day, and give the Government a taxon6. That is 
really a premium — dishonesty in a storekeeper and gauger. 

The CHAIRMAN. w long, when one of these distilleries is closed, is it 
permitted to remain idle? 

Mr. CoLquitTr. They can start at pleasure. 
days, two months, or just as they please. They give bond, and as long as 
they choose to operate that distillery they can do so. For instance, if a 
storekeeper comes there and wants toclose that distillery he can do itin four 
— s—that is, run out the quantity of material they have on hand. 

he CHAIRMAN. Now, I want to ask this question: Is this appropriation, 
for which you ask, to be used entirely for the apprehension of moonshiners? 

Mr. MILLER. Not entirely. It is for the detection of frauds in every way, 
shape, and form. 

The CHAIRMAN. How much of the appropriation do you generally use for 
the detection of fraud upon these licensed distilleries? 

Mr. MILLER. It would be a large part of the amount allowed to Mr. Col- 
quitt’s district; a great majority on it would be used in connection with 
the licensed distilleries which are operated in a crooked way, and soyou can 
Say two-thirds of it would be used probably in the investigation of matters 
connected with persons whoare operating or supposed to operate in accord- 
ance with the law. Would not that be about the proportion, Mr. Colquitt? 

Mr. Cotgurrr. Yes, I should think so. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did I understand you te say the other day that you had 
letters from: wholesale dealers? 

Mr. CoLgurrr. Yes.sir. - 

The CHAIRMAN. Apprising you that they had received offers of the sale of 
whisky to them at. say, 90 cents? 


They can operate one day, ten 
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Mr. Cor, - rrr. In the first lotter I read the price was #1.1 






rebate of ents a gallon for returning the stamp; that wa le 
Lread. 
Mr. MILLER. We get many of these letters and refer th Mr. « 
or the agent in charge of the district from which the lette: : 
Mr. COLQuirr. Here is a transcript taken from one which has a e+ 


number, Which has 2 record of the packages on deposit 
these three packages were sold to - ’ ol 
Now, the inspection at Charlotte on October 13, eleven days ] 
time, shows these packages had gone through to 


the saime packages and the stamps returned. ‘nm on Ok 





these same packages go to — — He has us 
rels three times within two weeks 

‘he CHAIRMAN, With the same stamps? 

Mr. CoLQuirr. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Explain to thee un T nittee how that is done 

Mr. Coneuirr. Well, sometime 1ey take the head out of rel 
turning the barrel with the hea ins side. and then a cooper takes and 
itagain. Then, again, they take the stamps off and send them back 
those I showed you, and they p ‘Mm on another rrel, as they have 
the brands. Another way they } : of doingis to take out th ut 
and pack them up in a box and send them back by express. I can say 
ever, the storekeeper and gauger are in collusion where those things 

Mr. MILLSR. Mr. Colquitt keeps now some people at the de; 
that way they catch up with a great many l cases 

Mr. CoLquirr. Now, take this case: Here is a distiller, nota man whe 
owns it, but &@ man who works there, he says: ‘You w find two or three 
barrels of liquor in his barn near the distillery. under the floor. They ve 
not stamps on them. They fill a barrel at the distillery with stamps on it 
and the storekeeper allowed him to ref it tle works his beer off every 


two days and makes two mashes every day instead of one. The storekes 
changes the numbers on th® tubs to make them work right rhey cart 
liquor from the cistern room ina 1)-gallon keg and put it in the barrels a 
the barn under the floor.” That is one way 

Here is a letter from a man who has been a storekeeper and gauger, who 


says: ‘“‘I have been on duty here for several days, and the distiiier infornie 
me that he could not run unless I allowed certain things to be done, and I 
informed him that I had been in the service twenty-five yeirs ‘oT and on,’ 


and now, taking all things inte consid 
eration, [ must still adhere to what i knew to beright. So we made our 
last mash on the 12th instant. He hasno fault to find with me, but I toid 
him when we made 3 gallons or more (which wo did) to the bushel that I 
should warehouse iton all occasions. He said he was or would be losing 


and had my first unofficial act to do, 


83 per day, and gave me to understand that a former storekeeper and 
gauger let up, and uniess Idid so he would have to suspend. The above 
the result, and if the collector or agent has anything for me te dol am in 


the field." 


There is an honest mw ont of work. Here is pne where a stor pkcopen and 


gauger goes to a distillery and stays three days in a week and goes home 
and gives the keys to the distiller. [tis from a deputy marshal at H 

N.C. Eesays: “The work L have is @ Government still, and is and 
been running without a storekeeper that is, the storekeeper does not 

at the storehouse. Left there Thursday and will no be there wntil Mou 


evening. My informant says that he leaves the business with the <isthl 
or partner of the firm, and that the storekeeper is not at the storehouse the 
the time. I aiso have a block still, located some 5 or 6 miles from this (ic 
ernment still, which has just commenced work the tirst his wee 
Now, if we could go there Mond:y morning befere the storekeeper gets 
there, I think we would find him at work wilthonta storekeeper. Could you 
not send some one to-morrow (Sunday's train)’ Let me hear from you 
Here is one from Yadkin County, N. C.. ia which a man says, ‘*I think ‘tis 
necessary for you to send some inspecting oficer to the distillery 
Yadkin Valiey, in the fifth district of North Carolina They use 9 bushels 


of i 


1 bie 


grain per day and make from 20 to 25 gallonsof whisky per day, feed several 
hogs and a large amount of cattle and from a 3-bushel capacity. You 
better direct them to go to and get there about dark, and they will find 





six mashes any night. The storekeeper and gauger in charge is — nd 
allowing them to use that much material each day. 

Mr. MILLER. Did you get there? 

Mr. Conguirr. No, sir; I have not had time. This is a sam 
going on, and I did not get here until night before last, and 
Vanderford and | would make up a few of these for you 

The CHATRMAN. From whom do you generally get the inform: 
enables you to seize illicit distilleries? 

Mr, CoLqurrr. The Government allows us to pay 310 for each distillery 
reported,and thatis paid to the persons reporting them all through the 
country. Some men come here and report one and then leave the country 
the nextday. Others report dozens. 

The CHAIRMAN. Do you get any information from the wives and daughters 
of the families? 

Mr. CoLquitrt. Frequently. 

The CHAIRMAN. What reason do they give for furnishing you with thisin 
formation? 

Mr. CoLqurrt. They say it creates a source of trouble in the community 
fighting, etc. 

Mr. MILLER. Then have not we cases of this kind where they claim the 
meal is used for purposes other than the manufacture of corn bread? 

Mr. COLQurrT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VANDERFORD. A number of them. 

Mr. CoLgurrt. I will state that I have been in places and I would come to 
aman’s house who would be so poor that I wonild not find enough in his 
house to eat, but you can go to his distillery and find from 15 to 25 bushels 
of mash, and they are reported frequentiy for that reason. They say it 
brings ali sorts of distress upon them and their families. 

The CHAIRMAN. And the wholesale distillers often report to you becanse 
of underselling by illicit distillers and by the moonshiners who are compet 
ing with them in the market? 

Mr. ConQuirtr. Yes, sir; these complaints donot generally come from the 
State of North Carolina, but they come from distillers in other States who 
do a legitimate business. 

Mr. MYLLeR. But whoare affected by goods shipped from North Carolina? 

Mr. ConguiTr. Yes, sir; the goods shipped from North Carolina are 
shipped, not being tax-paid, at such a cheap rate that they-can not afford to 
sell the tax-paid goods in competition with them 

The CHAIRMAN. What was the value of the illic 
Carolina? 

Mr. CouQquitt. I have not the price down. I have just the nun 
lons. There were 35,000 gallons since the Ist of July. 

Mr. Mtn.er. And some of that, Mr. Coiquiit, was seized upon informs 
tion furnished from other States. 

Mr. Conguitr. Besides that there is about 5 

Mr. MIcLeR. And in addition to that there 
from there and was seized in otter States 

Mr. Congurrr. That 5,000 is the estimate based upon the 


le of what is 
thought Mr 


ation which 


it goods seized tn North 


iber of gal- 


000 gallon 


is about 5,000 that went outs 


number of kegs 








3148 


and information received from the revenue agent of South Carol/na, 
Georgia, Aiabama, and Florida. 

The CHAIRMAN. How much of the 35,000 gallons seized in North Carolina 
was claimed by men who claimed to be the owners of them? 

Mr. CoLtQquirr, There has carl been one large distillery on which a bond 
was filed, and that was the Bailey distillery. 

The CHAIRMAN. How much did that bond cover? 

Mr. CoLQguirt. His bond covered 10,000 gallons at the one distillery. 

The CHAIRMAN. Could you give the amount of that seizure? 

Mr. Co.guirr. Mr. Vanderford could do that better than I could. 

Mr. VANDERFORD. In making examination of Mr. Bailey’s distillery we 
found that Mr. Bailey was —s an entirely different distillery from that 
get forth inthe plan of his distillery. In fact he had no plan. We found 
that the product of his distillery for one day was 281 gallons, while his store- 
keeper and gauger had only been reporting an average of 124 ——_ The 
capacity of his distillery was 62 bushels. He was reporting 60 bushels, or 2 
bushels less than his capacity, and was actually making #bout 281 gallons of 
spirits each day, and was only reporting 124, or just 80 per cent of his capac- 
ity. We found that his warehouse had been changed; tbe plan of his ware- 
house was not that originally surveyed, and for that it was ordered to be 

» seized and the seizure was made, 

He was working a still—just for convenience, say he was working four 
tubs; he was working sixteen, but instead of his working sixteen, we will 
just say four. Now, instead of working one on the first, two on the second, 
three on the third, and four on the fourth, he was working one and three a 
day. He was working one and three to-day on the first, and he was working 
two and four on the second, or working double, and instead of working the 
amount he says, he was working twotubs when he ought to have been work- 
ing one. Now, allof that was learned by an examination made at his dis- 

ery. 

Mr. CoLquirtT. I will say in regard to the question as to the amount 
claimed, that all of this — this one large seizure has been quantities of 
5 —_ up to a majority of less than 100 gallons. 

he CHAIRMAN. No claim has been set up. 

Mr. CoOLQuitT. None atall. Why, on these registered distilleries we make 
no report unless it is absolutely such a case as there is no possibility of their 
getting around. Wherever there is anything that they can fight a case upon 
even in those courts there, we rarely make a seizure and do not recommend 
it, and it is not done unless directed by the Commissioner. The reports all 
come in to him and seizures are never made on these registered distilleries 
without the sanction of the Department. 

Mr. MILLER. How many seizures have you made since the Ist of July of 
registered distilleries? 

Mr. CoLquirr. Twenty-seven and illict distilleries ninety-seven. 

The CHAIRMAN, Were thes* illicit distilleries being conducted by persons 
who had licenses? 

Mr. CoLqurrr. No,sir; they are actually moonshine distilleries, run with- 





out any bonds atall. These are the kind of fellows you have to watch out 
for and havea ye force or they will run you out. There is a great 
deal of brandy distilled. You know that that is left almost entirely to what 


&man reports. Now, he swears to his report and itcomesinthatway. You 
will find a report for 15 to 20 gallons of brandy, and if itis investigated you 
will ae find 125 to 1,000 gallons which the Government gets no tax on 
atall. These distilleries have not been seized as a rule, because in regard 
to the brandy distilleries the law is notascloseas itis upon grain distilleries. 

The CHAIRMAN. Why should any difference be made between the brandy 
distilleries and the whisky distilleries? 

Mr. CoLquirr. Well, sir, Ido not see myself, but there is the law, and at 
the registered brandy distilleries the Government has no agent there at all, 
and at y eye distillery they have a storekeeper and a gauger, but at the 
brandy distille 7, make their report upon the amount of fruit received, 
the time worked, and its yield, just as they feel disposed, and swear to it. 
ee Without any inspection upon the part of the Govern- 

en 

Mr. CoLguirr. Well, the deputy collector goes around, and we get 
around as much as we can, but there is a vast number of disjilleries run- 
ning and it is impossible to get to them. In fact, in the State of Virginia 
there are twelve to fourteen hundred brandy distilleries this year—you 
know there was an enormous fruit crop—and there is probably a thousand 
_— ate of North Carolina; so you see it would be impossible to get to 

° em. 

The CHAIRMAN. How many grain distilleries are there in Virginia? 

Mr. Couguirr. Well, there are only about, I think, i8 grain distilleries in 
operation in Southern Vi 

he CHAIRMAN. And how many in North Carolina? 

Mr. CoLqurrt, Five hundred; 250 of which are in operation. I take 250 
from the list and from the last report of the Commisssoner, up to, I think, 
the ist of November. Here is the list of the registered grain distilleries, 
and you can see what there are in North Carolina. 

Mr. MILLER, There were 1,650 registered distilleries at the close of last 
year. Out of that number 600 were in North Carolina. 

The CHAIRMAN, Have you anything else to say? 

Mr. Couguirr. No, sir; I believe not. 

The CHAIRMAN, Mr. Miller, have you anything further to say? 

Mr. MILUER. Nothing at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Vanderford, have you anything to say? 

Mr. VANDERFORD., No,sir; I do not know that lcan say anything more, 


It seems that there are about 500 registered distilleries in 
North Carolina, only 250 of which are now in operation, Four- 
fifths of the whole number mash less than 4 bushels of grain per 
day and are owned by poor men who are not permitted under 
the law to reclaimtheir property in case of a seizure by the rev- 
enue officers. No distillery nor distiller’s apparatus seized for 
any violation of law can be released to the claimant, except in 
case of a distillery having a registered producing capacity of 
150 or more proof gallons per day, and not then unless the claim- 
ant gives the bond required, and also shows by sutlicient affida- 
vits that there are hogs or other live stock, not less than 50 in 
number, depending for their feed on the po of said distil- 
lery. which would suffer injury if the business of such distillery 
is stopped. (Revised Statutes, section 3331.) 

This is a very strange provision of law which favors a rich 
distiller who owns 50 head of hogs and cattle, but at the same 
me discriminates against the rich distillerif he is not fortunate 
enough to own as many as 50 hogs or other cattle. The poor 
distiller is not recognized at all. No favors are ever shown to 


him by the internal-revenuelaw. He is to be stealthily watched 
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and pursued by hired informers, secret agents of the Govern- 
ment, whose names are unknown to him and to the community. 
What a travesty upon liberty, equality before the law, and jus- 
tice! These hired spies and secret agents of the Government 
would not be believed on oath in a court of justice anywhere. 
When a small distillery is seized, confiscation is the result, no 
matter whether the accused be guilty or innocent. 

The internal-revenue law seems to hold that every man charged 
with a violation of any of its provisions shall be deemed guilty 
until he proves his innocence. When whole communities are 
treated by this =o as Outlawsand criminals, it is not strange 
that they should regard themselves as subject to the very 
meanest sort of tyranny and oppression. Dark-lantern methods 
will not loug be tolerated in this age of freedom and enlighten- 
ment. In the vast majority of cases the seizures and arrests 
made are for technical and trivial violations of the law. There 
are very few convictions in the courts, but fees and charges are 
multiplied in every way and the Government is continually 
mulcted in heavy costs. 

Mr. Chairman, I think the Congress of the United States 
should set its face against any such system of espionage as is 
disclosed in this evidence. There is no argument to sustain it. 
There is no reason why the Government should pay informers 
and hire witnesses to testify against its citizens. ‘These inform- 
ers are secret hirelings of the Government, whose names can 
not even be published for the information of Congress. They 
are going about all through the country in a mysterious way. 
In the secret service of the Government they may abound in 
every neighborhood. 

This secret service system, as I have said, is in operation 
mainly in North Carolinaand a small portion of Virginia,as Mr. 
Colquitt says. Iam not blaming the revenue officers for dis- 
charging their duties under the law. They must obey the or- 
ders they receive from headquarters; and I am not blaming the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue for doing what he conceives 
to be his duty in having the law efficiently administered. But 
I wish to say to him that extraordinary measures and methods 
for the enforcement of the law are no more nee ied in North 
Carolina than in West Virginia, Kentucky, or Texas, or any 
other State. Ido not think they are needed anywhere. 

The internal-revenue laws, as [ have said, have always been 
harshly enforced everywhere. There are a great many viola- 
tions of law in different parts of the country as well as in North 
Carolina. Whi.e on this subject I wish to read an extract from 
an opinion delivered by Mr. Justice Miller, in the case of the 
United States vs. Ulrici, decided in the eastern district of Mis- 
souri in the year 1875, and published in 3 Dillon, 532: 

It is very well understood, both by the courts and by the profession, as well 
as by everyone interested in the matter, that the collection of the internal- 
revenue tax in this country has required a system of legislation for its en- 
forcement harsh beyond everything known inour history. An. it is equally 
well understood that, harsh as these measures are, they have been far from 
successful. Notwithstanding the heavy penalties denounced against crimes 
which goto defraud the Government of its revenue from internal taxes, and 
notwithstanding the minuteness and particularity in the description of 
these crimes, and notwithstanding all the aids which Con -ress has given by 
legislation to the enforcement of the revenue laws. oer have been very im- 

rfectly executed, and that the Government is cheated out of perhaps one- 

a f of its revenue, especially from the tax on whisky and tobacco. 

Judge Miller speaks deliberately, after a careful investigation 
of the whole subject. The entire system is evil and corrupt. 
The same motives which actuate men to violate thelaw in North 
Carolina wiil actuate them to violate it in New York and Cali- 
fornta. Human nature is the same everywhere. 

Mr. Chairman, I would not have said a word about this mat- 
ter if the States of North Carolina and Virginia had not been 
singled out for condemnation; and these two States have been 
thus singled out without their Representatives having had an 
opportunity to go before the committee when this matter was 
up and when the statements reflecting upon these two States 
were made. Wewere not permitted to confront these gentlemen 
and to hear what they had to say, and if necessary to cross-exam- 
ine them. Their statements are general in their terms. No 
names are given and nothing definite is asserted. If the light 
had been turned on the Committee on Appropriations would 
have been permitted to hear the other side. 

Mr. CANNON of [llinois. Will my friend ailow asuggestion? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Guelten. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I wish to suggest whether what 
the gentleman complains of is not the fault of the system, and 
wheiher it would not be better to repeal the iniernal-revenue 
laws, thereby affording the remedy. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Iwill say tomy friend 
from Lliinois [Mr. CANNON| that personally I have always been 
in favor of repealing the internal-revenue laws. | am not speak- 
ing now as a partisan. The Democratic party in the State of 
North Carolina has always been in favor of repealing the inter- 
nal-revenue laws and of modifying the harshness of this system. 

Mr.CANNON of Illinois. Itseems that the gentleman’s party 








1894. 


in this Congress are not making very much headway, but are 
rather increasing instead of repealing theinternal-revenue taxes. 

Mr. HENDERSON of NorthCarolina. l|understand that, and 
I know the cause. Theextravagantexpenditures of the last Re- 
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publican Administration necessitated some new sources 0° reve- | 


nue. 


But I have been in this House since the Forty-ninth Con- | 


gress, and I have been doing my best during all that time either | 


to have repealed or to have modified the internal-revenue sys- 
tem, and vote after vote has been taken upon that subject, and 
the gentleman’s own party has almost unanimously voted against 
every proposition either to repeal or to modify the internal-rev- 
enue laws. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. We are agaiust the proposition 
which is now made, to increase the internal-revenue taxes, and 
your side are voting in favor of the increase. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I have not favored 
the increace. 
heartily favor. The gentleman from Illinois |Mr. CANNON] is 
amember of the Committee on Appropriations. [ do not know 
whether he favors the increase in the item about which I am 
speaking, or not. but here are $25,000 additional appropriated, 
and the statement is made —if not by the Commissiover himself, 
at least he was before the committee and tacitly assented to 
it— that this fund is being used in North Carolina and Virginia 


are doing a legitimate business, but who are charged with vio- 
lating the internal-revenue laws. 
not favor such a method of enforcing the law..: 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not object to the laws being en- 
forced. As long as these laws are upon the statute book they 
ought to te enforced, but they ought to be enforced in a legiti- 
mute and proper way. Every citizen should be presumed inno- 
cent of wrongdoing until he is proved guilty. That is fair and 
according to the common law. 

No good reason ¢c.n be given, and I do not believe any gentle- 


I am not alluding to the income tax, which [ | 
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Wherever there is inything that they can ficht a casey pon 


getting around. 


eveh in those courts there, we rarely make a seizure and do not recommend 
it, and it is not done unless directed by the Commissioner. Thereports all 
come in to him, and seizures are never made on these registered distilleries 


without the sanction of the Department. 

But they will go on and seize whisky from a small distiller 
who is unible to reclaim it under the law. They seize, as it 
would seem, the barrels of whisky and kegs of whisky of no great 


value incases where the owners of such barrels and kegs are un- 
willing or unable to contest the matter in the courts. In most 
instances the game would not be worth the candle. I wish to 


say, however, that the Federal courts in North Carolina admin- 
ister the law justly and in the most impartial manner. The 
Government and the citizen are treated by the judges with the 
same impartiality and justice. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I believe that the distillers in North Car- 
olina are just as honest as the distillers in any other State in 
this Union, and I believe that the dealers in spirituous liquors 
are just as honest in the State of North Carolina as elsewhere, 
and that they pay their taxes just as honestly as the dealers in 
spirituous liquors In any other State in this Union; the store- 
keepersand gaugers too, in my opinion, are just as honestin North 
Carolina as elsewhere; and I say it is an unfair thing that the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue should come before the com- 


| mittee and single out the States of North Carolina and Virginia 
in order to hire witnesses to testify against citizens there who 


I hope the gentleman does | 
| STON]. 


| 


man on this floor can justify himself before his constituents for | 
voting for a law which will authorize an internai-revenue officer | 


to piy the money of tne Government to one citizen to inform 
against another citizen. 

Mr. SETL’LE. If my colleague will allow me to ask hima 
question right there, is it not from the operation of this very 
appropriation of $25,000 that the most trivial prosecutions find 


their way into court, and it is not the exception where, in a case | 


coming in under this provision, a conviction can be secured? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Very likely. I will say 
this document states what these gentlemen are doing, and how 
they are using the money, and they say that the money is used 
for certain purposes. One is to find out whether stamps have 
been reused or not. It seems that thousands of gallons of 
spirits in pickages, either barrels or kegs, are s°ized here and 
there by the internal-revenue officers upon the alleged ground 
that the stamps have been reused; but the trouble about the 
system is that these seizures are usually made upon suspicion 
without any real authority of law, without any proof against the 
distiller, without any proof against the owner or proprietor of 
the whisky—I mean such proof as would be sufficient to convict 
in court. The packages are oftentimes seized hundreds of miles 
away from where tie dealer lives or where the distiller lives. 

The whisky is seized and confiscated to the Government. 
The owners of the spirits are not allowed any opportunity to re- 
claim their property, and as a general rule a keg is seized here 
and a barre! yonder, in diflerent parts of the country, sometimes 
hundreds of miles from the homes of these people, and I say that 
anybody who reads this evidence can see thit these seizures, 
almost without exception, are made and it would seem intention- 
ally made against poor men who can nota‘ford to go into the 
courts and litigate the matter. The innocent and guilty are 
punished alike. The Government is master of the situation in 
allsuchcases. In many cases however the Commissioner, when 
the matter is called to hisattention, releases the property seized 
without cost to the Governrrent. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Iwill ask the gentieman whether the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue cont2>mplates increasing the 
force under what is known as Form 10? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I do not know. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. If there is no increase of the force in- 
tended, it must be the intention to increase the pay of those 
already appointed. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. As I understand it, 
the object of the increase o! the appropriation is for the detec- 


tion of frauds by paying witnesses to testify against the citizens | 


and to enfores the law generally: and the seizures that are made 
are for the most part of the property of men who are unable to 
go into the Federal courts. Mr. Colquitt virtually says so: 


Mr. COLQUITT. None at ail. Why, on these registered distilleries we make 
no report unless it is absolutely such a case as there isno possibility of their 


| from Texas |Mr. SAYERS}. 


for condemnation, as if those were the only States where there 
were any violations of the law. Why, Mr. Chairman, on that 
committee we find the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. LIvING- 
We find the chairman of the committee the gentleman 
Does any one suppose that either of 
these gentlemen would permit their States to be singled out, as 
mine has been, as States where large cl:sses of the citizens of 
those States are deliberately guilty of violating the laws of the 
United States? I amsure they would protest as I have done. 

Mr. SAYERS. Wil! my friend allow me toask him one ques- 
tion, since he has referred to me? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SAYERS. Can you tell me how it is that with the tax 
at %+ cents a gallon they can sell whisky at $1.15 a gallon? 

Mr. HENDERSON of Nerth Carolina. Well, I do not know: 
but you ought to know that it is sold at that price all over the 
Uni.ed States. 

Mr. SAYERS. I was not aware of the fact. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I suppose not. I say 
the average price of whisky is just as high in North Carclinaas 
it is in any other State where it is made, in large quntities, 
and for that matter it is just as good. 

Mr. CARUTH. It was sold at 25 cents a gallon before there 
was any tax. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. It was sold at 25 cents 
a gallon before there was any tax upon it, and if the tax is 90 
cents, and ii without a tax they could seil it at 25 centsa gallon, 
they cin certainly sell it at $1.15 a gallon now. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. You can buy it anywhere for $1.15 a gal- 
lon. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
Carolina has expired. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, my 
time is exhausted and I have not completed what I wish to say. 
I would like’an extension of time. . 


The time of the gentleman from North 


Mr. SAYERS. I shall have to object to any extension of 
time. Iam perfectly willing that the gentleman shall extend 


his remarks in the REcoRD. There is no objection to that. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I ask leave. then, to 
extend my rem rks in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina [Mr. HENDERSON] extend his re- 
marks in the Recorpb. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Mo- 
CLEARY | is recognized. 

Mr. MCCLEARY. LI yield five minutes to my colleugue [Mr. 
TAWNEY]. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, notice was given last week 
by the gentleman from Montana; Mr. HARTMAN, that aseparate 
vote would be demanded on the amendment which the gentle- 
man from Indiana incorporated into the pending appropriation 
bill, when that bill is reported back to the House. 

The discussion of that amendment at this time, as I understand 
it, is for the purpose of explaining to the committee the legal 
etiect of that amendment upon the rights of citizens, if it should 
become a law, in order that members may vote more intelli- 
gently upon it than they otherwise would be able to do. 

I am not personally interested, nor are my constituents inter- 
ested in the proposition, except so far as it involves the question 
of unsettling titles generally throughout the United States; but 
there is a town in the State of Minnesota, situated in the second 
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Congressional district, which adjoins mine, where the property 
owners are vitally interested,and their rights would be very 
seriously affected by this amendment if it should pass. 

I want to say to members of the committee that prior to the 
act of May 14, 1880, Congress never recognized the right of any 
citizen to contest the title conveyed by a finalcertificate. Prior 
to that time the Land Department had recognized the right of 
contest, but with referenee to the reéntry of the land the suc- 
cessful contestant stood upon the same footing identically with 
all other citizens: he had to take hischances with the rest of the 
world in securing an entry if the original entry was canceled in 
consequence of his contest. 

A great many contests were instituted prior to and were pend- 
ing in 1880, 
gress to secure the passage of an act which gave them the right 
to be notified by the register or receiver of the local land of- 
fice if the original entry,was canceled; and then, after receiv- 
ing that notice, they were allowed thirty days in which to enter 
the Jund involved in their contest. 

The act passed, I say, on May 14, 1880; and I may say that the 
motive for the act was this: Prior to that time the Land De- 
partment did not allow to the successful contestant any prior 
right of entry. and in order to obtain information of the cancel- 
lation of the contested entry it was necessary for them to em- 
ploy someone in Washington to ascertain when the entry was 
tinally canceled, in order that they might be the first to reach 
the local land office and make the first entry. That provision, 
therefore, of the act of 1880 was intended merely to give the 
contestant the prior opportunity to enter the land without ex- 

se. Ithadnoother pur and accomplished none other, and 

is rights under this act of 1880 did not accrue until the actual 
euncellation of the original. In construing the act, the Land 
Dep .rtment never held this right to be a vested right until the 
cancellation ef the original entry. When the original entry 
was canceled, then, and not until then, the right partook of the 
nature of a vested right. 

I say that was the status of the law up to March 3, 1891, when 
the act was passed which it is now proposed to amend. When 
the act of 18/1 was passed a number of contests were pending on 
lund the title to which had passed ‘to the settler by the final cer- 
tifieate of the Government before the contest was instituted. 
The effect of that act, it is true, deprived the contestants of this 
pref-rence right of retntry, but that was not the onlyeffect. It 
conlirmed in the grantee the title in all cases where entry had 
been made under the preémption, homestead, or timber-culture 
laws, and final proof or payment had been received by the 
proper officers of the Government. There were several other 
conditions and requirements necessary to make this act of con- 
firmation effective. So that rsons who had acquired title 
from the Government.of the United States in accordance with 
the provisions of section 7 of this act, and by virtue of the pay- 
ment of their money in good faith, their final proof and the re- 
ceipt- of the final certificate from the Government had that title 
confirmed, becxme entitled to a patent, and acquired a vested 
right to the property which had thus been conveyed to them by 
the Government. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. McOLEARY of Minnesota. I yield the gentleman two 
minutes more. 

Mr. TAWNEY. This right, I repeat, Mr. Chairman, was 
confirmed by the act of March 3, 1891. Theeffectof this amend- 
ment would be to destroy these vested rights, thus created by an 
act of Congress, and for the sole and only purpose of restoring 
to a few contesting land sharks the preference right of re‘ntry 
which existed at the time the act of 1891 was passed. We have 
been told that this section 7 of theact of 1891 was not considered 
by Congress, but was recommended by a committee of confer- 
ence; and that certain members of that committee did not un- 
derstand that it would be construed as its language indicated 
it should be at the time they reported the bill for final passage. 
However that may be the Congress of the United States is re- 
sponsible for having created and confirmed vested rights in 
every case to which section 7 will apply. 

Now, the question for this Congress to determine is: Shall we 
destroy these vested rights, or authorize proceedings by which 
their ceatruntion may be attempted, for the sole and only pur- 
pose of giving to these few contestants a preference right of en- 
try in the event that their contests shail prove successful? i 
hope that this Honse will not-entertain or vote in favorof a prop- 
esition of that kind. Gentlemen may say that if this is a vested 
right, itean not bedestroyed. True. Butthisact will authorize 
an attempt, which will involve the possessers of that right in 


endless and ve litigation. 
The CHA AN. The time of the geutleman has expired. 
Mr. BOEN. Who.are the ? 


possessors: 
Mr. TAWNEY. These men whe have the final certificates 
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These contestants had sufficient influence in Con- 
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from the Government of the United States to their land, their 
grantees, or the men to whom they have conveyed the land to 
save borrowed money. 

Mr. BOEN. That does not answer my question. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman wants a more sp2cifie an- 
swer I will say the seven hundred citizens of the town of Jasper, 
in the State of Minnesota, whose titles to their homes will im- 
mediately be involved in a contest. 


Mr. BOEN. Is not Jim Hill the owner? 
Mr. TAWNEY. Ido not know anything about Jim Hill's in- 
terest. He does not constitute the people or all there is of the 


people of that State who own land acquired from the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
North Dakota {Mr. JOHNSON). 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Mr. Chairman, it has been 
the traditional custom of this country when any change is mide 
in our laws to have a proviso inserted saving the rights of liti- 
gants whose cases are then pending. The conference committee 
having in charge the bill now known as the act of March 3, 181, 
changing the method of disposing of public lands, intended to 
and thought they had placea in that act a saving clause of that 
kind. It is strange that the gentleman from Moatana under- 
takes to say that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] 
has been imposed upon in this matter. The gentleman from In- 
diana was upon the committee of conference. He h»s served 
here continuously ever since, and this act was thoroughly dis- 
cussed and passed by this House last winter. The Committee 
on Public Lands has reported favorably to this House on this 
amendment for three consecutive winters. 

Why does not the gentleman from Montana call on the gen- 
tleman from South Dakota {[Mr. PICKLER}, who was also a mem- 
ber of the committee of conference on the act of March 3, 1891, 
instead of those gentlemen who are serving their first winter 
here. The probability is that the men who were on that com- 
mittee of conference, and who were thoroughly conversant with 
the discussions of that question in the first and second sessions 
of the Fifty-second Congress, understood this question quite as 
wellas the gentleman from Montana. The somedaiaiiite from Mon- 
tana did very well in disregarding everything except the single 
ease of Campbell against Graham, because it has narrowed down 
to that. These other gentlemen may argue and may believe that 
other cases are involved; but the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office reported to us, when we discussed the subject iast 
wiater, that there were only twenty-five cases then pending. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Will the geotleman permit an interrup- 
tion? 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. I have only five minutes, 
and I can not say what I desire to say in that time. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Does the gentleman say that the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office reported that there were only 
twenty-live cases pending? 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Yes, sir; he reported that 
last year. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Do you not know this to be the fact, that 
where any of this land has been platted into town lots and then 
disposed of to other parties, that there are a great many more 
than twenty-tive cases? | 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. I will cometo that. I will 
come to that question of the platting out of these lands. I will 
tell you what has been done. Jim Hill, the president of the 
Great Northern Railway Company, hired a lot of men to squat 
on the public lands up and down on both sides of the river at 
the Great Falls of the Missouri. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Whom did he hire? 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Their names are all in the 
report. I do not care to have any further interruptions. The 
names are all given in the testimony taken before the commit- 
tee. At Great Falls there is a water power equal to the Falis of 
the Niagara. Itis worth millions and millionsof dollars. They 
went there about 1834. For 10 miles up and down the river near 
the falls they took up the territory, and by these means title 
was acquired to the land in every case. except this one single 
quarter that is left, contested by Mr. Graham. These men all 
had to testify when they *‘ proved up” that they had settled 
there for their own personal benefit and notas squatters for any- 
body else. 

Can it be reasonably supposed that they simultaneously went 
there for their own benefit, and not for some other party, and 
that when they ** proved up” they all conveyed their titles in- 
stantly and with one accord to this syndicate of Jim Hill’s? The 


result has been that they have turned over their titles to Jim 
Hiller Paris Gibson, and Gibson in turn conveyed to Hill and 
Hill has capitalized this land ata capital of $6,000,000 under what 
is now known by the name of the Great Falls Town Site Com- 


pany. 


‘hatis all there is of the ‘‘ innocent purchasers.” It 
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may be that Jim Hill or the Great Falls Town Site Company or 
the Great Northern, or under whatever name it is now held, 
has conveyeda town lothereand there; butif so, they have given 
warranty deeds, and in that event the innocent purchs user Can go 
back on a man who is worth $20,000,000 to defend the title. 
There is no danger—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. Do you mean to claim that there are 
fraudulent entries? 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakoia. 
I have yield to any more questions. Ihave stated the facts gen- 
erally as to how the tiile to this land was acquired. To show to 
the House what the amendment is I will read it: 

Provided Jurther, That nothing in this section shall be construed to app 


ly 
vr 
in its provisions to or affect any case where a 


contest Was aes in the 
Land Department prior to the passage of the actof March 3, 1891, and any 


person who initiat« sd contest pri wr thereto shall have the right, upon « ancel 
lation of the prior entry, if by virtue of his contest. toenter the tract involve d 
under any of the land laws of the United States in force prior to the date of 
this act. if he was on March 3, 181, legally qualified to make such entry, and 
as if said act had not been passed 


Mr. TAWNEY. That was to be put upon the Iaw of 1890. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. We propose to put that in 
the law now. These men are like the rich man in Ii Samuel, 
where Nathan told the parable of the rich man with numerous 
flocks and herds and the poor man who had nothing save one 
little ewe lamb which he had bought and nourished up, and when 
a traveler came unto the rich man he spared to take his own 
flock but took the poor man’s lamb and slaughtered it for the 
guest of the rich man. After acquiring title to all the other 
land around the falls under forms of law they ask Congress to 
help them rob this poor man of his one only quarter. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebiaska. I hope the gentleman will have 
time to conclude the parable 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. 
ebapter of IT Samuel. 

Tne CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to have the ear of the committee for 
afew moments on the amendment. There had been a contest 
pending for about tw 
ate, in every session, in regard to the repeal of the pre ‘mption 
law and other reforms in our public land system. The timber- 
eulture law was prominently involved, and on Sunday afternoon 
of the 3d of March, !891, a conference committee, 
tors and three Representatives, finally came to an agreement, 
and reported the next morning to the two Houses a bill to ac- 
complish those purposes. This conference report was agreed to 
by the two Houses and the bill became a law. Of course there 
was no debate on the merits of the bill as agreed upon by the con- 
ference committee. Gentlemen un ierstand how impossible it is 
to consijer any measure on the day a Congress ad ourns. So 
the action of the committee of conference was final. Neither 
House ever considered the effect of the seventh section of that 
act of March 3, 1891. The act was passed on the 4th of March, 
189i, but all acts ~~ on the last day of a Congress of eourse 
bear date March 3. ‘lhe effect of the seventh section was con- 
sidered. That section provides, in substance; that where a cer- 
tificate had issued and payment had been made, if under the pre- 
em ption l: uw and there was *‘ no adverse claim pending,” originat- 
ing prior to the entry, the title should be confirmed, in the 
absence of fraud. 

Now, I[ insist and always have insisted that the effect of that 
provision was to save existing rights, and so the Land Office 
under the administration of Governor Stone held. The Secre- 
tary of the Interior took adifferent view. He took the view that 
those rights of contest were stricken down by this seventh sec- 
tion of the act although it expressly protected the rights of con- 
testants. 

Mr. TAWNEY. What rights? 

Mr. HOLM. ae The rights of the contestants. 

Mr. TAWNEY. What rights did they have? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I h:ve but five minutes. Theright they had 
was a vested right of contest, and the right te protect their claim 
to the land as against the party who claimed to have made an 
alleged entry. This provision has been read. What are gen- 
tlemen discussing? There are two parties to a contest, each 
claiming the land. One of the ablest committees of this House, 
the Committee on Public Lands, have twice reported this meas- 
ure, this amendment now pending, unanimously, as I understand. 
The bill that they reported is the amendment ‘which I ask the 
House to incorporate in this bill, and which was done by unani- 
mous consent a few days ago. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Is it not a fact also that the Secretary of the 
Interior and the Commissioner of the General Land Office have 
both reported against your proposition? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, certainly. 1t imereases the labor of the 
Offices. But there are two sides to thatquestion. This matter 


any 


I can not in the five minutes 





I refer you to the twelfth 
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| latter clause of it himself 


elve years between the House and the Sen- | 


three Sena- | 
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| has been pending from as early a time as it could be p 
| The act creating this act of injustice was passed on M - 
isvl. As soon as the Fifty-second Congress assembled this q ues- 
tion was raised and Judge Payson, one of the ablest of the Rep 
resentatives who have served in this House in our time, tho late 
Senator Plumb, Senator Walthall, and myself, five of the six 
members of the conference committee who prepared that act of 
March 3, 1891, at the close of the Fifty-first Congress, certilied 
that our understanding was that this seventh section did not 
strike down existing rights or interfere with contests then pend 
ing. Congress had never before done that and the only object 
of this pending provision is to put all these parties b ust 
where they stood at the time of the passage of thatact. Gov 
ernor Stone told us by letter in the last hours of the last Congress 
that there were then pending only twe ntti e cases of contests 


nain 
naing 


affected by thatseventh section; so thatal! this talk ab ! j 

up the land system of the country is, of course, absolutely absurd. 
He says further upon this subject: ‘‘The pending amendment 
(it wasexactly thesame as the pending proposition he drew th: 


-the pending amendment isexplained 
by the report herewith made.” And then he proceeds to say 
that it is exactly right, and that he entirely approves it; 
me remind you, gentlemen, that you have very seldom had an 
ablerman inthe Land Officethan Governor Stone, an able, pu 
and upright man. . 


Now, with this law upon the statute book, which has been 
construed directly against the understanding of the men who 
alone knew of the provision and who framed the law, because it 


was, of course, impossible for Congress on the 4th of March to 
examine the subject—with that law upon the statute 
construed by Government officials as to destroy the right 
parties then interested in contests who had no intention 
pose to do the dishonest act of striking down 
rights—will you refuse the proper relief? 

Mr. HARTMAN. Does the yentleman 
right of entry a vested right? 


book so 
3 of 
or pt 
these ve 


ted 


call a 


Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman has-already occupied th: 
floor, 1 believe. 

Mr. HARTMAN. iam simply asking a question now. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have but a moment’s time. Gentlemen, 
this isa question simply of common honesty. 

Mr. HARTMAN. That is what we say. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The question is shetneines intend to strike 
down rights which existed by virtue of law at the time the act 


of 1591 was passed, for no one denies the right of contesting land 
entries, 


I have never known Congress to violate such a right; no in- 
stance can be found in our history, I think, where Congress has 


deliberately struck down a right which had been clearly estab 


lished by law, directly affecting a citizen seeking a home on 
the public land. In our legislation we have always saved the 
rights existing at the time of the passage of an act. Gen- 
tlemen, if there is any mistake about this amendment the Sen- 
ate or the conference committee will correct it. You are run 
ning the risk of doing a great wrong, because every year that 


this error in legislation is allowed to goon the remedy will be 


come more difficult. The conferees of the two Houses will have 
an opportunity to consider the proposition in all its details 
without being embarr ssed by outside influence. I ask you, 


therefore, to iet the amendment go to the Senate. 
ate strikes it out, then let it go to a 


and if the Sen- 
conferenee; but do not, I 
pray you. dowh tI think at leasta palpabl 


» injustice by destroy- 
ing rights which existed at the time of the passage of the act of 
the 3d of March, 1891. Idonot knowany of the parties interested, 
noram I speaking with reference to any particular case. I speak 
only for the general principle of fairness and h ty in legisla- 
tion involved in the pending amendment. 

The amendment is clear and direct, as follows: 

That there be added to section7 of “An act to repeal timber-culture laws, 
and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1891, the following proviso 

Provided further, That nothing in this section shall be construed to apply 
in its provisions to or affect any case where a contest was pending in (he 
Land Department prior to the passage of the actof March 3. 1801, and any 


person who initiated contest prior thereto shall have the right, upon cance 
lation of the prior entry, if by virtue of his contest, to « nter the tract 
volved under any of the land laws of the United States in force prior to the 
date of this act, if he was on March 3, 1891, legally quali fied to make such 
entry, and as if said act had not been passed.”’ 

Who can say that this amendment does injustice to anyone; 
and who can deny that striking down a right toa homestead 
which existed on the 2d day of March, 18%1, by an act of Con- 
gress and withouta hearing was not an actof palpable injustice? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, in the newer 
portions of the United States, especially west of the Mississippi, 
we have a large inflow of population. In conseq uence of ‘th 5 the 


General Land Office here is far behind with its work. It frequently 
happens, as a consequence of these two facts a ting jol ntly, that 
lands, after he has 


after a man has completed his title to public 








3152 


made his proof and hassecured his final certificate from the land 
office, years will clapse before he can get his patent. Inthe mean- 
time that land may have become suddenly valuable, by reasonof a 
railroad passing through it and the location of a station, or 
from some other cause. This is the opportunity for a class of 
men who are the plague of our Western counry, who operate as 
professional contestants. 

They find that this land has suddenly become valuable. They 
look into the records and see that the patent has not yet issued. 
They then examine more carefully to see if they can discover 
any flaw which they can use as the basis of acontest. Then they 
file their contest, and use that as ameans whereby to wring from 
honest men money by way of blackmail. So flagrant had this 
practice become that, on the 3d of March, 1891, an act was passed 
which was in the nature of a statute of repose, an act of con- 
firmation, to settle these questions. Theeffect of the passage of 
this amendment would be to cast a cloud over the title of mil- 
lions of dollars’ worth of property, property made valuable by 
those now in possession, and to whose value the contestant has 
contributed nothing. Heis frequently desirous of reaping where 
other men have sown. This amendment would disturb actual 
vested rights for the sake of prospective and contingent rights. 
As an illustration of what might be done under the old rule, I 
wish to give in some detail the facts in regard to the village of 
Jasper, in my own district, as they appear in the case of Ellef- 
son vs. Phillips, involving the Jasper town site in Minnesota. 

March 2, 1885, a filei his declaratory statement. 


September 12, 1885, final proof made and fina! certificate issued. 
November 14, 1887, he sold to John M. Poorhaugfii. 











It is to be noted, Mr. Chairman, that Phillips held the land- 


more than two years without any question being raised by the 
Government or any one respecting his title. 


December, 1887, Poorhaugh sold one-half of the land to T. A. Black. 

January, 1888, P. F. Poorhaugh purchased a one-fourth interest. 
© June, 1888, all of these purchasers sold for 87,000 to the Jasper Improvement 

Sompany. 

This company subdivided the land. The townof Jasper was built upon 
a portion of it, and from time to time since lots have been sold and the pur 
chasers have built their homes thereon. A great stone quarry is in opera- 
tion on the land. 

Apri! 2, 1889, contest affidavit filed. 

August 16, 1889, hearing ordered. 

October 9, 1889, hearing had. 

December 3, 1839, register and receiver decided that the contestant's 
charges Were not proved and that the entry should stand. 

Contestant appealed. 

June 3, 1890, Commissioner General Land Office reversed the register and 
receiver. 

Defendants appealed to Secretary of the Interior. 

The appeal was pending wnen the act of March 3, 1891,was passed. 

Arpil 6, 1891, the transferees of Phillips filled in the Departmentan applica- 
tion for contirmation under section 7, act 1891. 

February 26,1892, the Secretary of the Interior held thata prima facie case 
of right to confirmation was made out and returned the case to the General 
Land Office for adjudication under the act. 

October 15, 1892, Acting Commissioner Stone held that the entry stands 
confirmed under said act. 

oaene to Secretary filed by contestant, where the case still stands unde- 
termined. 


The evidence in this case shows that Ellefson, the contestant, 
was convicted of land fraunds and committed to the penitentiary 
fortwo years in 1884. His two witnesses to thecontestaflidaviton 
which hearing was had afterwards made affidavits wherein they 
swore that on the day they signed such corroborating affidavits 
Ellefson took them out and made them drunk, in which condi- 
tion they were induced to sign the affidavits. They further 
swore that they did not, because of their drunken condition, 
read the affidavits before signing, and that since that time. they 
had read the same and they contained statements which had 
not been read to them before signing and which were not true. 

The effect of the Holman amendment is to imperil the titles 
of the numbers of persons who in good faith bought the land in 
this case and the town-lot owners in favor of the claim or pros 
pective right of the single individual, Ellefson, who brought 
the contest and who is shown to have based his proceeding on 
fraudulent conduct towards his own witnesses, and to be a man of 
at least doubtful character. 

It is further to be observed that the contest was not brought 
until after the land had become very valuable in the hands of 
the bona fide purchasers who had improved it, though he claimed 
to have known the fraudulent character of the Phillips entry 
from 1885 until contest brought in 1889. 

Mr. Chairman, itis claimed by the gentleman from Indiana 
{Mr. HoLMAN] that the right to contest is a vested right. I de- 
sire to say in that connection that it has been uniformly held 
by the Land Office—and the reasonableness of it is so obvious 
that I need not emphasize it—that no preference right accrues 
to a contestant until after the actual cancellation of the exist- 
ing entry, and that said cancellation must be in consequence o! 
such contest. 

I desire to direct the attention of the committee to two facts 
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which I think ought to be borne in mind in this connection. 
First, there are two bills pending which will bring this ques- 
tion up on its merits—one on the Senate file and one on the 
House file. I am at a loss to understand, therefore. why this 
proposition should be brought in here by way of an amendment 
to this appropriation bill when bills are pending that will bring 
the question up on its merits. 

Is it because gentlemen fear to have the merits of the ques- 
tion fully and fairly discussed? It looks thatway. Now we de- 
sire simply that the pending amendment, which is irrelevant to 
this bill and ought not to have been injected into it, shall be 
voted down, because then full opportunity will still remain for 
the discussion of this whole question upon its merits. 

For the sake of old Saxon fair play, in order that we may 
have a full discussion of this question, I beg gentlemen to vote 
against thisamendment. Iask them to do soin the name of 
700 innocent persons in the village of Jasper in my district, over 
whose homes the dark shadow of doubt will be cast if this 
amendment be adopted. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. DocKERY having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Sen- 
ate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate 
had passed bills of the following titles; in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 445, supplementary to an act entitled ‘An act to pro- 
vide a government for the District of Columbia,” approved Feb- 
ruary 21, 1871. and also an act entitled ‘‘An act for the govern- 
ment of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved June 20, 1874; 

A bill (S. 755) granting the right of*way to the Albany and 
Astoria Railroad Company through the Grande Ronde Indian 
Reservation in the State of Oregon; 

A bill (S. 1280) for the promotion of anatomical science and to 
prevent the desecration of graves in the District of Columbia; 


and 
A bill (S. 1749) to authorize the construction of a bridge over 
the Monongahela River at Glenwood, Pa. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILLY 


The committee again resumed its session, Mr. MADDOX in the 
chair. 

Mr. LOUD. I yield five minutes to my colleague, Mr. 
BowERs of California. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Chairman, this bill as it is 
presented to this House is unfair and partial to the last degree. 
On page 62 it provides an agengenenes of over five million 
dollars for the protection of the farmers of the Missi-sippi 
Valley. Itreads ‘‘for improving the Mississippi River.” butit is 
known that but little, if any, improvement to the navigation of 
that river other than the removal of snags and the construction 
of the Eads jetty at the mouth of the river has been made or 
is indeed possible. Nearly all these millions have been practi- 
cally =e to protect the farms and plantations of the Mis- 
sissippi Valley. 

It was admitted by nearly all the speakers yesterday that this 
is what this money is expended for, and always has been. It 
is termed incidental ‘‘ protection,” but is as intentional as 
any other appropriation. Now,I do not — to protection 
for these landowners in the Mississippi Valley—in fact I am 
a protectionist anyway—but I contend. that other farmers not 
in that valley are as justly entit.ed to aid from the United 
States Treasury; and at the proper time‘l shall move to recom- 
mit this bill to the committee, with instructions to report it 
with anamendment appropriating 10,000 to aid the 1,200 farm- 
ers in California in defending their farms, not from floods, but 
from the assaults of a great corporation. 

They have a saying in my country that the longer a man lives 
the more he finds out, and I am learning some facts here. [I ob- 
serve that it seems alwaysin order to appropriate millions for 
the defense of Mississippi Valley farmers, but never in order to 
appropriate a penny for the California farmer. That Congress 
will fight the \ery elements, all the forces of nature, and give 
the millions in the Treasury for the protection of farmers of the 
Mississippi Valley. But when a corporation attacks the United 
States patent of the California farmer for his land, then Congress 
throws up its hands and is helpless. 

That it is always in order to increase the amount on an appro- 
priation bill if it is for a rich city like Buffslo; if it is for a rich 
city like New York, then $90,000 slips into the bill just as easy. 


\f this partial, unfair Business is to continue, I want it made so 
plain people will understand it; so plain that the farmers of 
California will understand that they have no rights this Con- 
gress is bound to respect. 

And now, Mr. Speaker, I shall proceed to correct a statement 
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made by a member of the Judiciary Committee respecting the 
amendment f offered. 

Mr. LANE. That is the confession here. Let us see how this matter comes 
here. The Government many years ago atented these lands to the rail 
road company; afterward it patented the same lands to these private par- 
ties. Now, what does the patent in the latter case amount to’ It is an ab- 
solute nullity. And when the Government makes a patent to a party it does 
not give a warranty that it will defend the title of the grantee in the patent 

The gentleman was entirely at fault. These lands were never 
patented but once, that was to these settlers, never in any m:an- 
ner conveyed to the railroad, nor were these lands within the 
original grant to the railroadcompany. And the only shadow of 
claim the railroad had or has is that by an act of Congress it was 
given the privilege to select within the limits of a lu-miie strip 
adjoining the grant sections in lieu of such sections as proved to 
be mineral lands on the original grant, but they had no more 
right to select in this strip than any other persons entitled to 
enter public lands. 

In fact, the company did not make selection and get pat:nts 
that is not their way. 
they owned the land. After the settlers have received patents, 
have made valuable improvements, then the company ciaims the 
right of selection, a most preposterous and outrageous claim. 
Thatis the situation. 

As to these suits, I have explained that the case has not been 
decided by the Los Angeles court, but the judge did overiule a 
demurrer entered by the defendants on the first trial, but al- 
lowed an amended demurrer to be entered in this And a 
hearing has been had and the judge reserves his decision thu 


ense 


far: so the case has not been decided—is not out of the L (An 
gels court yet—but whichever way the case goes it will be ap- 
pealed. These are the facts. It seems to me that this is 2 case 


where the farmers of Californiaare entitled to us fair a meas- 
ure of relief as the farmers of the Mississippi lley. 

Mr. LOUD (when Mr. Bowers of California had spoken five 
minutes) yielded him two and a half minutes moe. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota, (at the close of the speech of 
Mr. Bowers of California). I yield the remaining three min- 
utes of my time to the gentleman from iowa [{Mr. iE! 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I was somewhat surprised 
the other day, when this amendment was o.ered, that the only 
reference to authority was a letter of Governor Stone of the 
last Administration. 1 think it must be true that the gentleman 
from Indiana knew of the existence of the letters from the In- 
terior Department; but, to make sure that those communications 
had direct reference to the proposition under consideration, I 
addressed a letter to the Secretary of the Interior, to which | 
have this moment received hisreply. Il ask that it be read from 
the Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C. 


KINS}. 


Srx: Iam in receipt of your communication of March 16, 1891, asking me 
“as prompily as possible’ to give my views ‘“‘of the effect of the Holman 
amendment on the sundry civil bill to be found on page 3604 of the Con- 
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This amendment referred to I find to read as follows: 

“That there be added tosection 7, ‘An act to repeal timber-culture laws, 
and for other purposes,’ approved March 3, 1891, the following proviso: 
‘ Provided further, That nothing in this section shall be construed to apply 
in its provisions to or affect any case where a contest was pending in the 
Land Department prior to the passage of the act of May 3, 1891, and any 
person who initiated contest prior thereto shall have the right, upon 
cellation of the prior entry. if by virtue of his contest, to enter the land in 
volved under — of the land laws of the United States in force prior to the 
date of this act, if he was on March 3, 1891, legally qualified to make such 
entry, and as if said act had not been passed.’”’ 

The evident intention of the said amendment is to conserve or effectuate 
the preference right of contestants under the act of May 14, 180 (21 Stat., 
140), so far as the same is or may be adversely affected by anything con 


in- 


tained in the seventh section of the act of March 3, 1891 (26 Stat, 1095), or by 
-_ judicial construction thereof. 

s to such a purpose it is submitted whether a law can now be enacted 
which would or could defeat a confirmation of an entry and a right to pat 


ent previously accruing to the eptryman by reason of section 7 of the act re- 
ferred to (supra), as held by the Department inseveralcases. (See Gerlach 
vs. Kindler, 12 L. D., 571; Axford vs. Shanks, 13 L. D., 292; Nawrath 
Lyons ¢f a/.. 16 L. D., 46; United States rs. Bullen, i6 L. D., 78.) 

am decidedly of the opinion that should the amendment referred to by 
a and above quoted, or any similar measure become a law, ihe effect wou 

. if it could be made effectual at all, to defeat rights now already con 
firmed and established under the seventh section of said act of March 3. 1891 





In that view i find the aforesaid amendment very objectionable, and would 


dissent to its enactment as law. 
Very respectfully, 

Ss. W. LAMOREUX, 

Hon. GEORGE D. PERKINS. Commissioner. 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


[Here the hammer fell.] 
Mr. LOUD. 
man from Washington { Mr. WILSON]. 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. 


that the gentleman from Indiana would make such explanation | 
of his amendment and the reasons therefor as would render it 
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They would have to pay taxes on land if | 


I yield the remainder of my time to the gentle- 


Mr. Chairman, [ had hoped | 
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unnecessary for us to ask from the House a yea 
upon the proposition. Iam inclined to the opin 
this amendment been adopted in L891 it might have been of some 


ym that 


| benefit to tue country; but coming at this late day it seen ) 
me that it will have a teudency to prompt men to initi 0 

| tests and thus destroy in a measure vested rights to lands which 

| have been sold to bona fide purchasers for « considerati nd 
the title to which has long since passed to the original « 


man by renson of the issue of the receiver's certilicat 
many cases the delivery of a patent. 
t 


The pro. ision of law complained of is in th 


act of M h 








189}, known as ‘‘An act to repeal the timber culture la and 
for other purposes.” It is there provided that 
All entries u the precinptioi, homest ‘t-land, o 
ture laws, in waich final pr piyment ma i 
titicate issued, and to which th re no ady ‘ 
to final entry and which have been sold or inceumbere 
of iar h, it ind after tina bona t 
[| Seve fora valuab con ‘rati hall, unless upon an in 
Government agent, fraud on the p {the pur iser has b 
| contirmed and patented upon presentation ¢ uti tory p f tothe La 
Department of such sale or incumbrance 
Now, the object of this act was well stated by the ntlema 
from Minnesota [Mr. MCCLEARY]. There had been a ein 
flux of population, and the Land Office at Washington sb 
hind in its patents. Final proof had in many cases been 
| in the loca! land offices; anu the receivers’ certificates h D 
| given to parties who, on account of their necessities, d lL to 
mortgage their property or for any cause wished to sell. twas 
necess iry to furnish some stxbility of title and to prevent the 
initiation of contests long after final proof had been made. 
As has been stated by my friend from Minnesota, lands which 
were comparatively valueless had become sudd :niy val 
know of many instances in which men had lived five, ver 
and in some cases ten years upon @ quarter section ol na ! 
| when entered at the United States loeai land office 
| absolutely nothing, but by the development of railro } 
| prises, the building of towns and cities, such lands became sud 
denly valuable. Contests were initiated at the land office 
| the object in some way of blackmailing the owners of land whi 
| had been taken up for homes when it was practically \ 
| It was to stop this sort of thing thit we procured th 
| of the act known as the repeal of the timber-culture 
viding that a patent should issue if there had been no valid ad 
| Verse cl im or no contest initiated after two years. 
| Now, the gentleman from Indiana comes in with this pro 
| sion, almost three years after the enactment of that la 
proposes to place these mon in the same situation with 
to the initiation of contests as they were when the law was « 
acted, thus destroying the rights confirmed by the act. N 
| as the contestant has no rights obtained by initiating ¢ con 
| test, he comes to the land office and mikes affidavit that th 


land has been abindoned or that improvements have not been 


made. A hearing is set down for a certain day, when the testi- 
mony of witnesses is taken. The register and receiver decid 
the case upon the testimony, and if appeal is taken the ¢ ise go 
to the General Land Office for approval or rejection. Notic 


given toall parties in interest, and theone the decision is fay 
able to comes in and makes entry if he sees proper to do so: but 
if he does not see proper, the entry being canceled, the land is 
open to any person who sees proper to apply for it thirt 

from date of cancellation by the local land office. 


Mr. Chairman, the adoption of this amendment at this time 
seems to me bad legislation. It will do great damage to many 


settlers upon the public domain; and if we can not strike out the 








amendment upon a yea-and-nay vote in the House, it « tinls 
ought to be struck out when the bill reach -s the Senate. 

There is another matter which, while | am on the floor, | 
wish to call attention tc, although unconnected with th mer 
ment, as I may not have an opportunity to refer to itugain. If 
the chairman of the committee [Mr. SAYERS] will vive me | 
attention I shall be under renewed obligations to him 

Mr.SAYERS. Iam listening to the gentleman. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The other day, thr rh th 
courtesy and kindness of the chairman of the commit an 
amendment was adopted relative to the selection of | nted 
to the State of Washington for educational purposes. t that 
| time [ had not the orpertunity of consulting with one or two 
| gentlemen from States similarly situated to mine. Now, I have 
had my attention called to this matter by the gentleman from 
| ldaho| Mr. SWEET], the gentleman from Montana | Mr. Harr- 


MAN], and the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Corrreen!. The 
effect of that amendment was to give the gove 
a right to make application to the surveyor-general for the 
survey of any township. and after such application, 5 
ship should be reserved from settlement 

[Here the hammer fell.] 


srnor of m state 
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Mr. SAYERS. I will state to the gentleman from Washing- 
ton that I have seen several of the gentlemen interested, and 
have stated to them that if they would have an amendment put | 
on in the Senate applying the same provision to their States | 
there would be no opposition to it by me. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Is it satisfactory to them? 

Mr. SAYERS. I suppose so. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Very well. I was only anx- 
ious that they should have the benefit of the amendment adopted | 
for facilitating the selection of lands granted the State of Wash- | 
ington. Had [ supposed or known they desired to be included 
in the provision made for my State | would have been g!ad of | 
an opportunity to have placed those States in the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. LesTER). The debate allowed by 
unanimous consent is now closed. 

Mr. SAYERS. I move that the committee rise and report the | 
bill as amended to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. LESTER reported that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union had had under con- 


a = | 


civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June | 
30, 1895, and for other purposes; and had directed him to report 
the same back with amendments, and with the recommendation 
that the bill be passed as amended. ° 

Mr. SAYERS. I move the previous question upon the amend- | 
ments and wpon the bill to its final passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SP£AKER. 
amendment? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I ask a separate vote on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], relating 
to the publie lands. 

Mr. t 30W ERS of California. I call for a separate vote on the 
amendments increasing the appropriation for the post-office in 
New York city and the public building in Buffalo. 

The SPEAKER. If no other separate vote is demanded, the 
vote will be taken onthe other amendments in gross, if there be 
no objection, 

There being no objection, the amendments on which a sep- 
arate vote was not demanded were d to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read the first amend- 
ment on which a separate vote is demanded. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After lines 14 and 15, on page 46, insert the following: 


“That there be added to section 7 of ‘An act to repeal the timber-culture 
laws, and for other purposes,’ approved March 3, 1891, the following pro- 


viso: 

“ Provided further, That nothing In this section shall be constrved to 
apply in its provisions to or affect any case where a contest was pending in 
the Land Department pridr to the of the act of March 3, 1391, and 
any person who initiated contest or thereto shall have the right, upon 
cancellation of the prior entry, if by virtue of his contest, to enter the tract 
involved under any of the land laws of the United States in force prior to 
the date of this act, if he was on March 3, 1891, legally qualified to make 
such entry, and as if said act had not been passed.” 


The question being taken on soretins to the amendment, 

there were, on a division called for by Mr. McCLEary of Min- 

nesota—ayes 77, noes 61. 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I call for the yeas and says. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 

‘he nae was taken; and there were—yeas 95, nays 123, 


Is a separate vote demanded upon any | 





not voting 134; as follows: 
YEAS—S. 
Bailey, “Davis, Lester, Robbins, 
Baker, Kans. De Armond, Lisle, Robertson, La. 
Bell, Tex. De Forest, Livingston, Sayers, 
Berry, Denson, Maddox Spell, 
Black, TL Dockery, Martin, Ind. Simpson, 
Blair. Donovan, McCreary, Ky. Sperry, 
Bland, Enioe, McCulloch, Seringet, 
Boen, Epes, McDannold, Stock 
Breckinridge, Ark. Erdman, MeDearmon, Strait, 
Brookshire, Gorman, McEttrick, Straus, 
Bunn, Gresham, eredi Talbert, S. C, 
Cannon, Cal. — foete Taylor Tea 
no are, ontgomery, ylor, Ind, 
Capenart, Henderson, N.C. oses, Turner, Ga. 
Caruth. Bolman, Turner, Va. 
Catchiugs, Hooker, Miss. Outhwaite, Turpin, 
Cobb, Ala. Hudson, tterson, ler. 
Gobb, Mo. Tkirt, Paynter, ashington, 
Cockrell, Johnson, N. Dak. W heeler, A 
Coffeen, « Johnson, Ohio Pendleton, W.Va. Williams, Til 
Compton, — Reilly, Williams, Miss. 
Conn, yie, Ohio 
Cox, Latimer, Richardson, Mich. Wolverton. 
Crawford, Lawson, Richardson, Tenn. 
NAYS—123 

soe Pa. poet, N. H. Bartlett, Pe 

exander, win, Barwig, wers, Cal, 
Avery. Bankhead, Belden, Branch, 
Babcock, Barnes, Bell, Colo. Broderick, 
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So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. HUNTER. 


lowed to vote. 
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Bryan, Gillet, N. Y. Mahon, Sibley, 
Bundy, Gillett, Mass. McAleer, Stephenson, 
Campbell, Grady, McCall, Stevens, 
Cannon, Ill. Grow, McCleary, Minn. Stone, C. W. 
Causey, Rager, McDowell, Stone, W. A. 
Chickering, Hainer, McKaig, Strong, 
Childs, Haines, McKeighan, Sweet, 
Clancy, Hall, Minn. Meiklejohn, Tate, 
Clark, Mo. Hall, Mo. Mercer, Tawney, 
Cogswell, Harris, Morgan, Terry, 
Cooper, Wis. Hartman, Morse, Thomas, 
Cousins, Hatch, Mutchler, Tracey, 
Covert, Hayes, Northway, Updegraff, 

| Culberson, Henderson, Iowa O'Neil, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Curtis, Kans. Hitt, Pence, Van Voorhis, Ohi¢ 
Curtis, N. Y. Hooker, N. Y. Pendleton, Tex. Wadsworth, 
Daniels, Hopkins, Il. Perkins, Walker, 
Dingley, Hopkins, Pa. Phillips, Warner, 
Dolliver, Hulick, Pigott, Waugh, 
Doolittle, Joy, Post, Wheeler, Til. 
Dunphy, Kem, Quigg, Wilson, Ohio 
Ellis, Oregon, Kiefer, Randall, Wilson, Wash. 

| English, Lane, Rey burn, Woodard, 
Everett, Lapham, Ritchie, Woomer, 
Fletcher, Linton, Ryan, Wright, Mass. 
Fyan, Lucas, Schermerhorn, Wright, Pa. 
Gardner, Lynch, Scranton, 

NOT VOTING—134. 

Abbott, Cummings, Hines, Pickler, 
Adams, Ky. Dalzell, Houk, Powers, 
Aitken, Davey, Hull, Price, 
Alderson, Dinsmore, Hunter, Ray, 
Aldrich, Draper, Hutcheson, Rayner, 
Allen, Dunn, Johnson, Ind. Reed, 
Apsley, Durborow, Jones, Robinson, Pa. 
Arnold, Edmunds, Kilgore, Rusk, 
Bartholdt, Ellis, Ky. Lacey, Russell, Conn. 
Beltzhoover, Fielder, Layton, Russell, Ga. 
Bingham, Fithian, Lefever, Settle, 
Black, Ga. Forman, Lockwood, Shaw, 
Boainer, Funk, Loud, Sherman, 
Bower, N. C. Funston, Loudenslager, Sickles, 
Brattan. Gear, Magner, Sipe, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Geary, Maguire, Smith, 
Bretz, Geissenhainer, Maliory, Snodgrass, 
Brickner, Goldzier, Marsb, Somers, 
Brosius, Goodnight, Marshall, Stallings, 
Brown, Graham, Marvin, N. Y. Stone, Ky. 
Burnes, Grosvenor, McGann, Storer, 
Burrows, Grout, McLaurin, Swanson, 
Cabaniss, Hammond, MeMillin, Tarsney, 
Cadmus, Harmer, McNagny, Taylor, Tenn. 
Caldwell, Harter, McRae, Tucker, 
Camin Haugen, Meyer, Wanger, 
Clarke, Ala. Heard, Milliken, Weadock, 
Cockran. Heiner. Moon, Wells, 
Coombs, Henderson, Il. Murray, Wever, 
Cooper, Fila. Hendrix, Newlands, White, 
Cooper, Ind. Hepburn, Oates, Whiting, 
Cooper, Tex. Rermann, Page, Wilsen, W. Va. 
Cornish, cks, Paschal, 
Crain, Hilborn, Payne, 


I ask unanimous consent that I may be al- 


I have just arrived in the Hall, and ask it as a 
personal privilege. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair can not submit the request. 
The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. WILSON of West Virginia with Mr. DALZELL. 


Mr. CLARKE of Alabama with Mr. WHITE. 

Mr. BRATTAN with Mr. BARTHOLDT. 

Mr. JONES with Mr. GROSVENOR. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. Stee with Mr. Smirna of Illinois. 

Mr. SNODGRASS with Mr. Houk. 

Mr. WEADOCK with Mr. Moon. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. ABBOTT with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee, 

Mr. WELLS with Mr. MARVIN of New York. 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. HEPBURN. 

Mr. DAVEY with Mr. PICKLER. 

Mr. CADMUS with Mr. WEVER. 

Mr. TARSNEY with Mr. GEAR. 

Mr. POWERS with Mr. OATSs. 

Mr. DINSMORE with Mr. DRAPER. 

Mr. TUCKER with Mr. CALDWELL. 

Mr. BrReTzZ with Mr. HAUGEN. 

Mr. MCMILLIN with Mr. BuRROWS. 

For this day: 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. EDMUNDS with Mr, PAYNE. 

Mr. ALDERSON with Mr. FUNK. . 

Mr. GOLDZIER with Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I withdraw the demand which 
I made for a se te vote. 

The SPEAK Then the two remaining amendments will 
be voted upon together. 

The amendments were agreed to. 
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The SPEAKER. The question now is upon the engrossment 
and third reading of the amended bill. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third 
time. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I desire now to move that the 
bill be recommitted to the committee with instructions toamend 
it in accordance with the amendment which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California [Mr. Bow- 
ERS| moves to recommit the bill with the instructions which the 
Clerk will report. 

Mr.SAYERS. Iwish to reserve a point of order on that. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amen 
“For aid to those citizens < 


d by inserting after line 21, on page 63 of the bill, the following: 
Tulare, Fresno, and Kern counties, in the 
State of California,who have been summoned to appear in the United States 
court at Los Angeles, in the State of California, to show cause why the 
patents gr:nted them by the United States should not set aside and an 
nulled, $10,000; the said amount, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
to be expended under the direction of the Attorney-General of t 
States, in payment of such counsel as may be employed by said 
defending the suits now pending in said court.” 

Mr. SAYERS. 
wish to raise against that amendment. It is that the House can 
not do indirectly what it can not do directly. 

The SPEAKER. TheChair sustains the point of order. 
Hovse van not do indirectly, by means of a motion to recommit, 
whai can not be done directly by amendment. The question is, 
Sball the bill pass? 

/ The bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. SAYERS, a motion to reconsider the last 

vote was laid on the table. 


ye 


persons in 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. I movethat the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the purpose of considering general appropriation bills. 

Mr. PATTERSON. 
tested-election case of O’Neill vs. Joy. 
Committee on Elections to call up that case. 

Mr. WAUGH. And upon that I raise the question of consid- 
eration. 

Mr. SWEET. [If it is in order at this time, I desire to submit 
to the Chair a privileged resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The question which has just been called up, 


the right of a member to his seat, is a question of the highest | 


privilege. The gentleman from Tennessee |Mr. PATTERSON] 
v The 


calls up the contested-election case of O’Neill vs. Joy. 


Clerk will report the resolution submitted by the Committee on | 


Elections. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Charles F. Joy was not elected a member of the House of | 


Representatives to the Fifty-third Congress from the Eleventh Congressional! 
district of Missouri. and is not entitled to the seat. 

Resolved, That John J. O'Neill was elected a Representative to the Fifty 
third Congress from the Eleventh Congressional district of Missouri, and 
that he is entitled to the seai. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr.WavuaGuH] 
raises the question of consideration against this report. 

Mr. BURROWS. Will the Chair indulge me for a moment 
to suggest to the gentleman from Tennessee that the colleague 
of Mr. Joy [Mr. BARTHOLDT], the only other Republican Rep- 
resentative from the State of Missouri, came to me this morn- 
ing and said he was very anxious to be heard upon this case, 
as he is entirely familiar with it; but that he had just re- 
ceived a telegram announcing the deathof a member of his fam- 
ily, and was obliged to go away, and would not be able to return 
until the last of the week. I therefore ask my friend to post- 

ne consideration of this matter for a few days. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I will state that the gentleman referred 
tocame to see me this morning and informed me of the fact, but 
said that he would not leave until this evening. I told him that 
the case would be called up immediately after the disposition of 
the sundry civil bill, and that he would have an opportunity to 
speak this afternoon. 

Mr. BURROWS. He was obliged to leave at 3:15 in order to 
reach home, and I simply ask as a matter of courtesy to the col- 
league of Mr. Joy, who livesin St. Louis, who is entirely famil- 
iar with the case, and who has made great preparations to be 
heard on it, that the consideration of the case be postponed. 

Mr. PATTERSON, 
Mr. Burrows} that I do not wish to inconvenience any mem 

rof the House. Could we arrange for some day to consider 
this case? 

Mr. BURROWS. Oh, Iam not authorized at all to speak in 
that regard. Iam noton the committee. 
sented the request. 
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Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the con- | 
Iam instructed by the | 


I will say to my friend from Michigan | 


I have simply pre- 
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Mr. PATTERSON. Thenif wee make 








in not ny nve- 
ment to fix the time for consideration , 

Mr. BURROWS. Isimply askit as a matter of court he 
colleague of Mr. Joy, that under the circumstances the matter 
be postponed. We can occupy the time in the consid of 
appropriation bills. 

Mr. PATTERSON. If we could fix a time by agre I 
the consideration of the case 

Mr. BURROWS. Itisa privileged question, lean be called 
up at any time; but this gentleman is called »under cir 
cumstances which I have stated, and [ think it isa matter of 
courtesy that he should be accommodated. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Under the circumstances I fee 
strained to insist upon a disposition of the matter. 

Mr. BURROWS. Then the question of consideration is raised, 
of course. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Suppose we agree to discuss this case dur 

| ing the remainder of to-day and to-morrow, and permit the gen 
| tleman [Mr. BARTHOLDT| to speak one hour on Monday next, 

before the final vote is taken, Would not that be sat ctory? 
| Mr. PATTERSON. Would that be satisfactory to my friend 
| from Michigan? 

Mr. BURROWS. jhe gentleman may not be here on Mon- 

| day. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Well, Tuesday, then? 

Mr. BURROWS. I suppose the gentleman would like to hear 
the discussion. 

| Mr. SPRINGER. It will be printed in the Recorp. 
| Mr. BURROWS. Probably the gentleman will not read the 
entire RECORD. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Michigan stated that 
the gentleman to whom he referred was entirely familiar with 
the case. If he knows about the case, he will not need to hear 
the discussion of itin order to familiarize himself with it. 

Mr. BURROWS. The only request [ am authorized to 1 
| is the one [have made. I have no other request to make in re 
| gard to it. 
| TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennesse PA" 
| TERSON] calls up the resolutions which have been read, and the 
| gentleman from Indiana |Mr. WAuUGH] raises the question of 
| consideration avainst it. 
| Mr. OUTHWAITE. I understand this is undebatab 
| Mr. REED. It is. 
| Mr. OUTHWAITE. But I would appeal to the gent un 
from Tennessee 

| Mr. REED. And more than that, the remarks of the g 
man from Ohio do not go into the Recorp, this not beit | 
| batable, you know. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. No, that is not the proposition. When 


| 
| remarks are ruled to be out of order they do not go into ihe 
| 
| 


RECORD; but when a remark is allowed by unanimou msent, 
it goes into the Recorp. 

| Mr. REED. I simply wanted to warn you. 

| Mr. OUTHWAITE, What I wish to do is to appeal to the 


| gentieman having this matter in charge, to let us take up the 


| Military Academy appropriation bill and dispose of it. We can 
dispose of it this afternoon, and let that work go over to the 
Senate, as some other work should. There are other appropria- 
tion bills that are pressing. It will only take this aftern to 
dispose of this. 
Mr. PATTERSON. I will state that I was instructed by th 


Committee on Elections to call up this case prior to the taking 
up of any appropriation bills, but after a conference with the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations |Mr. Sayers], 
we agreed to defer action in this matter until the bills already 
disposed of were disposed of in the House; but now I feel con- 
strained to proceed with the case. However, Mr. Speaker, I 
will be very glad if by general consent we can fix upon a day for 
the disposition of this case 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right to call it up 
at any time. The question is, Will the House proceed 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask 
why it is not possible that we should go on and finish the ap- 
propriation bills? {Laughter on the Democratic s ] 
The SPEAKER. The questionis, Will the House proceed to 
| consider the resolutions reported by the Clerk? 
The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed tohave it. 
Mr. WAUGH. Division. 
The House divided: and there were—ayes 117: 
Tellers. 


ae. 


noes oO. 


| Mr. WAUGH. 


The question was taken on ordering tellers, and the Speaker 
announced that a sufficient number had arisen in support of the 
| demand. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I call for the yeas and nays, Mr. 


| Speaker. 
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The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 150, nays 4, not, 


voting 198; as follows: 


YEAS—150. 
Alexander, Cox, Lane, 
Bailey, Crain, Latimer, 
Baker, Kans. Crawford, Lawson, 
Baidwin, Culberson, Layton, 
Bankhead, Cummings, Lester, 
Barnes, Davis, Lisle, 
Bartlett, De Armond, Livingston, 
Barwig, De Forest, Lynch, 
Bel), Tex. Denson, Maddox, 
Berry, Donovan, Martin, Ind. 
Black, Ga. Dunphy, McAleer. 
Black, fil. English, McCreary, Ky. 
Bland, Enloe, McCulloch, 
Branch, Epes, MecDannold, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Erdman, Mc Dearmon, 
Brickner, Forman, McEttrick, 
Brookshire, Fyan, McKaig, 
Bryan, Gorman, McKeighan, 
Bunn, Grady, Meyer, 
Bynum, Gresham, Money, 
Cabaniss, Haines, Montgomery, 
Caminetti, Hall. Minn. Morgan, 
Campbell. Hall, Mo. oses, 
Cannon, Cal. Hammond, Mutchler, 
Capehart. Hare, Neill, 
Caruth, Hatch, O'Neil, 
Catchings, Hayes, Outhwaite, 
Clancy, Heard, Paschal, 
Clark, Mo, Henderson, N. C. Patterson, 


Clarke, Ala, 
Cobb, Ala. 


Holman, 
Hooker, Miss. 


Paynter, 
Pearson, 


Cobb, Mo, Hunter, Pendleton, Tex. 
Cockrell, Hutcheson, Pendleton, W. Va. 
Coffeen, Tkirt, Pigott, 
Compton, Johnson, Ohio Rayner, 
Conn, Kilgore, Reilly, 
Cooper, Fla. Kribbs, tichards, Ohio 
Cooper, Tex. Kyle, Richardson, Mich. 
NAYS —4. 

Bell, Colo. Harris, Kem, 

NOT VOTING — 198, 
Abbott, Dingley, Hudson, 
Adams, Ky. Dinsmore, Hulick, 
Adams, Pa. Dockery, Hull. 
Aitken, Dolliver, Johnson, Ind. 
Alderson, Doolittle, Johnson, N. Dak. 
Aldrich, Draper, Jones, 
Allen, Dunn, Joy, 
Apsley, Durborow, Kiefer, 
Arnold, Edmunds, Lacey, 
Avery, Eliis, Ky. Lapham, 
Babcock, Ellis, Oregon Lefever, 
Baker, N. H. Everett, Linton, 
Bartholadt, Fielder, Lockwood, 
Belden, Fithian, Loud, 
Beltzhoover, Fletcher, Loudenslager, 
Biagham, Funk, Lucas, 
Blair, Funston, Magner, 
Boatner, Gardner, Maguire, 
Boen, Gear, Mahon, 
Boutelle, Geary, Mallory, 
Bower, N. C. Geissenhainer, Marsh, 
Bowers, Cal. Gillet, N. ¥. Marshall, 
Brattan, Gillett, Mass. Marvin, N. Y. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Goldzier, McCall, 
Bretz, Goodnight, McCleary, Minn. 
Broderick, Graham, McDowell, 
Brosius, Griffin, McGann, 
Brown, Grosvenor, McLaurin, 
Bundy, Grout, McMillin, 
Burnes, Grow, MecNagny, 
Burrows, Hager, McRae, 
Cadmus, Hainer, Meiklejohn, 
Caldweil Harmer, Mercer, 
Cannon, iL Harter, Meredith, 
Causey. Hartman, Moon, 
Chickering, , Haugen, Morse, 
Childs, Heiner, Murray, 
Cockran, Henderson, Ill. Newlands, 
Sogswell, Henderson, Iowa Northway, 
Coombs, Hendrix, Oates, 
Cooper, Ind. Hepburn, Page, 
Cooper, Wis. Hermann, Payne, 
Cornish, Hicks, Pence, 
Cousins, Hilborn, Perkins, 
Covert. Hines, Phiilips, 
Curtis, Kans. Hits, Pickler, 
Curtis, N. Y. Hooker, N. Y. Post. 
Dalzell, Hopkins, fl. Powers, 
Daniels, Hopkins, Pa. Price, 
Davey, Houk, Quigg, 


Richardson, Tenn. 
Ritchie, 
Robbins, 
Robertson, La. 
Rusk, 

Sayers, 
Schermerhorn, 
Sibley, 
Simpson, 
Somers, 
Sperry, 
Springer, 
Stallings, 
Stevens, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Strait, 

Straus, 
Swanson, 
Talbert, S.C, 
Talbott, Md. 
Tate, 

Taylor, Ind. 
Terry, 

Tracey, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, Va. 
Turpin, 

Tyler, 


- Warner, 


Wheeler, Ala, 
Williams. [1 
Williams, Miss. 
Wise, 
Wolverton, 
Woodard. 


Milliken, 


Randall, 

Ray, 

Reed, 

Rey burn, 
Robinson, Pa. 
Russell, Conn. 
Russell, Ga. 
Ryan, 

Seranton, 

Settle, 

Shaw, 

Shell, 

Sherman, 
Sickles, 

Sipe, 

Smith, 
Snodgrass, 
Stephenso 

Stone, C. W. 
S:one, W. A. 
Storer, 

Strong, 

Sweet, 

Tarsney, 
Tawney, 

Taylor, Tenn. 
Thomas, 

Tucker, 
Updegraff, 

Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 

Wanger, 
Washington, 
a. 
Weadock, 
Wells, 

Wever, 
Wheeler, Til. 
White, 
Whiting, 
Wilson, Ohio 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wilson, W. Va 
Woomer, 
Wright. Mass. 
Wright, Pa. 


The following additional pairs were announced: 
Mr. MAGNER with Mr. RANDALL, for this day. 
For rest of the day: 
Mr. CAUSEY with Mr. REYBURN. 
Mr. DOCKERY with Mr. DINGLEY. 
Mr. FrvHIAN with Mr. WHITE. 
On this question: 
Mr. RYAN with Mr. APSLEY. 
Mr. Lockwoop with Mr. VAN Vooruis of New York. 


Mr. MALLORY with Mr. BINGHAM, on the contested-election 


case of O'Neill vs. Joy. 


TS, 8 


MARcH 20, 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague, Mr. 


HAUGEN, be excused, on account of sickness. 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, when the pairs were announced I 


did not hear my name. 


Ohio, Mr. GROSVENOR. 
The SPEAKER. The pair was announced on the first vote. 


On this question the yeas are 150, the nays 4. 


Mr. WAUGH. No quorum has voted. 


Mr. PATTERSON. 


A call of the House was ordered. 
The roll was called, when the following-named members failed 


I am paired with the genileman from 


I move a call of the House. 


to respond: 

Abbott, Crawford, Hepburn, Rusk, 

Adams, Ky. Dalzeli, Hicks, Russell, Conn. 
Aitken, Davey, Hines, Russell, Ga. 
Alderson, Dingley, Houk, Schermerhorn, 
Aldrich, Dockery, Johnson, Ind. Shaw, 

Allen, Dolliver, Lane, Sherman, 
Ansley, Donovan, Lefever, Sickles, 
Arnold, Draper, Lockwood, Sipe, 
Bartholat, Dunn, Magner, Smith, 
Belden, Edmunds, Maguire, Snodgrass, 
Beltzhoover, Ellis, Ky. Mallory, Stone, C. W. 
Bingham, Fielder, Marvin, N. ¥. Storer, 
Boatmer, Fithian, McGann, Tarsney, 
Boutelle, Funk, McMillin, Taylor, Tenn. 
Bower, N. C. Funston, McNagny, Wadsworth, 
Brattan, Geary, McRae, Wanger, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Geissenhainer, Mercer, Washington, 
Bretz, Goldzier, Moon, Waugh, 
Brosius, Goodnight. Murray, Weadock, 
Burnes, Graham, Newlands, Wells, 
Cadmus, Griffin, Oates, Wever, 
Caldwell, Grosvenor, Page, White, 
Cockran, Grout, Payne, Whiting, 
Compton, Harter, Perkins, Wilson, W. Va. 
Coombs. Haugen, Powers, Wise. 

Cooper, Ind. Heiner, Price, Wright, Mass. 
Cornish, Henderson, Ill. Ray. 

Covert, Hendrix, Rey burn, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. PENDLETON of West Vir- 


ginia). 


The doors will now be closed, the Clerk will call the 


roil a second time, and on this call excuses may be offered. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan (when the name of Mr. 


WHITING was called). 


be excused, on account of sickness. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


Mr. ENGLISH. 


league, Mr. GEISSENHAINER, be excused. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


The SPEAKER. 


answered to their names. 
Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolution which 

I send to the Clerk's desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That all leaves of absence, except for sickness of the member or 


I ask that my colleague [Mr. WHITING] 
Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask that my col- 


Two hundred and forty-two gentlemen have 





in his family, be revoked, and that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to tel- 
egraph all members absent without such leave and request them to return 
to Washington at once and attend the sessions of the House in order that 
the public business may be transacted. 


Mr. PATTERSON. On that I demand the previous question. 

Mr. REED. I raise the point of order upon that. A quorum 
has been disclosed: and it seems to me that we can not interrupt 
the proceedings of the House in that way. 

The SPEAKER. The House is in a call. A call has been 
ordered, and no other business is in order until proceedings 
under the call shall have been dispensed with. 

Mr. REED. This is not an order to the Sergeant-at-Arms di- 
recting him to bring absent members here. It is not an order 
to compe! theirattendance, but it is an order to telegraph them. 

The SPEAKER. The rule, as the Chair understands it, has 
been that while a call of the House is pending any resolution 
looking to securing the attendance of absent members is in or- 
der. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Any resolution relating to the call is in or- 
der. 

The SPEAKER. Any resolution to secure the attendance of 
absent members isin order. The question is on ordering the 
previous question, 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation 
thereof the resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. PATTERSON, a motion to reconsider the 
vot) by which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 

Mr. PATTERSON, I move to dispenses with all further pro- 
ceedings under the call. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House proceed to 
consider the resolution callod up by the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee? Upon that question the yeas and nays have been or- 
dered. 


Mr. PATTERSON. Pending that, Mr. Speaker, I move that 








1894. 








when the House adjourn to-day it adjourns to meet on Thursday 
next. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. PATTERSON, 
the Speaker declared that the ayes seems to have it. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Lask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—yeas 148, noes 33. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were refused, only 24 members voting there- 
for. 

The motion of Mr. PATTERSON was then agreed to. 

Mr.PATTERSON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move thatthe House 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly (at 3 
o’clock and 56 minutes p. m.) adjourned until Thursday, March 
22, at 12 o’clock m. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills were severally re- 
ported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs: | 
A bill (H. R. 3147) granting an honorable discharge to Wilson 
Kale. (Report No. 605.) 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky, from the Committce on War | 
Claims: 
A bill (H. R. 531) for the relief of the legal represent tives of 
Thomas L. Alexander. (Report. No. 611.) 
A bill (H. R. 450) for the relief of Capt. I. B. Webster, of Louis- 

ville, Ky. (Report No. 612.) 

A bill (H. R. 536) forthe relief of G. Dwight Hamilton. 

port No. 612.) 


> 


(Re- 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Pensions was 
discharged from the consideration of the bill 'H. R. 632%) grant- 
ing a pensionto L. D. Morse and the bill (H. R. 6357) to increase 


pension of Mary C. Tozier, and the same were referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 30f Rule XXII, bills anda resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: | 

ty Mr. CANNON of California: A bill (H. R. 6374) to enable | 
poor suitors to appeal certain cases without transcribing and 
printing the entire record—to the Committee on the .judiciary. 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire (by request): A bill (H. R. 
6375) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act regulating the construc- | 
tion of buildings along alleyways in the District of Columbia,” 
approved July 22, 1892—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

By Mr. WISE: A bill (H. R. 6376) relative to securing fair 
and impartial trials of causes either at law or in equity, and of | 
indictments or criminal proceedings in the supreme court of the | 
District of Columbia—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MERCER: A Dill (H. R. 6377) appropriating $1,200 for 
paving First Corso, in paving district No. 2, on the north end 
of the United States post-office building at Nebraska City, Otoe 
County, State of Nebraska—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: A bill (H. R. 6378) granting and con- 
firming to the patentees, their heirs and assigns, portions of sec- 
tions 3, 4, 5, and6, in township 2 south, of range 20 east, of sixth 
principal meridian—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 6379) authorizing settlers on | 


the Cherokee Outlet to commute their homestead entries, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. ERDMAN: A bill (H. R. 6380) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to procure medals for the Pennsylvania soldiers who 
were the first to arrive on April 18, 1861, for the defense of the 
city of Washington—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: A resolution to pay employés in the 
House Document Room difference in pay they are now receiving 
and $1,200 per annum—to the Committee on Accounts. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: A bill (H. R.6381) to re- 
lieve Robert Roby from charge of desertion—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

ty Mr. ENLOE: A bill (H. R. 6382) for the relief of Robert B. 
Turner, Margaret Hurst, and David N. Huddleston—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| God-in-the-Constitution amendment 








By Mr. HALL of Minnesota: A bill (H.R. 6383) for the relief 
of Jesse V. Branham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H KR. 63%4) for the relief of Walter S. M vl 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LESTER: A bill (H.R. 6385) granting a pension to 
Saliio V. F. Brown, Mary J. Brown, Fiorence D. b nd 
Hutoka H. Brown—to the Committee on Peusions 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 6385) for the relief of A um 
Armstrong, late United States Navy—to the Committee « al 
Affairs. 

By Me. MCCREARY of Kentucky: A bill (H.R. rrant- 
ing a pension to Eugene Sullivan—to the Committee ou Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6388) for the relief of Jacob H. Nusseli—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr.WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (HH. R. 6389) for the 1 
lief of James T. Dowdy, of L.uderdale County, Ala.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Als», a bill (H. R. 6390) for the relief of the estate of Julis B. 


Litten, deceased, late of Lauderdale County, Ala. —to the Com- 


| mittee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6391) for the relief of the estate of I’r 
W. Hardin, deceased, late of Lauderdale County, Ala. 
Committee on War Claims. 


sly 
-to the 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule X XII, the following petitionsand papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. AVERY: Petition of stonecutters and iron molders of 
Detroit, Mich., in favor of Government ownership of telegraph 
lines —to the Committee on the Post-Office and i’ost-Roads. 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: Memorial of NKobert 
Roby, of Nashua, N. H., asking that the charge of desertion 


| standing against him on the records,of the War Department be 


removed and that he be granted an honorable discharge —to the 


| Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. BANKHEAD: Petition of citizensof Alabama, in favor 
of passage of House biil318sfor the purnishment of train wreck- 
ers —to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Memorial of students of the Theological 
Seminary of Bangor, Me., in favor of legislation to suppress 
lotteries —to the Committee on the Post-Oflice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BOWERS of California: Petition of citizens of Le- 
mour, Cal., for passage of the Manderson-!iainer biil—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: Petition of J. . Hooper and 40 others 
of Kansas, of Rev. A. B. Irwin and others of Highland, and of S. 
Thompson and 20 others of Kansas, in the interest of fraternal 


| society and college journals—to the Committee on the Post- 


Ottice and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of Encampment No. 24, Union Veteran Le- 
gion, Salina, Kans., in favor of per diem pensions—to the 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLANCY: Reasons given why the masters of tugs at 
the New York navy-yard should be given a permanent rating, 
accompanied with an increase of salary and retirement on regu- 
lation retirement pay—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CORNISd: Petition of State Senator William H. 
Martin and others, of Frenchtown, N. J., that Jacob Case, Com- 


Com- 


| pany D, Thirtieth New Jersey Infantry, be allowed an increase 


of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr.COUSINS: Petition of members of Washington Camp, 
No. 116, Modern Woodmen of America, of Mount Vernon, Lowa, 
and of members of Toledo Loige, No. 23, Ancient Order of United 
Workmen, of Toledo, Iowa, favoring the passage of the Mander- 
son-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Ronds. 

By Mr. E <~DMAN ion of 


on the 


Petition for the reject 
-to the Committee 


by request): 


Judiciary. 

By Mr. GILLET af New York: Petition of W.H. Atkinson 
and other members of Tent No. 24, Knights of the Maccabees, 
of Seneca falls, N. Y., in favor of the Manderson-Hainer bil! 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GORMAN: Petition of Detroit Lodge of Machinists, 
No. 82, the Bakers’ Union, the Coopers’ Union, No. 54, the Beer 
Drivers and Stablemen’s Union, and the Electrical Works 
Union, all of Detroit, Mich., asking for the passage of a bill for 


Government ownership and control of the telezraph systems of 
the country—to the Committee on the Post-Olfice and Post 
toads. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa: Resolution of Subordinate 
Lodge No. 133. Brotherhood of Boiler Makers and [ron Ship 
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», known as 


Affairs. 


Builders, Waterloo, Iowa, opposing House bill 
to the Coxmittee on 


Nie j 
avy th 


| the free-ship bill 
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Also, paper from the clerks of the Dubuque (Iowa) post-office, 
favoring the passage of House bill 56—to the Committee on the 
Post-Otfice and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Charles J. Hawkins and 153 others of Mon- 
tour, lowa, favoring the passage of the Manderson- Hainer bill— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

Also, petition of Fidelity Lodge, No. 12,1. L. of H., Independ- 
ence, Iowa: W. R. Knight and 31 others of Waverly, lowa, and 
of George T. Watson and 5 others of Delhi, Iowa, favoring the 
passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HILBORN: Petition of members of Court Sive, No. 
1067, Independent Order of Foresters, Colusa, Cal., asking the 

assage of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the 

2ost Office and Post-Roads. 

Ly Mr. HOOKER of New York: Resolutions of the Ancient 
Order of United Workmen of the State of New York, in support 
of the Manderson-Hainer bill, H. R. 4897—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HUDSON: Petit.on of citizens of Girard and Parsons, 
Kans., asking for the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, letter in regard to irregularities in the opening of the 
Cherokee Strip—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. JOY: Petition of George M. Gilbert and 96 others, in 
the interest of fraternal and society journals—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KEM: Twelve petitions of 498 citizens of the Sixth 
Congressional district of the State of Nebraska, asking for the 

sage of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the 

‘ost-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LINTON: Petition of William Rowe and 43 other citi- 
zens of Alabama, in favor of the passage of the Manderson-Hai- 
ner bill, for the relief of fraternal and college journals—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky: Petition of Susannah Smith, 
asking Congress to pass a special act for her benefit and direct 
the Commissioner of Pensions tocorrect her record, and pay her 
$686, the monthly pay due on her 7 minor children from June 
24, 1862, to July 25, 1865—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of the Eighth district of Kentucky, 
favoring bill for punishment of train wreckers—to the Com- 
mittee on interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MCETTRICK: Two petitions of William R. Taylor, 
William A. Swain, and others, together with resolutions of Co- 
lumbia Council, No. 55, Home Circle, in favor of admitting to 
the mails fraternal society and college journals—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN; Petitionof Walden Otis and others, that 
oleomargarine and imitations of butter be subject to the laws 
and police regulations of any State into which they may be taken 
for sule—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. PICKLER: Petition of President W. H. H. Beadle 
and 114 teachers and students of the South Dakota State Normal 
School at Madison, S. Dak., in favor of proper legislation against 
the Louisiana lottery—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PIGOTT: Petition of Amos Ques and others, of Meri- 
den, Conn., in aid of legislation to suppress lotteries—to the 
Conimittee on the Post-Office and Post- Ss. 

By Mr. POST: Petition of John A. Westfall and 75 others, 
citizens of Knoxville, [ll., and of J. J. Faber and 32 others, citi- 
zens of Peoria, Ill., in favor of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RAY: Petition of citizens of New Berlin and of Union 
Grange, Chenango County, for a law against imitation butter— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Cigar Makers’ Union, Ithaca, N. Y.., nst 
increase of tax on cigars—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RAYNER (by request): Petition in favor of the Man- 
derson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post Roads. . 

By Mr. SWEET: Papers toaccompany House bill 5035, for the 
relief of Mrs. A. W. Kroutniger—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TERRY: Petition and resolution of Select Capitol 
Lodge, No. 26, Ancient Order of United Workmen, and Little 
Rock Legion, No. 6, of Litthe Rock, Ark., in favor of the Man- 
derson-Huiner bill, S. 1353, H. R. 4897—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WEADOCK: Petition of David Doonan and others, 
for the passage of the bill relating to on fraternal jour- 
nals —to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: Papers to accompany claim 
of Asa F. Atlen, of Limestone County, Ala.—to the Gonunittes 
on War Claims. 
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SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, March 21, 1894. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MiLBurRN, D. D. 

The Vice-President being absent, the President pro tempore 
took the chair. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were 
thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 2640) for the relief of Brig. Gen. John R. Brooke, 
United States Army; and 

A bill (H. R. 5529) to repeal section 311 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United Siates, relating to accounts of the Treasury 
of the United States. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate acommu- 
nication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a copy 
of an agreement. concluded December 14, 1893, by and between 
Washington J. Houston, John A. Gorman, and Peter R. Brady, 
commissioners on the part of the United States, and the prin- 
cipal men and other adult males of the Yuma Indians in the 
State of California, and also the draft of a bill prepared by the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs for the purpose of ratifying the 
agreement; which, withthe accompanying papers, was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a copy of an agreement 
entered into on January 8, 1894, by and between John Lane, 
special United States Indian agent,and Lewis T. Erwin, United 
States Indian agent, commissioners on the part of the United 
States,and the several bands and tribesconstituting the Yakima 
Nation of Indians in the State of Washington, and also the draft 
of a bill prepared by the Commissioner of Inaian Affairs to 
ratify the agreement; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I present an app2al of the Na- 
tional Wool Growers’ Association to the Senate of the United 
States not to put wool on the free list. I move that the appeal 
be referred to the Committee on Finance, and that it be printed 
as a miscellaneous document. 

The motion was agreed to. . 

Mr. SAERMAN presented a petition of the Cleveland (Ojnio) 
Auxiliary Dairy Union, praying for the passage of the so-called 
Hill oleomargarine bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. DAVIS presented the memorialof N. B. Thayer and sundry 
other citizens of Duluth, Minn., remonstrating against the en- 
actment of legislation withdrawing certain lands for mineral 
purposes in Minnesota along Rainy Lake River, in that State; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of the Central Labor 
Unien of Saginaw, Mich., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation toprevent aliens from performing work within the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Union No. 128, Cigar 
Makers’ International Union of America, of Cheboygan, Mich., 
remonstrating against an increase of the internal-revenue tax 
on cigars; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of Peter White and 43 other 
citizens of Marquette, Mich., and the memorial of J. M. Wil- 
kinson and 15 other citizens of Marquette, Mich., remonstrat- 
ms sguesrne passage of the Wilson tariff bill; which were or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Detroit (Mich.) Council of 
Trades Labor Unions, praying for the passage of the so- 
called Allen bill, making it unlawful for any court of the United 
States to issue a writ of injunction, mandate, or restraining or- 
der against any labor organization, its officers, or members, in 
any way affecting their freedom to peacefully or quietly quit 
the service of any person or corporation; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of Local Union No. 38, National 
Union of the United Brewery Workers of the United States; of 


Local Union No. 20, Journeymen Bakers’ National Union of the 
United States; of Iron Molders’ Union No. 31; of Local Union 
enters and Joinersof A mer- 
Machinery Molders’ Union 


No. 421, United Brotherhood of C 
ica; of Stone Cutters’ Association; 
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No. 244; of the German Typographical Union, No 21; of Coop- 
ers’ Union No. 54; of Lodge No. 82, Machinists Union, and of 
Local Union No. 17, Electrical Workers’ Union, all of Detroit, 
Mich., praying for the Governmental control of the telegraph 
service; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PASCO presented a petition of the trustees of the St. 
Johns River Improvement Company, of Florida, praying that an 
appropriation of $100,000 be made for continuing and perfecting 
the work upon the improvement of the St. Johns River, Florida, 
until the maximum of depth has been obtained; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Tampa, 
Fla., praying for the retention of the present duty on wrapper 
tobacco and cigars; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BATE presented petitions of Wils. Williams, secretary, 
and other members of the faculty of Vanderbilt University, 
Nashville; of Magnolia Council, No. 295, Royal Arcanum, of 
Nashville, and of W. P. Phillips and sundry other citizens of 
Nashville, in the State of Tennessee, praying that fraternal so- 
ciety and college journals be admitted to the mails as second- 
class matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. QUAY presented the petition of L. W. Terry and 26 other 
citizens of Rush, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to enable the States to enforce State laws regulating the sale of 
substitutes for dairy products; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Council No. 77, Royal Tem- 
plars of Temperance, of Tionesta, Pa., praying that fraternal! so- 
ciety and college journals be admitted to the mails as second- 
class matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HILL presented sundry memorials of citizens of Schuy- 
lersville, Utica, Candor, Syracuse, Sardinia, Brandon, Saranac, 
Bainbridge, Newburg, Tompkinsville, Clarence Center, Albany, 
Willsboro, Fairport, Fredonia, Buffalo, Taberg, Parish, Lyons, 
Watkins, Wellsburg, Elmira, Fulton, Dobbs Ferry, Brooklyn, 
and New York City, all in the State of New York, remonstrat- 
ing against an increase of the tax on distilled spirits; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Syracuse, 
Irvington-on-Hudson, and New York City, all in the State of 
New York, praying for the enactment of legislation to suppress 
the lottery traflic; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of John Armstrong, W. I. Tiffany, 
P. S. Kinney, W. W. Karl, Moses Bull, R. C. Tice, and sundry 
other citizens of the State of New York, praying for the passage 
of the so-called Hill oleomargarine bill; which were referred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of C. Barton, W. B. Butler, John 
Cunningham, Moses Grant, Walter Howell, W. H. Brampton, 
and sundry other eitizens of the State of New York; of South- 
ern Tier Council, No. 585, Royal Arcanum, of Elmira; of D. E. 
Rice and sundry other citizens of Elmira; of P. V. Kavanaugh 
and sundry other citizens of Niagara Falls; of Martin Walter 
and sundry other citizens of Tremont; of A. B. Estey and sun- 
dry other citizens of Seneca Falls, and of James H. Savard and 


sundry other citizens of Rochester, all in the State of New | 


York, praying that fraternal society and college journals be ad- 
mitted to the mails as second-class matter; which were referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented sundry memorials of citizens of Grafton, 
N. Dak.; Minneapolis and Duluth, Minn.; New York City, N. 
Y., and Salem, Iowa, remonstrating against the adoption of an 
amendment to the preamble of the Constitution of the United 
States recognizing the Deity; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HOAR presented a memorial of the Cigar Manufacturers’ 
Association of Boston, Mass., and a memorial of Cigar Makers’ 
Union No. 28, of Westfield, Mass., remonstrating against an in- 
crease of the internal-revenue tax on cigars; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Ip- 
swich, Mass., praying for the early completion of the breakwater 
and harbor of refuge at Cape Ann, Massachusetts; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of 52 farmers of Litchfield, Me., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to enable the States to 
enforce State laws regulating the sale of substitutes for dairy 

roducts; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
merce. 

Mr. PLATT presented a petition of sundry citizens of Nauga- 
tuck, Conn., praying for the enactment of legislation to enable 





the States to enforce State laws regulating the sale of bst 
tutes for dairy products; which was referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 


He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of New Haven 
and Meriden, in the State of Connecticut, praying the ¢ t 
ment of legislation to suppress the lottery traflic; which were 


referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Silver City Lodge, No. 3, An- 
cient Order of United Workmen, of Meriden, Conn., and a peti- 
tion of Pilgrims Harbor Council, No. 543, Royal Arcanum, of 
Meriden, Conn., praying that fraternal society and colle 
nals be admitted to the mails as second-class m: 
referred to the Committee on Post-Ollices and lost 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens o 
Conn., praying for the enactment of le 
lottery traific; which was referred to the 
diciary. 

Mr. LODGE presented the memorial 
other employés of Allen C. Fisher, cigar 
ton, Mass., remonstrating against an of the internal- 
revenue tax on cigars: which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of Whitney, Pousland ‘0. 
and 11 other importers, brokers,and dealers in sugar, remon- 
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strating against the proposed sugar schedule in the Wilson tariff 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petitionof Thomas Keogh and 165 other 
members of Columbia Colony, No. 5, U.O. P. I*., of Lawrence, 
Mass., praying that fraternal society and college journals be ad- 
mitted to the mails as second-class matter; which was referred 


to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Ronads. 

Mr. HARRIS (Mr. Pasco inthechair) presented sundry peti- 
tions of citizens of Chattanooga, Tenn., praying that fraternal 
society and college journals be admitted to the mails as 1d 
class matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, from the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1066) to authorize the 1 d 
Auditor of the Treasury to audit certain quartermaster s vouch 
ers belonging to John Finn, of St. Louis, Mo., reported it with 
an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

STATISTICAL ABSTRACT F 

Mr.GORMAN. Lamdirected by the Committee on Printi: 
to whom was referred « concurrent resolution of the House of 
Representatives proposing to print 12,000 copies of the Statisti 
cal Abstract of the United States for the year 1893, to report it 
without amendment, and submit a report thereon. L[ask for the 
present consideration of the concurrent resolution. 

The concurrent resolution was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to, as follows: 


OR 1898. 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed 12,000 copies of the Statistical Abstract of the United Stat or 
the year 1893, prepared by the Bureau of Statistics, Treasury Department, 
3,000 copies for the use of the members of the Senate, 6,000 copies for the use 
of the members of the House of Representatives, and 3,000 copies for the use 
of the Bureau of Statistics, Treasury Department 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 1798) to correct the naval ree- 


ord of Philip Morris; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1799) for the relief of L.S. 
insel; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MCPHERSON introduced a bill (S. 1800) to provide for 
the erection upon the grounds of the United States Naval Acad 
emy at Annapolis, Md., of a bronze statue of the late Hon. 
George Bancroft, formerly Secretary of the Navy, and founder 
of the Academy; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Library. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1801) granting a pension to Eliza- 
beth Moore English; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1802) for the relief of Ten- 
edor Ten Eyck, a retired army officer; which was read twiee by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

AMENDMENT TO APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. 
L. PRUDEN. one of his secretaries, announced that the Presi- 
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dent had on the 19th instant approved and signed the joint reso- 
lution (S. R. 62) to fill a vacancy in the Board of Regents of the 
Smithsonian Institution. 


ESTATE OF CHAUNCEY M. LOCKWOOD, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There being noconcurrent or 
other resolutions, the morning business is closed, and the Secre- 
tary will call the first bill on the Calendar under Rule VIII, at 
the point reached when last under consideration. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Before the first bill on the Cal- 
endir is taken up, [ask the unanimous consent of the Senate 
that the bill (S. 109) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Chauncey M. Lockwood, which was passed over some days since, 
be now considered. I will state thatI propose to offer an amend- 
ment to meet the objection suggested the other day by the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts |Mr. Hoar}. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The bill has already been read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think it had better be read. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Certainly; let it be read. 

The Secretury read the bill. 

Mr. MITCHELLof Oregon. Inline 9,after the word ‘‘ same,” 
I move to strike out the words ‘‘upon the basis of justice and 
equity;” so as to make the bill read: 

Thatthe legal representatives of Chauncey M. Lockwood be, and they are 
hereby, authorized to commence their suit in the Court of Claims of the 
United States for extra mail service on route numbered 16637, extending 
from Salt Lake City, Utah, to the Dalles, Oregon, and the Court of Claims 
shall have jurisdiction to adjudicate the same, and to render a final judg- 
ment therein for the value of such extra mail service performed as afore- 
said; and from any judgment that may be rendered in said cause either 
party thereto may appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States; and 
the bar of the statute of limitations shall not avail in such cases. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended,and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ESTATE OF ROYAL M. HUBBARD. 

The bill (S. 343) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Royal M. Hubbard was announced as first in order on the Ca 
endar, and the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded 
to its consideration. It proposes to pay to the legal representa- 
tives of Royal M. Hubbard, postmaster at Longmont, Golo., for 
rent of post-office from April 1, 1881, to June 30, 1883, $600. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 





WILLIAM M. KEIGHTLEY. 


The bill (S. 344) for the relief of William M. Keightley was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay 
to William M. paige postmaster at Durango. Colo., $1.350, 
being amount of clerk hire paid by him from January 4, 1881, to 
March 31, 1882, during which period the office was in the fourth 
class. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

HORACE A. W. TABOR. 


The bill (S, 345) for the relief of Horace A. W. Tabor wascon- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to 
Horace A. W. Tabor, of Colorado, $3,869.94, or so much theveot 
as shall appear to the PrP rr, accounting officer of the Govern- 
ment to have beeh paid by Tabor for necessary expenses in the 
Leadville post-office over and above the allowances made for that 
yurpose. 
’ The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

WORK ON MINING CLAIMS. 


The bill (S. 878) to amend section No, 2324 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill was reported from 
the Committee oa Mines and Mining with amendments, which 
will be stated in their order. 

The first amendment was, after the word “of” in line 9, to 
strike out ‘twelve months” and insert “‘ one year;” and after the 
words “from the” in line 10 tostrike out “time when such work 
and labor should be completed under the provisions of said sec- 
tion” and insert ‘‘ Ist day of November, 1893;” so as to read: 

That the provisions of section numbered 2324 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, which require that on each claim located after the 10th 
day of May, 1872, and until patent has been issued therefor, not less than 
€1,0 worth of labor shall be performed or improvements made during each 
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ror be suspended for the term of one year from the Ist day of November, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 20, after the word “ the,” to 
strike out ‘‘ tenth ” and insert ‘ first,” and inthe same line, after 
the word ‘‘of,” to strike out ‘‘ June” and insert ‘*‘ November; ” 
so as to read: 

And that the further provision that on all claims located pr.or to the 
10th day of May, 1872, 810 worth of labor shall be performed or improve- 
ments made by the 10th day of June, 1874, and each year thereafter, for each 
100 feet in length along the vein until a patent has been issued therefor, be, 


and the same hereby is, suspended for the term of twelve months from and 
after the ist day of November, 1893. 


Mr. STEWART. Let tke bill go over. I think we have al- 
ready passed a bill that substantially answers the purpose. We 
passed a House bill after this bill was reported, and I think it 
answers the purpose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senator certain that a 
House bill has been passed accomplishing the same object? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes; substantially the same object. It has 
become a law. Let the bill be passed over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over 
without prejudice. 

Mr. STEWART subsequently said: I ask that the bill /S. 878) 
to amend section 2324 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
which refers to the working of mines, may be indefinitely post- 
poned, as a House bill on the same subject has been passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be inde ‘initely 
postponed, if there be no objection. The Chair hears no objec- 
tion, and it is so ordered. 


VOLUNTEERS IN INDIAN WAR. 


The bill (S. 743) for the relief of the citizens of the States of 
Oregon, Idaho, and Washington, who served with the United 
States troops in the war against the Nez Perces and Bannock 
and Shoshone Indians, and for the relief of the heirs of those 
killed in such service, and for other purposes, was announced as 
next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As this is a bill of considerable importance 
and the Senator having it in charge is not here, I think it had 
better go over without being displaced. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over without 
prejudice. 


SURVEYOR OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. PROCTOR. I ask unanimousconsent that the bill (S. 444) 
making the surveyor of the District of Columbia a sala: ied offi- 
cer, and to provide for more efficient service in the surveyor’s 
office be nowconsidered. The bill was heretofore pissed over on 
the objection of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPI«], which 
he now withdraws. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has already been 
read, and the amendments made in Committee of the Whole 
have been concurred in by the Senate. The bill is still open to 
amendment. 

Mr. PLATT. If the bill is not too long, I think it had better 
be again read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length 
as amended. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That from and after the passage of this act the surveyor 
of the District of Columbia shall receivea salary of $3,000 per annum in lieu 
of fees, and shall be under the direction and control of the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia. 

Sec. 2, That the surveyor shall give bond to the United States in the pen- 
alty of $20,000, with two sureties, to be approved by the Commissioners, con- 
citioned for the faithful discharge of the duties of his office, and shall take 
and subscribe an oath or affirmation before the Commissioners that he will 
faithfully and impartially discharge the duties of his office, which bond and 
oath shall be Le ey, th the Commissioners of the District of Columbia. 

sxc. 3. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, on the rec- 
ommenda'ion of the surveyor, be, and they are hereby, authorized to ap- 
point one assistant surveyor, at a salary of $1.800perannum; one draftsman 
and computer, at a salary of $1,400 per annum; one clerk, at a salary of 
$1.200 per annum; two en, at each per annum; two chainmen, at 
#650 each per annum; and such additional employés as may be, in the judg- 
ment of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, temporarily re- 
quired for the surveyor’s operations, at an aggregate expense of not exceed- 
ing $2,000 in any one year. 

Enc. 4. That the surveyor shall, as speedily as possible, execute any order 
of survey made by any court or private individual of any lot or square within 
the cities of Was and Georgetown, or of land within the District 
Columbia outside of said cities, and shall make due return of a true plat 
and certificate thereof. 

Sec. 5. ‘’hatit shall be the duty of the surveyor to execute any surveying 
work for the District of Columbia, without charge, on the order of the Con: 
missioners; and all fees for surveys made by the surveyor or the assistaue# 
surveyor shall be d over to the collector of taxes of the District of Colum- 
bia, under regulations to be prescribed by the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia, and be covered into the Treas of the United States as other 
revenues of the District are now; and the field notes of the surveyor and his 
assistant shall be preserved and shall be a part of the public property of the 
District of Columbia. 
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Src. 6. That the assistant surveyor shall take the same oath his principal 
is required to take, and may, during the continuance of his office, discharge 
and perform any of the official duties of his principal, and any default or mis 
feasance in office by the assistant surveyor, or other assistant or helper of 
the surveyor, shall be deemed a breach of the official bond of his principal. 

Src. 7. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereby 
empowered and directed to prescribe a schedule of foes to be charged by th: 
surveyor for his services, in lieu of the fees now charged, which schedule 
shall be printed and conspicuously displayed in the office of the surveyor 

Src. & That all laws and parts of laws in the District of Columbia relat 
ing to the surveyor, now in existence, as far as the same are applicable and 
no: in conflict with this act, are hereby continued in full force and effect 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the engross- 
ment and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


LAND 


The bill (S. 190) for the benefit of sundry persons residing in 
the vicinity of Jefferson Barracks, Missouri, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to release whatever title 
the United States may have in that part of the survey within 
the boundary lines described in the deed of the town of Caron- 
delet to the United States, dated October 25, 1854, and now 
claimed asa portion of Jefferson Barracks military reservaticn, 
situated inthe county of St. Louis and State of Missouri, to the 
legal representatives and assignsofJohn B. Martigny, to whom 
the survey was confirmed by act of Congress. approved July 4, 
1836; and also to release whatever title the United States may 
have in so much of the land covered by the patent issued by the 
United States to William H. Jansen November 1, 1806, as lies 
within the boundary lines described in the deed of the town of 
Carondelet to the United States, dated October 25, 1854, and 
now claimed as a portion of Jefferson Barracks military reser- 


— 
NE 


AR JEFIERSON BARRACKS, MISSOURI. 


vation, to the legal representatives and assigns of William H. | 


Jansen. 
Mr. PLATT. Iask that the last section of the bill be again 
read. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
last section of the bill. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Sec. 3. ‘hat this act shall not affect or impair the title which any person 
other than the United States may have acquired in aay of the lands de- 


scribed herein, adverse to the title of either the aforesaid John B. Martigny 
or William H. Jansen, or of those claiming under either of them 


Mr. PLATT. That seoms to be a provision that the bill shall 
never take effect. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Notatall. It does not take effect against 
anybody except the United States. All that is done by the bill 
is simply to quitclaim the interest of the United States, and if 
there be any adverse interests under these old claims they can 
be settled in court. 

Mr. PLATT. I think the Secretary made a mistake in the 
reading of the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


The Secretary will read the 


CHRISTOPHER SCHMIDT. 


Mr. WASHBURN. 
consideration of the bill (S.573) for the relief of Christopher 
Schmidt. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be read for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read for in- 
formation, subject to objection. 


The Secretary read the bill, and, by unanimous consent, the | 


Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consider- 
ation. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 


with amendments, in line 5, after the words‘ sum of,” to strike | 


out ‘$10,000’ and insert ‘'$:0 a month;” and in line 9, after 
the date ‘‘ 1892,” to insert ‘‘in quarterly payments, upon such 
vouchers as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe;” so 
as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby author- 
ized and directed to pay, out of any moneys in the Treasury not ctherwise 
appropriated, the sum of #40 a month to Christopber Schmidt, of St. Paul, 

inn., for injuries received from accidental shot on the rifle range at Fort 
Snelling, July 14, 1892, in quarterly payments, upon such vouchers as the 
Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Does the first amendment provide for the 
payment of $40 a month during the man’s life? 

Mr.WASHBURN. During his life. I will state that the bill 
originally provided for an appropriation of $10,000. The man is 
totally disabled. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ments reported by the committee. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I move to amend by adding at the end of 


Thequestion is on the amend- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


I ask unanimous consent for the present | 


St6l 


the bill, “* payment to commence from the time of receiving such 
| injuries.” 
| Mr. COCKRELL. I hope that amendment will notbe : 
to. I think we are doing very liberally if we do what th 
i 





now provides. Congress never has grant arrears, 
| amendment proposes practically to pay arrears. 
Mr. WASHBURN. I will stite to the Senator from Missou 


wi 

| that this person is totally and absolutely disabled from the wound 
| he received, and there seems to me no good reason why the pay- 
ment should not commence from the time of the injury as much 


as from the present time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The committee did not consider that ques- 
tion. If that question is to be raised it will open th to 
granting arrears by special act of Congress, and I shall have to 
insist on the bill being recommitted. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I withdraw the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendmentis withdrawn. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [should like tohave the clause read which 
fixes the duration of this pension at $40a month. Is it to be 
during the life of the person? 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
part of the b'll referred to by the Senator from Ohio. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


aoor 


That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to 
pay, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, thesum 
of 310 a month to Caristopher Schmidt, of St. Paul, Minn.. for injuries re- 
ceived from accidental shot on the rifle range at Fort Snelling 


Mr.SHERMAN. It ought to be $40 a month during his life. 
We do not want to establish a perpetual annuity here. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I supposed that was in the bill. 
the intention of the committee. I move to insert 
“for and during the term of his natural life.” 
ought to have been in the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. Inline 6, after the “ month,” ‘t is proposed 
to insert ‘‘ for and during the term of his natural life.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

‘The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


That was 
the words 
Those words 
The be 


amendment will 





MRS. MARY O. AUGUSTA, 


Mr. HUNTON. lI[ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H.R. 4013) to release and turn over to 
Mrs. Mary O. Augusta certain property in the District of Co- 
lumbia. It isa bill which has passed the House of Represent- 
atives and was unanimously reported favorably by the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PASCO. I hope cases on the Calendar will be allowed to 
be taken up in their turn. Was this case passed over hereto- 
fore: 

Mr. HUNTON. Iwill say to the Senator that the bill will 
only require a moment. 

| Mr.COCKRELL. feallfortheregularorder. Weshall reach 
| the bill referred to by the Senator from Virginia in a few mo- 
| ments, and [ must object to taking it up out of its order. 
Mr. HUNTON. Very well. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will be stated. 


The next billon the Calendar 


NATIONAL CEMETERY NEAR PENSACOLA, FLA. 


The bill (S. 407) making an appropriation for the improvement 
of the road to the national cemetery near Pensacola, Fla., was 
announced as next in order, and the Senate as in Committee 
of the Whole proceeded to its consideration. It proposes to ap- 
propriate $10,000 for the purpose of shelling or otherwise im- 
proving the roadway from Pensacola, I*lv., to the national cem- 
etery near that city, to be expended under the direction of the 
Secretary of War. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


SENATE PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS. 


tion of the Senate election cases was announced as next in order. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Senate and will be read at length. 
The Secretary read the resolution reported by Mr. GORMAN 
from the Committee on Printing, December 14, 1593, as follows: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 4,000 ccpies, in cloth, of the first volume of the new editior of the 
Senate election cases; 1,500 copies to be for the use of the members of the 


| 
| The concurrent resolution to print 4,000 copies of the new edi- 
The resolution is before the 











ee nt tenn a aaa : 
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oer 


Senaic and 2,500 copies for the use of the members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, the same to be printed on the back as follows: 


Senate Privileges and Elections. 
Volume I. 
Election Cases. 
Taft. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments heretofore 
submitted by the Senator from Nebraska | Mr. MANDERSON] will 
be stated. 

The SecreTary. After the word “cloth,” in line 3, it is pro- 
posed to insert ‘‘in volume 1” and to strike out the words ‘‘ of 
the first volume of.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not want that amendment agreed to 
in that way. 

Mr. HOAR. I think it will be well, before adopting the ver- 
bal amendments, as they are all substantially one, to let the 
Secretary read the concurrent resolution as it will read after the 
amendments have all been adopted. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The amendment was read to insert ‘in 
volume 1,” instead of ‘*in one volume.” 

Mr. HOAR. I think weshould understand the resolution bet- 
ter if the Secretary will read itasit will read if all the proposed 
amendments are agreed, to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
resolution as it will read if tho amendments are agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resoived, etc., Taat there be printed 4,000 copies, in cloth, in one volume, of 
the new edition of the Senate election cases, and of precedents reiating to 
the privileges of the Senate; 1,500 copies to be for the use of the members of 
the Senate, and 2,500 copies for the use of the membersofthe Houseof Rep- 
resentatives, the same to be printed on the back as follows: 


Senate Privileges and Elections. 
Election Cases. 
Taft. 
Precedents 
as to 
Privileges. 
Furber. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. From what committee does the 
resolution come? 
ThePRESIDENT protempore. From the Committee on Print- 


ing. 

Nir. MITCHELL of Oregon. I desire to inquire whether this 
proposed publication includes a history of the three cases re- 
cently disposed of from Washington, Wyoming, and Montana? 
I refer to the three cases of temporary appointment by the gov- 
ernors of those States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator reporting the 
resolution is not now in his seat. 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose it would not be convenient to insert 
those cases as part of the text of the volume without sending it 
back for the preparation of a new index. The volume is stereo- 
typed, and was in accord with the index some time ago. The 
volume was prepared before the cases referred to by the Senator 
from Oregon were decided. This resolution is merely to print 
an additional number of copies; but I think it might be well to 
add to the concurrent resolution a section requiring the print- 
ing of the cases referred to as an appendix, so that they may be 
in the new edition. 

Mr. MITCHELLof Oregon. I think that would be quite satis- 
factory, and [ think it should be done. 

Mr. HOAR. Yes; I think that should be done. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Those cases ought to be included in the 
volume, and I shall oppose the resolution unless they are in- 
cluded. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. So shall I. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The e/lition should be brought up to date. 
I wish to call attention to the way in which the Secretary read 
the resolution, which I do not understand corresponds with the 
amendments which have been proposed. It should read ‘‘ Sen- 
ate Privileges and Elections in one volume.” The way it was 
read it would be ‘in volume 1,” which would indicate that there 
is to be a subsequent volume to come out. 

Mr. HOAR. The original publication, which I think was 
prepared very carefully, is very well done indeed. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts will allow the Chair to state to the Senator from Missouri 
that the resolution reads ‘in one volume,” not ‘in volume 1.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. It was not so read the last time by the 
cletks, for [ closely observed the reading. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair so understood it to 
be read the last time,and the clerks now inform the Chair that 
it reads ‘‘in one volume,” and not ‘‘in volume 1.” 

Mr. HOAR. This originally was a compilation containing 
solely contested-election cases, and was published eight or ten 
years ago. Then a new edition was prepared, and there was a 
new volume added containing the precedents and other historical 
matter relating to the privileges of the Senate. The resolution 
as reported from the ttee on Privileges and Elections 
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ppened to have two volumes, one to be entitled ‘‘Contested- 
lection Cases,” and te other ‘‘ Privileges,” but the Committee 
on Printing thought it would be better to have but one volume 
instead of two. So they propose this amendment. That is the 
history of it. That is the way the phrase got in. 

Mr.GEORGE. I desire to ask the Senator from Massachu- 
setts if the proposed publication includes all the contested-elec- 
tion cases up to date? 

Mr. HOAR. This is not a proposed publication in the ordi- 
nary sense in which those words are used. It is a document 
which was completed and reported to the Senate at the begin- 
ning of the extra session of Congress last summer, and then 
printed with indices, and so on. This is merely a resolve for 
additionalcopies. The volume was then printed and stereotyped, 
ILunderstand. Now, the Committeeon Printing propose to have 
certain additional copies printed. You can not incorporate in 
this volume in the ordinary way the cases in regard to appoint- 
ment by the governors, which were disposed of during the extra 
sessionin thespring, without repaging and reprinting the volume, 
putting them in in their proper places under the matter of the ap- 
pointment by governors, and making a newindex. Allthematter 
would have to be gone over again, and it would not correspond 
with the other copies which have been printed and distributed. 
So when the Senator from Oregon suggested including those 
eases | suggested that they"had better be put in an appendix. 
Then, when a new edition comes hereafter, if there is one, they 
can be put in the body of the work. The Senator from Oregon 
agreed that that aenkl be all that could be done, 

Mr. GEORGE. Inasupplement or appendix. That will do. 
But I think it ought to be in one or the other. 

Mr. HOAR. I think so, too. I think the resolution should 
be amended so as to read that there shall be added to said vol- 
ume as an appendix all cases decided by the Senate up to date. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I suggest to the Senator from 
Massachusetts this amendment, to come in at the proper place: 
ee That the clerk of the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 

ons-— 

If that is the proper person— 
shall, under the direction of such committee, prepare a full statement of 
the proceedings in committee and Senate of all election cases up to date—— 

Mr. HOAR. All cases since? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Yes; all election cases deter- 
mined since the preparation of that volume— 
and that the same shall be printed in this volume as an appendix thereto. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well: that will do. Of course, the Senator 
will understand that that will delay the circulation of the volume 
for six months or some such time, but I presume there will be 
no great harm done, 

he PRESIDENT protempore. Theseveral amendments that 
have been offered have not yet been acted upon. The Secretary 
will state the first amendment. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘cloth,” in line 3, insert 
the words ‘‘in one volume.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SECRETARY. In line 3, before the word ‘ new,” strike 
out ‘of the first volume of.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. The word ‘‘ of” at the end of the phrase 
pro d to be stricken out should remain. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out the words“ of the first volume.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. That willdo. Do not strike out the word 
“of; if you do, you make it imperfect. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SECRETARY. After the word‘ cases,” in line 4, insert: 

And of precedents relating to the privileges of the Senate. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SECRETARY. In line 9, strike out the words, ‘‘ Volume I.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SECRETARY. After the name ‘ Taft,” in line 11, insert: 


Precedents 


as to 
Privileges. 
Furber 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I move to add at the end of the 
resolution the following proviso: 

Provided further, That the clerk of the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions shall, under the direction of such committee, prepare a full statement 
of the proceedings in committee and Senate of all election cases since deter- 
= the same shall be published as an appendix to the foregoing pub- 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Oregon if it is his purpose to have the clerk proceed in regard 
to those cases on a different theory from that in which the vol- 
ume is made up in regard to the others? The theory on which 
the volume is made up is to have the clerk make a statement of 
the case, putting in such specially important matter of the dis- 
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cussions and proceedings as he sees fit,and to refer to the pages | the office of the surveyor of the District of Columbia, one in thé 
of the Recorp where the rest is contaimed. I[ suppose the rn nnn Of COlemnia, and one in the 
speeches on those cases, the full statement which the Senator SKC. 3. That the words “six dollars for the services of sa 
provides for, would make a volume larger than the other two | section 5 of said act, be. and the same are he 

; five dollars per diem for the service { id n 


together. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I have no intention to have all 
the speeches embodied. 


pk yyed.” 


Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to know what w 














Mr. HOAR. Idid not suppose so. The Senator is a member effect of the bill. As I understand the amendment, it 
of the Committee on Privileges and Elections, and it is to be \ thorize the ¢ ommissioners to open all the ys t 
done under their direction. 1 doubt if the clerk would fail to | bu! only those that are known as street alleys. I suppos 
put in anything that any member of the committee might deem “8° the n arrower pinces, w here houses have built. 
of enough importance to be added. Why not add ‘‘a report of derstand there are a large number of alleys © the houses 
the cases which have taken place since,” and let the committee | are built right up to the very edge of t nad t ; 
or the clerk under their direction determine whatshall be done. | SP'ce except the existing space. If those a S © 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Then let it read: widened are all the buildings to be torn down, and if so, a1 

The clerk * * * shall, under the direction of such committee, prepare expense: _ the re to be con 16 naAaWUOR Pp 7, & 
a full statement. the taxpayers of the District of Columbia and « 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest to strike out the word “statement” ra - yyw - . penal nn pear a) on sremts of thes 
and insert ‘‘ prepare a report of the cases.” one ee tate = ae ent nopee lparthsess 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Very well; I have no objection | Mr. MCMILLAN. The Senator who r 
to that modificatién. “Prepare a report of the proceedings in | ©" ~ tal iit al 
committee and Senate.” _ Mr. FAULKNER. | oem Sew Onpees © 

Mr. HOAR. I would simply say “‘ report of the cases.” ee eee Sears pe ee GO OTSr, ROSE Ire 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I suggest, ‘‘ Reportof the cases ‘ re ae t ones edge pemerpenan te—wee sp : 7 
and proceedings in committee and Senate.” the ee lalied | ener. = 

Mr. HOAR. Why does the Senator say ‘‘in committee and see = ner mon ee ee ee 
Senate?” Why notsay‘' reportof thecases?”’ The clerk wou 7 Sad epi eaten all cae henenngfamn, Semegge, Syp-asilienaee th pedeney 
undoubtedly carry out the scheme. WRIGH CRIS 1S GR NSNEMSNS maNes Alt tho provisions to \ 


Mr MITCHELL of Oregon. Then let it read, ‘‘ Report of | S2°, Semator refers. However, | oon Snes Cee Ee go% o 
the cases since determined, the same to be published as an ap- | “Ay * Can ex agra oat law on the subject. 

endix to the foregoing publication. a d he PK SLES I aes ae Phe bill goe 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state to the | }S Pace on the ¢ alendar. 


Senator from Oregon that there is no proviso to the concurrent FORT JUPITER MILITARY RESERVATION. 

resolutica. Therefore he had better strike out the word ‘* fur- Mr.CALL. The bill (S. 653) to o; iil alk tl 

ther,” after the word “ Provided.” or es eS 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Very well Jupiter military reservation, in the State of Florida, t 
Mr. % Ptiululs eg ~ \ il. y nder the homeste Ww. was passed over. retni 1 it 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Sen- | ¥2“*" the homestead law, was pa t over, retaining ! 


on the Calendar. I see my colleague in the Chamber, and | 
that the bill be taken up and disposed of. 
The PRES DENT prot mpore. Was the b 


out prejudice? 


ator from Oregon will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. [tis proposed to add to the resolution the 
following proviso: 





Provided, That the clerk of the Committee on Privileges and Elections Vr. CALI It w assed a oe 
shall, under the direction of such committee, prepare a report of the ca Mr. CALL, It was passed over without prejudi 
since determined, and the same shall be published as an appendix to the Che PRESIDENT pro The bill has heretofor: 
foregoing publication. read as in Committee of the Whole. 
The amendment was agreed to. Mr. CALL. There is an amendment pending to the bi 
Mr. HOAR. In the amendment justagreed to, I suggest that The PRESIDENT pro tempa Che Secretary will s 





the last clause read ‘‘and the same shall be inserted as an ap- | amendment heretofore proposed by the Senator from 
ndix in the foregoing publication,” so as to make it clear that | [Mr. CALL]. 


it is to be in the same volume. The SHCRETARY. In line 4, after the word ‘‘ Florida,” strik 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The words will be inserted | out ‘not heretofore patented by the United States under exist 

as suggested if there be noobjection. Thequestion ison agree- | ing laws,’ in line 10, after the word *‘ east,” strike out ‘and also 

ing to the coneurrent resolution as amended. excepting the portions thereof which have been claimed by the 
The coneurrent resolution as amended was agreed to. | State of Florida as swamp lands, but which have not been pat 


ented, provided that upon examination it shall be proved to t 
| satisfaction of the Land Department that the same are of 
e hi 248 . ' : Fas er s aa. : . a : J ee : 
_ The ae y a for the appointment of a seale1 = us- | character alleged; and in line 16, after the word “‘ laws, 
= + « gac 7 >. > ag > sfric ' ve . * 
sistant sealer of weights and measures in the District of Colum- | out “and not otherwise:” so as to make the first section o 
bia was announced as next in order on the Calendar. bill read: * 
Mr. MCMILLAN. The Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gor nee Mitts treatin the Gate Delite nae 
1 ‘ s ’ hat 3 ne lands witht 6 Io e e I ary servatior 
MAN] would like to have the bill go over for the present. In | state of Florida, excepting lot | of sect a 31, in township 40 south. 4 
his absence I ask that it may go over, retaining its place on the | 43 east, now reserved for light-house purposes, and excepti 
Calendar thereof reserved by an order of the President for life-saving purposes 
. ¢ vATT : : : ‘ . | scribed as lots 4 and 5 of section 5, in township 41 south, of range 43 east. 
The eee he le puget ane objected to, the bill hereby made subject to-entry ander the homestead law sop — 
oes over, holding its place on the Calendar, i , oie. ee s as 
8 , fe E Mr: DOLPH. If the amendment is insisted on the bill can 


MRS. MARY O. AUGUSTA. not be disposed of to-day. I therefore object to its present con 
The bili (H. R. 4013) to release and turn over to Mrs. Mary O. | sideration. 


SEALER OF WEIGHTS AND MEASURES. 








Augusta certain property in the District of Columbia was con-| Mr.CALL. I shall insist on the amendment, but I do not un- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. derstand this to be a call of unobjected cases on the Calendar 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- Mr. DOLPH. I oject tothe presentconsideration of the bil! 


dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ALLEYS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


The bill (S. 971) to open, widen, and extend alleys in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, with anamendment to strike outall afterthe enacting | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ore- 
clause and insert: gon object? ; 

That the actof Congress approved July 22, 1892, entitled “ An act to provide . N OLP io. The ame ent proposed by the Ser 
for the opening of alleys in the District of Columbia,” be, and thesame is here t * _ D ah E de ill 7 osre pu ty o« d "Y win , - : 
by, amended so as toauthorize the Commissioners of the District of Colum- | T from Florida can not be acted upon without a yea-and- 
oe neee - 7 and ——— of said act in regard to the opening, ex vote. 

mding, Widening, or straightening of alleys, to open minor streets in said >RESIDEN ro tempore es the Senator from ¢ 
District of a width not less than 40 feet nor more than 60 feet, to run a : a - 7 ee ee D al R Se Ix 
through a square from one street to another, whenever in the judgment of | 30% Gesire to Have the i'l go over under Nule is. ; 

Co mers the public interests require it. Mr. DOLPH. Iam willing that it shall go over under KR 

Ske. 2. That the words, “one copy of which (piat) shall be filed with the | V[TT. 
recorder of deeds and the other in the office of the Commissioners of the The PRESIDENT an. ton i a 
District of Columbia,” in section 3 of said act, be, and the same are hereby, ie 4 ALVENL pro tempore. 4 
amended so as to read. “ one copy of said plat shall be filed and recorded in | prejudice, holding its place on the Calendar 


The PRESI DENT pro lempore. The bill stands on the Cal 
dar under Rule VIII, subject to all the conditionsof every ot! 
bill on the Calendar under that rule. It will be passed ov 
without prejudice. 

Mr.CALL. I should be very glad to have the bill considered 
at this time. 


ie bill goes over without 
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Mr. PASCO. I should like to say one word. I wish very 
much that the Senator from Oregon would withdraw his objec- 
tion. Of course if there is to be a yea-and-nay vote on the 
amendment it may be possible there is not a voting quorum 
present, but I should like very much to have the matter dis- 
ozed of and the bill passed. The amendment to the bill of- 
ered by my colleague can not be consented to by the Committee 
on Public Lands for the reasons I stated the other day and 
that were stated by the Senator from Oregon. I do not think 
it would be advantageous to the settlers. I appeal to my col- 
league to allow the bill to be passed in the shape in which it 
came from the committee. It seems to be satisfactory to the 
actual settlers there, and I should like very much to have it 
passed by the Senate. 

MrCALL. I regret very much that I can not yield to my 
colleague's request. I regard this as a bill to deprive every 
homestead settler of his right to the land, and I think I can 
demonstrate that fact. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill, being objected to, 
goes over, holding its place on the Calendar. 

LOUIS L. WILLIAMS. 


The bill (H.R. 913) for the relief of Louis L. Williams was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay 
to Louis L. Williams $395.70, due him as salary and for expenses 
incurred in the discharge of hisduties as Worlds Fair commis- 
sioner from Alaska. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BEAUFORT LIBRARY SOCIETY. 


The joint resolution (S. R. 12) for the restoration of the books 
of the Beaufort Library Society. of Beaufort, S. C., was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to appro- 
priate and transfer, out of the duplicate volumes belonging to 
the Library of Congress, an equivalent in books. both in number 
and value, toreplace the loss of the library of the Beaufort Library 
Society, of Beaufort, S. C., which was taken by the orders of an 
olticer of the United States in 1862, and subsequently destroyed 
by fire. The Joint Committee on the Library of Congress is 
a'ithorized and required to select and convey the books herein 
provided for upon a list to be furnished by the Librarian of 
Congress. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


EQUESTRIAN STATUE OF GENERAL FRANCIS MARION. 


The bill (S. 266) providing for the erection of an equestrian 
statue of Gen. Francis Marion was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Library with 
an amendment, in line 3, before the word ‘‘ thousand,” to strike 
out “ fifty” and insert ‘forty;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $40,000, or as much thereof as may be 
necessary, be, and is ey appropriated, out of any money in the 'I'reasury 
not otherwise appropriated, for the erection of an equestrian statue of Gen. 
Francis Marion, within the limits of the city of Columbia, S. C., and for the 
proper preparation, grading, ana inclosing of the lot and foundation upon 
which said statue shall be erected, which sum shal) be expended under the 
direction of the Secretary of War. or such officer as he may designate: Pro- 
vided, That the money hereby appropriated shall be drawn from time to time 
only as may be required during the progress of the work, and upon the 
requisition of the Secretary of War: And provided further, That no part of 
the money hereby appropriated shall be so expended until a suitable lot of 
land in said city of Columbia, for the erection of said statue, shall be con- 
veyed, with all the right, title, and interest therein of the owner thereof, to 
the United Staces, and the deed duly recorded, and the city of Columbia 
shall have provided for public use an open highway or other satisfactory 
means of access thereto. 

Sec. 2. That this act shall be in force from its passage, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GEORGE, I move to strike out section 2, the provision 
that the pongenne act shall be in force from and after its passage. 
It is wholly unnecessary. By the Constitution an act goes into 
effect from and after its passage, without any provision on the 
subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). Is 
there ob ection to the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Mississippi? 

Mr. BUTLER. No objection. 

Th PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, 
and section 2 of the bill is stricken out. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passod. 

PWIGHT HALL. 


The bill (S. 574) for the relief of Dwight Hall was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 
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The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an 
amendment, in line 17, after the word “them,” to insert ‘‘ not 
to exceed the sum of $157.50;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to investigate the claim made against the United 


States by Dwight Hall, of Wallingford, Conn., for the amount paid by him 
to the collector of internal revenue for the second district of Connecticut as 


‘taxes and penalties upon 30,000 cigars manufactured by him and previous to 


the payment of said tax or penalty claimed to have been destroyed by an 
accidental fire, and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and 
directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, to the said Dwight Hall, or his personal representatives, or the per- 
son or persons Who may be lawfully entitled thereto, any sum of money 
found on such investigation to be equitably due on account of payment of 
said tax and penalty, or either of them, not to exceed the sum of #!57 5), and 
the said sum when paid to be tn full satisfaction and discharge of all claim 
as tax or penalty on said cigars. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for athird reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


POTOMAC STEAMBOAT COMPANY. 


The bill (S. 425) for the relief of the Potomac Steamboat Com- 
pany was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word ‘‘ thousand,” to strike out 
“three hundred,” and at the end of the bill to insert ‘‘ said 
amount to be received by the said Potomac Steamboat Company 
in full satisfaction of all claims and demands against the Inited 
poe in consequence of the said collision; so as to make the 

read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, to the Potomac Steamboat Company the sum of $5,090, that veing 
the amount paid by the said Potomac Steamboat Company unde* a decree 
of the circuit court of the United States for the eastern district of Virginia, 
affirmed by the Supreme Court of the United States. to the Baker. alvage 


Company for services rendered to the steamer Excelsior, belong.1r to the 
said Potomac Steamboat Company, when she wassunk by the Unil» | States 
steam tug Fortune in Hampton Roads, Virginia, on the 4th day of Decem- 


ber, 1882, said amount to be received by the said Potomac Steamboat Com- 
—— in full satisfaction of all claims aud demands agains: the United States 

vonsequence of the said collision. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reportea to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


PENITENTIARY IN NORTH DAKOTA. 


The joint resolution (S.R.41) relative to the erection of a 
penitentiary in the State of North Dakota, and for other pur- 
poses, was announced as the next business on the Calend:r. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. L[ask that the joint resolution may go 
over temporarily, retaining its place on the Calendar, as lam 
awaiting a communication from the Attorney-General on the 
subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will be 
passed over without prejudice. 


PORTRAIT OF CAPT. SAMUEL CHESTER REID. 


The bill (S. 1349) authorizing the purchase of a pertrait of 
Capt. Samuel Chester Reid was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It proposes to appropriate $2,509 for the purchase 
from the owner of the portrait painting by John Wesley Jervis 
of Capt. Samuel Chester Reid. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and 


passed. 
PAYMENT FOR INDIAN SUPPLIES, 


The bill (S. 1055) to carry into effect the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the cases of Edward N. Fish and others for sup- 
plies furnished the Indian service, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the first part of the report be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read atthe 
request of the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. PLATT. Does the Senator from Missouri preter that the 
report should be read, or that I should make a statement? 

r. COCKRELL. I want to have the first part of the report 
go in the RECORD. 

Mr. PLATT. All right. 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. PLATT Janu- 
ary 4, 1894, as follows: 

The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1055 


to carry into effect the findings of the Courtof Claims in the cases of Edwa:s 
N. Fish and others for supplies furnished the Indian service, submit the 
following report: 

The four ciaims embraced in this bill are for flour, beef, and other supplies 
furnished the Indian service in Arizona in the years 1873 and 1874. The facts 





1894. 





relating to each case ure set forth in the findings of fact of the Court of 
Claims annexed hereto. 

In all the cases vouchers were furnished for the full amount claimed at the 
time when the property was furnished. These vouchers were presented to 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, but on account of a deticiency in the ap- 
propriations, were not at that time paid, 

In two of these cases parcial payments on account were madein 1876 and 
1877, the balance being suspended for want of further appropriation. 

A large number of similar claims having accrued in the Indian ser 
general act of Congress was passed on August 7, i882 (.2 Siat. L., 255), au 
thorizing their adjudication. 


vice, a 











The claims embrac ed in this bill were allowed 
in full under this law by the Commissioner of Indian Aft ‘irs and by the Sec- 
ond Auditor of the Treasury. The Second Comptroller of the Treasury cut 
down the amount in each claim on the ground that the supplies furnished 
Were not worth the amount charged. “Tt was not alleged that the prices 
charge@ wore in exeess of the contract prices. Upon roconsideration the 
Second Comp roller allowed an additional amount in each case, less than 
the full claim. 

It is Been by the above statement that the full amount due in these cases 
had been conceded by the officers who gave the vouchers ani by the indian 





Bureau whea the claims accrued; that’ after the actof 1882 the Cor ssioner 
of Indian Affairs and the Auditor concurred in approving the clai in full, 
and that it was not until after they reached the Comptroller that any deduc 
tionwasmade Theclaimants then appealed to Congress for relief, and the 


Senate Committees on Indian Affairs, on July 22, 1885, referred the claims to 


the Court of Claims for a finding of factsin ac ord ince with the actof March 
3, 1883 (22 Stat. L., 485). 
The claimants then took new testimony upon depositions. ject to cross- 


examination, to show that the property fur aished the Indi “+ service in Ari- 
zona Was worth the full sum claimed. The Court of Cliims finds that in 
each case the property was worth the full amount claimed, and that t 
Wis an agreemé ont between the officers of the Indian Bureau and the claim- 
ants to pay these amounts. 

Reports have been received from various departments in relation to the 
cases, and it appears clear to the committee that the findings of the Court 
of Claims, upoa a fair trial of the cases, are correct and ought to stand as 
final, and that the claimants should be paid the amounts claimed by them 
respectively as set forth in the accompanying bill. 


without amendment, or- 
, read the third time, 


The bill was reported to the Senate 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading 
and pas:ed. 

DISTRICT CORPORATIONS. 

The biil (S. 1305) to amend ‘‘An act relating to the incorpora- 
tion of certain corporations within the District of Columbia,” 
approved October 1,1890, was announced as next in order on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. MAKTIN. There is some controversy about certain pro- 
visions in the bill, and I ask that it be passed over for the pres- 
ent and retain its place on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed ove 
without prejudice, at the request of the Senator from Kansas. 


ADMINISTRATORS OF M. C. MORDECAT. 


The bill (S. 269) for the relief of Jacob I. Cohen and J. Ran- 
dolph Mordecai, administrators of M. C. Mordecai, was consid- 
ered as in Commitiee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to Jacob 
I. Cohen and J. Randolph Mordecai, administrators of M. ¢ 
Mordecai, $6,400, in full compensation for the postage on mails 
transported by Mordecai in the steamer Isabel, or any other 
steamer, from Charleston, S. C., to Havana, Cuba, by way of 
Savannah, Ga.,and Key West, Fla., from the Ist of October, 1859, 
to the 20th of July, 1860. 

The bill was reported to the 
lered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
and passed. 

CERTIFICATES OF TITLE TO VESSELS. 

The bill (S.507) providing for the collection of fees for fur- 
nishing certificates of title to vessels was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. lt provides that collectors of customs 
shall collect and receive $1 for each certificate provided for in 
section 4194 of the Revised Statutes of the United States from 
persons or corporations requiring the same, and repeals section 
lof the act of June 19, 1886, entitled ‘‘An act abolishing certain 
fees for official services,” so far as it authorizes the payment by 
the United States of any fee for furnishing such certificate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

BO — 

The bill (S 
the carriage a passengers by sea,” approved August : 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to am ond 
the act of August 2, 1832, by the insertion of the following words 
in section 9, after the first sentence thereof: 


And be it further enacted, That it shall not be lawful for the master of any 
steamship or other vessel, not carrying immigrant passensers, and not in 
distress. after the arrival of the vessel within any co.lection district of the 
United States, to allow any person or persons. except a pilot, 
customs, or health oflicer, agents of the v -ssel, und consuls, to come on board 
of the vessel until she has becn taken in charge by an officer of the customs, 
- or Without his permission after charge so taken and before the vessel has 

urrived at her destination and been completely moored. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, reid the third time, 
and passed. 


Senate without amendment, or- 
read the third time, 


OF VESSELS BEFORE MOORING. 
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REGULATIONS FOR UNITED STATES CANALS. 

The bill (S. 511) providing for the establishment and 
mentof rulesand regulations for the use and navigationo d 
States canals and similar works of navigation, and for other pu 
poses, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amen Oo 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third ti 
and passed. 

MARKING OF VESSELS. 

The bill (S. 509) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend 
section 4178, Revised Statutes,in relation to the mar! r of 
vessels’ names at bow and stern, and also to provide for marking 
the draft,’ approved February 21, 1891, was considers s in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
cered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time 


and passed. 


REGISTRY AND LICENSE OF VE 


The bill(S to repeal section 4145 0f the Revise 
of the United States, and to amend sections 4146 and 
section 1 of the act amerding section 4214 of the Revis 
utes, approved March 3, 1883, and for other purposes, was con 


SSELS. 


S. 588 1 Statute 


H520, a 


<i Stat 
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sidered as in Comittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

SALARIES OF INSPECTORS OF STEAMSHIPS. 

The bill (S. 497) to amend ‘‘An act to amend section 4400 of 
Title LI, of the Revised Statutes of the United States, con- 
cerning the regulation of steam vessels,” approved August 7, 
1882: and also to amend section 4414, Title LII, of the Revised 

| Statutes, * Regulations of steam vessels,” was considered as in 
| Committee of the Whole. . 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
amendments, insection 2, line O4, after the word “ each,” to 
strike out ‘‘for the district of New Orleans, La.; Philadelphia, 
Pa.; Baltimore, Md.; Boston, Mass., and San Francisco, Cal., at 


| $1,800 per year each;” and in line 59, after the word ‘‘ each,” 


| ors to not exceed $1,800 per annum in dist: 


insert: ** Provided, however, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
muy, in his discretion, increase the salaries of assistant inspect- 


‘icts where the num- 


| ber of steamers inspected shall exceed three hundred and twen- 





| district of Florida. 


)to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to regula t > | 
z. > 1882. was | 


oficer of the | 


ty-five per annum,” so as to read: 


The Supervising Inspector-General shall report to the Secretary of the 
Treasury, at the end of each fiscal year, the number of steamers inspected 
in each local district in that year, which number shall be the basis up n 
which shall be determined the salaries to be paid to loc al inspectors for the 
following fiscal year, in the ratio described in the pri ling para :raphs of 
this section. And, in aidition, the Secreta ary of the Tre asury may appoint, 
upon the nomination of the supervising inspector -of the district, in collec- 


tion districts where there are 22 steamers and upward to be inspected an 
nually, assistant inspectors, at a salary, for the district of New York, of 
$2,000 a year each; and for all other districts at a salary not exceeding 81,600 
a yeareach: Provided, however, That the Secretary of the ‘Treasury n 1ay in 
his discretion, increase the salaries of assistant inspectors to not exceed 
$1.00 per — in districts where the number of steamers inspected shall 
exceed 325 rannum, and he may appoint aclerk to any such board ata 


compensat on’ not exceeding 1.200 a year to each person 80 appointe 


Every inspector provided for in this or the preceding sections of "th 
shail be paid for his actual and reasonable traveling expenses at the 
8 cents per mile, incurred in the performance cf his duty, together with his 
actual and reasonable expenses for transportation of instruments, which 
Shall be certified and sworn to under such instructions as shall be given by 
the Secretary of the Treasury. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. I understand from the reading of the bill that it 
reduces the present salary allowed to inspectors in the district 
of Florida. I ask the Senator from Maine if that is the cise? 

Mr. FRYE. My impression is that it does not do in the 
lt decreases the salaries in pluces where 
the inspection of steamships has been reduced by reason of the 
disappearance of steamships. It adjusts the salaries of inspect- 
ors eccording to the amount of work done, which is the only fair 
way. ; 

Mr. CALL. 
in that respect. 

Mr. FRYE. The bill has been considered in the Senate at two 
former sessions of the Senate and passed. It has been passed 
twice. it has been unanimously reported three times from the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CALL. I donot remember that my attention was called 
toit before. In the district of Florida there are great distance 
to travel. There are some places where there are very fe 
steamers, but they are required to go over an extended cous 
of 1,400 miles, requiring a great deal of labor and constant at 
tention, while the number of steamers to be ted may hap- 
pen to be less than the number 1 required a very moderate 
compensation to the inspector. 
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I should like to have the bill maturely consid¢ 
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Mr. FRYE. I think there is no inspector now in Florida who 
gets over $1,200 a year. 

Mr. CALL. The bill reduces the compensation of some in- 
spectors, I understand. 

Mr. FRYE. The compensation does not go below $1,200 any- 
where. That matter was taken into account by the inspection 
department, which considered the bill carefully. 

Tho bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 








JAMESTOWN AND NORTHERN RAILWAY. 


The bill (S. 175) granting a right of way to the Jamestown and 
Northern Railway through the Devils Lake Indian Reservation, 
in the State of North Dakota, was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

ENLISTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 


The bill (S. 1209) to regulate enlistments inthe Army of the 
United States, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that the bill may retain its place on 
the Calendar and be passed over. There are several Senators 
now absent who desire to be present when it is considered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over 
without prejudice. 


HEIRS OF CHARLES B. SMITH. 


The bill (S.1312) for the relief of the heirs of Charles B. 
Smith, deceased, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It directs the proper accounting officers of the Treasury to re- 
adjust and close the subsistence and quartermaster’s accounts, 
upon the books of the Treasury, of Charles B. Smith, deceased, 
late a first lieutenant in the Fifth Iowa Cavalry, and to pay Julia 
A. Smith, widow of Charles B. Smith, the pay and allowances 
due him at the date of his death, notwithstanding the fact that 
the pay and allowances have heretofore been applied in the ad- 
justment of his subsistence and quartermaster’s accounts. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


FANNY B. RANDOLPH AND DORA L. STARK. 


The bill (S. 1412) for the relief of Fanny B. Randolph and Dora 
L. Stark was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
ses to pay te fanny B. Randolph, or her legal representative, 
,20; and to Dora L. Stark,or her legal representative, $8,280, 
making in all $16,560, the same being in full for, and the receipts 
of the same to be taken and accepted in full and final discharge 
of, their claim examined, investigated, and reported favorably 
by the Court of Claims of the United States, under the provi- 
sions of the act of March 3, 1883, entitled ‘‘ An act to afford as- 
sistance and relief to Congress and the Executive Departments 
in the investigation of claims and demands against the Govern- 
ment,” and the act of March 3, 1887, entitled “‘ An act toprovide 
for the bringing of suits against the Government of the United 
States.” . 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


FORMS OF DEEDS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o'clock having 
arrived, it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
unfinished business, which is Senate bill 832. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 832) to 
simpiify the form of deeds of conveyance, trusts, and releases of 
land in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, the 
pending question being on the amendment proposed by Mr. AL- 
LEN to add to section 4 the following proviso: 

Provided, That the grantor tn the trust deed, his heirs or assigns, may re- 
deem the trust property so sold, at any time within one year after the sale, 

principal and 


the payment of the interest of the debt and all legal costs 
of such sale, 


Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, since the bill was under consid- 
eration on Monday of this week I have had some time to exam- 
ime it more carefully than I had examined it before, and I find 
it radically wrong in many respects. 

The first section provides for a short form of trust deed which 
is to operate as a mortgage. It is given as security for the in- 
debtedness of the grantor. The second section, as it appears in 
the bill reported by the committee, makes no limi what- 
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ever as to the liability of the grantor or grantors upon the cov- 
enants of the deed. will read the second section for the pur- 
pose of showing this fact: 

Sec. 2. That if in anyinstrument as aforesaid the words “with general 
Warranty’’ shall be used after the word *‘conveys”’ (or “convey’’) the grantor 
or grantors shall be deemed and held to covenant for himself, herself, or 
themselves, his, her, or their heirs and assigns. to forever warrant and de- 
fend the title to the premises conveye | unto the a or grantees, his, her, 


or their heirs and assigns, for and against the lawful claims of all persons 
whomsoever. 


Now, there is not here the ordinary limitation that follows a 
deed of covenants. The liability of the grantor under a deed of 
this kind would reach every lawful claim that-could be made 
against the property, whether it originated through the grautor 
or not. Certainly this seetion ought to be amended so as to con- 
fine the liability arising on the deed to claims growing up through 
or under the grantor. 

Mr. FAULKNER. If the Senator from Nebraska will permit 
me, he ar has not caught the meaning of the second sec- 
tion. If he will compare it with the third section he will see 
the distinction which is drawn in every statute of conveyance I 
have ever seen in the United States between what is a general 
warranty and a special warranty. If a party desires to warrant 
the title of property against himself and all other persons, he 
uses the term ‘‘ general warranty.’ In the common law he has 
to do that by writing out the covenant in full. Statutory pro- 
visions in all the States have applied the words ‘general war- 
ranty” to that covenant, and this proposed statute simply fol- 
lows the usual statutory form, designating and explaining by 
statutory declaration what the term “ general warranty” means. 
Special warranty is provided for in the third section of the bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. [donot think [am mistaken in the meaning 
of the second section. Under the holdings of the courts of this 
country the word ‘‘ warranty,” unless it is limited by other lan- 
guage, is held to embrace the substance of all the five covenants 
in a deed of full covenant at the common law. So the word 
‘‘ warranty,” without any limitation, under the holdings of our 
courts, embraces everything that was embraced in a common- 
law deed of full covenants. I think that this section ought to 
be amended so as to confine the liability of the grantor in a 
deed of this kind to the lawful claims against the property that 
ae arise by, through, or under him. 

r. FAULKNER. Perhaps I did not correctly hear the first 
part of the Senator's remarks. To what character of deed does 
he suppose this section to refer? 

Mr. ALLEN. I understand full well the difference between 
a deed of full covenant and a deed of limited covenants. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Does the Senator refer to a deed of trust 
or a deed of bargain and sale? 

Mr. ALLEN. I am referring to the deed that is mentioned 
in section 2 of the bill, which purports to be a deed of full cove- 
nant and without any limitation whatever. 

Mr. FAULKNER. That does not refer to the question of a 
trust deed, but to a deed of bargain and sale, referred to in the 
first section. 

Mr. ALLEN. In that respect this bill in my judgment is de- 
fective. It is defective in the third section, in so far as the 
words in line 21, page 3, ‘‘unless otherwise in the deed ex- 

ressed,” are concerned, which I think ought to bestricken out. 
f think also the words in line 23 “or substituted trustee or 
trustees ” ought to be stricken out. It is a dangerous power to 
grant to the trustee, or to the beneficiary of a trust, the right to 
select a substituted trustee, a person who was not agreed upon. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Ide not suppose the Senator is familiar 
with the practice under this system. A substituted trustee isa 
trustee appointed by the court. Itis where the trustee has died 
or for any reason is unable to carry out the trust and there is a 
default. Then the oe a has to apply to the court of equity to 
substitute a trustee in the place of the one the parties them- 
selves agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN. That power exists completely without a stat- 
ute. There is no court of equity in this country that will suffer 
a trust to fall for want of a trustee. 

Mr. FAULKNER. And for that reason the bill does not pro- 
vide for an application to a court as to its general equity power, 
and only refers to it in case the court has to act. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then the words are clearly superfluous. If 
these words are not designed to confer the power upon the ben- 
eficiary of the deed to select a trustee in consequence of the in- 
— or death of the trustee named, then they are useless in 
a deed of this kind, because a court of equity always has power, 
regardless of the terms of the deed, to appointa trustee to carry 
inte execution the trust. Butit strikes me that hidden beneath 
these words is this monstrous power of the right of the grantee 
in the deed of trust or the beneficiary of the mortgaged estate 


to select some person of his own kind and his own choosing to 
carry into execution the power in the event the trustee dies or 
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is inc .pacitnted from executing it. I think those words ought 


togu out. Thal ne 24, page 4 of the bill, these words occur: 
In «ase of defanit inthe payment of the debt or interest or any part thereof, 


according to the tenor and effect of the note, notes, bond, or bonds described, 
etc. 

Then the power to sell the property is given. I think this | 
bill is wrong in so far as it gives the grantee of the trust deed 
power tosell the property for the nonpayment of simply a small | 

ortion of the interest. I will admit that it is perfectly proper | 
if a bond or note is given providing for the payment of interest 
at a stated period that the nonpayment of the interest should 
entitle the holder of the trust deed to foreclose and extinguish 
the title of the grantor, but the mere nonpayment of an insig- 
nificant portion of the interest at a specified time should never | 
give the beneticiary of the trust the power to sell the entire 
estate. 

Under this bill if a note for $100 were given, accompanied by 
a deed such as is provided for in the bill and the payment of in- 
terest quarterly, the grantee in the trust deed could sell a man 
out for the nonpayment of $2.50 interest. The entire estate and 
everything that the purchaser of the property had originally 
put into it could be sold and whistled down the wind in afew 
minutes without any remedy on the part of the grantor. That 
is one of the purposes of the bill. 

As to the words which occur in lines 41, 42,and 43, on page 4 
of the bill, I am frank to say that I can not tell what they mean. 
I think I know what they mean, but I am notcertain. Speaking 
of the discharge of the trust deed after the execution of the trust, 
this language occurs: 

An of all liability on the part of the purchaser or purchasers to see to or 
account for the application of the purchase money. 


l suppose that this means that the person purchasing at the 
trustees’ sale takes a title entirely regardless of the question of 
whether the money arising from the sale of the property is prop- 
erly applied or not. This makes him a purchaser in good faith 
without notice in a certain sense, and he has no liability and 
no concern whatever in regard to the application of the funds 
arising from thesale of the property, and is not concerned in see- 
ing it applied in the discharge of the debt. It strikes me that 
that is wrong. Whenever a man invests money in trust prop- 
erty a moral if not a legal, obligation rests upon him to see that 
the powers conferred upon the trustee are executed in good 
faith and the money paid in the interest of the grantor. There 
is no reason why he should be exempted from Liability by a pro- 
vision of this kind. Good faith would require on his part some 
attention in seeing that the money went into the proper legal 
channel, and he ought not to be permitted to escape from liabil- 
ity in consequence of the insertion in a statute of language of 
this character. I think those words ought to be stricken out. 

Mr. HUNTON. Will the Senator permit me to give the 
reason for that provision? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. HUNTON. When a grantor in a deed of trust and the 
beneficiary of that deed of trust are about to make a deed of 
trust to secure a loan from one tothe other, they mutually agree 
upon a trustee. Why do they agree upon that trustee? Be- 
cause each of them has confidence in the integrity of the man 
selected as the trustee. For that reason the purchaser should not 
be compelled to see to the application of the purchase money 
made by the man whom these two, the grantor and the grantee, 
have selected because of their personal confidence inhim. Itis 
a trust confided in him by tbe original parties to the deed of 
trust, and therefore the purchaser should not be required to see 
to the application of the purchase money. 

Mr. ALLEN. The statement of the Senator from Virginia is 
all good enough in theory, but it does not workin practice. We 
are all familiar with the fact that in ninety-nine cases out of a 
hundred the trustee is the selection of the grantee of the trust 
deed rather than of the grantor. 

Mr. HUNTON. Nota bit of it. 

Mr. ALLEN. And the grantor by force of circumstances is 
compelled to assent to the selection made by the grantee. The 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] shakes his head 
as though that were not true. When a man is undertaking to 
purchase a home and has but little with which to purchase it, 
when he must depend in a great measure upon the generosity of 
the individual with whom he contracts, does not the Senator 
from Virginia know that the seller of that property and the 
holder of the security usually has his own way in the selection 
of a trustee? 

Mr. HUNTON. I know nosuch thing. 

Mr. ALLEN. Usually he has his own way in incorporating 
in the trust deed every condition for his own benefit and against 
the interest of the grantor. If the Senator from Virginia does 
not know it, I desire to say that I know it. I know it from ob- 
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servation; I know it from meeting these things for ast 
twenty-five or thirty years. 
Beginning with the words ‘‘and to,” in line 17, on page 5, and 


including lines 18, 19, and 20, on page 6, I think that language 
ought to be stricken out of the bill. 


Mr. FAULKNER. I ask the Senator to read the to 
which he refers. 

Mr. ALLEN. After describing a release in section 4, « 8 
5 of the bill, this language occurs: 

Shall be deemed sufficient 

Speaking of the legal force of the form of releas: 

Shail be deemed sufficient in form to fully discharge the 1 
trust 

This is the language which I desire stricken out 
and to vest in the releasee, or person or persons then claimin 
releasee, all the title and estate conveyed by the mortgage or t 

The purpose of this language evidently is tocutoffa y 
of the purchaser of the trust property to unaction by the g 
to redeem his property or to establish some equity or right 
the property. 

Mr. FAULKNER. If the Senator will permit me, he has mis 
understood that section entirely. The section provides fo. 
lease of the deed of trust only in case the debt has been paid, and 
vests the property entirely in the original debtor. It is for his 


protection, and for the protection of nobody eise, that thisclau 
was inserted I[t was essential to use that langua; recause, 
under the common law form, it would have to be a regulir econ 


veyance, a deed of bargain and sale from the trustee back to the 
original debtor, the debt having been pxaid, but this short re 
lease form is given. Then the proposed statute goes on to d 

clare that that short form of release shall have the sime e Yeet 


as a deed of bargain and sale from the trustee back tothe debtor, 


to reinvest him with the title to the property, the debt ha 
been discharged and paid. 
Mr.ALLEN. Does not the Senator from West Virginia 


derstand well enough that this short form of release is @uod in 
court, regardless of any statute? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I do not. It does not establish and 
not vest any title whatever, except by virtue of the terms of the 
statute. 

Mr. ALLEN. There is not a court of equity in this count 
in case a trust deed were paid off and discharged, which 
not hold the execution of this form of release as perfect and co 
plete. 

Mr. FAULKNER. If the Senator will permit me, a co 
equity would hold this wasevidence of the payment of the trust, 
and if the debtor wou'd go intoa court of equity and present 
that evidence of payment, the court would appoint a commis- 
sioner to convey to the debtor the title of the property which 
had been conveyed by him to the trustee before the payment of 
the debt by the debtor. What I mean is the debtor would have 
to go into a court of equity, if it were not for this proposed stat- 
utory provision, to get the title back in himself. No court of 
records would record such a release without a statutory provi- 
sion, norwould it under the common law,where it is in op :ration, 
vest in the debtor the title which he had conveyed to the trus- 
tee. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from West Virginia is clearly 
wrong. It is not the release that revests title to the property; 
it is the payment and discharge of the trust deed that operates 
to revest the title in the grantor of the trust deed; itis the act 
of payment which puts the title back in grantor of that 
deed, and any court of record in this country having jurisdiction 
would hold this short form of release as admissable in evidence 
in a suit to quiet title to the property. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I suppose the Senator is thoroughly fa- 
miliar with mortgages, if he is not with deeds of trust, and | ask 
him, as a lawyer, whether, after a mortgagor has conveyed his 
title to the mortgagee to secure a debt and the mortgagee has 
paid that debt, whether the title by virtue of the payment is re 
invested in the mortgagee? [admit that the evidence of pa 
ment is sufficient to enable a court of equity to appoint a com- 
missioner to reconvey that property. 

Mr. HOAR. After default? 

Mr. FAULKNER. No, after 
amount. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator means after payment in strict pur- 
suance of the condition? 

Mr. FAULKNER. In strict pursuance of the condition. In 
the case of a mortgage. after default the chain of title would not 
be perfect on the records of the court, that is in the recorder’s 
office and the deed books, until there had been a reconveyance. 
As the trustee has no legal title when the debt is paid, this short 
form of release simply reinvests the grantor with that title, and 
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is allowed to be recorded, which shows the chain of title perfect 
in th» original grantor. That is the universal practice. 

Mr. ALLEN. lt pains me very much to disagree with the 
Senator from West Virginia, but when he speaks of a mort- 
gagee conveying a title to property to the mortgagee, he speaks 
of something impossible in this country. A mortgage does not 
convey title to property; it never did convey title to property in 
this country, excepting a chattel mortgage, which conveys a le- 

al title; but according to the holdings of our courtsa mortgage 
is simply a lien upon the property, and the title never vests in 
the mortgagee or in a purchaser under the mortgagee until the 
equity of redemption is extinguished by foreclosure. 

That brings me to a remark of the senior Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. HOAR] made on Monday in discussing this ques- 
tion. The Senator mentioned the definition of a mortgage as 
being a dead pledge. I call the attention of the Senator from 
Massachusetts to the fact that in the jurisprudence of this coun- 
try there is no such a thing as a dead pledge, and that the in- 
strument called a mortgage has changed greatly from its origi- 
nal meaning. At the time mentioned by the Senator from 
Massachusetts, something like three or four hundred years ago, 
it was essential for the mortgagor to redeem his property before 
the law day to preventa title vesting in the mortgagee, and if 
he failed to do so the property became a dead pledge, and title 
passed to the mortgagee; but there never was a time in the his- 
tory of the common law, there never was a time in the history 
of the civil law when a mortgage before the law day conveyea a 
full title to the mortgagee. 

It was only after the pledge had become dead, after the failure 
t» redeem the p operty within the life of the mortgage that title 
was conveyed. Under the ho dings, however, of our courts in 
this country, or of a great majority of them, a mortgage does 
noteven coavey a title; it simply conveys a lien upon the prop- 
erty, which must be perfected by foreclosure; and it makes no 
difference about the law day, it can come and pass, and yet the 
mortgage confers no title upon the mortgagee unless foreclosed. 

he equity of redemption stands there for all time until by 
some means pointed out by law it is extinguished. 5 

In another thing of which the Senator from Massachusetts 
spoke the other day, in my judgment he erred, which was that 
this condition is really for the benetit of the debtor. I have not 
heard the Senator from West Virginia or the Senator from 
Massachusetts say anything particularly about the benefitof the 
creditor in such a case, but they are looking after the benefit of 
the debtor, the man who executes this form of deed, and it has 
been argued that the sooner the property could be sacrificed and 
turned into money the better off the man who executed the deed 
will be. The Legislatures of a majority of the States of this 
Union do not look upon this question in that light. They have 
provided humane laws for the stay of execution, prescribing a 
reasonable length of time for the redemption of property after 
sale which is mortgaged, and in my judgment it is found in 
those communities where that rule is adopted to be of very great 
benefit to the making and founding of homes and ample security 
for the man who invests his money in a mortgage. 

It is for the purpose of protecting the home builders of this 
country that laws of this kind are introduced, and at the same 
time for the purpose of giving to the lender of money his prin- 
cipal, his interest, his costs, and everything which. he contracts 
for, everything which he is in equity entitled to, before the debtor 
is permitted to redeem his property. So nothing is to be sub- 
served, no useful end is to be accomplished, by selling a man out 
of his home within three or four or five or ten days after default. 

Section 10; lines 5, 6, and7, inmy judgment should be stricken 
out. I will read the whole section to show the force of the 
words I desire to have stricken out: 

Suc. 10. That no covenant or promise by a lessee that he will leave the 
remises in good repair shall have the effect, if the buildings are destroyed 


S fire or otherwise without fault or negligence on his part, of binding him 
to erect such buildings again, or to pay for the same or any part thereof— 


Then come the words to which I especially object— 
unless there be other words showing it to be the intent of the parties that 
he shall be so bound. 

This language is evidently meant to give the loaner of money 
the power over his debtor of exacting a contract out of him 
which, when foreclosed, will deprive him of every dollar of 
money he has invested in the property and render him liable, 
in addition, to construct upon the proves , if the buildings are 
burned, new buildings, or render him liable for damages for a 
failure to do so. It isone of those provisions the practical effect 
of which is that when the mor e or the trust deed—and in 
this respect a trust deed is not different from a mortgage-——is 
foreclosed, to take every dollar the debtor has in the property 
and render him personally liable and his other property liable 
to be sacrificed for a failure to construct upon that property de- 
stroyed buildings. That is another of the secret provisions of 
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the bill, the hidden purposes of the bill, to cast the burden upon 
the debtor who executes a contract of this kind. ; 

Mr. President, I do not stand here to ask for unusual provi- 
sions for persons who execute these contracts. I wish to see the 
debtor and creditor put upon an equality; I wish to see the 
rights of both of those classesof persons protected; I wish to see 
the man who loans his money get his money and interest and 
costs up to the very last moment, while I desire, upon the other 
hand, to see the man who has invested his little all in a home 
— in the privilege of redeeming that home from a forced 
sale. 

It is a little singular that in the report accompanying this bill 
there is not a syllable or a sentence showing the necessity for a 
bill of this kind in this District. The committee in the report 
simply says: 

The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 832) to simplify the forms of deeds of conveyance, trust, and releases of 


land in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, have considered 
the same and recommend that it do pass as amended. 


Then the report speaks of striking out a word here and a word 
there, and inserting different words in their places, but there 
is not a thing in the report which shows that any public pur- 
pose or any end of justice will be subserved by the passage of 
the bill. ‘The bill is as silent as the grave upon that question. 
The committee have not seen fit to enlighten the Senate upon 
the necessity for the passage of a measure of this kind. If the 
interests of creditors in the District of Columbia are imperiled 
in consequence of the present method of doing business, cer- 
tainly the Committee on the District of Columbia shoul@ have 
enlightened us upon that subject; if the interests of the other 
class are improved by reason of the passage of the bill, we 
should have been told so, and told in what respect their condition 
would be improved by it. But there is nothing here to guide 
any Senator in this Chamber in voting upon the bill. 

Mr. President, yesterday morning the Washington Post con- 
tained a supplement, which I hold in my hand [exhibiting], 
containing thirty columns of solid matter set in very small type, 
almost diamond type, of real estate in this city to be sold for the 
nonpayment of taxes. <A hurried calculation shows that there 
are 8,400 pieces of property now being advertised in this city 
to be sold at tax sale for sums running from 50 cents to $1.50 up 
to 13, 14, 15, and more dollars, showing a singularly distressed 
condition of a great portion of the people of the city of Wash- 
ington. 

Who are the persons who are thus affected? Who are the 

rsons whose homes are to be sold out for 50 cents or $1.50? 

hey are persons who are undertaking to establish homes in 
this city; they are the poor people, the working people, the 
clerks, the industrial classes. So great is the stress of their 
circumstances, so great is the struggle for a bare existence upon 
their part and for their families, that they are unable to pay a 
tax of 50 cents or $1, or $1.50 to save their homes from the pur- 
chaser ata tax sale. Yet, Mr. President, in the face of this 
fact, which is astounding and appalling, we are urged here to 
pass a bill which is to add to the burdens of this class of peo- 

le, and not only give the tax-purchaser a chance at these hum- 
ble homes, but to give the loaner of money a speedy chance at 
those homes as well, so that the occupants of those homes, who 
have worked hard to build them, may be, with their families, 
literally thrown into the streets, with no protection and no 
means of subsistence, except as they receive it at the hands of 
charitably disposed persons. 

I submit that there is nothing wrong either to the debtor or 
the creditor to adopt the amendment giving a right to redeem 
the property within a reasonable time after itis sold. Ifthe 
creditor receives his money—and that is all he contracts for— 
his principal and interest and all costs to which he has been put, 
within one year after the sale of the property by the trustee, 
then, —t the purposes of justice have been answered in 
his cise, and he has nothing of which to complain; he has re- 
ceived all he contracted for; he has received all which, in jus- 
tice and equity, he ought toreceive; and by that means the poor 
person, who was in default for payment in consequence of sick- 
ness or misfortune of some kind or lack of employment, has an 
opportunity within that year to get the money to pay off his 
debt and save the money which he has placed in this little home. 
He ought to have that right. It is but justice that he should 
have thatright; and anything which extinguishes his title sooner, 
anything which extinguishes his title before he is given an oppor- 
tunity to redeem, is unjust to him, unjust to society, and unjust 
even to the creditor himself. . 

That tells the tale of the humble homes in this city [exhibit- 
ing the Washington Post}. Eight thousand four hundred pieces 
of property are now ready to be sold for the nonpayment of taxes, 
running from a few cents to a few dollars. 

There is another important question which ought to be con- 











1894. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


3169 


sidered in this measure, and I call the attention of the Senator | horses were scarce, they used tocall a mule ‘a horse by brevet,” 


from West Virginia to it, whichis, whether a title to real estate 


can be extinguished by a foreclosure of this character—by a | 


mere sale? There is nothing better settled in the constitutional 
jurisprudence of this country than that every man is entitled to 

is day in court before his rights of property can be extin- 
guished. He must have an opportunity to come into court and 
present his case to the courtand havea judgment upon his rights 
before he can be concluded. 

I want to call the attention of the Senator from West Virginia 
to the fact that the great majority of the courts of last resort in 
the States of this Union are holding to-day that a title can not 
be extinguished in this form. 

Mr. HUNTON. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. HUNTON. Does the Senator mean to state to the Senate 
that any State in this Union has decided that a fair and bona 
fide sale under a deed of trust, in strict compliance with the 
terms of that deed, and the sale carried into effect by the exe- 
cution of a deed, does not convey a title to the purchaser? 

Mr. ALLEN. That is exactly what I mean to assert. 

Mr. HUNTON. I should like to see the authority for the 
Senator's assertion. 

Mr. ALLEN. I shall take great pleasure in showing it to the 
Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. HUNTON. Let the Senate see it, too. 

Mr. ALLEN. I mean to assert not only that, but I mean to 
assert that there are States in this Union where there are 
statutes against a title of that kind. 

Mr. EUNTON. That is another thing. 

Mr. ALLEN. There are cases where already courts have de- 


cided against such titles and where State Legislatures have fol- | 
| decree of the court foreclosing the mortgage. 


lowed up the decision by enacting statutes against such titles. 

Mr. HUNTON. Ofcourse, the Legislature of a State can en- 
act such a law, but I am talking about a case where there has 
been a sale under a deed of trust in srtict compliance with its 
terms, and no statute in that State which sets aside that sale; 
that such a sale and sucha conveyance conveys a bona fide title, 
which can not be impugned in any court. 

Mr. ALLEN. I mean to assert exactly that. I say there are 
States in this Union where this precise question has been set- 
tled by the court of last resort, where they held that a sale of 
this kind is not due process of law, and does the Senator from 
Virginia claim that this is due process of law? 

Mr. HUNTON. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. Is there any due process of law in this country 
except where the party has his day in court? Is that not what 
the words‘‘due process of law” mean? They mean that the 

arty must be brought into court, that he must be given a trial 

y jury, if the case be a law action, or by the chancellor, if it be 
a chancery proceeding; and I assert to the Senator from Vir- 
ginia that there are not only courts in one State, but there are 
courts in more than one State in this Union, which have held 
that a sale of property under the terms of a trust deed is not 
‘** due processof law ” where a trust deed is given as security for 
money and where in equity it is a mortgage. 

Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator from Virginia, 
because he is an excellent lawyer, one or two questions. Does 
the form of a conveyance determine the character of the convey- 
ance? Ifitis given as a security for money,is it not a mort- 
gage? If it is an absolute deed, if it is a trust deed in form, or 
whatever the form of the contract may be, if that contract is 
given to secure the payment of money, is it not in equity a 
mortgage? 

Mr. HUNTON. Of course it is. 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly; the Senator from Virginia says it is. 
If it is a mortgage once, is it not a mortgage for all time until 
the equity of redemption of the mortgagor is extinguished? 
How do you extinguish it? You extinguish it by a process of 
foreclosure; and I ask the Senator from Virginia how he is go- 
ing to extinguish the equity of redemption of a mortgagor un- 
less he extinguishes that equity of redemption in court? 

Mr. HUNTON. Iwillanswer the question. We arenot deal- 
ing with a mortgage in this bill; we are dealing with a deed of 
trust. While itis true that the mortgagee has to go into court. to 
foreclose his mortgage, this bill provides for an entirely different 
thing, in the shape of adeed of trust, which does not require the 
parties to go into court merely for the purpose of foreclosing, 
unless there be some other question involved, like the inva- 
lidity or illegality of the debt or its payment, or some fraud 
which will induce the parties to carry it into court. Then a 
deed of trust may be executed as well and as effectually out of 
court as ae decree of a court. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Virginia says this is a deed 
of trust,and not a mortgage. In the days of the war, when 
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but itdid not change the character of the animalatall. So when 
the Senator says this is a trust deed, he issimply sticking in the 
bark. Itisa mortgage, toallintents and purposes. Let me read 
for the benefit of the Senator: 

This deed of trust made this [Jate ‘tween . gran 
the first part 

Mr. HUNTON. From what p ige of the bill does the Senator 

| read? 

Mr. ALLEN. Iread from section 4, on page 3, begin g@ in 
line 4: 
and |the trustee or trustees} of the second part, witnesseth, th t rid 
party (or parties) of the first part, in consideration of the debt heretr tel 
specified doth (or do) convey unto the party (or parti of the secor ort 
the following-described land in the (here insert location and de ip 1 of 
the property | in trust to secure to [the party secured| payment of the sum 
of [|amount) dollars, on account of [here state character of debt} and inter 
est thereon, the said debt and interest being payable according to the t 





and effect of |here insert the number and description of the note o 


bond or bonds, ete. ]. 
That states the language of a mortgage. The purpose of this 
anomalous instrument of conveyance is to secure a debt; it is to 
pledge property to the payment of the debt, accompanied by 
bonds or notes, and whenever itis given forthe payment of a 
debt, pledging property as security for the payment of that 
debt, the Senator from Virginia admits with me that whatever 
name it may have, itamounts inequity tonothing less thana mort 
gage. If it were a deed of full covenants and conveyed an 
lute legal title to the estate, and yet the purpose was to 
the payment of a debt, in equity it isa mortgage. This deed, 
so called, is nothing more thana mortgage, and [ assert that the 
equity of redemption can not be extinguished under that instru- 
ment until the grantor has his day in court and is cutoff by the 


abso- 


ecure 


This is all | desire to say at this time, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICE! The question is on the adop- 
tion of the amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebra 
[Mr. ALLEN}. 


SKU 


Mr. FAULKNER. I hope the amendment of the Senator 
from Nebraska will not be agreed to. All the members of the 
committee are opposed to it. 

Mr. ALLEN. | wish to ask the Senator from West Virginia 


a question, if he will permit me? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Of course. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will not the Senator fix some time in this bill 
for redemption—any reasonable time? 

Mr. FAULKNER. The difference between thedistinguished 

Senator from Nebraska and myself is simply this, that he has 
been in the habit of practicing under a system in which the idea 
of redemption came in. In the District of Columbia and in the 
States of Maryland, Virginia, and West Virginia, which sur- 
round the District, this form of proceeding has always been pur- 
sued, and I am unwilling on a bill of this character to change 
the whole practice of this District in reference to this question. 
I believe it would be detrimental to the interests of the borrow- 
ers of this District to do so; | believe it would increase the diffi- 
culty of their obtaining proper and fair loans: I believe at the 
same time it would have a tendency to depreciate the price of 
property when it is sold under the terms of the deed if a year 
should be given for redemption. 

| believe the eifect of such a provision as that would be to take 
from the property the opportunity of being bid for by legiti- 
mate bidders who desire to own it and transfer into the hands 
of simple speculators in real estateand in the distress of the peo- 
ple, the purchase of that property ata trustees’ sale. No one 
who wanted to live on the property and wanted to own it legiti- 
mately would think for one moment of buying such property and 
receiving a deed, to have it taken from him within six months 
or within twelve months. 

For these reasons, in addition to the fact that there is no sub- 
seguent provision to carry out the theory upon which the Sena- 
tor has offered his amendment, which could avoid the confusion 
necessarily attaching to the records of this District as to the 
chain of title to property, I am compelled to say frankly that | 
do not think the amendment should be adopted. 

Mr. President, if the Senator from Nebraska thinks that the 
practice in this District for years, with no complaint from the 
people of the District, should be changed and made to conform 
to that prevailing in certain States, let the Senator introduce 
a bill and have that bill referred to the appropriate committee, 
the Judiciary Committee, and let them bring in abill which wil! 
in all of its provisions conform one to the other, and make such 


a bill as will not confuse titlesin the Districtof Columbia. That 
is all I ask. . 
The purpose of this bill was really not to change the law, ex- 


cept as to the form of conveyance. That is all there is in this 





sete 
eee 
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bill. In reference to deeds of bargain and sale, in reference to 
deeds of trust, in reference to deeds of release, its object is only 
to simplify the forms and to give them the validity and author- 
ity of law without the common-law proceeding or forms which 
have heretofore been in existence in this District. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a 
question in that connection? 

Mr. FAULKNEI!’. Of course. 

Mr.CHANDLEK. Wasit the intention of the committee that 
conveyances ordinarily in the District of Columbia should not 
contain a covenant against incumbrances or a covenant that the 
grantor is seized and possessed of title? 

Mr. FAULKNER. The covenant of general warranty as con- 
strued by the courts covers that. The only difference is that 
where you make a covenant in presenti, you may be able in a 
special covenant of that character to sue upon it before there 
has been an ouster, which the general warranty and the general 
clause which is usually written in the deed in the same language 
that is used here would not permit you to do until after there 
had been a breach and ouster by the party. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then, about thecovenant against existing 
incumbrances, is it the intention of the committee to have that 
left out of the ordinary conveyance? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Not at all, because any kind of a covenant 
can be put in which the parties choose, and if you put in the 
special covenant to which the Senator refers it gives the pur- 
chaser at once aright to sue under that covenant, even before 
the debt becomes due between the debtor and his creditor. 

Mr. CHANDLER. But unless the special covenant against 
incumbrances is contained in the deed. that right would not 
exist. 

Mr. FAULKNER. For example, under the language of this 
bil), construing what is the meaning of ‘‘ general warranty,” in 
order to bring a suit, if there was a lien upon the property pur- 
chased by deed of trust, that deed of trust would have to be 
enforced and the land sold, and the purchaser from the grantor 
deprived of his possession and title. 

Mr. HOAR. Suppose the grantee had assigned to somebody? 

Mr. FAULKNER. If the grantee had assigned, that would 
be all right; because, having given the general warranty, that 
general warranty as to the title of the property follows with the 
land in the hands of any subsequent purchaser who has such 
warranty from his vendor. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator will allow me a question, I ask 
if the general warranty runs with the land as a benefit whether 
the statute of limitations would apply and prevent an action 
thereon after a time? 

Mr. FAULKNER. A general warranty? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The statute of limitations could neverap- 
ply until after the breach of the warranty. 

Mr. ALLEN. But after a breach of the warranty it runs with 
the land and inures to the benefit of the subsequent purchaser, 
and the right of action upon it becomes limited by the statute 
of limitations, does it not? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I can not state to the Senator what have 
been the judicial decisions in this District with reference to that 

uestion. 
. Mr. HOAR. I should like to put a question to the Senator 
from West Virginia, if the Chair will permit me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from West 
Virginia yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator whether in this 
District a mati can convey a title to real estate of which he is 
disseived at the time of the conveyance? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I suppose by reason of the effect given to 
a deed of bargain and sale that portees he could—I mean there 
would be no lability upon him by reason of the conveyance, un- 
less he had a covenant similar to the one here of a general war- 





ranty. 

Mr. HOAR. It isa very different question whether there is a 
liabilityand whether anything passes. question is whether 
anything passes. In Massachusetts, ifa party is disseized of lard 
he can not convey oe his conveyance is barren; and that 
is the case in many of the old States. [ do not know how itis in 
the new States. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I think that there is no question that that 
is so in all of the States. 

Mr. HOAR. How is it in the District of Columbia? 

Mr.FAULKNER. I thinkit is so here unquestionably. 

Mr. HOAR. Verywell. Then I desire tomakethe criticism — 
and I should like the attention of my friend, the Senator from 
West Virginia—that this provision 
three covenants which are upon what as a common 
covenant, and which are very important, a covenant that the 


oes not provide for two or. 
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| man has a good right to sell, a covenant of freedom from incum- 


brances, and a covenant of seizin, which is pretty nearly the 
It is an- 
other way of saying pretty much the same thing, because it says 
that the general warranty is to be construed to forever warrant 
and defend the title. Now, to forever warrant and defend the 
title is not broken until there is an actual ouster, which may not 
happen for twenty years or fifty years. 

Then the third section provides that a special warranty shall 
be a warranty of the grantor to forever warrant and defend the 
title against the claims and demands of the grantor and those 
claiming under him. Now, if there be an existing mortgage on 
a piece of land which I undertake to convey to the Senator from 
West Virginia, or if I am disseized, or if I have not a good right 
to sell and convey those covenants and I have covenunted that I 
am seized and that I have a good right to sell, and covenanted 
against the incumbrance, they are covenants of present debts 
and they are broken as soon as they are made. 

Now, what is the effect of this bill if it passes? Certainly you 
ought to have aright to bring your suit the moment you dis- 
cover the incumbrance and not to wait twenty or thirty years, 
when the grantor may be insolvent, or dead, or the transaction 
may be gone. Ifa man sells to you with such an incumbrance 
you ought to be able to sue him to-morrow and get the amount 
of incumbrance or damages. If he sells to you, being disseized, 
so that nothing passes, you ought to be able tosue him to-mor- 
row and get damages. tr he sells to you and has not any right 
to sell, you ought to be able to sue him to-morrow. 

Therefore, what is the result of this measure? You have 
either got to write into the deed those special covenants, in 
which you have shortened or simplified the conveyance only one 
word, because you only substitute for the words ‘I will warrant 
and defend” the words ‘“‘ with gereral warranty.” It puts in 
two long words instead of three shortones; thatisall. And you 
have also misled the purchaser, especially if he is not a lawyer, 
into supposing that you have a form of conveyance with war- 
ranty which is adequate to all the ordinary exigencies and re- 
quirements of a conveyance. You will have hundreds of such 
conveyances in this District where the purchaser wil! find out 
that there is a mortgage on the property. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I think I can explain to the Senator that 
the purchaser has insured himself against that situation. 

Mr. HOAR. He has insured himself by getting a contract 
under which the owner or holder of the mortgage may refrain 
from ousting him for fifty years, and can not get any remedy 
unless he goes into a court of equity. You will not have your 
simple common law remedy under the contract for fifty years. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Of course, under this bill —— 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from West Virginia allow 
me to make a suggestion to him? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS, I desire to submit that it is very evident we 
shall not act upon the pending amendment and the passage of 
the bill withouta vea-and-nay vote. There is at leastone reason 
why I hope we shall not come to a yea-and-nay vote this even- 
ing. That being true, if the Senator from West Virginia will 
yield to me, I will move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I should like to answer just one remark 
made by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HARRIS. I simply make the suggestion te the Senator 
from West Virginia. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish the Senator from Tennessee would allow 
me to say one word more on this part of the bill, because I do 
not wish to take the tloor again if I can help it. 

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly; I do so with pleasure. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Nebraska, I understand, pro- 
poses to require in all cases of sale under these mortgages or 
trust deeds, first, that the buyer shall see to the application of 
the purchase money and shall take upon himself all the risks of 
questions as to the proper amount of expenses to be charged, as 
to the validity of claims or incumbrances that are set up, as to 
tax titles, and all the other questiuns that shall arise. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. Let me state my point, and then I will yield to 
the Senator from Nebraska. 

Next, and what is most important, he pro: that there shall 
be a rightof redemption for at least twelve months from the 
time of sale. The result of the Senator’s amendments, especi- 
a the last one, as I humbly oe — will be _ nobod _—_ 

u property at a mortgage sale but a speculator orashark. 
A nen teat 24 his house; ne buys a piece of land and puts a 
house on it, and borrows the money. He is an honest, fodue- 
trious workman, and he gives a age. He gots into diffi- 
culty and can not pay it, and the property has to be sold. No- 
body can buy it if he wants it for a house, because he can not 
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move into it without the danger of having to move out 
any time, in twelve, six,or three months, when the red 
may take ee e. 

Nobody is going to buy it who is going to fit it up for his own 
convenience or comiort. Nobody can buy it who is or 
it to other people as a yan investment, and who wil 
expected when a new tenant goes in to fit it up with w ater ap- 


pil 


plinnces, ov ranges, or with the new necessities for comfort e 
living, of which I dare say the fancy of Senators will suggest 
forty. So I will not say simnen a guise, but under a purpose, an 


honest, a humane purpose to benetit these debtors, the Sent 
from Nebraska might just as well write into the legislation of 
the District of Columbia a provision that whenever a man gives 
a mortgage and his property is to be sold for t bt, t 


Ol 


1e de 


3 debts yr | 


having the interest to get all he can after the payment back to 
himself of the debt, nobody shall buy bat a land shark ora spec- | 


ulaior. I donot myself think that isa good thing for poor house- 


holders. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. ALLEN. Willi the Senator from West Virginia yield to 
me for just a moment? 

Mr. FAULKNER. How long will my friend from Nebraska 
take? 1 wish to allow the Senator from Tennessee to make the 
motion he has indicated. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think I ought to say that the Senator from 
Massachusetts entirely misapprehen: is my position. I did not 
say that the purchaser at the trust sale should take upon him 


self 


all liability as to the correct disbursementof the money. I 


made no remark of that kind, and did not intend that an infer- 
nee of that character should be drawn. I meant simply to say 


th 


.t his liability should remain exactly as itis to-day ate sommon 


law, 1 ‘egardless of the language of the bill. 

One more remark. I wish tosay to the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts thatin the gre it States of the Mississippi Valley where | 
they have these stay laws, and where the ri; cht of redem] ption | 


exists, the rule I mention does not have the effect the Se n vtor 


from Mass chusetts says it has. There are a great many mil- 
lions of people in this country who know that these stay laws, 
and laws for the redemption of property, are very humane and 
operate in furtherance of the ends of justice. Instead of being 
a means toencourage and fatten the moneysharks and the gam- 


bler in money, it has the effect of pe rmitting thousands o f people 
to sive their homes who could not do so otherwise. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. 
ment of the time of the Senate. I wish to explain my under- 
standing of these two covenants. The two covenants under the 
form of the deeds to day are written in the deeds in the language 
in which the bill construes the terms ** general warranty ” and 

‘special warranty:” and the object and purpose of giving the 
meaning to the words general and special warranty, as provided 
in the bill, is simply to save the writing of some forty words in- 
stead of three, as the Senator from Massachusetts su; 

I wish to state further that these covenanis do not in any way 
prevent any additional covenants that are known to leg: ul con- 
veyances for the protection of the rights of the parties to acon 


‘rests. 


tr: ot en that throughout this w! hole section of cou try, in 
the e States surrounding the District, it has g ally been 


given alien construction by the courts, which is ametaeie 
familiar to 1: uwyers and to the purties residing in them. Any 
additional covenant as to seizin, as to prior incumbrance, so as 
to give the party the right of action immediately he ascert 
the covenant has not been complied with by the grantor, may 
be added to the covenant as can be done to-day and as the y 
added to covenants very often to-day. 

The only difference between having that as a part of the gen- 
eral warranty and leaving it as it is to-day is becauso if 
an incumbrance upon the land when sold by the grantor 
purchaser from the grantor can not bring suit against 
— until the incumbrance has been in force and he 

red damages by reason of the enforcement of an ine: 


ains 


are 


there is 
the 
ne 


Aas SUI- 





‘ance 


existing upon the land at the time of his purchase, whereas, un- 
der the covenant suggested by ithe Senator from Massachusetts, 


suit can be instituted at the very moment the purchaser ascer 
tains that there has been a violation on the part of the ; 
of the covenant he has made. 


resident, I shall occupy only a mo- | 


ntor | 


Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator from West Vir- | 


ginia a question? 
Mr. FAULKNER. Certainly. 
Mr. CHANDLER. 
in providing the forms to exciude other covenants, why should 
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of it at | than that ordinarily used in deeds of convey 3. to co the 
smption | suggestions made by himself and the S 
setts, he will find the committee readyat anyt 
an amendment But the covenants to which ’ ; 
1g to let | are so brief in languave that the committee did so 


necessary to proceed to e: 
it would be almost impos 
I now yield to the Se 
Mr. CHANDLER. 
me to offer an amondme 
Ir. HARRIS. Certai 
Mr. CHANDLER. 
and ask that it be read : 
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Senate Mure! A 


mons vr , ! 
PENSION AGENT. 
of Ottawa, Ohio, 
Toh l G. Mitchell, 


te be 
whose 


Americus V. Rice, 
Columbus, Ohio, vice . 
expire April 27, 184. 
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pension agent at 
term of o | 
R\ EYOR i 

WwW 
Califo 


usa, Cal. 
Pratt. ter 


illiam S. Green, of C 
nia, vice William H. 


Or 
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Oney ( 
moneys at 
moved. 

Jeremiah P. Looney, of Fort Morgan, Colo., 
publie moneys at Sterling, C Norman H. 
moved. 


urstarphen, of Denver, C 
Leadville, Calo., vice Wi 


be receiver of pub] 


Thompson, to b 
to be recel\ 


nA 
Vield: 


POSTMAST! 


Creed F. Middlecoff, to be postmaster at Akron, 
of Washington tte of Colorado, in the place 
Irwin, whose commission expired Janvary “1894, 

Julius Pinney, to be posimaster at Willimantic, i 
of Windham and Si Connect , in the 
N. Daniel whose commission ex yired Febr arv 10. 1 yl 

W. P. Anderson, to be postmaster at Palatka, in the 
Putnam and St:te of Florida, in the place of Fre 
son, whose commission expired February 21, 1894. 

George Dyson, to be postmaster at Rushville, in the coun 
Schuyler and State of Illinois, in the place of Theodore J. Hut- 
ton, whose commission expired Mar 1894, 

Mark G. Harris. postmaster at iet, in 


in the county 
David W. 


and Sta of 


i6, 
ient 


ite of pls 


is 
’ 


ierle 


to be Jol 


the county 


Will and State of U linois, in the place of Henry C. Cullom, re- 
siened. 

Wiliam S. Martin, to be postm ster at El Dorado Springs. in 
the county of Cedar and State of Missouri, in the place of K. 
Beardslee, resigne: i 

Robert, S. Jordan, to be postmaster at Jersey City, in the 
county of Hudson and State of New Jersey, in the place of Sam- 
uel Dickinson, whose comn meses expire d December 20, 1503. 

rank H. Lalor, to be postm«ster at Trenton, in the county of 
Mereer and Stite ef New Jersey, in the place of A.C. Yard, 
| whose commission expired December 20, 183. 

W. T. Cheatham, jr., to be posimaster at Henderson, in the 

county ef Vance and State of North Carolina, in the place of 


If it is not the intention of the committes | 
| ef Delaware and State of Ohio, in the place of J 


not the committee submit to hive go into the proposed statute | 


the forms of these covenants, so as to make the stutute a corm- 
plete conveyance? 
Mr. FAULKNER. If the Senator from N 


vew Hampshire can 


Suggest more abbreviated language for these different forms | 


John R. Moss, oe commission expired January 27, 18v4. 
William S. Parks, to be postmaster at Delaware, in the county 
ohn L. Wollley, 


removed. 


William R. Turney, to be postmaster at Greensburg, in the 
county of Westmoreland and State of Pennsylvania, in the place 
of Augustus D. Welty, whose commission expired March 13, 


1894, 
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CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 19, 1894. 
CONSUL-GENERAL. 
James H. Mulligan, of Kentucky, to be consul-general of the 
United States at Apia, Samoa. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE NAVY. 
Montgomery M. Goodwin, a resident of Illinois, to be a chap- 
lain in the Navy. 
PENSION AGENT. 
George M. Adams, of Barboursville, Ky., to be pension agent 
at Louisville, Ky. 
POSTMASTER. : 
James P, Chesney, to be postmaster at Dewitt, in the county 
of Saline and the State of Nebraska. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 20, 1894. 
POSTMASTERS. 
Thomas J. Downey, to be postmaster at Pana, in the county 
of Christian and State of Illinois. 
Cyrus N. Walls, to be postmaster at Taylorville, in the county 
of Christian and State of Illinois. 
Executive nomi: ations confirmed by the Senate March 21, 1894. 
JUSTICE OF THE PEACE. 
Joseph W. Davis, of the District of Columbia, to be justice of 
the peace within and for the District of Columbia. 
POSTMASTERS. 
Isaac R. Stayton, to be postmaster at Allegheny, in the county 
of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania. 
W. Fisk Conrad, to be postmaster at Tyrone, in the county of 
Blair and State of Pennsylvania. 
Eugene C, Protzman, to be postmaster at Portland, in the 
county of Multnomah and State of Oregon. — 
Albert Steinhart, to be postmaster at Greenville, in the county 
of Butler and State of Alabama. 





SENATE. 
THURSDAY, March 22, 1894. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT resumed the chair. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLEs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 1749) to authorize the construction of a bridge over 
the Monongahela River at Glenwood, Pa. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. 5575) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of 
the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for 
other purposes; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 5530) to regulate the 
making of property returns by officers of the Government; and 
it was thereupon signed by the Vice-President. 

REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual re- 
port of the Commissioner of Patents for the calendar year 1893, 
transmitted in compliance with section 494 of the Revised Stat- 
utes; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the 
Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Rev. Silas A. Reederand 
148 other citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., praying that the pream- 
ble to the Constitution of the United States be so amended as to 
recognize the Deity; which was referred to the Committee on 


the Judiciary. 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of Victor Grange, No. 159, 
Patrons 6f Husbandry, of Center County, Pa., praying for the 
passage of the antioption bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of Joseph D. Jones and 10 other 
citizens of Pennsylvania, praying that fraternal society and col- 
lege journals be admitted to the mails as second-class matter; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


Roads, 
Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented a petition of the Longshore- 
men’s Union of Detroit, Mich., praying for the governmental 
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control of the telegraph service; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offlices and Post- Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Knights of the Grip, of 
Grand Rapids, Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation 
authorizing the issuance of 5,000-mile railroad tickets; which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of Encampment No, 118, 
Union Veteran Legion, of Zanesville, Ohio, praying that pen- 
sions be granted based upon the length of service of soldiers; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HIGGINS. On behalf of the senior Senator from New 
York (Mr. HILL], who is necessarily absent, and at his request, 
I present a memorial of business men of New England remon- 
strating against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill. I move 
that the memorial lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin presented a petition of the 
Manitowoc ( Wis.) Building and Loan Association, praying for 
the passage of the clause in the Wilson tariff bill relating to 
we and loan associations; which was ordered to lie on the 

e. 

He also presented sundry memorials of cigar manufacturers of 
Milwaukee, Racine, Oshkosh, and Eau Claire, all in the State of 
Wisconsin, remonstrating against an increase of the internal- 
revenue tax on cigars; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Alpha Council, No. 43, Royal 
Arcanum, of Milwaukee, Wis., and sundry petitions of citizens 
of Sheboygan Falls and Elkhorn, in the State of Wisconsin, 
praying that fraternal society and college journals be admitted 
to the mails as second-class matter; which were referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the Jewett & Sherman Com- 
pany, of Milwaukee, Wis., remonstrating against any change in 
the present duty on coffee and chicory, which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Milwaukee, 
Monroe, Lacrosse, Sheboygan, and Waupaca, all in the State of 
Wisconsin, remonstrating against an increase of the tax on dis- 
tilled spirits: which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the common council of Clinton- 
ville, Wis., praying that an appropriation of $100,00) be made 
for the completion of the harbor at Oconto, Wis.; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Pfisterand Vogel Leather 
Company and sundry other leather manufacturers of Milwaukee, 
Wis., remonstrating against a reduction of the duty on leather; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 182, of 
Madison, Wis., and a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 25, 
of Milwaukee, Wis., remonstrating against an increase of the 
ee tax on cigars; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. BLANCHARD presented a memorial of sundry cork man- 
ufacturers of New Orleans, La., and a memorial of sundry citi- 
zens of Gouldsboro and Algiers, La., remonstrating against the 
passage of the Wilson tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. BATE presented the petition of F. H. Fisk and sundry 
other citizensof Nashville, Tenn., praying that fraternal society 
and college journals be admitted to the mails as second-class 
matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Ofiices and 
Post-Roads. 

Mr. MCMILLAN presented a memorial of the Central Labor 
Union of Bay City, Mich., and a memorial of the Cigar Makers’ 
Union of Jackson, Mich., remonstrating against an increase of 
the internal-revenue tax on cigars; which were ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Union 
No. 33, of Indianapolis, Ind., remonstrating against an increase 
of the internal-revenue tax on cigars; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. HARRIS presented a petition of Jackson Division, No. 
149, Order of Railway Conductors, of Jackson, Tenn., praying 
for the passage of the antioption bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of Lodge No. 74, An- 
cient Order of United Workmen, of Sturgeon, Boone County 
Mo., and a petition of sundry citizens of West Plains, Howell 
County, Mo., praying that fraternal society and college journals 
be admitted to the mails as second-class matter; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. VILAS presented the petition of H. H. Virgin and sundry 
other citizens of Plattevi'le, Wis., praying that fraternal college 
and society journals be admitted to the mails as second-class 
matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 
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He also presented the memorial of George M. Breakey and E. 
S. Agnew, of Alma Center, Wis., remonstrating against an in-, 
crease of the tax on distilled spirits; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 
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He also presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Union No. | 


182, of Madison, Wis., remonstrating against an increase of the 
internal-revenue tax on cigars; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 


was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and orde: ed to 
be printed. 
PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND RE LED. 


On motion of Mr. POWER, it was 







Ordered, That the papers relating to Senate | : r 
the payment of an account to W. F. Niedringhaus, contra r for ng 
beef to the Ind , pending in the Pifty-second Con » wi Awn 
from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on it \ ‘irs 

| of the House of Re} resentatives 


Mr. LODGE presented the memorial of Hugo L. Flohr and | 
150 other employés of Wait & Bond, cigar manufacturers, of | 


Boston, Mass.,remonstrating againstan increase of the internal- 
revenue tax on cigars; which was ordered to lie on the teble. 

He also presented the petition of Charles F. Perkins and 24 
other members of the Francis Higginson Colony, No. 100, United 
Order of Pilgrim Fathers, praying that fraternal society and 
college journals be admitted to the mails as second-class mat- 
ter; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Oflices and 
Post-Roads. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. 450) for the relief 
of Bryan Tyson, submitted an adverse report thereon; which 
was agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred a petition of citizens of California, praying for the 
passage of the bill to amend the Indian depredation act, asked 
to be discharged from its further consideration and that it be 
referred to the Committee on Indian Depredations; which was 

reed to. 

Mr. CALL. Iam instructed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4858) making appro- 
priations for fortifications and other works of defense, for the 
armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for 
trial and service, and for other purposes, to report it with 
amendments. I give notice that I shall endeavor to call up the 
bill for consideration on Tuesday. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Meanwhile the bill will be placed 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. ROACH, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1532) to ratify and confirm an agreement 
with the Southern Ute Indians in Colorado, and to make the 
necessary appropriations for carrying the same into effect, re- 
ported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
whom was referred an amendment submitted by himself Febru- 
ary 28, 1891, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill, reported it favorably without amendment, and 
moved that it, with the accompanying papers, be printed and 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations; which was agreed 
to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas introduced a bill (S. 1803) author- 
izing the construction of a wagon road on the Hoopa Valley In- 
dian Reservation, in the State of California, and making appro- 
priation therefor; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 1804) for the correction of 
the military record of Patrick Moss; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas introduced a bill (S. 1805) authoriz- 
ing and directing the Secretary of the Interior to examine cer- 
tain claims of persons who owned or occupied buildings on the 
Hot Springs Mountain Reservation, which had been condemned 
by the Hot Springs Commission and afterwards burned, and to 
fix a reasonable value for each of said buildings from the evi- 
dence now on file in the Interior Department; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. RANSOM introduced a bill (S. 1806) for the relief of the 
Cape Fear Steamboat Company; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1807) for the relief of Thomas S. 
Lutterloh; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 1808) to amend the act 
of June 22, 1892, entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the construction 
of a bridge across the Missouri River at the city of Yankton, S. 
Dak.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 70) 
to authorize the subtreasury at New York to receive certain 
moneys for the Cherokee Indians: which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


AMENDMENT TO APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which 











DEATH OF LOUIS KOSSUTH. 
Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolutions, whic! 
considered by unanimous consent, and unanimously agreed t 


Resolved, That the Senate of the United States has heard with deep regret 
the death of Louis Kossuth, the illustrious patriot and lover of liberty 
ormerly the guest of the American people 

Resolved, That the Vice-President be requested to commu ut ‘ 
spectful condolence of the Senate to the family of the deceased 


SIMULATION 


[ submit « resolution and ask its adoption 
is read, as follows: 


OF COINS. 
Mr. SHERMAN. 
The resolution w: 


ae 
LEB OLVE 


d, That the Committee on the Judiciary is instructed to examine 
and report whether the simulation of coins of the United State sof 
the same weight, metal, and fineness, except as anthorized by law made 
criminal by the acts defining and punishing the counterfeiting of « s of 
the United States, or of other countries, and if not to report a bill to pre 
vent and punish such simutation 

Mr. SHERMAN. My attention has been called to a possible 
defect in the law with respect to counterfeiting us to whether it 
would embrace the simulation of coins by putting in a counter- 
feited or simulated cointhe exact weight, metal, and fineness re- 


quired for a genuinecoin. Doubts have beensuggested 
pupers as to whether the existing statutes cover such « case. 
My own opinion, hastily formed, is that the existing liw con- 
tained in sections 5457 and 5461 of the crimes statute will cover 
the case. Still doubts have been expressed about it, and to show 
that the inguiry is imminent, I ask leave to have read a tel 
gram which [ cut from a newspaper, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read 


in news- 


is } 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
SEARCHING FOR A PRIVATE MINT—IT HAS COINED HALF A MILLION AND 

HAS MADE BIG PROFITS FROM SEIGNIORAGE 
OMAHA, NEpR., hig 

Four special Treasury secret-service men, in addition to the regular force 
employed at division headquarters and the forces of the United St mar 
shal's office, are working in Omaha an vicinity to unearth a pris 1int 


which is allezed to have turned out over a half million standard si 


lars, using the same amount of silver and alloy as the Governmen! rhe 
plant has been in operation some time, and, itis said, itis impossible to detect 
the difference between the money made by the counterfelters and the i 
ine turned out by the Federal mints. The profits of the gang are made from 
the seigniorage. which is said to give to the makers a rake-off of 51 « 3 on 
each dollar made. 

Mr.SHERMAN. lIask for the present consideration of the 


resolution. ‘There can be no objection to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none, and the 
question is on agreeing to the same. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Ohio is not audible on this 
side of the Chamber. I should like to know from what p 
the extract which has been read was taken. . 

Mr. SHERMAN. I cut it from the Cincinnati Commercial. 

Mr. ALLEN. It is simply a press dispatch? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I cut it from the Cincinnati Commercial of 
yesterday or day before yesterday. I can not hear the Senator 
from Nebraska very well. 

Mr. ALLEN. He simply clipped a press dispatch from some 
newspaper? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes: it is a press dispatch from Omaha, 
stating what had been done by certain oflicers of the United 
States in the endeavor to detect and prevent this crime. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from Ohio if 
he has any other evidence showing a violation of the law in this 
respect aside from that contained in the dispatch which has 
been read? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; I have seen the statement in other 
papers. The fact is well known that in France, Great Britain, 
and Germany the same thing is being done with their minor 
coins. Their laws no doubt punish it as counterfeiting. It is 
counterfeiting, and it ought to besopunished. I think myself, 
under the statute as it now stands it is sufticiently covered, but 
I can see that there are points probably which no one con- 
templated at the time the law was passed. The law was passed 
in 1366, and it contemplated a disparity of metal in the two 
coins. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The resolution is all right. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Ohio if 
he proposes to confine the inquiry to subsidiary or token coin- 
age like the nickel coinage, or if the principal offense be in 
counterfeiting our legal-tender coins of silver. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. My impression is that section 5162 is con- 
fined to the minor coins, as they are called; that it does not em- 
brace the fractional coins which are parts of the silver dollar. 
As a mitter of course in 1866 when the law was passed there was 
no difference in the intrinsic value of the different metals, and 
therefore there was no occasion for a specification in the law. 
The law was undoubtedly passed to protect the minor coins, 
cents, etc., but I am inclined to think that the language is broad 
enough to cover the dollar as weil. 

Mr. HOAR, Itseems to me itis a rather remarkable com- 
mentary upon our national system of coinage, having a little of 
the comic element in it, that we are obliged to introduce meas- 
ures to make it a crime to furnish the people of the United States 
with coined money of full weight and fineness, Perhaps, how- 
ever, it may be necessary. Idefer to my honorable friend in this 
as in all matters connected with finance, but it would seem that 
if most of the financial arguments which have been made in this 
body for the last two years on both sides of the question are 
sound it would be a good thing to multiply all the coins of full 
weight and fineness, Still 1 do not propose to interfere with the 
Senator's resolution. 

Mr. MANDEKSON, I have no objection to the resolution. 
I simply desire to say that I have read, as [ presume most Sena- 
tors have read, the rumor ofthe coinage of a vast number, per- 
haps half a million silver dollars imitating the silver dollar of 
the Government and perhaps of equal value with it except that 
it has not the stamp of the Government. I do not believe it can 
be possible that under the law there is no way of reaching one 
who coins the money of the United States Government, and 
places upon it that which imitates the coinage of the Govern- 
ment but if there is any doubt on that question of course it 
should be investigated and a statute should quickly be passed to 
cure that de‘ect. 

As far as the rumor is concerned I do not believe there is any- 
thing in it. My confidence in the community in which I live 
would lead me to suppose that no members of it could be guilty 
of an act of this character, although we are very anxious west of 
the Missouri River for an increase of the circulating medium of 
the country. 

Mr. STEWART. When coinage was suspended in India it 
was predicted that there would be a large amount of rupees 
coined on private account not only in India, but.all over the 
East. [ understand that there has been a mint established at 
Bombay to coin Mexican dollars. Undoubtedly this business 
will go on in some countries. In order to make it effective and 
destroy silver entirely it will be to have an interna- 
tional agreement and a universal crim law before this evil 
ean be reached. It has been disoussed a great deal. The mat- 
ter is so important, and it is so necessary, if we are going to en- 
force such a law, to have an international agreement, that I 
think the resolution had better lie over until we can have time 
to consider it ia all its branchesand in its bearings everywhere. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objections to striking out the in- 
structions, altheugh I think it is right to have the opinion of 
the Committee en the Judiciary on the subject. What is the 
objection made? I did not hear it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nevada objects 
to the present consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very weil; I have no objection to letting it 

0 over. 
: The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over under 
the rule. 


SIOUK INDIAN FUNDS. 


Mr. ALLEN submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed 
to inform tne Senate what sums of money, if any, have been paid out by the 
United States, to what band of Indians paid, and when d, er and 
‘by virtue of the stipulations of the treaty of 1836 and 1851 with the Wahpay- 
kootay and Medaywakantoans bands of Sioux Indians; the former treat; 
having been e at St. Peters, Minn., and proclaimed February 18, 1837, 
and the latter treaty been made at Mendota, Minn., A t 5, 1851, 
and proc . 1853. Also, Whatsums have been , to whem, 
and when paid, under a treaty with the same Indians made at the city of 
Washington June 19, 1858,and proclaimed March 31, 1859; and also to inform 
the Senate what sums would now be due under such treaties, if the same 
were in force, sum or sums would be due to what was a portionof 
said bands of indians, but now known as the Santee Sioux Indians residing 
at this time on the Santee Agency, in the State of Nebraska, as near as the 

‘pame can be ascertained. 


THE FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES. 
Mr. TELLER submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved. That the Committee on the Five Civilized Tribes of Indians, or 
any subcommittee thereef appointed by its chairman, is hereby instructed 
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to inquire into the present condition of the five civilized tribes of Indians 
and of the white citizens dwelling among them, and the legislation required 
and appropriate to meet the needs anu welfare of such indians; and for that 
purpose to visit Indian Territory, to take testimony, have power to send for 
persons and papers, and examine witnesses under oath; and shall report 
the result of such inquiry, with recommendations for legislation; the actual 
expenses of such inquiry to be paid on approval of the chairman out of the 
contingent fund of the Senate. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 
_ Mr. GORMAN. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day 
it be to meet on Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R.5575) making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
18¥5, and for other purposes, was read twice by its title and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE BUILDING. 


Mr. VEST. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill to provide additional ac- 
commodations for the Government Printing Office. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 1462) to pro- 


bn additional accommodations for the Government Printing 
ce. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the 


amendment proposed by the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. 
CAREY]. 


Mr. LPH. Let the amendment be read. . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out all after the 
enacting clause of the bill, and in lieu thereof to insert: 


That the Secrevary of the Treasury bs, nd he is hereby, empowered and 
instructed to purchase for and in the name of the United States, for the site 
of the Government Printing Office, by direet negotiation with the owners, 
the south half of square 673, containing about 213,515 square feet, and bounded 
astollows: T'wo hundre: and seventy-three and one-fourth feet fronting on 
North Capitol street. alung the same from the intersection of L street there- 
with to at is calle’’ Pierce or Babcock street; thence east along the same, 
extending thru .~’ ‘ae said square for 782} feet to First street; thencesouth 
eo street for 273} feet to L street; thence west along the same for 
TBR tto point of beginning; or, fai} to secure such described property 
by negotiation with the owners or asatisfactory title thereto, as may be ap- 
proved by the Attorney-General of the United States, he is hereby empow- 
ered and directed to secure the same by condemnation proceedings, as pro- 
vided in the actapproved June 25, 1890, to authorize the acquisi of cer- 
parcels of real estate embraced in square numbered 323 of the city of 


ashington to provide an mp site for a city post-office: Provided, That 
the said south half of square shall be uired at a cost not exceedin 
the money a priated in the sundry civil appropriation act, a vi 


August 30, , to provide accommodations for the Government Printing 
Office, hereby made available for the object of this act; and the Treasurer 
of the United States is hereby authorized and directed, upon the requisi- 
tion of the said Secretary, to pay the purchase, or, into court, the condem- 
nation price of such ty. 

SxKo. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury, as soon as such site shall be 
acquired, wiil cause the Supervising Architect, with the advice of the Pub- 
‘tic Printer, to prepare the requisite 4 soa for a Government printing estab- 
lishment, fireproof ail the way, which shall be fully equal to the prompt 
and efficient performance of the work now required by the Government, 
and such plans to be so arranged as to admit progressive extensions, as 
the growing demand upon the establishment may, from time to time, come 
to acquire; and on account of the construction of such portion of the build- 
ings of such piant as shall be deemed necessary for the present, #250;000 is 
hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 


Sec. 3. This act shall be in force from its passaye. 


Mr. QUAY. LIunderstand the amendment pending is one of- 
fered by the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY] some time 
ago in my behalf during my absence, which authorizes the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to purchase what in the discussion here- 
tofore on this floor has been known as the Mahone lot. 

Mr. VEST. I understand the amendment covers the Carroll 

rty. 
Tae. SHERMAN. Certainly the description as read covers 
the Mahone lot. 

Mr. DOLPH. I understand the amendment of the Senator 
from Wyoming, which has been read, was introduced on behalf 
of tne Senator from Pennsylvania | Mr. Quay}. 

Mr. QUAY. Iwas not present when the question was here- 
tofore considered by the Senate—— 

Mr. VEST. The Senatorfrom Wyoming introduced an amend- 
ment on his own accouut, proposing to select the Carroll prop- 
erty, a8 it is known, southeast from the Capitol. 

Me. DOLPH. * Which amendment is pending? 

Mr. VEST. Then the Senater from Wyoming, at the request 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania, submitted an amendment, 
which embraces what is known as the Mahone lot. The pend- 
ing amendment, I understand, refers to the Carroll property. 

Mr. CAREY. I think I offereu the first amendment on 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania, after having received a note 
from him. Then {offered an amendment on my own account 
for the purchase of what is known as the Carrell property. As 
I understand, the aznendment which has just been read is the 
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amendment I offered on behalf of the Senator from Pennsyl- | 
vania, 

Mr. DOLPH. For the purchase of the Mahone lot? 

Mr. CAREY. For the selection of the Mahone lot. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. QUAY. Is the question now being taken on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Wyoming offered in my behalf or upon 
his own amendment? 

Mr. CAREY. On the amendment I offered on behalf of the 
Senator. 

Mr. DOLPH. One further inquiry. I should like to ask the 
Senator from Pennsylvania if the provisions of the amendment 
for condemnation and the construction of a building are similar 
to those of the bill itseli? 

Mr. QUAY. Ithinkso. My understanding is that this amend- 
ment is offered as a substitute fer the bill reported by the Com- 
mitiee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and is exactly the 
proposition which was so ably supported in the last Congress by 
the Senator from Missouri{Mr. Vest], the present chairman of 
that committee. If I am in error in this statement he will cor- 
rect me. The bill supported at the present time by the distin- 
guished chairman of the Commiitee on Publie Buildings and 
Grounds is the one which he so ably opposed in that Congress. 

Mr. DOLPH. The amendment involves simply the question 
of a site? 

Mr. QUAY. Ofasite. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the amendment now proposed by 
the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Carey} on behalf of the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY] does not contain the pro- 
visions in the substitute reported by the Committee on Pu 
Buildings and Grounds. The amendment of the Senator from | 
Pennsylvania leaves out entirely the provision in regard to the 
construction of the building under the supervision of the Chief 
of Engineers, Gen. Casey. It simply provides for the purchase 
of a site, and is the same as the bill which, as the Senator from 
Pennsylvania is pleased to observe rather facetiously, was sup- 
ported by me at.a former session of Congress. If it affords the | 
Senator any pleasure to allude to that fact he is entirely wel- | 
come to it. 

I have given my ressons for making the report of the commit- 
tee in favor of a differentsite. The circumstances have entirely 
changed, as I had oce:sion to remark before. We have been | 
warned by a terrible disaster in an insufficient building, occu- | 
pied and owned by the Government in a diiferent part of the | 

| 
| 


ic 


city, that a recurrence of such a disaster must beavoided. It is 
of the essence of this discussion that we should as soon as possi- 
ble provide accommodations for the people in the Public Print- | 
ing Office, who are to-day suffering not only discomfort, but 
who are threatened with actual danger. 

Mr. President, permit me to call the attention of the Senate 
to one single fact. The Senator from Wyoming told us several 
days ago that if we selected either the Mahone site or what is 
known as the Carroll site, both of which are entirely vacant, a 
building sufficient to accommodate the Public Printing Office 
could be put up in afew months. Mr. President, unless we pos- 
sessed an Aladdin's lamp, our experience -teaches us that noth- | 
ing of the sort could be done. We commenced the construc ion 
of the city post-office here in June, 18:0,and weare now barely up to 
the second story. Wecommenced the construction of the build- 
ing for the Congressional Library over five years ago, and Sen- 
ators can look at it to-day and see what progress has been mide, | 
though the work has been pressed by Gen. Casey as rapidly as 
possible. 

Iam warranted by my experience, and other Senators know | 
that it is a fact, that to commence the construction of a building 
ab initio for the Public Printing Office will take from three to 
five years. If it were a private undertaking of course it would 
be different; but under the system adopted in regard to public 
buildings, where it is made the interest of every workman and | 
contractor to protract the building as long as possible, it takes | 
from two to three or five times as long to put up a building for 
the United States Government as for private parties. 

If Senators want to take the responsibility in the face of the 
recommendations of the Publie Printer, in the face of our past 
experience, of keeping 2,500 or 3,000 employ.s in a dangerous 
and insufficient building, when we can give them relief under | 
the bill of the committee inside of six months, let them do it. 

Icare for no charge of inconsistency. I have done my duty | 
honestly. After examining every site, after considering the con- | 
dition of the Treasury, and, more than all, considering the con- | 
dition of the employés in the old Printing Office, I am entirely | 
satisfied with what [ have done. 

Mr. STEWART. I am very much impressed with the neces- | 
sity for speedy action in securing a new Printing Office build- | 
ing. That is the reason why I am in favor of the Mahone lot. | 
The ground proposed to be purchased at the old site is covered 
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with buildings, and it would take considerable time before c 
eould be commenced on any new structur t may ques 
tion, too, whether there will not be consid le time ¢ i 
in getting a foundation in that low id. The 3 
free from obstruction: a good foundation can be easily mada 
there upon hard ground; while before the old débris can bo 
taken from the land surrounding the present Printing Oice 
and work started a new building might be well under way on 
the Mahone lot. One of my principal reasons for getti \ 
ground is that a good foundation may bo secured on land which 
has practically settled, where the b ilding can be conmenced 
immediately and prosecuted vigorously witaout any obstru ‘tion. 
Mr. BUTLER. Is there not another reason, if the Senator 


will allow me, and that is that the Government printing may go 
| 


‘ 


on in the old Printing Office until the new building can be com 


pleted on the Mahone lot, so that there will be no delay in the 
publ c business. 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly; the public printing can proceed 
if any new site is selected. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like to make another inquiry. Is it 


not impossible or the ground adjacent to the p: 
Office to secure the 40 feet required for a public b 
for the use of the Governmen [ unde 


‘es ‘nt Printing 
ilding erected 
stand the policy of the 


t? 


Government is not to erect a public building within 40 feet of 
any other building. If I understand the dimensions of ground 
around the old Priuting Office, a building there would have to 
come almostincontact with other buildings and with the street, 
which would be avoided, I understand, by adopting the Mahone 


lot. : 
Mr. STEWART. If it is a necessity tohavethe Public Print- 


ing Office at the old site, the Government ought to buy the en- 
tire block. There is no doubt about that. To have the build- 
ing cramped in there will not answer for allfuture time. There 
is not land enough in the proposed purchase, and it willinvolve 


a greater purchase. Besides,on recurring to the question of ex- 
pedition, if laborers are employed in tearing down the old build- 
ings and preparing to erect new structures about the Printing 
Ottiea, it will interfere with the operations of the Printing Of- 
fice much more than would be the case at a short distince from 


there, where their work would not disturb the employ. s of the 
Government. It would make it exceedingly uncomfortable for 
the employs during the hot weather to have the buildi torn 
down, and it would interfere with the work of the Printing Of- 
fice. The dust, etc., there would be a great nuisance while the 
building is being constructed. If a new building is constructed 
on the Mahone lot, when you get a portion of it constructed it 
can be made immediately available, as well as on the | nt 
site. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator be kind enough toanswer mea 

| question. if he pleases? 

Mr. STEWART. ¢ will answer it, if I can do so. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator give me his opinion as to how 
long it would take to put up a building for occupation on the 
Mahone lot, commencing from the foundation up? 

Mr. STEWART. I think that it could be done much more 
expeditiously there than at any other place. It seems to me if 


there was businessskill brought to bear upon it a sufficient build 
ing might be erected very speedily to receive the heavy ma 
chinery. That need not b2 delayed until the entire structure is 
erected. The trouble about the building down here is that the 
use of heavy machinery is liable to knock it all down at any time 
and probably create a great catastrophe 

Now, in an emergency like this it seems to me the Govern- 
ment might construct a sufficient building, or a portion of the 
building, where the heavy machinery can be put with expedi- 
tion, much quicker on the Mahone lot than at any other place. 
Besides, the Mahone lot is cheaper when you take into consid- 
eration the quantity of land and the accommodations there. It 
is more suitable. There is room there for all time. 

I believe it is the general opinion of those who have visited 
all these places, that the Mahone lot is the most desirable of all, 
I have been thoroughly convinced of that, not only by personal 
observation, but from observationof the debates that have taken 

lace in the Senate, and I see no good reason to change my opin- 
ion. In point of cheapness, in point of sufficient land for ae- 
commodations for all time, and in point of expedition I believe 


| the Mahone lot has a decided advantage over any other place 


which has been suggested. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President. in reply to the suggestion of the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] in regard to the oc 
cupation of the old building while a building on the Mahone lot 
is being erected, I call the attention of the Senate to a letter of 
the Public Printer, which was read in the preceding debate, 
dated August 11, 1893, and addressed to the Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. GorMAN], who is chairman of the Printing Commit- 
tee. Mr. Palmer, the Public Printer, recommends the erection 
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of a building which can be finished inside of six months, and 
which will give absolute relief to the present Printing Office and 
remove all danger to be apprehended from its present condition. 
In concluding the letter he says: 


When a building shall be erected which will cover the whole of the pro- 
gone new site, the H street and North Capitol street wings (which are be- 
jleved to be the only portions of the presentstructure which are unsafe) can 
then be torn down and rebuilt. The Government will then have a building 
which will be of sufficient capacity to meet its needs for many years tocome. 
The proposition we now make is to put up a building inside of 
six months which will give absolute security and remove the 
chance of disaster which is now threatening the employésin the 
present building. But if the Senate chooses to take the respon- 
sibility of keeping the employ<s there until a large structure 
can be put up elsewhere, then Senators must assume that respon- 
sibility for themselves. Here is a report of a public oificer that 
the public printing building is insecure and dangerous. We 
know what has happened in this city within the immediate past, 
when lives were sacrificed and employés of the Government 
maimed by the insecurity of a public building which was occu- 
pied against all the laws and rules that should govern the pres- 
ervation of human life. 

We are asked now under personal solicitations to take this 
risk as to the public printing building, and to disregard the 
question whether those 3,000 people are to be kept in that inse- 
cure building in order to purchase ground elsewhere. 

There is another consideration that I have never urged here, 
but which with me has some weight. Many of the employés of 
the Government Printing Office have their little homes around 
the present Printing Office site. They own them and an 
them, and they would be compelled to give them up or else 
ae to the inconvenience and expense of making their way 
each day to their work at a distance from where they live. 

Again, the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] arguedagainst 
the lot which has been selected by the House of Representa- 
tives, immediately contiguous to the Baltimore and Ohio Rail- 
road, because, he said, the locomotives running along thatroad 
would attract the attention of the employés, and the smoke and 
ashes and sparks would render the building not only uncomfort- 
able, but dangerous. The Mahone lot has a branch of the Met- 
ropolitan Railroad running along its eastern line ar as the 
main branch of the Baltimore and Ohio runs along the lot sub- 
mitted to us by the House of Representatives. The very same 
argument applies to one as to the other. If we adopt the pres- 
ent site, the expenditure is very inconsiderable; the relief is im- 
mediate; all the mains for gas and water purposes are already 
avilable, and I say deliberately that in my judgment under 
present exigencies it is all we can do. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator from Missouri aques- 
tion before he sits down? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not remember the figures which were 
brought into the Senate in some former discussion, but if Iam 
right in my recollection the present Public Printer stated, in 
connection with two other commissioners, that 150,000 square 
feet of ground would be required for this public building. 
Now he says in this letter that the amount of land which will be 
secured by the purchase he proposes, 54,000 square feet, will run 
it up to 115,246 square feet. 

Then he pro s to add 12,535 square feet, covered by two 
alleys, one 30 feet wide, running east and west, and the other 14 
feet wide, running from the 30-foot alley south to Gstreet. That 
would make about 137,000 square feet. I have been under the 
impression that the reports heretofore have stated that not less 
than 150,000 square feet of ground would be enough for this pub- 
lic building. 1 understand the Public Printer now comes in and 
recommends a smaller amount of ground. I do not quite under- 
stand that, if it is a fact. 

Mr. VEST. There was a statement of that sort, as I recollect, 
when the Public Printer, in connection with the Architect of 
the Capitol and the Secretary of the Treasury, made a report in 
favor of what is known as the baseball lot. But the Public 
Printer has since changed his opinion in regard to the matter, 
and he makes the recommendation contained in this letter, «nod 
is of the opinion that the quantity of land here stated is sufficient. 

I wish to state, in rent to another suggestion of the Senator 
from South Carolina which I neglected to notice, in regard to 
the 40 feet upon the western portion of this proposed site, if the 
recommendation of the committee be adopted the 40 feet, if 
necessary, can be obtained at a very inconsiderable expense. 
The property there is not atall high priced, and $10,000, certainly 
not exceeding $12,000, would buy the additional 40 feet if itshould 
be thought necessary to obtain it. 

Another argument in favor of the present site is that there is 
an immense area of very cheap ground, relatively cheap, which 
can be obtained by the Government at any time. 
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I wish to state now, although I do not desire to violate any 
parliamentary rule at all, that,in my judgment, it is simply im- 
possible to secure the assent of the cojrdinate branch of Con- 
gress to the purchase of the Mahone lot. They have deliber- 
ately put their judgment upon the lot which is immediately 
north of the Capitol and near the Baltimore and Ohio depot. 
The Mahone lot was fully discussed in the joint committee; it 
was visited twice by us; all the arguments were considered, and 
I will state frankly that with very great reluctance I gave up my 

| opinion in favor of that lot as heretofore expressed. But the 
necessity for immediate relief and the necessity for economy in 
| expenditure, in the present condition of the Treasury of the 
United States, outweighed with me every other consideration. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand the proposition of the Senator 
from Missouri is to patch up the old building. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator treme South Carolina is entirely mis- 

taken. If he had done me the honor to read my report he would 
have seen there is nothing of that sort proposed. 

Mr. HARRIS. MayI ask the Senator from Missouri what 
lot it is the Public Printer recommends? The Senator refers to 
a letter from the Public Printer, but I did not hear it. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator from Tennessee will listen to the 
letter from the Public Printer he will see to what I have re - 
ferred. Iask the Secretary to read it, although it has been 
read before. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


OFFICE OF THE PUBLIC PRINTER, 
Washington, D. C., August 11, 1893. 


Srr: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your favor of the 3d 
ultimo, suggesting that I ascertain if it is possible to secure an option upon 
sufficient eee in the same block in which the present Government 
Printin: fice is located to meet the requirements for additional rooms. 

In rep I have to state that options have been secured, covering ground 
facing North Capitol and G streets, which, added to that already owned by 
the United States on G street, will equal the area of the present Govern- 
ment Printing Office site. This ground, comprising about 54,000 square feet, 
is shown by the blue tint on the eer at drawing, and is offered, with 
all the improvements thereon, for the sum of 3175,000. 

Tho Architect of the Capitol estimates that to construct on this ground, 
to meet immediate necessities, a five-story building, 60 by 175 feet, frontin: 
on North Capitol street, the floors to be of iron beams and brick arches, an 
the roofs supported by iron rafters, will cost $107,000; and for a six-story 
buiiding, having the same ground dimensions, $126,000. 

I respectfully recommend that this ground be purchased, and a six-story 
building, 60 by 175 feet. fronting on North Capitol street, be erected. Sucha 
building will afford floor space equal to seven-eighths of that of the H street 
wing of the present building. This building, itis believed, will give imme- 
diate relief, and ata future time Congress can make an appropriation to 
erect a building on the remainder of the ground thus 

Should this purchase be made, the total area of the Government Printing 
Office site will then be 115,246 square feet. There should be added to this 
12,533 square feet, covered by two alleys, one 30 feet wide, running east and 
west, and the other i4 feet wide, running from the 30-foot alley south to G 
street. I would recommend that the latter alley be closed and added to the 
proposed building site. The other should remain open for a driveway and to 
supply necessary light and ventilation. 

The act of August 30, 1890, appropriated $250,000 for a site for the Govern- 
ment Printing Office. I respectfully recommend that this appropriation 
be made available, with an additional appropriation of $51,000, to be made 
immediately available, for the purchase of the site and erection of the build- 
ing referred to. 

hen a building shall be erected which will cover the whole of the pro- 

sed new site, the H street and North Capitol street wings (which are be- 
lieved to be the only portions of the present structure which are unsafe) 
ean then be torn down and rebuilt. The Government will then have a build- 
ing which wil! be of sufficient capacity to meet its needs for many years to 


urchased. 


ss tfull 

ery res u ’ 
ee F. W. PALMER, Pubiic Printer. 
Hon. A. P. GORMAN, 


Chairman Committee on Printing, United States Senate. 


Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I have understood that in the 
discussion of this measure it was alleged that the report of the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds reflected the unan- 
imous judgment of the committee. I rise to correct that im- 
pression. Thereportcertainly is not in accordance with my judg- 
ment; it certainly is not in accordance with the judgment of the 
Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREy], nor with that of the Sen- 
ator from Ohio [+fr. Brice]. Isuppose it represents the opinio - 
of the majority of the committee, and the majority only. lu 
other words, it is not a unanimous report, although there were 
no views of the minority submitted. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, one of the few matters 
for personal congratulation in connection with the pending bill, 
so far as I am concerned, is that I do not feel the grave sense of 
responsibility which was imposed upon me when this matter has 
been up in its differentforms heretofore. Iam glad that so able 
an advocate of that which is best is now in charge of the bili; 
and the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] has not only my 
congratulations that the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds have assumed control of this matter, but I feel like ex- 
tending to him at the same time a little of my sympathy, for 
he knows now how it is himself. 

For the last ten years the danger to the occupants of the Pub- 








1894. 


lic Printing Office building has been very great. The Com- 
mittee on Printing, having in charge to some degree that great 
oitice, have repeatedly visited the building. They have recog- 
nized the presence of great danger, with probable loss of life. 
They have done what they could to put the building in safer 
condition. 
ened so that the great weight upon its floors might be muain- 
tained without crushing the lives and limbs of those who are em- 
ployed in the building. These, however, have been but tem- 
porary makeshifts, and the building is, in my opinion, more 
dangerous than Ford's Theater was even after the excavation 
was under way which at last brought it tumbling about the 
heads of those who were in it. The Committee on Printing 
have always recoznized this danger. 


In report after report | 
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| Capitol, Mr. Clark; the superintendent of construction of the 
new public Library building, Mr. Green, and Gen. Meigs, an 
architect of renown and great reputation, all, after thorough 


| and careful examination, decl»red that the baseball lot isample 


It has been propped up and supported and strength- | 


from the Public Printer he has cried aloud for relief for those | 


who were under his care. 
I do not wish to delay action upon the bill by going into an- 


cient history, but still I think it due the subject that I should | 
say that no better action has been taken by any committee of | 


either House upon this subject than that which was adopted by 
the commission organized years ago to select a site for a new 
Public Printing Office building. That commission was com- 
posed of the Public Printer, Mr. Palmer; the Secretary of the 
Treasury, thon Mr. Windom, and the experienced Architect of 
the Capitol, Mr. Clark. It reported unanimously. One notable 


vend sufficient to afford a solid and lasting foundation for this 
building. There were no two sides tothat que nd 

under the attack which desired that some other piece of } 
erty might be purchased, Congress turned aside from it and re 


yet, 


wor 


tion 


fused to ratify or act upon the report of this able commission 
that so faithfully did its duty. 

W hen the time shall come for such an amendment I shall pro- 
pose to amend the bill by substituting the biseball lot. | think 
perhaps I have given this subject as much, if not more, investi- 


gation and thought than any other man connected with it in 
any way, and in my opinion it stands beyond question, by reason 
of its location, its proximity to a railroad, and the ch: of 
the soil as the very best for the purposes of the Gov 
Now, what is the second best? I believe it to be the Johnson 
lot. It is almost a square; is situated on the main line of the 


Baltimore and Ohio road, and is ground that is high and dry, 


| and when you include the parking that can be used in part and 


thing is that every report that has been made by other commit- | 
tees which have had this subject in charge has been unanimous, | 


and there has not been a divided committee, such as now pre- 
sents itself here upon this report. 
Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator from Nebraska a ques- 


tion? 
Mr. MANDERSON. Certainly. 
Mr. BUTLER. I inquireof the Senator if he can explain, be- 


cause I am asking for information, what produces the causes of 
danger in the present public building? 

Mr. MANDERSON. It is because the building was never 
constructed for the purpose of carrying the great weight that is 
now imposed upon it. Its walls are not sufficient; its floors are 
not sufficient. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask further whether that might not be 
obviated by removing the heavy weight to the ground floor? 

Mr. MANDERSON. No; because there is not space enough 
on the ground floor to hold the different presses, and the vast 
accumulation of material, finished and partly finished, and the 
crude material that is there. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then it would seem to be the part of wisdom 
to relieve the building of some of that enormous weight by rent- 


ing some adjacent building and putting the weight oif this build- | 


ing for the time being. I can see no earthly reason why the 
lives of the employés should be jeopardized when there is plenty 
of room in the neighborhood to relieve the building of that 
enormous pressure. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That has been done repeatedly. Build- 
ings outside have been rented, and rent has been paid for them, 
for the purpose of storing some of the material of the Public 
Printing Ofiice. 

Mr. President, the commission to which I have referred, en- 
tering upon the performance of its duty, selected from all the 
numerous sites that were offered that which stands to-day a 
vacant piece of property and the very best that can be used for 
a Public Printing Office, and that is what is known as the baseball 
lot. The reportof the commission would undoubtedly have been 
acceptable to the Congress of the United States, ani the public 
printing building would now be upon it had it not been for —I was 
about to say the indecent, and I do not know that the term is 
too severe—the almost disreputable fight that has been precipi- 
tated in the two Houses of Congress by the different real-estate 
speculators, who desire to make profit from this necessity of the 
Government. 

The baseball lot is beyond question located better than any 
other for the purposes of the Printing Office. It is of proper 
form, being almost a square. [ shall not go into the detail of 
the matter and show its dimensions, but it is ample as to area; 
it is near the Capitol; it is near the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad, 
so that tracks could very easily be run into it. 

In the effort that the Government should be compelled to pur- 
chase some other site there came those who were very desirous 
that great care should be exercised in looking out for the foun- 
dations of the new structure; and an attack was made upon the 
baseball lot. It was said that Tiber Creek ran through it; that 
it is filled ground to such an extent that no building of great di- 
mensions and great weight can be placed upon it with safety. 
The Joint Committee on Printing took a great deal of testi- 
mony upon that question. It caused pits to be dug, to see just 
what is the ter of the soil. The inspector of buildings of 
the District of Columbia, Mr. Entwisle; the Architect of the 


| the purpose of holding #,000 employ: sshould 


| 
| 





the vacation of the alleys that run through it. it is ample, | 
think, for the purposes of a new Public Printing Office 

Mr. President, | have lost very largely desive for p.wticular 
locality in my still greater desire that imminent danger shall be 
averted from these people and that we shall have a new build 
ing. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I should like toask the Senator from Ne- 


braska a question there. 
Mr. MANDERSON. 
Mr. McMILLAN. 


Certainly. 
Does the Senator think that a building for 
be made six 


stories 


high? Does he not think such a high building would encanger 
the lives of the employés? Would it not be better to buy land 
enough in which to spread the building over a great deal of 


ground, so that it would not of necessity be higher than three 
stories? Does not the Senator think that would be the safety 
plan? 


Mr. MANDERSON. I think that with the improved meth- 
ods in the construction of buildings, with the employment of 
structural iron that has come so largely into use, a six or eight 
story building is just as good, justas firm, as solid, and as secure, 
even for the purpose of carrying upon it great machinery, asa 
three-story building of the old style of construction. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I was alluding more to danger from fire. 
It is well known that all printing establishments, as indeed all 
manufacturing establishments, are very inilammable. [rom the 
fifth or sixth story of a printing estiblishment in case o fire 
it is almost im ossible to get persons out, even in a smatl build- 


ing, let alone an immense establishment such as this. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I understand the proposition is that any 
building which is to be constructed is to bs made fireproof ora 
slow-burning building. With the experiences we have had in 
the great con!iagrations I do not know whether any building 
can be said to be a fireproof building; but by the modern uses 
and appliances they are built of such a chiracter that the com- 
bustion is soslow, that it is very easy by the necessary fire es- 
capes, stainw ys, ete., to empty the employés from a six or even 
an eight story building. 

Mr. QUAY. Wiil the Senator from Nebraska pardon me for 
an interruption? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. QUAY. I was not in the Chamber when the Senator 
from Nebraska began hisremarks; and I desire toask him where 
the baseball lot is located and what are its dimensions. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The baseball iot is almost at the foot of 
the hill. It is on North Capitol street. It is known as lot 678, 
and it contains 170,648 s ;uare feet, being almost a perfect square 
It is two blocks this side of the present Printing Office and on 
this side of North Capitol street. 

Mr. President, I was about to say that I have lost any pride of 
opinion as to where this public building shali be placed. If the 
Senate shall vote down the amendment that proposes the pur- 
chase of the baseball lot and shall vote down the amendment 
that proposes the purchase of the Jolnson lot, then, believing 
that the third next best thing to do is to extend the Publie 
Printing Office where it now stands, [ shall vote for the proposi- 
tion submitted by the majority of the members of the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator inform me as to the differ 
ence in cost between the three propositions to which he has just 
referred? 

Mr.MANDERSON. Iwill state my recoilection on that point. 
I may not be entirely accurate in my statement, becaus> it has 
been some time since I looked this matter up and | have had to 
glance very hurriedly over some information before me to reach 
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the result desired. The baseball lot, of cne hundred and seventy 
thousand and six hundred odd feet, was offered to the Govern- 
ment—a contrsct was made by the commission to which I have 
referred —for $240,000. The Mahone lot. consisting of 137,000 
square feet, was offered to the Government at $250,000, and [ am 
not positive but that there was an additional $25,000 proposed to 
be appropriated for the purchase of this lot. If so, that would 
make it $275,000, 
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am ready to meet the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, or the majority thereof; and if the baseball lot or the 
Johnson lot can not be purchased by the action of Congress. then 
lam ready to extend the present building. It is true that no 
railroad can be carried there, for I do not think Congress would 
submit for a moment to the crossing of North Capitol street by 
a railway track. It is not good economy; but the necessity is so 
great, and I think, too, that the proposition made a few days 
ago by the Senator from Missouri as to the present necessities 


| and needs of the Government in a financial way are such, that 


Mr. QUAY. Thatis the Mahone lot? 
Mr. MANDERSON. The Mahone lot. 
Mr. QUAY. It was offered I think at $1.17 a foot. Ido not | 


remember the exact figures. 

Mr. MANDERSON. At probably about that. The John- 
son lot that is proposed to be purchased contains 106,000 square 
feet, and it ws oifered at a dollar a-square foot, or $106,000, 
The parking that might well be used permitted such an inerease 
that nearly 150,00) square feet were availabie that could be pur- 
chased for the sum of $106,000. The additional land deci by 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds ad_ac:nt to 
the present Printing Ojfice can. I beliove, be purchased for the 
sum of $17,000. So the prices for these diferent lots or locali- 
ties ran ze from $106,000 fur the Johnson lot up to $250,000, if not 
more, for the Mahone lot. 

Mr. HARRIS. What is the relative ition of the Johnson 
lot to the present site of the Printing Offiees? 

Mr. MANDERSON. The Johnson lot is farther removed than 
the baseball lot. It is probably three squares to the north and 
east of the present ~~ printing building site. 

Mr. CULLOM. n the east side of the Baltimore and Ohio 
road. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It ad‘oinson the corner the Mahone lot. 
That is to say, the Metropolitan Branch of the Baltimore and 
Ohio road runs along the east side of the Mahone lot and on the 
west side of the Johnson lot, the main line of the Baltimore and 
Ohio, which takes its course along Delaware avenue, being on 
the east side of the Johnson lot. 

As to the Mahone lot, which is the lot proposed to be pur- 
chased by the pending amendment, I realize that when the iot, 
whatever miy be its number or designation, is mentioned as the 
Mahone lot it is given a term that commends it to many mem- 
bers of the Senate. I do not wonder that it does. There is no 
man upon this floor who would go further to help the distin- 
guished gentleman who is interested in that lot and who has 

iven it his name than I would; and if I could bring myself to 

lieve that it is for the best interests of the Government to buy 
that lot even at the price at which it is offered or more, I would 
be heartily glad to do it. 

But [ think there are such grave ob‘ections tov that lot as 
should rule it out of consideration. In the first place, it is not 
as near to the Capitol as it should be, which objection probab! 
applies to the Johnson lot as well; but I do not think that it is 

proper shape for the use to which it is proposed to be put. 
It is 2.3 feet in width by 782 feet in length. Most of it is good 
round and would afford a fair foundation. Through the lot, 
es starting in, as I now recall the figures, from 20 to 30 
feet from the corner on the one side and running across it and 
running out of the lot at a distance of nearly 200 feet from the 
corner on the opposite side is one of the main sewers of this city, 
and that part of the lot was filled. It may be that this lot has 
sufficient dimensions; that for re purposes it would not be 
necessary to utilize that part of the lot through which the sewer 
runs; but un juestionably as needs shall require, and as the coun- 
try and the Public Printing Oldlice shall grow, the whole of that 
lot will be needed for public building purposes. 

Another objection that I have to the lot is that beyond a per- 
adventure in the immediate future (and I am informed that if it 
had not been for the financial depression and trouble of the last 
year the fact already would have been accomplished), the Balti- 
more and Ohio road will combine its two branches, the one known 
as the Metropolitan branch, running along 6 street, I think, 
and the other, the main branch, running out Delaware avenue, 
and have an elevated road running into a new depot, perhaps 
located where the present one stands. The Mahone lot would, 
by that process. be cut off from its proximity to a railroad. 

i have felt, Mr. President, as I have frequently expressed my- 
self on this floor, that a true economy should require that the 
new Printing Office should be so situated that railroad tracks 
could run in and out of it, that the crude material should be 
carried in by rail, lessen the cost to the Government, and 
that the finished material w: is to be distributed throughout 
the country by the medium of the mails should be placed u 
the mail cars upon that ground, to a sdving, as was sotennhel on 
one time by the Public Printer, as I recall it, of at least $150,000 
per annum. 

But to reach some conclusion here, to get some building se- 
eure, safe, and adequate for the purposes of the Government, I 
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we had better perhaps catch on to that which we have rather 
than embark upon any new enterprise. However, I shall cer- 
tainly vote persistently and always against any proposition that 
oa to foist upon the Government what is known as the Ma- 
one lot for the abundant reasons | have suggested. 
Mr.GORMAN. Mr. President, the necessity for making some 
rovision for additional accommodations at the Government 
rinting Oifice has been perfeetly well understood and recognized 
by this body. Eight years ago, 1 think, the matter was referred 
to the Committes on Appropriations, or brought toitsattention, 
by the Committee on Printing, of which the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] was chairman. Aftera 
thorough examination by the Committee on Appropriations, 


| with the full consent at that time, I understand, of the Commit- 


tee on Printing, a provision was inserted in the sundry civil ap- 
propriation bill for the purchase of ground adjoining the pres- 
ent site. Then,as now, the ownersofsquares and Jots elsewhere, 
having no other consideration except the advancement of their 
personal interests, had sufficient power elsewhere to prevent 
such an amendment from becoming a part of the law of the land, 
this body, however, always inserting a provision for the purchase 
of property adjoining the present site. 

Then came the contest which was so well described by the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Nebraska |Mr. MANDERSON]. Every 
owner of a square or lot who desired to sell it to the Government 
at a high price ora fair price came forward with a proposition. 
The result was the appointment of a commission, and finally the 
rejection of theirreport. Thencamearesubmissionof the ques- 
tion to the Committee on Printing, who finally recommended 
the Johnson lot. In thatreport, while concurring in the general 
view of the committee as between the different squares that were 
then presented, I stited that in my judgment —and I so stated to 
the Senate—-the only business way to adjust the matter in the 
interest of the Government and in the interest of economy and 
with a view to the speedy relief of the people who are employed 
in the present old dilapidated building, is to acquire a sutticient 
quantity of ground adjoining itand put upa wing there, and then 
tear down the old H street side. 

After six or eight years of examination of this question, look- 
ing at it and coming to a conclusionas I wouldin my own case if 
the property belonged to me, I assert, without the fear of contra- 
diction, that there is not a business man in this body or out of 
it who, if he owned that property, equipped as it is now, would 
hesitate one moment as to the course he would pursue, and that 
would be to acquire a small slip of g:ound by the side of the 
present building, erect on it a structure of sufficient dimensions 
to transfer to it from the old building the operatives and the 
machinery, and the machinery would then be right by the side 
of the present engine which drives it all. The plan is to simpl 
attach that machinery and go on with the work. That woul 
be more economical and more speedy, and it is the only feasible 
way by which we can, within the next two years, relieve the 

ople who are hived in that building at the peril of their lives. 

he acquirement of a new square and the construction of a new 
building involve an expenditure of $2,000,000 and three and a 
half years of time. 

Mr. GEORGE. What would be the cost? 

Mr. GORMAN. One hundred and seventy-five thousand dol- 
lars, and the expenditures to be made for a wing, which would 
at once relieve the congestion, would not exceed three or four 
hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator from Maryland will permit me, I 
will state that the bill reported by the committee uires an 
appropriation of only $51,000 by utilizing or making available 
the $250,000 we have alrea@y appropriated fora site. One hun- 
dred and seventy-five thousand dollars of that $321,000 would be 
used for a site and the balance in the construction of a building 
which would relieve the present danger and discomfort. 

Mr. GEORGE. How much of the old building can be utilized? 

Mr. GORMAN. More than one half of it. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, quite one-half of it. 

Mr. GEORGE. Permanently? 

Mr.GORMAN. Permanentiy. The portion of the building 
that fronts on H street was constructed by Mr. Cornelius Wen- 
dell, who had a contract for the public pee away back in 
the 50's. It was afterwards bought by the Government. We 





. 
added to it more than one-half of the present area of the | 
which was constructed under the direction of the 
That portion of the building is good. | 


have 
building, 
Architeet of the Capitol. 
A great part of it is fireproof and can be utilized. 

Now, the Senate having three times, I remember, after mature 
deliberation, in the past eight years inserted in appropriation | 
bills the provision for doing precisely what the bill now before 
us requires, the ac ;uisition of this additional property, and in 
view of the |..te disaster which occurred at Ford's Theater, and 
having myself fre ,vently made personal examination of this 
building. feeling for the past eight years that it is an outrage to 
keep tnese people in a place which is liable to fall down and 
where in case of a fire theirlives would be absolutely in jeopardy, 
something should be done and done speedily. 

{ went again, after the ford Theater disaster, to look at this 
matter,asitwasmy dutyas chairman of the Committee on Print- 
ing, having succeeded the distinguished Senator from Nebraska. 
Ithen addressed 2 communication to the Public Printer, to ascer- 
tain what might be done torelieve those people: for the distress 
of mind was greater than Senators can imagine, compelled as 
they were for their daily support to go to work ina building 





where every man felt his life was in jeopardy and knew not | 


whether he would reach his family at night. Every sensible 
man who examined it shared in that apprehension. 
I say | addressed a communication te the Public Printer to as- 


certain what might be done to relieve them; what temporary | 


arrangement could be madeeven to transfer them from the buiid- | 


ing and secure another, relying upon Congress to make an appro- 


priation to meet such an expenditure, and also to see whatcould | 


be done in the way of permanent relief. The 


Public Printer | 


had expressed heretofore views as to the desirability of a new | 


Government Printing Office building,a grand establishment, of | 


fine proportions and architectural beauty. He looked forward, 
as was natural at that time, to aequiring a square where all the 


| 


conditions could be utilized and such a building could be erected; | 


but as a practical, sensible man, with a great responsibility upon 
him, with a perfect knowledge of the insecurity of the present 
building, with a desire to relieve those people at onee, he modi- 
fied his views, and said the ouly thing that can be done to give 
speedy relie’ is to acquire this property as proposed by the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. GEORGE. How long would it take toerecta wing which 
would relieve the old building? 

Mr. GORMAN. If you acquire the property proposed by the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, within a year and 
a half we ean have the wing erected and the relief furnished. 
Then the old part, that is about to fall down, on H street, can 
be abandoned and torn down and a new structure built at the 
convenience of Congress. 

Mr. President, I am thoroughly satisfied that no other pro- 
vision can be made, as was so well stated by the Senator from 
Missouri when he addressed the Senate on a previous occasion, 
in the present condition of our fimances. We know perfectly 
well thit it will not be feasible to enter upon the construction 
ofa building that is to cost $2,000,000 at this time. But there is 
a condition which confronts us and has confronted us, that is 
greater and more serious even than this, and that is the un 
seemly struggle of every man who has a lot for sale in the Dis 
trict who has been pressing Congress and preventing favorable 
action upon a measure of this imporcance simply because his in 
terests were not subserved, each striking at the other and all 
uniting to prevent this relief, which ought tocome speedily with- 
out regard to the desire of any man, no matter how high or how 
low he may be, who wants to make money out of the transaction. 
Both Halls of Congress have been plied with these people. It 
is not unnatural prob vbly that they should do it; indeed I think 
it is the custom, and I do notobject to it. They have been beg- 
ging members of this body and the other to favor this project 
and that. 

Mr. President, the time has come now to act; and I hope the 
Senate.and I trust Congress, in the interest of humanity, in the 
interest of the people who are compelled to labor daily in this 
great office, who can not afford to surrender their little places. 
will for once say to the people who desire to sell property, *‘ This 
is no time to favor your interests.’ This is a measure agreed 
upon, after due consideration, by two great committees of this 
body, whieh rises above that consideration and becomes an act 
of humanity. Yes, sir; it is a public duty. In view of what 
has occurred and in view of what every Senator who has ex 
amined the question officially has stated to the Senate, there is 
nothing else to be done if you intend to give relief to these 
people. 

As I said amoment ago, I united with the Committee on Print- 
ing when it was thought that the sense of the Senate was thata 
new lot should be taken, and I at that time dissented from evch 
a purchase. Sol repeat to the Senate as a Senator, as a mem- 
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ber of the Committee on Printing, whose duty it ist 


into the affairs of the Government Printing Office om 

mendationof the Committee on Public Buildingsand Gro ) 

acquire this slipadjoining the present site and upo a 
| an addition is the only feasible thing that can be « ~ 

sert again, and desire to impress upon the Senite the a 

I venture that no man who owns a printing establishm« 

United States, or who isengaged in apublicenterprise of ai 

who had the matteras his own private affair, would hesi 


a moment about what should be done in the way of speedy 
and to afford facilities for the next twenty-five « f 
in view of the cost of the work. 

All of those considerations point inevitably to the re} 
by the Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds; : 
fore appeal to Senators to dispose of 
dispose of any personal private bu 
of it in the int st of the people who are now co 
into an unsafe building, and at the same time to giv 
ernment an establishment whicl its p 
lifty years hence, and at a cost one third ouly of 
proposed by the amendments which are pr d 

Mr. CAREY. Mr. President, it is 
hear the reasons given tor buying a piece 
entsite. The argumentwof economy may yg 
you strip it of the surrounding circumstances. Now, j 
posed to buy 52,000 feet at the present site of the Publie Pri 
ing Offiee,and give how much for it? One hundreda 
five thousand dollars, Youcan buy the Mahone 
times as much, for $275,000; you can buy tl 
nearly three times as much, for $240,000; ean buy the 
dington property for $200,000, or you can buy for $100,000 
as much land as you get up at the old Printing Office 

lL was sorry that the chairman of the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds did not state that the other House w 
just as much opposed to the present site as they are 0} 
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this matter ; 
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these other sites. The plan seems to be to get the m r out 
of both Houses of Congress and into a conference committs 
so that the lot near the Baltimore and Ohio depot cn } 
chased. 

[ think a question that was asked by the Senator from Mic] 
gan | Mr. MCMILLAN] is a veryimportantone, whether it is wi 
to build a manufacturing building high in theair: whether 
not better to have alow building, or a number of low buildi: 

80 far as the convenience and the comfort and the safety o 
employés are concerned. 

We do not want a building tocost twoor three million dollars 
There is not a manufacturer in the United States who would no 
go to work and within nine or twelve months, at a cost of th 
or four hundred thousand dollars, erect « building well adapt 
to do such business as is to be dene in this building, and build it 
substantially, and build it in every way adapted to this of 
work. 

1 can only repeat what I said a few days ago, that before yo 
can cledr oi! the buildings surrounding the Publie Printing 
fice, by purchase and by condemnition, you can take auy one ¢ 
these three or four large blocks of land and erect a build 
upon it to accommodate the employés of the Prin er QO é 
where they.will be in absolute safety, and where the entire cost 
of ground and building will not exceed the cost of the p d 
addition at the present site if you value the Government }’rin 
ing Office site on the same basis, which is $3 a feot, 

If it is a question of economy, then buy one of these In: 


lots; if it is a matter of convenience for the employes of this 
Government, take one of these large lots of ground; if you are 
looking forward to the future, then buy a large lot of grouad 
where you will have an opportunity not only to erect a large 


buiiding for to-day, but to erect large buildings for the future. 

I acknowledge that there is a great deal of solicitation on the 
part of the persons who have ground to sellin this city. it is 
but natural that those who have large holdings of real estute 


should desire to unload itatfair prices, but it is not dishonorab 
at all fer one who owns property to want to sell it: it is not dis 
honorable for a person who has property to over it to the 
ernment. The question for us to decide is what is best 
Government of the United States, which we are s 
resent. 

I wish to call attention in brief to whatfigures we have. The 
baseball lot will cost $240,000, containing 170,000 feet, which is 
said to be well adapted for this purpose. The Mahone lot con- 
tains 213,815 feet, which can be purchased for $1.17 per foot, and 
will cost $275,000. The Duddington lot, which has 211,000 fect, 
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can be purchased at 97 cents a foot, and will cost $200,000. The 
block near the Baltimore and Ohio station, where only 99,400 
feet can be obtained, will cost $300,000. A statement has al- 


ready been made with reference to the land adjoining the pres- 
ent site of the Government Printing Oftice. 
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This is all Ihave tosay. The few facts which I have stated 
should, [ think, govern in the disposition of the pending bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
The question is onthe amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Wyoming [Mr. CAREY]. 

Mr.CAREY. I understand the question is first on the amend- 
ment in reference to the Mahone lot, which I offered on behalf 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania[Mr. Quay]. Then my amend- 
ment will be next in order. 

Mr. VEST. The question is on the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Wyoming on behalf of the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania to purchase the Mahone lot. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. CAREY and Mr. DOLPH called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Vermont|Mr. Procror]. Not knowing how he 
would vote on this question, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. QUAY (when Mr. CAMERON’S name was called). On this 
question - colleague |Mr CAMERON] is paired with the Sena- 
tor from Alabama | Mr. MORGAN]. 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiiu]. I donot know how 
he would vote on this question, and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called), I am paired 
with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon]. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral aad with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANC=#]. 
Not knowing how he would vote, I withhold my vote. I should 
vote ‘‘ yea” if I were not paired. 

Mr. MILLS (when his name was called). I have a general 
ang with the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER]:; 

xut he told me when leaving the Chamber that he was in favor 
of the bill and against the pending amendment. I am also in 
favor of the bill, and a pair for the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire has been arranged with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
MITCHELL]. I vote * nay.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon (when his name was called). Iam 
paired with the junior Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GAL- 
LINGER]. If he were here, I should vote ‘‘ yea” and he would 
vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. If he were 
present, I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). On this vote I am 
paired with the Senator from Illinois{Mr. PALMER]. If he were 
present, I understand he would vote “yea.” I should vote 
‘nay.” 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to know if the junior Sen- 
ator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN] has voted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The junior Senator from West 
Virginia has not voted. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iam paired with that Senator, and there- 
fore withhold my vote. if he were present, I should vote ‘ yea.” 

Mr. SHOUP (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from California |Mr. Wits]. I am informed by 
his colleague [Mr. PERKINS] that if present he would vote 
“yea.” 1 therefore vote “‘ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I desire to announce a pair between the 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. DusBors] and the Senator from Ver- 
mont {Mr. PROCTOR]. The Senator from Vermont, if present, 
would vote ‘‘nay” on this proposition, and the Senator from 
Idaho would vote ‘ yea.” 

Mr. McMILLAN. [I transfer the pair I have with the Sena- 
tor from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] to the Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. BRICE], and vote ‘* yea.” 

Mr. BERRY. I have arranged a pair between my colleague 
ae Jones of Arkansas] and the Senator from Rhode Island 





Mr. Drxon], which will enable the Senator from Mississippi 

r. MCLAURIN] to vote, and my colleague will stand paired 
with the Senator from Rhode Island. If present, my colleague 
would vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. HUNTON (after having voted in the negative). When 
my name was called I voted “nay.” I have since noticed the 
absence of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], with 
whom I[ have a general r,and who, I am informed, would 
vote “yea,” if present. I therefore desire to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. bowe . Has the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Car- 
FERY] voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Louisiana 
has not voted. 

Mr. POWER. Iam paired with that Senator, and withhold 
my vote. 
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Mi. WILSON. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. CoLQuiTT], but i will transfer that pair to the 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. DUBOIS] and vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr.CALL. Mr. President—— 

Mr: WILSON. Iam informed that a pair with the Senator 
from Idaho [Mr. DuBotIs] had been announced before I made my 
announcement. I therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr.CALL. I understood a pair was announced by the Senator 
from Nebraska /Mr. MANDERSON] of the Senator from Idaho 

Mr. DUBOIS] with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. PRocTOR]. 
hat being so, I shall vote. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I will state that I announced, at the re- 
quest of the Senator from Vermont, a pair between himand the 
Senator from Idaho. 

Mr. CALL. ThenI shall vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. VEST. Ihave not given myself any trouble about the 
matter, but I understood that the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
COLQUITT] was paired with the Senator from Idaho | Mr. Do- 
BOIS]. The Senator from Georgia spoke to me about the matter 
and told me to pair him, but on inquiry of his colleague [Mr. 
Gorpon], he told me that the Senator from Georgia was paired 
with the Senator from Idaho. I have not been around myself 
to see the Senator. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I will state that the Senator from 
Idaho [Mr. DuBois] has a general pair with the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. SmirH]. He did not leave any word when he 
went away as to his vote on this question. I was requested to 
pair him in favor of the Mahone amendment, and it was so ar- 
ranged. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I desire very much that this matter may 
be understood. My action in announcing the pair between the 
Senator from Vermont and the Senator from [daho was ary 
at the request of the Senator from Vermont, who was taking his 
luncheon at the time, and who had been requested by some one 
on the floor, as he told me, to so pair him. 

Mr. PROCTOR entered the Chamber. 

Mr. HARRIS. I willsay to the Senator from Nebraska that 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. PRocTOR] is now in the Cham- 
ber, and he may beable to solve the difficulty. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I desire to state in the hearing of the 
Senator from Vermont that [ announced a pair, as requested by 
him, but it appears that the Senator from Idaho [Mr. DusBo!Is] 
had already been paired. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. The Senator from Idaho has a general 
pair with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH]. 

Mr. MANDERSON. So the Senator from Vermont is at lib- 
erty to vote. 

Mr. HARRIS (after having voted in the negative). I desire 
to change my vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. POWER. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Louisiana |Mr. CAFFERY] to the Senator from California [Mr. 
WAHITE], so that I may vote. I vote ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. VEST. Has nota pair already been announced with the 
Senator from California? 

Mr. POWER. I understand not. 

Mr. VEST. I have paid no attention to the pairs on this 
matter, but I heard the Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHOUP] an- 
nounce that he was paired with the Senator from California 
[Mr. WHITE}. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator from Idaho announced that 
he and the Senator from California were on the same side, and 
eee he would vote. He had been paired, but there is 
no pair on this vote. This leaves the Senator from California 
unpaired. 

Mr. VEST. Who is authorized to announce that the Senator 
from California [Mr. WHITE] would vote in favor of the pending 
amendment? 

Mr. DOLPH and others. His colleague. 

Mr. VEST. There is something strange about this matter. 
The Senator from California, in conversation with me, stated 
that he was in favor of the bill. 

Mr DOLPH. I would suggest that if the pairs be stated be- 
fore the result is announced it may save trouble hereafter. 

The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 22; as follows: 


YEAS—27. 
Blackburn, Dolph, McMillan, Shoup, 
Butler, Frye, Perkins, Stewart, 
Call, Gray, Power, Stockbridge, 
Carey. Hansbrough Pugh, Teller. 
Chandler, Harris, Quay, Washburn, 
Cullom, Higgins, Ransom, Wolcott. 
Davis, Hoar, Sherman, 
NAYS—22. 
Allen, Faulkner, Lindsay, Peffer, 
Bate, George, McLaurin, 
Gibson, a erson, Vv 
Cockrell, Hawley, Mitchell, Wis. 
Coke, Irby, orrill, 
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NOT VOTING—36. 


Aldrich, Dubois, Lodge, Platt, 
Allison, Gallinger, McPherson, Proctor, 
Brice, Gordon, Martin, Roach, 
Caffery, Hale, Mitchell, Oregon Smith, 
Camden, Hill, Morgan, Squire, 
Cameron, Hunton, Murphy, Vance, 
Colquitt, Jones, Ark. Palmer, Voorhees, 
Daniel, Jones, Nev. Pasco, White, 
Dixon, Kyle, Pettigrew, Wilson. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o'clock having 
arrived, the Chair will lay before the Senate the unfinished 
business, the title of which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 832) tosimplify the form of deeds 
of conveyances, trusts, and releases of land in the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will also state to 
the Senate that there was a unanimous agreement entered into 
at a prior legislative day by which the bill the title of which 
will now be stated was to come up for consideration at 2 o’clock. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 341) to submit to the Court of 
Private Land Claims, established by anactof Congressapproved 
March 3, 1891, the title of William McGarrahan to the Rancho 
Panoche Grande, in the State of California, and for other pur- 

oses, 

Mr. HARRIS. Of course I do not desire to interfere with 
the consent agreement, but I ask unanimous consent that I may 
now enter a motion to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ment to the Printing Office site bill was agreed to a few mo- 
ments since. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee 
asks unanimous consent to enter a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the amendment to the Printing Office bill was adopted. 
The Chair hears no ob ection, and the motion is entered. 

Mr. TELLER. I suppose the McGarrahan bill is now the un- 
finished business. I do not, however, wish tointerfere with the 
motion made by the Senator from Tennessee, or any other mo- 
tion. 

Mr. HARRIS. The bill to which my motion relates has gone 
over, the morning hour having expired, and the Senator from 
Colorado has the right of way under the unanimous-consent rule 
obtained by him. I have therefore asked unanimous consent to 
enter a motion to reconsider, which may go over. 


WILLIAM M’GARRAHAN. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (S. 341) to submit to the Court of Private Land 
Claims, established by an act of Congress approved March 3, 
1891, the title of William McGarrahan to the Rancho Panoche 
Grande, in the State of California, and for other purposes, 

Mr. MORRILL. I wish to say that I expect to address the 
Senate for a very few minutes on the McGarrahan bill when it is 


considered, but I was told this morning that it was necessary to 


bring up the bill reported from the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds in relation to the Public Printing House be- 


fore the Senate, and I consented to that arrangement, with the 
expectation that the McGarrahan bill would go over until Mon- 
day. I have sent away my papers and some books to which I 
wish to refer, and so I am not prepared at this time to speak. I 
hope, therefore, the bill may go over until Monday next. 

Mr. TELLER. I ask thut the bill may be read. I presume 
the Senator will not object to that. 

Mr. MORRILL. Notat all. 

Mr. TELLER. Let the bill be read, and we shall get so far 
along with it at any rate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I am not going to discuss this 
bill at length. It was considered by the Senate and discussed 
at length at the last session of Congress. [apprehend that it 
is to pass the Senate, but in my judgment it will be a case like 
that of the woman we read of in the Scriptures, who was heard 
by reason of her constant importunities. 

I object to this bill, in the first place, because I do not think 
it wise to reopen cases which have been litigated in the courts 
and where the decisions have stood for years. It is quite pos- 
sible that sometimes injustice is done to parties in litigation, 
but that can not be helped. 

If, every time a party supposed he had not received justice, 
a case could be reopened and retried, there would never be 
an end of litigation; and if this were a controversy between 
private parties, and Congress had the power to reopen it, it 
would not be reopened. In my judgment it is only because 
relief is sought against the Government in this case that the 
reopening of the case, after the lapse of so many years, is 
favored. 

If, however, the judgments and decisions which have heretofore 
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been rendered in this matter are to be set aside and the case is 
to be retried, I do not think this is a proper bill for the purpose. 


The bill seems to me to have been drawn entirely in favor of 
the claimant and entirely against the United States. In the 
second section of the bill it is provided— 

That upon the tria: of questions or issues arising on the hearing of said 


petition herein provided for the said court shall receive as evidence on the 
part of the petitioner or the United States the original expediente pre 
sented by the said Gomez to the said Governor Manuel Micheltorena, and 
the diseno or map accompanying the same, or a copy thereot! 

I do not know that there is any question about the authen- 
ticity of these documents, but it appears to me this language 
precludes the court from determining the question as to the 
autbenticity of the papers presented. Tho section then pro- 
vides that the court shall receive also— 
the tn oe and other evidence proiuced before said 
Commissioners, or copies thereof. 

That, in my judgment, would admit depositions which were 
not legally taken, and to which there might have been objec- 
tions before the Board of Land Commissioners. The bill does 
not say ‘‘ depositions legaily taken” or ‘‘ depositions admitted in 
evidence,” but it provides that all the depositions taken or pro- 
duced before the Board of Land Commissioners are to be received, 
or copies thereof— 

Then, it is provided that*there shall be admitted— 

All depositions, proofs, testimony, or afidavits taken before any circuit or 
district court of the United States in the S:ate of California, or the clerks 
of such courts, or any commissioner appoiated by said courts, or before 
any notary public, or before any committee of the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the Congress of the United States- 

Ex parte affidavits taken before a notary public, if such are 
now in existence, taken at any time, anywhere, are, in my judg- 
ment, to be received by the court under this section. Ido not 
think that is a just and proper means of determining ques- 
tions of fact between individuals or between the Government 
and an individual. I do not think ex parte affidavits should be 
admitted to establish questions of fact in so important a case. 

Then follows: ‘ 
or of any map or deed of record of any Department of the Government of 
the United States, or of any act of Congress through which the boundaries 
set forth insaid expediente and the title of said McGarrahan to the said 
lands can be shown, protected, an-i established, or of any oral or written 
testimony or deposition or copies taereof, concerning said record touching 
said grant from said Governor Manuel Miche!ltorena to said Vicente P 
Gomez. 

Mr. President, there are rules which govern the taking of 
evidence in the Court of Private Land Claims as well as in other 
courts of justice, and if we are tosubmit a yuestion of fact tothe 
Court of Private Land Claims, the parties should be required to 
produce their testimony in accordance with the rules of the 
court. Here appears to be an attempt to legislate into the court 
certain things as testimony which otherwise would not be testi- 
mony. I object to that provision of the bill. 

‘Then, turning to the third section, there is another provision 
which I do not understand, which seems to be entirely in favor 
of the claimant and against the United States, where it is pro- 
vided that the Secretary of the Interior, on a judgment being 
rendered to the effect that there was a grant made to this man 
Gomez, and that McGarrahan has succeeded to the grant, shall 
issue title— 

For the land embraced within the aforesaid boundaries, as set forth in said 
expediente— 

Now follows a provision which is very peculiar— 
and that the survey made by the United States surveyor-general of the State 
of California and approved by said surveyor-general on the Lith day of Sep 
tember, 1862, which survey was approved by the Secretary of the Interior 
December 29, 1862, and is now on file in the General Land Office, shall be con 
sidered as forming part of the lands embraced within said boundaries. 

In the first place, it isa statement that the court is to deter- 
mine the land embraced within the bounduries. Here is an- 
other provision which legislates into this case a survey made by 
thesurveyor-general of California at the time of fixing the bound- 
aries of the claim, and therefore that it shall constitute a part 
of the evidence, and the Government is precluded from disput- 
ing that survey and showing that it is erroneous or that it em- 
braces more land than is embraced in that, but the claimant is 
not precluded. He may goon and show that the grant embraced 
other land not in that survey. That, in my judgment, is not a 
fair provision between the claimant and the United States, if 
this case is to be reopened and to be readjudicated. 

Then, I object to the fourth section. In the first place, if 
after ne years this case is to be reopened and this claimant 
is to be relieved from the adverse decisions which have hereto- 
fore been made upon his claim, what the Government has done 
under the decisions of the courts since they were made to the 
present time ought to stand, and where the Government has 
proceeded to treat these lands as public lands and to dispose of 
them under the laws of the United States, those titles ought to 
stand. If this claimant is relieved at all, it ought to be only in 
regard to the lands which have not been disposed of, as J say, 
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under the adjudication between the claimant and the United 
States by previous adjudications. But what is provided here? 

Src. 4. That if the said court shall find and adjadge in favor of the satd 
William McGarrahan as provided in section 8, the court shall proceed to 
find the value of such portion of land ani min»orais as may have been here- 
tofore disposed of by the United States within tho aforesaid boundaries, less 
the improvements. if any, made on said land. 

Evidently this finding is to be had for the purpose of laying the 
foundation for an appropriation by Congress to reimburse this 
claimant for the value of the landsand minerals which have been 
disposed of. This inquiry is to be had between the claimant 
and the Government, and the parties who mide the improve- 
ments and the parties to whom the land had been granted are 
not to be pirties to and not to be bound by the adjudication. 
Then, apparently there is to be a double appraisement of the 
minerals, unless the appraisement of the minerals in the first 
portion of this section applies to the minerals still in the ground 
at tho date of the appraisement. 

And if the said court shall find and adjudge that the said William MeGar- 
rahan as the assignee of Vicente P. Gomez is or was entitied in law or 
equity to the minerals or other valuable substances on, in, or under said 
lands, the said court shall procee1 to ascertain the value of such minerals 
or other Valuable substances which may have been extracted from said lands 
by any person, persons, or corporations other than the said William McGar- 
rahan, less the costs of mining andexXtracting the same. And the said court 
Shall report the same to the Congress of the United States. 

I object to this adjudication of the value of the minerals ex- 
tracted, less the cost of extracting them, when the parties who 
know about the mitter and who have extracted the minerals 
are not made parties to the litigation and when an inquiry is to 
be made simply between the claimant and the Government. [ 
do not think that will result in a fair ascertainment by the court 
of the value of the minerals which have been extracted, less the 
costof extracting them. 

I repeat, that if the Government now, after so many years, is 
going to relieve the bar of the previous adjudication and is go- 
ing to give this claimant aright to go into court and litigate 
this matter, his rights ought to be confined to the lands which 
have not been disposed of by the Government, and what the 
Government has done in the regular course of business in ac- 
cordance with the adverse judgments against this claimant 
should stand and not be reopened, and the claimant should not 
be pormitted to lay the foundation for a claim for damages for 
lands which have been sold by the Governmentafter the adjudi- 
cation that they were pubiic lands. 

As [ said, 1 do not care to discuss this bill. I suppose it is 
going to pass. Iam not going to take up the time of the Sen- 
ate, but Lam not going to vote for the bill. Ido not see how a 
bill could have been drawn which would be more in favor of 
the claimant and more against the Government than this bill. 
I voted against it when it was heretofore considered in the 
Senate, and I shall vote against it now for the reasons stated. 

Mr. TELLER, Mr. President, 1 regret ae much that the 
pending bill can not be proceeded with, but inasmuch as the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL) says he was misled ry 
supposing, as we all did, that the Public Printing Office site b 
would continue all the afternoon, I can not, of course. insist upon 
his proceeding at this time. I only wish that the bill shall be 
retained as the unfinished business for Monday at 2 o'clock, at 
whica time the Senator from Vermont assures me he will be 
ready to proceed, 

Mr. MORRILL, I desire to offer two amendments which I 
shal! submit to the bill, I ask that they be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thatorder will be made, in the ab- 
sence of ob ection, 

Mr. TELLER. With the understanding that the considera- 
tion of the bill shall be resumed as the unfinished business at 2 
o'clock on Monday, I ask that it be informally laid aside 
until that time, not losing any right 1t now has. 

The VICH-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Colorado that the pending bill be laid aside 
and be the untinished business for Menday at 2 o’clock. The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOW ss, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a joint resolution (H. Res. 144) authorizing and directing the 
Secretary of the Treas to receive at the subtreasury in the 
city of New York from T. Wilson & Co., or assigns, the 
money amounting to $5,740,000, to be paid to the ee Na- 
tion,and to piuee the same tothe credit of the Cherokee Nation; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate 


CHEROKEE FUNDS. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH obtained the floor. 
Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator from North Dakota yield to 
me to bavo a joint resolution, that has just come over from the 
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House of Representatives, laid before the Senate? I[t will take 
but a short time. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. 
bate. 

Mr. BERRY. It will take but a very short time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a joint resolution from the House of Representatives. 

The joint resolution |H. Res. 144) authorizing and directing 
the Secretary of the Treasury to receive at the subtreasury in 
the city of New York from R. T. Wilson & Co., or assigns, the 
money amounting to $6,740,000, to be paid to the Cherokee Na- 
tion, was read twice by its title. 

_ Mr. BERRY. I wish to ask the unanimous consent of the 
Senate for the present consideration of the joint resolution 
which passed the House of Representatives to-day. 

Mr. BUTLER. Unanimously. 

Mr. BERRY. My colleague, who is chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, authorized me to state to the Senate 
that he desired to have it considered this afternoon, and that it 
is important that it shall be acted upon at once. 

I will explain the purpose of the joint resolution if the Sen- 
ate will permit me. We purchased the Cherokee Strip from 
the Cherokee Nation. We paid the Cheroke>s in certuin bonds 
issued by the Nation, which were guaranteed by the Govern- 
ment. They were authorized to sell those bonds, with the ap- 
proval of the Secretary of the Interior. They have made this 
sale,and have sold the bonds at aprice which equals their full 
value. The Secretary of the Interior has approved the sale. 

The transfer has been made. In the contract which the 
Cherokees made with the parties who purchased the bonds, 
Messrs. Wilson & Co., it was agreed that the money should be 
deposited in the subtreasury of the United States, to be paid out 
upon the order of the Cherokee Nation. The Secretary of the 
Treasury holds that he has no authority to receive into the sub- 
treasury this money. Therefore, this joint resolution was pre- 
pared in the office of the Secretary of the Treasury with his 
full knowledge and consent. It simply authorizes him to re- 
ceive the money in the subtreasury ior the Cherokee Nation. 
Their contract is that it shall be paid into the subtreasury. 
That contract was made by the Nation. Of course they have no 
opportunity to go back and change the contract, because the 
Cherokee Council has ad eurned. Besides that, they donot wish 
to deposit that sum of money in any private bank. It is such a 
large amount of money that they woald be unwilling to risk it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senstor from Arkansas to let 
me read the clause from the act of the Cherokee Council, Janu- 
ary 6, 1894, providing for the deposit of this money in the sub- 
treasury. 

Mr. BERRY. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Section 4 of that act provides: 

That the Cherokee delegation shall not re ceive the money or any portion 
thereof on account of said saie, transfer, and assignment, but the entire 
amount shall be placed in the Treasury of the United States, or any sub- 


treasury thereof, to the credit of the Cherokee Nation, subject to the action 
of the national council. 


I will yield if it does not lead to do- 


Mr. BERRY. That is all there is of the joint resolution. It 
simply proposes to authorize the Treasury Department to re- 
ceive the money. There can be no objection in any way what- 
ever to the jomt resoiution, because the bonds are there, the 
Cherokee Nation were authorized to sell them, they have sold 
them, and they simply want to deposit the money in the sub- 
treasury. The matter has been hanging for quite a while, and 
I ask that the joint resolution be considered now. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I shall be obliged to object to the con- 
sideration of the joint resolution at the present time and to ask 
to have it go to the Committee on Indian Affairs. Iam afraid 
we would be ratifying a contract over which there is a contro- 
versy. I my be wrong about it, and I wish to be right. 

Mr. BERRY. I wish to answer one proposition made by the 
Senator from South Dakota, if the Senate will allow me. ‘There 
is no contract. There was another party who claimed to have 
a contract, but that has been dis of in the courts. He 
brought it here and asked for the passage of a joint resolution, 
and it has been indefinitely postponed. There is no controversy 
about it, but of course, if the Senator from South Dakota ob- 
jects, the joint resolution will have to go to the Committee on 

ndian Affairs. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is ebjection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution. 

Mr. BUTLER. I appeal to the Senator from South Dakota to 
let the measure go through. I assure him there is no purpose 
whatever to.take advantage of anybody by the joint resolution. 
Tne Cherokees have made the sale of the bonds, and they simply 
desire to have the money paid into the subtreasury of the 
United States. The eet the Treasury says he can not 
receive the money without this authority. is all there is 
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in it. The money, I understand, will be divided among the 
Cherokees themselves in ten days; and I submit to the Senator 
that it is rather harsh to interpose an objection and prevent the 
passage of a joint resolution. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I shall insist upon my objection; but I 
have no objection to the joint resolution lying upon the table 
and not go to the committee, so that it may be taken up by unani- 
mous consent, after I have looked into it. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think the Senator will find that what has 
been stated is all there is in the joint resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I offeran amendment to come 
end of the joint resolution, whenever it ‘comes up again, or 
be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, if the joint 
olution is referred to that committee. Let it be read 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment will be 
read. 

The SECRETARY. 
following proviso: 

Provided, how '. That the United States shall in no 
pay int st on the sum so received, or any part thereof. 
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Add at the end of the joint resolution the 
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Mr. BUTLER. There is no objection to that amendment, I 
understand. 
Mr. BERRY. There is no objection whatever to that amend- 


I 
I do not tuink the joint resolution could be construed to 
mean that there is any such liability, but there is no objection 
to having the proviso added. Does the Senator from South 
Dakot upon his ob ection? 
Mr. PETTIGREW. IL insist upon my objection 
I y Ob) . 
There is ob,ection to the present 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
consideration of the joint resolution. 
Mr. BERRY. Then I shall have to ask that the joint resolu- 
tion be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ido not think that is necessary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be re- 

ferred to the Committees on Indian Aitairs. 
Mr. BERRY subsequently said: The joint resolution in regard 
to the Cherokee funds that came over from the other House was 
ordered to be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. I 
ask unanimous consent that that vote be reconsidered and that 
the jointresolution lie on the table until Monday. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. is there oabjection? 
hears none, and it is so ordered. F 

THE RUSSIAN THISTLE. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ask unanimous consent that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 1545) to pro- 
vide for the destruction and extermination of the noxious plant 
orweed known as Russian thistle or Russian cactus technically, 
Saisoia kali trequs.) , 

Mr. COCKRELL. I know how anxious the Senator from 
North Dakota is to have that bill considered. If he desires to 
submit any remarks upon it, I have no objection to its being 
taken up at this time, but the Senate is scarcely as full as it 
ought to be to consider such a bill. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I will state to the Senator from Mis- 
souri, that the Senate is quite as full as it usually is when it con- 
siders matters of this kind. Ido notdesire toofferany extended 
remarks on the bill, but my col:cague on the Committee on Ac- 
riculture and Forestry, the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
Gzorcs], I understand is desirous of offering some remarks. I 
shall ccntent myself simply with asking that the report of ths 
committee be read, which, in my judgment, contains a complete 
argument in favor of the passage of the bill. 

‘The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
consideration of the bill? 


+ 


Is there objection to the present 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ask that the report of the committe: 
be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the report 


of the committee. 
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extirpating pleuro-preumonia has been 
| asked by your committee to extermimate 


The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. | 


HANSBROUGH February 7, 1894: 

The Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1237) entitled ‘‘A bill for the extermination and destruction of the 
obnoxious plant or weed known as the saltwort or Kussian thistle or cac- 
tus,” has had the same under consideration and begs leave to report a sub- 
stitute therefor. 

The majority of the committee agrees that the Russian thistle is a most 
dangerous menace to agriculture in this country; that the several Staves 
infested with it are unable to successfully cope with it alone, and that there- 
fore it has become necessary for Congress to take action. Our conclusions 
@re based wholly wpon official reports now on file in the Department of Ag 
riculture. These reports were the result of several official investigations 
made under the direction of the Secretary of Agriculture. 


In them we find that the Russian thistle was transplanted to the United | 


States by Russian immigrants who came here under the provisions of our 
national immigration laws. The seed was brought from Russia about 1878 
in some black flaxseed which was sown, and the plant was first discovered 
to be groWing upon our soll about 1680 in the southern portion of South Da- 
kota. From there it has spread, according to official reports, over an area 
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Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, bei: member of the ¢ 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry, which 
bill comes, it is my duty to say that it does 1 
port of all the members of the committee. It 
my support. Itis avery extraordinary bill, pr 
out of the Treasury of the United Sta $1,00 
pose, as it is said, of exterminating a nox 
which prevails, as I learn from the Senator from North Dako 
in five States of the Union. 

I also understand from him that this extraordinary appli 
tion is made to Congress for $1,000,000 upon th 
five States in which the thistle is growing a 
unable financially to manage the question. 
Congress is asked to donate $1,000,000 because fi. 
American Union are infested with a noxio 
are unable to exterminate, the cost being thesum 
State. 

Mr. President, the bill, so far as I know, is wholly unprec 
edented in the legislation of thiscountry. It takes a ste; 
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It has been supposed up to now that noxious weeds which inter 
fere with the operation of farming were to be subdued by the 
farmer himself. Certainly, if this pest has got beyond th ch 
of the individual farmer, then I think the matter ought to have 
gone next to the municipality, to the county, or the township, 
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or, if that were toosmall, to the State in which the pest exists. 
I know of no limit to appropriations from the Treasury of the 
United States, and I know of no subject which Congress can not 
draw within the jurisdiction of the taxing power if the bill can 
be passed. 

Mr. HARRIS. What does the Senator from Mississippi say 
about the constitutionality of the proposed act? 

Mr.GEORGE. There is a very large discretion allowed to 
the Congress in the appropriation of money. The practice of 
the Government for forty or fifty years has been in opposition 
to what I regard as the true construction of the Constitution of 
the United States upon that subject. It is too late now, I will 
state to the Senator from Tennessee, to reverse that practice. 
Sol prefer to put my opposition to the billupon the ground that 
it isa dangerous precedent; and it seems to me to be an unneces- 
sary precedent. Itseems tome that the claim of a State upon 
the National Treasury for aid, because it is being injured or 
ruined by a noxious weed which can be exterminated in that 
State for the sum of $200,000, is a very small one. 

There might be, answering still further the question pro- 
pounded sotto voce by the Senator from Tennessee, a case of such 
an overwhelming calamity, costing somuch money, thatit would 
be manifestly beyond the powers of a State to manage it, when 
possibly it would be proper for the Congress of the United States 
to interpose and disburse money out of the Treasury. : 

Iam notaware, and no precedent has been cited, that pis 
has ever undertaken to deal with a pest of this sort, to cutdown 
weeds which are noxious to the farmer. It seems to me that if 
Congress goes into that sort of business we will find ourselves 
face to face with a very large and unlimited expenditure of 
money. In some portions of the Union there is a grass, called 
the Johnson grass, which many people think to be very noxious. 
It is said to be beyona the power of extermination, even if you 
furnish the money, unless you dig it up and carry it away. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then you have to go 4 feet into the ground. 

Mr. GEORGE. And,as suggested by the Senator from Ten- 
nessee, you have to go 4 feet into the ground. Then there is 
another grass, a great pest, which flourishes with very great 
vigor in the State of Louisiana and the State of Mississippi. I 
know of no pest which affects the farmer more than it does. It 
is called the cocoa grass. I know something aboutit. I have 
had a little of it on a farm which I myself own. I have made 
large expenditures of money for the purpose of eradicating it. I 
have put salt upon the ground for the purpose of killing the 
ground, so that it would not produce sages. That has been 
about the only successful method of dealing with it. So, if we 
are to gointo the businessof removing noxious weeds which 
may from time to timeafflict our countrymen, I do not know that 
there will be any limit to the draft upon the United States 
Treasury. 

One tnore thought, and I shall have said all I intend to say 
about this matter. I have alluded to the fact that the sum 
deemed necessary to effect this extermination, $1,000,000, and 
that is what is aseed in the bill, divided among the five States, 
leaves only $200,000 as the necessary or the assumed necessary 
sum to be expended for the destruction of this pest in any par- 
ticular State, I do not think that small sum justifies an expen- 
diture on the partof the Congressof the United States from the 
general fund of the Union upon the ground of the inability of 
the local authorities to deal with it. 

Then, sir, right in connection with that thought, I wish to 
state that there has been no showing, so far as I have heard, 
that the States have taken any steps toward exterminating the 
pest within their borders. Or, in other words, it seems to be a 
ease of this sort, where five of the great States of the American 
Union have sat down quietly and allowed this pest to get a foot- 
hold within their borders, and, so far as [ have heard, have taken 
no public step to rid themselves of the pest. If there have been 
any such efforts on the part of any of these States I have not 
heard of it. I can not affirm negatively that it has not been 
done, but I only state that so far as I know no such effort has 
oa pposs I migh thi a probably ough 

su might say something, and proba ought to sa: 

some B about the defects in the bill if it is oi sonnel: 
I will point out what I regard as a very serious defect in the 
bill as an efficient and economical expenditure of public money. 
The method of exterminating the thistle as fixed in the bill 
that the Secretary of Agriculture shall appoint one superin- 
tendent at a salary of 83 per diem and necessary expenses for 
each of said forty districts. The whole five States in which the 
thistle prevails are, I understand, to be divided into forty dis- 
tricts. Then there is to be a superintendent in each one of 
them ata salary of $3 a day, which means $120 a day for super- 
intendents. 

It seems to me, sir, that that isa very large expenditure of 
public money, and a very uneconomical expenditure. But the 
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principal objection I make to that part of the bill is this: The 
superintendents, when appointed, are to make written contracts 
with the residents of said districts. If the Government of the 
United States is to spend $1,000,000for the benefit of these States 
for the purpose of exterminating this thistle, this pest, it does 
seem tome that the provision of law ought to be that you shall 

et the best contract you can, that you shall get as much work 

one for the money as possible. Therefore, the bidding on the 
contract should not be confined to the residents of the several 
districts. It seems to me the world at large ought to be ad- 
mitted. 

But, then, there is another provision which really is incompre- 
hensible to me, and to which I desire to call the special atien- 
tion of the Senator from North Dakota. I do not know exactly 
what it means. It looks upon its face as if it were intended to 
secure, as a condition precedent to the expenditure of the money, 
the coSperation of the authorities of the States and Territories 
in which the money is to be expended. I am not sure it means 
that. That pone on its face possible, as the most probable 
meaning, but here is a defect about that. It does not state the 
extent to which the cotiperation shall go. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Will the Senator from Mississippi 
allow me to make a suggestion? 

Mr.GEORGE. Certainly. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. To what section of the bill does the 
Senator from Mississippi refer? 

Mr. GEORGE. Section 2. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I will state that section 2 of the pend- 
ing measure isalmost identical with a section in the pleuro-pneu- 
monia act. It is in the identical language of a law now on the 
statute books passed in 1884. 

Mr. GEORGE. ‘That may be true. I am not disposed to dis- 
pute what the Senator says upon that subject, but we are trying 
the value of this particular cojperation. Will the Senator say 
to what amount codperation shall extend? Shall there be $1 or 
$500 or $1,000 or $500,000 contributed? That is all indefinite. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Surely the Senator—— 

Mr. GEORGE. I wish to explain to the Senator the reason 
why the coiperation is required of the State in the pleuro-pneu- 
monia act. By that act it was proposed to enter the stali and 
pen and upon the farm of farmers in the various States, to ex- 
amine their cattle and kill them. Now, there was property. 
These cattle were owned. There was a property right in the 
cattle. It was doubted by some and denied by many—among 
the latter by myself—that Congress had the power to enter into 
a State, and, without the assent of the State, without the per- 
mission of the State, or without the permission of the owners 
of the cattle, go into the cattle stalls and into the pens belong- 
ing to the owners, and take private property and destroy it. 
That codperation was put in the pleuro-pneumonia actin order to 
evade (I believe I would rather use that word instead of the word 
avoid) the constitutional objection that it was a State matter to 
take private property under the police powers of the State and 
destroy it for the public good. 

The thistle, I believe in the theory of the Senator from North 
Dakota at least, is not property. It is an incumbrance of prop- 
erty. Nobody wants it. Everybody wants it destroyed. If 
that is to be the whole extent of the co%peration of the State, 
and I understand it to be to allow the United States to expend 
money in it, then I think it is a fatal objection tothe bill. I re- 
gard it as a fatal objection to the bill that we shall go into the 
States and expend all this money among their own citizens with- 
out requiring the States to do one single thing to help it. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I am sufficiently old-fashioned 
in my habits and ideas to have heretofore believed, as I believe 
to-day, that the taxing power of Congress was given for but one 
single purpose, and that is to enable Congress to raise the reve- 
nues necessary to meet the wants and necessities of the Federal 
Government. I maintain to-day, asI have maintained through- 
out my whole political life, and shall maintain to the end of it, 
that you have no more power to levy and collect taxes and ap- 

ropriate the money to a purpose such as this than you have to 
ose and collect taxes and appropriate the money to build a 
shanty for John Jones or Sam Smith. I need not, however, 
waste time in arguing a constitutional question to this body, 
and I do not ee todo so. Butset this precedent, appro- 


riate $1,000, to exterminate a noxious weed in four or five 
tates —— 
Mr. GEORGE. Five States. 
Mr. HARRIS. Be it five, be it forty, I care not; the principle 
is the same—— ; 
Mr. GEORGE. Precisely. 
Mr. HARRIS. And it is very much more noxious than the 


weed. 
Now, set this precedent, appropriate $1,000,000 to this most 
absurd and unconstitutional purpose, and the next Congress will 
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be asked for $1,000,000 to exterminate the cocoa grass, and later 
the Johnson grass; then I think I shall bring in a bill to exter- 
minate the crab grass that infests the cotton iields of the South. 
Set the precedent, and where is it to end? We have ag od 
many noxious weeds. The crab grassis a troublesome thing in 
the cotton tields of the South, and cotton is one of our greatest 
exports. 


in exterminating the crab grass in the cotton fields o: t 
It is just as legitimate and it is just as necessary: and it may, 
perhaps, be considered more to the general interest of the coun- 
try thin the extermination of the thistle. But I need not pro- 
long the debate. I merely wished to put on record briefly the 
views I entertain. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, there is to my mind very little 
difference between the appropriation of money to build levee; 
along the Mississippi River to protect the farming lands adja- 
cent and an appropriation to exterminate the Russian thistle. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Oregon will allow me, I 
will state that I think that proposition just as unconstitutional 
and absurd as the one pending. 

Mr. DOLPH. 
to it and argue the matter from that standpoint hereafter. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Tennessee has stuck to it 
all his life up to this time, and the Senator from Oregon may 
rely upon it that he will do so in the future. 

Mr. DOLPH. There is this difference between the two prop- 
ositions. The Government is the owner of large tracts of public 
land. This thistle has overrun the Government land as well as 
the land of private individuals. The Government has a direct 
interest in exterminating the thistle to protect itsown land and 
to prevent its destruction. The Government can hardly expect 
that individuals will nov only exterminate the thistle from their 
own land. but will go upon Government lands to get rid of it. 
Still it will be nece-sary, if the noxious weed is to ke extermi- 
nated, that that shall be done. 
practical way in which this weed can be exterminated in the 
States where there are public lands is for the Government to 
take hold of it. For the reasons stated, | think this is a very 
much stronger case than many cases in which the Government 
hasappropriated money for the protection of the public interest. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, Ido not intend to enter 
into a controversy with the constitutional lawyers on the other 
side of the Chamber upon aquestion which in my judgment has 
been definitely settled time and time again by Congress. 1 be- 
lieve the question of Congressional action in cases of this kind 
was definitely settled when the pleuro-pneumoniaact of 1884 was 
passed. I have examined the debate that took place over that 
piece of legislation and have examined the act itself very thor- 
oughly; and [ will state that the pending bill isdrawn along the 


exact line of the pleuro-pneumonia act of 1881, and along the | 


line of subsequent amendments to that act providing appro- 
priations for carrying it out. 

Mr. President, [ wish to state briefly to the Senate what the 
act of 1884 provides. It gave the Commissioner of Agriculture, 
now the Secretary of Agriculture,the authority to send federal 
officials into every stable, cow pasture, or into any other plaice 
where there were cattle, for the purpose of ascertaining the ex- 
istence of pleuro-pneumonia. When it was ascertiined that 
pleuro-pneumonia existed it was made the duty of these Federal 
officials there, upon the private premises of the individuals, to 
exterminate it. I claim further that the principle has been re- 
peatedly settled by Congress in appropriations made to drive 
cholera and yellow fever from our shores. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from North Dakota allow me 
to interrupt him? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. There is not a word of, or a line in, any one of 
the acts upon the subject to which the Senator now refers that 
goes further than to so regulate commerce with foreign nations 
and amongst the several States as td strip it of contagion. It is 
purely and wholly a regulation of foreign and interstate com- 
merce, and no more nor less. 

Mr. BUTLER. And a national question. 

Mr. HARRIS. Purely. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. 


be. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator claim it is a regulation of 
commerce? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. A regulation of agriculture, which is 
a part of the commerce of this country. If you eliminate agri- 
culture, commerce will not amount to much. 

As I havestated, I do not propose to enter into the fine points 
of discussion with respect to the constitutional features of the pro- 
— eet. Lam verysorry, however, thatmy amiable friend from 

lississippi [Mr. Gsonce] in his discussion of this question over- 
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| think I shall offer an amendment to the pending bill | 
that at least one-half of the sum appropriated shall be expended | 
he South. | 


[hope the Senator from Tennessee will stick | 


So, as far as I can see, the only | 


And so, Mr. President, I claim this | 
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| looked or forgot to refer to the repeated appropriations that 
| Dp} t 


have been m de by Congres; for the benetit of tlood sutferers 
along the Mississippi River. It is unnecessary to enter into the 
| details of that phase of the question. They have been fully dis 
| cussod here. 
Now. I wish to state concerning the Russian thistle that in my 
} judgment it is a greater pest to agriculture than allof th other 
pesis which we have hid todeal with heretofove. It was brought 
here by Rassiun immigrents, who came to this country under 
the immigration Jaws passed by Congress. It was sown in seed 


that they put intothe ground, upon lands that they took under 
our land laws, and it has spread over a very lu pait of more 
than fiv: {t is found in many parts of six Stites west of 
the Mississippi River and in the State of Wisconsin. 

The report of the majority of the Committee on Agriculture 
and forestry, which has been read at the desk by the Secret 

is predicated upon the official reports made by the Department 

of Agricuiture itself, upon reports to the Secretiry of Agricul 
| ture from agents sent out by the Department of Agricultur 
In drawing the report [ have not used any of the statements 
made in the newspapers or any unoflicial reports, but have con- 
fined myself exclusively to the oficial reports now on file in the 
Dep wrtment. : 

The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] seems to think 
that the sum of $1,000,L00 is a very extravagant sum to appro- 
priate for the extermination of this pest. It is stated 
official reports, to which I have referred, that unless the work 
of extermination begins at a very early date the exp of kill- 
ing the thistle within a very few years from now will reach live 
or ten million dollars, because it is just as sure, if not dealt with 
summarily, to overrun every inch of the agricultural sections 
of this country where there are prairie lands as it is certain 
that the sun is to rise to-morrow. In the Western States within 
the list five years the thistle has been found to spread at 
| rate of 15 miles a year. It is driven by the winds from the 
north to the south and from the south back again, scattering 
| the seeds until the ground is as thoroughly sown as if you had 
drilled the eurth with aseeder. In many places in the West 
hundreds and thousands of acres have been abandoned by the 
farmers, who for the last few years have tried to cope with it 
and have failed. 
| Mr. President, the bill, it seems to me, is in the interest of 
the great institution of agriculture, and I hope and believe the 
Senate will reich the conclusion that in view of the very low 
prices now existing for the products of the farm and the ina- 
bility of the farmer to incur unusual expense, and with the 
great prairie region beset with such pests as this is known to be, 
it is the duty of Congress to protect the great nitional industry 
of agriculture and make the appropriation proposed in the bill. 

Mr.CALL. Mr. President, the bill presented by the Senator 
from North Dikota [Mr. HANSBROUGH] presents some very in- 
teresting questions. It seems to me that there is a great deal of 
splitting of hairs upon this subject without any real foundation. 
The Senator from Tennessee says you can notexercise the power 
| of Congress for the extirpation of a great public evil that affects 
half a dozen States, unless it be a regulationof commerce. You 
can appropriate money to extirpate yellow fever, or cholera, or 
any other epidemic disease. Why? What connection has this 
thing With commerce more than any other cause that affects 
| commerce indirectly? 

Yellow fever is notcommerce. Cholera is not commerce. If 
| you are to be confined to the literal interpretation of the Con- 
stitution youcan only touch yellow fever orcholera or any other 
epidemic disease, because they affect interstate commerce and 
because they touch interstate or foreigncommerce. Itis an in- 
direct connection. There is no kind of question aboutit. That 
is the reason of the proposition. It is only because they indi- 
rectly affect commerce that Congress has a right to regulate 
them. Congress has no right to regulate yellow fever or chol- 
era, abstractly, in themselves. Then where is the difference 
| between tho:e cases and this pest, affecting half a dozen States, 
destroying comm :rce directly, preventing commerce from hay- 
ing any kind of sustenance. 
| Now, if you can go outside the direct language of the Consti- 
| tution and legislate in respect of something that touches com- 
merece, international or State, that affects commerce injuriously 
or benefici lly, and upon that ground can legislate in regard to 
it, where will you stop? The Senator from Tennessee |Mr. HAR 
RIS] says that he will bring in an amendment here to prev 
crab grass from growing. Would it not be equally pertinent to 
the bills he has introduced so often here xppropriating money 
for the suppression of epidemicand contagious diseases? Would 
it not be equally appropriate to bring in an »meniment to pre- 
| vent the whooping cough or the searlet fever’ It is in the de- 
| gree of importance that these things are to be considered logic- 

ally and not by reference to a literal interpretation. 
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Now, in respect to the objectand purposes of the Constitution, 
where will you find a di.erence between an invading army 
sweeping the whole country out of existence and a pestilence or 
a@ ruinous cause to agriculture beyond the meansof individuals 
or States? J am informed by the Senator from North Dakota, 
who has considered the subject carefully, that here are seven 
Staies. They can not, by the Constitution, enter intoa treaty or 
confederation. The constitutional measure is, that this is an 
evil beyond the competency, not the constitutional pew 
alone, but the actual capacity of these States to deal with. 

Will it be said that it was never intended by the Constitution, 
it being admitted that a great publicevilcaa arise which would 
destroy the entire agriculture of the country and which would | 
require the co \peration by treaty or legislative means of all the 
States, that that was not within the purview of the Constitution, 
that that agent which was prescribed to legislats for all the States 
and in reference to those things which a Nict all the States, could 
not deal with this great public evil sweeping over the ‘whole 
country and entirely beyond the competency of an individual 
State, with this provision in the Constitution saying to the dif- 
ferent States, you can not enter into a treaty or confederation 
with each other? 

Now, that is the ry Iinterpret that part of the Constitution, 
and it seems to me that we should now arrive at that ground 
where we interpret the Constitution according to its public pur- 

es, according to the necessity of action by acommonagent for 
all the States, and not by the literal language of the Constitu- 
tion. In that respect the precedents, it seems to me, are en- 
tirely with the Senator from North Dakota. 

As I said, I do not see the difference between the legislation 
for the appropriation of money to prevent the spread of epi- 
demic and cont gious disease, because incidentally it affects in- 
directly commeree, and the necessity of action here as to a 
son ething which directly affects all the States. 

Now. Mr. President. I think that this is an evil that will 
be ascertained to be destructive to commerce and agricuiture; 
that here is an introduction of a thistle, a destructive plant, 
spreading over the aaa country with a rapidity which is 
impossible to arrest, by simultaneous action in seven 


States at a particular oa of the yeur. Isthattenue? Isit true 
that the agriculture of the great wheat-producing region of this 
country and the subsistence of the mill of American people 
who are de ent upon itis about to be destroyed, and the only 
remedy for it issimultaneous in all the different States 
of the means of destraction of it? 

If it be true. and if it be also true that the great production of 
wheat is about to be destroyed, and the subsistence of millions of 
pooyle, unless this remedy can be applied. and thntitcan not be ap- 
plied by any one Stute, but that it must be done bysomecommon 
authority extending over all of them, the States being prohibited 
by the Constitution from entering into treaties and confedera- 
tions with each other, itseems to me that this isa case which 
ought to require the attention and action of Congress 

The Constitution is to be interpreted, in my opinion, by two 
greatand preSminentconsiderations viz: To preserve the powers 
and autonomy of the National or Federal Government, and to 

reserve the powers and autonomy of the State governments. 
Whatever is not inconsistent with this is constitutional, if re- 


ont ep public and general interest of the people. 
BERRY. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 


eration of executive bi m 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ask the Senator from Arkansas to 
t. 


yield to me that | may make a request of the Senate. 
Mr. BERRY. I will withdraw the motion for the 
Mr. HANSBROUGH., I ask that the consideration of the 
pending bill be made the special order immediately s 
the conclusion of the consideration of Senate bill 341, the Mc- 
Garrahan claim, in the charge of the Senator from Colorado 


r. TELLER]. 
Is there objection to the request 





The VICE- bansrpent. 
of the Senator from North Dakota? 


"a Qu AY. I suggest tothe Senator from North Dakota that 
it woul one be well, probably, to give precedence to the bill in 
onic oronge Sink siieerantaemion toate aunts 

t to to 
- ch we - dispose ave a —- e pend- 


upon the 
r. HANSBROUGH.. I: I do not se ea re that the Senator 
from Tennessee, who made the motion to reconsider the Print- 
—— bill, indicated when as up that matter. 


r. QUAY. My understanding is that the ueneeee Som 
ewe) np ae ee unfinished busi- 


a MANDERSON. 
business is the M 
Mr. QUAY. No: neither was the 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Senate 
Garrahan bill, is the unfinished bill at 20° clock on Monday next 
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Mr. FRYE. The Printing Office bill is then to be considered 
in the morning hour. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It has no rights whatever. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I will say to the Senator from Ne- 
braska that I have simply asked that the Russian thistle bill be 
- down as a special order to succeed the consideration of the 

eGarrahan claim bill. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That may be done. 

Mr. WASHBURN. That is ri ght. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Lask the it it be made the unfinished 
business after Senate bill 341 is concluded. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from North Dakota? The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. 

Mr. DOLPH. 





I should like to inquire what disposition was 
made of the bill which has been under discussion? 
‘the VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Dakota 

asked unanimous consent that it be considered as the unfinished 
business after the disposition of the McGarrahan bill, the bill of 
which the Senator from Colorado | Mr. TELLER] has charge, and 
it was agreed to. 

PUBLIC LAND ENTRIES. 

Mr. DOLPH. I ask that Order of Business 203, Senate bill 
67, may be considered next in order after the bill of the Senator 
from North Dakota, the thistle bill, is disposed of. 

. The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection tothe request of 
the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. MILLS. What is the re 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. T 


by title. 
A bill (S. 67) to amend an act entitled ““An 


uest? 
e Secretary will state the bill 


The SECRETARY. 
act for the relief of certain settlers on the public lands, and to 


provide for the repayment of certain fees, purchase money, and 
commissions paid on void entries of public lands. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. TURPIE. I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection tothe request of 
the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. DOLPH. Then I give notice that immediately after the 
consideration of Senate bill 341, the McGarrahan bill, and the 
bill which has just been under consideration—the thistle bill— 
I shall move to take up Senate biil 67. 

CAPT. JOHN W. PULLMAN. 


Mr. DAVIS. LIask the unanimous consent of the Senate to 
consider the bill (5, 1437) for the relief of Capt. John W. Pull- 


man. 

Mr. BERRY. Iask theSenator from Minnesota if there is any 
particular reason why he desires to have the Senate consider 
that billthis evening’ I had moved an executive session, and I 
simply yielded to the Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. DAVIS. I willstate to the Senator from Arkansas that 
it isa matter of some convenience to myself. It is a measure 
which I wish to have disposed oi. 

Mr. BERRY. I will yield to the Senator from Minnesota, but 
after that I will renew my motion. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the pill; which was read, as fol- 
lows: 


Whereas John W. Pullman, who was “su.missioned a second lientenant 
,in the United States Army on the 15th day of June, 
commissioned a capta:ia in the Quartermaster's De- 


"ed men. W. A. Day, on the 12th day of June, 1889, then the Second 
Auditor of the Treasury of the United States, pre > a revised statement 
of Capt. Puliman’s account, finding due the said John W. Pullman the 
sum of $1,396.31, and on the same day certified the resuit to the Second 
Comptroller of the Treasury for payment, which was su uently re- 
turned to the neon Auditor wit 


h opingon by the a aeaateaien tion that untaw fly p Fev ious! 
such 0) y eclaration - appe 
aiieat law of the accounting o ticer of the United States the 
had been too much instead o too little, it woud seem quite 
clear that the excess could net be recovered back:" Therefore, 

Be it enacted, etc., That the accounting officers of the ‘Treasury be, and they 
are hereby, directed, on application being made by Capt. John W. Pullman, 
or his a representatives, to adjust and pay his — claim as stated and 

ed to the Second A r of the Treasury © ay of June, 
1889, in accordance with such certificate and the low applicable thereto as 
construed by the Supreme Cuurt of the United States, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otuerwise appropria 


The eS was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


and passed. 
The preamble was agreed to. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. BERRY. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 


sideration of executive business. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 








1894. 


consideration of executive business, After ten minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o'clock p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, March 26, at 12 
o’clock m. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Eeecutive nominations received by the Senate March 22, 189 
UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 

Henry Bohl, of Ohio, to be marshal of the United States for 
the southern district of Ohio, vice John H. Simmons, whose term 
expired February 4, 1894. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

Harlan Cleveland, of Ohio, to be attorney of the United States 
for the southern district of Ohio, vice John W. Herron, whose 
term expired January 27, 184. 

ASSISTANT TREASURER. 

Michael Ryan, of Ohio, to be assistant treasurer of the United 
States at Cincinnati, in the State of Ohio, to succeed Samuel 
Bailey, jr., whose term of office has expired by limitation. 

APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 

Henry J. Schuite, of Ohio, to be appraiser of merchandise for 
the port of Cincinnati, in the State of Ohio, to succeed James S. 
Burdsal, removed. 

SURVEYORS OF CUSTOMS. 

Albert J. Barr, of Pennsylvania, to be surveyor of customs for 
the district of Pittsburg, in the State of Pennsylvania, to suc- 
ceed John F. Dravo, whose term of office will expire by limita- 
tion April 1, 1894. s 

Henry D, Lemon, of Ohio, to be surveyor of customs for the 

ort of Cincinnati, in the State of Ohio, to succeed Amor Smith, 
jr., resigned. 


z 
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RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

William H. Dunphy, of Tekoa, Wash., to be receiver of public 
moneys. at Wallawalla, Wash., vice Joseph C. Painter, to be 
removed. 

Edward K. Hawkins, of Aberdeen, Wash., to be receiver of 
public moneys, at Olympia, Wash., vice Jacob R. Welty, to be 
removed. 

REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES. 

John G. Newbill, of Springfield, Mo., to be register of the land 
Office at Springfield, Mo., vice Joseph W. McClurg, term ex- 
pired. 

Jesse F. Murphy, of Olympia, Wash., to be register of the 
land office at Olympia, Wash., vice George G. Mills, to be re- 
moved. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Ensign Houston Eldredge, to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 
the Navy, from the 23d of January, 1894 (subject vo a physical 
re’xamination in four months), vice Lieut. (junior grade) Harry 
S. Knapp, promoted. 

Ensign Henry B. Wilson, to be lieutenant (junior grade) from 
the <th of February, 1894, vice Lieut. (junior grade) William L. 
Rodgers, promoted. 

‘POSTMASTERS. 


J. A. Ladd, to be postmaster at Traer, in the county of Tama 
and State of Iowa, in the place of Elmer E. Taylor, whose com- 
mission expired January 8, 1594. 

William T. Sharp, to be postmaster at Brooklyn, in the county 
of Poweshiek and State of Iowa, in the place of Henry H. Reed, 
whose commisson expired January 8, 1894. 

Edward J. Brown, to be postmaster at Framingham, in the 
county of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in the place 
. George H. Waterman, whose commission expired March 7, 
1894. 

John D. Dennis, to be postmaster at Lynn, in the county of 
Essex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Augustus J. 
Hoitt, whose commission expired March 30, 1893. 

Patrick Kelly. to be postmaster at Devils Lake, in the county 
of Ramsey and State of North Dakota, in the place of William 
A. Hamilton, whose commission expired February 14, 1894. 

W. F. Daly, to be postmaster at Du Bois, in the county of 
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Clearfield and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Lewis Zeig- 


ler. whose commission expired January 27, 1894. 
Alexander M. Dick, to be postmaster at West Newton, in the 


of Adam T. Darr, whose commission expired February 27, 1804. 


| John W. Foust, whose commission expired Febru 
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Willis W. Kitch, t» be postmaster at Sharpsville, in the county 
of Mercer and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Theodor 
M. Ford, whose commission expired January 16, 1804, 

Patrick J. Langan, to be postmaster at Hawley,iu the cou 
of Wayne and Stite of Pennsylvania, in the place of George 
Amerman, whose commissioned expired December 21, 1893 

ivan T. McGaw, to be postmaster at Reynoldsville, 
county of Jefferson and State of Pennsylvania, in the pla 
uy 11, 1 
in the county o! 


Th 


in the 


it. J. O'Donnell, to be postmaster at Canton, 
Bradford and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of 
Pierce, whose commission expired February LI, 18.4. 

Albert K. Saylor, to be postmaster at Royersfor 
county of Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania, 
of Morris R. Peterman, whose commission expired 
20, 1893. 


Charles Schmitt, to be postmasterat Homestead 


.inthee 


|of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Rk 


| county of Tioga and State of 


MeW hinney, whose commission expired Februiry 19, 18 
Frank H. Stratton, to be postmaster at Blos ; 
Pennsylvania, in th: place 
George D. Wilkinson, whose commizsion expired February 1%, 
1894. 
Solomon Uhl, to be postmaster at Somerset, in the county 

Somerset and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Josiah ik 
ler, whose commission expired February 19, L894. 


it 
sbur i 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 20, 
ASSOCIATE JUSTICE SUPREME COURT OF ARIZONA. 
Marshall H. Williams, of Arizona Territory, to be associate 
justice of the supreme court of the Territory of Arizons. 
REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 
James Walter Smith, of Stockton, C 
land oflice at Stockton, Cal. ‘ 
RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS, 


Edward A. Pueschel, of Bakersfield, Cal, to be re 
public moneys at Visalia, Cal. 

Sammuel Leffler, of Stockton, Cal., 
moneys at Stockton, Cal. 

Richard S. Sheridan, of Roseburg, 
public moneys at Noseburg, Oregon. 
POSTMASTERS. 

Peter McRory, to be postmaster at Port Henry, in the county 
of Essex and State of New York. 

C. W. Ravlin, to b» postmaster at Laporte City, in the county 
of Black Hawk and Stuite of Lowa. f 

John Whitfield, to bs postmaster at Stuart, 
Guthrie and State of Lowa. 

Charles E. Stuck, to be postmaster at Otsego, in the county 
of Allegan and State of Michigan. . 

Henry C. Dater, to be postmaster at Ballston 
county of Saratoga and State of New York. 

Albert E. Rice, to be postmister at Barre, in the co inty of 
Woveester and State of Massachusetis. 

Edwid B. Horton, to be postmaster at Athol Center, in the 
county of Worcester and Stite of Massachusetts. 

Orson G. Couch, to be postmaster at Amherst, in the county 
of Hampshire and State of Massachusetts. Pe 

Thomas H. Maynard, to be postmaster at Clare, in the county 
of Clare and State of Michigan. 

John Brodie, to be postm ister at Valparaiso, in the county of 
Porter and State of Indiana. 

John Rentz, to be postmaster at Blissfield, in the county of 
Lenawee and State of Michigan. 

Smith N. McCloud, to be postmaster at Marysville 
county of Union and State of Ohio. 

George W. Finney, to be postmaster at Dennison, in the 
county of Tuscarawas and State of Ohio. 

George P. Burridge, to be postmaster at Painesville, in the 
county of Lake and State of Ohio. 

Witliam Evans, to be postmaster at Centerville, in the county 
of Appanoose and State of Iowa. 

William Jay Shields, to be postmaster at Rochester, in the 


1894. 


al., to be register of the 


or of 


to be receiver ol publie 


Oregon, to be receiver 


in the county of 


Spa, in the 


, in the 


| county of Fulton and State of Indiana. 
county of Westmoreland and State of Pennsyivania, in the place | 


John A. Fry, to be postmaster at Ephrata, in the county of | 
| Berrien and State of Michigan. 


Lancaster and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of John F. 
Mentzer, whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

Oliver C. Jackson, to be postmaster at Coatesville, in the 
county of Chester and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of 
Edward H. Graves, whose commission expired February 19, 1894. 


Harvey R. Harris, to be postmaster at Michigan City, in the 
county of Laporte and St ‘te of Indiana. 
John C. Dick, to be postmaster at Buchanan, in the county of 


James E. Lutz, to be postmaster at Yale, in the county of St. 
Clair and State of Michigan. 

Henry W. Chinn, to be postmaster at Velasco, in the county 
of Brazoria and State of Texas. 











Yxecutive nomination confirmed by the Senate March 21, 1894. 


POSTMASTER, 


K. P. Thompson, to Poe at Aberdeen, in the county 
of Monroe and State of Mississippi. 


Beecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 22, 1894. 


SURVEYOR-GENERAL. 
William S. Green, of Colusa, Cal., to be surveyor-general of 
California. 
POSTMASTERS. 


Edward G, Niklaus, to be postmaster at Madison, in the county 
of Je'Yerson and State of Indiana. 

W. T. Cheatham, jr.,to be postmaster at Henderson, in the 
county of Vance and State of North Carolina. 

George Dyson, to be postmaster at Rushville, in the county of 
Schuyler and State of Illinois. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
THURSDAY, March 22, 1894. 


The House met at 120’clock m. 
E. B. BacBy. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Tuesday last was read and 
approved. 
LIGHT-HOUSE, LOWER CEDAR POINT, POTOMAC RIVER. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Act- 
ing Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate of ap- 
ropriation for rebuilding the light-house at Lower Cedar Point, 
2otomac River, Maryland, which was destroyed by fire December 
25, 1893; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 
CONTINGENT EXPENSES, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate of 
appropriations submitted by the Secretary of War for contin- 
gent expenses, military information division, Adjutant-Gen- 
eral’s Ottice, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 


INTERNATIONAL PENITENTIARY CONGRESS IN 1895. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the Hous> a letter from the 
Attorney-General, transmitting a communication from the Sec- 
retary of State, inclosing a letter from the ambassador of 
France at this capital relative to this Government taking part 
in the International Penitentiary Congress to be held in Paris, 
June, 1895: which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


AGREEMENT WITH YAKIMA AND YUMA INDIANS, 


The SPEAKER alsv laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting an agreement with the 
Yakima nation of Indians in the State of Washington; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting an agreement with the 
Yuma Indians in the State of California; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES H. SHUMATE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting findings in the case of 
James H. Shumate vs. The United States; which was referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Commissioner of Patents, transmitting his annua! report for the 
calendar year 1893; which was refer:ed to the Committee on Pat- 
ents, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE OVER MONONGAHELA RIVER. © 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 1749) to au- 
thorize the construction of a bridge over the Monongahela 
River at Glenwood, Pa. 

Mr. DALZELL. This bill is almost identical in terms with 
a House bill which has been favorably reported. [ ask unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the Senate bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it eaacted, etc., That the Glenwood Highway Bridge Com: , & cor- 
poration duly organized under the laws; of the Commonwealth of yl- 
Vania, its successors and assigns, be, and they are hereby, authorized and 
empowered to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge over the Mononga- 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


__ a Oe 
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hela River, from a point on the north shore of said Monongahela River at or 
near where Second avenue in the Twenty-third ward of the city of Pittsburg 
is crossed by the Pittsburg and Connellsville Railroad, toa point directly 
across said river, ou the south shore thereof, about 400 feet, more or less, 
below the mouth of Streets Run and above the foundation of the old coal 
tipple at Hays Station, all within the county of Allegheny and State of Penn- 
syivania. That said Glenwood Highway Bridge Company shall not com- 
mence the construction of its bridge. bridge piers, abutments, causeway, 
and other works over or in said Monongahela River until the location and 
— of thesameshall have been submitted toand approved by the Secretary 
oO ar. 

Sec. 2. That any bridge authorized to be constructed under this act shall 
be built and located under and subject to such regulations for the security 
of the navigation of said river as the Secretary of War shall prescribe; and 
to secure that object the said company or corporation shall submit to the 
Secretary of War, for his examination and approval, a design and drawing 
of the bridge and a map of the location, giving for the space of one half mile 
above and one-half mile below the proposed location the high and low water 
lines upon the banks of the river, the direction and strength of the currents 
at low an lat high water, with the soundings accurately showing the bed of 
the stream, and the location of any other bridge or bridges, such map to be 
sudiciently in detail to enable the Secretary of War to judge of the proper 
location of said bridge, and shall furnish such other information as may be 
required for a full and satisfactory understanding of the subject: and until 
the said plan and location of the briuge are approved by the Secretary of 
War the bridge shall not be commenced or built; and should any change be 
madein the a of said bridge during the progress ofits construction, such 
changes shall be subject to the approval of the Secretary of War: Provided, 
That the channel span of said bridge shail be not less than 500 feet in length 
in the clear, and the clear height of the superstructure shall not be less than 
53 feet above the level of the water at pool-full in said river. 

Sec. 3. That said bridge herein authorized to be constructed shall be so 
kept and managed at all times as to afford proper means and Ways for the 
passage of vessels, barges, or rafts, both by day and by night, and there 
shall be displayed on said bridge by the owners thereof. from sunset to sun- 
rise. such lights and other signals as the Light-House Board may prescribe; 
and such changes shall be made from time to time in the structure of said 
bridge as the Secretary of War may direct, at the expense of said bridge 
comrneey. in order the more effectually to preserve the free navigation of 
said river. 

Sec. 4. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the 
bridge herein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed 
within three years from the date of the aparoring this act. 

Sec. 5. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby ex- 
pressly reserved. 


The SPEAKER. 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. SAYERS. I understand that it is in the regular form. 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes, sir; in the regular form. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the bill; which was read three times and passed. 

On motion of Mr. DALZELL, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


Is there objection to the present cousidera- 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House Senate bills of the 
following titles, which were severally read twice and referred 
as stated: 

A bill (S. 445) supplementary to an actentitied ‘‘Anact to pro- 
vide a government for the District of Columbia,” approved I'eb- 
ruary 21, 18/71, and also an act entitled ‘‘An act for the govern- 
ment of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved June 20, 1s74—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

A bill (S. 755) granting the right of way to the Albany and 
Astoria Railroad Company through the Grande Ronde Indian 
Reservation in the State of Oregon—to the Committee on [ndian 
Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1280) for the promotion of anatomical science and to 
prevent the desecration of graves in the District of Columbia— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. WHITING, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. BARTHOLDT, indefinitely, on account of death in his 
family. 

To Nir. BELTZHOOVER, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. COMPTON, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. WALKER, for one week, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. FrrHian, for ten days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. Lucas, for twenty days, on account of important busi- 
ness at term of court. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has received by telegraph sev- 
eral requests for leave of absence on account of sickness. These 
reauests will bs granted, if there be no objection. 

There being no objection, indefinite leave of absence was 
granted in the following cases, on account of sickness: 

To Mr. GEISSENHAINER. 

To Mr. MALLORY. 

To Mr. Moon. 

To Mr. WELLS. . 

To Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania. 








ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 
Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 


rted that they had examined and found truly enrolled the | 


ill (H. R. 55:0) toregulate the making of property returns by 
officers of the Government; when the Speaker signed the same. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment bills 
of the following titles: 

A bill (H: R. 913) for the relief of Louis L. Williams; and 

A bill (H. R. 4013) to release and turn over to Mrs. Mary O. 
Augusta certain property in the District of Columbia. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment the following resolutions: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be reece of the eulogies delivered in Congress upon the Hon. William 
Lilly, late a Representative from the State of Pennsylvamia, 8,000 copies; 
of which number 2,000 copies shall be delivered to the Senators and Repre- 
sentatives of the State of Pennsylvania, which shall inc.ude 50 copies to be 
bound in full morocco, to be delivered to the family of the deceased, and of 
the remaining, 2.000 shall be for the use of the Senate and 4,000 for the use of 
the House of Representatives; and the Secretary of the Treasury is directed 
to have engraved and printed a portrait of the said William Lilly to accom- 
pany the said eulogies. 


Also: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed 12,000 copies of the Statistical Abstract of the United States for 
the year 1893, prepared by the Bureau of Statistics, Treasury Department; 
3,000 copies for the use of the members of the Senate, 6,000 copies for the use 
of the members of the House of Representatives, and 3,000 copies for the 
use of the Bureau of Statistics, Treasury Department. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed 
bills of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the 
House was requested: 

A bill (S. 109) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Chauncey M. Lockwood; 

A bill (S. 175) granting a right of way to the Jamestown and 
Northern Railway through the Devils Lake Indian Reserva- 
tion, in the State of North Dakota; 

A bill (S. 190) for the benefit of sundry persons residing inthe 
vicinity of Jefferson Barracks, Mo.; 

A bill (S. 266) providing for the erection of an equestrian statue 
of Gen. Francis Marion; 

A bill (S. 269) for the relief of Jacob I. Cohen and J. Ran- 
dolph Mordecai, administrators of M. C. Mordecai; 

A bill (S. 286) for the relief of the owners and crew of the 
Hawaiian bark Arctic; 

A bill (S. 343) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Royal M. Hubbard; 

A bill (S. 344) for the relief of William M. Keichtley; 

A bill (S. 345) for the relief of Horace A. W. Tabor; 

A bill (S. 407) making appropriation for the improvement of 
the road to the national cemetery near Pensacola, FF la.; 

A bill (S. 425) for the relief of the Potomac Steamboat Com- 
pany; 

: A bill (S. 444) making the surveyor of the Districtof Columbia 
a salaried officer, and to provide for more efficient service in the 
surveyor 8 office; 

A bill (S. 507) providing for the collection of fees for furnish- 
ing certificates of title to vessels; 

A bill (S. 509) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend sec- 
tion 4178, Revised Statutes, in relation to the mirking of ves- 
sels’ names at bow and stern, and also to provide for marking 
the draft,” approved February 21, 1891; 

A bill (S.511) providing for the establishment and enforce- 
ment of rules and regulations for the use and navigation of 
United States canals and similar works of navigation, and for 
other purposes: 

A bill (S. 573) for the relief of Christopher Schmidt: 

A bill (S. 574) for the relief of Dwight Hall; 

A bill (S. 587) to amend an act entitled “An actto regulate the 
carriage of passengers by sea,” approved August 2, 1882: 

A bill (S. 588) to repeal section 4145 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, and to amend sections 4146, 4320, also section 
lof the act amending section 4214 of the Revised Statutes, ap- 
proved March 3, 1883, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 1055) to carry into effect the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the cases of Edward N. Fish and others for supplies 
furnished the Indian service; 

A bill (S. 1312) for the relief of the heirs of Charles B. Smith. 
deceased: 

A bill (S. 1349) authorizing the purchase of a portrait of Capt. 
Samuel Chester Reid; 

A bill (S. 1412) for the relief of Fanny B. Randolph and Dora 
L. Stark; 

A bill (S. 1683) toauthorize the Secretary of War to issue four 
condemned ifon guns and projectiles to the officer in charge of 
the Government lot in Onkwood Cemetery, near Chicago, Ill.; 
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A joint resolution (S. R. 12) for the restoration of the books of 
the Beaufort Library Society, of Beaufort, S. ©.; and 

A bill (S. 497) to amend ‘*‘ An act to amend section 4409 of 
Title LIT of the Revised Statutes of the United States, con- 
cerning the regulation of steam vessels,” approved Auyust 7, 
LII, of the Revised 
Statutes, ‘‘Regulation of steam vessels.” 

The message also announe*d that the Senate had passed 
following resolutions; in which the concurrence of the House 
was requested: 


the 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
; be printed 4,000 copies in cloth, in one volume, of the new ectition of the 
} Senate election cases and of precedents relating to the privileges of the 
| Senate: 1,500 copies to be for the use of the members of the Senate and 2,500 
copies for the use of the members of the House of Representatives, the same 

to be printed on the back as follows: 

Senate Privileges and Elections. 
Election Cases 
Laft 
Precedents as to Privilege: 
Furbder 

Provided, The clerk of the Committee on Privileges and Elections shall, 
under the direction of such committee, prepare areport of the cases since 
determined, and the same shall be inserted as an appendix in the foregoing 


publication. 

Also: a 

Resolved by the Senate ((he House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed at the Government Printing Office, in aidiiion to the number 
already ordered by law, 7,000 copies of the Fourteenth Annual Report of the 
Director of the United States Geological! Survey, uniform with the preced 
ing volumes of the series, of Which number 1,000 shall be for the tise of the 
Senate, 2,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, and 4,000 for dis 
tribution by the Geological Survey 

FUNDS—CHEROKEE NATION. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of a joint resol ition authorizing 
and di ecting the Secretary of the Treasury to receive at the 
subireasury in the city of New York, from R. T. Wilson & Co., 
or assigns, the money amounting to $1,740,000, to be paid to the 
Cherokee Nation, and to place the same to the credit of the 
Cherokee Nation. 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read, after 
which the Chair will ask for objection. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 114) was read, as follows: 


Whereas by an act of the National Council of the Cherokee Nation ap- 
proved January 6, 1894, said Cherokee Nation accepted an offer of R. T. Wil- 
son & Co. to purchase and agreed to sell and assign tosaid RK. T. Wilson & 


Co. and assigns, the second, third, fourth, and fifth installments of the 
money, together with the interest thereon, from the ith day of March, 183 
to be paid by the United States to said Cherokee Nation for the Cher» 
outlet as provided by a contract made pursuant to section 10 of “Ana 
making appropriations for current and contingent expenses and fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with Indian tribes for tiscal year ending June :0, Isv! 


approved March 3, 1893, and in accordance with the provisious of said act o 
the National Council of the Cherokee Nation the consideration for said sale 
and assignment,amounting to $6,740.000,was to be placed in the subtreasury 


of the United States in the city of New York to the credit of the Cherokee 
Nation subject to the action of the National Council of said Cherokee Na 
tion; and 

W nereas it is necessary in order to carry out said contract that authority 
be conferred to receive said money at the subireasury in New York, and to 
place tae same to the credit of said Cherokee Nation: Therefore. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Kepresentatives of the United S/ates 
of America in Congress assembled, That the secretary of the Treasury be and 
he hereby is authorized and directed to receive at the subtreasury in the city 
of New York, from R. T. Wilson & Co. or assigns, the said money so to be 
paid to sa®i Cherokee Nation in consideration of said assignment and to 
place the same to the credit of said Cherokee Nation 


There being no objection the joint resolution was considered, 
ordered to a third reading, and being read the third time, was 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. CATCHINGS a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the tabie. 

CALL OF COMMITTEES. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will eal! the 
committees for reports. 

CONTESTED ELECTION, THIRD CALIFORNIA 


Standing and select 


DISTRICT, 


Mr. BROWN. from the Committee on Elections, submitted a 
report and resolutions in the contested election case of Wrarren 
B. inglish against Samuel G. Hilborn, from the Third Congr 
sional district of the State of Caliiornia: which was ordered to 
be printed and referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. WAUGH. by unanimous consent, submitted the views of 
the minority in siid contest. 

BRIDGE ACROSS TENNESSEE RIVER AT CLIPS TON, TENNESSEE. 


Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 


present consideration of the bill (H.R.50+1) tooxtend the tim 
authorizing the St. Louis and Birmingham Railroad to build a 
bridge across Tennessee River at Clifton, Tenn. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read subject to objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., Thatsection 8 ofthe act passed and approved June the 6th, 
1892, authorizing the St. Louis and Birmingham Railroad to build a bridge 


across the Tennessee River at Clifton, Tenn., be so amended as to reed, that 
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the work on said bridge shall be commenced within one year from June 6, 
18¥4, and completed by June 6, 1898, 

The committee recommend the adoption of the fol amendments: 

“ Strike out all after the word ‘read ’ in line.7, down to including the 
word ‘ ninety eight,’ in line 10, and insert as follows: 

“Seo. 8 That the right to alter. amend, or al this act is hereby ex- 
pressly reserved without any liability of the United States for damages on 
account of the alterations, amendments, or a of this act. That this act 
shall be null and vold if actual construction of the bridge herein authorized 
be not commenced within one year and completed within three years from 
the date of the approval of the act.”’ 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. SAYERS, T would like to know if this bill is in the 
usual form? 

Mr. COX, Itis. The original bill was sed in the usual 
form, and this is simply an extension for a short time to enable 
them to complete the work. 

There being no ob ection the bili was considered, the amend- 
ments recommended by the committee were agreed to, and the 
bill as amended ordered to be engrossed and read a third time: 
and being engrossed it was accordingly read the third time, and 

ssed. 

On motion of Mr. COX, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 
COMMITTEE ON PACIFIC RAILROADS, 

Mr. REILLY. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the Committee on 
Pacific Railroads, I am instructed to ask unanimous consent of 
the House that the committee have leave to sit during the ses- 
sions of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request. 

Thore was no objection. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 1918) authorizing the Texarkana and Fort Smith 
Railway Company to bridge the Caleasieu and Sabine Rivers in 
the States of Louisiana and Texas; and 

A bill (S. 1749) to authorize the construction of a bridge over 
the Monongahela River at Glenwood, Pa. 

CONTESTED ELECTION CASE—O'’NEILL VS. JOY. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the con- 
tested election case of O'Neill vs. Joy. 

The SPEAKER. 
TERSON | calls up the contested election case of O'Neill vs. Joy. 
The Clerk will report the resolutions. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Charles FP. Joy was not elected a member of the House of 
Representatives to the Fifty-third ress from the Eleventh Congressional 
district of Missouri, and is not entitled to the seat. 

Resolved, That Joun J. O'Neill was elected a Representative tothe Fifty- 
third Congress from the Eleventh Congressional district of Missouri, and 
that he is entitled to the seat. 

Mr. WAUGH. Mr. Speaker, I will have to raise the question 
of consideration. ® 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Wave] 
raises the question of consideration against this report. The 
question is, Will the House d to consider the resolution? 

The question being taken, the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

On a division (demanded by Mr. WAUGH) there were—ayes 
109, noes |. 

Mr. WAUGH. No quorum. 

Mr. BROWN and Mr. PATTERSON demanded the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 159, nays 0, not 
voting 193; as follows: 








YEAS—159. 
Alexander, Campbell, Dockery, Hendrix, 
Bailey. Cannon, Cal. Donovan, Hines, 
nae. Senkiioe. Dunn, Holman, 
<awin, , . 

Bankhead, Clancy, a Hunter, 
pernes. neem Mo. 2a, — a. 
Bartiett, arke, Ala. pes, onnson, 
Barwig, Cobb. Ala. Erdman, Kem, 

Bell, Tex. Cobb, Mo. Everett, K C 
Berry, Cockrell, Forman, Kribbs, 
Black, Ga. Coffeen, Geary, Kyle, 
Black, DL Conn, Gorman, 

Bland, Coombs. Grady, _——-. 

n, Cooper, Fila. Grosham, wson, 
Bower, N. C. Cooper, Tex. Grifiian, Layton, 
Branch, Cox, — . Lester, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Crawford, Hail, Lisle, 
Brickner, Cuiberson, Hall, Mo, Livingston, 
Hammond, Lockwood, 

Brown, Davis, aoe 

Buna, De Armond, 

Cabaniss, Dinsmore, Henderson, N. C. , Ky. 


The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Pat-- 


McCulloch. 
McDannold, 
McDearmon, 
McEttrick, 
cKaig, 
one 
cNagn 
Meredith’ 
Meyer, 
Money, 
Montgomery, 
Morgan, 
Moses, 
Mutchler, 
Neill, 
O'Neil. 


Abbott, 

Adams, Ky, 
Adams, Pa. e 
Ait.en, 
Alderson, 
Aldrich, 


Avery, 
Babcock, 
Baker, N. H. 
Bartholdt, 
Belden. 
Beli, Colo. 
Beltzhoover, 
Bingham, 
Blair, 
Boatner, 
Boutelle, 
Bowers, Cal. 
Brattan, 


Breckinridge, Ky. 


Bretz, 
Broderick, 
Brosius, 
Bryan, 


‘Bundy, 


Burrows, 
Cadmus, 
Caldwell, 
Caminetti, 
Cannon, Ill. 


Cogswell, 
Compton, 
Cooper, Ind. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cornish, 
Cousins, 
Covert, 
Crain, 
Curtis, Kans. 
Curtis, N. Y. 
Dalzell, 


Outhwaite, 
Page, 
Pn 

ynter, 
Pearson, 
Pendleton, Tex. 
Pendleton, W. Va. 
Pigott, 
Price, 
menper, 
Reilly, 
Richards, Ohio 
Richardson, Mich. 
Richardson, Tenn. 
Ritchie, 
Robbins, 
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Robertson, La, 
Sayers, 
Schermerhorn, 
Shell, 

Sibley, 
Somers, 
Sperry, 
Springer, 
Stallings, 
Stevens, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Strait, 

Straus, 
Swanson, 
Talbert, S. C. 


NAYS—0. 
NOT VOTING—193. 


Daniels, 
Davey, 
Dingley, 
Dolliver, 
Doolittie, 
Draper, 
Edmunds, 
Ellis, Ky. 
Ellis, Oregon 
English, 
Fielder, 
Fithian, 
Fietcher, 
Funk, 
Funston, 
Fyan, 
Gardner, 
Gear, 
Geissenhainer, 
Gillet. N. Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goldzier, 
Goodnight, 
Graham, 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 

Grow, 

Hager, 
Hainer, 
Harmer, 
Harter, 
Hartman, 
Haugen, 
Hayes, 
Heiner, 
Henderson, [ll. 
Henderson, Iowa 
Hepburn, 
Hermann, 
Hicks, 
Hilborn, 
Hitt, 

Hooker, N. Y. 
Hopkins, Ill. 
Hopkins, Pa. 
Houk, 
Hudson, 
Hulick, 

Hall, 


No quorum voting. 
The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. BOATNER with Mr. CALDWELL. 
Mr. M°MILLUIN with Mr. BuRROows., 
Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. WALKER. 
Mr. BRETZ with Mr. HAUGEN. 

Mr. DINSMORE with Mr. DRAPER. 
Mr. TARSNEY with Mr. GEAR. 

Mr. BRATTAN with Mr. BARTHOLDT. 
Mr. CADMUS with Mr. WEVER. 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. HEPBURN. 


Mr. WELLS with Mr. MARVIN of New York. 


Ikirt, 
Johnson, Ind. 


Johnson, N. Dak. 


Jones, 

Joy, 

Kiefer, 

Lacey, 
Lapham, 
Lefever, 
Linton, 
Loud, 
Loudenslager, 
Lueas, 
Magner, 
Maguire, 
Mahon, 
Mallory, 
Marsh, 
Marvin. N. Y. 
McAleer, 
McCall, 


McCleary, Minn. 


McDowell, 
McGann, 
McLaurin, 
McMillin, 
McRae 


e . 
Meiklejohn, 
Mercer, 
Milliken, 
Moon, 
Morse, 
Murray, 
Newlands, 
Northway 
Oates, 
Paschal, 
Payne, 
Pence, 
Perkins, 
Phillips, 
Pickler, 
Post, 
Powers, 
Quigg, 
Randall, 
Ray, 
Reed, 
Reyburn, 
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Talbott, Ma. 
Tate, 

Terry, 
Tracey, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, Va. 
Turpin, 
Warner, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Williams, Il. 
Williams, Miss. 
Wise, 
Wolverton, 
Woodard. 


Robinson, Pa, 
Rusk, 

Russell, Conn, 
Russell, Ga. 
Ryan, 
Scranton, 
Settle, 

Shaw, 
Sherman, 
Sickles, 
Simpson, 
Sipe, 

Smith, 
Snodgrass, 
Stephenson, 
Stone. C. W. 
Stone, W. A. 
Storer, 
Strong, 
Sweet, 
Tarsney, 
Tawney, 
Taylor, Ind. 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Thomas, 
Tyler, 
Updegraff, 
Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Wanger, 
Washington, 
Wauch, 
Weadock, 
Wells, 
Wever, 
Wheeler, Il. 
White, 
Whiting, 
Wilson, Ohio 
Wilson, Wash 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Woomer. 
Wright, Mass. 
Wright, Pa. 


Mr. ABBOTT with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER with Mr, WaiGutT of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. WEADOCK with Mr. Moon. 

Mr. SNODGRASS with Mr. Houk. 
Mr. SIPE with Mr. SMIra of Illinois. 
Mr. JONES with Mr. GROSVENOR. 
Mr. WILSON of West Virginia with Mr. DALZELL. 
Mr. POWERS with Mr. OATEs. 


For this day: 


Mr. FITHIAN with Mr. WHITE, 
Mr. MAGNER with Mr. RANDALL. 
Mr. CRAIN with Mr. HARMER. 
Mr. EDMUNDS with Mr.. PAYNE. 
Mr. MCRAE with Mr. Wrieut of Massachusetts. 
Mr. ALDERSON with Mr. Fonk. 
Mr. GOLDZIER with Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. ALLEN with Mr. STORER. 
On this question: 
Mr. DAVEY with Mr. Picker. 
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Mr. FYAN with Mr. LUCAS. 
Mr. RYAN with Mr. APSLEY. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


The SPEAKER. 
Mr. PATTERSON. 


No quorum has voted. 
I move a call of the House. 


A eall of the House was ordered. 
The Clerk proceeded to call the roll; when the following- 
named members failed to answer to their names: 


Abbott, 
Aitken, 
Alderson, 
Allen, 
Arnold, 
Babcock, 
Bartholadt, 
Barwig, 
Beltz hoover, 
Bingham, 
Boatner, 
Brattan, 


Breckinridge, Ky. 


Bret” 

Bro ius, 

Caldwell, 

Capehart 

Causey, 

Cockran, 

* Compton, 
Cooper, Ind. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cornish, 
Covert, 


The SPEAKER. 
call the names of those 


Crain, 

Curtis, N. ¥ 
Davey, 
Dingley, 
Edmunds 
Bilis. Ky. 
Fithian, 
Funk, 
Funston, 
Geis-enhainer, 
Gold-ier, 
Goodnight, 
Graham, 
Gresham, 
Grosvenor, 
Hager, 

Hare, 

Harter, 
Haugen, 
Hayes, 
Heiner, 
HenJerson, Ll. 
Henderson, lowa 
Hepourn, 


— 
VHO 


failed 


Hermann, 


Kiefer, 
LouJdenslager, 
Lucas, 











Maguer, 
Maguire, 
Mallory 

Mar 

Marvin, N. Y. 
McAleer 
McCleary, Minn. 
Mcuann, 
Metaurin, 


Me Millin, 
McRae, 
Meiklejohn, 
Mercer, 
Moon, 
Newlands, 


to 


and on this call excuses may be offered. 


Mr. SPRING 


ri 


SR (when the name of Mr. GOLDZ1 


on 


Oates 
Robbins, 
Russell, Ga 
Sickles, 
Simpson 
Sipe, 
Smith 
Snodgcrass, 
Stone, W. A 
Tars , 
Ta 
Tracey 

Turpin 

Updegrafl 

Van Voorhis, N. ¥. 
Wadsworth, 
Walker 
Weadock, 
Wells, 
Wever, 
Whiting, 
Vilson, W. 
Wright, Pa. 





renn 


Va. 


The doors will now be closed, the Clerk will 
answer 


R was called), 


Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague {Mr. GoLDz1aR] be ex- 


cused for this day. 


morrow morning. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
The call was resumed and concluded, 


The SPEAKER. 
have answered to their names. 
Mr. SPRINGER. 


ceedings under the eall. 
The motion was agreed to. 


The SPEAKER. 


called up by the gentleman from Tennessee. 
proceeding with the consideration of those resolutions will when 
their names are calied say yea, and those opposed no; and the 
Clerk will call the roll. 


The question was taken; 


voting 185; as follows: 


Alexander, 
Bailey, 
Baker, Kans. 
Baldwin, 
Bankhead, 
Barnes, 
Bartlett, 
Bai wig, 
Bell, Tex. 
Berry, 
Black, Ga. 
Black, IlL. 
Bland, 
Boen, 
Branch, 
Brickner, 
Brookshire, 
Brown, 
Bryan, 
Bunn, 
Burnes, 
Bynum, 
Cabaniss, 
Caminetti, 
Campbell, 
Capenart, 
Caruth, 
Causey, 
Clancy, 
Clark, Mo. 
Clarke, Ala 
Cobb. Ala. 
Cobb, Mo. 
Cockrell, 
Coffeen, 
Conn. 
ome. 
Cooper, Fila. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cox. 


Crawford, 
Culberson, 





YEAS—167. 


[ have received a telegram from him stat- 
ing that he is on his way to Washington and will be here 


Two hundred and fifty-seven gentlemen 


I move to dispense with all further pro- 


The question recurs on the resolutions 


and there were—yeas 167, nays 0, not 


Richards, Ohio 
Richardson, Tenn. 
Ritchie, 
Robbins, 
Robertson, La. 
Rusk, 

Ryan, 

Sayers, 
Schermerhorn, 
Shell. 

Sickles, 
Somers, 
Sperry, 
Springer, 
Stallings, 
Stevens, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Strait, 

Straus. 
Swanson, 
Talbert, S. C. 
Talbott, Md. 
Tate, 

Taylor, Ind. 
Terry, 

Tracey 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, Va. 
Turpin, 

Tyler. 
Warner, 
Washington, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Whiting, 
Williams, fil. 


Pendleton, W. Va. Williams, Miss. 


Cummings, Kilgore, 
Davis, Kyle, 
De Armond, Lane, 
De Forest, Latimer, 
Denson, Lawson, 
Dinsmore, Layton, 
Dockery, Lester, 
Donovan, Lisle, 
Dunn, Livingston, 
Dunphy, Lockwood, 
Durborow, Lynch, 
English, Maddox, 
Enloe, Marshall, 
Epes Martin, Ind. 
Erdman, McCreary, Ky. 
Everett, McCulloch, 
Fielder, McDannold, 
Forman, McDearmon, 
Fyan, McEttrick, 
Geary, McKaicg. 
Gorman, McKeighan, 
Grady, MecNagny, 
Griffin, Meredith, 
Haines, Meyer, 
Hall, Minn. Money, 
Hail, Mo. Montgomery, 
Hare, Morgan, 
Harris, Moses, 
Hatch, Mutchler, 
Hayes, Neill, 
Heard, O'Neil, 
Henderson, N.C. Outhwaite, 
Hendrix, Page, 
Hines, Paschal, 
Holman, Patterson, 
Hooker, Miss. Paynter. 
Hudson, Pendleton, Tex. 
Hunter, 
Hutcheson, Pigott, 
Ikirt, Price, 
Johnson, Ohio Rayner, 
Kem Reiily, 
NAYS—0. 


Wise. 
Wolverton, 
Woodard. 


the first call, | 


to- 
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NOT VOTING — 155 











Abbott Curtis, N. Y. Hull Ray 
Adams, Ky Dalzell, Johnson, Ind Reed 
Adame, Pa. Daniels, Jo on, N. Dak. Reyvurn 
Aitken, Davey, Jones, Richardson, Mich 
Alderson, Ikngley, Joy, Rooimson, Pa 
Aldrich, Doliuver, Kiefer, R ( 
Allen, Doolittle, Kribbs, R ’ 
Apsley, Draper, Lacey, Sera 
Arnold, Edmunds, Lapham, Settle 
Avery, Ellis, Ky Lefever, Shaw 
Babcock, Ellis, Oregon Linton Sherman 
Baker, N. H Fithian, Loud, Si 
Bartholdt, Fletcher Loudenslager s 
Belden Funk, Lucas, Siy 
Bell, Colo Funston, Magner, Ss 
Beltzhoover Gardner Maguire St i 
Bingham, Gear, Mahon, S ' 
Blair, Geissenhainer, Mallory, Stone, ( W 
Boatner, Gillet, N. Y¥. Marsh, Stone, W. A 
Boutelle, Gillett, Mass Marvin, N. ¥. St ! 
Bower. N.C Gold P Mea r Ss 
Bowe Cal Goodnight MeCa Sw 
Bri ul Graham, Me iry, Minn l 
Breckinridge, Ark. Gresham Mek l I 
Br cinridge, Ky. Grosvenor, Meu , I 
Bre Grout MeLaurin, .- Th 
Broderick, Grow, Me Millia l rraf 
Bre is Hager, M Van \ rh N.Y 
Bun }) Hainer Meik “hn, Van “his ilo 
Burrows, Hammond Mercer Wa I 
Cadmus, Harmer, Milliken, Walk 
Caldwell. H r Mo Wa 
Cannon, Cal. Hartmar M : Waugh 
Cannon, M1. Hauge Murray, W 
Catchings, Heiner Newlands, W 
Chickering, Henderson, Ill N vay, Wever 
Child Henderson, lowa Oates W heele l 
Co Hepburn, Pay! W hite 
Cogswell, Hermann Pearson wi n, Oht« 
Compton, Hicks Pen Wi n, Wa 
a Ind. Hilborn Per Vi Vv. 
Co r. Wis. Hitt P} Wo 
Cornish Hooker, N. ¥ Pi Wri \ 
Cai Hopkins, ful Po Wri I 
Covert Hopkins, Pa. Powt 
Crain, Houk, Qu 
|} Curus, Kans Hulick Ranitall, 
Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague, Mr. 
CooPrER of Wisconsin, be excused, on account of sic 8s. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 147; the nays 
are none. No quorum. 
Mr. PATTERSON. I move a call of the House, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER proceeded to put the question. 
Mr. BURROWS. One moment. The gentleman. behind me 


As many as favor | 


| wishes to make a motion. 


Mr. WAUGH. I move that the House adjourt 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BURROWS. Division. 

The House divided: and there were—ayes 42, 

Mr. WAUGH. Tellers, Mr. Speaker. 


noes 112. 


Mr. BROWN and Mr. PATTERSON. The yeasand nays, Mr. 
| Speaker 

fhe yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken: and there were—yeas 24, nays | not 


voting 170; as follows: 


YEAS—A4. 








‘ 
Adams, Ky Gardner, Loud, Stone 4 
Apsley, Hicks, McDowell, Strons 
Avery, Hooker, N. Y. Millixen, Sweet 
Babcock, Hopkins, ILL Robinson. Pa, Tawney, 
Biair, Hulick, Russell, Conn, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Bundy, Lefever, Stone, C. W. Wilson, Ohio 





NAYS—158 


der, Clark, Mo. Forman, Lane, 
Bailey, Clarke, Ala. Fyan, Latimer 
Baker. Kans. Cobb, Ata. Geary, Lawson, 
Baldwin, Cobb, Mo. Gorman, Lester 
Bankhead, Cockrell, Grady, Lisle 
Barnes, Coffeen, Gresham, Lynch, 
Barwig, Conn, Griffin, Ma.idox 
Bell. Tex. Cooper, Fla. Haines. Marshall, 
Berry, Cooper, Tex. Hall. Minn. Martin, Ind 
Blacx, Ga. Cousins, Hall. Mo. McCreary, Ky 
Bland, Cox. Hare, McCulloch, 
Boen, Crawford, Harris, Mc Dannold 
Breckinridge, Ark. Culberson, Hatch, Mc Dearmon, 
Brickner, Daniels, Heard, McEttrick, 
Brookshire, Davis Henderson, N.C. McKaig, 
Brown, De Armond, Hines, McKeighan, 
Bryan, De Forest, Holman, McLaurin, 
Bunn, Deason, Hooker, Miss. Meredith, 
Burnes, Dinsmore, Hudson, Meyer 
Bynum, Dockery, Hunter, Montgomery 
Cabaniss, Donovan, Ikirt, Morgan 
Caminetti, Dunphy, Johnson, N. Dak. Moses 
Campbell. Englisn, Johnson, Ohio Mutchle 
Cannon, CaL Enloe, Kem, Neil! 
Capehart, Epes, Kilgore, O'Neil 
Caruth, Everett, Kribbs, Outhwaite, 
Clancy, Fielder, Kyle, Page 








ae ee See ee re 


~ 
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Paschal, 

Patterson, 

Paynter, 

Pearson, 

Pendleton, Tex. 

Pendleton, W. Va. 
ott, 

Price, 

Reilly, 

Richards, Ohio 

Richardson, Mich. 

Richardson, Tenn. 

Ritchie, 





Abbott, 
Adams, Pa. 
Aitken, 
Alderson, 
Aldrich, 


Bartholdt, 
Bartlett, 
Belden, 
Bell, Colo. 
Beltzhoover, 
Bingham, 
Black, IL. 
Boatner, 
Boutelle, 
Bower, N.C. 
Bowers, Cal. 
Branch, 
Brattan, 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Bretz, 
Broderick, 
Brosius, 
Burrows, 
Cadmus, 
Caldwell, 
Cannon, fl. 
Catchings, 
Causey, 
Chickering, 
Childs, 
Cockran, 
Cogswell, 
Compton, 
Coombs, 
Cooper, Ind. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cornish, 
Covert, 
Crain, 
Cummings, 
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Robbins, Straus, 
Hobertson, La. Swanson, 
Rusk, Talbert, S. C. 
Ryan, Talbott, Md. 
Sayers, ‘ate, 
Schermerhorn, Taylor, Ind. 
Shell, Terry, 
Sperry, Tracey, 
Springer, Tucker, 
Stallings, Turner, Ga. 
Stockdale, Turner, Va. 
Stone, Ky. Turpin, 
Strait, Tyler, 
NOT VOTING-—170. 
Curtis, Kans. Hitt, 
Curtis. N. Y. Hopkins, Pa. 
Dalzell, Houk, 
Davey, Hull, 
Dingley, Hutcheson, 
Dolliver, Johnson, Ind. 
Doolittle, Jones, 
Draper, Joy, 
Dunn, Kiefer, 
Durborow, Lacey, 
Edmunds, Lapham, 
Ellis, Ky. Layton, 
Ellis, Oregon Linton, 
Erdman, Livingston, 
2 peng re kwood, 
etcher, udenslager, 

Funk, Lucas, 
Funston, Magner, 
Gear, es 
Geissenhainer, Mahon, 
Gillet, N. Y. Mallory, 
Gillett, Mass. Marsh, 
Goldzier, Marvin, N. Y. 
Goodnight, McAleer, 
Graham, McCall, 
Grosvenor, McCleary, Minn. 
Grout, McGann, 
zoom, Stone 

er, cNagny, 
Hainer, McRae. 
Hammond, Meiklejohn, 
Harmer, Mercer, 
Harter, Money, 
Hartman, Moon, 
Haugen, Morse, 
Hayes, Murray, 
Heiner, Newlands, 
Henderson, Ill. Northway, 
Henderson,lowa Oates, 
Hendrix, Payne, 
Hepburn, _. Pence, 
Hermann, i Perkins, 
Hilborn, Phillips, 


Updegraf, 
va 
Washingto 

as n, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Whiting, 
Williams, Ill. 
Williams, Miss. 
Wise. 


Wolverton, 
Woodard. 


Pickler, 
Post, 
Powers, 

uigg, 

ndall, 

y, 
Rayner, 
Reed, 
Rey ourn, 
Russell, Ga. 
Scranton, 
Settle, 
Shaw, 
Sherman, 
Sibley, 
sycules, 

mpson, 
Sipe, 
Smith, 
Snodgrass, 
Somers, 
Stephenson, 
Stevens, 
Storer, 
Tareney, 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Thomas, 
Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Waugh, 
Weadock, 
Wells, 
Wever, 
Wheeler, Ill. 
White, 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Woomer, 
Wricht, Mass. 
Wright, Pa. 


The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the motion for 
a call of the House. 
The SPEAKER protempore[Mr. BAILEY]. The question now 


recurs, Will the House 


proceed to consider the resolution sub- 


mitted by the gentleman from Tennessee? Upon that question 
the yeas and nays have been ordered, and the Clerk will call the 


roll. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 162, nays 0, not 
voting 190; as follows: 


Alexander, 
Bailey 
Baldwin, 
Bankhead, 
Barnes, 
Bartlett, 
Barwig, 
Bell, Tex. 
Be 


Black, Ga. 

Biand, 

Boen, 

Branch, 
Breckinridge, Ark. 
Brickner, 
Brookshire, 
Brown, 

Bryan, 


Burnes, 
Bynum, 
Cabaniss, 
Cadmus, 
Caminetti, 
Campbell, 
Cannon, Cal. 
Capehart, 
pa h, 
tchings, 
Clancy, 
Clark, Mo. 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cobb, Mo. 
Cockrell, 


Conn, 
Coo} 
Crawford, 


YEAS—162. 
Culberson, Kribbs, 
Cummings, Kyle, 
Davis, Lane, 
De Armond, Latimer, 
DeForest, Lawson, 
Denson, Layton, 
Dinsmore, Lester, 
Dockery, Lisle, 
Donovan, Livingston, 
Dunn, . Lockwood, 
Dunphy, Lynch, 
E lish, Maddox, 
Enloe; oe 
Epes, Marshall, 
Erdman, Martin, 
Everett, McCreary, Ky. 
Forman, seal 
an, McDannol 
Gorman, Cc 
Grady, McEttrick, 
Gresham, Srreithen, 
Griffin, ore 
c 
Hall, Minn. MeNagny, 
Mo. Meredith, 
Meyer, 
Money, 
Hatch, Montgomery, 
Heard, Morgan, . 
Henderson, N.C. 
Hendrix, . Mutonler, 
Hines, Neill, 
Holman, Outhwaite, 
Hooker, Miss. Page, 
Hudson, Paschal, 
Hnutahes Foren” 
utcheson, . 
rr Pendleton, 
Kem, Pendleton, W. Va. 


Price, 

Reilly, 

Ricnards, Ohio 
Richardson, Mich. 
Richardson, Tenn. 
Ritchie, 

Robbins, 

Rusk, 

Ryan, 

Sayers, 
Sc.ermerhorn, 
Shell, 


Sickles, 
zomees, 
perry, 
Stone Ky. 
Strait, 
Straus, 


— 
Talbert, S. C. 
Talbott, Md. 


Tate, 
Taylor, Ind. 
Terry, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, Va. 


Abbott, 
Adams, Ky. 
Adams, Pa. 
Aitken, 
Alderson, 
Aldrich, 
Alien, 
Apsley, 
Arnold, 
Avery, 
Babcock, 
Baker, Kans. 
Baker, N. H. 
Bartholdt, 
Belden, 
Bell, Colo. 
Beltzhoover, 
Bingham, 
Black, Il. 
Blair, 
Boatner, 
Boutelle, 
Bower, N. C. 
Bowers, Cal. 
Brattan, 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Bretz, 
Broderick, 
Brosius, 
Bundy, 
Burrows, 
Caldwell, 
Cannon, Il. 
Causey, 
Chickering, 
Childs, 
Cockran, 
meee 
mpto 
Cooper, Pia. 
Cooper, Ind. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cornish, 
Cousins, 
Covert, 
Crain, 
Curtis, Kans. 
Curtis, N. Y. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 





NAYS—0. 

NOT VOTING—190. 
Dalzell, Hulick, 
Daniels, Hull, 

Dever: Johnson, Ind. 
Selle ey, Johnson, N. Dak. 
Dolliver, Jones, . 
Doolittle, Joy, 

ee. Kiefer, 
Durborow, Lacey, 
Edmunds, Lapham, 
Ellis, Ky. ever, 
Ellis, Oregon Linton, 
Fielder, Loud, 
Fithian, Loudenslager, 
Fietcher, Lucas, 
Funk, Magner, 
Funston, Mahon, 
Gardner, Mallory, 
Gear, Marsh, 
Geary, Marvin, N. Y. 
Geissenhainer, McAleer, 
Gillet, N. Y. McCall, 
Gillett, Mass. McCleary, Minn. 
Goldzier, McDowell, 
Goodnight, McGann, 
Graham, MeMillin, 
Grosvenor, McRae, 
Grout, Meiklejohn, 
Grow, Mercer, 
Hager, Milliken, 
Hainer, Moon, 
Hammond, Morse, 
Harmer, Murray, 
Harter, Newlands, 
Hartman, Northway, 
Haugen, Oates, 
Hayes, O'Neil, 
Heiner, Payne, 
Henderson, Il. Pence, 
Henderson, Iowa Perkins, 
Hepburn, Phillips, 
Hermann, Pickler, 
Hicks, Post, 
Hilborn, Powers, 
Hitt uigg, 
Hooker, N. Y. andall, 
Hopkins, Il. Ray, 
Hopkins, Pa. Rayner, 
Houk, Reed, 


are 157 and the nays are none. 
Mr PATTERSON. I move a call of the House. 
The question being taken, the Speaker pro tempore announced 
that the ayes seemed to prevail. 
Mr. BURROWS. Lask for a division. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 97, noes 47. 
Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I demand tellers. 


Mr. PATTERSON. 
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Reyburn. 
Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Pa. 
Russell, Conn. 
Russell, Ga. 
Seranton, 
Settle, 

Shaw, 
Sherman, 
Sibley, 
Simpson, 
Sipe, 

Smith, 
Snodgrass, 
Stallings, 
Stephenson, 
Stevens, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, C. W. 
Stone, W. A. 
Storer, 
Strong, 
Sweet. 
Tarsney, 
Tawney. 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Thomas, 
Tracey, 
Updegraff, 
Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Wanger, 
Waugh, 
Weadock, 
Wells, 

Wever, 

W ieeler, Il. 
White. 
Wilson, Ohio 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wilson, W. Va 
Woomer. 
Wright, Mass. 
Wright, Pa. 


Upon this question the yeas 


No quorum has 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 156, nays 11, 
not voting 185; as follows: 


YEAS—155. 
Alexander, Culberson, Kilgore, 
Baiiey, Davis, Kribbs, 
Baldwin, De Armond, Kyle, 
Bankhead, De rorest, Lane, 
Barnes, Denson, Lapham, 
Bar b Dinsmore, Latimer, 
Bell, Colo. Donovan, Lawson, 
Bell, Tex. Dunn, Layton, 
Black, Ga. Dunphy, Lester, 
Bland, English, Lisle, 
Boen, Enloe, Livingston, 
Bower, N. C. Epes, Lockwood, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Erdman, Lynch, 
Brickner, Fielder, Maddox, 
Brookshire, Fyan, Maguire, 
Bryan, Geary, Marshall, 
Bunn, Grady, McCreary, Ky. 
burnes, Gresham, McCulloch, 
Cabaniss, Griffin, McDannold, 
Ca mus, Haines, McDearmon. 
Caminetti, Hall, Minn. Mc Ettrick, 
Campbell Hall, Mo. McKaig, 
Cannon, Gal. Hammond McKeighan, 
Capehart, Hare, MeN. ‘ 
Caruth, BH Meredith, 
es Hatcn, ew. 

anc Hayes, ontgomery, 
Clark: Mo. Heard, Morgan, 
Clarke, Ala. Henderson, N.C. Moses, 
Cobb, Ala. Hendrix, Mutchler, 
Cobb, Mo. Hines, O'Neil, 
Cockrell, Holman, Outhwaite, 
Coffeen, Hooker, Miss. Paschal, 
Conn, Hudson, Patterson, 
Coom Hunter, Paynter, 
Cooper, Fila. Hutcheson, Pearson, 
, Tex. Txirt, Pendleton, Tex. 
Johnson, Ohio Pendleton, W. Va. 

Crawford, Kem, Pigott. 

NAYS—11. 
A Morse, Sibley, 
Bilisc Reed, Stone, C. W. 
Johnson, N. Dak. Russell, Conn. Strong, 


voted. 


I ask for the yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker, 


Rayner, 
Reilly, 
Richards, Ohio. 
Richardson, Mich. 
Richardson, Tenn. 
Ritch te, 
Robbins, 
Ryan, 
Sayers, 
Somers, 
Sperry, 
Springer, 
Stallings, 
Stevens, 
Stockdale. 
Stone, Ky. 
St ait, 
Straus, 
Swanson, 
Talbert, S. C. 
Talbott, Md. 
Tate, 
Taylor, Ind. 
Terry, 
Tracey, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, Va. 
Turpin, 

ler, 

arner, 
Washington, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Whiting, 
Williams, fl. - 
Williams, Miss. 
Wise 


Wolverton, 
Woodard. 


Wanger, 
Wilson, Ohio. 
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Abbott, 
Adams, Ky. 
Adams, Pa. 
Aitken, 
Alderson, 
Aldrich, 
Allen, 
Apsley, 
Arnold, 
Babcock, 
Baker, Kans. 
Baker, N. H. 
Bartholdt, 
Bartlett, 
Belden, 
Beltzhoover, 
Berry, 
Bingham, 
Black, DL 
Riair, 
Boatner, 
Boutelle, 
Bowers, Cal. 
Branch, 
Brattan, 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Bretz, 
Broderick, 
Brosius, 
Brown, 
Bundy, 
Burrows, 
Bynum, 
Caldwell, 
Cannon, Ill. 
Causey, 
Chickering, 
Childs, 
Cockran, 
Cogswell, 
Compton, 
Cooper, Ind. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cornish, 
Cousins, 
Covert, 
Crain, 


CONGRESSIONAL 


NOT VOTING—185. 


Cummings, 
Curtis, Kans. 
Curtis. N. Y. 
Dailzell, 
Daniels, 
Davey, 
Dingley, * 
Dockery, 
Dolliver, 
Doolittle, 
Draper, 
Durborow, 
Edmunds, 
Ellis, Ky. 
Everett, 
Fithian, 
Fletcher, 
Forman, 
Funk, 
Funston, 
Gardner, 
Gear, 
Geissenhainer, 
Gillet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goldzier, 
Goodnight, 
Gorman, 
Graham, 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 
Grow, 
Hager, 
Hainer, 
Harmer, 
Harter, 
Hartman, 
Haugen, 
Heiner, 
Henderson, Il. 
Henderson, Iowa 
Hepburn, 
Hermann, 
Hicks, 


Hopkins, Ill. 
Hopkins, Pa. 
Houk, 
Hulick, 

Huil, 
Johnson, Ind. 
Jones, 

Joy, 

Kiefer, 
Lacey, 
Lefever, 
Linton, 
Loud, 
Loudenslager, 
Lucas, 
Magner, 
Mahon, 
Mallory, 
Marsh, 
Martin, Ind. 
Marvin, N. Y. 
McAleer, 
McCall, 


McCleary, Minn. 


McDowell, 
McGann, 
McLaurin, 
McMillin, 
McRae, 
Meiklejohn, 
Mercer, 
Meyer, 
Milliken, 
Moon, 
Murray, 
Neill, 
Newlands, 
Northway, 
Oates, 
Page, 
Payne, 
Pence, 
Perkins, 
Phillips, 
Pickler, 
Post, 
Powers, 


So a call of the House was ordered. 

Pending the announcement ofthe result of the foregoing vote, 

Mr. DUNPHY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
Hall and did he fail to hear his name called? 


Mr. DUNPHY. 


Price, 

Quigg. 
Randall, 

Ray, 

Reyburn, 
Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Pa 
Rusk, 

Russell, Ga. 
Schermerhorn, 
Scranton, 
Settle. 

Shaw, 

Shell, 
Sherman, 
Sickles, 
Simpson, 
Sipe, 

Smith, 
Snodgrass, 
Stephenson, 
Stone, W. A. 
Storer, 

Sweet, 
Tarsney, 
Tawney, 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Thomas, 
Updegraff. 
Van Voorhis, N.Y. 
Van Voorhis,Ohio 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Waugh, 
Weadock, 
Wells, 

Wever, 
Wheeler, Il. 
White 


Wilson, Wash. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Woomer, 
Wright, Mass. 
Wright, Pa. 


Was the gentleman within the 


not at the time my name wascalled. 
The gentleman knows the rule. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
Mr. DUNPHY. 


called. 


I was in the Hall shortly afterwards, but 


I came in very soon after my name was 
I was somewhat uncertain as to whether [ could vote 


under the circumstances, but I accept the suggestion of the 


Shair. 


The SPEAKER pro tenpore. 
156 and the nays are 11. 


call the roll. 


On this question the yeas are 


The ayes have it, and the Clerk will 


The roll was called,and the following-named members failed 


to respond: 


Abbott, 
Aitken, 
Alderson, 
Aldrich, 
Allen, 
Arnold, 
Babcock, 
Bartholdt, 
Belden, 
Beltzhoover, 
Bingham, 
Blair. 
Boatner, 
Bower, N. C. 
Brattan, 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Bretz, 
Caldwell, 
Cannon, I[1l. 
Childs, 
Cockran, 
Compton, 
Cooper. Ind. 
Cooper, Wis. 


Cornish, 
Crain, 
Davey, 
Dingley, 
Edmunds, 
Ellis, Ky. 
Fithian, 
Funk, 
Geissenhainer, 
Goldzier, 
Goodnight, 
Graham, 
Grosvenor, 
Harter, 
Haugen, 
Hayes, 
Heiner, 
Henderson, lowa 
Hepburn, 
Hicks, 

Hitt, 
Hopkins, Pa. 
Houk, 
Kiefer, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
answered to their names. 


Mr. PATTERSON. 


Lapham, 
Lucas, 
Magner, 
Mallory, 
Martin, Ind. 
Marvin, N. Y. 
McAleer, 
McGann, 
MeMillin, 
Meiklejohn, 
Mercer, 
Meyer, 
Milli en, 
Moon, 
Newlands, 
Oates, 
Page, 
Powers, 
Price, 
Randall, 
Ray. 

Reed, 
Robinson, Pa. 
Rusk, 


Russell, Ga. 
Set le, 
Sibley, 

Se aenee, 
Smith, 
Snodgrass, 
Straus, 
Sweet, 
Tarsney, 
Tawney, 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Thomas, 

Van Voorhis, N. Y, 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Weadock, 
Wells, 
Wever, 
Wheeler, Ill. 
Whiting, 
Wilson, W. Va. 


On this call 256 gentlemen have 


all further proceedings under the call. 
The question being taken, the Speaker pro tempore declared 
that the ayes seemed to have it. 
Mr. BURROWS. Iask for a division. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 92, noes 49. 


Mr. BURROWS. 


I demand te!lers. 


Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with 


Tellers were ordered, and the Speaker pro tempore appointed 
Mr. Burrows and Mr. PATTERSON. 
Mr. PATTERSON. [ask for the yeas and nays. 
Tha yeas and navs were ordered. 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


The question was tiken; and there were—ye: 


not voting 153; 


Alexander, 
Bailey, 
Baker, Kans. 
Baldwin, 

sJankhead, 
Barnes, 
Bartlett, 
Barwig, 
Bell, Colo. 
Bell, Tex. 
Berry, 
Black, Ga. 
Bland, 
Boen, 
Branch, 
Breckinridge, Ark. 
Brickner, 
Brookshire, 
Bryan, 
Bunn, 
Burnes, 
Bynum, 
Cabaniss, 
Cadmus, 
Caminetti, 
Campbell, 
Cannon, Cal. 
Capehart, 
Caruth, 
Clancy, 
Clark, Mo. 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cobb, Aia. 
Cobb, Mo. 
Cockrell, 
Coffeen, 
Conn. 
Coombs. 
Cooper, Fila. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cox, 


Adams, Pa. 
Aldrich, 
Baker, N. H. 
Boutelle. 
Bowers, Cal. 
Brosius, 
Burrows, 
Cousins, 
Daniels, 
Ellis, Oregon 


Abbott, 
Adams, Ky. 


| Aitken, 


Alderson, 
Allen, 
Apsley, 
Arnold, 
Avery, 
Babcock, 





Bartholdt, 
Beiden, 
Beltzhoover, 
Bingham, 
Black, 1. 
Biair, 
Boatner. ‘ 
Bower, N.C. 
Brattan, 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Bretz, 
Broderick, 
Brown, 
Bundy, 
Caldwell, 
Cannon, IL. 
Catchings, 
Causey, 
Chickering, 
Childs, 
Cockran, 
Cogswell, 
Compton, 
Cooper, Ind. 

| Cooper, Wis. 

| Cornish, 

| Covert, 

| Crain, 
Curtis, Kans. 


as follows: 


YEAS—162. 


Crawford, 
Culberson, 
Cummings, 
Davis, 

De Armond, 
De Forest, 
Denson 
Dinsmore, 
Dockery, 
Dunphy, 
Durvorow, 
English, 
Epes, 
Erdman, 
Everett, 
Fielder, 
Forman, 
Fyan, 
Geary, 
Grady, 
Gresham, 
Griffin, 
Haines, 
Hall, Minn. 
Hall, Mo. 
Hammond, 
Hare, 
Harris, 
Hatch, 
Hayes, 
Heard, 
Hendrix, 
Holman, 
Hooker, Miss. 
Hudson, 
Hunter, 
Hutcheson, 
Ikirt, 
Johnson, Ohio 
Jones, 
Kem, 


Kilgore, 
Kribbs, 
Kyle, 

Lane, 
Lapham, 
Latimer, 
Lawson, 
Layton, 
Lester, 
Lisle, 
Livingston, 
Lynch, 
Maddox, 
Maguire, 
Marshall, 
Martin, Ind. 
McCreary, Ky 
McCulloch, 
Mc Dannold, 
McDearmon 
McEttrick, 
McKaig, 
McKeighan, 
McNagny, 
Meredith, 
Meyer, 
Montgomery, 
Morgan, 
Moses, 
Mutchler, 
Neill, 
O'Neil, 
Outhwaite, 
Paschal, 
Patterson, 
Paynter, 
Pearson, 
Pence, 
Pendleton, Tex. 
Pendleton, W. Va. 
Pigott, 


NAYS—38. 


Gillet, N.Y. 
Grout, 
Hainer, 
Henderson, I1l. 
Hicks, 

Hitt, 

Hooker, N. Y. 
Hulick, 

Lacey, 

Loud, 


McCleary, Minn. 
Meiklejohn, 
Mercer. 
Milliken, 

Morse, 

Payne, 

Perkins, 
Phillips, ° 
Robinson, Pa. 
Russell, Conn. 


NOT VOTING—I52. 


Curtis, N. Y. 
Dalzeli, 
Davey, 
Dingley, 
Dolliver, 
Donovan, 
Doolittle, 
Draper, 
Dunn, 
Edmunds, 
Ellis, Ky. 
Enloe, 
Fithian, 
Pletcher, 
Funk, 
Funston, 
Gardner, 
Gear, 
Geissenhainer, 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goldzier, 
Goodnight, 
Gorman, 
Graham, 
Grosvenor, 
Grow, 
Hager, 
Harmer, 
Harter, 
Hartman, 
Haugen, 
Heiner, 
Henderson, lowa 
Henderson, N.C. 
Hepburn, 
Hermann, 
Hilborn, 
Hines, 


Hopkins, Il. 
Hopkins, Pa. 
Houk, 

Hull. 
Johnson, Ind. 
Johnson, N. Dak. 
Joy. 

Kiefer, 
Lefever, 
Linton, 
Lockwood, 
Loudenslager, 
Lucas, 
Magner, 
Mahon, 
Mallory, 
Marsh, 
Marvin, N. Y. 
McAleer, 
McCall, 
McDowell, 
McGann, 
McLaurin, 
MeMillin, 
McRae, 
Money, 
Moon, 
Murray. 
Newlands, 
Northway, 
Oates, 

Page, 
Pickler, 
Post, 
Powers, 
Quigg, 
Randall, 
Ray, 
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as 162, nays 38, 


Price, 

Rayner 

Reilly 
Richards, Ohio 
Richardson, Mich. 
Richardson, Tenn 
Ritchie, 
Robertson, La. 
Ryan, 

Sayers 
Sickles, 
Somers, 
Springer, 
Stallings, 
Stevens, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Strait, 

Straus, 
Swanson, 
Talbert, S.C. 
Talbott, Md. 
Tate, 

Taylor, Ind. 
Terry, 

Tracey, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, Va. 
Turpin, 

Tyler, 
Warner, 
Washington, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Williams, [ll 
Williams, Miss. 
Wise, 
Wolverton. 
Woodard. 


Scranton, 

Stone, C. W. 
Stone, W. A. 
Strong, 

Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Wanger, 

Willison, Ohio 
Woomer. 


Reed, 
Reyburn, 
Robbins, 
Rusk, 

Russell, Ga. 
Schermerhorn, 
Settle, 

Shaw, 

Shell, 
Sherman, 
Sibley, 
Simpson, 
Sipe 

Smith. 
Snodgrass 
Sperry, 
Stephenson 
Storer, 

Sweet, 
Tarsney, 
Tawney, 
Taylor, Tenn 
Thomas, 
Updegraff, 
Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Waugh 
Wea.iock, 
Wells, 

Wever, 
Wheeler, Ill. 
White, 
Whiting 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Wright, Mass 
Wrizht, Pa 


So further proceedings under the call were dispensed with. 
Mr. STORER (before the result of the vote was announced). 
Lam paired with the gentleman from Mississippi {Mr. ALLEN], 


and voted inidvertently. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BAILEY). 
| vote will be withdrawn. 
The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 


Mr. PATTERSON. 


| tion. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


I desire to withdraw my vote. 
The gentleman's 


I nowask for a vote on the pending ques- 


The question is, Will the House 
proceed to consider the resolution submittec by the gentleman 
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from Tennessee [Mr. PATTERSON]? 
and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER pro lempore. For what purpose does the gen- 
tleman rise? 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Pending the question of 
consideration, I move an adjournment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the gentleman from New York [Mr. VAN Vooruis] that the 
House adjourn. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I move that when we 
adjourn to-day it be to meet on Saturday next, to-morrow being 
Good Friday. 

ELECTION CONTEST—O'NEILL VS. JOY. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I now ask for a vote on 
my motion, that when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to 
meet on Saturday next. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pending the question, Will the 
House proceed to consider the resolution called up by the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, the gentleman from New York moves 
that when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Sat- 
urday next. ; 

The question being taken, there were on a division (called for 
by Mr. VAN Vooruis of New York )—ayes 63, noes 113. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIiS of New York. {I call for tellers. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 59, nays 132, 
not voting 161; as follows: 


Upon this question the yeas 








YEAS—59. 
Adams, Ky. Causey, Hare, Richards, Ohio 
Adams, Pa. Chickering, Harmer, Russell, Conn. 
Aldrich, Cobb, Mo. Hayes, Ryan, 
Apsley, Coombs, . Heare, Sherman, 
Avery, Our.is, Kans. Hendrix, Sickles, 
Baker, Kans. Curtis, N. Y. Hicks, Somers, 
Baker, N. H. Dunphy, Hiiborn, Stephenson, 
Bar ilett, Durvorow, Lockwood, Stone, C. W. 
Barwig, English, Loudensilager, Tracey, 
Belden, Fielder, McCall, Turner, Va. 
Boutelle, Gardner, McEttrick, Wancger, 
Brickner, Gillet, N. Y. Morse, White, 
Brosius, Griffin, Pigott, Wilson, Wash, 
Burnes, Hainer, O'Neil, Woomer. 
Campbell, Hall, Mo. Reyburn, 
es NAYS—i22. 
Alexander, Cox, Kem, Pendleton, Tex. 
Bailey, Crawford, Kilgore, Pendleton, W. Va. 
Baldwin, Culberson, Kribbs. Price, 
Bankhead, OCunimings, Kyle, Richardson, Mich. 
Barnes, Daniels, Lane, Richardson, Tenn 
Bell, Colo. Davis, Lapham, Ritchie, 
Bell. Tex. De Armond, Lawson, Sayers, 
Berry, De Forest, Layton, Schermerhorn, 
Biack, Ga. Denson, Lester, Sperry, 
Bland, Dinsmore, Lisle, Springer, 
Boen, Donovan, Livingston, Stallings, 
Bower, N. C. Enloe, Lynch, Stevens, 
Branch, Epes, addox, Stockdale, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Erdman, Maguire, Stone, Ky 
Brookshire, Everett, Marshall, Strait, 
Brown, Forman, Martin, Ind. Straus, 
Bryan, Geary, McCreary, Ky. Swanson 
Bunn, Grady, MeCulloch, Talbert, S.C. 
Bynum, Gresham, McDannola, Talbott, Md. 
Seiwa Hall ‘Mina. a Ta yior, Ind 
Jadmus, all, ‘ay lor, Ind. 
Caminetti, Hammond, McLaurin, . 
Cannon, Cal. Harris, Meredith, Tucker, 
Capehart, Hatch, Money, Turner, Ga. 
Caruth, Henderson, N.C. Montgomery, Turpin, 
Clancy, Holman, Morgan, Tyler, 
Clark, Mo. Hooker, Miss. Moses, Updegraf, 
Cobb, Ala. Hu Mutchler, arner, 
Cockrell, Hunter, Neili, Wheeler, Ala. 
Cofeen, Hutcheson, Outhwaite, Williams, ll. 
Conn, Tkirt, . Williams, Miss.” 
Cooper, Fla. Johnson, Ohio Patterson, Wolverton, 
Cooper, Tex. Jones, Pearson, Woodara. 
NOT VOTING—161, 
Abbott, Catch: Ellis, Ky. Heiner, 
Aitken, Chiids, Ellis, Oregon Henderson, Il. 
Alderson, Clarke, Ala. thian, Henderson, Lowa 
Allen, Fletcher, MNepburn, 
ik. Funk, Hermann, 
Babcoc m Funston, Hines, 
Bartholdt, Cooper, Ind. Fyan, Hitt, . 
Beltzhoover, Cooper, Gear, Hooker, N. Y 
Cornish, Geissenhainer, ay 
Thi. Cousins, Gillett, Mass. Pa. 
. Covert, Goldzier, Houk, 
tner, Orain, Goodnight, . 
posrers. Dailzeli, Gorman, 
Davey, Graham, ohnson, Ind. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Dingley,- Grosvenor, dobnson, N. Dak. 
Bretz, Dockery, Grout, 
, ’ ’ 
Burrows, Draper, Harter, Latimer, 
Dunn. Hartman, . 
Cannes tu. Bdmunds, Haugen, 7 


Loud, Murray, 
qenane,  ntok re 
agner, orthway, 
Mahon, Oates, 
Mallory, Page, 
Marsh, Payne, 
Marvin, N. Y. Paynter, 
McAleer, Pence, 
McCleary, Minn. Perkins, 
McDowell, P illips, 
McGann, Pickler, 
McKeighan, Post, 
MeMillin, Powers, 
McNagny, Quigg, 
McRae, Randall, 
Meiklejohn, Ray, 
Mercer, Rayner 
M yer. Reed, 
Milliken, Reilly. 
von, Robbins, 


Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Pa. 
Rusk, 
Russell, Ga. 
Scranton, 
Settle, 

Shaw, 

Shell, 

Sibley, 
Simpson, 
Sipe, 

Smith, 
Snodgrass, 
Stone, W. A. 
Storer, 
Strong, 
Sweet, 
Tarsney, 
Tawney. 
Taylor, Tenn. 


Thomas, 

Van . oorhis, N. Y. 
Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Wadsworth, 
Walker. 
Washington, 
Waugn, 
Weadock, 

Wells, 

Wever, 

Wheeler, IL. 
Whiting. 

Wilson, Ohio 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Wise. 

Wright, Mass. 
Wright, Pa. 


So the motion of Mr. VAN Vooruis of New York was rejected. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
Mr. PATTERSON. Mr.Speaker, I ask for the regularorder. 
The question now is, Will the 
Houre proceed to consider the resolution of the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. PATTERSON], upon which the yeas and nays 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


have been ordered. 


As many as favor proceeding with the con- 


sideration of the resolution will, when their names are called, 
say aye, those opposed no, and the Clerk will eall the roll. 


‘The question was taken; and there were—yeas 150, nays 0, not 
voting 202; as follows: 
YEAS—150. 
Alexander, Crawford, Kyle, Pigott, 
alley, Cummings, Lane, Price, 
Baldwin, Davis, Latimer, Reilly, 
Bankhead, De Armond, Lawson, Richards, Ohio 
Barnes, De Forest, Layton, Richardson, Mich. 
Bartlett, Denson, Lester, Richardson, Tenn. 
Barwig, Dinsmore, Lisle, Robbins, 
Bell, Tex. Dockery, Livingston, Ryan, 
Biack, Ga. Donovan, Lockwood, Sayers, 
Bland, Dunphy, Lynch, Sickles, 
Boen, Durborow, Maddox, Somers, 
Branch, Enloe, Maguire, Springer, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Epes, Marshall, Stallings, * 
Brickner, Erdman, McCreary, Ky. Stockdale, 
Brookshire, Everett, McCulloch, Stone, Ky. 
Brown, Fielder, McDannold, Strait, 
Bryan, Forman, MeDearmon, Straus, 
Bann, Geary, McEttrick, Swanson, 
Burnes, Grady, McKaig, Talbert, S. C. 
Bynum, Gresham, McKeighan, Talbott, Md. 
Cabanisa, Haines, McLaurin, ‘Tate, 
Cadmus, Hall, Minn. McNagny, Taylor, Ind. 
Caminetti, Hall, Mo. Meredith, Terry, 
Cannon, Cal. Hammond, Money, Tracey, 
Capehart, Hare, Montgomery, ‘Tucker, 
Caruth, Hayes, Morgan, Turner, Ga. 
Clancy, Henderson, N.C. Moses, Turner, Va. 
Clark, Mo. Hendrix, Mutchler, Turpin, 
Clarke, Ala. Holman, Neill, Tyler, 
Cobb, Ala. Hooker, Miss. O'Neil, arner, 
Cobb, Mo. Hudson, Outhwaite, Washington, 
a. Hunter, Page, Wheeler, Ala. 
offeen, Hutcheson, Paschal, Williams, Lil. 
Conn, Tkirt, Patterson, Williams, Miss. 
Coombs, Jones, Paynter, Wolverton, 
Cooper, Fla. Kem, Pearson, Woodard. 
Coaper, Tex Kilgore, Pendleton, Tex. 
Cox, Kribbs, Pendleton, W. Va. 
NAYS—0. 
NOT VOTING—202. 
Abbott, Causey, Gillett, Mass. Joy, 
Adaims, Ky. Chickering, Goldzier, Kiefer, 
Adams, Pa. Childs, Goodnight, Lacey, 
Aitken. Cockr Gorman, Lapham, 
Alderson, Cogswell, Graham, Lefever, 
Aldrich, Compton, Griffin, Linton, 
Alien, Cooper, Ind. Grosvenor, Loud, 
Apsley, Cooper, Wis. Grout, Loudenslager, 
Arnold, Cornish, Grow, Lucas, 
Avery, Cousins, H A Magner, 
Babcock, Covert, Hainer, Mahon, 
Baker, Kans. Crain, Harmer, Mallory, 
Baker, N. H. Culberson, Marsh, 
Bartholat, Curtis, Kans, Harter, » Martin, Ind. 
Belden, Curtis, N. Y. Hartman, Marvin, N, Y. 
Bell, Colo. Dalzell, Hatch, McAleer, 
Beltzhoorer, Haugen, eCall, 
oer , Davey, ee eho a , Minn 
am, y; einer, e 
Black, Til. Dolliver, Henderson, 
Blair, Doolittie, Iowa McMillin, 
Boatner, Draper, Hepbura, 
Boute Dunn, 
Bower, N. C. a Hicks, pearoer, 
y. Hilborn, : 
Ellis, Oregon Hines, Milliken, 
ee ee Hook — 
tz, Fi er, N.Y. Morse, 
Broderick, fletcher, Hopkins. Murray, 
Brosius, Funk, Hopkins, Newlands, 
Bundy, Funston, Northway, 
Gardner ull, Payne, 
, 
Gear, Johnson, Ind. Pence, 
Saitites «GRE chason Gio" Petting 
Catchings, et, N.Y. ~ Johnson, Ohio 
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Pickler, Schermerhorn, 
Post, Scranton, 
Powers, Settie, 

uigg, Shaw, 

andall, Shell, 
Ray, Sherman, 
Rayner, Sibley, 
Reed, Simpson, 
Reyburn, Sipe, 


Smith, 
Snodgrass, 
Sperry, 
Stephenson, 
Stevens, 
Stone, C. W. 


Ritchie, 
Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Pa. 
Rusk, 

Russell, Conn. 
Russell, Ga. 


No quorum voting. 


Stone, W. A. 
Storer, 

Strong, 

Sweet, 

Tarsney, 

Tawney, 

Taylor, Tenn. 
Thomas, 
Updegraff, 

Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Van Voorhis,Ohio 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 

Wanger, 

Waugh. 


Weadock, 
Wells, 
Wever, 
Wheeler, Ill. 
White, 
Whiting, 
Wilson, Ohio 
Wilson, W ash. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Wise, 

ight, Mass. 
Wright, Pa. 
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but while the rules impose thisduty on every memb>+r they do not 
authorize the Chair to compel its performance, and the Chair 
has no power to do so. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above record 

Mr. PATTERSON, I move a eall of the House. 

Mr. WAUGH. I move that the House 





do now adjourn. 
The question was taken; and the Speaker pro fempore an 
nounced that the noes seemed to have it. 
Mr. WAUGH. Division. 
‘The House divided: and there were—ayes 57, noes 89, 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Tellers. 
Mr. PATTERSON. Yeas and nays, Mr. Speake 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 





Mr. LIVINGSTON. 
of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore 
from Georgia will state it. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The point of order is this, that under 
Rule VIII, unless a member is exeused or necessarily prevented 
or personaily interested, he must vote. I make the point of order 
that the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] was present and 
failed to vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is no rule of the House 
which prescribes a way of forcing him to do it. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. I make the point of order that it is his 
duty to vote, and [ ask that he be brought before the bar of the 

House to state his reasons for not voting. 

The SVEAKER pro tempore. The Chair overrules the point | 
of order. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. Then I rise to a privileged question. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Under RuleIX, whenever the dignity of 
the House is involved, it is a question of the highest privilege. 
I make the point, sir, that the dignity of this House is at stake, | 
and badly and seriously involved, from the fact that these gen- 
tlemen sitting onthis floorare notvoting. I therefore ask that 
they be brought to the bar of the House and made to vote. 

The SPEAKER pre tempore. The Chair will state that the 
dignity of the House is in the keeping of the House, and that 
the House has not prescribed any rule for preserving it other 
than that which the Chair is attempting to enforce. 

Mr. REED. And it is not a very large dignity, either. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. ‘Then I desire to say that this rule 
stands on the same footing as the rule with reference to disor- 
der on the floor of the House. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa point of order. The 
roll call can not be interrupted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is one point of order | 
pending already. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. 
I made. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the gen- 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a point 


(Mr. BAILEY). The gentleman 





I am speaking to the point of order that 





tleman from Georgia |Mr. LIVINGSTON]. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. If the gentleman from Maine {Mr. 
REEpD] was out of order on the floor of the House, and the Chair 
should order him to sit down and he should fai! to do it, there is 
no rule of the House by which you could make him sit down; 
and yet you know you would do it, and it is often done and al- 
ways done. There is no necessity for any further rule to make 
@ man vote than you have already in this code of rules adopted 
by the House. 

The language of the rule is that, unless a member is excused, 
or unless he is necessarily prevented, or unless he is personally | 
interested, he shall vote. Now, Mr. Speaker, you do not want | 
any other rule to enforce that rule. If you did, then it would be 
one rule after another, and we could never get to the end of it. | 

i 
| 


The point was made the other day, and the Chair held that 
while the roll call was in progress it could not be interrupted 
for the purpose of making the point. Therefore] could not raise | 
the point at the precise time when the gentleman’s name was 
ealled, under the ruling of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The permanent occupant of the 
chair alsoruled thatthe point now raised by the gentleman from 
Georgia was not well taken. 

Whatever might be the opinion of the present occupant of 
the chair as to the power of the House to prescribe a rule for 
aseertaining the presence of a member, or whatever might be 
his opinion as to the duty of the Chair if the House were pro- 
eceding witheut rules, is entirely irrelevant, because. in this 
instance, the House has adopted a code of rules which are as 
binding upon the Chair as they are upon the members, and 
which it is simply the Chair's duty to administer. The Chair 
ean not add to them nor take from them. It is true that 
they provide that each member shall be present in the House 
unless excused or necessarily prevented and shall vote on 
each question unless personally or pecuniarly interested in it; 


| Black, Ml. 


The question was taken; and 
voting 151; as follows: 


there were 


yeas 62, nays 139, not 


YEAS 
Apsley, Everett, Loud, Se 
Avery, Gardner, Loudensiager S an 
Baker. Kans. Gillet, N. Y. Mahon Si 
Belden, Grout, McCall, s Cc. W 
Brosius, Grow, McLaurin, S W.A 
bundy, Harmer, Northway S 


Burnes Harris, 











Gillett, Mass. 


Perkins, 


Martin, Ind. 


Burrows, Hitt, Pickler, W 
Causey. Hooker, N. Y. Post, W 
Chickering, Hopkins, fl. Quigg Wh 
Coombs, Hudson? Re V mn. Ohno 
Curtis, Kana Hulick, Key burn, Ww. W 
Curtis, N. Y. Kem, Ritchie, W oomei 
Daniels, Kilgore, Robinson, Pa. Wriz Mass. 
Doolittle, Kribobs, Russell, Conn. 
Ellis, Oregon Lacey, Ryan, 
NAYS—139. 
Alexander, Cousins, Jones Pigot 
Bailey, Cox, Kyle, Re 
Bankhead, Crawford, Lane, Richar ( ) 
Barnes, Culberson, Latimer, Ri r 1M 
Barwig, Cummings, Lawson, Ri r l 
Bell, Tex Davis, Layton, i u 
Black, Ga De Armond, Lester, R n, La 
Bland, De Forest, Lisle, s 
Boen Denson, Livingston Ss } 
B Dinsmore, Ma ox, sj 
Br Dockery, Ma:uire, Somers, 
Br . Ark. Donovan, Marshall, Ss ! 
Dunphy, McCreary, Ky Stallings 
Durborew, MeCulloch, Stev 3, 

Brown Enloe, Me Dannold, Stockdale 
Bryan Epes, Mc Dearmon, Stone, Ky 

| Bunn, Erdman, M ivick Stra 
Byaum, Fielder, MeKaig, Stra 
Cabaniss, Forman, Meredith, Swauson, 
Cad 8, Grady, Money, Talbert, S 
Caminetti, Gresham, Montgomery, ra Ma 
Campbell, Haines, Morgan, Tat 
Capehart, Hall, Minn. Moses Tay Ind, 
Caruth, Hail, Mo Mutecbler Terry 
Catchings, Hammond Neil, Tracey 
Clancy. Hare, O'Neil Tucker 
Clark, Me. Hatch, Outhwaite, I ler, Va 
Clarice, Ala. Heard, Page, Tyler. 
Cobb. Ala. Hendorson, N.C. Paschal, U pdegraf, 
Cobb, Mo. Hendrix, Patterson, W heeler, Ala. 
Cockrell, Holman, Payne Williams, Hil 
Coffeen, Hooker, Miss. Paynter, W iunms, Miss. 
Conan tiunter. Pearson, NV olverton, 
Cooper, Fla. Hutcheson, Pen l'eton, Tex Woodard 
Cooper, Tex. [kirt, Pendleton,W. Va 

NOT VOTING—141. 

| Abbott, Dalzell, Hopkins, Pa Powers 
Adams, Ky. * Davey, Houlk, Price, 
Adams, Pa. Dingiey, Hull Randall, 
Aitken Dolliver, Johnson, Ind. Ray, 
Aiderson, Draper, Johnson, N. Dak. Rayner, 
Aldrich, Dunn, Johnson, Ohio Rusk, 
Allen, Edmunds, Jos Russell, Ga 
Arnold, Ellis, Ky. Kiefer, Scranton 
Babcock, ‘nglish, Lapham, Shaw, 
Baker. N. H. Fithian, Lefever Sibley, 
Baldwin, Fletcher, Linton, Simpson, 
Bartholdt, Funk, Loekwood, Sipe, 
Bartlett, Funston, Lucas, Smith, 
Beil, Colo, Fyan, Lynch, Snodgrass, 
Beltzhoover, Gear, Magner, Sperry, 
Berry, Geary Mallory, Stephenson, 
Bingham, Geissenhainer, Marsh, Storer, 


Sweet, 


Blair, Goldzier, Marvin, N. Y. Tarsney, 
Boatner, Goodnight, McAleer, Tawney. 
Boutelie, Gorman, McCleary, Minn. Taylor. Tenn 
Bowers, Cal Graham, McDowell, Thomas, 
Brattan, Griffin, McGann, Turner, Ga. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Grosvenor, MceKeighan, Turpin 

Bretz, Hager, McMillin, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Broderick, Hainer, McNagny, Wadsworth, 
Caldwell, Hiarter, McRae, Walker, 
Cannon, Cal. Hartman, Meiklejohn, Wanger, 
Cannon, II. Haugen, Mercer, Washington, 
Childs, Hayes, Meyer, Weadock, 
Cockran, Heiner, Milliken, Wells, 
Cogswell, Henderson, iL Moon, Wever, 
Compton, Henderson, lowa Morse, White, 
Cooper, Ind. Hepburn, Murray, Whiting, 
Cooper, Wis. Hermann, Newlands, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cornish, Hicks, Oates, W ise 

Covert, Hilborn, Pence, Wright, Pa 
Crain, Hines, Phillips, 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. On this question the yeas are 
62, the nays are 139. The nays have it.and the motion is dis- 
agreed to. The — now recurs, Will the House proceed 
to the consideration of the resolutions submitted by the gentle- 
man from Tennessee? Upon that the yeas and nays have been 
ordered. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. TRACEY. Upon that I make the point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House this moment has re- 
fused to adjourn. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I move that when the 
House adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday next, on account 
of to-morrow being Good Friday. 

The SPEAKER pro tempoe. Bofore submitting the motion, 
the Chair will submit a request for leave of absence on account 
of sickness. 

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
BARNES, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

Mr. BROWN. The question is on taking up the resolution. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The question is, Will the House 

roceed to consider the resolutions suomitied by the gentleman 
rom Tennessee? Pending that, the gentleman from New York 
moves that when the House adjourn to-day it be to meet on 
Monday next. 
' The question was taken, and the Speaker pro tempore an- 
nounced that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 34, noes 76. 

So the motion was rejected. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. Speaker, it seems apparent to me that 
wo can make no further progress to-day, and us chairman of 
the Committee on Elections | move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

And accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 25 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 





a 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. BLACK of Illinois, from 
the Committee on Military Affairs, reported the bill (H. R. 4328) 
for the relief of William B. Chapman, George W. Street, John 
W. Hoos, Emmett C. Tuthill, and Joseph H. Curtis; which, with 
the accompanying report (No, 615), was ordered to be printed 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 20f Rule XXII, the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs was discharged from the consideration of the bill (S.575) 
for the relief of Sarah K. McLean, widow of the late Col. Na- 
thaniel H. McLean, and the same was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: A bill (H. R. 6392) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge over the Duck River, in Humphreys 
County,.Tenn.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6393) to increase the appropriation for the 
erection of a public building at Clarksville, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 6394) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to carry out, in part, the provisions of ‘‘An 
act to divide a portion of the reservation of the Sioux Nation of 
Indians, in Dakota, into separate reservations, and to secure 
the relinquishment of the Indian title to the remainder, and for 
other purposes,” approved March 2, 1889, and making appropri- 
ations for the same, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CULBERSON: A bill (H. R. 6395) to increase the limit 
of cost of construction of a public building at Paris, Tex., and 
for = purposes—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. TERRY: A bill (A. R. 6496) to provide for purchase of 
law books for use of the circuit courts of appeals of the United 
States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOOKER of New York: A bill | H. R. 6397) for the erec- 
tion of a public building at the city of Dunkirk, N. Y.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: A bill ( H. R. 6410) to amend 
an act in oS to the immediate — me of — 

s, and for er purposes, ap une 830—to the 
Goethe on Inzerstate and Foreign Commerce. 
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By Mr. TERRY: A bill (H. R. 6411) in relation to issuance of 
writs of habeas corpus by Federal courts or judges thereof —to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LESTER: A joint resolution (H. Res. 145) requiring 
report to be made by the Secretary of War as to safe anciiorage 
in Savannah Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BUNDY: A bill (H.R. 6398) for the relief of Darius 
Adkinson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6399) for the relief of John C. Reed—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6400) for the relief of Frederick Boeden —to 
the Conmittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLANCY: A bill (H. R. 6401) granting an honorable 
discharge to William H. Hand, alias William Harris—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 6402) for the allowance of 
certain claims for stores and supplies reported by the Court of 
Claims under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1883, 
ounnly known as the Bowman act—to the Committee on War 
Claims. ‘ 

By Mr. DUNPHY: A bill (H. R. 6403) to increase the pension 
of Grace Harrington—to the Committes on Pensions. 

By Mr. GRESAAM: A bill (H. R. 6404) for the relief of Wil- 
liam Ludgate--to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 6405) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion standing against Patrick Kelleher, late private Com- 
pany C, Thirty-eighth Illinois Volunteers—to the Committee on 

ilitary Affairs. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 6406) for 
the relief of Barclay M. Tillman, of Bradford County, Tenn.—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TAY OR of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 6407) to pension 
Thomas T. Garrison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DURBOROW: A bill (H.R. 6408) for the relief of 
Samuel V. B. Strider—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 6409) granting a 

— to William W. Garvin—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. PAYNTER: A bill (H. R. 6412) for the relief of Charles 
H. Fowler—to the Committee on Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Underclause lof Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. AVERY: Petition of the Bakers’ and Longshoremen’s 
Unions, of Detroit, Mich., for governmental control and owner- 
ship of telegraph and telephone lines—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

a Mr. BABCOCK: Petition of H. H. Virgin and 75 others, 
of Platteville, Wis., for the passage of House bill 4897—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Petition of the Bakers’ Union and Long- 
shoremen’s Union, of Detroit, Mich., favoring govermental 
ownership and control of the telegraph—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Papers to accompany the claim of 
Dickerson Watts, of Warren County, Miss.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. COGSWELL: Petition of Charles F. Perkins and 
others of Salem, Mass., for legislation in favor of fraternal 
society and college journals—to the Committee on the Post- 
Olfice and Post- Roads. 

By Mr. COUSINS: Petition of 23 citizens of Wyoming, Iowa, 
favoring the passage of the Manderson- Hainer bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Offices and Post-Roads. . 

By Mr. CRISP (by request): Resolution of the transmissis- 
sippi congress, praying the admission of Utah, New Mexico, and 
Arizona—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also (by request): Resolution of the transmississippi con- 

, praying the annexation of the Hawaiian Islands—to the 
Gommitt: eon Foreign Affairs. 

Also (by request): Resolution of the transmississippi con- 
gress, praying the passage of a bankruptcy law—to the Com- 
mittee on the J gery 

By Mr. CURTIS of New York: Petition of William McFar- 
land and others, of Flackville, St. Lawrence County, N. Y., in 
favor of a Christian amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States —to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DURBOROW: Petition of Herman Berg and others, 
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of Chicago, in favor of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the aia By Mr. STEPHENSON: Petition of the Bakers’ Union, of 


mittee on the Post-Ojlice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Petition of certaincitizens of the United 
States against the God-in-the-Constitution amendment—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GEISSENHAINER: Petition of cigar-makers of New 


Brunswick, N. J., against increase of tax on cigars—to the Com- | 


mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Maple Council, No. 1407, Royal Arcanum, of 
Spotswood, N. 

ainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Ottice and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. GORMAN: Petition of Bakers’ and Longshoremen’s 
Unions, of Detroit, Mich., asking for a Government ownership 
and control of the telegraph system of the country—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Ottice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HARE: Petition of citizens of Sandusky, Ohio, pray- 
ing for Government ownership and control of telegraphs —to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Pest-Roads. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of 82 members of Rockford Camp, No. 
51, Modern Workmen of America, of Rockford, Iil., in favor of 
the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill, to admit fratern il 
society journals to the mailsas second-class matter—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Oftice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HUNTER: Two protests of delegates of the Trades’ 
Assembly and other residents of Bloomington, Ill., against the 
inc: ease of tax on cigars—to the Committee on Waysand Means. 

By Mr. IKIRT: Petition from 65 members of: Crockery Tent, 
Knights of the Maccabees, of East Liverpool, Ohio; W. S. 
Thomas and David Thorp and 66 others, citizens and members 
of benevolent orders of Salem and Leetonia, Ohio, asking for 
the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution passed at regular meeting of Encampment 
No. 64, Union Veteran Legion, at New Lisbon, Ohio, asking the 
passage of the per diem service pension bill—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 


Detroit, Mich., in favor of Government ownership and 
of the telegraph system of the country—to the Committee 
the Post-Oitice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STEVENS: Petition and resolution of Columbia Col- 
ony No. 5, United Order of Pilgrim Fathers, of Lawrence, \ 
favoring the passage of the Manderson-Hainer biil—to the 


‘ontrol 


on 


lass 


om- 


| mittee on the PostOftice and Post-Roads. 


J., in favor of the passage of the Manderson- | 


Also, petition of 14 citizens of Lowell, Mass., in favor of the 
passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill, admitting to the mailsas 
secon i-class matter fraternal society and colleze journals --to the 


| Committeg on the Post-Office anid Vost-Roads. 


_ By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: Three petitions of citizens of 
Butler County, Pa., and one of citizensof Allegheny, Pa., favor- 
ing the passage of resolution to «mend the preamble to the Con- 


| stitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. LACEY: Two petitions of Mary R. Daytonand others | 


of Ottumwa, Iowa, for additional legislation against lotteries— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MCDANNOLD: Petition of Cigar Makers’ Union of 
Quincy, Ill., and of Trades and Labor Assembly of Quincy, Iil., 
and of 80 citizens of same place, for lower tax on cigars—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of John C. Goodrich and 85 others of Grafton, 
Ill.; of H. G. Garrett and 67 others of Quincy, Ill.; of A. N. 
Spicer and 33 others of Loraine, and of George Bley, jr., and 40 
others of Beardstown, Ill., asking for passage of the Manderson- 
Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post Ojfice and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: Papers on the claim of William Sulli- 
van, of Stafford County, Va.—to the Committee on WarClaims. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition to accompany House bill 6386, ‘or 
relief of Abraham Armstrong, late of the United States Navy— 
to the Committze on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of Rev. Payson W. Lyman, Fall 
River, and 10 other Congregational ministers of Massachusetts, 
os that Congress will pass laws giving efficiency to the 

aws of the various States against lottery enterprises—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Ro.ds. 

By Mr. PAGE: Petition of Edward Eddy and 16 other citizens 
of Pascoag, R. I., for the passage of the Manderson-Hainer 
bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

3y Mr. PIGOTT: Petition of Amos Ives, W. G. Gallager, and 
others. of Meriden, Conn., for lower postage rates on fraternal 
journals—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee (for Mr. SNODGRASS): 
Evidence to accompany House bill 1493, for the relief of John J. 
Lowery— to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of W. H. McLemore and 30 other citizens of 
Tullahoma, Tenn., for the passage of the Manderson-Huiner 
bill—to the Committee on the Post Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: Petition of Local Assem- 
bly, No. 5140, Knights of Labor, and from Cigar Makers’ Union, 
of New London, Conn., against any increase of internal-revenue 
a on manufactured cigars—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans, 

Also, petition from Uncas Lodge, No. 17, Ancient Order United 
Workmen, and citizens of Montville, Conn., in favor of the Man- 
derson-Hainer bill, admitting to the mails as second class m it- 
ter publications of the benevoient fraternal societies—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post- Roads. 

By Mr. SHAW: Petition of John Denglerand 138 others, citi- 
zens of Lacrosse, Wis., protesting against the increase of the 
internal-revenue tax on cigars, as reported by Senate Subcom- 
mittee on Finance—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. STORER: Petition of Regular Army and Navy Union 
of Cincinnati, Ohio, relative to the retirement of enlisted men 
of the Army and Navy—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Resolution of Magnolia Council, 
No. 295, Royal Arcanum; of Nashville Council, No. 92, Royal 
Arcinum: of the Grand Lodge Ancient Order of United Work- 
men. of Tenne-see; of South Nashville Lodge Ancient Order 
of United Workmen; of, Tennessee Council, No. 642, Nationa! 
Union, together with petitions from the faculty of Vanderbilt 
University, the faculty of Nashville College for Young Ladies, 
and two additional petitions of citizens of Nashville, ‘lenn., 
asking for the passage of House bill 489i]—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois; Petition of William Garvin, 
of Macedonia, Ill., for relief—to the Committees on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. WRIGHT of Massachusetts: Petition of Geor 
Maynard and 47 others, of Dalton, Mass., in favor of the passag 
of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post- 
Otfice and Post-Roads. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, March 23, 1894. 
The House met at 12 o'clock m. 
POCKE. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read. 


Prayer by Rev. WILLIAM J. 


CORRECTION. 


Mr. REILLY. Mr. Speaker, the Journal as read states that 
on my motion leave was granted yesterday to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads to sit during the sessions of the 
House; it should read to the Committee on Pacitic Railroads, 

The SPEAKER. The correction will be made. 

AUSTIN HOUGH VS. THE UNITED STATES. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a copy of the findings 
of the Court of Claims in the case of Austin Hough vs. The 
United States; which was referred to the Committee on War 
Claims,and ordered to be printed. 
EXPENSES” OF UNITED STATES COURTS 

1802, 1892, AND 1804. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy of a com- 
munication from the Attorney-General, submitting an addi- 
tional list of amounts found due by the First Comptroller under 
the appropriations for expenses for United States courts for the 
fiscal years 1892, 1893, and 1394; which was referred tothe Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

EXP? NDITURES FOR COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a statement of 
expenditures made on account of the Coastand Geodetic 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893; which was referr 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be pri 

AGREEMENT WITH C‘CEUR D’ALENE INDIANS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting an agreement with the 
Coeur d’Alene Indians in Idaho for a change of the northern 
boundary line on their reservation: which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

DWIGHT HALL. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S. 574 
the relief of Dwight Hall. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, | 
mous consent for the present consider:tion of 
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House Committee on Claims having reported favorably a simi- 
lar bill, which is now on the Hause Calendar. 
The SPEAKER. The Clers will report the bill, after which 
the Chair will ask if there be objection. 
The bill was read, as foliows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Seoretary of the Sem be, and he is hereby, 
uthorized and directed to investigate the claim made against the United 
Btates by Dwight Hall, of Wallingford, Conn., for the amount paid by him 
to the collector of internal revenue for the second district of Connecticut as 
taxes and penalties upon 30,000 cigars manufactured by him and previous to 
the payment of said tax or penalty claimed to have been destroy: oY. an acci- 
dental fre.and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed 
to pay. out of any money in the ‘lreasury not otherwiseappropriated, to the 
said Dwight Hall. or his personal representatives, or the person or persons 
who may be lawfully entitled thereto, any sum of money foun on such in- 
vestigation to be equitably due on account of ——— of said tax and penalty, 
or either of them, net to exceed the sum of $157.50, and the said sum when 
paid to be in full satisfaction and discharge of all claim as tax or penalty 
on said cigars. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to thorequest of the gen- 


— from Connecticut for the present consideration of this 
¥ 

Mr. SAYERS. I will ask the gentleman whether a bill simi- 
lar to this has been referred to a House committee and reported 
favorably ’ 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut, A similar bill has been favor- 
ably reported by the House Committee on Claims and is now on 
the House Calendar. The refund of this assessment has the ap- 
proval of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 

Mr.SAYERS. Will not the gentleman allow this bill to lie 
— until to-morrow that I may have anopportunity to examine 

t? 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. It involves only $157.50. I 
ask that the report be read. 

The Senate report (by Mr. Pasco) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims. to whom was referred the bill (S. 574) for the 
relief s Dwight Hall, have examined the case, and submit the following re- 
port thereon: 

This case was before the committee during the Fifty-second Congress, and 
Was favorably reported; a substitute was then re for the bill referred 
to the committee and the present bill is the same as the substitute. 

The merits of the case a in the following extract from the report of 
the committee, during the last ess: 

“That the claimant, Dwight Hall, was a manufacturer of cigars on a 
sma!l scale at Wallingford, State of icut, in Jaxmary, 1869; that he 
Was assessed by the assessor of rnal revenue on the January list for that 
year for 30,000 cigars. On the 9th of March, 1869. he d the internal-reve- 
nue tax thereon of $150, with the alty of 87.50 added, making a total of 
$157.50; that between the date of the assessment and the ——_ aforesaid 
his factory was burned and all his were consumed in the fire. 

“The collector of internal revenue for the district insisted that notwith- 
stand.ng the destruction he was uired to collect the internal-revenue 
tax. Hall accordingly made ees . He failed to make application tothe 
Commissioner of Internal venue for . For many years Hall has 
been seeking relief from Congress. The factof the loss of the cigars in the 
fire seemed estabiished to the satisfaction of the collector of internal r~’- 
enue, who at the time ex afavorable view of Hall's claim for relw.:. 

“The proof shows Hall to be an old man, w: bus or train- 
img, nearly blind, and in great poverty; and while 
find im the evidence Hall's reasons for failure to apply to the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue for relief, yet the statement is given responsible 
parties who at the time were familiar with the circumstances that his fail- 
ure so to do was ac y accounted for."’ 

It appears that the exaction complained of amounted to 9157.50, and it is 
recommended that the amount to be be within thot limit, and the 
committee recommend that the bill be amended by inserting after ‘‘ them,” 
in Line 17, the following words, “not toexceed the sum of $157.50,"’ and when 
thus amended the committee recommend that the bill do pass. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand that the amount involved is 
only $157. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. That is all. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would pretty near as soon pay that myself 
as give unanimous consent. [Laughter.] 

here being no objection, the was ordered toa third read- 
ing; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut, a motion to re- 
coer the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the 
table. 

The House bill (A. R. 3154) for the same purpose was laid on 
the table. 





HAWALAN BARK ARCTIC, 


The SPEAKER also laid tefore the House a bill (S. 286) for 
the relief of the owners and crew of the Hawaiian bark Arctic. 
Mr, O'NEIL. Mr.S , [ask unanimous consent that that 
bill lie on the Speaker's table for the present, as a similar bill 
has been reported favorably by the House committee. 
There was no objection, and it was so 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House Senate bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; which were severally referred us indicated below: 


A bill (S. 109) for the relief of the legal tatives of 
Chauncey M. Lockwood—to the Committee on » : 
A bill (S. 170) granting a right of way to the Jamestown and 
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Northern Railway through the Devils Lake Indian Reserva- 
a the State of North Dakota—tothe Committee on Indian 
airs. 

_A bill (S. 190) for the benefit of sundry persons residing in the 
vicinity of Jefferson Barracks, Mo.—to ‘he Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, 

A bill (S. 266) providing for the erection of an equestrian 
statue of Gen. Francis Marion—to the Committee on the Li- 


brary. 

A bin (S. 269) for the relief of Jacob I. Cohen and J. Randolph 
Mordecai, administrators of M. C, Mordecai—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

A bill (S. 343) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Royal M. Hubbard—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 344) for the relief of William M. Keightley—to the 
Committeo on Claims. 

A bill (S. 345) for the relief of Horace A. W. Tabor—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 407) making appropriation for the improvement of 
the road to the national cemetery near Pensacola, Fla.—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 425) for the relief of the Potomac Steamboat Com- 
pany—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 444) making the surveyor of the District of Columbia 
a salaried officer, and to provide for more efficient service in 
the surveyor'’s office—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

_ A bill (5S. 507) providing for the collection of fees for furnish- 
ing certificates of title to vessels—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

A bill (S. 509) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend sec- 
tion 4178, Revised Statutes, in relation to the marking of ves- 
sels’ names at bow and stern, and also to provide for marking 
the draft,” approved February 21, 1891—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

A bill (S. 511) providing for the establishment and enforce- 
ment of rules and regulations for the use and navigation of 
United States canals and similar works of navigation, and for 
other per —to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill s. 573) for the relief of Christopher Schmidt—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 587) toamend an act entitled ‘‘An act to regulate the 
carriage of passengers by sea,” approved August 2, 1882—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 588) torepeal section 4145 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, and to amend sections 4146, 4320, also section 
1 of the act amending section 4214 of the Revised Statutes, ap- 
proved March 3, 18:3, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

A bill (S. 1055) to carry into effect the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the cases of Edward N. Fish and others for supplies 
furnished the Indian service—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1312) for the relief of the heirs of Charles B. Smith, 
dece:sed—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1349) authorizing the purchase of a portrait of Capt. 
Samuel Chester Reid—to the Committee on the Library. 

A bill (S. 1683) to authorize the Secretary of War to issue four 
condemned iron guns and projectiles to the officer in charge of 
the Government lot in wood Cemetery, near Chicago, fi. 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A — resolution (S. R. 12) for the restoration of the books of 
the ufort Library Society, of Beaufort, S. C.—to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

A bill (S. 497) to amend ‘‘An act to amend section 4400 of Title 
LII of the Revised Statutes of the United States, concerning the 
regulation of steam vessels,” approved Argust 7, 1882; and also 
to amend section 4414, Title LII, of the Revised Statutes, ‘‘ Regu- 
lation of steam vessels”—to the Committee on Commerce. 


SENATE ELECTION CASES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following Sen- 
ate concurrent resolution; which was referred to the Committee 
on Printing: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concur , That there 
be printed 4,000 copies in cloth, in one volume, of the new ed 
ate election and of precedents relating to the privileges of the Senate; 
1,500 copies to be for the use of the members of the Senate and 2,500 copies 
for the use of the members of the House of Representatives, the same to be 
printed on the back as follows: 


Senate Pri and Elections. 
Monten Game. 
Precedents as to Privileges 
en! ‘ 
Furber. 


The clerk of the Committee on Privileges and Elections shall, 
under the n of such committee, prepare a report of the cases since 
——— the same shall be inserted as an appendix in the foregoing 
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REPORT OF GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following Sen- 
ate concurrent resolution: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed at the Government Printing Office, in addition to the number al- 
ready ordered by law, 7,000 copies of tae Fourteenth Annual Report of the 
Director of the United States Geological Survey, uniform with the prec¢ 
ing volumes of the series; of which number 1,000 shall be for the use of t 
Senate, 2,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, and 4,000 for dis- 
tribution by the Geological Survey. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, this resolu- 
tion provides for the printing of the regular report of the Geo- 
logical Survey. This report is printed every year, and its 


d- 
he 





printing is already provided for by the public printing bill | 


which passed the House: but as that bill has not yet become a 
law. [ask that this resolution be now considered and adopted. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid- 
era‘ion of the concurrent resolution. which was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, a motion to 
reconsider the last vote was laid on the table. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. LEFEVER, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 
family. 


To Mr. SHELL, for three days, on account of important busi- | 


ness. 

To Mr. MCLAURIN, for three days, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. LINTON, for twelve days from the 24th instant, on ac- 
count of important business. 

BRIDGE OVER MONONGAHELA RIVER. 

TheSPEAKER. Yesterday morning the House by unanimous 
consent took up and passed the bill (5.1747) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge over the Monongahela River at Glen- 
wood, Pa. 


reported by the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 


be laid on the table, as the matter has been disposed of by the | 


passage of the Senate bill. 
There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 
EXECUTION OF CHINESE EXCLUSION ACT. 
Mr. SAYERS. Iam directed by the Committee on Appro- 
riations to ask the consideration of the joint resolution which 
send to the desk. 


The joint resolution (H. Res.146) providing for the pxymentof | 


salaries and expenses of additional deputy collectors of internal 
revenue to carry out the provisions of the Chinese exclusion act 
of May 5, 1892, as amended by the act of November 3, 1893, was 
read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House ef Representatives, etc., That there is hereby 
appropriated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated, the sum of $10,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary to pay the 
salaries and actual and necessary expenses of as many additional deputy col- 
lectors of internal revenue as the Secretary of the Treasury may determine 
to be necessary for the collectors in the several districts to appoint in order 
to the more thorough and effective execution of the act of May 5, 182. as 
amended by the act of November 3, 1#93, relating to the registration of, and 
the issuance of certificates of residence to, Chinese laborers who are entitled 
to remain in the United States under the provisions of these laws, which ad- 
ditional deputy collectors shall be paid, out of the sum hereby appropriated, 
by such allowances as shall be made by theSecretary of the Treasury upon 
recommendation of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue: Provided, That 
collectors of internal revenue shall not receive any fee or other compensa- 
tion for the registration, and issuance of certificates of residence to, Chi- 
nese laborers who are entitled to remain in the United States under the pro 
visions of the said laws. 

The report of the Committee on Appropriations was read, as 
follows: 

The Committee on Appropriations, to whom was referred House Execu- 
tive Document No. 152, being a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury 
transmitting a communication from the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
showing the necessity for an additional ag te ey for Chinese registra- 
tion, under the joint resolution approved December 7, 1893, having consid- 
ered the same. report herewith a joint resolution making an additional ap- 
propriation of $10,000. as recommended by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
With the recommen lation that it do pass. 


The joint resolution was read a first and second time, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 


On motion of Mr. SAYERS, a motion to reconsider the last’| 


vote was laid on the table. 
MRS. COURTNEY ANN CLAIBORNE. 


Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. [ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 2857) to confirm to the heirs of Mrs.Courtney Ann Claiborne the 
title to a certain tract of land in the State of Louisiana. 


Whereas under the act of Congress approved June 22, 1860, ‘An act for final 
adjustment of private-land claims in the State of Florida, Louisiana, and 
Missouri, and for other purposes,” and extended by an act of Congress ap- 
proved Murch 2, 1867 entitled “An act to extend the provisions of an act en- 
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In the absence of objection the Chair will direct that | 
House bill 4660, on the same subject, which has been favorably | 


} and executors, or their assigns, of said Poydras. 
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titled ‘An act for final adjustment of private-land claims in the States 
Florida, Louisiana, and Missouri. and for other purposes.’ eregister i 
receiver of the land office at New Orleans, La., acting as commissioner 

der the acts aforesaid, have reported to the Commissioner of the Gene 
Land Office that there ought to be contirmed to the heirs of Mrs. Courtn 
Ann Claiborne, deceased, who holds, under Julian Paydras, a tract of 


containing 590 acres, more or less. in the State of Louisiana, int ist 
West Feliciana, and described as follows, to wit: A certain tract o l 
uated inthe Greensburg district, Le in the parish of ‘V 

facing on the Mississipp! River, cd nding, it being t 
western portion of section numbered 39, t ywnship 3s mith, range 3 w 


uisian 


left ban tes 





| containing 13 arpents front on river by 10 arpents in depth, or such lepth 
as said section hath: the whole tract of which this claim forms a par ‘in 
oWn on the approved plat as claimed by Madam Maural: n 
Whereas it is proved that the tract now known on o Nicial | $ as jon 
numbered 39 was ceded to Julian Paydras by Don Guyosa de L on the 
23d day of January, 1788; and 
Whereas Joseph T. Dandore and Guy Richard, executors of sa 
sold the said tract to Madames Manrain and Bonneau on the | 
March, 1825; and 
Whereas by act of petition on the 30th day of April, 1834, Madam i 
neau and Maurain divided the tract between them, the former re 
her portion 13 arpents front with all the depth from the upper 


side of the said section; and 
Whereas Madam Bonneau did, by and through her executor, W 
a apenas sell this tract toJ. C. Van Winkle, onthe itth day of Jar 
am 
Whereas on the ilth day of December, 1855, the said Van Winkle l 
this said land to Mrs. Courtney Ann Claiborne: Theref 
Be it enacted, etc., That the said tract of land, containing 520 arpents. m 


re, 


or less, situated in the parish of West Feliciana, on the Mississippi Rive 
in the State of Louisiana. and as further described above. be, an the sa 
is hereby, confirmed to the heirs, executors, or assigns of Mrs. Courtney At 


Claiborne; and that all the right, title, and the interest of the United Stat 
and to the same be. and the same are hereby, granted and confirmed to sali 
heirs, executors, or assigns. 

Mr. BURROWS. How does this bill come before the 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana | Mr. Ron- 
ERTSON | asks unanimous consent for its consideration. 

Mr. BURROWS. Let the report be read, the right to object 
being reserved. 

The SPEAKER. ‘Without objection the report wil! 

The report of the Committee on Private Land Claims ( 


fiouse? 


be read. 






hy Mr. 
HUDSON) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Private Land Claims, to whom was referre! th 
(H. R. 2957) to confirm to the heirs of Mrs. Courtney Ann Claiborne the tit 
to a certain tract of land in the State of Louisiana, having considered 
respectfully report as follows: 

This committee has twice reported favorably on this matter, vi port 
No. 1.09, Fifty-first Congress, and Report No. 1898. Fifty-second Cong 

As the facts stated in these reports are entirely satisfactory to the com 


mittee, the report in the last Congress is adopted, as follows 

“The Committee on Private Lani Claims, to whom was referred a bill 
(H. R. 2717) to confirm to the heirs of Mrs. Courtney Ann Claiborne the tith 
to a certain tract of lan i in the State of Louisiana, report as fol.ows 

“ The origin of theclaimto which this bill relates is founde ion a Spanish 
land grant to Julien Poydras, executed on the 23d day of January, 1/98, by 
Don Guyoza de Lemos, brigadier of the royal armies, governor general, et 
acting under the authority conferred upon him by the King of Spain 

“That the tract of land claimed is derived from complete Spanish sarvey 
and patent, and has ever since been held in uninterrupted title by t heirs 
It is shown that this land 
is situated in the parish of West Feliciana, in the State of Louisiana, facing 
on the Mississippi River, on the left bank descending, and is the upper or 
western portion of section No. 39, T. 3S., R. 3 W., and coniains 13 arpents 
front on river by 40 arpents in depth, or such depth as said section Sv has 
and that this section is situated in the Greensburg district of Louisiana. 
The claimant holds under the following claim of titles, all of which see 





nto 


be clear, properly executed, and complete, and certified copies of cach of 
which are on file in the committee room, in the report of the Secretary of 
the Interior, by Whom they were transmitted for confirmation 

‘*As has been stated above, the origin of the title is founded on a cession of 


this tracttoJulien Poydras by Don Guyoza de Lemos, on the W3d day of Jan- 
uary. 1798. Itappears that on the 18th day of March, 1825, Joseph T. Bar 
and Guy Richard, executors of said Poydras, by proper legal authority sold 
the said tract, which was the whole of section 39, to Mesdames Mourain and 
Bonneau, 

‘On the 30th of April, 1834, by an act of partition, Mesiames Bonneau and 


lore 


| Mourain divided the land between them, the former receiving as her por- 


tion 13 arpents front, with all the depth of the section, from its upper or 
western side. 

That on the 16th of January, 1847, W. Charies Poydras. executor of Mrs. 
Bonneau, sold her interes: to J.C. Van Winkle, and that on thellth of De 
cember, 1855, J.C. Van Winkle sold to Mrs. F. L. Claiborne, the heirs of whom 
are the present owners. 

“On the l4th of June, 1882, the Hon. H. M. TELLER, then Secretary of the 
Interior, acting under the authority of an act of Congress approved June 
22, 1860. transmitted this case to this House for confirmation, in the follow 
ing letter: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, June 11, 1882. 


Sir: Pursuant to the requirement of the act of Congress approved June 
22, 1860 (12 Stat., 85), I have the honor to transmit herewith, for the consid 
eration of Congress, the report of the register and receiver of the United 


| States land office at New Orleans, La., on the private land claim of Mrs. F 


L. Claiborne, No. 18 of class 1. 


They express the opinion that the claim is well established and s 1ld be 


confirmed. Their report is approved by the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, whose letter of transmission is also submitted herewith 
Very respectfully, 
H. M. TELLER, Secretary 
The SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Your committee, therefore, expressing the opinion that the claim is t 


and equitable, report the bill favorably and recoramend that 


Mr. PICKLER. I shouldlike to know whether there ar 
conflicting claims in this case. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. None whateve 

Mr. PICKLER. How much land is involved? 


any 
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Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. 


About 500 arpents. 
Mr. PICKLER. How much is that? 


Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. A littie less than 500 acres. 

Mr. PICKLER. How does it happen that the register and 
receiver of the land office obtained jurisdiction in this matter? 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana, They obtained jurisdiction 
under the act of June 22, 1860, making provision that land 
claims in Louisiana and Florida under grants of the sovereignty 
that formerly possessed them should be submitted to a commis- 
sion, which, so far as concerns the cases pending in Louisiana, 
was composed of the register and receiver of the land office at 
New Orleans. 

This commission was required after investigation to report to 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office, who, after exam- 
ining the claims and becoming convinced of their justice, was 
to report them to the Secretary of the Interior, who under the 
law was required to transmit them to the House of Representa- 
tives for confirmation. 

Mr. PICKLER. And there are no conflicting claims? 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Nonewhatever. Thisclaim 
originated in 1793 by a well-established Spanish grant, properly 
drawn and properly recorded. 7 

Mr. PICKLER. Why do you need this legislation? 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. For this reason: When 
Louisiana was purchased under the treaty of Paris, in 1803, there 
had been a disposal of the domain purchased by three different 
sovereignties—France, Spain, and England. 

When Lecuisiana was acquired it became necessary, under the 
treaties with France, that something should be done by the 
United States looking to the confirmation or recognition of the 
titles to lands which had been transferred through grants by the 
nations I have mentioned. Congress passed several acts looking 
to that end, and in 1860—March 22 of that year—it passed this 
act, which provided a method of procedure in confirmation of 
these titles. 

This has been done properly in this case. The register and 
receiver of the land office in New Orleans have taken action as 
a commission upon the subject and recommend the confirmation 
of the title, the Commissioner of the General Land Office recom- 
mends its confirmation, and the Secretary of the Interior has 
also made a similar recommendation in a letter transmitting the 
case to Congress. 

A MeMBER. Who was the Secretary of the Interior at that 
time? 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Itwas done when Mr. TEL- 
LER was Secretary of the Interior. 

Under the acts of Congress, and in pursuance of the treaties 
made at the time of the acquisition of this Territory of Louis- 
iana, these lands were withdrawn from the public domain wher- 
ever there was a claim which had any semblance of being 
yroperly based on a grant from any one of the sovereignties 
Caving jurisdiction in the premises. 

Mr. LOUD. Let me ask the gentleman if this matter has 
been reported a a committee and is placed upon the Calendar? 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. It isa properly reported bill 
from the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. LOUD. And is it on the Private Calendar? 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. It is. 

Mr. LOUD. Then, Mr. Speaker, as this is private-bill day,1 
think it had better take its course with other bills of that char- 


acter. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. I hope the gentleman will 
not insist upon that objection. 

Mr. LOUD. I thinkit would be better if such measures should 
always take their regular course. We have been in session now 
about seven months and have not had a single day for the con- 
sideration of the Private Calendar. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. I would state further tothe 
gentieman that this land has been in the undisputed possession 
of the parties deriving title from the original grantees, or their 
assigns, since 1798. It has been reported favorably three times 
from the Private Land Claims Committee of the House of Re 
resentatives. There are no conflicting claims: and I believe that 
the House should now grant this act of jus ice solong deferred. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. Are the present owners 
of this land the heirs or descendants of the original grantees? 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. They are the vendees of the 
original owners of the land. There is a complete chain of title 
from the original grantees down to the present time. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have read the 
statute upon which this matter is founded, in order that we may 
see the scope and object of this ee For the purpose of 
throwing light upon this matter | ask the Clerk to read from 
the United States Statutes at Large, volume 12, chapter 188, 


e 85. 
Pethe SPEAKER. Without objection it will be read. 


The Clerk proceeded to read the statute. 
During the reading, 
The SPEAKER said: Does the gentleman desire to have all 
the statute read? 
wee Well, I would like to have a little more of 
read. 


printed. 

Mr. BURROWS. I was having read the section under which 
this matter originated. There is only apage more, and perhaps 
it would be better to let the balance be printed. I have no ob- 
jection to that. 

The SPEAKER. One request for unanimous cons2n)} is al- 
ready pending. There can not be another at the same time. 

Mr. BURROWS. Very well; let the Clerk go on with the 
reading. 

Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker, I object to the reading of that any 
further. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. WISE. I do not object to the request of the gentleman 
from Louisiana [Mr. ROBERTSON], but I object to the reading of 
this long statute. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made tothe further reading of 
the statute. 

Mr. BURROWS. But the gentleman can not object to that. 
Iasked that it be read, and the Chair stated ‘‘If there be no 
objection the Clerk will reud.” 

The SPEAKER. But cert:inly the House is not bound to 
hear a very long statute read if it does not want to. 

Mr. BURROWS. But the Chair stated ‘If there be no objec- 
tion the provision to which the gentleman from Michigan al- 
ludes will be read.” 

The SPEAKER. The Chair assumed and supposes that the 
House assumed also, that it was a short statute—— 

Mr. BURROWS. It is ashort statute. 

: _ SPEAKER (continuing). And not several pages in a 
ook. 

Mr. BURROWS. It is only two pages. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the further reading of 
the book? 

Mr. WISE. I object. 

The SPEAKER. !s there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. ROBERTSON] for the present 
consideration of the bill. 

Mr. BURROWS. Unless that can be read I shall object to- 


day. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BuR- 
ROWS] objects. 

Subsequently, 

Mr. BURROWS said: Mr. Speaker, I donot think that bill 
to which 1 objected ought to pass unless that statute is read to 


Iask unanimous consent to have the balance 


| the House: but under the circumstances, [ wiil withdraw the 


objection. 
he SPEAKER. The gentleman withdraws his objection. 
Is there further objection to the request of the gentlem in from 
Louisiana [Mr. ROBERTSON]. 
There was no objection. 
a ee The Clerk will report the amendments to 
the . 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the word “ acres” and insert the wor.‘ arpents.”’ 
Also, strike out the word “‘ petition’ and insert the word “ partition.” 


The SPEAKER. These are two misprintsin the bill. With- 
out objection the amendments will be considered as agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana, a motion to re- 
consider the last vote was laid on the table. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentiry in- 


uiry. 
. Tike SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Should not the Reporters omit from the 
REcORD that long statute which was read, and should it not be 
referred to merely by the sectious? 

The SPEAKER. But it was read. 

Mr. SPRiNGER. ILIask unanimous consent to omit the stat- 
ute. It is not necessary to encumber the Recorp. It can sim- 
ply be stated that it was read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 
omit the statute from the Recorp. It requires unanimous con- 
sent. Is there objection? 

Mr. BURROWS. ihave no objection to the request of the 
gentleman. I simply wished to call attention to the statute. 
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' LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
RANDALL, indefinitely, on account of important business. 


INSIGNIA OF THE RED CROSS. 


Mr. COGSWELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for | 


the present consideration of the bill (H.R. 5580) to protect the 
insignia and the name of the Red Cross. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
COGSWELL| asks unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of a bill which the Clerk will report, after which the Chair 
will ask if there be objection to its consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas, on the 22d of August, 1864, at Geneva, Switzerland, plenipoten- 
tiaries repectively represeuting Italy, Baden, Belgium, Denmark, Spain, 
Portugai, France, Prussia, Saxony, and Wurtemburg, and the federal coun- 
cil of Switzerland agreed upon ten articles of a treaty or convention for the 
a of mitigating the evils inseparable from war; of suppressing the 
needless severity, and ameliorating the condition of soldiers wounded on 
the field of battie; and particulariy providing, among other things in effect, 
that persons employed in hospitals, and in affording relief to the sick and 
wounded, and supplies for this purpose, shall be deemed neutral and en- 
titled to protection; and that a distinctive and uniform flag shall be adopted 
for hospitals and ambulances and convoys of sick and wounded, andanarm 
badge for individuals neutralized; and 

hereas said treaty has been ratified by all of said nations, and by others 
subsequently, to the number of thirty-six or more, including the United 
States of America; and 

Whereas article 7 of said treaty specifies the adoption and use of a special 
insignia, which shall be the distinctive sign of the Red Cross alone, under 
which insignia or ne the purpose of the treaty shall be carried into effect, 
the same being a red Greek cross on a white ground, and which shall con- 
stitute the military hospital flag of ali the nations within the treaty and 
designate all persons serving under it, and the same is adopted and used 
throughout the world; and 

Whereas the unauthorized use of said insignia in all countries within the 
treaty has become a source of embarrassment and sérious injury to the mili- 
tary and naval sanitary service of the country in time of war; and 

Whereas intricate and perplexing complications arise by the indiscrimi- 
nate and unauthorized use of the Red Cross in calamities and catastrophies 
in time of peace; and 

Whereas all nations most interested in the development of this treaty and 
its humane and provident work have already taken action to forbid the un- 
authorized use of its name and insignia; and 

Whereas, from the international character of the treaty, it becomes neces- 
sary that there be in every nation within the treaty one body or organiza- 
tion in which the power to regulate the use and protect the rights of the 
insignia and name of the Red Cross shall vest, and that power isestablished 
by custom in every nation under the name and known as the central com- 
mittee of that country, and through which body alone the international 
committee communicates with that government: Now, therefore, for the 

urpose of extending the same protection to this international and universal 
aieain inthe United States of America that is extended to it by other 
nations, 

Be it enacted, etc., That from and after the passage of this act it shall be 
unlawful, except as hereafter described, for any person or association of 
persons Within the jurisdiction of the United States of America, to give, 
sell, distribute, or display the symbol of the Red Cross hereinbefore desig- 
nated, or any colorable imitation of semblance thereof, or to assume or use 
as a trade-mark or as a designation or a part of a designation the words 
**Red Cross,” or any expression liable to be mistaken therefor; that every 
one not directly connected with the American National Red Cross or with- 
out special permission granted by the central committee of the Red Cross is 
hereby forbidden and prohibited from wearing, using, or in any way dis- 
playing the sign of the Red Cross, hereinbefore described, or in anythin 
Hable to be mistakenf or such name and insignia, and every person so offend- 
ing shall be deemed guilty of misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof 
shall be punished for each and every offense by a fine of not less than $50 or 
more than $500, or by imprisonment for a term not exceeding six months, or 
by both such fine andimprisonment; the fine so collected shall be paid to 
the American National Red Cross, to be used by it as it shall consider the 
best interests of said organization. All persons who have adopted or are 
using the Red Cross as a trade-mark shall, within one year after the passage 
of this act, discontinue the use of the same or be liable to a fine of not less 
than $50 or more than $500 and confiscation of said articles of whatever de 
scription, unless the central committee of the American National Red Cross 
gives them special written permission to do so, for which privilege a con- 
sideration of not less than 2500 shall be paid tothe said committee; all fines, 
confiscation of merchandise, etc., shall be turned over to the American Na- 
tional Red Cross, to be used as it considers appropriate. Any person or 

rsons not directly connected or authorized by the American National 
Rea Cross making or attempting to make collections of money or goods 
for or in the name of the Red Cross shall be liable to a fine of not less than 
five or more than one hundred dollars or imprisonment for a term not ex- 
ceeding one year: Provided, however, That this section shall not be held to 
apply, first. to the officers or agents of the United States of America espe- 
cally authorized by law to use the same and such officers and agents of 
the said organization as may be designated to aid in the work for which 
such organization was incorporated under the Government of the United 
States; and, second, to the agents of any Red Cross association of any foreign 
state acting with the knowledge and consent of the government thereof 
and of the sident of the United States first had and obtained: Provided, 


That this section shall not apply to secret organizations such as the Knights | 


Templar, Masons, or the badge of the Sixth Corps of the Army, who adopted 
a red cross insignia prior to the 22d day of August, 1854. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. COGSWELL] for the present 
consideration of this bill? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there any amendment? 

Mr. COGSWELL. No. 

The bill was ordered tobe engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and 


On motion of Mr. COGSWELL, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 
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ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bill 
| ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled b 
| the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 
| A bill (H. R. 913) for the relief of Louis L. Williams: and 

A bill (H. R. 4012) to release and turn over to Mrs. Mary O. 
Augusta certain property in the District of Columbia. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerics, 
announced that the Senate had passed the bill (S. 1637) for the 
relief of Capt. John W. Pullman; in which the concurrence of 
the House was requested. 

COMMANDER F. W. DICKINS. 

Mr. DE FOREST. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 5276) to authorize Commander F. W 
States are to accept the decoration of the cross of naval merit of the 
third class from the King of Spain. 


Be it enacted, etc., That Commander F. W. Dickins, of the United States 
Navy, be. andis hereby, authorized to accept from the King of Spain, through 
the Queen Regent, the decoration of the cross of naval merit of the third 
class, in recognition of his services in representing the President of the 
United States, in charge of the courtesies to the Duke of Veragua, Christo 
pher Columbus XITI, while he was the guest of the nation at the time of the 
late Columbian Exposition. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of.this bill? [After a pause.}] The Chair hears none. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 


Ss, Te@- 
ills of 


Dickins, of the United 


and 
and 





being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
passed, 

On motion of Mr. DE FOREST, a motion to reconsider 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. PATTERSON. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 
HAWAIIAN AFFAIRS: 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
present a conference report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the House of Representatives to the concurrent reso 
lution of the Senate “to print for the use of Congress 6,000 copies of all 
ae and messages sent to Congress by the President since January 1, 
893, relating to the Hawatian affairs.”’ having met, after full and free con 
ference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses, as follows: 

That the House recede from its amendment. 

JAMES D. RICHARDSON, 
WILLIAM M. McKAIG, 
CASE BRODERICK 
Conferees on the part of the House of Representatives 
A. P. GORMAN, 
M. W. RANSOM, 
CHARLES F. MANDERSON, 
Conferecs on the part of the Senate. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the statement of the 


committee of conference. 
The statement was read, as follows: 


STATEMENT. 


The Senate concurrent resolution provided that there be printed 6,000 cop- 
ies of all papers and messages sent to Congress by the President since January 
1, 1893, relating to Hawaiian affairs, the arranging and indexing to be done 
under direction of the Committee on Foreign Relations of Senate. The 
House amended said resolution by striking out *‘Committee on Foreign Af 
fairs’ and inserting ‘Secretary of State.’ The Senate disagreed to this 
House amendment. The conferees have agreed, and recommend that the 
House recede from its amendment and agree to the Senate resolution pro- 
viding that the work be done under directions of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs of the Senate. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the report 
of the committee of conference. 
Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. 
| explanation of the matter. 
} Mr, RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The statement which has 
| just been read is as explicit af I could make it. The concurrent 
resolution of the Senate provided for the printing of these mes- 
| sages and directed that it be done under the direction and con- 
trol of the Senate Committee on Foreign Affairs. The House 
in considering the resolution struck out so much as provided 


the 


I would like to have some 


that it should be done under the direction of that committee, 
and provided that it should be done under the direction of the 
Secretary of State. 

The Senate would not agree to that amendment of the House, 
and the conferees met and learned that they already had the 
work done. It has been carefully prepared, as we are informed, 
by the Senate Committee on Foreign Affairs, and is ready to be 
printed. They are content with the matter as it has been ar- 
ranged by that committee, and inasmuch as it was all ready for 
printing, the House conferees agreed that the House should re- 
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cede from its amendment and permit the work to ba done under | 
the direction of the Senate Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. How many copies are to be 
printed? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Six thousand. 

Mr. MoCREARY of Kentucky. How many for the use of the 
House? 

Mr. RICHARDSON ef Tennessee. Four thousand copies for 
the use of the House. The resolution will show for itself. Two 
thousand for the use of the Senate and 4,00) for the House. 

The report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, a motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the report of the committee of 
conference was agreed to was laid on the table. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PATTERSON. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. [After a 
pause.] I will yield to the gentleman from New York. 
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SUPPRESSION OF GAMBLING IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. HEARD, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, ryported back with a favorable recommendation a bill (H. 
R. 6109) to amend an act approved January 31, 1883, entitled ‘‘An 
act to more effeciually suppress gambling in the District of Co- 
lumbia;” which was referred to the House Catendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

WASHINGTON GASLIGHT COMPANY. 


Mr. HEARD also, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, submitted the report of that committee of its investiga- 
tion of the relations of the Washington Gaslight Company to the 
Government and the people of the District of Columbia; which 
was ordered printed and laid on the table. 

SALE OF GAS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HEARD also, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, reported back with a favorable recommendation a bill 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not yield, but can with- | (EL. R. 4279) relating to the sale of gas in the District of Columbia; 


draw the demund. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I withdraw the demand for the regular 
order. 

The SPEAKER. Then the Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Virginia. . 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committes.on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce to report back and reauest 
the recommitment of two bills to othercommittees. They were 
erroneously referred to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 2092) to relmburse certain citizens of Allegheny County, Pa., 
for moneys pa d to prevent obstructions in the Ohio River. 

The SPEAKER. ‘This-is a private bill, and will go through 
the box to the Committee on Claims. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 4478) to provide for a telegraph system under the control of the 
Government. 


Mr. WISE. This should go to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia asks that the 
Committee on Interstate and Fo Commerce be discharged 
from the further consideration of this bill, and that it be referred 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. Without 
objection that order will be made. | 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

DEATH OF LOUIS KOSSUTH. : 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimousconsent for 
the present tion of the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved. That the Houseof _mregentesires of the United States has heard |. 
° oss 


with profouad regret of the uth, the eminent Hungarian | 
patriot, once the —- of the American people. 

Resolved, That Speaker of the House be ‘to communicate the 
respectful sympathy of the House to the family of the deceased. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


Mr. PATTERSON. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

‘The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees 
for reports. 

MANCHESTER AND VERNON AND ROCKVILLE, CONN. 

Mr. WISE, from the Committee on Interstate and 
Commerce, favorably the bill (H. R.4452) adding the 
towns of Manchester and Vernon, in the State of Connecticut, to 
the customs district of Hartford, Oonn., and eee soe ae o 
Rockville, Conn., ere of delivery; which was to the 
House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. . ‘ 

WAGON AND FOOT BRIDGE AT NOBLE, OKLA. 

Mr. FLETCHER, schol tevocuhiy'the Sa (1, Re oeDiy For- 
eign Commerce, reported favorably . 1) to au- 
thorize ‘the of a wagon and ‘oot bridge across the 
South or Main Canadian River at or near the town of Noble, in 
Oklahoma Territory; which was referred to the House Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. _ 

THE MILITIA. : 


_ 


back with e favorable recommendation a bill (H. R..5039) to pre- 
mote the of the militia; was referred to the 
Committee of the House on the state of the Union, and, 
with wrepert, ordered to be printed. 





which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 


NEW STREET RATLWAY TICKETS. 


Mr. HEARD also, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, reported back, with amendments, the bill (S. 443) to pro 
vide for the sale of new tickets by the street railway com- 

ies of the District of Columbia; which was referred to the 
ouse calendar, and, with the accompanying amendments, 
ordered to be printed. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The call of the committees having beer completed, 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Speaker, I call up the resolutions 
which were pending —s in the case of O’Neill ws. Joy. 

The SPEAKER. he gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Pat- 
TERSON] calls up the contested-election case of O'Neill vs. Joy. 
The Clerk will report the resolutions. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Charles F’. Joy was not elected amember of the House of 
Re ves to the Fifty thira Congress from the Eleventh Congressional 
district of Missouri, and is not entitled to the seat. 

Resolved, That John J. O'Neill was elected a Rapresentative to the Fifty- 
third Congress from the Eleventh Congressional district of Missouri, and 
that he is entitled to the seat. 


= WAUGH. Mr. Speaker, I raise the question of consid- 
eration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana[Mr. WaucH] 
raises the question of consideration, so that the question is, 


| Will the House proceed to.consider the resolutions just read? 


The question being taken, the Speaker declared that the 
ayes seemed to have it. ; 
Mr. BURROWS. I call for a division. 
Mr. PATTERSON. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 

uestion was taken; and there were—yeas 161, nays 1, not 
voting 190; as follows: 


YEAS—161, 

Alexander, Cooper, Tex. Ikirt, Pendleton, Tex, 
Bailey, Cox, Jones, Pendleton, W. Va. 
Baker, Kans. Crawford, Kem, A a 
Baldwin, Culberson, pmgewe. 

Bankhead, Cummings, Kribbs, Reilly, 
Bartiett, Davis, Kyle, Richards, Ohio 
a... De Armond, Lane, Richardson; Tenn. 
re Dockery Layton iy. _ 
Biand, Lisle, rmerhorn, 
Boen, ‘ Livingston, * 

An gem Durborow, — Springer, 
Brickner, Epes, Maddox, Stevens, 
Brookshire, Erdman, Maguire, 

Brown, Everett, Marshali, Stone, Ky 
Bryan, , ——. ae ane. 

Bunn, a rl aaem, i 
Bynum, Geary, MeDannola, ‘Talbott, Md. 
Cabaniss, Gorman, McDearmon, Tate, 
Caminetti, Gueekam, Terry, _ 
Campbell Griffin, McKeighan, Tracey, 
Capehart, Hall, Minn. . Turner, Ga. 
Caruth, Hall, Mo. — ey ‘Turner, Va. 
Clancy. Basch, Nowe, a 
GistkeNia Heard ie 
Cobb, Ala. Hendergon, N.C. Neill, ‘Wheeler, Ala. 
Cobb, Mo. Hendrix. O'Neil, Williams, Til. 
Coffeen, : —— . 
Sonn Hunter, Paynter, 

Cooper, Fila. Hutcheson, Pearson, 














Abbott, 
Adams, Ky. 
Adams, Pa. 
Aitken, 
Alderson, 
Aldrich, 
Allen, 
Apsley, 
Arnold, 
Avery, 
Babcock, 
Baker, N. H. 
Barnes, 
Bartholdt, 
Belden, 
Beltzhoover, 
Bingham, 
Blair, 
Boatner, 
Boutelle, 
Bower, N. C. 
Bowers, Cal. 
Branch, 
Brattan, 
Breckinridge, 
Broderick, 
Brosius, 
Bundy, 
Burrows, 
Caldwell, 
Cannon, Il. 
Causey, 
Chickering, 
Childs, 
Cockran, 
Cogswell, 
Compton, 
Cooper, Ind. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cornish, 
Cousins, 
Covert, 
Crain, 
Curtis, Kans. 
Curtis, N. Y. 
Daizell, 
Daniels, 
Davey, 


Ky 


The following-named members were announced as paired until 


further notice: 


Mr. Evuis of Kentucky with Mr. HAUGEN. 
Mr. BOATNER with Mr. SMITH of Illinois. 


Pw 
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NAYS—l1. 
McCleary, Minn. 
NOT VOTING—19. 


Dingley, 
Dolliver, 
Doolittle, 
Draper, 
Edmunds, 
Ellis, Ky. 
Ellis, Oregon 
Englisk, 
Fithian, 
Fletcher, 
Funk, 
Funston, 
Gardner, 
Gear, 
Geissenhainer, 
Fillet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goldzier, 
Goodnight, 
Graham, 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 
Grow, 
Hager, 
Hainer, 
Hammond, 
Harmer, 
Harris, 
Harter, 
Hartman, 
Haugen, 
Heiner, 
Henderson, Il. 
Henderson, Lowa 
Hepburn, 
Hermann, 
Hicks, 
Hilborn, 
Hitt, 
Hooker, N. Y. 
Hopkins, Il. 
Hopkins, Pa. 
Houk, 
Hudson, 
Hulick, 
Hull, 
Johnson, Ind. 
Johnson, N. Dak. 


Johnson, Ohio 
Joy, 
Kiefer, 
Lucey, 
Lefever, 
Linton, 
Loud, 
Loudenslager, 
Lucas, 
Magner, 
Mahon, 
Mallory, 
Marsh, 
Marvin, N.Y. 
McAleer, 
McCall, 
McDowell, 
McGann, 
McLaurin, 
McMillin, 
McNagny, 
McRae, 
Meiklejohn, 
Mercer, 
Milliken, 
Moon, 
Morse, 
Murray, 
Newlands, 
Northway, 
Oates, 
Paschal, 
Payne, 
Pence, 
Perkins, 
Phillips, 
Pickler, 
Post, 
Powers, 
uigg, 
andall, 


Rey burn, 


Russell, Conn. 

Russell, Ga. 

Scranton, 

Settle, 

Shaw, 

Shell, 

Sherman, 

Sibley, 

Sickles, 

Simpson, 

Sipe, 

Smith, 

Snodgrass, 

Somers, 

Stephenson, 

Stone, C. W. 

Stone, W. A 

Storer, 

Straus, 

Strong, 

Sweet, 

Tarsney, 

Tawney, 

Taylor, Tenn. 

Thomas, 

Updegraf, 

Van Voorhis, N. Y. 

Van Voorhis, 

Wadsworth, 

Walker, 

Wanger, 

Waugh, 

Weadock, 

Wells, 

Wever, 

Wheeler, Ill. 

White, 

Whiting. 

Wilson, Ohio 

Wilson, Wash. 
Vilson, W. Va. 


Ww olverton, 
Woomer, 
Wright, Mass. 


Richardson, Mich. Wright, Pa. 


Robinson, Pa. 
Rusk. 


Mr. WELLS with Mr. LEFEVER. 
Mr. MCRAE with Mr. LUCAS. 
Mr. BARNES with Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota. 
Mr. ALLEN with Mr. CALDWELL. 
Mr. McMILLIN with Mr. BURROWS. 
Mr. EDMUNDS with Mr. BARTHOLDT. 
Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. WALKER. 
Mr. TARSNEY with Mr. GEAR. 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. HEPBURN. 


Mr. ABBOTT with Mr. TaYLor of Tennessee. 


Mr. GEISSENHAINER with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. WEADOCK with Mr. Moon. 

Mr. SNODGRASS with Mr. Houk. 
Mr. JONES with Mr. GROSVENOR. 
Mr. ALDERSON with Mr. RANDALL. 
Mr. POWERS with Mr. OATES. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia with Mr. DALZELL. 


For this day: 


Mr. GOLDZIER with Mr. HAINER of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. CRAIN with Mr. Ray. 
Mr. FITHIAN with Mr. WHITE. 
On this question: 
Mr. DAVEY with Mr. PICKLER. 

Mr. MALLORY with Mr. BINGHAM. 


Mr. BOEN. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the gentleman 
from Kansas, Mr. SIMPSON, is detained from the House by ill- 


ness, and I ask that he be excused. 
There was no objection, and it was soe ordered. 


The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 160 and the 
No quorum has voted. 


nays are 1. 


r. WAUGH. Mr. Speaker—— 
Mr. PATTERSON. I move acall of the House. 
A eall of the House wes ordered. 


The Clerk 


members failed te answer: 


Abbott, 
Aitken, 


ene, 
Barnes, 
Beltzhoover, 


Black, Tl. 


Boatner, Cooper, Ind. 
Boutelle, Cooper, Tex. 
Bower, N.C. Cooper, Wis 
Brattan, Cornish, 
Breckinridge, Ark Covert, 
Breckinridge, Ky. —— 
Brickner, Davey, 
Caldwell, Dolliver, 
Cockran, Doolittle 
Compton, Dunpay, 


roceeded to call the roll, when the following-named 


Edmunds, 
Ellis, Ky. 
English, 


Fithian, 
Geary, 
Geissenhainer, 
Goldzier, 
Goodnight, 
Graham, 
Grosvenor, 


Ohio 








Hall, Minn. Lefever, Oates, Stone, W. A 
Hammond, Lucas, Paynter Tarsney 
Harmer, Magner, Pearson, Tawne) 
Harter, Mahon, Randall, Tracey, 
Haugen, Mallory, Ray, Tyler, 
Heiner, McAleer, Rayner, Walker 
Henderson, lowa Me Dowe i, Rooinson, Pa Weadock 
Hermann, MeGann, Rusk. Wells, 
Hitt, MeLaurin Russell, Ga. Wever, 
Hopkins, Pa. MeMillin, Shell, Wheeler, Il 
Houk, McNagny, Sickles, White, 
Hulick, McRae, Simpson Whiting 
Hull, Meiklejohn, Sipe Wiison, Ohlo 
Johnson, Ind. Mercer, Smith, Wilson, W. Va. 
Johnson, Ohio Moon, Snodgrass 
Kiefer, Newlands, Somers, 
At the conelusion of the roll call the doors were closed, and 
the roll of absentees was called for the presentation of excuses. 
Mr. WILSON of Washington ‘ whenthe name of Mr. Doouit 
TLE wascalled). Mycolleague [Mr. DooLITTLe]has been called 


to one of the Departments on important business. Task that he 


be excused. He will return ina very short time. 
There being no objection, Mr. DOOLITTLE 


was excused. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE (when the name of Mr. HULL was called). 
Task that the gentleman from Iowaj Mr. HULL] beexcused. He 
is at the bedside of a very sick friend. 

There being no objection, Mr. HULL was excused. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota (when the name of Mr. KIEFER 


was called). LIask that my colle:gue [Mr. 
He isabsent on important business. 

There being no objection, Mr. KIEFER was excused. 

The call of absentees being coneluded— 

The SPEAKER. Two hundred and forty-eight members have 
answered to their names. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I move that further 
the call be dispensed with. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Speaker, my friend from Michigan 
[Mr. BuRROWS] has submitted to me a telegram from the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT] stating that he will be 
here on Monday next. He said to me before he left that he de- 
sired to argue this case on behalf of his colleague [Mr. Joy]; 
and in view of that fact, and in view of the fact that probably a 
quorum on our side could not be secured to-day, I give notice 
that this case of O’Neill rs. Joy is postponed until Tuesday 
morning next, when it will be called up by the committee and 
will be prosecuted to a final determination. 

ELECTION CONTEST—-WHATLEY VS. COBB. 

Mr. BROWN. I desire to call up the contested-election case 
of Whatley vs. Cobb, from the Fi.th Congressional district of 
Alabama. The report of the committee in this case is unani- 
mous. It was prepared by the gentieman from Tennessee | Mr. 
TAYLOR]: and the Republican membership of the committee 
offer no objection whatever to the disposition of thecase at this 
time. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolutions re- 
ported by the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the contestant was not elected to the Fifty-third Congress 
an is not entitled to a seat therein. 

Resolved, That the contestee was duly and legally elected a member of the 
Fifty-third Congress from the Fifth district of the State of Alabama, and ts 
entitled tg his seat therein. 


Mr. BROWN. I move 
of these resolutions. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation 
thereof, the resolutions were adopted. 

On motion of Mr. BROWN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. REILLY, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence 

until Wednesday next, on account of sickness in his family. 
MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
for the consideration of general appropriation bills. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I move that the House 
journ. 

The motion of Mr. WILSON of Washington was rejected. 

The question recurring on the motion of Mr. WHEELER of 
Alabama, it was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. O’Ngiu in the chair), and 
proceeded to the consideration of the bill (H.R. 5894) making 

priations for the Military Academy for the fiscal year 
June 30, 1895. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent that 
the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


KIEFER] be excused. 


proceedings under 


the previous question on the adoption 


ad- 
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Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I now ask consent that the 
general debate may be considered as closed, and that the bill 
may be read by paragraphs for amendment and debate under the 
five-minute rule. — 

Mr. BURROWS. [I think that before general debate is dis- 
pensed with the gentleman should make a general explanation 
of the bill. Fossibly there may be no desire to discuss it; but 
the matter ought to be properly understood. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Notwithstanding the fact, Mr. 
Chairman, that the cadets at the Military Academy have been 
increased some 10 per cent on account of the increase in the 
membership of this House, the Committee on Military Affairs 
have been fortunate in reducing the appropriations for the sup- 

ort of that Academy, making the total amount iess than any 

ill which has been reported during the lasteightor nine years, 
while at the same time doing ample justice to the essential re- 
quirements of that institution. The bill for 1890 carried an ap- 
propriation of $902,766.69; for 1891, $435,296.11; for 1892, $402,- 
064.64: for 1893, $428,917.33; for 1894, $432,516.12; and the pres- 
ent bill carries an appropriation of $400,438.58. Notwithstand- 
ing this reduction the committees feel that-they have placed 
enough in the bill to carry out the purpose for which the Acad- 
emy was established. 

It must be remembered that this bill provides for the repairs 
upon buildings and substantially for all that is noanegee to sup- 
porta post which has 1,350 pocgie connected with it. It pro- 
vides also for the payment of the salaries of the cadets, provides 
for the erection of public eT for the improvement of the 
sewerage, for the heating and lighting, and in fact all of the 
requisites for the maintenance of such an important and valua- 
ble institution asthe Military Academy. I think thatthe closest 
scrutiny of this bill will fail to find any omission of what is abso- 
lutely required, and when the bill is examined the House will 
mie that it has been reduced down to the very lowest point pos- 
sible, 

The committee with great regret struck out of the billa great 
many items recommended by the Superintendent of the Acad- 
emy as well as by the War Department. The total estimates 
submitted by the officers of the Academy were about $600,000, 
and they have been reduced about 33 per cent. 

There are, Mr. Chairman, some people who contend that in a 
country like ours there is no necessity for a school of this char- 
acter. I donot think that these gentlemen realize the condi- 
tions of the civilized nations of this earth at the present time. 
The best talent of the most cultivated and powerful nations of 
the world is now devoted to the perfection of military appliances 
and the development of military science. The object is to pro- 
tect the honor and the property as well as to add to the £ ory 
of those nations. There is nothing thatthe people ofa civilized 
country value as much as the glory and the honor of the nation 
to which they owe allegiance. 

There is also a class of people who contend that the days of 
war are over; that we are to have in the future an era of perpet- 
ual peace. But they are not sustained in that assertion by the 
his‘ory of the past. From 1815 to 1854, a period of forty years 
of peace, the very same contentions were made in England and 
in other European countries, but when these many years of 
were impressing this idea mostforcibly upon the world the cloud 
of war burst on the horizon of Europe. 

The Crimean war involved England, France, Russia, and Tur- 
key. ‘This was followed by the campaign in Italy of 1859, in 
which Napoleon III sought to win laurels in the same field that 
his illustrious ancestor won his great renown sixty-three years 
before. This was followed by the war in Denmark in 1864; then 
came the war beiween Prussia and Austria in 1866; then came 
the Franco-Prussian war of 1870, and this was followed by the 
invasion of Turkey by Russia in 1877. 

As Sir William Napier said, in closing the work upon the 
Peninsular war: 

War is the condition of this world. From man to the smallest insect all 
are at strife, and the glory of arms, which can not be obtained without the 
exercise of honor, fortitude, courage, obedience, modesty, and temperance, 
excites the brave man's patriotism and is a chastening corrective for the 
rich man’s pride. 

This same writer said: 


Yet it is no security for power. Napoleon, the greatest man of whom his- 
tory makes mention—-Ni leon, the most wonderful commander. the most 
sagacious ticilan, the most profound statesman—lost by arms Poland, 
Germany, aly. Portugal, oo and France. Fortune, that name for the 
unknown combination of infinite power, was want to him, and without 
her aid the designs of man are as bubbles on a trou! ocean. 

That was stated eighty years ago; but during that period the 
art of war has become an exact science. Fortune has ceased to 
be the ruling clement in the conduct of such efforts and under- 
takings. Now the successful nation will be the one that estab- 
lishes the highest order of military administration; and I con- 
tend, sir, that thore is no eon Be aay by this Government that 
is so well spent as that which a body of men to devote 
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their lives, their intellects, and their powers to building up that 
system which alone can give a nation security in case of war. 
But it has been said, I repeat, that there can be no more war in 
this country. Mr. Chairman, people who make that assertion 
do not reflect upon the fact that nearly all wars have been 
brought about by circumstances by no means anticipated, oir- 
cumstances which one would hardly believe could possibly have 
resulted in the carnage which eventually followed. 

Again, nations are frequently compelled to engage in war in 
order to protect their commercial and their material interests. 
If we succeed, as | trust we shall, in extending the commerce of 
our country so as to compete with the interests of other great 
nations, it will be almost a miracle if we avoid such a conflict of 
interests as to cause collisions which so often result in war. We 
must assume that this will be one of the inevitable results of the 
extension of our commerce, which we all desire. If, then, war 
must come, let us be at all times prepared for it. 

This should impress us with the importance of being always 
prepared for such emergencies, and the first important step in 
preparations of this character is to prepare a corps of thoroughly 
educated and accomplished officers. 

In his message to Congress in 1796, Washington said: 

Whatever arguments may be drawn from particularexamples superficially 
viewed, a thorough examination of the suvjects will evince tha: the art of 
war is both comprehensive and complicated, that it demands much previous 
study, and that the possession of it, in its most improved and perfect state, 
is always of great moment to the security of a nation. 

The great Napoleon also said: 


The knowledge of grand tactics is acquired only by experience and by the 
study of the history of the campaigns of all the great captains. Gustavus 
Adolphus, Turenne, Frederick, like Alexander, Hannibal, and Cesar, have 
all acted on the same principles of holding their forces united, being no- 
where vulnerable, and throwing their masses upon important points; such 
are the principles which insure victory. Read again and again the cam- 

aigns of Alexander, Hannibal, Gustavus, Turenne, Eugene, and of freder- 
ck. Make them your models. This is the only way of becoming a great 
captain and mastering the secrets of the artof war. Your genius, enlight- 
ened by this study, will induce you toreject all maximsinconflict with those 
of these great commanders. 

These expressions from Washington, the greatest patriot, 
and Napoleon, the greatest warrior, should certainly receive 
the most careful consideration of the lawmakers of the great 
people we represent. 

I do not hesitate to assert that the Academic Board at West 
Point have brought the system of discipline, administration, 
andinstruction to as near perfection as can possibly be done by 
human efforts. 

These eminent gentlemen seem to have the one absorbing 
ambition to bring the Academy to a degree of excellence supe- 
rior to that of any like institution in the world, and I think 
they have accomplished it. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, unless some gentleman wishes informa- 
tion about some part of this bill, or unless some gentleman 
wishes to discuss it, I shall ask that general debate be closed, 
and that we proceed to read the bill by paragraphs. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr., 
WHEELER} asks unanimous consent that general debate be con- 
sidered as closed, and that we now proceed to read the bill by 
paragraphs. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill by para- 
graphs, read as follows: 

For one commandant of cadets (lieutenant-colonel), in addition to pay as 
captain, $1,200. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move to strike out the last word. I was 
called out fora moment. I intended to ask the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. WHEELER], before he concluded his remarks, 
some questions about the bill. I notice that the estimates for 
the Military Academy were $599,000; that the Secretary of War, 
after carefully scrutinizing the estimates, reduced them to 
$165,000, and that the bill carries only $400,000. I desire to 
know in what items the reduction of $65,000 from the estimates 
of the Secretary of War have been made? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. We wrote to the officers of the 
Academy making very minute inguiries, and we finally asked 
to have the Superintendent appear before the committee. The 
bill was thoroughly gone over with him, and the information 
thus obtained ena us toomit many items and also to make 
numerous reductions. The item for ‘‘repairs and improve- 
ments,” on e 4 of the bill, we reduced from $18,000 to 
$16,000; the item for ‘‘extra pay for twenty-eight enlisted men,” 
on page 6 of the bill, we reduced from $840 to $280; the item in 
line 9, page 7, we reduced from $1,000 to $800, and in line 12 
we reduced from 3450 to $300. We struck out the estimate of 
$3,000 to purchase “ Driggs-Schroeder” gun. The item for re- 

rs to ‘* ,” page 16, line 1, we reduced from $3,900 to $1,- 

00; the item on lines 12 and 13 we reduced from $509 to $250. 
The item for ‘‘repairing roads,” in lines 18 and 19, are re- 
duced from $1,000 to $500, On page 17, lines 18 and 19, we re- 
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duced the appropriation for ‘‘ broken stone and gravel ” for roads 
from $2,000 to $1,500, and the appropriation for improving the 
** Post Cemetery,” lines 20, 21, and 22, we reduced from $1,500 to 
$1,000. We omitted altogether an estimate of $2,500 for ‘* build- 
ing a set of hospital stewards’ quarters.” On page 21, lines 11 
and 12, we reduced the appropriation from $400 to $200, and the 
items for ‘‘ painting quarters,” in lines 18, 19, and 20, we re- 
duced from 31,200 to $1,000. Weomitted anitem for ‘‘ repairing 
boat house,” which amounted to $900; we also omitted an item 
of $1,000 for ‘‘ fittings for ordnance museum;”’ we also omitted 
an estimate of $4,200 for a ‘porch to the new cavalry barracks.” 
On page 22, lines 5 and 6, for ‘‘ general repairs to cavalry sta- 
bles” we reduced from $2,460 to $1,000. Lines 8 and 9, same 
page, for ‘‘ wall on east side of road from north gate” we re- 
duced from $1,800 to $1,000. The item for ‘*‘ reflooring band bar- 
racks,” amounting to $2,400, we struck out altogether. The 
item for “‘ reflooring barracks,” lines 24 and 25, we reduced from 
$1,200 to $1,000. Page 23, we reduced the item for ‘‘ gas pipes,” 
in lines 5 and 6, from $100 to $300. 

The estimate of $4,500 for ‘‘steam road roller for repairing 
roads” we struck out altogether. We also found, as the Acad- 
a was not full and could not be filled to the quota authorized 
by law, we made a reduction in the appropriation for the ‘* pay 
of cadets.” After the most careful investigation the committee 
found these reductions and omissions could be made without any 
serious injury to the Academy. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then the reduction was chiefly made by the 
omission of permanent works connected with the Academy? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. By omissions and some slight 
reductions in a great many different items. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Were there any permanent objects appro- 
priated for in the bill for the present fiscal year? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Most of the appropriations 
which come under the head of permanent works are repairs and 
improvements; also in increasing the water supply and in com- 
pleting the sewerage. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Four hundred and thirty-two thousand dol- 
lars is the bill for this year. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Yes; we have $25,000 in this | 
bill for the improvement of the waterworks. That is a perma- 
nent work. Then we have appropriated $3,000 for the continua- 
tion of a road to the south, which appropriation was made nec- 
essary from the fact that we purchased what is called the Kinsley | 
estate. Prior tothe purchase that road was kept up by the | 
county. After its purchise we were compelled to keep it up. 
We appropriated $3.000 to macadamize it. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The difference between this bill and the | 
bill of last year can be made up by one itemalone. That is an 
appropriation which was made last year for a new gas plant. 
There is no want of sufficient funds for conducting the Academy | 
properly, and the improvements that are absolutely necessary 
are well provided for. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The reduction is made simply by the omis- 
sion of all appropriations for permanent objects? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Not all, but many. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I will say to the gentleman that | 
the committee sought as far as possible to make no reductions 
in items that pertained particularly tothe Academy. They took 
this view, that the barracks, the Academy building, and the 
mess hall constitute the Academy. Then we have soldiers, as 
I have stated, and their families, so that the total number of | 
men with their families amounts to 1,350 persons, men, women, 
and children, and they all have to be provided for; but we feit 
that there were items recommended for appropriation to benefit 
their condition that could be properly omitted or go over for a 
year. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For pay of eight assistant professors (captains), in addition to pay as first 
lieutenants, $4,000, and hereafter no graduate of the Military Academy shall 
be assigned or detailed to serve at said Academy as a professor, instructor, 
or assistant to either within two years after his graduation, and so much of 
the act of June 30, 1882, as is in conflict with this provision is hereby re- 
pealed 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. The gentleman from Iowa[Mr. HULL], 
a member of the committee, desires to make a point of order to 
this clause. He is not present, but expects to be here before | 
the determination of the bill is reached, and I would suggest | 
that with the point of order reserved that paragraph be passed | 
over. 

The CHAIRMAN. 


a without | 
rom Ohio? 
There was no objection. 

| 





Is there objection to passing over the 
prejudice, as requested by the gentleman | 


The Clerk read as follows: 

For pay of one scavenger at 860 a month, $720. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. I move to strike out lines 
10 and 11, on page 15, for the purpose of obtaining some expla- 
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nation on the part of the committee of the creation of this new 
employé. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I will state to 
the gentleman from Louisiana that the estimates tell us this in 
a note. 


The services of a scaveager are deemed necessary in keeping in a proper 
sanitary condition the many earth closets, some 50 in number, in use here 
for the families of married enlisted men. Che present manner of caring for 
these closets, that is by the detail of an enlisted man for the purpose, ts un 
satisfactory and objectionable, and it is deeme! best for the interests of all 
concerned that the services of a civilian be secured 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there is a growing feeling among army 
officers that we ought to enlist the best class of men possible 
for the rank and file of the Army; and in order to succeed 
in that laudable — of elevating the rank ard file the offi- 
cials are doing all they can to prevent the evil which has existed 
to some extent for many years of requiring soldiers to do im- 
proper and unmilitary work. Ordinary laboring men can be 
employed for such menial labor ata less price than it would cost 
to maintain a soldier. We can not enlist the best class of men 
unless it is understood that such menial duties shall not be re- 
quired of them; and therefore this is done in the line of improv- 
ing the military administration of the Army. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. I withdraw my amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For reflooring cadet mess hall, 96 feet long by 45 feet wide, substituting 
for the old and double-board floor therein @ stone, slate, or tile floor, which- 


ever may be best attainable under this appropriation, $4,000, to be immed! 
ately available. 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. May I ask the gentleman in charge of 
the bill what is the necessity for expending $4,000 in putting in 
a floor in this mess hall, which is only 93 feet long by 45 feet 
wide. Four thousand dollars seems to be an extravagant price 
to pay for a floor of that size. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I will state to the gentleman 
that it is necessary to have the floor washed every day. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. That paragraph is on page 18, lines il 
to 16, inclusive. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Itis deemed necessary to have 
an appropriation of $4,000 for putting a stone or tile floor in the 
mess hall, and the reason is that the wooden floor, being washed 
with soap, as it is being done daily, causes such a disagreeable 
odor that it is very desirable to have a stone or tile floor. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. It is not necessary to clean it with soap. 
You can do it with a dry mof and wheat bran. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, Let me inform the gentleman 
from Georgia that frequently itis muddy, snowy, and sloppy, and 
when three hundred cadets have to be marched in ranks through 
this slop and mud and go into this hall three times a day, the 
floor will necessarily become soiled and require frequent clean- 
ing. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. 
they walk to this hall? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Tho walk from the barracks to 
the mess hall is partly gravel,-but a portion of the walk is of a 
character that becomes very muddy in wet weather, and in the 
spring, when the ground is thawing, the walk becomes very soft 
and muddy. During the summer the wali fromthe camp to the 
mess hall is always muddy after a heavy rain. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the 
gentleman the plain question, taking it for granted that it is 
sloppy there at times, why do you want $4,000 for flooring so 
small a hall? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 
that it can not be done for less. 
6n this subject: 

Some years ago a new board floor was laid in the hall on 
floor. The hali has, therefore, a double wooden floor, each of which Is oid 
and very inferior. Owing to the use of the hall thrics daily, the scrubbing 
of the hail daily or oftene is absolutely necessary. This double floor ab- 


Is there nota gravel walk over which 


Because an investigation shows 
I will read from the estimates 


top of the then 


| sorbs the soapy water, Wiich afterwards evaporates, tilling the hall con- 


stantly with a foul odor which is sickening, but which with the present floor 
can not be avoided. as it will be with a stone, slate, or tile floor. 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. There are millions of the best families 
in this country living and sleeping on wooden floors. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Theydo, sir; but in going into 
the house they mop their feet. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Why can not these boys do that? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Because these boys could not 
spend the time in doing so. Suppose that these three hundred 


| boys have each to wipe their shoes on mops at least three times a 
| day, as they are being marched into this hall, it would take not 


less than half an hour each time and that half hour can not be 
spared, because from 5 o’clock in the morning until 10 o'clock at 
night these cadets areeither being drilled, studying, or engaged 
in recitation. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. 
play football. 
- WHEELER of Alabama. 


I understand that they have time to 


They do have a little time for 
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exercise, I was going to say they have half an hour at break- 
fast, half an hour at dinner, and half an hour or possibly a little 
longer in the evening, but all the rest of the time they are very 
busy. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Ido not propose to discuss the sanitary 
condition of 1hat building. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I am showing you that they 
can not hive time to stop at the mess hall door half an hour at 
breakfast time, half an hour at dinner time, and half an hour at 
supper time to rub their shoes upon mats before they gointo the 
hall. Soldiers never do that. Soldisrs are different from other 
people. The soldiers in the Federal army and the Confederate 
army durin, the war did not clean their feet three or four times 
aday. |Laughter.] 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Ido not propose to make the boys clean 
their feet. [f they can not be made to do it at the institution, I 
do not believe we here can make them do it; but I want to ask 
the gentleman whether it is absolutely necessary to have $4,000 
for this purpose. I will state to him that my own judgment is 
that half the money will put a floor there of slate. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I will state to the gentleman 
that an appropriation for this purpose has been recommended 
now for four or five | gee We have put it off from time to 
time. We hive had estimate after estimate made, and we be- 
lieve that it can not be done for less than this amount, and 
therefore the committee, who have scrutinized all these items 
with the greatest care, and with the aidof the Secretary of War 
have reduced the appropriations from $600,000 to $400,000, be- 
lieve that this is essential, and have recommended that it be ap- 
propriated by the House. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Does the gentleman, as a member of 
this House, mean to tell me that if the contract is let out to the 
world, at open bidding, this floor can not be laid for less than 

00% 


,000% 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I will state to the gentleman 
that it will be let openly to the world, and if the work can be 
done for one cent less than $4,000 the balance of the money will 
go back into the or 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Oh, it is easy ——— to get the con- 
tract up to the amount of the appropriation bill. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I assure the gentieman that 
the officersthere are men who do not trifle with the Government. 
They try to get ee done as cheaply as possible. Noth- 
ing is done by them that is not in acco ce with the strictest 
integrity and it would be a violation of integrity for them to 

more than is n to get this work done. 

r. LIVINGSTON. I not refer in my remark to your 
officers, but to the people who would do the work. It is a 
easy for th -m to find out that thereisan appropriation of $4,000, 
and to co.nbine to make a bid for not less that amount. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Oh, the whole of the people of 
this country can not combine. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Well, — do combine. Theice men 
in this city have combined and put up the price of ice on the 
Departments 49 per cent. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. That may be done ina city, 
but it can not be done all over this country. The bidding will 
be open not 7 to the 70,000,000 people of this country, but to 
the whole world. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Well, if it is to be prevented it must be 
prevented by God Almighty. You and I can not do it. 

The Clerk read as follows: ; 

. x ‘or general incidental and im 
oll Rain 0 earn Sea errr” Walt 
tailor saops, shoe repairing, etc., the same to be ed as required with- 
out advertising, $300. ° . 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Alabama whether he has given this committee any de- 
tailed information as to the o.nissions of which he speaks in his 
report. In the report he says: 

cortmeers ban ey coretel loves ig 
= mportan 
your would not be a with 

Has the gentleman given any explanation as to those impor- 
tamt items? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. One item was $4,500 for a steam 
roller; another was an item of $3,00) for a new gun, which they 


items which were as 
it was found that a delay of a 
results. 


want very much for the of the cadets, but 
on consulting with the Rcutnaenient he they could get 
along without it for another withoutserious inconvenience. 
There are a number of other which I have enumer- 


ated. There is also omitted an item of $35,000 which Super- 
invendent asked to have appropriated for a tower to the new 
academic building. The reason we struck that out was this: I 
wrote to the Superintendent and asked him whether it would 
cost any more to co that work after the building was completed, 
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and he investigated and found that it would not. There is also 

omitted $50,00u for repairing the library. Plans were submit- 

ted by the Superintendent to make the library fireproof, and I 

ous it is very essential that that snould be done at an early 
ay. 

Mr. REED. But in the meaa time, owing to the poverty of 
the country, you propose to take the risk of having the books 
burned? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. We have determined, with re- 
gret, to let the matter run for another year unless the gen- 
tleman from Maine chooses to move to add $50,000 for that pm 
pose. If he offers that amendment and the House votes it we 
will begin the work immediately. [Laughter.] 

Mr. REED. Then, Mr. Chairman, at the suggestion of the 
gentleman from Alabama, I will make that motion if he will be 
kind enough to word the amendment for me. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. ‘‘That there be appropriated 
$50,000 for the purpose of making the library at West Point fire- 
proof, in accordance with the specifications submitted to the 
Secretary of War.” 

Mr. CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine will reduce 
his amendment to writing. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Add ca 18, after line 24: 

“For m g thelibrary fireproof according to the specifications already 
submited by the Secretary of War, 850,000." 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
that that is new legislation; that it increases the amount of the 
se carried by the bill instead of reducing it—— 

o = REE That is precisely what this bill is for—new leg- 
ation. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. The appropriation is not in pursuance 
of any work already begun nor in pursuance of any legislation 
on the statute book. 

Mr. REED. Almost every paragraph of this bill would be 
liable to that point of order. , 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That is very true, if anybody wanted to 
make the point. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. While I fully concur with the 
chairman of the committee [Mr. OUTHWAITE) that at this time 
itis not expedient to make this appropriation, I can not agree 
with him that it issubject to the pointof order. The law pro- 
vides fora Military Academy at West Point; and it has been the 
custom of the House, ever since we have had appropriation bills 
tosupport the Academy, to ala in such bills for all that is nec- 
essary to maintain this Mil tary Acidemy. To repair a library 
and preserve the books is strictly in accordance with the pur- 
poses of the Academy; and this appropriation, therefore, is in 
continuation of work already established and authorized by law. 
I think the amendment is not subject to the point of order. Nev- 
——— I am opposed to making the appropriation of $50,000 at 

s time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the pointof order. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Then, Mr. Chairman, I would like the 
gentleman in charge of this bill to point out the estimate for 
oe such improvement as this. 

r. WHEELEX of Alabama. I did not say that theestimate 
for this hadcome to us. It went to the Secretary of War and 
was stricken out before it came to us. It was a matter which 
was me investigated by the Board of Visitors. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. This improvement is absolutely unneces- 
sary at the present time. The library at West Point is suffi- 
Sere there is no great danger of the burning of 
those books. The library is quite as safe as it has been for a 
long period of years. The esiim tes as sent to us by the Secre- 
tary of War do not embrace this item—a fact which shows that 
the Secretary of War, who has investigated the subject, came to 
the conclusion that this would be an unnecessary expense at the 
present time. And it isan unnecessary expense. The appro- 

tion was not even considered by the committee. I was sur- 

when I heard the gentleman frem Alabama mention it 
as one of theitems which we had stricken out of the bill inorder 
to reduce expenditures. It never was before the committee. 

Mr. REED. I ought to express my regret at having been 
misled; but my at I yielded to the 

of the gentleman from Alabama. I am an 
find myself in conflict with the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTH- 
WAITE}, whom also I have been in the habit of following. It 
really tears me asunder, as it were [laughter); and I am halting 
between two opinions—waiting for the result of this discussion 
before declaring my final conclusion. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The report states that 
priations aggregating $559,000 were recommended to the 


retary of War for the Military Academy, including $50,000 for 
ing the . Now,I oo to be very familiar with 
pa tr because the Speaker o: the House me the honor 








1894. 





to send me to West Point last June. The Board of Visitors d 
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is- | little larger appropriation should be made in some ins 


cussed this matter in their report and recommended this ex- | 


snditure; it was in the estimates as they came from the Super- 

ntendent; and for the momentit did not occur to me to mention 

thay it was stricken out before it reached the Military Com- 
mittee. 

But whether this item is embraced in the present estimates or 
not. it was estimaieu for by the Superintendent of the Academy 
and has been stricken out Dy the Secretary of War or the Mili- 
tary Committee. Whether the credit of this measure of econ- 
omy should be given to the Secretary of War or to our comumit- 
tee is entirely imm:terial. We are all Democrats—all seeking 
for one end—to run this Government in the miost economical 
way possible consistent with the greatness and glory of the Re- 
public. [Applause.] 

Mr. REED. Lhad rather got that impression already. What 
I really started in to do was to have the gentleman from Ala- 
bama (who is s> competent to do such a thing) point out the ex- 
act items which the Secretary of War regarded as so important 
and which amounted to $65,000, but which have been stricken 
out. In my hunt for that $55,009 I have come across another 
item for $50,000, which it seems ought to be in the bill; because 
Lam quite sure the gentleman from Alabama, with his econom- 
ical habits and language, which have grown to bea part of his 
nature, would not suggest an appropriation of 350,000 unless he 
really meant it; and the fact that he did it in a sort of somnam- 
bulistie state shows how completely the matter has penetrated 
his conscience and thought and methods of life. Thus we have 
got at about $100,000. 

What I wanted to do was to find out just what items would be 
thrust over upon a Republican Congress, in order that we might 
know to a certain extent what would bo the size of the outcry 
which will come when we make up the deficiencies that the 
poverty of this country, resulting from Democracy, has caused 
to be made in this particular bill. [Laughter and applause on 
the Republican side. ] 

This is a little bit of a bill; but youcan always learn from one, 
if not all, at least a great many things; and this shows what will 
be the foundation of some of the Democratic outcries in the 
future. I suppose these appropriation bills are all of them going 
to be full of sueh omissions; only I am afraid that other gentle- 
men will not exhibit that candor which the gentleman from 
Alabama always exhibits: for he wears his heart on his sleeve 
in such matters. I say these bills will be full of these omissions 
which will have to be supplied by the next Republican ee 
or perhaps I had better say simply the next Congress [laughter], 
and then there will be the usual Democratic outcry, which may 
not take the form of ** billion-dollar Congress,”’ but which will 
take some form suited to the capacity of those to whom the gen- 
tlemen on that side appeal. I thought that pernens by laying 
an anchor to windward in this way | might, if I did not accom- 
plish anything else, prick the consciences of some gentlemen on 
the other side. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I regret very much that the 
gentleman from Maine should seek this opportunity to criticise 
the efforts of those who are responsible for legislation in this 
body. Weare using commendable efforts at economy. 

The Democratic party always scrut'nize estimates and omit 
all items which can properly be dispensed with or postponed. 
The Republican party on the contrary crowd in their appropria- 
tion bills everything which occurs to their fertile imaginations. 
By our system millions upon millions of dollars are saved; by 
their system millions upon millions of the people's money are 
squandered. The distinguished gentleman need not entertain 
either hopes or apprehensions that thiscountry will again be af- 
flicted with a Republican Congress. [Applause.] 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. 1 believe I have the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OuTH- 
WAITE] has the floor. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
Maine isa ‘little previous” in his suggestion that there is in 
this bill a postponement of certain items for the purpose of let- 
ting them zo over to a Republican Congress. before there is 
the possibility of a Republican Congress the gentleman should 
remember that there will be another meeting of this Congress 
and another bill reported from the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs for the support of the Military Academy. And in this 
connection let me say that in the Committee on Military Affairs 
there is about as little politics, in the consideration of appro- 
priation bills, or of any other matters, as will be found in any 
other committee of this House or elsewhere. 

The items of this bill were carefully and conscientiously con- 

by this committee. I do not know of any difference of 
opinion, or any dissensions whatever as to the amount of any of 
the items. It is true that as the matters were under consider- 
ation there were some gentlemen who thought that possibly a 


| 
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nbers of the committee 


But as to this iten 


while in other instances me: 
smaller amounts would 


suffice 


consideration which comes so suddenly upon us and which the 
committee have never had an opportunity to consider, | must 
appeal to the members of the Committee of Military Affairs, 


and to the membérs of the Committee of the Whole, who 
considering the matter, that they vote it down. 


Mr. Chairman, if this committee will take the bill lL lo 


ric 
through it, it will be found thatin all instances a reasonable 
sum has been appropriated for the pro works of improve- 
ment. There is no disposition on the part of the committee to 
throw anything over to a succeeding Congress, or to a sueceed- 
ing session of this Congress. We hiveappropriated in th ll 


several large items already which have been postponed by 
committees. I will say that this very item, for instance, in re- 
gard to the flooring of that hall, being so essential to the health 
of the cadets there, was an item proposed as early as the Fifty- 


first Congress, a proposition of that kind having been offered at 
that time. 

We have attempted from that time to this to have the item 
become a part of the law. There are some other items here 
that also come over from a period as far back as that. We have 


made provision for the construction of a reservoir, at an expense 
of $25,000, that has beén a matter of suggestion for four or five 
years past. We have also made a provision of $5,000 for com- 
pleting, modernizing, and improving the plumbing and sower- 
age of the post. The last Congress appropriated for this pur- 
pose the sum of $20,000, which was found to be insufficient. 

Here is another provision for completing the plumbing in the 
new sinks and bathrooms for cadets, $1,200, and so on, showing 
altogether, as I have said, a large sum of money appropriated 
for permanent improvements and necessary improvements, coy- 
ering some four or five pages of this bill. 

[t is afair bill; it is a generous bill, and it is a just disposition 
of the question. I trust the committee, therefore, will not hesi- 
tate to vote down the amendment, or rather I will ask the gen- 
tleman from Maine to withdraw the amendment. ; 

Mr. REED. I could not do that without the consent of the 
gentleman in charge of the bill, who suggested the amendment. 

Mr. WHEELERof Alabama. I will consent tothe withdriwal 
of the amendment, as I told the gentleman [ did not agrees as to 
the propriety of its adoption at this time. 


Mr. REED. I will withdraw it, for I shall not be found will- 
ing to interrupt the harmony of this oceasion. [Laughi 

I offered the amendment at the suggestion of the gentioman 
from Alabama. I thought it a good amendment, a very se isible 


one; and [ was struck with the propriety of hissuggestion when 
he made it. But of course I would notstand up bere against the 
appeal of the gentlemin from Ohio. I have accomplished my 
purpose in calling attention to the fact that so many items of ap- 

ropriation have been omitted from the bill to go over to some 

uture Congress, and that the reductions made in the total of the 
bill are only secured by such omissions, But [recognize the con- 
dition in which the country has been placed by the impoverish- 
ing effectsof one yearof Democratic rule, and that itis absolutely 
unable to provide money to meet the expenditures necessiry. 
[Laughter. | 

Mr. OB THWAITE (interruping). Mr. Chairman, I wish to 
enter a general denial of that part of the propositionof the gen- 
tleman from Mains wherein he stites that necessary ob ects of 
appropriation have been deferred. Nothing of the kind was 
done in this bill. 

Mr. REED. I have no sort of doubt that the gentleman from 
Ohio entertains the opinion he seeks so impressively to enforce 
upon the committee; but the language of the committee in its 
report is this: 

The committee have stricken out many items which were regarded as very 
important; but by careful investigation it was found that a delay of a year 
would not be attended with any serious results. 

Now. of course. I understand that the country is in straits, that 
it needs to be economical, and consequently that important mat- 
ters ought to be pit over and not cumber the appropriation bills 
of this Congress so as to pressrve the general harmony of the 
plan. [Laughter.] And, therefore, at the rejuest of both gen- 
tlemen concerned, I withdraw the amendment and will allow 
the bill to proceed harmoniously as far as [ am concerned. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from 
Maine is withdrawn. 

Mr. WHEELERof Alabama. I probably used a little stronger 
language than was necessary; My purpose was to p yint out the 
great care used by the committee to reduce the appropriation to 
the smallest amount possible, consistent with good administra- 
tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair calls the attention of the gen- 
tleman to the fact that there is no amendment pending. 
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Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Very well, then, let the Clerk 
proceed. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as 
foliows: 


For furnishing and erecting in the natatorium of the gymnasium, in com- 
plete working order, six slate-lined compartments with six combination 
shower, spray, and needle baths, one gas heater, and one hot-water storage 
tank, #850, to be immediately available. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, I would like 
to ask for some explanation in regard to the appropriation which 
has just been read, on page 19, from line 3 to line 7. Is it nec- 
essary to complete this natatorium in the magnificent manner 
intended by this committee? I should like to know why it is 
necessary that inan institution of this kind there should be such 
expense in equipping a natatorium, when the beautiful Hudson 
River runs right along at the foot of the cliff on which that in- 
stitution is built? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, The Hudson River is sometimes frozen 


up. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. When it is frozen up they 
have their bath tubs to take the place of the river. 
oom HULL. The river is not a good place to swim in, right 

ere. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. I should like to know why 
it is necessary, in the construction of that natatorium, to be so 
lavish and expensive? I make the point of order also that this 
is new legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I would like to explain to the 
gentleman the reason why it is necessary to have this appropria- 
tion. The natatorium has only been recently completed; it is 
situated in the gymnasium, and the medical officers speak of it 
as being highly beneficial to the health and comfort of the ca- 
dets. The cadets wash themselves in these bath tubs and then 
plunge into the swimming bath. 

I want to say to the gentleman that the officers of the Acad- 
emy discourage the boysfrom going totherivertoswim. There 
have been several drowned, and we do not want to have young 
men sent to that Academy to incur such risk. It is certainly 
not wise or prudent to allow cadets to swim in the river at that 

int, where there are swift currents, and where it would be 
Soaenn for the most skillful swimmer to bathe. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Is that the case with the 
Hudson all the way aiong there? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The onl eee place to 
bathe is at what is called Gees Point, The river there is very 
rapid and it has a rocky bottom. Two or three cadets, to my 
knowledge, have been drowned by striking rocks in diving into 
the water or by being carried out by the current. 

Mr. CABANISS. If they were compelled to bathe in the 
river, what would they do in the winter time? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. It may be said that the young 
men ought to know where the rocks are; but when they go there 
for the first time to bathe, with nobody to warn them, they are 
liable to strike the rocks while diving into the water, and some 
have been injured and some drowned; and, as remarked by my 
friend from Georgia [Mr. CABANISS], bathing in the river could 
not extend beyond the summer months. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. To whom does the gentleman from Ala- 
bama a WHEELER] yield? 

Mr. WHEELER of bama. I yield to the gentleman from 


Louisiana [Mr. ROBERTSON]. 


Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. I offer an amendment to 
strike this out, and take the floor on that. I want to ask if this 
natatorium has not been already constructed? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. It has. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. And if this appropriation is 
not for furnishing and erecting in the natatorium of the gym- 
nasium, in complete working order, six slate-lined compartments 
with six combination shower, spray, and needle baths? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, It is; but as I have explained 
to my friend, the ores in the previous bill being cut 
down, it was not sufficient to provide for these bath tubs. This 
appropriation is to finish this important work. The natatorium 
— constructed with money appropriated under the previous 
Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. As I understand, the nata- 
torium has nothing to do with bath tubs. Itis a basin filled with 
water, is it not? 

Mr. STCCKDALE, A swimming Faces 

Mr. ROBIERTSON of Louisianz. Ishould think there was no 
necessity f¢ bath tubs in the natatorium. Now, Mr. ‘ 
I move to strike out all the words in line 4, ing after the 
word “gymnasium,” down to ané including the word “ baths,” 


in line 6. I do that because I understand that the natatorium 
has already been constructed, and I am not in favor of fitting u 
at West Point a natatorium equal to that which may be ioaak 
in some of the greatest cities of the world. I think this is a use- 
less expenditure in the education of young men. They have 
plenty of water to keep them clean, and I can not see how or in 
what manner, under the circumstances, “ six slate-lined com- 
aaa with six combination shower, spray, and needle 

ths,” can be in any way connected with the matter of educa- 
tion, or even with the matter of hygiene. 

I hope the committee will strike this out. There isa nata- 
torium there. It is complete, and I shall offer further an 
amendment to reduce the appropriation in this section to the 
a required with the matter stricken out which I have in- 

cated. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. I think any man who goes up to West Point and sees 
what these — have to do, and how they are trained, and the 
strictness with which they are managed, and the intelligence 
with which that institution is run by the officers in charge, will 
not for a moment begrudge this little appropriation. 

Now, I have been there and have seen this bathing place; and 
it is certainly necessary for the cleanliness and the good health 
of these boys. The cadets at West Point get nothing of luxury. 
There is no class of boys in this country who work as hard, who 
have as much physical exercise, who have to train as much and 
to study as hard as these boys do. Even in winter they are 4 
at a quarter to 6 o’clock in the morning. They have to drill, 
and they have to take their swim in the bath; and notwithstand- 
ing the — of my friend who has offered this amendment, 
even at West Point they believe that cleanliness is next to God- 
liness. They believe it is necessary to keep themselves clean; 
and whatever may be the sentiment in the district in which my 
friend lives, I think that one of the best things to train these 
boys up in is to be clean in body, for if a man be kept clean in 
body he will be very apt to keep clean iu character at the same 
time. I believe that a man who has developed a character for 
cleanliness in that respect is liable to be clean in every other 


way. . 

ow. Mr. Chairman, my friend talks about bathing in the 
Hudson River. I know something about that point. I went up 
against that current when I was before the mast of anold brig, 
and I know that running down the river the current is more 
than six knots an hour. The Hudson comes down directly from 
the North and then makes a turn almost direct at a right angle 
and comes through avery narrow place and runs directly east 
and then runs south, and the current up the river runs at the 
rate of five or six knots an hour when the tide is running up, and 
when itis running down it runs about six or more knots. 
know, as my friend from Alabama has said, that several young 
men have been drowned there. 

It is a dangerous place foreven a good swimmer. I think that 
giving this bath under a roof, and inside of a building is one of 
the best things in connection with that institute; and I hope the 
House will not be niggardly, because it would only be saving a 
little at the spigot. I understand that it costs the Government 
about $25,000 apiece for every student who graduates at West 
Point, taking into consideration all the cost connected with his 
education and training. Now, if we are going to lay out somuch 
money as that to graduate each of these boys who may hereafter 
serve the Government in the Army, shall we bring them up dirty 
in order to save afewcents? I donot think that this House 
thinks so, and I do not believe this House will adopt the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Louisiana. 

Mr. HULL. The point of order has been withdrawn, as I un- 
derstand. 

Mr. SICKLES. It has been overruled. 

Mr. HULL. I simply want to say that this question was upin 
the Fifty second Congress. An appropriation was made to build 
a natatorium, with the idea that it would be finished up when 
we reached the point that it should be necessary. The old bath 
tubs that they have there are being abandoned. The old build- 
ing has outlived its usefulness, and it is absolutely a to 
have these bath tubs. We can save the expense of more than 
the amount by discontinuing the use of the old dilapidated bath- 
house they have had heretofore. Of course, the gentleman from 
Louisiana was only speaking in a jocular mood when he referred 
to these young men going to the river at the bend to bathe. He 
does not mean ok by that. He only means that in the 
summer they may go bathing or may go swimming there, 

The Government has constructed this building, and they have 
the new natatorium; but they need the bathtubs. There is not 
a member of this House who will not understand and appreciate 
the fact that these boys, with their violent exercise, as referred 
to by the gentieman from Maine, do need frequent baths; and 
there is not a member of this House, and the gentleman from 
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Louisiana, Iam certain, would be as far from thinking so as any- Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. 
Agree- | the economy comes in. 


one, that they ought not to have these improved baths. 
ing to the gentleman’s amendment would not save the item of 
$800, but probably might save $400, and there is nothing in favor 
of the amendment of the gentleman from Louisiana and every- 
thing against it. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. 1 move to strike out the 
last word. In response to the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. MIL- 
LIKEN] in regard to his knowledge of the condition at West 
Point, I desire to state to him that I am familiar with that mili- 
tary post. I wasamemberof the Board of Visitors in the Fiftieth 
Congress, I believe, and I was a member of the Committee on 
Military Affairs when it made an appropriation of $100,000 to 
construct a O pwage eee and when it made that munificent ap- 
propriation of five hundred and odd thousand dollars to con- 
struct the Academy building. I have watched the course of 
appropriations for this institution. My amendment, Mr. Chair- 
man, does not intend to strike out the natatorium or swimming 
pool of that institution. 

I do not think we should do that. The argument which the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HULL] has made with regard to my 
desire to prevent the cadets bathing is not substantiated when 
he looks at the amendment which I have proposed. I propose 
to strike out these words: “six slate-lined compartments with 
six combination shower, spray, and needle baths.” 

Mr. HULL. Do not you believe that they need the bathtubs 
as much as they need the swimming pool? 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Yes, sir; and the bath tubs 
are already there. They have been in existence in the basement 
of the academic building for I do not know how many years, 
and they are there still, bath tubs outside of this gymnasium. 
The baths proposed here will not accomplish the result which 
the gentleman refers to. These other bath tubs will still remain 
and be used by the cadets in their company apartments in the 
basement of the building. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the pro forma amendment, 
and propose to strike out *‘eight” and insert ‘‘ four ” in line 6, 
making the amount $450; because I believe that this institution 
can get along well without these things, and in these times when 
there is a deficit in the Treasury, and in view of the fact that 
we have done more than any other nation has ever done for an 
institution of this kind, I believe we should restrict theses appro- 
priations to the things that are ee necessary for the 
proper conduct of this great military school. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Iwill say to my friend from Louisiana 
that the committee have already cut down the estimates a great 
deal. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Caairman, my friend from 
Louisiana is evidently entirely mistaken as to the purpose of 
thisappropriation. There is alargeswimming bathroom. The 
cadets frequently come in from their drill covered withdust. In 
theartillery drills they exercise violently and perspire freely and 
areenveloped in a cloud of dust, and it is the same in the cavalry 
drill. It is not possible toreplace the water in this great swim- 
ming bath as often as it should be done, and therefore these 
small bath tubs are required, so that the cadets may bathe in 
them and clean their persons before they plunge into the swim- 
ming bath, and the regulations require that they shall do so. 
The cadets are not allowed to go into the swimming bath until 
they have previously bathed in these smal] bath tubs, where they 
wash off the dust and perspiration. Then they go into the swim- 
ming pool clean and do not contaminate it. Isay to the gentle- 
man that this is essential, and Iam surprised to hear him say 
that it is not in the interest of hygiene. I trust the committee 
will not hesitate to appropriate this amount, and will vote down 
the amendment of the gentleman from Louisiana. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. What is the estimate for 
the construction of these six slate-lined compartments with the 
six combined shower, spray, and needle baths? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Eight hundred and fifty~dol- 
lars. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Then what is the estimated 
cost of the gas meter and the hot storage tank? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. All these are estimated for as one item. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Yes; they are all estimated to- 
gether at $850. Here is what is stated by the Department as to 
the necessity for these things: 


With regard to the item for furnishing and erecting in the natatorium of 
the gymnasium six slate-lined compartments for shower, spray, and needie 
baths, I would state that itis a to add these, firstly, on account of 
their hygienic importance, and, secondly, as a measure of economy. The 
water in the swimming tank at present becomes contaminated in a few days, 
necessitating frequent changes. The shower bath should be used before en- 
tering the tank. The capacity of the tank is so great that every time it is 
refilled it reduces the amount of water in storage noticeably. 
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[ would like to know where 


Mr. SICKLES. It is in the bill. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, I can not 
lieve that this is an absolutely necessary appropriation in con- 
nection with the instruction of thestudents at West Point. The 
natatorium is there, the Hudson River is there, and there are 
bath rooms under the sleeping rooms in the cadet barracks. 
There is an abundant supply of water. I believe it is proper for 
these young gentlemen to have all the water that they require 
to bathe in, but [ do not believe in giving it to them in the man- 
ner proposed by this provision of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentlemanfrom Alabama 
has expired. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word, and, in my own time, I wish to ask the gentleman 
from Alabama how much money is involved in this amendment? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. About $450. I understand the 
gentleman proposes to strike out $400 of this item. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. I would strike it all out. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The gentleman proposed 
awhile ago to strike out half, but now he proposes to strike it all 
out. , 

Mr. ROBERTSON of. Louisiana. No, sir; the amendment I 
offered would strike out $400, leaving about $150 in the bill to 
provide for this gas heater and hot-water storage tank. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. If that amendment should pre- 
vail, the result would be to compel the students to jump into the 
swimming tank without having previously washed themselves, 
and thus to contaminate it, and the gentleman’s cadet and every 
other cadet there would have to swim in contaminated water. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. How did the gentleman 
from Alabama get along when he was there fifty years ago? Did 
he have this ‘‘ spray ’ and this ‘‘ needle bath ” to keep him clean? 
[Laughter. } 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I beg the gentleman not to an- 
nounce to this House that [ was at West ‘Point fifty years ago. 
T was a baby at that time,and did not know there was sucha 
place as West Point. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, if my friend from Louisiana 
has been at West Point, as he says he has, and as of course I do 
not doubt, he knows one thing, namely, that no luxuries are 
furnished to the cidets there. He knows that the whole idea 
u»on which the institution is conducted is to bring them up as 
strong, rugged boys, withoutindulging them in delicacies. Why, 
sir, you can not even carry any delicacies to a cadet of your own 
there. I[f your own boyis there you can not carry him a pound 
of gingerbread or candy, or anything of that kind. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. That is a good thing. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Yes,sir; and I would be glad if ail the gen- 
tleman’s ideas were as good as that. Now, it is not probable— 
it is hardly possible—that those who have the supervision of 
this Academy and are enforcing this strict discipline would ree- 
ommend for these boys anything in the formof luxury. This is 
a mere matter of cleanliness; and I do not believe that this House 
wants those boys at West Point to go dirty for the sake of saving 
this country a matter of $400. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Roserr- 
SON of Louisiana, to strike out in the pending paragraph the 
words ‘‘six slate-lined compartments with six combination 
shower, spray, and needle baths,” the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
ROBERTSON] withdraw the other amendment? 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. I do. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For repairs, new machines, and fixtures for gymnasium, 8300, to be imme- 
diately available. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to consume 
time unnecessarily on this bill, but for the purpose of getting 
some information I move to strike out the pending paragraph. 

At the top of this page I find the following item: 

For completing the modernization and improvement of the plumbing and 
sewerage of the post, 85,000. 

Further down on the same page I find an item of $1,200 ‘‘for 
completing the plumbing in the new sink and bathrooms for 
cadets.” 

Mr. SICKLES. 
building. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I understand that. But I instance these 
two items for the purpose of bringing to view what I want to 
suggest. On these two or three pages of the bill are various 
items for repairs, in sums such as $100, $150, $300, etc. Now, as 
I understand, the Government has frequently saved money by 
putting improvements of this sort under the direction of asingle 
man and allowing him to hire the labor and have the work done. 
When the appropriations are made in this way,no doubt the ex- 


be- 


One is the drainage; the other is in the 
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penditure in each instance goes up to the limit of the appropria- 
tion, whereas if all these items (and I believe in having theitems 
specifi d) were put under the control of one man to have the 
work done, money might be saved. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I think not, ia this instance. These 

. items have been submitted because it has been the custom to do 
80, and because Congress itself has preferred to have the items. 
Che Committee on Military Affairs have been unusually care- 
ful in the preparation of this bill, scrutinizing even the smallest 
items carefully; and no item has been inserted unless its neces- 
sity was clearly made out. The Superintendent of the Academy 
came he.e before the committee; he was questioned for some 
time as to each of these items, and the committee were satisfied 
in regard tosome; were not satisfied inregard to others. Only 
those items which were shown to be necessary have been inserted 
inthe bill. I can assure the gentleman that the committee 
exercised a proper spirit of economy in regard to these expendi- 
tures and cxrefully considered in es toevery proposed im- 
provement the necessity of making it at once. On this score 
there need be no hesitation in approving the items of the bill. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I withdraw the proforma amendment. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Chairman, as one member 
of the Committee on Military Affairs I wish tosay that the com- 
mittee spent a grext deal of time in preparing this bill. Itwas 
under consideration | believe more than five weeks; the com- 
mittee had a great m ny meetings, and at nearly every meeting 
there was a full committee, with the exception of one or two. 
The bill has come into the House with the unanimous approval 
of the committee, including the Republican as well as the Dem- 
ocratic members. On one or two administrative provisions a 
point of order may be raised; but so far as the appropriations 
are conesrn:d the bill comes here with a unanimous report. 
Every line of the bill has been serutinized. Where the proof 
was not before the committee in connection with the estimates 
of the Secretary of War, we called upon the Superintendent or 
other officers of the institution. 

In the committee room is an immense pile of correspondence 
touching every item and every line of the bill. This is as care- 
fully considereda measure as hasever been presented to this Con- 
gre-s or any other. I hope the bill will pass as it came from the 
committee. If there has been any error at all it has been that 
appropriations have been made too small rather than too large; 
yet the members of the committee concur in the belief that prac- 
tically the appropriations are sufficient to carry on this institu- 
tion respeetably and suceessfully. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill has now been disposed of except 
the rae on p 2, which wa, passed over. 

Mr. HULL. I desire to r ise a point of order on that part o! 
the bill commencing with the word “and,” in line 12 of page 2, 
down to and including the word “repealed” in line 18. 1 ask 
= the Clerk read the clause to which this point of order ap- 

es. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
and hereafter no graduate of the Military Academy shall be assigned or 

* detai'ed to serve at said Academy as a pro’ , instructor, or assistant to 
either within two years after his graduation, and so much of the act of June 
30, 1882, as is in conflict with this provision is hereby repealed. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, Rule XXI provides— 

Nor shall any provision in any such bill— 

That is, a general appropriation bill— 
or amendment thereto changing existing law be in order, except such as, 
being german: to the subject-matter of the bill. shall retrench expenditures 
by the reduction of thenumberand salary of the officers of the United States, 
by the reduction of the compensation of any person paid out of the Treas- 
ury of the United States, or by the reduction of amounts of money covered 
by the bill. 

My point of order is that in the first place the es is 
not germane, because itis a provision affecting the law by which 
the cadets = be detailed as instructors in the Military Acid- 
emy. This, Mr.Chairman, isan appropriation bill. By the law 
as it exists to-day the cadet must serve a certain period of time 
before he can be detiiled asaninstructor in the Academy. This 
isa promaniee in an ennai bill to change that law b 
making the term of ser two years instead of four years. It 
does not reduce expenditures, but, on the contrary, it rather in- 
creases them if anything,in that res»ect, for it increases the 
salary of the instructor. It does not increase, of course, the 
amount of the expenditure, because if the cadet is not detailed 
some one else isinstead The point is, however, that it changes 
the law, which if it be changed at all, should be changed by a 

rate bill. 

do not understand that the question is at issue as to the ad- 
visability of the change. If it were. I should = I believe that 
one of the most important and effective parts of the education 
of the student is the four years’ service in the field. I believe 
that the four years’ active service in the field, after the cadet 
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has left the Academy, is worth fully as much as the four years’ 
time spent in his studies at the Academy. But the point of 
order, as | understand it, can not go to the advisability of the 
change. 

To my mind the whole question of this provision is covered 
by the rule which provides that you shall not incorporate on an 
ee bill such provisions, which ch ingo existing law, 
unless you can show at the same time that they diminish or re- 
duce expenditures, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Will not the Chair hear a word 
from the other side? 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly. The Chair will withhold the 
decision on the point of order. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I contend, Mr. Chairman, that 
the provision is not subject to the pointof order. The gentle- 
man from Iowa who has just spoken alleges that itis, and he 
gives two reasons. First, he says it is not germane to the sub- 
ject-matter of the bill; but [ contend that it is germane because 
it provides for the pay of officers and then prescribes what 
character of officers can be detriled for this work. That settles 
the point as toits being gormane. It reduces expenditures—— 

Mr. HULL. What is in the bill about regulating the teach- 
ers? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama (continuing). It reduces ex- 
penditures, because the oflicers who serve but two years in the 
Army have less pay than those who have served a longer period 
of time, and this fact relieves it from the point of order. 

As to the Oy epee of the change, I will state that this was 
recommended in the strongest terms by the Academic Board, 
and received the approval of the Secretary of War. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, that is hardly to the 
point of order. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. But the gentleman from Iowa 
made allusion to this matter, and J certainly have a right to re- 
ply toit. The otticiais of the Academy experience great diffi- 
culty in securing the best officers of the Army as instructors— 
the best class of officers now—— 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. Will the gentleman from Alabama yield 
for a question? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Certainly. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. Will the gentieman state wherein and 
when the Seeretary of War ever recommended this? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. On retection I recollect now, 
andI will submit to thecorrection, that this came more especially 
from the Superintendent of the Academy and the Academic 
Board. But it had the full sanction of the Secretary of War, 
and was transmitted by him to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. I do not pretend to say that the recommendation came 
with the original estimates. 

It has been a very serious matter to secure the best class of 
instructors at the Academy after they have served for a period 
of four or five years. The best officers are then developed and 
selected for other duty: and to show the great difficulty in this 
respect I repeat that the Superintendent of the Academy had 
to apply for fifteen officers before he succeeded in securing 
an instructor for one of the departments of the Academy. This 
difficulty would be obviated in the measure by extending the field 
of selection as pro d by this paragraph. 

—_ HULL. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
on 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Certainly. 

Mr. HULL. On that theory why not bring in a bill tochange 
the law so they can do as they please? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabami. The gentleman from Iowa 
knows very well the difficulty —— 

Mr. MARSH (interrup ). Mr. Chairman,I suggest that 
‘his question of order had better be disposed of, and then if 
nec the merits of the proposition may be discussed. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I think when the gentleman 
from Iowa has diseusséd the point of order and also the question 
of expediency, it is very proper that there should be some reply 
toevery pointof the argument; and I am surprised that the 
gentleman from Illinois |Mr. MARSH] should wish to interrupt 
discussion On the proposition at this time, because if it is not 
“ee now it will not be understood by the House. 

r. MARSH. If the gentleman will allow me, I do not want 
to prevent, but I want to open up the way for the discussion of 
the merits when the merits come properly before the commit- 


tee. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. If the indication given by the 
Chair correctly tells us his opinion I d not see how the merits 
ean be discussed after the point of order has been passed upon. 
I repeat that in efforts to get one officer the Superintendent was 
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lected for other duty, and the Secretary of War is therefore en- 


abled to detail these younger officers for duty at the Academy. | 


That is a question of expediency. but I feel certain that the 
point of order should not be sust.ined. 

raph is germane and that it reduces expenditures. 

trust the Chair will rule that the paragraph is not subject to 
the point of order. It is certainly germane, because itissimply 
deseribing the kind of officers who shall be detailed. It is cer 
tainly reducing expenditures, because the laws of our country 
fixing the pay of the Army are such that officers who are per- 
mitted by this paragraph to be detailed have less pay than ofli- 
cers who have been in the Army at least four years. 
Chair will not sustain the point of order. 

Mr. HULL. Is there any increase of pay to officers before 
they have served five years? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. In many cases there would be. 
At the end of every five years the pay of ollicers is increased by 
what is called longevity, and such an olficer would have 1U per 
cent more than an officer who had been in the Army a shorter 
period. 

Mr. HULL. Would not the increase be the same, whether 
he is detailed or not, except for the professor s additional pay? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Yes; the question of longevity 
comes in, and an officer of longer service receives more pay and 
frequently, after four years in the artillery, they become first 
lieutenants, which again increases the pay. Therefore, the pay 
of an oflicer of but two years’ service is less, and this paragraph 


consequently does retrench expenditures and is not subject to | 


the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair is ready torule on the point of 
order. It is admitted by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
WHEELER] that this is new legislation, and on its face it does 
not reduce expenditures. Therefore the Chair sustains the 
point of order. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I move thatthe committee riso 
and report the bill favorably to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose and the Speaker having re- 


sumed the chair, Mr. O' Nit, Chairman of the Committee of the | 


Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that the com- 
mittee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 5894) making 
app: ppriations for the Military Academy for the fiscal year end- 


ing June 30, 1895, and had directed him to report the same fa- | 


vorably to the House, without amendment. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I move the previous question 
upon the bill to its passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The b ‘ ! 
and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. Ki f 

On motion of Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, a motion to recon- 
sider the last vote was laid on the table. 


FURNITURE FOR UNITED STATES COURTS, CHICAGO. 


Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent | 


for the present consideration of the resolution which I send to 
the Clerk's desk (H. Res. 147). 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to transfer to the rooms now occupied and used by the United 
States courts at Coicago, the furniture and carpets heretofore used by said 
courts and the officers thereof in the public building at said city, and the 
United States marshal for the northern district of the State of [llinoisshall 


execute a receipt to the custodian of the public building at Chicago for the | 


articles so transferred. and such articles shall be returned when required 
by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Alabama {[Mr. BANKHEAD] for the present con- 
sideration of this joint resolution? 

Mr. BURROWS. I hope the gentleman will explain the ob- 
ject of this. 


Mr, BANKHEAD. I would like to have read the letter of | 


the Secretary of the Treasury, which explains this resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Washington, March 23, 1594. 

DEAR Sra: I transmit herewith a form of a resolution authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to transfer certain furniture from the public 
building at Chicago to the rooms now occupied by the United States courts 
in that city, with the request that the same be considered and passed at as 
early a day as oe. 

The United States courts have been removed from the public building to 
rented premises, and unless some eae is made by whi h this furniture 
can be used in the rented build 
$10,000 to 312.000 in the purchase of new furniture; and, as the courts will 
meet at a very early day, prompt action is necessary in this case. 


Very truly, yours, 
J.G. CARLISLE, Secretary. 
Hon. Jo Apeorr, 
House of Representatives. 
Tke SPEAKER. Is there objection to the requestof the gen- 
tiemsn from Alabama? 
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Linsist that the para- | 
Therefore | 


I hope the | 


ill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; | 


mg, it will be necessary to expend from | 


There was no objection. 

The joint resolution was ord 
third time; and being 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BANKHEAD, a 
last vote was laid on the table. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. S) L move 
that the House resolve itseif into Committee of the Whole House 
on the’state of the Union, for the purpose of considering 
| appropriition bills. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I shall object to going into com- 
mittee, because it is obvious that a quorum, or half of a 
is not present. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announce 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. REED. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 71; noes 3. 

Mr. REED. Just as I thought: there is noquorum present 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine makes the 
point that no quorum has voted. The Chair will appoint as tell 
ers the gentleman from North Carolina, Mr. HENDERSON, and 
the gentleman from Maime, Mr. REED. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. There is evidently not 
a quorum here, and I do not want to take up the time of the 
House for nothing. I will state to the gentleman from Maine 
that there are a great many uncontested items in this bill, and 
1 shall be perfectly willing to agree, if we can take it up, to 
pass over for the present the items to which there are objec- 
tions. 
| Mr. REED. We have had unexampled activity to-day, as we 
| have passed one appropriation bill. You can take a recess. 
| Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. As there is no quorum 
here, I will withdraw the motion. 

Mr. REED. I will withdraw the point of no quorum. 
suggestions have been withdrawn, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The vote, however, has been taken. 
| Mr.REED. The poiatof noquorum has been withdrawn, a 
| thegentleman withdraws the motion togo into commitiee. That 
| can be done by unanimous consent. 
| The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent it can, of course 
| done. There being no objection, then, the motion to go into 
| Committee of the Whole and the point of no quorum will be 


ered to be engrossed 


engrossed, was accordingly read 1 


motion to reconsi 


Speaker, 
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withdrawn. The Chair will lay before the House requests of 
| members. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted, as fol- 


lows: 
To Mr. TALBOT? of Maryland, for one day, on 
portant business. 

To Mr. MCETTrick, until Tuesday, on account of sickness in 
his family. 

To Mr. GILLET of New York, for ten days, on account of sick 
| ness iz his family. 

To Mr. ALDRICH (on motion of Mr. MERCER), for to-day, on 
account of sickness. 

Mr. SA¥ERS. I ask unanimous consent that the House take 
a recess until 8 o’clock this evening. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent that the House take a recess until $o clock this evening, 
the evening session to be devoted to business under the rule 
| Is there objection? [After a pause.] Tae Chair hears none. 
| The gentleman from Indiana[Mr. BROOKSHIRE] will perform the 
| duties of the Chair at the evening session; and the Chair now 
| declares the House in recess until 8 o clock. 
| Accordingly (at 3 o'clock and 55 minutes p.m.) the House took 
| a recess until 8 o’clock p. m. 


account of im- 


| 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 o’clock 
| p. m., and was called to order by Mr. BROOKSHIRE, as Speaker 
| pro tempore. 
| The SPEAKER pro iempore. The Clerk will read clause 3 of 
| Rule XXVI. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


3. The House shall, on each Friday, at 5 o'clock p. m., take a recess until 
8 o'clock, which evening session shall be devoted to the consideration of 
| private bilis reported from the Committee on Pensions and the Committee 
| on Invalid Pensions. to bills for the removal of political disabilities, and 
| bills removing charges of desertion only; said evening session not to extend 
beyond 10 0 clock and 30 minutes. 
| 


Mr.MARTIN ofIndiana. I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of bills on the 
Private Calendar, under the rule just read. 
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The question was taken, and the Speaker pro tempore an- 
nounced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to have a count, Mr. Speaker, 
and I demand a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 27, noes none. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I do not think we have enough 
people here to do any work. I think I will make the point of 
no quorum upon this. {After a pause.] I donot make the point 
now, but will wait awhile and see how this oa works. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ayes have it, the motion is 
agreed to, and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BRETz] will 
take the Cnair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, and the Clerk will report the first bill. 


ADDISON M. COPEN. 


The first business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1868) 
for the relief of Addison M. Copen. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. KILGORE. I did not exactly understand the reading of 
that bill, but it appears to me to be obnoxious to a point of or- 
der — it is not within the jurisdiction of these Friday night 
sessions. 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. Chairman, as chairman of that committee 
I have been here several times, and have never found anyone in 
the committee to defend the bill; and I move that it be reported 
— to the House with the recommendation that it lie on the 

able. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand that the gen- 
tleman makes the point of order? 

Mr. KILGORE. 1 will insist pen the point of order if there 
is anything init. I am not certain from the reading of the bill 
whether the point of order is well taken or not. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. It is properly before the commit- 


tee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order; 
and the question is on ordering the bill to be laid aside with a 
favorable recommendation. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I object. I understand that the 
gentieman from Georgia [Mr. MOSES] made a motion that the 
bill be reported back with a recommendation that it lie on the 
table, where I think it ought to be. 

Mr. MOSES. I move that the bill be reported to the House, 
with the recommendation that it lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

WASHINGTON HISLOP. 

The next business in order was the bill (H.R. 5020) granting a 
pension to ee Hislop. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be 
authorized and instructed to place on the pension roll, subject to the condi- 
tions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Was n Hislop, 
late of the Mare Light Guards, Indiana Legion, the said Hislop having 
received injuries in the Morgan raid. 

Mr. BRETZ. Iask for the reading of the report. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I move that that bill be 
reported back to the House with the recommendation that it be 
laid on the table. 

The report (by Mr. MARTIN of Indiana) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R. 5020) 
granting a pension to Was m Hislop, and submit the following report: 

Tné petitioner has filed no claim in the ion Bureau for the reason that 
having been in the State militia he has no pensionable status under the gen- 
eral laws. He alleges that he was in a band of men organized to repel the 
raid of John Morgan's men, and that in a battle about July 1, 1863, near 
Salem, Ind., he received a hot wound in the forehead at the hands of 
the enemy. He hes the testimony of David Denton, of Fargo, Ind., 
and John Agan, of Vaieene, Ind., tending to show that he was wounded, as 
alleged; also a certificate from Dr. John McDonald, of Valeene, Ind., to the 
effect that the petitioner is very deaf, and that he hasascar on the forehead, 
over the left eye, extending about 2) inches to the right, having the appear- 
ance ofa ot wound. Fountain Burton and James Grimes, of Fargo, 
Ind., testify that the petitioner owns 40 acres of land, worth $250, and per- 
sonal property not to exceed $150, 

It has been the policy of comaress in recent years to pension men not reg- 
ularly in the military service of the United States only for wounds incurred 
in action with the enemy. This icy would suggest that pens 
should be pensioned for such ot wound as he may have 

, and that he be required to prove the origin of such wound in the 
same manner as regular soldiers must do under the provisions of the — 
erallaw. To do more than this would be to place him on a better basis 
aro the soldiers of the war, which would clearly be eS 

Your committee therefore recoummend that the do pass after being 
amended as fcllows: 

Strike out all after the word “ Legion," in line 7, and insert in lieu thereof 
the words, “at a rate onate to the degree of disability from such 

ot wound of the forehead as may be shown to the satisfaction of the 
tary of the Interior to have been i:curred ii an engagement with the 
enemy during the Morgan raid.” 

Mr. BRETZ. Mr. Chairman, I understand that there is a mo- 
tion poneing to report the bill to the House with a recommen- 
dation that it be laid on the table. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr, Hare). The Clerk will report the 
amendment recommended by the committee. 


and he is ae, 


Marcu 23, 





: The amendment reported by the committee was read, as fol- 
ows: 


Strike out all after the word *‘ Legion,” iu line7, and insert in iieu thereof 
the words “‘at arate proportionate to the degree of disability from such 

unshot wound of the forehead as may be shown to the satisfaction of the 
Secretary of the Interior to have been incurred in an engagement with the 
enemy during the Morgan raid.” 


Mr. BRETZ. Mr. Chairman, this is one of the bills we had 
up some time ago when the nature of this claim was fully stated 
to the House. There was some question as to whether there 
were any precedents for a apecial bill of this character. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Not having been present when the re- 
port was read, Mr. Chairman, I wish to know how it was this 
soldier got wounded? 

Mr. BRETZ. I will state that to the gentleman from Georgia. 
In July, 1863, Gen. Morgan crossed the Ohio River on a raid 
through Indiana and Ohio. This man belonged to an organiza- 
tion in the State of Indiana known as the Indiana Legion, or 
Home Guard, and was regularly mustered into that service. I 
do not mean that he was mustered into the United States serv- 
ice; but he was regularly mustered in, and was subject to the 
order of the governor of the State. WhenGen. Morgan crossed 
the river and went through Indiana into Ohio, these men were 
called out and pursued him. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Whocalled them out, the governor? 

Mr. BRETZ. The governor of the State—Governor Morton. 
Near Salem, Ind., there was an engagement between Gen. Mor- 
gan’'s forces and this organization, and in that engagement the 
man received a gunshot wound in the forehead, of the truth of 
which I know nothing, except that which is contained in the 
statement and the proof of those who were with him. There 
are quite a number of affidavits to that effect from those who 
were with him in that service. 

Now, this bill provides that he must prove to the satisfaction 
of the Secretary of the Interior that he was wounded in an en- 
gagement in defense of the State, that he was wounded by the 
enemy, and unless he is able to make that proof he gets no pen- 
sion. In other words, this bill simply gives him a day in court. 
1t does not give him any specific sum at all, but simply allows 
him to make his proof. If he received a wound that entitles 
him toa pensior and he can make satisfactory proof of it, he 
gets just as much pension as he can show he is entitled to. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Under the law of 1890? 

Mr. BRETZ. It only lets him go before the Interior Depart- 
ment to prove his case. 

Mr. TAYLOR. of Indiana. It simply gives him a status be- 
fore the Davartment to prove his claim. 

Mr. BRETZ. Exactly. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. Subject to the provisions of the pen- 
sion laws. - 

Mr. BRETZ. Certainly; subject to all the provisions of the 
existing pension laws. 

Mr.STALLINGS. Why did he not go in under the old law? 

Mr. BRETZ. He could not. He was not a regularly enlisted 
soldier. He belonged to what was knownas the Indiana Legion. 

Mr. COX. He was called out by the governor of the State. 

Mr. BRETZ. Yes; by the governor. 

Mr. COX. He was a soldier of the State. 

Mr. BRETZ. That is what he was. 

Mr. COX. Now, has not the State in her legislation made 
any provision for such cases? 

Mr. BRETZ. No, sir. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. There is none in our State, nor in 
any of the Northern States. 

* Mr. COX. We have made such provision in the South, but 
that was the only thing we could do. 

Mr. BRETZ. Iwill state further, that the captain of this 
man’s company was pensioned for injuries received in that identi- 


raid. 

Mr. STALLINGS. May I ask the gentleman a question for 
information? 

Mr. BRETZ. Certainly. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Was there not a statute passed—I think 
in 1866—allowing pensions to militia soldiers, men situated 
like this one, provided they could prove disability received in 
the line of duty? 

Mr. BRETZ. No, sir; I think not. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I think the gentleman is mistaken about 
that. I think there was sucha statute and that I can show it, 
but I believe that under that statute the claimant was required 
to make his proof by 1874 or 1875. 

Mr. BRETZ. I shall be very = indeed if the gentleman 
can show such a statute as that. I have noknowledge of it. 

Mr. STA GS. I think there was a statute passed in 1865 
or 1866 that gave to this class of soldiers, militiamen, pensions 
provided they ay their disabilities within a certain time. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. I think the gentleman is wrong. 








1894. 





I have no knowledge of any such statute which would apply to 
this case. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. There wasaFederal statute of that kind, 
but application had to be made under it by 1876. 

Mr. STALLINGS. lf there was such a statute as that I want 
to know why this man did not come in under it? 

Mr. BRETZ. I willsay to the gentleman thatif there was any 
such statute as that, and [ do not knowanything about any such 
statute, it was never resorted to by anyone in Indiana or any- 
where else that [ know of, because Congress has been passing 
just such bills as this for the relief of the militiamen of various 
States of the Union. To show this, I will ask the Clerk to read 
a portion of the report in another case in the first session, Fif- 
tieth Congress. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Enoch Weathers enlisted ina volunteer militia company formed in Craw- 
ford County, Ind., in July, 1863, called the Marengo Light Guards, organized 
expressly for the purpose of suppressing the ‘‘ Morgan raid.”’ 

he organization was in conformity to the militia law of Indiana, ap- 
proved May 11, 1861, and it is proved that said company elected its officers 
and was mustered into the Indiana Legion, and that each member thereof 
took the oath of allegiance. The said Enoch Weathers was elected captain 
of said company, and was duly commissioned by Governor Oliver P. Mor- 
ton. He asks that Congress pass a special act for his relief on the ground 
that while acting as a member of said company. and in line of duty, about 
the 17th day of July, 1863, at New Albany, Ind., while soa in bringing a 
cannon on board of a boat he was ruptured in the right side by being se- 
verely struck with the tongue ofa gun carriage. He has made no application 
for pension for the reason that the Pension Department do not consider 
claims arising from injuries received by persons belonging to State militia 
organizations. 

be 


Mr. BRETZ. Now, Mr. Chairman, that there ma no 
question as to its being the policy of Congress to pass bills of this 
kind, I will call attention to another case reported in the Filti- 
eth Congress, where a militiaman of West Virginia, acting in 
the same capacity as the man for whose benefit the pending bill 
is intended, received a pension. The same is true also of mem- 
bers of the militia of Kansas and of Illinois. Sothat there can be 
no question as to the precedents for a bill of this kind; the only 
difference being that in each of the cases to which I refer the appli- 
cant was granted a specitic pes, while this bill does not grant 
any specific sum, but simply, as [have already said, permits this 
man to make his proof, and then, if he is able to do that, he is 
to receive such pension as his proof entitles himto. If he is un- 
able to make the proof he gets no pension. Now, unless some 
gentleman desires to ask further questions, I will ask that the 
bill be laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of this bill 
being laid aside with afavorable recommendation. I think it is 
only fair and just that this man should be pensioned if he can 
make a satisfactory showing before the proper tribunal. The 
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Congress of the United States did pass an enabling act to meet | 


these cases, but I think the limitation ran against it in July, 1874, 
and evidently this man, if he was wounded as alleged in the bill 
and in the report, did not avail himself of that statute and prob- 
ably never heard of it. I do not think it is good policy for us to 
make fish of one man and fleshof another. There are thousands 
and tensof thousands of men on the pension roll who did no more 
service and incurred no more disability than this man did. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Many of them not so much, for he 
was shot. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Yes, this man was shot. He was shot, 
it is true, while in the service of the State, but while he was re- 
sisting the enemies of the Federal authority, and the man who 
had the moral courage to enter the State militia and fight such 
a gang as John Morgan carried with him is entitled to some no- 
tice and some consideration from this House. [Laughter.] 

I hope there will not be a single vote on either side against 
laying this bill aside with a favorable report. 

{Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” “ Vote!”’] 

r. STALLINGS. Iwill not occupy more than a moment. 
But I have some pride of opinion when it comes to the question 
of a statute which I have undertaken tocite. Now, I call the 
attention of the gentleman from Indiana to the statutory pro- 
vision bearing on this case, and to which I referred. It is in 
these words: 


Any person not an enlisted soldier in the Army, serving for the time being 
as a member of the militia of = State, under orders of an officer of the 
United States, or who volunteered for the time being to serve with any rez- 
ularly organized military or naval force of the United States, or who other- 
wise volunteered and rendered service in any engagement with rebeis or 
Indians, disabled in consequence of wounds or injury received in the line of 





' 


duty in such temporary service. But no claim of a State militiaman, or | 


nonenlisted person, on account of disability from wounds or injury received 
in battle with rebels or Indians, while temporarily rendering service, shall 
— unless prosecuted to a successful issue prior to the 4th day of July, 

Now, Lasked the gentleman why it was, if this man was dis- 
abled in that battle, he did not make claim under this statute? 
He had, as I understand, from 1864 till 1874 to make his claim. 
I wanted to know why that was not done. 
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Mr. BRETZ. I will not take issue with the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. STALLINGS] as to the statute. I will simply say 
I had no knowledge of the existence of any such statute. But 
the reading of this statutory provision shows that it expired in 
i874. 

Mr. STALLINGS. That is exactly what I suggested to the 
gentleman, and I asked him why advantage was not taken of 
this statute while it was in force. 

Mr. BRETZ. Why this man never applied for a pension dur- 
ing the existence of that law I am unable to say. I suppose he 
was in the sime condition as all these other men who have been 
pensioned by special acts, the reports on whose cases I hold in 
my hand. lL refer to these bills passed during the Fiftieth and 
Fifty-first Congresses. I do not know why these persons did 
not apply during the existence of the statute. I suppose they 
knew nothing about it, as [ presume was the case with this man. 

Mr. CABANISS. On looking at this statute, I find that it was 
not pissed until March, 1873; and as it expired in 1874, the sol- 
dier had only about one year in which to take advantage of it. 

Mr. BRETZ. I thank my friend for that information; it con- 
firms thesuggestion I just made that these persons probably knew 
nothing about the statute. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. [suppose that under the circumstances it 
may reasonably be taken fpr granted that this man was notaware 
of the existence of such a statute. 

Mr. BRETZ. Thatis whatI say. It appears that the statute 
ran only about one year. Mr. Chairman, [ now ask for a vote. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I would like toask the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. CABANISS] where he gets his authority for stating 
that the provision which I read was not passed until 1875. 

Mr. CABANiSS. Thatis the annotation which I find on the 
margin—March 3, 1873. 

Mr. STALLINGS. That applies to section 1; but this is sec- 
tion 3. 

Mr. CABANISS. But section 3 is marked the same way. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Ido not care particulary about that mat- 
ter. I only wanted to know why this man did not apply before 
the statute expired. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Tho answer is that presumably 
he did not know of the existence of the statute. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, in my view it makes 
no difference whether this soldier knew of the existence of this 
statute or not. If he had known of it it would not have helped 


him. Nosoldierof this Indiana Legion could have been bene- 
fited at allby this statute. It will beobserved tnat the wording 
is this: 


Any person not an enlisted soldier in the Army, serving for the time being 
as amember of the militia of any State, under orders of an officer of the 
United States, or who volunteered for the time being to serve with any reg 
nlarly organized military or naval force of the United States— 

That is not this case at all. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Read just one line further. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Well, [ think even in that case 

Mr. STALLINGS (reading): 
or who otherwise volunteered and rendered service in any engagement 
with rebels or Indians. 

John Morgan was a ‘‘ rebel.” 

Mr. MARTIN ofIndiana. Mr. Chairman, I think the provision 
referred to has no reference at all to services rendered by the [n- 
diana Legion. It never has been urged, I believe, on the floor of 
this House that in a case of this kind the act referred to had any 
application. HenceI think the question asked by the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. STALLINGS| is answered in this way—that 
the act cited does not cover this case. 

[Cries of ‘* Vote!” “* Vote!” ] 

The CHAIRMAN. Theamendments reported with this bill 
from the committee were, as the Chair understands, acted upon 
last Friday evening. The question is now, Shall the bill as 
amended be laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation? 

The question was decided in the affirmative. 


WARREN ALONZO ALDEN. 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2108) to 
perfect the military record of Warren Alonzo Alden. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and required to enter the name of Warren Alonzo Alden upon the 
roll of Company H of the Ninety-second Ohio Volunteer Infantry, with a 
statement of the fact that he faithfully served the United States in said or- 
caeentton, commencing August 15, 1862, and continuing until January 5, 
1863. 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and re 
uired to complete the record as to the services of Warren Alonzo Alden in 
mpeny C, Fourth Independent Battalion Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, in 
which he served from July 10, 1863, to October 10, 1863. 


Mr.LIVINGSTON. Iaskfor the reading of the report in this 
case. 
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The report as already published in the proceedings of last 
Friday night was again read. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I should like to know who introduced the 
bill, and should like to have a statement from him. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. There is nothing in it, only to make 
this man eligible to join the Grand Army of the Republic. He 
can not draw a pension. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the bill was in- 
troduced by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DURBOROW]. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. I move that it be passed without 
—— so that the gentleman from Illinois may explain it. 

Mr. STALLINGS. That has been the custom, to let the man 
who introduced a bill explain it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the bill will be passed 
over without prejudice. 

There was no objection. 


LUCINDA C, WHEELER. 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1463) 
qrenies a pension to Mrs. Lucinda C. Wheeler, widow of John 

. Wheeler. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eic,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Mrs. Lucinda 
C. Wheeler, widow of John H. Wheeler, late private in Company L, Seven~h 
Regiment Tennessee Cavalry, in the war of 1861, and grant hera pension at 
ol a of $12 per month, subject, however, to the limitations of the pension 

The report, as published in the proceedings of Friday, March 
16, was read. 

Mr. STALLINGS. That is the case we had up here on last 
Friday night. Ihave examined the facts in that case as well as 
Tcould. I was opposed to it last Friday night, and I am opposed 
toit to-night, for the identical reasons [ gave before. 1 will ask 
that that case be laid aside. There are other cases that ought 
to come up that are meritorious. I do not think it ought to be 
favorably reported, and I ask that it be laid aside. 

Mr. PICKLER. I object. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I, of course, — to the gentle- 
man from Alabama |Mr. STALLINGS] in all that he says about 
his notion that there is no merit in this case, but the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions have examined this ease carefully, have 
een all the evidence, and they feel that the case is merito- 
rious. 

Mr. CABANISS. Who introduced it? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. It was introduced by the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. SmrrxH]. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. If he is not here, let it be laid aside until 
he does come. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. [If there be no objection, Mr. Chair- 
man, I will ask that it be passed over until the gentleman from 
illinois [Mr. SurTH] can be here. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
that the bill be laid aside without prejudice, until the author 
may have an opportunity to explain it. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

CELESTIA P. HARTT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5351) granting a pension to Celestia P. Hartt. 
Tho bill was read, as follows: 


Be # enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is Pewee au- 
thorized an‘ directed to place on the pension roll the name of Celestia P. 
Hartt, widow of Samuel T. Hartt, late naval constructor. and allow her a 
pension equal to that allowed oficers in the Navy of the grade of 


The report (by Mr. TAWNEY) was read, as follows: 


was appointed a naval consuructor July 5, . served as such at the 
navy-yards at Norfolk, Va.,and Pensacola, Fia., and-that he died at Nor- 

folk, Va. while still in the naval service, 10, 1859. 
The claim of the widow has been rejected of the fact that at that 
time naval constructors were civilian —-. but it is shown that by 
legislation enacted July 25, 1866, naval constructors and first 


second assistant engineers were given rank and pay as officers of the 


It Is shown by evidence satisfactory to your committee that the officer 
died from @ Oo ware Feeney 
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Teidin os une Hertel unegiyand trom Washington, D.C walther be und 
five months after this ca astrophe, leaving a widow. the claimant, Who bas 
ever since remained his widow, and five of his children. all under 8 years of 
Se estate practically yielding no revenue to 

Ecbedsastede Sek as techs Un Gis eaten anaes dee 
tracted by him in performance of his duty, thus rendering the Government 


responsibie for his premature death, your committee believe that she should 
have the benefit of the legisiation subsequently enacted for the benefit of 
this class of officers and their widows. 

Besides, it is shown that the claimant is over 63 years of age, in impaired 
health. and with no adequate source of subsistence. 

The passage of the bill grantinz a pension as of the grade of nuval con- 
ae _— rank of captain, United States Navy (330 per month), is rec- 
ommended, 


Mr. LANE. I want to raise a point of order on that bill. 

Mr. MOSES. I move to strike out “thirty” and insert 
“twelve.” 

Mr. LANE. What committee reported that bill? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. The Pension Committee. 

Mr. LANE. Had they any right todo that? I do not think 
this man was ever a caiiien, or that he was ever in the army 
service at all, or in the naval service. I raise the point of order 
that the Committee on Pensions have no jurisdiction of ths 
class of claims. They have only jurisdiction of matters con- 
nected with the Army or the Navy. He wasinneither. He was 
simply an employ‘of the Government. I wish to raise the point 
of order that the committee have no jurisdic:ion in the matter. 

Mr. CORTIS of New York. In answertothe gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. LANE], who raises the point of order, I desire to 
say that the rule relates not to the connection with the service, 
but to the performance of service in connection with the De- 
partment of the Army or Navy; and, therefore, either the Com- 
mitiee on Pensions or the Committee on Invalid Pensions have 
ample jurisdiction to consider a bill in relation to a person who 
served in a capacity connected with the Army or Navy, whether 
he was mustered in or not. If the service he rendered of that 
character justifies the committee in giving consideration to it, 
it comes, as a matter of equity, properly before the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. MOSES. I move to strike out “thirty” and insert 
** twelve.” 

Mr. STALLINGS. Before that amendment is put I wish to 
know who introduced the bill? 

Mr. TYLER. Mr. Chairman, I introduced this bill, and intro- 
duced it not simply for the purpose of getting anything that the 
committee might choose to grant this widow, but to have her 
placed on the roll where she is entitled to be placed. By read- 
ing the report of the committee and the facts stated, it will 
clearly appear te the committee that she is entitled to be placed 
on the pension rolls, and that she is entitled to all the rights 
that such action may give her. 

Mr. KILGORE. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt 
him: 

Mr. TYLER. Certainly. 

Mr. KILGORE. My understanding is thatthe husband of this 
lady died in 1859, and that at that time constructors in the Navy 
were civilians? 

Mr. TYLER. That is true. 

Mr. KILGORE. In 1866, however, Congress enacted a law 

a constructors of the Navy on the same footing with sol- 
ers. 

Mr. TYLER. On the same footing with officers of the Navy. 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes; with officers of the Navy. Now, I un- 
derstand that the gentleman from Virginia seeks to make that 
law apply to this case. 

Mr. TYLER. Just as it would apply to this case. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand if this party had lived through 
the war, had undergone the peril incident to the war, and had 
died after 1866, his widow would have been entitled tothe bene- 
fits of thatact. That is precisely the point on which the act of 
1866 was passed, because these constructors during the war en- 
dured just as much hardship and peril as any officerin the Navy, 
and therefore they were entitled to the same privileges. 

Mr. TYLER. I am free to admit, Mr. Chairman, that I un- 
derstand that that is the reason of the passage of the law of 1866, 

lacing these civilian employés, as they had not been up to that 

oy. on an equality with the officers of the Navy; but I say to 

the gentleman that as far as any peril these officers might have 

through because of the war, it did not exceed thatendured 

y this constructor, who died by reason of exposure during an 
accident in line of duty. 

Mr. KILGORE. Thatismerely the opinion of the committee, 
and they are liable to be mistaken about that. 

Mr. There is no opinion about it. That is the 


drowned, but he contracted a dis- 
ease by pecensalbse eee He lived four — months — 
that : suppose that t gentleman ma 
Texas de the fact as stated in the report. 
KILGORE. But the 


Mr. 
clusive with me. 
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Mr. TYLER. Ican understand that; but I think those circum- | 
stances are conclusive to the committee here. 

Mr. KILGORE. That is hardly prima facie. 

Mr. TYLER. I will say that the prima facie statement made | 
by the committee must be accepted unless the gentleman from 
Texas can deny it. 

Mr. TATE. Hecandeny anything. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TYLER. I know: but he would not deny it. Icall the | 
attention of the committee to the facts stated in the report. I 
assume that the committee in reporting this case was very care- 
ful in examining all the evidence before them. It is evidence 
of record, and there can be no question about the facts as stated; 
and from those facts the committee has decided that this party 
is entitled to receive a pension. 

Mr. KILGORE. Assuming all the facts to be true, my con- | 
clusion is that his widow would have been entitled to be placed 
on the pension roll under the act of 1866 if he had lived during 
the war and participated in the dangers and hardships of the 
war. 

Mr. TYLER. Iwill say to the gentleman from Texas that 
this officer would very gladly have lived through the war. 
[Laughter.] It was not the fault of the officer that he did not. 
It was the fault of the United States Government, in whose 
employment he was at the time he died and in whose service he 
was when the exposure occurred which caused his death. It 
seems to me that it is only an act of justice that the Govern- 
ment should give to his widow the same right that she would 
have had and which would hive been an indefeasible right had | 
he lived six years longer in the service of the country. 

Mr. KILGORE. On the sametheory, if you carried it to its 
logical conclusion that it is the fault of the Government, then | 
Iam entitled to a pension, although I was on the wrong side in | 
that little performance. [Laughiter.] The Government is not 
to blame for it, but [am to blame. I have relented. 

Mr. TYLER. I hope that the gentleman—— 

Mr. KILGORE (continuing). I am willing to forgive these | 
gentlemen. [Laughter. | 

Mr. TYLER. [ hope the gentleman will gaton tho right 
side to-night and vote for this bill. 

Mr. KILGORE. Icxm not do that. 

Mr. TYLER. I think it appeals to the sense of justice and 
it appeals to the kindly feeling of humanity. 

This lady has now reached the age of 63 years. She is an in- 
valid herself, and in very dependentcireumstances; and I think 
this bill appeals especially to thiscommittee. 

Mr. KILGORE. Now, if the gentleman will permit me, the 
observations just made are altogether on the charity side of the 
question. 

Mr. TYLER. Idid not understand what the gentleman said. | 

Mr. KILGORE. Isaid yourobservations in behalf of this lady | 
are altogether upon the charity side. Of course, that appeals 
to everybody. But itis not the business of this Government | 
to dispense charity unless there is some other condition. I say 

| 


that this would be a wide departure from any rule that has 
ever existed on which this House has been granting pensions 
ever since [ have been connected with it: and if we should make 
a departure of this kind we would throw the doors open toa 
great number of such ciaims. 

Mr. TYLER. I can not see how that could be true, thatit will | 
throw open thedoor to similar claims. How canit bs? Do you | 
know of any other naval constructor—— 

Mr. KILGORE. If you had been here as long as I have, you 
would have known that there have been plenty of them. 

Mr. TYLER. Do you know of any other naval constructor 
who died anterior to the war from exposure in the service? 

Mr. KILGORE. No, sir; but they will come here promptly if | 
this is done. 

Mr. TYLER. “Sufficient unto the day is the evil thereof.” 
Iam not frightened by shadows or deterred from doing an act 
of justice because | apprehend somebody will claim and take ad- 
vantage of myact. But I donot appeal to thiscommittee on the 
ground of charity. I wasappealing to thegentiemanfrom Texas 
on that ground. because I think he is more easily approachable 
when we appeal to his charitable nature than when we appeal to | 
his simple sense of justice. 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes,sir. {Laughter.] 

Mr. TYLER. Lhope the committee will report the bill favor- 








ably. 
Mr. MADDOX. Can the gentleman from Virginia tell us| 
when this act was ? 

Mr. TYLER. is act was passed on the 25th of July, 1866, 
and this officer died on May 10, 1859. 
Mr. MADDOX. Since the passage of that act these naval 
constructors have become regular officers; they are appointed 
for a certain specified time, during which they have to serve 
like any other officers or soldiers, but prior to that time they 
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were merely civilians, and could quit the service of thei: 





OoWn 
free will at any time. Is not that true? 
Mr. TYLER. That is true, with certain limitations. 
Mr. MADDOX. Now, right there, 1 think the report of the 


committee is wrong. The committee base their report in favor 
of this lady s claim to a pension upon the ground that since the 


| passage of the act of 1866 these naval constructors having be- 


come officers their widows would be entitled to pensions in caso 
of their death. Butit should be remembered that anterior to 
the passage of that act they were not ollicers, and, therefore, 


they were not nor were their widows entitled to pensions. This 
man could have quit the service any time he pleased. 

Mr. TYLER. Sut the fact is that he did not quit tl rvice. 
He died in the service and in the line of duty. I consider that 
he died as much in tho line of duty as if he had been shot by an 


enemy, as if he had lived four years longer and had been killed 
in the civil war. Anterior to the passage of the act of 1836 his 


widow, if he had died, would not have been entitled ton pension, 
and in order to give her one it would have been : sary to 


have had a special act, as it is now. 

Mr. MADDOX. Suppose a postmaster had 
that occasion? 

Mr. TYLER. Well, if an act of Congress six years afterwards 
had placed postmasters upon the same footing with the officers 
of the Army or of the Navy, I think that the widow of a post- 
master who died in the performance of his duty anterior to the 
passage of that act would have been entitled to a pension, as I 
claim this lady is. 

Mr. MADDOX. 
to be retroactive. 

Mr. TYLER. The obsect of thisis thatitshall be retroactive, 
except that the person who is to be the recipient of the pension 
is alive now and that she is the widow of one who was in the em 
ploy of the Government in the United States Navy, and who, if 
1e had lived, would have been an officer of the Navy with the 
rank of captain. 

if this man had lived until 1865, had served the United States 
Government through the war, and had returned from that serv- 
ice covered with wounds, as a civil employs he would not have 
been, nor, in case of his death, would his widow have been, en- 
titled to a pension prior to the act of 1866; yet I have no doubt 
that if a special bill had been presented in this House to grant 
her a pension, it would have passed without a dissenting voice 
if her husband had shared in any of the battles of the war. It 
seems to me that the reason objection is made to this is because 
it happens to be an antebellum pension, but surely you have 


been drowned on 
o 
In other 


words, you say that this law ought 


| enough pensions arising out of the civil war, and why is it you 
| object now to giving a pension to the widow of a man who, if he 


were alive to-day, would be a naval officer? 

Mr. MADUVOX. My ob,ection is the precedent you are about 
to set. How many people are there engaged in the navy-yards, 
or employed in connection with the Navy, but who are not en- 
listed in the service, to whom we might be required to give pen- 
sions on the same principle? There might be thousands and 
tens of thousands of them. Every person who worked in aship 
or in a navy-yard might claim a pension if the doors were thrown 
open in this manner. 

Mr. TYLER. The gentleman is allowing his imagination, or 
his desire for argument, to get ahead of the facts in this case. 
This bill applies only to a purticular grade, that of naval con- 
structor. These naval constructors are not numerous; they are 
not as thick as blackberries; you do not find them everywhere. 
You find only one in a yard. 

Mr. MADDOX. Iam aware of that fact. 

Mr. TYLER. This man, if he were alive now, would be hard 
upon 70 years of age. He died in the service in 1859. I can not 
conceive that any other such case is likely to arise. 

Mr. MADDOX. Let me tell the gentleman that if we pass 
this bill he will probably find that they are more numerous than 
he thinks. 

Mr. TYLER. 
thereof. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, do I understand 
that there is an amendment before the committee, or is the ques- 
tion on the bill as origin lly presented? 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the amendment, as 
I understand the introducer of the bill is opposed to it. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Then, Mr.Chairman, lam opposed 
to this bill, radically opposed to it. for several reasons. t think 


Possibly; but sufficient untothe day is the evil 


| the reason assigned by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MADDOX] 
| isa very substantial one indeed, and a good reason why this bil! 


should be rejected by this committee. 

But, apart from that fact, this bill is reported to this House to 
grant this widow a pension of $30a month. Naval constructors 
who served during the entire war are not granted at this time 
pensions of that amount unless they rank equal to captains, 
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do not understand that even the naval constructors who served 
during the war, or their widows, are entitled to a pension of $30. 
There are some, it is true, who attain a high position as naval 
constructors—some who rank as captains and others as lieuten- 
ants. In such cases, where the men served during the war and 
were injured or incurred disabilities, the man or his widow is 
entitled to but $20. 

A MEMBER. Twenty-five dollars. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. As low as $20 in some cases—from 
$20 to $30. Where the naval constructor ranked as acommander, 
which is a rank below captain, the pension is $25; where he 
ranked as lieutenant the pension is $20. But that law with ref- 
erence to naval constructors was enacted for the very reason as- 
signed by the gentleman from Texas: that those men were nec- 
essarily compelled during the war to go along with the naval 
forces in order to superintend the repairs of vessels while in 
active engagement. fore that time naval constructors were 
simply ship carpenters—mere civilians, as much so as postmas- 
ters. For that reason I am opposed to this bill. 

Mr. TYLER. Mr. Chairman, there is no dispute about the 
fact that this person was a civil employé of the Government at 
the time of his death. But J assume, and I think I havearight 
to assume, that the naval constructor of a decade or three de- 
cades ago was as necessary to the service of the United States 
as such an officer is to-day; that it was as great an honor then 
to be a good naval constructor, performing aithful duty in that 
line, as it is to-day. I conceive that if this man had lived up to 
the time of the war, had served through the war, and had died 
in 1865, his widow would have been entitled to a pension, even 
though he had not served in the naval forces of the United 
States. But in 1866 this law was passed placing naval construc- 
tors upon the same level with naval officers; and the only rea- 
son, as I understand 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. That was done only on the theory 
assigned by the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr, TYLER. Inreference tothe proposed amount of the pen- 
sion—$30 per month—I will say that the committee have re- 
ported this amount because they recognized the claim of this 
widow to stand in the same position in which she would have 
stood had her husband survived the year 1866. He was a full 
naval constructor; he would have ranked as a captain in the 
Navy; and would have been entitled, as I understand, under the 
act of 1866 to a pensionof $30 permonth. If the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. TAYLOR] objects to this billon the ground that the 
amount allowed is excessive, I should bo very glad if he would 
tell me what would be a proper amount. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. I would be in favor of allowing 
this lady, from considerations of charity simply, the amount desig- 
nated in the amendment of the chairman of the committee—the 
same amount allowed other widows—$8 or $12 per month. 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. Chairman, I have not said anything thus 
far in this debate, because this report was adopted at a com- 
mittee meeting when I was not present. I asked my friend on 
the committee to say something about it, because I understood 
he was there. But I believe this bill is a just one. Here is an 
old woman 63 years of age whose husband died in the line of 
duty, performing the same obligations to the Government that 
the husbands of ounger widows performed—widows who are 
now receiving $30 per month. 

As to the suggestion in regard to the law passed in 1866, I 
will say that it was amended in 1871, and to-day if a naval con- 
structor attains the age of 35 years, and if he meets his death 
in the line of duty, though he may never have been engaged in 
war, the United States Government gives his widow a pension 
of $30 a month.. 

What are the facts here? The husband of this old woman per- 
formed forty years ago the identical duty that has since then 
been performed by younger men whose widows are receiving 
pensions. For many years she has fought the battles of life 
alone. The testimony is that she was left with eight little chil- 
dren to support and withouta single dollar. Gentlemen here 
are willing to give younger widows $30 a month; would they 
deny a small pittance to this old woman whose husband per- 
formed equally faithful duty? 

Mr. STALLINGS. If her husband died in 1859, has she eight 
small children now? 

Mr. MOSES. I said she was left with eight little children. 

Mr. STALLINGS, They are grown now. 

Mr. MOSES. Of course — are. And it is an honor to her 
that she has never come here before asking a pension. I am not 
here especially to defend this bill. When it was first read I 
a. to it; but on looking into the facts I believe it isa 
just and ht to \ 

Tam willing to yield for any question that any member wishes 
to ask me about it. We are now giving $30 per month to 
widows whose husbands have tary or naval serv- 
ice, and who have died since the war; and yet we can not give 





this old woman, who was left in penury and want in 1859, even 
eight, ten, or twelve dollars per month. I proposed an amend- 
ment of 312 per month, because I thought she ought to have 
something; and rather than see the bill fall entirely, I was will- 
ing to strike out “thirty” and insert ‘“‘twelve.” If the gentleman 
will allow me, I believe I will offer that amendment now. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Letit go atthirty. The others get that. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion or two. Were the wives of officers of the regular Arm 
— —— then? Were Mexican soldiers pensioned then? 

Mr. SES. They are drawing pensions now. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. That isnot the question. Wasanybody 
drawing pensions in 1859? 

Mr. BLAIR. Yes; when they died in the service. 

Mr. MOSES. Not these naval constructors. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mexican soldiers themselves could not 
draw pensions in 1859. 

Mr. MOSES. What has that got to do with granting this 
old woman a pension now? — 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. From a charitable standpoint it has 
nothing to do with it; but the gentleman says this would be an 
act of justice. He must make a discrimination between justice 
and charity. 

Mr. MOSES. Did not her husband hold the same rank? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. He held no rank at all then. 

-Mr. MOSES. Asa matter of fact, as to the service performed, 
did he not perform the same service, and did he not die in the 
line of duty, while in the service of his Government? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. That is not the question. The question 
I ask my colleague is, did he have any rank anywhere at that 
time? Why of course he had not. Was he entitled to anything 
under the law? Of course he was not. 

Mr. MOSES. Thatis the reason why we bring in a special 
bill. It is the equity in these cases that we consider, and the 
equity in this case is all upon the side of the woman. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. MOSES. Yes. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. reece this naval constructor had been 
an Officer of the Navy at the time he died, would he have been 
entitled toany pension? I understand that Mexican soldiers were 
not granted any pension then. 

Mr. MOSES. ensions were granted in 1866. 

Mr. TYLER. The widow ofa captain dying before the war 
would have been entitled to a pension now. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Would she at that time? 

Mr. TYLER. Notat that time; but she would now. 

Mr. NORTHWAY . If we open the door to pension this widow, 
ought we not to pension every widow of every soldier in the 
regular Army who died between 1846 and 1860? 

Mr. MOSES. I am ready to pension any widow of any soldier 


who died for his country in any war of the United States. 


Mr. NORTHWAY. Soam I. 

Mr. SWANSON, Are not all these private bilis introduced 
for the purpose of doing equity where a person can not come in 
under the general law? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Yes; but—- 

Mr. SWANSON. I have never seen one private bill intro- 
duced yet which was not introduced for the purpose of doing 
equity. 

r NORTHWAY. Very well—— 

Mr. SWANSON. What difference does it make whether a 
man died since 1866 er before, provided he died in the service of 
thisGovernment? Is not one entitled to a pension as well as the 
other? These private bills are introduced here to equalize such 
matters. Here is a bill to give the same right to this woman, 
whose husband died before 1366, as you give under the general law 
tothe widows of men whodied since 1866. Every private pension 
bill introduced here is introduced with the view of giving some 
person who could not come in under ome law the same 
right that others enjoy under the general law. I say this is a 
case of the same kind and character. If you have a general 
statute to allow pensions to widows of men who died since 1866, 
and there are one or two cases of persons who died before 1866 
under precisely similar circumstances—I say if you are going to 
— things of that kind, this is a case where it should be 

one. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying aside the bili 
with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Mr. Chairman, in explanation of the 
question, I want to say that [agree with everyone here who 
would pension in the largest d possible the widows of sol- 
diers who died in the service. I would equalize all cases. If 
there is any general law applying to a class of individuals, and 

which ap 


there isan ex es to one person, I would re- 
move that and bring it into that class. 
Mr.SWA N. Why is nct this just such a case? 
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Mr. NORTHWAY. If there had been any law pensioning 
soldiers or sailors in the regular Army from 1846 down to 1882, 
if there had been any bar to this widow, anything that would 
take her out of the class, I would be willing to remove that and 
put her into the general class. 

But you pension her and you do by her what we are not doing 
by any other officer who died at that time and left a widow. If 
her husband had been in the Navy at that time and had died 
she would not be entitled to any pension at all at that time. 

Mr. SWANSON. Suppose her husband had lived until 1867, 
as a naval constructor, would she not have been entitled to a 
pension? He would have been very glad to have lived. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. If you give this widow a pension, it 
would compel you to pension all the widows of soldiers and offi- 
cers of the Army during those periods; and unless we do that I 
do not see why we should make the exception. 

Mr. SWANSON. Is not the difficulty this: The presentlaw 
specifies that if he died and had not performed services his 
widow should not receive pension; but if he had performed serv- 
ices that we pension for the services performed, and not for the 
dateof them? This man performed the same services that would 
apply to the general service. Do you not pension for the serv- 
ices performed; and if you do why should you be so technical as 
to apply it to the date of the death? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. If we pension this widow, let us pass a 
general law to pension all widows prior to the war. 

Mr. SWANSON. To pension the widows of all naval con- 
structors? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. To pension the widows of all officers of 
the regular Army. 

Mr. SWANSON. Thatobjection would apply to every special 

nsion case you have here every Friday night. You pass those 

ills because of some special cause; and then when we reach a 
case of that kind, you gentlemen say that we ought to have a 
general statute. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I had the floor, and I did not yield to the 
gentleman to make aspeech. Thisis my idea: If we take this 
widow and pension her because her husband died in the service, 
not in battle, but in time of peace; then why should we not pen- 
sion the widows of all officers and soldiers who.died at that time, 
on the same ground? 

Mr. SWANSON. 
regardless of what service was rendered. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Why should we pension all who died be- 
fore that time? Now, I say this: If we should pension this 


You do provide for all who died since 1866, | 
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widow, and I am not saying we should not do it, we should pass | 


a general statute pensioning the widows of all the officers and 
soldiers who died during any of those years. 
a general statute, so that that could be applied to all who were 
applicants for pension under such conditions. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to ask the gentleman from In- 
diana, chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, his 
view of this bill coming from his committee? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, this bill does not 
come from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. What is your view, is what he 
asked. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. It comes from the Committee on 
Pensions, of which the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. MosEs] 
is chairman. 

Mr. KILGORE. Ah! 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying aside the bill 
with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. PiCKLER. There is one point which I think has hardly 
been sufficiently stated. 


We should have | 


| needy, and in the natural order of things he can not | 


| rades. 


Mr. STALLINGS. Division. 
The committee divided: and there were—ayes 21, noes 30, 
So the motion was rejected. 


JOHN I. PATMAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
5111) for the relief of John I. Patman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and heis hereby, authorized 
and directed to place upon the roll of Capt. William U. Anderson, Maj. 
James Woods's Battalion of Georgia Volunteers, in the Indian war of 1836, 
the name of John I. Patman as a private, and recognize his service in said 
organization from the 10th day of June, 1836, when mustered into service, 


H.R. 





to the day of August, 1836, when mustered out and honorably dis- 
charged. 
The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Bretz). The Clerk will report the 


amendment. 

Mr. KILGORE. 
that bill. 

Mr. CABANISS. IThope the gentleman will wait till he hears 
the amendment and the report read. 

Mr. KILGORE. Very well. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The amendment was read as set forth in the report printed 
below. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
against the bill? : 

Mr. KILGORE. My impression is, that the amendment cures 
the defect that I undertook to reach by the point of order. I 
understood from the reading of the bill that it provided that 
this man should be put upon the pension roll by the Secretary 
of the Interior and have a pension at the rate of $88 a month. If 
that provision is not in the bill as amended, the point of order 
would not be well taken, and therefore I do not make it. 

Mr. CABANISS. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. MOSES) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. Sill) 
for the relief of John J. Patman, having had the sgme under consideration. 
— sctfully submit the following report: 

Mr. Patman alleges that he served in the Creek war of 1836 in Capt. W 
N. Anderson’s company, Third Battalion Georgia Volunteers, and his alle- 
gations are born» out by the testimony of Capt. Anderson and several com 
The period of service is shown by these witnesses to have been from 
June 7 to August 18, 1836. 

Asearch of t .e records of the War Department fails, however, to show the 
service, and because of this fact the application for pension under the In 
dian war act of July 27, 1892, filed by Mr. Patman at the Pension Bureau,was 
disallowed. There can not, however, be any doubt that the claimant ren 
dered the service, as the testimony of the witnesses above referred to is very 
direct and positive on this point. 

The proof also shows that Mr. Patman is very oid, about 80 years, and 
ong remain a charge 
upon the bounty of the Government if the relief prayed for is granted 

‘The passage of the bill isrecommended, with an amendment striking 


Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order on 


Does the gentleman make a point of order 


out 


| allafter the enacting clause and substituting in lieu thereof the following 


| private inCapt. William M. Anderson's company, Maj. James Wood 


It is this: If this naval constructor had | 


died in 1866, his widow would have been entitled to a pension. | 


Iam not expressing any opinion upon thiscase. We do not leg- 
islate anybody into the service in order to give their widows a 
pension. You see how difficult it is for militiamen to obtain 
pensions; men who fought. You see how difficult it is to get 
ensions for them unless the militiamen were injured or killed 
n battle. I simply wish to call attention to that fact. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Another pointin this case 
is this: If this widow is allowed to receive a pension it seems to 
me that it will open the doors very wide, and then we will have 
to go back and pension the widows of all the postmasters and 
a widows of men engaged in any kind of work for the United 

tates. 

A MEMBER. And of Congressmen. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. And the widows of Con- 
gressmen, and everything of that sort. It would open the door 
very wide; and a bill of this kind ought not to pass. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question ison laying the bill aside 
with a favorable recommendation. 

The qvestion was taken; and the Chairman announced that 
the ayés seemed to have it. 
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“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place upon the pension roll the name of John J. Patman, late a 
8 bat 


talion, Georgia Volunteers, in the Indian war of 1836, and allow him a pen- 


sion rated at #8 per month. 

Mr. CABANISS. Mr. Chairman, the facts in favor of this 
claim are simply these: By the testimony of a comrade who is 
now drawing a pension, this man served from the date men- 
tioned in the report until he was mustered out at the time men- 
tioned {n the report. That fact is established by the testimony 
of the captain of his company, who is now dead. It appears, 
however, that when this claimant made application for a pen- 
sion his name was not found upon the muster roll. That has 
been explained by the fact that the original roll was destroyed 
and the copy of it now in the Department omits his name, but 
there are a‘fidavits to the effect that Capt. Anderson, who, as I 
have stated, is now dead, made out a roll of his company and 
had it published, giving a history of the company and its mem- 
bers who went from the county where he lived and where this 
claimant lived, and that this min’s naine was upon that roll. 
There is the testimony of aman named Benson that this man was 
mustered in at the same time that he, Benson, was mustered in, 
and was mustered out atthe sametime. There is nodoubt, from 
the proof, that this man performed the service, and the fact that 
his name is not upon the muster roll is explained as I have 
stated, but, his name not being upon the roll, he failed to geta 
pension when he applied for it. 

Mr. KILGORE. My understanding from the report is that 
there isno record in the War Department, or in any Department 
of the Government, showing that this man served in that Indian 


| war. 


Mr.CABANISS. That is true. 

Mr. KILGORE. Now, I understand that they propose to ac- 
count for that by showing that the original muster roll was de- 
stroyed and another substituted. 

Mr. CABANISS. Yes: and his name is not upon 
roll. 

Mr. KILGORE, The trouble that I 
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is that if there is no record, while it may not be the fault of the 
soldier at all, the absence of such a record has generally been 
considered conclusive in such cases, 

Mr. CABANISS. I have stated that we have the affidavits of 
his comrades, and also the testimony of his captain. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand that, and I understand also 
that he enlisted from the county in which I was born, which is 
in his favor. |Laughter.] 

Mr. MOSES. I will say to the gentleman from Texas that we 
have the testimony of his own uncle, who is now drawing a pen- 
sion, that this man was in the service with him. 

Mr. KILGORE. That ought to be mighty good testimony. 
[Laughter.] I do not dispute the testimony of any of these gen- 
tlemen, Capt. Anderson, or Capt. Long, or my uncle, but the 
trouble is that the absence of a record has been considered con- 
clusive. 

Mr.CABANISS. Let mesuggesttothe gentleman from Texas 
that if the name was on the roll there would be no necessity for 
this bill, because the pension would have been granted long ago. 
We passed a bill similar to this last Friday evening. 

Mr. KILGORE, I have no doubt that the proof is sufficient 
to satisfy a court of equity; but whether it ought to satisfy this 
House or not [ do not know. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of this bill, 
from what has been stated here. I believe it is fully estab- 
lished that this man wis in the Army and ought to have a pen- 
sion; but I desire to draw the attention of the committee to the 
fact that this is precisely parallel with a case which the gentie- 
man from Alabama [Mr. STaLLINGs] objected to awhile ago— 
the case of a man who served in the last war, but whose name, 
by reason of a technicality, failed to appear on the muster roll. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I will ask the gentleman from South Da- 
kota what the case is he refers to? 

Mr. PICKLER. The case you objected to a while ago and 
which went over. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that 
the gentlemen are not discussing the bill that is before the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. PICKLER. My point is that in that other case it was 
shown beyond all doubt that the soldier had been in the service 
and had died in the service. 

Mr. SWANSON. Well, the gentleman from Alabamasimply 
agked to have it go over until agentleman should be present who 
could tell us all about it. 

Mr. PICKLER. Iam in favor of this bill, but I simply call 
attention to the fact that it is precisely similar to a case which 
the gentleman from Alabama refused a while ago to permit to 
go a ; 

Mr. STALLINGS, I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. CABANISS] a question or two in regard to this case. 

Mr. CABANTSS. Iam ready to answer. 

Mr. STALLINGS. The report states: 

Asearch of the records of the War Department fails, however, to show 
the service, and because of this fact.the application for pension under the 
Indian war act of July 27, 1892, fled by Mr, Patman at the Pension Bureau 
was disallowed. 

Mr. CABANISS. His name was not on the muster roll. 

Mr. SfALLINGS. Is the name on any roll at the War De- 

ithent? 

Mr. CABANISS. None, so faras I know. I have stated here 
that the original muster roll was destroyed, and that in making 
out the copy the name of this man was omitted. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Does the proof show that the original 
muster roll was destroyed? 

Mr. CABAMISS. That is my information. , 

Mr. STALLINGS. Does the gentleman know that to be a 
fact? 

Mr. CABANISS. Ido not. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Mr. Chairman, I think a man ought tobe 
consistent about these matters—— 

Mr. CABANISS. i know this, that the captain of this man’s 
company ststes that he was in his company and performed this 
sae. I know that one of hiscomrades now drawing a pension 
swears (we have his affidavit) thatthis man was mustered in the 
identical day that he was, and that he served with him until he 
was mustered out. 

Mr. SCfALLINGS. I will ask the gentleman to withdraw this 
ease until I can have the opportunity to look into it. 

Mr. P.CKLER. Let mes t to the gentleman that he 
should be consistent in the other direction; let him withdraw 
his objection to the other bill, and let us pass both. That will 
be consistent. 

Mr. STALLINGS. No, sir; I am stating my objection to this 


bill, 
Mr. CABANISS. If the gentleman wants to defeat the bill, 
now is as good a time as any other. I decline to withdraw it. 
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Mr. STALLINGS. Ido not desire to make any captious ob- 
jection to the bill; nor have I stated that I wanted to defeat it. 
t I do say that before I vote money out of the pockets of the 
taxpayers of the country I want to know the facts, and I am en- 
titled to know them. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Does my friend from Alabama 
[Mr. STALLINGS] think it entirely proper, when the House is 
considering legislation, to ask an entire Congress to wait until 
he has personally given attention to a particular bill? If so, it 
ought to be known and understood. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I will say in reply to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. CuRTIS], that many times I have sat here day 
after day and hour after hour while he made a whole Congress 
wait on his motions. ws 

A MEMBER. That has nothing to do with the case. 

Mr. STALLINGS. But that is an answer to the question of 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Curtis]. 

Mr. CABANISS. Will the gentleman allow me to read a por- 
tion of this report? 

Mr. STALLINGS. Certainly. 

Mr. CABANISS (reading): 


A search of the records of the War De tmentfails, however, to show the 
service, and because of this fact the application for pension under the Indian 
war act of July 27, 1892, filed by Mr. Patman at the Pension Bureau was dis- 
allowed. There can not, however, be any doubt that the claimant rendered 
the service, as the testimony of the witnessesabove referred to is very direct 
and positive on this pomt. 


Now, if the gentleman from Alabama thinks that by going 
through the records and making a search he can find the name 
of this man, I shall be very glad to have himdoso. Butsucha 
search has already been made. The application for this pension 
was filed. The name of this man was not found on the muster 
roll and therefore the claim was disallowed. Now, the only way 
to do him justice isin the way here proposed—to allow him to 
make proof that he performed the service, and explain the 
reason why his name is not on the muster roll. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Where are the proofs to which the gentle- 
man refers—the affidavits? 

Mr. MOSES. We have just sent to the committee room for 
some of the affidavits. . If the gentleman will allow me, I think 
Iecan clear up this matter in his mind. 

Mr.STALLINGS. One moment. I will ask the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. CABANISS] whether he knows either of the 
parties who make affidavit here. 

Mr. CABANISS. Idonot. But I think the chairman of the 
Committee on Pensions [Mr. MOSES] does. The claim comes 
from a different part of the State from that where I reside; and 
I do not know any of the ties. 

Mr. STALLINGS (to Mr. Moses). Now I will yield for your 
question. ‘ 

Mr. MOSES. I thought you wanted me to make some expla- 


nation. 
_Mr. STALLINGS. I thought you wanted to ask me a ques- 


tion. 

Mr. CABANISS. I will say, upon reflection, to the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. SraLLINGs] that I know one or two of 
the men who make affidavit; they state they had heard Capt. 
Anderson say that this man had rendered service, and also that 
Capt. Anderson, in publishing a history of the county of Coweta, 
gave the muster roll of this company, and in that muster roll, as 
published by Capt, Anderson, was included this man’s name. 
wae know Capt. Anderson to have been a gallantand truthful 

ntleman. 

Mr. STALLINGS. The gentleman is too good a lawyer to 


br h before this House and ask us upon it to take 
ee eenaiain themes = 


money ou : 

Mr CABANIss, I rstand that a court of law would not 
receive these affidavits; but Capt. Anderson being dead, the best 
evidence we can get is the evidence of those who knew what hoe 
said and what were his acts in regard to this matter. 

Mr. MOSES. If our committee can ever report properly a 
bill for a case not covered by the general law, this is such a case. 
As to the su tion in regard to reporting bills upon hearsay 
evidence, I will state we make no reportsexcept upon testimony 
which would be accepted in a court of justice. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I did not make the statement that the 
committee made their report on hearsay evidence. I said the 
gentleman's present statement was hearsay. 

Mr.CABANISS. Upon redection, I think it would be admis- 
sible in a court of law, Capt. Anderson being dead. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I find we differ on the question of the ad- 
missibility of the evidence. ‘ 

Mr. MOSES. We have the sworn affidavits of the ca of 
the company, Capt. William U. Anderson, who has been for 
three years; he died this gentleman was making an 
application for additional land warrants, and we have on file the 








1894. 


CONGRESSIONAL 


sworn affidavits of Capt. Anderson that this soldier was in his 
company. We have the affidavits of four of the soldiers who 
served in that same company, who are now living in my town, 
all gentlemen whose word no one could success ully question. 
They all swear that Mr. Patman served throughout that war 
with them in the same company. Yet his name does not ap- 
pear upon the records. We know that these old records are 
very imperfect. Just afew days ago we passed a bill—— 

Mr. STALLINGS. Lunderstood the gentleman from Georvia 
[Mr. CABANISS] to say that the record was destroyed. I under- 
stand my friend {Mr. Moss] to say that the records are there, 
but that this man’s name does not appear upon them. 

Mr. MOSES. Copiesof the record are there, but the son of 
Capt. Anderson testifies that his father lost the original record. 

Mr. LIVINGSYON. You mean the muster roll. 

Mr. MOSES. Yes. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. 
whose affilavits you have, drawing pensions? 

Mr. MOSES. They themselves are drawing pensions, and 
they are all wealthy men compared with this man. 
man. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. 
company with him? 

Mr, MOSES. In the same company with him. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. And they are drawing 
pensions? 

Mr. MOSES. Yes. 

Mr. STALLINGS. 
the war all the time. 

Mr. MOSES. Just the other day there came up the case of a 


Were they in the same 


And they swear that he was with them in 


man who distinguished himself as a general in the Revolution- | 


ary war, and in whose honor they have just completed a monu- 
ment up in Massachusetts, and yet his name can not be found 
upon the muster roll. It is not conclusive evidence that a sol- 
dier did not render service simply because his name does not ap- 
pear upon those rolls. 

Mr. STALLINGS. 
monument. though. 

Mr. MOSES. Butinacase of this kind, where we have the 
direct proof from soldiers who served in the same company and 
knew of the service, our committee thought it nothing but just 
that the bill should be favorably reported. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Every man’s testimony is supposed to be 
true until it is contradicted. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I want to aes friend from Alabama 
Mr. STALLINGS] that this case is simply this: The name has 

en for some cause omitted from the records of the War Depart- 
ment, but [ hold in my hand the testimony—an affidavit by his 
captain, an attidavit by Robert L. Long, and other affidavits— 
and [ want to say that these men are to-day known to be truth- 
ful honest men in Georgia. 

Mr. STALLINGS. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. They are long. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Just enough of them to show the facts. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I want to say that these men swear he 
was in their company, and served there, and was honorably dis- 
charged. 

Mr. STALLINGS. That is their testimony? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Yes, and that ought to be enough. 


That is not the reason they built the 


Mr. Chairman, we have had cases of soldiers who served in the | 


war of the rebellion, the Mexican war, and in the Indian wars, 
and once ina while you will find a man who served, but whose 
name is not on the records of the War Department. When they 


come before this House and make such proof as this, they are | 


always pensioned. I hope no objection will be made. This man 
is as clearly entitled to a pension as Gen. Grant, or anybody else 
who served the United States Government. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendment re- 

ried by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside, to be re- 

rted to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The CHAIRMAN. Withoutobjection the bill will be amended 
to comply with the suggestion of the committee. 

There was no objection. 


THANKFUL ROBBINS. 


The next bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4780) 
for the relief of Thankful Robbins. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be tt enacted, etc.. Thatthe Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and iimitations of the pension laws. the name of Thankful Robbins, and to 


ee pension of $12 per month, as the foster mother of wens E. Squires, 
private Company ot One hundred and twelfth New York Volunteers. 


Mr. STALLINGS. Let the report be read, Mr. Chairman. 


Are these other soldiers, | 


He is a poor | 


Will the gentleman read those affidavits? | 
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| The report (by Mr. MARTIN of Indiana) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions have « 


| hnsiaered th Ll tH. RR. 4780) 
| to pension Thankful Kobbdins, and suomit the following report 

| ‘The petitioner alleges that she is the foster mother of George E. Squires 
| Who is shown by the records of the War Department to have enlisted in 
Company C, Twelfth New York Volunteers, on July 3, 1862, and to have died 
| in service, of dysentery, February 26, 1863. 

The petitioner testilies that her first husband was Nathan C. Smith, who 
died February 2, 1871; she married her present husband, Raiph Robbins, on 
January 5, 18/4: he is a cripple. having lost the use of one arm, and is 78 

| years old; thatthey have no property from which to derive a support and 


are dependent on charity; that in 1846 she and her then husband adopted 


, 


the soldier, then a boy 2 years of age, who was the illegitimate son of 
Amanda Smith and Leander Squires, both of Whom are dead; that the boy 
Was treated in all respects as their child until his enli and after 


death was sent home and buried by them; that he was ne 
had no children, The truthof this statement vl t 


| 
} 

} er married and 
. 

under Oath. 

' 


is cert »s wilnesses 


It thus appears that the petitioner remarried some years after the soldier's 
death, but since the a ove was written her husband, Ralph Robbins, has 
died, as certified to by Mr. Hookrrof New York, a mombor of this House, 
who also certifies to the extreme destitution of the petit ver and her pe 
sonal worth. 

Your committee therefore recommend that the bill do pass, and that the 

title be amended so as to read, “A bill to pension Thankful Robbins 

Mr. STALLINGS. I would like to know who introduced the 

| bill. 

| Mr. HOOKERof New York. Mr. Chairman, introduced the 
| bill. 

} 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying aside th 
| with a favorable recommendation. 
| Mr. STALLINGS. I understood the gentleman from Ne 
| York was going to make a statement. 
| Mr. HOOKER of New York. I did not understand thut the 
gentleman cared to have astatement. 
Mr. STALLINGS. We can not hear the report very well, 
| and I should like to hear a statement. 

Mr. HOOKER of New York. Then TI will make ashort stite- 
ment. The soldier was George E. Squires, and he was the ille 
gitimate son of Amanda and Leander Squires. The boy was 
adopted by this claimant, Thankful Robbins, and her then hus- 
band, Nathan Smith, when he was 2 years of age. They treated 


hi l 


w 


him in all respects as their own child until he enlisted. He en- 
listed and died in the service,and they brought him home and 
gave him a decent and respectable burial. After that time this 


claimant's husband, who was Nathan H.C. Smith, died, and she 
remained a widow for some years. Subsequently she remarried 
Ralph Robbins, who has since died, and this is the foster mother 
of this boy. She is in dependent circumstinces, has no prop- 
erty, and the father and mother of the soldier are both dead. 
[ think that this is really a meritorious case. 
Mr. STALLINGS. 
for here? 
Mr. CURTIS of New York. 
| Mr. HOOKER of New York. 
| Mr. STALLINGS. 


Is it the widow that the pension is soucht 
No; the foster mother. 

The foster mother. 
Has she got a husband? 
Mr. HOOKER of New York. No: she is a widow. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable reco:n- 
| mendation. 
CORNELIA DE PEYSTER BLACK. 
| The next business on the Privste Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
| 3156) granting a pension to Cornelia De Peyster Black, widow of 
| Henry M. Black, late colonel of United States Army, deceased. 
The bill was read at length. 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. Chairman,I agreed with the gentieman 
| from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE] not to have this 
| bill called up for the present. I do not think he is here, and I 
| ask that it be passed over without prejudice. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
CALEB HUSE. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5735) to remove the political disabilities of Caleb Huse. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


| Be it enacted, etc., That, two-thirds of the Senate and the Housa of Repre- 
sentatives concurring therein, all political disabilities imposed upon and 
incurred by Caleb Huse, formerly of the State of Alabama and now of the 
| State of New York, by virtue of the fourteenth amen:iment of the Constitu- 
| tion, be, and are hereby, removed. 
Mr. LANE. Let us have the report read. 
The report(by Mr. WHEELEROf Alabama) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
5735) to remove the political disabilities incurred by Caleb Huse, formerly of 
the State of Alabama and now of the State of New York, by virtue of the 
fourteenth amendment of the Constitution, submit the following report 
The committee find that Caleb Huse was a distinguished graduate of the 


Military Academy at West Point, and was for many ye ars assistant profes- 
sor of cheniistry, mineralogy. and geology at that institution. He after- 
wards was solavited to accept a position as professor of chemistry and com- 
mandant of cadets at the University of Alabama, and was elected to that 


Office without applicaticn on hix part. To accept the pro’essorship he re- 
resigned his commission in u.® Army at @ time when se ion had not been 
University of Alavama 


considered. Prof. Huse occupiea [he position in the 
yple and very ecredit- 


for a long time in a manner very acevPtitbie to the pe 
able to himself. re a 7 y 
While engaged in this peaceful duty of educa.t Prof. Huse was appointed, 
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without any application on his part, a captain of artillery in the Confeder- 
ate army, and again, without application or knowledge that such a thing 
Was contemplated, he received orders to proceed to Europe to purchase 
arms and ammunition, but after reaching destination his former orders 
Were revoked and he was instructed to do whatever might seem per and 
advantageous to the Confederate government, bearing in mind the magni- 
tude of the struggle and the im ibility of communicating with the war 
department directly. Under these instructions Capt. Huse bought and 
chartered ships, purchased small arms and batteries of artillery, procured 
clothing, boots, and shoes, blankets, medical ee, surgical instruments, 
field hospital cases, artillery harness, ammunition, and the almost innu- 
merable articles required for an <7 in time of war. 

The integrity, good judgment, skill, and diplomacy shown by Capt. Huse 
won for him the very highest commendation. Afterspending millions upon 
millions of dollars, without check or supervision, he was compelled, at 
_ Rene of the war, to borrow money to pay his passage back to the United 

ates. 

In all the work of Capt. Huse he was constantly in contact with men who 
were engaged in speculations, and the fact that this graduate of West Point 
devoted all his talents and energies to his duties, and did not allow himself 
to be influenced in the least by his surroundings is a characteristic which 
has almost always been found in graduates of the Academy. 

The committee report back the bill and recommend that it do pass. 

Mr. LANE. I raise the point of order upon the bill. 
not think we have jurisdiction of this subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the special order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The House shall, on each ae, at 5 o'clock p. m., take a recess until 8 
o'clock, which evening session shall be devoted to the consideration of pri- 
vate pension bills reported from the Committee on Pensions and the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, to bills for the removal of political disabilities, 
and bills removing charges of desertion only. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. KILGORE. Do I understand that this is a proposition to 
pension a Confederate captain? [Laughter.] 

Mr. LACEY. It is to forgive one. 

Mr. HULICK. Would you vote for it if it was? 

Mr. KILGORE. Ido not think I would. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I would like to inquire if 
there is anything in the bill or report to show that this gentle- 
man has asked to haw his political disabilities removed. I be- 
lieve it is a condition-precedent that he shall; and it does not 
show that he has asked for it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands there is nothing 
in the bill to show that that is the fact. The question is on lay- 
ing aside the bill. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, as it is not 
shown that the gentleman has asked to have his political disa- 
bilities selaamell I move that this bill be laid aside without 

rejudice until somebody can show that. The gentleman who 
introduced the bill| Mr. WHEELER of Alabama] does not seem to 
be present. I do not wish to do the gentleman any injustice, but 
that is a condition-precedent in these cases under the law. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. He certainly ought to be required 
to ask for it. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. That should be shown, and 
I therefore move that the bill be laid aside without prejudice. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, this committee can only re- 
port it to the House, if the committee has jurisdiction of it at 
all. It does not involve any expenditure of money, and I think 
the only way it could be done is to take it up in the House on a 
Friday-night session. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is very clear that ‘he commit- 
tee has jurisdietion of the bill. 

Mr. KILGORE. The House in its Friday-night sessions has 
jurisdiction of the bill, but the Committee of the Whole only 

as jurisdiction of those bills which carry appropriations of 
money, and this bill does not carry any appropriation. I think 
the question as to whether it should be considered in Committee 
of the Whole is open toa point of order. I think we can only 
reach it after the committee rises. Then it would be in the 
power of the House to take it up and consider it. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from Texas will permit, 
the Chair will state that this bill is in Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, are we through with this 
bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman 
from New Hampshire asks unanimous consent that the bill be 
laid aside without prejudice. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I do. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection that order will be 
made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


LUCINDA C. WHEELER. 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman,I ask unanimous consent to 
return to House bill 1463. That is the case where the report 
says: 

The records of the Surgeon-Generai's Office do, however, show that J. 
Wheeler, of Company E, Seventh Tennessee Cavalry, died September 16, 
1864, at Andersonville, Ga., of scorbutus. 

Numerous affidavits on fle in the Pension Bureau show that John H. 


Ido 


Wheeler was enrolled and sworn in by Capt. T. P. Gray for Company L, but 
that these men were all captured before the company was filled so as to be 
musteredin. This, soeeeeee with the record of death at Andersonville, leave 
no doubt that the petitioner’s husband met his death as claimed, and as a 
result of his connection with the military service of the United States. It 
is clear that the deceased was not a member of Company E, and it is reason- 
ably clear that he enlisted for Company L, as stated in the bill. 


Since the peerage of the bill of the gentleman from Georgia 
Mr. CABANISS], I understand that the gentleman from Ala- 

[Mr. STALLINGS] will not further insist on his objection 
to this bill, and I ask unanimous consent that we return to it 
and take it up. . 

Mr. TATE. Is that your bill? 

Mr. PICKLER. No, sir. 
wm TATE. Well, [ must object if it is not the gentleman’s 

Mr. PICKLER. Ido not know why there should be any dis- 
crimination made between soldiers of these two wars. More- 
over, this case comes from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and I do not see why there should be any discrimination made 
between the two pension committees. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made to the request of the 
gentleman from South Dakota. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I will say to the gentleman that there is 
this difference. Before I gave my consent awhile ago to the 
passage of the bill of the gentleman from Georgia, he sent down 
and got the swern testimony of witnesses that they knew the 
man, claimant, and knew the facts. Now, let the gentleman do 
the same in this case—— 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, there are numerous affidavits on file in 
this case. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is demanded. The 
Clerk will report the next bill. 


LOUISA M. SIPPELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was a bill (H.R. 
6076) to repeal the special act granting a pension to Louisa M. 
Sippell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the act entitled ‘‘An act granting a pension to Lou- 
isa M. Sippell, widow of William E. Sippell, of Company H, Thirteenth 
Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry,” approved September 2), 1890, be, 
and the same is hereby, repealed. 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 
read. 
The report (by Mr. MARTIN of Indiana) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom were referred certain papers 
and documents in relation to the special act approved September 29, 1890, 
granting a pension to Louisa M. Sippell, have had the same under consider- 
ation ane submit the following report to accompany the bill herewith pre- 
sented: 

The papers in this case were submitted to this committee during the 
Fifty-second Congress, and a bill to repeal the act by which pension was al- 
lowed to Mrs. Sippell was reported by that committee, but no action was 
had by the House. Payment of pension was suspended November 16, 1892, 
pending action a Congress, and the papers have been again submitted by 
the Department for consideration. 

The then Commissioner of Pensions, Hon. Green B. Raum, stated on De- 
cember 9, 1892: 

“The fact having been developed that the claim was fraudulent, and that 
Louisa M. was never the lawful wife or widow of the soldier, the case is sub- 
mitted for your consideration, under the provisions of section 4720 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States. The full facts relative to the matter 
will be found in the accompanying letter of the chief of the law division.” 

The facts as set forth by the chief of the law division of the Pension Bu- 
reau are as follows: 

“The claimant, Louisa M., has been pensioned by special act of Congress, 
No. 757. The evidence conclusively shows that on the 7th of February, 1873, 
soldier had been previously and properly married to Mary C. Milburn, in 
Jersey City, N. J. Both claimants are now living. The pensioner, Louisa, 
was married to the soldier in New York City on the 29th of January, 1880. 
It further appears that the second wife, Mary C., has remarried, at least at 
oes law, in all probability several times since she separated from the 
soldier. 

The evidence further shows that the pensioner, Louisa M., isnotamenable 
to the provisions of section 4720, Revised Statutes of the United States, so 
far as any actual prosecution for the filing of a false and fraudulent claim is 
concerned, because she was not sufficiently cognizant of the soldier's previ- 
ous matrimonial experience. Ow ll of Special Examiner Brown's re- 
port, Mary C. states that she believed that the soldier was dead in 1885, and 
that she had arighttoremarry. [t appears, of course, that the soldier did 
not die until October of the same year, but this statement will be a subject 
for further consideration. 

‘On the 23d of March, 1885, Mary C. remarried. She left the soldier in De- 
cember, 1876, and never saw him again after that date. It is gathered from 
the evidence secured on special examination subject to the reference of De- 
cember 1, 1891, of this case to the board of review, that the pensioner, Louisa, 
had every opportunity of knowing, and without doubt did know, that the 
soldier had a li , undivorced wife; and, further, that her remarriage to 
him was a result of illicit intercourse vious to the date of actual mar- 
riage. It does not pee that the soldier was unaware of the whereabouts 
of ‘is former wife, 7 C.. and therefore no justification for remarriage 
under the laws of the State of New York ever arose. 

“It is apparent from the forego statement, and for the reason therein 
cited, that soldier was never justified in contracting a third Pomme: te. 
with the pensioner. The soldier's first wife, Alice Decker, had been vorced 
from the soldier. and the soldier's marriage to Mary C. was unquestionably 
lawful at its inception; and his remarriage to Louisa M. was unlawful, be- 
cause he had never been divorced from Mary C., and no reason arose, under 
the laws of either the State of New Jersey or the State of New York, bye 


Let us have the report 
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which remarriage without divorce from Mary C., the second wife, would be | 15, 1861, to August 31, 1862. She applied for pension under the act of J ai 


justifiable. The laws of New Jersey do not permit a remarriage upon pre- 
sumption of death. 

“It may, therefore, be accepted that Louisa M. was never the lawful wife, 
and consequently never the lawful widow, of the soldier, and of course she 
never should have been pensioned as the soldier’s widow.” 

The Assistant Secretary of the Interior, Hon. Cyrus Bussey, on January 
5, 1893, gave the following opinion: 

“Itis clear from the foregoing that pensioner’s marriage to the soldier was 
void, as he had a former wife living from whom he was never divorced, and 
you (the Commissioner of Pensions) properly suspended payment of her 


pension and reported the case to Congress for consideration under said sec- | 


tion 4720, Revised Statutes, and nothing further remains for this Depart- 
ment to consider until Congress shall have acted in the matter. Iam of the 


opinion that neither your Bureau nor this Department has power to drop | 


pensioner’s name from the rolls until so authorized by Congress in the re- 
peal of the act granting the pension.” 

In view of the facts above set forth, your committee report the acc« 
panying bill and recommend that it do pass. 

For the further information of the House the report of the Fifty-first Con 
gress, on which the special act was originally psssed, and showing that the 
question of the legality of the marriage was not before the committee, and 
that the so-called widow admitted her inability to prove clearly that the sol- 
dier’s death was a result of his Army service, is here appended. 


[House Report No. 1541, Fifty-first Congress, first session. ] 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
7338) granting a pension to Louisa M. Ls pell, submit the following report: 

That the claimant is the widowof William E. Sippell, late a private in 
Company H, Tenth New Jersey Volunteer Infantry; that he was severely 
wounded in action in July, 1864, being struck by a rifle ball in the thigh, the 
ball splintering the bone and remaining in the leg; that he was in hospital 
fourteen months and thereafter was ever disabled; that in 1879 hesubmitted 
to an operation by which the ball was removed from his leg, and, the wound 
healing, there was no further discharge; that thereafter his lungs were af- 
fected and general health impaired. Hegrew worse until 1885, when he was 
admitted to hospital in Jersey City, where, in that year, he died from lung 
disease and affection of the brain, induced by blood-poisoning, the result of 
his wound. 

The deceased was a pensioner, and his continuance of disability is shown 
by the testimony of Edward Hofner and John W. Rieber. The claimant ad- 
mits sheis unable tofurnish medical testimony as to cause of death owing 
to death of attending physician, but swears said physician said her hus- 
band died from insanity and blood-poisoning, caused by wound, and Edward 
Le Court, a competent witness, testifies to similar statement of physician. 

In view of the foregoing your committee are of the opinion thatclaimant’'s 
—* death was aresult of his army service, and recommend the bill 

oO pass. . 


m™- 


pensioned by a special act of Congress, was she not? 
A MEMBER. Yes. 


Mr.STALLINGS. Well, I just want to suggest to the com- 


mittee that we ought to be more careful about these matters | 


when we see how such bills get through here. 
Mr. NORTHWAY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the chair- 





knows of the contemplated action of the House, or whether she | 


has had an oR ortunity to be heard? 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Yes, sir. 
special investigation. 


This is the result of a 


Mr. NORTHWAY. Didshe know of the special investigation? 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. 
of it. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. 
in any way? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. 

Mr. PICKLER. 
man from Alabama [Mr. S1'ALLINGS], who speaks of the neces- 
sity of being careful, that the question of marriage was not 
raised in these cases in the Fifty-first Congress when that bill 


Yes, sir; I think she had notice 
Has she ever appeared to defend herself 


Never. 


} Central Falls, had died, and asked that his friends be notified. 


| 





Mr. Chairman, I desire to say to the gentle- | 


was passed, and this repeal bill is recommended upon the ground | 


that this woman is not really the soldier's widow. 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I will state thata similar report to 
this was made in the Fifty-second Congress, but was not reached. 
Mr. JONES. Does the gentleman know who introduced the 
bill in the Fifty-first Congress pensioning this woman, or whether 


any statement was made as to the merits of the case at that time? | 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I do not know. 

Mr,STALLINGS. Who was chairman of the Committee on 
Invalid pensions at that time? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. 


Maj. Morrill, a very honorable 
gentleman. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the | 


recommendation that it do pass. 


HANNAH WELCH. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was a bill (H. R. 
1214) granting a pension to Hannah Welch. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted; etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the act of June 27, 1800, the name of Hannah Welch, 
= of William Welch, late musician of Third Rhode Island Heavy Artil- 
ery. 


The report (by Mr. MCETTRICK) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R. 1214) 
granting a pension to Hannah Welch, and submit the following report: 

The = oner is, as she believes, the widow of William Welch, who served 
in the d of Third Regiment Rhode Island Heavy Artillery from August 


| no disease contracted in the service, and no wound. 
| for his widow. 
man of the committee reporting this bill whether this woman | 


1890, on August 20, 1890, and her claim was rejected March 15, 1892, on the 
ground that special examination fails to prove conciusively the fact that 
the soldier is dead. 

The evidence shows that the soldier left home, Valley Falls, R. I.. tn 87! 
Twoletters from him were received by his Wife soon after. No further new 
was received until 1873 or ‘874, when a letter was received by the postmaster 
at Central Falls stating that a William Welch, believed to have friends at 
The nat 
the city Where he was believed to have died has been forgotten, but it 
lieved to have been Detroit, Mich. Soldier was of consumptiVe diathesis 
and no.one of his friends doubts that he is dead. 

No application for pension has ever been filed by the soldier. Thedecision 
of the Pension Bureau is to theeffect that presumptionof death would arise 
after seven years if there was no obstacle to prevent his return, and that 
two reasons are intimated in this case—one that the soldier was in debt, the 
other that he was addicted to drink. That the postmaster's letter referred 


4 


ne of 


is be 


tois not in evidence and is too uncertain as to identity to be accepted as 
conclusive proof of death. 
These are the facts, briefly stated, for and against the presumption of 


death inthis case. 
Your committee feel that the absence of twenty-three years, the failure to 
file a claim for pension, and the cumulative evidence of the alleged let 
reporting his death are of such force as to compel the conviction that the 
soldier is in fact dead, and your committee therefore recommend that the 
bill do pass. 
Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina, 


Mr. Chairman, I would 


| like to ask whether the committee are in possession of any in- 


formation as to whether this soldier was a deserter or not? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. He never was. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Weli, why did he not ap- 
ply himself for a pension? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana, He was dead. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. As [I understand, there is 
no evidence that he is dead except that lost letter. Is thereany 
better or other evidence than that to show his death? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Nothing but the lapse of twenty- 
three years, during which he has not been heard of. “rdi- 
narily an absence of seven years raises a presumption of death, 
but this man has not been heard of for twenty-three years. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Had he not achance to 
apply for a pension before the time when it is supposed that he 


| died? 
Mr.STALLINGS. Mr. Chairman, I believe this woman was | 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Yes. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. 
within that time? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. The presumption is that the soldier 
could not have obtained a pension if he hid applied. He had 
This is 
He served over the required time, and had an 
honorable discharge, and he disappeared, and now, alter the 
lapse of twenty-three years, his widow, who has remained his 
widow, comes and asks Congress to pass a special bill granting 
her a pension on the presumption that her husbana is dead. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. She asks it under the law of 1890. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand the gentleman from Indianato 
say that the soldier himself would not be entitled to a pension if 
he were alive? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. 

Mr. PICKLER. He might be under the act of 1890. 

Mr. KILGORE. Now, the theory upon which the Pension 
Committee has reported this bill is that the soldier is dead. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KILGORE. How long has he been away? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Twenty-three years. 

Mr. KILGORE. That would furnish at common law a suffi- 
cient presumption of death. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. 
not accept that evidence. 

Mr. KILGORE. Assuming that this man is dead at common 
law, will not the Pension Department give his widow a pension? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. No, sir; it will not. 

Mr. KILGORE. Has the claim been rejected there? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. It has. 

Mr. KILGORE. Is his record clear as a soldier in the late 
war? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Yes, sir. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 

ELIZA HOLMES. 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill 
granting a pension to Eliza Holmes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the limita- 


Why did he not apply 


Not that I know of. 


Yes; but the Pension Office will 


H. R. 1717) 


tions and provisions of the pension laws, the name of Eliza Holmes, widow 
of John Holmes, deceased, late of Company A, Seventy-ninth Regiment 
New York Volunteers, and whose pension claim is numbered 13513 

The report [by Mr. HAINES] was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H.R. 1717) 


granting a pension to Eliza Holmes, and submit the following report 

The petitioner, whose address is No. 343 West Seventeenth street, New 
York City, is the widow of John Holmes, deceased, late a membez of Com- 
pany A, Seventy-ninth New York Volunteers, to whom she wae married 
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September 22, 1860, as shown by the affidavit of the officia’ cler; an 


other evidence; the fact that she has remained a widow 
dier's death is also established by satisfactory ny. 
The records of the War Department show that John Holmes enlisted in 
mpany A, Seventy-ninth New York Volunteers, May 13, 1861,and was 
“found dead in High street, Georgetown, D. C., on the morning of July 2, 
1861; deceased had n ee tel some person or persons unknown.” 
In an aftidavit dated July 20, 1864, William Manson (since deceased), who 
Was captain of soldier's company, testifies that when the regiment left 
Soengrewn. about July 1, 1861, a portion of the regiment was left behind to 


ce the sol- 


the regiment property: thatsaid Holmes was one of such guard and |° 


Was on the following day found dead, ha 
by some person un <nown, and that he was 
at the time of his death. 

John H. Sheppard. in affidavit executed September 2, 1885, testifies that 
he was a comrade of John Holmes, and that they together were placed on 

ard duty at the Observatory in Georgetown on the morningof July 2, 1861 
probably meaning. however, July 1), and continued on that duty until 8:30 
p. m., When they returned to the college and found that the regiment had 
moved. leaving a guard consisting of Lieut. McNee and about twelve men; 
the officer told them there was no food for them and gave them permission 
to go and get something: they went to a grocery store ani got some cheese 
and crackers: while there three men. apparently civilians, used some abu- 
sive language toward them, which they did not resent, but left. Holmes, 
however, decided to go back alone to get somath more, and was never 
seen again alive; next morning affiant learned that Holmes was murdered; 
he was perfectly sober when he left affilant. 

The Georgetown Evening Star of July 2, 1861, contained the following ac- 
count of the murder: 

‘John Holines, a private in Company A, Seventy-ninth New York Regt- 
ment, was marmead this morning at an early hour near the corner of High 
and Water streets. He received twostabs in the left breast. * * * The 
coroner's inquest is now in progress, and theevi tence of those in the neigh- 
borhood shows that deceased was, in an altercation with one or two other 
men, habited in the uniform of his regiment, and from them received the 
Wound that caused his death. * * * Several members of the regiment 
Were arrested, and one Is strongly suspected."’ 

The War Department records do not, however, show that any member of 
the regiment was under arrest for this murder or anything further in the 
matter. 

The widow's claim was rejected on the ground that the soldier's death did 
not occur in line of duty and she can not be pensioned under the act of June 
27, 1890, for the reason that the soldier was not honorably d arged from 
the service. 

While the action of the Pension Bureau is doubtless proper, this seems to 
be just such a case as ——_ acts of Congress are designed to relieve. 
While it can not be proved that the soldier met his death in line of duty, it 
is equally true that he died in service and that there is no sufficient reason 
to assume that it was through any fault of his own that he was murde 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. ‘ 


Mr. KILGORE. As I understand from the reading of the re- 
port, this soldier was in the service only a few days. 

A MEMBER. Sixty days. 

Mr. KILGORE. d he was found dead on the street over 
here in Georgetown. He seems to have died from a wound in- 
flicted with a knife, as the report says, ‘‘ by some parties un- 
known.” Now, there is no evidence that he was assassinated. 
There is no evidence that he was not engaged in an altercation 
which he might have provoked himself; there is no evidence 
that the party who kilied him may not have killed him in 
self-defense. There is a ‘‘stand olf” on all these questions. I 
can not exactly see how the committee reporting this bill could 
arrive at the conclusion that this man was assassinated or was 
killed without fault of hisown. That is the only difficulty that 
occurs to me in this matter. If there can be any satisfactor 
explanation given by the gentleman who has charge of the bill, 
I will make no objection to it. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. The gentleman who introduced 
this bill, the gentleman from New York [Mr. WARNER], does 
not appear to be present this evening. But the simple facts in 
this case are these: This soldier enlisted May 13, 1861. He was 
found dead on High street, Georgetown, on the morning of July 
2, 1861. There does not seem to be a ticle of evidence in- 
criminating the soldier himself in any breach of duty. Now, 
his widow has lived as his widow all these years—— 

Mr. KILGORE. Are you authorized to assume that this sol- 
dier was entirely without fault in this matter,and that he was 
killed in the line of his duty? Are you authorized to assume 
that from the facts and circumstances attending the discovery 
of the man after his death? 

Mr. MARUIN of Indiana. Well, I am inclined to think so. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mightyou not justas well assume that there 
was something wrong about the matter? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I think not, I think he is entitled to 
the benetit of the presumption in his favor. There is nothing that 
seems to be proved against him at all. There he is—a dead sol- 
dier. Now, what > shall we adopt in re to his 
case? He is found dead. and there is not a e of proof 
against him. The committee felt that under the circumstances 
they ought to re the bill favorably. . 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. I understand further that in a 
Georgetown pe v, which is quoted in the report, there is an ac- 
count of the ihing, and it is stated that there was no quarrel, 
so far as anyone heard, and it was — he had been assassi- 
nated by some one who crept upon him stealthily. That is the 
way in which the —— reported it. 

Mr. KILGORE. But there is no proof of any motive for such 
assassination? 


been stabbed during the night 
the performance of his duty 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. No, sir. 
Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. About that time there was con- 
siderable motive existing on the part of a good many. [Laugh- 


ter.] 

Mr. STALLINGS. But those who may be supposed to have 
had such a motive were on the other side of the river. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. They may have been on both sides, 

Mr. JONES. I wish to inquire whether there has ever been 
an unfavorable report in any Congress on this claim? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Not to my knowledge. It was re- 
ported favorably last year. 

Mr. JONES. [I had an intimation that probably there was an 
adverse report in this case. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. If there was, I never knew of it. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I suggest to the gentleman from Indiana 
to let this case go over until the gentlemanfrom New York [Mr. 
WARNER] is here. If he has any interest in this bill he will 
come here and state the facts to the House. There is no use in 
hurrying these matters. Ina case brought to our attention this 
evening we saw the trouble that sometimes arises from hasty 
action in these cases. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. The gentleman from New York 
(Mr. WARNER] has been a very faithful attendant—— 

Mr. STALLINGS. On these night sessions? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. On these night sessions. 

Mr.STALLINGS. Well, lethim come here another night. I 
suggest that the bill be passed over. 

Mr. een of Indiana. The gentleman ought not to insist 
upon that. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I do not think the bill ought to be passed 
unless there is a quorum present, to put it plainly. 

Mr. DUNPHY. Does the gentleman remember the affidavit 
of the comrade of the man who was murdered? 

Mr. STALLINGS. I heard the reading of it in the report. 
I think we ought to have more evidence. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying aside the bill 
with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I would suggest to the chairman of the 
committee to lay it aside until the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. WARNER] comes. It would be much better. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I donot wantany one bill to stand 
in the road of others, and while I believe this bill ought to be 
passed to-night, still I will make the request that it be laid aside 
without prejudice, 

Mr. STALLINGS. That is a custom that we have here at 
these night sessions. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MaR- 
TIN| asks unanimous consent that the bill be laid aside without 
prejudice. If there objection? 

There was no obiection. 


CALEB HUSE. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I understand that where a bill 
is passed without prejudice, we may return toit. The bill (H. 
R. 5735) to remove the political disabilities of Caleb Huse was 
passed — without prejudice, and I ask that the committee re- 
turn to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
WHEELER] asks unanimous consent that the committee return 
to the bill that was passed over a few moments ago without 
a. 

r. WHEELER of Alabama. It is simply a bill to remove a- 
disabili It will not take a minute. 

Mr. JONES. Is it in order that the party may apply for a 
pension? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. No; he will never get a pen- 


on. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 5735) to remove the political disabilities of Caleb Huse. 


Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, I make no objection to that 
bill, for I take it under the law a man would be entitled to have 
his disabilities removed if he has beena loyal citizen long enough; 
but I think I will submit a point of order that a bill of that kind 
can not be considered in the Committee of the Whole, for the 
reason that it does not appropriate any money or property and 
does not provide for the expenditure of any money or property. 
My idea would be that it could only be considered in the House 
ata Friday night session. Therefore I submit the proposition 
to the Chair that the committee would have to rise and go back 
into the House before a bill of that kind can be considered. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I am not willing to detain the 
House, and therefore I will withdraw the bill for the present. 

Mr. KILGORE. I am not objecting to its passage. 

of Alabama. If it will cause any delay, I 


si 
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| 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand the gentle- | 
man from Alabama to withdraw the bill? 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Yes, if it can be passed over 
without prejudice. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
ordered. 
There was no objection. 


In the absence of objection it will be so 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TRACEY. I ask unanimous consent for the considera- 
tion of the bill which [ hold in my hand. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Regular order! 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. The Clerk will re- 
port the next bill. 

Mr. TRACEY. The gentleman from Indiana informs me that 
he withdraws his objection. This bill was recognized by the 
Speaker, but objection was made because it was said tha 
bill should be considered in the Committee of the Whole. I 
wish to go out of the city, and [ ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 


MARY E. TRICKEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1196) to restore Mary E. Trickey and children of Hartwell M. 
Trickey to the pension roll. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War of the United States be, and 
he is hereby, directed to restore Mary E. Trickey, widow of Hartwell M. 
Trickey, late of Company I, One hundred and sixth New York Volunteer In- 
fantry, and their children, to the pension rolls as of the date of December 
1, 1891. 

Mr. KILGORE. I can not understand what the Seeretary of 
War has to do with these pension matters. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that there is an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing: ; 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, ana he is hereby, authorized and di- 


rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations | 


of the act approved June 27, 1890, the name of Mary E. Trickey, as widow of 
a M. Trickey, late of Company !, One hundred and sixth Regiment 
ew York Volunteer Infantry.” 
Amend the title so as to read: ‘A bill to pension Mary E. Trickey.”’ 


Mr. KILGORE. L2t the report bo read, Mr. Chairman, 
The report (by Mr. HARE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1196) to pension Mary #. Trickey, have carefully considered the same and 
submit the following report: 

A similar biil was favorably reported in the Fifty-second Congress but 
failed of passage. The facts shown are as follows: 

Hartweil M. Trickey served as a private in Company I, One hundred and 
sixth New York Infantry, from July <2, 1862, until June 22, 1865. He was | 

nsioned at $4 per month for gunshot wound of left forearm, and died 

une 11, 1889. 

Mary E. Trickey applied for pension as his widow, and proved to the sat- 
isfaction of the Pension Bureau that she was married to the soldier July 2, 
1872, and pension was allowed her under act of J une 27, 1890, at #8 per month, | 
plus $2 for each of four children from July 2, 1890. Payment of pension was 
suspended August 15, 1891, on information tending to show that she was not | 
the legal widow of the soldier, and a special examination was had to deter- 
mine the facts, which are as follows, as is fully shown by evidence now on 
file in the Pension Bureau: 

The soldier, while at home on furlough, was married November 12, 1863, 
at Ogdensburg, N. Y., to one Jane Ritchey, and remainei with her one or two | 
weeks at thattime. Again, after his discharge, he lived with her as his wife 
for about one and a half years, when be went to Pennsylvania and she did 
not accompany him. and never afterward did they live together. The rea- 
sons for this separation do not appear. This separation seems to have been 
about 1867. In i863 the presen: claimant, Mary E. (Montgomery), met the 
soldier at Pottsville, Pa., and on July 2, 1872, they were married at Wilkes- 
barre, Pa.. and lived together continuously as man and wife from that time 
until his death, and they had five children. It appears, however, that the 
soldier was never divorced from Jane, his first wife, and hence thisso-called 
marriage to Mary E. was not legal. Some two or three years after the sep- 
aration above referred to Jane commenced to live with one William Rugers, 
and they had lived and cohaocited as man and wife. openly and publicly, 
since that time, and havea family of four children, one of whom is 20 years 
of age. and sie is commonly known as Jane Rogers. All this is shown by 
her ownadmissions and by other evidence. 

On November 29, 1890. Jane filed a claim for the acerued pension due the 
soldier at the date of his death, and although this had already been paid to 
Mary E., it was determined in the light of all the facts that it must be p:id 
to Jane, as the former payment to Mary &. wasillegal: this was accordingly 
done, and the name of Mary E. was permanently dropped from the rolls. 
The amount of accrued pension which was thus twice paid seems to have 
been not more than $13, and possibly not more than $1, if the soldier himself 
lived to draw the pension for the quarter eading June 4, 18%9. 

Although it bas been determined that Jane was legally entitled to the ac- 
crued pension. it does not follow that she is entitled to a continuous pension 
as widow. It is evident that she has lived as wife with Rogers both before 
and since the soldier’s death. and, even if a common-law marriage does not 
arise on the death of the former husband, her relations with Rogers are 
clearly such as todefeat a claim by reason of the act of August 7, 1382, as to 

and notorious adulterous cohabitation. 
asmuch as the object of this bill is to pension the beneficiary as an act 
of justice rather than of strict legal right. and inasmuch as a considerable 
sum of money has already been paid her illegally, though, perhaps, through 


the 
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| mittee have reported; and in view of th»t objection, I sugeg 


no conscious fault of her own, pension, if allowed, should date from the ap- 
proval of the act. 


Your committee therefore return the bill and recommend that the bill doe 
pass, after being amended as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and msert in Heu reof the fol- 
lowing: 

‘That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author ul 
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and ns 
of the act approved June 27, 1890, the name of Mary B. Tricke W w of 
Hartwell M. Trickey, late of Company I, One hundred and sixth Regiment 
New York Volunteer Infantry.” 

Also amend the title so as to read, “A bill to pension Mary EB. Ti 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I move that the 
committee do now rise. There is evidently not 1e for the dis- 
cussion of this bill to-night. In the sameconnec ion, I desire to 
ask unanimous consent that all bills ordered to be favor re- 
ported last Friday night be reported by the chairman of th 
Committee of the Who'e to the House to nigh 

Ths CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana /M: \R- 
TIN] asks unanimous consent that the bills ordered to be laid 
aside with a favorable report last Friday night also be reported 
to the House to-night with a favorable recommendation 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The motion that the committee rise was then agreed to. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I will state that the reason why 


that was not done last Friday night was because the committee 
then rose under a callof the House. 

The committee accordingly rose, and Mr. BROOKSHIRE hav- 
ing resumed the Chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. BREvTZ, 
chairman of the Committee of the Whole, reported that that 
committee, having had under consideration sundry bills on the 
Private Caleadar, had directed him to report the sime to the 
House with various recommendations. The committee had also 
directed him to report sundry bills which were considered at the 
last friday evening session with various recommendatious. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the previous question be considered as ordered on the 
amendments, the engrossment, and third reading, anid the final 
passage of all the bills reported from the Committee of the 
Whole on this and previous Friday night sessions. 

Mr. BAILEY. I wou'd suggest to the gentieman from Indi- 


| ana that the difficulty about that is, if that order were to be 


made and any gentleman in the House to-morrow, or any other 
day until they were disposed of, were to demand the regulir or- 
der, those bills would displace everything, appropriation bills 
as well as any other busine:s. 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. 
of the appropriation bills. 
Mr. BAILEY. We have no power to make exceptions, be- 
cause if any gentleman demanded the regular order. these bills 
would have to be called up. There will ba ampleopportunity, 
Tam sure, for the House to dispose of these bills which the com- 
st 
to the gentieman from Indiana that he withdraw that request. 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Well, now, Mr. Chairman, let me 
muke this suggestion. I! think that after so long a time has 
elapsed, it is only right to make that request; and I make it 


g; 


I will make an exception in favor 
I 


| with the condition that in no case shall this interfere with the 


regular appropriation bills. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana 
asks unanimous consent that the previous question be ordered 
on the amendments, the engrossment, and third reading and final 
passage of bills reported from the Committee of the Whole at 
Friday night sessions. Is there objection? 

Mr. STALLINGS. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 
29 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private billsand resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky, from the Committee on War 
Claims, the bill {H. R. 3347)for the relief of James Price. (Re- 
port No. 616.) 

By Mr. McETTRICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


‘sions, the bill (H. R. 5697) granting a pension to Ellen Connor, 


widow of Patrick Connor, deceased. (Report No. 620.) 

By LACEY, from the same committee, the bill (H. R. 5097) to 
increase the pension of Mary Stahl. (iteport No. 62!. 

Also, the bill (H. R. 5374) granting a pension to Sarah Oddy. 
(Report No. 622.) 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky, from the Committee on War 
Claims, the bill (H. R. 5182) for the relief of S. H. Hill, de- 
ceased. (Report No. 625.) 
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ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XITI, private bills were adversely re- 
ported and laid on the table, as follows: 

By Mr. MCDANNOLD, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, the bill (H. R. 4965) to increase the pension of James W. 
McMillan. (Report No. 623.) 

Also, the bill (H. R. 4744) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Larison. (Report No. 624.) 
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CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Naval Affairs 
was discharged from the consideration of the resolution of Sub- 
ordinate Lodge No. 133, Brotherhood of Boilermakers and Iron 
Shipbuilders, of Waterloo, Iowa, opposing House bill No, 2655, 
known as the free ship bill, and the same was referred to the 
Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 





PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. MORSE: A bill (H. R. 6413) for the punishment of se- 
duction in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. ' 

By Mr. COCKRELL (by request): A bill (H. R. 6414) toamend 
section 1 of the act of May 14, 1890, so as to harmonize the town- 
site acts and settle the question of jurisdiction—to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands, 

By Mr. HEARD (by request): A bill (H. R. 6415) to provide an 
immediate revision and equalization of real-estate valuesin the 
District of Columbia; also to provide an assessment of real es- 
tate in said District in the year 1896 and every third year there- 
after—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A joint resolution (H. Res, 148) desig- 
nating Grand Army Place, in the city of Washington—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. TURPIN (by request): A resolution directing the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to advertise certain lands in the Kiowa, 
Comanche, and Apache Indian Reservations in Oklahoma for 
lease for grazing purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky: A resolution setting apart time 
for the consideration of Senate bills—to the Committee on Rules. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause l of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 6416) granting a pension to 
Henry Sisson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. COX: A bill (H. R.6417) to pension Mary E. Hamilton, 
widow of David Hamilton, soldier in Indian war of 1818—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois: A bill (H.R. 6418) to in- 
crease the pensionof Myron T.Spencer—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mt. McCREARY of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 6419) for the 
relief of Richard M. Johnson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MARVIN of New York: A bill (H. R. 6420) for the re- 
lief of James Bigler—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 6421) for the relief of the 
trustees of the Presbyterian Church of Lovettsville, Va.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 

rs were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS of Kentucky: Petition in the interest of Hon. 
Frank L. Wolford, of Kentucky, to accompany House bill 6254— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLAIR: Petition of Everett J. Avery and many other 
citizens of Wolfsboro, N. H., praying for the passage of the bill 
admitting to the maiis as second-class matter the organs of fra- 
ternal societies—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


Roads. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Petition of Standard Lodge, No. 158, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, Detroit, Mich., for Gov- 
ernment eer and control of the telegraph and telephone; 
and another for the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr, CLANCY: Petition in the interest of William Hand, 
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of Brooklyn, N. Y., to have the charge of desertion removed— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COUSINS: Petition of 30 honorably discharged Union 
soldiers of West Liberty, Iowa, for the enactment of a law pre- 
venting the suspension of pensions without notice and proof of 
fraud and to immediately restore pensions so suspended—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, another petition from the same parties for the enact- 
ment of a just and equitable service-pension law—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DONOVAN: Petition of 55 citizensof Putnam County, 
Ohio, requesting the establishment of a Government telegraph 
and telephone service—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of citizens of West Dedham, 
Mass., in favor of the bill in the interest of benevolent and fra- 
aes societies—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

onas. 

By Mr. ELLIS of Oregon: Remonstrance of Joseph Rich 
and 41 others of Columbia County, Oregon, against the God-in- 
a amendment—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. GRESHAM: Resolution of Gulf City Council, No. 41, 
Order of Chosen Friends, of Galveston, Tex., in favor of the 
Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HUDSON: Petition of citizens of Udall and Silver- 
dale, Cowley County, Kans., of Pittsburg and Weir City, Kans., 
for Government ownership of telegraph and telephone lines—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. IKIRT: Petition of A.C. Van Dyke and 29 other res- 
idents of Wellsville, Ohio, favoring more stringent emigration 
laws—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of J. M. Earnest and 35other residents of North 
Georgetown, Ohio, asking the passage of the Manderson-Hainer 
bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PAGE: Petition of William I. Caswell and 21 other 
citizens of Jamestown, R.I., for the passage of the Manderson- 
Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


8. 
By Mr.PAYNTER: Petition of Fred. Beckers and others, ask- 

ing that Congress take steps to confine the Ohio River in its 
eo channel at Russell, Ky.—to the Committee on Rivers and 
arbors. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan: Resolutions of Beer 
Drivers and Stablemen’s and Bakers’ Unions, of Detroit, in favor 
of governmental control of telegraph lines—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SCHERMERHORN: Petitionof residents of Amster- 
dam, N. Y., in the interest of the fraternal society and college 
journals—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SHAW: Protest of Elliot Loeffler Co. and other 
wholesale liquor dealers and druggists of Lacrosse, Wis., against 
increase of internal-revenue tax on distilled spirits from 90 cents 
to $1.10 per gallon, and against extension of the bonded period 
from three to eight years—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, resolutions of Grand Labor Council of Lacrosse, to- 
gether with protest of Charles Groth, C. A. Padesky, and 26 
others of Lacrosse, Wis., against an increase of tact revenue 
tax on cigars—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr.SHERMAN: Resolutions of the Legislature of the State 
of New York, favoring the passage of House bill 36—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Oilice and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the Legislature of the State of New York, 
favoring the Maguire letter-carrier bill—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: Petition of 44 citizens of War- 
ren County, Pa., in favor of the passage of the Manderson-Hainer 
bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WEVER: Petition of 153 citizens of Glens Falls, N. Y., 
in relation to regulating the sale of oleomargarine—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: Papers to accompany and 
support claim of Tilman England, ef Lauderdale County, Ala.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers in support of the claim of Andrew J.Scrimscher, 
of Madison County, Ala., to accompany bill—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Illinois: Petition of C. M. Wright and 
59 others of Gilman, IIl., for the passage of the Manderson-Hai- 
ner bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILSON of Washington: Three petitions of citizens 
of Tenino, Thurston County, Spokane, and the State of Wash- 
ington, for the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, March 24, 1894. 
The House met at 12 o'clock m. 
E. B. BAGBY. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


SENATE BILLS. REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER Iaid before the House Senate bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; which were severally referred as below: 

A bill (S. 1637) for the relief of Capt. John W. Pullman—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1412) for the relief of Fannie B. Randolph and Dora 
L. Stark—to the Committee on War Claims. 


LIFE-SAVING STATION NEAR GREEN HILL, R. I. 


Mr. PAGE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
resent consideration of the bill(H. R. 218) to provide a life-sav- 
ng station at or near Green Hill, on the coast of South King- 

ston, in the State of Rhode Island 

The bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Rhode Island for the present consideration of this 
bill? 

Mr. SAYERS. I must object, Mr. Speaker, to the consid- 
eration of that bill at the present time. 


BRIDGE OVER THE MONONGAHELA. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 5356) to authorize 
the West Braddock Bridge Company to construct a bridge over 
the Monongahela River, from the borough of Rankin to Mifflin 
Township. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania whether this bill has been reported from the 
committee. 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes, sir; it has been reported favorably. 

Mr. SAYERS. And itis in the regular form? 

Mr. DALZELL. Iso understand. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

assed. 

On motion of Mr. DALZELL, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


NAVAL CADET FOR SEVENTH CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT 
GEORGIA. 


Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of a joint resolution which I send to 
the desk. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Joint resolution directing the Secretary of the Navy to declare a vacancy 
in the Naval Academy at Annapolis for the Seventh Congressional district 
of Georgia, and requiring the said Secretary to give notice to the Repre- 
sentative of said district of said vacancy, as now provided by law. 
Whereas the law being plain and explicitin itsrequirements that each and 

every cadet except those appointed by the President shall be a resident in 

the district which he represents in the Naval Academy at Annapolis; and 

Whereas it appears from the report of the Secretary of the Navy that one 
George L. P. Stone, of the District of Columbia, has been appointed to rep- 
resent the Seventh Congressional district of Georgia; and 

Whereas said appointment is contrary to law and void by reason thereof: 
Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assem- 
dled, That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby directed to declare a vacancy 
in said Seventh Congressional district of Georgia, and that he give the Rep- 
resentative of said district the usual notice of said vacancy, and that he be 
allowed until the ist day of July next to recommend a candidate, as now 
provided by law, and if said Representative fails or refuses to make a rec- 
ommendation, that the said Secretary of the Navy be and is hereby directed 
to appoint a cadet from said district, as now required by law, and that all 
laws and parts of lawsin conflict herewith be and the same are hereby re- 
pealed. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this joint resolution? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Iwillask the gentleman from 
Georgia whether the joint resolution has been reported by a 
committee? 

Mr. MADDOX. No,sir. The House hasalready passed upon 
the question involved by a simple House resolution. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I remember that some state- 
ment was made on this subject the other day. I will ask the 
gentleman from Georgia whether the passage of this joint res- 
olution will increase the number of cadets at the Naval Academy? 

Mr. MADDOX. It will not. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It simply declares a vacancy where an ap- 
pointment has already been made by the Secretary of the Navy? 

Mr. MADDOX. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Will the gentleman please state the effect 
fully, in order that we may understand it? 
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Mr. MADDOX. I will have a letter from the Secretary of the 
Navy read, which will explain the matter. 

The letter was read, as follows: 

NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, March 17, 1894. 

DEAR Sir: Referring to my conversation this morning, in relation to 
Naval Cadet George L. P. Stone, who now represents the Seventh district 
of Georgia, I find from an examination which has been made of the records 
that the Hon. J. C. Clements, who represented the Seventh district of Geor- 
gia on March 5, 1890, was duly notified of a vacancy existing in that district, 
Mr. Clements on March 31, 1890, nominated Mr. Maxey Dobbs, who was per- 
mitted April 1, 1890,and presented himself at the Naval Academy May 15, 
1890, but failed to pass the required examination for admission 


On May 28, 1890, Mr. Clements. in accordance with the requirements of 
section 1516 of the Revised Statutes, was informed of Mr. Dobbs’s failure and 
requested to nominate a candidate. Mr. Clements failed to make the re- 
quired nomination, and the Hon. Benjamin PF. Tracey, Secretary of the 
Navy, appointed Mr. Stone August 2), 1890, whose residence was in the Dis 


trict of Columbia. Secretary Tracey acted in this matter as his predecessors 
had done, and as the present Secretary of the Navy did in similar cases last 
summer. 

If the construction which the House would seem to put upon the law by its 
recent resolution be correct, the appointments made in these cases are void, 
and if void, it would seem thatthe courts would have jurisdiction todeclare 
yacancies under proper proceedings. My construction of the law agreed 
with that of my predecessors, and I therefore followed the precedent set by 
them. 

It is exceedingly important that this disputed question be set at rest 
this can be done in one of two ways, either by the enactment of a 
joint resolution of Congress or by proceedings in courts 

I should be very glad to see the matter finally settled, and if Congress does 
not act it would seem te me that possibly the courts would have jurisdiction 

Very respectfully, 


and 
iaw or 


H. A. HERBERT 
Secretary of the Navy. 
Hon. JOHN W. MADDOX, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. DINGLEY. It appears that that cadet was appointed in 
1890, and will have been in the institution about four years at 
the close of this academic year. 

Mr. MADDOX. No, sir; about three years. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And itis proposed to dismiss him after he 
has been in the Academy three years? 

Mr. MADDOX. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Now, Mr. Speaker, there are other cases 
similar to this, some of which were alluded to here the other 
day. The passage of this joint resolution would be a peculiar 
hardship to this young man, who has been in the institution 
three years, and it seems to me that, under the circumstances, 
there ought to be some other method devised of remedying the 
injustice done to the district concerned. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I suggest to the gentleman from Maine 
that it is a very great favor for this young man to have received 
three years’ education when he was not entitled to any at all. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That may be; but the young man is not to 
blame. I agree entirely that the appointment ought not to have 
been made, but it appears that the Representative from the dis 
trict did not do his duty under the law. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. But the law required the Secretary of 
the Navy in that case to appoint a man from the district. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Undoubtedly that is the spirit of the law. 

Mr.MADDOX. The Representative of the district, Mr.Clem- 
ents, did make two recommendations. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I did not know that. 

Mr. COOMBS. In time? 

Mr. MADDOX. IfI may be allowed, I will make a statement 
in relation to this matter, and in connection with it will have 
read a letter which I have received from Mr. Clements. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It would appear then that the recommenda- 
tion made by Mr. Clements did not reach the Secretary in time. 

Mr. MADDOX. Lask tohave Mr. Clements’s letter read, Mr. 
Speaker. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I do not think the 
time of the House ought to be taken up with the reading of that 
one This is a matter which affects so many districts in the 

Jnited States that it can only be reached by a general bill. 
long as we go on with this special legislation on the subject we 
shall never get a general bill. I therefore object to the consid- 
eration of this matter. 

Mr. MADDOX. [trust I may be allowed to make a statement. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman will be 
allowed to make a statement. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, the facts in this case, as [ un- 
derstand, are that Mr. Clements made two nominations, both of 
which were rejected, the last one about the Ist of ‘uly, when his 
time was ont. He went tothe Department and pleaded that his 
time must be extended. The Secretary of the Navy was absent; 
but Commodore Ramsay, who was there incharge of the Depart- 
ment, told him that his time would be extended until the follow- 
ing March; that is, that he would have till that time to make 
the appointment. But in August Secretary Tracy appointed 
Mr. Stone from this District, to represent the district I have now 
the honor to represent. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this House has already declared itself by 
resolution on this subject. The law is plain; there can be no 
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doubt, it seems to me, in the mind of anyone that this appoint- 
ment was illegal. More than that, the statute provides that no 
money aporopriated for this institution shall expended ex- 
cept in strict conformity with the law. 

‘The gentleman from Maine (Mr. DINGLEY] says that the ac- 
tion now proposed would be ahardship upon the young gentle- 
man, Mr. Stone, who has been appointed from this District to rep- 
resent my district. I do not agree with the gentleman from 
Maine. I think that this young man has already enjoyed three 
years, education at this institution which he ought not to have 
had. If I understand the facts correctly, there are a number of 
others there in the same condition. I have yet to find a single 
lawyer who after examining the statute for even a few minutes 
has hid any doubt what the law isin this case. - Therefore I ask 
unanimous consent that this resolution may now pass and that 
my district may be allowed the right to which it was entitled. 
In addition to righting the wrong in this case, such a resolution 
sets a precedent by which the Secretary of the Navy will be 
guided in the future. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The resolution does not propose to increase 
the aggregate number of cadets? 

Mr. MADDOX, No, sir, it does not. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. The gentleman from Georgia[Mr. 
MAbDvOX|] is in no worse situation than many other members on 
this floor. As I hive already said, I believe that the system 
which has been adopted by the Secretary of the Navy should bs 
stopped; but it can only be done effectually by enacting, through 
the action of the two Houses and the approval of the President, 
ageneral bill. So long as we go on relieving individual in- 
stances in the manner now proposed we shal! never adopt such 
general lezislation as ought to be adopted to put a stop to the 
action of the Secretary of the Navy. I therefore object to the 
consideration of this resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made to the resolution, it 
is not before the House. 

Mr. MADDOX. | ask that the resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Naval A ‘fairs. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the resolution 
will be so referred. 

There was no objection. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. SICKLES, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of ab- 
sence for three days, on account of sickness. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I call for the regular 


order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees 
for reports. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the committees. 


BRIDGE AT KANSAS CITY. 


Mr. WISH, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, reported back the bill (S. 260) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at the most accessible point between the 
city of Kansas and the town of Sibley, in the county of Jackson 
and State of Missouri,” approved March 3, 1887; which was re- 
ferred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

‘ouse bill No. 1971 (similar in its provisions to Senate bill 
No. 260) was by unanimous consent laid on the table. 


BRIDGE AT RED WING, MINN. 


Mr. FLETCHER, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 
6110) to authorize the e instruction of a bridge across the Mis- 
sissippi River at Red Wing, Minn.; which was referred to the 
House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HULICK. Mr. Speaker, I would like to call up for con- 
sideration at this time a bill which has been reported by the 
Committee on Public Lands and is now on the Private Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. That is notin order now. This is the call 
of committees for 2 

Mr. HULICK. e have a report with it. 

The SPEAKER. If the bill has been previously reported—— 

Mr. HULICK. It has been —— 

TheSPEAKER. Then therecan be noaction taken respecting 
it during this call, which is simply to enable the committees to 
make their reports, to be placed on the appropriate Calendars. 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The call of committees for reports having been concluded— 
Mr. HENDERSON of North I move that the House 


e 
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resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union for the purpose of considering general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. HAaTcH in the chair) and 
proceeded to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6016) making 
appropriation for the service of the Post-Olfice Department for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina, I ask unanimous con- 
sent, Mr. Chairman, that the first formal reading of the bill be 
dispensed with. 

Mr. KYLE. Iam willing to agree to that provided sufficient 
time is given to discuss the proposition embodied in the bill 
from which a minority of the committee dissent. It must bo re- 
membered that there is a dissenting report here, and I do not 
want any action taken to deprive the minority of the opportunity 
of debate on that proposition. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. If the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi will allow me, the gentleman from North Carolina pro- 
poses, as [ understand it (as [ had a conversation with him in 
regard to the matter), that as soon as this was disposed of, 
whether we read the bill or not, an agreement would be entered 
into along the line that the gentleman from Mississippi suggests. 

Mr. REED. I think we had better go on in the regular way. 

Mr. KYLE. IfI understand the rules, if this proposition were 
assented to now, the bill could only be discussed under the five- 
minute rule, and that would probably cut oif debate so far as 
this proposition of difference isconcerned. It is that condition 
of affairs that induces me to oppose the suggestion. 

Mr. BURROWS. Butthis unanimous consent would not affect 
the general debate. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. It would not cut off any of 
the rights the gentleman possesses. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill is only seven pages long, and it 
could have been read by this time. The Clerk will read the 
bill. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I will 
make a brief statement as to this bill. 

The estimates on which the bill is based will be found on pages 
201 and 202 of the Book of Estimates, amounting to $90,399,485.33, 
not taking into consideration any estimates for ‘‘ necessary and 
special facilities on trunk lines.” The amount required for this 
item for the current year is $195,614.22. If this item had been 
included in the estimates for 1894, the total sum would be $90,- 
596,099.55. ‘ 

This bill recommends an appropriation of $87,470,599.55, or 
$3,125,500 less than the estimates, with the item for ‘* special 
facilities” included. If that item is not considered, there will 
still bea netreduction from the official estimates of $2,928,835.78 . 

The sum recommended by the committee is $3,466,285.33 more 


“| than the appropriation for the current fiscal year, which 


amounted to $34,004,314.22. The estimated postal revenue for 
the fiscal year 1895, in the opinion of the Postmaster-General, 
will be $34,427,748. 44, or $3,142,851.11 less than the appropriation 
recommended by the committee. ; 

Now, I will ask unanimous consent that general debate be con- 
sidered as closed. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Before agreeing to the unanimous 
consent asked by the gentleman, I would liké to make one or 
two inquiries of him. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I find on the first page of the report, 
from which I believe the gentleman has quoted, that the 
amounts recommended by the bill now under consideration are 
$3,125,500 less than the estimates. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Then I find when I turn over fur- 
ther in the report that you recommend for the salaries of 
postmasters $1,250,000 less than the estimates. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. That is true. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Ialso find that you recommend for 
the railroad mail transportation $1,400,000 less than the esti- 
mates. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. That is correct. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Also, that you recommend $94,000 
for postal-car service less than the estimates? 

r. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. These added together make $2,794,- 
060, leaving $338] ,000, in round numbers, of a cut on the other es- 
timates than the three I have mentioned? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. That, I presume, is 


correct. 

Mr. CANNON of [llinois. Now, I will ask the gentleman if 
it is not true that, as to the salaries of postmasters, and as to the 
railroad mail transportation, and as to the postal-car service, 
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the law calls for the service, and that it will be rendered in ac- 
cordance with the law and under the law either with or without 
an appropriation? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. That is true. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And is it not further truo that it 
is as absolutely assured as anything can be in the future that 
there will be a deficiency to the extent of $2,744,000 for the serv- 
ice on these three items? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Well, I will say in re- 
ply to the gentleman from Illinois that I suppose there will be 
some deficiencies; but the deficiency in these several items, in 
my opinion, will not be near so much as is estimated, and the rea- 
son is on account of the general depression of business prevail- 
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ing throughout the country and the fact that railroads are doing | 


much less business this year than last year and previous years. 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The gentleman is aware, of course, 
of the fact that this is an appropriation fora future year, to take 


effect for the twelve months commencing on the Ist day of July | 


next? Does the gentieman still apprehend that the business 
depression to which he has alluded will continue and affect the 
fiscal year for which this bill is prepared in the same way as he 
has just suggested? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Well, I will state to 
the gentleman that so far as the railroads are concerned we have 
weighings every four years at different periods of time in differ- 
ent parts of the country. The weighings of the mail for last 
year will not be changed probably for four years, and for the 
year before for four years from that time; and one reason for the 
proposed reduction here is on account of the fact that the rail- 
roads have carried very much less freight this year than usual, 
and the weighings will in all probability be much less than the 
estimates for next year. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes; but have not your postage 
receipts kept up for this present year? Is there not to be as 
much revenue from postage this year as there was last—as much 
income? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I do not know what 
materiality there is inthat question; but [ am very much afraid 
that the receipts for postage this year will be much less than 
for the last year, on account of the business depression in the 
country. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Is that the reason the gentle- 
man makes that statement, on account of the business depres- 
sion? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina, [am just answering 
the question as it is asked; but there is another reason why | 
am not in favor of this House making the fuil appropriation as 
required by these different items, and that is that I think it isa 

reat deal better, when we are uncertain about how much money 
it will take, to make it up in a deticiency at the end of the year 
than to appropriate it at the beginning of the year. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Why better, when the compensation is fixed 
by law? What advantage is to be gained? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I will state that the 
balances between the postmasters are settled without money. 
The postmasters retain the amounts that are due them for their 
services, and there has never been a post-office bill yet that did 
not appropriate enough money to meet all the demands of the 
Post-Ofhee Department in this respect. 

Mr. CANNON of Llinois. But my friend will recollect, and 
correct me if I am mistaken, that when the estimates were trans- 
mitted at the beginning of this session we were right in the 
midst of the depression. Is it not true that the Postmaster- 
General and the Secretary of the Treasury, in transmitting the 
estimates, took all that intoconsideration, and does not my friend 
know not only that they took that into consideration, but that 
they cut the estimate for the payment for railroad transporta- 
tion and postmasters’ salaries to the lowest point that they be- 
lieved would be sufficient? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I do not know about 
that, but I think it makes no difference. I do not think any 
business man in the country, if he was running the Post-Office 
Department, would advance the money at the beginning of the 
year in matters of this sort. where he could settle with the post- 
masters, and where hecould settle these other things in the way 
that they can be settled. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If the gentleman will allow me, I 
shou'd like to say I have looked through this bill ani find that 
on most of the items, like rent for post-offices, for clerk hire. for 
payment of mail messengers and postal clerks, that the bill car- 
ries every dollar recommended, every dollar estimated for: but 
I find upon three items. namely, the payment for transportation 
of the mails upon the railways, postmasters’ salaries, and postal- 
car service, that the gentleman has made the cuts which are in- 
dicated. of $2,774,000 less than the estimate. 

I want to say to my friend that it is true that the law author- 
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izes those services, although the bill did not ca 
propriation; that the postmasters retain their money out of the 
postage as collected; that the railways can,if they choose 
form the service, and have a claimagainst the Governme 
it is farther true that the decrease in the recom nd 
this bill below the estimates on these three items, where 
the service will be performed anyhow. 

Mr. DOCKERY. What three items? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. For mail transportation, p 


ters’ salaries, and postal-car service; and I am satisfied th 


ry one cent of ap- 


r 
i 
r 
f 


re u 


s0 sure as the world stands and the Government stands, this 
time next year, not the gentleman's committee, t the ¢ 
mittes on Appropriations having charge of the ' 

will have to recommend appropriations for this de! ) 
that if the gentleman had given in these th i 

estimates, as he has given them substantiilly in } 


st neces, why then the close estimate of the D 
be answered by the close appropriation recommended 
committee. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman th 
regard to the amount that is recommended here for r ruLy 


transportation, for instance, it will be impossible for the 
ernment to use allof that money during the next fiscal year, and 
I do not see why it should bo necessary for us toappropriate | 
entire amount of the estimates inadvance. I[ will st to th 
gentleman frankly that I have not madecutson the other it 
because I was unwilling to make a cut anywhere tht w 
of the United + ‘ 
Mr. CANNON of Lliinois. I want to be frank with my friend, 
and say that in my judgment the failure to appropriate this 
amount of $2,744,000 in this bill will not interfere with the servy- 
ice in theslightest. In other words, the postmasters will 
tain the $1,250,0U0 that is not appropriated, under the lew, out 
of the oe received by them; but when you: square 
the books, you will have to make adeficiency appropriation next 
year for $1,250,000 for postmasters’ salaries. Now, in former 
years, when the wicked Republicans, with a growing country 
and a growing service, once in a while, even in a billion dollar 
Congress, did not make quite as liberal appropriations as our 
friends upon the other side thought were desirable, you gave 


re- 


ome to 


notice that when you got into power you were going to be hon 
est and turn over a new leaf, and that in your annual bill pro- 
viding for the service of the coming year you were going to 


give what the service required. 

Well, now, that was a good promise, but it seems to me that 
the performance is not perfect; and when my genial friend from 
Missouri [Mr. DOCKERY], backed up my friend from Nort! ‘ 
olina |[Mr. HENDERSON], comes alittle later onto sum up the ap 
propriation bills and the amount they carry for comparison with 
former years, why he has about $3,00,0U0 that is absolutely sure 
under the law will be expended, but not appropriated for; and I 
expect that my friend from Missouri, whom [I see be’ore 
will absolutely thunder in the index touching the grea 
that have been eifected. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I will say, in rep 
my friend, that when the Republican party has had power 


me, 


t savings 


] ‘ 
ivto 


had charge of the Post-Office appropriation bill, that it h 
done pretty much what our committee has done. 
Mr. CANNON of Lllinois. Well, [think not purpo With 


a great and growing country we had great increases in th 
lic service. It piled up month after month. Now, you say you 
are not to have an increase; that we are to have a continuation 
of the hard times; that, therefore, you plead that as a justifica- 
tion for cutting these appropriations. We had increases right 
along, and however much we might appropriate, and especially 
in the postil service, there was liable to be a deficiency. But 
even if it were true that we had been naughty, and had failed 
to perform our duty, I would suggest to the gentleman he should 
copy our virtues and not our faults. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Can the gentleman give us our expendi- 
tures 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from North C: 
yield to the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Yes, 

Mr. DOCKERY (continuing). Can you say what are the ex- 
penditures under the items of this bill for the first six months 
of the present fiscal year? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. No: I can notdo that. 

TheCHAIRMAN., Whatwas the motionof the gentleman from 
North Carolina? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that general debate be now considered as closed. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I object. 


pub 
I 





rolina 


sir. 


Mr. KYLE. I object. 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. [ object until some agreement 
has been made. 
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Mr. REED. There is general objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the bill is un- 
der general debate, the gentleman from North Carolina has the 
floor, and has occupied twenty minutes of his time. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. How much time 
have I? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has forty minutes remain- 





ing. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before the gentleman sits down, I desire to 
ask him a question. f 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. Chairman—— 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman | 


from Maine that the gentleman from North Carolina has yielded 


the floor, and the Chair has recognized the gentleman from | 


Mississippi. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I willanswer the gen- 
tleman from Maine, if the Chair wiil permit. 

Mr. DINGLEY., If the Chair will pardon me a moment, be- 
fore he hurries on, I desire to call the attention of the gentle- 
man from North Carolina to the reduction of the estimates for 
the transportation of foreign mail. The estimates, which are 
close, are $1,678,000 and the appropriation is only $1,400,000. On 
what basis is that reduction made? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. 
foreign mail contracts have been canceled. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Since the estimates were submitted? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Since the estimates 
were made. 

Mr. DINGLEY. What ones since the estimates were made? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. [remembertwo. One 
from New York to Colon, and another from San Francisco to 
Seeteene: reducing the estimated cost on these two items of 

36,263. 

Mr. DINGLEY. You have made a reduction of $430,000. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. The reduction in the 
bill is from $1,678,000 to $1,400,000, but I really believe that 
$1,400,000 will be more than is needed. 

Mr. LOUD. Ido not think there are any revised estimates. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. There are no revised 
estimates; but since we began to consider the bill there have 
been these cancellations of contracts, and perhaps others. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I would like to ask the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia, who is somewhat familiar with this subject, if there have 
been any estimates submitted that would furnish any reduction? 

Mr. LOUD. No estimates have been submitted carrying that 
proposition. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. Chairman, I send up an amendment which I 
ask to have read for information. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend by striking out lines 23, 24, and 25, on page 4 of the bill, and lines 
1, 2, 3, 4, and 5, on page 5. + 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. Chairman, I send to the desk to haveread 
an amendment which I propose to offer when the paragraph to 
which it applies is reached. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if the committee will give me attention 
I desire to read the portion of the bill that will be stricken out 
if this amendment adopted, and I say with all candor and 
earnestness that I believe that when this proposition is fully 
understood the members of this committee are not going to vote 
to permit the provision which I propose to strike out to remain 
in this bill. The provision reads as follows: 

For mail messenger service, $1,285,000. 

For necessary and special facilitieson trunk lines from Springfield, Mass., 
via New Yorkand Washington, to Atlanta and New Orleans, $196,614.22: Pro- 
vided, That no part of the appropriation made by this paragraph shall beex- 
pended unless the Pestmaster-General shall deem such expenditure neces- 
sary in order to promote the interest of the postal service. 

Now, I want to assure gentlemen that it is not any captious 
opposition to this provision which prompts me to take the po- 
sition I do in reference toit. I believe that it is wrong to ap- 
propriate this money for this purpose, and I believe that if I 
could get members to understand the proposition as it really is 
they would agree with me in reference to it, and the only fear I 
have of failure in this case is because of my inability to get the 
matter properly before the committee. 

The grounds upon which this provision is opposed are briefly 
stated in the views of the minority. I will read them, and will 
ask the attention of members while I do so: 


We, the undersigned, members of the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, respectfully dissent from the report made by the majority of 
said committee on the “ Post-Office appropriation bill,” wherein it proposes 
to appre riate $196,614.22, as said bill indicates, ‘for necessary and special 
mail facilities on trunk lines.” 

First. Because we think the principle that recognizes the right of the 
Government Scone any of its departments or mts to discriminate in 
favor of one individual or enterprise, and not all alike. as indefensible 


upon any line of fairness or justice, and demoralizing to the whole system. 

Now, gentlemen, take that proposition and revolve it in your 
minds, consider it carefully and make up your own verdict, and 
then I will ask you if you do not agree with me and my asso- 
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| dered when they did receive a part of it. 
| what excuse have you got for making this appropriation? 
| yourselves the question. 
Well, sir, some of the | 
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ciates who have made this minority report. If you do not agree 
with me, I want the reason why, and the country will want to 
know, too, when the result of your action is understood. 

Let me now call your attention to another portion of the 
views of the minority. There is nothing contained in this that 
is-not susceptible of demonstration by the record, and when I 
say that, I know what | am talking about. 

Second. The Postmaster-General, whose duty it is to give attention to 
postal matters, after a careful consideration of the subject, does not recom- 
mend the continuance of appropriations for this purpose; but on the con- 
trary, shows by his report that the railroad lines which have heretefore 
been the beneficiaries of this fund, and are not now receiving any part of it, 
are to-day rendering equally as good if not better service than was rendered 
by them during the time they participated in the distribution of this appro- 
priation. We desire also to call attention to the many railroad lines, par- 
ticularly in the western portion of this country, which pass through sparsely 
settled sections, and do not receive any extra compensation. 

Gentlemen, bear that in mind, for it is true that the railroad 
lines which have heretofore participated in the distribution of 
this fund, according to the Postmaster-General’s report, al- 
although they are not receiving one penny of it now, are to-day 
rendering equally as good service, if not better, than they ren- 
Now, if that is true, 
Ask 
If that prcposition is true, whatexcuse 
can be rendered to the country for this appropriation? Gentle- 
men, you can not excuse it. You may vote to keep it in the bill, 


| but if you do you can not give any reason that will stand the test 


of reason and good common sense. 

Now, I want to call your attention to some other statements 
contained in the minority report. We further say here: 

Postmaster-General Dickinson, during his administration, condemned the 

rinciple involved in this appropriation as demoralizing to the service. No 

‘ostmaster-General, so far as we are advised, has ever recommended an ap- 

ropriation of this character, and Postmaster-General Wanamaker, in his 
ast annual report made in 1892 in relation to this subject, uses the follow- 
ing language: 

“The special facility allowance has for some years past been the source of 
much annoyance to the Department, and has hampered the best interests of 
the mail service.” 

Gentlemen, do you suppose the Postmaster-General is telling 
the truth about that? If you say he is not, you ought to beable 
to give some reason why he is not. When the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, whose duty it is to give attention to these matters. tells 
you that this appropriation is not only unnecessary, but is det- 
rimental to the best interests of the postal service, what excuse 
are you going to give to the people for making it? 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Will the gentleman permit 
a question? 

Mr. KYLE. Yes, sir; though I would rather get a !ittle fur- 
ther along first. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, be- 
fore this debate progresses further, I would like to have sore 
agreement as to when general debate shall terminate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not take the gentleman 
from Mississippi off the floor at this time for that purpose. 

Mr. KYLE. We will agree later on. Now, Mr. Chairman, 
the views of the minority, as set out in this report, briefly state 
the reasons why we oppose this appropriation, and all I ask of 
the members of this committee is to take those reasons and put 
by the side of them the facts as they exist, and then, if they find 
that this minority report does not state the truth, I am willing 
that they shall vote against the proposition to strike this ap- 
propriation out of the bill. But, on the other hand, if, after 
they have taken these views and placed them by the side of the 
facts, they find that they are right, then I say they ought to 
vote to strike out this appropriation. Why? In the first place, 
because it will appear that it is a useless appropriation. It ac- 
complishes no good. On the contrary, if the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral is to be believed, it is not only useless but it is injurious to 
the service, and therefore it ought to be stricken out of the 
bill. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to call attention to a matter of 
history with which some gentlemen on this floor are familiar. 
At the last session of Congress, when Mr. Blount, Mr. WILSON, 
Mr. Loup, myself, and others attempted in this House to pre- 
vent the perpetration of this wrong, as we regarded it, we were 
met with a statement that on the Coast Line, which carries the 
mail between New York and Florida, there has been secured by 
reason of this appropriation an expedition of the mails. Now, 
as a matter of fact that railroad to-day does not receive one eent 
of this appropriation, and it has not received a cent of it since 
the last Congress. Yet, taking the Postmaster-General’s re- 
port, it will be found that that line is rendering as good service 
to-day as it rendered when it received a part of this appropria- 
tion. This is no idle statement of mine; it is not a statement 
made without reason. I state the fact as it exists. I say this 
road is carrying the mail as rapidly as it did before. 

When it became manifest at the last session of Congress that 
this road would not participate any longer in this distribution, 
the Richmond and Danville system came here with the determi- 
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nation to participate in this fund; and that company went to 
work in every way they could to secure the putting into this ap- 
propriation bill oba clause which would enable it todo so. And 
the same provision is in this bill. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, [ want to call attention to the facts in 
regard to the Richmond and Danville Railroad. Bear in mind, 
gentlemen (for it is a fact that can not be controverted), that 
this railroad company never participated in this fund at all un- 
til Congress fixed the law as [ have stated and since the appro- 
priation was fixed as it is to-day. 
floor who will deny that proposition. 


it after the adjournment of the last Congress. 

Now, let me call attention in this connection to the fact that 
before this fund was given to the Richmond and Danville Rail- 
road, which is a partof the system carrying the mails from New 
York to New Orleans, the mail left New York at 4:30 p. m.; it 
passed Atlanta at 4:10, and it arrived at New Orleans at 7:35— 

recisely the same schedule that it is running upon to-day. 

Mr. LOUD. They are making ten minutes slower time now 
than they made before they received any part of this fund. - 

Mr. KYLE. Now, Mr. Chairman, it is perfectly manifest that 
so far as this line is concerned, this fund has not had the effect 
of expediting the mail—if my figures are correct—one second; 
and if my colleague on the committee [Mr. Loup] is right, the 
service is ten minutes slower than it was before the company re- 
ceived this fund. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I suggest that the gentleman may be 
mistaken. He is making a comparison with the time made by 
the vestibule train before the company received this money. 

Mr. KYLE. I am speaking of the mail schedules as I get 
them from the Postmaster-General. There is no vestibule train 
concerned in this matter. I have taken the schedule which 


was in operation before the company received this fund and | 


the schedule inoperation now since this fund is paid to this rail- 
road. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I want to say to the gentleman that the 
time on the fast mail train has been shortened six hours and 
thirty minutes. 

Mr. LOUD. The gentleman is entirely mistaken. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Well, we will seeaboutthat. Iwill fur- 
nish the time tables and the report of the Postmaster-General 
covering every point. 

Mr. KYLE. Now, Mr. Speaker, I have been appealed to not 
to oppose the expenditure of this money because it goes to the 
South; I have been taken to task by many newspapers for op- 

osing it, because that section of country which they know I 
ove so well is to be the beneficiary, It makes no difference 
with me, however, as to what part of our great country this 
money may go. In my humble judgment, this expenditure is 
a wrong and one which ought to be prevented if possible, and | 
will show later on who really does get the money, when it will 
appear that the South is not the beneficiary. 

Now, I will call attention to what the late Postmaster-General 
says on thissubject; and | trust gentlemen will listen to it, because 
it states this case better than | can putit. And this statement 
comes from a man who has had an opportunity to know the facts 
better than any of us. I read from the report of Postmaster- 
General Wanamaker, made to the last Congress. It will be re- 
membered that he declined to make any recommendation for 
the continuation of this appropriation, and gave as his reason, 
as I stated a while ago, that this expenditure was detrimental 
to the service, that it did not expedite the mails, but merely 
created a feeling of jealousy and diseontent among the railroad 
companies who were not the beneficiaries of this fund. Mr. 
Wanamaker says: 


The amount estimated as necessary for the current fiscal year is $196,614.16 

In the reportof a year ago I stated my reasons for declining torecommend 
further appropriations for so-called ‘‘special facilities,’ and I feel it to be a 
duty both to the Government and as well to the service to again decline 
making such a recommendation. I believe that the granting to a few and 
refusing to extend like compensation to the many who are performing as 
good or better mail schedules is a source of injury to the mail service. he 
preferential method should cease or all who expedite the mails should be 
granted the same benefit. 

The impression that the special facility compensation allowed the lines 
extending to Port Tampa, Fla.— 


This is the coast line about which I spoke a while ago— 
advances the Cuba mails is incorrect. It pratically rotards those mails 
cause it prevents the enforcement by the Department of the twent 
hour schedule provided for in the contract for the ocean service betw 
Port Tampa and Havana. 

Now, I invite the attentionof the committee especially to the 
Richmond and Danville system, and to what the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral said of that system before it began to put its arm into the 
public Treasury and get part of this $200,000: 

The Richmond and Danville Railroad, operating south and southwest by 


Atlanta: the East Tennessee, Virginia and Georgia Railroad system, operat- 
ing south and southwest from Cincinnati; the Norfolk and Western Rail- 


be- 
e 


ive 
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There is not a man on this | 
The Richmond and Dan- | 
ville road never got any part of this appropriation until it got | 
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| road in conjunction with the East Tennessee, Virginia and Georgia line, op- 

} erating west and south from Washington, D. C., and Norfolk via Brist 

} and Chattanooga, Tenn., and the Illinois Central Railroad, operating 
from Chicago via Cairo, Ill., have each created an extent of expedite 
schedules within the past year thatis much superior to those termed 
facility ’ trains by Jacksonville, Fla., to Port Tampa 








Now mind you, Mr. Chairman, the Richmond and Danville 
system is to-day getting $81,286.25 of this fund, according to the 
report of the Postmaster-General, and here in his report of a 

| year ago he said that the same road was one of those that were 
rendering better service to the Government than those 
which were receiving the special-facilities fund. 
is true. Ifitis not true how are you going to prove thatit is 
not? Here is the Postmaster-General, whose duty it is to look 
into these matters and inform the public on this question, who 
| says that the Richmond and Danville Railroad Company was 
rendering better service when it got none of the special facili- 
ties fund than those roads rendered which were getting it. 
What did you do in the last Congress when you voted this ap- 


roads 


[ suppose that 


| propriation? Did you do the mail service any good? Did you 
advance the interests of the country to any extent? 
| No, not at all; but according to the report of the Postmaster- 


General you gave away $81,000 of the money of the nation to a 
railroad company to expedite the mails, as you say, that is run- 
ning upon exactly the same schedule now that it ran upon before 
it got it, and making the same time,as far as the mail service i 
concerned, that it made before. If thatis true, are you not per- 


is 


| petrating a wrong when you take the money from the Treasury 
| and give it to these companies for such a purpose? 
| Mr. MALLORY. Will the gentleman permit me to ask this 


| question: Whether there was any showing before the committee 
of the necessity of the appropriation of this fund? 


| ee ae 7 mn 

| Mr. KYLE. None earthly. There has been no man, Mr. 

| Chairman, connected with the Post-Office Department that has 
had the hardihood to come before the Committee on the Post- 


Office and Post-Roads to advocate the continuance of thisappre 
priation. 
Mr. COX. Who does advocate it, and how does it get here? 
Mr. KYLE. Nobody. There were eight membersof the com- 
mittee altogether present when it was decided to report the bill 
inits present shape; six were in favor of the proposition and voted 
for it, and two dissented. That is as much information as | 


have in my possession as to who advocates it and how ts 
here. 

Mr. COOMBS. From what source comes the demand for 
special facilities? 

Mr. KYLE. Ican not say unless from the railroads, for no- 
body else demands it. ‘ This Richmond and Danville system was 
very anxious for it last session, and [ suppose they are y 

Mr. COX. Did the railroads appear before the committee and 


make a demand for it? 

Mr. KYLE. Not that I know of this session. 

Mr. COOMBS. Lunderstand the Postmaster 
proves of this appropriation. 

Mr. KYLE. Hedoes not recommend it. He does not say any- 
thing; but his report shows thatthe Coast Line, which formerly 
received this benefit, is now rendering possibly better service 

| than itever did. As a matter of fact it does not participate in 
this fund. . 

Mr. COX. I understand my friend to say that the railroads 
that get no part of this fund are rendering equally as good sery- 
ice or better service than those which do get it. 

Mr. KYLE. Ido; and the Postmaster-General names some 
roads that rendered as good service before they got the fund as 
any railroads in the country. 

Mr. COX. Then what in the world do th 
money? 

Mr. KYLE. I certainly do not know. | 
time and contend now that if this propositio 
the House they would vote the proposition out. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there is very much more that 1 wanted 
to call the attention of the committee to, but Ido not want to 
weary the members present with these recitals. I only want to 
go far enough to enlist the interest of gentlemen on this floor to 
the extent that it will make them investigate this question, and 
when they doI have no doubt of the result, because I b 
you wish to do what is right. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Will the gentleman permit me 
present a schedule of the mail time on this road? He 
want to be wrong. I am sure, on such a question. 


General disap- 


y want with the 


11 


the 
ul by 


‘ontended a 


underst 


ileve 


now to 
3 not 


ao 


Mr. KYLE. Ihave no time to submit to interruptions. I 
have stated my proposition, and if the gentleman can deny it let 
him reply to me in his own time. 

| Mr. LIVINGSTON. All right; I shall certainly do it 
| Mr. KYLE. I have my information from the Post-O De- 
partment. I have not been attempting to give anything ig 


not authentic, and I do not intend to. 
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Mr. LIVINGSTON. Well, I have the schedule of time here. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi declines 
to yield, and the gentleman from Georgia is not in order to in- 
terrupt without his consent. 

Mr. KYLE, Now, Mr. Chairman, in this report he says fur- 
ther: 


No recommendation has been made forthe customary special mail facility 
allowance -— 

A MEMBER. Whose report is that? 

Mr. KYLE. Ex-Postmaster-General Wanamaker'’s— 
becanse I do not believe there exists any occasion for perpetuating the pref- 
erential methods whereby a limited number of railroads would be paid both 
ordinary and extraordimary compensation, while other railroads perform- 
ing precisely the same character of service can be allowed nothing more 
than the compensation which we are by statute permitted to pay for ordi- 
mary transportation. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that is a fair statement. 
All of theser :ilroad companies ought to be treatedalike. These 

ople receive as much under this statute as any other railroad, 
fo proportion to the amount of mail matter they carry. And 
mind you, this bill is so constructed, it is fixed insuch a way, 
that no railroad can participate in the distributien of this fund 
exce o _— as ure indica in this provision in this appropria- 
tion bill. 

A MEMBER. What provision are yuu referring to now? 

Mr. KYLE. The provis.on on pages 4 and 4. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. KYLE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I should like to ask my col- 
league how long bas this appropriation for expediting the mail 
service been in existence, and what were the reasons given for 
its original enact ment’ 

Mr. KYLE£. Mr. Chairman, it was put into the bill first in 
1879; ex- Postmaster-General Wanamaker states that he is un- 
able to give the reason that existed especially for the inaugura- 
tion of this peseee Further than that [ have no infermation 
upon the subject. I sought information alone that line, and that 
is all I was eble to obtain. It isnot what the reason was for it 
when .t had its inception, but it is the reason which exists to- 
day that we are looking for. Thereason might have been good 
in the beginning, but if the reason has failed the apprepriation 
itself should fail. If the reason for the appropriation that ex- 
isted in days gone by is gone. then itought not to be voted unless 
some other new reason is presented for it. 

Mr. WISE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. KYLE. Yes,'sir. 

Mr. WISE. I should like tocall the gentleman's attention to 
this paragraph in the clause which he is now discussing: 


Provided, That no part of the appropriation made by this paragraph shall 
be expended unless the Postmaster-General shall deem such expenditure 
necessary in order to promote the interest of the postal service. 


Now, the question I want to ask is, if the Postmaster-General 
does not think it necessary, why has he been expending this 
sum, because it is within his discretion to discontinue it when- 
ever he thinks it does net promote the postal service? 

Mr. KYL&. Are you through? 

Mr. WISE. That is all. 

Mr. KYLE. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say in reply to 
that, that in the first place Congress itself ought to appropriate 
the money for the necessary ex of the Government, and 
not leave it toa De tany more than can be avoided. 

Mr. WISE. That is not a satisfactory answer. 

Mr. KYLE. And in the next place, when this money is ap- 
eae in this way the Postmaster-Generai believes that it 

s an expression on the part of Congress that something is nec- 
essary along this line, and he lets the money go in that direc- 
tion. And now I want to say furthermore, these Postmasters- 
General, Mr. Dickinson and Mr. Wanamaker, both inveighed 
against this idea. They said that it was wrong; that it was in- 
jurious to the service: that it was detrimental to every interest 
so far as the mail service of this country was concerned. And 

they went on and expended the money in this way. Mr. 

il has refused to recommend a continuation of this appro- 
priation, and yet he has expended this same amvunt of money 
and given it to these railroads, thereby showing what I said 
awhile ago, that these gentlemen fee! that when this appropria- 
tion is made in this way it anexpression on the 


master General as to whether this 
Mr. WLLSON of Washington. 
man? 
Mr. KYLE. Certainly, sir. 
Mr. WILSON of Was 


shall be used or not. 
May I interrupt the gentle- 
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tof Congress | 
and the country at large that this money ought to be used in | 
this direction. So it ismo answer to this question to meet me | 
with the proposition that it is left to the discretion of the Post- | 
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to state that this sum was expended by the late Postmaster- 
General, Mr. Wanamaker? 

Mr. KYLE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 

Mr. KYLE. I think so, sir. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
against it and did not use it after it was appropriated. 
misinformed I desire to be corrected. 

Mr. KYLE. My understanding is that he used it. 

Mr. LOUD. This proviso was not in the appropriation bill at 
that time. 

Mr. MALLORY. 
existing law. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
General recomraend this? 

Mr. KYLE. No: he does not. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Will the gentleman state if 
he had not declined to make any recommendation? 

Mr. KYLE. He declined to make any recommendation about 
it. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 

Mr. KYLE. Pro or con. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
some expression of his judgment? 

Mr. KYLE. That is a matter of opinion. 

Mr. WISE. Will the gentleman ailow me to ask him a ques- 
tion for information? 

Mr. KYLE. Yes. 

Mr. WISE. Was the proviso I have just read in the former 
appropriation bill? 

Mr. KYLE. In which law? 


Is that the*fact? 


I understood that he was 
If Iam 


It was inthe last bill, however. Itisin the 


Does the present Postmaster- 


Pro or con? 


Ought he not to have made 


Mr. WISE. In the one the gentleman was then speaking of. 

Mr. KYLE. It was in the bill passed by the Fifty-second 
Congress. 

Mr. WISE. But not in the bill prior thereto. 

Mr. KYLE, It was not in the one prior thereto. 

Mr. WISE. So Mr. Wanamaker did not have the discretion 


given to the Postmaster subsequently; and Wanamaker said he 
regarded it as mandatory. 

Mr. KYLE. That, I suppose, is true. 

Mr. WISE. I will say to the gentleman from Mississippi that 


this agraph I read was a direct expression by Congress that 
the Postmaster-General should not expend it unless he deemed 
it necessary. 

Mr. KYLE. Ido not want my amiable friend to consume all 
my time. 

Mr. WISE. I bog pardon: you gave me liberty. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. Chairman, I want to call attention to some 


other matters. Now, I have been quoting from Postmaster. 
General Wanamakers report. That is a Republican authority. 
I want to quoie some Democratic authority to these gentlemen. 
I read an extract from the report of Mr. Dickinson when he was 
Postmaster-General. It reads as follows: 

ido not venture an opinion as to Whether or not the rate of compensation 
allowed by law is sufficiently liberal tosecure for the Government adequate 
and the bestservice. It is certain, however— 

There is the point about it— 
that the dissatisfaction caused by extra compensation to some and not to 
others has prevented, in some instances, cordial codperation with the De- 
partment to secure much needed improvement. 

Now, then, Mr. Wanamaker goes on to say: 

In order that you may appreciate the extent to which the ordinary com- 
pensation of the railroads interested in the transportation of the West India 
maits has grown, I call your attention to the following tavle, showing their 
payments by adjustment periods. 

Now, I will not go through these. This is in connection with 
the Coast Line that he was especially combatting when this re- 
port was made. He did not believe in a continuation of the ap- 
propriation to that. He goes on to say of the increase of the 
com tion for ere mails since the system was put 
in practice that the mail increased.in some instances 20 per 
cent, some 25 per cent, some 2 per cent, some 36 per cent, and 
all over the country, Mr. Chairman, this increase has gone on 
until the Postmaster-General states to-day of these railroads, 
many of them are receiving, when they get the regular pay, 
more than double as much as they did when this system was in- 
augurated. They are receiving more to-day without this extra 
com tion than they received formerly with it. 

Now, there is another reason why this practice is bad. and I 
want to call attention toit; and I think it is our duty to legisiate 
for all sections of the country alike, without reference to any 
particular section. 

The principa! rallroads— 

Says Mr. Wanamaker— 


have learned to value the liberality of the osdinary co: téon for mail 


mpensa 
; i ti ; transportation, and ration is the adjust- 
I a ay — on a to adjust 


most mt of 








1894. 





The distance between Washington and New Orleans, 
via Atlanta, is 1,143 miles. The time forthe most important mail train aver 
ages 35 miles per hour. Between Cincinnati and Jacksonville, via Chatta- 
noosa, the mostimportant mail service requires less than twenty-nine hours 
the distance being close to 800 miles. Between Chicago and New Orleans 
the fast mail occupies less than twenty-nine hours; the distance is 915 miles 
These and many other expedited schedules have been the result of confer 
ence with the Depariment, 
them for the ordinary compensation if they have the assurance of the De 
partment that they are being p tid upon as favorable a basis as is allowed 
other lines. 

The fast-mail system over the Iron Mountain system between St 
via Little Rock and Texarkana, and thence throughout Texas, from the Tex 
arkana standpoint, is not What it ougnt to be: nor is the continuous fast 
mail service defiecting at Sedalia, Mo., through Missouri, Kansas, Arkansas 
the Indian Nation, and Texas, via the Missouri, Kansas, and Texas system 
what it should be Again, the fast-mail service from a Louisville, Ky., 
standpoint, into Kentucky, Tennessee, Georgia, and Alabama, is not as 
complete as the Department aims to have it; but we can not look for hearty 
cobperation from ail the raitroads operating north and south, so long as they 


commercial maiis. 





and the railroads will be content to continue | 
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can point to the special payments made to a few roads; and to many of our | 


applications for expedited schedules the reply comes back that upon the 
promise of the Government that they shall be paid in like manner as the 
most favored, they will cheerfully respond to requests for improved 
schedules. 
Now you see, Mr. Chairman, how this fund is used; and as this 
aragraph provides ‘‘for necessary special facilities en trunk 


ines from Springiield, Mass., via New York and Washington to | 


Atlanta and New Orleans, etc., $190.000,” it confines the Post- 
master-General to the use of this money in one particular local- 
ity. Suppose my friend here {[Mr.CLARK of Missouri] wants the 
mail expedited to St. Louis; suppose our friends out in Califor- 
nia want an expedited mail; suppose some other sections of this 
country want expedited mails, can they get them under the pro- 
visions of this bill? Most assuredly not. This fund has got to 
go in one direction and in one direction alone. 
settled sections through the western portions of our country, 
where it may be said there is not business enough to justify the 


The sparsely | 


running of fast trains, can they get any part of this appropria- | 


tion’ Nota dollar. It goes to these railroads, which before 
this allowance was made were rendering as good service as they 
render to-day. 


Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I understand my colleague to 


say that Postmaster-General Wanamaker was opposed to this | 


appropriation; I will ask him whether Mr. Wanamaker used any 
portion of the money thus appropriated for expediting the Ruil- 
way Mail Service? 

Mr. KYLE. He used it all, sir. 

Mr. COOMBS. I will ask the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. KYLE} whether the fact that this money is at the disposal 
of the Postmaster-General does not subject him to a pressure to 
spend it? 

Mr. KYLE. [think so. I donotthink there can be any ques- 
tion about that, and the pressure is pretty successful, as has been 
suggested to me. 

Now, I want to call attention to the railroad companies that 
are receiving this money; and, mind you, they are all compen- 
sated under the law just as other railroads in other parts of the 


country are compensated. The mails are weighed and they re- 
ceive so much pay for carrying so much weight of mail. The 


first railroad that participates in this allowance is the Pennsy!- 
vania road: the Pennsylvania, Wilmington and Baltimore Rail- 
road receives a part, and the Richmond and Danville Company 
gets abouthalf of it. The other roads are the Atlanta and West 
Point, the Western and Alabama. and the Louisville and Nash- 
ville. In discussing this question with a gentleman the other 
day he made the point that by this means we could get our daily 
apers from New York down to Atlanta and New Orleans and 
Taconshin, and other places, more expediiously then if we did 
not have this expedited mail service. 
Suppose that is true, what are you doing in the meaatime with 
our papers published at St. Louis and at New Orleans and at 
iemphis and at other points’ You are not providing for those 
papers to be transported expeditiously. The whole idea with this 
gentleman who was talking with m> was to getthe New York dai 
papersquickly, ignoring the fact that there were daily papers in 
the capital of his own State, and that they were being crowded out 
by this legislation. Mr. Chairman, take this proposition in any 
Way you please, turn it over and contemplate it in any light you 


please, from any conceivable standpoint, and it presents no face 
that is not a bad one. 

Mr. KILGORE. Is it nota fact that the trains which carry 
this last mail also carry passengers and baggage and express 


matier? 

Mr. KYLE. Certainly. 

Mr. KILG )RE. Now, isnot the competition for the passenger 
traffic a sufficient inspiration to secure swift trains, and in fact 
is not that the main inspiration generally? 

Mr. KYLE. I thinkso; ‘ut there is no occasion to predicate 
this case upon that ground for it stands upon a higher plane 
than that. In the first place, according to all the proof that we 


car get upon the subject, there is no use for this appropriation. | was reasonably made. 


IT know that gentlemen are going to reply to me and 
to advocate this appropriation, but I want you gent! 
hold them down and re juire them to give you good 1 
it when they advocate it, and toshow you wherein P% 
General Wanamaker and Dickinson were mistaken o 


ject. 
Mr. COX. Can the gentleman tell me what pro 
fund the Louisville and Nashville system gets? 
Mr. KYLE. The Louisvilleand Nashvillesystem 3 S39 


Now, Mr. Chairman, considering the depressed condition of this 
country generally and the present condition of our excheg 
when the Secretary of the Treasury is called upon to issus bonds 
and create debt for n=rations 


a uture ge to meet, in orde to 
meet the current liabilities of the Government, I think it w i 
come with very bad grace from this House to let these railronuds 
which are without it, compensated as others are, come i: 
their hands into the Treasury and take out about $200,00 
I submit in all candor that when gent'emen who are the friends 
and advocates of this measure propose to argue for it they ought 
to be cilled upon to give good and satisiactory reasons why the 


appropriation should be made. Whena g-ntleman says t 
this appropriation ought to be made, make him give his re isons 
forsaying so. If he givesareason, see ifitisagood one Weich 
this question, consider it carefully, and, Mr. Chairman, as I suid 
in the outset, when the facts are fairly considered, when t 
proposition is well digested, I do not believe the member: 
this House will vote to iet this provision remain in this bill. 
granting of subsidies is contrary to the traditions of the fathers 
and the teachings of good pliin Democracy. I thank the gentle 
men of the committee for the attention they have given me. 
[Applause. | 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, it will be seen by the report of 
the committee that this bill carries $3,125,500 less than the e 
mates. This, of course, upon its face demonstrates to 
try that the great Democratic party is still in pursuitof ( 
But when you come to scrutinize tho 


hat 


0 
’ 
4 oO 


Th 


+ 
Stl 
+) > 

ne coun 


omy and reform.” bill 
and ascertain the items which have been reduced, I think you 
can come to no other conclusion than that the ‘‘ economy ” here 
is simply what might be termed buncombe economy—simp 

playing to the galleries for effect—because the reduction has 
been made upon items as to which the service must necessarily 
continue at the rate of expenditure now provided by law. If 


this bill did not carry asingle dollar, the mail would still eo 
tinue to be carried upon the railroads; your postmasters through 
out the country would continue to receive their salaries, or at 


least receive the promise of the Government to pay, which 


| the end would have to be made good by means of « de! 


bill. 
Now it is not sufficient for this Congress to say that 

vious Congresses have made reductions upon the 1 

items mentioned. 


some pre 
oor three 


What this Congress should contemplate is, 


first, do the needs of the service demand the appropriation rec 
ommended by the Posimaster-General? I dv not b that 
the majority of the committee can claim orcan sucess v show 
to this House that the amount called for inthe Postmaster-t 
eral’s estimates will not in the main be demanded.a ne 
demanded but received in a deficiency bill after the next 


tion’shall have passed. 

Now, if your committee had been in pursuit of econo , it 
3; to me the reduction should have been made init 

a reduction could have had some effect. Asan illustra'tio 
might have taken off $100,00) from that item for p ( 
sp:ctors. And, by the way, I will add that this year under a 
full Democratic administration vour committee recommends the 


appropriation for this item of the [fu!] amount called for by 
than as ever 


Vf 


Postmaster-General, which is a larg 
appropriated before. 


mount 


Now, it looks to my mind like folly to take $1,250,000 out of 
the appropriations for compensation of postmasters w he 
committee know full well that this money will be require d 
appropriated, as I have said, after the elections shall h n 
place. The chairman of the committee and the members o 
committee know well that th:re has always been a dé in 


this appropriation,and the committee well know that there will 





be a deticiency in this appropriation which w D p: it 
I suppose the committee, in pursuit of that 1 of economy, 
thought it best to make a reduction upon those n the bill 
which would not be aifected by the action of the committee 
They have taken, as [ have said, $1,250,000 from the comp 

tion of postmasters: they have taken $1,40),000 from pay of tr 
portation on railroads; they have taken $278,900 from ocean mail 


service, and 34,000 from the car service. 
ice is contract service, and outside o items th I red 
tion of $103,000 upon other items of the bill. 1am free to admit 
that possibly a portion of the reduction on ocean mail ice 
There have been Oo contracts 


Nov. a 1 Ol this serv- 
these C- 
serv 


one or tw 
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annulled since this appropriation was submitted to the com- 
mittee. 

I had at first intended to allow this report to pass without 
saying a word upon it; for having been a member of the commit- 
tee in the Fifty-second Congress, when a Democratic House was 
making appropriations to be expended by a Republican Post- 
master-General, and remembering how in the work of this com- 
mittee at that time the slaughter continued from the first para- 
graph in the bill to the last, I thought on looking at this bill 
prepared for the purpose of expending money under a Demo- 
cratic Postmaster-General that the committee had presented a 
pretty good bill to this House. 

In the Fifty-second Congress the committee proceeded in this 
manner: In the Postmaster-General’s Office $1,000 was called for 
on account of miscellaneous items; the committee reduced that 
to $500. On the item of compensation of postmasters there was 
a reduction of $115,000; compensation of clerks, a reduction of 
$300,000; rent, light, and fuel, $15,500; expenses of third-class 
offices, $110,000; free delivery, $304,943. Running on in this 
way (I will not weary the committee with details) the committee 
made a reduction upon every item in the bill from the begin- 
ning to the end. 

The report of the committee will show the deficiencies that 
have developed in the items upon which such reduction was 
made. The chairman of the committee can truthfully tell you 
th :t for transportation there is a deficiency appropriation now 
before this House, or will be in a very short time, of $1,200,000; 
that is for the transportation of the mails last year. And in 
deciding upon this reduction this year, the question is simply 
whether you will meet this appropriation fairly and squarely 
now, or whether you will cut off $1,250,000, to be put on after the 
election shall have taken place. 

Mr, Chairman, [I prefer at this time not to discuss this bill 
further. There is one item—the item discussed by the gentle- 
man from Mississippi [Mr. KyLe}—which I should like to dis- 
cuss when it is reached. If that agreement can not be reached, 
of course I should be compelled to discuss it before the general 
debate is closed. I wish also to correct one possible misappre- 
hension that might arise because of the answer by the gentle- 
man from ee {Mr. RYE, when he occupied the floor, to 
a question propounded by his colleague [Mr. HooKER], ‘‘ If the 
Postmaster-General preceding Gen. Bissell had not used this 
money for necessary special facilities?” He replied that he had. 

I desire therefore to correct a possible misconstruction of the 
meaning of that answer in order to exonerate both Postmasters- 
General Dickinson and Wanamaker, in this, that they found 
Congress making an appropriation of a stipulated sum year by 
year without naming aservice or withoutany qualification what- 
ever,and both these officers found that the money had been used 
for a certain purpose by their predecessors and consequently 
they felt that they had no discretion in the matter. I am free to 
confess that in my opinion the present Postmaster-General, un- 
der the provision in the last appropriation bill where it gave 
him discretion that the money should not be used unless it could 
be shown that it would be for the benefit of the service, I hold 
that he should not have used that money this year, because the 
Postmaster-General himself I do not think will claim, at least 
there can not be one line presented to show that he so held, that 
it is for the benefit of the general service. 

I desire to reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, if no- 
body else wishes to address the committee now, I will ask unan- 
imous consent that general debate be considered as closed. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr, Chairman, I will agree to that, if it can be 
now understood, by unanimous consent, that when the item of 
necessary and special facilities is reached in the bill we may 
have unlimited time to debate it or such time as we can then 
agree upon, 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Can not we agrees 
upon the time now? How much time would you suggest? 

Mr. LOUD.’ I desire to say to the chairman that there is no 
desire on my part to take any more time than is actually neces- 
sary. Ishall probably want not more thana half or three- 
quarters of an hour 5 sone but it is impossible to determine 
who may desire to be heard upon the question. I can only as- 
sure him that there is no wish to prolong the debate for the 
purpose merely of consuming time. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Then Iask unanimous 
consent that general debate be closed, leaving that matter, to 
which the gentleman refers, open. 

Mr. LOUD, It is unders when that item is reached that 
the debate ney peeaees without limit? 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. McCreary of Kentucky). But the 
Chairman can not make an agreement that will bind the House. 

Mr. LOUD. It can go into the RECORD as a matter of record. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit the request of the 


gentleman from North Carolina. 


Mr. LOUD. Mr.Chairman, it seems to me that an agreement 
can be reached now which will be binding on the House if it be 
made a matter of record, that the general debate on this item of 
—— facilities, as embodied in this bill, may continue without 
limit; in other words, leaving that matter open, so that the time 
for debate upon it may be settled when itis reached. I can not 
agree to closing general debate unless there is such an under- 
standing or agreement. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I am perfectly will- 
ing to agree that there shall be time for debate on that propo- 
sition. But Ido not think there is any reason why we should 
not close general debate on the rest of the bill. 

Mr. LOUD. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me 
that this is about the only item in the Post-Office appropriation 
bill that is going to be debated—— ; 

Mr, DUNPHY. That may not be the case. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Well, there may be one or two 
other items which will lead to some discussion; but as I under- 
stand it, from a partial agreement with the chairman of the 
committee, there will be ample time to debate these other items. 
I ask consent, then, that general debate be closed. 

Mr. LOUD. I can not agree to that unless time be given for 
discussion of the item to which I have referred. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I hardly expected my friend 
from California, after his statement, to agree; aud therefore 
unless the gentleman from North Carolina will agree, when we 
reach the item of specia| mail facilities, to give additional time 
we will have to go on with the debate now. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. That is perfectly sat- 
isfactory tome. I ask that general debate be closed on the en- 
tire bill except the paragraph named by the gentleman from 
California. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I would like to ask a question 
of the chairman before this agreement is made. I would like 
to hear from him, as representing the majority of the committee 
that reported the clause in the biil that my colleague [Mr. KYLE] 
has offered a motion to strike out, why this clause was inserted, 
and why the act was originally passed in 1879? 

Mr. LOUD. We propose todiscuss that item when we reach it. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Weare arranging for unlim- 
ited debate upon that now. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. When we reach that 
paragraph I will explain it fully. ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina asks 
unanimous consent that general debate on the bill be closed, ex- 
cept on the paragraph on page 4, beginning with line 23. 

fr. WILSON of Washington. We had better include also 
the item relative to the printing of postage stamps. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. We will have time 
enough under the five-minute debate for that. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Well, so far as that is con- 
cerned, we have plenty of time now. We are far in advance of 
the other body. What is the hurry, let meask, on this Post-Of- 
fice mf Fy bill, all of a sudden? 

Mr. PAYNE. If the gentleman asks that as a conundrum I 
giveitup. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The gentleman from New 
York says if I ask that asa conundrum he givesitup. Now, 
here is a change in the bill from the old rule of law as to the 
printing of postage stamps. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Not at all; the gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. All right: if I am mistaken I 
willsitdown. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Now, Mr. Chairman, 
the proposition is that general debate be considered as closed, 
except on this paragraph in relation to necessary and special 
facilities on trunk lines, 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. Chairman, I ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee to also include the paragraph in relation torural free de- 
livery. We want to say something about that. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. We can do that under the five-minute 


rule. 
Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I want to speak on the star-route 


cases. 

Mr. DUNPHY. You can get all the time you want under the 
five-minute rule. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. oe some amendments of a 
radical nature are offered to this bill? y 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I will raise the point 
of order inst them. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Suppose they are in order? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. If they are in order 
they will be debated under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. They might be of a nature that 
would require general debate. I suppose, if general debate is 
apt, there is no intention to cut it off: 
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Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Oh, no; there will be 
plenty of time on any item that is contested. 

Mr. PICKLER. 
telegraphing? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. None. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I wish to ask 
the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. HENDERSON] a ques- 
tion, if he will permit me. Is there anything in this bill that 
gives special mail facilities to the West? 

A MEMBER. The whole bill does that. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
running a postal car from Mandan through into Montana, with- 








out any pay whatever, in order to get a little extra mail service | 
for our section of country, while we are going forward to appro- | 


priate for extra mail facilities for these Southern trunk lines. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Does the gentleman remember what the 
postal deficit is for that part of the country? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I do notforget anything. I 
know what the deficit isin that section of the country, andI know 
that the excess of expenditures over receipts from the sale of 
postage stamps, etc., in the Southern States is $5,053,760, 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I can tell you the reason why. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I will tell you why; it is be- 
cause you do not write. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the proposition of the gentle- 
man from North Carolina? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. It is that general de- 
bate on this bill be considered as closed, except with regard to 
the one item of special facilities on trunk lines. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will suggest to the gentleman 
from North Carolina that it will be difficult for the Chair to de- 
termine, when a gentleman is recognized for general debate, 
whether he is speaking to the one paragraph of the bill. The 
Chair thinks it would be impossible for the Chair to execute 
such an order if it was made by consent of the House. The 
Chair would have to give every gentleman latitude in debate un- 
der the rule. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman,if you will 
ment. The suggestion is that general 
upon all propositions except that paragraph, and that general 
debate suaii proceed when we reach that. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, the 
object is to have the bill read by paragraphs, and let us agree 
to such items as are uncontested. There does not seem to be 
more than one item contested; and as gentlemen seem to be un- 
willing to name the time for general debate on that one iter, I 
am perfectly willing to leave the matter open, so that when we 
reach it there may ‘be a fair and reasonable amount of debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina| Mr. 
HENDERSON] asks unanimous consent that all general debate 
upon the pending bill be closed, except as to the paragraph in- 
dicated by him. The Clerk will report that paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For necessary and special facilities on trunk lines from Springfield, Mass., 
via New York and Washington, to Atlanta and New Orleans, $196,614.22: 
Provided, That no part of the appropriation made by this paragraph shall 


be expended unless the Postmaster-Generai shall deem such expenditure 
necessary in order to promote’ the interest of the postal service. 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from North Carolina? 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PICKLER. When that paragraph is reached, what will 
be done? 

The CHAIRMAN. It will be open to general debite. 

Mr. PICKLER. On the whole bill, or on that pxragraph? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the exact proposition that the 
Chair has already made. 
any such order; but if the committee makes it, the Chair will 
do his best to execute it. 


ermit me for one mo- 
ebate be now closed 


Mr. PICKLER. Iam inquiring of the Chair, as a parliamen- | 


tary inquiry, what the Chair will hold? 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will not undertake to decide | 


any question of that kind until the question arises. 

Mr. PiCKLER. It is quite material whether we will be con- 
fined to that single proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already pointed out the 
difficulty. The gentleman from North Carolina asks unanimous 
consent that all general debate upon the bill except this para- 
graph shall be considered as closed. Is there objection? 
¢ Mr. BERRY. 


it be read for information. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires this matter to be de- 
termined first. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from North Carolina? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
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§ there any provision in this bill for postal | 


I ask for this reason: We are | 


There will be difficulty in executing | 


Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment | 
to a section which I think is equally important, and I ask that | 
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none, and it isso ordered. The Clerk will read the bill by para- 
| gravhs. wt 
The Clerk read as follows: 
| Forcompensation of postmasters, $16,000,000. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offor an amendment 
there. 
| The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 2, line 2, strike out the words ‘‘ sixteen million dollars" an 
“seventeen million two hundred and fifty thousani dollars 

Mr.LOUD. Now, Mr. Chairman, as I stated in my prelimi- 
nary remarks on the bill, I do not think that there isany person 
upon this floor who can successfully contend that the amount 
specified in my amendment will not be needed for the payment 
of salaries of postmasters during the year 184-95. 

And further, as I said before, the only object that can be ob- 
tained by cutting this appropriation down $1,250,000 is that the 
aggregate or lump sum of our appropriations bills shall bs justso 
muchsmaller, and it will become necessary for this Congress at its 
next session, after the election sh ill have passed, to appropriate 
substantially $1,250,000 asa deficiency on this item. i believe 
that the time has arrived, if it ever is to arrive, when Congress 
should honestly meet the cost of the postal ssrvice. Now, then, 
the chairman of the committee will not contend but what this 
amount of $17,000,000 is required to pay the salaries of postmas- 
ters. I believe the time has arrived for us to act honestly and 
sincerely and to appropriate to-day what the appropriation bill 
ought to carry. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I hope 
this amendment will be voted down. Itis impossible to carry 
on this Government by making appropriations exactly equal to 
the amount that will be needed in any one year. This is an 
item on which there have always been deficiencies, and it is an 
item—— 

Mr.LOUD. Because you cut it down there is a deficiency. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina (continuing). And itis 
an item that can afford towait. The $16,000,000 that we propose 
to appropriate here is many millions of dollars more in money 
than the postmasters will need to settle their accounts during 
the year. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. 


next. 
Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolins. 
propriate more money than will b> nee 


sert 





It will carry us beyond the 4th of March 


Why should we ap- 


sssary to settle all the 


accounts? 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Why not appropriate $5,000,000 
less then? We could go on the same. 


Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I understand that, 
and our committes do not think that we ought to depart from 
the precedents so far as to cut it down beyond the amount pro- 
posed. 

Mr. LOUD. That is a larger cut than has ever been made. 

Mr. REED. Is not this a larger cut than ever? 

Mr. HENDERSON of NorthCarolina. Itissomewhat larger. 
The deficiency on the item in 1888 was $908,521.20; in 183) there 
was a deficiency of $600,000; in 1891 there was a deficiency of 
$593,538.65: in 1892 there was a deficiency of $289,0/4.73. The 
deficiency for 1893 has not yet been presented to Congress, and 
we donot know what it will be. 

Mr. LOUD. Will the gentleman allow me a suggestion- 

Mr. COOMBS. What was the amount appropriated for 1893? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Fifteen million two 
hundred and fifty thousand do!lars. 

Mr. LOUD. If the gentleman will allow me a suggestion? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LOUD. I would suggest that even the economical Fifty- 
second Congress only cut it $115,000, while you propose to cut it 
| $1,250,000. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. On, we learn by ex- 
perience, and we find that the Post-Offics Department does not 
need the money, and why should we give it in advance, while 
the Treasury is nearly bankrupt? 

Mr. LOUD. You have not to pay in advance. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Well, it will not be 
expended and can not be used. There isnoneed why the money 

should lie idle in the Treasury. 
| Mr. CANNON of Illinois. [ do not think the gentleman is 
entirely candid with the House. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. 
That is exactly what I desire to be. 

Mr. CANNON of [Illinois (continuing). 


a N 


I am entirely candid. 


In this. He says 


why expend the money when the Treasury is nearly bankrupt? 
Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. i say why appropriate 


| the money? 

| Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, then, my friend certainly 
| knows this, that of the postage collected the law with reference 
| to this allows the postmasters to retain their salaries, whether it 
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is $10,009,000 or $15,000,000 or $30,000,000; and yet this reduction 
of this appropriation does not affect them getting their pay in 
the slightest. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina, It does not. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And that the postmasters would 
get their pay if we did not appropriate one cent, and that the 
cutting of this appropriation is merely to have an opportunity 
to say that the appropriation is so much less and to square the 
books; the appropriation can be made in the deficiency bill a 

ear from now; hence it was that I asked my friend, why be sat- 
isfied with cutting this appropriation $1,200,000 when he might 
as well, as long as he was going into the cutting business, cut it 
twelve millions or leave it out altogether? 

Mr. HEND&RSON of North Carolina. Notatall. I do not 
understand why the gentleman should say that. 

Mr. DUNPHY. Would it not reduce the salaries of the post- 
masters to that extent? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Not in the slightest. I will put 
the question to my friend from North Carolina again: Is it not 
true that under the general law, without reference to appropri- 
ation, if you did not appropriate one cent for tmasters’ sal- 
aries, they would retain the amount of their salaries from the 
postage collected? 

Mr. HENDERSON of NorthCarolina, I willstate, Mr. Chair- 
man, that would be exactly true, provided there was always suf- 
ficient funds in the hands of every postmaster to pay his entire 
salary, but there are a great many postmasters that have to be 
paid out of the Treasury. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I would be glad to see that law. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Is not that so? 

Mr. CANNON of [llinois. I think not. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Doyou say that every 
post-office in the country is self supporting? 

Mr. CANNON of [ilinois. Yes; so far as the postmaster’s sal- 
ary isconcerned. The sulary is based upon the amount of post- 
age collected. Up toa certain amount the postmaster retains 

| the postage; up to a certain other amount he retains a cer- 
tain percentage, and the salary is made exclusively from the 
revenues of the office. That is true as far as the salaries are 
concerned, and the postmasters get their pay because, up to 
what the law allows, they never send the money to the Govern- 
ment, but simply render an account and retain so much under 
the general law. 

Mr. COOMBS. Then, according to the gentleman, we need 
not make any appropriation. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If we did not make any 9 Sea 
tion in this bill for postmasters’ salaries the result would be that 
the postmastere would get their pay precisely as they do now, 
but when they sent in their accounts for settlemen’ the accounts 
would be suspended and there could be no settlement until an 
appropriation was made. In other words, it is a matter of book- 
keeping. 

Hence, I ask the gentleman, as long as he is going to cut this | 
appropriation so as to be able to say that we have not appro- | 
priated within $1,200,000 of theestimates, or within 31,200,000 of | 
what the salaries may be, and thereby to claim credit for econ- | 
omy, why stop at $1,200,000? Why not cut it ten millions? 

Mr. COOMBS. Do I understand the gentleman from Illinois | 
to suggest that we cut it still further? 

Mr CANNON oflllinois. You might just as well eutitfurther | 
as cut it this much. 

Mr. COOMBS, I will ask the chairman.of the committee | 
whether this is not an approximation to the estimate of the | 
amount required? | 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. It is $125,000less-than | 
the amount asked for, but the amount ap ted is a great | 
deal more money than will be needed during the year. The gen- | 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] is a member of the Commit- | 
tee on Appropriations, and he knows that when they make this | 
appropriation for a deficiency, it is not anappropriation of money | 
but is simply to cover the difference in the accounts. It is, as 
the gentlem vn himself says, a matter of bookkeeping. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Precisely. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Now, I say that in my | 
opinion we have been doing wrong heretofore in appropriating | 

e entire amount asked for, but I do not —— there ought | 
to be a very great reduction. The appropriation pro is | 
about right. 

Mr. REED. Has it not all been used heretofore? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. It is all used when all | 
the accounts are settled, but it takes longer than a year to set- | 
tle the accounts of the postimasters. 

Mr. REED. Can any more of it be used whether it is appro- 


priated or not? ven 


Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. No; no more can be_ 
used than is contracted for under the law. | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


MARCH 24, 





Mr. REED. Consequently there is no harm in making ana 
propriation which exeeeds the amount actually needed; while 
there is harm in appropriating less than is needed, because it 
obliges us to bring in a deficiency bill and causes a stoppage of 
accounts. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Oh, no; it does not 
cause any stoppage of accounts; nobody isinjured by it; I never 
heard any complaint in regard to the matter. 

Mr. REED. Then it is a little harmless device for reducing 
app iently the expenditures of the Government. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. No; I will state—— 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. REED. It isa part of the next Domocratie stump speech 
plan; is it? 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. The question is on 
the amendment of the gentieman from California. 

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For rent, light, and fuel for first and second class post-ofiices, $845,000. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out “eight,” in line 6, page 2, and insert in lieu thereof the word 
‘“*four,’’ so as to read: 
“For rent, light, and fuel for first and second class post-offices, $445,000.” 


Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Chairman, I propose to 
show this committee in the five minutes allowed me how the 
Government can make a very lar;,,e saving on this item—at least 
$100,000. In the city in California in which I reside—a city of 
about 20,000 inhabitants—the post office was fitted up by the cit- 
izens there at an expense of $3,000. The rent of the building 
was given free to the Government, upon the condition that it 
would simply heat and light the building. Everything else 
was furnished by the property owners. The receipts of that of- 
fice were about $44,000, the expenses about $16,00uU; so that the 
net profit to the United States was about $28,0,0. When that 
lease expired, the Department, in the interest of ‘* economy,” 
sent its post-office inspectors to that town and asked for bids for 
the rent of a building for another term. 

It was known that this was a growing town, and agreat many 

eople were interested in building up certain portions of it. 

arious persons made their offers to the Government to furnish 
the post-office rent free. One gentleman who had some prop- 
erty idle made the proposition that he would fit up a fine room 
at his own expense (and it is an exeellent room); that he would 
light it and heat it and furnish everything at the extremely low 
price of $1 per year. That is the total rent which the Post- 
Offiee Department pays in the city of San Diego for the fine 
post-office thatit uses to-day, and the fitting up of which cost 
the proprietor of the building $3,000. 

I understand, Mr. Chairman, that this ‘‘ skin game ” (because 
it is ‘askin game”) of the Department can not be worked in 
the effete and dead cities of the East. fLaughter.] But it can 
be worked in the great booming towns of the West. It has 
been worked. I think the business is comtemptible; but since 
the Government of the United States has started in upon that 


| kind of business. I think it should work it for all that it is 


worth. It should work it wherever it is possible; for it is no 
more contemptible and no meaner in one piace than inanother. 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. Does thegentleman blame the 


Department——- 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Not at all. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Or the citizens? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Not atall. Iam not blaming 
anybody; I am simply blaming the Department for not working 
this game whenever it can be worked. 

Mr. Seen of Washington. As I understand, it was the 

our who worked the game. 

Pee BOWERS of California. I understand all about that. 
Now, Iam finding no fault. But ‘‘ economy” is what we are after; 
and alittle farther on I am goiug to show another specimen of 
economy on the partof the Department. Ionly want toshow this 
Committee of the Whole how this Administration, which is car- 
rying the study of economy to afine point, can reduce its expend- 
itures still further. The which I have described can be 
played all over the West—in every growing community. 

Mr. ENLOE. Does not the gentleman think the Government 

t+ make still more by letting the location of the post-office 
in each city to the highest bidder? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. That is precisely what your De- 

tment does. And Isay it can be done everywhere in the 
est. Our towns there are young and growing—not like some 
of your old towns in the East, where you have no speculative 
terprise—no interest in building up a particular part of the 


city. 
Bat T say this business, contemptible as it is, can be extended 
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The same system which enables the Government in our town to 
earry on its postal business at a profit of $20,000 a year, because 
it expends only $1 a year for rent of post-office, can be applied 


elsewhere, if you can get the right kind of inspectors, and I un- 


derstand the bill makes a larger appropriation for post-office in- 


spectors than any previous bill. In view of what can be accom- 


plished in this way. my amendment proposes to strike out irom | 


this appropriation $400,000. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. BOWERS 
of California, it was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For necessary miscellaneous and incidental items directly connected with | 


first and second class post-offices, including furniture, $140,000: Provide 
That the Postmaster-General, in his discretion. under such regulations as 
he shail prescribe, may authorize any of the postmastoers of said offices to 
expend the fund he may allow them for such purposes, without the written 
consent of the Postmaster-General. 


Mr. BOWERS of California, I move to amend by striking 
out in line 15, on page 2, the words ‘‘ one hundred and,” so as to 
appropriate only 340,000 for ‘‘ necessary miscellaneous and inci- 
dental items directly connected with first and second class post- 
offices, including furniture.” This amendment in effect makes 
a reduction of $:1v0,000 in this appropriation. 

Now, this is for miscellaneous and incidental items directly 
connected with the first and second class post-ollices, for repairs 
and thingsof that kind,and I have acouple of letters here which 
I wish to read to the committee, showing how money is saved, 
and that this proposition which I have submitted, to save the 
hundred thousand dollars, is exactly in line with the broad prin- 
ciple of Democratic economy that we hear so much about on this 
floor. 

Mr. LOUD. If my colleague will allow me, he might have 
said also that the committee in all of these miscellaneous items 
recommend the full amounts of the estimates asked for by the 
Department where there is a discretion in the expenditure of 
the fund and cut it off in all other cases. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Yes, and I thank my colleague 
for the suggestion. They have reduced ths salaries of post- 
masters about a million of dollars. Now, {fam only proposing to 
reduce this item a hundred thousand dollars for the purpose of 
aiding our friends in their own efforts. 

Mr. COOMBS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 
question? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Certainly. 

Mr. COOMBS. Are you not afraid that you are injuring the 
reputation of the Republican party for generosity by these sug- 
gestions? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Not at all, sir; not the slightest 
danger of it. The Republican party is notafraid. It has a rec- 
ord, and itcan stand onit. Its reputation isentirely safe. But 
here is a letter I wish to read from one of my constituents to 
show exactly how this thing works. 

San Dreco Post-OFFIcE, OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER, 
San Diego, Cal., March 15, 1894. 


DzaR Bowers; The inclosed letter is a sample of Democratic economy 
that beats anything which has ever come to my attention. 

The safe that was repaired, mind you, belongs tothe Department; it is 
the only place where I can keep the funds—often several thousand dollars— 
and it was liable to close up on me and lock me outat any time: the regula- 
tions specifically provide for expenditures without special authority in any 
such emergency. And yet the great Goverument of the United States 
coolly repudiates this just claim, and proposes to make me pay for the neces- 
sary repairs onits own property, which had to be made to protect its own 
interests. More than that, it does not affect any appropriation, large or 
small. Thesum is only 8.50, but the principle is just the same as though it 
were thousands. 

Yours, truly, 
H. M. KUTCHIN. 


Now, I send a letter from the Department on this question to | 


the Clerk’s desk and ask to have that read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Post-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICER OF THE Frrst ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 


SALARY AND ALLOWANCE DIVISION, 
Waehington, D. C., March 6. 1894. 


Str: Referring to your request for an allowance for repairing safe, you 
are informed that on accountof the limited appropriation available for the 
purpose it is not deemed advisable to allow the same. 

hie: request is —, declined. 

ery respect: > 
E E. C. FOWLER, 
Acting First Assistant Postmaster-General. 
PostMASTER, San Diego, Cal. 


Mr. BOWERS of California. Now, I desire to submit to the 
committee that in this view of these appropriations, as taken 
by the Department, and as shown by the letter I have just had 
read, it is certainly competent to save at least a hundred thou- 
sand dollars on this other item. 

Here is an itemappropriated for in the general appropriation 
bill, and provision made that the postmasters generally shall 
be allowed for certain expenditures in thisdirection. But it is 
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refused. No attention is paid toit. Now, when we are consid- 
ering a provision for expenditures of that sort on the part of 
| the Government, and when the Democratic party is p , 
the same line of policy, the same old spirit of Democrati 
omy in all other Departments, ] wish to come in and lend | 
a helping hand by this amendment. 
Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Do you want them to 
| (Laughter. | 
Mr. BOWERS of California. Certainly. It is in the ) 
; economy. That is the reason I offer it. 
{ ask a vote upon it. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was r Ri. 
.| The Clerk read as foliows: 
For free-delivery service, including existing experimenta 
offices, #12 685.33. 
Mr. MOSES. Mr. Chairman, I[ offer the amendment | se 0 
the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
| After line 28, on page 2, add the words “of which the sum of $ ”) ill be 
applied under the direction of the Postmaster-Genera! to ex] 
delivery in rural communfties, other than towns and villages 
Mr. MOSES. Mr. Chairman, in the last appropriation bill 
for the Post-Office Department provision was made, setting 
aside $10,000 for ths purpose. [ understand that part of the 
law has been nullified, and that no such experiment h 
made. 
The bill as reported in the lastCongress had this amendment 
added to this section: 
Of which the sum of $10,000shall be applied under the direction of the P 
master-General to experimental free delivery in rural communities o 
} than towns and villages. 
| The law said it ‘shall be applied.” I notice that the Post- 


master-General in his report says that this ‘‘ $10,000 should be 
devoted, at the discretion of the Postmaster-General, to test 

the feasibility of establishing a system of free delivery in rural 
districts.” ' 

if Congress can not make a law mandatory by saying that a 
certain amount ‘‘shall ’’ be expended for a specilic purpose, how 
| can we take it out of the discretion of the Postmaster-Genera 
| It was not left to the discretion of the executive department. 

The reason given for not continuing this experiment is that 
they had not the time to do it, that the time of the Department 
was taken up in the consideration of ‘ more important ques 
tions.” There are thousands of people in this country who 
think this an ‘‘ important question,” and Congress said that 
$10,000 “shall be applied” to the solution of it. What ey 
tive authority was there to nullify the law? 

You appropriate eleven millions for free delivery in the cities 
and towns. Itisexpended. But they can not find time to ex- 
pend $10,000 to test the feasibility of rural delivery.. What 
are we to say to those farmers who are demanding that the ex- 
periment inaugurated by Mr. Wanamaker shall be continued 
until it is determined whether it is practicable or not? 

I make no captious attack upon the ai ministration of the P 
| office Department; I have urged them toexecute this law. Those 

of us representing rural districts will not be put off with the 
excuse that it is impossible to give this question study and con 
sideration. The Postmaster-General in the report previous to 
| the one before us to-day stated that the $10,000 appropriated by 
| the Fifty-first Congress ‘ yielded net proceeds of over $3,600, due 
| to the increase of business that was caused.” Does not that 
port authorize at least a continuation of the experiment? 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. May I interrupt the gentle- 
man for a question? 

Mr. MOSES. Certainly. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I did not hear theo first part 
of the gentleman’s remarks; but if I understand him, he wishes 
to extend this free-delivery system to the rural districts? 

Mr. MOSES. I wish the Department to continue the 
ment inaugurated in 1890, 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. How many post-offices 
there in the United States? I believe there are about 68,000. 
Now, of course, if we establish this free-delivery system in one 
section of the country we mustestablish it all over the country, 
and give free delivery at each one of these 68,000 post-olfices, 
which at a rough caleulation would cost $2,000 apiece, or in 
round numbers $113,000,000 to 3115,000,000. Now,itseems to me 
it is impracticable. 

Mr. MOSES. In reply tothe gentleman from Washington, 
I will say that Mr. Wanamaker's report shows that the $10,000 
expended in these forty-six post-offices yielded net proceeds of 
$3,600—a far better return than we get from the star-route serv- 
ice in his section of the country. 

Mr. LOUD. I hope the gentleman will present the report of 
the Postmaster-General, to substantiate that fully. 
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Mr. MOSES. I will read from the report, on page 11. 

The #10,000 appropriated yielded net proceeds of over $3,600, due to the 
increase of business that was caused, and the salaries of the postmasters 
of the offices experimented with were raised in the aggregate to over $1,900. 

Mr. LOUD. The gentleman will find if he reads that report 
fully that those offices did not meet the expenditure, notwith- 
standing the statement which has been read. He will find that 
the $10,000 never came back to the Government in increased 
postal receipts. 

Mr. MOSES. I have read the report, and it says that the net 
proceeds were $3,600. 

[The time of Mr. Moses having expired, by unanimous con- 
sent, on motion of Mr. MORSE, it was extended five es 

Mr. MOSES. I know the objection to this is, that in partially 
settled sections of the country it is not practicable; but I say we 
can extend it gradually with reference to the population; and 
that is what we want to find out, what the population must be 

er square mile to make the increased service pay for itself. 

hat is the object of this appropriaton and experiment; and 
when these new States acquire sufficient Pee. they can 
come in just as the cities are now accorded free delivery when 
they reach a population of 10,000 inhabitants. 

Let us not leave the question unsettled. The millions who live 
in the rural districts will be satisfied with nothing less thana 
fair test as to its feasibility. 

Mr. Wanamaker said that it was practicable, and that the ap- 
propriation ought to be continued. Weappropriated the money 
to continue it under the present Administration, but it has not 
been done. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if the committee will agree to give us 

20,000 out of the eleven millions proposed for the cities, we will 
not complain, even if the large cities do get fourteen or sixteen 
daily deliveries. I know the Department has been busy during 
the pastyear. They had to ‘‘turntherascalsout.” As good Dem- 
ocrats, this was the highest duty. So far as my district is con- 
cerned, that duty has n well performed. Out of this large 
sum let us again appropriate $20,000, that this question may 
settled to the satisfaction of the people. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, on this matter 
of free rural delivery I do not see, owing to the condition of the 
country, that it can ever be established successfully. It would 
cost such an enormous amount of money, and the population is 
scattered over such a wide area of country, that it seems to me 
to be an iridescent dream. 

What we do want, and what we should have, and what seems 
to be entirely practical, is to extend the star-route service in 
every direction possible, giving to the farmers of the country 
mail facilities six times a week if necessary, and three times 
where it is not so urgent. We want to extend these star routes 
all over the farming districts. Establish post-offices in every 
section, and you will give to the farmer that mail facility that 
he now desires and now demands. Itis not possible to establish 
free rural delivery in the section I have the honor in part to rep- 
resent. Why, think of a man going over the Okanogan Moun- 
tains, 30 miles, to deliver one letter! What wedo want is daily 
mail service six times a week under the star-route system. 

Mr. PICKLER. To one fellow? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Toonefellow. If there is one 
fellow in your section who wants his mail, I claim he ought to 
have it, and expect youdo. What we want is to establish new 

t-offices. All through my section there is a crying demand 
or new offices, and it is impossible to get this Administration, 
for some cause or reason, to establish these offices. I went to 
the Department the other day as to the establishment of a new 
office, and they said there are only fifteen or twenty people there. 
I said I do not care if there was only one American citizen who 
wants his mail he has aright to have it as much as the citizen 
of New.York or Brooklyn. 

Mr. COOMBS. You might make him postmaster himself. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Yes, we might make him 
postmaster. What we want, and what weshould have, is an ex- 
tension of this star-route system. 

Mr. PICKLER. Is there any proposition in this bill by which 
it can be done? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. There is not. In the Fifty- 
second Congress we increased the amount of appropriation rec- 
ommended by the committee $200,000 in order to establish a 
large number of new star routes and toincrease the service from 
one to three times a week and from three to six times a week, 
and gave the farmer the benefit of increased mail facilities by 
that increased eae, which seems to me is along the 
practical line. ntinue in the same direction and you will give 
the farmer an opportunity to obtain better mail ities. 





Mr. PICK Mr. , I think in giving —— 
tal facilities it is little difference whether it rural 
livery or star route. I do not care whether it comes through 
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rural delivery or through postal route. But I am in favor of 
the suggestions of both the gentleman from Georgia and the 
peatemen from Washington. Here is the most remarkable 
anguage in this A ga that I have ever seen submitted to Con- 
gress. I beg tocall attention to the language in regard to this 
matter: 

Although it was provided by Co ss in the appropriation bill for the 
fiscal ys ending June 30, 1894, that $10,000 should be devoted, at the discre- 
tion of the Postmaster-General, to testing the feasibility of establishing a 
system of free delivery in rural districts, it has been found impossible. by 
reason of the pressure of more important questions, for the officers havink 
that subject in charge to give the subject the study and consideration that 
it demands, much less to establish such rural free delivery. 

And then this proposition winds up by abandoning the enter- 
prise altogether. ow, Mr. Chairman, that seems to me to be 
alittle less than an insult to the Congress of the United States 
and the people living in the rural districts. What business has 
the Administration and the Postmaster-General to say, after 
Congress has enacted a law and said to them, you shall try this 
experiment and ascertain whether there is anything in it or not, 
to tell the Congress of the United States and the people, who 
are interested, that they have not taken the time to consider 
that part of the business because there issomething more press- 
ing on their hands? What object is there in Congress passing 
laws if that is the way it is to be treated? It is worth the 
experiment. It was advocated by the last Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, who thought there was much in it. The peuple of the 
country would like to see a demonstration; at least, we would 
like to ascertain whether it shall be by star route or by free ru- 
ral delivery. J 

We want something of the kind. Why, I suppose they have 
been engaged in the disposition of the $192,000, the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. KYLE] told us about, to the railroads, and 
so they have not had time to attend to the omy A great 
crying question of the American Union, through all the public 
press, is that the people living in the country are coming to the 
cities. Is it little wonder, Mr. Chairman, that they are leaving 
the country and going to the cities when all the expenditures of 
the Government for the benefit of the people are being bestowed 
upon the cities and the thickly settled districts and not given to 
the rural population? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I can tell the gentleman what 
they were occupied in doing, so that they could not consider 
this. They were chopping off the heads of Republican post- 
masters, and had no time for any other business. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COOMBS. We on this side of the House are glad to hear 
that complaint. [Laughter.} 

Mr. PICKLER. I contend that after Congress has passed a 
law it ought to be executed by the Department, and I contend 
that thisexperimentisworthy of atrial. If it isnot practicable, 
we will find it out by demonstration, and the experiment will 
not costagreatdealofmoney. The gentleman from Washington 

Mr. WILSON] estimates that to extend this system all over the 

nited States would cost $100,000,000, but I-see that the report 
estimates the cost at $20,000,000. We do not need to spend so 
much as that now, but let us have a demonstration made on a 
small scale, and let the Department carry out in good faith the 
law which Congress has passed. 

Mr. COOMBS. LIcall the gentleman's attention to the fact 
that this bill says that it shall be continued. 

‘ The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon this amendment is ex- 


austed. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last word. 

I am sorry to see so little interest taken in this question. I 
admit that itis impossible to inaugurate any perminent system 
of free delivery throughout the length and breadth of this coun- 
try right now, but at the same time it is undoubtedly true that 
it is yay 8 to make an experiment with aview of determining 
just how far the freé-delivery system may be extended through 
the rural districts. Free delivery in rural districts is not a new 
thing. It exists in many ts of the world, and there are many 
ways in which it can be attained in a very economical manner. 
I notice that the Postmaster-General calls attention to the fact, 
which isa fact, that a system which would dofor one part of this 
country would rot do for another, owing to differences in the 
manner in which the country is settled, density of population, 
and other such considerations. 

At the outset of what I have to say in reply to the gentleman 
from South Dakota {Mr. PICKLER], I wish to remark that no par- 
tisan oe can be obtained by adiscussion of this question. 

e an appropriation, mandatory in its nature, re- 


uil that the P’ ffice Department, with $10,000 put at its 
y sen. should make an experiment in the matter of free de- 
livery in the rural districts. Under the preceding Administra- 


tion no effort was made to experiment inthatdirection. Under 
the present Administration no e‘fort has been made, and I think 
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it is well enough that an effort should be made, if for no other 


purpose than, if it is impracticable, to satisfy the people of the 
country of its impracticability. 

Mr. PICKLER. This appropriation was not made until last 
year, think. The report says thatit was for the fiscal year 1894. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. [ think the gentleman from | 
Mississippi is mistaken. I think that Postmaster-General Wan- | 
amaker expended $10,000. 

Mr. WILLIAMSof Mississippi. Notforthis purpose. There | 
were two appropriations for free delivery, one for village free 
delivery and ons for experimental free delivery in the country 
outside of towns and villages. Mr. Wanamaker made anexperi- | 
ment in village free delivery, but he made no effort to extend | 
the system to ihe rural districts. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I may be wrong about it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The gentlemanis wrong. I | 
have inquired at the Department. 

Mr. PICKLER. But the village and small town delivery ap- 

propriation preceded this for the rural districts. The appro- | 
priation for the rural districts was made only during the last 
year. 
, Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I understand that; but there | 
was about six months of itunder one Administration and about 
the same time under the other, and no effort was made under | 
either Administration to carry out the experiment. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there is one view that I wish to present 
very briefly. I think that on the star routes of the country the | 
free-delivery system is practicable by simply putting up boxes | 
such as you have in the cities, and if necessary requiring the | 
box-holders to pay the cost of them, and [I am quite sure that 
every farmer in my part of the country would be willing to do 
that. 

Mr. PICKLER. They do not have to do that in the city. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I understand that, but I am 
not asking equal terms with other people. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PICKLER. But you ought to ask equal terms. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I would notdare toask equal | 
terms with the cities. {Laughter.| This experiment, I say, | 
could be carried out by putting up boxes and giving the box- | 
holder a key, and also giving the mail-rider a key and letting | 
him take out the mail that he finds in the box and put in the 
mail that he has brought for the box-holder. I suggested that 
plan at the Department and even went so far as to suggest that 
the people on a given route in my district would be willing to 
pxy for the boxes, and that, if necessary, I myself would pay for 
twenty of them in order that the experiment might be fairly 
tried at as little expense as possible. I do not think it is right 
that people who live out in the country and who receive their 
mails twice a week or three times a week should have to go so 
far for their mail matter. 

I suppose that half the people outside of the villages in my | 
country have toride at least 6 miles for the purpose of getting 


their mails. I do not think it is dealing fairly with those peo- 
pie to treat a mandatory appropriation of Congress for this pur- 
pose as a trifle which can be nullified by the Department by 
simply refusing to act in the matter. The old appropriation 
will soon be covered back into the Treasury by the lapse of 
time, but 1 am in favor of replacing it with the appropriation 
embodied in the amendment of the gentleman from Georgia, so 
that the Department may understand that it is the will and 
command of Congress that this experiment shall be made. ~ 

Mr. MOSES. We said ‘‘shall” before. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, it will be un- 
derstood that the pro forma amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I renew the pro formaamend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gent!eman 
from Nebraska[Mr. BRYAN]. The gentlemanfrom Washington 
[Mr. WiLson] has already spoken once on this question; and the 
Chair can not recognize him again so long as any other gentle- 
man desires to speak. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Chairman, I move pro forma to strike out 
the last word. In regard to this amendment proposing to pro- 
vide for free delivery in rural districts, | have not been able to 
satisfy myself thatit could be operated to an extent which would 
be at all satisfactory. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman allow 
an interruption? The proposition issimply to appropriate $2),- 
000 out of this amount for the purpose of experimenting with 
the view to determining whether this plan of rural delivery is 
practicable or not. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Chairman, without discussing that mat- 
ter; there is something which I think we can do and do with 
justice, to help these communities which do not enjoy the ben- 
efits of the free-delivery system. In the smaller towns it is nec- 
essary now for persons wanting a box at the post-office to pay a 
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certain sum per year for that box. The person having sucha 
box not only goss to the oftice for his mail, bet he pays fo 
place in which his mail is deposited. Now, while we may d 
as to the expediency of attempting to carry the mails to 
of a rural district, there can certainly b2 no objection to 
toa man residing in the country or inasmalitownand who 
to the post-office for his mail the right to have his mail 
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In the cities every person s mail is carried to his house 
out charge: now, why canwe not allow free boxes in the 
towns? [It scems to me that a movement in this direction 
be in the line of justice and would not be open to such obje 
as apply to the attempt to extend free delivery into our co 
districts. 

I have been hoping for a year or two that the Post-Oflice ( 
mittee would see its way clear to recommend such a change 
our law as would allow persons or families in the rural distri 
and in the smaller towns to have post-office boxes without a 
charge. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 





Suppose such a provision 


| should become a law, the rent of post-office boxes would no longer 


help to swell the emoluments of the postmisters. Now, we do 


| not want 68,000 postmasters ‘‘down” on us, and wouid it not be 


necessary for us to adopt some provision whereby the amount 
thus lost to the postmasters would be made up to them? In the 


| smaller offices the emolument of the postmaster is largely con- 


trolled by the rent of boxes. 

Mr. BRYAN. If the box rent goes toward the salary of the 
postmaster or is a part of the income of the office by which his 
salary is regulated, so that by free boxes the compensation of the 
postmaster would be reduced, the Government would certainly 
have to provide some other form of compensation for the work 
done by him; but that matter could be arranged. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. The box rents do not go to the post- 
master. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. They do not; but indirectly 
they help to swell the emoluments of the office. Of course, all 
the revenues of the office—box rents and everything else —be- 
long primarily to the Government. 

Mr. BRYAN. Whether the postmaster gets the box rent or 
not, the patron of the office has to pay it; and if by sucha 
proposition as this a part of the compensation of the postmaster 
would be cut off, of course we would have to provide soms way 
of making up the difference. But I submit that while we are 
giving free delivery toour cities, we should as a matter of jus- 
tice give to the p:ople in the rural districts and the smaller 
towns the privilege of having free a place for the deposit of the 
mails which they themselves go to the office to receive. 

Mr. HAYES. Under the free-delivery system do not those 
localities that enjoy the system pay for it themselves? 

Mr. BRYAN. They pay an extra cent on local postage, but 
they do not pay any more on other letters or papers. 

Mr. HAYES. But the free-delivery system as applied to the 
cities is self-supporting? 

Mr. BRYAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HAYES. If we should provide free boxes, would it not 
be necessary to have a multiplicity of boxes, with an enlarged 
space in the post-offices, and would there not be thus entailed a 
great eXpense without sufficient justification? Such a system 
would require larger post-office accommodations, and would en 
tail increased expense for rent. In short, would the system be 
practicable? 

Mr. BRYAN. Ido not know that any more boxes would be 
necessary than are now provided. 

Mr. HAYES. Under the present system many persons re- 
ceiving but little mail matter care nothing for a box because it 
is very little trouble for them toask for their mail. Butifa. 
free box were provided for everyone who might ask for it the 
number of boxes would be largely increased, the office space 
would be necessarily enlarged, and great additional expense 
would be incurred, which would accomplish nothing. 

Mr. BRYAN. I think the gentleman magnifies the expense. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. If these boxes were provided 
free, would not every person receiving mil at one of these town 
or village offices want a box? 

Mr. HAYES. That would be the result of 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
a box. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Whether they got any mail or not. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Yes; it would not make any 
difference about that. 

Mr. HAYES. That is the point that struck meas being most 
likely to arise: that it would involve an enormous expenditure 
where there is no demand for it. 

Here the hammer fell.|] 
r. McMILLIN. I will take the floor, Mr. Chairman, for the 
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purpose of asking the gentleman a question. I wish to ask if 
there has been any estimate as to the cost of this plan that he 
suggests, or the approximate cost of delivering the mails in such 
a@ manner? 

Mr. BRYAN. None that I have seen. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Is there any estimate as to the cost of the 
free rural delivery? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. If the gentleman will permit 
me, ! can only say that I went to the Post-Olfice Department 
during the last session of Congress and had an estimate as to the 
expense if this was carried out all over the country, as we weuld 
naturally want it if we commenced the service at all. That 
estimate places the expenditure at about $113,000,000 for the 
sixty-eight thousand post-offices, or about $2,000 on the average. 
Some, of course, would be lessand some more, but in all parts of 
the United States the estimated expenditure was $113,000,000. 

Mr. BRYAN. In addition to the present cost? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Yes. 

Mr. BRYAN. More than double. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. About that amount. 

Mr. PICKLER. This a to which I have been referring 
puts the amount at $20,000,000. 

Mr. WLL3ON of Washington. Yes; soit does. 

oa. McMILLIN. Well, that is a very wide divergence of 
opinion, 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Nevertheless that is the fact. 
Mr. MOMILLIN. Somebody’s arithmetic isevidently wrong. 
Mr. PICKLER. I desire to ask the chairman of the commit- 

tee a question: Whether it is the judgment of the committee 
that this question of experimenting on the rural free delivery 
is the opinion of the Department? Does the committee believe 
that it should be abandoned without any further attempts in 
that direction? 

Mr. HEN DERSON of NorthCarolina. The committee thought 
that inasmuch as the $10,000 appropriated last year for the use 
of the current year has not been applied to the current year, 
having yet some time to run, that money still being available 
by the Department, it would be unnecessary to recommend fur- 
ther appropriations until some eatistactory result had been ob- 
tained froin the $10,000 heretofore appropriated. 

Mr. PICKLER. But this fiscal year expires on the 30th da 
of June,and not sufficient time enh be given to make any suc 
experiments with that fund. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. If they commenced 
ongotanes that fund would last more than one year. 

vr, PICKLER. I hope the gentleman from North Carolina 
will accept the amendment of the gentleman from Georgia, and 
~ this for another year. 
ir. HENDERSON of North Carolina. The money on hand 
would last for a year. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Not only is the gentleman 
from South Dakota correct in his suggestion, but the Postmas- 
ter-General announces that he will not use it. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will submit the question on 
the amendment of the gentleman from Geo 


rgia. 
Mr. MOSES. Under the statement of the chairman of the | 
committee, that $10,000 is still available for this purpose, I de- | 


sire to modify my amendment and change the twenty thousand 
to ten thousand. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, [ move to strike out the last word. 
I think the committee ought to be heard in this matter, as all of 
the rest of the House have been, and the chairman does not de- 
sire to speak. I suggested to him, therefore, that I would say 
a word on the subject now pending before the committee. 

I desi-e to state that the experimental free delivery in rural 
districts is no new proposition. A resolution was adopted on 
October 1, 1890, by which $10,000 was set aside for exper tal 
free delivery in rural districts. This service was tried thor- 
oughly at that time. The last Postmaster-General substantially 
admitted that the amount of money that was provided could not 
thuroughly test the ticability of the proposition. He rec- 
ommended that this be continued, if in its wisdom de- 
sired to continue it, and that an increased fund for that purpose 
be provided each year. 

ow, the pecoeet Postmaster-General, after thoroughly in- 
vestigating the subject, after seeing what has been done, and 
finding that nothing had been in the past, in the 
exercise of his discretion refused a further experiment that had 
been as thoroughly tried as possible, because the Postmaster- 
General says tht to y execute the free rural delivery 
would involve an expenditure of $20,000,000. 

Now, the gentlemanf om Tennessee | Mr. MCMILLIN] said that 
there was a wide discrepancy between the estimates submitted 
by the Post-Office Department on this account and the statement 


made by the gentleman from Washi Mr. Wiison}. Ido 
sot think Sek tes Pennines tieeneatanet enkeaen iidiae 
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reportany extension toall of the post-offices in the United States, 
but only to those that would demand it—say in towns of 500 to 
1,000 inhabitants. 

Now, if this Congress proposes to extend this system of rural 
free delivery it must face the question fairly and squarely, after 
three years of a thorough test of it. 

Mr. PICKLER. It has not been tested at all, if the gentle- 
man will ullow me to say so. 

Mr. LOUD. It has been thoroughly tested for three years. 

Mr. PICKLER. In towns and villages. 

Mr. LOUD. And tocontinue this ten or even twenty thousand 
dollars for another year, or for a term of years, is a perfect fal- 
lacy. Thereis no doubt but whatruralfree delivery is of benefit 
to towns and villages; but if you are going to extend it you have 
got to meet the question here and appropriate a sufficient amount 
of money to extend it intou reasonable nuinber of towns; and 
you would be required to appropriate inthis bill at least »5,000,- 
000 for this year, and to continue to increase it year by year until 
it would amount to from $20,000,000 to $25,090,000. If you want 
to do that you should meet the question fai»\y, but do not let us 
keep dribbling out a little $10,000 to re ‘xperiment upon a ques- 
tion that has been experimented to death. 

Mr. PICKLER. ill the gentleman allow me to ask hima 
question before he sits down? 

Mr. LOUD. I will if I have any time. 

TheCHAIRMAN,. Thetime of thegentleman from California 
[Mr. Loup] has expired. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, there seems to be a great 
misunderstanding here. Either I am much mistaken or the 
gentleman from California{Mr. Loup] is. He says thisiias been 
thoroughly tested. This amendment is for free rural delivery, 
not in towns and villages. It is the delivery in towns and vil- 
lages which has been tested for the last three years, and rural 
deiivery hasnot been tested at all, the gentleman from California 
[Mr. Loup] to the contrary notwithstanding. There has been 
no test of rural delivery at all. This appropriation of $10,000 
was made, but the Post-Office Department say that they have 
not had time, owing to the press of other business, to extend it. 

The gentleman from California | Mr. Loup] is setting upa man 
of straw to knock him down. We are not contending for any 
further experiments in towns and villages, so the gentleman’s 
argument against this proposition does not meet the amendment 
that is now pending, which is to test this matter or to try these 
experiments in the country districts, 

submit, Mr. Chairman, that the people living in the country 
are entitled to have this experiment tried. They are entitled 
at least to have the Post-Otlice Department carry out the act of 
Congress in making tests. No difference what it may cost, let 
us find out whether it is practicable. You never can find out 
whether it is practicable until you try. Congress has said it is 
so far practicable at least as to be worth the experiment. The 
Post-Office Department seems to repeal the actof Congress or to 
ignore it, and the committee seem to be following the same lead 


and ignoring this altogether. 


Mr. CRAWFORD. Why do not you try to get daily mails for 
the pom all over the country before you try to get this? 

Mr. PICKLER. I think it makes very little difference how 
this rural delivery is made. Itmay be by additional star routes. 
It may be by sending it out in different ways. Tnis appropria- 
tion is to test that. 

Mr. CRAWFORD... Does not the gentleman know that the 
communities in the back country can not get mail routes estab- 
lished unless they pay the carrier themselves, except two-thirds 
of the cancellation: 

Mr. PICKLER. Indeed I do know that. My constituents 
have suffered for those reasons right along, and it is for that 
matter I am contending here, that the p2ople living in the coun- 
try are worthy at least the consideration of the Department, to 
the extent of expending the money that Congress has appropri- 
ated, to ascertain in some way or uther how to reach the rural 
districts with the mail they are entitled to receive. 

Mr. LOUD. That is a question as to star-route service. 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman from California [Mr. Loup] 
has not touched the question. He has talked about experiments 
in towne and villages, and has not talked about experiments in 
free delivery in rural communities at all. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I should like to make this 
suggestion. There were two ssparate appropriations; one for 
$30,000, for making experiments in free delivery in villages and 
towns, and another later and different act of gress, appro- 
—s $10,000, for cote, oy rahmcing in rural communities. 

Mr. PICKLER. In the last Congress. 

r. MS of Mississippi. The gentlem.n is entirely 
right in saying that the ee 4 appropriated in the first bill was 
used for the for which it was ap a namely, for 


the making of experiments in towns an ; but not one 
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eingle experiment was made by anybody with the $10,000 appro- 
riated for experiments in rural free delivery, nor has any ef- | 
ort been made toward using that appropriation. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman, I | 
understand, withdraws his amendment? 

Mr. PICKLER. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr.CANNON of [llinois. I renew it, and do so to say that I 
am old enough, along with many others in the House, to have 
geen this postal service built up or evoluted from an inferior serv- 
ice to a very good one; and the end is not yet. It is within my 
recollection when the mail came once a week, in many instances 
once in two weeks, and the postage upon the letter to be col- 
lected in the main from the receiver, was 25 cents. I have seen 
it reduced to 5 cents, then to 3; and borea partin the Forty- 
seventh Congress, a Republican Congress, it may be recollected, 
in which the reduction was made from 3 to 2 cents for letter 

tage. 

OL aapailect also very well that in the Forty-third Congress the 
system of collecting postage upon newspapers was changed. 
The law had been to collect of the receiver of the paper, but the 
rule was that the postage was not collected; and by that Con- 
gress the pound rate and prepiyment wasadopted. In that Con- 
gress the package post, practically, had its birth. That also | 
was a Republican Congress. It was of very great advantage to 
the people, creating competition through the lengthand breadth 
of the country of some sixty thousand post-olfices with tho ex- | 
press companies, which resulted in a reduction of the express 
rate upon packages of at least two-thirds, and also built up what 
is known a; the package-post system that we have. 

Both of these reforms were valuable, far-reaching, and profita- 
ble in the main to the Government, but more profitable to the | 
individuals composing the Government. I haveseen the reduc- 
tion of postags upon letters after fair trial bring increased reve- 
nues. We haveseen the franking privilege practically extended 
to the newspapers and periodica's, the benefit in fact resulting 
to those who receive the publications. 

I have always been heartily in sympathy with each postal re- 
form that has been made. It is substantially within my recol- 
lection, almost within my legislative life, that we have had the 
free-delivery system established. It commenced right. It was 
first tried with great success in populouscities.. New York was 
the pioneer city for this service. 

It was found topay, and then the systemspread. It extended 
gradually to the other large cities, and they in a short time 
became self-sustaining, and most of them yield a profit. It has 
been extended from year to year and from city to city until it 
now takes in all cities of 10,000 population, or cities which yield 
$10,000 a year of gross postal revenues. I believe it can be fur- 
ther extended. 1 think that the time would be now, under or- 
dinary circumstances, that it should be further extended and 
take in some of the smaller cities and towns. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I would be glad to have another 
minute or two. 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to be recognized. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask unanimous consent that the time of 
the gentleman from Illinois be extended five minutes. 

Mr. COOMBS. I thought the gentleman was through. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Not quite. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentieman from South Dakota? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. The gentleman from Illinois is recognized for five 
minutes further. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman I will try not to 
weary the committee; but still I am not sure I can make as 
much noise as other members of the committee who are talking. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has appealed to the committee 
to preserve order; and unless the Chair recognizes some gentle- 
man by name it seems impossible to stop loud conversation on 
the floor. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, then, necessarily all of these 
improvements in the postal service must be gradual. One al- 
most in sight, and one that I think the country expects, is a fur- 
ther reduction of the postage on letters to one-half the present 
rate. I think within this century, before the year 1900 comes, 
will see that reduction made; and in a short time thereafter the 
receipts from postage increased over and above what they are 
under the 2-cent rate. As to the free-delivery system, which 
the gentleman talks about, that growth is to come from the cit- 
ies of 10,000 inhabitants or those that yield $10,000 revenue, to 
the smaller cities, villages and thickly settled agricultural com- 
munities. And gradualiy, at the end of this century, or early in 
the next, I believe that the free-delivery system is to be ex- 
tended substantially throughout the length and breadth of the 
country, and ought to be. 

Now, then, the Republican party has never halted in these re- 
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It has never halted in promoting the postal 
yublic service generally, for the benefit of all the 
Chere indicated, I think the party takes pride 
country takes pride, in the various reductions of postag 
various increases of mail facilities and the enlargement o 
free-delivery system; and it expects, under the lead of this part 
a little later on,’to have the reduction of the postage and , 
extensions of these various systems I have referred to. But | 
will say to my friend from South Dakota [Mr. Pici t] that it 


forms. 
the 


ha mn 


LER 
is perfectly evident that his amendment is not tobe adopted. | 


am rather inclined to believe that if I were a Democrat, and r 
sponsible for thess appropriations, and wanted to pursue the 
policy that that party has set out to pursuo, I would oppose the 
amendment. 

I have great sympathy with the amendment. I am wi r 
that it should be adopted. I stand ready to vote for it. 


It isan 
experiment that might well be tried and might give valuable 
results: but everybody understands, now that the revenues are 
away short of theexpenditures, and our Democratic friends arise 
in their places and tell us that the hard times are still to con- 
tinue; that they are making appropriations from the standpoint 


| of small revenues and hard times. 


und 


ra 


They are borrowing money to carry on the Government, 
they have got to do one of two things, they have got to cha 
their policy and adopt a different one, under which this Gov 
ment c1n prosper and in its prosperity obtain abundance of re\ 
nue without oppressing its citizens, or they have got to keep on 
cutting the service. So that, froma Democratic standpoint, I 
feel quite sure that my friend's amendment will be voted down. 
[ counsel him to have patience. [ know that he, along with 
other good Republicans, has goodness already, but now we want 
to have patience. 

Mr. MOSES. I will siy to the gentleman that this was in‘ 
duced by a Democrat. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Ido not know whether a Demo 
introduced it or not, but I know that individual Democrats ars 
in the habit of advocating here all manner of good things for 
their *‘ districts,” but in the nick of time. when their votes would 


e- 


give us good legislation, they arealwaysfound wanting. [Laugh 
ter.]} 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, [ want to makea few rem irks 
in relation to the postal service. There is nothing to me more 


wonderful than the precision and the regularity of the postal 
service of the United States, and for that matter of the world. 
A letter is dropped into the mail in a post office away in the 
backwoods and it finds its way quickly and safely to its p-oper 
A letter 


destination at the most distant part of the Union. 4 
dropped into the mail in the city of Washington, and it finds its 
way all around the world to a quick and sure delivery. During 


my experience of thirty-five years asa merchant [ have seen 
the postal systems of the world improve and fall into co jperation 
with one another until now there is nothing more certain than 


the safe and sure delivery of correspondence. We always send 
duplicates, but that has come to be almost unnecessary. 

1 make these remarks, Mr. Chairman, for the purpose of bring 
ing out one fact, and that is that society org inized into Govern- 
ment is able to do a great many things better than private in 


, 


dividuals can dothem. There are a great many things that so- 
ciety oyganized into government ought to doand there area great 
many things that it ought not to attempt todo. Now, | think 
that in our postal service we have attempted a little too much 
in the rene gear wr of merchandise. I think that is a great 

e service for which no adequate compensation is 
received. Private enterprise is able to do that work safely and 
quickly, and_I believe that if we should cut off these suckers 
from the Post-Office Department, not only would it be self sus- 
taining but we should be able to reduce the rate of our letter 
postage. I donot believe that we shall ever be able to do that 
until we stop some of these expensive experiments. 

In relation to this particular amendment I have not been in 
the way of knowing that there is any extensive demand for it 
from the rural districts. I think that is a sentimental idea on 
the t of gentlemen on this floor. I think, as my friend at my 
left has said, that the farmers would laugh atit. Let us wait 
and perfect what we have already tried, and by and by, when 
the country becomes more thickly settled, we can go into these 
experiments in rural delivery. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment as 
modified by the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. Chairman,I move to strike out the last 
word. As the introducer of this proposition I want to say just 
afew words more. It was stated by a member of the comm(‘t- 
tee that the Postmaster-General had given this question thor- 
ough consideration. Here is what the Postmaster-General says 
on the subject: 

It has been found impossible, by reason of 


the -ssure of more impor- 
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tant questions, for the officers having that subject in charge to give the sub- 
ject the study and consideration that it demands, much less to establish 
such rurat: free delivery. 


So, Mr. Chairman, the subject has not been studied by the 
Department; it has not received consideration. 

Now, one more point. I appeal to this Democratic House. It 
is a small 84 | that we are asking here, and you know, gentle- 
men, that the farmers are not in the habit of having their wants 
considered to any great extent. There is a sufficiently large 
number of people in this country who are interested in this ex- 
periment and who desire to have it tried, to deserve some con- 
sideration at the hands of Congress, and in view of the fact that 
all our legislation tends to drive the men from the farms into 
the cities, in the name of Ged let us try this experiment to see 
if we can not do something to make life in the country more 

leasant, in order that our people may be induced to stay there. 
hy can not this be tried? I appeal to a Democratic House in 
the name of thousands of Democratic voters in the South and 
West not to cut off this appropriation, but to let it run on until 
the Post-Office Department can take up this experiment and put 
it into operation. 

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, the last appropriation 
bill carried $10,000 for this experimental purpose. Withalldue 
respect to the Postmaster-General, he admits that he made no 
attempt to try the experiment, and that the subject has not re- 
ceived consideration at his hands. Now, the fact went abroad 
all over this land that the Fifty-second Congress had appropri- 
ated $10,00) for the purpose of an experiment in this line. The 
farmers, the people who live in the sparse and waste places of 
the country, know all about it; they have been expecting some- 
thing to be done, and I want to suggest to the gentleman on my 
left|Mr. Coomss], who said that the farmers would laugh at 
this, that he lives too much in the heart of the great cities to 
know what the farmers really want. 


Mr. COOMBS. No; I have ‘been there.” I have been a 
farmer boy myself. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, our rural districts are 


being depopulated for two reasons. In the first place, for the 

want of proper educational facilities, and in the second place, 

for the want of mail facilities. It certainly is to the interest of 

= or aaa to keep the people on their homes in the rural 
stricts. 

I do not think it will damage this bill or materially affect the 
administration of this arm of the service, if $10,000—a pitiful 
sum compared with this whole appropriation—be taken out of 
this amount of nearly thirteen millions and applied in another 
effort to demonstrate if possible whether this free-delivery sys- 
tem in the rural districts is practicable or impracticable. That 
is all it means; and I think both sides of this House without ref- 
erence to political affiliations can afford to do this thing—can 
afford to say to Mr. Bissell, ‘‘ You must make this experiment; 
when Congress issues its mandate it is no ‘sounding brass or 
tinkling ecymbal;’ when such a provision is put upon the statute 
book you Lape no right to ignore it.” 

Mr. LOUD. Is that the only way you can get a Democratic 
official to enforce the law? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. 1 am not discussing political partisan- 
ship now. If the gentleman wants to raise any issue of that 
kind, I will at some time when I feel in the humor give him 
enough of it. ButIam noton thatline now. I repeat that a 

rovision of this kind will not dam the mail service nor will 

t hamper Mr. Bissell in the administration of his Department 
to make one more attempt to carry out this experiment. It is 
due to the people that he should make it. Why? Because the 
Fifty-second Congress proclaimed from one end of the land to the 
other that the experiment would be made; the ple are ex- 
pecting and looking for it; it is not right to disappoint them 
without some good reason. 

Mr.CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say only a wora 
or two onthis amendment. AsI understand it, all maildelivery 
is free delivery to the people who receive the mail matter. Now 
it seems to me that the first thing which ought to be done for 
the people living in the country, if I know ae about their 
wishes and needs, is to i them a daily mail, and to establish 
post-offices in all out-of-the-way places where new communities 
are growing aD eS re new routes and give the people 
aot service, daily mails, and pay for it. They are intelligent, 
reading people and want to get their mails promptly. I think 
the best thing for us to do is to put it in the power of the Post- 


master-General to establish new mail routes by increasing the 

appropriation for this pu « 

atee ICKLER. Evenif it does cost the Government some- 
ng 


Mr. CRAWFORD. Yes. The object of our postal system is 
not to make money at the expense of ‘the people; it is to give 
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every citizen a fair and free chance in the race of life, for 

business, intelligence, and all the blessings which result from 

civilization. They have to bear their share of the burdens of 

oe why not give them an equal chance in its advan- 
ges: 

If the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. MOSES] who is so much 
interested in this free-delivery system will undertake to get an 
increased appropriation for the establishmentof new mail routes 
and for better service on existing routes, he will do his people 
a great deal better service than by following up this new idea. 
Why, sir, according to the present rate at which daily mail fa- 
cilities are increased this delivery system can not reach many 
of our communities in fifty years, especially in the South. 

Mr. MOSES. If you propose to change that, [ will help you. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. {on championing that proposition now. 
I want Congress to make an increased appropriation every year 
to extend mail facilities into the country. hen anew route is 
established the people who are to be benefited must pay for car- 
rying the mail one year, except two-thirds of the stamps can- 
celed, which amounts to nothing, as an experiment. You ex- 
sen the people to be well informed; you expect them to be good, 
aw-abiding citizens; you expect them to discharge their polit- 
ical and civil duties intelligently, then — not give them all 
prompt access to the great sources of intelligence through the 
mail facilities of the Government? I am opposed to extending 
this free-delivery system into the country until every commun- 
= 4 has a daily mail and every out-of-the-way community a post- 
office where it can receive tts mail daily, paid for by this Gov- 
ernment. That is my position. This idea of free delivery in 
the country seems to me impracticable. 

Mr. BOEN. What is to hinder us from establishing daily 
mails and also free delivery? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. We have not money enough to pay for it 
at this time. 

Mr. BOEN. Who pays the expense? Isit not the farmers 
who pay? Why not appropriate enough of the money which 
they is Ae render them such service as they need? 

Mr.CRAWFORD. Thatis my contention now. I want to do 
first what can be done now and what ought to be done now in 
oasine the star routes what they should be, and it is the indis- 
pensable duty of Congress to do it by appropriating sufficient 
money to extend and develop the system fully. 

Mr. BOEN. I ama farmer, and I would like to see the free- 
delivery system Spey hae in the rural districts. 

Mr. MOSES. Let it be tried at least. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Well, I do not care to see this experi- 
ment tried until the people in every section can receive their 
mail daily. This is the first step toward a perfect system. 

Mr. BOEN. Iam in favor of that also. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Let us accomplish this practical result 
now, and talk about the other later. 

‘Mr. BOEN. Daily mails have been tried in many parts of the 
country: now let free delivery be tried. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I want to see all the people in my district 
receiving their mails daily before voting further privileges to 
other sections which already have so much. 

Mr. PICKLER. This does not affect the question how fre- 
quently there shall be mal service; it applies only to the method 
of delivery. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. There is no practical plan presented for 
carrying out this idea of free delivery in the rural districts. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is what we want to ascertain by means 
of this a oe rg 

Mr. CRAWFORD. When you get a letter with a free-de- 
livery stamn upon it, do you mean to send a messenger ten or 
fifteen milvs into ize country for the purpose of delivering it? 

Mr. PICK LER. Oh, it does not mean that. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Then, if it does not mean that itdoes not 
mean anything. 

Here the hammer fell. ! 

r. TALBERT of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I want to 
say a word in the interest of the farmers of this great country 
on the proposition that is now pending, and also to emphasize 
what has been so well and so eloquently said by the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. MosEs] a few moments ago. 

It seems to me that in all cases that arise in this body the Con- 
gress of the United States is ready and willing at all times to go 
with the speed of a greyhound to appropriate money in any 
amount that is asked for, provided the beneficiary is a manu- 
facturer, a banker, a mo ag ae or anyone except an humble 
farmer, who askfor it. But whenever the least pittance is_ 
asked for at the doors of Congress which would inure to the bene- 
fit of the farmers of this land, you find members here rising al- 
most with one accord and opposing it or interposing various ob- 
jections tothe proposition. Among other objections to this little 
pittance for the farmers and which would be applied in the rural 


‘ 
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districts, and do a little good for the people who have to toil 
from sun tosun, I say, among other objections, [am surprised that 
some gentleman has not gotten up and stated that it was uncon- 
stitutional. We have heard every other objection urged that 
could be suggested; they certainly must have forgotten that one. 

Why. Mr. Chairman, these gentlemen are quibbling at noth- 
ing. The people of this great country who beur the burden of 
the heat of the day, the who pay 80 per cent of every dol- 
lar of taxation that is collected and paid out in this great coun- 
try should certainly have some little consideration at the hands 
of this body. 


prosperity and all of its greatness, will be interested in the ap- 
ropriation of this insignificant amount that is asked for here. 
he men who make that which feeds and clothes the world; the 
men who make that which ministers to the wants of all mankind 
in all parts of the world; the men who, under the burdens of waste- 


ful legislation, find themselves with every sun that hides its | 


head behind the western hills growing poorer and poorer daily, 
these are the men who now come here and ask that some little 
shall be done for their comfort or their convenience. 

In justice to them, then, I hope this little appropriation will 


be passed, and that without further objection it Will be recog- | 
nized at least in this little pittance, and that that recognition | 
will continue to grow from day to day and Congress to Congress | 


until it will be recognized in the greater proportion that their 
masses bear to the other people of this country. 


industries, to build navies to rot upon the seas, to increase the 
Army, mobilize the militia, for expositions and world’s fairs, to 
educate Indians and negroes, but not one dollar is wont to be 
given for the lessening of the burden of the farmer. 

And I want to say here, Mr. Chairman, and warn this Con- 
gress that if the voice of this people is not heard and heeded 
there will come a day when the great body of the people of 


this land will appear in person at the courts of justice, as it is al- | 


ready threatened that they will appear now, and demand their 
rights in a mood that will be incapable of very much reasoning 
or delay. Let us heed the warning. 

Mr. HAYES. They are the only ones making this objection 
now. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, the towns 
and cities have their mail delivered free, and why not allow an 
appropriation to be made for the purpose of determining whether 
or not the same privilege may be extended to the great mass of 
the people who live in the country in the rural districts. Let 
justice be done to all. [Applause.] 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. WARNER. 
ing this appropriation was before the House during the last Con- 
gress I had the honor to urge its adoption upon this floor, be- 
c.use I believed, as a matter of mere justice, when so large a 


proportion of the total expense for mail service is taken up in | 


the transportation of the newspaper mail, nine-tenths or more 


of which is practically inaccessible so far as its benefits are con- | 
cerned to the masses of the people of the country, it seemed to | 


me whatever might be the opinion of those who live in cities 
and towns, that about as little as we could do was to accede to 
the request of the Postmaster-General to give $_0,000 for the 
ere of experimenting in re‘erence to the comparative feasi- 

ility or nonfeasibility of attempting to give advantages to those 
who live outside of incorporated towns and cities. 

I appreciate fully the feeling of my colleague [Mr. Coomss], 
that this may be to a large extentimpracticable. But, sir, that 


is no reason why we should not expend this small amount in | 


demonstrating how far it is practicable, or at least in showing 
our good will to those so placed that they can not get the full 
advantages of the postal system as it exists to-day. 

In my opinion it is a more practicable scheme than gentlemen 
are willing to admit. Not only, sir, would the postal service 
itself be stimulated and improved by the delivery of the mail in 
rural communities in the manner suggested, but there would 
arise a local passenger and express service, a local telegraph 
message service, which would be carried on in connection with 
the mail service by the party who undertook to distribute the 
mails, and which would be a very great convenience to the 
people; and I believe in the end it would prove to be sucha protit 
to the man who carried it on that the bids for the mail service 
within each district would be made at almost nominal ratcs in 
order to obtain the privilege of delivering the mails soas to pro- 
mote this carrying on the other business that would be devel- 
oped in these communities in this connection. 

Now, sir, to a certain extent that is unquestioned. As tohow 
far the result would be what I have suggested, of course no man 
can tell; but it does seem to me that after this Congress has ap- 


propriated $20,000 for the purpose of an experiment, we ought 


The farmers of this country on whose success de- | 
pends its greatness, who are the foundation stone of all of the | 


Millions upon | 
the top of millions are appropriated for the protection of other | 


Mr. Chairman, when the amendment includ- | 
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to assume that the Postmaster-General did not try the experi- 
ment simply because he came into office too late to attempt it: 
and therefore that it is our duty, in case we were not wrong be 
fore, to repeat the appropriation in order that he may, under 

| fair chances of sucesss, try the experiment which heretofore ap- 
pears to have been neglected. 

Mr. LOUD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WARNER. Yes. 

Mr. LOUD. Does not the gentleman know that this experi- 
ment has been tried for three years? 

Mr. WARNER. I know that it has not had any fair test. | 
went to the Post-Office Department and offered to pick out a sec- 
tion in Central New York which would come fully within the 
circumstances most appropriate for this kind of a test, and to 
have free mail delivery carried on for a year at less than one- 
half the amount which had been estimated as the probable cost 
stating to him that [I believed the increase in the local express 
business, in the local parcel-delivery business, in the little emolu- 
ments which would come from carrying passengers to and from 
the stations, and in taking and delivering telegrams would be 
such that for the succeeding year the bids for this service would 
be at nominal rates. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, as I think it 
is apprehended by one or two who have spoken upon this ques- 
tion that Iam opposed to this item of appropriation of $10,000 
for experimenting upon this free rural delivery, I may say that 
[am not particularly opposed to the item, but I have thought 
that it was more in the interest of the rural inhabitants, more 
in the interest of the farmers, that we should devise some 
means by which we could extend the delivery of mails more [re- 
quently during the week than at present. If you attempt this 
free rural delivery, it will be just as the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. WARNER] has said. The only places where the ex- 
periment will be successful will be in and around the great 
| cities. It can not be otherwise. 

In the Fifty second Congress, in the first session, as I said a 
moment ago, I gave some figures in regard tothis matter, which 
| I wish to read and have go into the Recogp again. 
| There are in the United States— 


| There were at that time— 


| sixty-six thousand three hundred and eighty-four post-offices, of which 
8,500 are within the limits of incorporated cities, villages, and boroughs: 568 





| of these offices have the free-delivery service at a present annual rate of ex 


penditure aggregating (an average of about $19,000 each) 810,510,531.05. 

The remaining 7,932 incorporated cities and villages. it is estimated, could 
be supplied with free-delivery service under the present law fixing letter 
carriers’ salaries at a cost of $1,000 each, 87,932,000, 

To collect the mail even once a day from and deliver it at the doors of the 
patrons of the remaining 57,884 post-offices at unincorporated villages and to 
rural dwellers, owing to the great distance som of them reside from the 
Post-ofice, would cost an immense (unascertainable) sum. probably an av 
erage of 82,000 per office. Instances would occur where addressees reside 20 
| or 3) miles from the post-office, requiring an expenditure of several dollars 

to deliver one letter. 

Now, what we ought to dois to try to extend the star-route 

| service, and wherever a new post-office is established, give the 
power to the Postmaster-General to establish a star route to that 
office if he may deem it expedient. Under the present law he 
can only establish it at the next annual letting. Consequently, 
in our country, where new communities spring up suddenly, 
when we dave a new office estabiished, we have to pay for the 
carrying of the mail for six months, nine months, and some- 
times a fuli year before the Postmaster-General can, under the 
present law, let a contract for carrying that mail. The system 
ought to be revised and corrected, to give him the power, wher- 
ever the necessities require it, to let the contract, and not com- 
pel patrons to pay the mail carrier for performing this service 
in remote and sparsely settled communities. 

Now, we want todo the farmer all the benefit we can. 
want to aid these who live in the rural districts. We want to 
give them increased mail facilities. Wewantto give them more 
promptly their letters and newspapers. Why not, therefore, go 
forward and adopt some practical remedy which will be of bene- 
fit to this generation, and which will bene(lit other communities 
besides those where the population is numerous. I admit that 
around Philadelphia, New York, Boston, and those places where 
the populations are dense, you might have success with free 
rural delivery. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I want to suggest that 
this money is proposed to be appropriated for experimental pur- 
poses in order toopen up the way for just the kiad of plan which 
the gentleman is so eloquently advocating. Lf you are in favor 
of that plan, why are you opposed to this appropriation, which 
will open up the way by which this can be adopted? 

| Mr. WILSON of Washington. The child is not yet born that 
| can haveany benefitfrom thisexperiment. I want to give some- 
| thing that will be of practical utility, that will give the farmer 
| his mail. Iam willing to go as far as anyone in that direction. 


We 
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Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Chairman, it is well enough to talk about 

appropriations for special services and for rural deiivery. 

at the people of my Territory are demanding is the esta 
lishm -nt of post offices. For the past six months cities have ex- 
isted in the Territory of Oklahoma having a population of from 
1,0CV to 2,000 people and the Post-Office Department have been 
refusing flatly to establish post-offices at those places. The 
question was asked upon the floor of this House, upon the dis- 
cussion of another vill, What has the post-ollice business to do 
with that billy The explanation given by the Post-Oilice De- 
partment for the nonestablishm ont of post-offices in those towns 
in Oklahoma is that the Secretary of the Interior had asked the 
Department to withhold the establishment of the post-otfices at 
those towns, although they have a railroad station there and 
from one to two thousand people. 

In the city of Langston, solely a negro town, where colored 
men own $200,000 worth of property, the Post Office Department 
not only refused toappoint acolored man as postmaster, but they 
went notonly outside of the town but outside of the county to get 
a& postmaster; and in the Osage country they went down to the 
State of Georgia to = a man to fill the post-office there. Now, 
I want to say, Mr. Chairman, with due deference to the Post- 
Office Department, that what the people residing in my Terri- 
tory demand is the establishment of the post-otlices, and they 
will consent that all the post-offices shall be filled up by the ap- 
pointment of citizens from Georgia, or from any other State, if 
they can only get the post-offices established. 

Mr. MOSES. Speaking about the importation of postmasters, 
I will state to the gentleman that one was imported from Indi- 
ana in the town of La Grange, Ga., and in about two years he 
stole the post-office. 

Mr. FLYNN. There is just this difference between the man 
from Indiana who went down to Georgia and stole the t- 
office, and the man whecomes toOklahoma. The latter will tind 
nothing to steal. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to reply to 
the gentleman who has made the criticism of the Administra- 
tion here further than to say his peo are now feeling some- 
thing of what we have felt for years through these importations 
of foreign officeholders. Iam not here to discuss that ques- 
tion. The proposition here is simply to make an experiment, 
amounting to $10,000, for this Congress to ascertain to what ex- 
tent it can make the venture in having rural delivery in the 
country districts. There was an a on last year, But 
there was a change in the Adm and our goéd Repub- 
lican friends hold to office so tenaciously that it has taken all 
the time of the Post-Office Department in trying to get them 
out, and we have not had an opportunity to have that experi- 
ment tried. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. You have the power, why do 
not you turn them out? 

Mr. SWANSON. You Republicans hold s9 tenaciously to 
office that we have not been to turn them out. Itis your 
tenacity in holding. and not our on to retain you, that 


ee ee > boy thie 
ow, Mr. irman, we are not vote to say 
whether we should establish or Gissetebtian free delivery in the 


rural districts. It is only a question as to whether thisCongress 
shall vote that $10,000 is a useless expenditure to get informa- 
tion and experiment upon it sufficiently to know how to act in 
the future. Thereare gentlemen here who are di tocon- 
demn this system before they have given itafair trial. I sa; 
it is a question which is very far in its importance. It 
is a matter which is very essential to country districts if 
suecessful, and it is worth this amount of money to ascertain 
whether it is successfal or not. 

Now, I know there are different ways in which the experiment 
ean be made. | amamember of the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post-Roads, and I knew from conversations I have had with 
gentlomen ia that De oo Sees a ates 
them who think that it can be made successful. is aman 
who goes from two different points 10 milesaday. That is on 
astar route. They propose to make the ton 10, 20, or 
3u miles. _ Let him ascertain what it will cost for him to deliver 
the mail to everybody who er a box on that star route. 
This free delivery can be extended in places where it can be suc- 
cessful and where it is desired, and where the people will on 
these star routes place their boxes. Isay it is a question of much 
importance. There is such need to one 
ant and agreeable and to information, that itis a ex- 


iture for the people of the coun ee 
make the endl om hueateasdouaaaineanaamate tbe- 
— they e information and have an opportunity to make 


Mr. RICHARDSON of ae. Mr. Chairman, I have 
lived in the country a good deal of my life, and I know some of 
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the difficulties with which farmers have to contend. I would 
like to call the attention of some gentlemen who live in cities, 
as well as the members who represent the rural districts, to a 
few facts. 

I have in mind a township which bas a population of about 
2,000 persons. There isin that township about 80 miles of high- 
way. There are six post-offices. There is a star route which 
serves those post-ollices daily. It costs a good deal to keep up 
the star route at these various offices. The mail-carrier travels 
past the doors of one-quarter of all the people in the township; 

ut under the present system he can not deliver a letter or a 
paper to any person, nor cin he take up a letter or a paper from 
the p3ople whose doors he passes. 

Now, I believe that it would be proper and wise to make the ex- 
periment of expending $10,000, or even $20,000 in order to ascer- 
tain with whateconomy a daily delivery could be given to those 
people. Four boys upon ponies could travel all over that town- 
ship in a single day; going to every house in it, and the amount 
of money that would be necessary to pay for their employment 
wouid, in my judgment, be well expended. You could do away 
with five of the offices in the township and have one central 
office from which you could make the entire delivery of the town- 
ship with four boys, who would be very giad of the employment. 
When you have offered the people an opportunity of a daily door 
delivery they will find reasons and opportunities for increasing 
their correspondence and the extrasale of stamps resulting from 
that increase will in large part compensate for the extra ex- 
penditure. : 

Mr. WARNER. And would not they find that same service of 
such apes in regard to other matters, local express, de- 
livery of telegrams, and things of that kind, as, on the one hand, 
to make it a great convenience to them, and, on the other hand, 
a great pecuniary benefit to the service? 

ir. RICHARDSON of Michigan. Iam inclined to think they 
would. You do not need to try this experiment, as the gentle- 
man from Washington [Mr. WILSON] has suggested, where you 
have got to go 30 miles to find a person, but you can try it where 
you can find 30 persons in going a single mile. Let the experi- 
ment be made and at the next session of Congress let the Post- 
master-Genoral report the result. I believe you will find that 
there is a great field here for improving the mail service and 
benefiting the people of the rural portions of thiscountry. The 
farmers of the country will thus have increased opportunities 
for taking the daily papers and for increasing their intelligence 
upon general subjects and upon business in which they are in- 
terested, and I believe they will very highly appreciate that ad- 
vantage. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. Chairman, I have no objection to this 

tion, provided it is not to be expended in my district. 
[ hter.] iam perfectly willing that the money shall be ex- 
pended in the districts of some of these gentlemen who feel that 


-they will be benefited by it; but the adoption of the system 


contemplated by this amendment would destroy, to a very great 
extent, a large proportion of the pleasure enjoyed by the people 
of my district. [Laughter.} There are eighty counties in that 
district and our post-offices are located from ten to thirty miles 
apart, and we seldom have an opportunity to meet each other 
except on Saturday evenings ‘‘at the post-office.” Now, to be 
deprived of the privilege of calling at the office for our mail 
matter and mee our neighbors and discussing politics and 
each other the newsof theday and the gossip of the com- 
munity would be a very great hardship. ughter. ] 
Therefore, Mr. Chairman, as I have dy said, I am op- 
— to — part of this appropriation being expended in me 
istrict. e have a great many third-party people there, an 
they meet universally on sgt Fae the post-offices in the rural 
districts, and I repeat that to be deprived of the opportunity of 
giving the excuse toour wives and families of going ‘to the 
” when we go out to make these pleasant calls and 
ve these interesting discussions of the great questions of the 


, would be to lose an inestimable privilege w we will not 
tiy surrender, [ hter and bs 
he CHAIRMAN. e question is on the amendment which 
the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


After line 24, page 2, add the words, ‘of which the sum of —-’ 
TN Re este of the Postmaster-General, to experimen 
free very in raral communities, other than towns and villages." 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
amend the amendment by striking out “‘ten” and inserting 


Mr. P CKLER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to the amendment. 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I want to have aword to say about 


eee een 
The - The gentleman from [linois will please 


“ 
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suspend for a moment until the Chair gets these two amend- 
ments on record. 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
minutes of debate. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
gentleman under the rule of debate. The gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. WILLIAMS] moves to strike out ‘‘ ten,’ where it oc 


But the Chair thereby cuts off ten 


curs in the amendment, and insert “ twenty,’ and the gentle- 


man from South Dakota submits an amendment to the amend- 
ment—- 

Mr. CANNON of Lllinois. But I rise for the purpose of op- 
posing the amendment oifered by the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi, or of advocating it—eitner one. [Laughter.] 


CoomBs] for a minute. 
minutes ago, that the postal service had gone further than was 


profitable in the direction of carrying parcels, that that abuse | 


ought to be cut up by the roots, or at least ought to be modified, 
and that the revenues would be strengthened thereby. The 
gentleman, in my judgment, is not correctly informed, and I do 
not want to let his statement go without correction. Packages 
of merchandise up to the weight of 4 pounds can go through 
the mails at the rate of 1 cent for each ounce or fraction thereof. 
That is 16 cents a pound. Now, that is really a matter of 
profit instead of loss. The loss comes in what is, substantially, 
the franking privilege given to newspapers and periodicals, 
which go free within the boundaries of the counties where they 
are published, and go at 1 cent a pound anywhere from New 
York to San Francisco. I am not complaining of this atall. I 
am not proposing to take it away. And in my judgment you 
ought not to take it away, because it is a means of disseminat- 
ing intelligence among the people. Itis their privilege more than 
it is the privilege of the newspaper or the periodical. Because 
we let 60 per cent of the mail matter go through the mails sub- 
stantially free—and I am not objecting to it—this loss arises, 
not on account of carrying packages; that is a matter of prolit, 
and not only a matter of profit to the Department, but a great 
saving to the people. 

As I said awhile ago,i recollect when this post-packet system 
was born. It was in the Forty-third Congress. At that time I 
had the honor to have charge of the bill on behalf of the Com- 
miitee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. I have watched this 
system as it has grownever since. Not only has it grown into 
a great and profitable business for the Government, affording 
also great accommodation to all the people, but it has brought 
down the charges of the express companies at least two thirds, 
thus saving the people from that standpoint alone a great many 
miilion dollars. And the express companies have not been sub- 
stantially harmed, because their business has increased and is 
greatly profitable. I thought it proper at this point not to let 
the statement of the gentleman from New York—made, I pre- 
sume, in error—go without contradiction. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question ison the amendment of the 
gentleman from Mississippi|Mr. WILLIAMs] tostrikeout “ten ” 
and insert '‘ twenty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thenext question is on the amendment 
of the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For rental of canceling machines, 860,000. 

Mr. LACEY. I move to amend by striking out “ rental” 
and inserting ‘‘ purchase.”’ Mr. Chairman, I am not informed 
whether $50,000 will be a sufficient appropriation if the word 


“rental” be stricken out and the word “ purchase ” inserted. | 


On that point, perhaps the chairman of the committee [Mr. 
HENDERSON of North Carolina] can enlighten us. 

Mr. LOUD. These michines are not for sale. 

Mr. LACEY. It is suggested to me that these machines are 
not for sale. -That is exactly the point want to make. A great 
abuse of our patent laws has recently grown up in patenting 
articles and then refusing to sell them to the public at any 
price, but putting an arbitrary rental value upon them. For 


instance, a telephone instrument which costs $4 is not sold, but | 


is rented to the public at $200 a year. 

Now here is a machine for canceling stamps. 
bly a few dollars. 
the Government for $400 a year for exch machine. Now. it 
seems to me the Government ought to set its face against this 


It costs proba- 


abuse, and should refuse absolutely to rent any one of these pat- | 


ented articles—should insist that it will purchase at some rea- 
sonable price, but will decline altogethertorent. Here isa prop- 
osition to pay $60,000 a year for the rental of 150 machines at #400 
each. these machines cost I do not know; but probably 


The Chair has already recognized the | 


| could be purchased. 


I hope [| 
can get the attention of the gentleman from New York | Mr. | 
He stated, when he had the floor a few | 


A number of these machines are rented by | 
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under the rental system each machine often as 
every three months. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Lilinois. Is not the real yue 
termined whether, by the rental of these machines, the Govern 
ment saves a lavge expense which would be incurred in oth 
directions? 

Mr. LACEY. [I think not. There is no question 
that if the Government should decline to rent the m 
An absolute refusal on the part of Con 
gress,to appropriate for the rental would result in their pur- 
chase, because if they were not rented by the Government their 
owners could not get anything from them, except by ling 
them. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Lllinois. Is not that a pure as 
the part of the gentleman? Has the gentleman any information 
on that subject which will justify that belief? 

Mr. LACEY. Why, nobody else wants them. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. If the Government wil! 
for the use of them, what are these parties to do 
machines? 

Mr. LACEY. Why, they must sell them. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. That is just what it amounts to. 

Mr. REED. You might confiscate them. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. But, Mr. Chairman, if some per 
son by his skiil and ingenuity has devised a machine that largely 
reduces the expenditures of the Government, would that justify 
you in going a step farther and robbing him of his invention? 

Mr. LACEY. Notatall. But this thing has become an abuse 
upon the patent law. These men are protected in their patents 
for a certain time, but they go further and putaprice upon them 
which prohibits the public practically from using them without 
submitting to extortionate demands. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Llinois. But how is itan abuse if the Gov- 
ernment makes money by using the mavhine? 

Mr. LACEY. It is acomplaint that has arisen with reference 
to patented articles in many parts of the country. Itisarecent 
device to extort money from the users—from the people—more 
than a fair price for the owner of the patent on the article itself 
by demanding large sums of money for its use and refusing to 
part with the title. The gentleman will admit that such a con 
dition of affairs may ex'st, that a party may put an arbitrary 
price upon his invention which the public could not afford to 
pay, and have either to do without the article at all or pay the 
extortionate rental price that he chooses toask them. I[ claim 
that it is an abuse of the patent law, and we encourage it by go- 
ing on as we have been doing since this law went into forge by 
providing for renting these machines and paying a big price for 
them instead of buying them outright. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. How would you remedy it? 

Mr. LACEY. By purchasing them. 

Mr. REED. But suppose they will not sell? 

A see You might confiscate them by compelling them 
to sell. 

Mr. REED. That would be only a sort of half confiscation. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. My proposition is that the Post 
master-General has said that the rental of these machines had 
afforded a great saving to the Government. Now. how can it 
be an,abuse when the Government says that it is making money 
by the use of the machine? And what right have you to under- 
take to compel these parties to sell their machines? 

Mr. LACEY. This amendment if adopted can do no injury to 
the owners of the patents, but simply enables the Government to 
control that for which it is now paying a large price. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. But you assume that the Govern- 
ment isbeinginjured. Now, I state that the Postmaster-General 
in the last Congre-s recommended the rental of these machines 
on the ground that it was a great saving on the part of the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. If they are of great use to the Govern- 
ment we had better buy them if we can. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Now, if the Government is being 
injured I would like the gmtleman from Iowa to present some 
| facts which would substantiate that st .1tement. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Where is the company being in- 
| jured if they have an opportunity to sell their property? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, the 
| First Assistant Postmaster-General in his last annual report, on 
| page 24, states: 
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| an act approved March 3, 1893, the Congress authorized an appropria 
| tion of $50,000 for rental of canceling machines for use in the larger post 
| Offices. Acontract has been approved for the rental of 100 improved canceling 
| Machinesat an annual rental of $400 each. The average capacity of these 
| Machines has been shown to be about 18,000 to 20,000 letters postmarke and 
canceled per hour. 

Anoiher machine, which has proved satisfactory after practical test= 
been rented at $200 per annum. The canceling capacity of this machine 
average from 5,000 to 6,000 pieces per hour 
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an appropriation of $60,000, being an increase of $10,000, as compared with 
the appropriation for this purpose for the current fiscal year. 

I therefore recommend that an appropriation of 860,009 for rental of post- 
marking and canceling machines be made for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1895. 


He then goes on to show that there ara now in use 128 of these 
canceling machines, distributed among 53 of the larger offices in 
proportion to their needs, and says: 

Fifty-three of these machines have an average capacity of 18,000 to 20.000 
lettors postmarked and canceled per hour, and rent for #400 per annum each; 
while the remaining 75 machines show an average capacity of 5,000 to 6,000 
cancellations per hour, and rent for 8200 per annum each. I have recom- 
mended an appropriation of $60,000, an increase of $10,000 over last year’s 
appropriation, for the rental of canceling machines. 

I will state that in my opinion it would not be right to strike 
out the word ‘‘ rental” and insert ‘t purchase,” for we do not 
know that we can purchase these aachiann at any price. 

The machines I understand are in demand and may be in use 
by other parties than the United States. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Why not insert “rental or pur- 
chase ’’? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I would have no ob- 
jection to that. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, I think my friend the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] labors under a mistake in regard to this 
matter. There is a certain class of patents which require the 
supervision of the patentees, and it would be very unwise to 
trust them to the general public, who are not machinists, and 
who are not able to keep them in proper order. The example 
that the gentleman gives of the telephone is probably one of the 
best to be found. Unless the telephone was managed by a com- 
pany interested in it, by having the final ownership of it, it 
never would have reached even the imperfect condition it is in 
now, and the whole thing would have fallen into discredit. As 
it is, it is some comfort to civilization, although there are a 
great many discomforts connected with it. So these canceling 
machines, I judge—because I examined one of them in our own 
post-office at Portland—are liable to get out of order and need 
the supervision of their owners. 

I must say, too, that I have very little sympathy with that 
feeling which declares that the moment the United States has 
for good reasons granted a monopoly in a thing for a certain pe- 
riod of years that thereupon it becomes the duty of every lti- 
zen to get aoe from the owner the temporary advantage of that 
thing, of which the country is finally to have the benefit in the 
free and open use of the invention after the patent has expired. 
Going back of the Constitution, the Government is under no ob- 
ligation to ra patents, but by the Constitution it determined 
to do it, and did it for a good, wholesome, selfish reason, for the 

urpose of getting some benefit out of it by encouraging invent- 

ve talent. It isa a r encouragement to inventive talent 
to tell a man that he shall have a monopoly of a thing, and then, 
the moment he gets the monopoly, when he invents it, to de- 
vise all manner of methods to take it away from him, by refus- 
ing to purchase, or anything of that sort. 
he test of the whole matter is this: It costs the Government 
a certain amount of money to stamp the envelopes of letters. 
These machinesenable the Government tostamp twice the num- 
ber for half the price, or something even more extraordinary 
than that, and the question is, shall the Government pay these 
ple the price? ‘You say perhapr they will demand an exor- 
itant price, but that wasa thing t: have been contemplated be- 
fore you granted them the monopoly, and there are laws of na- 
ture which are more valuable than any others which protect the 
public. Because it so happens in the natureof things that there 
are many ways of doing things, and if a man has invented a 
method of doing things and holds the price of that invention too 
high, he runs the risk of having it inventedfrom under himand 
of being deprived of his entire property. 

Therefore, the Constitution and the laws of the land intend 
to leave to the operation of these natural laws this monopoly 
after it has been once granted. It seems to me that the House 
would make a very great mistake in undertaking to limit the 
methods of using a patent of which a man under the laws, 
backed up by the Constitution, has a monovoly. I think mon 
sometimes deceive themselves about this, being impressed solely 
with the idea of a temporary advan to the Government, 
when in the end it would be a great las disadvantage to the 
Government. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

r. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I was about to propound a ques- 
tion to the gentleman which would have covered about the only 
int I desire tomake. These canceling machines have been in 

e ae of improvement fora numberof years; and you will 
see from the report read by the chairman of the committee [Mr. 
HENDERSON of North Carolina] that no onger. than two years 

ago this very machine that the Government is ren was only 
capable of canceling 5,000 letters per hour. It has now been 
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improved until it will cancel 18,000 per hour, and this very same 
company that patented this canceling machine are putting the 
machines in, looking after them themseives, and constantly im- 
proving this system and method of cancellation. 

Mr. GEAR. Will the gentleman allow a suggestion? 

Mr. LOUD. Yes. 

Mr. GEAR. The new machines about to be put in operation 
will make the process even cheaper, by canceling 40,000 an hour. 

Mr. LOUD. The system is being constantly improved all the 
time, and so far as canceling machines are concerned, there is 
nothing in the world to prevent any person from inventing a 
canceling machine. There is nothing patented in this machine 
which will prevent any other person from inventing a machine 
to accomplish the same purpose; but here are parties who have 
expended a great amount of money; and as the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. REED] has said, they have had the object and hope 
in view of being protected by law. Now, is it right for the 
United States Government, simply because it has the power, to 
confiscate the property of these individuals? I do not believe 
the United States Government has any greater right than an in- 
dividual has. 

Mr. LACEY. Nothing of that kind is proposed. 

Mr. REED. If you refuse to let these men manage their own 
property in their own way, when they prefer to rent these ma- 
chines instead of selling them, you are to a certain extent con- 
fiscating their property. 

Mr. LACEY. Ishould like to answer the gentleman when I 
get an opportunity. 

Mr.LOUD. Mr.Chairman, so far asthe amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Iowa |Mr. LACEY] is concerned, it is a 
proposition to force the purchase of these machines. That 
would necessarily take the machines in operation out of the 
post-offices throughout the United States. The only way to ac- 
complish the object sought, I will say to the gentleman from 
Iowa, is to present a bill to this House; or if he can get an 
amendment upon this appropriation bill covering the matter, 
that some commission shall beappointed to investigate this sub- 
ject, to take into consideration the value of the property here 
attempted to be confiscated by the amendment of the gentleman 
from Iowa, and to pay these parties a reasonable compensation, 
then, perhaps, you can get at this proposition; but to say to 
these people that they must sell to the United States for $60,000 
the machines that we require would necessarily result in this 
Government refusing tousethem. They willnot have the power 
or the money to use them; and the people, therefore, will be de- 
nied the privilege they now have. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If the gentleman will permit me. 
A refusal on the part of the Government of the United States 
to rent these machines or to buy them is not a confiscation of 
the property. 

Mr. LOUD. Thatisverytrue. It is not a confiscation of the 


ree. I understand that, but it is seeking to confiscate it; 


cause the Government is the only party in the United States 
that can use this patent. Individuals do not propose to use it. 

Mr. LACEY. It is the patentee who is confiscating the Gov- 
ernment’s money. 

Mr. LOUD. The patentee is exercising a right which has 
been guaranteed to him by Constitution, and which has been 
granted to thousands of people throughout the country since 
the inception of the patent laws. If you propose to change the 
patent laws of this country, I have nothing to say; but so long 
as we use these canceling machines the Government is saving 
thousands and thousands of dollars. If you adopt the amend- 
ment you are going to take the machines out of the post-offices, 
and thereby entail upon the Government additional expense at 
least for a time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment sub- 
mitted by the gentleman from Iowa to substitute the word ‘‘ pur- 
chare” for the word ‘‘ rent.” 

Mr. LACEY. I would like to be recognized for five minutes, 
notwithstanding I have already spoken upon the subject. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to state in answer 
to the gentleman from Maine, that I have looked into this sub- 
ject, and I have offered some amendments to the patent laws, 
which I think ought to be considered by the House; but of course 
we can not get intoa general discussion of the patent laws here. 
Up to within a very few years every patentee who received his 

tent through the patent laws of the United States was content 
oo pet his patented article upon the market, and to add to that 
patented article such a price as was pememrs. 0 him and re- 
munerated him for his invention. That was the original pur- 

of the patent law. It did not contemplate anything like 
The idea of the patentee retaining the absolute title to the pat- 
ented article, and not putting it upon sale. It was not the yer 
pose to grant a patent merely as a means by which he could fix 
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his own rental, and thus confiscate, to borrow the phrase from my 
friend from California, such a sum as he sees fit to impose from 
those persons who must use that article. 

That is a new invention and one that was never intended to be 
covered by the original patent laws; and it is an abuse of the 
patent laws so far as the United States is concerned. When an 
attempt is made to make a rental contract of that kind, I say it 
seems to me that the Government ought to legislate against it. 
We can not protect the people so far as the telephone is con- 
cerned; but time has worked that out and the patents have ex- 
pired. The gentleman says that this invention would not have 
been made, and that they would not have accomplished what 
they have done if it had not been an absolute monopoly, giving 
the retention of the title of the machines to the patentee. But 
they went further than that. Takea private individual owning 
a house at one point anda coal mine at another. He wanted to 
put in a telephone between the coal mineand his home. He 
could not buy the telephone, nor could he have the use of it at a 
reasonable royalty, nor purchase it at an increased price, but 
he was compelled to pay such a rental for the machines—two 
trivial little boxes, costing $6 or $8 each—as the patentee or as- 
signee saw fit to impose. 

Mr. STALLINGS. What rent do we pay for these machines? 

Mr. LACEY. Four hundred dollars a year. 

Mr. STALLINGS. What do they cost? 

Mr. LACEY. Idonotknow. I hoped thatsome gentleman on 
thecommittee upholding this bill, and who think that my amend- 
ment is confiscating the property of this patentee when they are 
receiving $400 a year, would give us some idea of the cost of the 
machine. It is probably $20 or $25; I donot know, but it may be 
as much as $50. 

Mr. LOUD. The cost of the machine can not be estimated, 
because of the amount of money these people have expended to 
perfectit. It has amounted to thousands and thous inds of dol- 
lars. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan. Did the gentleman have | 
in mind any amount so as to know whether this sum of $60,000 
would be sufficient to purchase the machines? 

Mr. LACEY. I suggestedin making the amendment to strike | 
out the word ‘‘ rental,” and these gentlemen in charge of the 
bill can change the $60,000 to such a sum as may be necessary. | 
The purpose was to get the Government to discontinue this sys- 
tem of renting a patented article. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. | 

Mr. REED. My opposition to the idea of the gentleman from | 
Iowa is grounded upon the plain provision of the Constitution | 
of the United States which provides that Congress may make a | 
law in regard to patents and inventions. Congress has made a |} 
law, and the courts have confirmed it, that when any man makes | 
an invention such as is patentable he shall have the exclusive 
use of it fora certain period of time. 

Now, the gentleman from Iowa says itis a hardship that a 
coal owner can not have communication between his office and 
his coal mine without paying a rental. That hardship existed 
before the telephone instrument was invented. He could not 
use the invention before it was invented, and consequently he is 
no worse off for the invention. On the contrary, the advantage 
he hasis that for a certain sum a year he can acquire something 
which he could not have had if this man had not been stimu- 
lated to make the invention. Now, then, this man having orig- | 
inal and exclusive power over this canceling machine, you pro- 
pose to interfere with his gg to dispose of it. 

Mr. LACEY. Notatall. 

Mr. REED. Excuse me, but you do. 
sell it outright. 

Mr. LACEY. No. I propose to say that if we use it he shail 
sell it to us. 

Mr. REED. Yes, and we being in this particular case the 
only customer, that is practically saying that he shall not con- 
trol his own property, which you, for a consideration, have | 
given him, in the way that he thinks will bring him most out | 
of it. During the life of the patent you have given him the ex- | 
clusive right to control that machine, just as much as a deed of | 
real estate gives a man an exclusive right to control that real | 
estate. Now, he having this right, you propose to modify his | 
method of exercising it. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. How does the proposition of the gentleman | 
from Iowa interfere with the right which the patent gives this | 
patentee? 

Mr. REED. I was about to remark that it either interferes 
with it or it does not. If it does not, of course this provision is 
unnecessary. A man has an exclusive right to a machine, and 
he says, ‘‘I will rent this,and notsellit: for very obvious reasons 
Iam continually improving this machine. It requires my con- 

stant care end supervision. I[t is not a thing to be put into 





You say that he shall | 
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everybody’s hands. I prefer, for my own profit and the im- 

provement of my invention, to keep it in my own control.”” You 

come inand say, ‘‘ Is this soulless creature to be allowed to go on 

and take whatever profit he can?” Theansweris that the protit 

is limited, in the extreme case, by the saving that he makes, a 
saving which would not exist but for the macnine. 

In other words, he has created the profit that comes to the 
Government users, if they manage to havea profit at all, and they 
certainly do or they would not use the machines. So the ques 
tion is between two persons, just as much as in a transiction 
about real estate or any other property. One man owns it and 
another man wantsit. The manwho owns it says, ‘‘ [t is worth 
so much.” The man who wants it says, ‘' lt is worth to me 
so much.” If they can not agree they keep apvrrt, but if the 
man who wants it is willing to take it on the terms prescribed 
by the man who owns it, he hasthe privilege of doing so. Now, 
if the Government hires this machine it does so because it makes 
a profit out of it, and in this case the profit is so obvious that it 
s2ems entirely reasonable. This min prefers to lease his ma- 
chine. You propose to say to him, ‘‘ Youshallnotdothat. We 
will buy your machine, but we will not lease it.” He says, "1 
am continually improving the machine, and therefore | prefer 
to keep itunder my control. Besides, if I rent it [ shall proba 
bly get more out of it than if I sell it,and therefore I adopt that 
method.” 

As I have already said, when you give a man anexclusive right 
to a thing you give himaright to use it as his judgment dic- 
tates, and you give hima right to use it not only according to 
his judgment, but according to his misjudgment. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. But we have never given this man an ex- 
clusive right to sell this machine tous. We have given him an 


| exclusive right to control the machine, but not a right to sell 


it or to lease it to us. 

Mr. REED. That is perfectly true, and it is entirely within 
our option to decline to either buy or lease his machine. What 
[ am talking about is the absurdity of refusing the Post-Ojfice 
Department the privilege of leasing this machine if it desires 


| to do so. 


It is a great mistake tosupposethatit is a disadvantage to the 


| community that patentees should make money out of their pat- 


ents. On the contrary, itis of the greatest advantage to the 
community that aman should be able to get out of his patent all 
that it is worth, because that encourages other inventors, and 
the sole purpose of giving monopoly at all is to encourage in 
vention. Now, an inventor is a creature who acts from incen- 
tives, and he acts not only from the incentive in his own indi- 
vidual case, but also from the incentive in the thousands of other 
cases which surround him. 

Mr. LACEY. Until within a very few years, has not the in 
creased price of the invented article proved an ample incen- 
tive? 

Mr. REED. In some cases it has, and in others it has not. | 
recollect interesting myself in a patent once where the result 
did not prove satisfactory. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BRYAN. Thegentleman from Maine has stated one side 
o! the proposition. Certainly a man has the right to sell or to 
rent his machine, whichever he prefers; but is there any objec- 
tion to giving the Government the right to buy or rent, which- 
ever it chodses? 

Mr. REED. The Government is peculiarly situated toward 
individuals. It has entered into a contract with this individual 
and given him certain rights, and it seems to me that it ought 
not to “ go back” on that contract. 

Mr. BRYAN. If the Government has msdea contract beyond 
with it: but if the 


the right hereafter to either lease or buy, as it desires. 

Mr. REED. The right is not inquestion. [am talking about 
the propriety and the suitableness of it. 

Mr. BRYAN. Ifthe gentleman assumes that because a patent 
has been granted, the Government is bound to do just what the 
patentee desires done, then I must take issue with him. The 
proposition that is made is to give the Government the right to 
either buy or lease,as may be thought best. 

Mr. REED. I have no objection to that. 

Mr.BRYAN. Then weagreeonthatpoint. The provisionas 
it now reads makes an appropriation only for ‘‘ rental,” and, as 
I understand, the Government under such a provision would not 
have the right to buy if it desired todoso. Butif we put the 
proposition in the alternative form, the Government can do what 
is best for it: and certainly no one can object to that proposition. 

Mr. REED. To that I have no objection whatever. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, the practical dif- 
ficulty in the way of carrying out the idea suggested by the gen- 
tleman from Nebraska [Mr. BryAn] is this: [t has been deter- 
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mined that $60,090 isa reasonable rental for these machines for Mr.STALLINGS. No quorum. : 
the coming year. Now, if the alternative of buying or renting Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I move that the com- 
is ineorporated in this provision by amendment, it will — mittee do no rise. 
result in the renting of the m chines, becauge as will be read- The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to know who made 
ily understood, if machines will command a rental of $60,000 for | the point of no quorum? - 
twelve months, the owner of the patent will not part with them Mr. STALLINGS. I did; but I withdraw it, as the gentle- 
for the amount which he can obtain as rental for one year. man makes a motion that the committee now rise. 

If the Government desires to ane these machines, then The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman withdraws the pointof no 
the amount appropriated should be made large enough to enable | quorum; so the amendment is agreed to. [{Laughter.] 
the Postmaster-General to approach the owners of the patent | The motion of Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina was then 
with some proposition which they would be likely to accept. I | agreed to. 
oppose the amendment offered by the gentleman from lowa [Mr. The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
LACEY] for the reason that it would result in this: The owners | sumed the chair, Mr. HatTcH reported that the Committee of 
of these patents would refuse to sell the machines for $60,000, | the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under 
and the Government, having no authority to purchase, would be | consideration the Post-Office appropriation bill, had come to no 
deprived of the use of the machines. | resolution thereon. 

Gentlemen tall as if the loss in such a case would be entirely And then, on motion of Mr. SAYERS (at 4 o’clock and 51 min- 
on the side of the owner of the patents. That is not the whole | utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 
story. It has been shown by the report of the First Assistant 
Postmaster-General that the use of these machines is a great a 7 
saving to the Government; and unless some provision is made CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


for the continuance of their use for the coming year, either by Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Rivers and 
rental or by purchase, the Government, as well as the owner of | parbors was discharged from the consideration of the petition 
the pat ant, Will be a loser. , , of masters and pilots of steam vessels at portof New York, ask- 
Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary in- ing for a law inspecting vessels propelled by naptha, vapor, gas, 
quiry. Is it in order to move an amendment toinsert before the ete., and the same was referred tothe Committee on Interstate 
word ‘‘rental” the words “‘ purchase or?” and Foreign Commerce. 
The CHAIRMAN. It is. Also, petition of Harbor No. 1, A. A. of Masters and Pilots of 
Mr. BRYAN. TI move that amendment. Steam Fannets of New York, for restrictive laws appliable to 
Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. If that amendment be adopted | steam vessels—the Committee on Rivers and Harbors discharged 


without increasing the amount of the appropriation. can any | and thesame referred to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
practical result follow? The bill now makes an appropriation | Commerce. 


of $50,000 to pay the rental of these machines. If that clause be 
amended so as to provide “*for purchase or rental of canceling 
machines, $60,000,” does the gentleman think that these machines 
could be purchased for 360,00? 














PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXTI, bills and a resolution of the fol- 
sites os ony eindais ak oe bom Teed aawane cone uentas lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 
, a 


ai : ~.| By Mr. RAWLINS: A bill (H. R. 6422) directing allotments 
ae emo th Suaeeiondiaeen ae ted aenhoe chlo of land to the Southern Ute Indians in Colorado in their present 
will be most advantageous will be decided according to the dis- = and for other purposes—to the Committee on Indian 
cretion of the Department. I understand that there are more gree . : 
kinds of machines than one. . It has been stated there are at| Also, a bill (H. R. 6423) providing for the ener oe a 
least two kinds in use. The Department might be able to buy | COmpahgre Indians from the present reservatign in Utah to the 
the machines of one kind cheaper than they could rent the | State of Colorado, and authorizing the allotment of lands in sev- 
others. : eralty to eee be - nee lands in said State— 
Mr. LACEY. If this provision should read “ purchase or | tthe Committee on Todian Affairs. : 
rental,” the result would be that the patentee could compel tho <o or Ee eee 7 A sy o ee Rag at 
Government topurchase or rentashe might see fit; which means, Teson of the United Stone sane — oma kip er tar ate 
ear ee ee ‘‘Busto del Libertador” of the third — oun the President of 
j 4V —to the Committee on Nava airs. 
Mr. BRYAN. Idonot think we ought to compel the patentees’| Venezuela—to t 4 : 
to sell if they do not wish to. If the Government has the right | , By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: A a (H. R. 6425) wings 1. Se 
either to rent or purchase, it can do whichever it thinks best. | the compensation and duties of United States attorneys, clerks, 
Mr. REED, Let the Government and the individual be put marshals, and other court officials, and for other purposes—to 
Te niet ane Ry Mr, MADDOX: Joint resolution (EL. Res, 149) directing th 
4 , . By Mr. X: Joint resolution (H. Res. recting the 
na vybe es oe ee Secretary of the Navy to declare a vacancy in the Naval Acad- 
“Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. ‘The gentleman from Nebraska | my ®t Annapolis for the Seventh district of Georgia, and re- 
[Mr. BRYAN] says there are two patented machinesfor this pur- | Wiring said Secretyry to give notice to the Representative o 
pose. The bill as prepared by the Committee on the Post-Oifice said district of said vacancy as now provided by law—to the Com- 
and Post-Roads, does not limit the Government to renting one | Mittee on Naval Affairs. 
kind of machine or to using one ee ae are ee? ™ 
thre machines, we meet the same ty that we wou ; 
there were but one. If the Government now pays $60,000 as an- PRIVATE SEAS, ETC 
nual rental for any of these patented machines, the owners are | Under clause 1 of ae erat prenvte. en of the following 
not going to t with the title to their perty for any such | titles were presented and referred as follows: , 
mnant = is Gaaned in the bill. For that Senen, tt seems tq me, By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 6426) granting a pension to Anna 
the amendment ought not to mH ee — we ao = reach = Wehe, of Newport, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
something practical, we should not only insert the words sug- | sions. ; 
gested by the gentleman from Nebraska|Mr. BRYAN], butstrike | By Mr. BURROWS: A bill (H. R. 6427) for the relief of Sey- 
out ‘* $60,000” and insert ‘$500,000, or so much thereof as the | mor Fox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Posimaster-General may find necessary.” By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 6428) granting a pen- 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman | sion to Maria 2 the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
from Illinois at the proper time to offer such an amendment as By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 6429) to au- 
he indicates. The question is now on the amendment of the | thorize the President to perfect the military record of Edward C, 
gentieman from Nebrenice. {Mr. BRYAN] to insert before the nin—to the Cominittee on Military Affairs. 
word ‘‘ rental ” the words “ purchase or.” Mr. HUDSON: A bill (H. R. 6450) granting an inerease of 
Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, we have a very small House, | pension to J. C. ce the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
and we ought not to take a vote on this until Monday, I think. By Mr. TATE: A (H. R. 6431) for the relief of Benjamin 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is not able to say, of course, | Davis—to the Committee on Wer Claims. 
how many members ave present and will vote on this propo-| By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H.R. 6432) gran a on to 
sition. James D. Henderson—to the Committee on Inv ions. 
The question wproener — acon Mr. ene Bl ce, es | et — pension to Julia Weeks— 
on a division (demanded by Mr. Hames) there were—ayes Committee on nsions. 
ated 8. : r : By Mr. TERRY (by request): A bill (H. R. 6434) to correct 











1894, 
the muster rolls of Company K, Second Arkansas Cavalry, as 
concerns Isaac Thompson —tothe Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6435) to remove the charge of 
desertion from David A. Nichols—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 6436) to increase 
the pension of John Margroves—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 6437) for the | 


relief of J. P. Shook—to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. APSLEY: Petition of 29 citizens of Sudbury, Mass., 
in favor of the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BRANCH: Petition of citizens of Washington and 
Tyrrell Counties, for survey of Seupernong River from Spenells 
Bridge to Woodleys Canal, North Carolina—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: Memorial of E. C. Johnsen Post, No. 
336, Grand Army of the Republic, of Atchison, Kans., in favor 
of the speedy passage of House bill 5486, to prohibit the mali- 
cious intermeddling with pensions and in claims for pensions and 
prescribing the punishment therefor—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 


By Mr. BYNUM: Petition of John T. Corcan and 25 other | 


citizens of Indianapolis, for the passage of House bill 4478 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Protest of Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 32, of 
Louisville, Ky., against an increase of the internal-revenue tax 
on cigars—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COUSINS: Petition of 60 citizens of Gladsbrook, Iowa, 
and vicinity, favoring the passage of the Manderson-Hainer 
bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CRISP (by request): Protest of the Choctaw Nation, 


to the 


ag inst certain legislation—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. | 


By Mr. CUMMINGS: Diagram showing location of reunion 
tents on White Lot, Grand Army Place—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 
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| J. Booker, and 7 other citizens of Leonidas, 


national legislation prohibiting the carrying on of 
business in the United States—to the Committee on 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of Henry C. Hitchcock an 
others of Cambridge, Mass., in favor of the Manderson-! 
bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PIGOTT: Petition of Knights of Labor and ‘ 
makers’ Uniou of New London, Conn., against an increase o 


any lottery 


internal-revenue tax on cigars—to the Committee on Ways and 
| Means. 

Also, petition of Rev. Newman Smyth, and of Watson L. 
Phillips and others, of New Haven, Conn., in aid of legislation 
for the suppression of lotteries—to the Committee on » Post 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of A. D. McDougald and others, of A 
Conn., for lower postage rates on fraternal journals—to the Com 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan: Resolution of Lon 
shoremen’s Union, of Detroit, in favor of Government control 
of telegraphs—to the Committee on the Post-Offi ne st 
Roads. 

Also, resolution of Standard Lodge, No. 158, B. of L., of De- 
troit, in favor of Government contro! of telegraph lin to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the Knights of the Grip, in favor of Ra 
nor’s bill to remove restrictions imposed on issuance of 5, 
mile tieckets—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign ¢ 

| merce. 

By Mr. SHAW: Petition of R. Rudloff, president, and 23 other 
members of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 85, and citizens of Mau 
Claire, Wis., protesting against an increase of internal-revenu 


tax on cigars —to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. THOMAS: Petition of E. Vanderberg, lo. Nykert, a 
51 other citizens of Hamilton; one of H. Delong, C. B. Rh 
hard, and 37 other citizens of Penn, and one of W. A. Engle, 
all Michigan 


¢ 
Ol 


| asking for the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill, admitting 


By Mr. EVERETT: Petition of citizensof Charlestown, Mass., | 


in favor of national legislation on the subject of lotteries—to the 
Committee on the Post-Oifice and Post-Roads. 
By Mr. FUNK: Petition of W. Cable and others, of Decatur, 


Tll., in the interest of fraternal societies—to the Committee on 


the Post-Oiliice and Post-Roads 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Petition of the members 
of the Col. J. G. Benton Garrison, No. 74, Regular Army and 
Navy Union, relative to the retirement of enlisted men in the 
United States Army and Marine Corps—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, five petitions of William P. Draper, C. E. Brown, C. L 
Burr, William C. Lawton, and many other citizens of Spring- 
field, on bebalf of the Indians—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 


Also, petition of Arthur E. Fitch and a number of other resi- | 


dents of Palmer, with 37 citizens of Springfield, asking the pas- 
sage of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: Petition of J. W. Gunn and 41 others, 
in favor of House bill 4897-—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa: Resolution of Subordinate 
Lodge, No. 133, Brotherhood of Boiler Makers and Iron Ship 
Builders, Waterloo, Iowa, opposing’ House bill 2655, known as 
the free-ship bill—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. HOOKER of New York: Petition of 29 residents of 
Ischua, N. Y., in favor of the Manderson-Hainer bill, H. R. 4897— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HOPKINS of Pennsylvania: Petition of 61 citizens 
of Poiter County, Pa., praying for the passage of the Mander- 
ee bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

toads. 

By Mr. IKIRT: Petition of J.C. Taggart and 80 others, citizens 


| in Thee may be to Thy praise and to the 


| State and to his country and to this Senate. 


of Kast Liverpool, Ohio. asking that the proposition to amend | 


the preamble to the Constitution of the United States so as to 
recognize the Divine authority and power therein be submitted 
to the people—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of S. E. Treat and 458 other citizens of Hazelton, 
Ohio, asking the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


| 


to the mails printed matter of benevolent and fraternal 
ties—to the Committee on the Post-Oifice and Post-Roads 

By Mr. WHEELERof Alabama: Petition of Telman England, 
of Lauderdale County, Ala., asking reference claim 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WISE: ‘T'wo petitions in favor of legislation to prey 
ervelty to animals in transit—to th 
Foreign Commerce. 


SOK 


of to th 


nit 
»:Committee on Interstate and 
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Rev. Isaac W. CANTER, pastor of the Mount Vernon Meth- 


odist Episcopal Church (South), of Washington, D. C., offered 
the following prayer: 
O: Lord, we thank Thee for having preserved the lives of 


these Thy servants, and for the measure of health and strength 
with which they are permitted to enter upon the duties of this 
day. And we thank Thee for all the mercy and grace Thou hast 
shown unto them in Christ Jesus our Lord. Wit Thou be very 
close to them this day, and give them that wisdom which comes 
down from above, tliat in every thought and word and act they 
may glorify Thee; that all things begun, continued, and ended 
magnifying of Thy 
name in the earth. And we pray Thee, Father, that Thou wilt 
continue to preserve them. 

Wilt Thou bless especially the family of Thy servant who was 
so recently a member of this body and who now lies in the cold 
embrace of death. We thank Thee for all that he was to his 
Wilt Thou grant, 
O Lord, that the lesson which Thy Providence would teach us 
by this death may not be lost, and may we learn that death comes 
alike fo all, to those in high places as wellasinlow. And do 
Thou grant, O Lord, to preserve the families of these Thy serv- 
ants, whether they be present or distant; and may nothing sad 
or untoward therein cause any of these Thy servants to be called 
from this place of trust and responsibility. 

Bless the President of the United States and his Cabinet, and 
all men everywhere in public office. Hear usin these our re- 
quests, pardon all our sins, and graciously accept us now and 
everinore in Christ Jesus our Lord. Amen. 


THE JOURNAL. 


last was read 


The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday 


By Mr. MALLORY: Petition of citizens of Dunedin, Fla., for | and approved. 
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HOUR OF MEETING ON TUESDAY. 


Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I move that when the Senate 
adjourn to-day it be to meet at 9 o'clock to-morrow morning. 
The reason for this action will be explained later. 

The motion was agreed to. 


DEATH OF SENATOR COLQUITT. 


Mr. GORDON. Mr, President, it falls to my lot this morning 
to make the inexpressibly sad announcement of the death of my 
colleague and long-loved and cherished friend Alfred H. Col- 
quitt, iate Senator from Georgia. 

Even if the circumstances around us permitted, I have no 
heart this morning to speak of his long and illustrious services 
to his State and the country. In the presence of this grief, so 
poignant to me, my thoughts turn to him this morning rather 
as the long-loved friend than as the brave soldier, exhibiting a 
high order of courage and of patriotism in two wars, or of the 
civilian holding for !ong series of = high political stations, 
every one of which he honored and adorned. 

It may not be amiss, however, to say of him now that I have 
known him from my boyhood; that we were companions in arms; 
we were associates in business; we were neighbors and friends: 
we were political allies. In all these relations, for more than a 
third of a century, there has never been one word of discord be- 
tween us, never a veil that separated us, never a thought of dis- 
trust—nothing save the most trusting loyalty and deep, devoted, 
and brotherly attachment. 

It may not be untimely to say further of him now, that in every 
relation of life, whether as husband or father or son or friend 
or aaa or citizen, he has been able and earnest and faithful 
and true. 

The three dread monosyliables, ‘‘ He is dead,” will soon be 
written of others in thisChamber, and of most of us before many 
long years shall s. If it shall be added of us, as it can be of 
him, that in all the relations of life he was true; that above all 
and through all he kept his armor as a Christian man, bright 
and burnished, there will have been spoken over our dead bodies 
all that eulogy can pronounce. . 

Mr. President, I ask for the adoption of the resolutions! send 
to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions submitted by the 
Senator from Georgia will be read. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with great sorrow of the death of the 
Hon. Alfred Holt Colquitt, late a Senator from the State of Georgia. 

Resolved, That a committee of ten Senators be ap) ted by the Vice-Pres- 
ident to take order for superintending the funeral of the deceased, which 
will take place in the Senate Chamber to-morrow, Tuesday, at 9 a. m., and 
that the Senate will attend the same. 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect entertained by the Senate for 
his eer. his remains be removed from Washington to Macon, Ga., in 
charge of the Sergeant-at-Arms, and attended by the committee, who shall 
have full power to carry this resolution into effect. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these proceedings to the House 
of Representatives, and invite the House of Representatives to attend the 
funeral to-morrow, ‘huesday, at the hour named, and to appoint a commit- 
tee Lo act with the committee of the Senate. 


The resolutions were considered by unanimous consent, and 
a d to. 

The VIC PRESIDENT appointed as the committee under 
the second resolution Mr. GORDON, Mr. MORGAN, Mr. RANSOM, 
Mr. BuTLER, Mr. GRAY, Mr. HoAR, Mr. PRocTor, Mr. CAREY, 
Mr. PERKINS, and Mr, ALLEN. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, from the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, reported the 
following resolution; and it was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the expenses incurred by the select committee a ted to 


take order for the funeral of the late Senator A. H. Colquitt be from the. 
contingent fund of the Senate. 


Mr. GORDON. Mr. President, I ask for the consideration of 
the resolutions I now send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions will be reati. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 


Resolved, That invitations be extended to the President of the United 
States and the members of his Cabinet, the Chief Justice and associate jus- 


major-general command the Army, and the senior of the Na 4 
to attend the funeral _of ae Hon. Alfred Holt ultt, late a Senator tron 
oe —— of Georgia, in the Senate Chamber, to-morrow, Tuesday, at 9 
o'clock a. m. 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect the Senate do now adjourn. 


ee ees The question is on agreeing to the 
resolutions. 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to; and (at 12 o’clock 
and 15 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Tuesday, March 27, 1894, at 9 o'clock a. m. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monbay, March 26, 1894, 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. Baasy. 

The Journal of the procedings of Saturday last was read and 
approved. 


ALLEGED VIOLATION OF CONTRACT FOR NAVAL SUPPLIES. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a communication from 
the Secretary of the aoe with accompanying papers, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of the House of Tnpasaenatiens calling 
for information concerning recent alleged violations by Carne- 
gie, Phipps & Co. of the contract between-the United States 
Government and said firm; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania, indefinitely, on account of 
sickness. 

To Mr. WRIGHT of Massachusetts, for ten days, on account of 
important business. 


SPECIAL AGENTS MOORE AND WOODSON. 


Mr. HUDSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of Senate joint resolution No. 8, au- 
thorizing the Secretary of the Interior to cause the settlement 
of the accounts of Special Agents Moore and Woodson, under 
the treaty of 1854, with the Deleware Indians, and so forth. 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read subject to 
objection. 

he Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas the accounts of Ely Moore, deceased, as special register and 
superintendent, and of Daniel Woodson, as special receiver and superin- 
tendent, for the expenses of the sale of the Iowa, and of the eastern and 
western portions of the Delaware,and of the Wea, and so forth, Indian 
trust lands in Kansas, under the several treaties of May, 1854, with said 
Indians, require further adjustment and final settlement: Therefore, 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and required to cause administrative action to be taken upon the 
accounts of said Moore and Woodson, and to allow to the said Moore the 
sum of $3,658, and to the said Woodson the sum of $3,697.84, in full settlement 
and satisfaction of their respective claims for services under the treaties 
aforesaid, and the said accounts to the proper account officers of 
the Treasury for final settlement; and the acceptance of the said sums by 
said claimants, or their legal representives, shall be taken asa full and com- 
plete relinquishment and satisfaction of their claims for services under the 
treaties aforesaid. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this joint resolution? 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
oo like to have some explanation as to the effectof this reso- 
ution. 

Mr. HUDSON. Let us have the report read, Mr. Speaker, 
which will fully explain the matter. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the report will be read. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the report will be read. 

The report (by Mr. TURPIN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the joint resolu- 
tion (S. R.8) authorizing the Secret of the Interior to cause settlement 
of the accounts of Special Agents El oore and of Daniel Woodson, under 
the treaties of May, 1854, with the laware and with the united tribe of 
Wea, etc., Indians, leave to report: 

That the report of Gemmndantoner of Indian Affairs of June 19, 1885, to 
the Secretary of the Interior, relative tothe accounts of these special agents, 
and to the construction put by the Supreme Court of the United States on 
the treaties with said Indians on March 3, 1884 (110 United States, page 688), 
shows the following facts: 

1. That in October, 1856, Ely Moore, deceased, was appointed a special reg- 
ister and superintendent to sell at Fort Leavenworth, Kansas Territory, 
the eastern portion of the Delaware trust lands, under the treaty of May 
1854 (10 Stats., 1048); and that on May 15, 1857, he was appointed a speci 

and superintendent to seil at li, Kansas Territory, in the Indian 

the trust lands of the united tribe of Wea, etc., Indians, under 

the treaty of May 30, 1854 (10 Stats., 1082); and that on May 15, 1857, Daniel 
Was appointed a —s receiver and superintendent to sell at 
Kansas Terri 2 uate portion of the Delaware Indian 


jouse, water the weedy of 3. 6, 1854. 

2. That on January (9, 1861, Daniel Woodson, ial receiver and superin- 
the sale of the western portion of the Delaware trust lands, *‘ren- 

dered to the honorable Acting Secre' of the Interior” an account for the 
of the sale of the trust lands, in which he charged 1 per cent com- 
on allof the m:ucvs derived from the sale thereof. On the same 

day his account was referred to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs for re- 


on Semmes 186i, the Hon. A. B. Greenwood, Commissioner of Indian 
oe to the Acting Secretary of the Interior on these claims as 


“In reference to this class of claims I will state that the impartial judg- 
ment of the Office of Indian Affairs has ever been that they are just and 
as te -« eadtos The authority for compensating these agents was 


3 That recommended 1 per cent commissions on all of 
the Indian trust be allowed and paid. 

4. That “ a tor aan Secretary of the Interior decided 
and directed the ot Affairs to allow each of the special 
enapetete sae tocet four in all. who superintended the sales of the Dela- 
Ware and ou @ part of 








1894. 


CONGRESSIONAL 


} 
5. That the Supreme Court of the United States in construing these treaties, | 


in case No. 216 of the United States, plaintiff in error, vs. The Special Re 
esiver and Superintendent of the Sale of the Eastern Portion of the Dela- 
ware Trust Lands, at Fort Levenworth, Kans., and of the Indian Trust 
Lands of the united tribe of Wea, etc., Indians at Paoli, Kans., in its opin- 
ion said: 

* * * “By express provisionin the treaties the expenses incurred by the 
United States in making the sales were to be paid from the proceeds. This 


clearly implied the payment of a reasonable compensation for the services 


of those employed to carry the trust into effect.” 

And that it was not part of the duties of these special agents, as officers of 
the Land Department, to sell the lands or receive payment therefor. The 
moneys paid for the Indian lands were trust moneys, not public moneys. 
The employment was for a special service in connection with aspecial trust 
assumed by the United States for the benefit of certain Indian tribes, in 
which express provision was made for the payment of expenses. In legal 
effect the appointment was an agency for the sale of lands for the Indians. 
The duties to be performed were to be of a different character and ata dil 
ferent place from those of the Land Office. 

6. That the court ordered judgmeut to be entered for this special receiver 
and superintendent for the sale of the eastern portionof the Delaware trust 
lands at Fort Leavenworth, and of the Wea, etc., trust lands, under the 
finding marked G of the special verdict; that is to say, for $14,541.78, as of 
June 13, 1879, the date of the verdict, the judgment to draw interest from 
that date.” 


7. That paragraphs 14 and 15 in the special verdict in the case of said spe- | 
cial agent, defendant in error in said suit, fully quoted insaid report. shows | 


that the court ‘‘ did allow him | per cent commissions on all of the moneys 
received by him as a reasonable and fair compensation,” and that only four 
special agents were ae to sell the trust lands. One of them has been 
fully paid principal and interest due to him as found by the Supreme Court 
of the United States on March 3, 1884. 


8. That “the laws governing the Indian Bureau, in the settlement of this | 


o~ 


class of claims, are the act of August 7, 1882 (22 Statutes, page 345), and the 
act of January 9, 1837 (Revised Statutes, section 2093 and 2094)."’ The ques- 
tion was submitted to the Attorney-General for his opinion, which was given 


on July 7, 1885, that itrequired legislation bp be clare to authorize afurther | 
on to the Report No. #19 of | 


and tinal settlement of these accounts, In addition 
the Fiftieth Congress, referred to by the Assistant Secretary of the Interior 
in October, 1889, the Fifty-second Congress favorably reported House bill 


3323, by Report No. §80, on March 28, 1893, for the set lement of the accounts | 
of Moore and Woodson, but said bills were not reached on the Calendar, | 


hence the delay in the settlement of the accounts of these special agents 

9. That the act of June 9, 1892 (27 Stat.. 768), shows that provision has been 
made for the final settlement of the accounts of one or the other of the four 
special agents, and that the accounts of Ely Moore, deceased, and of Daniel 

yoodson, remain to be finally settled as provided for by Senate joint reso- 
lution No. & 

10. The Acting Secretary of the Interior, in letter dated October 17, 1889, 
relative to the accounts of Moore and Woodson before your committee, 
states that “in view of the opinion of the honorable Attorney-General that 
no valid ground exists for reopening the accounts of the claimants,"’ no ac- 
tion whatever should be taken by the Executive Departments, without legis- 
lation providing therefor, and as it is understood thata measure for the reiief 
of the claimants was presented to the first session of the Fiftieth Congress, 
and that a bill (H. R. 2263) was referred to a committee, which committee 
rendered a report No. 819, that the claimants should look to the legislavive 
branch of the Government for the relief they seek, and not to the Depart- 
ment. 

Senate joint resolution No. 8 was fully investigated by the Senate Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and the result of that investigation is shown by 
the amendment made by said committee to said joint resolution and passed 
by the Senate, authorizing the settlement of the accounts of these two 
special agents, in which they are to be allowed on settlement the principal 
sum found by said committee to be due to each of them, exclusive of inter- 
est. The-resolution carries no appropriation, but simply directs the settle- 
ment of the accounts of Moore and Woodson and limits the auditing officers 
to the allowance of the principal amount due them. The Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, in letter of January 30, 1894, states that there is no objection 
to the passage of alawauthorizing payment of the principal and accruei 
interest due these people, and that he would be pleased to have these long- 
standing accounts settled. 

Your committee therefore favorably report Senate joint resolution No. 8 
as a substitute for H. R. joint resolution No. 33 and recommend its passage. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this resolution? 

Mr. SAYERS. I would like first to ask the gentleman one 
question. 

Mr. HUDSON. 

Mr. SAYERS. 
the moneys that are specified therein will be paid out of the 
fund belonging to the Indians, as I understand it. 
rect? 

Mr. HUDSON. Thatis what the Secretary of the Interior 
says in his report. 

Mr. SAYERS. And not from the Treasury? 

Mr. HUDSON. No, notatall. This is the money of the In- 
dians, which is held for their benefit in the Treasury. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is an Indian fund, and this payment will 
come out of that fund. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was ordered toa 
third reading, and being read the third time, was passed. 

On motion of Mr. HUDSON,a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid upon the table. 

PARTIAL PAYMENTS ON REVENUE CUTTERS. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Mr.Speaker, lask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the joint resolution which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk. r 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Joint resolution (H. Res. 150) providing for partial payments for work 

done in the construction of vessels for the Revenue-Marine Service. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Siates in 


Congress azsembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, 
authorized to make partial payments from time to time upon all contracts 
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I will answer the gentleman with pleasure. 


If this provision should be enacted into law, | 


Is that cor- | 
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for the construction of vessels for the Revenue-Marine Service, but not in 
| excess of the amount of the value of the work already done; and that the 
} contracts shall provide for a lien upon such vessels for all advance t 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consi 
| tion of this resolution? 

Mr. SAYEKS. Has that resolution ever been re ported Dy a 
committee? 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. It has not. 

Mr. SAYERS. Then I object. 

Mr, LOCKWOOD. If the gentleman will excuse me for a 


moment, an exigency has arisen which has resulted in the sub- 
mission of this resolution, which comes from the Treasury D 


partment. It does not add anything or take anything one way 
or the other. It is simply to remedy an existing defect i 
law in regard to partial payments upon revenue-marine c 
and light-house tenders that are being constructed. The fact 
is that at the present time the Treasury Depariment 


n the 


itiers 


Mr. SAYERS. [insist that that resolution be referred toa 
committee. It is too important to consider in this hasty m.in- 
ner. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] 
ob-ects. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER, KANSAS CITY. 
| Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 


immediate consideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk’ 
desk, a bill (S. 260) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to author- 
| ize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at the 
most accessible point between the city of Kansas and the town 
of Sibley, in the county of Jackson and State of Missouri,” ap- 
proved March 3, 1887. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. WISE] 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the 
Senate bill. which the Clerk will report, after which the Chair 
| will ask if there be objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the act entitled “An act to authorize the construc 
tion of a bridge across the Missouri River at the most accessible point be 
tween the city of Kansas and the town of Sibley, in the county of Jackson 
and State of Missouri,’ approved March 3. 1887, be, and the sams hereby ts, 
amended by striking out the following words contained in the first section 
of said act, to wit: “And free passage shall be accorded to wagons and ve 
hicles of all kinds, and for the transit of animals and for foot passengers."’ 

SEo. 2. That the word “corporations,” in the first section of the act here- 
inbefore named, shall be changed to “ corporation.” 

SEc. 3. The construction of the bridge authorized to be constructed by the 
act approved March 3. 1887, hereinbefore named, and of which this act is 
amendatory, shall begin within three years and be completed within ten 
years from the date of the approving this act, and unless these conditions be 
complied with, this act and the act of which it is amendatory shall be null 
and void. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the im- 
mediate consideration of this bill? 

Tere was no objection. 

The bill was ordered toa third reading, and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. WISE, a motion to reconsider the lact vote 
was laid on the table. 

MACE CLEMENTS’S SURVEY, OHIO. 

Mr. HULICK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 4419) to authorive the 
| Commissioner of the General Land Office to issue a patent to 
, Mace Clements’s survey, numbered 386, in the Virginia military 
district of Ohio. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioner of the General Land Office of the 
United States be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to issue the pat 
ent of the United States granting the lands embraced and described in Mace 
| Clements’s survey, numbered 385, in the Virginia military district. in the 

State of Ohio. as the same is bounded in the report of said survey returned 

to the —— surveyor of said district at Chillicothe, Obio. upon the ap- 

plication and proof of the persons now in the possession of said lands, claim 
ing title thereto under the deeds for the same from Nathaniel 

June 2, 1804. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for imme- 
diate consideration of this bill? 

Mr.SAYERS. I should like to have some explanation of it 

Mr. HULICK. I will state that a bill similar to this was in- 
troduced in the Fifty-second Congressand unanimously reported 
by the same committee which has reported this bill. It is to 
complete the paper title to a survey in the Virginia military 
district of Ohio. There is no objection to it. It affeets about 

1,000 acres of land. The survey was made and recorded at Chil- 

licothe, Ohio. but the patent was never issued. 

On the 4th day of June, 1733,aland warrant (No. 93 


Massie, dated 


x 


for 


J 


acres was issued by the State of Virginia to Mace Clements for 
| services by him rendered as a surgeon of the Virginia Li mn 
Continental establishment in the war of the Revolution. After- 


‘Hpacres 


| wards, in August, 1787, apart of this warrant, to wit, |, 
| was located by, and subsequently, on the 17th day of November, 
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1787, surveyed for said Mace Clements in the Virginia military 
district, on or near Eagle Creek, now in Brown County, in the 
State of Ohio. ‘This survey was duly returned to the office of 
the principal surveyor of the Virginia military district at Chil- 
licothe, Ohio, and was recorded in the proper book of surveys 
of said district in said office, but was never returned to the Gen- 
eral Land Office, nor was any patent ever issued therefor. This 

resent bill authorizes the Commissivner of the Land Office to 
issue a patent, upon the application and proof of the persons 
now in possession of said lands, claiming the title thereto under 
the deeds for the same from Nathaniel Massie dated June 2, 
1804. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. In what county is this land? 

Mr. HULICK, In the county of Brown. in Ohio. There is 
no objection to this. Itis merely to perfect the paper title to the 
survey and have a patent issue therefor. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. How long have the lands been held ad- 
versely? 

Mr. HULICK. The lands have been held adversely since June 
2, 1801, by Nathaniel Massie and those claiming title through or 
under him. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is all right. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
ee engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


On motion of Mr. HULICK, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


UNIVERSITY OF UTAH. 


Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the consideration of the bill (H.R. 3135) granting to the Uni- 
versity of Utah a site off the public domain. 

The bill was read, as follows: : 

Be it enacted, etc., That there is he to the Territory of Utah, 


and to any State formed from the same, the following tract of land: Com- 
line of the Fort Do mil 


mencing on the west boundary itary reserva- 
tion at a point where it is intersected by the north line of Fourth South 
street, in Salt Lake City, Utah Territory, and thence nerth on said 


line 156 rods, more or less, to a point where the south line of First South 
street, in said city, ac to the plat thereof, Intersects the said bound- 


ary line; thence running east 79 &4, rods; thence south parallel with said 


west boundary line 136 rods, more er less, to a point due east of the point of 
nning: 


containing @ acres, for a site and campus tor the University of Utah, ad 
SRviae Poucy ater thu pane Sf hit sce thd pedpereally area 
and in case it is not so oceupied and used it shall revert to the United States. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the requestof the gen- 
tleman from Utah? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I hope we may have something 
in the way of a statement about this matter in order that we 
may understand it. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. Speaker, this bill is unanimously re- 
ported from the Committee on Military Affairs, and is strongly 
recommended by the military authorities and the War Depart- 
ment. I have the report here, which can be read for informa- 
tion. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is it am abandoned military reservation? 

Mr. RAWLINS. It is part of the reservation. I will ask for 
the reading of the rt. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is the land within the city of Salt Lake? 

Mr. RAWLINS. Itis in the Fort Douglas military reserva- 
tion 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is not that within the city limits? 

Mr. RAWLINS. It is within the corporate limits, but near 


e@ post. 
Mr. BURROWS. Iwish to inquire of the gentleman from 
Utah whether this conveys the fee in that land to the univer- 


sity or Territory. 
It grants the land for the pu of the 


th 


Mr. RAWLINS. 
State university, and it is conditioned apn the university be- 
ing constructed there within the pe of five years and per- 

tually maintained, and if not so maintained it reverts to the 

nitead States. It isa sage-brush tract of land, 60 acres in ex- 
a and the military authorities are strongly in favor of the 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of 
the bill? [After a pause.} The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


On motion of Mr. OUTHWAITE, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


CORPORATIONS AS SURETIES. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 4964) rela- 
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tive torecognizances, stipulations, bonds, and undertakings, and 
to allow certain corporations to be accepted as surety thereon. 

The bill was read ‘at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. STALLINGS. I think that bill is of too much impor- 
tance to come up under a request for unanimous consent, and I 
therefore object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama objects. 


DOLLIE E. VEDDER. 


Mr. MEREDITH. Mr. Speaker, Tt ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 4320) for the relief 
of Dollie E. Vedder. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place the name of Dollie E. Vedder, widow of the 
late Capt. Simon C. Vedder, of the Nineteenth Regiment, United States 
Army, on the pension roll, at the rate of $30 per month, in lieu of the amount 
she now receives. 

Theamendment recommended by the Committee of the Whole 
was read, as follows: 

Strike out “ twenty-five ” and insert “twenty.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia? 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr.S er, I would like to know if that bill 
has been considered at a Friday evening session. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Yes, sir; and reported with a favorable 
recommendation. 

Mr. KILGORE. What is the name of the beneficiary? 

Mr. MEREDITH. Dollie E. Vedder. The bill was reported 
with an amendment, reducing the amount to $20 a month. 

Mr. KILGORE. Did the committee agree as to the amount? 

Mr. MEREDITH. Yes, sir; reducing it to $20 a month. 

Mr. KILGORE. Now, there is a proposition to make it $25. 

Mr. MEREDITH. The bill was amended by the Committee 
of the Whole House, and the amount placed at $20 per month. 

The SPEAKER. Is there ob,eetion to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? {After a pause.] The Chair hears none. The 
question is on agreeiny: to the amendment recommended by the 
Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed,it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MEREDITH, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


CORPORATIONS AS SURETIES. 


Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from 
Alabama, I understand, withdraws his objection to the bill for 
the consideration of which [ asked unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the gentleman 
from Alabama withdraws his objection to the requestof the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. Is there further objection? The 
Clerk will report the title of the bill again,so that the House 
may understand its nature. 

he title was reported. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Mr. Speaker, I only withdrew my objec- 
tion to that bill for the te ee of allowing the gentleman to 
make an explanation of it. If the explanation is notsatisfactery 
to me I will not withdraw the objection. 

TheSPEAKER. Without objection, then, the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania will be permitted to make a short expianation. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Mr. Speaker, the purpose of this 
bill is simply to authorize corporations which are formed under 
the laws of the States for the purpose of going upon bonds to be- 
come sureties in cases where sureties are req under the 
laws of the.United States. These surety companies have been 
incorporated under the laws of the States in nearly all the States 
of the Union. They go upon bonds of State officials; they go 
upon bonds where appeals are taken to the higher courts; they 
go upon bonds and upon recognizances, and they have given 
universal satisfaction. 

Now, it not infrequently happens that when a man is ap- 
pointed to a Federal office he has to put himself under obliga- 
tion to his bondsmen to such an extent that they control all the 

which he has. Under this bill the ae company 
for a small consideration, could become surety on his bon and 
thus leave him independent. The bill is re unanimously 
by the ete on the Judiciary, and there is no reasonable 
objection to it. It does not compel —— to employ a surety 
company, but se ad permits him to do so if he desires. 
our 


Mr. COX. proposition. then, is that these surety eompa- 
nies can’ on the bonds of officials. 
Mr. STONE. Yes, sir. 


Mr.COX. Doyou not think that will operate to put the officer 








1894. 


under the influence of the company as much as he would be un- 
der the intluence of an individual bondsman’ 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. No, sir. Besides, he not 
obliged to employ the suretycompany. The bill simply permits 
the employment of the surety company instead of individual 
bondsmen,. 
go upon his bond, but in case a man can not do so, or in cise he 
does not wish to do so, then he may employ this surety com- 

any. 
: Mr. HEARD. The gentleman has stated that this applies to 
official bonds. I want to ask him whether it does not go further 
and apply also to bonds of the employés of railroad companies, 
express companies, and other bonds of like character? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. No, sir. 

Mr. HEARD. Does not the gentleman think that it ought to? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. They can do that now. 

Mr. HEARD. I know they can under the laws of several of 
the States, and I am verv glad that it is so, because the system 
is a good one; but I want toask the gentleman whether he does 
not think this bill ought to be as broad as those State laws gen- 
erally are? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Well, this bill does authorize 
these companies to go on the bond wherever the law requires 
any person to give a bond. 

Mr. COOMBS. It is merely permissive. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. It is permissive only. It also 
authorizes the Attorney General, at any time when he is satis- 
fied that the security is not sufficient, to require additional se- 
curity. 

Mr. COX. 
panies on the same footing under the law as private individuals? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. That is all. 

Mr. HEARD. Doesit apply exclusively to cases where United 
States courts require security? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Yes, sir. It is simply a matter 
of convenience, and I do not see that there can be any objection 
to it. 

The SPEAKER. Is thereobjection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania for the present consideration of this 
bill? 

Mr. STALLINGS. 


is 


I renew the objection, Mr. Speaker. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I demand the regular order, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 
lar order is the call of committees for reports. 

The committees were called, but no reports were presented. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, this, béing the fourth Monday in 
the month, is District day, and I ask that the House proceed to 
the consideration of the business reported from the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that in a few min- 
utes resolutions will be received from the Senate upon which 
the House will desire to take action. 

Mr. HEARD. [ am so advised, Mr. Speaker, and I do not 
call up the District business for the purpose of antagonizing 
that; but, the resolutions not having yet come, and there being 
nothing before the House, I have feltit my duty to present our 
claim for the consideration of District business, expecting to 
give way when the Senate resolutions are received. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the de- 
lay is owing to some slight change in the committee of the Sen- 
ate, and that the resolutions referred to will be here in a mo- 
ment. 

Mr. HEARD. 
tervene. 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House take a 
recess for fifteen minutes. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make the point that 
the nextorder of business is not District business; that that busi- 
ness is not in order until after the second morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. The purpose is not te go on with any busi- 
ness this morning after the receipt of the Senate resolutions. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I move that the House take a recess for 
ten minutes. 

Mr. COOMBS. That motion is already made. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, in view of the fact that the res- 
olutions to which the Chair has referred are expected almost 
immediately. I withdraw the demand for the consideration of 
District business. 


HISTORY OF INTERNATIONAL ARBITRATIONS. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask 
consent—— 
The SPEAKER. The regular order has been demanded. 


The regu- 


All I desire is that no other business shail in- 


He who prefers can still get private individuals to | 


Your idea is simply to put these security com- | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I simply wanted to ask con- 
sideration of a resolution to provide for some printing. It is 
privileged. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman wi id i 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution (S. it. 37) to provide for the printing of a « : 8 
of the inter national arbitrati sto which the United Stat ; 
and for other purposes 
Resolved, ete., That there be printed the usual number of coples of a ry 

of the international arbitrations to which the United State ws A | y 

together with a digest of the decisions rendered in s 1a rations, and 

that, in addition to said usual number, there be printed t bound in ep 

1,000 copies for the use of the Senate, 2.000 copies h the House of 

Representatives, and 1,000 copies for the use of th ent of State 

said history and digest to be printed unde yedt i n 

| Bassett Moore, and theediting to be paid for out « I in the T 
|} ury not otherwise appropriated, on the direction of the S ary 
| at a price not to exceed $2,500, which sum is hereby ap ’ 

be in full payment for said work, except the tof 

the same 
The report of the House Committee on Printing, recomme 

ing the passage of the joint resolution, and stiting that o 

estimated cost of the printing proposed would b 901, was 

read. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, [ did not at 
first observe the clause in this resolution providing | ; 
| 1,000 copies of this publication at the disposal of the 
|ment of State. That provision, of course, takes away tho 


privileged character of the resolution. But [ ask unanim 
eonsent that it be considered. 

Mr. PICKLER. How many copies will there be for the House 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Two thousand 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to considering this joint 
resolution at the present time? 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. The resolution sho 
adopted. I hope there will be no objection to its passag 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to consider the 
joint resolution; which was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON: of Tennessee, a 
reconsider the last vote was laid on the table. 

DEATH OF SENATOR COLQUITT. 

A message from the Senate, communicated to the House by 

Mr. PLATT?, one of its clerks, was laid before the House by the 


| Speaker, and read by the Cierk, as follows: 


IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, March 26, 1894 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with great sorrow of the death of the 
Hon. Alfred Hoit Coiquitt, late a Senator from the State of Georgia 

Resolved, That a committee of ten Senators be appointed by the 
President to take order for superintending the funeral of the deceased, which 
will take place in the Senate Chamver to-morrow, Tuesday, at 9a. m., a 
that the Senate will attend the same 

Resolved, That, as a further mark of respect entertain 
his memory, his remains be removed from Washington to Macon. Ga 1 
charge of the Sergeant-at-Arms, and attended by the committee, whu 
have full power to carry this resolution into effect 


d by the 


Senate for 


Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these proceedings to the House 
of Representatives, and invite the House of Representatives to attend the 
funeral to-morrow, Tuesday, at the hour named, and to appoint a commit 
tee to act with the committee of the Senate. 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect the Senate do now adjourn 

In compliance with the foregoing the Vice-President appointed a uid 
committees Mr. Gorpon, Mr. MORGAN, Mr. RANSOM, Mr. BuUTLEH, Mr. GRAY, 
Mr. HOAR. Mr. Procror, Mr. Cansy. Mr. PERKINS, and Mr. ALLEN 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolu- 


tions which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow the announce- 
ment of the death of Hon. Alfred Holt Colquitt, late a Senator from the 
State of Georgia. 

Resolved, That the Speaker of the House 
members to act In conjunction with the 
ate to make the nec: 
piace of burial. 


appoint a committes of nine 
‘committee appointed by the Sen 
sary arrangements and accompany theremains to the 


Resolved, That the House accept the invitation of the Senate to attend the 
funeral to-morrow, Tuesday, at 9 o'clock a.m., and that the Clerk of the 
House communicate these procé¢edings to the Senate. 

Resolved, That as a further tribute and mark of respect to the memory of 


the deceased the House do now adjourn. 


Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, without detainin 


the House with any remarks on this sad occasion, I desire to 
give notice that at some time in the future the House wil! be 
asked to appoint a day on which the friends of the dec l may 
pay fitting tribute to his long and distinguished public services, 
Tok now the adoption of the resolutions. 

The SPEAKER. The Chiuir will ask the gentleman from 


Georgia [Mr. TURNER] whether he has any suggestion to m 
as to the hour of meeting of the House to-morrow? 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I bave conferred 
with gentlemen of our delegation and with the Speaker us to the 
propriety of the House ad ourning to meet to morrow morning 
at9oclock. It has been suggested that perh ppropriate 
a@proceeding as could be had would be that the ; of the 

ouse assemble informally in the Senate Cham! t the hour 
named by the Senate for the funeral ceremoni 


LUG Of 


er a 
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The question being taken on agreeing to the resolutions sub- 
mitted by Mr. TURNER of Georgia, they were unanimously 
agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of the following- 
named members as the committee provided for by the resolu- 
tions: Mr LIVINGSTON of Georgia, Mr. HOLMAN of Indiana, Mr. 
BuUNN of North Carolina, Mr. CABANISS of Georgia, Mr. MAp- 
pDOX of Georgia, Mr. MCDANNOLD of Illinois, Mr. COGSWELL of 
Massachusetts, Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE of Pennsylvania, and 
Mr. Powers of Vermont. 

And then, in accordance with the resolution just adopted, the 
House (at! o'clock p.m.) adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock. 








PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. MERCER (by request): A bill (H. R. 6438) to amend the 
national-bank act—to the Comualttes on Banking and Currency. 
By Mr. HALL of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 6441) to authorize 
the registration of trade-marks and labels and to protect the 


ye —to the Committee on Patents. 


By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 6442) to protect the birds and ani- 
mals in Yellowstone National Park and to punish crime in said 
par and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Public 

nas, 

By Mr. LOCKWOOD: A joint resolution (H. Res. 150) provid- 
ing for partial payments for work, etc., for the Revenue- Marine 
Service—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: A resolution for distribution of spe- 
cixl memoirs and reports of Geological Survey as now provided 
by law—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. CABANITSS: A resolution to pay the representative 
of A. W. Gibson, late an employé of the House, six months’ sal- 
ary and funeral expenses—to the Committee on Accounts. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and sehervok as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS of Kentucky: A bill (4G. R. 6439) for the relief 
= Mrs. Martha Noe, nee Blanton—-to the Committee on Invalid 

-ensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 6440) to 
correct the military record of Samuel E. Cooper—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 6448) for the relief of 
Stout, Hall & Bangs—to the Committee on Claims. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the aa pee and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and refer as follows: 

By Mr. AVERY: Petition of Michigan Knights of the Grip, 
in favor of the pee of the Rayner bill, removing all restric- 
tion on the issuing of 1,000-mile mileage books, good over all rail- 
roads—te the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the Cigar Makers’ Union, of Detroit, Mich., 
in favor of Government ownership and control of the telegraph 
and telephone lines—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: Resolution of Denver Division, 
No. 44, Order of Railway Conductors, relative to sale of trans- 
portation tickets . brokers, agents, or scalpers—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BERRY: Petition granting a pension to Anna M. 
Wehe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: Petition of Col. E. C. Townsend and 
others, of Forth Leavenworth, Kans., in favor of the retirement 
of enlisted men of the United States Army and Marine Corps— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of H. F. Mellenbruch and others, of Carson, 
Kans., in favor of increase of sularies of country postmasters— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Resolutions of Operative Plasterers and 
Cigar Makers’ Unions, for the establishment of a governmental 
control of telegraph lines—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Letter of Dr. W. Carroll Chapman, of 
Louisville, Ky., in behalf of the establishment of a national 
board of health in the Treasury Department—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Plumbers, Gas and Steam Fitters’ Local Union, 
No. 107, of Louisville, Ky., in favor of the establishment of tele- 
graph lines under the control of the Government—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
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By Mr. COUSINS: Petition of 30 citizens of Walkins and 75 
more of State Center, Iowa, favoring the Manderson-Hainer 
bill—to the Committee on the Post-Oflice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DINSMORE: Petition of Joseph Willett, for removal 
of disabilities and to place him on the rolls of honorably dis- 
charged soldiers of the United States—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Green W. Smith, for removal of charge of de- 
sertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of citizens of Manning, in favor 
of the Manderson-Hainer billi—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Resolution of Division 149, of the Order of 

tailway Conductors, Jackson, Tenn., in favor of the passage of 
the antiscalpers bill—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of Subordinate Lodge, No. 60, of the Broth- 
erhood of Boiler Makers and Iron Ship Builders of America, in 
o»position to the free-ship bill—to the Committee on Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr, FLETCHER: Petition of certain citizens of Minneap- 
olis, Minn.,favoring the passage of the Manderson- Hainer bill— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FLYNN: Resolutions from citizens of Indian Terri- 

tory, praying for ratification of Kiowa and Comanche Indian 
treaties in Oklahoma Territory—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 
_ By Mr. GEISSENHAINER: Petition of citizens of Wood- 
bridge, N. J., in favor of the passage of a bill prohibiting lottery 
dealings in the United States—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. GROUT: Memorial adopted by the Chamber of Com- 
merce of the State of New York, against the passage of the in- 
come tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Rev. H. W. Goddard, of South Royalton, Vt., 
and of E. W. Clark and others, of Norwich, Vt., against the use 
of the United States mail for carrying lottery tickets—to the 
Commit‘ee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of citizens of Davenport, Iowa, in 
favor of Government ownership of telegraph lines—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HULL: Petition of C.H. Brann and 27 other citizens 
of Des Moines, Iowa, together with resolutions of Council No. 
43, Northwestern Legion of Honor, of Des Moines, asking the 

ssige of the Manderson- Hainer bill—to the Committee on the 

ost-Officeand Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Petition of John W. Walsh, L.C. Schweiger, 
and other citizens of Stillwater, Minn., in the interest of fra- 
ternal society and other college journals—to the Committee on 
the Post-Oftice and Post-Roads. 

_By Mr. KRIBBS: Resolutions of Victor Grange, No. 159, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Center County, Pa., in favor of the 
vane of the antioption bill—tothe Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: Papers toaccompany House bill 6443— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LYNCH: Protest of G. B. Cole and 34 others, against 
allacts of Congress by which the banks and privileged few shall 
ve given more money and the people less—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. MARVIN of New York: Petition of David N. Christie 
and 33 other citizens of Nyack, N. Y., for increased postal facil- 
ities, etc.—to the Committee onthe Post-Ofiice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MERCER: Petition in favor of the Manderson-Hainer 
bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of Potter Lodge, No. 173, Ancient Order of 
United Workmen, of Omaha, Nebr., in favor of the passage of 
the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PENCE: Resolutions of the Grand Division of the 
Order of Railway Conductors, against the sale of transportation 
tickets by brokers or scalpers—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

A so, — demanding an inquiry into the acts of certain 
United States circuit judges—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Also, petition of citizens for the exclusion of lottery tickets 
from the United States mails—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PIGOTT: Petition of Rev. W. J. Mutch and others, 
of Bac Haven, Conn., in favor of legislation for the suppression 
of lotteries —tothe Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RAY: Resolutions of Binghamton Labor and Trades 
Union and of Cigar Makers Union No. 16, of Binghamton, N. 
Y., against increase of tax on cigars and for abolition of duty 
on Sumatra tobacco-——to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Delaware and Kortright, N. Y., 
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for amendment to the Constitution recognizing God—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of Assembly No. 237, of Maine, and of citi- 
zens of Tioga C ounty, N. Y., relative to postage on publications 
of fraternal societies—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan: Resolution of Detroit 
Lodge, No. 82, Machinists’ Union, and of Electrical Workers’ 
Union of Detroit, Mich., in favor of Governmental control of tele- 
graph lines 
Roads. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: Resolutions of the Grocers and Import- 
ers’ Exchange of Philadelphia, favoring protection to growers 
and refiners of sugar —to the Cor ninittee on ane and Me ins. 

Also, petition of Eldorado Assembly, No. I. Ff. A., Seran- 
ton, Pa., in the in‘erestof fraternal society nadie ollege journals— 
to the Committee on tre Post-Oitice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STEZ HENSON: Petition of Standard Lodge, No. 158, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, and the Cigar Makers’ 
Union of Detroit, Mich., in favo: of Gove ernment ownership ‘ and 
control of the telegraph systems of the country—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post Roads. 

Also, 


the passage of the bill for the suppression of the lottery traffic 


through nitional and interstate commerce and the postal serv- | 


ice—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
ont Mr. WEADOCK: Petition of Charles -Loynes and others, 
r the passage of House bill 48 37, relating tofraternal journals— 
ro ‘the C ommiitee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads., 
By Mr. WEVER: Petition of 42 citizens of Moline, 
favor of the bill against lotteries 
Office and Post-Roads. 


i. ih eee” 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, March 27, 
The Senate met at 9 o’clock a. m. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had yester- 
day passed the following resolutions: 

Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow the announce 
ment of the death of Hon. Alfred Holt Colquitt, late a Senator from the State 
of Georgia. 

Resolved, That the Speaker of the House appoint a committee of nine 
members to act in conjunction with the committee appointed by the Senate 
to make the necessary arrangements and accompany the remains to the 
place of burial. 

Resolved, That the House accept the invitation of the Senate to attend the 
funeral to-morrow, Tuesday, at 9 o'clock a. m., and that the Clerk of the 
House communicate these proceedings to the Senate. 

Resolved, That as a further tribute and mark of respect to the memory of 
the deceased the House do now adjourn. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had appointed Mr. LIVINGSTON of Georgia, Mr. HOLMAN of In- 
diana, Mr. BuUNN of North Carolina, Mr. CABANISS of see gia, 
Mr. MAppox of Georgia, Mr. MCDANNOLD of Illinois, Mr. Coas- 
WELL of Massachusetts, Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE of eadnoton 
nia, and Mr. Powers of Vermont, as the committee to act in 
conjunction with the Senate committee to make the necessary 
arrangements and accompany the remains of the dece ised Sena- 
tor to the place of burial. 

FUNERAL OF SENATOR COLQUITT. 

The casket containing the remains of the deceased Seni itor 
was brought into the Senate Chamber, having been preceded by 
the famiiy and friends of the deceased, and escorted by the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms of the Senate and the committee of arrang ments 
of the two Houses and pallbearers selected from the Capitol po- 
lice. 

The Speaker of the House of Representatives was given a seat 
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petition of citizens of Manistique, Mich., praying for | 
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to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- | 





to the Committee on the Post- | 





| are about to deposit in the grave: 


| charm 


at the right of the Vice-President, and the members of the House | 


occupied the seats on the fioor provided for them. 


Te Chief Justice and associate justices of the Supreme Court | 


of the United States, the members of the Cabinet, and the dip- 
lomatic corps entered the Senate Chamber and were respectively 
escorted to the seats assigned them on the floor. 

The Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MiILBuRN, D. D., recited sundry 
passages from the Scriptures appropriate to the burial of the 


dead, followed by the fifteenth chapter of First Corinthians, be- | 


gine at the twentieth verse. the follow- 
ing sermon: 

When a good man dies it seems as if a corner of the curtain 
which hides the invisible and eternal world from our eyes were 


lifted and there streamed in upon us celestial light, which en- 


He then delivered 


ables us to understand more clearly and wisely than we do ordi- | neither thirst any more; neithe 


| 


| 





| behold our brothe 


3 2o8 


narily the purpose and moaning of this mortal life of ours — these 


‘ 


years that we spend in preparation for that lofty, that eternal 
state towhich we are allso fast pressing. And soas wecome this 
morning into this Chamber to meditate upon the life and the 


psssige hence of our beloved friend and brother, whose cottin is 
bere before us and whose seat is draped in black, we may see 
that the end of life is character—not position in the world, fame, 
fortune, what is called happiness, but the conquest of self, vic- 


tory over temptation, mastery of the lower nature, and a grasp 
by conduct, by life, upon the things which are invisible, im- 
mortal, of God. 

Our life at the longest is but short. Thre» score years and 


finds the time brief. Four score years a! ter 
labor and sorrow, on casting the retrospective eye, lya 
narrow track. Pleasure, the possession of vast resources or of 
high position—these do not and can not satisfy the highest and 
best part of our nature. That which gives contentment in age, 
in sickness, and upon the border of the other world, is the sense 


ten, looking back, 


it sees O 


sf 


of righteousness, of having done right in so far as we knew, in 
so far as we could —the sense of generosity acquired,of magna- 


nimity.of daring to do the thing which the conscience suggested 
and which God’s Word taught: the daring to leave undone the 
thing that might be popular and call forth acclaim and admira- 
tion, but which the conscience and the Word of God forbade; 
the acquiring faith in the invisible, walking by another light 
than that of this world and by another eye than that of sense, 
so that the invisible world comes clearly into one’s ken, God 
Himself beholden by the pure in heart; a life full of kindliness 
sweet thoughts, gentle feelings, forgiveness of injuries, dar ing 
to ssem to the w: *ven cowardly, misunderstood, and misrep- 
resented at shad with the diviner qualities in one’s heart, ca- 
lumniated and vilified because of their possession and our fol- 
lowing their bent. 
Misunderstood, therefore, is 


yet daring todo the thing that 


sweet and good and to forgive; cherishing no resentment, put- 
ting all bitterness, malignity, and unkindness away against 


those that wrong us, pitying those that do wrong, and a heart 
full of charity, of the milk of human kindness —a heart that ex- 
yresses itself in the face, in the voice, and in the whole bear- 
ing. in the geniality, in the warmth of the cordial greeting, the 
sunshine of the life as it streams out in publie affairs. in the 
social circle, and in the family, so that men take knowledge of 


one that he has learned of Jesus Christ. that his life is hid 
with him in God. Whethera man be rich or poor, learned or 
ignorant. whether his position be high or low, if he has ac- 


quired these qualities and this experience, if he has this fiber 
and texture of character, he is the man by whose grave we can 
stand with composure; and the sense of sorrow is overmastered 
by the sense of his great eternal gain. and of our wealth in the 
possession of his influence and in the bequest which he has made 
us of character. 

So, my brethren, as we stand in front of this coffined form to- 
day, we feel that such a man has left us. We ave paying the 
last offices. We call them sad offices. ‘They are sad for our- 
selves, but triumphant offices forhim. We are standing by the 
bier of a man to whom the rem irks which I have m we apply, a 
man who has gained the conquest of the world by victory over 
himself, a simple hearted, reverent, humble-minded Christian 
man, walking in obedience to Christ, having communion and 
fellowship with the Father and with His Son, and en’oying in 
his experience and innermost life the fellowship of the Holy 
Ghost. And now, when his three score years and tenare almost 
accomplished, his Father and our Father, his God and our God, 
has called him to come higher. This body of the flesh, from 
which he suifered through these latter months and years, we 
but the man himself, the outer 
covering laid aside, the spiritual man, the man that give that 
bodily form its dignity, its strength, its pose, its grace, its 
the man himself is not dead. 

Old superstitions linger: traditional thoughts and ideas con- 
cerning death still haunt the world. We sp-akof burying him. 
We are not burying him; we are burying the external cover 


no 
I 


|of the man, the garment of the soul. Gods Son can not be 
buried. His only begotten Son entered the tomb and r.se there- 
from to give us token and assurance that thenceforth all His 


servants and disciples living in His faith and in the communion 
of His sacraments and of His church should rise immortal with 


Him. ‘So as He is at the right hand of God He gathers His serv- 
ants—His b ethren, as He deigns to call us—around and near 


Him; and thus, with the eye of our untroubled faith to day we 


r, the man whom we called Senator Colquitt, 
going up into the glory of the Lord, with 


God’s redeemed son, 


his opened ey: s and e: ars and spiritual fac lties enlarged, stand- 
ing there in the « company of the blood-washed, the redeemed, 
they that are clotued in white. ‘‘They shall hunger no more 


- shall the sun light on‘'them, 
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nor any heat. For the Lamb which isin the midst of the throne 
shall feed them,and shall lead them unto iiving fountains of 
waters; and God shall wipe away all tears from their eyes.” 

So, brethren, our sorrow is for ourselves, What seems the 
severing of the tie that. bound us to our beloved friend is not sev- 
ered. it holds; the bond which nature gave still lasts. Wife, 
children, friends are all as dear to him at this moment and 
shail be through his endless being as they ever were on earth— 
nay dearer, sweeter, 

it is sorrow for ourselves; and yet what unspeakable comfort, 
with the benediction of Almighty God, the assurance of His 
Word, the comfort of His Spirit, our souls penetrated with His 
truth, and we strong in the faith, with confidence and trust in 
God. Shall we sorrow as those that have no hope? The un- 
speakable blessing of God is for every one of us; for the wife, 
for the children. Oh, the loss is unutterable, and yet how 
great the gain! Let us think not of the dark side to-day, 
the grief and the pain. Let us thinkof the triumphant entry of 
our beloved brother into the Kingdom of God—no longer of his 
a a of his victory and joy, crowned now with the Father's 

lessing, entering into the fellowship of that great company 
that no man can number; and we, with our eyes. purged from 
tears and from the dust of the world, beholding him, shall not 
our hearts grow calm and strong and sweet for the offices and 
duties of daily life? Sad, sorrowiul—yes; but still with joy and 
peace and comfort, consolation inexpressible for every one that 
will receive it, through Jesus Christ our Lord. 

So my beloved sister; sochildren—almost like my own kith and 
kin, for he that has gone from us I have known since he was a 
college boy; we have been friends for nigh fifty years—my be- 
loved sister, children, so dear and precious, think of the release 
from physical infirmity and pain and distress. Think of the 
rapture which he feels to-day, gone to the presence of the Lord, 
with the open eye, which reads as we can not read the meining 
and we of life. You are dear to him as you ever were, and 
as I have hinted, dearer yet, and shall be through the years that 
remain to you on earth, and then will be the happy meeting after 
the time bere when it comes your turn and mine to pass hence— 
the happy meeting. Wearegoing home, going to those we have 
known and loved, to the hearthside, as we say, of our Father in 
that blessed clime and that blessed company. Not strangers. 
No; he wiil be there, and those whom we have known and loved 
with him, to welcome us to the other shore of the river. 

So let us take heart of grace to-day, thanking God for His un- 

kable gift in the redemption-of the world by his Son Jesus 
“4rist, bowing reverently to the behest of God, with resigna- 
tion and submission accepting His will, and feeling that He will 
care for and guide usand bring us at last tothe Kingdom of ever- 
lasting life. . 

Oh, thatthe peace of God may enter into every heart here 
present, and that we may have higher and better views of life 
and clearer and better views of the heavenly kingdom so near at 
hand! Oh, that this may come to us to make us wiser and better 
and humblier and kindlier and. sweeter men and women for the 
remainder of our time here! 

Let us pray. Almighty and Eternal God, notwithstanding the 
tokens of darkness, the shadow of grief, the sense of pain and 
loss, we would come into Thy presence with thanksgiving and 
— for the great things which Thou hast bestowed upon us— 
ight éven inthe darkness, comfort, peace, and benediction even 
in loss and sorrow and ‘: 

Oh, Father, we pray Thee to let Thy heavenly grace come into 
the heart of the woman who hath stood by, the side of our 
brother through all these checkered years, and to whom he was 
so sacred and so precious. Let Thy loving kindness come to 
cheer and comfort herand these children. Be Thou their father. 
Lord God, grant that Thy Word may be fulfilled, that Thou 
wilt give Thine angels charge over them .to keep them in all 
their ways. Let the home that seems desolate besentineled and 
guarded by Thine angels. 

Oh, Christ, who didst shed tears of sym y with those that 
sorrowed with brokenness of heart. come Thou as the comforter 
and consolation of this widow and her children, and may they 
find strength for their needs in Thy grace and comfort. bless 
them, Oh Father, with all. good gs which Thou hast prom- 
ised 


And let Thy heavenly benediction come upon the associates 
ot our brother, his fellow Sena ors, and all connected with the 
Government, who knew him so well th h these years. Lord 
God, incline their hearts unto Thy ways, that they may walk in 


the path of righteousness and duty oe by Thee, and at 
the end of this life of trial may they, 
the land of everlasting life. 
Let Thy blessing be upon all who are here “est ene 
this solemn re 
of our immortality come home te us with 


our brother, come to 


er of our mortality and this glo cmntaines 
personal weight, And 


from this day forth may our lives be more simple, true, kind- 
lier, nobler, and may our steps be in the path of Christ s church, 
in the communion and fellowship of the Father and the Son. 
| And now we commend us, with all for whom we should pray, 
| to Thine all-wise and all-merciful Providence. Oh, Lord God, 
guide us by Thy counsel, and afterwards receive us to Thyself, 
| through Jesus Christ our Saviour. 
| Receive the benediction. The peace of God, which passeth all 
understanding, keep your hearts and minds in the knowledge 
and love of God and of his Son Jesus Christ,our Lord. And the 
blessing of God Almighty, the Father, the Son, and the Holy 
Ghost, be amongst you and remain with you always. Amen. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The committee of arrangements 
will escort the remains of the deceased Senator from the 
Chamber, accompanying the body to the Pennsylvania Rail- 
road depot and from thence to the place of burial in the State 
of Georgia. 

The casket was borne from the Chamber, attended by the 
committee of arrangements and the family of the deceased 
Senator. 

The invited guests having retired from the Chamber, 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I move that the Senate do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 9 o’clock and 45 minutes 
a.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, March 
28, 1894, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TuESDAY, March 27, 1894. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by Hon. WILLIAM 
EVERETT, of Massachusetts. 
TheJournal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
DEFICIENCY ESTIMATE, FORT HALL RESERVATION. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Act- 
ing Secret:ry of the Treasury, transmitting estimate of deficiency 
in appropriation made February 23, 1889, for surveying a por- 
tion of Fort Hall reservation, together with letters from the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs and Acting Secretary of the In- 
terior; which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


ASPHALT WALKS, MILITARY ACADEMY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a communication 
from the Secretary of War, relative to asphalt walks at the Mili- 
tary Academy, West Point; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 


INDIAN SCHOOL, PHCENIX, ARIZ. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting estimate from the Sec- 
retary of the Interior of appropriation for the Indian school at 
Phoenix, Ariz., for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


REIMBURSEMENT OF GREEK CHURCH, ALASKA, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, recommending that the sum of $3,325 
be appropriated to reimburse the bishop of the Greek Church 
of Alaska; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. , 


CUSTOMS AFFAIRS AT COLUMBIAN EXPOSITION. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Saeere, transmitting report of the collector 
of customs at Chicago, ll., relating to the administration of 
customs affairs at the World’s Columbian Exposition; which was 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimovs consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. FORMAN, for ten days, on account of death in his family. 
To Mr. STRONG, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 


W. B. MORROW. 


Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to take ‘P for present consideration the bill (H. R. 1309) 
for the relief of W. B. Morrow. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to the right of 
objection. ’ 

he bill was read at length. 

Mr. BUREOWS. I would inquire if this is on the Private 

Cal 


endar? 
Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. It is. 
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Mr. BURROWS. 
their order. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Let us have the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

PRINTING AGRICULTURAL REPORT. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I hope the 
gentleman from Tennessee will withdraw that call for a moment. 
{ have a report on a resolution referred to the Committee on 
Printing to print the regular annual report of the Secretary ol 
Agriculture, which the committee ought to have hud passed 
some time ago. I hope the gentleman will allow it to pass now 
witl.out further delay. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I withdraw the demand for the present. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
report from the Committee on Printing on the joint resolution 
(H. Res. 139) to print the Agricultural Report for 1893. 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That there be printed 400,000 copies of the Annual Report of 
the Secretary of Agriculture for the year 1823; 90,000 copies for the use of the 
Senate, 280.000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, and 30,000 
copies for the use of the Department of Agriculture, the illustrations for 
the same to be executed under the supervision of the Public Printer, in ac- 
cordance with directions of the Joint Committee on Printing, said illustra- 
tions to be subject to the approval of the Secretary of Agriculture. 

Sec. 2, That the sum of $300,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to defray the cost of printing said report. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. There is an amendment 
recommended by the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Printing have considered the House joint resolution 
to print the Agricultural Report for 1893, and have directed me to report 
the same with the recommendation that it do pass with an amendment, as 
follows: Strike out in line 3the word ‘four’ and insert ‘five: also strike 
out ‘‘ninety ” where it occurs the second time in line 5 and insert ‘‘one hun- 
dred and ten,"’ and strike out in line 6 ‘‘two hundredand eighty "' and insert 
“three hundred and sixty.”’ 

The estimated cost of publishing 500,000 copies of said report is about 
$250,000. 

Mr. PICKLER. What is the purport of the amendment? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The resolution as first 
presented calls for the printing of 400,000 copies, but the House, 
after full consideration of the printing bill, decided to print 
500,000 copies, and the amendment of the committee simply 
changes the text of the original resolution to conform to that 
action of the House. 

Mr. PICKLER. And this makes the House quota 360,000 in- 
stead of 280,000? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
tion as we had last year. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution as amended was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PATTERSON. Icall for the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees 
for reports. 





Yes: the same distribu- 


USE OF PIER IN CHICAGO RIVER. 


| 
I think these cases ought to be taken wp in | 


| 


Mr. PATTE! 
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tSON. 


Mr. Speaker, there wasan agre 
| tween the majority and the minority of the Committee 


| tions that six hours should be eceupied 





Mr. REED. 
tion. 
The SPEAK 


raises the question of con 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
Mr. PATTERSON. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee 


upon the debate 
Mr. REED. 


The SPEAK 


Mr. Speaker, I 


ER. The 


Not in the 


ER. 


raise the question. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
tleman to state that he was on his feet for that purpose 


Mr. REED. 


The SPEAKER. 


ventleman 


ideracion. 


least. | 
nioment [ had the opportunity I raised the quest 
| to do it at first. 


Mr. Speaker, I submit a | The gentlem: 


ris 
Pals 


» the 


quest 


from 


He called 


n stat 


Ts not th: 
That is too late, Mr. S} 


My colleagu 


But ought 


3250 


[ was on my feet for that purpose 


The question is, Will the House proc 


to consider the resolution just read? 


The question being taken, Mr. REED demande 
Mr. PATTERSON. 


Yeus and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 157, nays 1, n 


voting 194; as follows: 


Alexander, 
Allen, 
Bailey 
Baker, Kans. 
Baldwin, 
Bankhead, 
Birwig, 
Bell, Colo. 
Bell, Tex. 
Black, Ga. 
Black, Ql. 
Bland, 
Boatner, 
Boen, 
Bower, N. C 
Breckinridge, Ark 
Bretz, 
Brickner, 
Brookshire, 
Brown 
Bryan, 
Burnes, 
Bynum, 
Cadmus, 
Caminetti, 
Campbell, 
Cannon, Cal. 
Capehart, 
Caruth, 
Catchings, 
Causey 


| Clancy 


Clark. Mo. 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cobb, Mo. 


| Cockrell, 


Coffeen, 
Cona, 
Coombs, 


| Cooper, Fla, 


By Mr. DURBOROW, from the Committee on Interstate | 


and Foreign Commerce: A bill (H. R. 60388) to repeai House 
resolution No. 104, first session Fifty-first Congress, granting 
to the Secretary of War a permit to license the use of a pier at 
the mouth of the Chicago River—to the House Calendar. 


ADDITIONAL CIRCUIT JUDGE, EIGHTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT. 


By Mr. TERRY, from the Committee on the Judiciary: A bill 
(H. R. 4415) providing for an additional circuit judge in the 
eighth judicial circuit—to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—O’NEILL VS. JOY. 


Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the con- 
tested-election case of O'Neill vs. Joy. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PAT- 
TERSON] calls up the contested-election case of O’Neill vs. Joy. 
The Clerk will report the resolutions. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Charles F. Joy was not elected a member of the House of 
Representatives to the Fifty-third Congress from the Lleventh Congres- 
sional district of Missouri, and is not entitled to the seat. 

Resolved, That Juhn J. O'Neill was elected a Representative to the Fifty- 
third Congress from the Eleventh Congressional district of Missouri, and 
that he is entitied to the seat. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PAt- 
TERSON |}—— 


? 


Abbott, 
Adams, Ky. 
Adams, Pa. 
Aitken, 
Alderson, 
Aldrich, 
Apsley. 
Arnold 
Avery, 
Babcock, 
Baker. N. H. 
B rnes, 
Bartholdt, 
Bartlett, 
Belden, 
Beltzhoover, 
Berry, 
Bingham, 
Blair, 
Boutelle, 
Bowers, Cal. 
Branch, 
Brattan, 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Broderick, 
Brosius, 
Bundy, 
Bunn, 
Burrows, 
Cabaniss, 


YEAS—157. 


Coover,. Ind 
Cooper, Tex 
Cornish, 
Cox, 
Crawford, 
Culberson, 
Cummings, 
Daniels, 
Davis, 

De Armond, 
Denson, 
Dinsmore, 
Dox kery, 
Dunn, 
Durborow, 
English, 
Epes, 
Erdman, 
Everett, 
Geary, 
Geissenhainer, 
Goldzier, 
Gorman, 





Kribbs, 

Ky ie, 
Lane, 
Latimer, 
Lawson, 
Layton, 
Lester 
Lockwood, 
Lyach, 
Magner, 
Mallory, 
Marshall, 
McAleer 
McCreary. Ky. 
McCulloch, 
Mec Dvarmon, 
McGann, 
McKaig 
McLaurin, 
Mc Nagny, 
McRae, 
Meredith 
Meyer, 


Grady, Money 
Gresham, Montgomery, 
Griffin. Moses, 
Hall. Mo. Neill, 
Hammond, Oates, 
Hare, O' Neil, 
Harris, Outhwaite, 
Hatch, Page, 
Hayes, Paschal, 
Heard Patterson, 
Henderson, N. C. Paynter, 
Hines, Peatson. 
Hooker, Miss Pence, 
Hunter, Pendleton, Tex. 
Hutcheson, PenJleton, W. Va. 
Ikire, Pigott, 
Jones, Rayner, 
NAYS—1. 
Herma 

NOT VOTING-—-1™ 
Caldwell, Forman 
Cannon, Il. Funk, 
Chickering, Funsto 
Childs, Fyan 
Clarke, Ala. Gardner 
Cockran, Gear 
Cogswell, Gillet, N. ¥. 
Compton, Gillett, Mass. 
Cooper, Wis. Goodnight, 
Cousins, Uraham, 
Covert, Grosvenor, 


Crain, 
Curtis, Kans, 
Curtis, N. ¥ 
Dalzell, 
Davey, 

De Forest, 
Dingley, 
Dolliver, 
Donovan, 
Doolittle, 
Draper, 
Dunphy, 
Edmunds, 
Ellis, Ky. 
Ellis. Oregon 
F nloe, 
Fielder, 
Pithian, 
Fletcher, 


Grout, 

Grow, 

Hager, 
Hainer 
Haines, 

Hall, Minn 
Harmer, 
Harter, 
Hartman, 
Haugen, 
Heiner, 
Henderson, Il 
Henderson, Iowa 
Hendrix, 
Hepburn, 
Hicks, 
Hilborn 

Hitt, 

Holman, 


‘ment be- 

on tec 

ion of considera 

Maine [Mr. Ri 
it too late: 
aker. 

‘has entered 

{ Dp, ana the 

0 I? cas 

s that he intende to 
not the 

2 
ed 


1d a division. 


Richards, Ohio 
Richardson, Mich 
Richardson, Tenn. 
Ritchie 

Robbins, 

Sayers, 
Schermerborn 
Shell 

Sibley, 

Somers 

Springer 
Stallings, 
Stockdale 

Stone 
Strait, 
Straus 
Swanson, 
Tal Ss c' 
Talbott, Md 
Tate 


KY 


vert 


Turner, Ga. 
Turner, Va 
Turpin, 
Tyler, 
Warner, 
Washington, 
Weadock, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Whiting 
Wiltiams, ft 
Williams, Miss, 
W ise, 
Wolverton 
Woodard 


Hooker, N Ze 
Hopkins, I 
Hopkins, Pa. 
Houk, 
Hudson 
Hulick 

Hull, 
Johnson, Ind 
Johnson, N. Dak, 
Johnson, Ohlo 
J Vv. 

Kem 

Kiefer, 
Kilgore 
Lacey, 
Lapham, 
Lefever, 
Linton, 

Lisle, 
Livingston, 
Loud, 
Loudenslager, 
Lucas, 
Maddox, 
Maguire, 


Mahon 
Marsh, 
Martin, Ind 
Marvin, N. Y. 
McCall, 
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McCleary, Minn. 
McDannold, 
McDowell, 
McEttrick, 
McKeighan, 
McMillin, 
Meiklejohn, 
Mercer, 
Milliken, 
Moon, 
Morgan, 
Morse, 
Murray, 
Mutchier, 
Newlands, 
Northway, 
Payne, 
Perkins, 
Phillips, 


Pickler, 
Post, 
Powers, 
Price, 
guise. 
andall, 
Ray, 
Reed, 
Reilly, 
Reyburn, 


Robertson, La. 


Robinson, Pa. 
Rusk, 

Russel], Conn. 
Russell, Ga. 
Ryan, 
Scranton, 
Settle, 

Shaw, 


No quorum voting. 
The Olerk announced the following pairs: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. WILSON of West Virginia with Mr. DALZELL. 
Mr. Berry with Mr. CALDWELL. 

Mr. MADDOX with Mr. Grout. 

Mr, FORMAN with Mr. LUCAS. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON with Mr. HERMANN, 


Mr. Eis of Kentuck 
Mr. WELLS with Mr. 
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Sherman, 
oe 
mpson, 
Sipe, 
Smith, 
Snodgrass, 
Sperry, 
Stephenson, 
Stevens, 
Stone, C. W. 
Stone, W. A. 
Storer, 
Strong, 
Sweet, 
Tarsney, 
Tawney, 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Thomas, 
Tucker, 


with Mr. HAUGEN. 
EFEVER. 


Mr. FITHIAN with Mr. Moon, 

Mr. CABANISS with Mr. NORTHWAY. 
Mr. EOMUNDS with Mr. LinTON. 

Mr, BARNES with Mr. MoCLEARY of Minnesota. 
Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. WALKER. 
Mr. TARSNEY with Mr. GEAR. 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. HEPBURN. 
Mr. ABBOTT with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 
Mr. SNODGRASS with Mr. Houk. 
Mr. ALDERSON with Mr. RANDALL. 
Mr. MCDANNOLD with Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania. 


For this day: 


Mr. ENLOE with Mr. COGSWELL. 
Mr. CRAIN with Mr. POWERs. 
Mr. HOLMAN with Mr. BINGHAM. 
Mr. SICKLES with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. MUTCHLER with Mr. WricuHr of Massachusetts. 


Mr. Tucker with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 


On this question: 
Mr. DAviey with Mr. PICKLER. 


Mr. RYAN with Mr. APSLEY. 
On this vote: 


Mr. McErrrRick with Mr. STRONG. 
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER, No quorum has voted. 


Mr. PATTERSON. 


A call of the House was ordered. 
The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following mem- 
bers failed to answer to their names: 


Abbott, 
Aitken, 
Allerson, 
Allen, 

Arn. id, 
Babcock, 
Bartlett, 
Beltzhoover, 
Berry, 
Bingham, 
Bonutelle, 
Hower, N. C. 
Branch, 
Brattan, 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Broderick, 
Bryan, 
Bundy, 
Bunn, 
Cabaniss, 
Caldwell, 
Cannon, Ill. 
Olarke, Ala. 
Cockran, 
Coffeen, 
Cogswell, 
Compton, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cornish, 
Covert, 
Crain, 


Culberson, 
Sowers 
Dingley, 
Dinsmore, 
Dunn, 
Duuphy, 
Durborow, 
Edmunds, 
Ellis, Ky. 
Enloe, 
F.elier, 
Fithian, 
Ferman, 
Funston, 
Fyan, 
Gardner 
Gillet, N.Y. 
Goldzier, 
Goodnight, 
Graham, 
Hainer, 
Hall, Minn. 
Harter, 


ees. Iowa 


, 


Hicks, 

Hitt, 
Holman, 
Houk, 
Hunter, 
Johnson. Ind, 


Johnson, Ohio 
doy, 
Kem, 
Lefever, 
Linton, 
Lisle, 
Livingston, 
Loudenslager, 
Lucas, 
Maddox, 
M ire, 
Mahon, 
Martin, Ind. 
MeDannold, 
McDowell, 
aoe. 
organ, 
Murray, 
Muichiler, 
ce 
orthway, 
Pence. 


Phillips, 
»wers, 
Price, 


Reed, 
Reilly, 
Reyourn, 
Robbins, 


Robertson, La. 


Updegraf, 

Van Voorkis, x. 
Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 

Wanger, 

Waugh, 

Wells, 

Wever, 

Wheeler, Ill. 
White, 

Wilson, Ohio 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Woomer, 

Wright, Mass. 
Wright, Pa. 


I move a call of the House. 


Robinson, Pa. 
Rusk, 
kkussell, Conn. 
Russell, Ga. 
Ryan, 
Settle, 
Shiw, 
Sherman, 
one, 
simpson, 
Sod 
nodgrass, 
Somers, 
Stevens, 
Straus, 
Strong, 
Swanson, 
Tar ney, 
Tawney. 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Tucker, 
Up.e ° 
Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Walker, 
Wells, 
White, . 
Wiison, W. Va. 
Wright, Mass. 
Wright, Pa. 


The SPEAKER. Two hundred and thirty-two gentlemen 


have answered. 
Mr. PATTERSON, I move tod 


cee ings under the call. 


The motion was agreed to. 


ispense with ali further pro- 


The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the motion, Will 
the House consider the resolutions which have been read? 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 170, nays J, not 
voting 181; as follows: 


Alexander, 
Allen, 
Bailey, 
Baker, Kans. 
Baldwin, 
Bankhead, 
Barwig, 
Bell, Colo, 
Bell, Tex. 
Black, Ga. 
Black, 0. 
Bland, 
Boen, 
Bower, N. C. 
Breckinridge, Ark. 
Bretz, 
Brickner, 
Brookshire, 
Brown, 
Bryan, 
Burnes, 
Bynum, 
Cadmus, 
Caminetti, 
Campbell, 
Cannon, Cal. 
Capehart, 
Caruth, 
Catchings, 
Clancy, 
Clark, Mo. 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cobb, Mo. 
Cockrell, 
Coffeen, 
Conn, 
Coombs, 
Cooper, Fla. 
Cooper, Ind. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cornish, 
Covert, 
Cox, 


Abbott, 
Adams, Ky. 
Adams, Pa. 
Aitken. 
Alderson, 
Aldrich, 
Apsiey, 
Arnold, 
Avery, 
Babcock, 
Baker, N. H. 
Barnes, 
Bartholdt, 
Bartlett, 
Belden, 
Beltzhoover, 
Berry, 
Bingham, 
Blair. 
Boatner, 
Boutelle, 
Bowers, Cal. 
Branch, 
Brattan, 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Broderick, 
Brosius, 
Bundy, 
Bunn, 
Burrows, 
Cavaniss, 
Caldwell, 
Cannon, IL 
Causey, 
Chickering, 


Daizell, 


YEAS—170. 


Crawford, Kyle, 
Culberson, Lane, 
Cummings, Lapham, 
Daniels, Latimer, 
Davis, Lawson, 
De Armond, Layton, 
Denson, Lester, 
Dinsmore, Lockwood, 
Dockery, Lynch, 
Donovan, Magner, 
Dunn, Mallory, 
Dunphy, Marshall, 
Durborow, McAleer, 
English, McCreary, Ky. 
Epes, McCulloch, 
Erdman, Mc Dearmon, 
Everett, McEttrick, 
Ficider, McGann, 
Geary, McKaig, 
Geissenhainer, McKeighan, 
Goldzier, McLaurin, 
Gorman, MeMillin, 
Graty, McNagny, 
Gresham, McRae, 
Griffin, Meredith, 
Haines, Meyer, 
Hall. Mo. Money, 
Hammond, Montgomery, 
Hare Moses, 
Harris, Neill, 
Hatch, Oates, 
Hayes, O'Neil, 
Heard, Outhwaite, 
Henderson, N. C. age, 
Hines, Paschal, 
Hooker, Miss. Patterson, 
Hudson, Paynter, 
Hunter, Pearson, 
Hutcheson, Pence. 

kirt, Pendleton, Tex. 
Jones, Pendleton, W. Va. 
Kilgore, Pigott, 
Kribbs, Rayner, 

NAYS—1. 


McCleary, Minn. 
NOT VOTING—I81L. 


Davey, 

De Forest, 
Dingley, 
Dolliver, 
Doolittle, 
Draper, 
Edmunds, 
Ellis, Ky. 
Ellis, Oregon 
Enloe, 
Fithian, 
Fletcher, 
Forman, 
Funk 


Funston, 
Fyan, 
Gardner, 
Gear, 
Gillet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goodnight, 
Graham, 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 
Grow, 

i, 
Hainer, 
Hall, Minn. 
Harmer, 
Harter, 
Hartman, 
Haugen, 
Heiner, 
Henderson, Ill. 
Henderson, lowa 
Hendrix, 
Hepburn, 
Hermann, 
Hicks, 
Hilborn, 
Hitt, 
Holman, 
Hooker, N. Y. 


Hulick, 
Hull, 
Johnson, Ind. 
Johnson, N. Dak. 
Johnson, Ohio 
Joy, 
Kem, 
Kiefer, 
Lacey, 
Lefever, 
Linton, 
Lisle, 
Livingston, 
Loud, 
Loudenslager, 
Lucas, 
onan 
aguire, 
Mahon, 
Marsh. 
Martin, Ind. 
Marvin, N. Y. 
McCall, 
McDannold, 
M:Dowell, 
Meiklejohn, 
Mercer, 
Milliken, 
Moon, 
Morgan, 
Morse, 
Murray, 
Mutchier, 
Newlands, 
Northway, 
Payne, 


Richards, Ohio 
Richardson. Mich. 
Richardson, Tenn. 
Ritchie, 
Robbins, 
Rovertson, La. 
Rusk. 

Sayers, 
Schermerhorn, 
Shell. 

Sibley, 

Smith, 
Somers, 
Sperry, 
Springer, 
Stallings, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Strait, 

Straus, 
Swanson. 
Talvert, S. C. 
Talbott, Md. 
Tate, 

Taylor, Ind. 
Terry, 

Tracey, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, Va. 
Turpin, 

Tyler, 
Warner, 
Washington, 
Weadock, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Whiting, 
Williams, DL 
Williams, Miss. 
Wise 


Wolverton, 
Woodard. 


Reilly, 
Reyburn, 
Robinson, Pa. 
Russell, Conn. 
Russell, Ga. 
Ryan, 
Scranton, 
Settle, 
Shaw, 
Sherman, 
Sickles, 
Simpson, 
Sipe 
Snodgrass, 
Stephenson, 
Stevens, 
Stone, C. W. 
Stone, W. A. 
Storer, 
Stroag, 
Sweet, 
Tarsney, 
Tawney, 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Taomas, 
Tucker, 
Updegraff, 
Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
A ben. 2a 
augh, 
Wells, 
Wever, 
Wheeler, DL 
White, 
Wilson, Ohio 
Wilson, Wash, 
Wilson, W. Va 
Woomer, 
Wright, Mass. 
Wright, Pa. 


The following additional pair was announced: 
Mr. BuNN with Mr. STRONG, until further notice. 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. r 
Iowa, Mr. HENDERSON, is sick, and asked me to have him ex- 
eused. He has been sick for some days. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
-Mr. HAINES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that my 


coll 


e, Mr. RYAN, he excused for the day. 


The SPEAKER. On what ground? 
Mr. BAINES. He wassuddenly called home on Sunday night 
to-night. 


and will return 


Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks that his colleague be 
excused for the day. Without objection, it will be so ordered. 

There was no ob,ection. 

Mr. OUTHWAITLE. Mr. Speaker, I was in the Hall when 
the first roll was called, and do not know whether I heard my 


EOvE. 





name. I ask if 1 am recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk states that the gentleman an- 
swered on the first call. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I can not recollect having heard my 


name on the first cal), but I was in the House. I did.not recol- 
lect that I had responded. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk states that the gentleman re- 
sponded. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. Mr. Speaker, Iask that my colleague, 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana, be excused on account of sickness. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 171, 

No quorum has voted. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I move a call of the House, Mr. Speaker. 
The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
yeas seomed to have it. 

Mr. REED. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 108, noes 41. 

Mr. REED. Tellers, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Theguestion was taken; and there were—yeas 160, nays 4, not 
voting 188; as follows: 


the nays 
3 


YEAS—160. 


Abbott, Crawford, lkirt, Pigott, 
Alexander, Culberson, Jones, Rayner, 
Allen, Cummings, Kilgore, Richards, Ohio 
Bailey, Daniels, Kribbs, Richardson, Mich. 
Baker, Kans. Davis, Kyle, Richardson, Tenn. 
Baldwin, De Armond, Lane, Ritchie, 
Bankhead, De Forest, Lapham, Robbins. 
Barwig, Denson, Latimer, Robertson, La. 
Bell, Tex. Dinsmore, Lawson, Rusk, 
Black, Ga. Dockery, Lester, Sayers, 
Biand, Donovan, Loud, Schermerhorn, 
Boatner, Dunn, Lynch, Shell, 
Bower, N.C. Dunphy, Maddox, Sibley, 
Bretz, Durborow, Mallory, Sipe, 
Brickner, English, Marshall, Somers, 
Brookshire, Epes, McAleer, Sperry. 
Brown, Erdman, McCreary, Ky. Springer, 
Bryan, Everett, McCulloch, Stallings, 
Burnes. Fielder, McDearmon, Stockdale, 
Bynum, Geary, McEttrick, Stone, Ky. 
Cadmus, Geissenhainer, McGann, Strait, 
Caminetti, Goldzier, McKaig, Straus, 
Cannon, Cal. Gorman, McKeighan, Swanson, 
Caruth Grady, McLaurin, Talbert, S. C. 
Catchings, Gresham, MeMillin, Tate. 
Causey, Haines, McRae, Taylor, Ind. 
Clancy. Hall, Minn. Meredith, Terry, 
Clark, Mo. Halt, Mo. Meyer, Tracey, 
Cobb, Ala. Hammond, Money, Turner, Ga. 
Cobb, Mo, Hare, Montgomery, Turner, Va. 
Cockrell, Hatch, Mor an, Warner, 
Coffeen, Hayes, Moses, Washington, 
Conn, Heard, Neill, Weadock, 
Coombs, Henderson, N.C. Oates, Wheeler, Ala. 
Cooper. Fla. Hendrix, O'Neil, Whiting, 
Cooper, Ind. Hines, Page, Williams, TL 
Cooper, Tex. Hooker, Miss. Patterson, Williams, Miss. 
Cornish, Hudson, Pearson, Wise, 
Covert, Hunter, Pendleton, Tex. Wolverton, 
Cox, Hutcheson, Pendleton, W. Va. Woodard. 
NAYS— 
Lacey, McCleary, Minn. Morse, Stone, C. W. 
NOT VOTING—188. 
Adams, Ky. Bunn, Forman, Hooker, N. Y. 
Adams, Pa. Burrows, Funk, Hopkins, Ill. 
Aitken, Cabaniss, Funston, Hopkins, Pa. 
Alderson, Caldwell, Fyan, Houk, 
Aldrich, Campbell, Gardner, Hulick, 
Apsley, Cannon, Ill. Gear, Hull, 
Arnold, > hart, Gillet, N.Y. Johnson, Ind. 
Avery, Chickering, Gillett, Mass. Johnson, N. Dak. 
Babcock, Childs, Goodnight, Johnson, Ohio 
Baker, N. H. Clarke, Ala. Graham, Joy. 
Barnes. Cockran, Griffin, Kem, 
Bartholdt, Cogswell, Grosvenor, Kiefer, 
Bartlett, Compton, Grout, Layton, 
Belden. Cooper, Wis. Grow, Lefever, 
Bell, Colo. Cousins, Hager, Linton, 
Beltzhoover, Crain, Hainer, Lisle, 
Berry. Curtis, Kans. Harmer, Livingston, 
Bi igham, Curtis, N. Y. Harris, Lockwood, 
Black, Ill. Dalzell, Harter, Loudenslager, 
Blair, Davey, Hartman, Lucas, 
Boen, noeey Haugen, Magner, 
Boutelle, Dolliver, Heiner, Maguire, 
Bowers, Cal. Doolittle, Henderson, Ill. Mahon, 
Branch, Draper, Henderson, lowa Marsh, 
Brattan, Edmunds, Hepburn, Martin. Ind. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Ellis, Ky. Hermann, Marvin, N. Y. 
Breckinridge,Ky. Ellis, Oregon Hicks, McCall, 
Broderick, Enloe, Hilborn, MeVannold, 
Brosi Fithian, Hitt, McDowell, 
Bundy, Fletcher, Holman, McNagny, 
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Meiklejohn, Powers, Simpson, U pdegrat 
Mercer, Price, Smith Van Voorhis, N.Y 
Milliken, Quigg, Snodgrass, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Moon, Randall, Stephenson, Wadsworth 
Murray, Ray, Stevens, Walker, 
Mutchier, Reed, Stone, W. A. Wanger 

| Newlands, Reilly Storer, Waugh, 
Northway, Reyburn, Strong, Wells, 
Outhwaite, Rebinson, Pa. Sweet, Wever 
Paschal, Russell, Conn Talbott, Md. Wheeler, Ill. 
Payne, Russell, Ga. Tarsney, White, 
Paynter, Ryan Tawney, Wilson, Ohio 
Pence, Scranton, Tay lor, Tenn Wilson, Wash. 
Perkins, Settle, Thomas, Wilson, W. Va. 
Phillips, Shaw, Tucker, Woomer 
Pickler, Sherman, Turpin, Vright. Mass 
Post, Sickles, Tyler, Wright, P 


The SP E AKER protempore(Mr. DOCKERY). On this question 
the yeas are 160, the nays 4. Ac “ll of the House is ordered. 
The roll was called, and the following-named members failed 


to respond: 


Aitken, Crain, Hicks, Powers 
Alderson, Crawford, Hilborn Price 
Apsley, Culberson, Hitt Randall 
Arnold, Curtis, Kans. Holman Reilly 
Baldwin, Curtis, N. Y. Hopkins, Pa Re} burn 
Barnes, Dalzell, Houk ertson, La. 
Bartlett, Davey, Hulick, Bohiunen Pa 
Belden, Dingley Johnson, Ind. Russell, Ga 
Beltzhoover, Dinsmore, Johnson, Ohio Ryan, 

Berry. Dolliver, Joy, Settle 
Bingham, Edmunds, Kem, Shaw 

Black, Ill. Ellis, ky. Lane, Sherman 
Blair, Enloe, Lay (on, Sibley 
Boatner, Fithian, Letever, Sickles, 
Boen, Forman, Linton, Simpson, 
Boutelle, Funston, Lisle, Sipe, 
Bowers, Cal. Fyan, Livingston, Snodgrass 
Branch, Gardner, Lucas, Sperry, 
Brattan, Geary, Lynch, Stevens 
Breckinridge, Ky. Gillet, N.Y. Maddox, Sweet, 
Broderick, Gillett, Mass. Maguire, Talbott, Md 
Brown, Goldzier, Mahon, Tarsney, 
Bunn, Goodnight, Marsh, Tawney. 
Burrows, Graham, Martin, Ind. Taylor, Tenn. 
Cabaniss, Gresham McDannoid, Tucker, 
Caldwell, Hacer, Mc Dowell, Turpin, 
Caruth, Hall, Minn. McGann, Updegraff 
Catchings, Harmer, McNagny, Van Voorhis, N. Y 
Childs, Harris, Meyer, Walker, 
Clark, Mo. Harter, Milliken, Wanger, 
Clarke, Ala. Hartman, Moon. Wells, 
Cockran, Hieiner, Mutchler, Wever, 
Cogswell, Henderson, Il. Newlands, Wilson, W. Va 
Compton, Henderson, Iowa Northway, Wright, Ma 
Cooper, Tex Hendrix, Oates, Wright, Pa 
Cooper, Wis. Hepburn, Paynter, 

Coruish, Hermann, Post, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DOCKERY 
members have answered to their names. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, 
sent on account of sickness in his family, and desires to obtain 
leave of absence for ten days for that reason. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense 
further proceedings under the cull. 

The question being taken on the motion, the Speaker pro tem- 
pore announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. REED. I ask for a division. 

The House divided. 

The SP®CAKER pro te mpor 
82 and the noes 50. 
under the call = 2 dispensed with. 

Mr. REED. [ask for tellers. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Too late; the result has been 

Mr. REED. I was on my feet to ask for te 

Mr. PATTERSON. That makes no difference. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will entertain the 
request of the gentleman from Maine, who states that he rose 
for the purpose of asking for tellers. The question is on the 
demand for tellers. 

Mr. PAITERSON. Iask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were 
not voting 191; as follows: 


YEAS—151. 


On this eall 155 


Mr. F YAN, is ab- 


with all 


Upon this question the | 
The ayes have it; and further proc 


eas are 
edings 


announced. 


lers. 


—yeas 151, nays 10, 





Abbott, Bretz Cobb, Ala. De Fore 
Alexander, Brickner, Cobb, Mo. Denson 
Allen, Brookshire Cockrell, Di re, 
Bailey, Bryan, Coffeen, Dockery, 
Baker, Kans. Burnes, Coombs, Donovan, 
Baldwin, Bynum, Cooper, Fila. Dunn, 
Bankhead, Cadmus, Cooper, Ind. Dunphy, 
Barwig, Caminetti, Cooper, Tex. Durborow 
Bell, Colo. Campbell, Cornish, 

Bell, Tex. Cannon, Cal. Covert, 

Black, Ga. Capehart, Cox. 

Bland, Caruth, Crawford, 

Boatner, Catchings, Culbersor ; 
Boen, Causey, Daniels G enhainer, 
Bower, N. C. Clancy, Davis Goldzier 
Breckinridge, Ark. Clark, Mo, De Armond Gorman 
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Grady, 
Gresham, 
Gritin, 
Haines, 
Hall, Minn. 
Halil, Mo 
Hammond, 
Hare. 
Harris 
Hayes, 
Heard, 
Henderson, N. C. 
Hooker, Miss. 
Hudson, 
Hunter, 
Hutcheson, 
Tkirt, 
Jones, 
Kilgore, 
Lane, 
Latimer, 
Lawson, 





Bowers, Cal. 
Brosius, 
Hull, 


Adams, Ky. 
Adams, Pa. 
Aitken, 
Alderson, 
Aldrich, 
Apsley, 
Arnold, 
Avery, 
Babcock, 
Baker, N. H. 
Barnes 
Bartholdt, 
Bartlett, 
Belden, 
Beltzhoover, 
Berry, 
Bingham, 
Black, I. 
Blair, 
Boutelle, 
Branch, 
reskin idge, Ky. 
reckinr . 
Broderick, _ 
Brown, 
Bundy, 
Bunn, 
Burrows, 
Cabaniss, 
Cala well, 
ene, til. 
Shickering, 
Childs, - 
Clare, Ala. 
Cockran, 
Cagswell, 
Gompton; 
Conn, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cousina, 
Crain, 
Cummings, 
Curtis, Kans. 
Curtis. Ni Y. 
Dalrell, 
Davey, 
Dingiey, 
Dolliver, 


Layton, 
Lester, 
Lynch, 
Maliory, 
Marshall, 
MeCulloch, 
McDearmon, 
McBttrick, 
McGann, 
McKaig, 
McKeighan, 
McLaurin, 
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O'Neil, 

Paschal, 
Patterson, 
Paynter, 
Pearson, 

Pence, 

Pendleton, Tex. 
Pigott, 

Rayner, 
Richards, Ohio 
Richardson, Mich. 
Richardson, Tenn. 


Stone, Ky. 
Strait, 
Straus, 
Talbert, S.C. 
Talbott, Md, 
Tate, 
Taylor, Ind. 
Terry, 
Tracey, | 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, Va. 
Turpin, 


MeMililin, Ritchie, Tyler, 
McRae, Robbins, Warner, 
Meredith, Robertson, La. Weadock, 
Meyer, Sayers, Wheeler, Ala. 
Money, Schermerhorn, Whiting 
Montgomery, Shell, Williams, DL. 
Morgan, Sibley, Williams, Miss. 
Moses, Springer, Wise, 
Neill, Stallings, Woodard. 
Oates, Stockdale, ° 
NAYS—10. 

Lacey, Meiklejohn, Woomer. 
Loud, Morse, 
McCleary, Minn. Walker, 

NOT VOTING 191. 
Doolittle, Joy, pay para, 
Draper, Kem, Robinson, Pa. 
Edmunds, Kiefer, Rusk, 
Ellis, Ky. Kribbs, Russell, Conn. 
Ellis, Oregon Kyle, Russell, Ga. 
Enloe, Lapham, Ryan. 
Fielder, Lefever, Scranton, 
Fithian, Linton, Settle, 
Fletcher, Lisle, Shaw, 
Forman, Livingston, Sherman, 
Funk, Lockwood, Sickles, 
Funston, Loudenslager, Simpson, 
Fyan, Lucas, Sipe, 
Gardner, Maddox, Smith, 
Gear, Magner, . Snodgrass, 
Gillet, N. Y. Maguire, Somers, 
Gillett, Mass. Mahon, Sperry, 
Goodnight, Marsh, Stephenson, 
Graham, Martin, Ind, Stevens, 
Grosvenor, Marvin, N. Y. Stone, C. W. 
Grout, McAleer, Stone, W. A. 
Grow, McCall, Storer, 
Hager, McCreary, Ky. Strong, 
Hainer, McDannold, Swanson, 
Harmer, McDowell, Sweet, 
Harter, McNagny, Tarsney, 
Hartman, Mercer, - Tawney, 
Hatch, Milliken, Taylor, Tenn. 
Haugen, Moon, Thomas, 
Heiner, Murray, Tucker, 
Henderson, Il. Mutchier, Upaagres 
Henderson, fowa Newlands, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Hendrix, Northway, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Hepburn, Outhwaite, Wadsworth, 
Hermann, Wanger, 
Hicks, Payne, Washington, 
Hilborn, Pendleton, W. Va. Waugh, 
Hines, Perkins, Wells, 
Hitt, Phillips, Wever, 
Holman, Pickler, Wheeler, Il. 
Hooker; N. Y. Post, White, 
hopkins, Ill. Powers, Wilson; Ohio 
Hopkins, Pa. Price, Wilson, Wash. 
Houk, Quigg. Wilson, W. Va. 
Hulick, uadall, Wolverton, 
Johnson, Ind. Ray, Wright, Mass. 
Johnson, N. Dak. Reed, Wright, Pa. 
Johnson, Ohio Reilly, 


Se the motion to dispense with. further proceedings under the 
call was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER protempore. The question now recurs,on the 
resolutions called up by the gentleman from Tennessee | Mr. Pat- 


TERSON], against which the gentleman from Maine | 


. REED] 


raises the question.of consideration. The question is: Will the 
House proceed to consider the resolutions? Upon this question 
the yeas and nays have: been ordered, and the Clerk will call 


the roll. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 171, nays 1, not 


voting 180; as follows: 


YEAS—1i71. 
Cadmus, Cornish, 
Caminetti, Covert, 
Campbell, Cox, 
Cannon, Cal Crawford, 
Culberson, 
Caruth, 
sce Baw 
Clancy, De Armond, 
Clark, Mo. De Forest, 
Clarke, Ala. Denson. 
Cobb, Ala. Dinsmore, 
Cobb, Mo. Dockery, 
Cc Donovan, 
Coffeen, Dunn, 
Sin. Dursorcim, 
; Ind. Epes, — 
Cooper, Tex. £rdman, ‘ 





Marcu 27, 


Hudson, McDearmon, Pearson, 
Hunter, McButrick, Pence, 
Hutcheson, McGann, Pendleton, Tex. 
Ikirt, McKaig, Pendleton, W. Va. 
Jones, McKeighan, Pigott, 
Kilgore, McLaurin, Richards, Ohio 
Kribbs, MeMillin, Richardson, Mich. 
Kyle, McNagny, Richardson, Tenn. 
Lane, McRae, Ritchie, 
Lapham, Meredith, Robbins 
Latimer, Meyer, Robertson, La. 
Lawson, Money, Sayers, 
Layton, Montgomery, Schermerhorn, 
Lester, . Morgan, Shell, 
Lockwood. Moses, Simpson, 
Lynch, Neill, Sipe, 
Magner, Oates, Somers, 
Maguire, O'Neil, Sperry, 
Mallory, Outhwaite, Springer, 
Marshall, Page, Stallings, 
McAleer, iaschai, Stockdale, 
McCreary, Ky. Patterson, Stone, Ky 
McCulloch, Paynter, Strait, 
NAYS—1. 
McCleary, Minn. 
NOT VOTING—i89. 
Adams, Ky. Dalzell, Houk. 
Adama, Pa. Davey, Hulick, 
Aitken, Dinete, Huh, 
Alderson, Dolliver, Johnson, Ind. 
Aldrich, Doolittle, Jonnson, N. Dak, 
Allen, Draper, Johnson, Ohio 
Apsley, Edmunds, Joy, 
Arnold, Bliis, Ky. Kem, 
Avery, Ellis, Oregon Kiefer, 
Babcock, Enloe, Lacey, 
Baker, N. H. Fithian, Lefever 
Barnes, Fletcher, Linton 
Bartholadt, Forman, Lasie, 
Bartlett, Funk, Liviygston, 
Belden, Funston, Loud, 
Beltzhoover, yan, Loudenslager, 
Berry, Gardner, Lucas, 
Bingham, Gear, Maddox, 
Black, OL. Geary, Mahon, 
Biair, Gillet, N. ¥ Marsh, 
Boen, Giliett. Mass, Martin, Ina, 
Boutelle, Goodnight, Marvin, N, Y. 
Bowers, Cal. Graham, MvCali. 
Branch, Grosvenor, MeDannold, 
Brattan, Grout, ” McDowell, 
Breckinridge, Ky Grow, Meiklejohn, 
Broderick, Hager, Mercer, 
Brosius, Hainer, Milliken, 
Bundy, Harmer, Moon, 
Bunn, Harter, Morse, 
Burnes, Hartman, Murray, 
Burrows. Haugen, Mutchler, 
Cabaniss, Heiner, Newlands, 
Calawell, Henderson, Il). Northway, 
Cannon, [iL Henderson, Iowa Payne, 
Chickering, Hendrix, Perkins, 
Childs, Hepburn, Phiisips, 
Cockran, Hermann, Pickler, 
Cogswell, Hicks, Post, 
Compton, Hiiborn, Powers, 
Cooper, Wis. Hitt, Price, 
Cousins, Holman, Quigg, 
Crain, Hooker, N. Y. Randall, 
Curtis, Kans. Hopkins, I). Ray, 
Curtis, N. Y. Hopkins, Pa. Rayner, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


171, and the nays are |. 





—_———- - 


Straus, 
Talbert, S. C. 
Talbott, Md. 
Tate, 

Taylor, Ind. 
Terry, 
‘Tracey, 
Turner, Ga 
Turner, Va. 
Turpin, 
Tyler, 
Warner, 
Washington, 
Weadock, 
Wells, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Whiting, 
Williams, Ill. 
Williams, Miss. 
Wise, 
Wolverton, 
Woodara. 


Reed, 

Reilly. 
Reyburn, 
Robinson, Pa, 
Rusk, 

Russell, Conn. 
Russell, Ga. 
Ryan, 
Scranton, 
Settle, 

Shaw, 
Sherman, 
Sibley, 
Sickles, 

Smith, 
Snodgrass, 
Stephenson, 
Stevens, 
Stone, C. W. 
Stone, W. A. 
Storer, e 
Strong, 
Swanson, 
Sweet, 
Tarsney, 
Tawney, 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Thomas, 
Tucker, 
Updegraff, 
Van Voorhis, N.Y. 
Van Voorhis, Ohic 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Wanger, 
Waugh, 
Wever, 
Wheeler, Lil. 
White, 
Wilson, Ohio 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Woomer, 
Wright, Mass. 
Wright, Pa. 


Upon this question the yeas are 


No quorum has voted. 


Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Speaker, 1 movea call of the House, 


The question be 


that the ayes seemed to have it. 


Mr. REED. 


I ask for a division. 


taken, the Speaker pro tempore announced 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 61, noes 44. 


Mr. REED. 


I demand tellers, 


Mr, PATTERSON. Lask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Tne question was taken; and there were—yeas 168, nays 6, not 


voting 178; asfollows: 


YBAS—168. 
Abbott, Caminetti, Culberson, 
Alexander, Campbel Cummings, 
Bailey, Cannon, Daniels, 
Baker. Kans. Capehart, Davis, 
Baldwin, Caruth, De Armond, 
Bankhead, Catchings, De Forest, 
Bartlett, Causey, Denson, 
Barwig. Clancy Dinsmore, 
Bell, Colo. Clark, Mo. Dockery, 

\ Clarke, Ala, Donovan, 
Black, Ga, Cobb, Ala. Dunn, 
Bland, Cobb, Mo. Dunphy, 
Boatner, Durborow, 
Boen, Coffeen, English, 
Bower, N. C. Conn, Epes, 
Bowers, Cal. Erdman, 
Breckinridge, Ark, Cooper, Everett, 
Bretz, Cooper, Ind. Geisse , 
Brickner, Cooper, Tex. Goldzier, 
Brookshire, Cornish, Gorman, 
Brown, Covert, Grady, 
Bryan, Cox, Gresham, 
Bynum, Crawford, Haines, 


Hall, Minn. 
Hall, Mo. 
Hammond, 
Haves 

yes, 
Heard, 
Henderson, N. C. 
Hines, 
Hooker, Miss. 
Hudson, 
Hunter, 
Hutcheson, 
Ikirt, 


Jones, 
sue 
Kyle, 
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Lynch, Montgomery, Ritchie, ‘Talbott, Md 
agner, Morgan, Robbins, Tate, 
Maguire, Moses, Robertson, La. Taylor, Ind. 
Mallory, Neill, Sayers, Terry, 
Marshall, Oates, Schermerhorn, Tracey, 
McAleer, O'Neil, Shell, Tucker, 
McCreary, Ky. Outhwaite, Sibley, Turner, Ga. 
McCulloch, Page, Simpson, Turner, Va 
McDearmon, Paschal, Sipe, Turpin, 
McEttrick, Patterson, Somers, Tyler, 
McGann, Paynter, Springer, Washington, 
McKaig, Pearson, Stallings, Weadock, 
McKeighan, Pence, Stevens, Wells, 
McLaurin, Pendleton, Tex. Stockdale, Wheeler, Ala. 
McMillin, Pendleton, W. Va. Stone, W. A. Whiting. 
McNagny, Pigott. Strait, Williams, Ill 
McRae, Richards, Ohio Straus, Williams. Miss. 
Meredith, Richardson, Mich Swanson, Wolverton, 
Meyer, Richardson, Tenn. Talbert, S. C. Woodard. 
NAYS—6. 
Chickering, McCleary, Minn. Wanger, Woomer. 
Lacey, Stone, C. W. 
NOT VOTING—178. 
Adams, Ky. Dolliver, Hopkins, Pa. Ray, 
Adams, Pa. Doolittle, Houk, Rayner, 
Aitken, Draper, Hulick, Reed, 
Alderson, Edmunds, Hull, Reilly, 
Aldrich, Ellis, Ky. Johnson, Ind. Reyburn, 
Allen, Ellis, Oregon Johnson, N. Dak. Robinson, Pa. 
Apsley, Enloe, Johnson, Ohio Rusk, 
Arnold, Fielder, Joy, Russell, Conn. 
Avery, Fithian, Kem, Russell, Ga. 
Babcock, Fletcher, Kiefer, Ryan, 
Baker, N. H. Forman, Lapham, Scranton, 
Barnes, Funk, Lefever, Settle, 
Bartholdt, Funston, Linton, Shaw. 
Belden, Fyan, Lisle, Sherman, 
Beltzhoover, Gardner, Livingston, Sickles, 
Berry, Gear, Loud, Smith, 
Bingham, Geary, Loudenslager, Snodgrass, 
Black, Il. Gillet. N. Y. Lucas. Sperry, 
Blair, Gillett, Mass. Maddox, Stephenson, 
Boutelle, Goodnight, Mahon, Stone, Ky. 
Branch, Graham, Marsh, Storer, 
Brattan, Griffin, Martin, Ind. Strong, 
Breckinridge, Ky Grosvenor, Marvin, N. Y. Sweet, 
Broderick, Grout, MeCall, Tarsney, 
Brosius, Grow, McDannold, Tawney. 
Bundy, Hager, McDowell, Taylor, Tenn. 
Bunn, Hainer, Meiklejohn, Thomas, 
Burnes, Hare, Mercer, Updegraff, 
Burrows, Harmer, Milliken, Van Voorhis, N.Y. 
Cabaniss, Harris, Money, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Cadmus, Harter, Moon, Wadsworth, 
Caldwell, Hartman, Morse, Walker, 
Cannon, Ii. Haugen, Murray, Warner, 
Childs, Heiner, Mutchier, Waugh, 
Goekran, Henderson, Il. Newlands, Wever, 
Cogswell, Henderson, Iowa Northway, Wheeler, Ill. 
Compton, Hendrix, Payne, White, 
Cooper, Wis. Hepburn, Perkins, Wilson, Ohio 
Gousins, Hermann, Phillips. Wilson, Wash. 
Crain. Hicks, Pickler, Wilson, W. Va. 
Curtis, Kans. Hilborn, Post, Wise, 
Curtis, N. Y. Hitt, Powers, Wright, Mass. 
Dalzell. Holman, Price, Wright, Pa. 
Davey, Hooker, N. Y. Quigg, 
Dingley, Hopkins, Ill. Randall, 


So a call of the House was ordered. 
The Clerk proceeded tocall the roll; when the following-named 
members failed to answer: 


Aitken, Curtis, N. Y. Hermann, Powers, 
Alderson, Dalzell, * Hicks, Price, 
Apsley, Davey, Holman, Randal’, 
Arnold, Dingley, Hooker, N. Y. Rayner, 
Babcock, Dolliver, Hopkins, Pa. Reilly, 
Barnes, Draper, Houk, Richardson, Mich. 
Beltzhoover, Edmunds, Johnson, Ind. Rusk, 
Berry, Ellis, Ky. Johnson, Ohio Russell, Ga. 
Bingham, Enloe, Kem. Ryan, 
Black, Il. Fielder, Lapham. Settle, 
Boen, Fithian, Layton, Sherman, 
Boutelle, Fletcher, Lefever, Sickles, 
Bower, N. C. Forman, Lester, Sipe, 
Brattan, Funston, Lisle, Sno jigrass, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Fyan, Livingston, Storer, 
Bunn, Geary, Lucas, Strong, 
Burnes, Gillet, N.Y. Maddox, Tarsney, 
Burrows, Goodnight, Mahon, Tawney, 
Cabaniss, Graham, Martin. Ind. Taylor, Tenn. 
Cadmus, Griffin, MeDannoléd, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Caldwell, Grosvenor, McDowell, Wadsworth, 
Caminetti, Hare, Meiklejohn, Walker, 
Clancy, Harter, Milliken, Washington, 
Cockran, Haugen, Moon. Wever, 
Cogswell, Heiner, Mutchler, Wilson, W. Va. 
» Compton, Henderson, Il. Newlands, Wright, Mass. 
suapes, Wis. Henderson,Iowa Northway, Wright; Pa. 
Crain, Hendrix, Pickler, 


The first call of the roll being concluded— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DoCKERY). The doors will 
now be closed, and the Clerk will call the names of those who 
failed to answer on the first call. On this second call excuses 
— be offered. 

‘he names of the absentees being called, no excuses were 
offered. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
responded to their names. 

Mr. PATTERSON, 
ceedings under the call. 

‘he motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempor 
resolutions called up by the 


which the question of considerati 


tleman from Maine. On 


this 


been ordered, a 


voting 190: as follows: 
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On this call 230 me 


I move to dispense with 


The question now recurs on 
itleman from Ten ee 
ion has been raise Dy the 


y 
es n the veus and navs 


nd will be again ta 


Tue question was taken; and there were—yeas 162, nays 0, not 
YEAS—i2 
Crawford, Latimer 


Abbott, 
Alexander, 
Allen, 
Bailey. 
Baker, Kans. 
Baldwin, 
Bankhead, 
Bartlett, 
Barwig, 
Bell, Colo 
Bell, Tex. 
Black, Ga. 
Bland, 
Boatner, 
Boen, 
Branch, 
Bretz, 
Brickner, 
Brookshire, 
Brown, 
Bynum, 
Cadmus, 
Caminetti, 
Campbell, 
Cannon, Cal. 
Capehart, 
Caruth, 
Catchings, 
Causey, 
Clark, Mo. 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cobb. Mo. 
Cockrell, 
Coffeen, 
Conn, 
Coombs, 
Cooper, Fila. 
Cooper, Ind. 
Cornish, 
Covert, 


Adams, Ky. 
Adams, Pa. 
Aitken, 
Alderson, 
Aldrich, 
Apsley, 
Arnold, 
Avery. 
Babcock, 
Baker, N. H. 
Barnes, 
Bartholdt, 
Belden, 
Beltzhoover, 
Berry, 
Bingham, 
Black, Ill. 
Blair, 
Boutelle, 
Bower, N. C. 
Bowers, Cal. 
rattan, 
Breckinridge, Ark. 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Broderick, 
Brosius, 
Bryan, 
Bundy, 
Bunn, 
Burnes, 
Burrows, 
Cabaniss, 
Caldwell, 
Cannon, Il. 
Chickering, 
Childs, 
Claney, 
Cockran, 
Cogswell, 
Compton, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cousins, 
Cox, 

Crain, 
Cummings, 
Curtis, Kans. 
Curtis. N. Y. 


Culberson, 
Davis, 

De Armond, 
De &* 


Denson, 


rest, 


e 
4° a ee 





Dinsmore, Ss 
Dockery, Sh 
Donovan, Ss 
Dunn, Sim] 
Dunphy, Sipe, 
Durborow, Ky Somers 
English, i Spri r 
Epes, McDearmon, Stallings 
Brdiman, Me Bttrick, Stevens, 
Everett, McGann Stockdale 
Fielder, McKaig Stone, Ky 
Geissenhainer, MeMillin, Strait 
Goldzier, McNagny, Strau 
Gorman, McRae Swa , 
Grady, Meredith, Talbert, >. 
Gresham, Meyer, I Ma 
Haines, Money, rate 
Hall, Minn. Montgomery, Traylor, Ind 
Hall, Mo. Morgan Terry 
Hammond, Moses, Tracey, 
Harris, Neill, Tucker, 
Hatch, Oates, Turner, Ga 
Hayes, O'Neil, Turner, Va 
Henderson,N.C. Outhwaite, Turpin 
Hines, Page, Tyler 
Hooker, Miss. Paschal, Warner, 
Hudson, Patterson, Weadock, 
Hunter, Paynter, Wheeler, Ala 
Hutcheson, Pearson Whiting 
Ikirt, Pence, Williams, Miss. 
Jones. Pendleton, Tex. Wise, 
Kilgore, Pendieton,W.Va. Wolverton 
Kribbs, Pigott, Woodard 
Kyle, Price. 
Lane, Richards, Ohio 
NAYS—0 

NOT VOTING— 190. 
Dalzell, Hopkins, Pa. Rayner, 
Daniels, Houk, Reed, 
Davey, Huiick, Reiily, 
Dingley, Hull, Reyburn, 
Dolliver, Jobnson, Ind. Robinson, Pa 
Doolittle, Johnson, N. Dak. Rusk. 
Draper, Johnson, Ohio Russell, Conn 
Edmunds, Joy, Russell, Ga 
Bliis, Ky. Kem, Ryan 
Ellis, Oregon Kiefer, Scranton, 
Enloe, Lacey, Settie, 
Fithian, Lapham, Shaw 
Fletcher, Letever, Sherman, 
Forman, Linton, Sickles 
Funk, Lisle, Smith, 
Funston, Livingston, Snodgrass 
Pyan. Loud. Sperry, 
Gardner, Loudenslager, Stephenson, 
Gear, Lucas, Stone, C. W 
Geary, Maddox, Stone, W. A 
Gillet, N. Y. Mahon, Storer 
Gillett, Mass. Marsh, Strong, 
Goodnight, Martin, Ind. Sweet, 
Graham, Marvin, N. Y. Tarsney 
Griffin, McCall, Tawney 
Grosvenor, McCleary. Minn Taylor, Tenn 
Grout, McDannold, ‘Thomas, 
Grow, Mc Dowell, U pdewraff 
Hager, McKeighan, Van Voorhis, N.¥ 
Hainer, Mct vurin, Van Voorhis, Obio 
Hare, Meiklejohn, Wadsworth, 
Harmer, Mercer, Walker 
Harter, Milliken W anger 
Hartman, Moon, Washington, 
Haugen, Morse, Waugh, 
Heard, Murray, Wells, 
Heiner, Mutchler, Wever, 
Henderson, Il. Newlands, Wheeler, I 
Henderson, lowa Northway, White, 
Hendrix, Payne, Williams, Il. 
Hepburn, Perkins, Wilson, Ohio 
Hermann, Phillips, Wilson, Wash 
Hicks, Pickler, Wilson, W. Va. 
Hilborn, Post, Woomer 
Hitt, Powers, Wright, Mase 
Holman, Quigg, Wright, Pa 
Hooker, N. Y. Randall, 
Hopkins, DL. Ray, 


No quorum voting. 


The result of the vote was then announced as above 
Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Speaker, it 


recorded. 


is evident that we will 
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not be able to secure a quorum of the House this afternoon. I 
desire to give notice, however, that to-morrow morning, when 
the House convenes, we will continue to press this case until it 
is finally determined: and with that statement I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

And accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 9 minutes p.m.) the House 
adjourned. 








REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII., Mr. MOSES, from the Commit- 
tee on Pensions, reported the bill (H. R.592)) granting a pen- 
sion to Muiry Lev.ans; which, with the accompanying report 
(No. 636), was ordered to be printed, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of the following bills, which were referred 
as follows: 

Tho bill (H. R. 6424) to authorize Rear-Admiral John G. 
Walker and Surg. Gen. I. Rufus Tryon, of the United States 
Navy, to accept the decorations of the Busto del Libertador of 
the third class from the President of Venezuela—the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs discharged, and referred to*the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

The bill H. R. 6419) for the reliefof Richard M. Johnson—the 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Jnvalid Pensions. 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOEN: A bill (H. R. 6:44) providing for the reduciion 
of compensations of persons in public service and for other pur- 
poses — to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws. 

By Mr. STORER: A bill (H. R. 6440) to amend section 10 of 
the act to regulate commerce—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GEISSENHAINER: A bill /H. R. 6446) to incorporate 
the American College of Musicians —to the Committee on Educa- 
tion. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 6447) to fixa 
term of the Federal district courto! thesouthern judicial district 
of Mississippi, tobe held at Meridian, Miss., toinclude the coun- 
ties named—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DUNPHY: A bill (A. R. 6448) to authorize the New 
York and New Jersey Bridge Companies to construct and main- 
tain a bridge across the Hudson River between New York City 
and the State of New Jersey—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HALNER of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 6449) to establish 
and maintain agricultural experiment stations in Alaska—tothe 
Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. BUNDY: A bill (H.R. 6450) to provide for the descent 
and distribution of real and personal property of intestatesin the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TURPIN (by request): A joint resolution (H. Res. 151) 
authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to lease certain lands 
in Oklahoma Territory for grazing purposes, etc., belonging to 
certain Indian tribes, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A resolution to print the eulogies 
upon the Hon. William H, Enochs—to the Committee on Printing. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BRANC#®: A bill (H. R. 6451) for the relief of O. F. 
Adams —to the Committee on War Claims. Rei 

By Mr. BOWER of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 6452) for the 
relief of James H. McGee —to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr.CAPEHART: A bill (HZ R. 6453) for the relief of Joseph 
S. Henson - to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6454) granting a pension to Cynthia Powell— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6455) for the relief of Tapley Beckwith—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 6456) for the relief of William Seicks—to 
the Committee on age owl Affairs, 

By Mr. DENSON: A bill (AH. R. 6457) for the relief of Mrs. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


—$ $$$ TT 





MARCH 27, 


Martha Stiff, of Cherokee County, Ala., for property taken for 
use of United States Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 6458) to pay for certain paving in 
the city of Des Moines, lowa—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JOY (by re juest): A bill (H.R. 6459) for the relief of 
John Reilly—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr.McCREARY of Kentucky: A bill | H. R. 6460) for the re- 
lief of Pleasant G. Decker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEILL: A bill (H.R.6461) to grant a pension to Mrs. 
Mary Button, of Arkansas, widow of Asa Button, deceased—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: A bill (H. R. 6462) for the relief of John 
Evans—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STRAUS (by request): A bill (H.R. 6463) for the relief 
of Henry Sibo — to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SMLTH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 6464) for the relief of 
Mrs. Elizabeth M. Brickell, late widow of John P. Law, a spe- 
cial agent of the thirteenth district of Illinois, provost marshal- 
generals office, United States—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: A bill (H.R. 6465) for the relief of 
Rowland Ward, Company E, Fourth New York Cavalry Volun- 
teers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALDRICH: Resolution of Court Victory, No. 136, L. 
O. F., Chicago, together with petition of M. J. Quinn and 28 
others, urging the passage of the Manderson- Hainer bill—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of Court Englewood, No. 47, and Kenwood 
Council, No. 1444, Royal Arcanum, of Chicago, together with 
petition of A. G. Lipsey and 62 others, of Calumet Council, No. 
64, in favor of the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bil!—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: Petition of citizens of the Sixth Ala- 
bama District, in favor of the passage of House bill 3138, for the 
punishment of train-wreckers—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CANNON of California: Petition of citizens of Ven- 
tura, Cal., for Government telegraph and telephone service—to 
the Committee on the Post-Oilice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CHICKERING: Petition of the membersof the trades 
unions of the city of Watertown, Jefferson County, N. Y., in fa- 
vor of Government control of telegraph lines—to the Committee 
on the Post-Olfice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. COUSINS: Petition of the members of Root Camp, 
No. 282, Modern Woodmen of America, of Monticello, Iowa, in 
favor of the passage of ths Manderson- Hainer bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-loads. 

By Mr. DE FOREST Petition of citizens of Litchfield County, 
Conn., for Feleral legislation in aid of State laws regulating 
the sale of imitation dairy products—to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture. 

By Mr. ENGLISH: Petition of Charles A. Savage and others, 
of the Orange Valley Congregationil Church, praying for legis- 
lation against the Honduras lottery—to the Committe2 on the 
Post-Oitice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GORMAN: Petitionof the Cigar Makers’ Union of De- 
troit, Mich., asking for Government ownership and control of 
the telegraph systems of the country —to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. ° 

By Mr. HAINER of Nebraska: Petition of Amalgamated 
Clothing Cutters’ Union, No. 4, of New York City, and other 
citizens, praying for the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill— 
to the Committee on the Post-Offica and Post-Koads. 

Also, memorial of York Camp, No. 455, Modern Woodmen, of 
York, and a petition of Joe Greenwood and other citizens of 
Fairbury, Nebr., praying for the passage of the Manderson- 
Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Pest Roads. 

By Mr. HAGER: Petition of citizens of Greenfield, Iowa, for 
a Federalact to enable the States to enforce State laws regulat- 
ing the sule of substitutes for dairy produce—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HATCH: Petition of St. Louis Branch, National Asso- 
ciation of Post-Office Clerks, for the passage of House bill 55, 
classifving clerks in first and second class post-offices--to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina: Memorial of the 
North Carolina Press Association, for a national park in the 
State of North Carolina—to the Committee on the Publie Lands, 

By Mr. HILBORN: Petition of members of Edward Walsh 
Garrison, No. 95, Regular Army and Navy Union of the United 
States of America, and citizens of the Third Congressional dis- 
trict of California, asking for the passage of an act to amend an 
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act of February 14, 1865,telative to the retirement of enlisted 
men of the United States Army and Marine Corps—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. IKIRT: Petition of Jay Buchwalter and other citizens 
of North Jackson and Tiger, Ohio, asking that the proposition 
toamend the preamble to the Constitution so as to recogni-e 
the Divine power and authority therein be submitted to the 
people—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Ela, petition and resolution of Joseph A. Baur and 28 other | 
residents of Canton, Ohio, and members of Canton Tent, No. 11, 
of Knights of the Maccabees, asking the passage of the Man- | 
derson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and | 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Petition of the Cigar Makers’ Union of the | 
city of St. Paul, Minn., protesting against increase of tax on | 
cigars —to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of the Pastors’ Union of San Jose and | 
citizens of Saratoga, Cal., favoring such legislation as will pre- | 
vent lotteries in the United States—to the Committee on the | 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota: Petition of R. B. Plotts 
and other citizens of Worthington, together with resolutions of 
Worthington Lodge, No. 65, American Order of United Work- 
men, favoring the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MCRAE: Petition of Elbert L. Majors, of Arkadelphia, 
Ark., for an increase of pension—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky: Petition of Pleasant G. 
Dicker and others, to have his military record corrected—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MCKEIGHAN: Petition of 50 citizens of Dundy County, | 
Nebr., and 13 citizens of Clay Center, Nebr., in the interest of 
fraternal society and college journals—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PAGE: Resolutions of the Maritime Association of 
the Port of New York, the Board of Trade of the City of Prov- 
idence, R. I., and the General Assembly of Rhode Island, ask- 
ing for improvement of the channel through Conanicut Island, 
in Narragansett Bay, Rhode Island—to the Committee on Rivers | 
and Harbors. 

Also, petition of I. E. Conner and 66 others, citizens of Block 
Island, R. I., for further improvement of the Harbor of Refuge— | 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. RAYNER (by request): Petition of citizens of Balti- | 
more, Md., in favor of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Com- | 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

REYBURN: Petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, in favor | 


B 
of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post- | 


Office and Post-Roads. 
By Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan: Resolutions of Cigar 
Makers’ Union and Plasterers’ Union, No. 16, of Detroit, Mich., | 
in favor of Government control of the telegraph system—to the | 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland: Petition of J. H. Morgan | 
and 40 other citizens of Sparrows Point, Md., praying Congress | 
to pass the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee ou the 
Post-Office and Post-Rvads. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Petition of Mrs. L. E. Larson and others, 
of Winona, Minn., in favor of the passage of the Manderson- 
Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post Office and Fost-Roads. 

By Mr. THOMAS: Petition of M. J. Cook, W. E. Rowe, and 22 
others, citizens of Allegan, Mich., asking for the passage of the 
Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office | 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFP: Petition of Mr. R. J. Ackly and 10 
other citizens of Marble Rock, Iowa, in favor of the Manderson- 
Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Otlice and Post-Roads. | 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS of Ohio: Resolution of Encampment | 
No, 110, Union Veteran Legion, of Fausville, Ohio, praying for 
the amendment of the pension laws to permit the payment of 
service pensions and suggesting other modifications of pension 
laws, and recommending what is known as the Pensylvania serv- 
ice pension system—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of citizens of Castile, Wy- 
oming County, N. Y., in favor of the passage of the Manderson- | 
Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition to Congress for a Christian amendment to the | 
a of the United States—to the Committee on the Ju- | 

ciary. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition of tobacco dealers of Clarks- | 
ville, Tenn., asking that no tax be placed on the sale of leaf to- | 
bacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: Petition of George Howell, 
of Lauderdale, Ala., asking that his claim be referred to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. | 
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Also, petition of Mrs. M. E. Hall, admintstratrix of estate of 
John W. Hall, of Lauderdale, deceased, asking that his claim be 
referred tothe Court of Claims—tothe Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of H. J. Burns, heir of Robert Wilkinson, de- 
ceased, of Lauderdale, asking that his claim be referred to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Thomas H. Streeter, of Colbert, Ala., asking 
that his claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Ann E. Steenson, heir of Arthur J. Turner, 
deceased, of Colbert, Ala., asking that his claim ba referred to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of James H. Bulls, heir of D. D. Bulls, deceased, 
of Lexington, Ala., asking that his claim be referred to the Court 
of Claims —to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Louis Hyde, of Tuscumbia, Ala., asking that 
his claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: Petition of the bar of 


| Meridian, Miss., Clark and Kemper Counties, Miss., together 


with petition of citizens of Liuderdale, Noxubse, Winston, 
Leake, Neshoba, Newton, Scott, Jasper, Jones, Clarke, Wayne, 
Perry, Smith, and Covington Counties, in the State of Missis- 
sippi, to fix aterm of Federal district court to be held at the 
city of Meridian, Miss., to include the counties herein nimed 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILSON of Ohio: Petition of George H. Mellen and 
14 others, of Springfield, Ohio, for the passage of House bill 
to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of John Reising and 45 others, cigar-makers, of 
Springtield. Ohio, against increase of tax on cigars—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, March 28, 1894. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MiILBuRN, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Monday and Tuesday was 
read and approved. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of February 19, 1894, the report of the in- 
vestigation recently made in regard to the appraiser's office at 
Boston, Mass.; which was read, and, with the accompanying 
papers, ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, transmitting, in response to a resolution 
of the 20th instant, the last report of Dr. Sheldon Jackson upon 
the introduction of domesticated reindeer into the District of 


| Alaska; which was read, and, with the accompanying papers, or- 


dered to lie on the table and be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Jnterior, transmitting an agreement with the 
Coeur d@’Alene Indians in Idaho, providing for a change in the 
northern boundary line of their reservation so as t» exclude 
therefrom a strip of land on which the townof Harrison and nu- 
merous settlers are located, accompanied by the draft of a bill 
to carry the agreement into effect; which was read, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

INTERNATIONAL COUNCIL OF THE FIVE NATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the secretary of the Choctaw Nation, forwarding a 
copy of an act passed by that nation relative to the appointment 
of commissioners on its part to an international council of the 
five nations of the Indian Territory, and to meet the United 
States commissioners; which was read, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the House to the 


| concurrent resolution of the Senate to print 6,000 copies of all 


papers and messages sent to Congress by the President since 
January 1, 1893, relating to Hawaiian a‘airs. 

The message also announced that the House hadagreed to the 
concurrent resolution of the Senate to print 7,0.0 extra copies 
of the fourteenth annual report of the Director of the United 
States Geological Survey. 
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The message further announced that the House had passed 
the following bills and joint resolutions: 

A bill (S. 260) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize 
the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at the 
most accessible point between the city of Kansas and the town 
of Sibley, in the county of Jackson and State of Missouri,” ap- 
proved March 3, 1887; 

A bill |S. 574) for the relief of Dwight Hall; 

A joint resolution (S. R.8) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Interior to cause the settlement of the accounts of Special 
Agents Moore and Woodson, under the treaty of 1854, with the 
Delaware Indians, etc.; and 


A joint resolution (S. R. 37) to provide forthe printing of the | 


History and Digest of International Arbitrations to which the 
United States was a party, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills and joint resolutions, in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill | H. R. 2557) to confirm to the heirs of Mrs. Courtney 
Ann Claiborne the title to a certain tract of land in the State of 
Louisiana; 

A bill (H. R. 3135) granting to the University of Utaha site off 
the public domain; 

A bill ( A. R. 4820) for the relief of Dollie E. Vedder; 

A bill (H._ R. 4419) to authorize the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office to issue a patent to Mace Clementa’s survey, 
numbered 386,in the Virginia military district of Ohio; 


A bill | H. R. 5041) to extend the time authorizing the St. Louis | 


and Birmingham Railroad to build a bridge across the Tennessee 
River at Clifton, Tenn.; 

A bill (A. R. 5276) to authorize Commander F. W. Dickins, of 
the United States Navy, to accept a decoration of the cross of 
naval merit of the third class from the King of Spain; 

A bill (H. R. 5356) to authorize the West Braddock Bridge 
Company te construct a bridge over the Monongahela River from 
the borough of Rankin to Mifflin Township; 

A bill (H. R. 5580) to protect the insignia and the name of the 
Red Cross: 

A bill (H. R. 5894) making appropriations for the Military 
Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895; 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 139) to print the Agricultural Re- 
port for 1893; 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 146) providing for payment of sala- 
ries and expenses of additional deputy collectors of internal rev- 
enue to carry out the provisions of the Chinese exclusion act of 
May 5, 182, as amended by the act of November 3, 1893; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. i47) autborizing the transfer of fur- 
niture and earpets to the rooms now occupied by the United 
States courts at Chicago. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The mess: further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had areal tts following enrolled bills; and they were there- 
upon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill |S. 1749) to authorize the construction of a bridge over 
the a River at Glenwood, Pa.; . 

A bill (H. R. 913) for the relief of Louis L. Williams; 

A bill (H. R. 1948) autoorizing the Texarkana and Fort Smith 
Railway mr a to bridge the Calcasieu and Sabine Rivers in 
the States of and Texas; and 

A bill (H. R. 4013) to release and turn over to Mrs. Mary O. 
Augusta certain property in the District of Columbia. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented aresolution adopted by the 
Transmississippi Commercial Congress, held in San Francisco 
February 13 to 16, inclusive, 1894, favoring the settlement of the 
so-called Hawaiian question by the annexation to the United 
States of the Hawaiian Islands; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. LODGE presented petitions of George C. Maynard and 49 
citizens of Massachusetts; of E. A. Phinney and 1s other citi- 
zens of Cambridge; of W. L. Greene and 2 other citizeas of 
Massachusetts; of Willard O. Ruggles and 29 other citizens of 
Boston, and of S. C. french and 23 other citizens of West Ded- 
ham. all in the State of Massachusetts, praying that fraternal so- 
ciety and college j be admitted to the mails as second- 
class matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post- 
Oifices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. WILSON ted a petition of 11 citizens of Marble 
Rock, Iowa, pra tht fraternal society and coll journals 
be admitted to the mails as second-class matter; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of the Central 
Union, of Lincoln, Nebr., pray. for the enactment of legisla- 
tion for the better protection of American labor, ran ne 
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ment of the law of domicile, and the restriction of immigration; 
which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented petitions of Lodge No. 66, Ancient Order of 
United Workm-n, of South Omaha: of Lodge No. 250, Ancient 
Order of United Workmen, of Gretna; of Capital City Lodge, 
No. 80, Ancient Order of United Workmen, of Lincoln; of Loup 
Valley Lodge, No. 255, of North Loup; of Pawnee Camp. No. 1847, 
Modern Woodmen of America, of South Bend; of 34 citi ens of 
South Omaha: of 144 citizens of Gretna: of 36 citizens of Lin- 
coin; of 69 citizens of Nebraska; of 74 citizens of Steele City; of 
50 citizens of Imperial; of 27 citivens of Lanham: of 34 citizens 
of North Loup, and of 50 citizens of South Bend, all in the State 
oi Nebraska, praying that fraternal college and society journals 
be 2dmitted to the mails as second-class matter; which were re- 
| ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HALE presented the memorial of Fenderson & Cole and 


sundry other cigar manufacturers of Biddeford, Me., and a 
memorial of Cigar Makers Local Union, No. 40, of Portland, Me., 
remonstrating against an increase of the internal-revenue tax 
on cigars; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WASHBURN presented a petition of the Board of Trade 
of Minneapolis, Minn., praying that an appropriation of $10,000 
be made for the purpose of surveying routes for a ship canal to 
connect Lake Superior with the Mississippi River; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of Lodge No. 3, Brotherhood of 
Boiler Makers and Iron Ship Builders. of St. Paul, Minn., re- 
monstrating against the passage of House bill No. 2555, provid- 
| ing for the free registry of foreign-built ships; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 
| FEealso presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
| St. Paul, Minn., praying for the passage of House bill No. 56, 
| providing for the classification of clerks in first and second class 
| post-offices, and fixing their salaries on a consistent and har- 
| monious plan; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Reads. 

He also presented sundry memorialsof cigar manufacturers of 
St. Cloud, Minn., remonstrating against an inerease of the in- 
ternal-revenue tax on cigars; which were ordered to lie on the 
tabie. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of sundry cigar manu- 
facturers of Aurora, I.l., remonstrating against an increase of 

the internal-revenue tax on cigars; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented a petition of United Council, No.401, Na- 
tional Union, of Chicago, [ll., praying that fraternal society and 
college journals be admitted te the mails as second-class matter; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 





ads. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I present a petition numerously 
signed by Indian war veterans, citizens and residents of the 
States of Oregon, Wushington, and Idaho, respectfully praying 
Congress to consider and enact a law granting to cach one who 
served in Indian wars from 1845 to 1860 a pension, such as has 
been granted to the Mexican war veterans, and also a land war- 
rant for 160 acres of land. [ move that the petition be referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon presented a petition of the Cham- 
ber of Commerce of Astoria, Oregon, praying thatan appropria- 
tion be m de to enable the Secretary of War tomake an exami- 
nation of the harbor of Astoria, Oregon, with a view of devising 
means for its protection and improvement; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Flor- 
ence, Oregon, praying that an appropriation of $60,000 be made 
for the extension and protection of the work at the mouth of 
the Siuslaw River, in Oregon; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented a petition of sundry citizens 
of Michigan, praying for the enactment of legislation to sup- 
press the lottery traffic; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of the Plasterers’ Operative Union: 
of f tandard , No. 158, Brotherhood of Locomotive Fire- 
men; of Cigar ers’ Union; of Local Union Ne. 63, Journey- 
men bakers and Confectioners’ International Union; of Lodge 
No. 8, Steam Fitters’ Union, and of Marine neers’ Beneficial 
Associr.tion, all of Detriot, in the State of Michigan, praying for 
the Governmental control of the telegraph service; which were 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Waterford: of 
Tent No. 68, Knights of the Maccabees, of : of Tent No. 


676, Knightsof the Maccabees, of Rollin; amd of sundry citizens 
of Allegan and of Windom, all in the State of Michigan, pray- 
ing that fraternal college and society journals be admitted to the 
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maiis as second-class matter; which were referred to the Com- | Sheetz, H. P. Miller, and sundry other citizens of Shawnee 


mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
He also presented memorials of the A. G. Peters Salt and 


City: of McEwan Bros. & Co., of Bay City: of Filer & Son, of 


Lumber Company, of E.stilake; of William B. Rouse, of Bay | 


Filer City: of the Union Lumberand SaltCompany.of Stronach; | 


of the Canfield Salt and Lumber Company, of Manistee; of the 
Midiand Saltand Lumber Company of Michigan; of George Lyon 
& Co., of Saginaw: of Metcher & Newter, of Saginaw; of the 
Ayers Lumber and Salt Company, of Saginaw, of the Fitch Salt 
Company, of Bay City; of the Walton Salt Association (limited), 
of Algonac; of N. Holland, of Saginaw: of Dohen, Chapin & Co., 


| son tariff bill: which was ordered to lie on the tabl 


of Bay City; of the Josco Brune Supply and Salt Company (lim- | 


ited!, of Bay City; of Gebhart & Esterbrook, of Saginaw; of 
Wylie Bros. of Michigan; of the Gratwick, Smith & Fryer Lum- 
ber Company, of Oscoda: of the A. W. Wright Lumber Com- 
pany, of Saginaw. and of the Pere Marquette Lumber Company, 


of Ludington, all in the State of Michigan, remonstrating against | 


the passage of the Wilson tariff bill; which were ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. PASCO pre:zented 853 petitions of orange and lemon grow- 
ers of Florida, praying for the enactment of such taviif legisla- 
tion as will enable them to overcome the ditferences between the 
value of labor in foreign countries and the United States; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HARRIS presented a memorial of sundry warehousemen 


of Clarksville, Tenn., remonstrating against the imposition of | 


a duty on leaf tobacco; which was ordered to liv on the table 

He also presented a petition of Banner Tent, No. 5, Knights of 
the Maccabees, of Memphis, Tenn., and a petition of sundry citi- 
zensof Meraphis, Tenn., praying that fraternal college and so- 
ciety journals be admitted to the miils as second-class matter; 
which were referred to the Committee on Post-Oflices and Post- 
Roads. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of Camp No. 1760, Modern 
Woodmen of America. of Clay Center, and the petition of D. B. 
Marlow and sundry other citizens of Bartlett, Nebr., praying 
that fraternal society and college journals be admitted to the 
mails as second-class matter; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented memorials of Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 143; 
of Journeymen Barbers Union, No. 151; of Union No. 373, United 


Brotherhood of Curpenters and Joiners of America; of Lincoln | 
I 


Typographical Union, No. 209, and of Capital City Lodge, No. 
860, Independent Order of American Mechanics, all of Lincoln, 
Nebr.: and the memorial of Frank Wagner, of Tremont, and 
William F. Meyer and 3 other cigar manufacturers of Omaha, 
Nebr., remonstrating against an increase of the internal-reve- 
nue tax on cigars: which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Washington Council, No. 1, 





Junior Order of American “Mechanics, of Omaha, Nebr., pray- | 


ing for the passage of House bill No. 5246, providing for the 
inspection of immigrants by United States consuls; which was 
referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. CALL presented a memorial of sundry owners and mas- 
ters of steam vessels of Pensacola, Fla., remonstrating against 
the passage of the propose: ten-hour law, relating to marine en- 
gineers; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Hillsboro 
County, Fia., praying for the enactment of legislation to sup- 
press the lottery traffic; which was referred to the Committe 
on the Judiciary. 

He also presented sundry petitions of St. Lucie River Assem- 
bly, No. 436, International Fraternal Alliance. of Potsdam. Fla., 
praying that fraternal society and college journals be admitted 
to the miils as second class matter; which were referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the Charnber of Commerce of 
Pensacola, Fla., and of sundry owners and masters of steam ves- 
sels of Pensacola, Fla., remonstrating against the passage of 
House bill No, 411, providing for the employmentof two engineers 


on all vessels navigating under steam for more than ten hours | 


daily; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


and sundry other citizens of Clifton Station, Va. praying that 
the preamble to the Constitution of the United States be so 
amended as to recognize the Deity; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MARTIN presented a memorial of Gate City Lodge, No. 
32, Brotherhood of Boiler Makers and Iron Ship Builders, of 
Kansas City, Kans., remonstratiog against the passage of the 
so-called Fithian free-ship bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also nted the memorial of T. T. Morehead, J. J. Ma- 
loney, Otto Talk, Paul Hauffman, and sundry other citizens of 
Leavenworth, Kans., and the memorial of W. D. Mills, A. F. 


County, Kans., remonstrating against an increase of the inte 
nal-revenue tax on cigars; which were ordgred to lie on the table 

Mr. PEFFER presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Local 
Union, No. 56, of Leavenworth, Kans., and a memorial of Cig 
Makers’ Union and 16 others unions of Topska, Kans., remon 
strating against an increase of the internal-revenue ta 


xX on 
cigars; which were ordered to lie on the table. 
Mr. TELLER presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 


Trinidad, Colo., remonstrating against the pass: 


ge of the Wil- 
vhe 


Mr. DOLPH presented 


a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Astoria, Oregon, praying that an appropriat be 
made for the survey and improvement of the harbor at that 
point: which was referred to the Committee on Commerce 

» also presented a petition of the Knights of b of 


Woodburn, Oregon, and a petition of sundry citizens of Oregon, 
praying that fraternal society and college journals be admitted 
to the mails as second-class matter; which wero referre: 
Committee on Post-Oilices and Post-Reads. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trad 
Oregon, praying that an appropriation of $60, 
the extension and protection of the jetty at the mouth of the 
Siuslaw River, in the State of Oregon; which was ref 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MORRILL presented the petition of Dr.W.S. Na 
dry other citizens of Underhill; the petition of George H 
and sundry other citizens of Riverside, and the petition of I’. A. 
Lincoln and sundry other citizens of Riverside, ull in the State 
of Vermont, praying for the enactment of legislation to enavle 
the States to enforce State laws regulating the sale of substi- 
tutes for dairy products; which were referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. PLATT presented a petition of Pilgrims Harbor Council, 
No. 543, Royal Arcanum, of Meriden, Conn., praying that fra 
ternal society and college journals be admitted to the mails as 
second-class matter; which was referred to the Committee 
Post Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BLACKBURN presented the petition of Frederick Becker 
and sundry other citizens of Russell, Ky., praying that action be 
taken by Congress to confine the Ohio River in its proper chan- 
nel at that point; which was referred to the Committee 
merce. 

Mr. FRYE presented the petition of B. W. Hardy and 42 other 
citizens of Maine, and a petition of ¥ citizens of Vassalboro, Me., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to suppress the lottery 
tratiic; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

te also presented a petition of Lodge No. 23, Ancient Order 
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| of United Workmen, of Saco, Me., and the petition of James D. 


Bradbury and 30 other citizens of Saco, Me., praying that fra 
ternal college and society journals be admitted to the mai 


| second-class matter; which were referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
Mr. ALLISON presented the memorial of A. S. Covel and 


| on the 


sundry other citizens of Massachusetts, remonstrating agains! 
an increase of the tax on distilled spirits; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Trades and Labor Con- 
gress of Dubuque, lowa; and a memorial of sundry cigar manu 
facturers of Davenport, [owa, remonstrating againstan incre 
of the internal-revenue tax on cigars; which wereordered to lie 
table. 

He also presented petitions of W.R. Knight and sundry other 
citizens of Waverly; of Thomas Wolf and sundry other citi- 
zens of Watkins; of D. McErlain and sundry other citizens 
of Dyersville; of C. H. Brann and sundry other citizens of Des 
Moines; of G. W. Laflor and sundry other citizens of Manning: 
of Noel Brazelton and sundry other citizens of Monticel.o; of 
Fidelity Lodge, No. 12, of Independence; of Council No. 43, 
Northwestern Legion of Honor, of Des Moines: of Lodge No. 
72, of Dyersville; and of Root Camp, No. 282, Modern Woodmen of 
America, of Monticello, all in the State of Lowa, praying that 


| fraternal college and society journals be admitted to the mails 
Mr. HUNTON presented the petition of Mamie E. D. Quigg | 


as second-cluss matter; which were referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented a petition of Advance Council, No. 
76, National Pressmen's Union, of Bridgeport, Conn., praying 
that fraternal society and college journals be admitted to the 
mails as second-class matter; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. MCMILLAN presented a petition of the Cigar Makers’ 
Union, of Detroit, Mich., praying for the governmental control 
of the telegraph service; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Ottices and Post Roads. eS 

Mr. TURPIE presented petitions of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 
215; of Bricklayers and Masons’ International Union No. 5194, 
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American Federation of Labor, and of Bricklayers and Masons’! He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
iatereaiqnel Union No. 15, peoereee veterenen wt amet af | eee oe, praying a = passage of oun we Se, pro- 
of Logansport, Ind., praying for the governmen control of | viding for an international conference to secure the better care 
the i, my al which were referred to the Committee | = at sa of animals in transit; which was referred to the 
on Post-Oftices and Post-Roads. mmittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH presented a petition of the Presbytery | He also presented a petition of Encampment No. 118, Union 
of Pembina, the Methodist Episcopal Church of Grand Forks, | Veteran Legion, of Zanesville, Ohio, praying for the patenge 
and the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Pembina | of the so-called Pennsylvania pension bill, regulating the pay- 
County, all in the State of North Dakota, praying that the pre- | ment of pensions; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
amb.e to the Constitution of the United States be soamended as | sions. 
to recognize the Deity; which was referred tothe Committee on He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
thé Judiciary. Cleveland, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 

He also presented a petition of Typographical Union No. 186, | viding for a comprehensive and exact method of compiling sta- 
- Sure N. Dak., praying for the governmental control of the | tistics relative to the commerce on the Great Lakes; which was 
telegraph service: ich w sferre he © itt ferr i ; 

Wtiwiiteaitn 8 ee | TAS cles papented & giitian of Tetinies Mo, M6, Order. of 

He also presented a petition of the North Dakota Cattlemen's | Railway Conductors, of Lima, Ohio, praying for the enactment 
Association, praying for the retention of the present og | upon | of legislation prohibiting the sale of transportation ticke\s by 
live cattle, horses, and dressed meats imported into the United brokers, scalpers, or any unauthorized agents; which was re- 
States; which was ordered to lie on the tabie. | ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


merce of Cleveland, Ohio, praying for the passage of House bill 
Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 


412, providing or an international conference to secure the bet- 
ter protection and care of animals in transit; which was referred | whom was referred the amendment submitted by himself on the 
19th instant, intended to be proposed to the diplomatic and con- 


to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
sular appropriation bill, reported it with an amendment and 


He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of L 
Cleveland, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation pro- | moved that it be printed and referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, with the accompanying letter from the Acting 


viding for an exact record of the commerce on the Great Lakes; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. Secretary of State to the chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations; which was agreed to. 


He also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Cleveland, Ohio, remonstrating against the imposition of an in- He also, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
come tax: which was ordered to lie on the table. referred the bill (H. R. 69) prescribing limitations of time for 
He also presented a petition of 85 citizens of East Liverpool, | completion of title to certain lands disposed of under the act of 
Ohio, praying that the preamble to the Constitution of the United | Congress approved September 27, 1850, and the acts amendatory 
States be so amended as to recogrize the Deity; which was re- | and supplemental thereto, and commonly known as the ‘‘ Dona- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. tion act,” and for the protection of purchasers and occupants on 
He also presented a membrial of sundry manufacturers of tin | said lands, reported it with an amendment. 
plate, of Cleveland, Ohio, remonstrating against a change from Mr. HUNTON, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
specific to ad valorem duty on tin and terne plates; which was | bia, reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the Dis- 
ordered to lie on the table. trict appropriation bill, and moved that it be printed and re- 
He also presented a memorial of Miami Valley Lodge, No. 138, | ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, with the accompa- 
Brotherhood of Boiler Makers and Iron Ship Builders, of Day- | nying letter from the Engineer Commissioner of the District of 
ton, Ohio, remonstrating against the passage of House bill 2655, | Columbia; which was agreed to. 
granting American registry to foreign-built ships; which was Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. was referred the letter of the Secretary of the Navy in answer 
He also presented a memorial of 38 cigar manufacturers | toa resolutionof the Senate of January 24, 184, with respect to 
of Springfield, Ohio, and a memorial of 20 journeymen cigar- | Paymaster Robert B. Rodney, United States Navy, asked to be 
makers of Cleveland, Ohio, remonstrating against an increase | discharged from its further consideration, and that it be re- 
of the internal-revenue tax on cigars; which were ordered to | ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary; which wasagreed to. 
lie on the table. Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
Mr. HIGGINS presented a petition of Wilmington Division, | referred the bill (S.744) for the relief of Avery D. Babcock and 
No. 224, Order of Railway Conductors, of Wilmington, Del., | wife, of Oregon, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
peaying for the passage of an amendment to the interstate-com- | a report thereon. 
merce act so as to prohibit the sale of transportation tickets by Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
brokers, scalpers, or any unauthorized agent; which was re- | bia, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. Wo.LcorTtT February 21, 1894, intended to be proposed to the Dis- 
Mr. BRICE presented a memorial of the Chamber of Com- | trict appropriation bill, providing for the erection of a building 
merce of Cleveland, Ohio, remonstrating against the imposition | and the purchase of a site thorefor for the use of the Western 
of an income tax; which was ordered to lie on the table. High School, reported it favorably, submitted a report thereon, 
He also presented petitions of the Protected Home Circle, of | and moved its reference to the Committee cn Appropriations; 
Cieveland; of Philos Counvil, No. 390, Royal Arcanum, of New | which was agreed to. 
Philadelphia; of 44 citizens of Haselton; of 16 citizens of Cleve- He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
land; of 17 citizens of Toledo, and of 29 citizens of Cleveland, all | bill (S.1717) to authorize the appointment of women as public 
in the State of Ohio, praying that fraternal society and college | school trustees in the District of Columbia, reported it without 
journals be admitted to the mails as second-class matter; which | amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
were referred to the Committee on Post-Otfices and Post-Roads. He also, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
He also presented a memorial of 13 citizens of Painesville, | referred the bill (S. 1649) providing for the survey of the land 
Ohio, and a memorial of 10 citizens of Cleveland, Ohio, remon- | described in the grant to the Willamette Valley and Cascade 
strating against an increase of the tax on distilled spirits; which | Mountain Wagon Road Company, in the State of Oregon, re- 
were ordered to lie on the table. ported it with amendments, and subinitted a report thereon. 
He also presented a memorial of 491 citizens of Mahoning| Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
County, Ohio, remonstrating against the passige of the Wilson | referred the bill (S. 599) for the relief of the residuary legatees 
tariff bill, the reduction in the tariff on iron, the placing of cot- | of Mark Davis, deceased, reported it without amendment, and 
ton ties, coal, and iron ore on the free list, and against the sub- | submitted a report thereon. 
stitution of ad valorem for specific duties on iron, etc.; which He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
was ordered to lie on the table. bill (S. 1289) for the relief of Sophia Miller, submitted an adverse 
He also presented memorials of Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 4, ar thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed 
of Cincinnatj; of 47 cigar manufacturers of Springtield: of 43 | indefinitely. 
cigar manufacturers of Zanesville; of Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 
115, of Ohio: of 10 cigar manufacturers of Belmont; of Cigar 
Makers’ Union, No. 96, of Akron; of Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 
43, of Urbana; of the Central Labor Union, of Zanesville; of 
Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 35, of Dayton; of 63 citizens of Hamil- 
ton, and of 54 cigar manufacturers of Newark, all in the Stats of 
Ohio, ee against an increase of the internal-revenue 
tax on cigars; which were ordered to lie on the table. 





Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was recommitted the bill (S. 1680) to more effec- 
tually suppress gambling in the District of Columbia, reported it 
with amendments. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 829) granting an honorable dis- 
charge to Cyrus Payne, reported it with an amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 


(erect nL 
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BILL RECOMMITTED. 


Mr. COCKRELL. 
appropriations for fortifications and other works of defense, 
for the armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy ord- 
nance for trial and service, and for other purposes, be recom- 
mitted to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 1809) to correct the mili- 
tary record of and grant an honorable discharge to Michael 
Mahar; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. POWER introduced a bill (S. 1810) for the transfer to the 


I move that the bill (H. R. 4858) making | 


| 


| 
| 
| 


Department of Agriculture of the Bureau of the United States | 


Geological Survey; which was read twice by its title,and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1811) requiring elevations and ad- 
diticaal topography to be taken in all public surveys in arid or 
mountainous country; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. WASHBURN introduced a bill (S. 1812) for the relief of 
Walter S. McLeod; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon introduced a bill (S. 1813) provid- 
ing an additional circuit judge in the ninth judicial circuit; 


| posed by him to the sundry civil! appropriation bili; 
| referred to the Committee on |’ 


| to the Committee on the Irrigation and Reclamation of 


e o- 
e 
ve yeD 
treaty to be no longer in force was read the first time by its 
title and the second time at length, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representativ e United s ‘ 
America in Congress assembled, That the convention concluded April !9. 1850 
and proclaimed July 5, 1850, between the United Sta snd Great Britain 
relative toaship canal by way of Nicaragua. Costa Rica, the Mosquito 
coast, or any part of Central America, commonly known as the “Clayton 
Bulwer treaty,’ i3 no longer in force 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. DUBOIS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 


referred to the Committee on Pyblic Lands, und ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. SHERMAN submitted two amendments intended to be 
proposed by him to the District appropriation bill: which were 
referred to the Comnittee on the District of Columbia, and or 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. POWER submitted an amendment intended to be pro 


which was 
ublie Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. ALLEN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him tothe sundrycivil appropriation bill; which was referred 
At id 


| Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee | 


on the Judiciary. 

Mr. STEWART. I introduce a bill and ask that it be twice 
read, and that it lie on the table for the present. 

The bill (S. 18!4; to provide for the free and unlimited coin- 
ago of silver, was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. CALL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1815) to confirm 
the John H. McIntosh grant in the State of Florida; which was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. CALL. I desire to state in reference to the bill I have 
just introduced by request, that I have no connection with the 
measure beyond its introduction by request. [ move that the 
bill be referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 1816) granting an increase of 
pension to John B. Meigs; which was read by its title, and, with 


Mr. KYLE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FAULKNER submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the District appropriation bill; whieh was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MANDERSON submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. CALLsubmitted two amendments intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which were re 


| ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 


the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. | 


Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 1817) authorizing the Court 
of Claims to enforce the production in court of certain papers 
and accounts kept in the Post-Office Department, and for other 


purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the | . an ntl ) 
| by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was re- 


Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 1818) for the relief of Isaac A. 
Meyer; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 1819) to establish in the 
Department of Justice a bureau of identification of criminals; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WOLCOTT introduced a bill (S. 1820) granting a pension 
to T. R. Le Tellier; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 1821) granting a pension to 


printed. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which 
wa3 referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BRICE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 


ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 


| printed. 


Matilda Witt; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- | 


companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 1822) granting a pension to 
Archelaus Lewis; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. SHOUP introduced a bill (S. 1823) to amend section num- | 


bered 2324 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating 
to mining claims; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 1524) to carry out the find- 
ings of the Court of Claims and for the relief of Samuel Fitz- 
waa administrator of Henry Fitzhugh; which was read twice 
by 


He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the pension appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

THE RUSSIAN THISTLE, 

Mr. KYLE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. 1545) to provide for the destruction and ex- 
termination of the noxious plant or weed known as Russian this- 
tle or Russian cactus, technically Salsola kali tragus; which was 
ordered to lie on the table, and to be printed. 

FLAGS OF MARITIME NATIONS. 

Mr. MCPHERSON submitted the following concurrent reso- 
lution; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to 
the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed from the plates now in the possession of the Bureau of Naviga- 
tion, Navy Department, 5,000 copies of the Flags of Maritime Nations, of 
which 1,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies for the use 
of the House of Representatives, and 2,000 copies for the use of the Navy De- 
partment, to be used on board of vessels of the Navy, and for sale at the cost 


| of paper and printing, in accordance with section 432 of the Revised Stat 


ts title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the | 


Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BRICE introduced a bill (S. 1825) granting a pension to 
Emily Minerva Van Der Veer; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


THE CLAYTON-BULWER TREATY. 


Mr. DOLPH. I introduce a joint resolution which I ask may | 


be read twice and referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. It consists of only a half dozen lines and I ask that it be 
read once in full. 

The joint resolution (S.R.71) declaring the Clayton-Bulwer 


XX VI——205 


utes. 
REMOVAL OF SOUTHERN UTE INDIANS. 


Mr. MANDERSON submitted the following resolution: which 


was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 


Resolved, That 500 additional copies of Report No. 279, Fifty-third Congress, 
second session, relating to the removal of the Southern Ute Indians. be 
printed for the use of the Senate. 


CONDITION OF TRADE IN INDIA, RUSSIA, ETC. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I submit a resolution and ask for its im- 
mediate consideration. I will state that the Senate adopted a 
similar resolution on the 9th instant, except that the inquiry was 
directed to the Secretary of State, while this is addressed to the 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
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The resolution was considered by unanimous consent and 
agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and heis hereby, directed 
to send to the Senate, at his earliest possible convenience, answers to the 
following inquiries according to the best information now in his Depart- 
ment: 





First. Whether any change has been madein the weight, fineness, or other- 
wise, in the legal-tender value of the coined silver money used by the people 
of India, Russia, or the Argentine Republic, for the transaction of their do- 
mestic business, and if so, when and to what extent, and by what authority 
of law during the past twenty years. 

Second. Whether prices for the chief products of said countries, like 
wheat, cotton, etc., have advanced or declined in their prices when ex- 
changed in their home markets for the legal tender silver or paper money 
in common, use among their people, and if s0, how much during the past 
twenty years. 

Third. Whether the production, export, or the manufacture of the prod- 
ucts of said countries have increased or decreased, and if so, how much in 
the quantity and value of each during the past twenty years, using their an- 
nual reports to ascertain amounts produced, exported, and manufactured, 
and their legaltender silver and paper money to ascertain their home prices 
for the four years between 1872 and 1877, as compared with like averages be- 
tween 1888 and 1893, as a basis on which to answer these inquiries. 


STATISTICS RELATING TO SUGAR. 


Mr. PETTIGREW submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: . 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed 
to inform the Senate at his earliest possible convenience whether the su 
refineries, or persons, or corporations, or any of them, engaged in refining 
sugar in the United States, have complied with the provision of sections 1 
and 17 of the act of March 1, 1889, entitled ‘‘ An act to ide for taking the 
Eleventh and subsequent censuses, or of any of the rules and regulations of 
the Interior Department in relation thereto, or have mide answer to the 
schedules prepared in accordance with said sections, andif any of said cor- 
porations or individuals have refused or lected to comply with the re- 
quirements in relation thereto, the names of such corporations or individ. 
uals sorefusing or neglecting to answer, and their reasons therefor, and also 
what steps, if any, have been taken in accordance with the act of July 6, 1892, 
entitled ‘An act amendatory of an act entitled ‘An act to provide for the 
taking of the Eleventh Census in relation thereto.’”’ 


COST OF PRODUCTION OF GOLD AND SILVER BULLION. 


Mr.STEWART. I submit a resolution and ask for its present 
consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 10.000 copies of 
Senate Report No. 1310, second sesson, Fifty-second Congress, being the 
report of the Committee on Mines and Mining on the cost of the production 
of gold and silver bullion. 

Mr. STEWART. I have had an estimate made of the cost of 
printing this report, and I find that 15,000 copies could be printed 
within the limit of $500 allowed by the rule. lask for the print- 
ing of 10,000 copies. Iam receiving wre take ge for eopies. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The resolution will have to go to the Go - 
mittee on Printing. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Tam in accord with the desire of the 
Senator from Nevada to have this document printed. I think 
it is a report of great value. But under the rule the resolution 
must go to the Committee on Printing. I have no question but 
that it will be favorably reported, but it must be referred under 
the rule. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it go to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. STEWART. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to 
the Committee on Printing. 


LABOR UPON PUBLIC WORKS. 


Mr. FRYE submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, directed to trans- 
mit to the Senate copies of all correspondence between the Secretary of 
War and the Chief of Engineers and engineers in charge of works of public 
improvement being prosecu the General Government relating to the 
discharge or employment of individuals wpon such works where such dis- 
charge or employment hus been ordered against the recommendation of the 
local engineers in charge, and that the Secretary of War and the Chief of Engi- 
neers be directed to report whether in their opinions the discharge and em- 
ployment of subordinate officers and laborers upon works of public im- 
provement should be made for political reasons. 


INDIAN AGENCIES. 
Mr. MANDERSON. I submit a resolution and ask that it 


may be now considered. I will state, before it is read for infor- 
mation, that the resolution, while not reported by the Commit- 


> tee on Indian Affairs, has the approval of all the members of 


that committee. 
The resolution. was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be to report to the 


Senate the names of all Indian agents, giving the tion of each, his 
Shel “sata Seaton unenien om upported in whole or in 
n ney are s or 
by the iesue of elothing, food, and other ¢ ; whether or other 


moneys are paid to them, aid whether of the Indians lands 
im eeteralyy, or are in the ownersbi of allotted 

whether, in his Judgment, any of said agencies can be abandoned the 
services of said azents be dispensed with, and if so, which of them, and the 
reasons therefor, 
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ISSUE OF BONDS. 


Mr. PEFFER. I submit a resolution which I ask be read and 
ordered printed, and that it lie over under the rule. 

The resolution was read and ordered to lie on the table and 
wo be printed, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committes on Financa be. and it is hereby, instructed 
to prepare and report as soon as practicable a bill to repeal all laws anthor- 
izing or permitting the secretary of the Treasury to issue bonds or other 


interest-bearing obligations of the Government, and to prohibit any and all 
such issues in future without express authority by act of Congress first had 
and obtained. ; 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills and joint resolutions were severally read 
twice by their titles, and referred as indicated below: 

The bill (H. R. 2857) to confirm to the heirs of Mrs. Courtney 
Ann Claiborne the title to a certain tract of land in the State of 
Louisiana—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 3135) granting to the University of Utah a site 
off the public domain —to the Committee on Public Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 4320) for the relief of Dollie E. Vedder—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 4419) to authorize the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office to issue a patent to Mace Clements's sur- 
vey, numbered 386, in the Virginia military district of Ohio—to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

The bill (AH. R. 5041) to extend the time authorizing the St. 
Louis and Birmingham Railroad to build a bridge across the 
Tennessce River at Clifton, Tenn.—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

The bill (H. R. 5276) to authorize Commander F. W. Dickins, 
of the United States Navy. to accept the decoration of the Cross 
of Naval Merit of the third class from the King of Spain—to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The bill (H. R. 53806) to authorize the West Braddock Bridge 
Company to construct a bridge over the Monongahela River 
from the borough of Rankin to Mifflin Township—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

The bill (H.R. 5580) to protect the insignia and the name of 
the Red Cross—to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The bill (H. R. 5894) making appropriations for the Military 
Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 139) to print the Agricultural 
Report for i1893—-to the Committee on Printing. 

he joint resolution (H. Res. 145) providing for the payment 
of salaries and expenses of additional deputy collectors of inter- 
nal revenue to carry out the provisions of the Chinese exclusion 
act of May 5, §892, as amended by the act of November 3, 1893— 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 


TRANSFER OF FURNITURE, 


The joint resolution (H. Res. 147) authorizing the transfer of 
furniture and cone ts to the rooms now occupied by the United 
States courts at Chicago was read twice by its titis. 

Mr. VEST. I ask for the immediate consideration of the joint 
resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be read 
at length for information. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. fs there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr.PLATT. I should like to have the resolving clause read. 

Mr. BERRY. I object to the joint resolution for the present. 
Letit goover. I have bsen waiting here for some time to call 
up another measure, and [ ask that the joint resolution may 
go over. 

Mr. CULLOM. May I appeal to the Senitor from Arkansas 
to withdraw his objection? [ think there will be no discussion 
on the matter. 

Mr. BERRY. If there will bo no discussion upon it, I shall 
not object. 

Mr. CULLOM. It is a very important matter, relating to a 
question of removal on account of the danger in the old build- 


ing. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the re- 
solving clause of the joint resolution. 

The Secretary read as requested. 

Mr. PLATT. It is all right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, reed the third time, and 


. 
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CORRESPONDENCE REL..TING TO HAWAIIAN ISLANDS. 
Mr. GORMAN submittea the following report, which was 


read: 
The committees of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the House of Representatives to the concurrent reso 
lution of the Senate ‘*to print for the use of Congress 6,000 copies of all 
apers and messages sent to Congress by the President since January |! 
fous. relating to Hawaltian affairs, having met, after full and free conference, 
have agreed torecommend and do recommend to their respective H: 
as follows: 
Chat the House of Representatives recede from its amendment. 
A. P. GORMAN, 
M. W. RANSOM, 
CHARLES F. MANDERSON, 
Conf erees on the part of the Senate. 
JAMES D. RICHARDSON 
WILLIAM M. McKAIG, 
CASE BRODERICK, 
Conf erees on the part of the House of Representatir 


Mr. GORMAN. No action by the Senate is necessary on 
report. 


uses 


the 


SIMULATION OF COINS. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a resolution coming over froma previous day, which will be 
read. 
The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. SHER- 
MAN on the 22d instant, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary is instructed to examine 
and report whether the simulation of coins of the United States by coins of 
the same weight, metal, and fineness, except as authorized by law, is made 
criminal by the acts defining and punishing the counterfeiting of coins of 
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| The counterfeiting of rupees is 


the United States, or of other countries, and if not to report a bill to pre- | 


vent and punish such simulation. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr.STEWART. Mr. President, the law on thissubject is as 
ampleand specific as human ingenuity can devise. Section 5457 
of the Revised Statutes reads as follows: 

Sec. 5457. Every person who falsely makes, forges, or counterfeits, or 
causes or procures to be falsely made, forged, or counterfeited, or willingly 
aids or assists in falsely making, forging, or counterfeiting any coin or bars 
in resemblance or similitude of the gold or silver coins or bars which have 
been. or hereafter may be, coined or stamped at the mints and assay offices 
of the United States, or in resemblance or similitude of any foreign gold or 
silver coin which by law is, or hereafter may be made, current in the United 
States, or are in actual use and circulation as money within the United 
States, or who passes, utters, publishes, or sells, or attempts to pass, utter, 


mblish, or sell, or bring into the United States from any foreign place, or | 


asin his possession auy such false, forged, or counterfeited coin or bars, 
knowing the same to be false, forged, or counterfeitei, shall be punished by 
a fine of not more than $5,000, and by imprisonment at hard labor no! more 
than ten years. 

Mr. VILAS. Before the Senator from Nevada sits down I 
should like to have him read a later section, which is still 
plainer. 

Mr. STEWART. The section I have read is plain. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Suppose it is plain, it can not hurt any- 
thing to let the resolution goto the Committee onthe Judiciary. 

Mr. VILAS. Iask the Senator from Nevada to read section 
5461. 

Mr. STEWART. I will read section 5461. It is as follows: 


Suc. 5401. Every person who, except as authorized by law, makes or causes 
to be made, or utters or passes, or attempts to utter or pass, any coins of 
gold or sily°r or other metal, or alloys of metals, intended for the use and 

urpose of currentmoney, whether in the resemblance of coins of the United 
Btates or of foreign countries, or of original design, shall be punished by a 
fine of not more than $3,000, or by imprisonment not more than five years, 
or both. 


This question has been carefully studied, and the language of 
the statute was made very exact. There can be no doubt about 
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from every part of thecountry. Is itnot time for Congress, that 
has created the temptation to make thes> dollars, to resume its 
prerogative and perform its functions under the Const 
and furnish the coins of the Constitution to the people? 
This matter has frequently been discussed in relation to 
ied on there with the 


car KROUOW 
edge of the English Government. The rupee is so sacred among 
the inhabitants of India that the English Government hesitates 
to interfere with its coinage. Im fact some of the nobles or 


princes of India have been in the habit of coining on 
.ccount. They have had that privilege, and it |! 
taken from them. 

The striking down of the silver money, which is the money of 
the people, is contrary to the moral sense of the civilize 
and although we have ample law upon our statute books it « 
not be enforced against the public sentiment of nations 
such counterfeiting will go on. 

There was no motive previous to the demonetization of 
to make dollars the exact equivalent of the standard dollar. 
There was no profit in making them unless a cheaper met 
put into the dollar, and then it could be detected by the weight 
or assay, and the persons who passed it would be guilty be st 
they would have guilty knowledge. But whenever dollars with 
the exact weight and fineness of the standard dollars and 
exact conformation of the standard dollars are in the hands o 
the people they are unable to distinguish them, and it is a her 


their own 


8, is oO 


woritd 


siive 


culean task that is attempted to enforce the law. We have 
plenty of iaw, but the enforcement of it is going to be very dill 
| cult, and itis a strong argument in favor of the United Stat 
resuming its function and doing its duty, because the people 
need this money. Thecouniryissulfering. There is universa 
distress not only here but throughout the world for lack of 
money, and taking from the people the money which they h 
had from time immemorial is a gross outrage upon the righ! 
the human race. It is not to be wondered that it is not | 
upon as an act of moral turpitude when, private parties are doin 
what the Government ought to do, and undertook to do, : 
now refuses to do at the bidding of a known combination 
Mr. SHERMAN. Iam inclined to think that under the 
ond section read by the Senator from Nevada, and which I| also 
referred to the other day, probably the law already does punish 
as counterfeiting the simulation of our coins, but there has } 
doubtexpressed onthe subject. No doubtsuchcoinageis going 


the law in regard to the whole subject, that it is a criminal | 


offense to make these silver dollars; but the introduction of the 
resolution calls to mind the fact that the Government of the 
United States has abdicated the power conferred by the States 
upon the General Government to coin money of gold and silver. 
Thecrimeis not looked upon with the same horror, and is not con- 


demned by the public sense of the world as it would have been | 


if the other crime had not been committed which proposes to 
destroy one-half of the world’s money. 

In proof of this, to show that it does not strike the people as 
a crime, I will read a letter from a late distinguished member of 
ee rereenemong how this proceeding struck his sense of moral 
right: 

Epiror Post; I see by the newspapers that some “ gentlemen’”’ 
at Omaha have recently coined a large number of silver dollars—over $500,- 
000, ‘They are exactly like those that are being coined in Philadelphia, New 
Orleans, and San Francisco. Nobody can teil the difference, because there 
isno difference. They contain precisely the same quantity and quality of 
metal as those coined at the above-named places. 

T observe also that it is the purpose of the Government to prosecute these 
ware.’ and send them to the penitentiary for coining these dollars. 

l you kindly inform me if it is also the p of the Government to 
yy ey the parties at Philadelphia, San Franc ,and New Orleans who 
¢ doing exactly the same thing, and greatly oblige, 
C. B. FARWELL. 


Crtcago, March 21. 
I have noticed in the public press sentiments similar to those 


residing 


on, more or less—I hope to a small extent; but | think it wou 
be well enough for the Committee on the Judiciary to cx 
into the matter and report whether in their opinion any fu 
legislation is necessary. In my judgment they will pro! 
find that the existing law is sufficient. The law of I+ ! 
passed many yearsago, and before thesilver dollar had come into 
circulation, although I do not think that would change the ap; 
cation of the law; I think the law applies to the silver dollar 
now as wellasitever did. Still, I think it would be very proper 
to have the matter inquired into. I hope, therefore, that the 
resolution will either be adopted or that it will be referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope that the resolution will be adopt 
and that the subject will be referred to the Committee on th 
Judiciary to make theinquiry. Notwithstanding what the Sen- 
ator ftom Nevada has said, it is exceedingly appropriate 
time to investigate the coinage act of 1373, or any of its pr 
sions, which was passed while the Senator from Nevada w 1 
the Senate. 

Mr.STEWART. ‘‘ While the Senator from Nevada was in 
the Senate!” I think I have sufficiently explained that matter, 
and the persons who were in the Senate with me at the time 
have sufficiently explained it. I think that when Judge Thur- 
man, Mr. Blaine, Mr. Conkling, Mr. ALLISON, Mr. Voori! 
and all were ignorant of it, I can not be charged with the o 
sion of duty for not knowing what they did not know. I was not 
on the committee that prepared and brought forth the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wasnot here then. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator from Iowa 
either House? 

Mr. ALLISON. I was not. 

. Mr. STEWART. Then his ignorance on the subject is ex- 
cusable. The American people were not taken into the confi 
dence of the parties who secured. that iegislation. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution of the Senator from Ohio. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


CHEROKEE FUNDS. 


Mr. BERRY. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of House jointresolution 144, authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to receive the money arising from the sale 
of the Cherokee bonds. 
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a r. ALLISON. Let the joint resolution be read for informa- 
tion. Y 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be read 
at length for information. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution (H. Res. 144) author- 
izing and directing the Secretary of the Treasury to receive at 
the subtreasury in the city of New York from R. T. Wilson & 
Co., or assigns, the money, amounting to $6,740,000, to be paid to 
the Cherokee Nation, and to place the same to the credit of the 
Cherokee Nation, as follows: 


Whereas, by an act of the National Council of the Cherokee Nation or 
proved January 6, 1894, said Cherokee Nation accepted an offer of R. T. Wil- 
son & Co. to purchase, and a d to sell and assign to said R. T. Wilson & 
Co., and assigns, the second, third, fourth, and fifth installments of the 
money, together with the interest thereon, from the 4th day of March, 1893, 
to be paid by the United States to said Cherokee Nation for the Cherokee 
Outlet, as provided by a contract made pursuant to section 10 of “An act 
making appropriations for current and comers expenses and fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with Indian tribes for fiscal year ending June 30, 1894," 
approved March 8, 1893, and in accordance with the provisions of said act of 
the National Council of the Cherokee Nation the consideration for said sale 
and assignment, amounting to $6,740,000, was to be placed in the subtreasury 
of the United States in the city of New York to the credit of the Cherokee 
— ion, subject to the action of the National Council of said Cherokee Nation; 
anc 

Whereas it is necessary in order to carry out said contract that authority 
be conferred to receive said money at the subtreasury in New York and to 
place the same to the credit of said Cherokee Nation: Therefore, 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to receive at the subtreasury in the city of New York 
from R. 'T. Wilson & Co., or assigns, the said money so to be paid to said 
Cherokee Nation in consideration of said assignment and to place the same 
to the credit of said Cherokee Nation. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Arkansas to take up the joint resolution which 
has been read. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr. ALLISON . ITinguire of the Senator from Arkansas 
whether the effect of the joint resolution will not be to require 
the Government of the United States to pay interest at the rate 
of 5 per cent upon this deposit? 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKREUL] 
has a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury on that subject, 
which he proposes to have read. 

Mr. ALLISON, I think we changed the rate of interest. I 
should be glad to know what is the effect of the joint resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I gave notices when the joint resolution 
was up the other day that I should offer an amendment reliey- 
ing the Government from all liability for any interest whatever 
on this deposit under any contingencies, because I am not willing 
that the Government shall be responsible in any manner for any 


interest upon this fund. Thereupon a letter was addressed to. 


the Secretary of the Treasury, and I hold in my hand the reply 
of the Secretary of the Treasury to the Senator from Louisiana 


{Mr. BLANCHARD], which fully explains the situation. In view” 


of the contents of that letter, showing clearly that the Govern- 
ment will not in any manner be responsible for any interest on 
tht fund, no matter how long it stays in the Treasury, I shall 
not offer the amendment I proposed. I ask that the letter may 


be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 
Secretary will read the letter referred to by the Senator from 
Missouri. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., March 24, 1894. 

Sir: L have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 23d 
instant asking for an expression of opinion as to whether any law exists 
which makes or would make the Government Hable in any way for interest 
upon the deposit of money in the subtreasury at New York as contemplated 
in the joint resolution (H. Res. 144), a copy of which you inclosed. 

In reply you are informed that the object of the resolution as understood 
by this Department is to authorize the Assistant Treasurer of the United 
States at New York to open and keep an account with the Cherokee Nation, 
the same as the assistant treasurer at St. Louis has kept for many years 
under provisions of the act of March 3, 1875 (Statutes at Large, volume 18, 
part 3. page 448), which could not be done without further legislation, asthe 
act of March 3, 1875, authorized the assistant treasurer of the United States 
at St. Louis enly to open such an account. 

No interest has been psid or claimed on the money deposited at St. Louis 
to the credit of the Cherokee Nation, and I know of no law which makes or 
would make the Government liable in any way for interest upon the deposit 
of money in the subtreasury at New York as contemplated in the resolution. 


Respectfully yours, 
_ 7? J. G. CARLISLE, Secretary. 
Hon. N. C,. BLANCHARD, 
United States Senate. 


Mr. PEFFER. Mr, President, this isa very important mat- 
ter, too important, I think, to be pushed through sorapidly; and 
[ oe _— that the bill, with the —— which nee been 
read, with whatever accompanying papers there may be, if any, 
be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. ’ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Kansas. 
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Mr. BERRY. I hope the Senator from Kansas wil! not insist 
onthatmotion. If hedoes, I hope the Senate willnot agree to it. 

This matter has been pending for a long time. The Chero- 
kee Indians, by one cause of delay and another, have been kept 
out of money to which they are entitled. They have sold the 
bonds referred to in the joint resolution, and the sale has been 
approved by the Secretary of the Interior. The Attorney-Gen- 
eral of the United States has decided that it was a legal and 
proper sale, and that the bonds could be transferred. 

The only thing thatis in this joint resolution—and there is 
nothing in it but that—is that the Secretary of the Treasury 
may receive these funds in the Treasury or in any subtreasury 
of the United States until the Cherokee council can order them 
to be distributed amongst the Indians. The reason why this 
joint resolution becomes necessary—otherwise the money might 

deposited in an ordinary bank —is that in the contract made 
by the Cherokee Nation with Wilson & Co. it was provided that 
the Indian delegates should not receive the money, but that it 
should be received in the Treasury or some subtreasury of the 
United States. The Secretary of the Treasury does not think 
he has the authority to receive it, and he approves of this joint 
resolution. He simply wants the authority to authorize the 
funds to be so deposited, rather than to have them deposited in 
a private bank. 

As I stated before, the Indians ought to have had the money 
monthsago. They have been waiting anxiously for it. There 
is nothing in the joint resolution but what I have stated. A 
large number of the Senator's constituents as well as mine are 
anxious that this transfershould be made. Thereis nothing be- 
hind it, as I before stated,save and except to give the Secretary 
o. the Treasury the authority to keep the money for ten, twenty, 
or thirty days, untilit can be distributed amongst those to whom 
it belongs. 

I hope the Senate will dispose of the joint resolution and pass 
it to-day. « 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, I do not assert that there is 
anything behind the joint resolution thatis improper; that isnot 
in my mind ai all; but it seems to me that the subject-matter of 
the joint resolution is of sufficient importance to justify the 
scrutiny of the Committee on Indian Affairs, and from the sug- 
gestions made by the Senator from Arkansas himself, [ am still 
further confirmed in the belief that alittle further time ought 
to be taken in the consideration of this matter. [am not pre- 
pared to vote uponitatpresent. [do not understand—and that 
is the only thing in my way—why there is any supplementary 
legislation ee to protect the rights of the fudians or of 
any other a: hat being true—— 

Mr. BE - Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him? 

Mr. PEFFER. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. If the Senator had paid attention to the read- 
ing of the joint resolution, he would have seen that it is nota 
proposition to protect the rights of the Indians. It simply pro- 

s toauthorize the Secretary of the Treasury to receive and 
old this money for the Indians until it can be distributed 
amongst those to whom it belongs. 

Mr. COCKRELL. By the nation. 

Mr. BERRY. By the nation. The contract that the Indians 
made with the parties to whom they sold the bonds, was that 
the proceeds should be deposited in the Treasury of the United 
States. Therefore, there is no authority to deposit the money 
ina private bank. But for that contract, the money could be 
taken and deposited in any bank in the United States. That 
contract, however, exists, and the pending joint resolution is 
simply a permission to the Secretary of the Treasury to take 
that money and hold it until the council at Tahlequah distrib- 
utes it amongst those to whom it belongs. 

That is all there is in the joint resolution, and there has al- 
ready been too much delay about it. Thechairman of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs is ee familiar with the ques- 
tion, and there is no reason why the joint resolution should go 
to the committee, and why it should not pass. It passed the 
House of Representatives without a dissenting voice. It has 
been thoroughly examined by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. PEFRER. Still, Mr. President, I do not understand why 
it is that this joint resolution is necessary. There was an act 
passed appropriating a certain sum of money for the purchase 
of the rights of the Cherokee Indians in the Outlet-—— 

Mr. MANDE N. If the Senator will permit an interrup- 
tion, I should like to acquaint him with the fact, which I think 
it proper that he should know and that the Senate should know, 
that this joint resolution was brought to the attention of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs at its last session, when there were 
nearly all of the members present; I remember very well the 
chairman of that committee was in his place and there was con- 
siderable discussion as to the propriety of the joint resolution. 

Whilst there was a little criticism as to the act of the Indians 
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themselves in making this haste to obtain their money, the com- 
mittee felt that was a matter with which we had nothing to do; 
that it was their money, and they could make such disposition 
of it in that regard as they saw fit; but I do not think there was 
any adverse criticism upon this particular method. So the 
joint resolution has received, certainly to that extent, the criti- 
cism and observance of the Committee on Indian Affairs, and I 
think my statement will be carried out by the chairman of the 
committee. 

Mr. PEFFER. Has there been any action of the committee 
reported to the Senate on the question? 

Mr. MANDERSON. None whatever. 

Mr. PEFFER. ThenT insist on my motion. 

Mr. PLATT. 
let of the Cherokees and we agreed to give them for it some- 
thing over $8,000,000. Sometime prior to that purchase they 
had been leasing the Outlet and receiving $200,000 a year for it, 
but the Government cut off that lease, and now for three or four 

ears the Cherokee Nation has been deprived of any income 
rom the Cherokee Outlet; which has very much embarrassed 
them. A year ago we purchased the Outlet, and on the 3d of 
March, 1893, the Senate passed a bill paying for it at the time 
it was purchased. If the action of the Senate had been carried 
out, the Indians would have been paid this money in full a year 
ago; but the funds of the Government were quite limited, and 
the House of Representatives thought that the Government 
could not afford to make a present payment, and therefore di- 
vided the payments up into five or sixinstallments; that is, it 
de‘erred the payments for this and, and in conference between 
the Senate and the House of Representatives that was agreed 
to. But this provision was inserted in the appropriation bill: 


Provided, Thatif the legislative council of the Cherokee Nation shall deem 
it more advantageous to their people they may issue a loan for the principal 


na interest ay S,pledg ts erest and | 
ana interest of the deferred payments, pledging sald amounts of interest and | it more advantageous to their people they may issuealoan for the 


principal to secure payment of such debt. 

Of course they wanted this money, and really, as it seemed to 
me, we ought to have paid it to them when we made the pur- 
chase, took the land, and opened it to settlement, but we deferred 
the payments, and then we said the Cherokee Nation may issue 
a loan for this, and if it does it may pledge the amount of prin- 
cipal and interest to secure the payment of such loan. That is 
just what they have done. In their National Council in the law 
which provided for the issuance of the bonds to secure this 
money, they adopted this section: 

Sec. 4. That the Cherokee delegation shall not recsive the money or any 


| them from local taxation under the law of the United State: 


| pay upon mortgages upon real estate. 


3, if 
this joint resolution passes. They have therefore secured prac- 
tically bonds of the United States bearing 4 per cent interest at 
$165,000 less than par. I think the amendment I have offered 
should be adopted, and that the purchasers of these bonds ought 
to pay local taxes upon these obligations the same as they would 


The reason that we are 


| able to sell bonds of the United States bearing 3 per cent inter 


Mr. President, we purchased the Cherokee Out- | 


est above par is because of their exemption from taxation; and 
these bonds would have sold ata premium which would be equiva 
lent to 3 p:r cent interest if it had been understood when 


| they were advertised for sale. It was not so understood, but by 
manipulation unquestionably they are securing an obligation 
which is exempt from taxation, an obligation of the Government 
bearing 4 per cent interest at $165,000 less than par, because 
though they paid $100,000 more than the face of these obliga- 
tions, the purchase carrie3 with it accrued interest for one year, 


portion thereof on account of said sale, transfer, and assignment, but the | 


entire amount shall be placed in the Treasury of the United States, or any 
subtreasury thereof, to the credit of the Cherokee Nation, subject to the ac- 
tion of the National Council. , 
I think it was a very wise precautionary thing for them to 
rovide that when this money was paid upon this loan it should 
be put into the Treasury of the United States. 


Such an amounf | 


of it as is not required for the payment of the already accrued | 


expenses of their government has to be distributed among the 
people, and there may be very many questions arising as to the 
distribution, who is entitled to it.etc.,and it seems to me it was 
avery wise and prudent thing for them to pass an actin the 
Cherokee Council thatthe money raised upon thess bonds should 
not be paid over to the delegation to do what they pleased with, 
and to be put where they pleased, but that it should be placed 
in the custody of the United States. There is no law which au- 
thorizes the United States to receive it, as I understand, and 
the object of the joint resolution is toenable the Treasurer of 
the United States to receive the funds and keep them until the 
Cherokee National Council shall direct what is to be done with 
them. This is a very simpie matter, and it seems to me a very 
proper matter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Perrer] to refer the pending 
joint resolution to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. [offer the amendment which I send to 
the desk, to be added to the joint resolution as a proviso. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SecrReTaRyY. It is proposed to add to the joint resolution 
the following: 

Provided, however, That said assigned obligation shall not be exempt from 
the payment of taxes. 

Mr. BERRY. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr.PETTIGREW. Before that motionis considered, [should 
like to make a brief statement in regard to the amendment. 

Mr. BERRY. 
ment, I shall withdraw the motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion to lay on the table is 
withdrawn. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I think the people who have 


ss 
these bonds have managed to secure an obligation whic 


exempts 


If the Senator desires to discuss the amend- | 


which amounts to $265,000. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, after full consider- 
ation and mature deliberation, the Senate passed alaw by which 
we agreed to pay the Cherokee Indians $8,000,000 for the country 


we bought from them a year ago. There not being money 
enough in the Treasury to pay for this land in cash, there was 


an agreement made, not in strictconformity with the agreement 
mad» between the Commissioners of the Government and the 
Cherokee Nation, that instead of paying the wholeof the money 
in cash, certain amounts of it should be paid in deferred pay 
ments, in installments; but we provided at the same tim>, know- 
ing the necessities of the Cherokees to realizeon the money that 
was due them, that they should have the privilege of turning 
these obligations of the Government into cash. The proviso of 
the act of March 3, 1893, is as follows: 

Provided, That if the Legislative Council of the Cherokee Nation shall deem 
and interest of the deferred payments pledging said amounts of in ore ~ aaa 
principal to secure payment of such debt. 

These people are simply exercising:an authority conferred 
upon them by Congress. They have made their arrangements 
for the raising of this money. They do not want, as was su 
gested by my colleague, to have the money deposited in a pri 
vate bank. They have made an agreement with the men with 
whom they have made the arrangement to deposit this money 
in the subtreasury as affording greater security than a de 
any where else. 

No part of the agreement between the Cherokee Indians and 
these people comes under the supervision of Congress. It is 
simply a question to determine whether or not we shal! allow 
these people to have their money deposited in the subtre 
where it will be safe until such time as the Cherokee Council takes 
action in regard to it. Thatis all there is of the joint resolu- 
tion. 

All other questions are irrelevant and have nothing whatever 
to do with this arrangement. We passed a law, and whatever 
rights these people have have been standing now for more than 
twelve months, and I can see no reason why the question should 
be complicated with any of these outside issues. Weare to pay 
this money with interest, and it is a matter of no concern to 
whether we pay it to the Indians themselves or to other people 


posit 


sur 


Us 


who ag@vanced the Indians the money, if it is satisfactory to 
them. 
I hope the amendment of the Senator from South Dakot: will 


be voted down and that the joint resolution will pass without 
amendment. 
Mr. BERRY. I renew my motion to lay the 
the Senator from South Dakota on the t: 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on 


amendment o 


ible. 


the motion of 


the Senator from Arkansas to lay the amendment of the Senator 
irom South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW | on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 


1d 


amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, a: 
passed. 


The preamble was agreed to. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr.CALL. I move that the Senate proceed to the con 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After forty miautes spent 
inexecutive session the doors were reopened. 

ADDITIONAL RE’ORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, from the Committee on the 


luera- 


Judi- 


| ciary, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1813) providing an addi- 


tional circuit judge in the ninth judicial circuit, reported it 
without amendment. Fe 
Mr. GEORGE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 








} 
3 
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AE 





was referred the bill (S. 1390) providing an additional circuit 
judge in the eighth judicial circuit, reported it with an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. VILAS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was roferred the bill (S. 1478) providing for an additional cir- 
cuit judge in the seventh judicial circuit, and for other pur- 

ses, reporied it with an amendment. 

Mr.CALL. Iam directed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, to whom was enbeieet the bill (H. R. 4853) ahaa ap- 
propriations for fortifications and other works of defense, for 
the armam ‘nt thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance 
for trial and service, and for other purposes, to report it with 
amendments. 

Mr. ALLISON, I should like to ask the Senatorfrom Florida 
when he expects to call up the bill for consideration? 

Mr. CALL, I do not think it can be taken up this week, but 
Ishall call it up some time next week. There are some Sena- 
tors now absent who desire to be present when certain amend- 
ments are considered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER) Mr. TuURPIE in the chair). The 
bill will be placed on the Calendar. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the enrolled bill (S. 260) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at the most accessible point between the city 
of Kansas and the town of Sibley, in the county of Jackson and 
State of Missouri,” approved March 3, 1887. 

WILLIAM M’GARRAHAN, 

Mr. TELLER. Iask that the unfinished business be laid be- 
fore the Senate. 

The PRES(DING OFFICER. Tho unfinished business, being 
Senate bill 341, will be proceeded with. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 341) to submit to the Court of Private 
Land Claims, established by an act of Congress approved March 
3, 1891, the title of William McGarrahan to the Rancho Panoche 
Grande, in the State of California, and for other purposes, 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, { do not expect to occupy 
much time on the present occasion, having heretofore discussed 
the bill at length, but I wish merely to 1 attention to the al- 
most absolute prob bility that the bill covers a fraud from the 
beginning to the very end. Mr. Gomez, a clerk in the commis- 
sary dep irtment, applied to the governor of the Territory for a 

rant of 3 leagues square. That request was referred to the 
ocal officer, who reported that the land was vacant, and there- 


fore that there was no objection to the grant. That comprises 


absolutely the whole of any legal evidence that this claim e 
existed the min asked forit. When he presented the case 
the commissioners who were appointed by the Government of 
the United States in 1871, and it was not presented by Gomez 
until ne irly two years thereafter, that commission, better quali- 
fied to decide the merits of this question than any other tribunal 
in the world. decided that he had no legal title whatever. From 
that he had the right to take an arene . 

But, Mr. President, let us go back for just a moment. This 
grant purports to have been made fifty yearsago. In 1843 Gomez, 
a clerk in the omega Res eat left that place and a 
the Mexican Army to fight against the United States. the 
Mexic in Government ever gave him any valid title, would they 
not be likely to furnish him with the evidence that they had 
done so? Of course they would. Yet this man pretends that 
while he was gone to fight against the United States, owing to 
the disturbance at Monterey by the American Army.he had 
somehow mistaid and lost h = But one of the neighbors 
of this same Gomez, who had lived by him for twenty years, tes- 
tified that he-had never heard of the Gomez claim. Is it likely 
that this myn should have this stupendous grant of 4 square 
leagues, which the Mexican Government never would make un- 
less they hid some consiJeration, unless there was some distin- 
guished service performed? It is utterly incredible. 

We have had this case before the Supreme Court five times, 
and every time when it has been considered upon the merits or 
up-n any collateral issue it has been decided against Gomez or 
against McGarrahan, either one or the other. Yet it is pro- 
posed that this claim shall now be referred to a young and junior 
court, having far less experienc? than the Supreme of the 
United States or the districtcourts, to decide upon the question. 
Evidently the commissioners who were appointed by the United 
States, and who first eS better qualified to 
consider and investiyate the merits ds thanenpbely ales, 

Bat here again comes up anotaer fraud. After Mr. Gomez 
had taken an ap of the case to the district court he gave 
away one-half of it to the district attorney, one Mr. Ord. 
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a GEORGE. Who was attending to the case for the other 
side} 

Mr. MORRILL. Who was attending to the case? He was 
the district attorney of the United States. 

Mr. GEORGE. He was attending to the suit against Gomez? 

Mr. MORRILL. Yes. There is hardly any spot in this case 
that is not fairly pock-marked with fraud. The first that I will 
read is an extract from the opinion of the Supreme Court: 

Tho claim of Gomez to this land has been decided in this court to be sig- 
nally fraudulent and void. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Is that from a decision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States? 

Mr. MORRILL. That isfrom adecision of the United States 
Supreme Court, found in 9 Wallace. 

I read now from the report of a case in 3 Wallace. 

The person who had been the counsel of Gemez, one Ord, having become 
the representative at law of the United States as the district attorney for 
that part of California, entered into a bargain with Gomez to aliow a re- 
versal, by the district court, of the decree of the board, and a consequent 
confirmation of the claim, on condition of receiving himself a portionof the 
land; which afterwards he did receive. By such an abuse and betrayal of 
his oficial trust, as the reporter understood the case, the decree above-men- 
tioned was obtained. 

** By such an abuse.” 

So far as Gomez was concerned, therefore, whatever title he had derived 
no validity from the decree. 

The decree of the district court which had been so imposed 
upon by Ord. When the case came before the Supreme Court 

the United States they indignantly rejected the decree of the 
districtcourt. They proceeded to consider it and then decided 
the case against McGarrahan. 

The next thing to which I call attention is the discrepancy in 
the boundary. In the exvediente it is described by one term, and 
under the petition to which we are now to give legal validity it 
is described by another, and the two descriptions are very far 
apart. The land, according to one description, is in one county, 
and according to the other it is in another county. If any Sen- 
ator desires to see the map of it I will give him a chance to look 
atit. [Exhibiting a wee It showsa wide difference. It never 
was considered favorably by any Secretary of the Interior, 
whether it was Browning or Schurz or Chandler. By looking 
at the map Senators will see that Schurz was right when he said 
that the New Idria Mining Company was at least 10 miles away 
from the claim of MeGarrahan. The map i have here is certi- 
fied to be correct, and it shows the precise boundaries of these 
étwoclaims. And yet we are to be forced into a consideration of 
a bill where the descriptions fairly swear at each other. 

{ desire to call attention to the terms in which evidence was 
admitted in this case. Of course, the United States can hardly. 
produce any evidence in relation to the claim; but all of the ex 

rte evidence on the part of this claimant under the pending 

l receives an indorsement that will entitle it to be considered: 

at is, even a map is to be received which he never has 
proved to any court in the world was presented atthe time. He 
presented something at the time with his first application and 
then said he would provide another. But there is no proof that 
he ever exhibited the other map to anybody: It is provided in 
the bill that— 

The depositions and other evidence a before said Board of Land 

joners, or copies thereof, and ali depositions, proofs, testimony, or 
affidavits taken before any circuit or district court of the United States in 
the State of California. or the clerks of such courts. or any commissioner 
appointed by said courts, or before any notary public, or before any com- 
mittee of the Senate and House of Represen ves of the Congress of the 
United States, or of any map or deed of record of any department of the 
Government of the United States, or of any act of Congress through which 
the boundaries set forth in said expediente and the title of said McGarrahan 
to the said lands can be show 1, protected, and established, or of any ora! or 
written testimony or deposition or copies thereof, concerning said record 
touching said grant from said Governor Manuel Micheltorena to said Vicente 
P. Gomez, or any patent or record of a patent for portion of said lands 
in any of the departments of the Government signed by the President of the 
Unitad States or dy his private secretary authorized to sign land patents, 
etc. 

All this, whatever it may be, is made le evidence to be 
introduced before the Court of Private Land Claims, to which 
this claim is to be referred. 

Mr. President, this claim seems to me a stupendous fraud. If 

will read the four or five hundred letters which were 

written between McGarrahan and a lobbyist who was here for 

a the name of Franck, he wili see the reprehensible and 

ne means which were taken in order to lobby this claim 

th Congress, sometimes before one committee and some- 
times another. 

Mr. GEORGE. Are those letters printed? 

Mr. MORRILL. Yes, they are ted. They will be found 
ina es made by Mr. Mc , then a member of the Sen- 
ate, in another made by Randolph Tucker in the 
House of Representatives—-two lawyers whom nobody who has 
ever considered this case will as inferior to themselves. 

In that miscellaneous heap of matter it will be found that Mc- 
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Garrahan has twice made an incorporated company under the 
laws of the United States, and there have been deeds made by 
him as the chief officer of that incorporated company to indi- 
viduals. Now he represents that that was a mere family 
affair, but if he really has any title to be conveyed under this 
bill, how is it that the pariies who have derived title from such 
companies can be divested of it by act of Congress? 

I omitted to read the testimony of Pacifieus Ord in relation to 
his own guilt in connection with this case. I read from How- 
ard's Reports, volume 23, page 328. 

Affiant further says, that shortly thereafter, the court being then in ses- 
sion, the said Hartman, acting as counsel for said claimant, presented the 
said case to the court by reading the petition for review, and the other papers 
and transcript in the case to the court for the appellant. That after sodoing 
this afflant, acting for the United States, admitted in open court thatin his 
opinion the claim was a valid one, and that in accordance with the rulings 
of the-courtin previous cases the case should be confirmed. That there- 
upon the court ordered that the decision of the land commissioners should 
be reversed, and a decree of confirmatioa entered therein for claimant 

That is aboutas good as the story of the man who thought 
himself the biggest man in his State, and when was ap- 
pro ched about it admitted it. 

Of course I do not intend to consume much more time. I ask 
that the amendments which I offered on Thursday last be now 
read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments intended to 
be oered by the Senator from Vermont wili be now read. 

“he Secretary read the first amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by Mr. MORRILL, which was in section 3, line 32, after the 
wor.i‘‘forthwich,” to strike out the remainder of the section, as 
follows: 

Ascertain in such manner a3 may seem to him the most certain and ex- 
peditious what tracts of land have been conveyed or disposed of by the Gov- 
ernment to other persons than the said William McGarrahan, and for the resl- 


due of said land embraced within said boundaries shall issue a patent to the 
said William MeGarrahan, as hereinbefore provided. 


And insert: 

Cause a survey to be mae of the tract of land aforesaid, under and in ac- 
cor iance with the provisions of the act entitled “‘An act to expedite the set- 
tlement of titles to lands in the State of California,”’ approved July 1, 1864, 
and upon the return and approval of such survey by him it shall be his duty 
to ascertain, in such manner as may seem the most certainand gy os us, 
what tracts of land, if any, within the boundaries so ascertained, have been 
conveyed and disposed of by the Government to other persons than the said 
William McGarrahan, and for the residue of said land embraced within said 
— sshall issue to the said William McGarrahan, as hereinbefore pro- 
vided. 


Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I shall now read the state- 
ment made by aspecial examiner sent out to California to in- 
vestigate this matter, from which it appears that the records of 


1e 
ic 


Monterey County show the transfer by several of the original | 


locators through divers parties to William McGarrahan; and 
there appears also a transfer to him from the Panoche Grande 
Quicksilver Mining Company, of New York, of a tract of land 
of 3,000 acres in a square form containing the Picacho quicksil- 
ver mine as near the center of this square as possible; and, 
finally, there is a transfer from William McGarrahan, dated 
July 26, 1866, of this same tract of 3,000 acres, including the 
mines, to sundry persons, for whom and for whose assigns a cus- 
todian was appointed. 

From the report made by Mr. McDonald it appears that on 
several occasions one party instructed the other to give a certain 
amount of anything he might receive for the stock in such com- 
pany to parties whom he designed to corrupt here in Washing- 

n. 

In relation to the amendments which have been proposed by me, 
I ask that the letter I have received from a former Commissioner 
of the General Land Office, Mr. Bardett, of the firm of Burdett, 
Thompson & Law, may be read by the Secretary, showing that 
while McGarrahan undertook by e,ectment to get rid of the New 
Idria Mining Company and failed in court, the title of the New 
Idria Mining Company has been confirmed by law. Mr. Burdett 
and his partners are now the attorneys of the New Idria Min- 
ing Company. They ob ect to having this large claim made a 
je gment against the United States, and state that if it be well 
ounded they ought to pay for it. Of course they do not believe 
there is any equity in it, and the courts have so decided. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 
Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


(Burdett, Thompson & Law, attorneys and counsellors at law 


roa 
su 


UOntice 


F street. Post-office box 24} 
WASHINGTON, D. C., March 21, 12994. 
Dz4r Sir: 
fe s o > ¢ = * 
We are and for many years have been the attorneysof the New Idcria Min- 
ing Company. The provisions of the pending bill (Semate 341) are so framed 


as to protect the property and interests of that company from any harm 
whatever should it become law. Nevertheless the proposals of the bill are 
such that its passage may result in taxing out of the Treasury a great sum 
of money which. if due at a!l. should be paid by the company and not by the 
public at large. 
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The company objects against being thus put in the wrong and 4 
to voice its protest. Through all the years during which, at grea ‘ 
company has successfully combatted the claims of William MeUarrah 


was in fact defending the title of the United States to a tract 1@ pu 
lands. The company was simply a locator of mineral lands wi i 
eventually obtaining title thereto, under the laws of the United t 1 
precisely the same manner r locators have obtained their tits 
They were hindered and delayed in securing their patents by the assert 1 


1D th 
iS all ovne 


of the claimant (McGarrahan) th the lands on which their locatior ) 
made were a part of a Mexican grant, and therefore not public and! 
ject to disposal under the mineral laws 

The controversies in the courts and in the Department of the Interior in 
which this contention was met and overthrown, were mainly fought out on 
the question of the validity of the alleged Mexican grant 

There was and is another question involve! which the company most 
strenuously insists would, if rightly solvel, relieve it and the Treasury of 
the Unite d States from any appearance of responsibility, even should it be 
finally held that there was avalid grant from Mexico to Gomez, from whom 


the claimant became the purchaser of an un livided one-half inter 

When the ciaimant proceedei to have the survey mide which ) ’ 
pending bill, he seeks to have declared final and valid, the actof June l4 
(12 Stats., page 33) was in full force. 

it provided for the making of surveys of private land claims in Californ 
under the supervision of the court Wherein contirmation was had; for 
puctlication of the fact that such survey had been made, and gave 
nity forobjectors to be heard. This wasthe appropriate act 

But the claimant knew that there had been no tinal judgmentof cont 








tion in his case. and that the court must therefore have rejected as invalid 
any survey he presented as not made of a confirmed claim 
He therefor» resorted to the act of June 2, 1882 (12 Stats., 410), which, as 


shown to a former committee of the Senate, he had aided to pass. That act 
special and private in character, expressly provided that any survey ma 
under it should be prima facie evidence only of the true location of t 
claimed or granted. Under thatact the tnterested party selected the 
tion to be surveyed; he furnished such dataas he pleased, and withheld i 
as it was not tohis interest tofurnish. The evidence is also absolutely 
clusive that the deputy surveyor who performed the fleld work in thisca 
was furnished with a Mexican sketch map as belonging to the papers 
Panoche Grande or Gomez ciaim, which never had any connection there 
with 
The 
Once | 







in the 


survey thus made for the claimant has been twice brought to trial 
slifornia, where the supren.e court of that State hela itto?! 







e in 


valid | Garrahan vs. Maxwell, 28 Cal.,75); and before the Secretary of the 
Interior in 1879, when it was found that the company's mines never f 
within the limits of the alleged grant to Gomez. (Copp's Laad Ow 

ume 6, page 71.) 

The United States has never had its day in court on this qu lon of 
true locality of the Gomez claim. Surely the Treasury oucht not t« eld 
to piyment until such trial has been had. The printed memvorand 
with suggests an amendment which if adopted will give such trina 
subject the claimant to such conditions only as every other like claimant of 


lands under a foreign grant, without a single exce has be 
to observe 


Very re 


ption 


ectfully 


Lily 


BURDETT, THOMPSON & LAW 
Justis 8S. MORRILL 


United States Senate 


Mr. MORRILL. I now ask that the sec 
tend to propose may be read. 


Hon 


ynd amendment [| in 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendmen: will be st 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend section 3 by 


ing outall after the word *' expediente,” in line 14, down to 1 


word ‘* Provided,” in line 22, as follows: 


muss 


And that the survey made by the United States surveyor-gener le 
State of California and approved by said surveyor-general on th by 
of September, 1862, which survey was approve by the Secretary in 
terior December 29, 1862, and is now on file in the Geueral Land O all 
be considered as forming partof the lands embraced within said bo ea 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, as I have stated, 1 regard 
| this claim as a stupendous fraud, and I object that a bill puld 


be brought in here which I think every lawyer in th: ate 
will say is steel-clad in favor of the claimant. 

Ms. HUNTON. Mr. President, I shall not detain t 
by a full argument of the McGarrahan case. It isa gq tion 
which has been argued overand overagain before the Senate, und 
in the last twelve months has been passed upon twice by a fa- 
vorabie vote of the Senate by quite a large majority; but I « 
not agree that the venerable and distinguished Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] shall make the charges he has made in 
the remarks which he has submitted without saying something 
in reply thereto. 

I suppose if there be one obligation more sacred than an- 
other, it is that arising under a treaty between two nations 
By the treaty of Guadalupe-Hidalgo, made between the United 
Siates and the Kingdom of Mexico, for the empire derived by 
the United States under that treaty the United States entered 
into certain treaty obligations. 


he te 


wn 


Among those obligations was one to protect and defend all 
the property rights which the Mexicans had acquired under the 
Mexican Government before the treaty and cession were made. 


So, if the Senate becomes satisfied that Gomez, the assignor of 
MeGarrahan, had a property right in the Rancho Panoche 
Grande, | take it for granted that there is not a Senator within 
the sound of my voice who would not hasten the action of the 
Government of the United States to carry out that treaty obli 

gation and to repair the wrong which has been inilicted upon 
MeGarrahan for the last thirty years. The initial step, tucre- 
fore. is. did Gomez have a grant from Governor Micheltorena, of 
UpperCalifornia? If hedid, then the treaty between the United 
States and Mexico binds this Government to stand by that prop- 
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erty rightof Gomezand toscethat heenjoysit. The fact that he 
has been kept out of the enjoyment of that right for thirty years 
makes itall the more incumbentupon the Congress of the United 
States to seo that the wrong which has been dons shall be 
righted, and that speedily. 

The initial question, I repeat, is, did Gomez have a grant? 
The distinguished Senator from Vermont says that the United 
States passed a law to carry out the treaty obligations and ap- 
pointed a land commission to go to California and to pass upon 
ques.ions arising under the grants made by Mexico to her citi- 
zens before the cession of that territory to the United States. 
The distinguished Senator says that the land commission de- 
cided that Gomez had no title to this property; but the Senator 
did not, as he ought to have done, if he will excuse the remark, 
tell the Senaie why that commission did not Gnd a title in Go- 
mez to thisland. He knows better than I can ‘ell him that that 
land commission decided upon evidence before it that Gomez did 
have this grant; but they decided further that there was no evi- 
dence going to show that Gomez had ever taken possession of 
the land embraced in the grant. For that reason, and that rea- 
son alone, the land commission decided against the right of Go- 
mez to that grant. 

That action of the land commission established one thing cer- 
tainly, which has never since been successfully contradicted, to 
wit, that Micheltorena, who had the right to make the grant, 
did make the grant to Gomez of the Rancho Panoche Grande. 
That was establisned by that commission, and it never has been 
successfully assailed from that day tothis. They decided, how- 


ever, that not having taken possession under the Mexican grant, 
therefore the grant was invalid. 

About that time the celebrated Frémont case came to the Su- 
preme Courtof the United States, involving identically the same 
quéstions, in which Fremont proved that his assignor had ob- 
tained a grant, but had notobtained possession under the grant. 
The land commission decided against him as it did against Go- 
mez. Frémont had in the mean time taken the case to the Su- 
preme Court of the United States, and the Supreme Court in that 
case, followed by a number of other casesof similar character, de- 
cided that possession wasa condition subsequent, and, therefore, 
did notinvalidate the grant. They gave Frémont the magnificent 
domain embraced in the grant, and the Frémontcase went back 
to California before the Gomez case came up on appeal to the 
district court in California. When that case came up in the dis- 
trict court the land commissioners upon evidence had decided 
thata grant was given, the Supreme Court had decided that 
possession was not necessary, and so there was nothing to do on 
the part of the district court of California but to confirm the 
grant made to Gomez. I state row that the testimony before 
that commission was the testimony of several witnesses and of a 
— many documents which bore upon the grant made to 
yomez. 

Mr. MORRILL. Will the distinguished Senator from Vir- 
ginia say that there was any grant before the commission? 

Mr. HUNTON. I mean to lay before the Senate exactly what 
the evidence was. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask whether there was literally the grant 
purporting to be from the governor? 

Mr. HUNTON. I will answer the Senator with a great deal 
of pleasure and, I trust, with entire candor. 

When the American forces under Fr-mont invaded Upper Cali- 
fornia and took possession, they took possession of the archives 
of the government in the custody of Governor Micheltorena, and 
it was for that reason that ail the original papers under which 
Gomez claimed could not be produ before the land commis- 
sion. 

Mr. MORRILL. But will the Senator, if he will allow me to 
again interrupt him, say that Gomez was a man at all likely to 
leave his private papers where they could not be obtained? 
Would he not take care of them when he went back into Mex- 
ico, or when he returned would he be likely to have left his pa- 
pers in the hands of others? 

Mr. HUNTON. The distinguished Senator said that Gomez 
was an officer of the government, and that this was a govern- 
ment grant. 

Mr. MORRILL. He was aclerk in the commissary depart- 


ment. 

Mr. HUNTON. And it was upon that ground mainly that 
Gomez got his grant of the land. He was an officer of the gov- 
ernment of Governor Micheltorena; he was there asa t of 
that evenent, and his private papers were there with him, 
and the proof of it is thata of the private papers 


of Gomez relating to this grant was afterwards found among the 
mass of osnere taken possession of by the American forces on 
that occasion. 

Mr. NORRILL. Gomez was merely a clerk and not an officer 
of a military character, as I understand. 
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Mr. HUNTON. Mr. President, I state again that no lawyer 

has boldness enough, in my judgment, to undertake before a 
court or a jury to assail successfully the evidence upon which 
the land commissioners found that there was a grant of the 
Panoche Grande to Gomez. This case was reported favorably 
by a committee of the Senate in the last Congress, and has been 
reported again by a committee at this session, and I beg leave 
to call the attention of the Senate to the evidence touching this 
grant: 
I. The deposition of Jos4 Castro, who filled the office of political chief of 
California, and was also prefect and commanding general, which states that 
Gomez, with whom he was well acquainted, desired him (Castro) to inform 
him (Gomez) of a suitable place to petition for or secure, and that he recom- 
mended the Panoche Grande. 


There is the origin of the desire of Gomez to have the Panoche 
Grande. 


II. The petition of Gomez to Governor Micheltorena, March 13, 1844, re- 
questing a grant of the rancho. 


The recommendation of Castro was followed up by the peti- 
tion, which was found amongst the papers captured by Frémont 
from Micheltorena. 


III. A marginal entry made by the governor. March 14, 1844, on the petition 
of Gomez, that the pe od secretary should cause the necessary investiga- 
tions to be made and make report. 
IV. A declaration of the same date, by Manuel Jimino, the secretary, that 
the petition of Gomez had been transmitted to the first justice of San Juan, 
in order that he should report what would be just in the matter. 
V. The report of the justice, dated March 20, 1844, stating that the land 
Was vacant, and that there was no reason why the same should not be 
granted. 

° : ‘ 
All that is record evidence found after Gomez had filed the 
petition before the land commission. 
VI. A map of the land, filed in pursnance of the justice's report. 
VIL. The affidavit of Valentine Gajiola, employed in the Presidial Com- 
pany of Monterey in 1848, showing that Gomez applied to him to make a 
map of the ranche; exhibited to him the title paper Guly executed, and that 
he made the map as desired. ; 
VILL. The deposition of José Abrigo, the head of the commissary depart- 
ment, and resident in Monterey, proving that Gomez was a clerk in his of- 
fice, and that, in 1845, he (Gomez) showed him a title to the land named, to- 
gether with a map of the property; that the papers were on by the gov- 
ernor aud secretary, and that he was well acquainted with the signatures of 
these officers, having often seen them write; that the archives in which 
these papers were passed into the possession of the American Army July 7, 


IX. The testimony of Abrigo, Dr. James L. Ord, a surgeon in the United 
States . and others, proving the destruction of the archives in Monte- 
rey, and the fact that such destruction is generally admitted. 

x. The deposition of Oscar De Grandé Barque, stating that Gomez, in 
—— him title papers for the rancho, and proposed a sale of the land 
to him. 

XI. The affidavit of J. Marno Bonilla, secretary of the superior tribunal of 
justice in Monterey, stating that Gomez, in 1841, applied to him for stamped 
paper, to be used in procuring a title to lands; and that in 1845 he saw 
Ramccante of grants of land, among which was that of Panoche Grande to 

omez. 


I beg the Senator from Vermont to note the fact that this wit- 
ness swore before the land commission that he had gone to the 
records of Micheltorena, and there among the land grants re- 
corded in the proper book he found the grant of the Rancho 
Panoche Grande made to Gomez. 


XII. The affidavit of Matias Moreno, secretary of state of Upper Califor- 
nia, stat that in 1846 he knew Gomez had obtained a grant for Panoche 
Grande, and that he saw the grant. 

XI. The affidavits of Maricio Gonzales, José Fernandez, Gabriel de la 

Torre, Joaquin S. 
the crant. 
XIV. The statement of E. L. Goold, esq., before the Judiciary Committee, 
that he believed the petition of Gomez was a genuine document, and that 
he based his o on his knowledge of the facts and circumstances con- 
nected with the case of said Gomez against the United States, which in- 
voived the validity of the grant upon which this cased is based. Mr. Goold 
Was of counsel in said case in opposition to the grant, and appeared as a 
witness before the com on behalf of the opposing parties. 

XV. The % by Governor Micheltorena, in the year i844, to Don Julian 
Ursua, of the tract known as the rancho “La Panoche de San Juan and Los 
Carrisalitos,” wherein the tract is described as being bounded on the south 
by the mine of * Los las" and “La Panoche Grande.” 

XVI. Statement of ry D. Cooke, esq., that when he was in California, 
in the years 1847-48-49, it was common report that Gomez had received a 
grant of a rancho near Juan from the Mexican Government. 

X VIL. In 18% the board of land commissioners, at the hearing on the evi- 
dence, as required by the lawsof the United States, decided that Gomez had 
given satisfactory proof of the existence and loss of the grant. 


With that accumulated testimony before the Senate of the 
United States, I ask is there a Senator within the sound of my 
voice who doubts for one moment that Gomez had a grant from 
Micheltorena for the Rancho Panoche Grande? I say the man 
who doubts it is very hard to convince indeed. 

Mr. President, starting out with the assumption that Gomez 
had this grant, which has been recognized in a hundred cases 
by the Supreme Court of the United States to be a property 
right and to come under the protecting privileges of the treaty 
between Mexico and the United States, I ask, no matter what 
delay has , is it not the duty of this Government to 
hasten the time when justice shall be done to Gomez and his as- 

? 


r. President, if it be so (and it looks to me like it was un- 


. Escamilla, and others, tending to prove the existence of 
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questionable and could not really be questioned) that the Mexi- 
ean Government did give to Gomez a grant of the Panoche 
Grande, is it not the duty of the United States to hasten to re- 

ir the wrong which has beendone him and his assignee in the 
ast thirty years? Nay, more; no matter what decisions have 
been made, no matter how many adverse decisions of the Su- 
preme Court have been m ide, if the Senate is satisfied thata 
rant was made protected by the treaty, it is the duty of the 
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egislative department of this Government to override every- | 


thing of that sortand do justice to these parties under the treaty 
obligations of the United States. 


| with the Government in order to pay the expenses. 


But the distinguished Senator from Vermont says the Su- | 


preme Court have decided that this case isnotright. I believe 
he went so far ax to say they had called it a stupendous fraud. 
I have not time, in the limit which I have set upon the remarks 
I shall submit, to go into a decision of the Supreme Court of the 
United States in these cases, but I desire to say one thing. 

Mr. MORRILL. I merely said it was so given in the state- 
ment of the case in the Supreme Court. I did not say the Su- 
preme Court had so decided. 

Mr. HUNTON. As|I said a while ago, if we have started in 
this case aright by the establishment of a grant to Gomez, then 
no matter what the Supreme Court have said, no matter what 
anybody has said, there is a duty resting upon the United States 
Government under its treaty stipulations to carry out the obii- 
gation of that treaty and give to Gomez and his assignee the 
right acquired by the grant from Mexico. 

[ agree that the Supreme Court of the United States did de- 
cide this case againstGomez. I beg tostate here, without going 
into any criticism of the Supreme Court, because that would 
hardly be tolerated in this case, that if the Supreme Court de- 
cided the various questions that came before it in this caseright, 
then they have decided the same questions wrong in a hundred 
other cases. I think I can pledge myself, sir, to demonstrate 


that to any fair audience in the land. But has nobody else de- 
cided this case except the Supreme Court? Has no other tri- 
bunal having equal jurisdiction, and, when it takes jurisdiction, 
exclusive jurisdiction—aye, exclusive of the Supreme Court of 
the United States—decided this case, and decided it in favor of 
Gomez, the grantee? 

Sir, after this case had passed through the district court in 
California by an appeal, which is always taken in such cases, it 
went to the Supreme Court of the United States. At thattime 
Hon. Jeremiah Black was Attorney-General under Mr. Buchan- 
an’s Administration. It was customary in such cases that the 
Attorney-General should examine them to see whether he would 
prosecute the appeal. On a certain occasion, the date of which 
I can not now give, Gomez and his counsel, or McGarrahan, who 
had then become the assignee of Gomez, and his counsel on the 
one side, and the United States and its counsel on the other, ap- 
peared before Attorney-General Black and argued this case in 
all its features. Upon solemn argument before the Atforney- 
General of the United States he made a decision in the case, de- 
ciding that there was nothing in it upon which an appeal could 
be prosecuted. He entered in the minutes of his book that he 
kept in the Attoraey-General’s office a : tate nent to the effect 
that there was nothing in thé case, and ord>:ed it dismissed. 
Thereupon the counsel for McGarrahan, wita the approbation 


of the Attorney-General, went into the Supreme Court of the | 


United States and entered a dismissal of the appeal, and a man- 
date was sent down to the court below, ordering that court to 
carry out its original decree confirming the grant to Gomez. 
Mr. President, there is no lawyer inthe land who, if consulted 
upon the title of McGarrahan to the Panoche Grande, after it 
had gone through the district court to the Supreme Court of 
the United States and there the appeal had been dismissed and 
a mandate sent down directing the original decree to be carried 
into execution, would not have told William McGarrahan that 
he had as good a title to that property as he had tothe coat 
upon his back. Just before that time the New Idria Mining 
Company had come in—a parcel of squatters who had no more 
right or interest in the property than has the distinguished 
Senator from Vermont, or any other Senator on the floor of the 
Senate. They came inthere, and from that day to thisit has been 
a fight, not between the Government of the United States and 
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Department, always the enemy of McGarrahan, and from which 
and the Attorney-General's oilice together thirty-five different 
men have departed to enter the service of the New Idria Mining 
Company as their counsel — 

Mr. GEORGE. What is the Senator's statement? 

Mr. HUNTON. I say McGarrahan could get no survey in the 
ordinary mode, and about that time the Congress of the United 
States passed a law authorizing each claimant of a grant to 
make a survey for himself, provided he would deposit the money 
McGarra- 
han has been charged (I do not think the Senator from Vermont 
made the charge t»-day; | believe he did on a previous occasion, 
although Tam not sure of it) with lobbying that bill through 
in order to cover his case; and the proof in that book on your 
desk shows that McGarrahan was in California at the time the 
law was passed. 

Mr. MORRILL. I did not say anything about that matter. 

Mr. HUNTON. The law was passed at the instigation and 
suggestion of a man by the name of McGuire, and McGarrahan 
was in what wasthen the Territory of California. Butthe bill was 
passed. It becamealaw. The surveyors were instructed under 
it, and under the instructions issued from the Land Department 
here Gen. Beale, the surveyor-general of that country, at the 
request of McGarrahan, had this landsurveyed. Isany Senator 
here bold enough to attack the good faith and integrity of Gen. 
Beale, a man who in the matter of integrity stood as high as 
any Senator on this floor? He made the survey. It was for- 
warded to this city and filed in the Land Department. The Land 
Department, filled with the enemies of MeGarrahan and the paid 
empioyés of the New Idria Mining Company, refused to issue a 
patent to him. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator from Virginia made a statement 
just now about some thirty employ‘sin the Land Department 
afterwards becoming employés of the New Idria Mining Com- 
pany, 

Mr. HUNTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to hear the Senator make a little 
fuller statement on that point than he has made. Will he tell 
us where and when it occurred and give the details? 

Mr. HUNTON. We have the evidence in that book. 
cating. | 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator give us his statement? 

Mr. HUNTON. There were thirty-five men belonging tothe 
Land Department and the Attorney-General's Oifice (1 am in- 
cluding both of them) who left their positions in their respec- 
tive Departments and entered the service of the New Idria Min- 
ing Company. 

Mr. GEORGE. In what year? 

Mr. HUNTON. I have a very poor recollection as to dates, 
but I will ask the Senator from Colorado {[Mr. TELLER] when it 
was that those men left the Land Department and the Attor- 
ney-General’s Office to enter the service of the New Idria Min- 
ing Company. 

Mr. TELLER. One right after the other as the cases pro- 
ceeded. 

Mr. HUNTON. 
18#2. 

Mr. TELLER. Eighteen hundred and fifty-eight. 

Mr. GEORGE. Was that during the time the claim of Me- 
Garrahan was being prosecuted before the Department? 

Mr.HUNTON. Yes,sir; itwssduringthatverytime. When 
it became apparent that the Land Department was playing false 
to McGarrahan he carried the case before the Secretary of the 
Interior. I beg leave to say to the distinguished Senator from 
Vermont that where a Secretary of the Interior hasa right to 


| Indi- 


Certainly. It was between 1855 and 1861 or 


| take hold of a case, he has as much right to take it up to the ex- 


McGarrahan on the one side or the other, but it has beena fight | 


between McGarrahan, the claimant of the property, and tae 
New Idria Mining Company as squatters upon property which 
one of their leading mensaid in an affidavitin the book which the 
Senator has before him they knew belonged to McGarrahan. 
Sir, there is a limit to all things in law, and among the rest 
there is a limit to the time in which a man can take an app-al 
to the Supreme Court of the United States. That time is five 


survey made by Gen. Beale, and ordered a 


| States, but he had secured 2a 


years. The five vearselapsed, and it was then that McGarrahan | 


asked that his urvey should be made according to the boun- 


daries of the property he had acquired by grant. But the Land | the conspiracy which existed in the Laud Department. 


clusion of anybody else as the Supreme Court of the United 
States hasaright to take it up to the exclusion of all other courts. 
Secretary Smith took jurisdiction of this case. It was argued 
mostelaborately by counsel both for and against McGarrahan— 
I was about to say for the Government and for McGarrahan 
it was argued for McGarrahan and for the New Idria Mining 
Company. It was thoroughly and elaborately argued before 
Caled Smith, who was himself one of the fine lawyers of the 
country, and upon elaborate argument he decided that the time 
had expired in which an appeal to the Suprem* Court of the 
United States could again be taken. He took hold of the case, 
took jurisdiction of it, passed upon the survey, confirmed the 
patent to be issued. 

McGarrahan had not only obtained a confirmation of his titie 
by a dismissal of the case from the Suprem« Inited 
confirmation as potent from the 
Secretary of the Interior as that from the Supreme Co 
United States. 

The Land Department still would not issue 
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Secretary Smith about that time went out of office and was suc- 
ceeded by Secretary Usher, and his parting uest to Usher 
was to take particular care of that case which he had decided. 
Mr. Usher took the case up and heard it reargued, and upon a 
reargument as elaborate as the first, he contirmed the opinion 
of his predecessor and ordered a patent to issue. 

But it did notissue. It did not issue because the Land De- 
oe was filled with men in the pay of the New Idria Min- 

ng Company. At last as the dernier ressort the counsel of Mc- 
Garrahan, who was then Gen. Daniel E. Sickles, carried it be- 
fore the President of the United States, Mr. Abraham Lincoln, 
and he heard elaborate argument from both sides. After the 
President had heard the argument he was a good deal bothered 
about it, and he met Thad. Stevens. Iam talking now from the 
evidence as it appears here before me. He said, *‘ Mr. Stevens, 
I am very mich bothered about this MceGarrahan case. One 
party says MeGarrrahan ought to have a patent for his landand 
the other says he ought not. What am I todo?” ‘ Why,” says 
Thad. Stevens, ‘‘mike up your mindand sign the Gusnned thieg, 
if you think it is right.” short time afterwards the relative 
and private secretary of Mr. Stevens met the President, and Mr. 
Lincoln said, ‘ Tell Mr. Stevens the damned thing is signed.” 

I might stop there and rest the case upon that single particle 
of testimony to show that the President of the United States 
actually signed the patent securing to Mr. MeGarrahan as the 
assignee of Gomez the full title to the Panoche Grande. But 
that is not all. 

Mr. Stoddard, the private secretary of the President to sign 
land patents, wasexamined. He swore positively that hesigned 
a patent granting to Gomez, the assignor of McGarrahan, this 
very property; that he recollected the transaction distinctly; 
that he signed it and forwarded it back to the Land Ojtice. 

Now, whit became of it there? It was never more heard of 
from that time, which was 1833, until 1870. The Land Department 
suppressed it. In 1870 Mr. McGarrahan heard it was sup- 
proms. Mr. McGarrahan’s counsel, Gen. SICKLES, was at the 

ront in the war and Mr. MeGarrahan was in California, and 
therefore he did hear of it before. 

But as soon as he heard of it he went and hunted it up, and he 
found the skeleton of a t on the record book, without the 
signature of the President, without the seal of the Land De- 
partment, and without the counter signature of the recorder. 
They took testimony, and they demonstrated, I will say even to 
the satisfaction of the distinguished Senator from Vermont, that 
in the Land Department, filled with the bandits of the New Idria 
Mining Company, those persons had deliberately taken away the 
two last leaves of the patent and substituted two others in their 
stead. Thus the signature of Lincoln did not appear and the 
seal of the Land Department did nota . But the testimony 
taken shows that when the patent was first put upon that record 
it was a patent, examined, made to conform to the orig- 
inal patent signed by the President, and it had been changed” 
and the signatures of the President and the recorder were gone. 
All this had occurred. 

McGarrahan in the meantime was fighting his case before the 
two branches of oe ae with a decision of the Supreme Court 
of the United States in hisfavor,with a decision of two Secretaries 
of the Interior in his favor, with a decision of the President of the 
United States in his favor, all of whom had as complete juris- 
diction over the ease and whose decision was as final as the de- 
cision of the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Mr. President, this is the way Mr. McGarrahan has been 
treated. I shall not stop to go into the details. 

In the meantime a man by the name of Ozier was judge of the 
district court in California, and he became a violent partisan of 
the New Idria Mining ne I suppose for reasons sufficient 
unto himself. He set e the order confi the t, 
after he had made it more than five years preceding. hen 
the case had gone to the Supreme Court of the United States 
and had shore been afiisuuedl ey Qiemeiental the decree and the 
issuing of a mandate, Judge Ozier undertook to set aside his 
own decree. I need not tell the lawyers of the Senate that no 
jodge on earth, no court under the canopy of heaven, has the 
rigat to interfere even with his own orders after the term in 
which the order was made is ended. But Judge Ozier, more 
than five years after the rendition of the decree, set it aside and 
ordered a new trial. 

About that time the good Lord took a liking to the judge, and 
his successor was appointed. who, I undertake to say here, was 
not onlya fine judge but a man of the highest character. The 
matter was brought to his attention, and he without the siightest 
hesitation set aside the order of his predecessor gi 
trial. bee vse it was no more than a void order upon its 

From that order of J Haight, the successor of Judge 
Ozie>, the New Idria Company, through the attorney 
for the United States, took an tv the Supreme Court of 
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the United States. That is the way it got into that court the 

time. I said awhile ago, that if the Supreme Court of 
the United States has decided the questions arising in that case 
rightly, it has decided a hundred others wrongly. I donot care 
which dilemma you take. If it has decided one hundred others 
wrongly, it is not entiiled to the conlidence of a respectable 
court. If it has decided the others rightly, and this wrongly, 
the wrong ought to be corrected all the more speedily. 

But the case went up to the Supreme Court not upon the rec- 
ord obtained in the ordinary way, but the record upon which the 
appeal was taken was made out here in Washington and sent to 
California. It did not go to the district court of the district in 
which the court sat, which decided the case, but to another dis- 
trict court, and there was certified by the district attorney with- 
out any examination and it came to the Supreme Court on that 
order. A motion was made to dismiss the case because there 
had been no notice given when the law required it, and the 
Supreme Court had decided it in like cases a hundred times. 
Another motion was that the case had not been put upon the 
docket at the first term after the app2al was taken, which the 
law required, but the court overruled these motions. 

When the Senator from Vermont says the court pronounced 
the case a fraud, I beg leave to call the attention of the Senate 
to the fact that it pronounced it a fraud upon the written affida- 
vit of Pacificus Ord. We may stop a moment to consider that 
phase of the question. In the first place, there isno lawyer who 
hears me who does not know that a case in an appellate court 
must be decided upon the evidence in the court below. The af- 
fidavit of Pacificus Ord was not in the case in the court below. 
Now, what was in the affidavit of Pacificus Ord? 

Mr. GEORGE. Does the Senator from Virginia mean to say 
that the Supreme Court of the United States decided acase upon 
an ex parte allidavit made aiter the decision in the court below 
and which was never before that court? 

Mr. HUNTON. The Supreme Court makes that the principal 
ground for pronouncing this case a fraud. 

Mr. GEORGE. Does the Senator wish to be understood as 
saying that the Supreme Court of the United States took juris- 
diction of a case upon a record coming from a different court 
than the one in which the judgment ws rendered? 

Mr. HUNTON. Oh, no; I did not say that. I say the record 
om ears to come from the same court, but it was made up in 

ashington and certified to by a district attorney who was the 
district attorney in another district than that in which the court 
sat which tried the case. Now, as to the affidavit. 

Mr. DOLPH. No certificate of the district attorney authen- 
ticated the record, I suppose? 

Mr. HUNTON. He is bound to do it under the law. He did 
certify it, but it was not a correct title. 

Mr. DOLPH. And that was the record which came into the 
Supreme Court? 

Mr. HUNTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DOLPH. I never before heard of such a thing. 

Mr. HUNTON. We have the proof of it here. 

Mr. DOLPH. I never before heard of such a thing. 

Mr. HUNTON. Now,I wish to say a few words as to the 
affid .vit of Pacificus Ord. Who was he? From the remarks of 
the Senator from Vermont it would be supposed that Pacificus 
Ord was a scoundrel and acheat. Such isnotthefact. He was 
a brother of Gen. B. O. C. Ord, than whom no man in the Fed- 
eral Army stood much higher. When he went into the case for 
Gomez before the land commission be did it upon a contingent 
fee of a part of the recovery. He lost the case before the 
commission for want of proof of possession, and took the case to 
the district court of the United States. Before it was reached 
upon the docket of the district court the decision in the Fremont 
case took , and there was no longer any reason why the 
district court should not reverse the opinion of the land com- 
mission and confirm the grant to Gomez. 

Pacificus Ord did not conceal the fact that he was interested 
in the case. If he had concealed the fact that he was interested 
in the case and had surreptitiously obtained the confirmation 
through, the decision of the land commission reversed, then he 
would have been open to all the charges made by the distin- 

uished Senator from Vermont. But u the contrary he rose 
fo his in the court and said: “I have an interest in this 
exse. I have informed the Department of Justice in Washing- 
ton that I am interested in this case and have asked them to ap- 
point a man to attend to this identical case, which they have 
ae Therefore I must ask awe Snes y else 

e mk, sean eat attorney here for this particular case.” 

It was done, sir, upon the aealien. and in the Fremont case 

there could be but one result, and that was a confirmation of the 

of the Government of Mexico to Gomez. Was there any- 
Ramee Gant Whodare rise in his seat here and pronounce 
the conduct of Pacificus Ord fraudulent and dishonest? He did 
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all he could to relieve himself of the position in which he found 
himself by reporting it to the court in person and to the Gov- | 
ernment in Washington by letter, and asking to be relicved of 
it, and it was notdone. As the last thing that was left to him | 
he turned the case over to somebody else to represent the Unit -d 
States. It was done; but of course, under the circumstances the 
result must have been a confirmation of the grant. 
Mr. GEORGE. Ord did not in fact undertake to represent the | 
Unit d States in the case? 
Mr. HUNTON. 
Mr. GEORGE. 
| 


He did not represent the United States. 
He declined to do it? 

Mr. HUNTON. He declined to do it. 

Mr. GEORGE. And another man was appointed? 

Mr. HUNTON. Another man did represent the United States. 
The other man was numed Hartman.and he afterward became a | 
violent partisan of the New Indria Mining Company and under- 
took to swear he did not: but the testimony is perfectly over- 
whelming that not only did he represent it, but he received pay 
for it. ts receipt is pubiished in the book in the Senator's 
desk, another copy of which [ have in the clovxkroom. 

In that condition of affairs the case was in the Supreme Court | 
of the United States, and Mr. Justice Clifford | than whom I will 
say here with all the pleasure in life [have scarcely ever known 
a better man). became, I was almost about to say insane with 
prejudice against the McGarrahan claim. But whether so or 
not, he seemed to hive set out with a determination to crush 
the rights of this grantee of the Mexican Government per sus | 
aul neyas. I do not mean to say he did it maliciously and malig- | 
na itly, but that was the result. He seized hold of the affidavit | 
of Pacificus Ord and said: ‘‘There is corruption between the | 

raatee and his counsel by which a corrupt and fraudulent com- | 
nation is made to carry the thing through the courts and get 
a confirma‘ion of this gr=nt.” 

Suppose that was true. Suppose Judge Clifford had »o right | 
to say so, I ask you, sir,as a lawyer, and you, and you, when a 
case is decided and there is a suggestion of fraud, especially in | 
an affidavit that was not before the court below, what is the | 
duty of the court under such circumstances? Beyond all perad- 
venture tosend the vase back, that the charge of fraud may be in- | 
vestigated prooerly in the court below, and notdecide it upon an | 
ex parte affidavit. But no; the court hastened to seize hold of | 
the affidavit of Pacificus Ord; it pronounced the combination | 
between him and Gomez fraudulent, and instead of sending the | 
case back for inquiry, it pronounced the grant fraudulent and | 
forever decided, so far as that court could go, against the valid- 
ity of the Mexican grant to Gomez. 

Mr. President, if I have told the truth, and | have tried to | 
tell it, or if I have approximated the truth, should the two | 
Houses of Congress hesitate to give this old man a new trial, 
especially when the Supreme Court has decided one way and | 
two Secretaries of the Interior, equally omnipotent in the prem- | 
ises, and the President of the United States have decided an- 
other way? Ought there to bo any hesitation on the part of the 
Congress of the United States to give this relief to a claim int 
who has sent the years of his life in advocacy of a claim he not 
only be ieves but knows to be right? 

Mr. GEO&GE. Before the Senitor from Virginia concludes 
I should like to call his attention toa very important question 
in the case, and I shail be glad tohave himexpiainit. The bill 

rovides thit as to that part of the grant, if it shall be found to 
a good grant, which the United States has alienated —sold to | 
somebody else—the United States shall pay for the value of the | 
minerals tairen from the land thus alienated, less the expense of 
taking them. Ishould like to know the equity of placing that 
burden upon the United States, instead of upon the grantee who 
got the land. 

Mr. HUNTON. The Senator means the trespasser who got 
theland The grantee did not get it. The Senator means the 
trespasser? 

Mr. GEORGE. I mean the trespasser or the third party. | 
should like to know the equity of making the United States re- 
sponsible for the minerals extracted. 

Mr. HUNTON. I wiil answer my friend now. Who enab'ed 
the trespasser to get the minerals? Why was the New Idria 
Mining Company allowed year after year, before a patent was 
obt:ined for a portion of the property by the New Idria Mining 
Company, to put MeGarrahan at defiance and coin the very blood 
of MeGarrahan into money to fight hisclaim? It was because 
the United States Government did not stand by its treaty obli- 
gations. Why wasFrémont embied to put at defiance trespass- 
ers of a like character upon his grant? Because in the frémont 
ease the Government stood by its pledged obligation and en- 
abled him, by making a tit e to his iand, to defy squatters and 
trespassers and to assert his own right to the property which he 
had thus acquired. 
I do not say—and J may just as weil come to that now—that | 
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| state what I did say. 


| you get to it. 
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MeGarrahan is entitled to those minerals. If he is not he w 


not get them. But [ dosay that he hasa right to have th 
question tried and determined, and if he wasentitied to then 
erais, and bocaase the Government of the United States « 
stand by its treaty obligations he has lost those rights, the Ps 
eral Government is bound to make it good, or el 
treaty obligations it entered into. 

Mv. FAULKNER. Will theSecuator from Virginia perm 
to ask him a question? 

Me. HUNTON. Certainly. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The Senator says he does not claim 
the quicksilver mine is within the grant of MeGarrahan, but 
is in favor of allowing that question to be tried. L ask hi 
whether by the very terms of the pending bill 

Mr. HUNTON. Myfriend has not stated my position rig : 
If he wants me to fortify what I said, I shail be glad to have him 
I have not come to the question o 
survey. Il have not even hinted atit. I am now talking about 
the abstract right of a grantee of land under the Mexican Go 
ernment to be entitied to the minerals upon the land. 

Mr. FAULKNER. That question Iam not going to discuss, 

Mr. HUNTON. I am coming to my friend's question pres 
ently. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I understood Senator to say that he 
wanted the question as to the right of these parties decided. | 
wish to ask him whether by the terms of the bill he do»s not 
withdraw from the decision of th» court the question as to the 
boundaries of the graut, if the grant itself is found by the court, 
and make this private survey conclusive on the court? 

Mr. HUNTON. My friend is a little impatient. I believe 
the rule is a very good one not to attempt to crossa bridge until 
[ have not come to that point yet. [Lam coming 
to it. Lam now on the question as to whether, granting that 
these mines are within the grant, MeGarrahan is entitled tothe 
minerals extracted from what is unquestionably within th 
boundaries of his grant. AsI said a while ago, | do not posi 
tively aver that the minerals passed with the grant. I have 
very decided opinion, but the whole question as to whether 
mizerais did pass with the grant is left to the decisi 
court with the right of appeal to the Suprem» Court of le 
United States. If they did pass,and McGarrahan has lost his 
minerals by reason of the neglect of the United States to car 
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| Out its treaty obligations, ought not the United States Gov. 


ment to indemnify him te some extent? If MeGarrahan is not 


| entitled to them there will be no claim for them on his part 


Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Virginia allow 
ask bim a question? 

Mr. HUNTON. With pleasure. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire toknow whether the Senator thin 
the United States ought to pay for the minerals which the 
trespassers, as he calls them, took from the land of MeGarra 
han? Suppose McGarrahan establishes histitle. The Senator 
says in that case the Government ought te pay for the miner- 
als. i should like to know upon what ground he thinks the 
United States ought to guarantee any man who has dealing 
with the United States against the fraud or neglect of the o' 
cers of the United States. Is that the Senator's idea? 

Mr. HUNTON. I shall endeavor to explain it. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam having trouble on that point. | rald 
like to have it explained and discussed. 

Mr. HONTON. As I said a while ago, if the failure of th 
United States Government to stand by the treaty enabled 1 


me to 


| New idria Mining Company to keep McVarrahan atarm’'slength 


while they were extracting the treasure from underneath his 
land, then I ask the Senator from Mississippi if it would not be 
right for the Government, having failed to stand up to its treaty 
obligations, to make some indemnity? 

Now, I beg to say another thing. McGarrahan has time and 
again notified the Federal Government to bring suit against the 
New Idria Mining Cempany, one of the richest companies on 
this continent, to recover the value of the quicksilver taken ou 
of the mine. He gave notice notonly in that form, but in th 
bills which he has had pending before both Houses of Coagress 
he has claimed the minerals, and he notified the Government to 
mike the New Idria Mining Company pay for them. He could 
not sue because he had no title by patent and the Govern- 
ment withheld it. But the Federal Government could sue. 
MeGarrahan notified the Government to The Federal 
Government can sue to-morrow, and I beg my friend from Mis 
sissippi to bear the fact in mind that the Federal Government 
can sue the New Idria Mining Company, a wealthy corepration 
having in it in some shape or form a vice-presidential candidate. 
it can still sue the New idria Mining Company because the stat 
ute of. limitations can not be pleaded against the Government. 
The statute can be pleaded against McGarrahan. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Does not the Government protect them? 


sue. 
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Mr. HUNTON. No, sir; it protects them so far as the com- 
pany got a patent to the land from the date of the patent; but 
this was all done before that time. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator from Virginia yield to me 
a moment? 

Mr. HUNTON. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to say to the Senator from Mississippi 
that there is no assumption in the bill that the Government is 
liable in any degree or in any manner for any amount. On the 
quc stion first submitted, having found that the grant is a valid 
and legal grant and that it was properly transferred, the ques- 
tion is then submitted under the patent, if the patent had issued 
to McGarrahan would he have been entitled to the mineral? 

That is a mooted question. If the court should decide that in 
favor of McGarrahan then the court is directed to inquire what 
has been the value of the mineral taken out. There is no judg- 
ment rendered. There is no assertion that the Government will 
then bs liable to pay. Thatis a matter leftentirely to the ques- 
tion of law which the Senator has propounded, which will come 
in play if there should be an attempt at any time then to collect 
from the Government, which, of course, could only be done by a 
voluntary payment on the part of the Government. 

Mr. GEORGE. The court will find the facts and certify those 
facts to Congress. 

Mr. TELLER. Yes, that is all there is of it. They are to 
certify both the law and the fact. I was coming to that point. 

Mr. DOLPA. Iam a little curious to know how the right of 
the mining company to minerals mined before the patent issued 
differs from the right to those mined afterwards. I suppose the 
fact is that a mining company can work a mine for years and be 
entitled to the mineral before a patent may be issued. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will allow me, I will say there 
is no question about the a of the New Idria involved here in 
any shape or manner. Without this proposed act or with it 
their rights remain precisely as they are. 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator from Virginia was saying that the 
Government has a right to sue for the minerals, and a distine- 
tion was drawn between minerals mined after the patent and 
those mined before. I say the law is, I understand, that a min- 
ing claim may be properly worked and the claimant is entitled 
to minerals long before the patent is issued. 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not think there is any distinction, and 
the cuestion whether the Government may collect or not is not 
involved in the bill in any shape or form. 

Mr. HUNTON. I may as well state here what my friend, the 
Senator from Colorado, has partly stated. Those of us who have 
examined the bill, reported after deliberation by the Judiciary 
Committee, understand, and we are obliged to understand, that 
there is not a dollar appropriated out of the Treasury of the 
United States to pay MoGarrahan or anybody else, but the ques- 
tions are referred to the court to determine what his rights are 
in the premises. Thecourtreportsits decision to the two Houses 
of Congress, and the power of Congress to give a discharge to 
the Government in whole orin part is retained according to the 
terms of the bill. Soall the bill does is to refer the matter to 
court with a direction that the court shall report the facts and 
the law of the case to the two Houses of Congress. 

I have consumed more time than I intended, and I beg to say 
that I shall add but little more, and that will be upon the two 
amendments proposed by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Mor- 
RILL). 

The first is to strike out the survey; and there is where the 

uestion of my distinguished friend from West Virginia [Mr. 
‘FAULKNER] applies. Hewants a newsurveymade. Now, why, 
Mr. President? The survey was made by Gen. Beale. It came 
to the Department of the Interior and was oo upon as & 
| ne ao legal survey by Mr. Caleb P. Smith and Mr. Usher; and 

t was passed — Me the President of the United States asa 
proper survey after fullargument. Each of the Secretaries and 
the President of the United States having confirmed the survey 
made in this case, I ask why in the name of common sense sub- 
ject this claimant to the delay and expense of going to the Pa- 
cific coast and engaging in a survey again? 

Aye, more, Mr. ident. Thatis notall. When this ques- 
tion of survey was up before either one House or the other, the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, under the direction of 
the Secretary of the [Interior (and that Commissioner was Mr. 
Burdett, who soon afterwards became the counsel of the New 
Idria Mining Company), sent a commission to California with 
full instructions and full information on the subject to ascertain 
whether the survey was properly made or not; and that commis- 
sion re that the survey was correct. I ask why,in the 
name of common sense, subject this claimant of thirty years to 
the expense ofa new survey when the old survey has been passed 
upon by two Secretarios, the President of the United States, 
and a commission sent out from the Land Office? 
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Mr. FAULKNER. Ifthe Senator from Virginia will permit 
me, I will answer the question why I think it ought to be passed 
upon. One of the disputed questions between these litigants, 
and always has been, is as to the boundaries of the land. The 
evidence shows, according to my recollection, that there isa 
difference of 40 miles between them as to the proper boundary. 
If this survey is taken as conclusive by the court it brings the 
quicksilver mines within the limits of the supposed grant. [f, 
on the other hand, the contention is sustained as correct by a 
resurvey it leaves the quicksilver mine entirely outside of the 
os grant. Therefore the question of a new survey in- 
volves the entire question as to what would be the liability or 
the equitable rights of this party as between himself and the 
United States Government arising from the taking of the min- 
erals from the land. 

I want to say further, as to any litigation in the State of Cali- 
fornia in which Mr. McGarrahan himself was a party, the su- 
preme court of that State has held in two decisions that this 
very survey was not binding upon the Government; that it was 
not binding upon any third party; that it was a mere private 
survey of Mr. McGarrahan himself, and therefore should not 
bind anyone but himself. 

Mr. HUNTON. The two Secretaries and the President de- 
cided that it was binding and was a survey by the Government. 
I agree to what my friend says, that there is some confusion 
about the testimony in regard to the boundary, but I can ex- 
plain why it is so, and if he will listen to me he will under- 
stand it. 

Now, we will take thatsquare [indicating] right over the Chair. 
Governor Micheltorena granted to Gomez 4 square leagues to 
be taken out of that square. That square contains some 40 or50 
square leagues. According to the decisions of the Supreme 
Court, especially in the Fremont case, a man can go anywhere 
upon that eer and get his 4 leagues. Frémont first located 
his 4 square leagues by the seashore. Then he became dissatis- 
fied and pulled up stakes and selected 4 square leagues on the 
mountain, where he found his mines. So with this grant to 
Gomez, he had 4 leagues out of that larger square. The square 
was the matter bounded in the grant. Ii you locate the 4 square 
leagues up in the left-hand corner, there at the top, you put it 
very near the next general division of that country; but if you 

ut it near the square below, on the right-hand side, it is proba- 
bly 50 miles from the other. That is the reason why this appar- 
ent confusion occurs; but when a person becomes familiar with 
the facts of the case it is all reconciled and it is clear enough. 

Mr. FAULKNER. With the permission of the Senator from 
Virginia, when he comes to Congress and asks that the rights 
of the United States and of these parties shall be settled by 
opening up a decision of the Supreme Court of the United States 
which was rendered in favorof the Government, is it not fair 
and just that all the facts which are material in the case should 
be honestly and fairly submitted for the adjudication of this tri- 
bunal, and not select a very material fact in the dispute and 
make that fact conclusive upon the court? ~~ 

Mr. HUNTON. The Supreme Court had nothing to do with 
the survey in this case. Opening up the decision of the Su- 
preme Court does not open up the survey. It is a wholly differ- 
ent and independent question. I say after that survey hasbeen 
made by the surveyor-general of California, confirmed by two 
Secretaries of the Interior and the President, it would be a hard- 
ship upon this old man to require him to have another survey 
made. 

Another objection made by the distinguished Senator from 
Vermont and embodied in one of his amendments is to strike 
out all that portion of the bill which admits as evidence affida- 
vits, depositions, surveys, etc. Now, why was it ‘jeceseary to 

ut that provision in? Because the United States Government 

as failed in its treaty stipulations until the witnessesare dead. 
Willi the United States Government take advantage of its owa 
laches and its own wrong to deprive this man of his rights be- 
cause by the delay occasioned by the United States Government 
his witnesses have died? 

But, Mr. President, there is another question to be considered. 

When you come to see what evidence will be admitted under that 
provision of the bill you will find (and the Senatorfrom Vermont 
no doubt has already found) thatit admits two affidavits and two 
depositions on behalf of the United States where it admits one 
for M an. 
I say, therefore, it would be not only unjust but a very great 
hardship to confine McGarrahan to the testimony of living wit- 
nesses who would be obliged to speak to transactions forty years 
old, when nearly all of the witnesses have died in the meantime. 
So I say that this provision of the bill is not only just but indispen- 
sable to get at the true rights not only of , but of 
the United States. 

Mr. President, [am done. [ have detained the Senate much 
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«longer than I expected; but I beg to say in conclusion that I be- 
lieve McGarrahan has as good a right tothe Panoche Grande as 
any man has to any given piece of property he owns, and I trust 
the Senate will pass the biil. 

Mr. VILAS obtained the floor. 

Mr. MORRILL. Does the Senator from Wisconsin desire to 
go on to-night? 

Mr. ViILAS. I would rather not. 

Mr. MORRILL. There are so fewin the Senate that if no 
one objects I will move that the Senate adjourn so as to allow 
the Senator from Wisconsin to take the floor to-morrow morn- 
ing. 

Mr. VILAS. Very well. 

Mr. PUGH. With the consent of the Senator from Vermont, 
I will move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of ex- 
ecutive business. 

Mr. MORRILL. Certainly. 

Mr. PUGH. I make that motion. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CALLin the chair). The 


Senator from Alabama moves that the Senate proceed to the | 


consideration of executive business. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the | 


consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened and (at 4 0’clock and 


5 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thurs- | 


day, March 29, 1894, at 12 o’clock m. 
CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 21, 1894. 
POSTMASTERS. 


George R. Nixon, to be postmaster at Ashland, in the county 
of Hanover and State of Virginia. 


Norman A. Seymour, to be postmaster at Mount Morris, in the | 


county of Livingston and State of New York. 

F. R. McCarthy, to be postmaster at Jefferson, in the county 
of Greene and State of Iowa. 

Frank R. Scott, to be postmaster at Elkton, in the county of 
Cecil and State of Maryland. 


James W. Moore, to be postmaster at Henderson, in the county | 


of Henderson and State of Kentucky. 

John Mason, to be postmaster at Morganfield, in the county 
of Union and State of Kentucky. 

Norman W. Rose, to be postmaster at Geneseo, in the county 
of Livingston and State of New York. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 22, 1894. 
POSTMASTERS. 


Duane W. Adams, to be postmaster at Sherman, in the county | 


of Chautauqua and State of New York. ; 
A.J. Aubrey, to be postmaster at Fulton, in the county of 
Oswego and State of New York. 


William H. Cotter, to be postmaster at Union Springs, in the | 


county of Cayuga and State of New York. 
Mason S. Moreno, to be postmaster at Key West, in the county 
of Monroe and State of Florida. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Sencte March 28, 1894. 
MARSHAL. 


Henry 
the southern district of Ohio. 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 


Harlan Cleveland, of Ohio, to be attorney of the United States 
for the southern district of Ohio. 


POSTMASTER. 


John A. Flattery, to be postmaster at Oklahoma, Oklahoma 
County, Oklahoma Territory. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, March 28, 1894. 


The House metati2 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. | 


E. B. BAGBY. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

SECRET SERVICE DIVISION, TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER laid befere the House a letter from the Sec- 
Far the Treasury, transmitting copy of communication from 
the chief of the Secret Service Division, asking additional ap- 
propriation to continue that service to the close of the fiscal 


year ending June 30, 1894; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 
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Bohl, of Ohio, to be marshal of the United States for | ! 


a  D 
EXPENSES UNITED STATES COURTS, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a communica 
tion from the Attorney-General in relation to the immediate ne- 
cessity of providing additional appropriation for expenses of the 
United States courts; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as fol- 
| lows: 
To Mr. SETTLE, indefinitely, because of sickness; and 
To Mr. HEARD, for ten days, on account of important 
ness. 


busi- 


MOSES W. CARPENTER. 


Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
| present consideration of the bill (H. R. 2561) for tho relief of 
| Moses W. Carpenter, of Johnson County, Ark., Mexican war 
veteran. 
| TheSPEAKER. The bill will be read subject to objection. 
| The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc.. That the Secretary of the Interior bs, and he is hereby, 
| authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject to the provi 


| sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Moses W. Carpenter, 
of Johnson County, Ark., Mexican war veteran, at 315 a month 
The Committee on Pensions recommend the adoption of the 
following amendment: 
Strike out in the twelfth line the word ‘fifteen’ and insert 
The SPEAKER. 
tion of the bill? 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
gentleman a question, reserving the right to object. 
What is the necessity for this bill if this man is a Mexican war 
veteran, who under the general law would get $12 a month any- 
way? 
| Mr. TERRY. I will state to the gentleman from Ohio that 
$12 a month is not a sufficient sum under the circumstunces of 
| 
' 


‘twelve 


Is there objection to the present considera- 
J I 


ask the 


the case. 
| Mr. GROSVENOR. That is the amount proposed by the bill. 
| Mr. TERRY. That is the amendment to the bill recom- 
| mended by the committee; but it was introduced for #15. and 
| was reported for $15 at the last session of Congress, and would 
| have been so reported this session by the committee if they had 

had time to consider it. The chairman of the committee, who 
| is present, is aware of the fact that the motion to strike out fif- 
| teen and insert twelve was made just as the committee was on 
the point of rising, and was adopted without any examination 
of the papers. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then you wish to reject the amendment 

| proposed by the committee? 
Mr. TERRY. Yes; [ want to leave it at $315 a month. 
| Mr. MOSES. I will state for the information of the House 
| that it was the desire of the committee to mike all of these bills 
| uniform at $12 a month, but after reporting this bill, and upon 
| an examination of the papers, the committee are willing to re 
| cede from that amendment. 

Mr. BURROWS. Idesire to ask if this is one of the bills 
which Kas been considered in Committee of the Whole and re- 
sorted back to the House? 

Mr. TERRY. Iwill state the circumstancesof the case to the 
| gentleman, 

Mr.BURROWS. Thatisnot necessary. I only wish to know 
if this bill has been considered by the Committes of the Whole? 
| Mr. TERRY. It has been; and let me say that owing to my 

unavoidable absence that night, having been detained from the 

House, the committee acted upon it and accepted the amend- 

ment proposed by the Committee on Pensions, which would have 
| been corrected subsequently but for the fact that I could not 
make a motion to reconsider in Committee of the Whole. 
| 
| 
| 


Mr. BURROWS. The reason I inquire is that there are a 
number of cases which have been considered in Committee of 
the Whole at Friday night sessions, but the previous question 
has not been ordered upon them, and [ was wondering if we 
could not by unanimous consent consider all of them at this 
| time. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana 

tion. 

Mr. TERRY. 

tion to this bill. 

Mr. BURROWS. I do not intend to. 

Mr. TERRY. For this man is in great need. 

Mr. BURROWS. Ido not object 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
— from Arkansas for the present consideration of this 


I think that is a good sugges- 


I hope the gentleman will not interpose objec- 





Neate 
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There being no objection, the bill was considered, the amend- 
ment recommended by the Committee on Pensions was rejected, 
and the bill ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. TERRY, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


THANKFUL ROBBINS. 





Mr. HOOKER of New York. Mr. om, I ask unanimous | 


consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 4780) for 
the relief of Thankful Robbins. 

Mr. SAYERS. Has this bill been considered in Committee of 
the Whole? 

Mr. HOOKER of New York. It was,and was laid aside favor- 


ably by the committees at its last meeting. 


The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. | 


Tho bill was read, as follows: 


Be il enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thankful Robbins, 
and to pay her a pension of $12 per month, as the foster mother of George 
E. Squires, late private Company C, One hundred and twelfth New York 
Volunteers. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to 
be engrossed, and read a third time; and being engrossed, was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. f 

The title of the bill, as recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, was amended to read: ‘‘A bill to pension 
Thankful Robbins.” 

On motion of Mr. HOOKER of New York, a motion to recon- 
sider the last vote was laid on the table. 


LUCY BROWN. 


Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Mr. coos Task unanimous conr- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H.R. 4720) to pen- 
sion Lucy Brown, dependent foster mother. 

The bill was read, as follows; 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and Limitations of the pension laws. the name of Lucy Brown, depend- 
ent foster mother of Aaron B Divinny. late of Company B, uinety-arst Regi- 
ment Indiana Infantry. in the war of the rebellion. 

Mr.SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, has this bill been considered by 
the Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there any amendment to it? : 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. There is no amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. TAYLOR], for unanimous consent for 
the immediate consideration of this bill? 

There was no objection. ) 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third tine; 
and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and 

assed. 
. On motion of Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment joint 
resolutions of the following titles: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 144) authorizing and directing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to receive at the subtreasury in the 
city of New York from R. T. Wilson &Co., orassigns, the money, 
amounting to’$6,704,000, to be paid to the Cherokee Nation, and 
to place the same to the credit of the Cherokee Nation, and; 

Foint resolution (H. Res. 147) authorizing the transfer of fur- 
niture and carpets to the rooms now occupied by the United 
States courts at Chicago. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendment of the House of - 
sentatives to the concurrent resolution of the Senate to print 
for the use of Congress 6,000 copies of all papers and m 
sent to Con by the Presid 
ing to Ha affairs. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

* Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
and joint resolutions of the following titles; when the Speaker 
ed the same: . 
oint resolution (S. R. 37) to provide for the printing of a 
history and digest of the international arbitrations to which 
the United States was a party and for other 

Joint resolution (S. R. 8) the of the In- 
terior to cause the settlement of the accounts of special agents 


ent since January 1, 1893, relat- 
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Moore and Woodson, under the treaty of 1854, with the Dela- 
ware Indians, etc.; 

A bill (S. 574) for the relief of Dwight Hall; and 

A bill (S. 260) to amend an act entitled ‘*An act to authorize 
the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at the 


| most accessible point between the city of Kansas and the town 
| of ene) in the county of Jackson and State of Missouri,” ap- 
M 


arch 3, 1887. 
CORPORATIONS AS SURETIES. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 


proved 


| consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 495+) rel- 


ative to recognizances, etc. This bill was read at length the 
other morning, and I ask unanimous consent that the reading 
of it be dispensed with at this time. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 4954) relative to recognizances, stipulations, bonds, and un- 
covcexings. and to allow certain corporations to be accepted as surety 
thereon. 


Mr. SAYERS. I will ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. WILLIAM A. Srone] if that bill comes before the House 
with the unanimous report of the committee? 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Yes; itis unanimously reported 
by the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER. This bill was read at length on the day be- 
fore yesterday. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, let us have it read again, in 
order that the House may understand what it is acting upon. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc.. That whenever any recognizance, stipulation, bond, or 
undertaking conditioned for the faithful performance of any duty, or for 
doing or refraini from doing anything in such recognizance, stipulation, 
bond, or undertaking specified, is by the laws of the United States uired 
or permitted to be given with one surety or with twoor more sureties, the ex- 
ecution of the same or the guaranteeing of the performance of the condition 
thereof shali be sufficient wnen executed or guaranteed solely by a corpora- 
tion incorporated under the laws of the United States, or of any State hav- 
ing power to guarantee the fidelity of persons ———e positions of public or 
private trust, and to execute and guarantee bonds and undertakings in judi- 
cial proceedings: Provided, That such recognizance, stipulation, bond, or 
undertaking be approved bythe head of department, court, judge, officer, 
board, or body executive, legislative, or judicial required to approve or ac- 
cept the same. 

Seo. 2. That no such company shall do business under the provisions of 
this act beyond the limits of the State or Territory under whose laws it was 
incorporated and in which its principal office is located, nor beyond the limits 
of the District of Columbia, when such company wasin rated under its 
laws or the laws of the United States and its principal office is located in 
said District, until it shail by a written power of attorney appoint some per- 
son residing within the jurisdiction of the court for the judicial district 
wherein such suretyship is to be undertaken, who shall be a citizen of the 
State, Territory, or District of Columbia, wherein such court is held, as its 
agent, upon whom may be served all lawful process against such company. 
and who shall be authorized to enter an appearance in its behalf. Acopy of 
such power of atuorney, duly certified and authenticated, shall be filed with 
the clerk of the district court of the United States for such district at each 
where a term of such court is or may be held, which copy. or a certi- 
ed copy thereof, shall be legal evidence in all controversies arising under 
this act. If any such agent shall be removed, or die, become insane, 
or otherwise bie of acting, it shail be the duty of such company toap- 
point another agent in his place as hereinbefore prescribed, and until such 
appointment shall have been made, or during the absence of any agent of 
such company from such district, service of process may be upon the cierk 
of the court wherein such suit is brought, with like effect as upon an agent 
appointed by the com The officer executing are age upon such 
clerk shall immediately transmit a copy thereof by to the company, 
and state such factin hisreturn. A j mt, decree, or order of a court 
entered or made after service of process as aforesaid shall be as valid and 
on such company as if served with process in said district. 

Sec. 3. That every company before transacting any business under this 
act shall deposit with the Attorney-General of the United States a copy of 
its charter or articles of incorporation, and a statement signed and sworn 
to by its president and secretary showing its assets and liabilities. If the 

Attorney-General shall de satisfied that such company has authority 
Wided for in this act, and that it has 
a paid-up capital of not less than $250,000 and is able to keep and perform its 
contracts, he shall grant authority in writing to such company to do busi- 


ness under this act. 

Suc. 4. That every such company shall, in the months of January, April. 
July, and October of each year, file with the said Attorney-General a state- 
ment, signed and sworn to by its president and secretary, showing its assets 
and liabilities, as is required by section 3 of this act. And the said Attor- 
ney-General shall have the power, and it shall be his duty, to revoke the 
authority of any such ey to transact any new business under this act 
whenever in his judgment company is not solvent or is conduc its 
business in violation of this act. He may institute ier at any time into 
the solvency of said com and may require that ional security be 
given at any time by any cipal when he deems such company no longer 
sufficient securi 


under its charter to do the business 


ity. 

Sec. 5. That.any s\irety company doing business u:‘er the provisions of 

this act may be suet in respect thereof in any court of the United States 

which has now or hiweafter have of actions or suits upon 

such recognizance, stipulation, a, or in the district in which 

such recognizance, on aaah ae or undertaking was made or guaran- 
the office of such com ¥ is lo- 


cated. And forthe of this actsuch sti 
or as or guaranteed in the district in 
which the office is located, to which it is returnable. or in which it is filed. or 
in. the district in which the principalin such 
or resiied when it was made or teed. 

‘Sec. 6. any such company shall or refuse to any final 
Gan el a mieten ae eS Te, stipe- 

bond, or undertaking made or guaran by it under the provisions 


- 
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of this act, from which no appeal, writ of error, or supersedeas has been 
taken, for thirty days after the rendition of such judgment or decree, it shall 
forfeit ail right to do business under this act. 

Src. 7. That any company which shall execute or guarantee any recogni- 
zance, stipulation, bond, or undertaking under the provisions of this act 
shall be estopped in any proceeding to enforce the lability which it shall 
have assumed to incur, to deny its corporate power to execute or guarantee 
such instrument or assume such liability. 

Sxo, 8 That any company doing business under the provisions of this act 
which shall fail to comply with any of its provisions shall forfeit to the 
United States for every such failure not less than #500 nor more than %5,000, 
to be recovered by suit in the name of the United States in the same courts 
in which suit may be brought against such company under the provisions of 
this act. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE] for the 
immediate consideration of this bill? 

There was no objection. 

The Committee on the Judiciary recommended the following 
amendments: 


On page 2, after line 18 of section 1, add the following: 

“But no officer or person having the approval of any bond shall exact that 
itshall be furnished by a guarantee company or by any particular guaran 
teecompany.”’ 

On page 4, in line 9 ofsection 3, after the word “dollars,”’ insert the words 
“in cash.”’ 

On page 6, after line 7 of section 8, insert the following: 

“And such failure shall not affect the validity of any contract « 
by such company.”’ 


ntere into 


The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I offer another 
amendment, which is merely formal, in order tocorrect an over- 
sight in the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 4. section 3, line 9, after the word “ cash,’’ add the words ‘or 
equivalent.” 


its 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


On motion of Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, a motion to recon- | 


sider the last vote was laid on the table. 
COURT OF APPEALS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (H.R.58s0) to amend 
sections 4, 6, and 10 of the act of February 9, 189%, entitled ‘‘An 
act to establish a court of appeals for the District of Columbia, 
and for other purposes.” 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. CULBER- 
SON | asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the 
bill, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 4 of an act entitled ‘‘An act to establish a 
court of appeais for the District of Columbia, and for other purposes,”’ 
proved February 9, 1893, be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to read 
as follows: 

“Sec. 4. That there shall bea clerk of said court of appeals, to be appointed 
by the court, who shall receive as compensation for his services. in the dis- 
cretion of the court, an annual salary not to exceed the sum of 83,000, paya 
ble quarterly at the Treasury of the United States, and who shall give bond 
such as the court may determine to besatisfactory, for the faithful perform- 


ap 





ance of his duties, and his dutiessnall be such asthe court may from time to | 


time prescribe. That the said clerk of the courtof appeals shall, with the 
approval of the court, appoint one assistant or deputy clerk, who shall re 
ceive as compensation for his services, in the discretion of the court, an an- 
nual salary not to exceed the sum of $2,000, payable quarterly at the Treas- 

of the United States, and who may sign the name of the clerk to any of- 
ficial act required by law, or by the practice of the court, to be performed 
by the clerk, and may authenticate said signature by affixing the seal of the 
court thereto, when the impress of the seal is necessary to its authentica- 
tion. In such cases the signature shall be pe 

woe on, COTE. 


“* By , Assistant Clerk. 


“The court shall regulate from time to time the fees to be charged by the 
said clerk, which shall be accounted for at least once !n each quarter. an 
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court of the District of Columbia to temporarily fill the v 
cies socreated, and the Justice or justices so designated «! . : 
of appealsand perform the duties ofa member thereof while such va 
vacancies shall exist: Provided, That no justice of the supreme cou 
District of Columbia shall, while on the bench of said cour Appea \ 
review of any judgment, decree, or order which he shall himse 


tered or made: Provided also, That if the parties to any cause shall so 
late in writing by their attorneys and solicitors, such cause may be hea 
and determined by two justices of the court without calling in any of the 





justices of the supreme court of the District of Columbia: And pre 
That all motions to dismiss appeals and other motions may be heard by two 








justices, in the event of the absence or disquali cation of any one of the 
justices‘ as aforesaid: And provided further, Thatif in any cause heard be 
fore two justices as aforesaid the court shall be divided in it pinion, then 
the judgment or decree of the lower court shall stand alirmed 

Sec, 3. That section 10 of said act be, and the same | i vy, amended so 


as to read as follows: 

‘Sec. 10. That the opinion of the said court of appeals in every « e sh 
be rendered in writing, and shall be filed in such case as a part of the record 
thereof, and that the said court of appeals is her« ‘ rized to appoin 
a reporter, Who shall serve during the pleasur f 
compensation, and whose duty shall be to report, ¢ 
to be prescribed by the court, its opinions 


The SPEAKER. 
ation of this bill? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr 

Mr. CULBERSON. 
statement? 





Is there objection to the present co 
Speaker, I object 
Will the gentleman allow me t 


0 OKO a 


Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. This is a very important matter, 
and I think it ought to be examined a little. 
Mr. CULBERSON. Ifthegentleman will hear my statement. 


he will not consider the bill objectionable. 
Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Certainly I have 
the gentleman's making a statement, 

Mr. CULBERSON. I should like to say that although this 
bill is a very long one, the amendments proposed to the original 
act are very few andsimple. The bill is long because the sec 
tions have beenreSnacted. Theonly amendments to the original 


no objection to 


act are, first, to give the court the power to appoint a deputy 
| clerk upon the nomination of the clerk. The original act fail 
| to allow the clerk, Or the court, to appoint adeputyelerk. Th 


| tleman explain that a little further. 
in the court of appeals— 


paid into the Treasury of the United States, and said clerk shall receive | 


such allowance for clerical assistance and necessary expenditures in the 
conduct of his office as the court may determine by special or general order 
in the premises, but not to exceed the sumof $2.00) in any one year, payable 
as aforesaid at the Treasury of the United States.”” 

Sec. 2. That section 6 of the act aforesaid be, and the same is hereby, 
amended so to read as follows: 

Sec. 6. That said court of appeals shall establish by rule of court such 
terms of the court In each year as to it may seem necessary: Provided, ho 
ever, That there shall be at least three terms in each year, and it shail make 
such rules and regulations as may be necessary and proper for the transac- 
tion of its business and the taking of appeaisto said court. And said court 
of ane shall have power to prescribe what part or parts of the proceed 
in the court below shall constitute the record on appeal and the form 
of bills of exception, and to uire that the original a shall be sent to 
it instead of copies thereof. merally to regulate all matters relating to 
appeals whether in the court below or in said court of appeals. ifany mem- 
ber of the court shall be absent on account of illness or other eause during 
ghe season thereof, or shall be disqualified from hearing and determining 
any particular cause by having been of counsel therein, or by having as jus- 
tice of the supreme court of the District of Columbia previously passed upon 
the merits thereof, or if for any reason whatever it shall be impracticable to 
obtain a full court of three justices, the member or members of the court 
who shall be present shall the justice or justices of the supreme 


result is that whenever the clerk is away; the court has to sus 
pend, as there is no one authorized to sign papers officially for 
the clerk. 

The original bill provided that in all cases where one of 
judges was sick or absent, that a judge from the sup 
below should be designated to sit in the court of appe 
and hear the case with the judges of the court of a 
might be present. The second amendment provid 
the stipulation of the parties to the record, or 


eme cour 


us above . 

peais Who 
} 

8 that upon 


‘ 


upon the agree- 


ment of counsel, two judges of this court may decide a case; and 
if there is a failure to agree on the part of the two judges, tha 


then the judgment of the court below shall be affirmed. 

Another amendment is that in all motions to dismi-s appeals, 
interlocutory motions, etc., that any two judges of the court 
appeals may hear the motionand decide it. If they fail toagree, 
then the action of the court below is affirmed. There isanother 
amendment that provides—— 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Right on that point will the gen 
You say that any motion 


Mr. CULBERSON. No, not any motion on appeal, but int 
locutory motions. Section !0 provided in the original act that 
this court shall be required to hold a term each month in the 
year: They have found it inconvenient to do so. The bar of 
this District have indorsed the bill ously, and in fact the 
bar association of this District is the author of this bill, and, as |] 
understand, they insist that this court ought to have authority 
to hold its terms three times during the year instead of once in 
each month, and that is provided for. 

Now, the only other amendmentof the bill is that the opinions 
of the court shall be in writing, and the court shall appointa 
reporter, and the reporter must serve without compensation. 
Surely there is no objection to that. He will have to depend 
upon the sale of his books for his compensation. 

Now, as to the salary to be paid the deputy clerk. He is tobe 
paid not exceeding $2,000 a year, upon the certificate of the 
judges, and paid outof the Treasury. The fees of the clerk’s 
office are all turned into the Treasury of the United States, and 
this court is aself-sustaining court. The judicial establishment 
of this District is now not only self-sustaining but a contributor 
to the Treasury of the United States by many thousand dollars. 
I hope gentlemen will allow this bill to pass. 

Mr. REED. AmI right in understanding from the gentle- 
man from Texas that at present the court of appeals sit every 
month? 

Mr. CULBERSON. 
month? 

Mr. REED. Why do you desire to destroy that? 
that facilitate justice? 


TY yity 
Inanin 


They have to hold the court open every 


Does not 
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Mr. CULBERSON, They think not. 
terms of the court a year is sufficient. 
are unanimously in favor of the bill. 

Mr. REED. I think the great curse of our legal practice lies 
in the fact that the strong are able to push cases over. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I think myself it would facilitate justice 
to have this change made. 

Mr. REED. ill it facilitate speedy justice? 

Mr. CULBERSON. That is what I mean. 

Mr. REED. It is quite as much consequence that a case shall 
be disposed of speedily, as that it shall be disposed of rightafter 
a lapse of time. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. The gentleman in charge of this 
bill will remember that when this original bill passed there was 
a good deal of discussionas to the number of terms of this court. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I understand that. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. And some contended that there 
should only be three terms ofthe court a year. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Yes. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. AndI think after full discussion 
the conclusion was almost unanimously reached that a court sit- 
ting every month would facilitate business and promote justice; 
aa that that was the reason why the bill was passed in the origi- 
nal form. 

Mr. COLBERSON. I would like to say to the gentleman from 
Illinois that that matter was referred to on the floor and dis- 
cussed in the committee room, and it was believed then that it 
would facilitate speedy justice to have this court sit each month; 
but the experience of the court is tothe contrary. Now, I want 
to call your attention to the language of the amendment, which 
is: 


Provided, That said court of appeals shall establish by rule of court such 
terms and the number in each year as to it may seem necessary. Provided, 
however, That there shall be at least three terms in each year. 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Will the gentleman allow 
me to suggest—— 

Mr. BRETZ. That gives them the right to have more. 

Mr. REED. But it does not compel them to have more; and 
the result will be to lessen speedy justice, which is a most im- 
portant question. That seems to me to be one objection to the 
bill. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. The gentleman from Texas will 
remember that when this bill was up for consideration it was 
thought better to fix two or three terms, and that provision was 
inserted. It was discussed that, these men occupying life posi- 
tions, as do these appellate judges, it would be to their interest 
to have as few terms of the court in one year as possible; and in 
order to avoid that influence, which would operate upon the 
judges themselves, the law required that there should be a term 
every month, except the months of July and August, in each 
year, ’ 

Mr. CULBERSON. That is the fact; but experience has 
shown that that provision was wholly unnecessary. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I would suggest one ad- 
ditional matter to the gentleman from Texas, and that is, that 
the courts of the District sit every month in the year except the 
month of August, and very little business is done in the month 
of July, and those two months are the only exceptions to the 


rule. 
Mr. HOPKINS of Ulinois. There is no appellate court held 


in August. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the 
consideration of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none; and the question is on the engrossment and third reading 


of the bill. 

Mr. REED. Waitone moment. Are the Judiciary Commit- 
tee unanimous on the subject of having only three terms of this 
court a year? 

Mr. CULBERSON. . Entirely so; and I will state to the gen- 
tleman from Maine that it is also favored unanimously by the 
members of the Bar Association of the District, composed of 
over two hundred lawyers, without reference to politics. 

Mr. REED. Well, I have sometimes known the profession to 
which I belong to be willing that cases should be postponed—— 

Mr. CUL:BERSON. Not both sides. 

Mr. REED. I have sometimes known lawyers to be willing 
to have cases postponed, and I think the great struggle of legis- 
lative bodies ought to be to force the speedy decision of cases. 

Mr. CULBERSON,. So do I. 

Mr. REED. As it stands now, in a case of any im (a) 
every sensible man settles, simply because somebod him 
by the throat and he can not — an adjudication of bis rights 
within a reasonable time. I think there is common ip Bg in 





They think that three 
The bar association 


the way in which our courts of justice are managed in that re- 
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spect, especially as to suits involving great corporations. Ev- 
erybody knows to-day that a first mortgage on a railroad is sim- 
ply a means of negotiation. It simply gives you material to ne- 
gotiate with the gentlemen whose securities are inferior to your 
own; and men give u t of their rights on first mortgages 
and scale down their rights on second mortgages, all because our 
system of law administration is such that indefinite prolonga- 
tion and consequent destruction of property are the usual con- 
comitants; so that whatever is proposed as a compromise to a 
superior security is generally accepted. I think that is a dis- 
credit to our system of justice, and it looks to me as if we had a 
good system now in this District, and as if this bill was going to 
make it worse. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Let me say to the gentleman that if the 
sessions of this court are held three times a year the judges will 
decide just as many cases as they would under the present sys- 


tem. 

Mr. REED. Iam sorry to say that I do not think that will be 
the effect. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The whole object of requiring these 
courts to be held now in each month is to facilitate the filing 
of appeals—— 

Mr. REED. Yes. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Not to dispose of them in the court of 
appeals, because the judges do now all that they can do any- 
way, and this will give the lawyers every three months an op- 
portunity to prepare their appeals and have them filed in the 
court ready to be heard whenever they can be reached. 

Mr. REED. In the onecase the postponement is for a month, 
in the other case it may be for four months, and in each case it 
is only a postponement. When a lawyer obtains a postponment 
in one on he gains four months, whilein the other he gets only 
a month. 

Mr. CULBERSON. But if his case can not be reached in less 
than three or four months, what is the difference? 

Mr. REED. The difference is that if cases are liable to be 
called up every month, you will have speedier decisions. We 
have tried it in my own State and in my own county. We have 
monthly sessions of court in all but three months of the year, 
and the result is that we have a speedy administration of justice; 
and that is what I think you are abandoning by this bill. I do 
not know that I care to do anything more than make a protest, 
for I can not hope to have the House strike out that provision 
against the unanimous reportof the Committee ox the Judiciary, 


but ; do not want to be implicated in this transaction. [Laugh- 
ter. 
Mr. CULBERSON,. Oh, we will exculpate you. [Laughver.] 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and — engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
assed. 
' On motion of Mr. CULBERSON, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
CONTESTED-ELECTION CASES. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on Rules to submit for immediate consideration the re- 
port which f send to the Clerk's desk. 

The report was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That immediately upon adoption of this order the Houses proceed 
to consider the contested-election case of O’ Neill against Joy from Mis- 
souri; that after two hours’ debate thereon the previous question be consid- 
ered as ordered on the resolution reported from the Committee on Elections 
and on any substitute that may be pending therefor; that then, without in- 
terveuing motion, the vote be taken first on the substitute and then on the 
SS from the committee. 

That jiately after said case is disposed of the House shal! proceed to 
consider the contested-election case of English vs. Hilborn from California; 
that after two hours’ debate thereon the previous question be considered as 
ordered on the resolution reported from the Committee on Elections and 
on any substitute that may then be pending the:efor; that then, withoutin- 
tervening motion, the vote be taken first on the substitute and then on the 
resolution reported from the committee. This order to continue from day 
today until both cases therein mentioned are disposed of. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I demand the previous question, Mr. 


Speaker. 

The question being taken on ordering the previous question, the 
Speaker declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. REED. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were —ayes 16}, noes 0. 

Mr. REED. Noguorum. : 

Mr. OUTHWAI I eal) for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 179, nays |, not 
voting 173; as follows: 


YEAS —179. 
Abbott, Bankhead, Black, Il. Breckinridge, Ark. 
Alexander, Bartlett, Bland, Bretz, 
Batley i, Boatner, Brickner, 
Baker Kans. Bell, Tex. Bower, N.C. Bro wn, _ 
Baldwin, Black.Ga. Branch, Bryan, 
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Bynum, 
Cadmus, 
Caminetti, 
Campbell, 
Cannon, Cal. 
Capehart, 
Caruth, 
Catchings, 
Causey, 
Clancy. 
Clark, Mo. 
Clarke, Ala, 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cobb, Mo. 
Cockrell, 
Coffeen, 
Conn, 
Coombs, 
Cooper, Fla. 
Cooper, Ind. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cornish, 


Crawford, 
Culberson, 
Davis, 

De Armond, 
De lorest, 
Denson, 
Dinsmore, 
Dockery, 
Donovan, 
Dunphy, 
Durborow, 
Edmunds, 
English, 
Enloe, 


Adams, Ky. 
Adams, Pa. 
Aitken, 
Alderson, 
Aldrich, 
Apsley, 
Arnold, 
Avery, 
Babcock, 
Baker, N. H. 
Barnes, 
Rartholdt, 
Lelden, 
Leltzhoover, 
3erry, 
Bingham, 
Blair, 
Boutelle, 
Bowers, Cal. 
Brattan, 


Breckinridge, Ky. 


Broderick, 
Brosius, 
Bundy, 
Bunn, 
Burnes, 
Burrows, 
Cabaniss, 
Caldwell, 
Cannon, Il. 
Chickering, 
Childs, 
Cockran, 
Cogswell, 
Compton, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cousins, 
Cummings, 
Curtis, Kans. 
Curtis, N. Y. 
Dalzell, 
Daniels, 
Davey, 
Dingley, 


The SPEAKER (when the roll call was concluded) directed 


Epes, 
Erdman, 
Everett, 
Fielder, 
Geary, 
Geissenhainer, 
Goldzier, 
Gorman, 
Grady, 
Gresham, 
Griffin, 
Haines, 
Hall, Minn. 
Hall, Mo. 
Hammond, 
Hare, 
Harris, 
Hatch, 
Hayes, 


Henderson, N. C. 


Hines, 
Holman, 
Hooker, Miss. 
Hudson, 
Hunter, 
Hutcheson, 
lkirt, 
Jones, 
Kem, 
Kribbs, 
Kyle, 
Lane, 
Latimer, 
Lawson, 


Layton, Price, 
Lester, Reilly, 
Lockwood, Richards, Ohio 
Lynch, Richardson, Mich. 
Magner, Richardson, Tenn, 

NAYS—1. 

Kilgore. 

NOT VOTING—173. 

Dolliver, Johnson, N. Dak. 
Doolittle, Johnson, Ohio 
Draper, Joy, 
Dunn, Kiefer, 
Ellis, Ky. Lacey, 


Ellis, Oregon 
Fithian, 
Fletcher, 
Forman, 
Funk, 
Funston, 
Fyan, 
Gardner, 
Gear, 

Gillet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goodnight, 
Graham, 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 

Grow, 

Hager, 
Hainer, 
Harmer, 
Harter, 
Hartman, 
Haugen, 
Heard, 
Heiner, 
Henderson, Lil. 
Henderson, lowa 
Hendrix, 
Hepburn, 
Hermann, 
Hicks, 


Hopkins, Ill. 
Hopkins, Pa. 
Houk, 
Hulick, 

Aull, 
Johnson, Ind. 
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Maguire, 
Mallory, 
Marshall, 
McCreary, Ky. 
McCulloch, 
McDearmon, 
McEttrick, 
McGann, 
McKaig, 
McKeighan, 
McLaurin, 
McMillin, 
McNagny, 
McRae, 
Meredith, 
Meyer, 
Money, 
Montgomery, 
Morgan, 
Moses, 
Mutchler, 
Neill, 

Oates, 
O'Neil, 
Outhwaite, 
Page, 
Paschai, 
Patterson, 
Feruter, 
Pearson, 
Pence, 
Pendleton, Tex. 
Pen‘iieton, W.Va 
Pigott, 


Lapham, 
Lefever, 
Linton, 
Lisle, 
Livingston, 
Loud, 
Loudenslager, 
Lucas, 
Maddox, 
Mahon, 
Marsh, 
Martin, Ind. 
Marvin, N. Y. 
McAleer, 
McCall, 
McCleary, Minn. 
McDannold, 
Mc Dowell, 
Meiklejohn, 
Mercer. 
Milliken, 
Moon, 
Morse, 
Murray, 
Newlands, 
Norihway, 
Payne, 
Perkins, 
Phillips, 
Pickler, 
Post, 
Powers, 
uigg, 
andall, 
Ray, 
Rayner, 
Reed, 
Reyburn, 
Robinson, Pa. 


Ritchie, 
Robbins, 
Robertson, La. 


Schermerhorn, 
Shell, 

Sibley, 
Somers, 
Sperry, 
Springer, 
Stallings, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Strait, 
Straus, 
Swanson, 
Talbert, S. C. 
Talbott, Ma. 
Tate, 

Taylor, Ind. 
Terry, 
Tracey, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, Va. 
Tyler, 
Warner, 
Washington, 
Weadock. 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Whiting, 
Williams, Ml. 
Williams, Miss. 
Wise, 

WV olverton, 
Woodard, 
The Speaker. 


Rusk, 
Russell, Conn. 
Rusvell, Ga. 
Scranton, 
Settle, 
Shaw 
Sherman, 
Sickles, 
Simpson, 
Sipe. 
Smith, 
Snodgrass, 
Stephenson, 
Stevens. 
Stone, C. W. 
Stone, W. A. 
Storer, 

Strong, 

Sweet, 

Tarsney, 
Tawney. 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Thomas, 
Turpin, 
Updegraff, 

Van Voorhis, N.Y. 
Van Voorhis,Ohio 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Wanger, 
Waugh, 

Wells, 

Wever, 
Wheeler, IL 
White, 

Wilson, Ohio 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wilson. W. Va. 
Woomer, 
Wright, Mass. 
Wright, Pa. 


that his name be called, and he voted in the affirmative. 
So the previous question was ordered. 
The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. MCDANNOLD with Mr. LEFEVER. 
Mr. ALDERSON with Mr. RANDALL. 


Mr. SNODGRASS with Mr. Houxk. 
Mr. TARSNEY with Mr. GEAR. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. WALKER. 
Mr. BARNES with Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota. 
Mr. CABANISS with Mr. NORTHWAY. 

Mr. FITHIAN with Mr, Moon. 

Mr. ELLIs of Kentucky with Mr. HAUGEN. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON with Mr. HERMANN. 

Mr. FORMAN with Mr. LUCAS. 

Me. MApDpox with Mr. GROUT. 

Mr. BUNN with Mr. STRONG. 

Mr. HEARD with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 


XXVI——206 





cupeumneees _-<-~ese 
2 aeupRERneeeeeenentmnnenaa -~---———————————————— —— + 


——— et 


3281 


Mr, BERRY with Mr. CALDWELL. 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. COGSWELL. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia with Mr. DALZELL. 
For this day: 

Mr. HENDRIX with Mr. POWERS. 

Mr. RUSK with Mr. STORER. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. COMPTON with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER with Mr. WRIGHT of Massachusetts. 
Mr. FYAN with Mr. LINTON. 

Mr. SICKLES with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsy|vania. 
On this question: 

Mr. DAVEY with Mr. PICKLER. 


The result of the vote was announced as‘above stated. [Ap- 
plause. | 
Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, may a motion to recommit bo now 


made or does it come after the debate? 

Mr. OUTHWAILTE. I make a point of order against the 
motion to recommit. 

Mr. REED. That motion has already been permitted by the 
Speaker in one case. ; 

Mr. BROWN. Perhaps under a different rule. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentlemaz from Maine [Mr. REED] 
recollect whether this question has been raised on a report from 
the Committee on Rules? 

Mr. REED. My impression is that this motion was permitted 
in one case. I do not think it will be found in the Digest: L[ be- 
lieve it was this session. I have no objection to permitting the 
discussion to go on, so that the Speaker may have an opportunity 
to examine the matter. 

The SPEAKER. The discussion, then, will be permitted to 
go on, and the Chuir will look into the question. The gentle- 
man from Maine is recognized to control the fifteen minutes in 
opposition to the resolution, and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
OUTHWAITE] to control the time in favor. 

Mr. REED. I hope the gentleman: from Ohio [Mr. OurnH- 
WAITE] will be kind enough to explain the reasons for this pro- 
posed rule. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, « brief explanation of the 
rule proposed by the committee is all that is necessary at this 
time. 

The purpose of the rule is to dispose of the two contested 
election cases mentioned init,in an orderly and business-like 
manner, so that the attention of the House may then be devoted 
to the public business. The rule submitted provides for a dis- 
cussion of two hours upon the contested election cise of O'Nei 
vs. Joy, from Missouri, first, and then that any substitute which 
may be offered to the resolution that is reported by the Committes 
on Elections shall be voied upon, after which the original reso- 
lution of the committee shall be before the House for final action 
if the substitute fail. In conversation with the member of the 
Committee on Elections who bas thiscase in his special charge, 
we learn that the facts and tae law, too, embraced in this case 
are such as will require no very extended discussion, and that 
one hour upon a side will be ample time for a fulland fair pre 


sentation of both the law and the facts applicable to it. 

The second branch of the rule provides that the contested elee- 
tion case of English vs. Hilborn, from California, shall be taken 
up and considered for two hours and disposed of in the same 
manner as the former case. That case isalsoone in which there 
is no demand for extended discussion. The testimony is brief, 
and the law applicable to the case does not embrace many cita- 
tions. 

That is all there is in this rule,and unless there shall be some- 
thing said on the other side against the adoption of this rule, 
which is in the interest of the expedition of the public business 
of the House, I no not care to consume further time. I will re- 
serve the remainder of the time to make such response as may 
be necessary. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, the question before the House is 
whether the rule presented by the Committe2 on Rules shall be 
adopted or not. Itis a rule involving two distinct questions on 
which the House is to act judicially. 1 presume that the reso- 
lution of the Committee on Rules must meet the approval of the 
individual members of the House, or else they will be found 
voting againstit. I donot wonder that the gentlemen on the 
other side are desirous of having these cases disposed of in a 
corner. I can very easily understand how they should take this 
opportunity to abridge discussion, and why they should desire to 
have the cases hustled through as speedily as possible, and in 
the manner they propose. The reason why we have made 
strenuous opposition, within the limitsof the rules of the House, 
againstthe first case mentioned in the rule is because we felt it 
necessary todo so in order to attract the attention of the House 
toward what we regard as a gross outrage. 
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It is the custom of this body to pay but very scant attention to 
election cases. It is the custom of the country to pay still less 
attention to them, and hence means have to be taken inextraor- 
dinary cases to attract even the attention of the House. I ven- 
ture to say to you that no member of this body hasever listened 
to cases like the two that are endeavored to be pushed through 
this body on the report of the Committee on Rules. There 
never were cases 80 mean, so far asthey appeal tothe judgment 
and good sense of the individual members of the House, as these. 

The case of Mr. Joy isin a nutshell. I may not be absolutely 
correct as to my statement of the facts, but as to the fact actu- 
ally and finally involved in the case I am entirely sure that I 
am correct. This report from the Committee on Elections pro- 
poses to unseat Mr. Joy upon the ground, not that he has not re- 
ceived the majority of the ballots in that district, but because 
the judges of election failed to put their initials on certain 
ballots which they received and which were deposited in the 
ballot boxes. I repeat, I venture to say that the like of that case 
was never presen‘ed to this body; that it has never dividedeven 
on political g ounds on such a basis as that, and I am sure if it 
were anything else than an election case the ern to dis- 
pose of it within two hours’ discussion, or to dispo e of it under 
such limitations as have been proposed here, would be flung out 
of the window at once, 

Mr. HAYES. Would it not be better to discuss the merits of 
the case after this reportfrom the Committee on Rulesis adopted? 
That is the only question. 

Mr. REED (continuing). Then, again, the case of Hilborn 
front California is one that is also ina nutshell. You propose to 
turn him out, while the actual ballots actually counted from the 
sealed pouch show that he was elected bya majority of 4; and 
in order to do it your committee charged that by the concur- 
rence of eight election officers, six of whom were Democrats, 
such a fraudulent count was made as entitled you to reject the 
actual baliots found in that pouch, put up by these inspectors, 
who were two to one against Hilborn, and substitute therefor 
the verbal declarations, the affidavits and depositions of the 
voters. They call upon you to reject the best evidence of the 
result of the election and take the wo st, and in order to com- 
plete the list they take and give absolute verity to the oiths as 
voters of the same men whom they charge as inspectors with 
assisting in the fraud. 

Now, there are the two casesinanutshell, and I donot wonder 
that the gentleman from Illinois | Mr. SPRINGER] seems anxious 
to getan opportunity to put some cf his opinions and logic into 
the case. 

Mr. HAYES. Well, he will put some factsin, and that is bet- 
ter than you are doing. 

Mr. REED. This is the gentleman from Iowa? 

Mr. HAYES. Yes. 

Mr. REED. Oh! [Laughter on the Republican side.| As I 
was remarking to the House when I was rudely interrupted, 
those are the substantial facts of the case. And in order to get 
it through this House you propose to discuss this case one hour 
onaside. Until I hear the votes counted I shall not believe it. 

I reserve the remainder of my time. [Applause on the Re- 
publican side. } 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Does any other gentleman on that side 
care for any discussion? 

Mr. REED. I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr.Speaker, the gentleman from Maine 
has sustained the wisdom of this rule about as successfully as it 
could be done in the same length of time. He has; shown that 
the lnw and the.evidence in both of these cases can be put into 
a nutshell, and that it is not necessary to have any great length 
of time devoted to the discussion of the facts or the law. 

Let it be understood that when one of these cases was first 
taken up, a few days age, there was an effort made upon this side 
of the House to give gentlemen upon that side plenty of time. 
A proposition was submitted by which they could have three 
hours. if they desired it, for discussion upon that side, six hours 
to be given to the discussion of the case. It is not the fault of 
this side of the House that more time has not been allotted to 
the discussion of this first case. 

Now, the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] assumes that it 
is the purpose of this side of the House in passing this resolu- 
tion to vote oat two gentlemen who have seats upon the floor. 
Iam not surprised that the gentleman from Maine [Mr. ReEp} 
should take that position, recalling the circumstances which 
attended the conduct of election cases in the Fifty-first Con- 
gress. We have now been in session several mon and this 
+3 the first contested-election ease that this House has been asked 
to consider. 

In the Fifty-first Congress, before two months had elapsed, 
and before the rules were adopted, one of the Democratic mem- 
bers had been voted out and a gentleman not entitled to his 
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seat voted in, and in the month of February another one was 
voted out 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Counted out. 

Mr. OJTHAWAITE. And so it ran right along in other cases, 
without any regurd at all to the majorities behind the gentle- 
men that were occupying the seits here. The culmination of 
patriotism, fairness, and justice upon that side of the House 
mani ‘ested itsel! in disposing of twoelection cases in about thirty 
minutes. 

Mr. REED. The House was unanimous that day. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It is true that in the first of those cases, 
the case of Langston against Venable, about two hours had been 
occupied in debate. That is all the time that was allowed to 
the consideration of a case the testimony in which amounted 
to a large volume and in which there were many questions of 
alleged fraud and various questions of law. But the majority 
then controlling this House, after but two hours and five minutes’ 
debate, voted upon the resolution to seat the contestant, and then 
immediately took up another election case, of which the election 
committee had given the sitting member no notice whatever, 
and inside of fifteen minutes from the taking up of that resolu- 
tion unseated the sitting member. The record of the considera- 
tion of that case is less than a column, less than half a page of 
the Recorp. It is found on page 10339 of the Recorp of the 
first session of the Fifty-first Congress. Mr. Rowell, who was 
the chairman of the Committee on Elections, said: 

Idonot desiredebate. Thereportof the Committee on Elections has been 
printed. 

That is all the discussion there was in that case; even the 
twenty minutes given by the rule after the previous question 
has been ordered was not allowed at that time. 

Now, the reports in both of these cases have been printed for 
several days. Members do not ordinarily wait until the discus- 
sion comes up before they make their investigation, or before 
they examine the testimony and the lawin these election cases. 
They take the reports and look at them before making up their 
minds. 

Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes. 

Mr. LACEY. I notice in the resolution offered by the Com 
mittee on Rules that there is an opportunity to vote on two 
propositions. There is the resolution ofered by the Committee 
on Elections, and a substitute may be offered for that. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, Well?. 

Mr. LACEY. And nothing else. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Those are the usual motions. 

Mr. LACEY. Now, why limit that in the Joycase? Because 
I suggest that there is another question that might come up as 
to whether there ought not to be a new election. Why should 
we be limited to only two votes on this question, when there are 





_thfee questions involved? 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. If the House desires to have another 
election, it can, upon these two motions which are submitted, 
dispose of that question. It can vote down both. It can vote 
against the right of either to the seat, and thus leave the ques- 
tion open. It unseats the one and leaves the other without 
seating him. 

Mr. LACEY. The proposition is that no intervening motion 
shall be made. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. Noneisnecessary. Upon these two reso- 
lutions the vote may result as the gentleman wishes it. 

I have called the attention of the House to the limited debate 
or discussion, which was merely a declination of debate by the 
chairman of the committee—under which the case of Lang- 
ston and Venable was disposed of in the Fifty-first Congress. I 
wish gentlemen upon*this side of the House to observe this fact, 
that by the argument of the —— from Maine | Mr. REED] 
it clearly appears that very little time is necessary to discuss 
either of the two cases included in this rule. Therefore, this 
committee have acted upon the idea that little time will be de- 
sired by the House, and submit the rule in the hope and expec- 
tation that the House will approve it. I reserve the remainder 
of my time. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I am very glad to have the concur- 
rence of the gentleman from Ohio as to my statement of the 
facts in these two cases; and I hope that the gentleman from 
fowa |Mr. HAYEs] has perceived the tenderness of the rebuke 
which has been administered to him by the gentleman in charge 
of this rule. 

Mr. HAYES. Iam entirely satisfied. 

Mr. REED. I hope he appreciates the tenderness of the re- 
buke, because of his admission that the facts I have stated are 


correct. 
Mr. HAYES. The gentleman did not admit any such thing. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. I did not admit that they were correct. 
I admitted that they were few. 
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Mr. REED. You admitted there were few, arfd from the few- 


— of the facts their accuracy is best judged. 
It was not an admission that those were 


Mr. OUTHWAITE 
the fac ts. 

Mr. REED. I will leave it with you and the gentlem om 
Iowa. You can settle it privately among yourselves. 

Mr. OUT! [WAITE. I did not admit your statement of facts. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Lowa is little im ive 
and allowed bimeelt to break out unexpecte ly. {L on 


the Republican side.] I wil) reserve the remainder of my time. 





Mr. ODF {WAITE. I will yieid the rema nder of my time to 
the gentleman from Tennessee. [Cries of *‘ Vote!’’] 

Mr. PAT Te IRS — Mr. Speaker, I desire to mak ef 
statement of the vet sargucd at creit hin 
the Committee on Elections, and when the final vo'e w cen 
it was agreed between the ma o1 ite and the minority of that 
committee that six hours would be devoted to its discussion: 
and no one at that time dreamed that the time of the 
House would be occupied in‘an endeavor todefeat the consider 
ation of this case. When it was first called up the propositio 
was made to postpone it for a week or ten days, on account of the 
absence of Mr. BARTHOLDT. Wecould not cons ent to = it, and 
filibustering tactics were resorted to. Then, on last Thursday 


t 
rid BUR now he ibmitted 


or day, my friend from Michig in [Mr 

to me a telegram which hid been sent by Mr. BaRTHOLD? to 
Mr. Joy, stating that he would return hereon Monday. Ivery 
promptly withdrew the case, giving notice that . would call it 


return. 
y anc 
an im- 
ded 


upon the following Tuesday, after Mr. BARTHOLDT’s 

No distinct agreement was made between th he mi 
the majority of the committee; but we believe there was 
plied un iding that this would then be 


iorit 


erstal case proce 





with and con-idered. I desire to say. if I understand the facts 
trul: . that the minority of the committee desired to go on and 
consi ide r the case on yesterday morning, and that the gentle- 


nan from Maine [Mr. RE«spD}, who now complains so grievously 
; 


in regard to the brief consideration given this case, is himself 
alone responsible for the fact that this rule has been brought in 


re 





and that the time has been limited. He consumed five hours 
on yesterday, the whole day’s session, in trying to defeat the 
consideration of this case. Now, these are the plain facts as 


understood by the Committee on Elections. So far as the merits 
of the case are concerned, [ will present them later on. 
Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, in reply to what has been said by 


the gentleman from Tennessee, I desire to say that it seems ap- 


par nt ee he wishes to intimate to the House that this short 

ening of debate is inthe natureof punisaomentfor having availed 
Ourselves of the privileges which the rules allow and which the 
Spe iker sanctions. I mustsay lam amazed that any gentleman 
should tak: that ground. The rulesof this House permit every- 


that has been done, and the propriety of punishing the 
itself for action which is permitted under the rules is 
‘el, 


thin 
Hose 


very no 


or 





The gentleman from Tennessee has ey wy te that his commit- 
tee, upon anexaminationof this matter, free from opposition, and 
free fron n the dispx sition to punish any bode, had determined that 
three hours on a side should be granted to one of the cas and 
now. for the purpose of punishing us for the exercise of rights 
which the rules of this House guarantee to us, he deprives the 
House of four hours of information —for I presume, as a matter 


of course, that whenever the Committee on Elections speak they 
wil! oce upy the time in a valuable way. So that the gentleman 
from Tennessee has confessed to this House that six hours had 
been determined as necessary to present this case, and the Com- 
mittee on Rules have restricted us to two hours. 

How much was necessary in the ee 2 ise we have not the 


same means of knowing. That was re sely what I got up to 
prove to this House, and having provec Saaknet believe un- 
til I hear the votes announced, that ne mane e will permit itself 
to take such an unsuitable course of action. 

Now, so faras the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE| has 
alli ided to election cases in the Fifty-first Congress, I am flat- 
tered to have those cases ci'ed as authority by the gentleman 
from Ohio, who participated in them s omewhat at the time, but 


did not then give that distinct approval which he is inclined to 
give now. fLaughter.] But of course, with the lapse.of time 
comes wisdom, and I only want to add to his highly gratifying 
statement that in the last case where no discussion was given 
the House wasabsolutely unanimous, although I think there was 
an attempt by one gentleman who was cursorily and providen- 
tially present, to obstruct action. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Teall the attention of the gentleman to 
the fact that no quorum was present and no quorum voted at 
that time. 

Mr. REED. Well, the point was not made. 

Mr.OUTAWAITE. Yes, the point was made, but the gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. Reezp], then presiding, overruled the 
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point and said there was a quorum p1 t Laught he 
JYemocratic side. ]} 

Mr. REED “he Democratic party ought always to 
muturely, because that is its only chance. It\ t 
other opportunity. When 1 come to examine the R 
cenilemen, you wili find that re Was a < um pres 
that no such action was ta ; the gent n states 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The RecoRD shows that thisaction too 
plice: 

rh DI ‘ t : he S} 

Mr. O'PERRAI A di 

I'he il i, a i y 

Mr. O'f tRA! No « 1, M 

A M — R. One mor 1 i 

The SPEAKER On this « t ’ are 1 i nd 9 not : 
Sothe Solutions ar 

Mr. REED. P saly Chat is ere ot a voting « 
rum, but there was « present quorum. 

Mr. OUTHWATT [The gentleman siid awhile ago tha 
the action wus unanimous, and I have ealied his attention t 
facts. He said there were * not voting, but it was his custom 
when in the chair to name those present and not voting. and the 
9 in this case are not named. Renewed lauchter on the Demo 
cratie side. | 

Mr. REED. All this is perfectly simple. It was not t 
custom to announce the names of members not votin yr excep 
a yea-and-nayv vole, and this was not a yea-and-nay vote. Con 
se ,uently, when the gentleman from Ohio says that in not nam 
ing members not voting upon that occasion the custom was vio 


a mistake 
Oh! 


lated, he makes 


A MEMBER. 


Mr. REED ‘continuing He makes a mistake which-he will 
hasten to correct The gentieman from Georgia who says **Oh 
no” was not here at that time, and it is sometimes surprising 
that he ever got here. [{Laughter.] 

The SPE AKE R. The question is upon the adoption of 8 
resolution. 

Mr. REED. I suggested to the Chair that I would move ar 
committal. Has the Speaker examined the matter? 

The SPEAKER. What is the gentleman's motion” 

Mr. REED. A motion to recommit with instructions. The 


Speaker will recollect that it 


was withheld simply to enable the 
Chair to tell me whe 


her it was in order or not 








The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the motion. 

The Clerk read as follows: ; 

Motion to recommit with instructions to so modify the re ition 
additional vote may be had in the Jov case on the question of orderi: ‘ 
election. if the House shail determine that the facts requ one, a 
instructions to allow a suitable time for discussion 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentlema om 
Maine as to whether the motion is in order. The Chair has been 
unable to find any authority for it. 

Mr. REED. If I were to argue it upon general prince I 
should say that the rules of the House perm d such an 

The SPEAKER. Rule XI provides tha 

It shall always be in order to call up for consideration a report fro 
Committee on R ind pend : co leration th 
may entertain one motion that the House adjourn; bu 
announced he shall not entertain any other dilator ) 
report shall have been fully disposed f 

Mr. REED. Well, Il willargue the question, if the Chair p'eas 
The Chair must take the yround eith that ordinary m ! 
are permissible or that they are not permissible [f the 
takes the ground that they are not permissible, of cour 
must account for allowing the previous question to be putt I 
House, because the previous question is a motion just as much 
as a motion to recommit. 

And if a motion for the previous question is allowable, a mo 
tion to recommit must be aoe ible upon the same ground and 


for the same reason. [irst, the motion to recommit isa motion 


known to general parliamentury law —one of the rights of th: 
House: and, second, it is a motion that is well known to our rules 
and being known both to general parliamentary law and to the 
rules, the House has a right to try that mode of modilicition 
For example, if the previous question had not been ordered 
would the Chair undertake to say that we could not amend the 
resolution of the Committee on Rules? Most assuredly not. 
| Whatisanamendment? An amendment is a motion, just like 
the motion for the previous question, just like a motion to r 
commit. They are all motions. The Chair certainly can no 


take the vround that no motion can be permitted pending this 
repwrt; otherwise the Committee on Rules would be able to 
launch upon the House any proposition, and the House would be 
obliged to reezive it or reject it, without any right of modifica- 
tion. 

I must say thata rule with such an interpretation as that 


hich no Speaker 


would give to the Committee on Rules a power w 
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at any time would ever dream of exercising in the presence of 
the House. Has not the House aninherent right to modify any 
proposition? Has it not a right to modify it in any way it 
pleases—among other methods by a recommittal? The rules of 
the House so provide; and I venture to say to the Chair with 
considerable certainty that I recolle tacase this very session 
where a motion torecommit was permitted. 

The SPEAKER. Upona report of the Committee on Rules? 

Mr. REED. Thatis my very strong impression. 

The SPEAKER. Of course, ifthat were true, it would con- 
trol the question: but the Chair does not recollect any such de- 
cision, and has not been able to ascertain that there was any. 

Mr. REED. Of course, I am quite well aware that my mem- 
~~ may deceive me about it; but I think that motion was per- 
mitted. 

Mr. TRACEY. Was not the motion to recommit in that case 
aa the passage of the bill after it had been brought before the 

ouse upon a report of the Committee on Rules? 

The SPEAKER. Thatcase may have arisen, as suggested b 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. TRACEY], upon the consid- 
eration of a measure brought before the House ona report of the 
Committee on Rules. 

Mr. REED. Possibly that may be the explanation. 

Mr. TRACEY. A motion to recommit the resolutions to the 
Committee on Elections would, I judge, be in order at the end 
of the debate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Maine his idea about this matter. In ¢he first place the motion 
to recommit-—— 

Mr. REED. Will the Chair, before he begins, allow me one 
more suggestion which I do not want to forget? This can not 
be regarded as a ‘‘ dilatory motion.” 

The SPEAKER. In the first place, ordinarily, under all par- 
liamentary rules with which the Chair has .ny acquaintance ex- 
cept the system under which we are now operating, a motion to 
recommit is notin orderafter the previous question is demanded 
or ordered. A motion to recommit is simply another method 
of permitting the House to amead, and under ordinary rules the 
right of amendment is cut off by the previous question. The 
House has, however, a provision in itsrules that even pending 
the demand for the previous question orafter it is ordered » mo- 
tion to recommit may be in order. 

Now, the purpose of the rule as disclosed by the language 
which has been read was that on reports from the Committee on 
Rules the House should have the right without delay and with- 
out motions tending to delay, to dispose of such a report. The 
language is similar to that used in reference to motions to sus- 
pend the rules: and the Chair is aware that there may be some 
embarrassment at times because of the distinction between a 
report from the Committee on Rules and a motion to suspend the 
rules. But take the case now be’ore the House. The Chair 
has no doubt that it is within the power of the House to amend 
a report from the Committee on Rules. The Chair has never 
entertained any doubt about that. If the House should vote 
down the demand for the previous question, then this report 
could be amended. 

The idea that the Chair has always had in enforcing this new 
rule was so to construe it as to permit the House to vote with- 
out delay upon the final proposition either as reported by the 
committee or as agreed upon by the House if the House should 
choose to amend it. 

Now, the House has ordered the previous question. What 
does the previous question mean? It means that the House 
shall proceed to vote upon the proposition on which it is or- 
dered, Ifa motion to recommit is in order, perhaps a motion 
to lay on the table might be in order; and the eiiect of both 
these motions, whatever the motive of the mover might be, 
would be todelay the House in re «ching a final vote on the prop- 
osition before it, and on which the House has expressed a desire 
for a final vote by ordering the previous question. The Chair 
has always held, in construing the rule, that any motion which 
would tend to prevent the House from a speedy vote upon the 
final proposition is not in order. 

The Chair holds that ona report from the Committee on 
Rules, when the previous question has been ordered, it isnot in 
order to move to recommit to the committee. Tne Chair thus 
holds the more ey because the matter is entirely in the 
power of the House. If the House desires to amend or alter in 
any respect a — of this character, it need only vote down 
the demand for the previous question, and then the whole field 

of amendment is open; the report can be altered in any way to 
suit the wishes of the House. 

In other words, the Chair accepts the ordering of the previous 

uestion as an expression of the desire of the majority of the 





ouse to vote upon the resolution as it stood when the previous 
question was called upon it. Therefore, the Chair holds that 
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the motion to recommit is not in order. 


MARCH 28, 








The question is on 


agreeing to the report of the Committee on Rules. 
The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 


109, noes none. 
Mr. REED. No quorum. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
tion. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 173, nays 7, 


not voting 173; as follows: 


YEAS—173. 
Abbott, Cornish, Kyle, 
Alexander, Covert. Lane, 
Allen, Cox, Latimer, 
Bailey, Crain, Lawson, 
Baldwin, Crawford, Layton, 
Bankhead, Culberson, Lester, 
Bartlett, De Armond, Lockwood, 
Barwig, De Forest, Lynch, 
Beil, Colo. Denson, Magner, 
Bell, Tex. Dinsmore, Maguire, 
Black, Ga. Dockery, Mallory, 
Black, ILL. Donovan, Marshall, 
Bland, Dunn, McAleer, 
Boatner, Dunphy, McCreary, Ky. 
Bower, N. C. Durborow, McCulloch, 
Branch, Edmunds, McDearmon, 
Breckinridge,Ark. English, McEttrick, 
retz, Enloe, McGann, 
Brickner, Epes, McKaig, 
Brookshire, Erdman, McKeighan, 
Brown, Everett, McMillin, 
Bryan, Fielder, McNagny, 
Burnes, Geary, McRae, 
Bynum, Geissenhainer, Meredith, 
Cadmus, Goldzier, Meyer, 
Caminetti, Gorman, Money, 
Campbell, Grady, Montgomery, 
Cannon, Cal Gresham, Morgan, 
Capehart, Hall, Minn. Moses, 
Caruth, Hall, Mo. Mutchler, 
Catchings, Hanimond, Neill, 
Causey, Hare, Oates, 
Clancy, Harris, O'Neil, 
Clark. Mo. Hatch, Outhwaite, 
Clarke, Ala. Hayes, Page. 
Cobb, Ala. Henderson, N.C. Paschal, 
Cobb, Mo. Hines, Patterson. 
Cockrell, Holman, Paynter, 
Coffeen, Hooker, Miss. Pearson, 
Conn. Hudson, Pence, 
Coombs, Hunter, Pendleton, Tex. 
Cooper, Fla. Ikirt, Pendleton, W. Va. 
Cooper, Ind. Jones, Pigott, 
Cooper, Tex. Kribbs, Price, 
NAYS—7. 
Daniels, Hermann, Kilgore, 
Griffin, Hutcheson, McCleary, Minn. 
NOT VOTING—173. 
Adams, Ky. Dingley, Johnson, N. Dak. 
Adams, Pa. Dolliver, Johnson, Ohio 
Aitken, Doolittle, Joy, 
Alderson, Draper, Kem, 
Aldrich, Ellis, Ky. Kiefer, 
Apsley, Ellis Oregon Lacey, 
Arnold, Fithian, Lapham, 
Avery, Fletcher, Lefever, 
Babcock, Forman, Linton, 
Baker, Kans. Funk, Lisle, 
Baker, N. H. Funston, Livingston, 
Barnes, an, Loud, 
Bartholdt, Gardner, Loudenslager, 
Belden, Gear, Lucas, 
Beltzhoover, Gillet, N. Y. Maddox, 
Biche. Gillett, Mass. Mahon, 
Bing Goodnight, arsh, 
lair, Graham, Martin, Ind. 
Boen, Grosvenor, Marvin, N. Y. 
Boutelle, Grout, McCall, 
Bowers, Grow, McDannold, 
Brattan, Hager, McDowell, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Hainer, McLaurin, 
Broderick, Haines, Meiklejohn, 
Brosius, Harmer, Mercer, 
Bundy, Harter, Milliken, 
Bunn, Hartman, oon, 
Burrows, Haugen, Morse, 
Cabaniss, Heard, , 
Caldwe Heiner, Newlands, 
Cannon, Henderson, Ill. Northway, 
Chicxering, Henderson, Iowa ayne, 
Some Gepears Phillips 
epburn, ps, 
Cogswell, Hicks, Pickler, 
Compton, Hilborn, t, 
Cooper. Wis. Hitt, Powers, 
reer Hopkin: Nit dall, 
ene. o 8, 
Curtis, Kans. Hopkins, Pa. Ray, 
Curtis, N. Y. Houk Rayner, 
Dalzell. Hulick, Reed, 
Davey, yburn, 
Davis, Johnson, Ind. Robinson, Pa. 


So the resolution was 


I ask for the yeas and nays on this ques- 


Reilly, 
Richards, Ohio 
Richardson, Mich. 
Richardson, Tenn. 
Ritchie, 
Robbins, 
Robertson, La. 
Ryan. 

Sayers, 
Schermerhorn, 
Sibley, 

Sipe, 

Somers, 
Springer, 
Stallings, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Strait, 

Straus. 
Swanson 
Talbert, $. ©. 
Talbott, Md. 


te, 
Taylor, Ind. 
Terry, 
Tracey, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, Va. 
Turpin, 
Tyler, 
Washington, 
Weadock, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Whiting, 
Williams, Til. 
Williams, Miss. 
Wise 


Ww olverton, 
Woodard. 
The Speaker. 


Warner. 


tusk, 
Russell, Conn. 
Russell, Ga. 
Scranton, 
Seitle, 
Shaw, 

Shelli, 
Sherman, 
Sickles, 
Simpson, 
Smith, 
Snodgrass, 
Sperry, 
Stephenson, 
Stevens, 
Stone, C. W. 
Stone, W. A, 
Storer, 
Strong, 
Sweei, 
Tarsney, 
Tawney, 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Thomas, 
Upa 
Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Wanger, 
Waugh, 

Wells, 

Wever, 
Wheeler, IL 

Ww 


agreed ; 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. I ask a recapitulation of the vote, Mr. 


Speaker. 


e vote was recapitulated, after which the announcement of 
the result was made as above recorded. 








1894. 





CONTESTED ELECTION, O'NEILL VS. JOY. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the resolutions 
submitted by the Committee on Elections. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Charies F’. Joy was not elected a member of the House of 
Representativestoths Fifty-third Congress from the Eleventh Congressional 
district of Missouri, and is not entitled to the seat. 

Resolved, That John J. O Neill was elected a Representative to the Fifty- 
third Congress from the Eleventh Congressional district of Missouri, and 
that he is entitled to the seat. 


Mr. WAUGH. Mr. Speaker, I ask consent at this time to 
offer the following as a substitute on behalf of the minority. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolutions sub- 
mitted by the minority of the committee as asubstitute for those 
just read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Charies F. Joy was legally elected to a seat in the Fifty- 
third Congress from the Eleventh Congressional district of the State of Mis- 
sour!, and that he is entitled to retain his seat in this House 

Resolved, That John J.O’ Neill was not legally elected to a seatin the Fifty 
third Congress from the Eleventh Congressional district of Missouri, and is 
not entitled to a seat in this House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Tennessee [ Mr. PATTERSON] to control the hour in support 
of the report of the Committee on Elections, and the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. DANIELS] in opposition. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Speaker, this case involves the ap- 
plication of a familiar principle of law to an admitted state of 
facts. It comes up from the Eleventh Congressional district of 
the State of Missouri. That district is wholly within the cor- 

porate limits of the city of St.Louis. Thecontestee claims that 

e was elected, and the returns show that he was, by a majority 
of 67 votes. 

For the past few years there is scarcely a State in the Union 
that has not been legislating with a view to ballot reform. The 
State of Missouri is no exception to this rule. The great influx 
of foreign population into this country, the conferring of the 
ballot upon the colored race in the Southern States, and other 
causes combin d, we all know have produced during the last 
quarter of a century very grave errors, frauds, and irrezulari- 
ties in elections. There is a tendency throughout the United 
States, confined to no particular section of the Union, there isa 
sirong tendency, in the direction of ballot reform. The State of 
Missouri has pis-ed a good many statutes looking to the purity 
of the ballot in the citiesof that Stite. At last she has evo'ved 
a system which in my humble judgment is as free from criticism 
as any system devised by any other State in the Union. 

I will. in afew moments, explain the operation of this law. In 
cities of over5,000 population the governor of the State appoints 
a recorder of voters. This recorder of voters has his office at 
the county seat and there registers the voters of the municipal- 
ity. Hecan register the voters on any day or at any time of 
the year. 
ply goes to the recorder of voters and has his registration 
changed. Then prior to any general election the recorder ap- 
points registrars whose duty it is to register the voters who 
have not theretofore been registered. 

The day previous to the election the recorder proceeds to 
make outan alphabetical list of all the registered voters in each of 
the precincts within the municipality, and that registry list is 
forwarded to the officers holding the electionand is there on the 
morning of the election. So itis thatevery man who isentiled 
to vote at any precinct has his name on the alphabetical list. 

Now, in order to prevent fraud the law requires that there 
shall be six judges. The first twoare called distributing judges; 
the nexttwoare called receiving judges; they receive the ballots; 
the first two distribute them; and the last two are called the 
counting judges. 

Three of these judges bslong to one political party ani three 
toanother. Whena citizen desires to vote he goes to the dis- 
tributing judges, and these distributing judges having the list of 
registered voters before them can see from thatalphabetical list 
whether or not he is entitled toa bidlot. If heis entitled to a 
ballot they are req:iired by the law to write their nimes or ini- 
tials in ink or in indelible pencilon the back of the ballot. That 
makes it an offici:l ballot. 
He goes into the booth at the polling place and there prepares 
his ballot. He then folds it so that the signature of the judges 
shall appear on the outside of the blot. 
receiving judges who receive the ballot, and casts the bullot 
with the initials or names of the distributing judges pliinly 
written on the billot. so that they can see that it is an official 
one. When that ballot is received the law requires that it 
shall be numbered in the order in which the voter cast it and 
when this is done the number of that ballot is written opposite 
the name of the voter on the registry list with the word’ voted,” 
and the ballot goes into the box. 


Now, that is the duty of the receiving judges. The counting 


Where a citizen changes his ward or precincthe sim- | 


He then goes to the | 
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| gentleman will not interrupt me. 


The billotis handed to the voter. | 
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judges have two ballot boxes. They deliver to the receiving 
judges one of the ballot boxes, locked and empty. That is used 
by the receiving judges for one hour, and then that billot bo 


f X 
is delivered over to the counting judges, and the other ballot 
box is delivered to the receiving judges, and the counting judges 


proceed to count’the ballots in the first box, and the receiving 
judves proceed to deposit ballots in the second box. By that 
precess the ballots are practically all counted’ when the polls 
are closed. 

Now, this is the very simple but rather elaborate system that 
has been instituted in the cities of the State of Missouri. You 
can at once see that if these laws were not mandatory they 
would be practically useless upon the statute books. The otti- 
ce s who would be elected by means of fraud would often be in- 
ter.-ted in protecting the perpetrators of the frauds, and there- 
fore it is absolutely essentiai. in order to require that this law 
shall be enforced and that the purity of elections shall be se- 
cured, that these provisions shall ba mandatory, and that the 
ralidity of the ballot shall depend upon a compliance with the 
law. 

Mr. COX. How are those judges selected? 

Mr. PATTERSON. They are appointed, one-half from one 
political party and one-half from the other. 

Mr. COX. Who appoints them? 

Mr. PATTERSON. The county court, as [ am informed. 

Now that is the mode in which the elections are conducted. 
You can see that if this law is en‘orced, it is almost an impossi- 
bility for fraud to be committed. It is impossible that there 
should be a false registration. Itis impossible to have anything 
else but pure elections, practic lly. if this law isenforced. Why? 
Because these ballots are required to be kept for twelve months, 
locked upin a box, in possession of the recorder of voters, and 
should a contest be instituted within the twelve months they are 
subject to be offered in evidence. Should no contest be insti- 
tuted within twelve months, then the ballots are destroyed. 

Now, in the event that a contest is instituted and these ballot 
boxes are opened, thero is the registration or poll list. There 
are all the ballots. There are the initialsof the judges. There 
are the numbers of the ballots: and the numbering and the ini- 
tialing absolutely trace each ballot to the voter, and you can tell 
whether he was a false voter or not, whether he voted a dupli- 
cate ballot or not, and you can do it with absolute and unerring 
certuinty. 

Now, in order to enforce this law the State of Missouri hus de- 
clared that every voter shall not vote elsewhere than in the elec- 
tion precinct where he is registered, and whereof he is regis- 
tered and a resident. He must vote in that precinct. 

Now, in sect.on 4785, Revised Statutes. 1839, as amended by 
section 11 of the act of April 4, 1891, it is expressly provided 
that- : : 

Every ballot shall be numbered in the order in which it shall be received. 
No jud re of election shall deposit any ballot upon which the names or ini- 
tials of the judges as hereinbefore provided for does not appear 

In section 1005, Revised Statutes, 1889, it is provided that— 

No ballotnot numbered as herein provided shall be counted. 


In section 4671, 
ther enacted— 

Any hallot not conforming to the provisions of this chapter shall be 
sidered fraudulent and void. 

Section 4780, Revised Statutes, 1889, chapter 60, as amended 
by soction 8 of the act of April 4, 1891, reads as follows: 

On any day of election of public officers in any election district, each qual- 
ified elector shall be entitled to receive from the ju iges of election one bal 
lot. It shall be the duty of such judges of election to deliver such ballot to 
the elector. Before delivering any ballot to the elector the two judges of 
election having charge of the ballots shall write their names or initials upon 
the back of the ballot with ink or indelible pencil, and no other writing shall 
be on the back of the ballot except the number of the ballot 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. 
tion? 

Mr. PATTERSON. 


tevised Statutes, 1889, chapter 60, it is fur- 


con 


Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 


We have only one hour, and I hope the 
I desire to say that my dis- 
tinguished friend, Judge DANIELS, of New York, very ingeniously 
argues that sec.ion 1005 has been repealed by the act of ISvI. [ 
deny that. I say that section 1005 is in full force. But I shall 
not take the time to gointo a discussionof that question, because 
it only involves two or three votes, and no matter how the ques- 
tion m»y go. Mr. O'Neill is elected, provided it is necessary that 
the ba.lots should be initialed. 

Now, that brings us down to the discussion of this plain statute: 

Every ballot shali be numbered in the order in which it shall 
No judge of election shall deposit any ballot upon which the name 
itials of the judges as hereinbefore provided for does not appear 

Now, my distinguished friend from Maine [Mr. R&ep| said 
that this cise was in a nutshell. It is in a nutshell. If this 
statute which I have read is a mandatory statute. if if means 
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om it says, then under the law Mr. O'Neill is entitled to this 
seat, and my distinguished friend from New York [Mr. DANIEL] 
does not deny the proposition. 

Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. PATTERSON. The gentleman can ask it in his own 
time. I can notyield. 

a LACEY. We will give unanimous consent to extend the 
me. ; 

Mr. PATTERSON. Ican not yield for an interruption. 

That is the nutshell, sofaras the law of this case is concerned, 
because, 80 far as numbering is concerned, there are only, I be- 
lieve, two or three votesinvolved. That is tosay, Joy received 
43 ballots where there was no number on tickets that was ini- 
tialed, and O’Neill received 45, making adilference of only two 
votes; and O'Neill, if the initialing as required by law is en- 
forced, was elected by 210 votes. ow, that is the case, and I 
will state the simple proposition, Mr. Speaker, that I stand by 
and represent to-day. I stand here representing this idea, that 
the State of Missouri has the right to manage her own affairs. 
She has the righs to enact her own election laws; she has the 
right to impose conditions upon the exercise of the suffrage; she 
has the right to enact a mandatory law, and if she requires this 
initialing to be done before the baliot shall go into the ballot 
box, it is the business of Missouriand not the business of the 
American Congress. Thatis the doctrine, and that is the im- 
ant ers involved in this case, and it is all of it. : 

Now, I know that my friend from Maine this morning spoke 
of the hirdship of enforcing a technicality. Is it any hardship 
upon a citizen to say that when he goes to the distributing 
judges that he shall see that they comply with the law by writ- 

g their initials or signatureson the ballot? Why the law pre- 
scribes that when the voter folds his ballot he shall fold it so 
that the initi ils shall appear on the outside of the ballot. The 
law requires him to look at the initials. The law requires him 
to see that it is an official ballot; and before he goes to the re- 
ceiving judges that he shall fold that ballot so that the initials 
shall appear on the outside, and shall be plainly in view of the re- 
ceiving judges; and then the law says that these receiving judges 
shall not deposit the ballots in the ballot box unless the initials or 
signatures are there. What is the meaning of thatlaw? Ifyou 
do not have the initials of the receiving judges on the ballot the 
voters can counter eit ballots. They can use any other ballot. 
This is the official baliot. The law contemplates enforcing the 

rinciple thata voter shall use an official ballot. lf he muti- 
fetes the official bailot he can go and secure another ballot by 
making an affidavit. 

But the biullot is not an official ballot until the signatures or 
initials of the judges are written upon it. This is the plain pro- 
vision of a Missouri statute. It is a mandatory statute. There 
is nota lawyer on the floor of this House who can controvert 
that proposition—that the tate of Missouri says that the bailot 
shall not go into the box unless it is initialed, or has the signa- 
tures of the judgesupon it. I[tisa mandatory statute in the very 
strongest language that can be used. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have been asked a question. I have not 
discussed the question of numbering the baliots, and I want to 
call the attention of the gentleman from Missouri (Mr. HaALu} 
to the fact that numbering is not necessarily involved in this 
case. There are only two ballots depending upon it: all the re- 
mainder are dependent upon the initialing; and if there is any 
trouble in the mind of the gentleman on that score, I say to him 
he should dismiss it. I am the case clearly upon the 

uestion that the blots were not initialed. Now, mark you, 

e initialing by one ju will not do. 

Mr. BOATNER. t there, I desire to ask the gentleman 
& question. 

r. PATTERSON. We have only an hour. [ do wish my 
friend would allow me to proceed. - 

Mr. BOATNER. Lonly wish to ask a question for informa- 


tion. ; 

Mr. PATTERSON. Then ask your question. 

Mr. BOATNER. I want to know whether the deficiency-—— 

Mr. PATERSON. One hour is ail we have. 

Mr. BOATNER. I want to ask if ow of deficiency, 
for which you have thrown out these ots, was a thing that 
the voter had any control over? 

Mr. PATTE N. Yes. 

Mr. BOATNER. Is it the fault of the voter or the fault of 
the commissioner of elections? 

Mr. PATTERSON. The law requires him to go to these dis- 
tribu judges and get his ballot. The law requires that these 
judges all write their initials or signatures upon the ballot be- 

re they hand it to him. The law requires him, when he goes 
into the booth and makes up his ballot, to so fold it that the in- 
itialing of it shall be upon outside of the ballot, plainly o 
to the view of these receiving judges; and that he f 
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the ballot so that the initialing and numbering is plainly in view 
the judges will not receive and put it in the ballot box. 

Mr. BOATNER. How is it accounted fon, then, that the com- 
missioners did receive them? 

Mr. PATTERSON. I do not know about that. I am not 
here accounting for a violation of the law. Iam simply insist- 
ing on the enforcement of a plain mandatory statute o: the State 
of Missouri. Now my friend from Maine |Mr. REED] this morn- 
ing undertook to discuss this question, and said that the case 
rested on a pure technicality. 

Mr. REED. I did not qualify it in that way; I did not say it 
was 2 “ pure.” 

Mr.PATTERSON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Maine, 
who is not a member of the Elections Committee, made the broad 
statement that this was an effort upon the part of the ma ority 
of this House to oust the sitting member upon a mere technical- 
ity. I desire to say that I prepared this report. and, so far as I 
am concerned, I want the cace to be decided upon the question 
whether or not the American Congress will enforce a plain man- 
datory statute of a sovereign State. Itisan important question, 
involving an important principle, and I desire to see it enforced 
in this case. 

The report calls attention only very briefly to the facts, resting 
the case of the contestant upon statute. But, Mr. Speaker, as 
the gentleman from Maine has seen proper to assail the action 
of the majority of the committee upon the ground that this isan 
effort, by a mere technical device, to oust the sitting member 
from his seat, I propose to devote a few moments to the facts in 
this case. I do soin order toshow the operation of the wise 
law which has been enacted by the State of Missouri. For in- 
stance, it is insisted by the contestant and by the majority of the 
committee that there were 00 votes counted for Mr. Joy that 
were found in the boxes, where the pretended voters were reg- 
istered from vacant lots or fictitious streets, or did not reside 
at the places from which they were regist:red. Again, it is 
contended by the contestant, and if necessary would be insisted 
upon by the majority of the committee, that there were 250 bal- 
lots for Joy given and cast by only 125 voters. That is to say, 
there were 125 duplicates without deducting the few duplicates 
that had been cast for the contestant. 

Again, we insist, and if it were necessary the majority of the 
committes would insist, that there were 42 voters whose votes 
were counted for Joy who swear that they voted for O’Neill. Of 
those 42 voters, 17 castduplicate ballots. Again, 29 votersswear 
that they voted for O Neill, their names are on the poll list 
marked ‘‘ voted,” but their ballots were not found in the boxes. 
Again, 5 voters for Joy voted on lapsed registration papers. 
Under the laws of Missouri, when a man takes out his frst pa- 
pers he can vote for five years, but if he does not take out his sec- 
ond papers within the five years he can not vote afterwards. 
Five votes were cast for Joy upon lapsed naturalization papers. 

Again, in precinct 94 the judges found 7 ballots for Joy and 1 
for O Neill when no names appeared on the poll books to repre- 
sent them. Again, Joy contends that211 citizensdeposited their 
ballots with the United States supervisor, not having registered, 
but claiming that they were entitled to vote. There were 211 
ballots filed there for Joy, but there were 243 similar ballots filed 
for O Neill. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, upon the factsof the case, 
if it were necessary to go into them,I contend that we could 
demonstrate that Mr. O’Neill is entitled to this seat, and the 
law which I have discussed has been the instrumentality by 
which these facts have been disclosed. But in writing the re- 
port the majority of the committee chose to rest the case, not 
upon a discussion of the facts, but upon this plain mandatory 
statute of the State of Missouri. Shall we enforce the statute 
according to its meaning? That is the principle involved here, 
oe we desire to see the principle vieileated and enforced in 

case. 

How much time have [ remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has twenty-seven minutes. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Speaker, in the short time allotted for 
the presentation of the — involved in this controversy 
very little attention can be paid to details, and were this simply 
a controversy between these two gentlemen, Mr. O’Neill upon 
the one side and Mr. Joy upon the other, Ishould notattempt to 
consume any part of the period which is allowed for discussion 
in this case. But behind these gentlemen are 30.000 voters of 
the Eleventh ressional district of the State of Missouri, who 
come before this Houseasking that the fair ma‘ority of the votes 
as iy agi cast and received in the election in November, 1892, 
shall be maintained. 


There is no question here upon the evidence but that these 
voters were honest legal voters of that election district, with the 
exception of perhaps thirty persons who had been fraudulentiy 
registered and who voted fraudulently, but it will not be con- 
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tended that the number of such fraudulent votes was sufficient 
in any possible view to justify the rejection of the return that 
was made by the board of judges, most of whom were Democrats, 
in favor of the seating of Mr. Joy. We have, then, before the 
House 30,000 voters who appear behind these gentlemen, who 
are constructively here, to ask that their legal rights under the 
laws of the State of Missouri shall be protected and maint:ined, 
and the members of this House have been appointed under the 
Constitution of the United, States the judges of that question, to 
look at the election and the evidence that pertains to the votes 
that were cast, from a judicial point of view, leaving out of con- 
siderationentirely the political complexion of either one of these 
contestants. 

It is contended here by the report of the majority of the Com- 
mittee on Elections,and also by what has been said by my distin- 
guished friend from Tennessee [Mr. PATTERSON}, that these 
votes should be rejected to such an extent as to extinguish the 
major.ty that was returned in favorof Mr. Joy and give the seat 
to Mr. O'Neill. This is not to bedone by excluding illegal votes 
from those that were inciuded in the returns, butit is to be done 
by means of two technical objections that are raised to the reg- 
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ularity of this election, upon which technicalities the honest le- | 


gal voters of the Eleventh Congressional district of the State 
of Missouri are to be deprived of their chosen representative 
here. 

Now these objections are in the first place that the votes were 
not numbered in the order in which they were received. And 
that is true as to the ninety-eighth precinct of this Congressional 
district. And of those votes, according to the report of the ma- 
jority of this committee, Mr.Joy has received 25 over andabove 
those given to Mr. O’Neill. So that, according to this calcula- 
tion, 20 votes are to be taken from Mr. Joy’s majority because 
these votes in this precinct were not numbered. 

Another precinct, No. 5, was ob ected to on the same ground; 
and by the way these are the only objections raised in the notice 
of contest. But it appears by the evidence in this case thatevery 
vote given in the ninety-fifth precinct was numbered; the num- 
ber is upon it; and it does not appear that that number is not 
the number of the vote in the order in which it was received. 

It was insisted on behalf of the contestant that it was the reyis- 
tration number that was placed on these ballots; but that is 
not proved as a matter of fact by the evidence; and even if it 
were so the registration number is just as good an identification 
of the vote and of the voter, as it was polled in that precinct as 
a numbering in the order in which it was received, strictly in 
accordance with the statute. 

Mr. BOATNER. Willitinterrupt the gentlemanif I ask him 
a question? 

Mr. DANIELS. Not at all. 

Mr. BOATNER. I see that one provision of the statute of 
Missouri declares that ‘‘ no ballot not numbered as so provided 
shail be counted.” !s there any provision of the statute which 
declares that no ballot not initialed shall be counted? 

Mr. DANIELS. There is not. There is no provision in the 
law as it now exists in the State of Missouri, or as it existed in 
1892, requiring that ballots not numbered shall not be counted, 
or that the ballots shall be rejected because the initials of the 
judges are not placed upon them. That, as to the failure to 
number, was the provision of the old law under which elections 
were carried on for a series of yearsup to 1889. Butatthat time 
a new law went into effect, which was calculated to supersede 
the old law—a new law by which the Australian ballot was intro- 
duced; and this form of ballot was to be supplied by the public 
authorities of the election district, and was so supplied in this 
instance. 

In addition to the contention that the ballots were not num- 
bered, and therefore should be re‘ected, the objection is also 
made that the ballots did not bear the initials of two of the 
judges of elections. The law of 1889 provided for the appoint- 
ment of two additional judges who were to be judgesof the elvc- 
tion and who were required to indorse their Miitials on every 
ballot before the ballot was delivered to the voter. Im this in- 
stance they failed to comply fully with this direction: but the 
ballot was indorsed in all instances by one of the judgesof the elec- 
tion. In the ninety-eighth precinct, already referred to, the 
ballots were indorsed in this manner by Mr. Labirge, one of the 
Democratic judges of the election precinct, it being supposed 
that was sufficient. and it was supposed alse by tie majority of 
the judges of eleetion in this precinct that it was not neces- 
sary to number the ballots. That was made a matter of discus- 
sion among them at the time: and it was not settled until they 
had received about 191 votes, at which time they commenced 
the numbering of the ballots, which was followed from that 
time forward. 

It is upon these two objections that the ground is taken in the 
majority report, and also in the argument which is made here, 
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that Mr. Joy's election should be overthrown and Mr. O'Neill 
should be seated in his place. In order to sustain this grou 
it has been found to be necessary to go back to the old law which 
existed prior to the enactmentof the present statute, and 


Wir } 
is plainly inapplicable to the election which was held on this 
occasion. It was for the purpose of changing the entire s \ 

| of voting at elections in the city of St. Louis that this law was 
first passed. It was made to include all elections held in cities 
of the State having a population of 5,000 and upwards, and t ‘ 
fore it necessarily includes the city of St. Louis. But in , 
before this election was held, an amendatory act @X- 
tending the provisions of the new syst:m to th 5 ; 
and at the time when thiselection was held Le ] 
law of the State of Missouri. 

Now, the question is whether you can go back to the 1 
previously existed and as the majority of the com 
doue for the purpose of finding an ob ection which will « 

Joy from the seat and give it to another person who ! 
turned as having a majority, and who in point of fact did not 
have a majority of the vo.es of that district. 

Mr. PAYNTER. If it will not interrupt the gentleman, | 
wish to ask him a question. 

Mr. DANIELS. I yield with pleasure. 

Mr. PAYNTER. If the old law declaring these ballot ul 
when not numbered is now in force, is not that statute manda 
tory, and is it not our duty to exclude such ballots from the 
count? 

Mr. DANIELS. I say so. [donot controvert that proposi- 


tion. 


Mr. PAYNTER. You agree thatthe statute is mandatory, if 
it is applicable to this election. 

Mr. DANIELS. Yes, if the statute is applicable. 

Mr. BROWN. And the same is true with respect to the ini- 


tialed ballots? 

Mr. DANIELS. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. BROWN. So that the question between us is whether 
these old laws have been repealed byimplication or not? 

Mr. DANIELS. Whether they apply to this eleciion. 

Now, upon this question [ would like to read an extract w h 
I have made from the case of fox vs. The Commonwealth of 


Virginia, reported in 16 Grattan, as to the effect of changing a 


| system that has existedand be on carried out relative to any m 
| ter of government in the State. 


| 





It is there said that— 

Even if the subsequent statute be not repugnant in all its provisi 
prior one, yet if the latter statute was clearly intended to prescriiet 
rule that should govern in the case provided for, it repeais the‘ 
act."’ Soon the same principle a statute is impiiedly repealed by a 
quent one revising the whole subject-matter of the first. And in the: f 
@ Statute revising the common law the implication is equally strong 


And that is the case in this election: and that it was intended 


‘ 


to have that effect, I desire to call the attention of the House to 
the title of the act as it was passed in 1889. It is declared to be 


‘‘An act to provide for the printing and distributing of ballots 
at elections for public officers nt public expense, and to regulate 
elections for public offieers”—including necessarily the ele 
of the member of Congress in this district. 

Now, the preceeding law relating to the numbering of the bil 
lots uses these words: ‘*‘ The ballot shali be taken and numbered 
in the order he [the voter] offers to vote, etc., and one of the 
judges shall indorse the registration number on the buck of the 
ballot, which is to be over the number of the ballot itself,” wh 
under the present law it is provided only that the ballot when 
it is presented shall be numbered in the order in which it is r 
ceived, this statute using precisely the language of the consti- 
tution of the State of Missouri, and was intended plainly to con- 
form the present law to the requirements of the constitution 
instead of going bck to the old law, which did not do that, but 
required the ballot to be numbered in the order in which the 
voter proposed to vote, which presen‘s a manifest difference in 
the language; and there is no reason why the Legislature should 
have provided in this law of 1889 and 1891 for the change in this 
language, if it was siill proposed to go back to the law of LS83 
determine the rights of a voter to have the vot 
there had been an omission to number it. 

The law of 1883 required also that the registered number 
should be placed on the back of the bal.ot, while the law of 1889 
and 181 provided that no other writing should be placed on the 
ballot than simply the number of the ballot and the initials of 
the two judges. 

This clearly excluded the requirement that the registration 
number should be indorsed on the ballot, and restricted the in 
dorsement to the number of the ballot in the order in which it 
should be received. The lawof 1883 declaring that the un- 
numbered bullot should not be counted was also expressly con- 
fined to the ballot. voted under the old law. That is evident 
from its language, which is ‘‘that no ballot not numbered as 


On 
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herein provided shall be counted.” A clear distinction has in 
this manner been made between the ballots. The ballot not to 
be counted when not numbered was the old ballot, for that is 
the only ballot to which the preceding law wasapplied. And it 
was to take the place of that enactment that the acts of 1889 and 
1891 were made to require but one number, and that is the num- 
ber of the bullot in the order in which it shall be received. 

That is the statute on which this requirement to number 
stands,and on which the House is asked to reject this vote given 
in this ee 98. and being the precinct in which Mr. Joy 
received a majority of 67 votes. Now, as to that particular 
feature, the present law does not provide as the preceding stat- 
ute did, that the ballot shall not be counted when it has not 
been num!ered. And it has not been forbidden to be placed in 
the box when it has not been numbered. But without the in- 
itials of the two judges it has been declared that it shall not be 
deposited in the box unless the initials of the judges are on the 
back of it. This duty is devolved on the officers of the election, 
not upon the voter; and there is no disability, no forfeiture im- 
posed on the voter himself, or on his ballot, because the officer 
does not discharge the duty which the law imposes upon him in 
the matter, but deposits the ballot in the box with only one 
initial upon it, which was the fact as to all these disputed votes. 

The general rule requires such a ballot to be counted notwith- 

standing the irregularity. For ‘‘an irregularity in conducting 
an election, which does not deprive a legal voter of his vote, or 
admit a disqualified voter to vote, or cast een the re- 
sult, and has not been occasioned by the party seeking to de- 
rive a benefit from it. should be overlooked in a trial for an 
office depending on such election.” (Paine on Elections, section 
502. 
It is to the officers alone that the law has made use of this lan- 
guage. These two judges of election are the persons who are 
to indorse their initiais upon the ballots; and if a ballot is not 
so indorsed, the receiving judges have been directed not to place 
it in the ballot box. The duty is placed exclusively upon them, 
and for their delinquency the voter has not been deprived of his 
vote. 

Now, in all the cases where the ballot has been rejected for a 
failure to comply with requirements of this character, the law 
has expressly declared either that the ballot shall be void, or 
that the vote sha!l not be counted. Now, in order to relieve the 
case from th's principle, and to forfeit the votes having the ini- 
tials of but one of the judges upon them, the majority of the com- 
mittee have gone back again to apother oid statute of the State; 
and I desire to cal! the attention of the House for a moment to 
the provisions of that statute. 

It is claimed on the part of the minority of the committee 
that this stitute has no possible application to the case that is 
now before the House. The members of the House will see that 
the language of this old statute applies to the case of the ballot 
er alone by the voter himself and to the contents of that 
ballot, while the votes at thiselection, and under the present law 
of the State of Missouri,are to be supplied by the public au- 
thorities; and the ballot is to contain not only the ticket that 
the voter designs to vote, but the ticket of each one of theother 
parties that may have made nominations of candidates to be 
supported at that election. Now, this statute provides as fol- 
lows, and this is the old law which clearly is not applicable to 
this controversy: 

Sec. 4671. Ballots shall contain what.—Each voter at any election shall, 
in full view, deliver to one of the judges of election a singie ballot, which 
shall be a piece of white , On which shall be written or printed the 
names of the persons v ‘or, With a designation of the office which he 
or they may intended to fill. Said ballot shall not bear upon it any 
device whatever, nor shall there be any writing or printing thereon, except 
the names of persons and the designations of the office to be filled. leav- 
ing a margin on either side of the printed matter for substituting names. 
Each ballot may bear a plain written ieee caption thereon, expressing 
its political character, but on all such lots the caption or headiines shal! 
not, in any manner, be d ed to mislead the voter as to the name or 
names thereunder. Any ballot not conforming to the provisions of this 
chapter shall be considered fraudulent and the same shall not be counted. 

(Revised Statutes, 1879, section 5193.) 

While under the present law the ballot is required to con- 
tain-— 
the name of every candidate whose nomination for any office apesten in 
the Lallot has been certified or filed accord to the provisions of this arti- 
chail'te prouped Cogetnee pon the pooper walloc and each group ts headss 
by the name of the political party ' waich the candidates aaron said 
groups are placed in nomination. ballot shall also con 
of the party or principie which the can tes represent, as contained in the 
certificates of nomination. 

Now, that ballot can not be voted under the old law. The old 
law declares that there shall be no writing or printing on the 
ballot except the ticket with its caption that the voter is in- 
tending to vote, while here, under the new law, the authorities 
are required to print every ticket representing every kind of 
nomination, Democratic, Republican, People's candidate, Pro- 
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hibition, or whatever it may be, all together upon the face of 
the ticket. That ticket contains consequently printing which, 
under the preceding law, would render it actually impossible 
that it should be received or placed in the ballot box, because 
that law declared that no ballot having any other writing or 


printing upon it than merely the caption and ticket of the per- 


sons voting, should be placed in the ballot box. 

Then it declares that any ballot not conforming to the pro- 
visions of this chapter, which is the old law relating to e.ec- 
tions in St. Louis, shall be considered fraudulent and the same 
shall not be counted, and it is under that provision that it is 
claimed on behalf of the majority of this committee that these 
votes not bearing the initials of the two judges of election shall 
be rejected. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Is that the old law? 

Mr. DANIELS. That is the old law. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. Does the present law, which yes 
admit to be in forces, contain a provision that no ballot shall be 
deposited in the box without the initials and the numbers? 

Mr. DANIELS. There is no such provision in this law at all. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. What is the provision of the pres- 
ent law? 

Mr. DANIELS. The provision of the present law is this: 

Every ballot shall be numberedin the order in which it shall be received. 
No judge of election shall deposit any ballot upon which the names or ini- 


tials of the judges, as hereinbefore provided for, does notappear. (Amended 
Laws, 1891, p. 135.) 


That is the law which first required the initials of the judges 
of election to be indorsed upon the ballot. There was no such 
requirement in the old law, and certainly the old law could not 
nullify the ballot for the want of these initials. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. Is th:t the present law? 

Mr. DANIELS. That is the present law. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. It mentionsonly the initialing, and 
not the numbering. 

Mr. DANIELS. That applies to the initialing and not to the 
numbering. The declaration in the present law is simply that 
the judge of election shall not deposit in the baliot box a ballot 
which does not contain these two initials. And that is the ex- 
tent of the prohibition. Now, the law asit has been construed 
by the courts of Missouri 

Mr. McCALL. Ifthe gentleman will permit me, I will say 
that that injunction is simply directed to the judge of election. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. I was simply getting at tho facts. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. If the voter were supplied with a 
ballot which did not contain the initials, what would he do? 
Would he go back and have the initials supplied? 

Mr. DANIELS. Yes, he could. 

Mr. MAGNER. Does the gentleman contend that without a 
specific direction in the law, the om:ssion on the part of theelec- 

a officers to do their duty would in no case invaiidate the bal- 
lot? 

Mr. DANIELS. I do, unless the law has gone further and de- 
clared that the vote shall be void without it, or else that the 
vote shall not be counted. 

Mr. MAGNER. Is not the gentleman familiar with the Onon- 
daga cases, and the decision of the court of appeals, in which 
they held directly this way? 

Mr. DANIELS. The gentleman is mistaken as to the effect 
of that decision. That decision, and all the decisions upon the 
subject are fully referred to in this case of Bowers against Smith, 
in 111 Missouri, page 46 to 61,in which this language is used —— 

Mr. MAGNER. [f the gentleman will examine the Onondaga 
cases, he wil see that there was an omission to comply with the 
law, even a willful omission by the election officials themselves, 
in which the voters had no part; and in that case the court of 
appeals held that, notwithstanding the willful act of transferrin 
the ballots, it was incumbent upon the voter to show that he di 
not carry it out for himself. 

Mr. DANIELS. Because the law provided that a vote not 
numbered accoPding to the law was not a legal vote. That was 
the decision. 

Mr. MAGNER. That is the provision of this law. 

Mr. DANIELS. There is no such provision in this law. 

Mr. MAGNER. That it shall be initialed? 

Mr. DANIELS. That it shall be numbered and initialed, and 
that it shall then be voted. There is only one instance under 
that part of the law. 

Mr. HAYES. Then I understand the other side claims that 
there is no such provision. 

Mr. DANIELS. Thatisintheold law. The present law pro- 
vides for one ballot, and then it declares: 


Ballots other than those printed by the respective clerks of the county 
courts, to the provisions of this article, shall not be cast or 
counted in any 


Uf these ballots were not in form, according to the language 
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of this statute, they could not be voted or counted; but there is 
no evidence that these ballots were not made in the form pre- 
scribed by this law. The law did not require the ticket to be 
initialed in order to make it regular. 

Mr. MAGNER. The question included the initialing of the 
ballot, and the neglect to put in the correct number of the dis- 
trict in the Onondaga cases. 

Mr. DANIELS. Which the Legislature declared should in- 
validate the ticket. 
Mr. MAGNER. 
Mr. DANIELS. 
Mr. MAGNER. 
Mr. DANIELS. 
of appeals decided. 

Mr. DUNPHY. Will the gentleman allow me to read what 
the court of appeals said in that case? 

Mr. DANIELS. The gentleman will please defer that. 


The Legislature did not. 
[ beg your pardon. 
I think the gentleman is mistaken about that. 


The 


supreme court of the State of Missouri have held this to be the | 


law in the case to which I havealready referred. 
of that court is: 

If the law itself declares a specified irregularity to be fatal, the courts will 
follow that command irrespective of their views of the importance of the re- 
quirement. 

In the abseuce of such declaration the judiciary endeavor, as best they 
may, to discern whether the deviation from the prescribed forms of law had, 
or had not, so vital an infiuence on the proceeding as to probably prevent a 
frec and full lexpression of the popular will. If it had. the irregularity is 
held to vitiate the entire returns, otherwise it is considered immaterial. 

And that is the situation under which this election was held. 
There was notadishonest vote polled inone any of these precincts, 
unless it was in one of the precincts where it was claimed there 
was improper registration, and where all the forms of the law 
were observed. 

But it will not do for me to consume the time of gentle- 
men who are behind me; and, therefore, 1 shall leave this sub- 


The language 


ject in the hands of the members of the House, asking them | 


only to consider these various provisions of the statutes and say 
whether it was not the intention of the Legislature when they 
passed the law of 1889 and 181 to break away from this old sys- 
tem, so far as the form of the vote and the manner of voting 
were concerned, and to provide an entirely new system, which 
was in conformity with the language of the Constitution of the 
State of Missouri, which was adopted after this law was enacted, 
declaring that the vote should not be courted unless the regis- 
tration and the number of the vote were indorsed upon it, that 
constitution being adopted in August, 1875, and these laws be- 
ing enacted in March, 1875. 

l reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. PAYNTER. Mr. Speaker, this contest involves the con- 
struction of the statutes of Missouri under which the election was 
held. Congress haslefttothe States, where it properly belongs, 
to furnish the necessary legislation relating to the conduct of 
elections. During this Congress all Federal election statutes 
have been repealed. 
there were statutes relating to the conduct of elections in the 


That was the ground upon which the court | the various precincts 


Under the statutes of Missouri, until 18), | 
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cities of a certain class and statutes for the regulation of elec- | 


tions in the balance of the State. In 1883 the Legislature passed 
an act the title of which was, ‘‘An act to provide for the regis- 
tration of all voters in cities having a population of more than 
100,000 inhabitants, and to govern elections in such cities,” ete. 
A part of that act issection 1005o0f the Revised Statutes of the 
State of Missouri. Itis as follows: 
Section 1005, Revised Statutes 1889, provides: 


The recorder of voters shall provide two ballot boxes for each clection pre- 
cinct, one of which shall be numbered No. 1, and the other No. 2. and it shall 
be the duty of the judges of election to select from their number two who 
shail be designated and known as “receiving judges."’ an! two who shall 
be designated and known as “counting judges.’ The two receiving judges 
nounce in an audible voice the name of the voter, and if the judges shall be 
satisfied that the person offering to vote is a leza] voter, his ballot shall be 
taken and numbered in the order he offers to vote. and the ballot shall be 
folded, and one of the judges shall place the registration number on the back 
of the ballot. and then draw a horizontal line under it. and shall place the 
number of the ballot in the order in which it was voted, thus: ¥,*: said 
numbers shall be announced in a plain and andible voice by the judges, loud 
enough to be heard by the bystanders outside the polling place and the 
balict shall then be deposited in the ballot box. which shall be securely 
closed for the period of one hour after the opening of the polls 

The clerks of the election shall enter the voting number of the ballot, and 
the word voted, or rejected, as the case may be, opposite the voter's name 
on the registration lists furnished tothem. At the expiration of such hour 
the receiving judges shall deliver said ballot box No. 1 to the counting 

udges, who shall immediately deliver over to the receiving judges ballot 

x No. 2, which shall. thereupon, be securely closed, in which ali ballots 
received, until the ballots in ballot box No. | are counted, shall be deposited: 
and after the counting judges have counted the ballots in bal!u. box No. 1, 
they shall deliver the box to the receiving judges, and the counting judges 

all count the ballots in ballot box No.2. and so on alternating when- 
ever the counting judges compiete the count of the ballots in any box until 
all the ballots cast are counted. 

All ballots shall be taken out and counted in the presence of all the judges 
and clerks, and party representatives. in the manner provided by law, and 
it shall be the duty of the counting judges to announce ts the electors pres- 
ent the total number of votes polled at the close of each hour, but no infor- 





| ing twoof thefour judges provided by lawas ‘‘ receiving judges ’ 
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mation or statement of any kind shall be given or made by the lees or 
clerks of election revealing the number of votes received by any candidate 








at such election, or the name of any person who has not voted, or any infor 
mation tending to show the state of the polls: Provided, That each political 
party shalithave the right to select one representative to be present with the 
judges of election from the opening tothe closing of the polis, whom*»y chal- 


lenge any person offering to vote, but shall not interfere with the judge 
clerks in the discharge of their duties. Said representatives shall make 
oath before the judges of election that they will not directly or indirectly 
give any information showing the state of the polls: Provided further. That 


3 or 


no ballot not numbered as herein provided shal! be counted, and that the 
judges shall, in the presence of the electors, examine the ballot boxes at the 
opening of the polls, and before any ballots are received, tosee that they are 
empty: and at the close of the polls the Judges sha mtinue to count until 
all the ballots are counted without removing from the polling } . 


This section makes provision for furnishing ballot boxes for 


lt designates the character of the judges of election by nam- 
’ 
and two as ‘‘counting judyes.” 

A clause is in the section regulating the reception of the bal- 
lots and the numbering thereof, and directs how the ballots shall 
be counted. 

It is further declared that ‘no ballot not numbered as herein 
provided shall be counted.” 

Section 1010, Revised Statutes of Missouri, being partof the act 
of 1883, declares in substance thatall elections in said cities shall 
be conducted in all respects as provided in this article, subject 
to all provisions of the Revised Statutes entitled ‘* Elections, ’ so 
far as the same do not conflict with this article. 

Section 4747, Revised Statutes, in substance says that except 
as otherwise provided vy law all provisions of this chapter 
(which is 60) shall be applicable to the city of St. Louis, the 
same as the counties. 

This chapter, 60, is the one entitled “ Elections,” referred toin 
sections 1010 and 4747. 

Section 4671 is part of chapter 60, which is as follows: 

Lach voter at any election, shall in full view, deliver to one of the judges 
of e'ection a single ballot, which shall be a piece of white paper, on waich 
shall be written or printed the names of the persons voted for, with a desig 
nation of the vffice which he or they may be intended to fill. Said ballot 
shall not bear upon it any device whatever, nor shall there be any writing 
or printing thereon, except the names of pas and the designations of 
the office to be filled, leaving a margin on either side of the printed matter 
for substituting names. Each ballot may beara plain written or printed 
caption thereon, expressing its political character, but on all such ballots 
the caption or heai lines snail not in any manner be designed to mislead 
the voter as to the name or names thereunder. Any ballot not conforming 
to the provisions of this chapter shall be considered fraudulent and the same 
shall not be counted. 

There is a distinct clause in this section, as follows: 

Any ballot not conforming to the provisions of this chapter shall be 
sidered fraudulent, and the same shall not be counted. 

It is readily seen that the terms of section 4747 make the lan- 
guige just quoted apply to the city of St. Louis, as there is 
nothing in the act of 1883 and the preceding acts relating to 
elections in St. Louis which are in conflict with the foregoing 
provision. 

We assume, then, that at the time of the passage of what is 
known as the Australian ballot law the provision declaring 
ballots fraudulent and shall not be counted was in force and 
applicable to the city of St. Louis, because, as stated, it is not 
in conflict with any preceding statutes relating to St. Louis nor 


con- 


| section 1005, which only provides the penalty of exclusion from 


the cont of any ballot not numbered, while this provision ex- 
cludes the ballot from the count for any substantial variance 
from the provisions of this chapter—not article or section, but 
rhanter 
cnapeer. 

Before procesding to discuss the effect of the acts of 1889 and 


1891, L call your attention to sections 4672 and 4673 of article lL, 


| chapter 6), Revised Statutes, which apply to the State of Mis- 


| souri outside of St. Louis. 
shall receive the ballots of each elector, and shall. upon receipt thereof, pro- | ne? & Li 


Section 4672 among other things provides for the numbering 
of the ballots the same as seciion 1.05, and declares that ‘‘ no 
baliot not so numbered shall be counted.” 

Section 447% is substantially the sume as section 1005, 

One was intended to apply to the city of St. Louis and the 
other to thse balance of the State, each system requiring four 
judges of election. 

Thus the law stood in 1889 when the Australian ballot law was 
passed. 

This act is article 3, chapter 60, Revised Statutes, being 
thus incorporated by the thirty-fifth General Assembly of Mis- 
souri: This act isan amendment to the then existing laws in 
the State of Missouri relating to elections. It provides for an 
Official ballot together with numerous details annecessary to 
mention. It was made applicable to cities and towns of 5,000 
inhabitants and over. 

It repeals all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with it. 

It is not, nor does it purport to create a complete system of 
laws for the conduct of elections in Missouri. It makes changes 
in the laws in some respects, and additions thereto. 
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The act of 1891 has the following title, to wit: 


An act to amend article 3, chapter 60, Revised Statutes of 1889 of the State 
of Missouri, entitled, ‘ Elections in cities and towns of 5,000 inhabitants and 
over, aid extending the Australian system of voting to all voting precincts 
in the State.” 

Section 1 is as follows: 

SECTION 1. That sections Nos. 4762, 4766, 4773, 4775, 4776, 4779, 4780, 4781, 4784, 
4785, 4702, 4794, of article 3 of chapter of the Revised Statutes of the State 
of Missouri be, and thesame are hereby repealed, and the following sections 
substituted thereior. 

Then there is a general repealing clause of all inconsistent 
acts, und it is made to apply to all election preciacts in the 
State, 

I will consider briefly the effect of the acts of 1889 and 1891 on 
the laws then in force in Missuuri in relation to elections so far 
as this case is affected thereby. 

By the terms of this law the State furnished the elector with 
a ballot inst-ad of the elector furnishing it himself. The eilect 
of this was to repeal so much of the law then in force as allowed 
the elector to furnish it. 

Section 100!, Kevised Statutes, provided for four judges of elec- 
tion. This was amended by the Australian ballot law by pro- 
viding in section 4777 for appointment of two additional judges 
of election ‘tat the same time and in the same manner as judges 
of election are appointed or elected,” etc., thus recognizing as 
still in furce the provision of the law in relation to the appoint- 
ment of judges of elections, thus evincing a purpose to retain 
in force parts of sections of the existing laws. 

Section 1005, I have said designates two of the judges of elec- 
tion as ‘ receiving judges” and twoas*‘ counting judges.” Sec- 
tion 4777 is amendatory of section 1005 in providing that “* the 
judges of election shall designate two of their number * * * 
to have charge of the ballots.” 

Thus you see that part of section 1005 relating to receiving 
and counting judges is still in iorce. That part of section 100) 
is repealed which cequired one of the judges to place the regis- 
tration number on the back of the ballot, because there is a re- 








aving c 
the back of the ballots with ink or indelible pencil, ‘‘ and no 
other writing shall be on the back of the ballot, except the num- 
ber of the ballot.” 

There is a declaration in section 4785 that ‘‘ every ballot shall 
be numbered in the order in which it is received.” This is 
simply cumulative, as section 1005 has substantially the same 


and 1801 states who shall do the numbering, nor do they state 
who shall make the corresponding number on the poll or regis- 
tration list. 

Section 1005 provides that one of the judges shall enter the 
number on the ballot, and that the clerk shall enter the voting 
number on the registration list. fr 

Section 1005 contains the only pee relating to the count 
of the ballots cast at an election in St. Louis. 

Thus the purpose of the legislatien is evidenced to retain parts 
of sections which are not repugnant to the subsequent statute. 

Part of section 4671 has n repealed, not in terms, but by 
implication, the same as parts of section 1005. That part of it 
has been repealed which describes the ballot that shall be used. 

That part of the section which declares “Any ballot aot con- 
forming to the provisionsof this chapter 5 be considered 
fraudulent and the same shall not be counted,” has not been 
repealed. 

either the acts of 1889 or 1891 in terms refer to it, nor is there 
a word or clause in these acts repugnant thereto. The act of 
1891, as heretofore stated, enumerates the sections which it re- 
peals, and soction #671 is not one of them. 

The tendency of the legislation in Missouri has been not to 
relax mandatory provisions of the election laws, but to make 
them more stringent in their operation, that the purity of the 
ballot might be rved. 

If the acts of 1839-1891 had provided that the voting should be 
vive voce and not by ballot, then sect:on 4671 would have been re- 

aled, as there wold not have been any b ilots used at an elec- 

n, and no condition could have arisen under which to enforce 
the clause against ‘‘ fraudulent ballots.” 

The acts of 1589 and 18)1 are still providing for the use of the 
ballot with a different method from that theretofore in use for 
furnishing it, which aan Sane amendatory of chapter 60, did 
not intend torepeal that part of the chapter which declared that 
ns ballot not conforming to the provisions of this chapter 
shal! be considered fraudulent, and the same shal! not be counted.” 

The acts of 1889 and 189] are amendments to the then exist- 
ing law of Missouri relating to elections. 

t follows that every section and every part of a section of the 
Missouri statutes relating to elections remain in force except 
such ws are repealed in terms or by implication. 


gnant provision in section 4780, which requires the two judges | 
rge of the ballots to write their names or initials on | 
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It is not contended that this part of section 4671 is by the 
| 
} 
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terms of the acts repealed, but by implication. 

This part not being repugnant to any part or parts of the acts 
of 1889 and 189i remains in force. 

Repeals by implication are not favored. 

In Wood vs. The United States, 16 Peters, 362, Justice Story, 
speaking for the court upon a question of the repeal of the stat- 
ute by implication, said: 

That it hasnot been expressly nor by direct terms repealed is aimitted, 
and the question resolves itself into the more narrow inquiry, whether it 
has been repealed by necessary implication. We say by necessary implica- 
tion, for it is not sufficient to establish that subsequent laws cover some or 
even all of the cases provided for bv it, for they may be merely affirmative 
or cumulative, or auxiliary. But there must bea positive repugnance be- 


tween the provisions of the new law and those of the old law, and even then 
the old law is repealed by implication only pro (anty to the extent of the re- 
pusnancy. 


In the State vs. Stoll, 17 Wallace, 431, the language of the 
court was that— 

It must appear that the latter provision is certainiy and clearly in hostil’ 
ity tothe former. If by any reasonable construction the two statutes can 
stand together, they must so stand. If harmony is impossible, and only in 
that event, the former law is repealed in part or wholly as the case may be. 

The same doctrine is laid down in Daviess vs. Fairbairn, 3 
Howard, 646. Tne same rule is recognized in Chew Heong vs. 
United States, 112 U. S., 536: Ha parte Crow Dog, 109 U. S., 556. 

In Ex parte Yerger, 8 Wall., 105, it is said: 

Repeals by implication are not favered. They are seldom admitted ex- 
cept on the grounds of repugnancy; and never, we think, when the former 
act can stand together with the new act. 


My friend from New York, Judge DANIELS, contends thatthe 


| statute which declares ballots not numbered shall be excluded 


from the count is repealed. He also contends that that part 
which declares ballots not conforming to chapter 60 are fraudu- 
lent and shall not be eounted is likewise repeaied. He cites the 
ease of Fox’s Administrator vs. The Commonwealth, 16 Grattan, 


| 1-11, in which the court said: 


provision, but neither this nor any other section in acts of 1889 | 





Where it is manifest that the law is intended to embrace and include the 
whole legislation on the subject to which it refers, provisions of the former 
laws on the subject not embraced in it are repealed by implication. 

He also cites the case of Tracy vs. Tuffly, 134 U. S., in which 
the court said: 

While repeals of statutes by implication are not favored by the courts, it 


| issettled, without express words of repeal, a previous statute will be neld to 


be moditied by subsequent ones if the latter was plainly intended to cover 
the whole subject embraced by both, ani to prescribe the ruies in respect to 
that subject which are to govern. 

Before applying the rule laid down in these cases we would 
have to conclude that the acts by the terms of which these pro- 
visions were repealed were intended to and did embrace tke en- 
oy — regulating elections in Missouri. The act does not 

oO this. 

Article 1, chapter 60, provides for the election of State officers, 
the election of Congressmen, the establishment and designation 
of precincts, defining of election districts, the method of furn- 
ishing poll books, the administration of the oath to officers of 
election, the opening and closing of the polls. It defines the 

uslification of the voters. Itprovides for the appointment of 

e judges of election, states their qualifications and the method 
of ascertrining and announcing the result of the election. It 
defines the duties of the clerks of the county courts. It has a 
provision in relation to the certification and transmission of 
election returns. It imposes penalties of certa n kinds upon 
certain officers, confers jurisdiction upon the circuit and county 
courts in contested-election cases; and many other things too 
numerous to mention, which are not even referred to in the acts 
of 1889 and 1891. 

Ser 4730. * * * Before delivering any ballot to the elector the two 
{nde - of election having charge of the ballots shall write their names or 

tials ae the back of the ballot with ink or indelible pencil. * * * 

Sxe. 47 * * * No juc of election shall deposit any ballot upon 
which the names or initials of the judges as hereinbefore provided for does 
not appear. 

It might be argued with a good deal of reason that this sec- 
tion is mandatory without reference to any other — of the 
statute. It mustbe admitted thatif thereceiving judges deposit 
a ballot which does not contain the names or initials of the bal- 
lot judges, the ballot voted does not conform to the provision of 
chapter 60. If my contention is correct that the clause is not 
repealed which declares ballots not conforming to the forms of 
that chapter are fraudulent and shall not be counted, then such 
bor tg should be exeluded from the count, as I will hereafter 

ow. 

Mr. ‘Speaker, it is conceded in the views of the minority that 
if certain votes in certain precincts are excluded under the — 
ation of the statute which has been referred to here, then ? 
O Neill, and not Mr. Joy, is entitled to this seat. The gentle- 
man from New York /Mr. DANTELS} has admitted, in response 
to my q , that if the statute which declares that every 
ballet which does not conform to ‘‘the provisions of this chap- 
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ter” is fraudulent and shall not be counted, is notrepealed, then 
these ballots should be excluded. I think I have shown the 
statute by the terms of which it is claimed that these ballots 
should be excluded is still in force. 

Except in these sections of the old law you find no method 
provided for counting a ballot in the State of Missouri, because 
the Australian ballot law, to which the gentleman has invited 
attention, does not provide a method of counting the ballots 
It does, however, recognive the existing statute as to judges, 


and it amends that statute by providing that, instead of four 
judges as under the former law, there saall bo an additional 
one,thus showing that the Legislature recognized as still in 
force that provision of the statute which was in existence at the 


time of the passage of the Australian ballot law. 

The act expressly refers to the sections that it undertak 
repeal, and therefore it is clear that those sections alone are 
pealed. But evenif thatwere notso, this would only repeal that 
part of the law which was in conilict with the provisions of the 
subsequent section. There is no conflict. The laws are in per- 





fect harmony. Examine the law as amended and you will find 
that nowhere in it is there employed any language showing a 
urpose to repeal the penalty clauses of the old statute. There 


is a penalty denounced for failure to number the ballots, to wit, 
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they shall not be counted: there is a penalty denounced against | 


using any ballot not printed by the county clerk, to wit, they 
shall not be counted; there is a penalty denounced against piac- 
ing in the box any ballot not conforming to the statute, which 
covers a case of fuilure to properly initial ballots. 


The Legislature made aneffort to provide forevery contingency | 


that might arise. with the view of making effective its purpose 
to preserve the purity of the ballot. The ballots when folded 


by the elector are required to display the names or initials of | 


these judges. At precinct 98 the baliots were not properly in 
itialed or numbered; 198 ballots were cast before any of them 
were numbered, and the only initial placed upon them was that 
of one judge—not the judge required by law, but a receiving 
judge. 
statute in two particulars. 

Mr. PENCE. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. PAYNTER. Idonot believe Lhave time. Even as it 
is I have to hurry through so that I fear I can hardly make my- 
self understood. 

At precinct 98 Joy’s ma‘ority was 75. At precinct 61 Joys 
majority was 271. But 5 ballots were properly initialed, 3 for 
Joy and 2 for O'Neill. 
Joy improperly initialed. If my contention iscorrect this would 
take from Joy 361 votes, the effect of which is to make O'Neill 
entitled to the seat instead of Joy; Joy's certified majority being 
only 67. 

THE STATUTE 18 MANDATORY—NOT DIRECTORY. 

It has been the uniform opinion of the House that the regula- 
tion of the matter of voting should be left to the State exclu- 
sively. The Committee on Elections have uniformly followed 
the decisions of the courts of the State wherein the election was 
held; and it has followed the interpretation of the law as given 
by the highest court of that State. The statute in relation to 
the numbering ballots has been passed upon by the supreme 
court of Missouri more than once. 

A contest arose growing out of an election for county clerk; 
some ballots cast for the successful candidate were not numbered. 
It was conceded there was no fraud, but the failure to number 
the ballots resulted from the inadvertence of the inspectors. It 
also appeared that the number of ball ts counted corresponded 
with the number of votes appearing on the poil list. The ques- 
tion involved the interpretation of the statute, and in pissing 
upon the question in West vs. Ross (53 Missouri, 350) the court 
held the unnumbered ballots should not be counted, and said: 

This case may be a hard case, and doubtless it is, but the legislative en 
actment is clear, and although it may deprive a portion of the citicens of 
the county of their right to be heard in the election of a clerk at one election, 
it is better that they should suffer this temporary privation than that the 
court should habituate themselves to disregard or ignore the plain law of 
the land in order to provide for hard cases. 

In the present case the Legislature has provided and required that the ba! 
lots should be numbered, and then provides in express terms that no ballots 
not numbered shall be counted. Can we say taat such ballots shall be 


counted without an attempt at judicial legislation? I think not, and it 
would be a misapplication of terms to say that such astatuteisonly directory. 


In Ledbetter vs. Hall (62 Missouri Rep., 422), the court says: 


By the terms of section I5of the chapter already under discussion, it is 
made the duty of the judges to canse to be placed on each ballot the number 
corresponding with the number of the voter offering the same; and no ballot 
not numbered shall be counted. Ali other grounds of contest were aban 
doned atthe trial, except that the judges of election in Miller Township 
failed to do their duty in the particular just adverted to. The evidence ad- 
duced established this neglect of duty. 

* s e 
The statutory prohibition must be enforced. 


In this case the whole vote of a township was excluded. 


e s oS 





Therefore, in those cases there wasa violation of the 


At precinct 39 there were 16 ballots for | 
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311), Judge 


In Gumm vs. Hubbard (97 Missouri Rep., 
delivering the opinion of the court, says: 

The statute (section 5493) furnishes an absolute rule of evidence. It ma 
the ballot fraudulent without regard tointent when it has thereon ar 
ing or printing except that specified 

In the case of Bowers vs. Smith (111 Missouri, 45 

If the lawitse arity : 
follow that com 
quirement. 
la ion. the j 


Black . 


‘lares aspecified irregu ¥ to be fa 
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The law of New York rejuires 
the ballots printed, and among other t 
precinct must be printed on the ballot. 
In distributing the ballots the clerk ha 
1 placed at No. 2 and those for No. 2 plac 
voted in that way. 
In Nichols vs. Board of C 129 New York), the question 
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ballots or omit to vote at all. 

While Chief Justice Ruger concurred in the opinion in t 
ease of Nichols rs. Board of Canvassers, he gave his views, and 
among other things, said: 

Lt imperatively requires that every llotcast (with an wnt es 

n) shail be of the same shape, sor, ani ha id 

t. Th rpose of the act see juire that th ; shou 
lite be mandatory, and thata disregard of them pr 





er should constitute a violation of the 
' 


wand cause a forfeiture 


any benelits sought to be derived from such illezal ballo s 

The Connecticut statute rejuires that a ballot shall hay 
the names of the candidates, the oflicer voted for, and the num 
of the political party issuing the ballot 

The statute also provided that all billots cast in violation o 


the statute, or which do not conform to the requirements of th: 
statute, should ** not be counted.” 
In Taleott vs. Philbrick (59 Cinn., 477) the question wis rai 


as to the counting of certain ballots which were issued by tl: 
Republican party with the word * citizen” on the ballot. 

The court held the ballots should not be counted. 

Among Other things the courts id: 

We are relieved of any obligation to inquire as to the necessity or reason 
of this or that requirement, and we are not at liberty to dispe with any 
thing that is required, whether the reason for it may be—or even if without 


any apparent reason at all. 

The Legislature has spoken, and obedience is our first and only duty. [t 
is at liberty to throw around the ballot box such safecuard and recul: : 
as it may deem proper, and it is the duty of the citizens to co 
Some igeonvenience is not too great a price to pay for a 
ballot. 

There wasa dissenting opinion in this case, but the judge who 
delivered it gavean expression of opinion that is so forcible and 
pertinent to this case that we here quote it, as follows: 

And when the Legislature has in elear and explicit words said that a ballo 
shall be void for any cause the courts must so deciare, even though the 
cause seems to them unreasonable 

In California there is a statute which provides, substantially, 
that if the bailots are voted notof the kind that are required 
by law then they are to be rejected. 

‘The court held when the ballots were not of the size required 
by the statute they should be rejected. (Reynolds rs. Snow, 67 
Cal., 497.) 

The Legislature intended that there should be no fraudulent 
ballots cast at elections in that State; that no ballot box should 
be stuffed. if there was a contested election and a question 
should arise as to the legality of a vote, by turning to the regis- 
tration list his mame und voting number can be found. By 
looking in the billot box the bal ot ean be found, because if the 
law has been complied with there is a number on it correspond- 
ing to the one at his name on the poll or registration list. [If 
the judges have complied with the law their nam:s or initials 
are on the ballot in ink or indelibie pencil. Fraudulent b iJllot 
can not be substituted unless the ‘ballot judges” the ‘' receiving 
judges,”and theclerk of the election are parties to the transaction. 
Then it would require the ballot judges to write their names or 
initials on the substituted b Llot. In fact it isalmost impossible 
to perpetrate a fraud by substituting ballots. 
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The Legislature regarded the writing of the names or initials 
by the judges so important, it required the voter to so fold his 
ballot that it should be seen when the ballot was placed in the 
box. Theseare wholesome provisions of thelaw. If they are not, 
an argument against them should be addressed to the lawmak- 
ing power in Missouri. 

To give the seat to Mr. Joy, the law of Missouri must be nul- 
lified. We in effect say to the Legislature of Missouri, ‘‘ You 
can not pass any law which seeks to preserve the purity of the 
ballot that we will respect or obey.” 

It seems to me in these days of ballot reform this body should 
show its ae for and obedience to a law which the Constitu- 
tion of the United States—which we swore to obey—authorized 
the State of Missouri to enact. This body has attempted to en- 
act no law to regulate the conduct of election of Representatives 
in Congress. The right to enact such laws is conceded to belong 
te the Stutes. 

It indeed comes with bad grace from this body to refuse to 
follow the law enacted by the States in relation to the election 
of its members. While we are made the judge of the election 
and qualification of members, i in the exercise of this authority 
we must follow the laws which were intended to enab.e the peo- 
ple of the several States to enjoy their constitutional right of 
representation in this body. 

o disregard them a chaotic condition must follow. 

Mr. DANIELS. LI yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT]. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, in rising to discuss this 
mn | do so neither as a lawyer (for l am nolawyer) norasa 
-Republican, because, in my judgment, election cases are not 
questions of party, but questions of right, such as appeal to the 
noblest instincts of justice and the highest sense of honor on 
the part of those called upon to decide them, 

But as a Representative from St. Louis, that great and good 
city in which both the contestant and the contestee reside, I de- 
sire to make a few statements of fact, which the people of my 
city want this House and the country to understand before a 
vote is taken on the report of the Committee on Elections. 

The proposition of the majority of the committee is, I notice, 
to unseat my colleague, Mr. Joy, a Republican, and to give his 
seat to the contestant, Mr. O’Neill,a-_Democrat. Those signing 
the ma ority report, itshould be remembered, are all Democrats, 
but I shall draw no conclusions from this fact until the House 
has heard my statements. 

Missouri has 15 Representatives on this floor, 13 Democrats 
and 2 Republicans, as the result of a gerrymander on the part of 
the Democratic Legislature such as has never been attempted 
in any Stateor byany party. To fully comprehend the scope of 
this political wrong, it suffices to say that the present Democratic 
executive head of the State is a minority governor by nearly 
5,000 votes, although the vote of the third party amounted to 
only one-twelfth of the total vote cast. In other words, while 
the Republican vote is 83 per cent of the Democratic vote, our 
oe arithmeticians on the other side have graciously con- 

escended to let us have 15 per centof their representation. In- 
stead of 7 Republican Representatives, to which we are entitled 
according to our party strength, we have but two; and not satis- 
fied with that, the majority oi the Elections Committee now come 
and propose to relieve us even of one-half of that representation. 

To unseat my colleague [Mr. Joy} will be a gross injustice, as 
I shall endeavor to show later on, and by unseating him unjustly 
you serve notice on the people of Missouri that the abuse of 
power by the dominant ty there, as ates by the ger- 
rymander, is te be sanctioned and continued by the same part. 
here, and in supplementing the gerrymander by apolitical guil- 
lotine, the Democracy proclaims the maxim of the middle ages 
‘‘might for right” as a new political principle in State and na- 
tion. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Let me mention another fact before going into the merits of 
the case. The election machinery of uri is entirely in the 
hands of the Democratic party. And reverting to St. Louis, in 
which the Eleventh Congressional district is ee situated, 
her half a million inhabitants, because of their Republican pre- 
dilections, are denied the right of home rule by the Democratic 
governor stepping in and appointing for taem a recorder of 
voters, who autocratically manages each and every election. 
Like himself, all his subordinates are Democrats, and he not 
only appoints all judges and clerks of election, but also locates 
at will all polling places. What latitude for political advantage 
this affords to the Democratic managers I leave to the imagina- 
tion of the political minds of this House to determine. 

An old citizen of St. Louis expressed it in this'way some years 
ago’ ‘*The Republicans will have to elect their ticket by 6,000 
majority in order to be credited with 2,000.” With the very 
best intentions the recorder is unable to prevent the corrupt 
elements of his party from committing frauds under this sys- 
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tem, such as were unearthed this spring, for instance, when in 
one case the tally sheets were forged by a corrupt election offi- 
cial, so as to give the office of president of the board of assessors 
to the Democrat, while the Kepublican candidate was clearly 
elected and since declared so by the courts after the fraud had 
been detected. 

However, it is not the recorder, but the system which we at- 
tack, and which ought to be changed so as to allow us to manage 
our own elections without the interference of the State or to 

rovide for a nonpartisan election board, such as exists in Brook- 
yn and other large cities. I shull not go into a history of re- 
cent election frauds in St. Louis; but, as a matter of fact, I ma 
be permitted to state that all persons recently convicted of suc 
crimes were Democrats, and all the contests for local offices 
instituted in the last ten years upon the allegation of frauds 
had to be instituted by Republican candidates against Demo- 
crats. 

The Congressional elections of 1892 were held under the very 
system I have just described. A canvassing board, consistin 
of two Democrats and one Republican, returned Mr. Charles F. 
Joy elected by 67 majority. A Democratic recorder of voters 
certified his election to a Democratic secretary of state, and 
this official issued the certificate of election to the gentleman 
now occupying the seat. Then the contestant, Mr. John J. 
O'Neill, gave notice of a contest; an official recount was had, 
and the result of this recount was, mind you, not a wiping out 
of the contestee’s official majority, but an increase of it from 67 
to 212 votes and a ee loss tothe contestant. In view 
of this important fact it is certainly very significant, to say the 
least, that the majority report is absoiutely silent on the re- 
count, while in the light of this statement, upon the other hand, 
it will appear less surprising that contestant should be so much 
inclined, as I understand he is, to deny the fact of the recount 
altogether. : 

It ought also to be stated in this connection that during the 
progress of the recount both parties agreed as to the salient 
points in doubt, and that the votes were counted or not counted, 
as the case may be, in accordance with such agreements, so that 
the outcome of the recount, i. ¢., the increased majurity for Mr. 
Joy, was actually the result of the operation of rules and prin- 
ciples laid down and mutually agreed upon by conestant and con- 
testee during its progress. To show precisely the form of such 
agreements, I ask the clerk to read the following lines from 
page 56 of the record. 

Mr. O'NEILL. I am willing to take the intention of the voter right 
through. 

Again, on page 70: 


Mr. O'NEILL. Itis agreed and announced that where the intention of the 
voter is apparent, that vote will be counted for the a for whom he in- 
tended to vote. It applies all through the entire ballots. 


And again, on page 755: 

Mr. O'NEILL. * * * wherever a ballot appears described in the record 
before the adoption of the rule, shall be now counted as if the rule had been 
adopted at first, ifthereareany such. Mr. Killoran’s ballot is counted upon 
the unders anding that ballots described prior tothe adoption of the rule be- 
tween the contestant and the contestee shall be coun ed as they would have 
been counted had the rule been adopted at first--that is, at the beginning. 
This agreement shall go to all tickets described in the record. 

These declarations of the contestant, Mr. Speaker, are most 
important, not only because they show how the count proceeded 
upon mutual concessions and agreements, but also because of 
their bearing upon the vital point of this seoprevesty which is 
whether certain ballots, alleged to be deticient in legal form, 
should be counted or not. There is no other way to unseat my 
colleague than to throw these ballots out, and consequently the 
majority of the committee decide that they shall be thrown out, 
thus practically proposing to disfranchise the voters of whole 
precincts. 

The majority proceed upon the theory that the election laws 
of Missouri forbid the counting of ballots which are defectively 
numbered or initiated. It is true that our old election law con- 
tained such a provision, but it applied to a system under which 
the voter brought his own bailot with him, while under the 

resent Anserelion system, which superseded the old one, all 

lois are furnished by the State and under the absolute con- 
trol of its officers. It is undoubtedly due to this very material 
difference that the old provision which declared unnumbered 
and deficiently initialed ballots void was not revived and incor- 
porated in the new system. While it was a proper safeguard 
under the old law, it was practically superfuous under the new, 
and eminent jurists hold that it is not now in fo: ce. 

But aside from that it is justly claimed that it could not have 
been the intention of the lawmakers to disfranchise any voter 
because of the neglect or ine‘ ciency of any election official. 
Election laws are never frame] for the purpose of he range 
honest expression of the voice of the people or of depriving any 
honest voter of his franchise, but they are framed for the sole 
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urpose of preventing fraud and corruption. In this case no 
raud is charged by the committee, and therefore I say these 
ballots should be counted on the side of the contestant as well as 
of the contestee. There is no doubt about the intentiou of the 
voters in these cases, consequently the votes should count, or in 
the language of the contestant hims If: ‘‘ Where the intention 
of the voter is apparent, that vote will be counted for the person 
for whom he intended to vote.” 

But these points, and how the majority of the committee pro- 
pose to unseat my colleague from St. Louis upon a mere techni- 
cality, are more fully elaborated in the minority report, which I 
recommend to the closest scrutiny of the House. A few words 
more about the possible implication by which the majority might 
attempt to justify their findings, namely, that the ballots in 
question might have been fraudulently cast. In answer to that 
I say that one essential element for the commission of fraud was 
lacking on the Republican side, and that is the motive. The 
district was considered Democratic by about 2,v00 majority, and 
consequently no great exertions were made to carry it. 

My colleague, Mr. JOY, was nominated against his will; he de- 
clined the nomination, even after it was made: but being de- 
clared the nominee, in spite of his declination, was compelled to 
make the race. He did not himself believe in the probability of 
success, and therefore declined all offers of assistance. His ex- 
penditures of time and money and energy were perhaps smaller 
than ever incurred by anybody and in any struggle for so hon 
orable a position as a seat in this House, because, as I intimated 
before, the feeling was general among Republicans that the con- 
testant, Mr. O Neill, would be re ‘lected. 


Th> fact is, we had no idea of the extent of the disaffection in | é t / 
| election without an effort, but in that of three or four more Re- 


Democratic ranks,and the contestant himself seems to have been 


ignorant of the true state of affairs, or he would not have left his | 
district in the midst of the campaign to make speeches else- | 


where. Now then, under these circumstances, Mr. Speaker, 


was it at all likely that anybody should hope, from the casting of | 


a few hundred fraudulent ballots, for a change of the result 
which was considered a foregone conclusiin? ls it not more 


natural to assume that the absence of hope and money deterred | 


the bad elements, if there are any in the Republican party 

which is a question of very serious doubt—from the »mployment 
of their corrupt methods? 
should run the risk of breaking the law in favor of a candidate 
who would not even himself use all the honorab!e and legitimate 
means at his command to achieve success? 


of the Election Committee. 


Nowhere in their report, Mr. Speaker, do the majority of the | 


committee deny that thecontestee, Mr. Joy, has received more 
votes than the contestant, Mr. O'Neill; by their own arithmetic 
they admit that he has. Now, should not this be conclusive ac- 
cording to our American idea of majority rule? I tell you, gen- 
tlemen, it is conclusive with the people-of St. Louis, who have 
watched this contest with an interest unusual even in such im 
portant cases. They had made up their minds when the re- 
count was completed, and no amount of legal quibbling will now 
change their opinion that Charles F. Joy was fairly elected to 
the seat he now occupies. 

I go so far as to repeat on this floor the assertion a prominent 
St. Louis Democrat made here a few weeks ago, that ‘‘if the 
Democrats of the Eleventh Congressional district were the 
judges of the right of possession in this case instezd of the ma- 
ority on this floor, they would render a verdict for Joy by a 
ees majority.” They would do that in the interest of justice 
and the future of their party. They know that the best way to 


help a man and his cause is to make a martyr of him. As Dem- | 
ocrats, they fear the answer of the people of St. Louis and Mis- | 


souri to the wrong of ousting a member of this House who was 
elected by an honest ma ority of votes. As good citizens they 
would rather see their party do right and go down than to do 
wrong and be successful. They would rather see you sacrifice 
the doubtful advantage of an additional member than to profit 
by ill-gotten gains. They appeal to you to maintain your hon- 
est majority of 95 rather than to increase it to 97 by anact which 
you can not defend at the next elections. 

Andrightin line with this, let me read here what another very 
prominent Democrat from our city said here only a few weeks 
ago: “‘It is foolish,” said he, emphasizing the “foolish” by an 
additional word, ‘‘ to get a vote we do not deserve when we do 
not need it and thereby give to the other sidea vo e at a time 
when we need it badly,” again with the emphasis on the word be- 
tween “it” and ‘‘ badly.” The Democracy of the gent eman who 
uttered these words has never been doubted; he evidently thinks 





| O'Neill. 





Is it at all probable that anybody | 


These questions an- | 
swer themselves; they also answer most forcibly, [ think, all | 
ossible insinuations of fraud in favor of the contestee, and this 
xing the case, remove the last prop from under the platformso | 
artfully constructed by the eight lawyers composing the majority | 
| con‘ronts us, but a question of fact, and woe to him who in de- 
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of the future and refers to the next Congress and its political 
complexion. 

Gentlemen on the other side may remind us of what they call 
similar sins committed by Republican majorities here; but let 
me say in answer to that that a majority of nearly 100 can, it 
strikes me, much rather afford to be generous than a ma ority 
of 3, and that if my party has sinned it has paid deariy for it. 
But we do not even expect you to be generous; all we ask is jus- 
tice. We point to the fact that in the very precincts whose vote 
you throw out the contestant ran ahead of President Cleveland 
and the contestee behind President Harrison, and we ask you 
how you can possibly reconcile the recommendations of the ma- 
jority report with the fact that both Mr. Harrison and Mr. 
Warner, the Republican candidates for President and governor, 
carried this same district, where the contestee justly enjoys an 
extraordinary popularity and where hundreds and hundreds of 
Democrats who stood by their Presidential and State tickets de- 
clared for and actually votedforhim? Yousimply cannot make 


the people believe that under the circumstances of the case he 
should have failed where others succeeded. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, in conclusion, | beg to submit that person- 


alities should have as little todo with a case like this as purty 
politics. It is well known that my personal relations are 
friendly to the contestant as to the contestee, but that is not the 
question. It is immaterial to me, and, I believe, to the House, 
too, who occupies a seat upon this floor, whether Mr. Joy or Mr. 
I even go further and say that if I were to consult 
party advantage, the martyrdom of Mr. Joy is worth to us thou- 
san !s and thousands of votes not only in St. Louis, but in the 
whole State of Missouri, and will result this fall notonly in his re 


as 


publicans from Missouri. So we will gain more than what we 
lose, and you will lose more than what you gain: but this, too, is 
irrelevant now. 

The only question before us is, who has received the majority 
of honest votes. and in determining this question we exercise the 
highest constitutional functions of the lawmaker. We sit in 
judgment over one of our peers, and we owe it to him, to our- 
selves, to the dignity of our position, we owe it to the people and 
our own consciences, that our votes should be cast irrespective 
of personal feelings or party considerations, and with a sole view 
to doing justice and right. Remember that honesty is the best 
policy; remember, also, that that party is not worthy tolive which 
would exact from any of its adherents the obligation to vote 
against the dictates of his conscience: and do not mistake the 
temper of the American people, whose sense of right and justice 
always has been, and [ hope always will be, stronger than their 
party fealty. It is neither a political nor a legal question that 


ciding it occupies the bench of partisanship instead of the high 
and lofty platform of a just, independent, and honorable man! 
{Applause.] 

Mr. PATTERSON. [yield six minutes to the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. DENSON]. 


[Mr. DENSON withholds his remarks for revision. See Ap- 


| pendix. ]} 


Mr. DANIELS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Michigap (Mr. GRIFFIN]. 

Mr.GRIFFIN. Mr. Speaker, I have begged five minutes from 
the other side of the House, asI can not conscientiously vote 
for the majority report, and | ask unanimous consent that I may 
have ten minutes more, if I need the time. 

Mr. THOMAS. I ask that the time be granted. 

Mr. GRIFFIN. I wish to justify myself before my party for 
the vote which [ shall cast unless [ receive further light here- 
after from the gentleman from Tennessee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. OUTHWAITE). The gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. GRIFFIN] asks unanimous consent that 
his time be extended ten minutes. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Lobject. 
here begging to be heard. 

Mr. GRIFFIN. Inasmuch as I expect to cast a vote against 
the prevailing views of the party to which I belong, I hope the 
gentleman will withdraw his objection to five or ten minutes 
more than the five minutes I am already allowed. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I will consent to ten minutes to be added 
to each side. 

Several MEMBERS. That is all right. 

Mr. REED. Why not extend the time an hour? 
e No!” te No!”] 

The SPEAKER protempore. Unanimousconsent is asked that 
the time be extended for ten minutes on each side. Is there ob- 
jection? 

There was no objection. 


There are any numberof men 


i’ ‘ries of 
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Mr. HULICK. Is it understood that that time is given to the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. GRIFFIN]? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ten minutes of it. 

Th: SPEAKER pro tem The time of the gentleman from 
Michigan | Mr. GRIFFIN] is extended ten minutes. 

Mr.GRIF*IN. Mr. Speaker, I disagree with the minority 
report, and concede that section 1005 of the statutes of Missouri 
isnow inforee. Thatlaw provides that no ballot shall be counted 
which is not numbered; and the supreme court of Missouri, in 
West vs. Ross, 53 Missouri Reports, has decided that inasmuch 
as the law itself declares that the ballot shouid not be counted, 
the count would hold this provision of the statute mandatory. 
But as my learned friend, the gentleman from Tennessee | Mr. 
Sere there are but a few votes which are affected 
by this decision, and these votes will not change the result. 

herefore I pass that question, except that I ask the attention 
of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PATTERSON | to that case 
which decides substantially, by implication, that if the stitute 
itself had not said in so many words that the votes should not 
be counted, then it would have been proper to count them, and 
not disfranchise the voters. 

I am asked now to vote to disfranchise 937 of the citizens of 
Missouri; the question involved rises above any consideration 
to be extended to the parties to this contest. These citizens 
put in their ballots in good faith and honestly. There is no 
suspicion even of fraud. If this can be dane, point the statutes 
or law of the State which will authorize it. 

Task my friend if Iam not correct when I say that he bases 
his right to reject votes which there is only found the ini- 
tials of one of the judges of election on the provision of the stat- 
ute foundinsection 4671. Itissaid inthe casein 111 Missouri that 
when the Australian baliot was ee it was adopted only for 
cilies of over 5,000 inhabitants, and that it was not until 1891 
that the Legislature regarded it as a suiliciently successful ex- 
periment to extend it throughout the State. 

Prior to 1891 there was a law viding for the method of 
voting in the country incts and adifferent law providing for 
the method of voting in cities of over 5,00) inhabitants. 
ballot that was to be cast in the country precincts is controlled 
by section 4671. As respects this ballot the statute, among 
other things, provides: 

Any ballot not conforming to the provisions of this chapter shall be con- 
sidered fraudulent and the same shall not be counted. 

This ballot was furnished by the voter himself, and the object 
of this statute was to guard against any device or writing put 
upon the ballot by the voter himself, whereby the ballot might 
be distinguished. Now, the provision with reference to voting 
in cities under the Australian ballot is-eareful to omit 
this provision because the ballot is furnished by the proper au- 
thoritits and at public expense. 

Mr. BOATNER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question right there? a 

Mr. GRIFFIN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BOATNER. Do you contend that this provision of see- 
tion 4671 which reads: 

Any ballot not conforming to the provisions of this chapter shall be consid. 
ered fraudulent, and the same shall not be counted— 


does not ly to the election in the of St Louis? 
ue I fhe provided 


Mr. GR N. Certainly, do. The ballot for the 
cities is mentioned in section 4680. 

On any eS en me a A 
‘fled elector shall be enti to receive from of the election 


one 
ballot. It shall be the duty of such judges of to deliver such bal- 
lots to the elector, ete. 4 
I show you.Revised Statutes.of Missouri, 1889. Here is section 
4671, h incapitals, Biliot. To containwhat? And here is 
section 46.0, applying and headed in the same way—Ballot. To 
contain what? tit will be observed that thesections are quite 
different in their provisions. The ———- itself with good 
sense oe says we will not the voter under 
this Australian ballot system by reason of the faultof the judges 
if the will of the voter can be ascertained by bis ballot and was 
cast in good faith. 


We have a statute of this kind in Michigan, which was passed 
in 1891. It provides, among other that each shall 
have a vignette at the head of the ticket,and expressly provides 


ing appear. The pro-ision thats ballot shall be fraudulent or 
shall not be counted if there is an absence of the initials of the 
feign o pcpetly ee ee ee 

tian baliot is used. In two of 


| 


Says: 
The question ted is whether the voter who votes a ticket 
upon the official ballot, duly cortitied by tenet caeteetae, aun to tnaeren 


“ 


chised by the failure of the election commissioners to comply strictly with 
the statute, and whether a candidate who is not shown to have participated 
in any fraud be defeated o: his election on the same groun 

Itmay be stated, as a general rule, that the provisions of law relating to 
the manner of con iucting elections will not $e he.d so far mandatory as 
that a deparvure therefrom will result in the disfranchisement of a district 
or a class of voters, or the defeat of a candidate himeel! free from frand. ex- 
cept in cases where the lezislative inteat that such departure shall have 
that effect is clearly and unequivocally expressed. 

There is no clearly and unequivocally expressed legislative 
intent appearing in the Missouri statuts that the voter is to be 
disen/ranchised or the vote not counted because it isinitialed by 
only one of the judges. Indeed, as before observed. I regard 
this as a omitted. It turns out, in the case before us, 
that the ballots which the majority report in favor of rejection 
were initialed by only one judge. The Dallot was received in 
good faith and voted in good faith. The ticket was handed to 
the judges and the judges announced the name of the voter and 
put the ticket in the ballot box. To say now that it should be 
rejected because it contained only the initial of one judge would 
be no more reasonable than to say that it should be rejected be- 
cause the voter did not fold his ticketso as to show the initial 
of either judge. 

I contend, therefore, that there is no law in the State of Mis- 
souri, and I hope there never will be a law anywhere, that will 
disfranchise citizens who are otherwise entitled to vote, 
and who have voted in good faith, by reason of the neglect or 
inadvertence of the judges or inspectors in not writing the in- 
itials of both upon the ballot. 

I have trespassed thus far upon the attention of the House 
simply to explain the reason of my vote, unless [can secure some 
ar light upon the question. [Applause on the Republican 

e. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. DANIELS. How much time have I left, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
has twenty minutes remaining. 

Mr. DANiELS. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman 
from Missouri | Mr. Joy}. 

Mr.JOY. Mr.S er, [feelsome hesitancy in rising tospeak 
in acase in which I am personally tosome extent invoived, butas 
it has been deemed best that I should say something, I will con- 
fine myself to one or two suggestions only. The discussion of 
the law of the ease has been had to as great an extent as time 
will allow, and the question as to whether, under the law of Mis- 
souri, ballots which are not strictly numbered in accordance 
with the statute or strictly initialed in accordance with the pro- 
visions of the statute shall be counted, or whether, if they are 
not to be counted,it is the desire of this House to disfranchise 
those voters, is a question that I can not discuss any more fully. 

I desire to assume, for the purposes of the argument which I 
shall make, that the law is either mandatory or is not manda- 


tory. 

‘Take either horn of the dilemma you choose, the law is manda- 
tory or itis not. But, to go into another phase of the case, I 
will state the point that [ desire to make. On the 9th day of 
January, 1893, the contest between the contestant and myself 
was commenced by the serviee upon me of two notices—one a 
notice to take testimony at the office of the contestant s attorney, 
and the other in the following words: 

{John J. O'Neill vs. Charles F. Joy, war Congressional district of Mis- 
80 


To the Hon. CHARtEs FP. Joy or his attorney: 


notified that I shall, on Saturday, January t4. at 10:20 
James L.. Carlisle, recorder of votes, in the city hall, 
Louis and State of Missouri. before Andrew san. a notary 
ask that the ballot boxes containing the ballots cast for members of 
in the Eleventh Congressionai district of Missouri at the election 
held on the 8th day of November, 182. shail be opened and the ballots 
therein counted. 
Yours, respectfully, 


Sm: 
o’cl 
of 


JOHN J. ONEILL. 


Pursuant to that notice the parties met at the office of the 
recorder of voters at the hour named, and the recount of the 
ballots was commenced. The first question put to the recorder 
of voters immedi ttely the opening of the ballot box was, as 
appears from this : 

= in 93 rod 
Son hoe epee precinct 9$ and produce the ballots 


Tae witness qpened bax end prodnead ballots. 


Then follows the record of the recounting of every ballot in 
that ninety th That was the notice served by the 
contestant. at { have read is taken from his own record 


and this was hisown witmess. That net having been com- 

we reech, on 53 of the record, precinct 82. There 

form is again gone throws to prove that the ballots and the 

ballet box are in ‘same condition as when the votes were re- 

turned. a the recorder of voters by the 
the contestant: 

Now, I will ask you to open the box and proceed to count the ballots that 
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were cast for Member of Congress for the Eleventh Congressional district of 
Missouri for the Fifty-third Congress, on the 8th day of November, 1892. 

Fellowing that is a complete recount of every ballot in the 
box. So with the one hundred and twenty-eight ballot boxes in 
the Bleventh Congressional district, only eight ballot boxes be- 
ing left uncounted. One hundred and twenty-eight were re- 
counted, and every ballot in them was recounted and put in the 
record which isoffered here by the contestant. Finally, over one- 
half the time of the contestant having been consumed, he ceased 
counting the ballots further, and after the close of the count of 
the one hundred and twenty-eight baliot boxes, this announce- 
ment is made in the record by the contestant himself: 

The absoluie necessity for using every moment of time remaining will 

revent my continuing the further counting of the boxes. There are about 

‘our boxes remaining which I hope my friends on the other side, who will 
have ample time, will open, and so complete the final count of the vote. 

Now, I say there was a recount had of every ballot in the dis- 
trict with the exception of these few precincts, and they were 
omitted for lack of time. It has been already stated by my col- 
league that the resultof that recount did not wipe outthe paltry 
majority of the contestee, 67 votes, but, on the contrary. built 
it up to 212. Thatisin the record produced by the contestant 
before this body. The point has been made by the majority of 
the Committee on Elections that the law is mandatory, and that 
therefore the votes in the three precincts can not be counted. 
I desire to rerd just three lines of law applying to contested- 
election cases. 

And any such notice fof contest] shall specify particularly the grounds 
7 which he [the contestant) relies in the contest. (United States Re- 
vised Statutes, section 105.) 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there is not a line nor a word nor a sylla- 
ble in the notice of contest presented in this case and served 
upon me by the contestant which complains of asingle ballot 
not having been properly initialed. More than that, this may 
seem alittle outside of the record, but it is on record at St. 
Louis and it is true, very few precincts were shown to have the 
ballots initialed: there are four others where there was only one 
initial upon the ballots. Why did not they bring that into the 
contest? 4 me tell you; but I will preface what I have to say 
upon this point by a word. A day or two of the recount had 

sed. Ballots which were a little informal, the scratching 
not having been perfect, and containing other little informali- 
ties, had to be described in the record. The record was being 
built up unnecessarily. as those ballots were evidently intended 
to be cast either for me or for the contestant. 

So on page 56, the third day of the recount, the following 


agre*ment was made, which will be found in the record pre- | 


sented to this House by the contestant: 

Mr. O'NEILL. I am willing to take the intention of the voter right 
throngh. 

That was where a ballot had been scratched. 

Mr. Joy. When I ean see the plain intention of the voter Iam perfectly 
Willing to take it. 

That was the first agreement, The matter ran on until page 
70 of the record was reached—four days afterwards—when the 
agreement was repeated and strengthened. I quote {rom the 
record as made and presented by the contestant to this House: 


By Mr. O’Neitt.. It is agreed and announced that where the intention of 
the voter is apparent, the vote will be counted for the person for whom 
he intended to vote. it applies all through the entire ballots. 

By Mr. Joy. Both parties agree to it. 


Not only was thatagreement made, but from that time on, until 
the last box was closed and locked, every ballot was counted in 
accordance with the agreement. And for that reason the ini- 
tials upon other ballots are not presented in this record. To 
strengthen this still more, as I havestated, during the first three 
days these ballots were described. In the rebuttal testimony, 
however, a witness, Mr. Patrick Killoran, was called to prove 
how he intended to vote, whose ballot had been described in the 
record. He was called by the contestant, placed on the witness 
stand, and sworn, when the following colloquy took place: 


By Mr. Joy: It is agreed that the witness, Patrick Kilioran, cast his ballot 
properly, and that the ballot was described in the record, and that this wit 
ness’s ballot so described would have been counted for the contestant— 


Not for Mr. Joy, but for the contestant— 


under the rule adopted later between the contestant and contestee. And it 
is further agreed that all described ballots during the first three days and 
prior to the adoption of the rule shall be counted in accordance with the 
rule adopted afterwards in the count, as appears oy the record. 

By Mr. O Neri: I would strike out the words ‘‘the first three days.” 
Wherever a ballot appears described in the record before the adoption of 
the rule shal] be now counted as if the rule had been adopted at first, if there 
areany such. Mr. Killoran’s ballot is counted— 


Now, observe this statement by the contestant— 


that the ballots described to the adoption of 
between the contestant and the contestee be counted as they 
would have been counted had the rule been adopted at first; that is, at the 
beginning. This agreement shall go to all tickets described in the record. 


I therefore have reason to state with some positiveness that 
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there was a recount of the ballots, although a majority of the 
committee have not deemed best to mention the factin t 
port. 





heir re- 


I will leave that question, if the gentleman from Ken 





tucky [Mr. PAYNTER] will rise and answer it. I would like to 
have his statement. whether there was or was not a recou 


There was a recounsé; and ballots were taken even in the 
buttal upon the basis of the agreement and counted under t! 
agreement which was to relate back to all described t’ckets. 
Now, I will state another thing: and the record offered by con 
testant‘shows it. The recount gave to the contestee, not a plu- 
ality of 67, but a plurality of 212; and although the law 


I 
by the majority of the committse may be mandatory, T say 


a 


cited 


| 
1 y there 
| is no pleading that entitles this testimony to be introduced; but 
if the pleading were ample, the question has been entirely and 
| repeatedly waived by the contestant; and again, if it had not 
been waived, the recount had by him and presented by him to 
| this House gives the contestee, even under the ma ority report 
} a majority of 2 votes over the contestant. After disfranchising 
937 voters they still seat him by only 210; and taking the testi- 


mony of the contestant himself the contesteecis entitled to be 
seated upon the report of the majority of this committee bya 
majority of 2 votes. I thank the House for the kind attention 
it has given tome. [Applause.] 

Mr. PATTERSON. I yield ten minutes to the 
from Iowa [Mr. HAYEs]}. 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, the reports in this case, majority 
and minority, mainly deal with the questions growing out of the 
Australian ballot laws of the State of Missouri, and tuis for the 
reason that it is conceded that if the contention of thecontestant 
in this regard is sustained, he is entitled to the seat. In the 
minority report it is distinctly said that if the ballots claimed 
to be invalid under this law are to be excluded, ‘‘then it isa 
conceded fact that Mr. O’ Neill, and not Mr. Joy, has bven elected 
to this seat in Congress.” . 

On account of these views, and the fact that upon its full con- 
sideration the majority of the committee unanimously came to 
the conclusion that the law of the case was with the contestant 
from this point of view—the other material facts of the case 
from Mr. O'Neill’s standpoint have been lost sight of, and he 
done an in us:ice and mace to appear as standing unon the tech- 
nical construction of a law with in fact a minority of voters 
only in his favor, whereas in fact, in my opinion, he has not only 
a strong but an overwhelming case outside of these questions 
and voters; and before I conclude I shall call attention at least 
brie‘y to some of these other points. so that the record may be 
complete and the position of Mr. O Neil! at least stated. 

The first questioa in this contention is naturally as to what the 
| law actually is as it stands upon the statute books of the State 
| of Missouri and, parodoxical as it may seem, this is a disputed 
| and even a vital point in the correct dete mination of the issue 

here; and then this being settled, there remain questions of con- 
struction and correci practice under the law. 
| Thereasonsunderlying Australian ballot laws and their neces- 
sity should not be lost sight of, and these have been so concisely 


‘? lemear 
gen 1 1 


Px cia ee 


and forcibly stated inthe reportof the committee and the law as 
it stands set out, that I will adopt its language as a preface to 
| the discussion of the points as before stated by me: 


In recent years there has been a growing necessity for legislation securing 
| more perfectly the sanctity and purity of the ballot. Informer times, when 
| the population of cities was not so large, when corporate influences were 
| not so great, when class legisiation was practically unknown, and the intel 
ligence and independence of the voters secured a larger proportion of their 
number from sinister influences than now, laws were considered entirely 
adequatefor the protection of the bailot which are now admitted to be in 
effectual. 

The large influx of foreign population during the last twenty-five years, 
the extension of the elective franchise to the colored people, and the congre- 
gation in the cities of heterogeneous masses. together with the flerce strug- 
gies for advantages which often take piace at elections. have resulted tn an 
a of election frauds unknown before in our history and which are 

ghtfulty considered hurtful if not dangerous to the Tmanency of our 
free institutions. This condition of affairs has been fruitful of much legis- 
lation in the respective States looking to the protection, the purity, and the 
intelligence of the ballot. This legislation marks a distinctive era in our 
legislative history, and while in the process of development it has often been 
crude and il) a tvised, it has in the main been in the right direction and pro 
ductive of much good. 

The State of Missouri, in respect to the better protection and security 
of the ballot, especially in the cities, is in advance of many of the other 
States. It is not necessary for the as of this report to call attention 
to the various laws enacted from time to time on this subject. It is su‘ft- 
cient to say that the State of Missouri. by successive attempts at ballot re- 
form, has at length evolved a -ystem of voting in large cities which, per- 
ae nearly a oaches perfection as that of any other State. In such 
ct there is an officer appointed by the governor, called the recorder of 
voters, whose business it is to register the voters in the municipality. The 
office is kept open at all times for this purpose. The registration ts suffi 
ciently descriptive as to furnish the identity of the voter and the exact place 
of residence 


his he 
There is no second or other registration required for subsequent elections, 
but the recorder from time to time, in cases of death or removal, or other 
disqualification, corrects the registration. Where a voter moves out of one 
rape into another, he can, on application tothe recorder. have the trans- 
made on the registration books. Prior to an election registrars are ap- 
pointed in each of the several voting precincts of the city to register such 


rr 
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voters as have not applied to the recorder for registration, and these regis- 
trars make returns of the voters registered by them to tho recorder. 

When this is done the recorder proceeds to make a registration list for each 
voting precinct in alphabetical order, which is forwarded to the officers of 
the election before the polls are opened. 

Aside from the necessary clerks and officers holding the election there are 
six judges of election appointed in each —_ three of whom are se- 
lected from each of the two leading politic eons. Two of these 
judges, one a Democrat and the other a Republican, are des ted as dis- 
tributing judges, They are the custodians of the official ballots, charged 
with the duty of distributing them to the voters. When a citizen presents 
himself as a voter and asks for a ballot, the judges can see at a glance 
whether he appears on the registration list, and if so the distribu Judges 
take one ballot, and after writing their respective signatures or initials on 
the back of the ballot, they deliver it to the voter. The voter then retires to 
a booth, where, unmolested and unobserved, he prepares his ballot to suit 
himself. If by accident or carelessness he so mutilates his ballot as to ren- 
der it useless he can return it to the distributing judges and receive another. 
indorsed in like manner. In this way the distributing judges are required 
to keep track of every ballot. 

When the voter has prepared his ballot and folded the same he is prepared 
to vote, and it is offered by him to two other judges who also belong to op- 
posing political parties. called the receiving judges. The ballot is by them 
examined to see if it is indorsed by the signatures or the initials of the dis- 
tributing judges. It is proper to observe in this connection that the require- 
ment of the law is that both judges shall write their signatures or tials 
on the ballot, otherwise one of the judges might collude with fraudulent 
voters. The requirement is that judges opposed to each other politically 
shall concur in issuing the ballot. 

If the ballot is legally indorsed by the distributing judges it is received by 
the receiving judges, who are required to call out in an audible voice the 
name of the voter. Then the receiving jud indorse on the back of the 
ballot the voting number, or the number of the ballot in the order in which 
it is offered, this being the only writing which the law permits them to in- 
dorse on the ballot; and at the same time the voting number is entered on 
the registration list opposite the name of the voter with the word ‘* voted.” 
Then the receiving judges, or one of them, call out the voting number ina 
yone any loud to be heard by the bystanders and the ballot is placed 

n the x. 

There are two othor judges, called the counting judges, belonging in like 
manner to opposite parties. In order to facilitate the counting of votes 
there are two pvallot boxes provided for by law. When the polis are opened 
the counting juiges, who have the custody of the boxes. deliver box No. 1, 
empty and securely locked, to the receiving judges, and ballots voted are de- 

»sited in this box for one hour and then it is delivered to the countin 
Toda, who in lice manner deliver box No. 2 tothe receiving judges. an 

i thus the boxes alternate every hour from the counting to the receiving 
: judges an! back from the receiving to the counting judges until the polis 
are closed. Tn the meantime, while the ballots are going into one box, the 
: ballots in the other box are being counted, but the result of the counting is 
withheld from the public until the election is over. 

So. under this system, when the polls are closed the ballots are all prac- 
tically counted. hen theelection is concluded and the returns made out 
the ballets are all placed in a box securely locked, and this box. properly la- 
beled and identitied, is turned over to the recorder. He is required to keep 
the ballots securely for the period of twelve months, to be offered, if re- 
quired, in evidence should there bs a contest. Shouid there be no contest 
instituted within twelve months the ballots are then destroyed. 

Theefiiciency and simplicity of this system isapparent. By requiring the 
distributing judges to write their sigaatares or iuicials on the ballot before 
delivering it to tae voter the election is protected from the use of any but 
an oficial ballot by properly and duly registered voters. 

By nunsbering the ballots in the order in which they are voted and then 
writing the number of each ballot at the time it is Sa the name 
of the voter on the registration list with the word “ voted,” the identity of 
the voter and the exact place of his residence is made susceptible of easy 
i proof. In this way the ballot is so hedyed about that fraud on the part of 


ee eee eee 


the voter is almost im ble. Should the counting judges be corrupt the 
voter can trace his ballot and see that it is counted as voted. If the receiv- 
ing judges place any other ballot than the one voted in the box the absence 
of the signatures or initials of the distributing a the substituted 
ballot, would at once expose the fraud. So not only is fraud almost impos- 
sible on the part of the voter, but it would be necessary, in orderto accom- 
piisk fraud in the election, to have all six of the judge*, belonging to oppo- 
a site political pasties, to act in collusion. 

er? Itis plain that the imposition of fines on officer# of election who violate 
} the law by designedly or carel omitting its formalities would not make 
i a system such as this effective. © officers elected through a violation of 
: the law would often be able to screen their confederates from punishment. 
; Where the voter and the officers of the election are all interested in nnder- 
. ‘orming to the law the result will be different. 


' parti This 
! is precisely what the State of Missouri has done. In section 938, revised 
statutes, 1889, it is provided that the voter— 

“Shall not vote elsewhere but in the comen gape where his name is 
Bs tered and whereof he is registered as a ent.” 
D n section 4785, revised statutes, 1889,as amended by section 11 of the act 
5 of A 4, 1991, it ise y provided that— 
a - pereres in the order in which e oa be received. 
i o judge of election shall deposit any ballot upon whic © names or 
initials of the judges as hereinbefore ed for does not appear.” 
: In section 1005, revised statutes, 1889, it is vided that— 
be “No ballot not numbered as ed shall be counted.”’ 
5 In section 60, it is further enacted— 
of this chapter shall be con- 


void. 
Revised Statutes, 1889, chapter 60, as amended by section 8 of 
4, 1891, reads as foll ; 





Section 
the act of A) 


of 
It shall be the du 
elec 


ows: ; 
‘On election of officers in any election district, each qual- 
Fee eey eal be entitied to receive from the judges of election ons bal 


It may be to enforce these statutes according to their intent 
ne eee re ers ee tee ee Se ee not to be 
natures or initials on his ballot, or the failure the receiving jolene 


But it must be borne in mind that no man has the natural or inherent 
right to vote The voter isan agency of the State, clothed by the State with 
the elective franchise, and the same power which prescribes who shall bave 
the franchise can also prescribe the manner of its exercise and throw such 
— around the ballot as will protect it from fraud and dishonesty. 
Again. the voter is presumed to know something of the law which secures 
to him the elective franchise and prescribes the conditions on which it is to 
be exercised. When he receives his ballot he can plainly see whether it 
bears the names or initials of the distributing judges. The receiving judges 
are required to announce the number of his ballot in a voice sufficiently au- 
dible as to be heard by the bystanders. 

As the voter is the nearest bystander it may well be presumed he will 
hear the announcement of his number, and as the numbering is required to 
be consecutive there is neither temptation nor opportunity to write other than 
the proper number and announce it to the bystanders. The opportunity of 
the voter to inform himself and to guard against the loss of his ballot by 
complying with the law is ample. Especially is this true in view of the 
fact that at least one of the judges is his political associate and friend and is 
there to protect him. Butaside from all this we have nothing to do with 
the severity or the hardships of the law. It is plainly mandatory, and prece- 
oasaee sound public policy alike demand that it should be enforced and 
obeyed. 

(See Ledbetter vs. Hall, 62 Missouri, 422; State ex rel vs. Cook, 41 Missouri, 
693; West vs. Ross, 53 Missouri. 350; Gumm vs. Hubbard, 97 Missouri, 311. 
McCrary on Elections, section 126.) 


The election in controversy took place on the 8th day of No- 
vember, 1892, and the district was entirely in the city of St. 
Louis, which had a population of several hundred thousand peo- 
ple, all of which facts have a bearing upon what the law ac- 
tually is or was. 

The provisions of the constitution of Missouri, adopted in 
1875, bearing upon the qualifications of voters, conduct of elec- 
tions, registration, etc., are as follows: 


ARTICLE VIII. 


Sxc. 2. “Every male citizen of the United States, and every male person 
of foreign birth who may have declared his intention to become a citizen of 
the United States according to law. not less than one year nor more than 
five years before he offers to vote, who is over the age of 21 years. p »ssessing 
the ene qualifications, shall be entitled to vote at all elections by the 

ople: 

OT rst. ‘He shall have resided in the State one year immediately preceding 
the election at which he offers to vote. 

Second. “He shall have resided in the county, city, or town where he shall 
offer to vote at least sixty days immediately precejing the election. 

Sec. 3. “All elections by the people shall be by ballot; every ballot voted 
shall be numbered in the order in which it shall be received, and the num- 
ber recorded by the election officers on the list of voters, opposite the 
name of the voter who presents the ballot. The election officers shall be 
sworn or affirmed not to disclose how any voter shall. have voted, unless re- 
quired to do so as witnesses in a judicial proceeding: /rovided, That in all 
cases of contested election the ballots cast may be counted, comparea with 
the list of voters. and examined under such safegaards and regulations as 
may be prescribed by law. , 

Sec. 5. “The General Assembly shall provide by law for the registration 
of all voters in cities and counties having over 100.000 inhabitants, and may 

rovide for such registration in cities having a population exceeding 25,000 

bitants and not exceeding 10),000, but not otherwise.”’ 


The laws upon these questions are contained in the Revised 
Statutes of Missouri of 1889 and the act of April 4, 1891, which 
last law was pussed to extend Australian ballot provisions tothe 
State at large, it having nt been confined to cities of 
5.000 inhabitants and over. These laws, so far as material to 
this inquiry, are as follows: 


REGISTRATION—WHERE HAD. 


Section 987 of the Revised Statutes, 1889: 


In all cities of the first class and ali cities whose population entitles them 
to vecome cities of the first class, there shall be a registration of all the 

ualified voters, and the registration of the voters, and the conduct of the 
elections held in such cities shall be governed by the following provisions, 
subject to the general law concerning elections: 


QUALIFICATION OF VOTERS. 


Section 988, Revised Statutes, 1889: 


Every malecitizen of the United States and every person of foreign birth 
who may have declared his intention to become a citizen of the United States 
according to law, not less than one year nor more than five years before he 
offers to vote, who is over the age of 21 years, who has resided in this State 


one year next ng the election at which he offers to vote, and during 
the last six ysof that time shall have resided in the city, and during the 
last twenty days of that time in the precinct at which he offers to vote, who 


has not been convicted of bribery, perjury, or other infamous crime, nor 

serving at the time in the regular Army or Navy of the United States, 

shall be entitled to vote at such election for all officers, State or municipal, 

ie, or at any other election held ip pursuance of 

the laws of this State; but he shall not vote elsewhere but in the election 

where his name is registered, and whereof he is registered as a 
resident. 


Section 989, Revised Statutes, 1889: 


The poienese any such city, not in a county, and the county clerk of the 
counties in which all othe? such cities are located, shall provide a suitable 
book for each election precinct in the city, which shall have 

itten or printed thereon the ae oath: “We, the undersigned, do 

or affirm) that we ~— the Constitution of the 

United of the State of Missouri. edo, furthermore, swear (or 
aftirm) that we have in no other election precincts; that we and 
each of us have given our true names (as hereto subscribed); that we live 


i 


the places herein designated by us, and that we and ea h of us have 
Siowesed af questions us touc our on;” and it 
shall be the duty of the recorder of voters and his deputies to call the special 


person who may offertoregister to the nature of this oath. 
The registration books and the registration lists of poll books, as herein- 
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after provided to be delivered to the judges of election, shall be in the fol- 
lowing form: 





| Number 
of =e ae 
Regis- | ballotin marks 
tration |theorder| Name and residence. j ne Voted. | of 
No. — ; | identifi- 
t was cation. 
received. 
lateral ineehinee titanic tandiateaena tgeamenpnamrimanaptinmaenaatiaal erage } 
| 


| 
| 


BALLOT BOXES—ENUMERATION AND MARKING OF BALLOTS—PROCESS OF 
VOTING. 


Section 1005, Revised Statutes, 1889: 


The recorder of votes shall provide two ballot boxes for each election pre- 
cinct, one of which shall be numbered No. 1, and the other No. 2, and itshal! 
be theduty of the judges of election toselect from their number two who shall 
be designated and known as ‘receiving judges,” and two who shall be desig- 
nated and known as ‘counting judges.’ The two receiving judges shall re- 
ceive the baliots of each elector, and shall upon receipt thereof, pronounce 
in an audible voice the name of the voter, and if the judges shall be satisfied 
that the person offering to vote is a legal voter, his ballot shall be taken and 
numbered in the order he offers to vote, and the ballot shall be folded, and 
oneof the judges shall place the registration number on the back of the ballot, 
and then draw a horizontal line under it, and shall 
ballot in the order it was voted, thus: 308-12; said numbers shall be an- 
nounced in a plain and audible voice by the judges, loud enough to be heard 
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by the bystanders outside the polling place, and the ballot shall then be de- | 
| owe in the bailot box, which shall be securely closed for the period of one 


our after the opening of the polls. 

The clerks uf the election shall enter the voting nuntber of the ballot, and 
the word voted, or rejected, as the case may be, opposite the voter's name on 
the registration lists furnished to them. At the expiration of such hour, 
the receiving judges shall deliver said ballot box No. 1 to the counting 


judges, who shall immediately deliver over to the receiving judges ballot | 
box No. 2, which shall thereupon be securely closed,in which all ballots re- | 
ceived, until the ballots in baliot box No. 1 are counted, shall be deposited; | 


and after the counting judges have counted the ballots in ballot box No. 1 
they shall deliver the box to the receiving judges, and the counting judges 
shall count the ballots in ballot box No. 2, and so on, alternating whenever 
the counting judges complete the count of the ballots in any box until all 
the ballots cast are counted. 

All ballots shall be taken out and counted in the presence of all the judges 
and clerks, and party representatives, in the manner provided by law, and 
it shall be the duty of the eee ae to announce to the electors pres- 
ent the total number of votes polled at the close of each hour, but no infor- 


mation or statement of any kind shall be given or made by the yatese or | 
C 


clerks of election revealing the number of votes received by any candidate 
at such election, or the name of any person who has not voted, or any infor- 
mation tending to show the state of the polls: Provided, That each political 
party shall have the right to select one representative to be present with 
the judges of election from the opening to the closing of the polls, who may 
challenge any person offering to vote, but shall not interfere with the judges 
or clerks in the dischargeof their duties. Said representatives shall make 
oath beforethe judges of election that they will not directly or indirectly 
give any information showing the state of the polls: Provided, further, That 
no ballot not numbered as herein provided shall be counted, and that the 
judges shall, in the presence of the electors, examine the ballot boxes at the 
opening of the polis, and before any ballots are received, to see that they are 


empty: and at the close of the polls the judges shall continue to count until | 


all the ballots are counted, without removing from the polling place. 
ADDITIONAL JUDGES TO BE APPOINTED. 


Section 4777, Revised Statutes, 1889, chapter 60: 


At the same time and in the same manner as judges of election are ap- 
pointed or elected, two additional judges of election for cach election dis- 
trict in the State shall be appointed or elected; three of the judges shall be 
taken from the political party that polled the largest number of votes at the 
last preceding election, and three of the judges from the party that polled 
the next largest vote. The judges of election shall designate two of their 
number, not of the same party, whose duty it shall be to have charge of 


the ballots, and to furnish them to voters in the manner hereinafter pro- | 


vided. 


Section 4671, Revised Statutes, 1889, chapter 60: 


Each voter at any election, shail in full view, deliver to one of the judges 
of election a single ballot, which shall be a piece of white paper, on which 
shall be written or printed the names of the persons voted for, with a desig- 
nation Of the office which he or they may be intended to fill. 


office to be filled, leaving a margin on either side of the printed matter for 
substituting names. Each ballot may bear a plain written or printed cap- 
tion thereon, expressin 
caption or head lines shall notin any manner be designed to mislead the 
voter as to the name or names thereunder. Any ballot not conforming to 
the provisions of this chapter shall be considered fraudulent, and the same 
shall not be counted. 


FRAUDULENT BALLOTS. 


Section 4677, Revised Statutes, 1889, chapter 60: 


Where two or more ballots are found placed or folded together, such Val- 
lots shall be considered as fraudulent and shall be rejected; and if two or 
more ballots a) corresponding with the same number, all such ballots 


shall be re as trendubns; and in all cases where there are two ballots 
correspo to the same number it shall be the duty of the judges of elec- 


tion to have the party called and the question dete 


ned upon his evidence 
under oath. 


BALLOTS. 


Section 4780, Revised Statutes, 1889, chapter 60, as amended 
by section 8, act of April 4, 1891, reads as follows: 


On any day of election of public officers in any election district, each quali- 
fied elector shall be entitled to receive from the judges of election one ballot. 
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Said ballot | 
shall not bear upon it any device whatever, nor shall there be any writing | 
or printing thereon, except the names of persons and the designations of the | 


its political character, but on all such ballots the 
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It shall be the duty of such judges of election to deliver such ballot to the 
elector. Before delivering any ballot to the elector, the two judges of elec- 
tion having charge of the baliots shall write their names or tuitials upon 
the back of the ballot with ink or indelible pencil, and no other writing shall 
be on the back of the ballot, except the number of the ballot 


Section 4785, Revised Statutes, 1889, chapter 60, as amended 
by section 11 of the act of April 4, 1891, reads as follows: 
Every ballot shall be numbered in the order in which it shall be received, 


No judge of election shall deposit any ballot upon which the names or ini- 
tials of the judges as hereinbefore provided for, does not appear 


The election law of 1891 in direct terms and in its first section 
repeals sections 4762, 4766, 4773, 4775, 4776, 4779, 4780, 4781, 4784, 
4785, 4792, and 4794 of the Revised Statutes, and substitutes see- 
tions of the same numbers therefor, and instead of containing 
the usual clause repealing inconsistent laws, amends that sec- 
tion, 4794 of the Revised Statutes, by providing that it shall 
read ‘‘all acts or parts of acts inconsistent with this act are 
hereby repealed,” clearly indicating that this 1891 act of itself 
repealed nothing but what was stated in direet terms, and that 
this usual clause was adapted to the old or then existing law, 
except as specially repealed, and which law contained sections 
4671 and 4672, neither of which was mentioned in repealing 
| clause. 

The argument made before the committee for contestee and 
the minority report very ingeniously contend that section 4671, 
Revised Statutes, withits provision, ** any ballot not conforming 
to the provisions of this chapter shall be considered fraudulent 
and the same shall not be counted,” is repealed, and that the pro- 
vision in law of 1891, that a ballot not numbered as provided 
shall not be deposited, does not take its place or carry any pen- 
alty except as against the judge. 

In other words, that it does not affect the voter, and that his 
ballot is to be counted. 

I donot controvert this provision. The provision just quoted 
| wasnot apart of the law at the time of theelection. This argu- 
ment is founded upon tie idea that said section applied when 
passed to those portions of the State:that did not have the 
Australian system, and where the voter furnished his own ballot, 
and that when this system was applied to the whole State this 
provision became obsolete, and that the punitive part before 
quoted fell with it. There is no doubt but that the provisions 
of this section preceding the — provision had become 
obsolete; but it is equally as clear that the punitive provision 
remained and is a part of the Australian system of Missouri. 

I think a fair consideration and application of the following 
reasons will demonstrate this: 

1. The fact that certain provisions of a law become obsolete 
does not necessarily make them repugnant to the new law, and 
a distinct portion of a section may be inconsistent and go out of 
use and another distinct provision of the same section not do so. 
It might be awkward, but not illegal. 

2. The latter provision of section 4671, quoted, making fraud- 
_ulent the ballots mentioned, does not limit the condemnation 

to those not conforming to that section, but to those ‘not con- 

| forming to the provisions of this chapter.’ 
3. In the law of 1891 the sections repealed are expressly stated 
| and this section is not mentioned, and « repeal by implic ition by 
| the passage of a later law only repeals where repugnant or in- 
ee and no more necessarily repeals a whole section than 
| a whole chapter of a law, and only those portions obnoxious to 
| the later law are affected, and there is no legal or other reason 
why one distinct portion of a section may not fall and another 
stand. 

4. Itis said in the printed argument for contestee that “ by 
the act of 1891 all acts and parts of acts inconsistent therewith 
are repealed.” Thisis a mistake. AsI have before mentioned 
the usual provision of this kind in laws is utterly lacking, but in 
| place thereof a section in the revised statutes is amended go as 
to make this repealing provision apply to that chapter of the 
revised statutes in which this section was left and to which a 
wrovision that any ballot not conforming to its provisions shal 

> considered fraudulent and not counted is not in any wise in- 
consistent or repugnant, but possibly and presumably very har- 
monious, proper, and salutary. 

5. The courts of Missouri haveso decided, and held these very 
| provisions mandatory. In the case of The State vs. Dennerlein, 
| St. Louis criminal court, the defendant was indicted under sev- 
eral counts for abstracting from a ballot box ballots for the pur- 
| pose of changing the lawful result of an election, contrary toa 
| Statute upon that subject. Upon the trial it appeared that the 
| ballots were initialed by both judges, but not on the back. It 
' is not quite clear from the record I have of the case, but I think 

one judge put his initials on the back of the billot and the other 
on the inside corner, but possibly both so on the inside. It was 
contended that a conviction could not be had because these bal- 
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jots. not conforming to the law, could not be counted, and so 
their abstraction could not change the result of the election, and 
this point was sustained and a verdict of ttal ordered. 

In this case it is sought to count ballots the contestee so 
illegal and against the provision of the statutes of Missouri, as 
held in this case, that it is no offense to steal them out of the 
ballot box. Ihave the complete record of this case—indictment, 
pleas, testimony, rulings, ete.—-but with the brief. statement I 
have given it is not ne to incorporate or specially call at- 
tention further to the indictment, or at all to the evidence; but 
the objections made, the arguments, and rulings are not only 
important, but interesting and easily understood and applied 
in connection with what I have said, and are as follows: 


Mr. Krum. I object to the testimony on the ground that it is immaterial, 
for this reason: That neither of these ballots is a lawful ballot; that neither 
of them could lawfully be deposited in a ballot box; consequently, even if 
they were in a ballot box, not being lawful ballots, there is no offense in their 
abstraction by anybody; there is no offense in one’s countenanc their ab- 
straction by anybody; there is no offense in one’s aiding their traction 
on the part of anybody. Your honor will see by an inspection the peint of 
the objection. 

(Mr. Dyer handed the ballots to the court.) 

Mr. Krum. It will be conceded by the prosecution that they are all alike 
awd that there is only one initial. 

The Courr. Is that conceded, Col. Dyer? 

Mr. Dyer. I have notexamined the ballots myself to see whether the names 
of the Judges are written across the ballots or not. 
at: a It is not there; there is only one initial .on the ballot, and that 

a ere is. 

Mr. Dyer said he had not offered them yet. When that time came, the ob- 

‘tion might be more properly made. He (Mr. Dyer) admitted that these 
- lots were the ballots that are claimed to have heen abstracted from the 

x. 

The Court. Do you claim that this is a 1 ballot? 

Mr. Dyer. Ido. I claim it is a legal for all the pur sfor which 
it is used here; that when that ballot went into the box, with the numberof 
the voter placed thereon, it became a le; ballot. 

The Court. Do youciaim ft was al ballot and should have been counted 
_ judges in casting up the votes cast and declaring the result of the 
e 


ection? 
Mr. Dywr. I am not into that now. 


The Count. Col. Dyer charge is for illegally. willfully, and fraudu- 
lentiy abstracting, or aiding in it, or to it, from any ballot box 
any legal baliot for the of ch the result of any election. 
That at ballot sho be a legal ballot, and that it 


should be one ought to be counted and which must be counted. If 
you admit that the ballot should not be counted, then it could not possibly 
change or affect the result of the election, 

Mr. Dyer. I have not examined every provision of the statute in reference 
to this matter. These ballots, I find, have the initials of some one per- 
son, and the numbers written by two required, but I do not find that 
they have the name of any judge or initials of any judge on the back of 
any of the ballots. That is the first time I discovered that. uch as 
this is about the hour of your honor’s adjournment, I would like time to 


loose at the statute, if your honor will permit Richelberger until 2 o'clock. 
). By the Court. Did you state that this Was one of the 
es} 

ANSWER. Yes, sir. 

The Court. I suppose that “C. E.” stands for Chris. Eichelberger? 

Mr. Drer. No; in my judgmentit does not. “C. E.” were the initials that 
were selected by Weule, was not put on by one of the judges. I will state to 
your honor that that is information. I don’t know that that is true. 

At this point court cautioned the jury and took a recess until 2 o'clock 
p.m. 


Further proceedings in the case at bar were had, as follows: 

Mr. Dye. Unless your honor shall hear no t on the question 
that was a little prematurely brought to your honor’s attention, I Testo to 
say that from conference with those who understand this matter, and upon 
an examination of these that were before honor awhile ago, I 

ese ballots—not 2 inches 


be able to show that the ini- 


tials of two of the Judges of election are indorsed upon these ballots, and 
so I shall with this examination, but this question may be raised 
at the time I offer the ballots. 


‘The Court. Col. Dyer, only this, if you concede that those are the ballots? 
Mr. Dypr. Yes, sir. ; 
Court. And the court has seen those ballots and is supposed to know 
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Mr. And it says 2 inches from the top. You ht ll cl 
that too, y top. might as we aim 


Mr. KruM. No; I do not care about that. And because the ballot is se- 
cret, the judge has no right to see what he gives to the voter. For the pur- 
pee of the election, all he has to do is to indorse his initials on the ballot. 

tis m the back of it, the statute says. 

Mr. Dryer. Such a strained construction of the law would lay wide, and 
very wide the door for every ballot-box stuffer that might. care to be elected 
in this city. To contend that it is not a legal ballot because the initials are 
ge on the corner and not on the back, would not be held by any court 
of justice. 

Mr. Krum. The gentleman has only the supreme court and the Legisla- 
ture to blame, and any diatribe as to them will not avail. There is the law, 
and itis as plain as the nose even on Col. Dyer’s face. 

Mr. DYER. I may alsocail your honor’s attention to the statute inreference 
to the elections in cities of this class, and tuat while the election is to be.held 
under the general election laws of the State of Missouri passed in 1889, that 
the law is especially ——— to cities of this class, as you will find under 
section 1005, *‘ Of city elections;" that no such requirement is made of the 
judges of election appointed by the recorder to hold city electionsin the city 
of St. Louis; that under the other section, 1005,it is required of them to 
number the ballot in the manner indicated on the back of that ballot. No 
further requirement is held of them. The section itself provides that the 
election shall be held under the provisions of the statute in regard to gen- 
eral elections. 


Mr. Krum. Your honor will also see that the statute makes the law inre- 
lation to hold of elections in cities having over 5,000 inhabitants applica- 
ble to the cities having over 100,000 inhabitants. 

The Court. [ think that section of the statute is mandatory. ({t says that 
itshall be the duty of the judge of election to deliver such ballot to the 
elector. Before delivering the lot to the elector, the two judges having 
charge of the ballot shall write their names or initials on the back of the 
ballot, within 2 inches of the topthereof. The other section says no judge 
of election shall permit the deposit of amy ballot upon which the names or 
initials of the as hereinbefore provided for, do not appear. 

Mr. DYER. if I understand your honor's decision, it is, the statute 
itself is mandatory, requiring either the name or initials of the judge of 
eae indorsed on the back of the ballot, within 2inches of the top 
o 

The Court. Well, Ido not know about 2 inches of the top; but it does not 
use the word “indorsed.” It says, “shal! be written on the back of the bal- 
lot.” And the other section states that the names or initials of the judges, 
as fore ape tor, shall ar onthe back of the ballot. It prac- 
— says, it shall appear or be tten as required by the preceding sec- 

on. 


Mr. Dryer. Then, if a judge of election shall his initials, as these were 
put, on the inside corner of the ballot, at the and before he delivers it 
to the voter, without or findimg out or knowing anything of 
what the voter intended to vote—if that name is put on by the judge of elec- 
when the voter comes and applies for the pri of voting, that if 
judge puts his initials on the corner, on the inside this thing, before 

is delivered to the voter, that, therefore, that is nota sufficient 


Mr. DypaR. Your honor has the ballots before you. That is the question. 
The Court. If these are the ballots that the State intends to offer as hav- 
1 a ee eee. 
. Dyer. Yes, sir; these are the ballots that the State intends to offer 
time, that were illegally abstracted on the day of election, by 


ose ballots, with a view of 
so that they must bear the initials some- 
where on the ballot of the judge of election, so that if the ballots are under- 
taken to be counted therea‘ter that they must show the initials of the 
judges somewhere on that ballot, with the view of the identification; that 
that was the purpose and object of the Legislature In requiring the names 
to be put there, so that they could not substitu’ by those who ab- 
stracted from ballot boxes the ballots with other ballots bearing initials 
of the judges of election. Whether it be on the top or bottom, on the inside 
or outside of the ba!lot, it was made by the Legislature out of great —. 
tion for the = of protecting the purity of the ballot, in that it must 
be identified by Sees we eee Sere upon it. 

Aad here, if your honor takes that view of the statute which says that it 
must be upon the back of that ballot—the identification of this-ballot writ- 
ten upon the front part of it, written in the corner of it, written probably be- 
fore it was delivered to the voter, that that is not a sufficient compliance 
honor’s attention to the fact that while we can 

presented to your honor, that 
the idea of these elections it has been the pur and 
such safegu: around the 
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“C. EB.” Lsuppose it was written by the clerk, turns out to be, as 1 can | ballot should be identified by the judge of electio 
establish, it turns out was written by one of the judges of - The Courr. If the Legislature intended that the names should be written 
berger. And on the corner is theini of another one of the ju on the ballot, they would have so stated. And, in additiop to that, after 
I find that on each of those ballots are not “C.E.," but are in- | the judge has indorsed his name on the ballot 2ud received it, thenthe other 
a with the intials judge, on the pretense of having the t to open the ballot his 
Mr. Krum. That I deny. name over the face of it—if he had the t to write his name on the face of 
Mr. Dyer. I know you deny it, but if Ido not show it you are entitled to | it—he eoukd claim that privilege, and so out how the voter voted, which 
an uittal, would bea good reason for having it written on the back. custom in 
UM. Where is the theory of the secrecy of the ballot, if that isa | votingis, one judge writes his name on the back and hands it to another, 
Cennce wie She law? who writes his name onthe back and who delivers it to the voter, etc. The 
. DYER. What do you mean? a Boar pd Any 0 Rope anybody that can read could see it was the duty ofa 
Mr. KruM. I mean, when a ballot is given to the voter it is not opened by | judge of election to write his name on the back of the ballot. The statute 
the judge in that way. That's what I does not use the word “indorse”’—the word “indorse ” would have the same 
Mr. Dryer. The genvleman now that -the initials of t it says that the name shall be written on the back of the ba!l- 
Ge wre ee ee the ballot, because It t exactly on | lot. is my view of the matter, and it is based on that 
the back of the 2 inches of the top of the therefore As I understand you, want to offer testimony to the that you 
spe belies t thaws. Tt for the of this argument, | will thoroughly linens ree That those 
that these had been arene ae SS of receiving the | ballots were rat enone in the ballot box, and 
ballots by the initials of the two is made on the stat- | that the defendant them or a 
ee pa eke aen of the or assented to their being abstracted. That being the case, and it to 
veene I don’t make that point. these ballots, the court holds that the offense is not committed, as charged. 
Mr. The Jaw is Oo 0 908 ante, Qocteer: The Mr. Dram. Shen your boact 625 give suck Ginections se gon please (oe 
ted to fact that they bear the jury. Ido not oe eameeen, Socee we Saneee, ‘our honor said 
Mr. irnune oe by that is this, thad they must be indorsed upon The Court. It struck me that at first; Serene the Panes seodia. Be 
. Kr mean , ; 
the back. cide te torus of the State here and let the caso be taken Up to the Supreme 
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Court: but I believe it ts such a clear case as not to call for that, and thatan 
injustice would be done to the defendant by bringing the case to the Su- 
preme Court, even if the facts Were made ont. 

Mr. DreR. We submit to your henor’s ruling. 

The Court (to jury). Gentlemen, the court gives you this instruction: 
The court instructs the jury that under the evidence in this cause they 
must acquit the defendant. 


Mr. PENCE. Is there no general repealing language”? 

Mr. HAYES. No. 

Mr. GRIFFIN. There is no claim that there was anything 
repealed by the act of 1891. The claim is that there were two 
acts, one adapted to the country precincts and the other to cities 
of over 5,000 inhabitants. 

Mr. HAYES. The gentleman is mistaken about that. An- 
other reason why it may be said that this was not repealed grows 
out of the fact of the entire absence, in this law of 1891, of the 
usual provision repealing all laws inconsistent with the law then 

assed. 

This law has no such provision, although it was stated in the 
printed argument upon behalf of the contestee before the com- 
mittee. Thatisa mistake. What this law does is this: It re- 
peals a certain section in the law of 1889, which was a section 
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saying that all acts or parts of acts inconsistent with that should | 


be repealed, and re*nacts in its place these words: 
All acts or parts of acts conflicting or inconsistent with the provisions of 
this act are hereby repealed. 
That is, not inconsistent with the act of 1891, but that were in- 
consistent with the law of 1889, as amended by this law. 


In | 


other words, it says that all acts or parts of acts inconsistent | 


with that chapter are repealed, and still it.in no wise repeals 
this portion of section 4671, and that is not inconsistent with 
any other provision in the law, for it is certainly just as compe- 
tent for the Legislature of the State of Missouri to determine 
that a ballot should be fraudulent and not counted that did not 
comply with the provisions of that law as it would be to say 
that it was so if it did not comply with the provisions of the lat- 
ter law. 

Mr. HUDSON. 
tion? 

Mr. HAYES. Certainly. 

Mr. HUDSON, Did the committee find any evidence which 
warranted them in assuming that there were fraudulent votes 
cast at this election, or that the judges of election had acted 
frandulently? 

Mr. HAYES. Well, that is a very difficult question to an- 
swer, for this reason: There was a voluminous record in this 
case, a great amount of testimony, covering questions of fraud, 
covering cases of men that had voted on other men’s numbers 
and names, men that were registered from livery stables, vacant 
lots, lumber yards, and such places; and, as I said, the commit- 
tee lost sight of all that in the discussion of the other question, 
and upon the concession that if it was found that these ballots 
were in thecondition that they actually turned out to be, and if 
it was found that this provision of the law was in force, that it 
would settle the case,and the majority of the committee so held; 
and consequently the other questions were lost sight of. 

Mr. HUDSON. Then, as I understand you, the committee 
proposes now, by its report, to disfranchise over 90) voters, sim- 
ply on the ground that a technical mistake has been made in 
voting? 

Mr. HAYES. Not at all; buton the ground that the law was 
not vomplied with, a law of the State of Missouri that was made 
for the purpose of protecting the voter, a law that was made in 
the interest of honest and pure elections, on the ground that 


Will my friend allow me to ask him a ques- 


those provisions had not been complied with. 
Mr. HUDSON. One more question now. 


Mr. HAYES. Let me finish my answer. I will say that if 
the result had been carried out which the gentleman speaks of, 
simply saying that all these things must be brushed aside be- 
cause they would disfranchise voters, then we might just as well 
abolish entirely all laws relating to the Australian ballot sys- 


m. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Do you not agree with me that under 
the new law, under which all the ballots are furnished by the 
State, that provision is practically superseded which requires 
the judges to initial and number the ballot? 

Mr. HAYES. No; and in the criminal courts of St. Louis 
they have held to the contrary. 

It follows from what I have said that 1 believe the provision 
declaring votes fraudulent and noncountable that do not conform 
to the terms and provisions of the Australian ballot law is in 
force, and that a failure to initial by the two judges giving out 
the ballot is such a failure, and that these ballots can not be 
counted, and the same result follows as to those not numbered 
as vided by the law. 

in the face of the returns the contestee had 67 majority over 
the eontestant, and a table made a part of the majority report 


| 
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shows the effect of applying these principles to this case, and | 
quote it in full, as follows: 


Preciact 98 


Ballots with only one initial..._.. ; 7 sia ae 119 
Ballots with no number and one initial A 66 
Ballots with no number and two initials... ; 
Ballets with no number and no initial 
Ballots with number and no initials 


Total illegal ballots 


Precinct 61 


Ballots with only one initial 
Precinct 39 


Ballots with only one initial 


RECAPITU LATION 


Aggregate vote for contestee, according to returns__.. ! 
Deduct votes illegally counted for him 

BID Chas ciethtinn cdandeci antics detstp he sshestcihiiaiatinen 

Precinct 61 ...... 


ne 


True vote for contestee .._- 
Aggregate vote for contestant 
Deduct fllegal votes: 

Pvectines-$@ _......... .... Fee teed j Baad ! 
Precinct 61 ed se soeceues , . oo I 


True vote of contestant... _. = anit aoa M459 
Deduct true vote of contestee _..._. wa os . 14, oe 


Majority for contestant 


I have said that I would like, in justice to Mr. O'Neill, to call 
attention to other points showing that his claim was not «1 
tirely technical, but time forbids any extension on these jx 
and | will incorporate a statement used before the commit 
on behalf of Mr. O'Neill, and which at least states some of the 
claims made, as follows: 


Ls 


‘ 
Lee 


MEMOR 
Precinct 98, where the unnumbered ballots are found, furnishes a m ©) 
traordinary spectacle, not alone of irregularity, but of deliberate int f 
to perpetrate fraud. An examination of the poll book in this precinct ws 
that the first 191 voting numbers are distributed throughout the entire pol! 
book. and yet follow in regular order beginning at the top of the first 
with No. 2, and then interspersed throughout the book but following 
another, a condition which could only happen where the first 192 voters had 
formed in line, arranged themselves in alphabetical order, even to the e 


ANDA 





tent of having the names vowelized and then voting one after the othe 
without any other voter coming between them—a thing that in the element 
of chance might have happened about once in a million years. 

The judges attempted to explain that by stating that the first 191 ballots 
they did not number at all, but fixed the box and the tickets after the polls 
closed at night; but stated that following 192 they numbered all the ballots, 
and the arrangement of the numbers of the poll books bears out the theory 
that the ballots were numbered as they state. 

Singular as it may seem, every numbered ballot between 191 and 294 has 
disappeared from the ballot box, and we find in place of them tickets with 
out any number whatsoever. In this precinct 14 voters who are « lited 
with ballots for Mr. Joy testified that they votedfor Mr. O'Neill and t) 
their ballots must have been changed. One voter testifies that when h 
went ” vote in the morning they did not deposit his ballot in the box, but 
threw It on a pile of tickets already voted lying on the table 

Another states that the judges of election were asleep, and he dey 
the ticket in the box himself. Several others who went to vote found 
names already voted upon. It is charged in the testimony that al) « 
ballots In that precinct seemed to have been marked by the same pe 
and not by the voter, and the description on the ballots as appears in th« 
record bears out that idea. 

All of the counting and tallying of the votes was done by Republicans; 
the judge that issued the ballot to the voter testified that not In a sin im- 
stance did they initial a ballot that they issued, and the only ballots that 
fepublican judge 


le 


have double initials are those that are affixed by the f vund 
the Republican clerk after the polls closed. 
Precinct 61. It is fortunate that rascality usually leaves some trail by 


which it is detected. In precinct 61, where the single initial formed such 
an important feature, a glance at the testimony furnishes conclusive evi 
dence as to how that election was conducted. The printed testimony o: 
page — discloses the fact that a bundle of unused ballots already fixed with 
the one initial on them were found in the box ready for use. It is evident 
that it was not necessary to find names upon the poll books of legitimate 
voters; but that these tickets were aiready for whoever might come in and 
be willing to use them. 

The minority of the committee in their report have evidently taken most 
of their figures from thecontestee's brief, and, like the Chinese tallor, copied 
the pateges into their own report. 

The statement in the contestee’s brief, which is copied into the minority 
report, of his alleged gains by an examination of the ballots, is untrue. On 
the contrary, when the ballots rejected by the judges, and those that are 
proven to be duplicates are deducted his entire alleged majority disappears, 
there being not less than 125 voters who are credited with 2 ballots for Joy 
after offsetting all duplicates found for Mr. O'Neill with a corresponding 
number for Mr. Joy; and if you add to that the described ballots that ap- 

r in the record, gives Mr. O'Neill a substantial majority, there appear- 
in the record the testimony of more than 40 persons, voters, accredited 
ballots for Mr. Joy, who testified that they voted for Mr. O'Neill. 














These duplicate ballots represent in many cases the ballots of Democratic 
voters that have disap , anc have probably been substituted for them. 
In other cases an examination of the poll books shows a disa) arance of 
ballots marked “voted."’ Two incts will serve as examples. In 
cinct 144 there are 18 less ballots returned by j than are marked 
‘voted " on the books; in precinct 14 there are some 17 less ballots found in 
the box than were returned by the judges as ha been cast. 

The record furnishes the testimony of about 30 Democrats who voted for 
Mr. O'Neill whose names are marked ‘“ voted,” and whose ballots have 
mysteriously disappeared. The testimony gives the names of 50 votes cast 
for Mr. Joy by es registering from vacant lots, stables, lumber yards, 
© 


te. 

Many instances are given of repeating, one voter, F. W. Peters (page 234), 
areputable merchant, testifying that when he went to vote at 8:30 in the 
morning he found his name voted upon, and was informed by the judge of 
election that that was the seventh case of that kind that had occurred that 


morn . 

itive postal clerks out of the city (St. Louis) were attended to, and 
in two instances ballots were found in the box de ted for Mr. Joy. Some 
voted on lapsed declarations to become citizens; ots were deposited in 
the boxes and counted for Joy, where the names did not appear at all 
upon the books, and the Judges simply added the numbers on the ballots to 
the poll books. 

The gentleman from Missouri os BARTHOLDT] took a anee 

rtion of his time in condemning an alleged gerrymander in 

is State in the interest of the Democratic ty, and mourning 
over the fact that his party was not given districts according to 
its per cent of votes. If this is true it is unfortunate and un- 
just, but has very little application here, in fact no bearing 
upon this question. We have to deal with the district as we 
find it. Then, if this charge is true the Republican party,as a 
whole, have nothingto complain of. Missouri is certainly no 
worse off than is Iowa or Ltn: —ve f most other States where the 
ae party have controlled and formed the districts. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, local self-government is threat- 
enedin the house ofitsfriends. In an election so well guarded 
that fraudulent ballots could not have been cast; on a pure tech- 
nicality which has no apology in justice and no strength in law; 
by an order of priesthood that has burned incense at the altar 
of State rights for more than a century, it is now proposed to 
disfranchise the ple of the Eleventh Congressional district 
of Misscuri. If this attempt was made to right some wrong, or 
even to correct some mistake, the wey motive might mitigate 
the political offense. But it is conceded by the committee that 
every vote wascast by a qualified elector, that every ballot was 
furnished and marked by a judge for identification and con- 
secutively numbered on the books of the poll list. Itis acase 
where there not only was no fraud, but where the ample safe- 
guards that were complied with made fraud impossible. Be- 
cause there was not two identification marks instead of one on 
every ballot a confessed majority vote is to be dishonored and 
dethroned. 

If this disfranchisement was proposed by the Republican 
party, which in a sense believes in a far-away central govern- 
ment, it would not be sostrange. But when that other party, 
whose every heart-beatis for State rights, whose exuberance of 
ardor for local self-government has carried it sometimes to the 
extreme of nullification, sometimes to popular sovere wy Ser 
sometimes to rebellion itself, when such a party slips its ds, 
flies from its bearings, and goes tearing down the corridors of 
the empyrean, we may be oned for our amazement and ex- 
cused for our lack of faith in the whole mechanical outfit. 

By the report of the committee this case is made to turn on a 
single technical point that involves the validity of 937 votes, and 
the point is whether these ballots were sufficiently marked for 
identification soas toentitle them to be counted. Inother words, 


re- 


whether the initials of one were sufficient, or whether the 
initials of both judges were pensable, it being conceded that 
in every other the votes were gen , and that the simple 


addition of one initial more on each ballot would have entitled the 
contestee to retain his seat in this House. 
is aut ogre i am ambaret sisal cooanes th 4 se 
that the greater the number pro © greater 
the danger, sinc» the accidental omission of one would defeat 
the end for which all safeguards were provided. But the courts 
have never taken such a disastrous view, and from the days of 
Lord Mansfield till now the rule has been “ that whether a stat- 
utory direction must be literally followed or may be omitted de- 
on whether the thing directed to be done was of the es- 
sence of that required.” Ap this rule to the case in hand 
Sn ee transaction was the castin 
of ballots furnished by the and that the identification 
these ballots by indorsed was not of the essenee of the 
transaction. Or, again, if the essence of the transaction was the 
cocramey saree Mopper yes» identification was accomplished 
by one initial, for more than that would be cumulative and not 
essential to the essence = the transaction. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


MARCH 28, 


I read from this report at bottom of page 353, as follows: 


It is admitted by the respondeut in this suit that the ballots cast in Miller 
Townsbip were not numbered as required by this statute; and that the 
ballots so unnumbered were counted; and that, without counting them, the 
ees would have been elected; but it is contended by him that the stat- 


directing t ballots to be numbered is merely directory in its provi- 
sions, direc the judges of the election ina matter of form which does not 
form an essentiai —— in the right of the judges to count the votes, 
and therefore these ballots could be lawfully counted, notwithstanding 
they were not numbered. 

might be true if the statutes, as the statutes of 1855 did, in reference 
to elections in St. Louis County, simply directed the judges of elections to 
number the tickets, without declaring what consequences should result in 
cases where the ballots were not numbered. 

But it is claimed that by the Revised Statutes of Missouri of 
1889 it is provided— 
that any ballot not f i 3 : 
sdadendionaeiten = eames to the provisions of this chapter shall be con 

And again— 

No ballot not numbered as herein provided shall be counted. 

And therefore a line of decision are relied upon to the effect 
that where the statute provides expressly that an irregularity 
shall be fatal the law will be enforced accordingly. 

Our reply is that the statutes cited were superseded in 1891 by 
the Australian system which was Adopted in the State. Thenew 
law consists of entirely new and distinct sections, provides a 
complete system of voting, in itself radically differing from the 
old system, which is no longer in force. 

The new law provides “ that all acts or parts of acts inconsis- 
tent with this act are hereby repealed.” But were there no re- 
pealing clause still we hold that where one system of law is en- 
acted as a substitute for a preceding law the rule of construction 
is that the preceding law is repealed. This being the fact the 
rew law omits these ,old provisions and fails to declare the con- 
sequences which are to follow any irregularity. 

It is, therefore, clear, and we believe no case can be found 
where the omission of an officer in reference to any particular 
act in the absence of fraud vitiates the ballot, unless the l:w so 
expressly provides. 

Again, it should be remembered that when the Australian 
ballot was first adopted in 1889 it only applied to cities of over 
5,000 inhabitants. So that from that period to April, 1891, there 
were two kinds of ballots in the State—the Australian ballot 
for large cities, and the old ballot with the penalty for non- 
conformity for the balance of the State. In 1891 the law was 

ssed extending the Australian ballot throughout the entire 
tate. This ballot not only had no penalty for nonconformity, 
but the reason for any such penalty ceased in view of the multi- 
pay of safeguards which were thrown around the new ballot. 
hus the old ballot disappeared with all of its belongings, and no 
election has been conducted in pursuance of it since 1891. 

But, it may be said that itis provided that unless the ballot 
contains certain initials it shall not be deposited by the judge, 
and that this is equivalent to saying it shall not be counted. 
This construction will not do. The act of depositing the ballot 
is only one of a series of acts. A violation in this particular is 
no more and no less thana violation in any other particular. A 
ballot wrongfully deposited may just as well be counted as one 
wrongfully unnumbered, and this we have seen would have been 
allowed by the supreme court of that State in the case of West 
vs. Ross had there been no penalty for the omission. In New 
Ham it was decided in the case of Morrill vs. Haines (2 
N. H., 299) that a judge of election might be fined for violation 
of duty and still the vote be rightfully counted. 

In the present case}we do not believe the failure tore ‘nact the 
provision that ‘‘any ballot not conforming to the provisions of 
this act shall be fraudulent and void,” was the result of over- 
sight. They were about to adopt the Australian system with at 
lezst twelve safeguards against fraudulent voting. They knew 
the law of their own State as laid down in Ledbetter rs. Hall (92 
Mo., 422), and preferre toleave the enforcement of their election 
law to the good sense of the people and the construction of the 
courts rather than to make mere aids and helps to justice form- 
idable instruments in the hands of politicians for the defeat of 
justice. And that brings me to say that if there is any fraud in 
this case it must have reference to the omission of one of these 
j to write his initials on the ballot. 

If that will defeat an election then 937 votes may have been 
nullified intentionally, and the defeated candidate counted in 
without corru asingle voter. Such a system might be en- 
titled, ‘‘ Poli chicanery made easy and comparetively safe; 
for particulars see case of O'Neill vs. Joy.” With such a con- 
struction of the law the corrupting ofa single officer would make 
it ble to defeat af election, and the ter the number of 

en ed with the greater the opportunity for 
f ‘ 


raud 
Turning now from this ular view let us take a more com- 
prehensive survey of the case and of its surroundings. It was 
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tried before the returning board at the city of St. Louis, a city 
which is not only the commercial but the legal metropdlis of 
the State of Missouri. That that board had before it the stat- 
utes of the State, the Supreme Court decisions, and all the law 
that is contained in McCreary on Elections, together with all 
the facts in the case, can easily be presumed. The candidates 
and the electors not only had every opportunity to be heard be- 
fore the board, but access to the highest courts of the State. 
For reasons satisfactory to themselves the returning board have 
decided that every ballot was sufficiently identified and marked. 
From this decision no appeal was taken, and the certificate of 
election was awarded to Charles F. Joy. 

The defeated candidate comes here and asks that the unques- 
tioned majority vote of his district shall be turned down, and 
that the honest vote of nearly 1,000 electors of the State be 
thrown out, through no fault of their own, but upon the most 
barren and bloodless technicality that ever floated into the 
House of Representatives. If there was any pretense of fraud, 
if there was any merit whatever in this contention, this House, 
as a partof a supervising government, charged with constitu- 
tional duties, might properly inquire at least toascertain whether 
a fair trial had been had. But I submit that it is beneath the 
dignity of this House to take from the Missouri waste basket a 
case thrown there, because it was without merit, and spit upon 
because it was an outrage on justice, and grant it a hearing here 
that it dare not risk in the courts of itsown State. 

In surveying the field of American politics it is obvious that 
too much care can not be bestowed upon maintaining the just 
balance between the local and general governments. The right 
of local self-government, properly defined, is as essential to the 
— of our liberties as the supremacy of the General 

overnment. For it is possible to conceive of a civilization that 
shall center, not in armies or navies, but around the home, the 
church, and the school. 

The extent to which man in his individual capicity can be 
trusted and honored is the true measure of thatadvancing civil- 
ization. To disfranchise the great metropolis of Missouri on a 

uibble is to turn back the hands of progress on the dial of the 
ublic; is toemphasize the Capitol at ashington and ignore 
Jefferson City; is in effect to put a new battalionin the field and 
— discouragement over unfortunate provinces; is to put on 
the records of this House a precedent, thecitation of which may 
some day help a tyrant to establish a throne. 

Two principles which are indeed correlative, but which have 
been unfortunately used in antagonism, are fundamental in this 
Republic: One is great, powerful, and central; the other kind, 
beneficent, and universal. One executes the willof manaslight- 
ning does the will of God; the other descends like a summer 
shower upon hill and valley and mountain-side. One-is Power, 
clad in armor, standing in the van of a new civilization; the 
other is Liberty, unawed by dictation, seated upon the white 
throne of Peace, and most radiant at the noonday hour of human 
progress. 

Hannibal, when a prisoner at Rome, was allowed to visit Car- 
thage on his promise that he would return again to prison. When 
he began his preparations to return his countrymen besought him 
to remain, urging thata promise made under such circumstances 
was notbinding; but he would not violate his word of honor and 
returned to prison and to death. 

The contestant in this case entered into a solemn agreement 
at the time of the recount, and 


abide by the intention of the voter throughout the entire count. 
{See Record, pp.56 and 70.) To-day the temptation is strong to 
trample the votes of his countrymen under his feet and rise on 
their supposed mistake to a seat in this House. If he possesses 
the Carthagenian spirit he will scorn the temptation, stand by his 
agreement, and winfor himself anameof honor. Butif, inamo- 


ment of weakness, his itching hand takes the partisan gift, he will | 
opie who, | 
in their determination to avenge the outrage, will break down 


learn too late that beyond the Mississippi dwell a 


all party lines, and teach the offender that none can escape— 


Fee search and vigil long. 
Of him who treasures up a wrong 


Mr. WAUGH. Mr. Speaker, at the Congressional election 


held in November, 1892, in the Eleventh Congressional district | 
of the State of Missouri, Joy and O'Neill were opposing candi- | 
dates for Congress, which resulted in Joy’s receiving, as shown | 


by the official returns, @ majority of 67 votes over O'Neill, upon 
which a certificate of election was duly issued tohim. This con- 
stitutes his title to the seat now occupied by him in this Con- 
gress. To destroy Joy's title to his seat O’Neill prosecutes this 
contest. The first step taken in the contest proceedings was to 
have a recount of the ballots. This met the approval of both 
parties, who seemed at the time to be willing to accept the re- 
sult of the recount as a settlement of this contest, neither desir- 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


leged himself that no ballot | 
should be thrown out onaccountof informality, and that he wouid | 
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ing to claim a seat in this House unless based upon the majority 
vote of the electors of their district. This was certain! 
mendable in both parties, and should meet the appro 
men whoesteem right and justice above victory. 

The ballotscastat sixty-two voting precincts, being al! the 
cincts in the district but four, were opened and counted. 8 
conceded the ballots counted were the ballots cast, the result 
of which was toincrease Joy’s majority from 67 to 212. This in- 
crease of his majority over the official count arises from the fact 
that during the recount it was found that a great many ballots 
| were scratched. It was therefore agreed by Joy and O'Neill 

that the intention of the voter should be taken in all cases where 
from the face of the ballot it could be determined for whom the 
voter intended to vote, and his vote should be counted for Joy 
or O'Neill as the case might be. This resulted in counting a 
great many votes that were not counted by the precinct officers. 
| This agreement was called by the parties, as appears from the 
t 

! 
| 
' 


y come 


! 
al of Ail 


pre 
it i 


record, ‘‘ agreed intentions.” seems, however, that after the 
recount the contestant became possessed of a second thought to 
accomplish his object, and that was to throw out of the count 
1,649 ballots that were cast by legally constituted voters at pre- 
cincts 98, 95, 61, and 39, not for any act of commission or omis- 
sion of the parties casting the ballots, but for the innocent tech- 
nical omission of the two judges of election to write their names 
or initials or number the ballots in theorder in which they were 
| received upon the backof each ballot before they were deposited. 
The failure of the election officers to do one o« ull of these things 
| the contestant insists, under the law of Missouri, forfeits the bal- 
lot and disfranchises the voter. The maiority of the committee 
seem not to be willing to go quite so far, but are willing to com- 
| promise and join O'Neill in throwing out of the count 937 b lots, 
| asshown by the following table taken from the fifth page of their 
} report, as follows: 
| Number of ballots received by the contestant and conteslee, which were 
properly signed by the djatributing judges or not numbered by the + 
judges, as required by law. . 


| 


ot 
ceiving 


either > 


Joy O'Neill 


Precinct 99. 


Ballots with only one initial...................... 
Ballots with no number and one initial. .__. 

Ballots with no number and two initials. paiicadeis 
Ballots with no number and no initial cesecouladiati i 1 
Ballots with number and no initials 


| 
| 


Tota! illegal ballots _-... 


Precinet 61. 


Ballots with only oneinitial ...................... 


262 12 


Precinct 39. 


Ballots with only one initial. 16 


OF 330 
In this indiscriminate slaughter of the right of suffrage 
O'Neill loses 330 votes and Joy loses 607 votes, « gain for O'Neill 
of 277 votes, which gives him a majority of 210 on the basis of 
the official count. This result is required, we are told by the 
majority, in order to satisfy the mandatory provisions of the 
election laws of Missouri, which are attempted to be collated on 
e4of the report of the majority for the information of the 
an as follows: 

In section llof the act of April 4, 1891, itis expressly provided 
that— 

Every ballot shall be numbered in the order in which itsball \o recelved 
No judge of election shall aa any ballot upon which tie names or in 
itiais of the judges as hereinbefore provided for does not appear 

In section 1005, Revised Statutes, 1889, it is provided that— 

No ballot not numbered a3 herein provided shall be counted. 

In section 4671, Revised Statutes, 1889, chapter 60, it is fur- 
ther enacted: 
| Any ballot not conforming to the provisions of this chapter shall be « 
| 


| sidered fraudulent and void 


Section 8 of the act of April 4, 1891, reads as follows: 
On any day of election of public officers in any election district, each quali 
fied elector shall be entitled to receive from the judges of election one ba 
lot. It shall be the duty of such judges of election to deliver such ballot 
| tothe elector. Before delivering any baliot to the elector the two judges of 
| election having charge of the bailots shall write their names or inttls ipo 
the back of the ballot with ink or indelible pencil. and no other writing 
| be on the back of the ballot except the number of the ballot 


The majority say— 
These provisions of the law of Missouri are plainly and emphatir 


datory. This is too clear for discussion, and we refrain fromciting author! 
ties or quoting decisions in sup port of a proposition so free from donbt 


| Itis at this point in the case that the committee divides. 
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we are to ignore the will of the electors and decide this case 
upon the technicalities of the Missouri law, and I believed the 
law of Missouri to be as stated in the majority report and as in- 
sisted by my distinguished coll on the committee, Col. 
PATTERSON, I would not stand on floor for a single moment 
in defense of Joy's election. It is of ae to note at this 
time that this was the first election throughout the State 
under the new election law known as the Australian system, 
study of the Seniesd Statutes: govsening-clastionn eoptige as 
study of the uri statutes e ons, 

view the radical cha in the system of holding aieotns in- 
troduced by the new ,{ am forced to the conclusion that 
sections 1005 and 4671 and the mandatory provisions of the 
statutes referred to by the aoe being a part of the sections 
just referred to, were superseded and repealed by the provisions 
of the new law and were not in force at the time of the holding 
of the election in controversy. 

It appears that prior to 1889 Missouri had substantially two 
election systems—one applied to the city of St. Louis and to all 
other cities containing a population of 100,000 and over, and the 
other to the remainder of the State. Theelections were all heid 
under the old system, where each party or set of candidates fur- 
nished their own ballots, and the voter procured his own ticket 
and prepared it to suit himself. Now, section 1005 is a part of 
the old local law that applied to elections held in the city of St. 
Louis, and never applied to the general election system of the 


State. . It reads as follows: 
Seo. 1005. Ballot of voting.—The recorder of voters shall 
ection one of which shall be 


boxes—Process 
provide two ballot boxes for each el 
be the duty of the 
shall ted 


judges of electton to select from their number two who be designa 
and known as “recei "and two who shall be designated and 
known as ‘counting judges.’’ The two receiving judges shall receive the 
ballots of each elector, and shall, upon receipt thereof, pronounce in an audi- 
bie voice the name of the voter, and if the judges shail be satisfied that the 
Beem oteena So vate ‘3 a legal voter, his ballot shall be taken and num- 
in the order he offers to vote, and the ballot shall be folded, and one of 
the judges shall place the regis on number on the back of the ballot, and 
then drew a horizontal line under it, and shall the number of the bal- 
lot in the order tm Which it Was voted, thus: ; Said numbers shall be an- 
noun ina —_ and audible voice by the judge, loud enough heard 
by the — ers outside the po! place, and the ballot shall then be de- 
the ballot , which closed for the period of 

ning of the polls. 

ection shall enter the votsmg number of the ballot, and 
, as case may be, opposite the voter's 
tothem. At the expiration of such 
ballot box number one to the 


one hour after the o: 
The clerks of the 
the word “ voted,” or * 


r tw 
and so on, alternating whenever the counting judges complete the count ot 
the ballots in any box, untilall the ballots cast are 

All pallow eb: — taken out one comets in the 
and clerks, an y represen’ 
it shall be the duty of the coun ju 
ent the total number of votes 
formation or statement of any 
clerks of election revealing the number of votes received by any 
at such election, or the name of any person who has or the name of any per- 
son who has not voted, or any information tending to show the state of the 
polls: Provided, That on 


that they will not, di or indirectly, give any information showing the 
ature of ¢ » er ccided ether the no ballot not numbered as herein 
provided be counted, and that the judges shall, iu the presence of the 
electors, Che ballot Remand Lhe cpenin de Ss eae beh tatare aay 
een ae TOS ee ee ae eee and at be eee y 
the judges shall confinue to count until all ballots are counted, ut 
removing from the polling place. 


The majority takes the expression ‘‘ No ballot not numbered 
as herein provided shall be counted,” just ten words, from this 
section containing over five 
their report as the law applicable to the official ballot under the 
which requires a very different indorse- 
ment on the back of the ballot than that required by the section 
just read, to which we will call attention furtheron. The words 
as used in this section, “A ballot not numbered as herein pro- 
vided,” can have but one meaning, and that is the number 
ballot, the horizontal line, and the number. 
amount of ry with words can give it any other. 

Section 4671 is a of the old law that was of appli- 
eation throughout the State. It reads as follows: 

Sec, 4071. Ballot shall election in 

erat meats ash reeeesny een 
of 


ballot not conforming to the provisions of this chapter shall be considered 


fraud 
tion 

This section defines a ballot, what shall be printed on the face 
of it. Section 1005 prescribes what shall be put upon the back 
of it. This constitutes an old law ballotcomplete. ‘‘Any ballot 
not conforming to the provisions of this chapter shall be con- 
sidered fraudulent” means a ballot not conforming to the defini- 
tion in the section just read where these words are found, and 
not to the new law ballot as claimed by the majority. 1 have 
_— these sections of the old laws in full in order that the 

ouse may seo their import and the connection and meaning of 
the quotations therefrom in the majority report. The form of 
— provided by the new law is set out in section 4773, as fol- 

ows: 


the same shall not be counted. (Revised Statutes 1879, sec- 


SEc. 4773. Ballots to contain, what.—Every ballot printed under the pro- 
visions of this article shall contain the name of every candidate whose nom- 
ination for any office specified in the bailot has been certified or filed ac- 
cording to the provisions of this article, and no othernames. The names of 
candidates nominated by each party shall be grouped together upon the 
bal and each group be headed by the name of the political party 
which the candidates composing said ups are placed in nomination. 

very ballot shall also contain the na ae of the party or principle which the 
candidates represent, as contained in the certificates of nomination. Un- 
derneath the name of each candidateshall be left a blank apaee large enough 
to contain a written name. (Amended, Laws 1891, page 134.) : 

This constitutes a complete ballot under the new law; that is, 
so far as the face of the ballot is concerned. 

It is also provided by section 4785 ‘‘ that every ballot shall be 
numbered in the order in which it shall be received; and sec- 
tion 4780 requires ‘“‘that the two judges of election having 
charge of the ballots shall write their names or initials upon the 
the back of the ballot with ink or indelible pencil, and no other 
writing shall be on the back of the ballot except the number of 
the ot. Thesesections give the form of the ballot, and what 
indorsements shall be placed upon the back of the ballot under 
the new Australian law. We see that the form of ballot re- 
quired by the new law is very different from the form required 
by the old law. It would have been a fraudulent ballot under 
the old law, and the forms of ballot required under the old law 
would be a fraudulent ballot under the new law as well. 

Hence, the absurdity of the contention that the provisions of 
of the old law as to the form of ballot and writing on the back 
thereof, to which I have called attention, are still in full force 
and applicable to the ballot under pagal serge election system in 
Missouri is ap nt. Were it not wicked, I would be almost 
persuaded at times to believe the chief strength of the very able 
report of the majority lies not in the law, but innocently concealed 
in the fifth line of the report, in the following words: ‘‘ The con- 
testanta Democrat and the contestee a Republican.” In 1889 
the Legislature of Missouri passed an act substituting what is 
known as the Australian ballot system in all cities and towns con- 
taining a population of 5,000 and upward for the old system, 
which act was amended in certain of its sections in 1891, and as 
amended was made to apply to the whole State and repealing all 
acts and parts of acts inconsistent therewith, thus giving to Mis- 
souri for the first time so far as the history of this case is con- 
ee a complete and uniform system of elections throughout 


e State. 

This new law provides a complete system, from the nomina- 
tion of candidates, the furnish of tickets, their form, what 
they shall contain on their face and back, to and including the 
duties of the several officers of election, which we have hereto- 
fore stated. I insist that the new wey is a plain substitute 
for the old system and repeals the old law so far as it is in con- 
flict with the new law, therefore repeals sections 1005 and 


| 4671. I know that the repeal of statutes by implication is not 


favored by the courts, yet courts unive y hold where there 
is a new system created by legislation, as in this case, for the 
accom t of a given pu in place of an old or prior 
system it operates as a repeal of the prior law; and it is not nec- 
essary that the new enactment should cover the entire ground 


of the ing law to bs considered exclusive. (Traly vs. 
Tuffy U. S., 207-223; 16 Gratton, 1-11.) 
Section 4785 of the new law prescribes the duty of the judges 


of election as to the depositing of the ballots, which reads as 
follows: 


dete Tagen beencare proviocd 
Laws 1591, p. 135.) 
Now, if we are correct in our conclusions that the new 
Seder Spon agin pe gate emia ject- 
or are in contlict with each other, we have no affirmative 
declaration as to what shall follow the 


upon the 
for, does not appear. 
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may be imposed upon such judges which may be, if the neglect 
is willful, imprisonment in the county jail for aterm not less 
than six months, or by fine of not less than $250 and not more 
than $3,000, or both such fine and imprisonment. 

The proper construction to be given section 4785 is the vital 
and controlling question in the case. Are the provisions of that 
section mandatory in the sense that the failure of the election 
judges to write their names or initials on the back of the ballot 
operates asa forfeiture of the ballot and a disfranchisement of 

e voter? Ido not think the new statute will warrant such 
econstruction:or that the Legislatureever intended that such con- 
sequences should follow; if so, it would have sostated in the law. 
The majority feeling that that result does not follow by force of 
the provisions of the new law, have gone to the dead letterof the 
old law for that power, as we have seen. 

The old law when in life imposed the penalty of forfeiture and 
disfranchisement, which the supreme court of Missouri charac- 
terized as a harsh and unjust provision. With thisdecisionasa 
part of the contemporaneous history before the Legislature at 
the time of the enactment of the new law, and the absence of 
such a provision in all of its sections, it must be presumed it was 
intentionally omitted by the lawmaking power, and that the 
new law fully expresses the legislative intent, and matters not 
expressed therein must be deemed to have been excluded. 

submit that the supreme court of Missouri, in the case of 
Bowers vs. Smith, 111 Missouri, 45, has given a rule of construc- 
tion of the Missourielection law that is applicable to this case. 
If we are correct in this, the contestant is without remedy. The 
case referred to was a statutory contest to determine the rights 
of the parties to the office of sheriif of Pettis County, Mo. The 
coutestant in that case contended that the ballots cast in the 
city of Sedalia should be thrown out and not counted, for the 
reason that the official ballots furnished by the county clerk, 
and used at the voting places in that city, contained the names 
‘of the candidates of the Union Labor party, and that that po- 
litical party had not polled 3 per cent of the vote cast at the last 
anes election, as required by law, and was therefore illegal 
and should nut be counted. The statute on this subject makes 
it the duty of the county clerks to provide printed ballots, and 
that the ballots shall contain the nimes of the candidates of all 
political parties that cast 3 per cent of the vote at the last gen- 
eral election, which names shall be grouped together upon cach 
ballot, and that ballots other than those printed by the respec- 
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tive clerks of the county courts, according to the provision of | 


the statute, should not be east or counted. 
In passing upon this case it was conceded that the ballots were 
liable to the infirmity charged; that they did not conform to the 


requirements of the statute in that they contained the names of | 


the candidates of the Union Labor party, which did not cast 3 
per cent of the votes at the last general election; hence they 
were in the face and in violation of the strict letter of that man- 
datory provision of the statute, ‘‘ should not be castor counted.” 
Yet the supreme court, in considering the question whether 
this omission of the clerk should work a forfeiture of the bal- 
lots and disfranchise the voter, said, in course of its opinion, 
“that the living question was what construction should be 


given the Missouri statute and to what extent the constitutional | 


rights of voters depends upon the correctness of the county 
clerk in preparing theofficial ballot; and it might be proper to 
note just here that the right to vote is guaranteed by the con- 
stitution of Missouri. 

The court further says in the same opinion: 

That the ballot reform law was intended toimprove the methods for giving 
expression to the popular will in the choice of public officers and should be 
construed to promote, not destroy, the great object in view in its passage. 
If for every error of a county clerk, or harmless eee in election pro- 

citizens having no control over are to lose their right of choosing 

public officers, the * reform ballot’ instead of being found an improvement 

of the machinery of popular government will justly be denounced as a snare 

to entrap the unsuspecting voter. 

and s‘rict performance of duty by officers conducting elections, we 

are not of the number of those who imagine that such performance will be 

promote i by disfranchising the whole body of electors in any locality for 

errors such as here charged, and the court held these ballots valid under 
their new election system. 


This would beastronger case, upon the strict letter of the law, 
for the contestant than his own now before us. In this case the 


ballots asked to be rejected did not contain the names or initials | 


of both judges or number it isclaimed. This naming or initial- 
ing and numbering of the ballot is done by the election officers, 
and not by the voters. All the voter is required to do is to pre- 
= the face of his ballot in the way he desires to cast it, and 

itso the names or initials of the judges may appear, and 
hand it tothe judges to be deposited. Now, the only command 
of the statute in this case is, ‘‘ No judge of election shall de- 


— any ballot u which the names or initials of the judges 
o not appear.” No mention ismade of the number. Thecom- 
mand in Bowers case is much stronger: ‘‘ Shall not be cast 


or counted.” if itdid not canfarm to the requirements of the law. 


While it is well enough to insist on a | 
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The reasons for a strict construction in the case of Bowe) \ 
addition to the imperative command of the statute, o much 
stronger than in this case: in that case it was to preven rt fraud 
ulent ballots from being published and voted during the e 
tion; in this, it is simply to preserve their identity after the 
election. We must not forget in this case the statute does not 
state what shall be the effect if the judges of election do deposit 
a ballot that does not contain the names or initials of both judges. 
To reject the ballots and disfranchise the parties casting them 
we mustadd that power to the statute by construction. On this 
subjectthe supreme courtof Missouri has also spoken, as follows: 

When the Legislature has not plainty declared such a purpose, w 
shouid not be imported into the statute by construction 

I feel like I am safe in saying that no case can be found where 
the voter has been deprived of his vote by the omission of an 
election officer to perform a duty imposed by law where no in- 
jury has resulted to anyone as in this case, unless the statute in 
terms provide that such omissions shall render the ballot void 
or prohibits its being counted. The chief purpose of our elee- 
tive system is to obtain a fair expression of the popular will, as 
paramount in importance to the formal steps to reach that end 
That purpose has been accomplished in thiscase. The suffrages 
of a free people whose government derives its just powers from 
the consent of the governed should be guarded with a jealous 
care, and should be so regarded by their Representatives and by 
all who are intrusted with the power of preserving their sover- 
eign rights. 

Speaking for myself I would, from the standpoint of good con- 
science, that justice might be done, brush aside all technicali- 
ties of the law and stand by the will of the majority of the 
electors of the Eleventh Congressional district of Missouri, as 
expressed at the ballot box. In this case, where it is conceded 
the election was fair, no one voted who was not entitled to 
vote and no one deprived of a vote that was entitled to vote. 
I believe this House, before it commits the unconscionable act 
of disfranchising 937 legal voters, should rise up and assert its 
constitutional prerogative of judging of the elections, returns, 
an.l qualifications of its own members, and duplicate by its act 
the certificate issued by the governor of Missouri to Joy of his 
election to a seat in the Fifty-third Congress of the United 
States. The wisdom of this suggestion may not be apparent to 
the House. We may turn Joy out if we will, and Yo O Neill 
| take his seat. But uneasy must rest his crown when he reflects 
that he won it by the assassination of the suffrages of 9!7 free 
| American citizens. We may turn Joy out, but the people of his 

district will rebuke the act by returning him again no: with a 
majority of 67, but with a majority equal at least to the number 
whose political rights we have denied as the price of our injus- 
tice. 

Mr. DANTELS. I now yield two minutes to the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. R&ep]. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, [ should like to have the attention 
of the House for just one moment, to present one idea in addi- 
tion to that which I presented in the consideration of the rule 

The House will see, after having listened to the gentleman 
from Iowa |Mr. HAyYEs], that he has absolutely made no addi- 
tion to the facts which I originally presented to the House, nor 
any cgntradiction of them. I desire to add to what | have al- 
ready said a suggestion arising out of a copy of the statutes of 
the State of Missouri which has been scattered broadcast over 
the House. Section 4780 of the statutes provides: 

Before delivering any ballot to the elector, the two judges of election hav 
ing charge of the ballots shall write their names or initials upon the back 
of the ballot with ink or indelible pencil. 

In section 4785 it is provided: 

No judge of election shall deposit any ballot upon which the name 
| itials of the judges as hereinbefore provided for does not appear. 

So that every voter whose ballot it is proposed to cast out here 
was presented by the judges cf the election with a ballot which 
contained the initials of but one of the judges, the fault, not of 

| the electors, but of the judge. When the voter presented it to 
| the judge whose duty it was to receive it that judge was forbid 
den to deposit that ballot because it lacked the initials of the two 
| judges. 
Why was that statute couched in that language? It does not 
| say that he shall not count the ballot. It says that he shall not 
| deposit the ballot. If he refused to deposit the ballot the voter 
would at once have known that he had an improper ballot, and 
| might have an opportunity to rectify his mistake and deposit a 
_ suitable ballot. When the judge failed to notify the elector, 
| and deposited the ballot, the elector had every reason to believe 
| that he had cast a proper vote. If the judge had handed him 
| back his ballot, refusing to deposit it, there would have been an 
wy offored him to obtain the signature or initials of the 
er judge. . 
' Now, the elector being entirely guiltless of anything but mis- 
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take, the judge having misdirected him, the judge who is to re- 
ceive the ballot having failed to comply with the law, this 
House is asked to disfranchise 990 voters in that contest. It 
seems to me that it is impossible to be believed. 

Mr. DENSON. Look at this [exhibiting a paper] and read 
it, and it will show you whether they are going to do it or not. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from New York 
has two minutes remaining. 

Mr. DANIELS, I yield that to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. MCCALL]. 


[Mr. McCALL withholds his remarks for revision. See Ap- 
pendix. | 


The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Tennessee has thirteen 
minutes. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Has the other side exhausted its time? 

The SPEAKER. It has 

Mr. PATTERSON, I yield the remainder of my time to the 
gentleman from Indiana |Mr. Brown]. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. Speaker, the right to vote is not a natural 
right. It is purely a conventional regulation, which society has 
adopted in organizing itself intoa state. The state creates laws 
and makes regulations for its safety and itscomfort. The prime 
object of society is to provide some mode by which laws can be 
created and enforced, and governmentestablished and maintained 
for the safety, happiness, and oo rity of all the people. 

In this country the election has been resorted to as the pri- 
mary means of accomplishing these purposes. 

An election is a special proceeding. The law providing for it 
is a special act, and is always to be strictly construed. e law 
is the oilspring of the government, binding upon the citizen 
and the government alike, and if the citizen in attempting to 
vote loses his vote without neglect on his part, it is the govern- 
ment’s fault and pepeeey- Let us look at this case in the 
light of these principles. All that has been complained of by 
the very able gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] and by others 
about electors being disfranchised in Missouri, if it is true, is 
attributable to the law of the State of Missouri, and to the offi- 
cers that Missouri has selected to administer her law. We can 
not make or unmake the law of Missouri, but we must adminis- 
ter it as we find it. 

The minority of the committee have stated this case, Mr. 
Speaker, and I invite the attention of the House to that state- 
ment in order that it may be seen how far some gentlemen who 
have spoken here have drifted away from the real point in con- 
troversy. The very ableand accomplished eee from New 
York | Mr. DANIELS], in stating the views of the minority of the 
Committee on Elections, says: 

The iaw of the State of Missouri required each vote to be indorsed with 
the initials of the two judges— 

Not the initials of one judge, but the initials of the two 
judges— 
who were required to pass it to the person appearing and intending to vote. 

It was the business of the elector when he received his ballot 
to look and see that it contained the initials of the two judges. 
Such was the law of the State of Missouri, and it was the 
bounden duty of the elector to obey that law. It was his duty 
to be careful that he did not lose his vote. Again, the gentle- 
man from New York says in the minority report: 

There was a failure in precinct 98 and precinct 61 to place this indorse- 
ment upon the ballots. 

Mr. REED. Suppose the judge had placed the wrong initials 
on the ballot? - ° 

Mr. BROWN. It would not have changed the case from what 
it would have been if he had put none on the ballot. 

Mr. REED. And the ballot would have to be rejected? 

Mr. BROWN. Undoubtedly so, in the opinion of every man 
= believes in the proper administration of the law of elec- 
tions. 

Mr. REED. So that the voter must take notice of the ini- 
tiels? 

Mr. BROWN. Exactly. Is the gentleman from Maine so for- 
getful that he does not know that when he goes to the election 
officer to get his ballot that it is his duty to look and see that 
the ballot has been prepared papesinoe to law? 

Again, Mr. Speaker, calling attention to the duty that the 
law of Missouri imposes upon all electors of that great and good 
State, I refer to section 9 of the act of 1891. All agree that this 
act was in force at the election in Rage se and is in force now. 
This act provides, in speaking of the duty of the elector, that— 

After preparing his ballot the elector shall fold the same so that the face 
of the ballot will be concealed and the initials of the judges may be seen. 

This is another duty eet Ls heed upon all the voters of 
the State of Missouri. Itisthe business of the voter of Missouri 
todischarge this duty according tolaw. This is a duty enjoined 











\ 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


MARCH 28, 


by law upon all electors of the State, and each voter owed it to 
the State whose citizen he was a3 well as to himself to see that 
he cast a ballot free from all suspicion, a ballot which could not 
be afterwards called in question. And this he could only do by 
being careful to see that his ballot was properly numbered and 
had the initials of the judges on it. 

Mr. Speaker, it is conceded by the very able gentleman from 
New York [Mr. DANIELS] that these statutes are mandatory and 
not merely advisory or directory; so that question is out of the 
way. It is conceded that the words that I am now about to read 
are a part of the statute of 1891, and are and were applic xble to 
the election in controversy. The language of the statute is: 

Every ballot shall be numbered in the order in which it is received. No 
judge of election shall deposit any ballot upon which the names or initials 
of the judges as hereinbefore provided for does not appear. 

We all agree that this law is and was applicable to the election 
under consideration. ‘ But,” says the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. DANIELS], able and ingenious as he is, ‘* that simply 
imposes a duty — the election officers, and the elector is in 
no wise connected with the performance of that duty.” I have 
already shown, I think, that the elector was connected with the 
performance of that duty; that the elector owed it to the State 
to be connected with the performance of that duty—owed it to 
the State as well as to himself in the exercise of the great right 
which the State had conferred upon hini. But I suggest, Mr. 
Speaker, that the point that my friend from New York makes 
is too small to live long. He says that the judge should not put 
that ballot in the box. Why? Because the ballot was nota 
legal ballot according to the law of Missouri. 

ery well: but an illegal,false, fraudulent, spurious ballot has 
found its way into the ballot box. It is clearly discernible from 
the legal ballot. But, says the gentleman from New York, this 
bastard ballot is here; it iswithout parentage or respectability, 
but you must count it all the same in determining the election 
of a Representative to Congress. As I said before, upon the 
mere statement of the matter that is too small a point to grow 
to any great dimensions. It is fundamental that the ballot box 
must be purged of all fraudulent or illegal ballots. 

The remarks of my friend from Iowa [Mr. HAYES] have made 
it a matter of supererogation that I should speak upon the sub- 
ject of the re of these statutes; but just a word in addition 
to what he has said. So far as the provisions of this act of 1889 
which might be applicable to this case are concerned, the con- 
tention of the other side is that these provisionsof that act have 
been repealed by implication of law. On the contrary, we con- 
tend that they are in full force and effect. There is no general 
repealing clause to the act of 1891. In addition to that our con- 
tention is strengthened by the fact that this act of 1891, in its 
first section, explicitly recites certain sections of the act of 1889 
-that it intends to copeel, beginning with section 4762 and end- 
ing with section 4794. 

n the case of each et these enumerated sections intended to 
be repealed the act substitutes another section and gives it the 
very number of the repealed section. Therefore I contend that 
this act of 1891 embodied itself in the act of 1889, and is part and 

1 of that act. 

Mr. DANIELS. Does not the act of 1891, by the last or next 
to the last section, provide that all laws inconsistent with it are 
thereby repealed? 

Mr. BROWN. The gentleman is right as to that. The next 
to the last section provides that— 

All acts or parts of acts inconsistent with this act are hereby repealed. 

Now, if I am correct in saying that this act of 1891 isembodied 
in the act of 1889 (and I think there can be no mistake about 
that), then the two acts, so to speak, form but one; and wher- 
ever words are found in this act referring t> the election laws 
of Missouri, they refer to chapter 60 of the act of 1889 of Missouri’s 
election laws. Now, let me state very briefly what the law is 
on the subject of repeal by implication. Where the subsequent 
act legislates upon the same subject-matter contained in the for- 
mer law, without an express repealing clause, only so much of 
the former law is repealed as stands in a position of antagonism 
and absolute repugnancy to the last act. It is the duty of the 
courts to construe the former act and the amendatory or repeal- 
ing act as being in pari materia, and to make all parts of each 
law stand, except where there isan absolute repugnancy between 
the last and the former law. In each case the former law must 
give way. 

Let us see if the parts of the election law of 1889 of Missouri 
were not in force at the time the election was held, as is con- 
tended for by the contestant. 
as section 1005 of the Revised Statutes of Missouri it is pro- 

No ballot not numbered as herein provided shall be counted. 


This is a part of the act to which the act of April 4, 1891, ia 
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supplementary or amendatory. Will the contestee or any of 
his friends point out wherein these words of the act of 1889 are 
antagonistic or repugnant to the act of 1891? The act of 1891 is 
entirely silent on the subject of numbering ballots. I[t is idle to 
say that the act of 1891 covers the entire subject-matter con- 
tained in the act of 1889. It is worse than idle to say that the 
act of 1891 creates an entirely new system of conducting elec- 
tions. It simply adds some new features to the election law of 
I88¢, and repeals so much of that law only as is in conflict with 
the new features added. 

The honorable gentleman from New York, J dge DANIELS, 
says these words of the act of 1889 which I have quoted have ref- 
erence to the ballot used before the act of 1891 was passed; that 
they have reference to the ballots which the political parties 
prepared for and furnished to the voters. So ae did so long as 
those ballots were in use, but when an official ballot by rea- 
son of the act of 1891 took their place, then these words became 
applicable to the official ballot. If the Legislature of Missouri 
had not so intended it would have repealed them by the act of 
1891. The same reasons with additional ones exist for the num- 


bering of the official ballots that existed for the numbering of | 


the ballots formerly used. 

In section 4671 of the Statutes of Missouri, 1889, it is stated: 

Any ballot not conforming to the provisions of this chapter shall be con- 
sidered fraudulent and void. 

For reasons already stated these words of the act of 1889 are 
still in force. The act of 1891, as I have shown, is a part of the 
act of 1889. It has placed itself in the very body of the act of 
1889. ‘Therefore the ballots not properly numbered and not 
containing the initals of the judges are fraudulent and void. 
The friends of the contestee must insist on counting ballots 
which are fraudulent and void in their efforts to maintain con- 
testee in his seat here. ; 

Section 4780 of the Revised Statutes of Missouri, 1889, chapter 
60, as amended by section 8 of the act of April 4, 1891, reads as 
follows: 

On any day of election of public officers in any election district, each quali- 
fied elector shall be entitled to receive from the judges of election one bal- 
lot. It shall be the duty of such judges of election to deliver such ballot to 
the elector. Before delivering any ballot to the elector the two judges of 
election having ohaeee of the ballots shall write their names orinitials upon 


the back of the ballot with ink or indelible pencil, and no other writing 
shall be on the back of the ballot except the number of the ballot. 


It is plain to be seen what the duties of the electors and offi- 
cers are in respect to the conduct and holding of elections in 
Missouri. The ballots must be numbered and the initials of the 
judges must be written on them. There is a concurrent duty 
resting on the voters and election judges tosee that this is done, 
and if the election fails, or the result of it is otherwise from what 
it would have been, the fault, if any there be, is with Missouri, 
her laws, her people, and her election officers. Congress can 
not intervene to strike down the laws Missouri has made for 
herself, nor relieve her people and election officers from the 
duties her laws impose. 

My friend, Judge DANIELS, further says in his report for the 
minority of the Committee on Elections: 

The law of the State of Missouri also required each vote to be indorsed 
with the initials of the two judges, who were required to pass it to the per- 
son appearing and intending to vote. There was a failure in precinct 98and 

ecinct 61 to place this indorsement upon the ballots. But they were in- 
reed with the initials of one of the judges, and placed in the ballot box 
after the return of the ballot by the voter, with only this single initial upon 
the vote. In precinct 39 there were also 16 ballots indorsed in the same 
manner, with the initials of but one of the judges, and if these ballots, in 
addition to those not numbered at all, areall to be rejected, then it is a con- 
ceded fact that Mr. O'Neill, and not Mr. Joy, has been elected to this seatin 
Congress. 

All else, says Judge DANIELS, must be resolved in fa vor of Con- 
testant O'Neill except the mere question as to whether the bal- 
lots not numbered and not containing the initials of the judges 
shall be rejected, and if that question stands in his favor that he 
and not Joy has been elected to this seat in Congress. 

In section 4785, Revised Statutes, 1889, as amended by section 11 of the act 
of April 4, 1891, it is expressly provided that— 

* Every ballot shall be numbered in the order in which it shall be received. 


No judge of election shall deposit any ballot upon which the names or ini- 
tials of the judges as hereinbefore provided for does not appear.” ; 


I submit with great deference and respect to the House that 


the laws and parts of laws of the State of Missouri, set outin the | 


report of the Committee on Elections in that-case and referred 
to by me at thistime, are in full force and effect,and that they 
clearly stamp the ballots in question as being fraudulent and 
vcid, and that they should be rejected from the count. 

This being so, in the language of the very able lawyer, judge, 
and gentleman from New York, Judge DANIELS, ‘‘ then it is a 
conceded fact that Mr. O'Neill and not Mr. Joy has been elected 
to this seat in Congress.” 

[Here the hammer fell.] 
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not voting 105; as follows: 
YEAS—100, 
Aldrich, Dunphy, Hull, Ray, 
Apsley, Ellis, Oregon Johnson, N. Dak. Reed, 
Avery, Everett, Kiefer, Reyburn, 
Babcock, Fletcher, Lacey, Robinson, Pa. 
Baker, N. H. Funk, Lefever, Russell, Conn. 
Bartholdt, Funston, Loud, Ryan, 
Blair, Gardner, Loudenslager, Scranton, 
Boutelle, Gillett, Mass. Mahon, Sibley. 
Bowers, Cai. Griffin, Marsh, Smith, 
Broderick, Grosvenor, Marvin, N. ¥. Stephenson, 
Brosius, Grow, MeCali, Stone, C. W. 
Bryan, Hager, McCieary, Minn. Stone, W. A 
Bundy, Hainer, McKeighan, Sweet, 
Cannon, Il, Hall, Mo. Meiklejohn, Tawney, 
Chickering, Harmer, Mercer, Thomas, 
Childs, Hartman, Milliken, Updegraf. 
Cooper, Tex. Henderson, Il. Morgan, VanVoorhis,Ohio 
Cousins, Hepburn, Morse, Wanger, 
Curtis, Kans. Hermann, Moses, Waugh, 
Curtis, N. Y. Hilborn, Outhwaite, Wever, 
Daniels, Hitt, Payne, Wheeler, Lil 
De Armond, Hooker, N. Y. Perkins, White 
Dingley, Hopkins, Ill. Phillips, Wilson, Ohio 
Doolittle, Hopkins, Pa. Pickler, Wilson, Wash 
Draper, Hulick, Quigg, Woomer. 
NAYS—1i7. 
Abbott, ° Cox, Lane, Reilly, 
Alexander, Crain, Latimer, Richards, Ohio 
Allen, Crawford, Lawson, Richardson, Mich. 
Bailey, Culberson, Layton, Richardson, Tenn. 
Baldwin, De Forest, Lester, Ritchie, 
Bankhead, Denson, Lockwood, Robbins, 
Bartlett, Dinsmore, Lynch, Robertson, La. 
Barwig, Dockery, Magner, Sayers, 
Bell, Tex. Donovan, Maguire, Schermerhorn, 
Black, Ga. Dunn, Mallory, Shell, 
Black, Ill. urborow, McAleer, Sipe, 
Bland, Edmunds, McCreary, Ky. Somers, 
Branch, English, McCulloch, Springer, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Enloe, McDearmon, Stockdale, 
Brickner. Epes, McEttrick, Stone, Ky. 
Brookshire, Erdman, McGann, Strait, 
Brown, Fielder, McKaig, Straus, 
Burnes, Geissenhainer, McLaurin, Swanson, 

| Burrows, Goldzier, MeMillin, Talbert, S. C. 
Bynum, Grady, McNagny, Talbott, Md. 
Carimus, Gresham, McRae. Tate, 

; Caminetti, Haines, Meredith, Taylor, Ind. 
Campbell, Hall, Minn. Meyer, Terry, 

; Cannon, Cal. Hammond, Money, Tucker, 
Capehart, Hare, Montgomery Turner, Ga. 
Caruth, Hatch, Mutchler, Turner, Va 
Catchings, Hayes, Neill, Turpin, 
Clancy, Henderson, N.C. Oates, Tyler, 

Clark, Mo. Hines, O'Neil Weadock, 

| Clarke, Ala. Hooker, Miss. Page, Wells, 

Cobb, Ala. Hunter, Paschal Wheeler, Ala 
Cobb, Mo. Hutcheson, Patterson, Williams, Ill. 
Cockrell, Ikirt, Paynter, Williams, Miss. 
Coffeen, Jones, Pearson, Wise, 

Cooper, Fila. Kilgore, Pendleton, Tex. Wolverton. 
Cornish, Kribbs, Pendleton,W.Va. Woodard. 
Covert, Kyle, Pigott, 
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The SPEAKER. By order of the House, the debate is now 
closed. The first question is upon the resolutionsoffered by the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. WAUGH]as a substitute for the 
resolutions reported by the Committee on Elections. 

Mr. DANIELS. I ask unanimous consent that two gen- 
tlemen who have not had the opportunity to address the House, 
the gentleman from Indiana |Mr. WAUGH] and the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. THOMAS], may be allowed to insert their 
remarks in the RECORD. and that the gentleman from Muassa- 
chusetts [Mr. MCCALL] may be allowed to extend the remarks 










delivered by him. 


There being no objection, leave was granted. 
Task that the gentleman from Lllinois | Mr. 
WHEELER] also have leave to print remarksin the Recorp. 


Mr. WAUGH. 


There was no objection. 


Mr. 


PATTERSON. 


extend their remarks. 
There was no objection. 


The SPEAKER. 


I request that gentlemen who have 
spoken in support of the majority report may be permitted to 


The Clerk will now read the substitute of- 


fered by the gentleman from Indiana. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Charles F. Joy was legally elected to a seat in the Pifty 
third Congress from the Eleventh Congressional! district of Missouri, and 


that he is entitled to retain his seat in this House. 


Reso'ved, That John J. O' Neill was not lega!ly elected to a seatin the Fifty 
third Congress from the Eleventh Congressional district of Missour|, and ts 


not entitled to a seat in this House. 


Mr. REED. 
The SPEAKER. 


Mr. PATTERSON. 


I ask for a division of the question. 
A division of the question being called for, 
the vote will first be taken on the first of these resolutions. 
Let us have the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The oa was taken: and there were—yeas 100, nays 147, 























Arnold 


Baker, Kans. 


Barnes. 
Belden, 

Bell. Colo. 
Beltzhoover, 
Berry, 
Bingham, 
Boatner, 
Boen 


Coombs, 
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NOT VOTING—105. 


Cooper, Tnd. 
w 


German, 
. Graham, 


Grout, 
Harris, 
Harter 


Haugen, 
Heard, 
Heiner, 


Henderson, Iowa 
ix, 


Hendr 
Hicks, 
Holman, 


Houk, 
st 


ndson, 
Johnson, Ind. 
Johnson, Ohio 


Joy, 
Kem, 
Lapham, 
Linton, 
Lisle, 
Livingston, 
cas. 
Maddox. 
Marshall, 


Martin, Ind. 
McDannold, 
Me Dowell, 


Moon, 
Murray, 
Newlands, 
Northway, 
Pence, 
Post, 
Powers, 
Price, 
Rand 


Rayner, 
Rusk, - 


So the resolution was rejected. 


The following additional 
Mr. LIVINGSTON with Mr. GitueT of New York. 


Mr. DAvgey with Mr.. DOLLIVER. 
Mr. WASHINGTON with Mr. SHERMAN. 


Mr. TRACEY with Mr. WADSWORTH, on the election cases. 


Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to change my vote 


from ‘‘ aye” to ‘no.” 


The SPEAKER. The change will benoted inaccordance with | 
the suggestion of the gentleman. 
Mr. HAUGEN. 
tucky | Mr. ELLs}. 


I object. 


Mr. BURROWS. Mr. 
by which the resolution was rejected. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I move to lay that motion on the table, 


Tam paired w 


were announced: 


ith the gentleman from Ken- Funk, 
If he has not voted, I withdraw my vote. 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I forgot that I was paired, | 
and ask to withdraw my vote. 
Mr. LACEY. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
r, [move to reconsider the vote 


MARoH 28, 


Berry, Funston, Kiefer, Russell, Conn. 
Bingham, Fyan, Lacey, Russell, Ga. 
Blair, Gardner, ham, Scranton, 
Boen, Gear, ‘ever, Settle, 
Boutelle. Gillet, N. Y. Linton, Shaw, 
Bowers, Cal. Gillett, Mass. Lisle, Sherman, 
Brattan. Livingston, Sickles, 
Breekinridge, Ky. Gorman, Loud, Simpson, 
Brogerick, Graham, Loudenslager, Smith, 
Brosius, Griffin, Lucas, Snodgrass, 
Bundy, Grosvenor, Maddox, Sperry, 
Bunn, Grout, Mahon, Stephenson, 
Burrows, Grow, Marsh, Stevens, 
Cabaniss, Hager, Marshall, Stone, C. W. 
Caldweil, Hainer, Martin, Ind. Stone, W. A. 
Cannon, IL. Harmer, Marvin, N. Y. Storer, 
Chickering, Harris, ceCall, Strong, 
Chtids. Harter, McCleary, Minn. Sweet, 
Cockran, Hartman, MeDannoild, Tarsney, 
Cogsweil, Haugen, Me Dowell, Tawney, 
Compton, Heard, Meiklejohn, Taylor. Tenn. 
Com, Heiner, Mercer, Thomas, 

. Henderson, Ll. Milliken, Tracey, 
Cooper, Ind. Henderson, [owa Moon, U aff, 
Cooper, Wis. Hendrix, Morse, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Cousins, Hepburn, y, Van Voorhis, Ohto 
Cummings, Hermann, Newlands, Wadsworth, 

Hicks, Northway, Walker, 
Curtis, N. Y. Hilborn, Payne, Wanger, 
Dailzell, Hitt, Pence, Waugh, 
Daniels, Holman, Perkins, Wever, 
Davey, Hooker, N, Y. Phillips, Wheeler, Ul. 
Davis, Hopkins, Tl. Pickler, White, 
Dingiey, Hopkins, Pa. Post, Whiting, 
Dolliver, Houk, Powers, Wilson, Ohio 
Doolittle, Hudson, guics. Wilson, Wash. 
Draper, Hulick, li, Wilson, W. Va. 
Eltis, Ky. Full, Ray, Woomer, 
Elis. Oregon Johnson, Ind. Rayner, Wright, Mass. 
Fithian, Johnson, N. Dak. Reed, Wright, Pa. 
Fletcher, Johnson, Ohio Reyburn, 
Forman, Joy, Robinson, Pa 

Kem, Rusk, 


No quorum voting. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 
35 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
Under eluuse 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Pensions was 


The question was taken: and on a division there were—ayes | @ischarged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 5184) for the 


124, noes 3. 


Mr. BURROWS. No 


quorum. 
Mr. PATTERSON. Iask for the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The ca was taken; and there were—yeas 159, nays 8, not 
85; as follows: 


voting 


Abbott, 
Alexander, 


YEAS—159. 
Covert. le, 
Crain, Latimer, 
Crawford, Lawson, 
Culberson, Layton, 
De Forest, Lester, 
Lockwood, 
Dinsmore, Lynch, 
Dockery, Magner, 
Dan Mallory, 
Dunphy, McAleer. 
Durborow, McCreary, Ky 
English. Sebearae 
Soleo. peemeenean 
Erimhan, Meni" 
Everett, McLaurin, 
Fielder, McMillin, 
Geary, McNagny, 
McRae, 
poldaien, seeween 
Gresham, Money, 
Hall. Minn. — 
Hammond Mutchler, 
is Sau 
es, O'Neil, 
Henderson, N. C > 
poeta. Mtss. 
Butch ter, 
uw 
t, 
sie 
Kribbs, 
NAYS—8. 
Hall, M M 
McKeichan, Guth welte; 
NOT VOTING—185. 
Aldrich, 
afnont 
Avery, 


Sir Be 


‘ot the heirs of Phillip Francis 


relief of Maria T. Karge, and the same was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


_Under clause Jof Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. PIGOTT: A bill (HM. R. 6466) to. punish the failure to 
destroy certain anonymous letters received by every officer, 
agen’, employee, servant, or other person engaged in the service 
of the United States, and the imparting of any information so re- 
ceived by any such person—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. WASHINGTON: A bill (H.R. 6467) authorizing the 
appoinment of a district judge for the middle district of Ten- 
nessee—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill ( H. R. 6468) to amend section 1674 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States relative to consular 
offices—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 6469) 
te amend the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to 
the internal-revenue system of legislation, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 6477) to amend 

3 of an act making appropriations for the Post-Office De- 

partment for the year June 30, 1886—to the Committee 
onay Mr, CADMUS:. A joint ‘lution (H. Res. 152) granting 

r. : nt resolu a a 

a ——— to Capt. Charles A. de Arnaud—to the Committee 


By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: A resolution to pay six 
months’ salary and funeral expenses to the widow of James P. 
Hickman, deceased, late an employé of the House—to the Com- 
mitteeon Accounts. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC.. 


arlene oes Reet a plang bills of the following 
titles were presented and as follows: 

Mr, CADMUS (by reguest): A bill (H. R.6470) for the relief 

Renaut—to the mittee on 

of 


By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 6471) to remove the 
desertion against Leopold Zipf—to the Committee on M 














1894. 





] 
By Mr. HOLAMN :A bill (H. R. 6472) for the relief of John | 


N. Quackenbush—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McALEER: A bill (H. R. 6473) for the removal of the 
charge of desertion against James Lanahan—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6474) for the relief of Timothy A. Sloan—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

3y Mr. MCCALL (by request): A bill (H. R. 6475) for the re- 
lief of Samuel M. Blair—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MCGANN: A bill (H.R. 6476) for the relief of John 
Rusiman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Underclausel of Rule X XII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 


By Mr. AITKEN: Petition of the Michigan Knights of the 


Grip, asking for the removal of restrictions against railroad 
companies selling 5,000-mile tickets—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Marine Engineers’ Benefit Association, 
asking for the establishment of a telegraph system by the Gev- 
ernment—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of B. J. Lawrence and 60 others, of Waterford, 
asking for the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Petition of H. B. Adams and T. D. 
Winchester and 34 other citizens of Monroe, N. C., in favor of 
the Manderson-Hainer bill, S. 1353, H. R. 4897—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. AVERY: Two petitions of the Plasterers’ Operative 
Union, the Marine Engineers’ Unicon, and Steam Fitters’ Union, 
all of Detroit, Mich.,asking for Governmentownership and con- 
trol of telegraph and telephone lines—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: Memorial of John W. 
Farr and 63 others, in faver of applying State laws to oleomar- 
garine and other imitation products of the dairy whenever they 
are brought withinany State—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Resolutions of Detroit Stcam fitters’ 
Union, No. 8,and Marine Engineers’ Benefit Association, of De- 


troit, Mich., for the establishment of Government system of tel- | 


egraphs—to the Committee on the Post-Office and ‘Post- Roads. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Additional papers to accompany House 
bill 582, for the relief of George E. Cousins—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Monon Division, No. 89, Order of Railroad 
Conductors, of Louisville, Ky., in favor of the passage of an act 
forbidding the sale of railroad tickets by scalpers—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Louisville Leaf-Tobacee Exchange of 
Lovisville, Ky., regarding the internal-revenue taxes affecting 
tobseco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Fall City Club, No. 418, Knights of Labor, in 
favor of the establishment of governmental telegraph lines—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. COUSINS: Petition of members of Marshall Lodge, 


No. 113, Ancient Order of United Workmen, of Marshalltown, | 


Iowa, favoring the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. ° 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Petition of Harbor No. 1, American As- 
sociation of Masters and Pilots of Steam Vessels of the City of 
New York, in support of a bill placing the masters of tugs at the 
—- navy-yard on the listof warrant officers in the United 
States Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of the Union Veteran League, for 
the passage of the per diem pension bill—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Aliso, remonstrance of Cigar Markers’ Union, of Kansas City. 
against the additional tax on cigars—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Ottawa and Lawrence, Kans., for 
the passage of House bill 4897, relating to postage on newspapers 
of fraternal organizations—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GEISSENHAINER: Petition of Walter Damrosch, 
Theodore Thomas, Robert Brown, and George F. Root, and 


many others, in favor of the passage of the bill to incorporate | 


ee College of Musicians—to the Committee on Edu- 
eation. 

By Mr. HARE: Petition of 120 members of Dickinson Tent 
and Tent, No. 7, Knights of the Maccabees, of Tre- 


mont and Sandusky, Ohio, for the passige of the Manderson- | 


Hainer bill, H. R. 4897—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post- Roads. 
By Mr. HENDERSON of fowa: Petition of D. MeErlain and 
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8 others, toyether with reselution of Dyersville Lodge, No. 72, 
| I. L. ef H., Dyersville, Iowa, favoring the passage of the Man- 
derson-Hainer bill, S. 1353, H. R. 4897—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Papers relating to the bill for the relief 
| of John N. Quackenbush—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
| By Mr. HOPKINS of Pennsylvania: Petition of T7 citizens of 
| Hebron, Potter County, Pa., asking for the pissage of the Man- 
i 





derson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. IKIRT: Petition and resolution from T. B. Bender and 
| 90 other citizens of Massillon, Ohio, and members of Massillon 
Tent, No. 10, Knights of the Maccabees, asking for the passage 

of the ManJerson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post 
| Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MCETTRICK: Petition of T. H. Temple and others, 
that college and fraternal society journals be admitted to the 
mails as second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Of- 
fice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McGANN: Petition of Court Frederick, No. 245, In- 
dependent Order of Foresters, numbering 55 members, Court 
Active, No. 145, consisting of 136 members, and of 85 other citi- 
zens, of Chicago, for the pass:ge of House bill 4897—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan: Resolution of Knights 
of Labor Assembly, No.3526, Grand Rapids, on the financial situ- 
ation and policy of the country—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, resolutions of Detroit Steam Fitters’ Union, No. &, and 
of the Marine Engineers’ Benefit Association, of Detroit, Mich., 
favoring Government system of telegraph—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Reads. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: Petition of F. M. Jack- 
son and 30 other citizens of Rutherford County, Tenn., praying 
for the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bi]l|—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, evidence to accompany House bill 1506—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RITCHIE: Petition of Lodge No. 140, Brotherhood of 
Boiler Makers and Iron Ship Builders, protesting against House 
bill 2855—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: Petition of citizens of Randolph, 
Ill., to Congress for a Christian amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 





_ Also, petition of Harrisburg Lodge, No. 187, Ancient Order 
United Workmen; Harrisburg Lodge, No. 325, Ancient Free 


and Accepted Masons, and Arrow Ladge, No. 386, Independent 
| Order of Odd Fellows, Harrisburg, IIL, favoring the passage of 
the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WELLS: Petition of John Roth and 67 others, pro- 
testing against increase of internal-revenue tax on cigars—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Alse, resolution of Camp No. 1287, Modern Woodman of 
America, of Winneconne, Wis., and petition of W.L. Miller and 
168 others, praying for the passage of the Manderson-Hainer 
bill—-to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

, 


é be 
SENATE. 
THURSDAY, March 29, 1894. 


| Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mrisurn, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The enrolled bill (S. 260) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
authorize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River 
at the most accessible point between the city of Kansas and the 
town of Sibley, in the county of: Jackson and State of Missouri,” 
approved March 3, 1887, was signed by the Vice-President, it 
having previously received the signature of the Speaker of the 

| House of Representatives. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from Brig. 
Gen. D. W. Flagler, Chief of Ordnance, United States Army, 
calling attention to an estimate of $4,000 to be paid Mr. Frank 
Goodwin, contractor for the construction of certain buildings at 
the Columbia Arsenal, Tennessee, and inclosing a copy of the 
| estimate and his explanatory lett=r, dated May 28, 1892; which, 

with the accompanying papers. was referred to the (ommittee 
| on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
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PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of ‘‘ Our Building 
Association” of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the retention in 
the Wilson tariff bill of the clause exempting building and loan 
associations from the operation of the income tax; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizensof the United 
States, remonstrating against an increase of the internal-reve- 
nue tax on cigars; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Transmississippi Commer- 
cial Congress, praying for the establishment of a uniform sys- 
tem of bankruptcy; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Produce Exchange 
of Toledo, Ohio, and a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Cleveland, Ohio, praying for the adoption of an amendment to 
the interstate-commerce law, to compel carriers by rail toextend 
to all shippers uniform and reasonable rates of freight, equita- 
bly adjusted to the protection of all localities and communities; 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. LODGE presented the petition of J. F. Ingallsand 8 other 
citizens of Lynn, Mass., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to suppress the lottery traffic; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of Madison Weaver and 19 
other citizens of Worcester County, Mass., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation to enable the States to enforce State laws 
regulating the sale of substitutes for dairy products; which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented the memorial of William F’. Mahar and 25 
other cigar manufacturers of Boston, Mass., and the memorial 
of Frederick F. Dougherty and 44 other cigar manufacturers of 
Boston, Mass., remonstrating against an increase of the inter- 
a soveaes tax on cigars; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. MCMILLAN presented petitions of Lodge No. 132, An- 
cient Order of United Workmen, of Sherwood; of Council No. 
93, Order of United Friends, of Bay City; of Council No. 103, 
National Union, of Detroit; and of T.H. Hervey and 30 other 
citizens of Detroit, all in the State of Michigan, praying that 
fraternal college and society journals be admitted to the mails 
as second-ciass matter; which were referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Union No. 284, Cigar 
Makers’ International Union, of Detroit, Mich., remonstra & 
against an increase of the internal-revenue tax on cigars; whic 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Loca! Union No. 10, National 
Longshoremen's Association, of Detroit, Mich., praying for the 
Governmental control of the telegraph service; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the memorial of Robinson & Carter and 10 
other business firms of Lansing, Mich., remonstrating against 
the imposition of an income tax, and against an increase of the 
tax On distilled spirits; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Detroit, 
Mich., praying for the passage of House bill 4182, providing for 
an intern tional conference to secure the better care and pro- 
tection of animals in trangit; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Emory Lumber Company 
and 13 other manufacturersof lumber, of Bay City, Mich., praying 
for the adoption of an amendmentto the Wilson tariff bill to pre- 
vent foreign countries from imposing an export duty on logs; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Knights of the Grip, of 
Grand Rapids, Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation 
removing any restriction on the issuance of mileage books for 
5,000 miles travel, the coupons interchangeable over any and all 
railroads, with special privilege as to the amount of gage 
earried free; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

Mr. SQUIRE presented a petition of PugetSound Harbor, No. 
16, American Association of Masters and Pilots of Steam Ves- 
sels, of Seattle, Wash., and a petition of the Commercial Club 
of Tacoma, Wash., praying that an appropriation be made for 
the publicat'on of a North Pacific pilot chart, to be issued by 
the Hydrographic Office, Bureau of Navigation, Navy Depart. 
ment; which were referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Coupeville, 
Wash., praying that fraternal society and coll journals be 
admitted to the mailsas second-class matter; which was referred 
to the Committee on Cost-Offices and Post-Roads, 

Mr. HARRIS presented petitions of Lookout Brotherhood of 
Blacksmiths, No. 16: of Lookout Lodge, No. 57, Brotherhood of 
Railway Carmen, and of Typographical Union, No, 89, all 
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of Chattanooga, in the State of Tennessee, praying for the gov- 
ernmental control of the telegraph service; which were referred 
to the Committee on Post-Oillices and Post-Roads.  _ 

Mr. PETTIGREW presented the petition of J. T. Smith and 
sundry other citizens of Yankton, S. Dak., praying that fra- 
ternal society and college journals be admitted to the mails as 
second-class matter; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. SHOUP presented a petition of 38 mine owners of the 
State of Idaho, praying for the suspension of the performance of 
annual assessment work on mining claims during the year 1894; 
which was referred to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of M. L. Curtis and 53 other 
citizens of Berkshire County, Mass., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to enable the States to enforce State laws regu- 
lating the sale of substitutes for dairy products; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of George Robinson and 13 other 
citizens of Massachusetts, praying that fraternal society and col- 
lege journals be admitted to the mails as second-class matter; 
aan was referred to the Committee on Post-Olfices and Post- 

8. 

He also presented the petition of John Ewing and 35 other 
citizens of ver Falls, Pa., praying for the repeal of the so- 
called Geary Chinese exclusion law; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented the petition of Dr. R. A. Clark and 36 other 
citizens of Springfield, Mass., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to suppress the lottery traffic; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WILSON presentéd a petition of the Christian Arbitra- 
tion and Peace Society, of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the 
annexation of the Hawaiian Islands to the United States; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. QUAY presented a memorial of 1,324 farmers of Wash- 
ington County. Pa., remonstrating against placing wool on the 
free list; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Rev. J.S. McKee and 196 
other citizens of Butler, Pa., and the petition of W. W. Miller 
and 86 other citizens of Allegheny, Pa., praying that the pre- 
amble to the constitution of the United States be so amended 
as to recognize the Deity; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

He also seasentet petitions of William H. Shoemaker and 18 
other citizens of Philadelphia, Pa.; of J. B. Gillespie and 27 
other citizens of Pennsylvania; of Harry A. Jacobs and 67 other 
citizens of Pennsylvania, and of Charles Leper vs and 48 other 
citizens of Grant, Pa., praying that fraternal college and societ 
journals be admitted to the mails as second-class matter; whic 
were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Grocers and Importers’ 
Exchange of Philadelphia, Pa., praying that in the proposed 
tariff legislation adequate protection te given to the sugar 
growers and refiners of the country; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was submitted an amendment submitted by Mr. TELLER 
on the 5th instant, intended to be proposed to the fortifications 
appropriation bill, reported it favorably, and moved that it be 
printed and referred, with ths accompanying papers, to the 
Committee on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1295) to reimburse the States of Cali- 
fornia, Oregon, and Nevada for moneys by them expended in 
the suppression of the rebellion, reported it without amend- 
ment and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GORMAN (for Mr. Brice), from the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5482) making 
a for the payment of invalid and other pensions of 
the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and 
for other purposes, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 471) to relieve John Friedlin 
from the charge of desertion, reported it with an amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DANIEL. Iam instructed by the Committee on Claims 
ic whom was referred the bill (S. 421) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Calvin B. Cunningham, to report it with the 
recommendation that it be indefinitely postponed without preju- 


dice, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, it will te 
so ordered. 
SEALER OF WEIGHTS AND MEASURES. 
Mr. MCMILLAN. [move that the bill (H. R. 3246) for the 
appointment of a sealer and assistant sealer of weights and 
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measures in the District of Columbia and for other purposes be 
taken from the Calendar and recommitted to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN. T am directed by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was recommitted the bill (H. R. 
3246) for the appointment of a sealer and assistant sealer of 
weights and measures in the District of Columbia and for other 
purposes, to report it with amendments. Iask that the bill be 
restored to its place as Order of Business No. 140 on the Cal- 
endar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and 
the bill will be restored to its former place on the Calendar’ 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 1826) giving the Court of 
Claims jurisiiction to hear and determine the rights of certain 
white people who claim to be citizens of the Cherokee Nation of 
Indians with ali the rights of citizenship; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PUGH introduced a bill (S. 1827) to define the boundaries 
of the three judicial districts in the State of Alabama and to 
regulate therein the jurisdiction of the courtso{ the United States 
and the powers and duties of the judges thereof, and for other 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WASHBURN introduced a bill (S. 1828) to increase the 
navigability of the St. Louis and Cloquet Rivers, and for other 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MCMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 1829) for the relief of D. 
McEacheran, of Detroit, Mich.; which was read twice by its 


title, and, with the accompanyiug paper, referred to the Com- | 
| they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 


mittee on Finance. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 1830) granting a pension to 
Sewall A. Parmenter; which was read twice by its title,and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S.1831) to improve the 
methods of accounting in the Department of the Treasury, and 
for other purposes: which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Joint Commission to Inquire into the Status of the 
Laws Organizing the Executive Departments, etc. 


Mr. GEORGE introduced a bill (S. 1832) to refund to the pro- | 
thereon; | 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Comnnittee | 


ducers of cotton the internal-revenue tax collected 


on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 1883) granting a pension to 
Hannah Howard; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 1834) to require patents to be 
issued to land actually settled under the act entitled ‘‘An act to 


tled part of the Peninsula of Florida,” approved August 4, 1842; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 
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IMPORTS FROM COUNTRIES WITH DEPRECIATED CURRENCY. 
Mr. LODGE submitted the following resolution; which was 





| considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to furnish the 
Senate with a statement of the cash value, deterrained by the average price 
of the New York and London markets, of all imports classified under their 
respective heads from all countries having a depreciated paper as acirculat- 
ing medium during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893; and also a table 
showing by months the rate of exchange with those countries during the 
same period. 


CAPT. SCRIVEN’S REPORT ON NICARAGUAN CANAL. 


Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution: which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War is directed to send to the Senate a 
reportonthe Nicaraguan Canal in its military aspects, made by Capt. George 
P. Scriven, now on file in the office of the Chief Signal Officer of the Army. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 2561) for the relief of Moses W. Carpenter, of 
Johnson County, Ark., Mexican war veteran; 

A bill (H. R. 4720) to pension Lucy Brown, dependent foster 
mother; 

A bill (H. R. 4780) to pension Thankful Rebbins; 

A bill (H. R. 5860) to amend sections 4,6,and 10 of the act of 
February 9, 1893, entitled ‘‘An act to establish acourt of appeals 
for the District of Columbia, and for other purposes.” 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the followingenrolled bill and jointresolutions; and 


A bill (S. 574) for the relief of Dwight Hall; 

A joint resolution (S.R.8) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Interior to cause the settlementof the accounts of Special Agents 
Moore and Woodson, under the treaty of 1854, with the Dela- 
ware Indians, ete.; and 

A joint resolution (S. R.37) to provide for the printing of a 
history and digest of the international arbitrations to which 
the United States was a party, and for other purposes. 

ISSUE OF BONDS. ; 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
resolution coming over from a previous day, which will be 
read, 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
PEPFER, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be, and it is hereby, instructed 
to prepare and report as soon as practicable a bill to repeal all laws author 


ra 
ra 


‘ u 4 | izing or permitting the Secretary of the Treasury to issue bonds or other 
provide for the armed occupation and settlement of the unset- | 


Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 1835) to amend an act ap- | 
proved September 25, 1890, extending the limits of the collection 


district of Hartford, Conn.; which was read twice by its title 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. LODGE submitted an amandment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which, with the 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Ap 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. VOORHEES submitted an amendment intended to be | 


proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which 
was ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. KYLE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. PETTIGREW submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was 


referred to the Committee on Indian Afiairs, and ordered to be’ 


printed. 


posed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which 


was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and | 


ordered to be printed. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. COKE, it was 


Ordered, That the papers relating to the bill for the relief of William Lud- 
gate, in the Pifty-first Congress, bs withdrawn from the files of the Senate, 
subject to the rules, and transmitted to the House of Representatives. 


| 





interest-bearing obligations of the Government, and to prohibit any and all 
such issues in future without express authority by act of Congress frst had 
and obtained. 

Mr. PEFFER. I ask that the resolution may lie over until 
the next legislative day and retain its place. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Kansas? The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. 

c LABOR UPON 

Mr. GORMAN. I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
Senate yesterday adopted the resolution offered by the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. FRYE}. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution’ ill be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
FRYE, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, directed to trans- 
mit to the Senate copies of all correspondence between the Secretary of 
War and the Chief of Engineers and engineers in charge of works of public 
improvement being prosecuted by the General Government relating to the 
discharge or employment of individuals upon such works where such dis 
charge or employment has been ordered against the recommendation of the 
loeal engineer in charge, and thatthe Secretary of War and the Chief of En- 
gineers be directed to report whether in their opinions the discharge and 
employment of subordinate officers and laborers upon works of public im 
provement should be made for politica! reasons. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing tothe 
motion of the Senator from Maryland to reconsider the vote by 


PUBLIC WORKS. 


Mr. MARTIN submitted an amendment intended to be pro-| which the Senate adopted the resolution which has been read. 


The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 
DONATION LAND CLAIMS. 


Mr. DOLPH. Yesterday morning I reported from the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands House bill No. 69, which is purely a 
local matter, and I ask unanimous consent that it may be con- 
sidered now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be announced by title. 

The SEcRETARY. A bill (H.R. 69) prescribing limitations of 
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time for completion of title to certain lands disposed of under 
the act of Congress approved September 27, 1850, and the acts 
amendatory and supplemental thereto, and commonly known as 
the ‘‘ donation act,” and for the protection of purchasers and oc- 
cupants on said lands. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read at length for 
information. 

Mr. DOLPH. As the bill is reported with an amendment in 
the nature of a substitute, striking out all after the enacting 
clause, I ask that the amendment simply may be read, which is 
the bill to be acted upon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. The Committee on Public Lands report to 
strike out all after the enacting clause of the bill and to insert: 


That in all cases where persons under the provisions of the act of Congress 
entitied ‘‘ An act to create the office of surveyor-general of the public lands 
in Oregon, and to provide for the survey and to make donations to settlers 
of the said public lands,’’ approved September 27, 1850, or the various acts 
amendatory and supplemental thereto, have made roof of settlement on 
tracis of land in either of the States of Ore on, Washington, or Idaho, and 

ven notice, as required by law, that they claimed such lands as donations, 

ut have failed to execute and file in the proper land offices proof of their 
continued residence on and cultivation of the lands so settled upon and 
claimed, so as to entitlethem to patents therefor, such claimants shali have, 
and they are hereby given, until the Ist day of January, 1896, the right to 
make and file their tinal proofs and fully establish their rights to donations 
of lands under the aforesaid act of Congress, and no longer; and all claim- 
ants who shall fail to make and file final ye and perfect their claims to 
lands, as donations under the acts afore , before the said Ist day of Janu- 
ary, 1896, shall thereafter be held to have abandoned theirclaims to the lands 
embraced in their notices: Provided, That as soon as practicable after the 
passage of this act notices shall be mailed to all such donation claimants, 
their heirs, devisees, and grantees, where their names and residences are 
known or by reasonable dingence can be ascertained by the register and re- 
ceiver of the land office for the district in which the donation claims are situ- 
ated.and shall be published at least once a week for four consecutive weeks 1n 
at least three newspapersof ral circulation published in the land district, 
requiring such donation cl ants, their heirs, Soreneee, and grantees, and 
all persons making claim to such donation claims, describing such claims, 
to appear and make finai proof for such claims within the time herein 
vided, and that in default of such final proof such donation claims will be 
held to have been abandoned. 

Sxc. 2. That all such donation claims held to have been abandoned for 
failure to make and file final as hereinbefore provided shall be re- 
stored to the public domain and shall be s t to under then 
Seas ee providing for the disposition of the public lands: Provided, 
That where any such donation cl or any part thereof are claimed by 
descent, devise, Judicial sale, ut, or conveyance, in good faith under the 
original claimant, and are at the date of this act, and for twenty years prior 
thereto have been, in the quiet adverse on of such heir, devisee, 
grantee, or purchaser, or those under whom they claim, such heirs, devisees, 
grantees, or purchasers, upon making proof of their claims and adverse 
possession as aforesaid, shall be entitled to patents for the iand so claimed 
and occupied by them: Provided further, at where any portion of any 
such abandoned donation claim shall have been settled upon prior to Jan- 
ery 1, 1894, by any person under an erroneous claim of right and has been 

#8 a bona fide residence by such settler where final proof shall not be 
made by the original claimant, and such settler has exhausted his or her 
homestead right, such settler may, within ninety days from the Ist - of 
January, 1896, file with the register of the land office of the district within 
which the lands are situate their affidavit and the affidavits of at least two 
disinterested witnesses ee the facts of their bona fide settlement, 
occupancy, and improvement of da lands, and pay to the receiver of the 
proper land office $1.25 pet acre for the land so settled upon, occupied, and 
: ‘proved, not exceeding 160 acres, and shall thereupon recetve patent there- 

or. 

Seo. 3. That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to deprive the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, under the regulations governt 
contests in land cases, of his right to allow or direct hearings to be insti- 
tuted to show that a donation claimant has abandoned the lands described 
in his notice, or prevent the Commissioner, when it is proven that such a 
claim is invalid or abandoned, from canceling the same upon the official rec- 
ords and thereafter disposing of the lands as a part of the public domain: 
Provided, That where are allowed contestants shall pay the ex- 
penses incident thereto in the same manner that costs are paid in othercon- 
tested land entries: and this act shall not be construed affect any case 
aay pending before the Land Department in which final proof has been fur- 
nished. 

Ssc. 4. That the Commissioner of the General Land Office, with ‘the ap- 
proval of the Secretary of the Interior, shall issue the necessary rules and 
regulations to give fuli force and effect to the provisions of this act. 


Before the reading of the amendment was concluded, 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, bow is the bill now before the 
Senate! 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
DOLPH] asks the unanimous consent of the Senate for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill, and the bill is being read for in- 
formation. 

Mr. TURBPIE. Lobject. I object to the further roading. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to the present 
consideration of the bill. 

Mr. DOLPH. I desire unanimous consent to say to the Sena- 
tor from Indiana that it is purely a local measure, and it is re- 
quired by the Land Office to w: ome old claims that were 
settled on forty years ago. It is n of general interest. 

Mr. TURPIS. The bill is exclusively local. It ought to go 
back to the courts instead of being here in the Senate; and it 
has no privilege to be made special or to take the place of the 
wafinished business. 

Mr. DOLPH. I can not hear a word the Senator a 

Mr. TURPIE. Lob to the consideration of the bill. . 

Mr. DOLPH. The bill being objected to, I move that the 
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Senate proceed toits consideration. It is merely a local matter 
and the amendment has been half read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Oregon, that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Public Lands, which 
has been read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to b2 engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, I do not think anything but a 
perusal of this bill is necessary to show the objections to it upon 
its face. The fourth section relates wholly to the disposition of 
lawful rights of parties under the entry laws of the United 
States. It proposes to make adverse possession and to make 
the proofs of adverse possession under the act conclusive evi- 
dence in the issuing of patents. 

All entries made under the land laws of the United States are 
presumed to be lawful entries. If they are not lawful, then the 
question of their legality is one for the courts and not for this 
body. I admit that it would be a great deal moreexpeditious 
and much easier to get a majority vote here on the trial of 
land cases than to take them into the courts of the States where 
the lands are situate and try them there; but Ido not think such 
is the theory of our Government. We have all along insisted 
on the division of the Government into different departments, 
the executive, the legislative, and the judicial. The legislative 
decides no case; it determines no rights; it does not perform, 
and should not perform, any of the offices of the court. 

The principal section of the bill converts this Senate intoa 
court for the purpose of trying and determining ejectment cases 
and for the purpose of quieting title. 

I take it that there can be no consideration and has been no 
such consideration of this bill and no evidence in relation to the 
facts to be determined in it submitted here upon which the Sen- 
ate could act if it had jurisdiction in the trial of titles of real 
estate. That is the reason I think the interest, as the Senator 
from Oregon says, in this bill is purely local. As I remarked, 
it is exclusively local; it does not belong to the Congress of the 
United States at all; it belongs to the courts and the juries of 
the States of Oregon, Idaho, and others which are recited in 
this bill, to determine the questions apparent in it upon the 
principal sections. 

I —_ therefore, the bill will not pass. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
DOLPH], the Senator from Florida [Mr. PAsco], and the Senator 
from Nebraska ong ALLEN] were the subcommittee having 
charge of this bill. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President-— 

Mr. BERRY. I see the Senator from Oregon is present, and 
I yield the floor to him to explain the provisions of the bill. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, this bill is to carry out the 
recommendations of the Land Department of the Government. 
It relates only to claims which were taken up forty years ago 
and segregated from the public domain, and affects not a foot of 
the public domain aside from these claims. 

The principal object of the bill is to get rid of abandoned 
ciaims, that is of claims where parties under the donation act 
of September 27, 1850, went upon land in Oregon and gave no- 
tice of settlement, and then failed to make their final proof of 
four years residence and cultivation, which is required by the 
act. The main object of the bill is to get rid of those claimsand 
have them declared abandoned, so that the land will be restored 
to the public domain and made subject to settlement. All the 
other provisions of the bill are to prevent any injustice bein 
done to any claimant who has neglected to make his final proof, 
as the original law provided no time in which that should be 
done. So here is a provision that after notice all these claims 
shall be declared abandoned and restored to the public domain, 
that isproviding the final proof is not made within the time 
named tn the bill. 

Then follows a provision that if a man has resided upon and 
has cultivated for twenty years such a donation claim, claiming 
under a judicial sale or deed from the original claimant, who 
may now be in his grave, shows a chain of title from the origi- 
nal donation claimant, he may show these facts in lieu of the 
special proof that the original claimant resided four years upon 
the 1 awd. This ee only to the case of a cultivated 
farm now worth probably from $10 to $40 an acre; and there is 
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another provision that if anybody has gone im possession under ness of entry or in relation to the legality of donation or in re 


an erroneous claim of title to an abandoned claim or a portion of 
one he may obtain title to 160 acres by paying for it. That is 
all there is in the bill. 

The bill only, in the first place, applies to old donation claims 
which must have been taken up forty years ago. I think there 
could have been no settlement after 1854, and that would make 
forty years now since any claim could have been initiated. It 
only refers to claims taken up forty years ago upon which final 
proof has not been made. The object of the bill is to terminate 
private title to claims and declare the claims abandoned and re- 
store the land to the public domain. 

The only other provisions of the bill are to prevent injustice 
being done toa man who is equitably entitled to the land and 
who has had a home upon it being turned outand somebody else 
getting it. That is all there is in the bill. 

The bill passed the House of Representatives without opposi- 
tion, and came here, but there was so much repetition in some of 
the sections that the committee thought it best to substitute a 
new bill, and it will have to go to conference with the House. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, I think I understood the hon- 


orable and learned Senator from Oregon tosay that these claims | 


were initiated over forty years ago. That is only an additional 
reason why there should be no legislation at this time. After 
claims have become so stale and antiquated, certainly there 
should be ample provision in the ordinary laws of the country 
in the limi ation of actions, and especially of real actions, to 
determine them without bringing them here for legislation. 

The honorable and learned Senator from Oregon affects to 
feel great anxiety about injustice being done to actual settlers 
on these lands. What I propose is that the actual settlers shall 
be sent back to the courts of their own creation and to juries of 
their own selection to try the cases which are pending in this 
bill. 

I wish to refer for a few moments to the actual language of 
the bill. These people can certainly suffer no injustice in the 
administration of the law in their own country. They are more 





apt to get full justice and.a better administration of justice for | 


their claims there than here. 

There has nothing been heard here except the very general 
statement before the committee, nothing in respect to the par- 
ticular cases, nothing yo which the Senate can base an ad- 
judication in regard to the matters which the Senate, under the 
terms of this bill, are bound to adjudicate and to determine the 
title to real estate. If this title be questioned, why is any leg- 
islation needed here? 


The substitute provides, beginning in section 1, line 11, after | 


the word “‘Icaho,” that notice shall be given— 


as required by law. that they claimed such lands as donations, but have 
failed to execute and file in the proper land offices proof of their continued | 


residence on and cultivation of the lands so settled upon and claimed, so as 


to entitle them to patents therefor, such claimants shall have, and they are | 


hereby given, until the Ist day of January, 1896, the right to make and file 
their tinal proofs and fully establish their rights to donations of lands un- 
der the aforesaid act of Congress, and no longer; and all claimants who shall 


fail to make and file final proof and perfect their claims to lands, as dona- | 


tions under the acts aforesaid, before the said Ist day of January, 1896, shall 
thereafter be held to have abandoned their claims to the lands embraced in 
theirnotices: Provided, That as soon as practicable after the passage of this 
avt notices shall be mailed to ail such donation claimants, their heirs. de- 
visees, and grantees, etc. 


It is further provided: 
That where any such donation claims or any part thereof are claimed by 


lation to adverse possession or actual use of the premises ar 
strictly questions at law so far as they are not moditied by q. 
tions of equity, and they are no such issues as muy 
determined by the action either of 2 committee of the Senate o 
of the whole body. 

I think this bill is dangerous as a precedent. I think it 
stroys and erases those lines between the legislative and judicia 
provinces and the Departments of the Government which we1 
so wisely drawn and have been sosacredly observed both by th 
courts and the people of the United States under the provisions 


properly 


de- 


| of the Federal Constitution. 


I therefore renew as well as I can and as earnestly as I may 
my protest against even the consideration of legislation of th 


kind. So far from being entitled to special consideration, so fa 
| from having any claim to set aside the unfinished business a1 
be made the special order, it is a bill, sir, which is entitled 1 
no consideration at any time by any member of this body. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the bill pass 
Mr. TURPIE. On that question I call for the yeas and nay 
The yeas and nays were ordered: and the Secretary proceede: 


to call the roll. 


Mr. MCLAURIN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Dixon}. 
Mr. MCMILLAN (when his name was called). I am pair 


with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 

Mr. SHOUP (when his name was called). [ am psired with 
the senior Senator from California [Mr. WuHire]. | no 
know how he would vote on this question, but if he were pr 
ent [ should vote “ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. HARRIS (after having voted in the affirmative). [a 
paired with the Senator from Vermont |Me. MORRILL], whom | 
do not see in his seat, and therefore withdraw my vote. I wis 


do 


| also to announce while on the floor that my colleague |Mr. Baw! 
| is absent under the order of the Senate, 


and that he is paired 
but I do not remember with whom. 


The result was announced—yeas 40, nays 7; as follows: 
YEAS—40. 
Allen Dubois Manderson Quay 
Berry, Faulkner Martin, Rans 
Blackburn, Gorman, Morgan Smiti 
Blanchard, Hale, Murphy Squire 
Call, Hansbrough, Pasco, Stockhbrid 
Chandler, Higgins Petfer, Teller 
Cockrell, Hoar, Pettigrew, Vest 
| Cullom, Hunton Platt, Vilas 
Davis, Lodge, Power, Washburn, 
| Dolph, McPherson Pugh, Wilson 
NAYS—7. 
Camden, George, Kyle, Turpte 
Coke Gray Roach, 
NOT VOTING—37. 
Aldrich, Frye, Lindsay Sherman, 
Allison, Gallinger McLaurin, Shoup, 
Bate, Gibson, McMillan Stewart, 
| Brice, Gordon, Mills, Vance, 
Butler, Harris, Mitchell, Oregon Voorhe+ 
Caffery, Hawley, Mitchell, Wis. White, 
Cameron, Hin, Morrill, Wolcott. 
Carey. Irby, Palmer, 
Daniel, Jones, Ark Perkins, 
Dixon, -+ Jones, Nev Proctor 


descent, devise, judicial sale, grant, or conveyance, in good faith, under the 


original claimant, and are, at the date of this act. and for twenty years prior 
thereto have been, in the quiet adverse possession of such heir, devise, gran- 
tee, or purchaser, or those under whom they claim, such heirs, devisees, 
grantees, or purchasers, upon making proof of theirclaims and adverse pos- 
session as aforesaid, shall be entitled to patents for the land soclaimed and 
occupied by them. 

Other provisions go on to make the decision of the Depar 
ment in this case a finality and strip the courts of their lawful, 
customary, and usual jurisdiction in trying title to real estate. 
I do not know that I haveever heard in the Senate a bill so fully 
serried and saturated with objections to the jurisdiction. How 
can these claims be adverse except toeach other? Who else 
has title, except those who forty years ago made some settle- 
ment there? ft A holds land and B claims having made a prior 
settlement, who is to determine between these two claimants? 
Is the Senate of the United States to make such determination? 
Granting that we have capacity to do it, granting that we could 
make a better settlement, granting that we could make a juster 
settlement, a more equitable settlement of these claims than 
could the courts, are we to determine as to the title either in 
the individual owners or their devisees or heirs or assigns’ | 
answer that it is simply not our province —neither our province 
nor our duty to make any adjustment of these adverse titles or 
hear or determine anything in rel«tion to them. 

This is not the ordinary language of an act of Congress in re- 
lation to the public lands. Questions in relation to the lawful- 


So the bill was passed. 

Mr. DOLPH. I move that the Senate request a conferen 
with the House of Representatives on the bill and amendme: 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. DoLPH, 
Mr. Pasco, and Mr. ALLEN were appointed. 

EXCLUSION OF CHINESE. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam instructed by the Committee on Ap- 
propriations to report back favorably House joint resolution 
146, providing for a special deficiency, and to ask for its present 
consideration. It simply appropriates, in the language of the 
law, $10,000 additional to aid in the Chinese exclusion service 
which the Secretary of the Treasury says is absolutely necessary 
to enable him to complete it within the time prescribed by law. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri asks 
for the present consideration of the joint resolution the title 
of which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A joint resolution (H. Res. 146) providing 
for the payment of salaries and expenses of additional deput; 
collectors‘of internal revenue to carry out the provisions of the 
Chinese exclusion act of May 5, 1892, as amended by the act of 
November 3, 1593. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
at length. 


veod 


The joint resolution will b 
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The joint resolution was read, and, by unanimous consent, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 


TEXARKANA AND FORT SMITH RAILWAY. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. [ask the unanimous consent of the Sen- 
ate for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 1919) author- 
izing the Texarkana and Fort Smith Railway Company to bridge 
Caddo Lake at or near Mooringsport, La.,and Cross Bayou, near 
Shreveport, La. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce wit 
an amendment, insection 1, line 22, after the words ‘‘ to such di- 
rection and,” to strike out ‘‘as nearly as practicable.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


SCHOOL TRUSTEES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. MARTIN. Yesterday I reported from the Committee on 
the District of Columbia a bill to authorize the appointment of 
women as public school trustees in the Districtof Columbia. It 
provides for the appointment by the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia of three women as school trustees. The bill 
has been examined and reported favorably by the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, and it has the indorsement of the Com- 
missioners of the Districtof Columbia. [ask unanimousconsent 
for its present consideration. Itis only a half dozen lines in 
length, and can be disposed of in less than five minutes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas asks for 
the present consideration of the bill (S.1717) to authorize the 
appointment of women as public school trustees in the District 
of Columbia, which will be read for information. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator who reported 
the bill what is the present number of trustees? 

Mr. MARTIN. Iam not prepared to state the present num- 
ber of trustees. Tho bill was prepared by the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia, and at their request it was presented 
here. It has been passed upon by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and I see no objection to it at all. 

Mr. HOAR. There certainly can be no objection to the 49 
pointment of women as school trustees. I do not know what is 
the number of school trustees in the District of Columbia and 
what is the proportion here proposed. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ican not give the Senator accurate informa- 
tion. but I can state to him that the three women as trustees 
would be a very small minority of the board. 

Mr. HOAR. Thatis my objection. It has been said, and I 
suppose truly—I have never seen it contradicted—that of the 
whole number of teachers in all the sche!3 in my own State 95 
percentare women. At any rate there, is a vast preponderance 
of women among our teachers, and I suppose the same thing is 
true or will be true everywhere where thera is a common school 
system in which women take their ordinary share. If that be 
true, I do not think the number of three, if we are going to 
make a provision for women as trustees, ought to be fixed asa 
limit, when, as the Senator from Tennessee thinks, that is a very 
small minority of the board. 

I move to strike out the words “not exceeding three,” so as 
to leave the matter to the discretion of the Commissioners. They 
are all men, and are likely to have the feeling which prevails so 
extensively in regard to keeping the ordinary functions of gov- 
ernment in the hands of men. So there is no danger of their 
abuse of the power. I do not think there should be a legislative 
declaration that there shall be only a very small minority of 
womenon the board. Let the thing take its own natural course. 
If it is abused we can correct it hereafter. I move to strike out 
the words ‘‘ not exceeding three.” Letthe amendment be stated. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iask the Senator from Kansas to let the 
bill go over for this morning. There isa matter I should like 
consider in reference to it. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Chair be good enough to entertain my 
motion to amend the bill? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will entertain the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Massachusetts. 


Mr. HOAR. Let the amendment be stated from the desk, and 
then the bill can go over if there is objec " 
The VICE-P ENT. The will state to the Senator 





from Massachusetts that unanimous consent has not been given 
for the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I beg the Chair’s pardon; I thought the bill had 
been taken up. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill was read for information. 
Is there objection to the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. GORMAN. [I object. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Maryland allow the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill to proceed so far as to have my 
amendment moved? 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Massachusetts can offer the 
amendment and have it pending when the bill comes up. 

Mr. HOAR. I may not be here when the bill comes up. I 
should like to have the amendment appear with the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSecretary will state the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The SECRETARY. In line 4, after the word ‘‘ appoint,” strike 
out the words “ not exceeding three;” so as to read: 

Authorized to appoint women as members of the board. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr.GORMAN. There is. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand the Senator from Maryland did 
not mean to object to the bill so far as to have my amendment 
moved and pending, and then let the bill go over. 

Mr. GORMAN. There is no objection to that, of course. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is upon the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HARRIS. ‘The amendment is simply pending, and the 
bill goes over with the amendment pending. 

Mr. HOAR. That is ail right. 

Mr. HARRIS. Lobject to the consideration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to the present 
consideration of the bill. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 2561) for the relief of Moses W. Carpenter, of 
Johnson County, Ark., Mexican war veteran; 

A bill (H. R. 4720) to pension Lucy Brown, dependent foster 
mother; and 

A bill (H. R. 4780) to pension Thankful Robbins. 

The bill (H. R. 5860) to amend sections 4, 6, and 10, of the act 
of February 9, 1893, entitled ‘‘An act to establish a court of ap- 
peals for the District of Columbia, and for cther purposes,” was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day 
it be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Senator from Maryland to withhold 
the motion for one moment. 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly, I withdraw it. 

Mr. TELLER (to Mr.GoRMAN). Withdraw it for the present. 

Mr. GORMAN. I will withdraw the motion altogether if the 
Senator desires. 

Mr. HARRIS. There was a unanimous consent agreement 
that a certain matter should come up to-morrow, and I think it 
very important that it should be disposed of before Monday. 

Mr. GORMAN. I withdraw the motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is withdrawn. The 
Calendar under Rule VIII is in order. 


ALBERT E. REDSTONE. 


Mr. KYLE. Lask the unanimous consent of the Senate for 
the present consideration of the bi!! (S.1105) for the relief of 
Albert E. Redstone. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read for information. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized to pay, out of any money in the United States Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, the sum of $2.00, to Albert E. Redstone, of are County, 
Cal., for loss sustained by the incorporation of his preémption claim within 
the limits of the Sequoia Park Reservation, Tulare County, Cal. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The SECRETARY read the following report, submitted by Mr. 
PETTIGREW March 14, 1894: 

The Committee on Public Lands have had the bill (S. 1105) for the relief 
of Albert E. Redstone under and report the same back with- 
out amendment, and recommend that the ad 
on ae need navaan of Sh surebeaebine Ot Deneete 
Park Reseryotien t Tulare Cees 
Albert E. Redstone, on the 6th of April, 1889, at the land office at Visalia- 

, filed his preémption declaratory statement, No. 10164, upon the north, 


g 





1894. 


east quarter and the south half of the northeast quarter, and the north- 
west quarter of the southeast quarter of section 28, township +4, range 31 
east, containing 160 acres, and afterwards made extensive improvements 
thereon; building a house, barn, and other buildings; planting trees, shrub- 
bery, and crops of various kinds; building a ditch over a mile long for irri- 
gation and water power, and putting up a 12-foot water wheel, and resided 
upon said land with his family. 

After said reservation was created, embracing the land occupied by said 
Redstone, the Interior Department caused said Redstone and his family to 
be removed therefrom, and refused t» wllow him to perfect his title to the 
same. 

The committee believe the loss resulting to said Redstone by reason of 
these acts of the Government is fully #2,3800. 

The papers hereto attached are made a part of this report. 





City OF WASHINGTON, District of Columbia, sa: 


I, Albert E. Redstone, being duly sworn, on oath depose and say,that lam 
the identical person who, on the 6th day of April, A. D. 188), in the Visalia 
land office in the State of California, did file declaratory statement No. 1016, 
embracing the land described as follows: NE. } NE.},S.4 NE.3, NW.j,S8. 3 
of sec. 28, T. 24.5.,R.31 E., Mount Diablo meridian, containing 160 acres of 
land, according to the United States Government survey. 

That from the day of filing my declaratory statement, No. 1016, on the ¢th 
day of April, A. D. 1889, until the reservation known as the Sequoia Na- 
tional Park was made, myself and my family resided thereon continuously; 
that during the time of my residence thereon I built a frame cottage l4 by 
36 feet, containing three separate rooms, with porch attached; also a frame 
storehouse 10 by 12 feet; also a log stable with hayloft, 20 by 24 feet, 2 miles 
of post and rail and picket feace, an overshot water wheel to drive a mill 
(mill was not quite complete and finished). I planted and had growing 
about 4,000 vines and trees of different varieties; also 60,000 hills of choice 
strawberries, and a great number of other varieties of berries. I[ built and 
dug an irrigating ditch, fully a mile in length; also an improved water 
power. Had all necessary farm and garden implements, and wagons, mules, 
horses, cattle, chickens, etc. 

Deponent further says, that for reason that the Sequoia National Park 
reservation having been made to embrace the NE. 4 NE. }, S. 4, NE. }, and 
NW. } SE. } of section 28, T. 2t S., of R. 31 E., Mount Diablo meridian, the 
lands held by virtue of declaratory statement No. 1016, issued by the Visalia 
land office on the 6th day of April, A. D. 1839, to Albert E. Redstone, that all 
the foregoing described property became a loss and great ruin to himself 


and family. 
ALBERT E. REDSTONE. [SEAL.} 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 12th day of February, 1894. 
JOHN H. ROGERS, 
Notary Public, District of Columbia 


WHITE RIVER, iar h 5, 1891 

1, the undersigned, depose and say that I have been on the premises owned 
by Albert E. Redstone, a preémption now within the limits of the Sequoia 
National Park Reservation; that Isaw the following improvements made 
by the said Albert E. Redstone, viz: A cottage house, a stone house, asta 
12-foot overshot water wheel, picket dooryard fence, corral, rail fences, : 

ating ditch, fruit trees, grapevines. strawberries, blackberries, raspberries, 
Sorter. wheat, and many kind of vegetables; that he owned mules, horses, 
and cattle, farming utensils, wagons, etc., and that the said Redstone was 
continually making improvements on the said reservation up to the time 
that the said reservation was made. 

That the above preémption is in the county of Tulare and State of Califor 
bia. 









W. D. PARSON. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me, a notary public, this5th day of March, 
1894. 
[SEAL.]} J. E. SHUEY, 
Notary Public in the County of Tulare, State of California 


WASHINGTON, D. C., ——— ——, 1893. 
Senator J. H. KYLE: 


Please find the amounts of actual loss to me and my family when the 
“Park Reservation’’ was made in Tulare County, Cal., that rendered my 
house worthless. I had worked on this preémption for about two years as 
hard as any manever worked, and had nearly everything improved to suit 
us for a homestead when the reservation was made and the land incorpo- 
rated in the 7,000 sections, for no just reasonsof benefit to the United States 
and to the detriment of many actual settlers, and I hope a bill will be pre- 
sented by you or Senator S. M. WHITE for my relief, as a precedent. that 
the other settlers injured in like manner and same cause may find relief for 
their loss. 





i. he ciel ohne Migkeink aCe geed RIEK Uae cae auy me . 0 
Ned iin nadnepad seen deieebaniegubion teudéapienes cosctese 100 
i al notin raed ath Chee odes snugeandindddentaibebade coors 600 
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No labor is valued, as the ranch was self-supporting and could produce a 
good living? soon would have been a source of considerable profit, and a 
good home. 

If I couid be placed back on my ranch as when I was compelled to leave ir. 
I would not willingly leave it for $5,000. 

The land-otice entry inclosed will show the quarter section, and that it 
was all done according tolaw. I should have proved up the month the res- 
ervation was made; had residel on the land constantly for two years up to 
the time the reservation was made. 

This, at my age, was the hardest blow I haveever felt. I had madeagreat 
effort to beautify a home and subdue the wild land. But the ruthiess and 
Savace disregard of the rights and interests of citizens at the representa- 
tions and Tequest of a corporation, or their manipulation, robbed us and 
drove us from our rightful heritage. Let the Government now show a ‘is- 
position to redeem its honor in acing justice to ali these injured citizens, as 
good citizens as the United States affords in all respects. ~ 

Hoping you wil! draft a bill and secure a speedy settlement in these cases, 

lam, with great respect, yours, etc., 
ALBERT E. REDSTONE. 
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$3.) LAND OFFICE, VISALIA, CAL., April 6, 18s9 

Mr. Albert E. Redstone has this day paid 8, the register's and receiver's 
fees, to file a declaratory statement, the receipt whereof is hereby acknow!] 
edged. 


No. 10164. } 


Mr. Albert E. Redstone, having paid the fees, has this day filed in this of 
fice his declaratory statement, No. 10164, for NE. }and S. 4 of NE. j,and NW 
4 of SE. }, section 28, township 24S. of range /1 E., containing 160 acres; set 
tled upon April 6, 1889, being unoffered. 

Under the provisions of the preemption laws, the time within which final 
proof is required to be made on unoffered lands expires in thirty-three 
months from date of settlement, or from date of filing of township plat in 
district land office in case of settlement on unsurveyed lands, and on offered 
lands in twelve months from date of settlement, and under act of March 3, 
1879, notice of intention to prove up must be given by publication in a news 
paper, to be designated by the register, for a period of thirty days, or in six 
the names 








T. H. BELL, Receiver 


of the witnesses by whom the necessary facts will be established. 

Notice is, therefore, hereby given that this preemption filing expires on 
January 6, 1892, after which cate the tract will be subject to the claim of any 
other qualified party. 

Very respectfully, 
E. O. MILLER, Reg 

Mr. COCKRELL. I must object to the present consideration 
of the bill; and I shall object to it whenever itcomes up until it 
has been referred to the Interior Department and we hive a re- 
port from it, and until we have some additional evidence to sus- 
tain the value of the property aside from a letter of the claim- 
ant himself. ‘ 

Mr. KYLE. ‘We have an affidavit here sworn to March 5, 
18)4, by Mr. W. D. Parson, of White River, Cal., as to the prop- 
erty that Mr. Redstone had upon the land. My own personal 
judgment in the matter is that the sum due him is more nearly 
$5,000 than $2,800, 

Mr. COCKRELL. The matter does not come to the Senate 
in a proper way. Here is a reservation mide,and a manclaims, 
and it is proposed to pay him, $2,800 for improvements made on 
a pretmption upon which he had simply filed his decla»ation. 
It is within the range of a reservation. Thereportdiscloses the 
fact that there are other claimants here. It may be the entering 
wedge for claims to the amount of a million dollars. We have 
no report from the Department. The report of the Committee 
on Public Lands does not give usany information as to how many 
claims there are of the same class that originated as this has 


done. There has been no investigation made by the Govern- 
ment. I must object to the present consideration of the bill. 
The PRESIDING OF FICER(Mr. Dunoisinthechair). Ther 
is objection to the present consideration of the bill. 
Mr. KYLE. Will the Senator from Missouri withdraw his 


objection in order that I may make a brief statement? 
Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator may make his statement, but 


| I shall object to the consideration of the bill. 


| parties who settled within the present limits of the Seq 
| tional Park 


Mr. KYLE. Mr. President, the claim which is now bef) c the 
Senate brings to mind a series of injustices that have been prac- 
ticed upon the citizens in this section of California. of the 
juoit Na- 
Reservation and in the Yosemite National Park 
Reservation filed, not under the pre*mption law, but under the 
timber law of June 3, 1878. I believe there have been only about 
nine claims filed within the Sequoia Park under the pre‘mption 
law, which required them to make final proof within thirty-three 
months. The claim before us is that of a wealthy man from t 
city of Indianapolis, Ind., who went down in the crash of 187%. 
He took what little he had, went to the State of California, and 
settled upon land which was offered by the Government of the 
United States. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I beg pardon; the committee state in the 
report here and the man swears that they were unoffercd lands. 

Mr. KYLE. They had never been offered to anybody, but 
were opened to settlement under the pre: mption law. He went 
and made his filing, as is shown in the reportof the committee, 
and it was accepted. He went upon the land and lived there for 
a period of more than two years, nearly thirty-three months, 
complied with the law in every particular, built his house and 
his barn, dug an irrigating ditch a mile long, built his over 
shot water wheel, planted out 4,000 vines of different kind 
strawberry plants, grape, blackberry, and raspberry vines, ex- 
pending in all. in my judgment, more thin $2,800. Now, afte: 
he had done this the Government of the United States. by the 
act of October, 1890, withdrew the land from settlement and 
drove off the settlers who had not secured patents for their 
land. These men are helpless under the laws of the United 
States. They are put off their lands by no fault of their own 

Mr. President, I was out in that section of the country a year 
ago as a member of the committee to investigate these troub! 
The committee, of which Mr. Felton, then a Senator fro: 
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to this injustice. I know of the hardships these men have un- 
dergone from the testimony they have given. Now, when a bill 
is brought before Congress to pay one of them a mere pittance, 
only ubout one-quarter, perhaps, of what is due him, with no 
claim whatever for the preémption itself or the time he has 
spent upon the land, then the objection is raised that there is 
nothing due him or any of these settlers. Let the matter go by 
for one, two, or three years, and then it will appear here as one 
of the old claims which will be objected to because itisold. We 
know how these things go. We have bad hundreds of such 
cases before us, and in my judgment the greatest injustice is 
practiced on the part of the United States Government toward 
poor and helpless claimants. I think there should be no objec- 
tion to the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The remarks of the Senator from South 
Daxota show that the bill ought to be objected to. Here he is 
picking one man outof a dozen sufferers and showing him some 
sersonal preference. Why did not the Senator, after he had 
yeon in California with the special committee, bring before the 
Senate the claims of all these men who, he says, have been so 
outraged, so that we could consider the whole of them at once, 
and not bring in here one individual claim as a mere entering 
wedve without having all the facts before the Senate and with- 
out enabling the Senate to vote intelligently and conservativel 
upon the question? The Senator's own report shows the bill 
ought not to be considered. 

Mr. KYLE. I will answer the Senator from Missouri. A 
bill has already been introduced and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands for the appointment of a commission to ap- 
praise and pay the damages which have been sustained by the 
setticrs. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why does not the Senator wait until that 
is di ne? 

Mr. KYLE. The factis,it brings in a large number of claims 
within the Sequoia Park of Kaweah colonists, a coiperative 
colony which settled upon these lands,and against whom there 
has been a great deal of objection on the t of the Secretary 
of the Interior and the Committee on Public Lands. Therefore 
it is thought best not to bring in at this time the whole of these 
ob'ected claims. But this claim is one to which there was ab- 
solutely no ob,ection on the part of the Secretary of the Interior 
or the Committee on Public Lands. There is not one Senatoron 
the Committee on Public Lands to-day who will object to the 
bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill. 

Mr. KYLE. I move to take up the bill. 

Tho PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senater from South Dakota to take up the bill, notwith- 
standing the objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
toe ev ll the rell. 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from New York{Mr. Hruu]j. I do not know how he 
would vote if present, and I withhold my vote. 


Mr. MILLS (when his name was ed). I am red with 
the Senater from New Hampshire {[Mr. GALLINGER}. 
Mr. SHOUP (when his name was called). I announce 


my pair with the senior Senator from California [Mr. Warre]. 
Not knowing how he would vote, I withhold my own vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. I inquire if the senior Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. GRAY] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr. CULLOM., I have a general pair with that Senator, and 
I will therefore withheld my vote. 

Mv. HIGGINS. I am with the senior Senator from 
New Jersey |Mr. MCPHERSON]. Not knowing how he would 
vote, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. VILAS. Iam paired with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
Mircue.y). I therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
a senior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] 

vo ‘e 

The PRESLDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

— BLACKBURN. Iam paired with that Senator, and with- 
w vote. 

The PRESLDING OFFICER (Mr. Dusoss in the chair, after 
neste voted in the affirmative). The Chair will announce his 
ss th the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr.SmiTu}. The 

does not see the Senator from New Jersey in his seat, and 
therefore withdraws his vote. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. In the absence of the junior Senator 
from New [Mr. Smrru]} I ask leave to transfer pair 
with the senior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] to the 
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Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH], so as to allow the pres- 
ent occupant of the chair and myself to vote. I vote “yea.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair votes “yea.” 

Mr. VILAS. I do not think, perhaps, in view of the arrange- 
ment made between the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MrrTcHELL] 
and myself, that I ought to withhold my vote if no quorum has 
voted. I will therefore vote * yea.” 

The result was announced-—yeas 37, nays 6; as follows: 





YEAS—37. 

| Allen, Daniel, Martin, Ransom, 
Allison, Davis, Mitchell, Wis. Roach, 
Berry, Dubois, Morgan, Squire, 
Blackburn, Faulkner, Morrul, Teller, 
Blanchard, Frye, Pasco, Turpie. 

| Duwery, George, Peffer, Vilas, 
Call, Hansbrough, Pettigrew, Wilson. 
Camden, Hunton, Platt, . 
Chandler, Kyle, Pugh, 

Coke, McLaurin, Quay, 

NAYS—46. 
Cockrell, Gorman, Harris, Vest. 
Dolph, Hale, 
NOT VOTING—4I. 
Aldrich, Gray, McPherson, Smith, 
Bate, Hawley, Manderson, Stewart 
Brice, en Mills, Stockbridge, 
Butler, Hill, Mitchell, Oregon Vance, 
Cameron, Hoar, Murphy, Voorhees. 
Carey, Irby, Palmer, Washburn, 
‘ullom, Jones, Ark. Perkins, White, 

Dixon, Jones, Nev. Power, Wolcott. 
Gallinger, Lindsay, Proctor, 
Gibson, Ott Sherman, 
Gordon, Mc Millan, Shoup, 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 1105) for the re- 
lief of Albert E, Redstone. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to call attention to this claim. 
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Senator J. H. KYLE: 

Please find the amounts of actual loss to me and my family when the 
‘Park Reservation’’ was made in Tulare County, Cal., that rendered my 
house worthless. I had worked on this pre@émption for about two years as 
as any man ever worked, and had nearly everything improved to suit 
us for a homestead when the reservation was made and the land incorpo- 
rated in the 7,000 sections, for no just reasons of benefit to the United States 
and to the detriment of many actual settlers. 

There were ‘‘many actual settlers” there— 


and I hope a bill will be presented by you or Senator S. M. WHITE for my 
relief, as a precedent, that the other settlers injured in a like manner and 
same cause may find relief for their loss. 


sted ah os anne ccbckneadadecdneaciccnpaenbtnsenndaedunnsaee 
Five hundred and fifty dollars is the charge for it. The house 
in the affidavit of Mr. Redstone is stated to have been— 


| @ frame cottage 14 by 36 feet, containing three separate rooms, with porch 
| attached; also a frame storehouse 10 by 12 feet. 


| That is, $550; I read from his account: 

i, GA Riis wud alintle cuales os Ace satin shan sineneiiee cone ndée Sitiine vee aditine + $190 
The only barn he describes in his affidavit is ‘‘a log stable 

| with hay loft, 20 by 24 feet. For that barn (he calis it a barn in 
his account to the Senator from South Dakota) he claims $100. 


9° 





Two miles of aoe and rail and picket fence, an overshot water wheel to 
| drive a mill (mill was not quite complete and finished). 
Again I read from his account: 
ttn ie band itinenkntdnonisdininde.shseasecenantmuie tube 3600 
He says in his affidavit: 


I plantedand had growing about 4,000 vines and trees of different varieties; 
a hills of choice strawberries, and a great number of other varieties 
berries. 


For that there is claimed $600. I read again from his account: 


Water wheel 
a ne in cong iiinnpaieiebelnin dn eeie $500 


Five hundred dollars for loss on stock and implements! The 
stock was not taken by the Government. The stock was not dedi- 
cated to the use of the park. I have seen a great many claims 
come before , and I have seen them reported, but I have 
never yet seen where an imaginary injury or an inconsequential 
loss upon mere personal property which was movable has been 
compsarsset for by act of ress; and if the Senator from 
South Dakotacan pointto one solitary instance [ will thank him 
or any other Senator todo so. I read from his account: 

Se RE RI SU i sere sc cn nn nena cemsgnan connesawecss aes $500 
Ditch, 1 mile long 
Water power................... AM niibitiidnidbiiie sdk ioainkaeins tnaokalgeaeniae 
. eee My understanding is that the last item is not 

n . 

Mr. COCKRELL. My good friend from Arkansas says it is 
not in the bill. That ng nace Aged I wanted to make an ex- 
and to have the b over. The distinguished 

chairman of the Committee on Public Lands, who is so watch- 
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ful and careful, now states that it is his understanding the item 
is notin the bill. It is in the bill. 

Mr. BERRY. 
moment? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. This claim wasreferred toa special committee. 


My understanding of what the committee intended was to allow | 


for the actual damages to the property taken. 
the laws of the United States, took this 
he had a right to take. Heinvested all that he had. de built 
the house; he built the fences; he put out the fruit trees and 
smaller fruit,and made the improvements of the water wheel, 
and had his barn. It was every dollar that he had on earth. 


This man, under 


The United States, after he had oecupied the land some two | 
He was | 


ears, passed a law reserving the land for a park. 
orced away from there by the soldiers of the United States and 
not permitted to remain on it. 


ought to pay him his actual losses. My understanding was, 


however, as I said, that when the bill was reported back by the | 
Senator from South Dakota he had taken out the damages that | 


referred to the injury to the stock and also for the water power 
to which the Senator refers; at least there was some conversa- 
tion to that effect in the committee and I was under the im- 
pression that the allowance had been reduced by that amount. 

J think the Government ought to pay him for the balance of 
the property. I think it was an outrage for the Government to 
desivoy the man’s property in that way, turn him out of house 
and home when he had entered the land under the laws of the 
United States, when he had aright to go there under the pvre- 
emption laws. 


force at the time. The land wasafterwards reserved, and when 


he was removed in the manner he wasI think he ought to be | 


paid what he was actually damaged. But if the items men- 


tioned by the Senator from Missouri go to make up the total of | 
the dill 1 think the Senator from Missouri is right and that part | 


ought to be stricken out, because I think the actual damages are 
all he ought to be compensated for. 

Mr. COCKRELL. indorse everything the Senator from 
Ark insas says, as I knew I would do. 

Mr. GEOKGE. I wish to ask the Senator from Arkansas a 
question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 


Mr. GEORGE. I wish to ask the Senator from Arkansas if | 
on the land under the law of the United | 


this man was righitfull 


States how could the United States put him off? 


Mr. BERRY. My information is that the courts have held | 


that in pre’mption claims until the patent is issued the party 
has no such vested right that the law would protect him; that 
the Government afterwards reserved the land, and under the 
decisions of the court they had the 
destroy his property. Thatis my information as to the law. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Before the word ‘‘dollars,’ in line 6, I 
more to strike out ‘‘ 2,800” and insert ‘'1,800.” That will cor- 
respond exactly with what the Senator from Arkansas has said 
and to which I make no ob’ection. Lam not raising the point 
and denying that a fair, equitable, and just compensation should 
be made for actual losses, but not for Aer y= eae or remote 
damages. I hope the Senator from South Dakota will agree to 
the amendment. 

Mr. GEORGE. What item does the Senator from Missouri 
propose to strike out? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I propose to strike out two items which 
are included and make the amount $2,800, one for water power, 
$500, and the other loss on stock and implements, $500. 

Mr. KYLE. If I could have my way 1 would move an amend- 
ment to put in $1,000 more, instead of striking out $1,000. I be- 
lieve in justice to the settlers of the United States who go upon 
the public lands. This man haS not referred to the equity in 
his case, as far as the land is concerned. The claimant had 
gone upon that land according to the invitation of the United 

tates Government, and had lived there for a period of two 
years and more. He has a right, therefore, in addition to his 
movable property, to bring in a bill of equity against the United 
States for his right in the land itself. So that there can be no 
question in regard to the amount named in the bill. 

Mr. CALL. How about the water power? 

Mr. KYLE. Well, in regard to that, he puts in $100 for a 
water wheel, which is a very low estimate indeed for an over- 
shot water wheel, and $500 for his water power. The water was 
a part of his vested right in consequence of having filed upon 
the land under the laws of the United States; aud in addition to 
that, getting water to the wheel ready to operate the mill is suf- 
ficient to warrant the amount charged. 

Mr. GEORGE. He puts that cost at $500. 
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Will the Senator from Missouri permit me a | 


poetnetion claim, which | 


I believe that_the Government | 


He went there and complied with every law in | 


wer to remove him and | 
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| Mr. KYLE. He puts that at $500, including labor expended 


| in securing the water necessary to run the wheel. I do not 
think that $500 for the water power and $100 for the wheel is an 
overcharge. 


Mr. BERRY. The wheel is all right. 

Mr. KYLE. Now, as to the moving of the stock, we learned a 
few things about stock removals on our trip to California one 
year ago. We found that settiers had filed upon lands within 
the Sequoia and Yosemite National Parks, and that when the 
law of 1890 was passed they were driven off by the bayonets of 
| the United States troops, and were forbidden under direction of 
| the United States Government to cross the reservation either 
| to or from their claims, whether patented or not. 

This is the injustice practiced by the United States Govern- 
ment. More than that, they not only drove their cattle off the 
| lands, but drove them across the mountains, according to the 
testimony given. Several hundred cattle were driven across 
the mountains, which have not been heard from since. They 
were driven by the soldiers. 

Mr. GEORGE. Did this man lose his cattle? 
| Mr. KYLE. This man was drivenoff his claim by the soldiers 
of the United States. He was forced to take his cows and his 
chickens, his horses and mules, and move them forthwith some- 
| where. He did not know where he was to go. Nobody knew 

where he could go; and be‘ore it was possible to dispose of the 

property in a legitimate way in order to realize from it or to get 
| upon land again, he lost a valuable team of mules and also cer- 
tain small stock to the value, in his judgment, of more than $500; 
but he has been considerate enough here to place the damage 
at $500. 

Mr. ALLISON. Idesire toask the Senator from South Dakota 
whether this claim has been investigated by the Interior De- 
partment or by any Department of the Government, and if so 
what report has been made upon it. I have glanced over the 
report, but I failed to sce any statement from the Interior De- 
partment or the Land Office, which it seems to me should give 
us some information upon the question which we could perhaps 
regard as suflicient. 

Mr. KYLE. The Interior Department can give no further 
examination than we have here. The Land Office has given its 
sanction in the report to the effect that these settlers filed upon 
the land according to the invitation of the Government April 6, 
1889. The Jnterior Department would be able perhaps to send 
special agents out to California and investigate the matter and 
take affidavits as to the amount of property he had. We fur- 
nish here the affidavit of the claimant himself and other citizens 
| as to the amount of the property. 
| Mr.COCKRELL. One other. 
| Mr. KYLE. There is the affidavit of Mr. W. 
| underneath his own. 
| .Mr. COCKRELL. 
‘* other affidavits.” 

Mr. KYLE. There can be a hundred gotten from that i 
| diate community. 
| Mr. COCKRELL. But they have not been gotten. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to say in this connection that a 
committee was appointed by the Senate of the United Stites, 


D. Parson righ 


That is one affidavit. The Senator said 


the committee being composed of the Senator from South Da- 
kota*{|Mr. KYLE], the Senator from California [Mr. Felton], 
and the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], who went out 
and !ooked into this matter ina general way. I presume thit 
my colleague can give some information in that direction in re- 
gard to this case. I do notin the report—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Da- 
kota will please suspend. The hour of 2 oclock having arrived, 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, which 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 341) to submit to the Court of 
Private Land Claims, established by anact of Congress approved 
March 3, 1891, the title of William McGarrahan to the Rancho 
Panoche Grande, in the State of California, and for other pur 





poses. 

Mr. KYLE. I should like to proceed with the bill which has 
been under consideration. I think it would not take more than 
ten minutes perhaps to finish it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Da- 
kota asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business be laid 
aside temporarily for the purpose of continuing the considera- 
tion of the bill which was before the Senate at the expiration of 
the morning hour. Is there objection? 

Mr. HARRIS. Ido not see the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER] in his seat, who is in charge of the unfinished business. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Colorado, in charge of 
the bili, is in the Chamber, but he is not giving attention to 
what is going on. 

Mr. TELLER. 


[think I shall have to insist upon going on 
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with the regular order. J know the bill which has been under 
consideration is bound to take some time. The Senator from 
South Dakota thinks it could soon be disposed of, but I know it 
will take time. I think I shall have to call for the regular 
order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Objection is made to the re- 
quest of the Senator from South Dakota. The bill which bas 
been before the Senate will retain its place on the Calendar, and 
the unfinished business will be proceeded with. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
ToOWLes, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following énrolled joint resolutions, and 
they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 144) authorizing and directing the 
Secretary of the ‘Treasury to receive at the subtreasury in the 
city of New York, from R. T. Wilson & Co., or assigns, the 
money amounting to $6,740,000, to be paid to the Cherokee Nation, 
and to place the same to the credit of the Cherokes Nation; and 

A joint resolution (EH. Res. 147) to transfer furniture to United 
States courts at Chicago, Ill. 

WILLIAM M’GARRAHAN. 

The Sen te, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 341) to submit to the Court of Private 
Land Claims, established by an act of Congress approved March 
3, 1891, the title of William McGarrahan to the Rancho Panoche 
Grande, in the State of California, and for other purposes, the 
a question being on the amendment submitted by Mr. 

ORRLLL. . 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, I have no desire to make any 
record in respect to this bill or to make any speech in opposition 
to it; but it became my duty to examine it, and 1 found myself 
forced to a certain conclusion in regard toit. I desire to ask 
the attention of the Senators to the nature of the bill, as it is 
written with a view to considering certain amendments which, 
I think, should be made before it ts passed, if it is to be passed, 
as seems indicated. 

No one of us who has met day after day for years the unob- 
trusive, gentle, and kindly-looking old man who is interested 
in this bill but feels moved—at least Ido very much —toward him 
as a long claimant of what he esteems to his rights: and I 
could not take the position I am obliged to assume without hav- 
ing made a careful examination of the case—indeed, an examina- 
tion entered upon rather with the hope that it would lead toa 
conclusion different from that which has been forced upon me. 

Let me say another thing. The Judiciary Committee con- 
sented to the report of this bail as an old matter with which the 
Senate is very familiar, and although no minority report was 
made, it was understood that members who did not agree with 
the report were not bound by it in any sense. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me to 
stite that ata former session of Congress the Judiciary Committee 
made a thorough examination, through a subcommittee, of the 
bill, but at this last session we did not do so; we acted upon it 
as having been formerly reported favorably. 

Mr. VILAS. AsI sald, the only object re have in making any 
observations at all upon it is in the hope that, old as this claim 
is, aee hammered as it has been before Congress, hackneyed 
and trite as it is, it may yet be possible to n attention suffi- 
cient to cause those amendments to be made to this proposed 
mesure which certainly ought to be made before it is enacted 
by Congress. 

Let me state, in a word, the ae ition that I think must 
challenge every one's attention who listens tome. This claim 
has been in regular and due form of law litigated before the 
courts of the United States from beginning to end. The Su- 
preme Court of the United States, upon an investigation of the 
evidence presented in support of it, decided that no grant was 
made by the governor of that portion of Mexico in which this 
land iay before it became parcel of the territory of the United 
States; or, to speak a little more exactly, they decided that the 
cheng which were presented did not prove any grant to have 

nm made. Therefore they orde the petition to be dis- 
missed; a final judgment which, if it had been rendered be- 
tween two private citizens, would have been so effectually a bar 
against the reconsideration of any question involved that Con- 
gress would have ed no power to reinstate that litigation. 

Mr. GEORGE. What was the date? 

Mr. VILAS. The decision was made in 1865,I believe. I 
will presently call at‘ention to it. 

Mr. HUNTON. The Senator means the last decision. 

Mr. VILAS. I mean the decisionin the case of Gomezagainst 
the United States, in which under the statute enacted by Congress 
he prosecuted in regular form of law his petition for this t. 

1 presume the proposition will be disputed by noone. It can 
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not be disputed successfully, and I have no idea that any of the 
Senators who represent Mr. McGarrahan’s interest in this matter 
will dispute it. But it issaid that inasmuch as the United States 
were one of the parties to the litigation, then Congress does pos- 
sess the power, for one of the parties to waive the benefit of the 
judgment which has been rendered in favor of the United States, 
and even to grant this land in controversy tothe claimant. Mr. 
President, perhaps as matter of power there may be no doubt 
about that proposition, and yet it ought to be remembered that 
in the exercise of that power Congress is the trustee of the peo- 
ple of the United States and is bound to deal with this subject 
and their interests in a faithful manner. 

But what, then, is the claim of rightof Mr. MeGarrahan or the 
| claim to the grace of the United States on the partof Mr. MeGarra- 
| han? Itis thatamistake was made in that judgment whereby his 
justrights were deniedtohim. Mr. President,a challenge of that 

kind on the paft of the claimant, in the first place, isachallenge 
of the Supreme Court of the United States. It challenges the 
intelligence with which they considered the case if it does not 
(and [am sure that will be disavowed) challenge the fairness 
with which they considered it. 

I doubt if the Senate, with a due senso of self-respect, is likely 
to indulge the notion that the Supreme Court of the United States 
failed to give to that case, with all the interests which it in- 
volved, argued before it by as able counsel as those great inter- 
ests could secure, an intelligent examination, and have so far 
failed as that the Senate can be warranted in overthrowing 
their judgment, ay upon such an examination as is likely 
to be given to the case by individual Senators. Surely there 
ought to be a plain reason for such a view. However, I shall 
not enter at any particular length intothat. For one, although 
I do not think this proposed legislation ought to be passed, I 
should care very little; I would make no observation against it, 
provided only the one method were pursued in the bill upon 
which alone, as it seems to me, the Senate of the United States 
can decently proceed, and not arraign impliedly the intelligence, 
wisdom, or fairness of the Supreme Court, the greatest judicial 
tribunal perhaps in the world, certainly unexcelled by any. 

The proposition from the claimant ought to be only that he 
asks a perfectly open, fair, retrial of the case de novo. I am 
willing he should have it in deference to the opinions of those 
Senators who have expressed themselves in the past as well as 
in the present Congress, in favor of the idea that some right. 
may have been denied the claimant. I would be quite willing 
that there should be no risk that any right was denied him, and, 
therefore, that heshould have this éxtraordinary measure given 
him after the full an1 complete judicial investigation of which 
I have spoken, notwithstanding the perfect bar upon his claim 
in law—if it be a reéxamination upon the merits. All that I 
propose ¢o urge in respect to the bill is that it shall be soamended 
as that that re‘xamination shall be fair upon the merits, and it 
certainly seems to me that no Senator can reasonably object to 
that proposition. 

Now, let me observe, first, that the second section of the bill, 
instead of turning this case over to the tribunal to which it is 
to de committed unfettered and unprejudiced, declares that that 
tribunal shall accept as evidence, what? Not only the docu- 
ments which would unquestionably be evidence in themselves, 
but all the various affidavits, all the various ex parte representa- 
tions, proofs, depositions, or what not, that have been taken at 
any time in the course of all the protracted litigation and con- 
sideration of this subject for forty years, whether taken before 
any notary public or before any commiitee of the Senate or 
House of Representatives, thus turning upon the tribunal to 
which is committed the task of reinvestigating an ancient con- 
troversy like this a stream of testimony which is from its very 
nature polluted and stands op d toevery principle of evidence 
by which causes are examined in court and the truth ascertained. 

I shall move, therefore, to end the second section of the 
bill. I do not care to enter at any length upon the discussion of 
the detail of it beyond whatI have said. I shall ask the Senate 
to amend it so that instead of its being a mandate to the court to 
receive as evidence (for that is the present language of it) these 
matters of the nature indicated, it shall simply provide that the 
court may admit in evidence all of those documents and papers 
with an addition to the effect that the court shall ascribe to any 
and all such evidence only such weight and effect as it shall, in 
the judgment of the court, require, the purpose of this act being 
only to afford a fair trial of the claim to said land and not to 
either make a grant or create any presumption in favor of one. 

I can conceive of no objection to that language which can be 
urged by any friend of the bill whois ready to say that all that 
is sought by this em is to ascertain the truth. 

I also most cordially support the proposition for an amend- 
ment to the bill submitted by the distinguished Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], and I think that no one of his fellow 
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Senators here but must have felt in a greater or less degree the 
admiration which his sturdy conduct in the defense of the pub- 
lic interests has excited in me, at his age and under his weight 
of years contesting with the vigor and power he has shown in 

resenting his objections to the passage of this bill. Enough 
coe been said by that Senator: but let me add this: The su- 
preme court of California has passed upon this very proposition, 
and they held that the survey which the claimant procured him- 
self, and paid for under a law of Congress which permitted it, is 
not a survey such as finally determines the boundaries and lim- 
its of the grant, but is to be accepted as merely prima facie evi- 
dence. The survey so procured, which has no other quality than 
that of prima facie evidence, this bill proposes to incorporate 


into the very bone of the case, which ought to be submitted to | 


the court for a trial de novo, for original investigation. 

The proposition of the distinguished Senator from Vermont 
is to strike out the clause which thus commands the acceptance 
of that survey and to insert instead the regular procedure which 
the law in regard to the land claims coming with our Mexican 
conquest rejuires, namely, that when a grant shall have been 


established so that it isentitled to ba located, the proper method | 
shall be pursued by which that location shall be determined, not | 


at the instigation and cost merely of the claimant, but according 
to the regular procedure of the General Land Office by its proper 
surveyors, and with the understanding that it is to determine 
the boundaries and limits of the grant. 

Strangely, sir, a map exists in which this same grant is found 
twice located,as I am advised,and in one instance it was placed 
in a different quarter from that where it was fixed by the sur- 
vey which the claimant obtained to be made. 

Mr. TELLER. 
map, and not the map of the claimant. 
sponsible for their map. 

Mr. VILAS. Itisenough. The Senator from Colorado may 
be correctin that. I amcharging the claimant with no responsi- 
bility for the map of the New Idria Mining Company, but I am ob- 
serving that the uncertainty in reference to the true location of 
the grant is evidenced by that map, and if there be opportunity 
given to contest the claim of this claimant, a survey which he 
procured as a private survey, and which has no other quality 
than merely prima facie evidence, ought not to be fixed by the 
pending billas a thing into which the court can not inquire. 

* Mr. President, those two propositions with reference to the 
pending bill appear to me to be absolutely unanswerable. I do 


not understand how anyone with all the sympathy he may feel | 


for the claimant, should be unwilling when granting the extraor- 
dinary privilege of an entire new trial of this claim which the 
Supreme Court has decided absolutely and forever against him 
as a matter of law, to provide simply that the trial shall be a 
fair one. 

The late Chief Magistrate, Gen. Harrison, vetoed a bill, among 
other reasons, because it contained provisions giving arbitrary 
directions in respect to an examination which ought to be free 
and open. Itseems tome that no Executive could take a dif- 
ferent view in respect to a measure which, professing to insti- 
tute an inquiry in the interest of justice, accompanies that pro- 
fession with such directions as foreclose the inquiry from the 
beginning. All I ask in respect to this bill is that in dealing 
with this old rejected claim the United States shall be given a 
chance to prove what the Supreme Court has once decided as a 
fact—that there never was a grant made, or that no evidence 
justifies taking from the Government its possessions: and that 
the claimant shall have only what he shows clear right to. 

My distinguished friend from Virginia |[Mr. HUNTON] yester- 
day discussed, as if this case involved it, the proposition that 
the United States ought to observe the faith of its treaties. 
Nobody has the slightest objection. It is in no sense involved; 
there is no question of the faith of a treaty. Nobody contends 
for an instant that if there was a grant, the United States shall 
withhold from the grantee his right to the land contained in 
that grant. The whole proposition is that there never was a 
grant. It is only another instance, so it is said, of those numer- 
ous claims which were fixed upon the United States and prose- 
cuted by fraud hardly ever surpassed in the history of the world, 
arising out of the treaty of Guadalupe-Hidalgo, by which grants 
made prior to the Mexican cession were to be confirmed by the 
United States. Hereis a case in which only one man testified be- 
fore the board of commissioners to investigate it that he had seen 
anything which was claimed to be a grant. No grant has been 

-produced; the terms of no grant have been recounted; the con- 
tents of a paper containing an alleged grant have never been re- 
vealed by any witness; but only ast“é*ment has been made that 
a witness had seen a paper which the Mexican claimant, Gomez, 
said to him was a grant of land, and that was for 4 leagues of 
land, when the written request for the grant, which does abide, 
was for 3 leagues. Such is the testimony. 
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That witness testified also to the fact that he saw affixed to 
| that grant the disefio, or map, which is in fact found aftixed to 


the expediente, or application, which does survive. No wonder 
the Supreme Court said there was nothing of evidence to war- 
rant the idea of a grant. 

| There have been in this business many charges made. Ow 
d’stinguished friend, the Senator from Virginia, made a some- 

| what extraordinary statement, | supposea casual slip. He said 

In the mean time a man by the name of Ogier was judge of the district 

court in California, and he became » violent partisan of the New I ’ Min 
ing Company, | suppose for reasons sufficient unto himself. Here. aside 
the order confirming the grant, after he had made it more than ears 

| preceding. When the case had gone to the Supreme Court of 1 ited 
States and had there been a‘tirmed by dismissal of the decree and | issu 
ing of amandate, Judge Ogier undertook toset aside hisowndecre I need 
not tell the lawyers of the senate that no judge on earth, no court ur h 
canopy of heaven, has the right to interfere even with his own orders after 
the term in which the order was madeisended. But JudgeOgier, more than 
five years after the rendition of the decree, set it aside and ordered a new 
trial. 

( : : . re al * 

| The distinguished Senator from Virginia has been along time 





| counsel for Mr. McGarrahan in the prosecution of this claim, and 
of course meant to state the fact correctly, but his recollection, | 
think, failed him somewhat. 

Judge Ogier was the judge not “in the mean time,” but to 
whom the case first was addressed in the court where the decree 
was entered, the district judge of the United States for the 
southern district of California. When that case came before 
him it was in this wise: The petition for the confirm tion of 
this grant was made for Vincente P. Gomez, the original claim- 
ant, by Pacificus Ord, his attorney. That attorney had an ar- 
| rangement with Gomez by which he was to have half the land. 
It was the old illustration of campum partire, by which the at- 
torney prosecuting the claim was to divide the field which was 
to be recovered. It was therefore obnoxious to the common-law 
objection of champerty. Such wag the aspectof the case before 
| the Board of Land Commissioners, all perfectly regular other- 
| wise, so far asI have had my attention called to it. He pre- 
sented the evidence before the commissioners. They rejected 
| the claim. In a note by the clerk stating why they rejected the 
| claim, it is said that the evidence of the grant was satisfactory, 
| but there was no evidence of any occupation. 

Mr. MILLS. 


What was the date of the application for the 





land? 
| Mr. VILAS. To the Mexican Government? 
| Mr. MILLS. Yes, sir. 
Mr. VILAS. Eighteen hundred and forty-four; and it is 


| claimed that Gov. Micheltorena left Monterey in 1845, or within 
|; a year, if Iremember rightly, and there is much opportunity 
for doubt whether he ever undertook any step in regard to it, 
| except to direct the original inquiry. 

| But to return to the conduct of Judge Ogier, which is urged 
| as a reason for the passage of this bill by the Senator from Vir- 
| ginia. After the appeal from the decision of the Board of Land 
| Commissioners the case stood in the district court of the United 
States, as all such cases stood, and among a great number of 
others. There is no very certain evidence that any other attor- 
ney was ever employed than Mr. Ord; but before the case came 
on for hearing, Mr. Ord had beon made the district attorney of 
the United States. So he stood representative of the United 
States to defend a claim which the commissioners had rejected 
and which had been appealed by himself for his client from their 
rejection, of the fruit of which he wastoshare. He says in ex- 
culpation of his conduct that he represented te the Attorney- 
General’s Office the necessity for some other person to act on 
behalf of the United States, and they gave no heed and made 
no provision, which matters not, except to show that he knew 
he ought not to act. 

But he did act, and one day, on the 5th of June, 1857, he asked 
an attorney of thenameof Hartman, of the firm of Sloan & Hart- 
man, to represent the claimant on that appeal by presenting 
the record to the court, stating that there would be no contest 
over it, and nothing more would be required to be done. Mr. 
Hartman did present that record, and thereupon the district at- 
torney, knowing he had no right to act for the United Stites, 
said to the court that the United States did not desire to contest 
the case; that the Land Commissioners thought there was evi- 
dence of a grant; that the ob ection that occupation was neces- 
sary had been overruled by the Supreme Court, and therefore 
there was no contest. Thereupon Judge Ogier ordered a minute 
to be entered, as of course, directing that a decree of confirma- 
tion should be entered. That minute was entered by the clerk 
on the 5th of June, 1857, which counsel spoke of as the date for 
the beginning of the statute of limitations on appeals to run. 

Subsequently Mr. Ord, who had represented to the court that 
the United States has no objection to the confirmation of the 

rant, took some steps as if to enter an appeal on behalf of the 
Gnited States, but what happened was, that after that alleged 
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appeal was entered by Mr. Ord, the papers, or atranscript, were 
filed in the Supreme Court as if a return to that appeal. Appli- 
cation was made to the Supreme Court by Gomez to docket and 
dismiss the appeal for want of prosecution, and the Supreme 
Court entered an order docketing and dismissing that appeal 
accordingly. 

Subsequently the Attorney-General of the United States, 
Judge Black, moved the Supreme Court to vacate that order and 
recall that mandate, because the whole proceeding was a fraud, 
no appeal had been taken by the United States, no appeal had 
been allowed in the court below, and the Supreme Court had no 
jurisdiction. That motion was granted by the Supreme Court, 
being another one of the instances of wait of intelligence and 
judicic.t wisdom imputed to that body in order tosecure the pas- 
sage of this bill. Meantime Judge Ogier had become aware of 
the fact that he had been imposed upon. A motion had been 
entered before him in the term at which he made this minute 
and before the decree was entered, when he had only directed 
it, that motion was postponed by him, and thereby he retained 
jurisdiction to deal with the case after the term; and when sub- 
sequently to the term he ascertained how he had been imposed 
upon, like an upright judge, not, as the distinguished Senator 
from Virginia said, as a partisan of the New Idria Mining Com- 

y, but as a judge who felt himself outraged by the manner 
n which a judicial decree had been wrung from him, he ordered 
a new trial of the case. 

Mr. HUNTON, Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. VILAS. Certainly. 

Mr. HUNTON. Dol understand the Senator to state to the 
Senate that the motion b2fore Judge Ogier for a new trial was 
made at the term during which the judgment was rendered? 

Mr. VILAS. No, sir. 

Mr. HUNTON. If it was not, I ask the Senator the question 
whether he asa lawyer does not know that a judge upon the 
bench, whatever may be the grade of the court, has no power to 
interfere with a judgment which he himself rendered at a pre- 
ceding term? 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, I need not speculate with my 
distinguished friend from Virginia in a matter of professional 
opinion, for | happen to hold in my hand an authority upon the 
very point we are discussing. The Supreme Court has dealt 
with the particular instance of which we are speaking, and I will 
ask the Senator's attention to page 337 of 23 Howard's Reports. 
This is what was stated by the court. I shall read but a part, 
though the court reviews the whole matter: 

But Judge Ogier, feeling an thinking that he had improvidently given a 
judgment of confirmation. did continue the he: of the motions to obtain 

roofs, if any could be had, concerning the contrivance by which he had 
nimposed upon. A commission was issued by him for that purpose, 
and under it Mr. Sloan made the affidavit den all connection and attor- 
neyship for Gomez, as has alrealy been recited this opinion. The case 
then remained in the district court as it was when the motions which were 
made, without any further action upon that for an appeal. 
This narrative has been given from documents, sitions, and declara- 
tions of the parties concerned in the case, and also by other persons, appar- 
ently disinterested, in % to the land. They will be found either on 
the record u which the cause was docketed and dismissed in this court 
or in the of exhibits sent to this court »y Judge Ogier, which were ob- 
tained to enable to act un ly upon the merits of the case, 
The case being stili before the court— 

The italics are of Mr. Justice Wayne’s own making; at least 
they are in the report— 
we do not perceive any irregularity in the proceedings. 

Mr. President, if the Supreme Court perceived no irregu- 
larity in the proceedings of Judge Ogier, if they ascribe to him 
the exercise of the duty of an upright judge who had improvi- 
dently made an order by reason of some contrivance p upon 
him—I am using the language of the Supreme Court—it would 
seem to me that sufficiently answers the suggestion of our dis- 
tinguished friend from Virginia, that— 

In the meantime aman by the name of Ogier was judge of the district 
court in California, and he became a violent of the New Idria 


es Company, I suppose for reasons sw t unto himself. He set 
aside the order confirming the grant, after he had made it more than five 
years preceding. 


Let me observe that in respect of the matter of time the 
distinguished Senator from Virginia was far off. Long before 
the expiration of the five Judge Ogier was dead. He 
made this order for a new within a —I can notremem- 
ber the exact time—but within a year, if I am not mistaken, of 
the entry of the minute when he had directed a decree. 

After Judge Ogier died, and while the new trial was depend- 
ing which he had ordered, a new man came to ment as his 
successor, and certainly of that new judge it can be safely said 
that he was no “partisan of the New Idria Company,” 
for he determined then, upon a motion made by attorneys 
for Mr. McGarrahan, who had become the owner of the claim, 
that Judge Ogier did not possess the power which the Supreme 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


MARCH 29, 


Court afterwards said he did possess; that he had no power to 
grant a new trial after the term, under whatever conditions. 

Then an ap was taken in August, 1862, the litigation in 
the Supreme Court and various motions below having consumed 
the mean time. After that appeal and an order made allowing 
it, motions were made to vacate that order, on the ground that 
more than five ye irs had. passed from the date of the rendition 
of the decree, and that it lay with the judge below to determine 
the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court of the United States; and 
under his direction, or at least in pursuance of such a decision, 
his clerk refused to the attorney of the United States, yea, to 
the Attorney-General of the United States, a transcript of the 
record in order that the Supreme Court could investigate the 
case; butafteratime, Mr. Bates being the Attorney-General of the 
United States under President Lincoln, the clerk did graciously 
bestow upon the Attorney-General a copy of each of the several 
papers which were upon the files of the court relating to the 
case, not as a certified transcript, not as a return to the appeal, 
but as a matter of information. The Attorney-General of the 
United States entered in the court those papers as the record 
on the appeal. A motion was made to dismiss it, and the Su- 
preme Court decided that, in view of the reiusal of the clerk of 
the court, it was a good record, accepted it as sufficient, and 
supported their jurisdiction. 

As to the five years limitation, again the Supreme Court in- 
dulged in the misfortune of a disagreement upon the proposi- 
tion urged here, for they held distinctly, on the motion to dis- 
miss thatappeal, that the time did not begin to run with the 
entry of the minute directing a decree, but it began to run when 
the decree was entered. Therefore the appeal was taken in 
time. The court proceeded to the consideration of the merits 
of the claim—ihat is their language—and their consideration 
resulted in the decision of which I have spoken. 

Mr. President, this shows how mistaken the distinguished 

Senator wasin the statement which he made in regard to the 
time and the motion for a new trial and all the action by Judge 
Ogier, as wellas in the imputation of motives to that deceased 
judge. 
, Upon one other matter I wish to briefly state the facts. It has 
been said that Mr. MeGarrahan had a patent. That claim is 
provable in only the same manner as that Gomez had a grant 
originally from the Mexican Government. The patent had 
never been delivered to him; he never hadit in his possession; 
it never parted from the keeping of the United States; it was 
never so completed as to be valid as a patent so far as any evi- 
dence known to exist discloses; but a record was found of what 
was supposed to be this patent in the General Lind Ovfice, and 
that record was made the basis of a suit by Mr. McGarrahan to 
recover the land. 

Thus the case came befora the Supreme Court in that aspect 
also, and they decided that no title passed by the record of the 
patent or by the patent itself so far as the record tended to prove 
what it was. 

Mr. TELLER. When did the Supreme Court pass upon the 
question of the patent? 

Mr. VILAS. I will find it for the Senator. It is in the case 
of McGarrahan vs. the Mining Company, in the 6th of Otto, on 
page 316, in the year 1877, at the October term. I do not know 
what is the exact date of the decision. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to ask the Senator a question if 
he will yield? 

Mr. VILAS. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. _ I wish to ask the Senator in reference to the 
statement made by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON], 
that when the —— was up, when Judge Black was the Attor- 
ney-General, and argued, it was decided, if I understood the 
Senator from Virginia, that the appeal ought to be dismissed. 

Mr. VILAS. Ido not know what the facts are in regard to 
that. It was extra-oficial, or extra-judicial at least, there 
is no record in regard to it. I believe there was a controversy, 
in which Judge Black took one side, and some of those people 
took the other, in regard to what took place before him, and in 
consequence of the fact that there was a controversy, I have 
made no statement about it. 

Mr. HUNTON. Ican refresh the Senator’s memory. 

Mr. GEORGE. Then the Senator from Wisconsin does not 
controvert that, nor does he admit it? 

Mr. VILAS. I neither admit it nor controvert it. IT amonly 
speaking of the facts about which there is no opportunity for 

te. 

r. HUNTON. ‘The proof discloses the fact that in the rec-° 
ord of the Attorney-General’s Office there was an entry of a dis- 
missal of the appeal. 

Mr. VILAS. Isu , if we stated it all, the truth is that 
J Black contended that he had also been made the victim 
of a fraudulent misrepresentation, and that he permitted that 








1894. 





thing to ba done heedlessly, and afterwards went himself to the 
court and redressed it. 
Mr. President, I was speaking in respect to that patent. [ 
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merely want to state in a word as to the manner in whieh that | 


patent came to be issued, for we have heard a great deal in re- 
gard to it from our distinguished friend, theSenator from Vir- 
ginia. I hold here the opinion of Mr. Caleb B. Smith, the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, who first came to the conclusion that a 
patent ought to be issued. Upon what ground did he go? 








put the case entirely upon the ground thatafter recounting these 
proceedings which I have stated— 
No appeal appears to n subsequently ¢ I 
He says— 
until the 25th of Augus 
hat was August, 1862, the time when the appeal was taken— 


when an order for an appeal to the Supreme Courtof the United Sta was 
made by the district court cf California. On the 4thof the presen rout! 
the district court vacated the order allowing the appsal— 

That is the lower judge of whom I have spoken— 
and set aside the motion of the district attorney asxing leave on behalf of 


the United States to take an appeai to the Supreme Court from the final 
decree of contirmation, and denied the same. 
This proceeding appears to me to be tinal and conclusiveinthecase. The 


time within which by law an a ypeal may be taken has elapsed. and the de- 
cree of coniirmiaiion made by the district court, therefore, fixes and doter 
mines the rights of the claimant. 


So, taking that view of the law, before the case had been 


| 
han; and therefore the patent 


| judicial tribunal a ques 


epee 
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and the President under whom they both seryed, held that the 
Supreme Court had no jurisdiction by reason of their opinion, 
that the time for taking an appeal had expired, and that, t} 
fore, it was a finality of judicial decision in favor of McGarra 
should go to him; but the patent 


,~ 


lv 






never did go to him, and the whole substructure was taken 
by the decision of the Supreme Court, who he'd that th \ 
possess jurisdiction and that Gomez did not show a ¢ 
r } ; oa + ; } P ; i ) * +h + 
There is nothing, therefore, in this talk abo le paten 
L do not ob ect. as I said, and [do not care—I am 
willing to take that sor is right th it 
is so passed as to submi ‘ts to any ju- 
| dicial tribunal touching t in, | ! ) 
ject. Butif that is to be done, if we are to submit vin L 


tion which has on 





|as between any other suitors there w lut l 
eternal bar, let us at least do it so tha 3 i ’ 
mode in which it is submitted toward t p 3 
whose advantage is to be given away 

Mr.GEORGE. IasktheSen “if, h ynceded so much 
he will indicat ) the SDe¢* ifie oi! t in the ) wh ch r ul ir 
to the United States? 

Mr. VILAS. I havo already done so 


Mr. GEORGE. I noticed yuut I did not eatch th 


| actly. 


heard by the Supreme Court, before a motion had been made | 


even to dismiss the appeal or any step taken there, the Scere- 


tary of the Interior arrived at a conclusion upon a point of law | 


in respect to which he showed how differently aSecretary of the 
Interior can view the law from what the Supreme Court can 
view it. 

Mr. GEORGE. 

reme Court? 

Mr. VILAS. Precisely. That was the basis upon which the 
patent went. If he had been right and there were a finality of 
the judicial proceeding at that time, clearly his conclusiow. was 
correct. The trouble is that he was proceeding upon a mis- 
taken view of the facts and the law, a mistake which, although 
he made it, the Supreme Court corrected, and if under that mis- 
take he had granted a patentthe Supreme Court would have cor- 
rected that also. The pateat could have had no more validity 
than it was justified in possessing by the grounds upon which it 
was issued. Sothat the idea that Mr. McGarrahan has in some 
way been deprived of a right by virtue of his never having had 
the patent, which it is said was once issued, is an error. 

Mr. President, [ have already taken more time than [ meant 
to take in the discussion of this question. 

Mr. GEORGE. I wish to ask the Senator a question before 
he sits down. I ask which was anterior, the date of Mr. Lin- 
coln’s signature to the patent or the decision of the Supreme 
Court? 

Mr. VILAS. 
rior, I think. 

Mr. HUNTON. I b2g pardon. 

Mr. VILAS. If the Senator wants to have it the other way, 
he is welcome toit. I was stating the fact with the utmost fair- 
ness to him, and | think it is the fact. 

Mr. HUNTON. The Senator is mistaken as to the time Caleb 
Smith gave his opinion. 

Mr. VILAS. Iwithdrawthestitement. Iam mistaken. 
Lincoln’s life terminated before the decision was made. 

Mr. HUNTON. That is true. The decision of Smith and 
Usher had been made and the Supreme Court had the case be- 
fore it at the same time. 

Mr. VILAS. The decision had been made by Mr. Smith and 
Mr. Usher, who followed him, and by Mr. Lincoln, whoindicates 
in what is reported of his utterances concerning the case the 
distress of mind imposed upon him by this persistency of appli- 
cation for a grant, reénforeed by men of influence interested 
with the claimant, at a time when the war oecupied ali his 
thoughts, as it ought to have done. Mr. Lincoln did, it seems, 
direct something to be signed, but Mr. Lincoln’s patent at that 


And that was prior to the decision of the Su- 


The decision of the Supreme Court was ante- 


Mr. 


| have here now the chapter of the stat 
| of 


time was only the same. or he went upon the same ground, if it | 


had b2en issued, that Mr. Smith and Mr. Usher did. This pre- 
sents this simple statement of the case—— 

Mr. MORRILL. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. VILAS. With pleasure. 

Mr. MORRILL. The evidence as to Mr. Lincoln's action in 
the case was given by a Mr. Stevens, who then hada proprietary 
interest of one-sixth in the McGarrahan corporation. 

Mr. VILAS. Oh, Mr. President, I do not myself believe in 
the patent, but I wanted to state this case with the utmost ad- 
vantage to the claimant. Assuming the utmost that can be 
stated in respect to it, while the case was depending in the Su- 
preme Court, the Secretary of the Interior and his successor, 


Mr. VILAS. I think the second section of the bill ought to 
be stricken from it, or if the second section of the bill is to re- 
main it ought to be made to conform to the statute which was 
passed for the creation of the Court of Private Land Claims with 
a view to the presentation of evidence where witnesses are dead. 
The statute in respect tothe Court of Private Land Claims con- 
tains a section applicable to all other claims of this character. 
[ see no reason why that statute does not fully meet all the 
mands of justice in favor of this claimant, but this section of the 
bill is a very singular one as it is now written. 

Mr. GEORGE. Is the Senator referring to the second 
tion? 

Mr. VILAS. 


. 
e- 


second section of the bil! | 
utes for the establishme 
the Court of Private Land Claims, which was passed i 
Vifty-first Congress. 
Mr. TELLER. To what section does the Senator refer? 
Mr. VILAS. Section 5, which reads: 
That the testimony which has bee 


Yes, sir: to the 


n the 


1 heretofore lawfally and regula 
ceived by the surveyor-gensral of the proper Territory or State or b : 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, upon any claims presen o 
them, respectively, shall be admitted in evidence in all trials under th t 
when the person testifying is dead, so faras the subject-matter the is 
competent evidence: and the conrt shall give it snch weight as, in its ig 
ment. under all the circumstances, it ought to have. 

[ think that would be a fair section to substitute for this sec- 
tion of the bill, and [ do not see why this claimant ought to ask 
of the consideration of the Senate more than that. [ purpose, 
therefore, to move to amend the second section. In answer to 
the Senator from Mississippi, he will observe that it provides for 
the admission of the original expediente presented by Gomez t 
Governor Micheltorena: 

And the disefio or map aecompanying 


0 


same, or acopy thereof, the de} i 


tions and other evidence produced before satd Board of Land Commi m 
ers, at copies thereof, ond ail depositions, proofs, testimony, or affida : 
taken before any cirenit or district court of the United States in the le 
of California, or the clerks of such courts, or any commissioner appo ! 


by said courts, or before any notary public, or before any committee of | 
Senate and House of Representatives of the Congress of the United State 
or of any map or deed of record of any Department of the Government o 
the United States, or of any act of Congress through which the boundirt 
set forth in said expeliente and the title of said McGarrahan to the i 
lands can be shown, protected, and established — 





As if the object were to protect the title of MeGarrahan. | 


take it the object of Congress in that,and all that can be claimed 
by the friands of the claimant, is that, inasmuch asa great lapse 
of time has occurred, it is necessary, in the interest of justice, 
that when a witness can not be produced, his testimony already 
once given in thse proceedings shall be received. 

Mr. GEORGE. Would it not remove the objection of the 


Senator ifafter the word ‘established ” 
words * or disproved” were inserted? 

Mr. VILAS. No; because the Senator from Mississippi will 
observe the preliminary words in the third line of the section, 
which are that ‘‘the said court shall receive as evidence.” 

Mr. GEORGE. But it does not say what weight the court 
shall place upon it. 

Mr. VILAS. No, but it would remove the 

Mr. GEORGE. Only as to its competency. 

Mr. VILAS. It would remove the objection sufficiently for 
my purpese to change the words so asto read, ‘the said court 
may admit in evidence,” and add at the end, as in the other 
statute, not the same words. but words sufficient to carry the 
idea that the court shall ascribe to all such evidence such weight 


in line 20, page 4, the 


objection- 
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and effect as it shall in the judgment of the court require, the 
purpose of this act being only to afford a fair trial. 
r. MILLS. What is the vy <r | in this case of making 
— rules for the production and introduction of testimony? Is 
ere any? 

Mr. VILAS. I know of none; but if this bill is to be passed— 
and that seems to be the idea of the friendsof it—without much 
regard to the original judgment in favor of the United States, I 
do say that I think they can not deny some amendment to make 
it certain that it is not the purpose of Congress to legislate indi- 
rectly a grant of this land or to bind the court so that its judg- 
ment will be a predetermined one. 

Answering still further the Senator from er. Teall his 
attention again, if he did not hear it before, to the language in 
the third section of the act by which it is declared that the sur- 
vey which was made for Mr. McGarrahan, and at his cost, not 
under orders of the Department, but by the surveyor-general, 
it is true, though not in the way of a survey upon a determined 
grant, shall be absolute and conclusive upon the court. I desire 
to have the clause amended as to the boundaries and location of 
the grant. That ought to be qualified so that the court, if it 
shall finally determine that there was a grant in favor of Mc- 
Garrahan, may direct proper procedure, or the Department of 
the Interior proceed to a disposition of the question in accord- 
ance with law. . 

Mr. President, t have occupied more time than I intended, and 
shall not longer detain the Senate. 

Mr. GEORGE. I have an amendment, which I think will not 
be objected to, to come in at the end of section 4, which is in- 
tended to remove what possibly may be a doubt. 

Mr. TELLER. Let the amendment be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment intended to be 
proposed by the Senator from Mississippi wil! be read for infor- 
mation. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of section 4 it is proposed to 


But nothing herein contained shall be construed as acknowledging any 
liability on the part of the United States to pay for the land, substances, and 
es referred to in this section, or as assuming any obligation in that 

half. 


Mr. TELLER. I think that amendment is strictly in accord- 
ance with the very pur of the bill. At the proper time, so 
far as I am concerned, I shall not object to it. 

Mr. President, the time is soshort between now and the period 
when other business which is aes as more important must 
come before the Senate, and as there are alarge number of cases 
on the Calendar which Senators are anxious to consider, I am 
impelled to address the Senate very brietly on this subject. 
There are a great many things that | should like to touch upon 
if I did not feel that by so a I should crowd out other busi- 
-_ which ought to be disposed of between this time and Mon- 

ay next. 

This case in some form has been before Congress and before 
the courts for a great many years. It commenced in 1857 and it 
has been either before Congress or the courts in some form ever 
since. A bill for Mr. McGarrahan’s relief has the House 
of Representatives four times and the Senate twice. A 
resolution for his relief the House of Representatives in 
1870 or 1871 with great unanimity, but it did not pass the Senate. 
The case- is exceedingly old, and Iassume that most Senators 
know something about it. A fair statement of the condition of 
the case and its history would take at least six or eight hours. 
I shall not attempt to make such an extended statement. 

In the first place, the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRIDL] 
complains that it is proposed to submit this claim to an inferior 
court after the Supreme Court has passed upon and decided it. 
The bill proposes te submit the claim in the first instance to a 
tribunal created for the express purposs of settling claims of 
this character. It provides that the United States may, if it 
chooses, take the opinion of the Supreme Court upon whatever 
judgment the Court of Private Land Claims may render. So it 
can not be said that this case is being remitted to an inferior 
court. 

If, as the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS] and other 
Senators insist, this is a matter which the Supreme Court has 
pane upon in such a way thatit ought not to be touched, no- 

y ought to be afraid to let it again to that court, com- 
mitted, us it is, against the proposition of the claimant that he 
is the owner of the grant. 

Mr. VILAS. I have already to that pro) 
vided it not be sent there in such a way that it 
consideration. 

Mr. TELLER. The Government of the United States was 
under obligation, both by the law of nations and-by the trea 
with Mexico, to recognize the right of this claimant to 
grant, if the grant was a valid one. The Government of the 


tion, pro- 
not open to 
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United States provided how the title should be settled and ad- 
qustenbens and, in accordance with that, this claimant, or rather 

grantor, proceeded, because Mr.Gomez started the proceed- 
ing, and Mr. McGarrahan bought into it after any sensible and 
reasonable man would have supposed that Gomez's title had been 
practically established. 

The testimony was taken in the first case, and the grant was 
defeated upon a question of law which subsequently the court 
overruled. The Senator from Wisconsin and the Senator from 
Vermont both complain that now this question, which was de- 
termined in 1857 in favor of the claimant, shall be again sub- 
mitted toa court. It rather seems to me if anybody has the 
right to complain it is the claimant in this case, and not the 
Government of the United States. 

The Senator from Wisconsin says that we assume that there 
isa grant. Mr. President, ex industria this bill provides that as 
the first question to be established; the first thing the court has 
to deal with is, was there a grant? That is what was provided 
for in the bill which President Harrison vetoed, but we did not 

rovide in the bill that McGarrahancould prove that he was the 
egitimate owner of the grant if Gomez had the grant: and be- 
cause we did not provide for that, and. because we provided also 
that if it should be found that the title to the minerals was in 
him and had been taken from him wrongfully by the United 
States or by the action of the United States, a judgment might 
be rendered against the United States, the then President of 
the United States vetoed that bill. 

The Senator from Wisconsin says a similar bill has been vetoed 
by the President. The only provisions assigned as the reason 
for vetoing the previous bill have been omitted from this bill. 
We provide now, in addition, that Gomez must prove a title; that 
McGarrahan must show he is now the owner of the Gomez grant, 
if a grant there ever was. 

What difference does it make whether McGarrahan may have 
deeded the grant at some time tosomebody else? The question 
is,does henow ownit? Ifithasbeen reconveyed to him, then he 
is entitled toit. If Gomez had a grant to the land thecliimant 
now claims, then has the claimant succeeded to that title, and 
does he now hold it? 

Mr. President, this is not any attack upon the Supreme Court, 
unless it shall be asserted here, which I do not think it will be, 
that the supreme national power of Congress can not remove a 
bar established by a decision of the Supreme Court where it and 
a citizen only are concerned. The power undoubtedly exists in 
the State Legislatures, and has been exercised again and again. 
I believe myself it is always a doubtful policy to exercise such a 

wer, but the Legislature of a State may set aside a judgment 

tween individuals when it sees fit, and it has been done over 
and over again. Whether that is so or not, however, it is not 
worth while now to discuss, because that is not the question. 

We have time and again exercised the right to set aside judg- 
ments which were rendered, and granted a new trial where no- 
body but the United States was interested. The Senator said 
he admitted we had that power, and sol need not discuss that 
question. 

The only question is, do we bring a case here in which it seems 
reasonable mend what is proposed should be done, and have we 
come here with a bill which provides that the Government of 
the United States shall have an opportunity to be amply pro- 
tected? If we have, nobody ought to complain. 

The bill which is now before the Senate was before the Sen- 
ate at the close of the last session of Congress, and I think that 
every amendment which was then proposed by the Senator from 
Wisconsin and by other Senators who are opposed to the bill 
was incorporated in it, and the bill was then supposed to be ac- 
ceptable to them. 

r. President, the bill is notacceptable because there is some- 
where in this country, and has been for many years, an influ- 
ence which has been exerted against this claimant, an intluence 
which was backed by millions and millions of money, until it 
became difficult for anybody to stand up anywhere and defend 
this claim outside of the tribunals which had examined it; and 
yet, notwithstanding that tremendous influence of money and 
other influences as well, which were brought to bear against 
this claim, there have been fifteen reports made by committees 
of this body and of the other in favor of the absolute validity 
of the grant. There have been, in my judgment, enough to au- 
thorize this Congress to assume that the grant existed and was 
e. valid grant. It was not in its inception questioned by any- 
body. TheSenatorfrom Vermont — that some witness swore 
he lived in the neighborhood and that he never heard of the 

t. The Senator from Wisconsin says there was but one 
witness who testified to the grant. The Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. VILAS. I meant before the Board of Land Commission- 


ers. 
Mr. TELLER. That was probably all that was necessary. 
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There was an abundance of evidence produced, not only before 
the Board of Land Commissioners but ever since before com- 
mittees and courts of the validity of the grant. But after all, 
what difference does it make, when that is the question now 
submitted to the court? That is the question the court must 
now pass upon; it is the question the court will pass upon. 

Mr. President, some Senator said yesterday that the New 
Idria mining property, concerning which there is to be testi- 
mony taken by this court as to the value of the material, is not 
within the grant, and is not within the survey. The evidence 
submitted to Congress repeatedly declared by the witnesses pro- 
duced by the New Idria Mining Compsay people that it is 
within the survey, and thatit is within the grantas claimed. I 
have it here before me from their own witnesses. The trouble 
is that some Senators who talk about this matter have not 
studied the case, and they know but little about it. 

Now, what is the bill? The second section it is said is bad. 
What does it provide? That the map shall be evidence, a map 
that has been in the files of the Government for forty years and 
never disputed by anybody. Itis true the Senator from Wis- 
consin says there is another map, another map filed by the New 
Idria Mining Company when they were controverting this case. 
No other maps were ever filed by the claimant or anybody on his 
behalf. It would be difficult to prove that that was a valid mip 
after forty years or more. It is fifty years since the map was 
made. There is nobody living, probably, who was present. All 
the actors in that transaction died long ago. 

Mr. GEORGE. Is ita map made by an officer of the United 
States? 

Mr. TELLER. 
map. 

Mr. HUNTON. Filed with the petition in the Land Office. 

Mr. TELLER. Now, we cometothe other part that is so dis- 
tressing, that all of the evidence that has been taken every- 
where concerning this case is to go before the court. The most 
of that language was put in by the enemies of the bill. They 
insisted that it should go in. Then they put in amendments 
that everyting else that the court thought might throw any 
light upon this subject should also be admitted, and we allowed 
that provision to goin the bill on the motion vf those who did 
not vote for the bill a year ago last March. 

Now, let us read the second section which is so tremen- 
dously bad, the Senator says, that he wants to strike it all out. 

The said court shall receive as evidence— 

The Senator says if itread “ shall admit asevidence ” it would 
be different. That isa play upon words. Thereisnota lawyer 
here, except the Senator from Wisconsin, who will insist that 
there is the slightest difference between the word ‘“‘ admit” and 
the word ‘‘receive.” I can see none. 

The said court shall receive as evidence on the part of the petitioner or 
of the United States— 

The United States is put on a perfect equality. 

Mr. VILAS. The Senator from Colorado is very fond of as- 
sumptions of superior intelligence—— 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, no; I do not claim that. 

Mr. VILAS. And the ignorance of everybody else; and Iam 
entirely ready to concede it. But I should like toask him if he 
sees no difference between the words ‘‘ may admit in evidence” 
and “ shall receive as evidence.” 

Mr. TELLER. Oh,Ido. Ofcourse, the court may receive 
and then the court might not receive. 

Mr. VILAS. Of course, the Senator can make a great deal 
better argument if he misstates the position of his adversary 
than if he states it correctly. 

Mr. TELLER. IiIdidnotunderstand that the Senator proposed 
to insert ‘* may admit.” 

Mr. VILAS. That is the language I propose. 

Mr. TELLER. That of course leaves the matter discretion- 
ary with the court. That we ought not todo. Of course Con- 

ress has the right to fix what shall go before the court, leav- 

ng the court to determine what weight it will give toit. If 
Congress were to say that John Smith (who was perhaps dis- 
qualified to appear because under the old system, for instance, 
relatives were excluded from coming beforea jury) having an in- 
terest or having such relation to the claimant that he was ex- 
cluded by the common law should be admitted asa witness, does 
the Senator mean to say that the court is bound then to accept 
and believe John Smith’s testimony? Certainly not. It belittles 
a court to say that the court shall give to his testimony such 
weight as it deserves. Thatis one of the things that permeates 
and —— around and lingers in acourt. The court must give 
to it such influence and weight as it sees it is entitled to. It 
would be a monstrous thing to say that acourt could not do that, 
and it would be equally absurd, in my opinion, to say that the 
court must doit. It would bea reflection, I should say, upon the 
sense and judgment and infegrity of the court. 


No, this is the Mexican map, the disefio or 
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Mr. VILAS. [dislike to interrupt the Senator from Colorado, 
but I wish to call his attention to the fact that that reflection is 
precisely why the Congress which created the Court of Private 
Land Claims imposed that on the court in all cases. 

Mr. TELLER. Yes; I remember there was a greit deal of 
troubie in getting that bill up, and there were some things init 
that went out of it. There wasa ee in it, the provision 
of which the Senator speaks, which went out subsequently. It 
was a provision for letting in certain evidence that never got in 
when the bill finally reached its conclusion. I had something 
to do with it and some knowledge of it, and [ know all about it. 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to ask the Senator what is the 
utility of lines 3,4, 5, and 6: 

The said court shall receive as evidence on the part of the petition: r or the 
United States the original expeniente presented by the said Gomez tothe 
said Governor Manuel Micheltorena, and the diseflo or map accompanying 
same, or a copy thereof. 


Would not those, if they are original and genuine applications 
and maps, be evidence anyway? 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not suppose they would, unless they had 
been made so by some record which would recognize them as 
entitled to be treated as evidence afterwards. 

Mr. DOLPH. The questionis, first, whether there 

Mr. TELLER. Yes. 

Mr. DOLPH. Now, would not those papers be evidence to 
show the boundaries of the grant? 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Oregon knows very well 
that papers coming from a foreign country, unless they had been 
on file and made so by some statute, are not of thems:»!ves evi- 
dence, and they must be proved. We know that itis impossible 
at this hour to prove these existing documents, but they have 
never been questioned up to the present time. We could have 
proved them then. You can not prove them to-day, but they 
have been accepted and considered by the courts and commit- 
tees. 

Mr. DOLPH. Then the effect of this language is to require 
the court to receive whatever is presented as the original expe- 
diente without questioning it. 

Mr. TELLER. Ofcourse. There is no question about it. 

Mr. DOLPH. Whatever the claimant chooses to present the 
court is to receive as such. 

Mr. TELLER. There is no doubt that the court on behalf of 
the United States will call for the expediente which has been 
on file in the court here for thirty or forty-odd years, or nearly 
that length oftime. So, if the claimant brings a false map into 
court, the United States Government can immediately call for 
the map which is on file here as evidence. 

Mr. DOLPH. How was it proved that it is genuine? 

Mr. TELLER. There never was any question about it. It 
was proved in the proper way at the proper time or it never 
would have been admitted. But that proof does not exist, and 
those witnesses have died. 

Now, I will go on with the second section, which is so bad. 
The Senator from Oregon has read it and I need not read it in 
full. The court shall receive as evidence— 

All depositions, proofs, testimony, or affidavits taken before any circuit 
or district court of the United States in the State of California, or theclerks 
of such courts, or any commissioner appointed by said courts, or before any 
notary public, or before any committee of the Senate and House of Repre 
sentatives of the Congress of the United States, or of any map or deed of 
record of any department of the Goverament of the United States, or of any 
act of Congress through which the boundaries set forth in said expediente 
and the title of sald McGarrahan to the said lands can be shown, protected, 


and established, or of any oral or written testimony or deposition or copies 
thereof, concerning said record touching said grant— 


I remember very distinctly that the words ‘touching said 
grant’? were put in the bill by somebody who harped on the 
language, and thought that it was necessary to bring it close to 
the grant— 


isa grant, 


from said Governor Manuel Micheltorena to said Vicente P. Gomez, or any 
patent or record of a patent. 


Mr. DOLPH. May I interrupt the Senator again? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to ask the Senator if it is not an 
extraordinary proposition that ex parte affidavits taken before a 
notary public may be introduced in evidence in the trial of a 
case? 

Mr. TELLER. It is; but this is an extraordinary case. The 
purpose of the bill is to - the whole matter before the court, 
to take everything that has been aggregated both by the claim- 
ant and by the Government and bring it before the court. 

Mr. President, I state here as a fact thai there are seven times 
as much record of this irregular character on behalf of the 
United States as there is on behalf of th: claimant. For every 
affidavit that the claimant presented to anybody, either to the 
court, to the committee, or anywhere else, the record will show 
there are seven and a half times as many presented on behalf of 
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tke contestant, the New [dria Mining Company, and ostensibly 
in behalf of the Government of the United States. I say, all of 
these things ought to go before the court in the interest of de- 
termining what is the truth. The testimony was taken at the 
time it was fresh in the minds of the people who made it, and I 
do not suppose there is any court in the world that would give 
to an ex parte affidavit taken before a notary public the weight 
that it would give to a deposition taken according to the strict 
rules of the court. But it is no unusual thing to settle great 
questions in courts by ex parte affidavits. Questions of injunc- 
tions, involving large sums of money, are settled in that way. 
Receivers are appointed and dismissed simply on ex parte affida- 
vits, and the court takes themand gives to them justsuch weight 
as in its judgment the conditions under which they were taken, 
the surroundings and the character of the men who made them 
entitled them to, and no more. 

Mr. President, there can be no proper solution of this ques- 
tion unless the Government shall put in whatit has made in the 
way of defense heretofore and the claimant shall put in what he 
has made in the way of sustaining his claim before courts and 
committees. 

Mr. DOLPH. In order thit I may not be misundersiood, if 
the bill should pass as it has been reported, I desire to siate 
that I did not agree with the Senator from Colorado about the 
expediente and the map being received when presented without 
any inquiry as to whether it is the true or original map. I 
thinic it would be the duty of the court to ascertain that it was 
the original expediente and the original map before admitting 
it, even under this language. Therefore I think itis uncertain. 

Mr. TELLER. And therefore the term “ original expediente” 
is used. 

— DOLPH. I did not want to be understood as assenting to 
that. 

Mr. TELLER. Perhaps the Senator is right about that mat- 
ter, but the very purpose of the bill, and there is no intention of 
disguising it, is to open to the court the fullest possible oppor- 
tunity that equity may be done. 

This is nota case that goes toa jury. This goes in the first 

lace to a court composed of five men, of whom the Senator from 

ermonut|Mr. MORRILL] speaks somewhat in derision, as I have 
heard him be‘ore, but they are five men who 1 think are equals 
of any five circuit judges almost anywhere in the United States. 

Mr. MORRILL. I merely spoke of them, if the Sehator 
from Colorade will parden me, as inferior to the Supreme Court 
of the United States. and as having had less experience. 

Mr. TELLER. The tribunal to which this case is submitted 
has come under my notice and observation, and with at least 
some of its members I have personalacquaintance. Oneof them 
I have known for thirty oda years. I wish to say here, because 
I do not wish to have any reilection on this tribunal go upon 
the record, that it is a competent, capable. tribunal. to settle 
these questions which it is proposed, after a lapse of half a cen- 
tury nearly, to submit to them when they ought to have been 
submitted and determined within afew years after the admis- 
sion of California and New Mexico into our territory. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Colorado 
a question at some time during his remarks, 

r. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. If it is convenient [ will ask him now. I was 
not present when the Senator began his remarks, and I was ab- 
sent from the Chamber yesterday; so very likely the question 
which I shall put has been fully answered already either to day 
or yesterday. The point which I have heard made by persons 
for whose integrity and legal cypacity I have the highest re- 
spect, who have had some oceasion in one way or another todeal 
with this case, has been that the claim which it is asserted was 
made for the applicant originally, through which he now seeks 
to benefit, did not apply to the tract of land which he now ap- 
oe for, but applied for a grant some miles off, 20 miles, I 
think. 

Mr. TELLER. No. 

Mr. HOAR. What was the exact distance I do not know. 
That is one of the things which is most often said about this 
case. Now, what I wish to know is, whether the bill carefully 
opens that question to the court, so that if the court should be 
of opinion that the claim did not attach to the land now sought, 
they would find nothing in the bill to embarrass them in so do- 
oe. Very likely, as I said, the honorable Senator from Colo- 

has answered the question, but | was not present. 

Mr. TELLER. I will come to that point. I do not think 
there is anything in the bill that will emodarrass the court in 
dealing with that question, but I wish to say to the Senator 
from } usetts that there is no claim made for any other 
ground. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRiILu]}, 
since [ have put the question to the Senator from Colorado, has 
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handed me 28 California Reports, 1865; and here is a passage 
which I will read. 

Mr. TELLER. What is the case? 

Mr. HOAR. It is the case of McGarrahan vs. Maxwell. It 
contains this language: 

The plaintiff en to the surveyor-general for the survey of the rancho 
according to the decree of confirmation entered by the United States district 
court, and the surveyor-general instructed his deputy to survey the rancho 
according to that decree, and he approved ths survey as made in accordance 
with the decree. In the petition the land is described as a “ certain tract of 
land called Panoche Grande of the extent of 4 square leagues (now lying and 
being in the qoussy of San Joaquin), bo-mded as follows: On the south by 
the lands of Francisco Aryas, on the nort‘’: by the lands of Julien Urzua and 
the low hills, and to the east by the barrra hilis, as explained by the maps 
hereto annexed.’’ And in the decree the land is described as “the tract of 
land situate in the county of Fresno, State of California, known by the name 
of Panoche Grande, bounded northerly by ths lands of one Julien Urzua, 
southerly by the hills, easterly by the valley of the Tulare, and westerly by 
the lands of Don Francisco Aryas, containing 4 square leagues of land and 
no more; and for a more particular description of which said land reference 
is hereby made to the maps and surveys in the transcript in thiscase.” It 
is apparent that the two descriptions are essentially different. The survey 
was not applied for nor made nor approved as the survey of the plaintift’s 
claim or grant of land, but a3 the survey of land as finally confirmed by the 
decree of confirmation; and hence it was not admissible in evidence as an 
official survey of the plaintiff's claim or grant of land. 


I do not know what bearing that has on the question, but the 
Senator from Vermont called my attention to it. , 

Mr. TELLER. I can not say about the misdescriptions in the 
grant. The grant is one of boundaries fixed within which the 
limited amount of land is to be taken. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator from Colorado will allow me one 
moment—— 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. The question is not whether there is a misde- 
scriptionof the landin the grant. The only question iswhether 
the Senator is sure he has the bill in sush shape that there is 
nothing in it which prevents the court from going fully into the 
merits of that matter. That is all. 

Mr. TELLER. The petition was made for this ground. The 
decree was entered for this ground, and in 1858 Gen. Beale, who 
was then the surveyor-general of California, fixed the boundaries 
of course of this piece of ground. It was a grant within fixed 
boundaries. At that time the value of the grant was inconsid- 
erable. It was practically worth nothing, and had the claim- 
ant, I suppose, known of its immense value he would have had 
a patent beiore any squatters got on it. If a grant was made it 
was made for the ground within the survey, for with the survej 
the grant was complete as to location. 

Mr. DOLPH. Right in this connection will the Senator ba 
kind enough to yield to me again? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. DOLPH. I see on page 5, beginning in line 14, it is pro- 
vided that if the court finds a grant that has been transferred 
to McGarrahan instead of rendering judgment for the lands 
within the boundaries of the grant, the judgment. is to be for 
the land within the boundaries of the expediente. [suppose 
the expediente to be the application fora grant. The provision 
in the bill is that the court shall render a judgment for the land 
within the boundaries described in the application and not in 
the grant. Has the Senator any objection to striking out ‘as 
set forth in said expediente,” and inserting ‘‘ the boundaries as 
described in the grant?” 

Mr. TELLER. I think it would be ssfer to leave it as it is; 
but I will look into that if the Senator will let me go on. 

Mr. DOLPH. It is very strange, it seems to me, for the court 
to = judgment on the land applied for and not the land 
granted. 

Mr. TELLER. The boundaries in the expediente and in the 
grant are the same. I donot care to occupy the attention of the 
Senate with any mattersthat are notabsolutely important to this 
controversy. As I was saying, when this survey was made—it 
was made by Gen. Benle—t suppose it may have drifted a little 
one way or the other, because that was the condition of all those 

rants, but the survey located the land with the grant, but when 
fhe survey was made it was regarded as segregated from the 
public land. The survey established the boundary of the grant, 
and from that time no entries could be made within the soci | 
or located grant, although the grant was not —_ confirmed. 
Whenever the survey had been made and established by the 
surveyor-general andapproved by the Interior Department, then 
it was by virtue of that survey withdrawn from occupation. 
That is what I wish to have understood. So the boundaries of 
this grant have been known now since 1858, when the surve 
was approved, and in all the controversy, if the Senators w 
take the to look, when the question was as to who 
was entitled to the minerals, when the New Idria Company was 
pouring out a vast amount of valuable minerals from it that the 
claimant was claiming, they universally admitted that they 
were within the survey. 
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Mr. GEORGE. Has the Interior Department recognized the 


boundaries fixed by that survey from that time up to the pres- | 


ent? 

Mr. TELLER. It has, unquestionably. The survey was ap- 

roved; there is no questionabout it. Itisentered upon the reec- 
ords of the Land Oftice, and it is there recognized as if a patent 
had been issued. I mean, so far as the boundaries are concerned, 
and that was the land the claimant claimed was granted to Gomez 
by his grant. 

Mr. President, I wish for a moment to get back to section 2. In 
addition to what has been read is a provision that the court may 
inquire into the issue of a patent. If at the time Mr. McGarra- 
han had known the fact, which I do not know that anybody will 
deny, that President Lincoln had signed the patent, and had 
gone to the Land Oillice and asked for it, he would have got it. 
That would have ended all controversy, and the case would have 
been forever settled. Whether President Lincoln did sign a 
patent or not has been a disputed question. There can really be 
no question of the fact. 
that the patent was to issue; that the case had reached a point 
where it was determined that McGarrahan was entitled to the 

atent. The order was made, and it is in writing on the record. 

r. John P. Ushur, afterwards Secretary of the Interior, testi- 


fied before a committee of the House that the patent did issue. | 


Mr. Beard, a clerk in the office, testified that it was understood 
the patent had issued. Mr. Stoddard, who was the clerk who 
signed the patent, testified that he did sosign. The Supreme 
Court, in the only case where the patent was ever brought into 
controversy, admitted that the patent had been signed by the 
President of the United States, but declared it had not been 
countersigned by Mr. Stoddard, and therefore because it lacked 
that it was not an effective and valid patent. 

When the court passed upon this patent, in the case the Sen- 
ator referred to, in which he said the court had decided that 
the patent was not valid, let us see upon what ground it did de- 
cide it. Here is the conclusion the court arrived at: 

We are of the opinion that because this record does not show the patent 
countersigned by the recorder, it is not sufficient to prove title in the party 


under whom McGarrahan claims. This makes it unnecessary to consider 
the other questions which have been argued; and the judgment is affirmed. 


Mr. DAVIS. I should like to ask the Senator if Stoddard’s 
testimony was before the court in that case. 

Mr. TELLER. I can not say whether it was or not. It was 
before the committee. I have the testimony here. I do not 
know whether it was before the court. I have not that testi- 
mony, and I can not say. <At all events Mr. Stoddard signed as 
secretary and did not countersign as recorder. That is what 
the countersigning means. The court said he must have signed 
in two capacities. He must say 1 am secretary to the President 
to sign patents, or to prove the President's signature if the 
President did sign it to witness it, and then he must sign as re- 
corder also. 

Mr. HUNTON. My friend is mistaken in that respect. The 
recorder of the Land Office countersigned, and not the private 
secretary to the President. 

Mr. TELLER. Whoever it was, it was not countersigned by 
the recorder. That is the point they make. Stoddard was the 
private secretary and not the recorder. 
done, unless it was a mere formal transaction, and if that had 
been a mere nothing, then of course the title would have been 
vgoey and complete. Now, we say that that is to be gone into 

y the courts, because we contend, and it has always been con- 


tended by McGarrahan, that the patent was also approved by | 


the recorder and entered upon the records of the Department. 


Mr. President, if any Senator had the curiosity to go and ex- | 


amine this matter ! think he would be willing to admit that the 
contention of the claimant that the record has been tampered 
with is a true claim. 
that in my judgment. It is not worth while years afterwards to 
go into an examination of how these things were done. The 
testimony shows that there is a difference in two sheets of that 
patent, a difference in the texture of the material which ought 
not to have existed. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I should like to ask the Senator 
from Colorado if he, while Secretary of the Interior, looked into 
that matter and found it to be as he states it now? 

Mr. TELLER. As Secretary of the Interior it became my 
duty to pass upon this question with reference to the issuing cf 
a patent to a claimant inside of this survey. J went into it asa 
great many other men have gone into it, with the belief that it 
was one of those old trumped-up claims. I found it was not in 
my province tv grant relief to this claimant. I have never had 
since such ex nation a doubt about the justice of his claim. 


I have never had a doubtthat there is a chapter connected with 
it the most disgraceful in the history of this or any other coun- 
: try. 


I do not for the credit of my country and its administra- 
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Mr. Caleb Smith left on record the fact | 


Soeverything has been | 


There is not any doubt whatever about | 


pe e e 

dd2e 
tion care about developing it and bringing it out. The Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON] yesterday touched upon it, and 


gave enough to the Senate when he said that thirty-five m 





who had held public offices and had contested thi n in th 
capacities as public officers, turned upas the paid ‘ 
New Idria Mining Company in its contest against S ] 
and thisclaim. Nothing will bo cained b ij into 
ter and discussing it. 
Mr. GEORGE. Is that settled le 
Mr. TELLER. Inmy judgment s. Th tio hether 
there is around this case enough to make : 
| United States believe, as thousands of them do 
| Government of the United S ed its i 
| its great iniluence to ¢ to a oT pol ( 
| longs to an humble citizen of the United State iy 
I believe, Mr. President. All w Six ha 
of forty years that the evidence Mr. ( 
| lated from time to time at the expense of h 
his health and his life shall be accepted by t 
| weight and such value as an intelligent court \ l 
to be reviewed ultimately by the high idicial tri 
country. Thatisall. Heretofore w rovided for a 
In my judgment that is what we ought to have I 
think that when thecourt says there is aclaim, the co u 
render against the Government of the United States a d 
ment, and that it should be paid. Senators object to th dd 
we have omitted it from the pending bill, and we have | 
that there is no obligition on the part of the Government to 
pay a cent, although the fact shall be established beyo 
tion according to the claim of the claimant. 

The President of the United States vetoed the bill passed in 
| the last Congress for the relief of Mr. McGarrahan. We hav 
removed from the bill every objection that he mentioned in b 
veto message. We have guarded the bill in such a way that no 
harm can come to the Government of the United States. W 
provide that the Attorney-General shall’ look after the clain 
we provide, also, that counsel may be employed in addition to 

look after the claim and to see that no hurt comes to the ¢ 
| ernment of the United States. 
| Mr. President, it seems to me we ought to be willing when th: 
| interest of the Government of the United States is call nto 
question to trust our own tribunal, to trust our owa Attorn 
General, to trust our own agencies that we provide for th 
tling of claims between individuals. Nobody doubts our powe 
Mr. President, | am tempted before I quit to read what 


said by a distinguished member of this body when a claim of 
like character was before the Senate. I read it because in my 
| judgment it expresses exactly what ought to be the position of 
the Government of the United States upon such questions. | 


read from the speech from the Senator then representing in 
part the State of Florida, Mr. Jones. I alopt what I am about 
to read because it is better than I could say it. It was a cas 


that was before the Senate coming from the Committee on Claims 
| called the Warren-Mitchel! claim. The Senator from 
| said: 


Florida 


Mr. President, Iam not unmindful of the character of the tribunal that | 
am addressing to-day. I am not here before a court which strains itself 
tiptoe tosmeasure the phraseology of a sentence in a statute. I am here be 
fore a body representing the sovereignty and the power of a great peop 
Iam here before a body that has authority to set aside the law if the inter 
ests of justice or humanity demand it. [am not addressing myself to th 
creature of the statute. [am-making no appeal to the Court of Claim 
to any other inferior tribunal which has no power to move a step unles 
| finds it in the authority of the written law. | am here addressing my-velf to 
| the great power of the Senate, representing in part the sovereignty of thi 
| Government, from which there ts no appeal. 

This question has been argued as though it was a question of law pre 


sented to a court of limited jurisdiction. bound down and tied down by the 
| narrow and technical rules of jurisprudence. We are in no such body, sit 
| and this I would say to my much esteemed friend from Alabama {[Mr. Mor 


GAN) is not, in my judgment, the kind of a case in which it can be said that 
the Supreme Court has made the law on the subject, as I understand him t 
assert. 


Mr. President, that is the character of this tribunal. Weare 
here with ample power to do justice. We must do it in accord- 
ance with established rules of law, because there is no other 
method that we may be sure and certain will bring out truth. 
So we come here and say now, without reference to the lapse of 
| time, without reference to what may have been done, we sub- 

mit this question to our tribunals to sift it and determine and 
report to us what are the-facts in this case. That isall this bil) 
does. 

If the Senate of the United States or if Congress is afraid 
thus to trust the tribunals of its own creation, in my judgment 
there would hardly be much respect entertained for the court. 

Mr. President, I promised the Senator from Nevad» [Mr. 
| STEWART] that I would offer an amendment, which I will now 

offer. LIask that it may be adopted, as it is but an enlargement 
of the words that are at present in the bill. In section 3, after 
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the word “‘land,” in line 33, he asked me to move to insert the 
following: 
Are possessed and claimed under laws of the United States, or. 


Now let the Secretary read the clause as it would read if 
amended. 

The SECRETARY. In section 3,line 33, after the word “land,” 
insert: 

Are possessed and claimed under laws of the United States, or. 

So as to read: 

To forthwith ascertain in such manner as may seem to him the most cer- 
tain and expeditious what tracts of land are possessed and claimed under 
laws of the United States, or have been conveyed or disposed of by the Gov- 
ernment to other persons, etc. 

Mr. TELLER. That is for the purpose of protecting the 
rightsof any squatter that may be upon any of this land, because, 
under the provisions of the bill, if the court should find that the 
grant was a valid grant, that Mr. McGarrahan is the legal suc- 
cesser in interest of Gomez, then the court will enter a decree, 
and so far it becomes final as to the land. The desire is to ex- 
cept from it everything that has been occupied, or shall be oc- 
cupied, up to the time the judgment shall be rendered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is upon the 
amendment proposed yesterday by the Senator from Vermont 
{[Mr. MORRILL}. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Let the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Colorado be adopted now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Colorado? The Chair hears 
none, and the amendment will be considered agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. Now, I want to say one word as to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Vermont. It cuts out the real equity 
o: the bill. Itvrequires of this claimant proof that will be im- 
possible for him to procure. It requires him to produce the 
evidence of men long since dead, or if not dead, long since de- 
parted from the regions where he formerly found them. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is the Senate ready for the ques- 
tion on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I hardly think there is a 
quorum present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The semen’ will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allen, Davis, Kyle, Roach, 
Berry, Faulkner, McMillan, Shoup, 
Blackburn, Frye, Martin, Smith, 
Brice, George, Mitchell,Oregon Squire, 
Caffery, Gorman, Morgan, Stewart, 
Call, Gray, Morrill, Stockbridge, 
Camden, Hansbrough, Murphy, Teller, 
Cockrell, Harris, Pasco, Turpie, 
Coke, Hawley, Platt, Vilas, 
Cullom, Hoar, Power, Washburn, 
Daniel, Hunton, Pugh, Wilson. 


Mr. HARRIS. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
BATE] is absent under the order of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-four Senators having an- 
swered to their names, a quorum is present. The question is on 
the amendment of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], 
which will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend section 3 by strik- 
ing out after the word ‘“‘expediente,” in line 14, down to the 
proviso beginning in line 22, in the following words: 

And that the survey made by the United States surveyor-general for the 
State of California and approved by said surveyor-general on the llth day 
of September, 1862, which survey was ens by the Secretary of the In- 
terior December 29, 1862, and is now on file in the General Land Office, shall 
= considered as forming part of the lands embraced within said bounda- 
ries. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The next amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out ail of section 3 
after the word ‘‘ forthwith,” in line 32, and insert: 

Cause a survey to be made of the tract of land aforesaid, under and in ac- 
cordance with the provisions of the act entitled ‘‘ An act to expedite the 
settlement of titles to landsin the State of California,”’ approved July 1, 1334, 
and upon the return and approval of such survey by him it shall be his duty 
to ascertain, in such manner as may seem the most certain and expeditious, 
what tracts of land, if any, within the boundaries so ascertained have been 
conveyed and disposed of by the Government to other persons than the said 


William MecGarrahan, and for the residue of said land embraced within said 
boundaries shall issue to the said William McGarrahan, as hereinbefore pro- 


Mr. MORRILL. I shall not call for the yeas and nays, but ask 
for a division. I want to see whether the United States is to 
have any chance at all, andif there are any friendsof the United 
“The V1Gi-PRESIDENT. Th tion is ing to 

e . e question is upon agree 
the amendment by the Senator from Vermont. 


Mr. VILAS. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
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The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (when his name was called). [am paired 

with the Senator from California [Mr. WHITE]. If he were 
present I am informed that he would vote ‘‘ nay,” I should vote 
** yea.” 
Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). On this bill I 
am paired with thesenior Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL], 
who, if present, would vote ‘‘ nay ’on the pendingameniment. I 
should vote ‘‘ yea” if at liberty to vote. 

Mr. GRAY (when his name wascalled). I am paired with the 
junior Senator from Colorado |[Mr. WoLcoTT]. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). [I am 
paired with the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER]. I 
should vote ‘‘ nay ” if he were present. 

Mr. MCLAURIN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon], If he were 
present I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. MCMILLAN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from North Carolina[Mr. VANCE]. Notknow- 
ing how he would vote, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called), On the bill and 
amendment I am paired with the Senator from Indians [Mr. 
VOORHEES !, and therefore I withhold my vote. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania{/Mr.CAMERON]. If he were present 
I should vote ‘“‘yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Iam paired with the Senator from New 
York {Mr. Hit}. If he were present I should vote ‘* yea.” 

Mr. CHANDLER. During the present week I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE]. If he were 
present [ should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. CAMDEN. I am paired with the Senator from South 
Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW], 

Mr.CHANDLER. With theconsent of the senior Sen itor from 
Tennessee pony HARRIS] I transfer my pair with his colleague 
[Mr. BATE] to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JONEs]. 

Mr. HARRIS. Itis perfectly agreeable to me to make the 
transfer. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Lingquire if a quorum has voted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. A quorum has not voted. 

: Mr. HANSBROUGH. Then { feel at liberty to vote. I vote 
‘nay.’ 

Mr. COCKRELL (after having voted in tbe affirmative). Has 
the senior Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ido not know how he would vote on this 
question. I am paired with him and withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 7, nays 36; as follows: 


YEAS—7. 
Caffery, Frye, Pasco, Vilas, 
Dolph, Hale, Stewart, 

NAYS—36. 
Allen, George, Manderson, Roach, 
Berry. Gibson, Martin, Shoup, 
Brice, Gorman, Mitchell, Oregon Smith, 
Cail, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Wis. Squire, 
Chandler, Harris, Morgan, Stockbridge, 
Coke, Hawley, Murphy, Teller, 
Cullom, Hunton, Platt, Turpie, 
Davis, Kyle, Power, Washburn, 
Dubois, Lodge, Pugh, Wilson. 

NOT VOTING—4I. 

Aldrich, Dixon, Lindsay, Quay, 
Allison, Faulkner, McLaurin, Ransom, 
Bate. Gallinger, MeMillan, Sherman, 
Blackburn, Gordon, McPherson, Vance, 
Blanchard, Gray, Mills, Vest, 
Butler, Higgins, Morrill, Voorhees, 
Camden, Hill, Palmer, White, 
Cameron, Hoar, Peffer, Wolcott. 
Carey, Irby, Perkins, 
Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Pettigrew, 
Daniel, Jones, Nev. Proctor, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question now is upon the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE]. The amendment will be read. 

The SECSETARY. It is proposed to add at the end of sec- 
tion 4: 

But nothing herein contained shall be construed as acknowledging any 
liability on the part of the United States to pay for the land, substances, 
and materials referred to in this section or as assuming any obligation in 
that behalf. 

Mr. MORRILL. Ishou'd like to inquire of the Senator from 
Colorado why this provision should be put into the bill unless 
it is to lay a valid claim for the claimant hereafter to come to 
Congress with another claim against the United States? 

















Mr. GEORGE. Iwill answer the question propounded by the | 
Senator from Vermont in this way: I desire to remove any 
shade of a doubt about the meaning of the bill. I believe that | 
the bill means the same thing without the amendment as with 
it, but to remove all doubt on the subject, on consultation with 
some friends I offered the amendment for that purpose, so that, 
when the report came from the court, if it ever did, fixing the 
value of the land and the materials and the minerals, it could 
not be argued that we had by implication foreclosed the free | 
deliberation of the Senate upon that sub‘ect, and when that 
question shall come, if it ever does, the Senate may be entirely 
free to acknowledge the liability or to refuse its acknowledg- 
ment. 

Mr. TELLER. I think that is the present status of the bill. 
As faras I am concerned I do not object to the amendment, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be read ag tin. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Tha amendment will be again read. 

The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to add at the end of section 
4, on page 6: 

But nothing herein contained shall ba ¢ 


mstrued as acknowledging any 


liability on the part of the United States to pay for the land, substances, | 
ani materials referred to in this section, or as assuming any obligation in | 


that behalf. 


Mr.MORRILL. 
Mining Company to an examination. 


Here it is proposed to subject the New Idria 
It seems to me that there 


isno machinery provided by which the examination can be made, | 


and if it is to ba made, it is to be made to furnish aclaim that 
may amount to $5,000,000 when it is in fact based upon a specula- 
tive claim. Instead of being established, as the Senator from 
Colorado stated, in 1857 it was sold out by Gomez. One half of 
it was given to one Mr. Ord, an attorney, for his services as at- 
torney; and then the other half was sold out to McGarrahan 
for $1,100. If this provision is putin for anything at all it is 
put in as a basis for a claim hereafter to be presented that may 
amount to $5,000,000 or more. Of course nobody objects to the 
amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DOLPH. I move to strike out in line 14, section 3, the 
words ‘‘as set forth in said expediente,” and to insert in lieu 
thereof the words ‘‘ of said grant.” Let the Secretary state the 
amendment and then [ desire to state my reasons for offering it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out in line 14, sec- 
tion 3, after the word ‘‘ boundaries” the following: 

As set forth in said expediente. 

And to insert in lieu thereof: 

Of said grant. 

So as to read: 

And who shall cause a patent to be issued therefor to said William Me- 
Garrahan. as the successor of the said Vicente P. Gomez, or his heirs or as- 
signs, for the land embraced within the aforesaid boundaries of said grant, 
etc. 

Mr.DOLPH. The expediente was the application of the origi- 
nal grantor, or supposed grantor,foragrant. It does not follow 
that a grant was given him according to his application. It 
might be with boundaries very much jess. This isa fair sam- 

le of the way the billis drawn. Itis provided that if the court 
finds that there was a valid grant and finds that the title to the 
grant has been transferred to McGarrahan, the claimant men- 
tioned in the bill, the court shall then proceed to adjudge to 
him not the lands granted to him, not the lands within the 
boundaries of his grant, but the lands described in his applica- 
tion, his expediente. That is the reason why it is provided in 
the bill with so much care that the original expediente shall be 
admitted in evidence. Evidently the draftsman of the bill sup- 
posed without proof as to its genuineness. That was the first 
view taken by the Senator from Colorado. 

But, Mr. President, as it seems this bill is to pass, | want to 
tell the Senate what was done by the vote just taken on the 
amendment of the Senator from Vermont. A court of Califor- 
nia was imposed upon. We heard the history of it from the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAs], 

rant was made, or an order was made, and the minutes entered. 

n pursuance of that fraudulent judgmenta survey was made —a 
survey according to the boundaries of the grant asconfirmed in 
that fraudulent judgment. But the court ascertained it had 
been imposed upon. The court stayed the entry of judgment. 
An appeal was taken from that to the Supreme Court of the 
United Statesand there the action of the court was sustained 
and the fraudulent judgment was set aside. Butthe Senate has 


just said that, so faras the boundaries of this grant are con- | 


cerned, that judgment shall be reinstated and made in force. 
Under a pretense of roferring to the court the validity of the 
title and the lands granted by it, to ascertain what lands are 
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granted, the bill takes that question from this court and says it 


shall receive as conclusive a survey made in pursuance of the 
fraudulent grant of a district court of California, afterwards set 
aside and held to be fraudulent by the Supreme Court of the 
United States. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President. there never has been any 
question about the expediente and the survey being absolutely 
the same thing, no matter what the Senator from Oregon may 
say. 

Mr. DOLPH. But the expediente is not the grant. It is the 
mereapplication for it. 

Mr. TELLER. It is the foundation for the grant, and the 
grant followed it. 

Mr. DOLPH. Why not prove the grant? 


Mr. TELLER. We do prove the grant. 

Mr. DOLPH. Then why sxy that the expedienic 
firm the land in the application? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on ag 
ameudment proposed by the Senator from Oregon 


Mr. DOLPH. 


shall econ 


- tothe 
. DOLPH]). 


“a 
\{ 


\ 


On that I ask for the yeas and nay 


The yeas and nays were orJered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 
Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). [am paired 


on all questions upon the bill with the senior Senator from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 

Mr. MCLAURIN (when his nime was called). 
with the Senator from Rhode islind [Mr, DIxon]. 
vote ‘‘nay” if he were present. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name wa [ 
with the Senator from New York |Mr. HiLu]. If he w 
ent [ should vote ‘‘ yea” and he would vote * nay.” 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called. Iam paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 1 should vote 
**vea” if he were here. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I have a genoral pair with the 
from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 

Mr. HARRIS. I willannouncs for all that my colleague [Mr. 
Bars] is paired with the Senator from Nevada|Mr: JONES]. | 
do not know how either Senator would vote if present. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Hasthe senior Senator from lowa 
LISON} voted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam paired generally with him, and not 
knowing how he would yote on this question, I shall not vote. 

| I should vote *‘ yea” if he were present. 


[ am pxired 
I should 


3 called). m paired 


re pres- 


Senator 


Mr. Ale 


Mr. CAMDEN. I will announce my pair with the Senator 
from South Dakota [Mr. PeTricRew). 

Mr. McMILLAN. Understanding that there is lack of a 
quorum, I will vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I wiil vote to make a quorum. I vote 


 ¥O2. 
Mr. COCKRELL. As my vote will not change the result, I 
will cast it. I vote ‘ yea.” 
The result was announced—yeas 11, nays 34; 


as follows: 


YEAS—11,. 
Cafferyy Dolph, McPherson, Stewart, 
Cockrell, * Frye, Pasco, Vilas, 
Cullom, McMillan, Piatt, 

NAYS—34, 
Aldrich, Gibson, Martin Smith, 


Allen, Gorman, Mitchell, Oregon Squire, 
Berry, Hansbrough Mitchell, Wis. Stockbridge, 
Brice, Harris, Morgan, Teller, 
Call, Hawley, Murphy, Turpte 
Coke, Hunton, Power, Washburn, 
Davis, Kyle, Pugh, Wilson 
Dubois, Lodge, Roach, 
George, Manderson, Shoup, 

NOT VOTING—329. 
Allison, Dixon, Jones, Ark. Proctor, 
Bate, Faulkner, Jones, Nev. Quay, 


A contirmation of this | 


Gallinger, 
Gordon, 


Ransom, 
Sherman, 


Blackburn, 
Blanchard, 


Lindsay, 
McLaurin, 


Butler, Gray, Mills, Vance, 
Camden, Hale Morrill, Vest, 
Cameron, Higgins, Palmer, Voorhees 
Carey. Hill, Peffer, White, 
Chandler, Hoar Perkins, Wolcott 
Daniel, Irby, Pettigrew 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HARRIS. Thismorning I asked the Senator from Mary- 
land {[Mr. GORMAN] to withdraw a motion that when the Senate 
adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday next. I made the re- 


quest because of the consent agreement. The Senator at whose 
instance that agreement was made desires the matter to go over. 
Senate adjourn to-'ay it be 


I therefore now move that when the 
to meet on Monday next. 
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Mr. TELLER. I ask the Senator from Tennessee if he will 
not wait to see whether we can dispose of the pending bill to- 


night. 

Mr. HARRIS. The motion that I make can be disposed of in 
half a minute. I donot propose to move to adjourn now. How- 
ever, I will withdraw the motion if the Senator prefers. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish the Senator would withdraw it until 
we see whether we can get a vot2 on the pending bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. I withdraw my motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is withdrawn. If no 
other amendment be proposed as in Committee of the Whole, 
the bill will be reported to the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. VILAS. I move to amend the bill by inserting at the 
end of section 2: 

But nothing herein shall be taken as directing that the court shall ascribe 
to any such evidence any other or further effect than in the judgment of 
the court it ought under all the circumstances to have otherwise. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing tothe 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. VILAS. Iask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. If he 
were present he would vote ‘‘ nay” and [ should vote ‘“‘ yea.” 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). [ am paired 
with the Senator from New York [Mr. HILu]. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. If he were pres- 
ent I should vote “ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam paired with the Senator from Cal- 
ifornia [Mr. Wurre]. If he were present I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. CHANDLER. My pair with the junior Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. BATE] having been transferred to the Senator 
from Nev: {Mr. Jones], I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 13, nays 30: as follows: 


YEAS—13. 
Berry, Frye, Pasco, Vilas. 
Caffery, George, Platt, 
Coke. Harris, juay, 
Dolph, McMillan, tewart, 
NAYS--30. 
Allen, Gorman, Mitchell, Oregon Squire, 
Brice Hansbrough, Mitchell, Wis. Stockbridge, 
Ghai dl te Murphy, Torpl . 
andler, unton, uw ' e, 
Culiom, Kyle, Power, Washburn, 
Davis, Lodge, Pugh, Wilson. 
Dubois, Manderson, Roach, 
Gibson, Martin, Shoup, 
NOT VOTING—41, 
Aldrich, Dixon, J mes, Nev. Ransom, 
Allison, Faulkner, Lindsay, Sherman, 
Bate, Gallinger, McLaurin, Smith, 
Blackburn, Gordon, McPherson, Vance, 
Blanchard, Gray, Mills, Vest, 
Butler, Hale, Morrill, Voorhees, 
Camden, Higging, Palmer, White, 
Cameron, Hill, Pefier, Wolcott. 
Carey. Hoar, Perkins, 
Cockrell, Irby, Pettigrew, 
Daniel, Jones, Ark. Proctor, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. VILAS. I wish to attention for a moment to the 
culiar language of section 3 and to an amendment that [ desire 
to offer. This section reads, shortened— 

That if the court shall find there was a valid grant within the protection 
of the treaty, and McGarrahan is now the owner of it, the court shali render 
final judgment, and on reporting it to the Secretary of the Interior he shall 
caus? a patent to be issued therefor to said William McGarrahan for the 
ne - raced within the aforesaid ies as set forth in said expe- 

There has certainly been a great deal of controversy as to 
where that land lay. Some very excellent men who have ex- 
amined this question have been of the opinion that the land did 
not lie within the boundaries ascribed to it, but was otherwise 
granted. So I desire to°amend simply by inserting after the 
word ‘‘same,” in line 7 of section 3: 
and that the laad so granted is the same as that included in the survey 
hereinafter mentioned. 

The effect of it will be simpiy that if the court shall find there 
was a valid grant protected ee ee is the 
owner thereof, and that the land granted is the same as that 
surveyed, the patent shall issue. 

Mr, TELLE I hope that the amendment will be voted down. 
The bill is carefully and I think if there are any further 
amendments to be made they might come from the friends of 
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the bill. We have taken pretty nearly everything that its ene- 
mies wanted to have adopted. 

Mr. HOAR. I should Tike to ask the Senator from Colorado 
again if he thinks that is the legal effect of the bill as it now 
stands: 

Mr. TELLER. That is what I think it is. 

Mr. HOAR. [I think that statement ought to go on record. 

Mr. TELLER. I have gone over the bill very carefully, and 
so did the committee originally, and nobody can tell what will 
be the effect of the amendments which are sprung upon us at 
this time. They may throw the bill out of shape and render it 
inharmonious. It is utterly impossible to preserve the harmony 
of the bill if amendments are put upon it in this way which may 
destroy it. I ask Senators to let the bill go as itstands. Every 
Senator has the bill before him and can determine for himself 
how to vote upon it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
aa by the Senator from Wisconsin|Mr. VinAs], which will 
be read. 

The SECRETARY. In section 3, line 7, after the word ‘‘ same,” 
it is proposed to insert: 
and that the land so granted is the same as that included in the survey here 
inafter mentioned. 

Mr. HOAR. I was not present at the meeting of the Judi- 
ciary Committee in the last Congress when this bill was consid- 
ered, and I happened to be absent at this Congress when the bil! 
was under consideration by the committee, and [ have had no 
opi ortunity to giva any attention to the language of the bill. 
When the bill was up for passage in the last Congress I came to 
the conclusion, on the whole, thatit was best that it should pass. 
There have been, it is true, three or four, or perhaps more, judi- 
cial decisions on this grant against McGarrahan. Most of the 
gentlemen who have investigated it think that those decisions 
were obtained, perhaps not by misrepresentation or by wrong, 
but at any rate under circumstances which make it proper, in 
the exercise of its discretion, that the Government of the United 
States, in dealing justly witha citizen, should give him an oppor- 
tunity to have the matter heard again before the court. 

While there have been three or four judicial decisions against 
the claimant, there have been some fifteen or seventeen—I forget 
the exact number—of reports of committees in one or the other 
House of Congress in his favor. I think it would be going a 
great way to impute to the gentlemen who made those reports 
and to the two Houses of Congress who have supported them in- 
difference to justice or willingness to aid or weakness in being 
influenced by fraud. I think, therefore, it is reasonable that 
there should be an opportunity for the courts to reconsider this 
matter. If it be true, as one court has said, that the lost patent 
was founded upon a claim which describes one piece of land,and 
that Mr. McGarrahan, or those claiming under him, now seek a 
piece of land 20 miles olf, it will be a gross outrage on all justice 
and decency, under the guise of giving him a new trial, to tie 

the court in that respect. I have not been able to study this 
bill enough to satisfy myself whether that question is open to 
the courtor not; butif the Senator from Colorado[Mr. TELLER], 
who has not only studied, but, I suppose, has drawn the bill, at 
any rate has given direction to the draft of it, asserts that the 
bill in his judgment is clear in that respect,as I understand him 
to do, and that he does not want an amendment put in which 
may perhaps have more meaning than he can himself under- 
stand, I have no doubt that that assertion will be a part of the 
contemporaneous history of the bill, and that the courts will so 
construe it, and they will not say they are tied up. 

I rose, therefore, mainly for the sake of obtaining an assur- 
ance from the Senator, and to call the attention of the Senate to 
the fact that that understanding is here as a part of the bill. 

Mr. VILAS. I should like to ascertain if we understand that 
correctly. Does the Senator from Colorado agree that the 
proper interpretation of this bill as it is written is, that if the 
court should find there was a grant they are to inquire what 
was the land granted, and that the patent shall go for such land 
as they find to have been granted? 

Mr. TELLER. I do not think it is possible for any other in- 
ag ST to be put upon the bill. 

r. HOAR, Very well. 

Mr. TELLER. I think when the court determines the grant 
they have got to practically locate the grant; that is, they have 
to say, “‘ You have a grant for what?” ‘ For a piece of land.” 
“Where?” What I complain of is that the bill is harmonious 
— that theory, and it would be thrown out of joint by the 

tion of the amendments which are being offered. 

r. VILAS. [ff that is the interpretation which this bill is to 
have, and the friends of the bill now so understand it, I shall 
aomtican with the leave of the Senate, the amendment which 


' 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator 
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from Wisconsin being withdrawn, the bill is in the Senate and 


open to amendment. 


The bill was ordered to ba engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
Mr. TELLER. Had there been a call of the yeas and nays or 


the passage of the bill, I should have announced the pair of the 





Senator from California [Mr. PERKINS], who is absent, wit 
Senator from Wyoming | Mr. CAREY], who is also absent 
Senater from California would have voted against the bi | 
the Senator from Wyoming would have v 1 in favor of its 
passage. l[agreed to announce the puir. 
\LBERT REDSTONE. 
Mr. KYLE. I wish to say that we have adjusted our difficul- 





ief of Albert E. Red- 
be now considered. as it 


S. 1105) for the rel 
that the bill 


ties in regard to the bili 
stone, and I therefore ask 
is ready for passage. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to ther 
of the Senator from South Dakota. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is an amendment pending to the 
bill to strike out ‘‘ 32,800” and insert ‘*$1,800.” It isagreed t! 


4 


Committee o 


that amendment shall be adopted, and then I hope the bill will 
be passed. 

Mr. KYLE. LIagree to that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the an |- 
ment; which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 5, before the word ** thousand,” it 


is proposed to strike out “ two” and insert “ one;” soas to mak 
the bill read: 

Be it enacted, eic., That th retary of the Treasury be, and is he 
authorized to pay, out of any moneyin the United States Tre 
otherwise appropriated, the sum of #1.800 to Albert E. Redstone, ilare 
County, Cal., for loss sustained by the incorporation of his pre@mption 
claim within the limits of the Sequoia Park Reservation, Tulare County, Cal 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KYLE. I move to further amend in line 4, after th 
word ‘‘authorized,” by inserting ‘‘and direc‘ed,” so that the 
Secretary of the Treasury will be “ authorized and directed ~ 
pay the money. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thequesiion is on the amendmen 
of the Senator from South Dakota. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


» Sex 





The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


the third time, and passed. 
ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. HARRIS. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day, 
it be to meet on Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 


THE FIVE CIVILIZED 


Mr. CAMDEN. Iam instructed by the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom 
was referred the resolution submitted by the Senator from Colo- 
rado | Mr. TELLER] on the 22d instant, to report it favorably and 
without amendment. As it is important that the resolution 
should be promptly passed, I ask for its immediate consider 
tion. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the 
resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Five Civilized Tribes of Indians. or 
any subcommittee thereof appointed by Its chairman, is hereby instructed 
to inquire into the present condition of the five civilized tribes of indians 
and of the white citizens dwelling among them, and the legislation requi 
and appropriate tomeet the needs aud welfare of such Indians; and for tha 
purpose to visit Indian Territory, to take testimony, have power to send for 
soe and papers, and examine witnesses under oath; and shall report 

he result of such inquiry, with recommendations for legislation; the actual! 
expenses of such inquiry to be paid on approval of the chairman out of 
contingent fund of the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest that the resolution ought to author- 
ize the administration of oaths by the chairman or some member 
of the committee. 

Mr. PLATT. I move tochange the language of the resolu- 
tion after the words ‘‘ tosend for personsand papers,” by insert 
ing the words ‘‘ to admivister oaths.” 

Mr. HARRIS. That will cover the point of my suggestion. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to say that unless Iam very much 
mistaken that is provided for in the general statutes. That is | 
the reason of the form of resolutions in these cases which has | 
been lately adopted by which any subcommittee appointed by a 
committee becomes itself a committee of the Senate for that 
purpose, but there is no harm in adopting the amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. DolI understand the Senator from Massachu- | 


TRIBES. 
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setts to state that there is a general statute authorizing « 
mittees and subcommittees to administer oaths? 
Mr. HOAR. No. 











Mr. HARRIS. That is the point I suggest, that that a 
ity ought to be given the committee. 

Mr. HOAR. There is a gener te, if I mistake 
authorizing the chairman of committees of either House of C 
gress to administer oaths. We es shed some years ago—I 

iink |] drew and introduced the first resolution which furnishes 
the form—a form of resolution in such cask ing that a com 
mittee or any subcommittee of their numbe: y exan wit- 
nesses The effect of that form of resolution is to ake a b- 
committee a committee of the Senate, so that its chai may 
administer oaths under the ‘al la 

Mr. HARRIS. Iwas notavy of tine of tl ’ 
to which the Senate ‘fers. 

Mr. HOAR Chere is suchas ‘ nd as it would well 
for Senators to underes d it, 1 < that tion 101 of t) R 
vised Statutes be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT the } of objecti he 
Secretary will read as request 

The Secretary rea l 

pe. 01. The President « he Senate, t Speaker of the Hou f Rey 

tatives, or achairm4n « 1 Comm e of the Whole, orof any comm ’ 

either House of Cons 3, is empowered to administer oaths to witn ; 
in any case under their examination 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on a eing to the 


lution as amended. 
The resolution as amended was agreed to. 
HEARING BEFORE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Mr. CAMDEN, fror mittee to Audit and Control the 





~ 


COMMITTEE 


1 the Con 


Coatingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the 
resolution submitted by Mr. Jones of Arkansas, on the 20th 
instant, reported it withoutamendment, and the resolution was 


considered by unanimous consent nd ns follows 


agreed to, 








Resolved, That the Cx ittee on Indian Affairs, or any subcommitt 
thereof, have power to ¢ loy a stenographer to report he rings in conn: 
tion with Senate bill 1585, “to ratify and confirm an agreement with th 
Comanche, Kiowa, and Apache tribes of Indians in Oklahom, Territory, and 
to make appropriation for carrying the same into effec * the com pe ut i 
ot said stenographer to be paid out of the contingent fund of » Senat 
upon vouchers properly approved by the chairman of suid committ 


THE RUSSIAN THISTLE. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. L[ask that Senate bill 1545 be laid be- 
fore the Senate as the unfinished business in accordance with 


the agreement entered into on the 22d instant. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The title of the bill will be stated. 


The Secretary. A bill (S. 1545 » destruc- 


to provide for * 





tion and extermination of the noxious plant or weed known as 
Russian thistle or Russian cactus, technically salsola kali tra 


Mr. HARRIS. I objeet. 
Mr.MANDERSON. I call the att 


ntion of the Senator from 





Tennessee to the fact that by the unanimous consent « sen- 
ate this bill becomes the untinished business. 

Mr. HARRIS. If there be a unanimous-consent ag ent I 
do not object to carrying it out, but I was not awar of an 

rree me nt. 

Mr. MANDERSON. There was on the 22d of March 
mous agreement that the bill referred to by the Senator from 
North Dakota should become the unfinished business at t] ‘ 
clusion of the MeGarrahan bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. I was not aware of that, and I thdraw 
objection. Let the bill become the unfinished busines 

Mr. TURPIE. What effect will this have upon th ul 
order made for Monday next, if any’ There was a previous 
special order made for the consideration of the tariff bill on 
Monday next, if I am correct. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think there was no special order. 


There was simply a notice given by the chairman of the Com 


mittee on Finance that on that day 1 rould move the consid 
eration of the tariff bill, but there was no unanimous consent 
that it be made a special order. 

Mr. TURPIE. i understand th it there was unAr im sc 


sent that it be made a special order. 





Mr. HANSBROUGH and Mr. MANDERSON. Oh, no 

Mr. HARRIS. am afraid my friend from Indiana is mis 
taken. I said the other day that there was an agreement of the 
Committee on Finance that the tariff bill should be tiken up on 


next Monday, but Iam not aware of any unanimous consent of 
the Senate in respect to the taking of it up. I give notice no: 
however, that if the bill referred to by the Senator from North 
Dakota or any other bill becomes the unfinished business, a ma 
jority of the Senate will determine whether it shail remain as 
the unfinished business for Monday or during Monday. 

Mr. MANDERSON,. Of course. 

Mr.TURPIE. Thatisall very well, but what effect will the 
taking up of the bill referred to by the Senator from North Da- 
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kota and making it the unfinished business have upon the status 
of the tariff bill, which I think was made the special order for 
Monday next? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I should like to hear again stated the re- 
guest of the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. MANDERSON, I made no request. I was simply cor- 
recting a misapprehension. The unfinished business, by the ac- 
tion of the Senate. is the bill referred to by the Senator from North 
Dakota, it so appearing by the Calendar. As to the tariff bill, 
there was a statement made by the Senator from Tennessee that 
his understanding was that the Committee on Finance had 
agreed that the billshould be taken up on the 2d of April; but 
as to that bill there ia no special order and no unanimous con- 
sent of the Senate. 

Mr. FRYE. But the unfinished business can be displaced at 
any moment. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Of course itcan,by a vote of the Senate. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I inquire how the bill to which reference 
is made became the unfinished business, and when it was made? 

Mr. MANDERSON. It was made by unanimous consent of 
the Senate on the 22d instant. 

Mr. FAULKNER. If there was a unanimous agreement it 
can be made the unfinished business, but it can not be so made 
unless by a unanimous agreement. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That is what I stated to the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. I withdrew my objection because several 
Senators stated to me that there was a unanimous agreement. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. So there was. 

Mr. MANDERSON. There is no doubt about it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then let the unfinished business be stated, 
and then we shall dispose of it on Monday. 

The VICE-PRESIDEN'Il. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the unfinished business, the title of which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 1545) to provide for the destruc- 
tion and extermination of the noxious plant or weed known as 
Russian thistle or Russian cactus, technically salsola kali tragus. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After fifteen minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock 
and 30 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, April 
2, 1894, at 12 o’clock m. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate March 29, 1894. 
MEMBERS OF CALIFORNIA DEBRIS COMMISSION. 


Col. George H. Mendell, Corps of Engineers; Lieut. Col. Wil- 


liam H. H. Benyaurd, Corps of Engineers; Maj. William H. 
Heuer, Corps of Engineers, members of the California Débris 
Commission, to date from November 4, 1893. 


SUPERINTENDENT OF MINT. 


J. W. Adams, of Nevada, to be superintendent of the mint of 
the United States at Carson, in the State of Nevada, to succeed 
Theodore R. Hofer, removed. 


MELTER AND REFINER. 


Hirsch Harris, of Nevada, to be melterand refiner at the mint 
of the United States at Carson, in the State of Nevada, to suc- 
ceed E. B. Zabriske, resigned. 


COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 


Daniel G. Brent, of Florida, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Pensacola, in the State of Florida, to succeed John 
R. Mizell, removed. 

J. L, Cottrell, of Florida, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of St. Marks, in the State of Florida, to succeed J. H. 
Pinkerton, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 

George H. Houck, of New York, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Genesee, in the State of New York, to succeed 
Henry Hebing, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 

W. A. Fitch, of Texas, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Saluria, in the State of Texas, to succeed Francis A. 
Vaughan, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 


SURVEYORS OF CUSTOMS. 


Clay C. MacDonald, of Missouri, to be surveyor of customs for 
the port of St. Joseph, in the State of Missouri, to succeed James 
Limbird, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 

J. N. Harris, of Tennessee, to be surveyor of customs for the 
port of Memphis, in the State of Tennessee, to succeed Emer- 
son “theridge, resigned. 


PENSION AGENTS. 


Henry B. Lovering, of Lynn, Mass., to be pension agent at 
Boston, Mass., vice William H. Osborne, whose term of office 
will expire May 27, 1894. 

Thomas Cogswell, of Gilmanton, N. H., to be pension agent at 
Concord, N.H., vice Thomas P. Cheney, whose term of office 
will expire June 24, 1894. 


REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES. 


Irving H. Mulholland, of Independence, Cal., to be register of 
the land office at Independence, Cal., vice Christian W. Craig, 
resigned. 

Edward H. French, of Casper, Wyo., to be register of the land 
office at Douglas, Wyo., vice John it. Evans, to be removed. 

Willard C. Hall, of Sundance, Wyo., to be register of the land 
office at Sundance, Wyo., vice Joseph L. Stotts, to be removed. 


RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Thomas A. Dunn, of Sundance, Wyo., to be receiver of pub- 
lic moneys at Sundance, Wyo., vice Alpheus P. Hanson, to be 
removed. 

Edward W. Madison, of Douglas, Wyo., to be receiver of 
public moneys at Douglas, Wyo., vice Merris C. Barrow, to be 
removed. 

PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 


Artillery arm. 


Second Lieut. Alfred M. Hunter, Fourth Artillery, to be first 
lieutenant, March 22, 1894, vice Runcie, First Artillery, retired 
from active service. 

POSTMASTERS. 


Herman Herzberg, to be postmaster at Gadsden, in the county 
of Etowah and State of Alabama, in the place of Walter D. 
Standifer, removed. 

Septimus D. Rice, to be postmaster at Florence, in the county 
of Lauderdale and State of Alabama, in the place of Felix G. 
Lambeth, whose commission expired December 19, 1894. 

Benjamin C. Black, to be postmaster at Searcy, in the county 
of White and State of Arkansas, in the place of Robert J. 
Rogers, whose commission expires April 16, 1894. 

E. B. Daingerfield, to be postmaster at Pacific Grove, in the 
county of Monterey and State of California, in the place of Rob- 
ert G. Mitchell, removed. 

W. T. Duncan, to be postmaster at Salinas, in the county of 
Monterey and State of California, in the place of John G. Joy, 
whose commission expired March 20, 1894. 

Frank G. Letters, to be postmaster at Putnam, in the county 
of Windham and State of Connecticut, in the place of Patric 
O'Leary, whose commission expired February 12, 1894. 

John L. Thompson, to be postmaster at Georgetown, in the 
county of Sussex and State of Delaware, in the place of John W. 
Messick, removed. 

Charles H. Leggett. to be postmaster at Fernandina, in the 
county of Nassau and State of Florida, in the place of Oliver S. 
Oakes, whose commission expired February 12, 1894. 

Jerry Donahue, to be postmaster at Decatur, in the county of 
Macon and State of Illinois, in the place of John T. Hubbard, 
removed. 

Amasa Clark, to be aaa at Farmington, in the county 
of Fultonand State of Illinois, in the place of George Woodruff, 
whose commission expired March 24, 1894. 

John H. Engel, to be postmaster at Franklin Grove, in the 
county of Lee and State of Illinois, in the place of Franklin F. 
Dysart, whose commission expired January 16, 1894. 

John R. Johnson, to be postmaster at Sterling, in the county of 
Whiteside and State of Illinois, in the place of Thomas Diller, 
removed. 

Clyde M. Snow, to be postmaster at Earlville, in the county of 
Lasalle and State of Illinois, in the place of William H. Norton, 
whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

George P. Walker, to be postmaster at Warsaw, in the county 
of Hancock and State of [llinois, in the place of Edward P. 
Becker, whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

Irvin H. Wangelin, to be postmaster at Belleville, in the 
county of St. Clair and State of Illinois, in the place of James 
A. Willoughby. whose commission expired February 20, 1894. 

Robert i. Whitlock, to be postmaster at Roodhouse, in the 
county of Greene and State of Illinois, in place of William C. 
Roodhouse, whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

Daniel Drischel, to be postmaster at Cambridge City, in the 
county of Wayne and State of Indiana, in the place of Mrs. Har- 
riet Kiess, whose commission expires April 19, 1894. 

Joseph A. Hixson, to be postmaster at Fowler, in the county 
of Benton and State of Indiana, in the place of Thomas L. Mer- 
rick, whose commission expircd January 8, 1894. 
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George F. Ritze, to be postmaster at Brookville, in the county 
of Franklin and State of Indiana, in the place of Robert J. Cain, 
whose commission expires April 12, 1894. 

Oscar Williamson, to be postmaster at Vevay, in the county 
of Switzerland and State of Indiana, in the place of Alfred Shaw, 
whose commission expires April 19, 1894. 

George C. Pearce, to be postmaster at Shenandoah, in the 
county of Page and State of Lowa, in the pean of Thomas N. 
Pace, whose 4, og expired January 8, 1894. 

Thomas A. McC Cleary, to be postmaster at Medicine Lodge, in 
the county of Barber 


M. Axline, whose commission expired February 12, 1894. 


and State of Kansas, in the place of Luther 


| 
| 


W. W. Smith, to be postmaster at Coby, in the county of | 


Thomas and State of Kansas, in the place of Daniel Bradbury, 
whose commission expired January 9, 1894. 

Alfred B. Urick, to be postmaster at Baxter Springs, in the 
county of Cherokee and State of Kansas, in the place of William 
March, whose commission expired January 9, 1894. 

Melville M. Folsom, to be postmaster 
county of Penobscot and State of Maine, in the place of Charles 
W. Bosworth, whose commission expired February 14, 1894. 

F’. E. Gillchrest, to be postmaster at Thomaston, in the county 
of Knox and State of Maine, in the place of Thomas S. Singer, 
whose commission expired February 14, 1894. 


at Old Town, in the | 
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MINN, 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MIS 
Mr. HALL of Minnesota. 


SISSIPPI RIVER, RED WING, 


Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
(H. R. 6110) to au 
thorize the construction of a bridge across the Mississippi 
at Red Wing, Minn. 
The SPEAKER: The bill will 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Riv 


be read subject to objection. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the city of Red Wing, in the State of Minnesota, a 
municipal corporation existing under the laws of the State of Minnesota, Is 
hereby authorized and empowered to erect, establish, and maintain, or 
authorize the erection, establishment, and maintenance of a foot and wagon 
bridge across the Mississippi River at a point suitable to the interests of 
navigation, from 2 point near Bluff street, in the city of Red W state of 
Minnesota, so as to connect with the opposite shoreef satd river in State 
of Wisconsin; that said bridge shall not interfere with the f navigatl 

| of said river beyond what is necessary in order to carry into effect the ri 
and privileges hereby granted, and in case of any litigation arising (rom an 
obstruction or alleged obstruction to the free navigation of said river, the 
cause may be tried before the circuit court of the United States in and for 
any district in which any portion of said bridge or obstru m touche 
Said bridge shall be constructed to provide for the passage of wagons and 
vehicles of all kinds, for the transit of animals, and for foot passengers. f 


Patrich H. Leighton, to be postmaster at Hallowell, in the | 


county of Kennebec and State of Maine, in the place of Denny 
K. Jewell, whose commission expired December 19, 1893. 

Ai J. Rowe, to be postmaster at Norway, in-the county of Ox- 
ford and State of Maine, in the place of LuciusI. Bartlett,whose 
commission expired February 14, 1894. 

John H. Twombly, to be postmaster at Auburn, in the county 
of Androscoggin and State of Maine, in the place of John C. 
Blake, whose commission expired February 14, 1894. 

B. H. Blackston, to be postmaster at Frederick, in the county 
of Frederick and State of Maryland, in place of Harry C. Keefer, 
whose commission expired February 21, 1894. 

Edward L. Smith, to be postmaster at Towanda, in the county 
of Bradford and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of John J. 
Spaulding, whose commission expired December 20, 1893. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, March 29, 1894, 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
E. B. BAGBY. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
TRANSPORTATION CLAIMS—PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting schedules of claimsin favor 
of the Southern Pacific and Central Pacific Railroad companies 
and leased lines for transportation, etc.; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 


HOUSE BILL 6167. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Assistant Secretary.of the Treasury, transmitting a communi- 
cation from the Treasurer of the United States in regard to 
House bill 6167; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


NEW MACHINERY, TREASURY BINDERY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Assistant Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a communi- 
cation from the chief of the division of stationery of ‘the Treasur y 
Department, in relation to procuring new machinery for the 
Treasury bindery; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

FINDINGS, COURT OF CLAIMS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House copies of findings 
of the Court of Claims in the following cases, namely: Alpheus 
Meuillon, administrator, vs. The United States, and M. C. V in- 
ton, administrator, vs The United States; which were severally 
referred to the Committee on War Claims. 
IMPROVED METHODS OF ACCOUNTING, TREASUR 

MENT. 

Mr. DOCKERY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. 6478) to improve the methods of accounting in the Depart- 
ment of the Treasury, and for other purposes; which was reada 
first and second time, referred tothe joint commission appointed | 
to investigate the Executive Departments of the Government, 
etc., and ordered to be printed. 
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Y DEPART- 


| during 


such reasonable rates of toll as may be fixed by the said city of 
from time to time and approved by the Secretary of War 

Ske, 2. That any bridge built under the provisions of this act shall be con 
structed asa high bridge, with a channel span giving a clear width of water 
way of not less than 380 feet and a clear headroom of not less than 55 feet 
above high-water mark, as understood at the point of location, and the clear 
headroom under other than channel spans may be reduced to 10 feet above 
high-water mark; and the piers of said bridge shal! be parallel with the 
current of the river. 

Sec. 3. That any bridge constructed under this act and according to its 
provisions and conditions shall be a lawful structure, over which may be 
transmitted the mails, troops, and munitions of war of the United States 
free of charge; and the United States shall have the right of way for posta! 
telegraph purposes across said bridge. 

Sec. 4. That the structure herein authorized shall be built and located 
under and subject to such regulations for the security of the navigation of 
said river as the Secretary of War shall prescribe, and to secure that object 
the corporation shall submit to the Secretary of War, for his examination 
and approval, a design and drawing of the bridge and a map of the location, 
sxiving. for the space of 1 mile above and | mile below the proposed location 
the topography of the banks of the river, the shore lines at high and low 
water, the direction and strength of the current, and the soundings, accu 
rately showing the bed of the stream, the location of any other bridge 
bridges, and shall furnish such other informatioh as shall be required for a 
fullandsatisfactory understanding of the subject; and until the said plans and 
location of the bridge are decided by the Secretary of War to be such as wil! 
not materially affect the interest of navigation the bridge shall not be 
menced or built; and should any change be made tin the plan of sald bridge 
5 the progress of construction such change shall be subject to the ap 
prov al of the Sec retary of War; and the said structure shall at all times be 
so kept and managed as to offer reasonable and proper means for the pas 
sage of vessels through or under said structure; and for the safety of ves 
sels passing at night there shall be displayed on said bridge, from the hours 


Red Wing 


com 


of sunset to sunrise, such lights as may be prescribed by the the Light- House 
Board; and the said structure shall be changed or removed, at the cost and 
expense of the owners thereof, from time to time, as Congress may direct 


sO as CO preserve the free and convenient navigation of said river 
authority to erect and continue said bridge shall be subject to revocation 
any modification by law when the public good shall, in the judg 
Cong 3, SO require, without any expense or charge to the United States 

Sc. 5. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is he 
yressly reserved. 

Ske, 6. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the 
bridge herein authorized be not commenced within two years and completed 
within four years from the date thereof. 


The committee recommend the following amendment: 


and the 


ment of 





reby ex 


I 


Amend by striking out, in line 31 of section 4, the word “any and substi 
tuting therefor the word “ and.’ 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, the amend- 
ment recommended by the committee agreed to, and the bill as 
amended ordered to bs engrossed and read a third time: and 
being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 
On motion of Mr. HALL of Minnesota 
the last vote was laid on the table. 


WILLIAM B. CHAPMAN AND OTHERS. 


Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanmious 
consent to call up for present consideration the bill (H. R. 4328) 
for the relief of William B. Chapman, W. Street, 
John W. Hoes, Emmet C. Tuthill, and Joseph H. Curtis. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read subject to objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Seeretary of War be, and he is hereby, author 
ized and directed to revoke so much of Special Orders numbered 229, Head 


,& motion to reconsider 


George 


quarters Department of Virginia and North Carolina, dated August 21, 1864, 
as dismissed First Lieut. William B. Chapman, First Lieut. George W 
Street, First Lieut. John W. Hoes, First Lieut. Emmet C. Tuthill, and First 
Lieut. Joseph H. Curtis, Third New York Infantry Volunteers, from the serv 
ice of the United States, and to issue to each of these officers acertificate of 
honorable discharge as of the date of the order of dismi Provided, That 





nothing in this act shall becoustrue to allow to any oil 
or his heirs, any pay or allowances to which said offi 
entitled if he had been honorabiy dis 


The SPEAKER. 


cer named therein 
er would not have been 
‘-harged on August 21, 1864. 

Is there objection to the pres 


nt considera- 


tion of the bill? 
Mr.SAYERS. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, 
I desire to ask the gentleman from New York if this is simply a 


restoration of these parties to the roll. 
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Mr. CURTIS of New York. It is pe to take away the To Mr. Coomss, for the rest of this day, on aceount of sick- 
aae * dismissal, ness. 

1ere being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to | yerp ‘ . . iat 

~ ODS OF ACCOUNTING IN THE TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 

DE teats see Lents OSES CONE, See ee engrossed, it Wa8 |" sr DINGLEY. Before the regular order is called up I ask 


accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
On a. of Mr. CURTIS of New ork, @ motion to recon- | that the gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. PATTERSON] yield to 





sider the last vote was ordered to be laid on the table. allow me to present a privileged report, and to have it recom- 
mitted and printed. 
LOT 8, BLOCK 9%, HOT SPRINGS, ARK. me PATTERSON. I will yield to the gentleman for that 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGEof Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- = 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 6042) Mr, DINGLEY. By instructions of the joint commission to 
to authorize sale of lot 8, block 93, eity of Hot Springs, by school | ™d¥ire into status of laws organizing the Executive Depart- 
directors thereof, and use of proceeds for ot purposes. ments, I desire to present a privileged report on bill H. R. 6478 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Admmaant r. Breck- | for the purpose of having the bill and accompanying report 
INRIDGE] asks unanimous consent for the present consideration printed and recommitted to the joint commission. 
of a bill which the Clerk will report, after which the Chair will The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 


usk if there be objection to its consideration. The Clerk read as follows: 

The Clerk read as follows: A bill (H. R. 6478) to improve the methods of accounting in the Department 
Be it enacted, etc., That the directo .’ — e of the Treasury, and for other purposes. 
C 6 a) : a ia 
Hot Springs, Ark. are hereby authorized to sell and convey, at private or | TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] 
public sale, lot 8, ic block 98, on Ouachita avenue, in said city, as shown by asks to have this bill and report printed and recommitted to the 


the survey and plat of the United States C: issi for Hot Spri joint issi i in t sence - 
heretofore designated and set apart by the Secretary of the Interior an a site te ee commission, and it wilt be so ordered in the absence of ob 
fora schoolhouse under act approved June 16, 1880. and to apply the pro- section. : : 
ceeds of such sale for the benefit of the common schools of said city. There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 
present consideration of this bill? A message, in writing, from the Presidentof the United States 
There was no objection. was communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his sec- 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time: | retaries, who also informed the House that the President had 
and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and | approved and signed bills of the following titles: 
passed. — i : On March 19, 1894: 
On motion of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas, a motion to An act (H. R. 2627) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
reconsider the last vote was laid on the table. Franklin, alias Andrew McKee: 
JESSE S. MORRISON. An act (H. R. 1133)to remove the charge of desertion standing 
: against jhe W. Wacker. 
Mr. FLYNN and Mr. HUNTER addressed the Chair. | “On March 22, 1894: 
TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Oklahoma[Mr. FLYNN] An act (H.R. 5258) granting a pension to Hannah Lyons. 


is recognized. The Chair must alternate in recognitions. On rhe 24, 1894 
Mr. FLYNN. [ask unanimous consent for the present con-| An act (H.R. 4831) to amend an act entitled “‘An act author- 
— ation of the bill (H. R. 2710) for the relief of Jesse S. Mor- | izing the construction of a high wagon bridge at or near Sioux 
City, I g 2, 1889, f 
ThoSPEAKER. Thegentlemanfrom Oklahoma[Mr. FLYNN] | Api ip, 1800, and February 7 ae ee © 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill On March 29, 1894: 
which the Clerk will report, after which the Chair will ask if An act (A. R. 5530) to regulate the making of property returns 
there be ob} ection to its consideration. by officers of the Government; 
The Clerk read as follows: An act (H.R.5529) to repeal section 311 of the Revised Stat- 
Be it enucted, etc., That ® atent in fee simple be issued to Jesse S. atorrs- utes of the United States, relating to accounts of the Treasury 
son, his heirs and assi or the northeast quarter of the southwest of the United States; and 


ter and lot 7, section townshi 12 north, © 7 west, Indian meri 
the south half of the southeast quarter, section 2. township 13 north, range | _ An act (H. R.5425) for acharter for the Iowa and Nebraska 
Pontoon Bridge Company. 


7 west, Indian meridian; the southeast quarter of the southwest quarter 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


and lot 8, section 8, township 12 north, range 7 west, Indian meridian: and 
~ ne eee of beet a quarter, rare oak 29, Vette a hele g tg — 
wesi, Indian me an, ahoma Terr tent ing in lieu o A f the S snate, by M PLATT, f its clerk 
atent 8 issued on March 6, 1822, to “ Ben- enn ae pan yes ward Morrison) and message [rom whe HO y Mr. one of its clerks, 
fo : : announced that the Senate had passed without amendment joint 
resolution (H. Res. 146) providing for the payment of salaries 
and expenses of additional deputy collectors of internal revenue 


* Wo-ca-sa now-ka” (or Nellie Morrison), now deceased, the children of 
said Jesse S. Morrison and allottees under section 13 of the act entitled “An 
to carry out the provisions of the Chinese exclusion act of May 


act making appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the In- 
Department and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian 
tribes for the year ending June 90, 1892, and for other purposes,’’ approved 


March 3, 1891. 5, 1892, as amended by the act of November 3, 1893. 
h mmended the followi The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
ete on Publin Lants secs _ sole ase tears an amendment the bill (H. R. 1919) authorizing the Texarkana 


and Fort Smith Railway Company to bridge Caddo Lake at or 

near Mooringsport, La., and Cross Bayou near Shreveport, La.; 

in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 
ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTIONS SIGNED. 

Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined joint resolutions of the following 
titles: when the Speaker signed the same: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 144) authorizing and directing the 
Secre of the Treasury to receive at the subtreasury in the 
city of New York from R. T. Wilson & Co. or assigns, the 
money, amounting to $6,740,000, to be paid to the Cherokee Na- 
tion, and to place the same to the credit of the Cherokee N ation; 


Tn lines 3 and 4, after the word ‘‘to,” strike out the words “Jesse S. Mor- 
rison, his."’ and after the word ‘ ‘heirs,”’ strike out the words “and assigns,”’ 
and imsert after the word ‘‘ to," in line 3, the word ‘the,’ and after the word 
“heirs,” tae words “of Edward Morrison and Nellie Morrison, Iate of Okla- 
homa Territory, now deceased.” 

an my, in line 18, strike out the words ‘‘the children of said Jesse S. Mor- 
ris 

The SPEAKER: Is there objection to the request for the 
consideration of this bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, it wasimpo ssible to understand 
that bill from the reading. I hope the report will be read. 

Mr. FLYNN. I think the gentleman is familiar with the case. 
It is reported by the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the report be read. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. FGYNN. I hope the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
PATTERSON] will permit this to be considered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Pat- 
TERSON] demands the regular order, which is equivalent to an 
objection. 


Joint resolution (H.Res. 147) authorizing the transfer of fur- 
niture and carpets to the rooms now occupied by the United 
States courts at Chicago. 

CONTESTED ELECTION CASE, O'NEILL VS. JOY. 

The SPEAKER. The ar order is the contested election 
case of O'Neill vs. Joy. The gentleman from urine i: 
Burrows] on yesterday moved to reconsider the vote by w 
the House disagreed to the first part of the icieaie ators 
by the minority of the Committee on Elections, and the gentle- 
man from Lllinois [Mr. SPRINGER] moved to lay that motion on 
the table. ne nee ageee A vote was taken 

e vote will now be takez upon the 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted— 
To Mr. HOLMAN, for the rest of this day, on account of sick- 


ness 
To Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana, for two days, on account of sick- 


ness. and no — appeared 
































1894: 


motion to lay upon the table the motion to reconsider entered 
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by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS]. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 154, nays 11, 


not voting 187; as follows: 


Abbott, 
Alexander, 
Allen, 
Bailey, 
Baidwin, 
Bankhead, 
Barwig, 
Bell, Tex. 
Black, Ga. 
Bland, 
Boatner, 
Bower, N. C. 
Breckinridge,Ark 
Bretz, 
Brickner, 
Brookshire, 
Brown, 
Bynui, 
Cadmus, 
Caminetti, 
Campbell, 
Cannon, Cal. 
Capehart, 
Caruth, 
Catchings, 
Causey, 
Clancy, 
Clark, Mo, 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cobb. Ala. 
Cobb, Mo. 
Cockrell, 
Coffeen, 
Conn, 
Cooper, Fla. 
Cooper, Ind. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cornish, 
Covert, 


De Armond, 
Everett, 
Griffin, 


Adams. Ky. 
Adams, Pa. 
Aitken, 
Alderson, 
Aldrich, 
Apsley, 
Arnold, 
Avery, 
Babcock, 
Baker, Kans. 
Baker, N. H. 
Barnes, 
Bartholdt, 
Bartlett, 
Belden, 

Bell, Colo. 
Beltzhoover, 
Berry, 
Bingham, 
Black, Ill. 
Blair, 

Boen, 
Boutelle, 
Bowers, Cal. 
Branch, 
Brattan, 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Broderick, 
Brosius, 
Bryan, 
Bundy, 
Bunn, 
Burnes, 
Burrows, 
Cabaniss, 
Caldwell, 
Cannon, [ll 
Chickering, 
Childs, 
Cockran, 
Cogswell, 
Compton, 
Coombs, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cousins, 
Crain, 
Cummings, 


YEAS —154. 
Cox Kribbs, 
Crawford, Kyle, 
Culberson, Lane, 


De Forest, 
Denson, 
Dinsmore, 
Dockery, 
Donovan, 
Dunn 
Dunphy, 
Durborow, 
Edmunds, 
English, 
Enloe, 
Epes, 
Erdman, 
Fielder, 
Geary, 
Geissenhainer, 
Goldzier, 
Gorman, 
Grady, 
Gresham, 
Haines, 
Hall, Minn. 
Hammond, 
Hare, 
Hatch, 
Hayes, 
Henderson, N. C. 
Hendrix 
Hines 
Holman, 
Hooker, Miss. 
Hudson, 
Hunter, 
Hutcheson, 
Jones, 
Kilgore, 


Latimer, 
Lawson, 
Layton, 
Lester, 
Lynch, 
Magner, 
Maguire, 
Mallory, 
McAleer, 
McCreary, Ky. 
McCulloch, 
McDearmon, 
McEttrick, 
McGann, 
McKaig, 
McMillin, 
McRae, 
Meredith, 
Meyer, 
Money, 
Montgomery, 
Moses, 
Mutchler, 
Neill, 

Oates, 
O'Neil, 

Page, 
Paschal, 
Patterson, 
Paynter, 
Pearson, 
Pendleton, Tex. 
Pendleton, W. Va. 
Pigott, 
Price, 
Rayner, 


NAYS—I1. 


Hall, Mo. 
Harter, 
McKeighan, 


Morgan, 
Outhwaite, 
Ryan, 


NOT VOTING—187. 


Curtis, Kans. 
Curtis, N. Y. 
Dalzell, 
Daniels, 
Davey, 
Davis, 
Dingley, 
Dolliver, 
Doolittle, 
Draper, 
Ellis, Ky. 
Ellis, Oregon 
Fithian, 
Fletcher, 
Forman, 
Funk, 
Funston, 
Fyan, 
Gardner, 
Gear, 

Gillet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goodnight, 
Graham, 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 

Grow, 
Hager, 
Hainer, 
Harmer, 
Harris, 
Hartman, 
Haugen, 
Heard, 
Heiner, 
Henderson, IIL 
Henderson, Iowa 
Hepburn, 
Hermann, 
Hicks, 
Hilborn, 
Hitt, 
Hooker, N. Y. 
Hopkins, OL 
Hopkins, Pa. 
Houk, 
Hulick, 


Hull, 

kirt, 
Johnson, Ind. 
Johnson, N. Dak. 
Johnson, Ohio 
Joy, 

Kem, 
Kiefer, 
Lacey, 
Lapham, 
Lefever, 
Linton, 
Lisle, 
Livingston, 
Lockwood, 
Loud, 
Loudenslager, 
Lucas, 
Maddox, 
Mahon, 
Marsh, 
Marshall, 
Martin, Ind. 
Marvin, N. Y¥. 
McCall, 
McCleary, Minn. 
Mc Dannold, 
McDowell, 
McLaurin, 
McNagny, 
Meiklejohn, 
Mercer, 
Milliken, 
Moon, 
Morse, 
Murray, 
Newlands, 
Northway, 
Payne, 
Pence, 
Perkins, 
Phillips, 
Pickler, 
Post, 
Powers, 
Quigg, 
Randall, 


The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. WILSON of West Virginia with Mr. DALZELL. 


Mr. BLAcK of Illinois wit 


Mr. ALDRICH. 


Mr. ALDERSON with Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. McDANNOLD with Mr. LEFEVER. 

Mr. SNODGRASS with Mr. HouKk. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia with Mr. STORER. 


teilly, 
Richards, Ohio 
Richardson, Mich. 
Richardson, Tenn. 
Ritchie, 
Robbins, 
Robertson, La. 
Rusk, 
Sayers, 
Schermerhorn, 
Shell, 
Sickles, 
Springer, 
Stallings, 
Stevens, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Strait, 
Straus, 
Talbert, S. C 
Talbott, Md. 
Tate, 
Taylor, Ind 
Terry, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, Va. 
Turpin, 
Tyler, 
Weadock, 
Wells, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Williams, Il. 
Williams, Miss 
Wise, 
Wolverton, 
Woodard, 


Sibley, 
Warner 


Ray, 

Reed. 
Reyburn, 
Robinson, Pa. 
Russell, Conn. 
Russell, Ga 
Scranton, 
Settle, 

Shaw, 
Sherman, 
Simpson, 
Sipe, 

Smith, 
Snodgrass, 
Somers, 
Sperry, 
Stephenson, 
Stone, C. W. 
Stone, W. A. 
Storer, 
Strong, 
Swanson, 
Sweet, 
Tarsney, 
Tawney, 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Thomas, 
Tracey, 
Updegraf, 
Van Voorhis, N.Y. 
Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Wanger, 
Washington, 
Waugh, 
Wever, 
Wheeler, Il. 
White, 
Whiting, 
Wilson, Ohio 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wilson, W. Va 
Woomer, 
Wright, Mass. 
Wright, Pa. 





Mr. TARSNEY with Mr. GEAR. 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
For 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


FORMAN 
MADDOX 


this day: 


The SPEAKER. 


COMPTON with Mr 
FYAN with Mr. LINTON. 
LOCKWOOD w 


with Mr. Li 
with Mr. G! 


avi 


11; no quorum has voted. 


Mr. PATTERSON. 


ayes seemed to have it. 


Mr. REED. 


‘he House divided: 


Mr. REED. 
Mr. PATTE! 
Mr. REED. 


Mr. PATTERSON. 


Mr. REED. 
Mr. O’NEIL. 


The SPEAKER. 


Mr. O'NEIL. 


The SPEAKER. 


tellers. 
Mr. REED. 
nays? 


The SPEAK] 


oR. 


Division. 


and there were 


GOODNIGHT with Mr. WALKER. 
BARNES with Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota. 
CABANISS with Mr. NORTHWAY, 
FITHIAN with Mr. Moon. 

ELLIs of Kentucky with Mr. HAUGEN. 
LIVINGSTON with Mr. GrLLer of New York. 
CAS, 
Z0UT. 
BUNN with Mr. STRONG. 
HEARD with Mr. TAYLOR of 
BERRY with Mr. CALDWELL. 
ARNOLD with Mr. COGSWELL. 


rr 


MARTIN of Indiana with Mr. BINGHAM. 
DAVEY with Mr. POWERS. 
BELTZHOOVER with Mr. WRIGHT of Massachu 
HENDERSON of Iowa 


SCRANTON. 


rH, 


I moveacallof the House, 
The question was taken, and the Speaker announced 





Liennessee. 


York. 


ayes 114, no 


ded L 


tts, 


ith Mr. VAN Vooraurs of New \ : 
CRAIN with Mr. HOOKER of New 
BRATTAN with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsyl\ uni 
WHITING with Mr. 
TRACEY with Mr. WADSWOR 
SOMERS with Mr. SHERMAN. 
On this question the yeas ar 


on the election ca 


e 154, the nays 


Mr. St 


eaker. 


that the 


3 none. 


Better have tellers, Mr. Speaker 


ISON. 


I demand the yeas and nays. 


Why can not we vote by tellers? 


I withdraw the motion. 


Oh, no; it is carried. 
I renew the demand. 


The demand is renewed on this 


I withdraw the demand. 


The question, then, is on the 


side. 


mand for 


What became of the demand for the yeas and 


It was withdrawn. [After counting.) Sixt 


six gentlemen have arisen; a sufficient number, and tellers are 


ordered. 


places as tellers. 


Mr. PATTERSON. 


The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PATTE 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] will please 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was t 


voting 176; as follows: 


Abbott, 
Alexander, 
Allen, 
Baliley, 
Baker, Kans. 
Baldwin, 
Bankhead, 
Bartlett, 
Barwig, 
Bell, Colo. 
Bell. Tex. 
Black, Ga 
Bland, 
Boatner, 
Boen, 
Bower, N.C. 
Branch, 
Breckinridge, Ark. 
Bretz, 
Brickner, 
Brookshire, 
Brown, 
Bryan, 
Bynum, 
Cadmus, 
Caminetti, 
Campbell, 
Cannon, Cal. 
Capehart, 
Caruth, 
Catchings, 
Causey, 
Clancy, 
Clark, Mo. 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cobb, Mo. 
Cockrell, 
Coffeen, 


iken; and there 


YEAS 


Conn, 
Cooper, Fila. 
Cooper, Ind. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cornish, 
Covert, 

Cox, 
Crawford, 
Culberson, 
Davis, 

De Armond, 
Denson, 
Dingley, 
Dinsmore, 
Dockery, 
Donovan, 
Dunphy, 
Durborow, 
Edmunds, 
Eniloe, 
Epes, 
Erdman, 
Fielder, 
Geary, 
Geissenhainer, 
Goldzier, 
Gorman, 
Grady, 
Gresham, 
Griffin, 
Haines, 
Halli, Minn. 
Hall, Mo. 
Hammond, 
Hare, 
Harter, 
Hatch, 
Hayes, 
Henderson, N.C. 


Hendrix, 
Hines, 
Holman, 
Hooker, 
Hudson, 
Hunter, 
Hutcheson, 


Miss. 


Ki gore 
Kribbs, 
Ky le, 
Lane, 
Latimer, 
Lawson, 
Layton, 
Leste r, 
Lynch, 
Magner, 
Maguire, 
Mallory, 
Marshall, 
McAleer, 


McCreary, Ky. 


McCulloch, 
McDearmond, 
McEttrick, 
McGann, 
McKaig, 
McKeighan, 
McLaurin, 
McMillin, 
McNagny, 
Mc > 
Meredith, 
Meyer, 
Money, 
Montgomery, 
Morgan, 


re—yeas 175, 


I call for the yeas and nays. 


ISON | and 
take their 
iays i, not 


Moses 
Mutchler, 
N l 
Oates 

O' Ne 
Outhwaite 
Page, 
Paschal, 
Patterson, 
Pearson, 
Pendleton, Tex. 
Pendieton, W. Va. 
Pigot t, 

Price, 

Rayner, 

Reilly, 

Richards, Ohio 
Richardson, Mich. 
Richardson, Tenn. 
Ritchie, 

Robbins, 
Robertson, La 
Rusk, 
Ryan, 
Sayers, 
Schnertr 
Shell, 
Sibley, 
Sickles, 
Sperry, 
Springer, 
Stallings, 
Stevens, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Strait, 
Straus, 
Swanson, 


Talbert, 3 O 


ernorn, 
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Tate, Turner, Ga. Yostingten, Williams, Miss. 
Taylor, Ind. Turner, Va. Weadock, Wise, 
Terry, Turpin, Welis, Wolverton, 
Tracey, wo Wheeler, Ala. Woodara. 
Tucker, arner, Williams, 011, 
NAYS—1. 
Brosius. 
NOT VOTING—176. 
Adams, Ky. Davey, Hulick, Randall, 
Adams, Pa. DeForest, Hull, Ray, 
Aitken, Dolliver, Ikirt, Reed, 
Alderson, Doolittle, Johnson, Ind. Rey burn, 
Aldrich, Draper, Johnson, N. Dak. Robinson, Pa. 
Apsley, Dunn, Johnson, Ohio Russell, Conn. 
Arnold, Ellis, Ky. Joy, Russell, Ga. 
Avery, Ellis, Oregon Kiefer, Scranton, 
Babcock, Engiish, Lacey, Settle, 
Baker, N. H. Everett, Lapham, Shaw, 
Barnes, . Fithian, Lefever, Sherman, 
Bartholdt, Fletcher, Linton, Simpson, 
Belden, Forman, Lisle, Sipe, 
Beltzhoover, Funk, Livingston, Smith, 
Berry, Funston, Lockwood, Snodgrass, 
Bingham, Fyan, Loud, Somers, 
Black, LL. Gardner, Loudenslager, Stephenson, 
Blair, Gear, Lucas, Stone, C. W. 
Boutelle, Gillet, N. Y. Maddox, Stone, W. A. 
Bowers, Cal. Gillett. Mass. Mahon, Storer, 
Brattan, Goodnight, Marsh, Strong, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Graham, Martin, Ind. Sweet, 
Broderick, Grosvenor, Marvin, N. Y. Talbott, Md. 
Bundy, Grout, McCall, Tarsney, 
Bunn, Grow, McCleary, Minn. Tawney. 
Burnes, Hager, McDannold, Taylor, Tenn. 
Burrows, Hainer, McDowell, Thomas, 
Cabaniss, Harmer, Meiklejohn, Updegraff, 
Caldwell, Harris, Mercer, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Cannon, Ill. Hartman, Milliken, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Chickering, Haugen, Moon, Wadsworth, 
Childs, Heard, Morse, Walker, 
Cockran, Heiner, Murray, Wanger, 
Cogswell, Henderson, IL. Newlands, Waugh, 
Compton, Henderson, Iowa Northway, Wever, 
Coombs, Hepburn, Payne, Wheeler, Il. 
Cooper, Wis. Hermann, Paynter, White. 
Cousins, Hicks, Pence, Whiting, 
Crain, Hilborn, Perkins, Wilson, Ohic 
Cummings, Hitt, Phillips, Wilson, Wash. 
Curtis, Kans. Hooker, N. Y. Pickler, Wilson, W. Va 
Curtis, N. Y. Hopkins, DL Post, Woomer, 
Dalzell, Hopkins, Pa. Powers, Wright, Mass. 
. Daniels, Houk, Quigg, Wright, Pa. 


TheSPEAKER. On this question the yeasare 174; the nays 1. 
The yeas have it, and a call of the House is ordered. 
The roll was called, when the following-named members failed 


to respond: 


Aitken, Coombs, Jobnson, Ind. Scranton, 
Alderson, Sooper, Wis. Johnson, Ohio Settle, 
Aldrich, Cummings, Kem, Sherman, 
Apsley, Dalzell, Kiefer, Simpson, 
Barnes, Davey, Lapham, Sipe, 
Bartholdt, Doltiver, Lefever, Snodgrass, 
Beltzhoover, Ellis, Ky. Linton, Somers, 
Berry, Fithian, Lisle, Sperry, 
Bingham, Forman, Livingston, Storer, 

Black, Il. Fyan, Lucas, Strong, 
Boatner, Gillet, N. Y. Maddox, Swanson, 
Bowers, Cal. Goldzier, Martin, Ind. Tarsney, 
Brattan, Goodnight, McCleary, Minn. Taylor, Tenn. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Graham, McDannold, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Bune, Harmer, McDowell, Walker, 
Burrows, Heard, McKeighan, Wever, 
Cabaniss, Heiner, Moon, Whiting, 
Caldwell, Henderson, lowa Newlands, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cockran, Hermann, Northway, Wright, Mass. 
Cogswell, Hopkins, Il. Ritchie, Wright, Pa. 
Compton, Houk, Robinson, Pa. 


The SPEAKER. The doors will now be closed, and the Clerk 
will call the names of gentlemen who failed to respond on the 


first call. 


Mr. BOEN (when the name of Mr. KIEFER was called). 


Mr. 


Speaker, my colleague [Mr. KIEFER] was called away by a tele- 
gram, and he desired me to obtain leave of absence for him for 


two days. 


The SPEAKER. 


The gentleman can not be excused for more 


than one day at this time, but the Chair will submit the request 


later. 


The cali was completed. 
The SPEAKER. Upen this call 268 gentleman have answered 


to their names. 


Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with 
all further proceedings under the call. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. PATTERSON, 
the Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. REED. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 101, noes 4. 





MARCH 29, 





The question was taken; and there were—yeas 159, nays 0, not 
voting 193; as follows: 


YEAS—159. 
Abbott, Covert, Kyle, Pigott, 
Alexander, Cox, Lane, Reilly, 
Bailey, Crain, Latimer, Richards, Ohio 
Baldwin, Culberson, Lawson, Richardson, Mich. 
Bankhead, Davis, Layton, Richardson, Tenn. 
Bartlett, De Armond, Lester, Ritchie, 
Barwig, De Forest, Lockwood, Robbins, 
Bell, Colo. Denson, Magner, Robertson, La. 
Bell, Tex. Dinsmore, Maguire, Ryan, 
Black, Ga. Dockery, Mallory, Russell, Ga. 
Bland, Donovan, Marshall, Sayers, 
Boatner, Dunn, McAleer, Schermerhorn, 
Boen, Durborow, McCreary, Ky. Shell, 
Bower, N. C. Edmunds, McCulloch, Sibley, 
Branch, Enloe, McDearmon, Sickles, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Epes, McEttrick, Springer, 
Bretz, Erdman, McGann, Stallings, 
Brickner, Everett, McKaig, Stockdale, 
Brookshire, Fielder, McKeighan, Strait, 
Brown, Geary, McLaurin, Straus. 
Bryan, Geissenhainer, McRae, Swanson, 
Burnes, Goldzier, Meredith, Talbert, S. C. 
Bynum, Gorman, Meyer, Talbott, Md. 
Cadmus, Grady, Money, Tate, 
Caminetti, Gresham, Montgomery, Taylor, Ind. 
Cannon, Cal. Haines, Morgan, Terry, 
Capehart, Hall, Minn. Moses, Tracey, 
Caruth, Hall, Mo. Mutchler, Tucker, 
Catchings, Hammond, Neill, Turner, Ga. 
Causey, Hare, Oates, Turner, Va. 
Clancy, Harter, O'Neil, Washington, 
Clark, Mo. Hatch, Outhwaite, Weadock, 
Clarke, Ala. Hayes, Page, Wells, 
Cobb, Ala. Henderson, N.C Paschal, Wheeler, Ala. 
Cobb, Mo. Hendrix, Patterson, Williams, Il. 
Cockrell, Hooker, Miss. Paynter, Williams, Miss. 
Coffeen, Hunter, Pearson, Wise, 
Cooper, Ind. Ikirt, Pence, Wolverton, 
Cooper, Tex. Jones, Pendleton, Tex. Woodard. 
Cornish, Kilgore, Pendleton, W. Va. 
NAYS—0. 
NOT VOTING—193. 

Adams, Ky. Davey, Hutcheson, Reyburn, 
Adams, Pa. Dingley, Johnson, Ind. Robinson, Pa. 
Aitken, Dolliver, Johnson, N. Dak. Rusk, 
Alderson, Doolittle, Johnson, Ohio Russell, Conn. 
Aldrich, Draper, Jor, Scranton, 
Allen, Saar Kem, Settle, 
Apsley, Ellis, Ky. Kiefer, Shaw, 
Arnold, Ellis, Oregon Kribbs, Sherman, 
Avery, English, Lacey, Simpson, 
Babcock, Fithian, Lapham, Sipe, 
Baker, Kans. Fletcher, Lefever, Smith, 
Baker, N. H. Forman, Linton, Snodgrass, 
Barnes, Funk, Lisle, Somers, 
Bartholdt, Funston, Livingston, Sperry, 
Belden, Fyan, Loud, Stephenson, 
Beltzhoover, Gardner, Loudenslager, Stevens, 

erry, Gear, Lucas, Stone, C. W. 

ingham, Gillet, N. Y. Lynch, Stone, W. A. 
Black, Ill. Gillett, Mass. Maddox, Stone, Ky. 
Blair, Goodnight, Mahon, Storer, 
Boutelle, Graham, Marsh, Strong. 
Bowers, Cal Griffin, Martin, Ind. Sweet, 
Brattan, Grosvenor, Marvin, N. Y. Tarsney, 
Breckinridge, Ky Grout, McCall, Tawney. 
Broderick, Grow, McCleary, Minn. Taylor, Tenn. 
Brosius, Hager, McDannold, Thomas, 
Lundy, Hainer, McDowell, Turpin, 
Bunn, Harmer, McMillin, ler, 
Burrows, Harris, McNagny, Pegraf, 
Cabaniss, Hartman, Meiklejohn, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Caldwell, Haugen, Mercer, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Campbell, Heard, Milliken, Wadsworth, 
Cannon, Il. Heiner, Moon, Walker, 
Chickering, Henderson, Il. Morse, Wanger, 
Childs, Henderson, Iowa Murray, Warner, 
Cockran, Hepburn, Newlands, Waugh, 
Cogswell, Hermann, Northway, Wever, 
Compton, Hicks, Payne, Wheeler, Il. 
Conn, Hilborn, Perkins, White, 
Coombs, Hines, Phillips, Whiting, 
Cooper. Fla. Hitt, Pickler, Wilson, Ohio 
Cooper, Wis. Holman. Post, Wilson, Wash. 
Cousins, Hooker, N. Y. Powers, Wilson, W. Va. 
Crawford. Hopkins, Ill. Price, Woomer, 
Cummings, Hopkins, Pa. uigg. Wright, Mass. 
Curtis, Houk, dail, Wright, Pa. 
Curtis, N. Y. Hudson, Ray, 
Dalzell, Hulick, Rayner, 
Daniels, Hull, Reed, 


The following additional pair was announced: - 
Mr. STEVENS with Mr._VAwN Vooruis of New York, until 


further notice. 


The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 157 and the 


Mr. REED. I ask for tellers. 
Mr. PATTERSON. Icall for the yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


nays are none. The ayes have it, and all further proceedings 

caher the call are dispensed with, but no quorum is present. 
Mr. PATTERSON. I move a call of the House, Mr. Speaker. 
A call of the House was ordered. 








1894. 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





S333 


The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following-named quorum would be obliged to remain in session continuously f 


members failed to answer: 


Altken, Cummings, Holman, Randall, 
Alderson, Dalzell, Hooker, N. Y. Scranton, 
Aldrich, Davey, Houk, Settle, 

Alien, Dolliver, Hudson, Sherman, 
Apsley, Ellis, Ky. Hunter, Simpson, 
Arnold, Everett Johnson, Ohio Snodgrass, 
Bailey, Fithiar-, Kiefer, Sperry, 
Barnes, Fletcher, Lefever, Storer, 
Beltzhoover, Forman, Linton, Strong, 

Berry, Fyan, Lisle, Tarsney, 
Bingham, Geary, Livingston, Taylor, Ind. 
Black, D1. Gillet, N. Y. Lucas, Taylor, Tenn. 
Brattan, Goodnight, Maddox, Van Voorhis, N.Y 
Breckinridge, Ky. Graham, Maguire, Walker, 
Bunn, Gresham, Martin, Ind. Waugh, 
Cabaniss, Grosvenor, McCleary, Minn Wever, 
Cadmus, Harris, McDannold, White, 
Caldwell, Haugen, McDowell, Whiting, 
Cockran, Heard, Milliken, Wilson, Wash. 
Cogswell, Heiner, Money, Wilson, W. Va. 
Compton, Henderson, Iowa Moon, Wright, Mass. 
Coombs, Hendrix, Newlands, Wright, Pa. 
Cooper, Wis. Hermann, Northway, 


The SPEAKER. 
will call the names of members 
call. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Mr.Speaker, I desire to have the gentleman 
from Minnesota, Mr. MCCLEARY, excused. He left the House 
ill about an hour ago. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. TAWNEY (when the name of Mr. KIEFER was called). 
Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague [Mr. KIEFER] be excused. 
He has been called away from the city by a telegram. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the gentleman will 
be excused for this day’s session. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Upon this call 249 gentlemen have answered 
to their names. 

Mr.PATTERSON. 
Isend to the desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Ordered, That the Sergeant-at-Arms take into custody and bring to the bar 
of the House such of its members as are absent without leave of the Hoase. 
This order shall continue in force beyond the adjournment of the session of 
to-day, and until the further order of the House. The Sergeant-at-Arms is 
directed to employ a su ficient number of deputies toexecute this order, and 
to take into custody such abseatess wherever they may be found, and all 
leaves of absence, except for sickn «ss, are hereby revoked. 


Mr. PATTERSON. Upon that I demand the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. REED. Is that in order, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

The question being taken on ordering the previous question, 
the Speaker declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. REED. [I ask for a division. 


The doors will now be closed and the Clerk 


Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolution which 


who failed to respondon the first | 





! 


| less to secure the presence of a quorum. 


five, six, seven, or eight days and nights until the Sergeant-at- 
| Arms should return with the members who had been absent. 
A recess can not be taken under such circumstances: and if b 


reason of an adjournment the proceeding to secure the atten 
ance of absentees falls, then the House would be utterly power- 
The Chair submits 
that it has been repeatedly held in the history of the House that 
no such absurd contention as that could be right or ought to be 
enforced. [Applause.] On the contrary, it his been uniformly 
held that the House inthe absence of aquorum may do anything 


looking to obtaining a quorum. The present proposition is 
nothing more than a revocation of leaves of absence and sn ef- 
fort to compel the attendance of absent members by ordering 


the Sergeant-at-Arms to arrest them, it being further provided 
that the proceeding shall not fall by reason of an ad ournment. 
It seems tothe Chair that this resolution sugyests the only 
practical method of obtaining the presence of a quorum. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If the previous question is ordered on 
this resolution, will it be debatable? 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules, a proposition upon which 
the previous question has been ordered is open to debate for fif- 
teen mivutes on each side after the ordering of the previous 
question, if there has been no debate prior thereto. ‘The Chair 
does not now see any reason why the ordinary rule would not 
apply here. There may be some reason to the contrary, but it 
does not occur to the Chair now. 

Mr. REED. Leask for tellers. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair had determined som: igo 
that the ayes had it. 
Mr. REED. Iask for tellers. I made, in the first plice, the 


point that there was noquorum,; the Chair decided thata quorum 
was not necessary. I now ask for teilers on the count. 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair, the 
comes too late. 

Mr. REED. If the Chair will reflect a moment, I think it will 
clearly appear that | am not too late. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentlemin. The 
Chair is inclined to adopt a liberal ruling. As the gentleman 
seems to think that he has aright to make the demand for tell- 
ers, the Chair will hear him in behaif of that proposition. 

Mr. REED. I am quite sure the Chair upon reflection will 
perceive that 1 had two rights. One was to make the point that 


demand 


| there was no quorum; and then I had also the right to call for 


tellers upon the count. If I had in the first instance cailed for 
tellers on the count I would have waived my point of no quorum, 
because the point of no quorum must be made at one»; 
having made that point, I can not be held to have waived my 
other right—the right to call for tellers. The question is now 
upon the count. On that I ask for tellers. The Chair wil 


but by 


l see, 


| I think, that if I had demanded yeas and nays that demand would 


Mr. PATTERSON demanded the yeas and nays, but subse- | 
| my right, provided the demand is sustained by one-fifth of a 


quently withdrew the demand. 

The House divided on ordering the previous question; and 
there were—ayes 104, noes 3. 

Mr. REED. There is no quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. A quorumis not required. 

Mr. REED. Will the Chair hear me a moment on that 

int? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman if he 
desires to discuss a question that has been repeatedly decided. 

Mr. REED. This resolution contains four propositions—— 

The SPEAKER. All looking to the obtaining of a quorum. 

Mr. REED. Precisely; but it also continues from day to day. 
Now, it must take a quorum of the House to do that, because 
our rules do not in any way provide for anything except the ob- 
taining of a quorum by this method, while the proposition here 
is to continue the order from day to day. I respectfully submit 
to the Chair that nothing but a quorum of the House can make 
an order of that kind. 

The SPEAKER. The question is not new. Under the Con- 
stitution and the rules of the House, fifteen members with the 
Speaker, if there be one, may compel the attendance of absent 
members; and in the absence of a quorum nothing can be done 
except to adjourn or to adopt measures relating to obtaining a 
quorum. The proposition of the gentleman from Maine is that 
less than a quorum can not continue from day to day an order for 
the arrest of absent members. The practical effect of that sug- 
gestion, if it were adopted, would be that the members who might 
be here, constituting less than a quorum—fifteen or eighteen or 
twenty perhaps—would be forced to stay in session (because 
they could not take a recess) if they desired to obtain the at- 
tendance of absentees; until such absentees were brought in, 
and {f any of such absentees lived, for instance, in California or 
Texas, the members engaged here in the endeavor to obtain a 


errr 


have been recognized; and the demand for tellers is also within 


quorum. The Chair will perceive that the suggestion which 
would deny my right to tellers would on the same ground pre- 
vent me from demanding the yeas and nays, which certainly 
can not be maintained. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman 
Maine ts right about this matter. 
mand for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered: and Mr. PATTERSON and 
were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 136, noes 
14, 

Mr. REED. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Tt } t from 
1e@ question is on the de- 


Mr. REED 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 164, nays 2, not 

voting 186; as-follows: 
YEAS—164. 

Abbott, Burnes, De Armond, Grifin 
Alexander, 3ynum, De Forest, Haines 
Bailey, Cadmus, Denson, Hall, Minn 
Baker, Kans. Caminetti, Dinsmore, Hall, Mo 
Baldwin, Cannon, Cal. Dockery, Hammond 
Bankhead, Capehart, Donovan, Hare, 
Bartlett, Catchings, Dunn, Hatch, 
Barwig,. Clancy, Dunphy, Hayes, 
Bell, Colo. Clark, Mo. Durborow, Henderson, N. QO. 
Bell, Tex. Clarke, Ala. Edmunds, Hendrix, 
Black, Ga. Cobb. Ala. Enloe, Hines, 
Bland, Cockrell, Epes, Hooker, Miss. 
Boatner, Coffeen, Erdman, Hudson, 
Boen, Conn, Everett, Hunter 
Bower, N. C. Cooper, Fila. Fielder, Hutcheson, 
Branch, Cooper, Ind Geary, Jone 
Breckinridge, Ark Cooper, Tex. Geissenhainer, Kem 
Bretz, Covert, Goldzier, Kilgore 
Brickner, Cox, Gorman, Kribt 
Brookshire, Crawford, Grady, Kyle 
Bryan, Davis, Gresham, Lane, 







Sot eee ee 
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Lapham, McRae. Rayner, Talbert, S. C. 
Latimer, Meredith, Richards, Ohio Talbott, Md. 
Lawson, Meyer, Richardson, Mich. Tate, 
Layton, Money, Richardson, Tenn. Taylor, Ind. 
Lester, Montgomery, Ritchie, Terry, 
Lockwood, Morgan, Robbins, Tucker, 
Lynch, Moses, Robertson, La. Turner, Ga. 
Maguire, Mutchier, Rusk, Turner, Va. 
Maliory, Netil, Russell, Ga. Turpin, 
Marshall, Oates, Ryan, Tyler, 
McAleer, O'Neil. Sayers, Warner, 
McCreary, Ky. Outhwaite, Sch: ermerhorn, Washington, 
McCulloch, Page, Shell, Weadock, 
McDearmon, Paschal, Sibley, Wells, 
McEttrick, Patterson, Springer, Wheeler, Ala. 
McKaig, Paynter, Stallings, Williams, fl. 
MecKeighan, Pearson, Stockdale, Williams, Miss. 
McLaurin, Pendleton, Tex. Stone, Ky. Wise, 
McMillin, Pendieton, W.Va. Strait, Wolverton, 
MecNagny, Pigott, Swanson, Woodard. 
NAYS—2. 
Cobb, Mo. English. 
NOT VOTING—186, 
Adams, Ky, Curtis, Kans. Hutick, Reilly, 
Adams, Pa. Curtis, N. Y. Hull. Reyburn, 
Aitken, Dalzell, Ikirt, Robinson, Pa. 
Alderson, Daniels, Johnson, Ind. Russell, Conn. 
Aldrich, Davey, Jobnson, N. Dak. Scranton, 
Alien, Dingley, Jonnson, Ohio Settie, 
Apsiey, Dolliver, Joy, Shaw, 
Arnold, Doolittle, Kiefer Sherman, 
Avery, Draper, Lacey, Sickles, 
Babcock, Ellis, Ky. Lefever Simpson, 
Baker, N. H. Ellis, Oregon, Linton. Sipe, 
Barnes, Fithian, Lisle, Smith, 
Bartholdt, Fletcher, Livingston Snodgrass, 
Belden, Forman, Loud, Somers, 
Beltzhoover, Funk, Loudenslager, Sperry, 
Berry, Funston, Lucas, Stephenson, 
Bingham, Fyan, Maddox, Stevens, 
Black, Ill. Gardner, Magner, Stone, C. W. 
Blair. Gear, Mahon, Stone, W. A. 
Boutelle, Gillet, N. Y. Marsh, Storer, 
Bowers, Cal. Gillett, Mass. Martin, Ind. Straus, 
Brattan, Goodnight, Marvin, N. Y. Strong, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Graham, McCall, Sweet, 
Broderick, Grosvenor, McCleary, Minn. Tarsney, 
Brosius, Grout, MeDannold, . Tawney, 
Brow Grow, McDowell, Taylor, Tenn. 
Buniiy, Hager, McGann, Thomas, 
Bunn, Hainer, Meiklejohn, Tracey, 
Burrows, Harmer, Mercer, Updegraff, 
Cabaniss, Harris, Milliken, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Caldwell, Harter, Moon, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Campbell, Hartman, Morse, Wadsworth, 
Cannon, Lil. Haugen, Murray, Walker, 
Caruth, Heard Newlands, Wanger, 
Causey, Heiner, Northway, Waugh, 
Chickering, Henderson, Ill. Payne, Wever, 
Childs, Henderson, Iowa Pence, Wheeler, Ill. 
Cockran, Hepburn, Perkins, White, 
Cogswell, Hermann, Phillips, Whiting, 
Compton, Hicks, Pickler, Wilson, Ohio 
Coombs, Hilborn, Post, Wilson, Wash. 
Cooper, Wis. Hitt, Powers, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cornish, Holman, Price, Woomer, 
Cousins, Hooker, N. Y. gigs. Wright, Mass. 
Crain, Hopkins, Il. ndall, Wright, Pa. 
Culberson, Hopkins, Pa. Ray, 
Cumunings, Houk, Reed, 


So the previous question was ordered. 
Mr. Speaker, I desire toask that my colleague, 
Mr. MARTIN, be excused on account of sickness. 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. STONE of Kentucky). On 
this question the yeas are 164, nays 2. No quorum has voted. 


Mr. BRETZ. 


Mr. PATTERSON. 


It does not reguire a quorum, Mr. 


Speaker; this is a proceeding under the call of the House. 


The SPEAKER 


ro tempore. 


The Chair stands corrected. 


The previous quéstion is ordered, and under the rules of the 
House thirty minutes are allowed for debate, fifteen minutes on 
each side. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. ReEep] to control one-half of the time, and the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. PATTERSON] the other half. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Lask for a vote on the resolution unless 
some gentleman desires to debate it. ‘ 

Mr. REED. I yield five or ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio {Mr. GROSVENOR]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I want to appeal to the 
gentleman having in charge the performance on this occasion, 
to withdraw this piece from the stage, and proceed to some 
other business of some importance to the of this country. 

In the first place I want to point out to the other side that, 
my judgment, there can be no greater invasion of the rights of 
a member of this House than that which is embodied in the res- 
olution now pending before it and whieh we are asked to adopt. 
There is no greater breach of good faith, no more distinct and 


unqualified repudiation of all tnat is due between gentlemen, 
than the attempt to adopt and enforce such a resolution as that 
now before us, and offered fer a purpose to which I will address 
myself very briefly. 
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The members of this House--and we may as well accept it, 
for we all understand that as a matter of fact a great many 
members of Congress are compelled, on occasions, to leave Wash- 
ington City and go somewhere else throughout the country on 
matters of importance to themselves or their constituents. I 
can say to some gentlemen on the other sidé that during the 
ensuing ninety days a good many of them will have important 
business, and business of such importance that I do not think 
they can satisfactorily adjust it even if thev left here now, went 
to their homes, and devoted the whole of the intervening time 
to its settlement. [Laughter and applause on the Republican 
side. | 

Now, what is the proposition? A member of Congress re- 
spectfully asks leave of absence of this body for a given number 
of days. upon the ground of important business. It is granted 
to him by the unanimous consent of this body, and trusting to 
that good faith and that unanimous consent of the House, he 
takes the train and goes to adistantState. Suddenly, and with- 
out any notice to him, he finds that all leaves of absence are re- 
voked, and that the Sergeant-at-Arms, or his deputy, has been 
ordered to take him into custody and bring him before the bar 
ofthe House. Why, wedonot treat the commonest criminals in 
that way. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Even out in Ohio. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Neither in Ohio nor anywhere else. It 
is simply a breach of good faith on the part of the House, and a 
decided breach of good manners. Now, I do hope that such a 
resolution will not be adopted. 

But what do we find in connection with the present proceed- 
ings? I call the attention of the gentlemen on the other side of 
the House to the fact that on yesterday 27 Democrats—and that 
is something which seldom occurs in this House—voted against 
the report of the majority of their Committee on Elections. 
Why did they doit? They did it because they knew, and the 
country knows, and there are not ten men in the House that do 
not know, that the adoption of that majority report is a crime 
against the elective franchise of this country. It is simply 
an overriding and disregard of the expressed opinions of the 
voters of the Congressional district from which these gentle- 
men come. 

Can we go before the people of the United States and say to 
them that we have turned out a member of Congress, and in do- 
ing so have taken 937 ballots, absolutely proper in form, cast 
under a law about which there is no controversy, and simply 
because certain initials of the judges of election were not placed 
on them—a mere technical informality—we have concluded to 
set aside the wishes of the voters and elect another man who 
was not only repudiated by the political majority of his district, 
but was repudiated by a personal failure of himself in the con- 
test? And to bring this about what have we before us? For 
the purpose of doing what the Committee on Llections has sug- 
gested they are endeavoring to force the Democratic majority 
of the House to do that which they are reluctant todo. For 
the gentleman in charge of this measure can notdeny that there 
is a manifest reluctance on the part of his side of the House to 
commit this outrage upon the people of this country. 

The gentlemanfrom Maine [Mr. REED], when hestated on yes- 
terday that he would not consent to believe that thatside of the 
House would do this thing until he heard the vote announced, 
was not very far wrong in his estimate of the sentiment on the 
Democratic side of the House on the question; for when the vote 
was called last night a number of gentlemen were absent who 
might as well have been present, and 27 of the number voted 
against the report of the majority of the committee. 

Several MEMBERS. And three from his own State. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And three Democrats from the State of 
Missouri, with a full knowledge of the law of that State, very 
much to the mortification, no doubt, of the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. Brown], who hassuddenly become such a pronounced 
advocate of the enforcement of the law, the technical pound of 
flesh, t the expressed will of the people—three distin- 

gentlemen from Missouri have voted against his report, 
showing that they know something about the law of Missouri, 
something about the spirit of that law, and something about the 
effect that this sort of transaction will have. 

Mr. BROWN. Will my friend from Ohio tell me how many 
gentlemen from Missouri voted in favor of the report? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have no doubt the gentleman from In- 
diana {[Mr. BRown] found with himself a as of the Mis- 
souri delegation. ere is as pressure in favor of the re- 
port of the majority, but the significant vote of gentlemen from 
that State I point to as showing that these gentlemen know 

about the law of Missouri, and that particular ar- 

gument of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROwN] did not 
with them. What effect it may have had upon the judg- 

ment of the other members from Missouri I am not here to say. 
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I know nothing about it; nor dol impugn the motives of those | 


gentiemen. 
Mr. BROWN. Will my friend allow me 
Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman has time of his own, 
voice of his own also. 
Mr. BROWN. No: | have no time. 
Mr. GROSVENOR,. In order to perpetrate this outrage, in 
order todo all this, the publie business of the country is sus- 
pended. The Treasury is almost empty, and the President is 
appealing here again for more bonds to carry on the Govern- 
ment, and when that is the case 
time of the House, occupying the time of the country, and spend- 
ing the money of the country,forthe purpose of doing that which, 
[repeat and close by saying, is a complete repudiation of every 
principle of elective goverament in this country. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Speaker, in reply to the gentleman 


and 
t 


= 


from Ohio |Mr. GROSVENOR] I will say thatif I sh yuld go any- 
where to learn good manners, I should not consult the gentle- 


man who has just taken his seat. 

Now, the resolution which has been offered, and which is now 
under consideration, is precisely the resolution which was 
adopted afew days ago by this House. Therefore I shall not 
comment further upon the substance of the resolution; but I 
desire to say «» few words in reply to the gentieman from Ohio 


[Mr. GROSVENOR], to the Democratic side of this House, in re- | 


spect to the main question. 

There is, Mr. Speaker, a principle involved in this controversy 
which at least ought to be dear to every Democratic 
Only a few weeks ago we repealed what were known as the elec- 
tion laws. Now, there are two ideas prevalent in this House. 
One idea is that this House is the exclusive judge of the elec- 
tions and qualifications of its own members, and that it is not 
bound by the statutes of the States, or by the decisions of the 
States construing their statutes. There is another ide 
is the Democratic idea, and that is that the matter of the elec 
tion of members of Congress is peculiarly within the jurisdiction 
of the several States; that they have the right to say who shall 
exercise the franchise: that they h: uve the right to throw such 

safeguards around the ballot and the france hise as they may think 
proper in the exercise of their sovereignty. 

Now, the simple question presented to this House is this: 
State of Missouri has enacted alaw. It isa mandatory law in 
respect to elections in that State; and the only question to be 
determined is, whether this Democratic House will stand by 
Democratic precedents, whether it wilPstand by a cardinal doc- 
trine of Democracy, to the effect that the States have the ri 
to regulate elections, that the States are supreme in ena 
election laws which not only govern their own people, but gov- 
ern Congress in construing them. That is the question. Now, 
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. GROS 
this case on its merits. The report of the majority of the com- 
mittee does not touch the facts of this case, and I said distinctly 
on yesterday that the majority of the committee did not do it, 
because the legal question was so perfectly satisfactory to the ma- 
jority, ae it must beso perfectly s atisfactory to every lawyer, at 


‘ting 
Ling 


least to every Democratic lawyer, that it was unnecessary to go 
into the ait record of facts. But I have examined the 
facts. 


Other members of the committee have done so, and I desire 
to say to my Democratic friends that in my humble judgment 
John J. O'Neill received a majority of the legal votes cast at 
that election, but independent of that, the sovereign State of 
Missouri has enacted this statute. It has solemnly declared 
upon its statute books that, unless these ballots are initialed 
or the signatures of the distributing judges are signed on the 
backs of the ballots, they are not legal ballots; that they should 
not be received and put into the ballot box. That is a plain 
mandatory statute. 

Mr. LACEY. I should like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Ican not yield. I desire toimpressupon 
you that this plain mandatory st: atute ‘en vcted by the sovereign 
State of Missouri is, in my humble judgment, binding upon the 
American Congress; and ifit is binding upon the American 
Congress, there is no other alternative but to seat John 
O'Neill. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

How much time have I left, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has ten minutes. 

Mr. PATTERSON, I reserve the balance of my time. 


Mr. REED. How much time have [, Mr. Spexker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. he gentleman from Tennessee 
has ten minutes remaining. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I have ten minutes remaining. 

Mr. REED. Perhaps some other gentleman would like to 


speak on your side? 
Mr. PATTERSON. No; go ahead. 


| 


we stand here occupying the | 


heart. | 
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Mr. LACEY. Perhaps the gentleman . 
right now in his own time? 
Mr. PATTERSON. Answer it in your own 
Mr. LACEY. You have plenty of time 
Mr. BROWN. I cebject. 
Mr. REED. How much time have I, Mr. Spea 
TheSPEAKER protempere. The gentlema us Li\ ir 
Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I am qu satisfied with th 
duet of the gentleman from Tennessee [M -ATTERSON] in 
addressing his remarks entirely to his side of the Ho lt 
showed the appreciation on his part and others of precisoly 
where the difficulty is. The diMculty which conf 3 is 
| really upon the other side. Since the foundation of this Gov- 
ernment there has never been any occasion to pass any g ul 
statute, as it were, allowing the Sergeant-at-Arms to have « 
troland command of the mambers. The exigency must be ve 
great which causes that to be done. But I am one of th 
whocriticise the measures which gentlemen se ol act 
sary to compel the action o! their own friends. s they 


know them be tier t han I possibly cou 


The Speaker has decided that less than a quorum can comp 
the attendance of members of this House, notwithstanding any 
adjournment of the House; and when I ventured to rais» the 
point on his action, in lan iwuage which [thought was notchosen, 
he regarded my objection as absurd, because, he says, if you 
keep this House ins walon until you can get a man from ¢ 
fornia itis an absurdity to say that, and also that you can not 
adjourn; while, at the same time, he is notin the least pene 
trated by the absurdity of going 3,000 miles, to ¢ a iaienane and 
getting a manand bringing him here, and then being power- 


less to count him after you have » got him here. [Laughter and 
loud applause on the Republican side. | 

Then I beg leave to make one other suggestion, not as to the 
general situation, due to the other side, but as to this particular 
situation, which is also duetothem. I can give them no praise 
for their conduct upon the general conduct of affairs; b 6 I do 

| give them unstinted praise, some of th , for their conduct in 

this particularaffair. Itisa fine sense of erege iety which causes 
them to refuse to give a quorum which is necessary for the per 
petration of the outrage which the gentieman from Tennessee 
|Mr. PATTERSON| has so aptly described—a refusal to allow a 
member of this House a seat here who has the certificate of the 

sovereign’ State of Missouri. {Laughter and applause.| He 
has added new dignity to that outrage. I think it was no small 
outrage to deprive the citizens of Missouri of their votes n 
estly cast, and the intention of whom can not for an inst re 
disputed; but it seems that it is more than that. It is not only 

| the rights of 900citizens of the State of Missouri that hay a 

violated, butitis the rights of that ‘‘ sove reign State. [Lauch- 
ter.| Iwish I could give to the word “sovereign” State the 
dignity and magnificence with which it fills the mouth of a 
Southern gentleman while he is trying to perpetrate some out- 
rage upon the Union. | Laughter and loud applause on the Re 
publican side. | 

1 reserve the balance of my time. 

The Speaker, on rising, was greeted with loud n 
the Democratic side. 

Mr. CRI I have no purpose, Mr. Speaker, of enterin to 
a cofitroversy with the gentieman from Maine [Mr. Re 13 
to any 1 ruling | have made. [ have no purpose to urge that 
side of the House to the discharge of their dutiesas Rep 
atives of the people. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Youdonot need to do that. We will do 
that without other intervention. 

Mr. CRISP. Often have [ heard the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. Reep! and other distinguished gentlemen on that side of 
the House telk about theiniquity, the absolute outrage of mem- 
bers of the House who were present sitting in their seats and 
refusing to vote when their names were called. Ve have been 
denounced time and time again for doing that. 

Mr. REED. Oh, no; I counted you. [Laughter on the R 
publican side. | 

Mr. CRISP. Yes, when the gentleman from Maine had by 
his course of conduct in the chair put his party in a position 
where they either had to vindicate his action or denounce him, 
they sustained his action incounting aquorum. [Loud applause 
on the Democratic side.| And the gentleman knows as well as 
he sits in that chair that prior to that time he never could get 
a Republican caucus to authorize a rule to count a quorum. 

Mr. REED. I never tried. 

Mr. CRISP. Ah, the matter wasup. Of course I n 
the caucus, but that is history. However,I do not care to dwell 
upon that. The gentleman from Maine is known to the country 


as having a hobby, and gentlemen on that side blindly follow 
him, no matter how their own convictions may diifer from his. 
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He is the great leader on that side. You will hear them pri- 
vately saying ‘** REED ought not to do that,” or ‘‘ Thisis wrong,” 
but when REED says ‘‘ Do it” they all ae) E and doit. [Laugh- 
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ter and applause on the Democratic side n this case which is 
nding the Committee on Elections had made an agreement to 
ave six hours’ debate, and thereafter when the matter was 
culled up the member of the Committee on Elections who had 
reviously been raising the question of consideration sat silent 
nhisseat, Prior to that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
WAUGH],a member of the minority of the committee, whenever 
the case was called up, had raised the question of consideration, 
but on that occasion he did not raise it; the gentleman from 
Maine, the chief supervisor of all that side, raised the question 
of consideration on the case. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. What you want is a chief supervisor on 
your side, and then you can get your men here. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CRISP. What we possess, and what you want, is inde- 
pendence of thought and purpose. [Applause on the Democratic 
sidse.| There never has been a chief supervisor on thisside who 
could wave his hand and have everyone do as he directed; the 
very fact that gentlemen on this side vote against the report of 
the Committee on Elections is evidence of what I say, that mem- 
bers over here follow the dictates of their own consciences. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I suggest that you will hear from the chief 
supervisor of your side when you have that message which is on 
the desk read. [J.aughter.] 

Mr. CRISP. I suppose the gentleman's remark was wise and 
witty; I did not hear it. But now I want to say a word to this 
side of the House. As I said a moment ago, we can do nothing 
with those gentlemenover there. [Laughter.] The leader that 
they follow without question has one great thought, one great 
idea in his mind, and that is toforce thisside tocount aquorum. 
{Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.| Every other 
question, no matter how great, no matter how important it may 
be, sinks into insignificance. With that gentleman the great 
point is that this side shall be forced to count a quorum, and he 
is in a position where every single member on that side feels 
bound to follow him. No; [ take that back. There are one or 
two exceptions; but the gentleman from Maine is in a position 
where nearly every gentleman on that side, without regard to 
any other considerations, obeys his behest in respect to voting 
ov not voting. 

Now, I want to remind this side of the House—for that is my 
main concern—that we are responsible for the business of the 
House. We are not responsible for gentlemen on the other side 
failing to discharge their duty. They sit here day after day and 
refuse to vote, and do all they can to embarrass this side. Not 
only on election cases, but on every kind of question that arises, 
they seek to embarrass us by refusing to do their duty as mem- 
bers of the House. There is a mistake in the public mind as to 
the condition here with relation toa quorum. You hear people 
saying that the Democrats have 80 or 90 majority,-and the infer- 
ence is drawn that we have that number more than a quorum, 
but of course we have not. There are only about thirty-five 
Democrats more than a quorumin the membership of this House. 
Four or five of our members are absent because of sickness: six 
are absent in accordance with an order of the House attending 
afuneral. So that we are compelled to keep here nearly all the 
time almost all of our membership to meet the situation which 
is forced upon us. 
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| still have amply enough members left to transact business, pro- 

vided gentlemen on the other side are to be counted—-I meau re- 

| lied on to take part. [A laugh on the Republican side.} Ah, 

side] harping on my daughter.” [Laughter on the Democratic 
side. 

But that is not the question. These leaves of absence are 
granted on the assumption that gentlemen who are present will 
pee in the business of the House. When by their action 

n failing to participate they leave this side without a quorum, 

I submit to my friend from Ohio that if there be any discourtesy, 
any want of such treatment as one gentleman should extend to 
another, the gentleman and his friends who refuse to vote and 
whothus break a quorum are responsible—not this side, who must 
go on with the business of the House. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. ] 

All that I care to say is what I have said. I desired to make 
this — to members on this side of the House to rely upon 
themselves and their brother Democrats, and to announce what 
they must realize from their experience during this Congress 
that in no case can we rely on the other side of the House toaid 
in transacting in an orderly manner the public business which 
we have been sent here to dispose of. [Loud applause on the 

| Democratic side. } 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. STONE of Kentucky). The 
gentleman has ‘no time left. [Laughter and applause on the 
Democratic side.] [Cries of “Vote!” ‘‘Vote!” 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Ohio had five minutes; and 
I spoke but five minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio spoke 
ten minutes by authority of the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. REED. He did not consume ten minutes? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. He consumed ten minutes, and 
| the gentleman from Maine five minutes. 

Mr. REED. I think it was judicious to put these remarks of 
the gentleman from Georgia into the last ten minutes. The 
House will understand that I have no opportunity to reply. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon the adop- 
tion of the resolution. 

Mr. REED. I ask unanimous consent to address the House 
| for five minutes. 

[Cries of ‘‘Oh, no!”’] 
: TheSPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Maine asks 
unanimous consent to address the House for five minutes. 

Mr. NEILL and Mr. O’NEiL objected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Gentlemen will resume their 

| sents. ‘The House will be in order. 

| Mr. REED. Idesire a division of this question—the first di- 
vision to end with the word *‘ House;” the second to end with 
the word ‘‘found,” and the third to end with the word “re- 
voked.” 

| Mr. SPRINGER. Let the proposition be read. 

Mr. REED. I call for the reading of the first proposition. 

| The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the pend- 

ing resolution. 

he resolution was again read. 

Mr. REED. I call for a division of the question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I make the point of order that this propo- 
sition is not divisible. 





| The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentle- 


Now, what I want to suggest to members on this side is, that | man from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] on that question. 


the most important duty of a man who accepts the trust of a 
member of Congress is to come to this Hall at the daily hour of 
meeting and to stay here until the House adjourns; and if some 
particular constituent desires an office and the member has an 
engagement with somebody to aid that constituent in getting 
that office, let him recollect that all his constituents are con- 
cerned in his presence here. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. 

I 4 not discussing the merits of this contested-election case. 
That is not the real question here. The real — is beyond 
that. Itis as to the power of the majority of this House to con- 
duct its business. reed single member of the majority ought 
to feel responsible for that. Every single Democrat ought to 
vote on every proposition whether he opposes it or favors it. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.}] If he opposes it, let him ex- 
ercise the time-honored Democratic right of voting against it, 
but let him not aid and assist gentlemen on the other side who 
are seeking in every possible way to embarrass the majority 
here. 

If members on this side of the House—the Democrats of this 
body—will attend the sessions of the House there will be no 
difficulty. My friend from Ohio [Mr.GROSVENOR] complains of 
the hardship of revoking leaves of absence. Who is responsi- 
ble for that? ve sir, in the ordinary course of events we 
might allow fifty, sixty, or seventy gentlemen to be absent and 


Mr. SPRINGER. My point is that this is a single proposi- 
tion for revoking leaves of absence and sending for absentees. 
No part of it is complete without the other parts; and therefore 
it must stand as a single proposition. If you adopt any one of 
these clauses alone it would have no effect—would accomplish 
nothing. The whole resolution or order is necessary to accom- 
plish the desire of the House. It does not embrace several sep- 
arate and indevendent propositions; the different clauses con- 


| stitute one proposition, and need not even havea period between 


them; a comma would be sufficient. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentlemanfrom Maine 


| desire to be heard 


Mr. REED. I do, unless the Chair is of my opinion and does 
not care to hear me. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is ready to rule un- 
less the gentleman from Maine wants to be heard. 

Mr. REED. I wish to call attention to the sixth paragraph of 


| Rule XVI: 


On the demand of any member, before the question is put, a question shall 
be divided if it include propositions so distinct in substance that one being 
taken away a substantive proposition shall remain. 

Each of the propositions I have indicated is a distinct and 
substantive proposition, and would be effectual if the others were 
taken away. [ hardly know how toargue this question, it seems 
so entirely plain and simple. ‘‘ Ordered” is the enacting word. 
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The first clause is: 

That the Sergeant-at-Arms take into custody and bring to the bar of the 
House such of its members as are absent without leave of the House. This 
order shall continue in force beyond the adjournment of the session of to 
day and until the further order of the House. 

I think that probably might be said to contain two proposi- 
tions; but I desire to be entirely safe, because I know that the 
rulings are sometimes strict. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms is directed to employ a sufficient number of depu 
ties to execute this order, and to take into custody such absentees wherever 
they may be found. 

That is a substantive and distinct proposition. 

And all leaves of absence, except for sickness, are hereby revoked 

That is another substantive proposition. 

Mr. SPRINGER. My understanding, Mr. Speaker, of a sub- 
stantive proposition is one that will stand by itself and make 
sense by itself. Now, if you adopt this last order and reject the 
others, as the House might do, it would make no sense at all. 
If you begin to adopt them separately, every gentleman knows 
that you might succeed in producing only confusion out of an 
order that isin itself clear, explicit, and complete. So you must 
adopt the whole, taking all of the proposition as one. I[t means 
one thing, namely, to secure the presence of the members of the 
House for the transaction of the public business. 

Mr. REED. This is avery simple proposition; there can be 
no question about it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But what would it mean if you adopted 
only the last provision? 

Mr. REED. Why, it wouid mean that all leaves of absence 
are revoked. That has been repeatedly done. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But take the last proposition and read it. 

Mr. REED. Very well: 

Ani all leaves of absence, except for sickness, are hereby revoked. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is the last paragraph? 

Mr. REED. That is it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What is the second? 

Mr. REED. It is: 

The Sergeant-at-Arms is directed to employ a sufficient number of deputies 


to execute this order and to take into custody such absentees wherever they 
may be found. 


Mr. SPRINGER. What does that mean? 

Mr. REED. That he is ordered by the House to take enough 
people to arrest and hold in custody and bring before the bar of 
the House the members who are absent withous leave. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But suppose you do not adopt the first 

rt of the resolution? 

Mr. REED. Then he would still have the right to take into 
custody all absent members. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the question. 

This is a proposition to compel the attendance of all absent 
members, those in the city as well as out of it, and the Chair 
sustains the point of ovder made by the gentleman from Illi- 
nois |Mr. SPRINGER] that the question is not divisible. 

The question now is on the adoption of the resolution asa 
whole. 

Mr. PAYNE. [appeal from tho decision of the Chair. 

[Cries of ‘‘ Too late! *’] 

Mr. REED. Not at all. 

al before now. 

Mr. PAYNE. The question has not been puf, and [ had the 
right to make the appeal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question on the adoption 
of the resolution had been stated, but not submitted to the 
House. 

Mr. REED. And pending that the appeal was taken. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair stated that there had 
been no vote taken on the pending question, and he thinks the 
gentieman from New York was in time. 

The gentleman from New York appeals from the decision of 
the Chair. The question is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand 
as the judgment of the House? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move tolay the appeal on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (putting the question).. All who 


The Chair is ready to rule upon 


It was not possible to make the ap- 


believe that the decision of the Chair should stand as the judg- | 


ment of the House say “aye.” 

Mr. BROWN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I under- 
stand the question before the House is whether the appeal shall 
be laid on the table. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. No; the pending question on the 
appeal is whether or noi the decision of the Chair shall stand as 
the judgment of the House. 

ao SPRINGER. ButI have moved to lay the appeal on the 
table. 

Mr. PAYNE. How can the gentleman do that when we are 
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proceedirig to divide on the question of sustaining th sion 
| of the Chair? 
| Mr. BROWN. 


was taken. 


Because the motion was made before that vote 


The SPEAKER pro &mpore. The gentleman from Ulinois 
miude the motion before the House began to divide. 

Mr.PAYNE. But the Chair did not recognize the gentleman 
from Illinois, but proceeded to put the question on sustaining 
the decision. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would have put the 


question if the gentleman from New York had not interrupted 

him. 

Mr. PAYNE. It is too late now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair decides that it is not 
too late, because the division has not commenced. The ques 
tion is upon the motion to lay the appeal on the table. 

Mr. PAYNE. But the question had been taken, and the 
Chair announced that the ayes seemed to have it, and I had 
called for a division. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As many as favor laying the 
appeal on the table will say ‘‘aye;” those opposed, ‘no.’ 

The question was taken; and the Sperker pro tempore an- 
nounced that the ‘‘ayes” scemed to have it. 

Mr. PAYNE. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 156, noes none. 

Mr. REED and Mr. PAYNE demanded tellers. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken on the motion to adjourn, and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. PAYNE. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 78, noes 161. 

Mr. PAYNE. ‘Tellers, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. PATTERSON] demands the yeasand nays. As many as favor 
ordering the yeas and nays will rise and be counted. [vidently 
a sufficient number, and the yeas and nays are ordered. 

Mr. PAYNE. I demand tellers on the yeas and nays. 
of ** Too late! ”’| 

Mr. PATTERSON. That demandcomes too late. 
has announced the result. 

Mr. PAYNE, Of course the Chair had announced the result. 
I could not make the demand for tellers until the Chair an- 
nounced the result. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
menced. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Tellerson the yeasand naysare never called 
for when the yeas and nays are ordered, but only when they are 
refused. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
yeas and nays were ordered 

Mr. PAYNE. I could not demand tellers until the Chair made 
that announcement. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. We are required to take the 
vote by yeas and nays when one-fifth of those presont vote in 
favor-of taking the question by yeas and nays. 

Mr. PAYNE. But I have the right to have two members 
count those who favor ordering the yeas and nays, as they pass 
between the teilers, to see whether one-fifth of those present 
demand the yeas and nays, and | made my demand immediately 
upon the announcement by the Speaker pro lempore that a sulf- 
ficient number had evidently risen. I have aright to have the 
count made by two members of the House. I have already made 
| this demand during this session when the Speaker of the House 
| was in the chair, and he has recognized it and was compelled to 
| appoint tellers. 

Phe SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
[Mr. PAYNE] demands tellers upon the yeas and nays. The gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] and the gentleman from 

| Tennessee [Mr. PATTERSON] will take their places. All those 
in favor of ordering the yeasand nays will pass between the tell- 

ers and be counted. 

| The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 131, noes 6. 

The SPEAKER. The tellers report that 131 gentlemen sec- 

| ond the demand for the yeas and nays, and that 6 oppose it. 

The yeas and nays are ordered. The question is on the motion 

that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and there were 
voting 109; as follows: 


[Cries 


The Chair 


The roll call had not com- 


The Chair announced that the 





-yeas 68, nays 175, not 


YEAS—68. 
Adams, Ky. Baker, N. H Boutelle, Cannon, Il! 
Adams, Pa. Bartholdt, Broderick Chickering, 
Aitken, Belden, Brosius, Cousins 
Avery, Blair, Bundy Curtis, N.Y. 
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Daniels, Hepburn, Marvin, N. Y. Smith, - 
Doolittle, Hermann, Meiklejohn, Stephenson, 
Draper, Hicks, Mercer, Stone, C. W. 
Eilts, Oregon Hilborn, Morse, Sweet, 
Funk, Hitt, Murray, Tawney, 
Gardner, Hopkins, Pa. Payne, Thomas, 

r, Hutlick, Perkins, Updegraff, 
Gillett, Mass. Hull, Post, ° VanVoorhis, Ohio 
Grosvenor, Johnson, N. Dak. uigg, Wever, 

Grow, Joy, ch, Wheeler, Ill. 
Hager, Lacey, Rey burn, White, 
Hainer, Loudenslager, Russell, Conn. Wilson, Ohio 
Harmer, Mahon, Shaw, Woomer. 
NAYS—175. 

Abbott, Crain, Kilgore, Price, 
Alexander, Crawtord, Kribbs, Rayner, 
Bailey, Culberson, Kyle, Reilly, 
Baker, Kans. Cummings, Lane, Richards, Ohio 
Baldwin, Davis, Lapham, Richardson, Mich. 
Bankhead, De Armond, Latimer, Richardson, Tenn. 
Bartlett, De Forest, Lawson, Ritchie, 
Barwig, Denson, Layton, Robbins, 
Bell, Colo. Dinsmore, Lester, Robertson, La. 
Bell, Tex. Dockery, Lockwood, Russell, Ga. 
Biack, Ga. Donovan, Lynch, Ryan, 
Boatner, Dunn, Maguire, Sayers, 
Boen, Dunphy, Mallory, Schermerhorn, 
Bower, N.C. Durborow, Marshal, Shelli, 
Branch, Edmunds, McAleer, Sibley. 
Breckinridge, Ark .Englisa, McCreary, Ky. Springer, 
Bretz, Enloe, McCulloch, Stallings, 
Brickner, Epes, Me on, Steckdale, 
Brookshire, Erdman, McEttrick, Stone, Ky. 
Brown, Everett, McKaig, Strait, 
Bryan, Fielder, McKeighan, Straus, 
Burnes, Geary, McLaarin, Swanson, 
Bynum, Geissenhainer, Mc Miilin, Talbert, S. C. 
Cadmus, Goldzier, McNagpny, Talbott, Ma. 
Caminetti, Gorman, McRae, Tate, 
Campbell, Grady, Meredith, Tayior, Ind. 
Canaon, Cal. Gresham, Meyer, erry, 
Capehart, Griffin, Money, Tracey, 
Caruth, Haines. Montgomery, Tucker 
Catchings, Hall, Minn, Morgan, Turner, Ga 
Causey, Halli, Mo. Moses, Turner, Va. 
Clark, Mo. Hammond, Mutchler, Turpin, 
Clarice, Ala. Hare, Neill, Tyler, 
Cobb, Ala. Harris, Oates, Warner, 
Cobb, Mo. Hatch, O'Neil, Washington, 
Cockrell, Hayes, Outhwaite, Weadock, 
Coffeen, Henderson, N. C. Page, Wells, 
Conn, Hendrix, Paschal, Wheeler, Ala. 
Cooper, Fila. Hines, Patterson, Williams, Ill. 
Cooper, Ind. Hooker, Miss. Paynter, Williams, Miss. 
Cooper, Tex. Hudson, Pearson, Wise. 
Cornish, Hunter, Pendleton, Tex. Wolverton 
Covert, Ikirt, Pendleton, W. Va. Woodard. 
Cox, Jones, Pigott, 

NOT VOTING—109. 
Alderson, Davey, Kiefer, Seranton, 
Aldrich, Dingley, Lefever, Settle, 
Allen, Dolliver, Linton, Sherman, 
Apsley, Bilis, Ky. Lisle, Sickles, 
Arnold, Fithian, Livi » Simpson 
Babcock, Fietcher, Loud, Sipe, 
Barnes, Forman, Lucas, Sn q 
Beltzhoover, Funston, Maddox, Somers, 
Berry. an, Magner, perry, 
Bingham, Gillet, N. ¥. Marsh, Stevens, 
Black, Ii. Goodnight, Martin, Ind. Stone, W. A. 
Bland, Graham, McCall, Storer, 
Bowers, Cal. Grout, McCleary, Minn. Strong, 
Brattan, Harter, McDannold, Tarsney, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Hartman, MeDowell, Taylor, Tenn. 
Bunn, Haugen, McGann, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Burrows, Heard, Milliken, Wadsworth, 
Cabaniss, Heiner, Moon, Walker, 
Caldwell, Henderson, Ill. Newlands, $ Wanger, 
Cnflds, Henderson, lowa Northway, Waugh, 
Clancy, Hoimen, Pence, Whiting. 
Cockran, Hooker, N. Y. Phillips, Wilson, Wash. 
Cogswell, Hopkins, 11. Pickler, Wilson, W. Va 
Compton, ouk, Powers, Wright, Mass. 

m bs, utcheson, Randall, Wright, Pa. 
Cooper, Wis. Johnson, Ind. Ray, 

Curtis, Kans. Johnson, Ohio Robinson, Pa. 
Dalzell, Kem, Rusk, 
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Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman 
from Georgia, Mr. Mappox, and ‘inadvertently voted. I wish 
to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I ask leave of absence for my col- 
league, Mr. Hearp. He has gone to attend the burial of his 
father. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri is absent by 
leave of the House. 

Mr. PAYNE. There is so much confusion that I ask for a re- 
capitulation of the vote. 

he vote was recapitulated. 

Mr. POWERS. r. Speaker, my name wascalled. I did not 
vote. Lam paired. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 72, the nays 
175. The noes have it, and the House refuses to adjourn. The 
question now recurs upon the motion to lay on the table the ap- 
peal from the decision of the Chair; and upon that question the 
yeas and nays are ordered. 





MARkcH 29, 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 177, nays 64, 
not voting 111; as follows: 


YEAS—177. 


Abbott, Crawford, Kyle, Reilly. 
Alexander, Culberson, Lacey, Richavds, Ohio 
len, Cummings, Lane, Richardson, Mich. 
Bailey, Davis, Lapham, Richardson, Tenn. 
Baldwin, De Armond, Latimer, Ritchie, 
Bankhead, De Forest, Lawson, Robbins, 
Bartiett, Denson, Layton, Robertson, La. 
Barwig, Dinsmore, fester, Russell, Ga. 
Bell, Colo. Dockery, Lockwood, Ryan, 
Bell, Tex. Donovan, Lynch, Sayers, 
Black, Ga. Dunn, Maguire, Sehermerhorn, 
Bland, Dunphy, Mallory, Shell, 
Boatner, Durvdorow, Marshall, Sibley, 
Boen, Edmunds, McAleer, Sickles, 
Bower, N.C. English, McCreary, Ky Springer, 
Branch, Enloe, McCulloch, Stallings, 
Breckinridge, Ark Epes, MeDearmon Stockdale, 
Bretz, Erdman, McE ttrick, Stone, Ky. 
Brickner, Everett, Mck aig, Strait, 
Brookshire, Fielder, McKeighan, Straus, 
Brown, Geary, McLaurin, Swanson, 
Bryan, Geissenhainer, MeMiilin, Talbert, S.C. 
Bynum, Gorman, MecNaguy, Talbott, Ma. 
Cadmus, Grady, MeRae, Tate, 
Caminetti, Gresham, Meredith, Taylor, Ind. 
Campbell, Griffin, Meyer, Terry, 
Cannon, Cal. Haines, Money, Tracey, 
Capehart, Hall, Minn. Montgomery, Tucker, 
Caruth, Halt, Mo. Morgan, Turner, Ga. 
Catchings, Hammond, Moses, Turner, Va. 
Causey, Hare, Mutchiler, Turpin, 
Clancy, Harris, Neill, Tyler, 
Clark, Mo. Hatch, Oates, arner, 
Clarixe, Ala. Hayes, O' Neil, Washington, 
Cobb, Ala. Henderson, N.C. Outhwaite, Weadock, 
Cockrell, He .drix, Pago, Wells, 
Coffeen, Hines, Paschal, Wheeler, Ala. 
Conn, Hooker, Miss. Patterson, Williams, Il. 
Cooper, Fia. Hudson, Paynter, Williams, Miss. 
Cooper, Ind. Hunter, Pearson, Wise, 
Cooper, Tex. Hutcheson, Pence, Wolverton, 
Cornish, Tkirt, Pendleton, Tex. Woodard. 
Covert, Jones, Pendleton, W. Va. 
Cox, Kilgore, Pigott, 
Crain, Kribbs, Price, 
NAYS—464. 
Adams, Ky. Curtis, N. Y. Hulick, Reed, 
Avery, Daniels, Johnson, N. Dak. Reyburn, 
Baker, Kans. Doolittle, Loua, Russell, Conn. 
Bartholdt, Ellis, Oregon Loudenslager, Shaw, 
Beiden, Funk, Mahon, Smith, 
Blair, Gardner, Marvin, N. Y. Stephenson, 
Boutelle, Gillett, Mass. McCall, Stone. C. W. 
Bowers, Cal. Grosvenor, Meiklejohn, Stome, W. A. 
Brosius, Grow, Mercer, Sweet, 
Bundy, Hager, Payne, Tawney, 
Burrows, Hainer, Perkins, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Chickering, Hartman, Phillips, Wever, 
Childs, Hepburn, Pickler, Wheeler, Ill. 
Cobb, Mo. Hermann, Post, White, 
Cousins, Hicks, Quigg, Wilson, Ohio 
Curtis, Kans. Hitt, Ray, Woomer. 
NOT VOTING—II1. 
Adams, Dingley, Hull, ° Robinson, Pa. 
Aitken, Dolliver, Johnson, Ind. Rusk, 
Alderson, Draper, Johnson, Ohio Scranton, 
Aldrich, Ellis, Ky. Joy, Settle, 
Apsley, Fithian, Kem, Sherman, 
Arnold Fletcher, Kiefer, Simpson, 
Babcock, Forman, Lefever, Sipe. 
Baker, N. H. Funston, Linton, Snodgrass, 
Barnes, Fyan, Lisle, Somers, 
Beltzhoover, Gear, Livingston, Sperry, 
Berry, Gillet, N. Y. Lucas, Stevens, 
Bingham, Goldzier, Maddox, Storer, 
Black, Ill. Goodnight, Magner, Strong, 
Brattan, Graham, Marsh, Tarsney, 
Breciinridge, Ey. Grout, Martin, Ind. Taylor, Tenn. 
Broderick, . Harmer, McCleary, Minn. Thomas, 
Bunn, Harter, McDannold, Updegraff, 
Burnes, Haugen, McDowell, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Cabaniss, Heard, McGann, Wadsworth, 
Caldwell Heiner, Milliken, Walker, 
Cannon, tu. Henderson, Il. Moon, Wanger, 
Somme ecg Iowa > me Waugh, 
Cogsw born, urray, ng, 
Compton, Holman, Newlands, Wilson, Wash. 
Coombs. Hooker, N. Y. Northway, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cooper, Wis. Hopkins, Ill. Powers, Wright, Mass. 
Dailzell, Hopkins, Pa. Randal, Wright, Pa. 
Davey, Houk, Rayner, 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Spoaker, how am I recorded? 
The SPEAKER. The gentlemanis recorded in the negative. 
Mr. LACEY. I desire to change my vote from “‘nay” to 


“ ” 
The name of Mr. LACEY was called, and he voted “ yea.” 
The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 177; the nays 
64. The yeas have it, and the appeal is laid upon the table. 
Mr. LACEY. I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
was laid on the table. 
Mr. SPRINGER. That vote was upon the motion to lay the 


appeal upon the table itself. 





1894. 


Mr. REED. That is not the gentleman's motion. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa moves to recon- 
sider the vote by which the appeal was laid on the table. 
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Mutchler 
Neili, 
O'Neil, 
Outhwaite, 


Reilly 

Richards, Ohio 
Richardson, Mich 
Richardson, Tenn. 


odode do? 


Springer 
Stallings 
Stockdale 
Stone, Ky 


Mr. SPRINGER. 
The SPEAKER. 


from nay to yea. 


Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. 
tion to reconsider on the table. 
Mr. SPRINGER. 


the table. 


Mr. PATTERSON. 
Mr. REED. 
The SPEAKE: 


& pause. | 


tion on the table. 


Mr. SPRINGER. 


the table. 


Mr. PAYNE. 
Mr. PATTERSON. 
The SPEAKER. 


Virginia, 


How did he vote on that question? 
The gentleman from Iowa changed his vote 


[t move to lay the mo- 
I move to lay the motion to reconsider on 


I submit that it is not in order. 
(Quite so. 
‘he Chair willhear any suggestion. 
The gentleman from Iowa moves to reconsider th 
vote by which the appeal was laid on the table. 
not see why it is not in order. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West 


| After 


The Chair does 


[ move to lay that mo- 


I move to lay the motion to reconsider on 


I move that the House do now adjourn. 


it is. 


Is that in order? 
The House isinacall; and any mat- | 


ter is in order which looks to the obt.inment of a quorum; and 


the House may adjourn if it sees proper to do so. 


The gentle- 


man from New York moves that the House now adjourn. 


Mr. PATTERSON. 

Mr. PAYNE. 

The SPEAKER. 
they desire to do so. 


That is evidently a dilatory motion. 
Why, it is after 5 o clock now. 

The House can vote the motion down if 
The question is on the motion of the gen- 


tleman from New York, that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 
Division, Mr. Speaker. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 61, noes 120. 


Mr. PAYNE. 


Mr. PAYNE. 
Mr. PATTERSON. 


Tellers. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. DOCKERY. 
The SPEAKER 
Mr. DOCKERY. 


On what motion? 
On the motion to adjourn. 
I desire to raise a question of order against 


The yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 


the motion submitted by the gentleman from Iowa, to reconsider 
the vote by which the appeal was laid on the table. 
That has been decided once. 


Mr. PAYNE. 
Mr. REED. 
The SPEAKER. 
cision is wrong? 
Mr DOCKERY. 


The SPEAKER. 


That has been decided. 


not voting 134: as follows: 


Baker, Kans. 
Bartholdt, 
Bartlett, 
Belden, 
Brosius, 
Bundy, 
Chickering, 
Childs, 
Cousins, 
Covert, 
Curtis, Kans. 
Curtis, N. Y. 
Daniels, 
Doolittle, 
Ellis, Oregon 


Abbott, 
Alexander, 
Allen, 
Avery, 
Bailey, 
Baker, N. 
Baldwin, 
Pe, 
arwig, 
Bell, ex. 
Biack, Ga. 
Bland, 
Boatner, 
Boen, 
Bower, N. C. 
Branch, 
Breckinridge 
Bretz, 
Brickner, 
Brookshire, 
Brown, 
Bryan, 
Bynum, 
Caminetti, 
Campbell, 
Cannon, Cal. 
Capebart, 


Everett, 
Funk, 
Gardner, 
Gillett, Mass. 
Griffin, 
Grosvenor, 
Grow, 
Hager, 
Hainer, 
Harris, 
Hendrix, 
Hepburn, 
Hermann, 
Hicks, 
Hilborn, 


Caruth, 
Catchings, 
Causey, 
Clark, Mo. 
Cockrell, 
Coffeen, 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cobb, Mo. 
Conn, 
Cooper, Fla. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cornish, 
Cox, 
Crain, 
Crawiord, 
Davis, 
De Armond, 
De Forest, 
Denson, 
Dinsmore, 
Dockery, 
Dolliver, 
Donovan, 
Dunn, 
Dunphy, 
ow, 


YKAS—38 


Hitt, 

Hulick, 

Kem, 

Lacey, 

Loud, 
Loudenslager, 
Marvin, N. Y. 
MeCall, 
Meiklejohn, 
Milliken, 
Payne, 
Perkins, 
Pickler, 
Post, 

Quigg, 


NAYS—160 


Edmunds, 
English, 
Enloe, 

Epes, 
Erdman, 
Fielder, 
Geary, 
Geissenhainer, 
Goldzier, 
Gorman, 
Grady, 
Gresham, 
Haines. 

Hall, Minn. 
Hall, Mo. 
Hammond, 
Hare, 

Batch, 
Henderson, N.C. 
Hines, 
Hooker, Miss. 
Hudson, 
Hunter, 
Hutcheson, 
Tkirt, 

Jones, 
Kilgore, 


[t is too late. 
[s there any suggestion offered that the de- 


I do not raise the question on this motion. 
This is a motion to adjourn. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 5S, nays 160, 


Ray, 

Reed, 

Rey burn, 
Russell, Conn. 
Sickles, 
Smith, 

Stone, C. W. 
Stone, W. A. 
Sweet 
Tawney, 

Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Wever, 
Wilson, Ohio 


Kribbs, 
Kyle, 

Lane, 
Lapham, 
Lawson, 
Layton, 
Lester, 
Lockwood, 
Lynch, 
Maguire, 
Mallory, 
McAleer, 
McCreary, Ky. 
McCulloch, 
McDearmon, 
McBttrick, 
McKaig, 
McKeichan, 
MeMillin, 
MeNagny, 
McRae, 
Meredith, 
Meyer. 
Money, 
Montgomery, 
Morgan, 
Moses, 


( 

( 

( 

( 

C 
| Cogswell, 
|G 

C 

C 

C 


| from Tennessee and overruled: then a motion to 


olution o!fered by the gentleman from T 


Page. Ritchie Strait 
Paschal, Robbins, Swanson 
Patterson Robertson, La Talbert, S.C 
Paynter Russell, Ga albott, Ma 
Pearson Ryan Tate 
Pend S raylor, Ind 
Pendleton a. S rmerhorn Terry, 
Shel lracey 
s Tu 


Cc 
Cunrmins 
Dalzell, 
Ald Davey, 
Aldrich Dingle} 
Apsie Draper, 
Arnold, Eliis, Ky 
Babcock Fithian, 


Barnes 


| Bell, Col 
| Beltzhoo 
| Berry. 


singhan 
Black, Dl. 
Blair, 


Boutelle 


| Bowers, Cal. Grout 


Harmer 
Harter, 


Brattan, 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Broderick, 
Bunn, 
Burnes, 
Burrows, 
Cabaniss ieiner, Murray 
admus, e rson, 0 Newlar \ 
sldwell, enderson, lowa Northway Ww n 
Jannon, Ill. Holman, Oates, Williams, Miss 
Jlancy, Hooker, N. Y¥ Pence, Wilson, Wash 
ockran, Hopkins, Lu Phillips Wilson, W. Va 
Hopkins, Pa Powers W oomer 
Houk tandal Wright, M 
Hull, ; Wright, Pa 
Johnson, Ind 
Johnson, N. Dak 


ompton, 
oom bs, 
ooper, Ind. 
ooper, Wis. 


The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 
navs 158: so the House refuses to adjourn. The Chai 
to call attention to the fact that a few moments ago th 
men from lowa|Mr. LACEY] moved to reconsider the 
which the House laid on the table an app from the tis 
of the Chair. The gentleman from Tenn Mr. PATTER 
made the point that that was not in order. The Chair st 
that he thought it was, that he knew nothing to the « 
The Chair has since examined the question 

Mr. LACEY. Did not the Chair rule upon it: 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would not stand on an 
as to his ruling before any action had been ta 


ontra 


callty 


| House. 


Mr. LACEY. The point of order was made by the gent! wn 
djourn was 
made, and then the point was renewed. 

The SPEAKER. How is the gent! 
having the matter considered now: 

Mr. LACEY. That is not the question. 

The SPEA KER. That is the question with the Chair 
Chair holds that the motion to reconsider the vote b: 
appeal from the decision of the Chair was laid on th 
not be considered during a call of the Hous 

Mr. LACEY. From that decision I appeal. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair declines to entertai 
of the gentleman. The question now is on ag 

nnessee 

Mr. PAYNE. Pending that, Mr. Speaker, I move 
House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair deciines to en 
tion. 

Mr. REED. On what ground? 

Mr. PAYNE. Lappeal from the decision of the Ch 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York 
his seat. All gentlemen will be The ques 
agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. REED. On what ground 
tain the appeal from his decision? I should like to argue the 
proposition —— 

The SPEAKER. 
statement— 

Mr. REED. I think I can satisfy the Chair even 

The SPEAKER. There has been no transaction of b 
since the motion was made before. The Chair dec 
from the gentleman further. 

Mr. REED. The Chair will permit me to explain—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will not permit the gentleman 


to explain 


rtain th 


seated. 


ioes the Unalr d Ll »enter 


The Chair declines to make any furth: 


isiness 


ines to her 
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Mr. REED. The Chair will permit me—— 

The SPEAKER. The a mkeenas from Maine [Mr. REED] 
will be seated. The Sergeant-at-Arms will see that the gentle- 
man takes his seat. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. IfI were the Speaker I would not call on 
the Sergeant-at-Arme every four minutes—— 

The SPEAKER, And the Sergeant-at-Arms will force the 
other gentleman from Maine to be seated. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Oh, no; hewillnot. Thegentleman from 
Maine will seat himself. 

eer confusion in the Hall.] 

r. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair declines to recognize the gen- 
tleman for any purpose. 

Mr. PAYNE. Ona question of order? 

The SPEAKER. Thegquestion ison the resolution of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. PATTERSON]. 

Mr. REED. I rise to a question of privilege. ; 

The SPEAKER put the question on the resolution and de- 
clared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. PAYNE. lIask fer a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 149, noes 18. 

Mr. PAYNE. I demand tellers; and pending that I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York demands 
tellers. Those who are in favor of ordering tellers will rise and 
stand until they are counted. 

Mr. PAYNE. And pending that I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair declines to entertain that motion. 
The question is upon ordering tellers. 

Mr. PAYNE. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon ordering tellers. 

Mr. PAYNE. [rise to a question of order, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker 

The Speaker continued to count the vote upon ordering tell- 
ers, and announced that there were 42 in the affirmative. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Task for the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays, and 
the Speaker announced that 133 gentlemen had voted in favor 
thereof. 

Mr. PAYNE. I demand tellers on ordering the yeas and 

nays. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I make the point that the 
yeas and nays have just been ordered, because the Constitution 
says that one-fifth of the members can order the yeas and nays. 
The gentleman may call for the other side if he desires, but 
the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. PAYNE. Notwithstanding that, Mr. Speaker, I have the 
right under the rules to have tellers. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York has the 
right to have a count by tellers. He is not bound by the count 
of the Speaker. The question is upon ordering tellers on the 
demand for the yeasand nays. [The questiononordering tellers 
having been put.] Forty-odd gentleman have voted in favor of 
ordering tellers. <A sufficient number. Tellers are ordered. 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] and the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. PATTERSON] will act as tellers. As many 
as are in favor of taking the vote on the resolution of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee by yeas and nays wil) now pass between the 
tellers. 

Mr. PAYNE (not having taken his place as teller). I move 
that the House do now adjourn, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can recognize no motion while 
the House is dividing. 

Mr. PAYNE. I rive to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will not hear the gentleman. 

Mr.PAYNE. The Chair ought to be in order as well as the 
House. . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York will be in 
order. 
Mr. PAYNE. I rose respectfully on a question of order. I 
am entitled to do so. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair declines to recognize the gentle- 


man, 

Mr. PAYNE. I have a right to be heard on a question of 
order. ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair declines to hear the gentleman 
upon any question while the House is dividing. 

Mr. PAYNE. A question of order is always recognized by 
the Chair. That has been decided over and over n. 
oo SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York wi!l take 

S seat. 

Mr. PAYNE. I rise toa question of order, and claim that I 
am entitied to recognition. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will take his seat. 
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Mr. PAYNE. Pending the appointment of tellers, I rise to a 
question of order and demand my rights. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints the gentleman from 
ae |Mr. REED] as a teller in place of the gentleman from New 

ork. 

Mr. PAYNE. I would like to know by what rule the Speaker 
refuses to hear a question of order? 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Mains will please act 
as teller. 

Mr. REED. ‘“ The gentleman from Maine” declines to act as 
teller. The gentleman from New York has a right—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PAt- 
TERSON] will act alone. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, this is a fine House of Representatives! 

A MEMBER. You are making it so. 

Mr. PATTERSON (having concluded the count). Mr. 
Speaker, 127 members have voted in the affirmative. 

The SPEAKER. A sufficient number. The yeas and nays 
are ordered. 

Mr.PAYNE. I make the point of order that only one teller 
has acted. The rule requires two. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, in reply to that, states that he 
appointed the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] asa 
teller and he declined. 

Mr. PAYNE. There were other members—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair then appointed the recognized 
leader of the Republican party, and he declined. 

Mr. PAYNE. There were other members that might have 
been appointed. The Chair might have appointed a member of 
the or Under the rule two tellers are required. 

Mr. REED. The rules of the House require two tellers. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not care to have thrown in 
his face the fact of appointing two tellers from the same side. 

Mr. REED. ‘That does not make any difference. 

Mr. PAYNE. Ifthe Chair had exercised his prerogative as 
supervisor of the House he might have appointed some gentle- 
man on the other side. 

The Clerk (under the direction of the Speaker) proceeded to 
call the roll. 

The SPEAKER (after a few names had been called). Gentle- 
men wiil please resume their seats and the House will come to 
order. 

Mr. REED. The rules require two tellers, and the Speaker 
can not dispense with that requirement. 

The SPEAKER. The House understands the circumstances. 

see REED. But the Speaker does not seem to understand 
them. 

The SPEAKER. The Speaker is ready to take all the con- 
sequences. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

The Clerk resumed the call of the roll, Mr. BOUTELLE and 
Mr. REED endeavoring to make themselves heard. 

The SPEAKER. The reporter will not take down any re- 
marks that arenow being made. 

The call of the roll having been resumed, 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will suspend fora moment. The 
Sergeant-at-Arms will request all gentlemen to be seated. The 
gentleman from New York and the gentleman from Ohio will 
be seated. [Referring to Mr. PAYNE and Mr. OUTHWAITE, who 
were engaged in earnest conversation in the middle aisle. } 

The conversation between the two members continuing, 

The SPEAKER repeated: The gentleman from New York 
and the gentleman from Ohio will be seated. 

Mr. PAYNE, amid much confusion, was understood to say: I 
will take my seat when I get ready. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. The Speaker should require 
every member to take his seat. 

The SPEAKER. If some gentieman will submit a motion in 
respect to the contumacy of the gentleman from New York the 
Chair will entertain it. The Chair has specifically ordered the 

entleman to take his seat, and he states that he willdoso when 
egets ready. If the House is willing to permit—— 

Mr. PAYNE. [ want to say in justice to myself—— 

The SPEAKER. If the Houseis willing to permit the gentle- 
man—— 

Mr. WISE. I move thatthe gentleman from New York be 
brought to the bar of the House for reprimand. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. WISE] 
will please put his motion in writing. The Chair would like to 
ascertain whether the House is willing to permit the gentleman 
from New York to refuse defiantly to conform to the wish of the 
House as expressed by the rules of the House. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. BOUTELLE, To make a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. About what? 

Mr. REED. I want to make a point of order. 





1894. 





Mr. BOUTELLE. 
of order himself. 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. 
bers of the House for not preserving order on the floor, when the 
Chair has violated the rules himself by accepting a report con- 
trary tothe rules of the House. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine will be seated. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I suppose of course you have the power to 


The Chair was endeavoring to keep order. 


make that order. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. 


be brought to the bar of the House and reprimanded. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. 
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I thought the Speaker was liable toa point | 


The Chair was chiding some of the mem- | 


I move that the gentleman from Maine | 


I submit that the gentleman from Ohio 


should sit down himself when he demands that I take my seat. | 


Mr. WISE. 
The SPEAKER. 


eall. 


The roll call was resumed and concluded, there being—yeas 


163, nays 33, not voting 156; as follows: 
YEAS—163. 


Abbott, Crain, Hutcheson, Pigott, 
Alexander, Crawford, [kirt, Price, 

Allen, Culberson, Kribbs, Reilly, 

Bailey, Cummings, Kyle, Richards, Ohio 
Baker, Kans. De Armond, Lane, Richardson, Mich. 
Baldwin, De Forest, Lapham, Richardson, Tenn. 
Bankhead, Denson, Latimer, Ritchie, 
Bartlett, Dinsmore, Lawson, Robbins, 
Barwig, Dockery, Layton, Robertson, La. 
Bell, Tex. Donovan, Lester, Russell, Ga. 
Black, Ga. Dunn, Lockwood, Ryan, 

Bland, Dunphy, Lynch, Sayers, 
Boatner. Durborow, Maguire, Schermerhorn, 
Bower, N. C. Edmunds, Mallory, Shell, 
Breckinridge, Ark. English, Marshall, Sibley, 

Bretz, Enloe, McAleer, Springer, 
Brickner, Epes, McCreary. Ky. Stallings, 
Brookshire, Erdman, McCulloch, Stockdale, 
Brown, Everett, McDearmon, Stone, Ky. 
Bryan, Fielder, McEttrick, Swanson, 
Bynum. Geary. McKeighan, Talbert, S. C. 
Cadmus, Geissenhainer, McMillin, Talbott, Md. 
Caminetti, Goldzier, McNagny, Tate, 
Campbell, Gorman, McRae, Taylor, Ind. 
Cannon, Cal. Grady, Meredith, Terry, 
Capehart, Gresham, Meyer, Tracey, 
Caruth, Griffin, Money, Tucker, 
Catchings, Hainer, Montgomery, Turner, Ga. 
Causey, Haines, Morgan, Turner, Va. 
Clark, Mo. Hall, Minn. Moses, Turpin, 
Clarke, Ala. Halli, Mo. Mutchler, Tyler. 

Cobb, Ala. Hammond, Neill, Warner, 
Cobb, Mo. Hare, O'Neil, Weadock 
Cockrell, Hatch, Outhwaite, Wells, 

Joffeen, Hayes, Page, Wheeler, Ala. 
Conn, Henderson, N.C. Paschal, Williams, Il. 
Cooper, Fla. Hendrix, Patterson, Williams, Miss. 
Cooper, Ind. Hines, Paynter, Wise, 

Cooper, Tex. Hooker, Miss. Pearson, Wolvertoh, 
Cornish, Hudson, Pendleton, Tex. Woodard. 
Cox, Hunter, Pendleton, W. Va. 

NAYS—33. 
Boutelle, Gillett, Mass. Marvin, N. Y. Stephenson, 
Bowers, Cal. Hager, McCall, Stone, C. W. 
Brosius, Harris, Meikiejohn, Stone, W. A. 
Burrows, Hartman, Payne, Van Voorhis,Ohio 
Chickering, Henderson, IL. Perkins, Wever, 
Childs, Hepburn, Pickler, Wilson, Ohio. 
Curtis, N. Y. Hulick, Ray, 
Doolittle, Lacey, Reed, 
Gardner, Loudenslager. Smith, 


NOT VOTING—I156. 


Mr. Speaker, I will offer a resolution—— 


y offer it 
The Clerk will proceed with the roll 


Adams, Ky. Cannon, Ill. Grosvenor, Lisle. 
Adams, Pa. Clancy, Grout, Livingston, 
Aitken, Cockran, Grow, Loud, 
Alderson, Cogswell, Harmer, Lucas, 
Aldrich, Compton, Harter, Maddox, 
Apsley, Coombs, Haugen, Magner, 
Arnold, Cooper, Wis. Heard, Mahon, 
Avery, Cousins, Heiner, Marsh, 
Babcock, Covert, Henderson, Iowa Martin, Ind. 
Baker, N. H. Curtis, Kans. Hermann, McCleary, Minn. 
Barnes, Dalzell, Hicks, McDannold, 
Bartholdt, Daniels, Hilborn, McDowell, 
Belden, Davey, Hitt, McGann, 
Bell, Colo. Davis, Holman, McKaig, 
Beltzhoover, Dingley, Hooker, N. Y. McLaurin, 
Berry, Dolliver, Hopkins, Ill. Mercer, 
Bingham, Draper, Hopkins, Pa. Milliken, 
Black, Il. Ellis, Ky. Houk, Moon, 
Blair, Ellis, Oregon Hull, Morse, 
Boen, Fithian, Johnson, Ind. Murray, 
Branch, Fletcher, Johnson, N. Dak. Newlands, 
Brattan, Forman, Johnson, Ohio Northway, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Funk, Jones, Oates, 
Broderick, Funston, Joy. Pence, 
Bundy, Fyan, Kem, Phillips, 
Bunn, Gear, Kiefer, Post, 
Burnes, Gillet, N. Y. Kilgore, Powers, 
Cabaniss, Goodnight, Lefever, Ze. 
Caldwell, Graham, Lintén, dall, 


The Chair will not interrupt the roll call to | 
consider the resolution now; but the gentleman ma 
afterwards if he desires. 


Rayner, Simpson, Sweet, Wash 
Reyburn, Sipe, Tarsney, ‘Vaugh 
Robinson, Pa. Snodgrass, Tawney, Wheeler 

Rusk, Somers, Taylor, Tenn. White, 
Russell, Conn. Sperry, Thomas, Whit 
Scranton, Stevens, Updegraf Wilson : 
Settle, Storer, Van Voorhis, N. Y. Wilson, W. Va 
Shaw, Strait, Wadsworth, Woome 
Sherman, Straus, Walker, Wright, M 
Sickles, Strong, Wanger Wright P 


So the resolution was agreed to. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 
Mr. COVERT with Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. 


Mr. WASHINGTON with Mr. ELLIS of Oregon, for the rest of 
the day. 
Mr. HAINER of Nebraska (who had voted in the negative 
| Mr. Speaker, I change my vote to ** aye.” 
The SPEAKER. The change will be noted. 
Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. My colle Mr. 
BRANCH, is detained from the House on account of sick , and 


I ask that he be excused for the remainder of the day. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. BAKER of Kansas. Mr. Kem left this afternoon quite 
sick, and asked to be excused for the remainder of the day 
There was no objection. 
Mr. DOCKERY. I desire toask that the gentleman from Llli- 


nois [Mr. HOPKINS] be excused for the remainder of the day on 
account of sickness. 

There was no obiection. 

Mr. MCETTRICK. Iask that Mr. STEVENSof Massachusetts 


be excused. He was taken sick during the afternoon and was 
compelled to leave. 

There was no objection. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I move to reconsider 
just taken. 

Mr. PATTERSON. 
on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska has moved 
to reconsider the vote: the gentleman from Tennessee moves to 
lay that motion on the table. 


recorded. 
the vote 


1 move to reconsider and lay that motion 


The question was taken; and ona division there were—ayes 
148, noes 29. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Let us have tellers. 

Mr. PATTERSON. [ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, pending the ques- 


tion on the motion to lay on the table, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were 
40, noes 110. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Iask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken: and there were—yeas 30, nays 151, not 
voting 171; as follows: 


ayes 


YEAS—30. 

Baker, N. H. Gardner, Loudenslazer, Smith, 
Bartholdt, Gillett, Mass Mahon, Stone. C. W 
Brosius, Grow, McCall, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Bundy, Hainer, Perkins, Wever 

| Childs, Hartman, Pickler, Wheeler, Lil 
Daniels, Hepburn Quigg, White 
Doolittles Hulick, Ray, 
Funk, Lacey. Reyburn, 

NAYS—151. 

Abbott, Clarke, Ala Goldzier, McCreary, Ky. 
Alexander, Cobb, Ala. Gorman, McCulloch 
Allen, Cobb, Mo. Grady, McDearmon, 
Bailey, Cockrell, Gresham, McEttrick, 
Baker, Kans Coffeen, Haines. McKaig, 
Baldwin, Conn, Hall, Mo McKeighan, 
Bankhead, Cooper, Fla. Hammond McMillin, 
Bartlett, Cooper, Ind. Hare McNagny, 
Barwig, Cooper, Tex. Hatch, McRae, 
Bell, Tex. Cornish, Hayes, Meredith, 
Black, Ga. Cox, Henderson, N.C Meyer, 
Bland, Crain, Hendrix, Money, 
Boatner, Crawford, Hines, Montgomery, 
Boe Culberson, Hooker, Miss Morgan, 


a me LE esac acerreaaat 


n, 
Bower, N.C 


, Cummings, Hudson, Moses, 
Breckinridge, Ark. De Armond, Hunter, Mutchler, 
Bretz, Denson, Ikirt, Neill, 
Brickner, Dinsmore, Jones, O'Neil, 
Brookshire, Dockery. Kribbs, Outhwaite, 
Brown, Donovan, Kyle, Paschal 
Bryan, Dunn, Lane, Patterson, 
Bynum, Dunphy, Lapham, Paynter, 
Cadmus, Durborow, Lawson, Pearson. 
Caminetti, Edmunds, Layton, Pendleton, Tex. 
Campbell. English, Lester, Pigott, 
Cannon, Cal. Enloe, Lockwood, Price, 
Capehart, Epes, Lynch, Richards, Ohio 
Caruth, Erdman, Maguire, Richardson, Mi 
Catchings, Fielder, Mallory, Ritchie 
Causey, Geary, Marshall, Robbins 
Clark, Mo. Geissenhainer, McAleer, nobertson, 1.2 
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Russell, Ga. Stallings, Terry, Wheeler, Ala. 
Ryan Stockdale, Tucker, Williams, DL 
Sayers, Stone, Ky. Turner, Ga. Williams, Miss. 
Schermerhorn, Swanson, Turner, Va. Wise, 
Shell, Talbert, S. C. Turpin, Wolverton, 
Sibley, Tate, ler, Woodard. 
Springer, Taylor, Ind. arner, 

NOT VOTING—I71. 
Adams, Ky. De Forest, Joy, Rusk, 
Adams, Pa. Dingley, Kem, Russeti, Conn. 
Aitken, Doiliver, Kiefer, Seratiton. 
Alderson, Draper, Kilgore, Settle, 
Aldrich, Ellis, Ky. Latimer, Shaw, 
Apsley, Ellis, Oregon Lefever, Sherman 
Arnold, Everett, Linton, Sickles, 
Avery, Fithian, Lisle, Simpson, 
Babcock, Fletcher, Livingston, Sipe, 
Barnes, Forman, Loud, Snodgrass, 
Belden, Funston, Lucas, Somers, 
Bell, Colo. Fyan, Maddox, perry, 
Belt zhoover, Gear, Magner Stephenson, 
Berry, Gillet, N. Y. Marsh, Stevens, 
Bingham, Goodnight, Martin, Ind. Stone, W. A. 
Black, Ill. Graham, Marvin, N. Y. Storer, 
Blair, Griffin, McCleary, Minn. Strait, 
Boutelle, Grosvenor, McDannold, Straus, 
Bowers, Cal. Grout, MeDowell, Strong, 
Branch, Hager, McGann, Sweet, 
Brattan, Hall. Minn. McLaurin, Talbott, Md, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Harmer, Meiklejohn, Tarsney, 
Broderick, Harris, Mercer, Tawney, 
Bunn, Harter, Milliken, Taylor, Tenn. 
Burnes, Haugen, Moon, Thomas, 
Burrows, Heard, Morse, Tracey, 
Cabaniss, Heiner, Murray, Updegraf, 
Caldwell, Henderson, Il. Newlands, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Cannon, fl. Henderson, Iowa Northway, Wadsworth, 
Chickering, Hermann, Oates, Walker, 
Clancy, Hicks, Page, anger, 
Cockran, Hilborn, Payne, Washington, 
Cogswell, Hite, Pence, eae. 
Compton, Holman, Pendleton, W.Va. W ock, 
Coombs, Hooker, N. Y. Phillips, Wells, 
Cooper, Wis Hepkins, [ll. Post, Whiting, 
Cousins, Hopkins, Pa. Powers, Wilson, Ohio 
Covert, Houk, Randall, Wilson, Wash. 
Certis, Kans. Hull, Rayner, Wilson, W. Va. 
Curtis, N. Y. Hutcheson, Reed, oomer 
Dalzell, Johnson, Ind. Reilly, Wright, Mass. 
Davey, Johnson, N. Dak. Richardson, Tenn. Wright, Pa. 
Davis, Johnson, Ohio Robinson, Pa. 


So the motion to adjourn was rejected. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs—— 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table without tak- 
ing a yea-and-nay vote. 

Mr. REED. With the understanding that the House there- 
upon adjourn? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Iwill make that motion. 
mous consent—— 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I object. [Cries of ‘‘ Oh, 


I ask unani- 


no! 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PAtT- 
TERSON] can withdraw the motion to lay on the table, and 
the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. HAINER] can withdraw the 
motion to reconsider. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. 
is that we are to adjourn. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes; I withdraw the motion to lay on the 
table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PAt- 
TERSON] withdraws the motion to lay on the table the motion 
to reconsider, and the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. HAINER] 
withdraws the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I now move to reconsider, and move to 
lay that motion on the table. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the latter motion will be 
agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I move thatthe House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. ENGLISH. Division. 

The House divided; and there were —ayes 80, noes 4. 

a (at 6 o'clock and 50 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
journed. 


I will do soif the understanding 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XTTI, Mr. MOSES, from the Commit- 
tee on Pensions, re 
Greiner; which, 
ordered to be printed and 
Whole House. 


rted the bill (H. R. 5194) to pension G. O. 


th the accompany report (No. 638), was 
antes ena Unanives ot an 
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CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
6460) for the relief of Pleasant G. Decker, and the same was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXTT, bills and resolvtions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. STORER: A bill (H. R. 6479) continuing the investi- 
gations and tests of American timber—to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture. 

By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 6480) for ascertaining the feasi- 
bility of constructing a ship canal from the Great Lakes to the 
navigable watersof the Hudson River—to the Committee on Rail- 
— and Canals. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 6481) 
directing thecoinageof thesilver bullion held inthe Treasury— 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Illinois: bill (H. R. 6482) to amend 
section 3341, chapter 5, of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A joint resolution (H. 
Res. 153) to change the name of Sixteenth street to Executive 
avenue, in the city of Washington, District of Columbia—to the 
Committeeon the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CRAWFORD: A joint resolution (H. Res. 154) Mrect- 
ing the Secretary of the Treasury to withhold a ne rata part of 
the amount due the Cherokee Indians for the Cherokee Outlet 
to be paid to the Eastern Cherokee Indians—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A resolution for the relief of J. Martin 
McKay—to the Committee on Accounts. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BUNDY: A bill (H. R. 6483) granting a pension to 
Daniel Boyles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. R. 6484) for the relief of John 
D. Lanahan, late first lieutenant of Company G, Fifteenth Regi- 
ment Kentucky Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. R. 6485) donating a con- 
demned cannon to the Charles S. Hayes Post, No. 224, Depart- 
ment of the Ohio, Grand Army of the Republie—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A bill (H. R. 6486) to remove the 
charge of desertion standing against Theodore Sterling—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 6487) for the 
relief of Catherine Crisler—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 6488) to increase the pension of 
George C. Church—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. McCULLOCH: A bill | H. R.6489) for the relief of M. 

A. Lanford, Phillips County, Ark.—to the Committee on War 

Claims. 
By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 6490) for the relief of L. B. 
O’Bannon—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. PRICE: A bill (H.R. 6491) for the relief of the estate 
of Henry E. Ledet —to the Committee on War Claims. 
| By Mr. PATTERSON: A bill (H.R. 6492) for the relief of 
| William Loftie, Fayette County, Tenn.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 
| By Mr. PAYNTER (by et A bill (H. R. 6493) for the 
| relief of the heirs of Harrison Gill, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 
By Mr. RYAN: A bill (H. R. 6494) for the removal of the 
| charge of desertion against Aaron Reynolds—to the Committee 


| on i on 
By Mr. E: A bill (H. R. 6495) for the relief of Ellen Tomp- 
kins, widow of C. Q. Tompkins, late captain Third Artillery, 
United States Army—to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under elause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and ref as follows: 

By Mr. AITKEN: Petition of Sol Aberdee and 96 other citi- 
zens of Flint, Mich., asking for the of the Manderson- 
Hainer bill—to the Committeeon the Pos and Post- Roads. 

By Mr. BLAIR: Petition of G. S. Joslyn and 151 others, citi- 
zens of Lebanon, N. mi pergeee legislation t lotteries— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- . 
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By Mr. BOUTELLE: Memorial of citizens of Hampden, Me., 
for legislation against lotteries—to the Committee on the Post- | 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BURROWS: 
Union, for the establishment of Government telegraph lines— 
to the Committee on Fn Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


Petition of Machine Wood Workers’ 


By Mr. CHILDS: Nine petitions, as follows: Of H. J. Kiek- 
hoefer and 127 i others; of William He'feron and 81 others; of G. 
K. Boughorne and.34 others; of G. H. Eickhoff and 43 others; of 
W. J. Campbell and 29 others; of B. C, Hitehcock and 111 others; 
of Henry Bellinghousen and 60 others; of Charles A. Hurd and 
37 others, and of F.G. Arntzen and 18 others, cilizens of IIli- 
nois, urging the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill, admit- 
ting to the muils as second-class matter fratern.l society and 
college journals—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post 
Roads. 

Also, petttion of Summit Camp, No. 715, Modern 
America, Minooka, Ill., of B. L. Bonar and 168 other citizens of 
Streator, [1l.; of W. B. Davison and 30 other citizens of Utica, 
Til., and of W.E. Kinnett and 23 other citizens of Yorky ille, El. 
asking the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of William Orr and 161 others, urging the adop- 
tion of a religious-amendment to the preamble of the Constitu- 
tion—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 25 citizens of Topeka, Kans., urging an amend- 
ment to the preamble of the Constitution, recognizing God as 
the source of our civil and political and religious liberty—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COMPTON: Petition of W. D. Cook and ot#ers, ask- 
ing for favorable consideration of the Manderson- Hainer bill in 
the interest of fraternal society and college journals—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: Petition of citizens of Texas, for 
the removal of the charge of desertion pending against Theo- 
dore Sterling—to the Committee on Military Atiairs. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Petition of Herbert Cissey, of Hardin 
County, Tenn., asking the reference of his claim to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Memorial from Toledo, Ohio, in favor 
of amendment to the interstate-commerce law—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: Petition of C. D. Ellis and others 
against lotteries—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. HENDRIX: Petition of residents of Brooklyn and of 
Henry Witte and others, favoring the passage of the Manderson- 
Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Protest of St. Paul Boiler Makers’ Union 
against the passage of the Fithian free- -ship bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. KEM: Petition of i140 citizens of Phila, Mass., protest- 
ing against the proposed God-in-the-Constitution amendment 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LAYTON: Memorial of the Toledo (Ohio) Produce 
Exchange, asking for certain amendments to the existing laws 
regulating commerce—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. McALEER: Petition of H. G. Bender and others, of 
Enterprise Harbor, Nationa! American Associationof Mastersand 
Pilots, asking that captains of certain United States tugboats be 
given a permanent rating such as tugboat captains of United 
States Navy with retirement pay, when incapacitated from 
active duty, through age or other causes—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MORSE. Petitions of the Methodist and Baptist 
Preachers’ Associations of Boston and vicinity. praying for the 
passage of the bill to punish the crime of seduction in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. NE(LL: Petition of David U. White, of Prairie County, 
Ark., asking the reference of his claim to the Court of Claims 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. O’NEIL: Petition of Heury D. W. Morris and others, 
in favor of the passage of an act to amend the postal laws in the 


interest of fraternal society and college journals—to the Com- | 


mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PATTERSON: Petition of citizens of Memphis, Tenn., 
in the interest of fraternal and college journals—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post- Roads. 

By Mr. PIGOTT: Petition of Robert Crawford and others, of 
Clinton, Conn., for the suppression of lotteries—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Oilice and Post-Ro sds. 

By Mr. RAY: Petition of citizens of Tioga County and Guil- 
ford, Chenango County, N. Y., ‘or a law regulating the sale of 
bogus butter—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


Voodmen of | 
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By Mr. RITCHIE: Resolutions adopted by the Toledo (Ohio 
Produce Exchange, favoring ame ndment of the act r gulnting 


commerce—to the Committee on Interstate 
merce 

m Mr. RYAN: Petition of Thomas C. Cornell, of \ onl 
| 


and Foreign ¢ 





cers, 

N , in favor of the Manderson-Hainer bill and amendments 
ther ‘to—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Memorial of Herman Klepper 

| other citizens of Zenobia, Lil., praying for the pissage 

| which will permit publications of fraternal soc 


_ 


and 2 
ofa law 


leties to be sent 


through the mails as second-class matter—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TERRY: Petition of citizens of Massachusetts for for 
man of presswork in the Government Printing Of to th 
Committee on Printing. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
I'RIDAY, March 30, 1894, 
| The House met at 12 o'clock noon, and was called to ord 
| the Speaker amid general ay ppl 5. ise 
| Prayer by the C haplain, Rev. E. B. Baasy. 


rHE JOURNAL. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read. 

Mr.REED. Mr. Speaker, [ notice that the ruling of the Chair, 
that one teller could do the counting under our rules, ha 
been left out of the Journal, and also the refusal to i. w from 


Mr. PAYNE the point of order which he rose and stated to the 
Chair he purposed or desired to make. 
The SPEAKER. If the gentleman has any amendment tothe 


Journal. he can send it up. 


Mr. REED. I move that the Journal be amended so as tor 


ite those facts which appear in the RE ORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will please put it in writing 
and send it up. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And upon that I move the previous « 
tion. 

Mr. REED. I should like to have the Reporter’s notes 

The SPEAKER. The Chair c2n not delay the business of the 
House. 

Mr. REED. The Chair should have examined the Journ 
and I presume he has. The Chair knows what facts I refer to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let that part of the Journal be read again 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. There was considerable confusion in t! 
House at the time—— 

Mr. REED. There was no confusion, as to those thin O 
the floor. 

The Sy pe iker examined the manuscript copy of the Journal. ] 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Maine[Mr. REED 
refer . the proces ng as to tellers? 

Mr. REED. The Recorp shows that Mr. PAYNE said: 

Mr adie I make the point o ‘r that only one teller has acted. 
The rule requires two. 

The SPEAKER. The Journal on that subject states: 

Mr. PAYS E demanded that t vote on ordering the yeas and nays be taken 
“The SPEAKER appointed Mr. PAYNE and Mr. PATTERSON as teller 

Mr. Payne ad ined (0 act as teller 

The speaker thereupon appointed Mr. REED, who also declined to a 

The Speaker then directed the other teller ir. PATT! 

e on orderin ea bays. 

Mr. TALB¢ srr of Maryland. I suggest to the Chair that, 
although nobody from the other side appeared to act as a teller, 
yet they kept the count. We noticed that. 

: Mr. OUTHW AITE. The Journal is pet fectly accurate as to 
what transpired at that time. There is no occasion for any 


amendment. 

Mr. REED. I have some diffici 
ment when I come to this point: 

Mr. PAYNE made the point that but one teller had acted. The‘ ir over 
ruled the point, for the reason— 

I do not know what the reason of the Chair was. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not u tand the 
man. 

Mr. REED. Mr. PAYNE made the point of order that but one 
teller had acted. The Chair overruled the point for some rea- 
son or other, which I do not know, and if the Chair will now 
state the reason—— 

The SPEAKER. The 

| script of what took place. 
Mr. REED. Precisely. 

The SPEAKER. And if noreason was given then, 

ought to be inserted in the Journal. 


ilty in proposing the amend- 


nder 
ndaer 


gentle- 





Journa! ought to be a correct tran- 


no reason 








3344 





Mr. REED, Then the Chair overruled the point for ‘no 
reason stated.” 

The SPEAKER, If the gentleman will send up any amend- 
ment the Chair will submit it. 

Mr. REED. This is the amendment which, under the sugges- 
tion of the Chair, I sendup. I also have another amendment in 
regard to the point of order made by Mr. PAYNE. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. PAYNE made the point that but one teller has acted. 
The Chair overruled the point for no reason stated. 


Mr. SPRINGER. On the approval of the Journal I demand 
the previous question. 

Mr. REED. I desire to make one other amendment, if the 
gentleman will kindly withdraw his motion. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the gentlemen will state his amendment, 
and it is an amendment that ought to be made, I will withdraw 
the motion; if it is not, I will insist on the motion. 

Mr. REED. Here is the other one: 

Mr. PAYNE rose to the point of order that the Chair refused to permit the 
point of order to be stated. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to this amend- 
ment? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would like to hear the amendment. 

Mr. REED. I had already offered amendments to both parts, 
and the Chair requested me to reduce them to writing. Ofcourse 
I must have the necessary time to doit. I did not know that 
the Journal would omit such important action by the Speakeras 
that. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I make the point that but one amendment 
can be offered at a time. 

The SPEAKER. Only one amendment can be offered at a 
time. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to this amend- 
ment? 

Mr. SPRINGER. 

The SPEAKER. 
vious question, 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I insist that I proposed the amend- 
ments before the demand for the previous question, and that I 
only took the necessary time to prepare them. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is aware that he can not pro- 
pose two amendments at one time to different parts of the Jour- 
nal, He may offer an amendment, an amendment to that, and 
oer a substitute, with one amendment to the substitute. 

Mr. REED. I know; but I proposed amendments covering 
both those points. 

The SPEAKER. Which can not be done, except by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. REED. Ido not think, upon reflection, the Speaker will 
want to do this. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous 
question on the amendment and the approval of the Journal. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. REED. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 136; noes none. 

Mr. REED. No quorum, 

Mr.PATTERSON, I demand the yeasand nays, Mr. Speaker. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 178, nays 1, 
not voting 174; as follows: 


No, I do not. 
Then the question is on ordering the pre- 
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Outhwaite, Richardson, Mich. Stallings, Warner, 
Page, Richardson, Tenn. Stone, ity. Washington, 
Paschal, Robbins, Strait, Weadock, 
Patterson, Robertson, La. Straus, Wells, 
Paynter, Rusk. Swanson, Wheeler, Ala. 
Pearson, Russell, Ga. Talbert, S. C. Whiting, 

ence, Ryan, Talbott, Md. Williams, Il. 
Pendleton,Tex. Sayers, Tate, Williams, Miss. 
Pendleton, W. Va. Schermerhorn, Taylor, Ind. Wise, 
Pigott, Shell, rry, Wolverton, 
Price, Sickles, Tucker, Woodard. 
papene. Sipe, Turner, Ga. The Speaker. 
Reilly, Sperry, Turner, Va. 
Richards, Ohio. Springer, Tyler, 

NAYS—1. 
Tracey. 
NOT VOTING—174. 
Adams, Ky. Dalzell, Houk, Reyburn, 
Adams, Pa. Daniels, Hulick, Ritchie, 
Aitken, Davey, Hull, Robinson, Pa, 
Aldrich, Dingley, Johnson, Ind. Russell, Conn. 
Apsley, Dolliver, Johnson, N. Dak. Scranton, 
Arnold, Doolittle, Johnson, Ohio Settle. 
Avery, Draper, Joy, Shaw, 
beock, Ellis, Ky. Kem, Sherman, 

Baker, N. FE. Ellis,Oregon Kiefer, Sibley, 
Barnes, Fielder, Lacey Simpson, 
Bartholdt Fithian, Lefever Smith, 
Belden, Fletcher, Linton, Snodgrass, 
Bell, Colo. Forman, Lisle, Somers, 
Beltzhoover, Funk, Livingston, Stephenson, 
Berry, Funston, Loud, Stevens, 
Bingham, Fyan, Loudenslager, Stockdale. — 
Black, I. Gardner, Lucas, Stone, C. W. 
Riair, Gear, Maddox, Stone, W. A. 
Boutelle, Gillet, N. Y. Magner, Storer, 
Bower, N. C. Gillett, Mass. Maguire, Strong, 
Bowers, Cal. Goodnight, Mahon, Sweet, 
Branch, Graham, Marsh, Tarsney, 
Brattan, Grosvenor, Marvin, N. Y. Tawney. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Grout, McCall, Taylor, Tenn. 
Broderick, Grow, McCleary, Minn. Thomas, 
Brosius, Hager, McDowell, Turpin, 
Bundy, Hainer, Meiklejohn, Updegraf, 
Burrows, Hammond, Mercer, Van Voorhis, N.Y. 
Cabanies, Harmer, Milliken, Van Voorhis,Ohio 
Caidwell, Harter, Moon, Wadsworth, 
Cannon, Ill. Hartman, Morse, Walker, 
Chickering, Haugen, Murray, Wanger, 
Childs, Heard, Newlands, Waugh, 
Clancy, Heiner, Northway, Wever, 
Cockran, Henderson, Ill. Payne, Wheeler, Ii. 
Cogswell, Henderson, Iowa Perkins, White, 
Compton, Hepburn, Phillips, Wilson, Ohio. 
Conn, Hermann, Pickler, Wilson, Wash. 
Cooper, Wis. Hicks, Posi, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cousins, Hilborn Powers, Woomer, 
Covert, Hitt, Quigg, Wright, Mass. 
Crain, Hooker, N. Y. Randall, Wright, Pa. 
Curtis, Kans. Hopkins, Il. ay, 
Curtis, N. Y. Hopkins, Pa. Reed, 


So the previous question was ordered. 


Pendi 


the announcement of the result, 


Mr. CULBERSON said: Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote. 

The SPEAKER. Wasthe gentleman in the Hall of the House 
| when his name was calied and did he fail to hear it? 

Mr. REED. One moment, Mr. Speaker; was the gentleman 


here when his name should have been called? 


Mr. CULBERSON. I wasinthe Hall during the call, and did 


Mr. CULBERSON’S vote was recorded. 


' 
| not hear my name called. 
} 


Mr. WELLS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to inquire whether I am 
recorded. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not recorded. 


YEAS—178. 

Abbott, Causey, Evereit, Lawson, 
Alderson, Clark, Mo. a. 
Alexander, Clarke, Ala. n Lester, 
Allen, ‘Cobd, Ala. Goldzier, Lockw 
Bailey, Cobb, Mo. nan, ch, 
Baker, Kans. Cockrell, Grady, allory. 
Baldwin, Coffeen, Gresham, M all, 
Bankhead, Coombs, Griffin, Marin, Ind. 
Rarwige Coops ine, . ok Mien McCreary, 

wig, . rT, ind. : ; 
Bel tx. Cooper. Tex. Hall, Mo. McCulloch, 
Black, Ga. Cornish, Hare, McDannold, 
Bland, Cox, Harris, McDearmon, 
Boainer, Crawford, Hatch, McEttrick, 
Boen, Culberson, Hayes, McGann, 
Breckinridge, Ark.Cummings, Henderson, N.C. McKaig, 
Bretz, Davis, Hendrix, McKeighan, 
Brickner, De Armond, Hines, urin, 
Brookshire, De Forest, Holman, McMillin, 
Brown, Denson, Hooker, Miss. McNagny, 
Bryan, Dinsmore, Hudson, icRae, 
Bunn, Dockery, Hunter, Meredith, 
Burnes, Donovan, Hutcheson, Meyer, 
Bynum, Dunn, Tkirt, Money, 
Cadimus, Dunphy, Jones, semeomery, 
Cam bs Edmunds, Moses, 
Cannon lish, Kyle, , 
a" E 5 

° pes, 
Erdman, aoe O'Neil, 


Mr. WELLS. I desire to vote. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the Hall during the 
roll call, and did he fail to hear his name called? 

Mr. WELLS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WELLS’s vote was recorded. 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the Hall when his 
name was called, and did he fail to hear it? 

Mr. TUCKER. I was not here on the first roll call, but I was 
on the second, and my name was not then called. 

Mr. TUCKER'S vote was recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call my name. 

The vote of Mr. CRISP was recorded. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE asked for a recapitulation of the vote, but 
immediately withdrew the uest. 

Mr. REED. Mr.S er, l ask for a recapitulation. 

The vote was recapitulated. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I think there is an error 


in regard to the vote of the gentleman from New York, Mr. 
DANIELS. 

Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Speaker, I supposed that this was a call 
of the House, and I answered ‘‘ here.” 


question. 
The Chair thinks that, under the circum- 


I did not intend to vote 
upon the 
The SP. 
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e De e) 
Mr. REED. On what ground? 
Mr. PAYNE. I appeal from the decision of the Chair 
The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from New York will 
tlemen will be seated. The question is on agreeing 
Now, your Journal that you propose to adopt without 
y J pro] I 
nation says: 
Mr. PAYNE appealed from the decision of the Chair in declining t 
nize him on the motion to adjourn 


stances, the gentleman’s name ought to be stricken from the 
roll. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia with Mr. DALZELL. 

Mr. LISLE with Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois with Mr. ALDRICH. 





take his ‘ All ger 
other 


Mr. SNODGRASS with Mr. Houk. The Speaker declined to entertain the appeal : 

Mr. STEVENS with Mr. VAN Vooruis of New York. na Pare 
Mr. TARSNEY with Mr. GEAR. Mr. PAYNE submitted a motion to adjourn 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. WALKER. ‘The Speaker decline | to entertain the motion at that tir 

Mr. GRAHAM with Mr. STRONG. SiecetAeecaetedeeh elk te Vettes anttating the yous and nays bo then 
Mr. BARNES with Mr. MCCLEARY of Mianesota. | by tellers a 

Mr. CABANISS with Mr. NoRTHWAY. | ‘The House will also recollect the actual state of affairs whi 
Mr. FITHTAN with Mr. Moon, | is embodied in the amendment which | offer. 

Mr. ELLIs of Kentucky with Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. PAYNE made the point that but one teller has acted 

Mr. FORMAN with Mr. LUCAS. Th> Chair overruled the point, for no reason state | 

Mr. MADDOX with Mr. Grout. Whether this amendment will be adopted or not I do not 
Mr. HEARD with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. know: but the other correction will be impossible if the House 
Mr. Berry with Mr. CALDWELL. proceads to vote ‘‘aye” upon the main question. Now, whatthe 
Mr. LIVINGSTON with Mr. STORER. House may choose to do is perhaps of very little cons nee to 
Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. COGSWELL. any of us except so iar as it may set an example of misstating 
The following for this day: ina solemn document, the Journal of the House, what actually 


Mr. DAVEY with Mr. Bowers of California. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER with Mr. WRIGHT of Massachusetts. 
Mr. COMPTON with Mr. HENDERSON of [owa. 

Mr. FYAN with Mr. LINTON. 


occurred. 
| reserve the remainder of my time. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, it ia not necessary to make 


{ : ; any remarks on this side. I reserve my time and ask a vote 
Mr. CRAIN with Mr. HOOKER of New York. TheSPEAKER. The question is upon the amendmento Tered 
Mr. BRATTAN with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. by the gentleman from Maine. {The question was put.] The 


Mr. SOMERS with Mr. HARMER. 
The following on this vote: 


noes seem to have it. 
Mr. REED. Division. 





Mr. SrOCKDALE with Mr. BINGHAM. | The question being again taken, there were —ayes (7, noes 148. 
Mr. TUCKER with Mr. WANGER. | Mr. REED. ‘Tellers—two of them. 
Mr. TRACEY with Mr. WADSWORTH, on election cases. Mr. SPRINGER. Yeas and nays. 


Mr. TUCKER. Mr.Speaker,I desire tostate that lam paired 
with the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WANGER], but with 
the understanding that I may vote to make a quorum. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 178 and the 
naysarel. The ayes have it, and the previous question is or- 


The yeas and nays were ordered, 107 voting in favor ther 
The question was taken; and there were 


not voting 172: 


as follows: 


YEAS—!1 


Tracey. 


yeas i, nays | 


dered. alee 
Mr.REED. Thereis debate, I believe; fifteen minutes oneach | ,,,.. Cox _ p Feasg Pend :' 

side. | alderso rai Somes. Noe 
Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that a vote be | Alesander, Crawford, Kilgore, Pi =" 

taken without the yeas and nays upon the amendments offered | §'le™ ee — Pric 

by the gentleman from Maine separately. | Baldwin. — Cie Richards. Ont 
Mr. REED. {ft have other amendments that I[ desire to offer. Bankhead, De Armond, Lapham, Richs Mich 
Mr. PATTERSON. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. , or De vores, Latimer, Rich 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine is recognized. | jai; Cio. oe en, nn = 
Mr. REED. Rule No. 1 of this House, fourth clause, de- | Bell, Tex. Dockery, Lester Russell, Ga 

clares that the Speaker shall decide all questions of order sub- | ay Se. —— OeneeE, Rya 

ject.to an appeal by any member. That right, given under the | poniner, Dunphy, me Sok : 

rules of this House, is entirely without qualification or limita- | Bower, N.C. Durborow, Marshall Ss , 

tion. Twice yesterday that right was refused toa member of | Branch. | Eimunds, seactan, Tie. S 

the House without any reason being given by the Speaker for | }}';<™ridse. Ark. Enciish, i Sp 

such refusal. There is no reason that can be given under the | Brickner, Epes, McCulloch, — Spr r 

law governing parliamentary bodies except that the processes | Brookshire, Erdman, aeaeaeee Stallings 

of the House are being used to obstruct business. The Speaker | j,;).)" vue ae — 

has repeatedly stated it to be the principle which governed this | Bunn, c Geary, McGann, | Swa 


House and which is contained in the rules that such a reason 
was not a valid one and that he could not refuse to entertain an 
appeal for any such reason as that. Nevertheless he has twice 
refused to entertain an appeal, one instance being recorded in 
the Journal and the other misrecorded. I merely call the at- 


Burnes, 
Bynum, 
Cadmus, 
Caminetti, 
Campbell, 
Cannon. Cal. 
Capehart, 


Geissenhainer, 
Goldzier, 
Gorman, 
Gray 
Gresham, 
Griffin, 
Haines. 


MecKaig 
McKeighan, 
McLaurin, 
Me Millin, 
McNagny, 
McRae, 
Meredith, 


tention of the House to this because it seems to be a plain case | Caruth, Hall, Minn. Meyer urner. Va 

where the Speaker has adopted the principle, in actual prac- | Catchings, Hall. Mo. Money : Tur} 

tice, of refusing to entertain an appeal because he thought it | Gi"), eae, a naemnee aon, 

was made for dilatory purposes and at the same time has not } Clarke, Ala. Warris, Moses, Washington 

seen fit to say so in the Journal. | Cobb. Ala. Hatch, Mutchler, Wead 
Now, what is the object of a journal so far as parliamentary | 0°0?.Mo eee. oe eee ao 
roceedipgsareconcerned? Theobjectof itis toafford guidance | Cofteen, ' Hendrix. O' Neti Whitir 

n matters of parliamentary law to the House upon future ocea- | Coombs, Hines, Outhwaite, Nillia I 

sions, and it has.been the custom of Speakers, except in very ob- | Cover. Tit Tee ities = Williams, Miss 

vious cases, to give their reasons. I submit to the House that | Gooner: Tex. Hudson, Patterson, We 

there is no reason given, and yet, under the ruling of the Chair | Cornish, Hunter, Paynter, Woodar 


and his construction of the rules of this House, a right was twice 


denied to a member of the House. However, this isnotthe pro- | 


ceeding on which to reach that. This is simply a proposition to 


Covert, 


Adams, Ky. 


Hutcheson, 


NOT VOTING 


Belden, 


Pearson, 
172. 
sius, 


‘ 

s : A s, Pa. Beltzhoover, Bundy, Cooper, Wi 
correct the Journal. The previous question has been ordered, a. re — memees oes 
and if the Journal is approved, it is approved with three plain | Aldrich, Bingham, C2baniss, Curtis, Kans 
errors in it, and thatis neither just to the minority nor to the | ree M — Il. —,, Casts N.Y 

e . . . | Arnold, iair, annon, Lil. i 
majority. The following colloquy occurred, according to the Avery, Seen Chickering. Dan 
RECORD: Babcock, Boutelle, Childs Da 

Baker, Kans. Bowers, Cal. Clancy Ding 
Mr. Payne. Pending that, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now | Baker, N. H. Brattan, _ Cockran, Do 
adjourn. Barnes. Breckinridge, Ky Cogswell, Db 
The SPFraAkeER. The Chair declines to entertain that motion. Bartholdt, Broderick, Compton, Drape 
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Ellis, Ky. Hitt, Mercer, Snodgrass, 
Ellis, Oregon Hooker, N. Y. Milliken Somers, 
Fithian, Hopkins, DL Moon, Stephenson, 
Fletcher, Hopkins, Pa. Morse, Stevens, 
Forman, Houk, Murray, Stockdale, 
Funk, Hulick, Newlands, Stone, ©. W. 
Funston, Hull, Northway, Stone, W. A 
Fyan, Johnson, Ind, Payne, Storer, 
Gardner, Johnson, N. Dak. Pence, Straus 

Gear, Johnson, Ohio Perkins, Strong 
Gillet, N. Y. Joy, Phillips, Sweet 

Gillett, Mass. Kem, Pickler, Tarsney, 
Goodnight, Kiefer, Post, Tawney, 
Graham, Lacey, Powers, Taylor, Tenn. 
Grosvenor, Lefever, nigg, Thomas, 
Grout, Linten, ndall, Updegraff, 
Grow, Lisle, Ray, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Hager, Livingston, Rayner, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Hainer, Loud, Reed, Wadsworth, 
Harmer, Loudenslager, Rey burn, Walker, 
Harter, Lucas, Ritchie, Waneger, 
Hartman, Maddox, Robinson, Pa. Waugh, 
Haugen, Magner, Rusk, Wever, 

Heard, Mahon, Russell, Conn. Wheeler, Ill. 
Heiner, Mallory, Scranton, White, 
Henderson, Il). Marsh, Settle, Wilson, Ohio 
Henderson, lowa Marvin,N. Y. Shaw, Wilson, Wash. 
Hepburn, ceCall, Sherman, Wilson, W. Va. 
Hermann, McCleary, Minn. Simpson, W oomer, 
Hicks, McDowell, Sipe, Wright, Mass. 
Hilborn, Meiklejohn, Smith, Wright, Pa. 


The following pair was announced: 

Mr. STOCKDALE with Mr. BINGHAM, on this vote. 

Mr. BRETZ (before the resultof the vote wasannounced). M 
collesgue, Mr. CONN, has just sent me word that he is ill an 
desives to be excused. I ask that he be excused. 

There being no objection, Mr. CONN was excused. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. I ask that my colleague, Mr. 
DALZELL, be excused on account of sickness. 

There being no objection, Mr. DALZELL was excused. 

Mr. TRACEY. I am paired with my colleague from New 
York, Mr. WADSWORTH, but I have voted so as to make a 

uorum, 

, Mr. CARUTH. My colleague, Mr. LISLE, is confined to his 
room by illness, I ask that he be excused. 

There being no objection, Mr. LISLE was excused. 

Mr. HARRIS. My colleague, Mr. SIMPSON, is detained from 
the House by sickness. I ask that he be excused. 

There being no objection, Mr. SIMPSON was excused. 

Mr. HAUGEN. My colleague from Wisconsin, Mr. CooPEr, 
is confined to his house by illness. I ask that he be excused. 

There being no objection, Mr. CoopER of Wisconsin was ex- 
cused. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, before the announcement of 
the vote, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BURROWS. This vote has been taken upon an amend- 
ment to the Journal after the previous question was supposed to 
have been ordered on such amendment bya quorum of the House. 
I see that the roll call on the motion for the previous question 
discloses 178 votes in the affirmative, 1 in the negative, making 
aquorum. Among those recorded as voting is the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Sipe], who, as I am informed, left the 
House last night for Pittsburg; and upon inquiry from many 
sources I do not find that he was in the House or present dur- 
ing the roll call. 

It leaves the House without a quorum on that vote, as shown 
by the roll; and +f parliamentary inquiry is now how can that 
be corrected? If there was no quorum voting on the demand 
for the previous question, of course the previous question was 
not ordered; and not being ordered, the vote upon this amend- 
ment could not be regularly taken. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I make the point of order that no point of 
that kind can be raised until after the announcement of the re- 
sult of the vote just had, Let that be first announced. 

Mr. REED. But the presence of a quorum on ordering the 

revious question, and before the vote on the amendment could 
be taken, was absolutely vital. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Butaroll call has just been had on the 
amendment. That has not yet been announced. The Chaircan 
entertain the point of order, subject to appeal and all motions 
incident to it, for future consideration, but yet the result of the 
vote on this roll call must first be announced before anything 
can be sta ees 

Mr. BURROWS. I amsure the Chair will not decide that a 
new roll call chou!d not be had where a manifest error has been 
shown. Ofcourse the vote should not have been taken on the 
amendment until the previous question had been actually or- 
dered by a quorum of the House as developed by the roll call. 

I make no criticism upon the clerksof the House. There isso 
much confusion on the floor that mistakes are very liable to 


. occur; but beyond any question no quorum voted on the demand 


for ordering the previous question, and so the vote could not 
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have been properly taken on the amendment. This vote, then, 
is irregular, and in fairness the vote on ordering the previous 
question should be taken over again in order that the error may 
= SRerOHNee, because manifestly no quorum voted. That is all 

ask. 

The SPEAKER. That raises another question as to what con- 
stitutes a quorum of the House. 

Mr. BURROWS. That is true, bat if theroll call isincorrect, 
it ought to be repeated, for the purpose of correction, in some 


way. 

The SPEAKER. There is no doubt as to that, but it would 
be immaterial for the purpose of the point the gentleman now 
makes if, eliminating the name of Mr. Sipe from the roll, there 
was still left a quorum of the House. 

Mr. BURROWS. Ifthe Chair holds that less than one-half 
of 356 members or less than 179 constitutes a quorum, then on 
that question I woulda like to be heard. 

But Task unauimous consent that the vote on ordering the 
previous question may be again taken to settle all disputes and 
end the controversy. There is evidentlya quorum of the House 
present. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the gentleman’s re- 
quest for unanimous consent. Is there objection to taking the 
vote on ordering the previous question over again? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let this vote be first announced before 
that is submitted to the House. That is the first business in 


order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will announce the result of the 
vote—— 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, either there was a quorum voting 
or there was not. If there was no quorum, then no proceeding 
that took place is in order,and these corrections have been made 
often in the House after days have elapsed, where such errors 
have been discovered. 

The SPEAKER. There is no question of that,and no one has 
suggested any objection. The only question is whether the 
point of the gentleman from Michigan can be made before the 
announcement of the vote just taken is made. 

Mr. BURROWS. I have no objection, Mr. Speaker, to that. 
I only make the point now because I do not wish to waive any 
rights to which may be entitled. 

- The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair understands the gentleman that 


way. 

On this question the yeas are 1, the nays 179. So that on this 
vote the noes have it, and the amendment is rejected. 

Mr. BURROWS. Now I ask unanimous consent that the roll 
call on ordering the previous question may be repeated. 

Mr. BLAND. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I make the point that a quorum is now de- 
veloped on this vote in the House, and the only question in order 
is on the approval of the Journal. A quorum has voted. We 
are ready to do business, and the only question before the House 
is on the approval of the Journal. 

The SPHAKER, But the previous question has been ordered 
on an amendment and upon the approval of the Journal. The 
gentleman from Michigan makes the point that by an error, 
when that vote was announced one less than a quorum had ac- 
tually voted as he has stated, for it seems to be conceded that 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania was not in his seat and did 
not vote; at least there is no suggestion to the contrary. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, the request of the gentle- 
man from Michigan will only consume thirty minutes, and I 
hope the House will grant the request, and haveanother vote on 
ordering the previous question. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That ought to be done. 

-The SPEAKER. The Chair was going on to say that the 
point of the gentleman from Michigan brings up the question 
whether a quorum has voted on that roll call without the name 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the previous 

uestion ae be considered as ordered. That ought to be satis- 

actory to all. 

Mr. REED. Oh, no; that is avoiding the whole question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the request of the 

ntleman from Michigan, that the roll be again called on the 

emand for the previous question on the amendment and the ap- 
proval of the Journal. 

Mr. MGRAE. Lobject. It only requires 178 members to make 
a quorum of the House as now constituted. 

r. BURROWS. Then I make the point that no quorum 
voted on the motion for the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman on that 

int. 

Por. SPRINGER. I renew the request for unanimous consent 
that the vote be taken on ordering the previous ee again. 

Mr. BURROWS. That was my request, and I have no ob- 
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jection to the matter taking thatcourse. I think itis the short- 
est way out of it. 

The SPEAKER. 
jection was made. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask that the Chair again submit the re- 

uest. I think there will be no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is the objection withdrawn to the request 
that the vote be taken again on ordering the previous question? 
If it is, the Chair will order the vote taken again, in the ab- 
sence of objection. [After a pause.] The Chair hears no objec- 


The Chair submitted the request, and ob- 


tion. The roll will again be called on ordering the previous 
question. : 
Mr. MCRAE. I withdraw the objection; but I want it to be 


understood that I do not waive the point that there was a quo- 
rum after the correction is made. 

Mr. BURROWS. I trust that question will be held in abey- 
ance, 

The SPEAKER. As many as favor ordering the previous 
question on the approval of the a — when their names 
are called say “aye;” those opposed, * 

Mr. BURROWS. Now, I rise to  enaiiiaes of order. 

The SPEAKER. 


Mr. BURROWS. 


The gentleman will state it. 
I have no criticism to pass on the clerks. 


I am surprised that they make the roll so accurate: but I do in- 
sist upon order during this roll call. 


The SP 


roll. 


SAKER. 
The House will please be in order. 


‘aye 


* those opposed, 


The Chair thinks the point is well taken. 
The Clerk will now call the 
As many as favor ordering the previous question will, 
when their names are called, say 


‘no.” 


The question was taken; andthere were—yeas 183, nays 1, not 


voting 168; 


as follows: 


YEAS—183 


Abbott, Crawford, Kribbs, Price, 
Alderson, Culberson, Kyle, Rayner, 
Alexander, Cummings, Lane, Reilly, 
Allen, Davis, Lapham, Richards, Ohio 
Bailey, De Armond, Latimer, Richardson, Mich. 
Baldwin, De Forest, Lawson, Richardson, Tenn. 
Bankhead, Denson, Layton, Robbins, 
Bartiett, Dinsmore, Lester, Robertson, La. 
Barwig, Dockery, Lockwood, Rusk, 
Bell. Colo. Donovan, Lynch, Russell, Ga 
Beli. Tex. Dunn, Maguire, Ryan, 
Black, Ga. Dunphy, Mallory, Sayers, 
Bland, Durborow, Marshall, Schermerhorn, 
Boatner, Edmunds, Martin, Ind. Shell, 
Boen, English, McAleer, Sibley, 
Bower, N. C. Enloe, McCreary, Ky. Sickles, 
Branc h, Epes, McCulloch, Sperry, 
Breckinridge, Ark, Erdman, McDannold, Springer, 
Bretz, Everett, McDearmon, Stallings, 
Brickner, Fielder, McEttrick, Stockdale, 
Brookshire, Geary, McGann, Stone, Ky. 
Brown, Geissenhainer, McKaig, Strait, 
Bryan, Goldzier, McKeighan, Straus, 
Bunn, Gorman, McLaurin, Swanson, 
Burnes, Grady, McMillin, Talbert, S.C. 
Bynum, Gresham, McNagny, Talbott, Md. 
Cadmus, Griffin, McRae, Tate, 
Caminetti, Haines, Meredith, Taylor, Ind. 
Campbell, Hall, Minn. Meyer, Terry, 
Cannon, Cal. Hall, Mo. Money, Tucker, 

Capehart, Hammond, Montgomery, Turner, Ga. 
Caruth, Hare, Morgan, Turner, Va. 
Catchings, Harris, Moses, Turpin, 
Causey, Hatch, Mutchler, Tyler, 
Clark, Mo. Hayes, Neill, Warner, 
Clarke, Aja. Henderson, N.C Oates, Washington, 
Cobb. Ala. Hendrix, O'Neil, Weadock, 
Cockrell, Hines, Outhwaite, Wells, 
Coffeen, Holman, Page, Wheeler, Ala. 
Coombs, Hooker, Miss. Paschal, Whiting, 
Cooper, Fla. Hudson, Patterson, Williams, Tl. 
Cooper, Ind. Hunter, Pearson, Williams, Miss 
Cooper, Tex. Hutcheson, Pence, Wise, 
Cornish, Ikirt, Pendleton, Tex. Wolverton, 
Covert, Jones, Pendleton, W.Va. Woodard. 
Cox. Kilgore, Pigott, 

NAYS— 
Tracey. 
NOT VOTING—168. 

Adams, Ky. Brattan, Curtis, Kans. Gillett, Mass. 
Adams, Pa. Breckinridge, Ky. Curtis, N. Y. Goodnight, 
Aitken, Broderick, Dalzell, Graham, 
Aldrich, Brosius, Daniels, Grosvenor, 
Apsley, Bundy, Davey, Grout, 
Arnold, Burrows, Dingley, Grow, 
Avery, Cabaniss, Dolliver, Hager, 
Babcock, Caldwell Doolittle, Hainer, 
Baker, Kans. Cannon, in. Draper, Harmer, 
Baker, N. H Chickering, Ellis, Ky. Harter, 
Barnes, Childs, Ellis, Oregon Hartman, 
Bartholdt, Clancy, Fithian, Haugen, 
Belden, Cobb, Mo. Fletcher, Heard, 
Beltzhoover. Cockran, Forman, Heiner, 
Berry, Cogswell, Funk, Henderson, Il. 
Bingham, Compton, Funston, Henderson, Iowa 
Black, Ill. Conn, Fyan, Hepburn, 
Blair,” Cooper, Wis. Gardner, Hermann, 
Boutelle, Cousins, Gear, Hicks, 
Bowers, Cal Crain, Gillet, N. Y. Hilborn, 


Hitt, 

Hooker, N. Y. 
Hopkins, Ill. 
Hopkins, Pa. 
Houk, 
Hulick 
Hull, 
Johnson, 
Johnson, 
Johnson, 
Joy, 


Ind 
N. Dak. 
Ohio 


| Kem, 





| Clark, 


Kiefer, 
Lacey, 
Lefever, 
Lint 
Lisle 
Livingston, 
Loud, 
Loudenslager 
Lucas, 
Maddox, 


m, 
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Magner, 
Mahon, 
Marsb, 
Marvin, N. ¥ 
McCall. 
McCleary, 
McDowell, 
Meiklejohn 
Mercer, 
Milliken 
Moon, 
Morse, 
Murray 
Newland 
Northway, 
Payne 

Pay 
Perkins, 
Phillips, 
Pickler, 
Post 
Powers 


Minn. 


nter 


Quigg 
Ran 
Ray 
Re ~“l 
Rey burn 
Ritchie 
Robinson, Pa, 
Russell, Conn. 
Scranton, 
Settle 

Shaw, 
Sherman, 


Simpson 
Sipe, 
Smith, 





So the previous question was ordered. 


The SPEAKER. 


nays 1. 


The question now is on the 
The question was taken, 


ayes seemed to have it. 


Mr. REED. 


The SPEAKER. 


Division. 


and the 


On this question the yeas are 183, : 
ipproval of the Jour 
announced that th 


Speaker 


As many as favor the approval of the 
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Vadsw 


Ada 4 4A 
a 


Wanger, 
Wau 
Weve 

Wh tl 
Wi 

Wilts 
W 
W 
Wri 
Wr 


Tour 


nal will rise and remain standing until counted. 


The House divided; 


Mr. REED. 


Mr. SPRINGER. 


and ther 


No quorum. 
I demand the yeas and nays. 


6 were 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 174 
as follows: 


voting 178; 


Alderson, 
Alexander, 
Bailey, 
Baker, Kans. 
Baldwin, 
Bankhead. 
Bartlett, 
Bell, Colo. 
Bell, Tex. 
Black, Ga 
Bland, 
Boatner, 
Boen, 
bower, 
Branch, 
Breckinridge, 
Bretz. 
Brickner, 
Brookshire, 
Brown, 
Bryan 

Bunn 
Burnes 
Bynum, 
Cadmus, 
Caminetti, 
Campbell, 
Cannon, Cal. 
Capehart, 
Mo. 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cobb. Mo. 
Cockrell, 
Coffe ep, 
Cooper, Pla. 
Cooper, Ind. 
Coop r, Tex. 
Cornish, 
Covert, 

Cox, 
Crawford, 
Culberson, 
De Armond, 


N.C 


Abbott, 
Adams, Ky. 
Adams, Pa. 
Aitken, 
Aldrich, 
Allen, 
Apsley, 
Arnold, 
Avery, 
Babcock, 
Baker, N. H. 
Barnes, 
Bartholdt, 
Barwig, 
Belden, 
Beltzhoover, 
Berry, 
Bingham, 
Black, If. 
Blair, 
Boutelle, 
Bowers, Cal. 
Brattan. 


Ark. 


YEAS 


De Forest, 
Denson, 
Dinsmore, 
Donovan, 
Dunn, 

Dunphy, 
Durborow, 
Edmunds, 
English, 

Enloe, 

Epes, 

Krdman, 
Everett, 
Fielder, 

Geary, 
Geissenhainer, 
Goldzier, 
Gorman, 
Grady, 
Gresham, 
Haines, 

Hall, Minn. 
Hall, Mo. 
Hammond, 
Hare, 

Harris 

Hatch, 

Hayes, 
Henderson, N. 0. 
Hendrix, 
Hines, 
Holman, 
Hooker, 
Hudson, 
Hunter, 
Hutcheson, 
Lkirt 
Jones, 
Kilgore, 
Kribbs 
Kyle, 
Lane, 
Lapham 
Latimer, 


Miss. 


NAY 


NOT VO 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Broderick, 
Brosius, 

Bundy, 

Burrows 
Cabaniss, 
Caldwell, 
Cannon, Ill. 
Caruth. 
Catchings, 
Causey, 
Chickering, 
Childs, 

Clancy, 

Cockran, 
Cogswell, 
Compton, 

Conn, 
Coombs. 
Cooper, 
Cousins, 
Crain, 
Cummings 


Wis 


S—174 
Lawson, 
Layton, 
Lest 
Lockwood, 
Lynch 
Maguire, 
Mallory, 
Marsha!l, 
Martin, Ind 
McAleer, 
McCreary, Ky 
McCulloch, 
MeDannold, 
McDearmon, 
MecEttrick, 
McGann, 
McKaig, 
McKeighan 
McLaurin, 
Me Millin, 
McNagny, 
McRae, 
Meredith, 
Meyer 
Money, 
Montgomery, 
Morgan, 
Moses 
Mutchler, 
Neill, 

Oates 

O'Neil, 
Outhwaite, 
Page, 
Paschal, 

Patt rson, 
Paynter, 

Pe: aT i 
Pendle 
Pendie 
Pigott 
Price 
Rayne 
Reilly 


er, 





to ym, Tex. 
ton, W. Va 


S—o 
LING —178. 


Curtis, Kans. 
Curtis, N. Y. 
Dalzell, 
Daniels, 
Davey, 
Davis, 
Dingley 
Dockery, 
Dolliver, 
Doolittle, 
Draper 

Ellis, Ky. 
Ellis, Oregon, 
Fithian, 
Fletcher 


Forman, 
Funk, 
Funston 
Fyan, 
Gardner, 
Gear 

Gillet, N. Y 
Gillett, Mass. 


ayes 117 


, hoes hone. 


nays 0, not 


Richards, Ohio 
Rich ison, Mich 
Richardson, Tenn 
Rovbin« 

Robe on, La 
Rus 

Russell. Ga 

Ryan 
Sayers 
Scher 
Shel 
Sibley 
DSics 


tockd 
stone 
Strait 
Straus 
Swan son, 
Talber 
Talbott 
Tate 





Wells 
Wheeler, Ala 
Whiting, 
Williams, 
Willi 
Wise, 
Wolverton, 
Woodard 


Il! 
ma, Miss. 


= xinight, 
Graham, 
Griffin, 
Grosvenor, 
Grout 
Grow, 
Hager 
Hainer, 
Harmet 
Harter, 
Hartman 
Haugen, 
Heard, 
Heiner. 
Henderson 
Henderson, lowa 
Hepbur! 
Hermann 

Hicks 

Hilbor: 

Hitt 

Hooker,N. Y. 


Hopkins, IL 
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th 
ei Hopkins, Pa. Marvin, N.Y. Reed, Tarsney, Cannon, Ill. Grout, Lucas, Sherman, 
ta Houk, McCall, Rey burn, Tawney, Chickering, Grow, Maddox, S:mpson, 
: Hulick, McCleary, Minn. Ritchie, Taylor, Tenn. Childs, Hager, Magner, Sipe, 
} Hull, Mc Dowell, Robinson, Pa. Thomas, Clancy, Hainer, Mahon, Smith, 
: Johnson, Ind. Melklejohn, Russell, Conn. Updegraff, Cockran, Harmer, Marsh, Snodgrass, 
bi Johnson, N, Dak. Mercer, Scranton, Van Voorhis, N. Y. well, Harter, Marvin, N. Y. Somers, 
4 Johnson, Ohio Milliken, Seitle, Van Voorhis, Ohio | Compton, Hartman, McCall, Stephenson, 
: Joy, Moon, Shaw, Wadsworth, Conn, Haugen, McCleary, Minn. Stevens. 
qi Kem, Morse, Sherman, Walker, Cooper, Wis. Heard, McDowell, Stockdale, 
ag Kiefer, Murray, Simpson, Wancer, Cousins, Heiner, McLaurin, Stone,C. W. 
be Lacey, Newlands, Sipe, Waugh, Crain, Henderson, Ill. Meiklejohn, Stone, W. A. 
DS Lefever, Northway, Smith, Wever, Curtis, Kans. Henderson, Iowa Mercer, Storer, 
it Linton, Paynes, Snoigrass, Wheeler, Il. Curtis, N. Y. Hepburn, Milliken, Strong, 
; Lisle, Pence, Somers, White, Daizeil, Hermann, Moon, Swec., 
3 Livingston, Perkins, Soverry, Wilson, Ohio Daniels, Hicks, Morse, Tarsney, 
A Loud, Phillips, Stephenson, Wilson, Wash. Davey, Hilborn, Murray, Tawney 
Loudenslager, Pickier, Stevens, Wilson, W. Va. Davis, Hitt, Newlands, Taylor. Tenn. 
iF Lucas, Post, Stone, C. W. Woomer, Dingley, Hoo'ser, N. Y. Northway, Thomas, 
Cs Maddox, Powers,- Stone, W. A. Wright, Mass. Doliiver, Hopkins, Ill. Payne, Upidegraf. 
5 Magner, uigg. Storer, Wright, Pa. Doolittle, Hopkins, Pa. Pence, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
. Mahon, andall, Strong, Draper, Houk, Perkins, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
i Marsb, Ray, Sweet, | een ey — cen a 
% aa alli | isiiis, Oregon ull, Pickler, y aliser. 
ic Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Speaker, I was inthe Hall of the House | English, Johnson, Ind. Post, Wanger, 
i and did not hear my name called. a Jonnson, N. Dak. Powers, Waugh, 
; Mr. REED. Was the gentleman in the Hall of the House at ke —— Ohio Swen aoe - HL 
i the time his name was called? Fank. Kem, Ran lall, White, 
e Mr. SWANSON. I was. Funston, Kiefer, Rayner, Wilson, pe 
: The name of Mr. SWANSON was called, and he voted ‘‘ yea.” ane ae ve La — 7... 
Mr. PAGE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote. Gear. ani Letever, Ritchie, ; Woom ‘ 
TheSPE CER ‘ yr i t 2 Gillet. N. Y. nton, Robinson, Pa. yright. Mass 
ays ernest > _Was the — in the Hall of the House Gillett. Sass. Lisle Soca, Chao. Wricht, Pa. 
h and failed to hear his name Called: | Goodnight, Livingston, Scranton, 
Mr. PAGE, I was. } Grahem, Loud, Settle, 
i The name of Mr. PAGE was called, and he voted *‘ yea.” Grosvenor, Loudenslager, Shaw, 
4 Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state that I was| The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MCMILLIN). On this ques- 
‘ not in the Hall of the House and did not hear my name called, | tion the yeas are 2, the nays 178. The noes have it, and the 
: beiug absent in connection with the business of the Committee | Howse refuses to adjourn. The question recurs on the motion 
6 ov Appropriations. | to approve the Journal, upon which the previous question hag 
_Mc. COOMBS. I wish to make the same statement, Mr. | been ordered and the yeas and nays have been ordered. 
Speaker. a s me | The question was taken; and there were—yeas 156, nays 0, 
The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 174; the nays | not voting 166; as follows: 
: are none. No quorum has voted. YEAS—183. 
i. Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the House do now adjourn . - s 
>. . >| Abbott, Crain, Kribbs, Price, 
and hope gentlemen will vote it down. On that I demand the | ajderson, Crawford, Kyle, Reea, 
yeas and nays. Alexander, Culberson, Lane, Reilly, ies 
2 T rex , llen, Cummings, apham, chards, ) 
x ‘The y eas and nays were ordered. ni Bailey. —o Latimer, Richardson, Mich. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 2, nays 178, not | Baker, Kans. De Armond, Lawson, Richardson, Tenn. 
voting 173; as follows: Baldwin, De Forest, Layton, Robbins, 
: YEAS—2. Bankhead, Denson, Lester, Robertson, La. 
Bartlett, Dinsmore, Lockwood, Rusk. 
Hall, Minn. Ray. Barwig, Dockery, Lynch, Russell, Ga. 
3 NAYS~178. Bell, Colo. Donovan, Maguire, Ryan, 
‘ es Bell, Tex. Dunn, Mallory, Sayers, 
Abbott, Covert, Kribbs, Richards, Ohio Black, Ga. Dunphy, Marshali, Schermerhorn, 
? Alderson, Cox, Kyle, Richardson, Mich. Bland, Durborow, Martin, Ind. Shell, 
E Alexander, Crawford, Lane, Richardson, Tenn. | Boatner, Edmunds, McAleer. Sibley, 
bs Alien. Culberson, Latimer, Robbins, Boen, Englisk, McCreary, Ky. Sickles, 
7 Batley, — Cummings, Lawson, Robertson, La. Bower, N. C. Enloe, McCulloch, Sperry. 
fi Baer. Kans. De Armond, Layton. Rusk, Branch, Epes, McDannold, Springer, 
f Budwin, De Forest, Lester, Russell, Ga. Breckinridge, Ark. Erdman, McDearmon, Stallings, 
ne Bankhead, Denson, Lockwood, Ryan, Bretz, Everett, McEttrick, Stockdale, 
a9 Bartlett, Dinsmore, Lynch, Sayers, Brickner, Fielder, McGann, Stone, Ky. 
Bat wre, Dockery, aie Sciuermerhorn, Brookshire, Geary, McKaig, Strait, 
Bell, Tex. Donovan, Mallory, Shell, Brown, Geissenhainer, McKeighan, Straus. 
i Black, Ga. Dunn, Marshall, Sibley, Bryan, Goldzier, McLaurin, Swanson. 
= Bland, Dunphy. Martin, Ind. Sickles, Bunn, Gorman, McMillin, Talbert, S. C. 
_ Boatner, Durborow, McAleer, Sperry, Burnes, Grady, McNagny, Talbott, Md. 
z= joen, Edmunds, McCreary, Ky. Springer, Bynum, Gresham, McRae, Tate, 
y Bower, N.C. Enloe. McCulloch, ae Cadmus, Grifin, Meredith, Taylor, Ind. 
4 Branch, Epes McDannold, Stone, Ky. Caminetti, Haines, Meyer, Terry. 
e liceckinriige, Ark. Erdman, McDearmon, Strait, Campbell, Hall. Minn. Money. Tracey, 
= Breta, Everett, McEttrick, Straus, Cannon, Cal. Hall, Mo. Montgomery, Tucker, 
$% Brickner, Fielder, McGann, Swanson, Capehart, Hammond Morgan, Turner, Ga. 
is Brookshire, Geary, McKaig, Talbert, S. C. Caruth, Hare, Moses, Turpin, 
i Brown, Geissenhainer, McKe Talbott, Md. Catchings, Harris, Mutchler, ler, 
a Bryan, Goldaier, McMillin, Tate, Causey, Hatch, Neill, arner, 
i Bunn, Gorman, MeNagny, Taylor, Ind. Clark, Mo. Hayes, Oates, Washi 
F Burnes, Grady, McRae, Terry, Clarke, Ala. Henderson, N.C. O'Neil, Weadock, 
Bynum, Gresham, Meredith, Tracey. Cobb, Ala. Hendrix, Outhwaite, Wells, 
i Cadmus, Griffin, Meyer, Tucker, Cob», Mo. Hines, Page, Wheeler, Ala. 
Bi Caminetti, Haines, Money, Turner, Ga. Cockrell, Hoiman, Paschal, Whiting. 
on Campbell, Halil, Mo, Montgomery, Tarner, Va Coffeen, Hooker, Miss. Patterson, Williams, Ill. 
% Cannon, Cal. Hammond Morgan, Coombs, Hudson, Paynter, Williams, Miss. 
y Capehart, Hare. Moses. ler, Cooper, Fia. Hunter, . Pearson, Wise, 
Caruth, Harris, Mutchler, . Cooper, Ind. Hutcheson, Pence, Wolverton, 
4 Catchings, Hatch, Neill, Washi Cooper, Tex. Tkirt, Pendleton, Tex. Woodard. 
A Causey, Hayes, Oates. Weadock, Covert, Jones, Pendleton, W. Va. 
Clark, Mo. Henderson, N.C. O'Neil, Wells, Cox, Kilgore, Pigott, 
Clarke, Ala hendrix, Outhwaite, Wheeler, Ala. NAYS—0. 
rs Codb, Ala. hines, Page, iting, . . 
4 Sock: _ Hook Miss. Pat a Willisae Mi HOE V' a-—-208, 
, Cockrell, er, terson, 7 
at Coffeen. Hudson, Paynter, ise. Adams, Ky. cock, mh. fener. san 
‘ Coombs. Runter, Pearson, Wolverton, Adams, Pa. Sean 3 kran. ae, 
Cooper, Fla. Hutcheson, Pendleton, Tex. Woodard, Aitken, on e. a elle Ove 
Cooper, Ind. Tkirt, Pendleton, W. Va The Speaker. Aldrich, wers, Cal. aie uh Oregon 
% Cooper, Tex. Jones, ft, Apsley, ——— EB jon wis Shana 
q Cornish, Kilgore, Reilly, Arnold. kinridge, Ky. per, er, 
, 7 Avery, Broderick, Cornish, Forman, 
4 NOT VOTING—17%, Brosius, Cousins, Funk, 
. Adams, Ky. Babeock, \ Breckinridge, Ky. Baker, N. H. Bundy, Curtis, Kans. Funston, 
> Adams, Pa. Baker, N. H. am, Broderick, Barnes, Burrows, Curtis, N. ¥ Fyan, 
4° Aitken, Barnes, | sae . Ti. Brosius, Boxsnelas, Cabaniss, Daizell, Gardner, 
Ek Aldrich, Bartholdt, . Bundy. iden, Cald Dan Gear, 
a Apsiey, Belien, Boutelle, Burrows, Beitzhoover, Gannoa, i. Davey, Gillet, N. Y. 
ei Arnold, Bell, Colo. Bowers, Cal. Cabaniss, er Dingley, Gillett, Mass. 
2 Avery, Beltzhoover, Caldwell, Childs, ver, Goodnight, 
, 7 
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Graham, Johnson, Ohio Northway, Stone, W. 
Grosvenor, Joy, Payne, Store f 

Grout, Kem, Perkins, Strong, 

Crow, Kiefer, Phillips, Sweet, 

Hager, Lacey, Pickler, Tarsney, 
Hainer, Lefever, Post, Tawney. 
Harmer, Linton, Powers, Taylor, Tenn 
Harter, Lisle, Quigg, Thomas, 
Hartman, Livings‘on, Randall, Turner, Va. 
Haugen, Loud, Ray, Updegraff, 
Heard, Loudenslager, Rayner, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Heiner, Lucas, Rey burn, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Henderson, Il. Maddox, Ritchie, Wadsworth, 
Henderson, lowa Magner, Robinson. Pa. Walker, 
Hepburn, Mahon, Russell, Conn. Wanger, 
Hermann, Marsh, Scranton, Waugh, 

Hicks, Marvin, N.Y. Settle, Wever, 
Hilborn, McCall, Shaw, Wheeler, Il. 
Hitt, McCleary, Minn. Sherman, White, 
Hooker, N. Y. McDowell, Simpson, Wilson, Ohio 
Hopkins, DL. Meiklejohn, Sipe. Wilson, Wash. 
Hopkins, Pa. Mercer, Smith, Wilson, W. Va. 
Houk. Milliken, Snodgrass, Woomer, 
Hulick, Moon, Somers, Wright, Mass. 
Hull, Morse, Stephenson, Wright, Pa. 
Jonnson, Ind. Murray, Stevens. 


Johnson, N. Dak. Newlands, Stone, C. W. 


Mr. REED (before the announcement of the result). 
Speaker, 1 desire to change my vote from no to aye. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the ayes are 186 and the 
noes are none. The ayes have it—— 

Mr. REED. I move to reconsider 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I move to reconsider 
also move to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine moves to re- 
consider and the gentleman from Lllinois moves to lay that mo- 
tion on the table. 


Mr. 





, and I 


Mr. REED. Pending that, Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House ad‘ourn. 

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LYNCH. I desire to inquire whether a motion to recon- 
sider is in order while the. House is proceeding under the spe- 


cial rule? 
Mr. REED. 
ing. 
The SPEAKER. 
fer to? 
Mr. LYNCH. I understand that we are proceeding under a 
special order submitted by the Committse on Rules the other 


We were only proceeding under that last even- 


What special rule does the gentleman re- 


day and adopted by the House, which provides for the considera- | 


tion of the contested-election cases, and says that no intervening 
motion shall be enter ‘taines d. 

Mr. REED. The Chair will remember that we are now under 
a call of the House. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. SPRINGER. We have not had a call of the House. 

Mr. REED. Excuse me. We are under yesterday's call, 
which was projected into futurity. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The adjournment, though, dispenses with 
all further proccedings under the call. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin makes the 
point that the motion to adjourn is not in order under the spe- 
cialorder. The Clerk will report the special order, to which the 
Chair understands the gentleman to refer. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That immediately upon adoption of this order the House 
to consider the con.estel-election case of O'Neill agiinst Joy 
souri; thai aftet two hours’ debate thereon the previons que 
ered as ordered «% the resolution reported from th: Committee on emery 
and on any substi ute that may be pending therefor: that then, wit pen 
tervening motion thy vote be taken first on the substitute and then « 
resolution reportes pe a the committee 

That immediately 2 ‘ said case is disposed of the House sh 
consider the ciao i-election case of Engiish vs. Hilbor 


procecd 
from Mis- 
tion be consid 








all proceed to 
n California 


1 fror 












that after two hours’ debate thereon the previous question be considered as 
ordered on the resolution reported from the Committee on Elections and 
on any substitute that may then be pending therefor; that then, without ir 
tervening motion, the vote be taken first on the substitute and then on the 
resolution reported from the committee. This order to continue from day 
to day util both cases therein mentioned are disposed of 

Mr. REED. The Chair has entertained a motion for the pre- 


vious question, the Chair has entertained a motion for amend- 
ment, and the Chair has entertained a motion to approve the 
Journal. Now, if that special order was in force or applicab! 
in any way the Chair has been neglectful of his duty. 

The SPEAKER. No point of order was raised. 

Mr. REED. No point of order was raised, and nobody ever 
dreamed of raising such a point as that, I should imagine. T he 
Chair undertook to submit the Journal to the House. 
tion to that, when we adjourned last evening we ad ‘ourned with 
an unexecuted order of the House for the bringing here of 
quorum, which order the Speaker decided could b= passed with- 
outaquorum. The officers have not discharged their duty and 


In addi- | 
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we are still under the influence of that call of the House, and 
consequently can not be under the influence of the spe rrde 
Of course I donot know what may be deci: ded. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No point of order was made tl 


motion to approve the Journal, nor against the motion for th: 
previous question; but I contend that if there had been, still we 
can not proceed to business until the House has met and a 
rum appears and the Journal is approved. Now e Journal 
has been approved and we have a quorum 
ready to proceed to the execution of the speci 
continues from day to day. Therefore the 
the House, the Journal having been approved 

Mr. REED. The Journal has not been app 
to reconsider the vote by which it was approved is now pend 
ing, and the idea that we can be deprived of the right to recon 
sider is— 

Mr. SPRINGER. But you moved to adjourn? 

Mr. REED. Precisely. Pending the motion to reconsider, 
the House hs a right to adjourn—at least I sup] 

Mr. LYNCH. The point I make is that no inter 
tion can be entertained when the House is proceeding und: 
special order. 

Mr. REED. If the Speaker decides that the ‘ 
tory that is another question, but he his announced that he 
never will so decide. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 


present 
business now bef 


ved \ motion 


motion 


The Chair does not decide anything 


| kind. 


Mr. REED. I hope there will be no attempt made to foree 
the Speaker to decide against his will. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will not be forced. 

Mr. REED. 


Because the case is painf:! enough as it is now. 

Mr. TUCKER. To the gentleman from Maine and his friends. 
> 

The SPEAKER. This order providing for the consideration 


of the two contested-election cases itself nominates what motions 
are in order, and expressly excludes any m>tions not mentioned 
in the order. The motions mentioned in the first case are, a 


-vote on the substitute and then a vote on the resolution reported 


from the Committee on Elections. There is a similar provision 
as to the California case, and then a provision that this order 
shall continue to operate from day to day until theca re fully 
and finally disposed of. 

Yesterday there was a failure of aquorum; acal! of the House 
was ordered: and the House adopted a resolution to send for ab- 


sentees. In that resolution was a provision that the adjourn- 
ment of the House should not affect or destroy the forces of that 
order. Everything relating to the call of the House, except so 
far as preserved by the terms of that resolution, fell by reason 
of the adjournment. If there had not been anexpress provision 
in the resolution to prevent the order of arrest from falling, 
that too would have fallen by the adjournment of the House with 
the other proceedings under the call. The House then ad- 


journed. This morning when the House met the Chair directed 
the reading of the Journal. The contested-elec = yn cas 
not called up; the Chair does not say whether 
— but they were not. 


were 


-y might have 


Under the direction of the Chair the Journal \ read. The 
question was then upon the approval of the Seer nal to point 
was made against that or against the motion to amend The 
House has voted that the Journal be approved. The gentleman 
from Maine has entered a motion to reconsider the vote by 


which the House approved the Journal, and pending that mo 
tion moves that the House adjourn. Now, th nan from 
Wisconsin makes the point that the motion to adjourn is not in 


gentie 


order, because of the terms of theorder which has been ad :pted; 
and the Chair is inclined to sustain the view of the ge iD 
from Wisconsin —— 

Mr. REED. I desire to make a single suggestion hat 
order says “‘from day to day.’ 

TheSPEAKER. ‘From day to day.” 

Mr. REED. Does thatimply an adjournment, or does it not 


The SPEAKER. It says “his order to continue { 





omday t« 

day until both cases therein mentioned are disposed 

Mr. REED. Exactly. That implies an adjournment when- 
ever the House chooses toadjourn. If there were nosuch thing 
as adjournment cont iplated. the language would not be frou 
day to day.” 

The SPEAKER. The adjournment on yesterday was when 
the House found itself without a quorum 

Mr. REED. Very well! 

The SPEAKER. It was under a call, when no motion was 
order except to adjourn or some motion in relation to the cull. 

Mr. REED. [Lan afraid [ am not making myself clear. The 
order which has been adopted by the House provides that itshall 
continue inforcefrom day today. That is appropriate language 
if it is contemplated tha “t while these questions are pending the 
House shall have perfect power to a ijourn if it chooses. t if 
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the point of order is sustained, then we can not. adjourn. this 
House until we have dis of all these questions, which, if I 
may borrow an expression of the Speaker, would be ‘‘ unsuit- 
able.” 

Mr. PATTERSON, IL call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. TheChair sustains the point of order raised 

ainst the motion of the gentleman from Maine that the House 

ourn, 
r. PAYNE. IlIappeal from that-decision. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair declines toentertain the appeal. 

Mr. REED. Upon what ground? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair declines to answer except in his 
own terms. 

Mr. REED. Ido not wonder the Chair is unwilling to do so. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to stateto the House now, 
so that members may understand it, that no member on the floor 
has any right, when the Chair has made a decision, to rise and 
ask ‘‘upon what ground?” [applause on the Democratic side] any 
more than a gentleman would have such right in a court or any 
similar body aftér a ruling had been made against him. 

It is the privilege of the Chair to state the ground of his de- 
cision if he desires to doso. If, in making a decision, he states 
reasons which are insufficient in the judgment of any member, 
or decides without stating reasons at all, no member has the 
right, and can not in a body where parliamentary law is ob- 
served and order and decorum maintained, rise in his place and 
ask, ‘‘ What are the grounds of that decision?” [Applause on 
the Demvcratic side. | 

Mr. PATTERSON, 

The SPEAKER. 
tion to reconsider. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I make the point of order that the motion 
to reconsider the vote by which the Journal was approved is 
simply a part of the ordinary business of the Huuse; and if the 
gentleman from Tennessee now calls up the election case, it takes 
preeedence, ; 

The SPEAKER. But no point was made upon the motion; 
and the motion to reconsider is part of the vote on approval; 
pending that motion, the vote on approval is incomplete. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But that motion can be passed upon at any 
time in the future when the House may desire to determine it. 

Th:SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the motion te recon- 
sider having been made, the vote on the approval of the Journal 
is incomplete, and it must be completed if there is a demand 
that it be completed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to lay the motion to reconsider on 
the table. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the motion to lay on 
the tuble the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. REED. The Chair has announced that he declines to 
give any reasons for his ruling, and that I had no right to ask 
the question; and the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] 
has appealed from the decision of the Chair, and the Chair de- 
clinestoentertiintheappeal. I think thatlooks like ‘‘ tyranny.” 
(Laughter and applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, there is no man inthis coun- 
try who knows better what constitutes tyranny than the gentle- 
man from Maine himself. 

The SPEAKER. Of course, the House understands that what 
takes place under the rulings of the Chair and the action of the 
House is determined by conditions as they arise, and not by the 
characterization that may be given to them by any member on 
the floor. [Applause on the Democratic side.) , 

The question is on the motion to lay on the table the motion 
of the gentleman from Maine to reconsider the vote ordering the 
previous question. 

The question was taken. 

Before the announcement of the vote, 

Mr. PATTERSON. Lask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and yeas were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 180, nays 0, 


not voting 172; as follows: 


I call for the regular order. 
The regular order is the vote on the mo- 


YEAS—i80. 
Aldorss Breckinridge, Ark. Clark, M De — 
Son, rec 5 » MLO. 
Alexander Bretz, Denson, 
ahaa. ae Cobb, . oo 
ey. rookshire, Cobb. Dock : 
Baker. Kans Brown, Cockrell, Donovan, 
Baldwin Bryan, Coffeen, Dunn, 
Bankhead Bunn. Coombs, Dunphy, 
Bartlett, Cooper, Fla. Durborow, 
Beswrie. Bynum, , Ind. Edmunds, 
Bell, Colo. Cadmus, Covert, conga 
Bell, Tex. Caminetti, i 
Biana. Cannon. Cal. Crawford, 
Boatrer Capehart, Culberson, Everett. 
Bower, N.C Catchings, 7 ea Geary, 


Geissenhainer, 
Goldzier, 
Gorman, 
Grady, 
Gresham, 
Griffin, 
Haines, 

Hall, Minn. 
Hall, Mo. 
Hammond, 
Hare, 

Harrie, 
Hatch, 
Hayes, 
Henderson, N.C. 
Hendrix, 
Hines, 
Holman, 
Hooxer, Miss. 
Hudson, 
Hunter, 
Ikirt, 

Jones, 
Kilgore, 
Kribbs, 

Kyle, 

Lane, 
Lapham, 


Adams, Ky. 
Adams, Pa. 
Aitken, 
Aldrich, 
Apsley. 
Arnold, 
Avery, 
Babcock, 
Baker, N. H. 
Barnes, 
Bartholdt, 
Belden, 
Beltzhoover, 


Berry, 
Bingham, 
Black, Iil.- 
lair, 
Boutelle, 
Bowers, Cal 
Brattan, 


Breckinridge, Ky. 


Broderick, 
Brosius, 
Bundy, 
Burrows, 
Cabaniss, 
Caldwell, 
Cannon, IL 
Chickering, 
Childs, 
Clancy, 
Cockran, 
Cogswell, 
Compton, 
Conn, 
per, Tex. 

Cooper, Wis. 
Cornish, 

ousins. 


o 

Curtis, Kans. 
Curtis, N. Y 
Daivell, 
Daniels, 


Latimer, 
en. 
ayton, 
Lester, 
seeeroos 
neh, 
Maguire, 
Mallory, 
Marshall, 
Martin, Ind. 
McAleer, 
McCreary, Ky. 
McCulloch, 


Moses, 
Mutchier, 
Neill, 


Page, 

Paschal, 
Patterson, 
Paynter, 

Pearson, 
Pendleton, Tex. 
Pendleton, W. Va. 


McDannold, Pigott, 
McDearmon, Price, 
McEttrick, Reilly, 
McGann, Richards, Ohio 
McKaig, Richardson, Mich. 
McKeighan, Richardson, Tenn 
McLaurin, Robbins, 
MeMillin, Robertson, La. 
McNagny, Rusk, 
McRae, Russell, Ga. 
Meredith. Ryan, 
Meyer, Sayers, 
Money, Schermerhorn, 
Montgomery, Shell, 
Morgan, Sibley, 
NAYS—40. 

NOT VOTING—i72. 
Davey, Hutcheson, 
Dingley, Johnson, Ind. 
Dolliver, Johnson, N. Dak. 
Doolittle, Johnson, Ohio 
Draper, Joy, 
Eliis, Ky. Kem, 
Ellis, Oregon Kiefer. 
Fithian, Lacey, 
Fletcher, Lefever, 
Forman, Linton, 
Funk, Lisle, 
Funston, Livingston, 
Fyan, Loud, 
Gardner, Loudenslager, 
year, Lucas, 
Gillet, N. Y. Maddox, 
Gillett, Mass. Magner, 
Goodnight, Mahon, 
Graham, Marsh, 
Grosvenor, Marvin, N.Y. 
Grout, McCall, 
Grow, McCleary, Minn. 
Hager, McDowell. 
Hainer, Meiklejohn, 
Harmer, Mercer, 
Harter, Milliken, 
Hartman, Moon, 
Haugen. Morse, 
Heard, Murray, 
Heiner, Newlands, 
Henderson, Lil. Northway, . 
Henderson, Iowa Payne, 
Hepburn, Pence, 
Hermann, Perkins, 
Hicks, Phillips, 
Hilborn, Pickler, 
Hitt, Post, 
Hooker, N. Y. Powers, 
Hopkins, Ill. Quigg, 
Hopkins, Pa. Randall, 
Houk, Ray, 
Hulick, Rayner, 
Hull, Reed, 


Sperry, 
Springer, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Strait, 
Straus, 
Swanson, 
Talbert, S. C. 
Talbott, Md. 
Tate, 

Taylor, Ind. 
Terry, 
Tracey, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turpin, 
Tyler, 
Warner, 
Washington, 
Weadock, 
Wells, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Whiting, 
Williams, Ill. 
Williams, Miss. 
Wise, 
Wolverton, 
Woodard. 


Reyburn, 
Ritchie, 
Robinson, Pa. 
Russell, Conn. 
Scranton, 


Snodgrass, 
Somers, 
Stallings, 
Stephenson, 
Stoveng, 
Stone, C. W. 
Stone, W. A. 
Storer, 
Strong, 
Sweet, 
Tarsney, 
Tawney, 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Thomas, 
Turner, Va. 
Updegraff, 
Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Wanger, 
Waugh, 
Wever, 
Wheeler, I). 
White, 
Wilson, Ohio. 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Woomer, 
Wright, Mass. 
Wright, Pa. 


So the motion to lay on the table the motion to reconsider was 


agreed to. ; 
Mr: HUTCHESON. Mr. Speaker,! was not in the Hall when 
my name was called, but was in the Hall during the progress of 


the roll call. 


I wish to have my vote recorded. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks tho spirit of the rule 
uires the gentleman to be in the Hall when his name was 


ed. 


Mr. HUTCHESON. I was not in the Hall at that time. 
I would like to be recorded on this vote, Mr. 


Mr. BRYAN. 


Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the Hall at the time 
his name was called? 


Mr. BRYAN. 


I was. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman's name will be calied. 
Mr. BRYAN’S vote was recorded as above. | 
Mr. PAYNE. Was the gentleman from Nebraska in the Hall 


or in the ler 
Mr. BURRO 


sidered a 


? 
Ws. The question is whether the gallery is.con- 
rt of the Hall of the House. 
Mr. BRYAN. 


I had come down from the gallery in time to 


respond. 

‘The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 


A 
announced that the Senate had 


bills of 


the following ti- 


tles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 
A bill (S..1105) for the relief of Albert E. Redstone; and 
A bill (S. 341) tosubmit to the Court of Private Land Claims, 


established by an act of Congress approved March 3, 1891, the 
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title of William MeGarrahan to the Rancho Panecche Grande, 
in ‘the State of California, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 69) preseribing limitations of time for 
completion of title to certain lands disposed of under the act of 
Congress approved September 27, 1850, and the acts amendatory 

‘and supplemental thereto, and commonly known as the ‘‘Dona- 
tion act,” and for the protection of purchasers and occupants on 
said lands, had asked a conference with the House on the bill 
and amendment, and had appointed Mr. DoLPH, Mr. Pasco, and 
Mr.ALLEN as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 


VETO MESSAGE, SEIGNIORAGE BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House a message 
from the President of the United States, which the Clerk will 
real. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr.Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I make the point of order that under the 
ruling of the Chair, heretofore made, such a document as a mes- 
sage from the President of the United States can not be sub- 
mitted or acted upon by the House or entertained by it, pending 
the consideration of any question under a special order such as 
is now before us. 

The SPEAKER. It will not be acted upon. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But itcan not be received, under the Chair’s 
ruling. 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. 
a ruling made by himself 

(The Clerk proceeded to read the President’s message.) 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I trust the Clerk will not interpoze be- 
tween the Speaker and the orderly transaction of the business 
of the House. 

I desire to call tho attention of the Speaker to his ruling on a 
recent occasion. 

There are a number of them, running, I think, through a 

eriod of several weeks, in which a question of privilege was 

requently called up by me before the House. During that 

time, I think the Chair will recollect that I repeatedly called 
the attention of the Speaker to what seemed to me to be the im- 
practicability or the impossibility of enforcing the Speaker's 
view of the rules that would exclude the reception of questions 
of privilege during the time that the House was operating un- 
der a special order. 

Mr. BROWN. I rise toa question of order. I make the point 
of order as against the gentleman from Maine, and call for the 
regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine rises to a point 
of order, which he will please state. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I was about to call the attention of the 
Chair—— 

The SPEAKER. 
briefly. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I was about to do so, Mr. Speaker, with as 
much brevity and clearness as is possible with my limited com- 
mand of language. 

On the 10th day of January [had the honor to call the attention 
of the Speaker to what seemed to me to be some of the perplex- 
ing consequences of his ruling in regard to the exclusive oper- 
ation of an order of the Committee on Rules, and I included in 
those to which I called the attention of the Speaker the embar- 
rassment that would arise from refusing to entertain messages 
of this character. I referred repeatedly tothe possibility of the 
reception of a message from the Chief Magistrate under circum- 
stances that might be of the greatest public gravity. 

The Speaker will find on page 631 of the RECORD, the follow- 
ing colloguy. I said: 

Now, it makes no difference, Mr. Speaker, as to the operation of these 
rules, or as to the duty of the House, whether this usurpation is a little one 
ora bigone. It makes no difference whether it goes to one degree or an- 
other, and just exactly as it is impossible to conceive that this House has 
bound itself so that it can not act upon acallof the Executive to declare 
war, even if it were to enable the Government of the United States to repel 


invasion, so I insist that it is impossible that this resolution or question of 
privilege can be out of order. 


Thea there was a little further colloquy, on page 632, and the 
Speaker said: 

‘The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks under the orderadopted by the House the 
Chair must submit to the House only that business which is provided for in the 
order. Now, so far as the immediate question is concerned—that called up 
by the gentleman from Maine (Mr. BouTELLE)]—the gentleman from Maine 

selfcan not dispute the power of the House, if it had been considering 
the resolution offered by the gentleman from Maine, to postpone its further 
consideration until the 29th day of January or until the 15th day of February. 

Mr. BoUTELLE. But if the Speaker p!ease—— 

Tho SPEAKER. The House might have done that by a vote. 
derstands this order— 


That is, the special order from the Committee on Rules— 
to be not only that that proposition, but every other proposition, not provided for 


They are always received. 





The Chair un- 


1 would like to have the Speaker consider | 


The Chair hopes the gentleman will do so | 


31 


in the order, is postponed until aficr the House has disposed af the 1 ‘ ! 
which is now pending before tt. That is the whole question, as the Chair 
understands it. The Chair .s forced, then, to direct the Clerk to call the 
committees for reports. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, | make the point of order that under that 
very clear and very explicit, if not to my mind satisfactory, rul- 
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ing of :the Chair, ‘‘no intervening motion ” and no intervening 
business can be entertained by the House pending the operation 
of this kind of specialorder which the Speaker has so explicitly 


declared is imperative in its exclusion of everything but the 
business specifically indicated in the order of proceedings re 


| 

| ported from the Committee on Rules and adopted by the Hou 

|} Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I fully agree with the gen- 

| tleman—— 

|. Mr. BOUTELLE. The Speaker went so far as to hold that 
he could not even submit a question which he had bimself ruled 

| was a question of the highest privilege —that he could not even 
submit that question to the House under that pending order. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we have an absolutely identical condition 

of things to that prevailing during somo three or four weeks, in 


which the Speaker held that no interruption or interposition « 
any matter or proceeding not immediately specified and pro- 
vided for in the special order cou! rmitted,no matter how 
pertinent, no matter how imperative, no matter how grave the 
exigency might be. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, while I desire to 
say in parenthesis that I have no personal objection to the ex- 
ploiting of the message, which isa remarkably satisfactory doc- 
ument to emanate from a Demecratie President, yet 1 must 
| call the Speaker's attention to his previous ruling, and thereby 
do my duty in giving him an opportunity to avoid what would 
seem to me to be very inconsistent action. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I fully agree with the gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. Bouretue!}, and I think his point of 
order is well taken. Itis very gratifying, Mr. Speaker, to be 
able sometimes to agree with the gentleman’s conclusions. 
[Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The instance cited by the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. BoUTELLE] is not atall parallel to that now before 


d be p 














the House. The proposition of the gentleman from Maine | Mr. 
BOUTELLE] was to consider a privileged resolution. It was to 
call.it up for consideration by the House. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, [ asked the Speaker to sub- 
mit it. 

The SPEAKER. Which is precisely the same —to submit it 
for consideration. The genticman wanted action by the House 
upon it, and the Speaker declined at that time to submit the 
question to the House, because the order expressly provided 
what should be done. Now, the Chair will call the attention of 
the House to the Constitution of the United States, which ought 

to have some binding foree, and to the rule of the House. 

| The Constitution says that 

Every bill which shall have passed the House of Representatives ani the 

| Senate shall, before it become a law, be presented to the Presiden f the 
United States. lf he approve he shall signit, but if not he shali return it 

| with his objections to that House in which it shall have originated, wh sll 

| enter the objections at large upon their Journal and proceed to reconsi it. 

That is the provision of the Constitution of the United Statos. 
In the Twenty-eighth, Twenty-ninth, Thirty-third, and Thirty- 
fourth Congresses it was held that— 

Whenever a bill is returned to the House with the objections of t Pres 
dent, it is usual to have the message containing his objections i y 
read. . 

| Mr. BOUTELLE. “Usual!” 

| TheSPEAKER. Jnmediately read. It does not follow bo: 38 

| this message is immediately read that therefore it can, under 
this order, be immediately considered 

There are two or three things to be done. The message must 


| be read, and it must be entered upon the Journal; and it may 
| be considered by a committee, may lie on the table; it may be 
ealled up at any time. And the Chair, in pursuance of what he 
has regarded as the practice, when a quorum appeared, has 
sented a veto message of the President. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Will the Speaker kindly permit me to re- 
mind him of the very specific language he used. He said: 

The Chair thinks, under the order adopted by the House, the Chair must 
submit to the House only that business which is provided forin the order 

The SPEAKER. Precisely; and the proposition of the gen- 
tleman was to consider a resolution. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It was to submit the 
Speaker is submitting a message. 


re- 


resolution. The 


The SPEAKER. The Chair was dealing with a motion tho 
gentleman made; and the Chair stated that he could not submit 
a motion. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I beg the Speaker’s pardon. Wearealit- 


tle at cross-purposes. 


Lam speaking about the proposed action 
of the Speaker. 


He proposes now to submita Presidential mes- 


sage. 
The SPEAKER. He does. 
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Mr. BOUTELLE. And I remind him that he held before that 
the Speaker could not submit—— 

The SPEAKER, Could not submit a motion. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. A question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman had made a motion. 
The language may be very general, but what wasthecase? The 
gentleman had made a motion. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The language is specific. 


The Chair thinks, under the order adopted by the House, the Chair must 
submit to the House only that business which is provided for in the order. 


The SPEAKER. Precisely. The gentleman made a motion 
to call upa resolution, which the Chair declined to submit. The 
Cierk will read the message. 

vee BOUTELLE. Does the Speaker overrule the point of 
order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The Chair ovérrules the point of order? 

The SPEAKER. He does. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I appeal from the ruling of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair declines to entertain the appeal. 
[Laughterand applause on the Democratic side.] The Clerk will 
read the message. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I hope the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER] will come to my relief! 

The Clerk proceeded to read the message. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 
There is so much disorder in the House that we can not hear the 
reading of the message. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. 

‘The Clerk proceeded further with the reading, when 

Mr. REED said: I rise toa point of order. It is impossible 
to hear the message. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. 

Mr, REED. It is impossible to hear it. 

The SPEAKER. The occupants of the galleries will please 
cease conversation. Gentlemen on the floor will cease conver- 
sution or retire to the cloak room. 

Mr. REED. I hope the message will be read distinctly, be- 
cause it is of great importance. 

The reading of the message was resumed and concluded. 


VETO MESSAGE. 


The message is as follows: 
To the House of Representatives: 


Iretura without my approval House bill numbered 4956, entitled “An act 
directing the coinage of the silver bullion held in the ‘Treasury, and for 
other purposes.” 

* My strong desire to avoid disagreement. with those in both Houses of 
Congress who have supported this bill would lead me toapprove It if I could 
believe that the public would not be thereby endangered, and that such 
action on my part would be a proper discharge of official duty. Inasmuch, 
however, as Lam unable to satisfy myself that the proposed legislation is 
either wise or opportune, = eee of the obligations and responsibili- 
ties attached to the great office I hold forbids the ind mee of my 

desire, and inexorably confines me to that course which is dicta: by 
reason and judgment, and pointed out by a sincere purpose to protect anh 
promote the general interests of our people. 

The financial disturbance which swept over the country during the last 
year was unparalleled in its severity and disastrous consequences. There 
seemed to be almost an entire displacemont of faith in our tinancial ability 
and a loss of contidence in our fiscal policy. Among those who attempted to 
assign causes for our distress it was very generaily conceded that the opera- 
tion of a provision of law then in force Which required the Government to 
purchase monthly a large amount of silver bullion and issue its notes in pay- 
mont therefor, was either entirely, or to a ae extent, responsible for our 
condition. This led to the re on the ist day of November, 18393, of this 
statutory provision. 

We had, however, fallen so low in the depths of depression, and timidity 
and apprehension had so completely gained contral in financial circles, that 
our rapid recuperation could not reasonably expected. Our recovery 
has. nevertheless, steadily proqreesss. d though less than five months 
have e'apsed since the repeal the mischievous silver-purchase require- 
ment, a wholesome improvement is unmistakably apparent. Confidence in 
our absolute solvency is to such an extent reinstated and faith in our dis- 
pee, to adhere to sound financial methods is so far restored as to pro- 

uce the most encouraging results both at home and abroad. The wheels 
of domestic industry have been slowly set in motion and the tide of foreign 
investment has again started in our direction. 

Our recovery being so well under way, nothing should be done to check 
our convalescence; nor should we forget that a relapse at this time would 
almost surely reduce us to & lower stage of financial distress than that from 


which we are just eime . 

I believe that if the bill under consideration should become a law, it 
would be regarded as a from the financial intentions indicated 
by our recent repeal of the provision forcing silver-builion purchases; that 
it would weaken, if it did not destroy, returning faith and confidence in our 
sound financial tendencies, that as a consequence our progress to re- 
newed business health would be unfortunately checked and a return to our 
recent distressing plight seriously threatened. 

This or tewistation is so related to the currency conditions growing 
outof law compen the purchase of silver by the Government, that a 
glance at such conditions and a partial review of the law referred to, may 


not be unprofitable. 
Between the lth day of A 1890, when the law became omnes, and 
when the clause it contained g the 


the Ist day of November, 1! 
rehase of silver was re; there were purchased by the Secretary of 





eT more than 168,000,000 ounces of silver bullion. In payment 
for this bullion the Government issued its 
neminations, amounting to nearly $156,000,000, 
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ately added to the currency in circulation among our people. Such notes 
were by the law made legal tender in payment of all debts, public and pri- 
vate, except when otherwise expressly stipulated, and were made receiva- 
ble for customs, taxes, and all public dues, and when so received might be 
reissued. They were also permitted to be held by banking associations as a 
part of their lawful reserves. 

On the demand of the holders these Treasury notes were to be redeemed 
in gold or silver coin in the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury; but it 
was declared as a part of this redemption provision that it was ‘the estab- 
lished policy of the United States to maintain the two meta!s ona parity with 
each other upon the present legal ratio or such ratio as may be provided by 
law.”’ The money coined from such bullion was to be standard silver dollars, 
and after directing the immediate coinage of a little less than 28,000,000 ounces, 
the law provided that as much of the remaining bullion should be thereafter 
coined as might be necessary to provide for the redemption of the Treasury 
notes issued on its purchase, and that ‘‘any = or seigniorag® arising from 
such coinage shall be accounted for and paid into the Treasury.” 

This = or seigniorage evidently indicates so much of the bullion owned 
by the Government as should remain after usinga sufficient amount to coin 
as many standard silver dollars as should equal in number the dollars rep- 
resented by the Treasury notes issued in payment of the entire quantity of 
bullion. ese Treasury notes now outstanding and in circulation amount 
to $152,951.280, and although there has been thus far but a comparatively 
small amount of this bullion coined, yet the so-called gain or seigniorage, as 
above defined, which would arise from the coinage of the entire mass, has 
been easily ascertained to be a quantity of bullion sufficient to make when 
coined 55, 156,681 standard silver dollars. 

Considering the present intrinsic relation between gold and silver t he 
maintenance ofthe parity between the two metals, as mentioned in this law, 
can mean nothing less than the maintenance of such a parity in the estima: 
tion and confidence of the people who use our money in their daily transac- 
tions. Manifestiy the maintenance of this parity can only be accomplished, 
8o far as it is affected by these Treasury notes, and in the estimation of the 
holders of the same, by giving to such holders, on their redemption, thecoin, 
whether it is gold or silver, which they prefer. It follows that while in 
terms the law leaves the choice of coin to be paid on such redemption to the 
discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury, the exercise of this discretion, 
if opposed to the demands of the holder, entirely inconsistent with the 
effective and beneficial maintenance of the parity between the two metals. 

It both gold and silver are to serve us as money and if they together are 
to supply to our people a safe and stable currency the necessity of preserv- 
lug this parity is obvious. Such necessity has been repeatedly conceded in 
the platforms of both political parties and in our Federalstatutes. Itis no- 
where more emphatically recognized than in the recent law which repealed 
the provision under which the bullion now on hand was purchased. This 
law insists upon the ‘maintenance of the parity in value of the coins of the 
two metals and the equal power of every dollar at all times in the markets 
and in the payment of debts.” 

The Secretary of the Treasury has therefore, for the best of reasons, not 
only promptly complied with every demand for the redemption of these 
Treasury notesin gold, but the present situation, as well as the letter and 
spirit of the law, appear plainly to justify, if they do not enjoin upon him, 
a continuation of such redemption. 

The conditions I have endeavored to present may be thus summarized: 

First. Tue Government has purchased and now has on hand sufficient sil- 
ver bullion to permit the coinage of all the silver dollars necessary to re- 
deem, in such dollars, the Treasury notes issued for the purchase of said 
silver bullion and enough besides to coin, as gain or seigniorage, 55,156,681 
additional standard silver dollars. 

Second. There are outstanding and now in circulation Treasury notes is- 
sued in payment of the bullion purchased amounting to $152,951,280. These 
notes are legal tender in payment of all debts public and private except 
when otherwise expressly stipulated; they are receivable for customs, taxes, 
and all public dues; when held by banking associations they may be counted 
as part of their lawful reserves, and they are redeemed by the Government 
in gold at the option of the holders. These advantageous attributes were 
deliberately attached to these notes at the time of their issue; they are fully 
unders by our people to whom such notes have been distributed as cur- 
rency and have inspired confidence in their safety and value, and have un- 
doubtedly thus induced their continued and contented use as money, instead 
of anxiety for their redemption. 

Having referred to some incidents which I deem relevant to the subject. 
it remains for me to submit a specific statement of my objections to the bill 
now under consideration. 

This bill consists of two sections, exciuding one which merely appropri- 
ates asum sufficient to carry the act into effect. The first section provides 
for the immediate coinage of the silver bullion in the Treasury which rep- 
resents the so-called or seigniorage, or which would arise from the 
coinageof all the buliion on hand, which gain or seigniorage this section de- 
clares to be $55,155,081. It directs that the money so coined or the certificates 
issued thereon shall be used in the payment of ee expenditures, and 

rovides that if the needs of the Treasury demand it, the Secretary of the 

reasury may in his discretion issue silver certificates in excess of such 
ee exceeding the amount of seigniorage in said section authorized 
to be coined. 

The second section directs that as soon as possible after the coinage of 
this seigni the remainder of the bullion held by the Government shall 
be coined into legal-tender standard silver dollars and that they shali be 
heid in the Treas for the ae ion of the Treasury notes issued in the 
purchase of said bullion. It provides that as fast as the builion shall be 
coined for the redemption of said notes. they shall not be reissued but shall 
be canceled and destroyed in amounts equal to the coin held at any time in 
the Treasury derived from the coinage provided for, and that silver certifi- 
cates shall be issued on such coin in the manner now provided by law. It 
is, however, especially declared in said section that the act shall not be con- 
strued to ¢ existing laws relating to the legal-tender character or 
mode of redemption of the Treasury notes issued for the purchase of the 
siiver bullion to be coined. 

The entire bill is most unfortunately constructed. Nearly every sentence 

ts uncertainty and invites controversy as to its meaning and intent. 
ne first section is especially faulty in respect, and it is extremely 
doubtful whether its will permit the consummation of its sup- 
oo purposes. I am led to believe t the moters of the bill intended 
n this section to provide for the coinage of the bullion constitut the 
gain or oe. as it is called, into standard silver dollars; and yet 
there is positively nothing in the oes oe its coinage into any de- 
scription of silver coins now authorized any existing law. 

Isa this section was also intended, in case the needs of the Treasury 
called for money faster than the se orage bullion could actually be 
coined, to permit the issue of silver certificates in advance of such coinage; 
but its language would seem to permit the issuance of such certificates to 
double the amount of seigniorage as stated, one-half of which would not 
represent an ounce of silver in the Treasury. The debate upon this section 
in the Congress developed an earnest and positive difference of opinion as 
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to its object and meaning. 
plexities and embarrassments of the Seqretary of the Treasury ought not 
to be augmented by devolving upon him the execution of a lawso uncertain 
and confused. 

lam not willing, however, to rest my objection to this section solely on 
these grounds; in my judgment sound tinance does not commend a further 
infusion of silver into our currency at this time unaccompanied by further 
adequate provision for the maintenance in our Treasury of a safe gold re 
serve. 

Doubts also arise as to the meaning and construction of the second sec 
tion of the bill. Ifthe silver dollars therein directed to be coined are, as 
the section provides, to be held in the Treasury for the redemption of Treas- 
ury notes, it is suggested that, strictly speaking, certificates can not be is- 
sued on such coin *‘in the manner now provided by law,” becanse these dol- 
lars are money held in the Treasury for the express purpose of redeeming 
Treasury notes, on demand. which would ordinarily mean that they were 
set apart for the purpose of substituting them for these Treasury notes 
They are not, therefore, he!d in such a way as to furnish a basis for certifi- 
cates according to any prevision of existing law. 

If, however, silver certificates can properly be issued upon these dollars, 


there is nothing in the section to indicate the characteristics and functions | 
If they were to be of the same character as silver cer- | 


of these certificates. ) 
tificates in circulation under existing laws they would at best be receivable 
only for customs, taxes, and all public dues; and under the language of this 
section it is, to say the least, extremely doubtful whether the certificates it 
contemplates would be lawfully received even for such purposes. 
Whatever else may be said of the uncertainties of expression in this bill, 
they certainly ought not to be found in legislation affecting subjects so im 
portant and far-reaching as our finances and currency. In stating other 
and more important reasons for my disapproval of this section I shall, how 
ever, assume that under its provisions the Treasury notes issued in pay- 
ment for silver bullion will continue to be redeemed as heretofore in silver 
or gold at the option of the holders; and that if when they are presented for 


redemption, or reach the Treasury in any other manner, there are in the |! 


Treasury coined silver dollars equal in nominal value to such Treasury 
notes, then and in that case the notes will be destroyed. and silver certifi- 
cates to an equal amount be substituted. 
i Lam convinced that this scheme is ill advised and dangerous. As an ul- 
timate result of its operation Treasury notes which are legal tender for all 
debts public and 
option of the holder, will be replaced by silver certificates which, whatever 
may be their character and description, will have none of these qualities 
In anticipation of this result, and as an immediate effect, the Treasury 
notes will naturally appreciate in value and desirability. The fact that 
old can be realized upon them, and the further fact that their destruction 
as been decreed when they reach the Treasury must tend to their with- 
drawal from general circulation to be immediately presented for gold re- 
demption, or to be hoarded for presentation at a more convenient season 
The sequel of both operations will be a large addition to the silver cur- 
rency in our circulation and a corresponding reduction of gold in the 
Treasury. The argument has been made that these things will not occur at 
once, because a long time must elapse before the coinage of anything but 
the seigniorage can be entered upon. 

If the ee, effects of the execution of the second section of this bill 
are not to be realized until farin the future, this may furnish a strong rea- 
son why it should not be passed so much in advance; but the postponement 
of its actual operation can not prevent the fear and loss of confidence and 
nervous precaution which would immediately follow its passage and bring 
about its worst consequences. I regard this section of the bill as embody- 
ing a plan by which the Government will be obliged to pay out its scanty 
store of gold for no other purpose than to force an unnatural addition of 
silver money into the hands of our people. This is an exact reversal of the 
policy which safe finance dictates if we are to preserve parity between cold 
and silver and maintain sensible bimetallism. 


We have now outstanding more than $338,000.000 in silver certificatesissued | 


under existing laws. They are serving the purpose of money usefully and 
without question. Our gold reserve, amounting to only a little more than 
$100,000,000, is directly charged with the redemption of $16,000,000 of United 
States notes. When it is proposed to inflate our silver currency it is a time 
for strengthening our gold reserve instead of depleting it. I can not con 
ceive of a longer step toward silver monometallism than we take when we 
spend our go dto buy silver certificates for circulation, especially in view 
of the practical difficulties surrounding the replenishment of our gold. 

This leads me to earnestly present the desirability of granting to the Sec 
retary of the Treasury a better power than now exists to issue bonds to pro- 
tect our gold reserve when for any reason it should be necessary. Our cur- 
rency is in such a confused condition and our financial affairs are apt to 


assume at any time so critical a position that it seems to me such a course | 


is dictated by ordinary prudence. 
I am not insensible to the arguments in favor of coining the bullion seign 


iorage now in the Treasury. and I believe it could be done safely and with | 


advantage, if the Secretary of the Treasury had the power to issue bonds at 
a low rate of interest under authority in substitution of that now existing 
and better suited to the protection of the Treasury. 

I hope a way will present itself in the near future for the adjustment 
our monetary affairs in such a comprehensive and conservative manner as 
will accord to silver its a place in our currency; but in the meantime 
Iam extremely solicitous that whatever action we take on this subject may 
be such as to prevent loss and discouragement to our people at home, and 
the destruction of confidence in our financial management abroad 

GROVER CLEVELAND 


. 
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EXECUTIVE MANSION, March 29, 1894. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PATTERSON. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. 
Tuesday next, immediately after the reading of the Journal, I 
will ask that that bill be passed, the objection of the President 
to the contrary notwithstanding. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to move that the 
House proceed, under the provisions of the Constitution recently 


on order. 
Spea 


cited by the Speaker, to reconsider to the bill referred in the | 


veto message of the President. 
The SPEAKER. The question now before the House is—— 
Mr. SPRINGER. I make the point of order on that. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois makes the 
point of order. 


| 
In any event, lam clear that the present per- | 


rivate, and which are redeemable in gold or silver, at the | 


er, I desire to give notice that on | 


debe ded 
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Mr. REED. The Constitution provides 


Mr. BOUTELLE. I desiretocall the attention of the Speaker 
to the rulings on that subject 

Mr. SPRINGER. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The House will please be in order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I read from the House Journal of the first 
session of the Forty-ninth Congress, on page 2397, a ruling by 


Speaker Carlisle on a case of this kind where a message had been 
received and had already gone to a committee: 


Mr. BURROWS, as a privileged question, moved to discharge the ( imittee 

| on Invalid Pensions from the further consideration of the messa f the 

President of the United States returning with his objectionS the of the 

| House (H. 8. 4058) for the relief of Joel D. Monroe, and that the H ‘now 
consider the same. 

Mr. SPRINGER made the point of order that the said motion was not in or 

der, for the reason that the said message and bill had been referred under 


the rules to said committee for consideration 
The Speaker overruled the said point of urder on the ground that the Con 


stitution provided that when the President returned a bill to the House in 

| which it originated with his objections that Huuse shall 

| 

And the Speaker emphasized the word ‘ shall "— 

| proceed to reconsider it and determine whether or not the bill shall pass, 
the objections of the President to the contrary notwithstanding. and that 
under the unbroken practice of the House it has been held that such a mes- 
sage, like a contested-election case, presented aqttestion of the highest priv! 
lege, and that the motion to discharge a committee from its further con 


Under that ruling I call up as a question of highest privilege 
| the bill referred to in the message of the President, und move 
that the House proceed to reconsider the question involved in the 
message. 

The SPEAKER. There is before the House a question of the 
highest privilege, a question relating to the right of a member 
of the House to his seat. The Constitution provides that each 
House shall determine the qualifications, returns, and election 
of its members. The House is now discharging that duty, con- 
sidering that question. Pending that, the House has received 
and thére has been read a message from the President of the 
United States containing his objections to a bill which has been 
pissed by the House. The situation is this: The House is con- 
sidering a matter of the highest privilege, made so by the Con- 
stitution, and is considering that matter also under a rule of its 
own, which provides that until it disposes of the matters men- 
tioned in that rule it will consider no other business. There- 
fore the Chair overrules the motion to take up at this time the 
matter to which the President's message relates, and holds that 
it can be taken up after the disposition of the contested-election 
cases. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. In view of the fact that the Speaker him- 
| self has referred to the constitutional provision which makes 
this mandatory, I respectfully appeal from the ruling of the 
Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair declines to entertain the appeal. 
The question now is upon laying on the table the motion to re- 
consider made by the gentleman from Michigan | Mr. Br ws}, 
and upon that question the yeas and nays have been ordered. | 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa parliamentary in- 
quiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BORROWS. I desire to know what disposition hus been 
madé of the message of the President. 

The SPEAKER. Itis on the table. 

Mr. BURROWS. Under what rule is it placed on the table? 
| There is noSpeaker'stable. Some action must be taken i 


| 
i 
| sideration was always in order. 
| 
j 
' 


sOme 


| way, either by referring it to a committes or by postponing it 
toa day certain. 
The SPEAKER. It has been laid before the House. The 


| question is on the motion 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. 
| quiry—— 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to lay cn the 
table the motion to reconsider the vote by which the House re- 
jected the resolution presented by the minority of the Commit- 
| tee on Elections. The gentleman from Michigan {[Mr. Bur- 
20WS] moves to reconsider that vote, and the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] moves to lay the motion to reconsider 
on the table. On that question the yeas and nays have been or- 
dered. Those who are in favor of laying the motion to recon- 
sider on the table will say aye and those opposed no, and the 
Clerk will call the roll. 
| Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Spexker, a parliamentary inquiry 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker. is this respectful treatment 
of a message from the Chief Magistrate of the United Stat 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen will be seated. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker — 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen will be seated 
will call the roll. 


Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary in- 


and the Clerk 
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Mr. WILSON of Washington. What are you going to do 
when 5 o'clock comes? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the roll. The House 
will be in order and gentlemen will please take their seats. 

Mr. REED (st wang in the area to the right of the Clerk’s 
desk). Mr. Speaker, [ would like to be permitted to see the 
roll call taken. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman must take his seat under 
therule. There is no provision which permits any member to | 
stand near the desk, 

Mr. REED. It is evident from the experience that we have 
had that there ought to be some such provision. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will take his seat. 

Mr. REED (moving up an aisle). | am going to do it. 

The SPEAKER. The Sergeant-at-Arms will ask the gentle- | 
mau to take his seat. 

Mr. REED. That is entirely unnecessary. 

The SPEAKER. Itis not. Instead of taking your seat you 
respond to the Chair every time. 

Mr. REED. Certainly I do, because the Chair has attacked 


me. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will now take his seat. 

Mr. REED (walking slowly across the area toward his own 
seat). Certainly he will. The gentleman always obeys. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will resume his seat, and 

ublic business will be suspended until the gentleman from 

aine conforms to the order of the Chair in the execution of 
the rules of the House. [Laughter.] 

Mr. REED having arrived at his own seat, sat down. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will resume the eall. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I hope the order will be impar- 
tially enforced, as I observe several gentlemen on the other side | 
who have not taken their seats. [Cries of “Sit down!” “Sit | 
down!’ on the Democratic side. } 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. 





Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa pointoforder. . 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not interrupt the roll | 
] 


Mr. REED. There are other gentlemen who are occupying 
precisely the position which I occupied when the Chair ordered 
me to my seat. ‘ 

The SPEAKER. All gentlemen will please resume their 
seats. ‘Che House will be in order, and the Clerk will proceed 
with the call. 

Mr. LACEY (during tthe roll call). Mr. Speaker, the hour of 
5 o'clock having arrived, I desire to inquire whether the House 
is not in recess under the rule? 

The SPEAKER. The practice ever since the Forty-eighth 
Congress has been to finish the roll call before rising. 


When the hour previously fixed for taking a recess arrives, it is the duty 
of the Chair, unless the yeas.and nays are being taken, to announce that the 
House is in recess until the hour previously fixed. 

Where the roll cali has begun the practice has always been to 
finish it. The Clerk will resume the call. 

Mr. REED (when the call of the roll had proceeded for some 
time). I hope the order which was started by the Speaker will 
be strictly maintained. I hope the Speaker did not mean to 
single me out for his action. 

The SPEAKER. All gentlemen will please be seated. 

Mr. REED. I desire to call the attention of the Speaker to 
the fact that there are gentlemen occupying precisely the posi- 
tion which I occupied. 

Mr. PAYNE, And there are some gentlemen at the Speak- 
er’s desk. I cal! attention to the fact. [Referring to Mr. CaTox- 
INGS and Mr. WiLLIAMSof Mississippi, who were in consultation 
with the Speaker.] 

Mr. ENLOE. I would like to have the Speaker state what 
position the gentleman from Maine occupied in order that we 
may understand the a of members. 

The SPEAKER. The House will please be in order. All gen- 
tlemen will be seated. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Catcu- 
INGS] is not taking his seat. 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen wili please take their seats. 

Mr. CATCHINGS (re i to seat). ‘‘The gentleman 
from Mississippi ” was confer with the Speaker, which he 
has the right to do. 

Mr. REED. I want this thing done decently—— 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Whatever I do, I do decently. 

The SPEAKER. The point was made awhile ago because 
gentlemen were about the Clerk's desk. The rules provide that 
no gentleman shall stay there dur a roll call. The Chair 
understood the gentleman from to say he was staying 
there for the purpose of verifying the count or observing the 


count, which implied, as the Chair thought, some idea or sug- 


gestion that some one about the desk might willfully make a 
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wrong count. The Chav thought that was improper and offen- 
sive. He stated, ‘‘The gentieman will please be seated.” That 
was the whole of that incident. 

Mr. REED. I was occupying a position there a long distance 
from the Clerk’s desk. I was observing what was going on, as 
I think I had a right todo. The Chair called upon me by name 
to take my seat. I intimated to the Chair the purpose for which 
I was there. The Chair then insisted, in au way that it seems to 
me was entirely unsuitable, upon my taking my seat. I did so, 
because I have always been responsive to the request of the 


| Chair under such circumstances. I simply desired to say that 
| gentlemen are now occupying the same position without attract- 
| ing the attention of the Chair in the slighest degree. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman and the House understand 
that it has been the common practice for gentlemen to walk 
about the Hall during a vote—not with any avowed purpose or 
suggestion that they were standing at a certain point to watch 


| the roll call—simply walking about conversing with each other. 


Mr. REED. Why should nota member of the House under- 
take to watch the rall call, if he does not-—— - 

The SPEAKER. When the Chair requested gentlemen to 
take their seats, the gentleman from Maine replied that he was 
occupying that particular place for the purpose of watching the 
roll call, which the Chair thinks was offensive toward the officers 
of the House. 

Mr. REED. If the Chair pleases, | did not make that reply. 
What I said was—I asked permission of the Chair, respectfully 
as 2 member of the House ought to do when addressing the 
Speaker of the House-— 

The SPEAKER. Permission for what? 

Mr. REED. Permission to stand where [ was. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not understood any such re- 
quest. 

Mr. REED. I made it twice—three times—distinctly. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not understand such a re- 
quest. The Chair understood—— 

Mr. REED. ‘The request was made plainly, and was repeated 
most respectfully. 

The SPEAKER. However plainly made it may have been, it 
was not heard. The Clerk will resume the call. 

The Clerk resumed the call. 

Mr. BOUTELLE (when the name of Mr. WADSWORTH was 
called). Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will suspend for a moment. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. As it is growing a little late, I hope the 
Clerk will proceed a little more rapidly. He is rather more de- 
liberate than he is accustomed to be. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will resume the call of the roll. 

The Clerk resumed and completed the call of the roll, and 
there were—yeas 164, nays 8, not voting 180; as follows: 


- YEAS— 164. 
Abbott, Cornish, Kribbs, Price, 
Alderson, Covert, Kyle, Reilly, 
Alexander, Cox, Lane, Richards, Ohio 
Allen. Crain, Laphai, Richardson, Mich. 
Bailey, Crawford, Latimer, Richardson, Tenn. 
Baker. Kans. Culberson, Lawson, ~ Robbins, 
Baldwin, Cummings, Layton, Robertson, La 
Bankhead, De Forest, Lester, Russell, Ga 
Bartlett, Denson, Lockwood, aaron, 
Barwig, Dinsmore, Lynch, Schermerhorn, 
Bell, Colo. Dockery, uire, i, 
Bell, Tex. Donovan, Mallory, Sibley, 
Black, Ga. Dunphy, Martin, Ind. Springer, 
Bland, Durborow, McAleer, Stallings, 
Boatner, Edmunds, McCreary, Ky. Stockdale, 
Boen, English, MeCulioch. Stone, Ky. 
Bower, N. C. Euloe, McDannoid, Strait, 
Branch, Epes, McDearmon, Straus, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Erdman, Mcf&itrick, Swanson, 
Bretz, Fielder, . McGann, Talbert, S. C 
Brickner, Geary, McKaig, Talbott, Md 
Brookshire, Goldzier, McKeighan, Tate, 
Brown, Gorman, McLaurin, Taylor, Ind. 
Bunn, Grady, McMillin, q 
Burnes, Gresham, McRae, Tracey, 
Bynum, Haines, Meredith, Tucker, 
Cadmus, Hall, Minn. Meyer, Turner, Ga. 
Campbell, Hammond, Money, Turner, Va. 
Cannon, Cal. Hare, Montgomery, Turpin, 
hart, Hatch, Moses, ler, 

Caruth, Hayes, Muichier, arner, 
Catchings, Henderson,N.C. Neill, Soenngtn, 
Causey, Hendrix, Oates, Ww b 
Glar me Al | nal ‘cae raite Wheeler, Ala. 

r a. w ’ . 

bb, Ala. Hooker, Miss. Page, Whiting, 
Cobb, Mo. Hunter, Patterson, Williams, Il) 
Cockrell, Hutcheson, Paynter, Williams, Miss. 
Coffeen, Ikirt, Pearson, 
Coombs, Jones, Pendleton, Tex. Wolverton, 
Cooper, Ind. Kilgore, Pigott, Woodard. 

NAYS-—8. 

Bryan, Everett, é Hudson, Morgan, 
DeArmond, Hall, Mo. Marshall, 








1894. 


Adams, Ky. 
Adains, Pa. 
Aitken, 
Aldrich, 
Apsiey, 
Arnold. 
Avery, 
Babeock, 
Baker, N. H. 
Barnes, 
Bartholdt, 
Belden, 
Beltzhoover, 
Berry, 
Bingham, 
Black, ll. 
Blair. 
Boutelle, 
Bowers, Ca 
Bratton 
Brec) 
Broderick, 
Brosits, 
Bundy. 
Burrows, 
Cabaniss, 
Caldwell. 
Camiretti, 


Cannon, Ill. 
Chickering, 
Childs, 
Claney. 
Cockran, 
Cogs well, 
Compton, 
Conn. 
Cooper, Fla. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cooper, Wis 
Cousi® s. 
Curtis, Kans. 


Curtis, N. Y. 
Dalzell 
Daniels, 
Davey. 


The following additional pair w 
Mr. GEISSENHAINER 
GROSVENOR. 


Mr. 
order 


The SPEAKER. 


Mr. 


inridge, Ky. 


GROSV ENOR. 
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NOT VOTING—180. 


Davis, 
Dingley, 
Doliver, 
Doolittie, 
Draper, 
Dunn, 
Eliis, Ky. 
Ellis. Oregon 
Fithian, 
Fletcher, 
Forman 


Funk 
Funston 
Pyan, 
Gardner 
Gear, 


Geissenhainer, 
Gillet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goodnight, 
Graham 
Griffin, 
Grosvenor 
Grout, 

Grow, 

Hager. 
Hainer. 
Harmer, 
Harris, 

_ ter 





Henderson, Ii. 
Henderson, lowa 
Hepburn. 
Hermann 
Hicks 

Hilborn 

Hitt, 

Hooker, N. Y 
Hopkins, Il. 
Hopkins, Pa 
Honk, 


Mr. 


Hulick, 

Hull, 

Johnson, Ind. 
Johnson, N. Dak. 
Johnson, Ohio 
Joy, 

Kent, 

Kiefer, 

Lacey, 

Lefever, 

Linton, 

Lisle, 
Livingston, 
Loud, 

Loudens lager. 
Lucas, 
Maddox, 
Magner, 
Mahone, 
Marsh, 
Marvin, 
MeCall. 
McCleary, 
McDowell, 
McNagny, 
Meiklejohn, 
Mercer, 
Milliken, 
Moon, 
Morse, 
Murray, 
Newlands, 
Northway Vy, 
Paschal, 


N. ¥ 


Minn 





Payne, 

Pence, 

Pendleton, W. Va. 
Perkins, 

Phillips, 

Pickler 

Post, 


Powers 
Quigg. 
Randall, 
Ray, 


was announced: 
with Mr. SCRANTON, on this vote. 
Speaker, 


I rise 


to a 


Rayner, 
Reed, 
Reybern, 
Ritchie, 


Robinson, Pa. 


Rusk, 
Russell, Conn 
Seranton 
Settle, 

Shaw, 
Sherman, 
Sickles, 
Simpson, 
Sipe. 

Smith 
Snodgrass, 
Somers, 
Sperry 
Stephe 
Stesv 
Stone, ¢ 
Stone, 
Storer, 
Strong, 
sweet, 
Tarsney 
Tawney, 
Taylor, Tenn 
Thomas, 
Updegraf, 





Van Voorhis, N. 
Ohio 


Van Voorhis 
Wadsworth, 
Wa 
Waneer 
Faugh, 

Wever, 
Wheeler, 
White 
Wilson, Ohio 


fil. 


Wilson, Wash. 
Va 


Wilson, W 
W oomer. 


Wright, Mass. 


Wright, Pa 


The gentleman will state it. 
The roll has now been called 


question 


uF 
Y 


of 


I make 


the point of order that no further proceedings can be had until 
after the recess, provided by the rules. 


Mr. 


OUTHWAITE. 


result is announced. 


The SPEAKER. 


the result of the call. 


Mr. 


GROSVENOR. 


the lust name is called by the 
is a question of what has been done under the roll call. 
might as well entertain a motion to reconsider—— 


The SPE 


LAKER. 
and announce the result. 


roll will be heard. 
Several members inquired how they were recorded. 


Mr. 


they 


has voted. 
now « 


GROSV ENOR. 
The SPEAKER. 


nvalid Pensions—— 


Mr. BOUTELLE. 


sion. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair can do nothing 


recess. 


The House accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 2 


Mr. S 


The practice has always been t 


peaker—— 


der the rule, took a recess until 8 o’clock p. m. 


pre tempore. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


Rule XXVL. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 o’clock 
p.m., and was called to order by Mr. BROOKSHIRE, as Speaker 


f desire to be heard on my point. 
Does the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gro 
VENOR] make the point that gentlemen can notascertain wheth 
y are recorded? 

Mr. GROSV ENOR. 
The SPEAKER. 


Iam not making that point. 
The Chair will now announce the result. 
this question the yeas are 164, and the nays are 8. 


Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
SHIiE] will perform the duties of the 


©) minutes p. m.), 1 


to 


but declare 


The roll call is not completed until the 
announ 


I insist that the call is complete when 
tlerk on the second call. Allelse 


We 


The practice has been to finish the roll call 


Gentlemen who rise relating the 


ear 
CL 


Un 
No q juorum 
In accordance with the rulesofthe House, the C 
eclares the House in recess until 8 o'clock 
session to be devoted to the consideration of private bills 
— from the Committee on Pensions and the Committee 


Se 


on 


Sl’ o- 
bROOK- 


Chair at the evening ses- 


The Clerk will read clause 3 of 


The Clerk read as follows: 


3%. The House shall, on each Friday, at 
8 o'clock, which evening session shall 


2 O CLOCK PD. take a re ss un 


be devoted to the considerat 


| private bills reported from the Committee on Pensions anil the | 
on invalid Pensions, to bills for the removal of poli isa 8, and 
bills removing charges ofdesertiononly: saidevening se t 
beyond 10 o'clock and 20 minutes 
Mr. MARTINof Indian I move that the House resolve itsel| 


into Committee of the W hole for the eonsideration of bills on th 
Private Calendar, under the rule just read. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accor ‘ding sly resolved itself into Committee of th 
Wi ne e, oN DOCKERY in the char. 

‘HAIRMAN,. The House is now in Committee of th 

Whole for the consideration of business on the Private Cale 
dar. 


VARREN ALONZO ALDEN 





The lirst business on the Private Cale dar was a rt H.R 
2108) to perfect the military record of Warren Alonzo Alden 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re i? enact y i ind he is hereby hor 
17 ri requ i uly x” Warren Alonzo Alden upon t rol 
‘ amy ! ond Ohio uteer Infantry, with a ate 

i ' l uiy ser i United States in sald o1 ni 
\ ist! oe, and ntinuing until January 5 ; 
: the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
i te mplete the record as to the s ss of Warren A zo Alder 
( ipany C, Fourth independent Battalion Ohlo Volunteer Ca ry. i 
he served from July 10, 1883, to Oct r 10, 1863 

Th CHAIRMAN. ‘he Clerk will read the repor 

The report was read at length. It has been published here 
tofore in the Recomm. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I desi: 


just here and now to submit a few remarks on the general sub 
jectof pensions. I have been criticised, and criticised 
by the newspapers of the — in regard to my position o 
the question of pensioning the Union soldiers. It has been state 
that I am unfriendly to the old soldiers and that I am prejuc liced 
against them. That is notin any sense of the worda fact. It 
has been also charged by members on the floor of the ‘Sene that 


I have been guilty of practical demagogy in connection with the 


injustly 


mutter, for the purpose of getting up some cheap notoriety. iby 
opposing the granting of pensions here at these Friday nigh 
sessions. That, too, isa most unjust statement for which I care 


noting, and 1 want to say here in answer to all such assertions 


that I am not unfriendly toward the granting of pensions to any 
honest, true, and brave soldie r who bared his bosom to the storm 
of battle and stood by the fiag of his country as he thought i 
to be his duty to do. 

But, Mr. Chairman, know still further that it is the policy 


of this nation, as it-is the policy of all civilized nations, to pur 
ue a liberal system of treatment in the matter of pensions to- 


ward its soldiers who took up arms in its defense and who svf- 
fered loss or injury in consequence of it. I want to say that | 
think it is the true policy for all nations to pursue, because i 
they are not willing to pension the men who stood by thei 

and risked their lives for the safety of the nation in time o 

they will find it to be a difficult matter when danger c 

‘tise armies for their own protection. Hence I am not fool 


enough to stand here and oppose any laws that pension the so! 








diers of our late war. That is just laws giving pensions only t 
soldiers whe deserve it but not laws or measures that wil ll pen- 
sion parties not entitled tothesame. But, sir, from 1865 to 189 
and from that period on down it can not be said that this countr: 
has not been liberal toward pensioning the soldiers of the Union 
Army, amounting to millions upon the top of millions, heaped 


upon the honest toile 


rsand tax payers of the whol 
But the question of 


granting pensions wet 


e country. 


irs adifferent aspect 


when the people of = tame ry have fallen out among themseives 
and ieee had a brotherly fight. And in this connection let me 
say that in my judgment both sections of our country were to 


blame for the war, because of differences of opinion and senti- 
ments on account of certain features in the Constitution ana the 
Articles of Confederation which broughtabout thedispute. But 
[ repeat, 1 am not foolish enough to stand here and deny the 
justice and the wisdom of granting pensions. Nor would | beso 
foolish as to ask a pension for a Confederate soldier at this time, 
still I believe they are entitled to consideration in having the 


| burden taken from their shoulders by relieving them from pay- 





ing pension frauds and irregularities to such enormous extent 

But the point I wish to make, Mr. Chairman, and what I s 
to-night is said from a pure motive, and [ care not for advers: 
criticism upon it. It makes no difference to me when [ stand 
= as an humble Representative from the sunny South what 
be the criticism that gentlemen may expressas to my views 
and opinions in the matter. I will never be driven from an honest 
expression upon any question that may come before this body so 
long as T shall have the honor to beamember. They are honest 
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convictions, and I think can be enforced by logical argument, and 
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I speak not alone as a Southerner, butas a representative of the | 


ee people, yea the laboring people of this great country 
of ours, 

But, sir, when I stand here, as I have said, as a representative 
of the sunny South I stand here not only to represent that sec- 
tion of the country, but as a representative of the people of the 
North and the East and the West as well. And1I say in their 
behalf that the time has come when we should look at this mat- 
ter from a nonpartisan standpoint, and get together and discuss 
it as business men from a business standpoint as representatives 
of all sections of this great nation of ours. As representatives 
of the taxpayers as well as soldiers of all classes as well. 

Now, then, let us consider for a few moments the immense 
amountof money that has been expended in pensioning the Union 
soldiers from 1865 down to the present time. If I mistake not, 
in 1865 something over eight or nine millions of dollars was ap- 
propriated for that purpose. From 1865 along down to the pres- 
ent time that amount has steadily increased year by year until, 
I believe, in 1898, it reached the enormous sum of $166,000,000. 
Just think of that for a moment! I am not begrudging the ex- 

nditures on account of pensions, but I say that the country 

as done its share in that Ticantion. and that, in my judgment, 
no honest soldier who deserves a pension can fail to get it if he 
goes before the Pension Bureau under the lawsalready in exist- 
ence. If he is deserving he will get recognition there, and I 
think that is the place for him to go. 


rn I a i ot olan eed as £83, 167, 500. 00 
ee SN Oe Ek ada b lecweavbscddeciucs sncntucbebumsbes 76, 312, 400. 00 
Tres GEE OP SD suiintyainr tans ty ebbdesccacvanteidtibeoans 81, 758, 700. 00 
ene GOR 31 a as aniiane Gadieen nnteteailesdals 98, 587, 252. 00 
nn oe sn. slibinuibne oo sennimeeenanes 135, 263, 085. 00 
ONG GD CUE Moca, cu dtknacugdencdsudineteneinetnatmenad 147, 064, 550. 00 
i DS ee eee ee 
Se abies sindinis Ghibdline 162, 631, 570. 00 
es Arlen? Cl... .. ussccduawecoadteccsdeuscnene 76, 075, 200. 00 
ORs DIC OCTRBIOID TO BOE onc cence ceck cc cece cccoccnnussaucce *86, 667, 500. 00 
Total appropriations for 1000... .. 0... cece ccccccccccceccedees *89, 758, 700. 00 
Us Cre ORRIN DOO Boon cnn nccnnoccccocuesuccceauuens *107, 080, 607. 35 
Total appropriations for 1891 *127, 703, 059. 34 
Total appropriations for 1892 * 189, 117.00 
Total appropriations for 1893 *160, 581, 787. 00 
Total appropriations for 1894 166, 531, 350. 00 





But just think of it! One hundred and sixty-six millions of 
dollars in one year. Enough to buy a number of the sovereign 
States of the United States at their assessed valuation of prop- 
erty to-day. When you remembor that this has been going on 
for near thirty years, amounting in round numbers to our two 
billions of hard earned prone think it will hardly be claimed 
that this Government has not been liberal, or as liberal as it ought 
to be, toward the Union soldiers. The expenditures on that 
account have run up into the billions. Now,I ask you as busi- 
ness men if it does not bear pretty hard on the taxpayers of this 
great country of ours to raise that great sum? Let us consider 
the condition of the people who have to earn the money to pay 
these pensions. They are already overburdened with debt and 
are being d uly deprived of the necessaries of life with mor ed 
homes, and under a financial policy which is calculated to further 
increase their i by constantly falling prices, 

As I said, I do not oppose the granting of any pension toa 
brave soldier who deserves it. But let us look and see the dif- 
ferent kinds of soldiers who foughtin thatwar. I recollect well 
an instance which may be used to illustrate whatI desire to show, 
that took place when [ was across the Potomac River here during 
the war on the good old soil of Virginia, fighting as a beardless 
boy for what I deemed to be right, and what I still believe tobe 
right, where [saw much of the hardships of the soldier's life. And 
there is to-day a féeling of brotherly love between the soldiers of 
the North and the soldiers of the South which will last as long 
as one of them lives from either side. Many are the recollections 
of. that war now as I contemplate upon the tented field, the bloody 
carnage, and the dreadful loss of life and propertyas the result, 
but will only mention now one incident by way of illustration. 

On one occasion a number of prisoners had been captured from 
the Northern army,and we were guarding those prisoners. As 
was wont to be the custom, as they were going through the 
country questions were asked them and they entered into con- 
versation. I remember being present when ne Deen. talking 
about this question and that question, and a number of questions 
were asked of these soldier prisoners. I remember of one gen- 
tleman from Illinois, an intelligent soldier and a clever man, and 
the man who was questioning him said, ‘‘ Well, my friend, what 
are you fighting for?” ‘* Well,” he “T am fighting for the 
Union; [am standing by the flag of the United States, and trying 
to perpetuate this grand Union and to prevent its destruction. 
Well, he was a grand man. Now, that soldier, no doubt, if he 
was disabled in the war, is now receiv a eeanens and God 
knows I would not beg it to him. he is dead, his widow 
is receiving a pension; sheought to have it. The conversa- 





*Including deficiencies. 
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tions went on, and one of the guard said to another one, from [n- 
diana; ‘‘ My friend, what are you fighting for?” ‘' Well,” he 
says, ‘‘ I think a great deal of the United States, but my main 
object was to strike the shackles from the slaves of the South. 
[am fighting for the abolition of human slavery. I do not be- 
lieve it is right.” He was a good man, and a clever fellow; and 
if that man is living to-day, and was disabled, or received a 
wound, he is doubtless drawing a pension; and he ought to draw 
it; and if he is dead, his widow and children under the laws 
that have been passed are drawing a pension; and I do not ob- 
ject to it and no special plea is necessary. 

But there was another man, a kind of a foreigner, sitting off 
and humped up together and you know the North had the world 
for a storehouse from which to draw recruits. He was asked, 
** Well, little fellow; whatare you fighting for?” ‘Oh, be jab- 
bers, I am fighting for dirteen dollars a mouth.” Now, all that 
that man was fighting for was ‘‘dirteen” dollars a month. He 
was a substitute, a bounty jumper, hired to go into the war. 
Now, I ask youif there was any patriotism in his bosom, that he 
and such as he should deserve a pension? Butno doubt numbers 
of them are getting pensions under the law; and we can not help 
that. I would not drop anybody off except as investigations 
showed the existence of frauds or when the soldier was a deserter. 
just tell you of this to show you the different kinds of soldiers 

o fought in the last war. 

Now then, again, as I took occasion to say here on one or twe 
other occasions, thereare anumber of deserters who are drawing 
pensions to-day, and numbers coming in here on Friday nights 
and asking that the charge of desertion be removed from their 
records so that they candraw pensions. They pretend that they 
do not want to doit, but they want the charge of desertion taken 
a them so that they may get into a position to draw a pen- 
sion. 

Now, I will read to you a portion of the speech of Gen. Bragg, 
the gallant commander of the Iron Brigade, who met Stonewall 
Jackson out beyond Manassas, at the bend of the railroad. I 
will give you his own words, and you can think what you like 
about it. I will read a portion of his speech touching upon that 
matter. He was discussing the subject of pensions in the Forty- 
ninth Congress. I use this method because no one can say that 
this is the sentiment of rebel brigadiers from the South;. but it 
is the language of a Union general who fought on that side. 

Mr. BRaGG. There were one hundred and forty regiments, and a number 
of battalions in all, of colored troops raised during the war. A large por- 
tion of these troops were engaged in guarding railway stations in the rear; 
and a few regiments, three or four, were regiments of heavyartillery. This 
pension clause opens the door for a pension to every one of the soldiers of 
the seven ents that were organized into bat ons for the purpose of 
caring for them, men picked out as being physically unable to do soldier's 
duty. It opens the opportunity to place upon the roll, out of the whole one 
hundred and thirty regirments, every single man and regiment that was not 
en in active service in the sence of theenemy. It permits a pen- 
sion for e hundred-dauy man who come out to have a pleasant and jaunty 
excursion when he thought that if the “rebs’’ only heard that he was com- 
7; they would run away from Bull Run. 

t places or gives wae aden to place upon the pension roll the hun- 
dred-day men who cl the war with a blaze of glory in April, May, and 
June, 1865. It permits an opportunity to go upon the roll 202,000 men, 11,000 
of whom afterwards were deserters—202.000 men that were organized under 
the call of the President in December, 1864. Only three months before the 
war was terminated in fact a call came, and under that call during the 
months of January and February there were organized, in response to it, 
troops consis of 202,000. Some 13,000 of these were discharged, even at 
the o camp of rendezvous, because there was no occasion to demand 
ent of them to any regiment. Now, who were these men? 

Now, ‘‘ who were these men?” This is Bragg’s own language 
and not mine: 

Isay to gentlemen who talk about soldiers, who were these men? Do not 
stand here in your place and talk about the devotion of the country to its 
defenders, to the men who heard the shriek of the bullet and shot and shell 
and battle, and covered with blood and carnage carried tne flag to victory. 
Who were the majority of those men that found themselves in the service 
of the United States m December, 1864, to February, 1865, that Con 
should sit up nights to pass pensions to provide for them? They were the 
— as the earth. They were men who would not enlist and were not 

ted. 

Mr. MOSES. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him one 
question right there? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Certainly, sir. 

Mr. MOSES. Do you believe “the scum of the earth ” could 
ever have whipped the South? : 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. That question is not rel- 
evant. ee) I want to say to the gentleman from Geor- 

ia that I am reading from the speech of Gen. Bragg, and this 

not my language. He is alluding to the 12,000 or 13,000 men 
who were in this command, whom he says he knew were desert- 
ers, who towards the last of the war were picked up from the 
jails and grog shops and around towns. They are the men he 

alluding to. The gentleman has shot and missed the mark, 
ae as one of my hands said the corn shot last year and missed. 

you willhave toshootagain. [Laughter and applause.] And 

I want to say to the distinguished gentleman from rgia thatI 
deny that the South has ever been whipped; but as I have twice 
said in speeches upon this floor we were not whipped, but wore 


I 
w 











1894. CONGRESSIONAL 





ourselves out trying to whip the Yankees while you were a 
boy riding corn-stalk horses around your father’s yard. 

Mr. MOSES. What gentleman do you refer to? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. To the gentleman from 
Georgia, sir, who seems to think the South was whipped. 

Mr. THOMAS. The gentleman is reading this and making 
it a part of his own remarks. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I insert these remarks of 
Gen Bragg for what they are worth, and he is one of your own 
men and he is a mighty good witness. 

Mr. THOMAS. As your opinion. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Iam giving the opinion 
of Gen. Bragg of Wisconsin, the noble grand commander of the 
Iron Brigade. And,mind you, he does not attack the old sol- 
diers, the good soldiers. Farfromit. If Ihad time I would go 
back and read you some things that he says here in their praise, 
and you know he is telling the truth and it hurts you. 

Mr. MOSES. You say that Congress sits here night after 
night to pension such soldiers as are described there. I deny 
that any such soldier has ever been pensioned by sp-cial legis- 
lation of this Congress. [Applause.] 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. This is Gen. Bragg's 
language; but I want to say tothe gentleman from Georgia that 
the Committee on Military Affairs have time and again during 
this session brought in claims for deserters, asking to have the 
charge removed from them and you know it. 

Mr. MOSES. _ I deny that. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Well, the records will 
show it night after night, and I refer you to the records. 


|Laughter.| 


Mr. MOSES. Well, produce them in your speech. 


Mr. PICKLER. The committee of the gentleman from Georgia | 


has no jurisdiction of any such cases growing out of the last war. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Pile in your questions, 
gentlemen. I stand here to defend what I say. Pile in your 
questions. but I am responsible for everything I say, and no 


truer friend lives to the soldiers who wore the blue and those | 


who wore the gray than I am myself. I referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Military,and Mr. PICKLER knowsitwas. He wants 
to get into my speech, but he shall not do it. 

Now, to go on from the point where I was interrupted, Gen. 
Bragg says further: 

They were men whostayed until those who did not want to go to the front 
raised money by vote and taxation upon the property in the municipalities 
and counties had funds placed in their hands to hire and buy things to go 
that could fillthe quota and enable them to ar the draft. They were, I 
said. the scum; yes. and the dregs. They stood in their holes until they 
were bought—bought by substitute brokers, bought by men who were spec 
ulating in blood, paid from #100 to $800 apiece, feeling assured that they were 
physically so defective that all they had todo was to go to a hospital and 
there was no dangcr to their precious carcasses, so that they could pocket 
their $100 and go without fear of any injury befalling them. 

There are gentlemen on the other side of the House who I trust are with 
me on this question. and who know justas wellas Ido that the prisons were 
emptied, that the poorhouses were emptied, that the slums were all emptied 
by the proffer of #200 at the door to bring out the inmates that they micht 
be put as a paper credit on the Army roll of the United States, and the men 
who brought this about pocketed the difference made in the trade. I have 
seen them coming down with ambulances in the rear by scores trying to get 
pecple of that class, called soldiers, to march from the shores of the Poto- 
mac to the banks of the Rappahannock, and the attempt to get them to the 
front was a failure. 

There is anotherclass. AndI mi say in that connection, when you talk 
about rhouses, the men you find there as arule are the men who came 
from the poorhouses to go to the Army, and when they came back they lapsed 
intotheir natural condition. Nogenuine soldier in any patriotic community 
that I have ever seen ever needed to goto the poorhouse to be provided with 
all that was necessary to care fér him. We know, Mr. Speaker. that it is not 
in that way that the patriotic people of the North treat their soldiers. These 
men that goto the poorhouse go because they are native there; they are 
drones; they have lived from hand to mouth. ey have = no enterprise; 
they have got noself-respect; they have got nocharacter. They liedown and 
open their mouths for a teat to suck, and it does not make much matter 
what animal has the teat so long as they can suck anything from it. 


Now, that is the evidence of a man from the North, a gallant 
soldier, and I will askif anybody here will accuse Gen. Bragg of 
being unfriendly tothe Union soldiers» Will the gentleman from 
Georgia, who hasso much South Carolina blood in him, as he says, 
will he say that Gen. Bragg was unfriendly to the soldiers be- 
cause he used this language? I would like to hear the gentle- 
mananswer that question. That is the false position I have been 

laced in myself, of being unfriendly to the soldiers, but I stand 

ere to deny it. I am unfriendly, however, to a coward, to a 
sneak, toa deserter, who did not have the manhood to fight like 
a man for what he thought was right, and I hope the gentleman 
from Georgia {Mr. Moses] will not undertake longer to defend 
that class, but will go back home to riding corn stalk-horses again 
in his father’s yard. [Laughter.] 

Now, there has been a great deal said about fraud. 


can stand here and say that fraud has not crept into the man- | 


agement of the Pension Bureau. We know that fraud has crept 
in, and it would have been a matter of impossibility to have 
avoided it entirely; yea, it is honeycombed with fraud, and I say 


The | 
gentleman from Georgia is fighting for deserters, it seems. | 


No one | 
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that all these fraudulent pensions ought to be investigated and 
every fraudulent pensioner ought to be deprived of what he is 
getting, if he can be found out. That is the only honest way to 
go at this matter,and the only way to do justice to the taxpayer 
and the soldier too. I have received letters denouncing me for 
opposing pensionsand some complimenting me and actually show 

ing up fraud plain and simple. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I would like to read a letter that [ re- 
ceived a short time ago from Marion, Ind., in evidence to estab- 
lish fraud. I do not know who wrote it, but that is the postmark 
upon it, and [ received it only a few days ago: it is poetry. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. What is the writer's name? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. There is no name signed 
to it. It is just a piece of poetry sent to me from Indiana 
\laughter],and [ would like to read it. The writer says: ‘‘ Please 
place this on your reference file.” [{Laughter.| And I only pro 
duce this because it comes from a Northwestern State, and not 
from the South; and it evidently shows that even the old soldiers 
themselves and their friends are tired of this wholesale fraud 
in matters of pensions. It shows that the country is alive to 
the great injustice done the taxpayers of the nation. Now, be- 
fore [ read it I want to say to the gentleman from Georgi | Mr. 
MOSES], before he jumps on me again, that I am not responsible 
for this; I make this statement because he nearly frightened 
me awhile ago, though | am not very scary. [Laughter. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Does the gentleman think that 
he can read an anonymous communication to the House of Rep- 
resentatives and not be responsible for what it contains. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. [show where I gotitfrom. 

‘Mr. CURTIS of New York. But that does not relieve you 

from the responsibility. You read the language of Gen. Bragg 
here just now and you indorsed it. There can not be any objec- 
tion to your bringing in this other matter if you choose, but you 
will be responsible for it. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I simply put Gen. Bragg 
| on the stand. Iam nota lawyer or the son of alawyer; Laman 
honest man [laughter]; but I put Gen. Bragg on the stand to 
testify as a witness. Is not that legitimate? Are you responsi- 
| ble for all the witnesses that you put upon the stand to make out 

your case? I hope that gentlemen will not hold me responsible 
| for all the witnesses I put upon the stand, still I believe what 
Bragg said to be true, and that’s what’s the matter. 
| Mr. LACEY. When you puta witness upon the stand you 
| vouch for his trustworthiness. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. No, sir. Although I am 
only an old fool farmer, you can not make me swallow that. 
[Laughter and applause. ]} 

Mr. LACEY. A lawyer who would go into court and say: 
**Gentlemen of the jury, here is an infernal scoundrel whose tes- 
| timony I want you to believe,” would not have much standing 
| in court. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. 
Gen. Bragg an infernal scoundrel? 

Mr. LACEY. Notat all. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Yon intimate that he is, 
| and I hope, my friend, that you will take it back and ask p.irdon 
| of this House for such language. [Laughter and applause. | 
| 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


Does the gentleman call 


Mr. MOSES. The gentleman scems to be a great admirer of 
Gen. Bragg. Now, I remember that Gen. Bragg said he loved 
Mr. Cleveland for the enemies he had made, and I understand 
that you are one of Mr. Cleveland’s enemies, so I suppose that is 
the reason that you love Gen. Bragg so. (Laugiiter.} 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I want to say that if he 
will look over the RECORD he will not find the gentleman from 
South Carolina following Mr. Cleveland in any of his recom- 
mendations. He will not find me a cuckoo or anything of that 
sort, and if he will look into the newspapers of this morning he 
will see that I said that the President and his party were wor- 
shiping the golden calf, not serving the true God, and that I 
| wanted them brought back to the true faith, or there would be 
a parting of the waves and that pretty soon. And the gentle- 
man from Georgia has not said a word about the vetoand seems 
to be very well pleased with it, but when he gets back down into 
| Georgia he will find the boys after him with a sharp stick. 

I want these old battle-scarred fellows to get what they ought 
to have; but Lam unalterably opposed to a skuiking deserter 
or fraudulent pensioner having acent. Now, if that is treason 
this House may make the mostof it, and I would say to my friend 
from Georgia I said nothing about loving Bragg. 


Now, with the permission of the House,I wil! read this poetry. 
A SPECIMEN OF A PENSION FRAUD. 
| Of the wideawake kind, within a thousand miles of Indianap lay 
i find; 
Who by several boards of medicated stoolpigeons has been declared to be 
totally blind. 
On total blindness he has been pensioned at seventy-two dollars a month 
Which snug sum of money to freely spend among the neighbors is his wont. 
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For the sake of gain, they hope, that always in their midst he would remain; 

And consequently every muscle they do strain, his good will to maintain. 

The ey who selis whisky, perk, and bread, smiles pleasantly upon 
this old vet, 

i ~ = regular intervals, he ‘hands to him the letter with ‘his pension 
check. 

Strange to say, this much disabled vet has a:penchant for hunting almost 
every 

And loaded down with game, homeward bound, one may oft see him wend 
his way. 


From Unele Sara he has received,.as first pension payment, a very large 


amount of money 

Which all has found tis way to his Congressman, doctors, and to his shrewd 
attorney. 

To aly atinas men had pushea with might and main, his pension 
claim; 

And on such compatriots, for the existence of the pension frauds, one must 
lay the blame. 

This pension ousiness is a swindle, pure and simple, rotten to the very core; 

An imposition upon the American people,a fact one can not but deplore. 

It has been the means of swelling to a rightful extent, the army of bribe- 
takers, perjurers, and dead-beats; 

And ~¥ cgatributed greatly, toward having made truth and honor, a hiss 
and a byword on the streets. 


Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Now, here isa straw show- 
ing which way the wind blows; sor ing io substance that a man 
gets a pension from blindness, and ort oo eer day; shooting 
and fishing. and coming home e loaded with game. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Do you pm the soldier's name? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. There is no name signed 

it. 


Mr. CURTIS.of Kansas. You do not give the soldier's name? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carclina. No, sir; I do not give the 
soldier's name, because he did not sign it himself 

Mr. CURTISof Kansas. Nosuchcase.exists,.and you know it. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I do not know any sucha 
peony. Here is a lettsr postmarked ‘‘ Marian, Ind.” ou may 
see it. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Do you believe it? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Iam not here to stand a 
divil.service examination upon what I believe. I have given 
this to you for what it is worth. I do not know it is not true, 
and the gentleman does not know it either, because he oe not 
live in Indiana; he lives in Kansas, and and Kansas people hardly 
ever go out of Kansas. I believe there are just such eases draw- 
ing pensions to-day, and it ht to be stopped at once. 

ir. CURTIS of Kansas. sas a away from 
home and travel more than South Caro 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. That is possible. South 
Carolinians can stay at home; they are not obliged to leave 
on account ef bad conduct. I hope the as will anne 
this as a piece of ee and allow me to = am a 
young member and very timid. [Laughter.] hope the gen- 
tleman will not try to interrupt me, as TI have told the gentle- 
man from Georgia I was scary. 

Mr. THOMAS. Do you declare that to be poetry? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Oarolina. Well, I used to study 
rhyme and meter and foot measure, and all that sort of thing; 
but [ will go into a discussion with the gentleman some other 
time about matters of that kind, but I doubt if the gentleman 
knows the difference between prose and poetry. 

A Memser. It is blank verse. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Like the member’s head. 

A MEMBER. Oh! 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Now, my friends,so much 
for that. I want to say here now froma business standpoint 
that thousands and thousands of poo in the United States are 
to-day, according to the accoun 
starvation, friendless, homeless, almost naked, with no money, 
no food. It is to this class of citizens that I would have the gen- 
tleman from Kansas, and the gentleman from ene and this 
Eouse direct their attention for a few moments. weuld have 
them take a business view of this question and ask themselves 
whother under the laws that al exist enough pensions can 
not Lo vps » nee of a) onest soldiers ot tng at the 
same time paying due to the taxpayers—n 
the number of our paupers—not seen | this army of tramps 
that are to-day ee upon the capi « the the Unitea States 
for want of em ae and wantof bread. Justice demands it. 

aes — ; You voted for the Wilson bill, did 


Mr. - TALBERT of. South Carolina. Yes, sir; and I would vote 
for it again, because it was the best I could get. What of it? 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. That and the policy of your party 
is responsible for all these hard times. 


Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. a ne my friend, I deny 


son bi ll was heard 
—from the in- 


that. This trouble had come before ‘the 
of. The trouble came from you and 


your 
fo McKinley billand from the other tr ckery and raseality 
ich your party has put into law in this country. I ose 
it upon your party. We as Democrats have 


the whole of 





| after it was known that Cleveland was elected. 
| ting deeper in the mire all the time. 


we receive, at the point of 70.0. 


| herited this trouble from you and your party, but we are getting 
| out of it in our own way. 


Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. How? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Well, wait and see. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. The hard times ‘did not begin until 
You are get- 


Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Be patient; donot hurry. 
Watch, wait, and pray, but Kansans hardly ever do the latter. 

Mr. THOMAS. Does the gentleman regard the Democratic 
party as responsible for the Chicago platform? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Yes, sir; but I am sorry 
to say that all the members of the party do not stand uponit. [ 
am sorry to say that a great many members of the Democratic 
party in this very House have, in my humble judgment, violated 
the pledges upon which they were elected, by voting for the un- 
conditional repeal of the Sherman act, and against the Bland 
bill, and the President has never been on the platfor m since his 
election. If they would stand or will yet stand upon the Chicago 
platform it will give us a great, grand, and prosperous country, 
provided some of the Alliance demands are supplemented. 
What next, sir? 


Mr. THOMAS. Was it not the fear of the fulfillment of the 
promises of that platform that made the hard times? 

Mr. "TALBERT of South Carolina. Now, my friend, you ask 
me to go ‘back into that discussion. But let me diseuiss pen- 
sions to-night. That is the point I am driving at, not the tariff 
bill. However, I will say, no, sir; no, sir. See for yourself. 

Mr. THOMAS. Well, you precipitated it yourself. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Now, let us come to the 
subject ‘before us, a subject some of the members would like to 
avoid; but I did not precipitate it. 

I have here, Mr, Chairman, also an article ahi I would like 
to put in evidence, an extract from the New York Times, a paper 
from the State from which my distinguished friend, Mr. CURTIS, 
comes, inregard topensions. With the courtesy a and permission 
of the House I would like ‘to read this, although it isa pretty long 
article. [Criesof “‘Go on!”] Well, here it is, and it will make 
some of the advocates of fraudulent pensions mighty sick, how- 
ever it.cam» from the North and not the rebel South. Here it is: 


THE NATION’S GREAT SCANDAL—PRAUDS THAT SWELL THE "PENSION ROLL 
BEYOND ALL REASON—THE NEW YORK TIMES EXPOSES THEM— A NEW 
PLAN FOR INVESTIGATING ABUSES OF THE PENSION SYSTEM—STAINS ON 
THE “ROLL OF HONOR'’--THIRTY YEARS AFTER THE WAR THE PENSION 
IiSf IS STILL GROWING RAPIDLY—MORE THAN ONE HUNDRED AND SIXTY 
MILLION DOLLARS WIL BE NEEDED TO MEET THE DEMAND THIS YAR, 
AND THERE ARE MANY THOUSANDS OF APPLICATIONS STILL WAITING TO 
BL PASSED UPON-—-LAWS AND BUREAU RULINGS HAVE BEEN STEADILY 
GROWING MORE LIBPRAL, RATES HAVE BEEN INCREASED, AND METHODS 
OF FROCEDURE MADE MORE AND MORE LAX, UNTIL THE DEMAND FOR 
PENSION MONEY HAS BMPTIDD THE NATIONAL TREASURY—MANY D2&TAILS 
OF THE PENSION BUSINESS NEVDPR BEFORE MADE PUBLIC WILL BE PRE- 
SENTED BY THE NEW YORK TIMES. 


The amount of money asked to pay pensions this year is $160,000,000. 

A litle stream of pure gold was set flowing from the Treasury thirty 
sen ago to repay the sacrifices of the heroes of the war. A patriotic grat- 

ude foreed the current on. Common honesty dug its channels toward 
those whose honest service gave claim to its beneficence. 

The little stream has become a rushing, mighty torrent. Partisan greed 
has usurped the of patriotic gratitude. Thestream has been polluted 
the pastures of the politicians. The taxpayer stands 
ight as the receding millions threaten to leave the Treasury a bar- 
ren, sandy beach when the tide is out. 

r 


amount paid fo: ns in 1865 es eh 525, 153.11. 
The amount paid in was $156,740, 467.1 
number of rs in 1865 was 35,088 
: was 966,012. 


ts for pensions for the period 1861-93 was $1,574,088, - 


‘tho seven months ended ast ons are coming in at asrapid a rate asever. 
in the seven months ended t October they numbered , or nearly as 
many 28 were on the rails ‘one year after the war closed. "The eash which 

a is being paid out at the rate of nearly half a million 


ome — idea—the idea which Abraham Lincoln had—of my ler 
som tot soldiers who had suffered because.of their services in the de- 
tay kn ene So has aes since been abandoned. 
eines taken the ee te a. 
The laws been made more and more liberal as the 
intivence vausious on ¥ on mone fonee develo: 
“The: Sassen teas Roocens, ta:the maids of thene whe pee aan 
making execu e laws. central office thro 
winich they have atteupted Yo call up "the aes mane ~~ 
‘The general = granting pensions have been amended and supplemented 


as parviculara disabilities until almost every conceivable ill 
has ee ‘the law has been one of increase. 
1 party i fe Some bilities has been given to officials a 
Seeeadl pon pension 


Sea Almost ae exception, every change n 

Notice the upward tendency of everything pertaining to the 

ee of pensions regardless of any sense of justice or fair 
play. 

ons have been grantel by papete: acts of Congress pro- - 


Thousands of pensi 
widing for cases wherea pension coulé not be secured under the general 


It _ been made fashionable to become a pensioner 
nsion Toll ‘has lost all semblance of -a ‘‘ roll of honor.” 
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In the alarm which all thoughtful people have felt at the disastrous drain 
on the Treasury, the cry of *‘fraud”’ has been often heard. The facts and 


figures as to the pension business are not new, and statisticians have exer- | 
cised their mathematics to show that by all the probabilities the number on 


the lists was swollen far and away beyond its legitimate bounds. 
The statisticians’ work has been taken up by the people, frightened by the 


magnitude of the draft of cash on their pockets, and they have cried | 


‘*fraud.”’ To this cry there has come back the reply of the demagogue, the 
litician, the pensioner, and whoever else was interested: ‘‘Show us the 
rauc in specific cases.”’ 

The specific information has not been forthcoming. It is locked up in the 

gantic building in Washington, where the public may not see it. 

en a there behind a wall built by men who have wrought the 
trouble. 

One-half ofitonly is there at that. The other half is scattered in a million 
houses the length and breadth of the country. 

Specific cases of fraud have rarely came to light, It has been hard for 
those who would let daylight on them to tear away the covering. It has 
been easy for those who are interested in concealing them to do it. 

But frauds do exist. 

The plainest, shortest words of the English language are null and void of 
meaning, or the Government has been plundered systematically, steadily, 
and on a gigantic scale. 

If these statements have been made before, the interested demagogue has 
cried out, ‘Show us specific cases; general cases are valueless.”’ 

The New York Times has been making an investigation of the pension 
business along the lines which have never before been attempted. 

It has secured information concerning pensioners which has heretofore 
been unknown. save to the men themselves and their immediate neighbors. 

It has secured information as to how pensions have been obtained in spe- 
cific cases, which has heretofore been a secret of the claim agent. 

The New York Times has in its possession these facts: 

The names of about 8,000 pensioners in this State. 

The company, regiment, and rank held inthe service by these pensioners. 
ane disabilities which were sworn to when the claim for a pension was 

ied. 

The date of the application for a pension. 

The date when the pension certificate was issued. 

The amount of pension granted. 

The dates when applications for increases were filed and when such in- 
creases were granted. 


orable Government, a Government that will be just before gen- 
erous. 


The names of those who draw pensions under the act of June 27, 1890, as 
distinguished from those who draw under the general invalid. ponsion laws, 
showing those whose disabilities were incurred in the service and those who 
are ‘‘unable to earn a support at manual labor’’ because of any disabilities 
“not the result of their own vicious habits.” 

The names of widows who receive pensions under either the general laws 
or the act of June 27, 1890. 


The names of dependents other than widows drawing pensions under these 


different laws 


Nearly 1,000 of these cases have been investigated, and information which | 


has heretofore been regarded as inaccessible will be given to the public. 

In brief. this state of things has been found to exist: 

First. Men are drawing pensions under the old laws for “disabilities in- 
curred in the service and in the line of duty” who give no evidence of the 
existence of the disabilities alleged when they filed theirclaim. They never 
existed or they have ceased to exist since the pension was granted. 

Second. Men are drawing pensions under the old laws for disabilities ‘ in- 
curred in the service ’’ who were for twenty years after the close of the war 
notably strong and able-bodied. In one instance aman who boasted for fifteen 

ears that he was physically the strongest man in the vill in which he 

ived, now wreck by dissipation, draws a large pension ‘‘for disabilities 
incurred in the service.”’ 

Third. More than 25 per cent of those 


ing the last five years. 
are apparently no more disabled now than they were five years ago. They 
are doing the same work and getting the same pay for it. 


Fourth. Many of those who draw the maximum amount of #12 a month | 


under the act of June, 1890, for disabilities which, according to law, prevent 
them from ‘earning a support at manual labor,” are earning their living at 
manuallabor precisely as they have been doing for the last twenty-five years 
The notorious ‘‘order 164,’ issued by Commissioner Raum is responsibie for 
the distribution of enormous amounts of money to able-bodied men. 

Fifth. Many who have been for ee idle, loafers, intemperate, and given 
to all excesses are drawing pensions under the act of June 27, 1890, which 
provides that the inability to earn asupport shall not be ‘the result of their 
own vicious habits."’ 

Sixth. In some cities the number of pensioners who draw money from the 
Treasury because of the act of June 27, 1890, is nearly as large as the num- 
ber who draw under all the laws enacted during the previous twenty-five 

ears. 

° Seventh. There is machinery accessible to an attorneys for procur- 
ing discharges for men who left their a es and went to Canada during 
the war. Deserters are on the pension rolls 

Eight. Women are drawing widows’ pensions who have children born 
years since the death of their husbands. They have refused to marry be- 
cause their pension would then cease. 


Astounding facts! Eye openers to all who are concerned about 
the welfare of this country. 


Ninth. Man 
live are dra 
asked for 

Tenth. 
or fraudulent'y on the pension rolls are honest and free of any intention of 
taking a dollar from the Government to which they are not entitled. They 
have been put in a false position by the ‘‘ pension sharks,”’ the men who de- 
vote their ener; 
themselves on the fees. 

Eleventh. Machine politicians during the last Administration used the Pen- 
sion Office for partisan purposes, They promised ms for votes, andin 
some cases vered the s. They have threatened the pensioner with 
the loss of his pension if he voted the Democratic ticket. 

Twelfth. The politicians and the pension agents, rather than the pen- 
sioner, have planned the raid on the Treasury. The Pension Bureau has 
helped them execute thejraid. 

Specific cases, illustrating each one of the foregoing statements, will be 
given in detail. 


pensions. In many instances they were rich before they 
nsions. 


It has | 


| themselves. : 
| who are afraid that if daylight be let in on their cases they wil! 





ensioners who draw under the old | hw . iss : es any w new raceiva 
laws for disabilities incurred in the service have been granted increases dur- | ularly mustered or not, disabled by reason of any wound or injury received 


Many of the men who draw these increased pensions | 


men who are rated the wealthiest in the towns where they | 


n the majority of instances the men whose names are improperly | granted by the laws for the different degrees and classes of disabilities. 


to securing pensions at all hazards, that they may fatten | 


| vost-marshal, and chaplain, #20 


Information as to who the pensioners are and what their condition is 
as has never before been given to the public, will be presented 

Many significant things have been developed during the invest 
Several hundreds of old soldiers who draw pensions have been visited 
porters for The New York Times, and the ideas of the pensioners have lx 
asked on all sides of the question. 

These interviews have developed, among other things, that many p: 
ers, particularly those whodraw under the act of June 27, 1800, have 
terested to keep the fact a secret. 

There is a feeling that the publication of the entire pension roll would 
of value. 

The recent prevalent talk of protest on the part of pensioners against in 
vestigation of the pension rolls is rot, coming from partisan demagogues or 
from men who know they are drawing money to which they are not entitled 
It does not come from honest soldiers. Nomen have protested to New York 


| Times reporters more emphatically against pension abuses than honest 


pensioners themselves. No men have given so much assist 
vestigation which the New York 


ance in in 
Times has carried on as old liers 
The protests against revision of the rolls come from men 
what they are getting. Instead of being a “roll of honor,” on which a soldier 
may rejoice to point out his name, the term “ pensioner "’ has become almost 
@ reproach in some communities. Some pensioners have apologized for 
drawing pensions. 

In some instances men whose names are on the pension rolls have 
said,when asked on what grounds they secured a pension: ‘The ageut go 
itforme. I was told I was as much entitled toa pension as a lot of men 
who were getting them." 

Thelooseness in the forms of affidavits and the latitude given in the inte 
pretation of the laws have conspired with the pension agent to make | 
to drain the Treasury. 

WHO MAY DRAW PENSIONS—THE CASES SPECIFIED BY LAW 
RIES OF THE GOVERNMENT 

In considering the subject of pensions, as it has been investigated by 
New York Times, the answers to these questions will be of interest 

Who may enew pentane under the existing laws?’ 

Why may they draw them? 

How much may they draw? 


These are very important queries, and more important still 


simply 


easy 
AS BENEFICIA 


the 


the answers. 
These facts should open the eyes of all who want a pure and hon- 


And in answering these questions from the laws and statutes alone it is 
brought out with a vividness that is startling. 

The list has been constantly increased. 

The causes for which pensions have been granted have been steadily and 
segedly increased, 

The amounts have kept even pace with the length of the list and the 
grounds on which pensiors are granted. 

The } lot to break into the Treasury has been constantiy broadening 

It has smceeeded beyond the expectation of those who planned it 

It has in the last few years grown to be nothing less than an 
system of pillage. 

The )‘st of pensioners of the United States on account of the war of the 
rebel’ ion is, in the practice of the Burean and its agencies, divided into three 
general classes: 

Invalid pensioners—that is, soldiers who have been more or less disabled 
by wocunds or diseases. 

The w.tows and minor children of deceased soldiers 

The dependent mothers or fathers or minor brothers and sisters of de 
ceased soldiers who have left neither widows nor minor children 

The list of invalid pensioners is made up of those who have served in the 
Army or Navy of the United States, and who have been disabled under 
conditions provided for in the laws and have made proof of the fact accord 
ing to the prescribed forms and regulations. The following classes of per 
sons may draw invalid pensions under existing laws: 

1. Any Officer, including regulars, volunteers, and militia, or any officer of 


organize 


the 


| the Marine Corps, or any enlisted man, however employed in the military 


or naval services of the United States, or in its Marine Corps, whether reg 


or disease contracted while in the service of the United Stat 
line of duty. 
2. Any master serving on a gunboat or any pilot, engineer, sailor, or other 
arson not regularly mustered, serving upon a gunboator war vessel of the 
Jnited States, disabled by any wound or injury received, or otherwise in 


$s and in the 


| capacitated while in the line of duty for procuring his subsistence by manual 


labor. 

3. Any person not an enlisted soldier in the Army, serving fer the time be 
ing as a hember of the militia of any State, under orders ofan officer of the 
United States, or who volunteered, for the time being, to serve with any 
regularly organized military or naval force of the United States, or who 
otherwise volunteered and rendered service in any engagement with rebels 
or Indians, disabled in consequence of wounds or injury received in the line 
of duty in such temporary service. (But such claims of State militiamen 
or nonenlisted persons must have been prosecuted toa succesful issue prior 
toJuly 4, 1874.) 

4. Any acting assistant or contract surgeon disabled by any wound or in- 
jury received or disease contracted in the line of duty while actually per- 


| forming the duties of assistant surgeon or acting assistant surgeon with 


any military force in the tield or, in transitu, or in hospital. 
5. Any provost-marshal, deputy provost-marshal, or enrolling offleer dis- 


| abled by reason of any wound or injury received in the discharge of his 
| duty, to 


rocure subsistence by manual labor. 
6. By the act of June 27, 1890, all soldiers and sailors of the war of the re- 
bellion who served ninety days and were honorably discharged the service, 


| and who are incapacitated for performance of manual! labor, provided the 


disability is not the result of their own vicious habits. 


THE LAWS GROW LIBERAL—MARKED INCREASE IN THE RATES GRANTED TO 
THE PENSIONABLE CLASSES. 


There has been a steady and marked increase in the rates of pension 


Everything is being increased without proper regard for those 
who have the bills to pay out of their hard-earned goods. 
Prior to July 4, 1864, the highest rate for any disability was the total of 


| rank, which is: For lientenant-colonel and all officers of higher rank, $30 per 


month; for major, surgeon, and paymaster, #25 per month; for captain, pro 
r month; for first Meutenant, assistant 
surgeon, deputy provost-marshal, and quartermaster, #17 per month; for 
second lieutenant and enrolling officer, $15 per month, and for private and 
noncommissioned officer, 8 per month. The most utterly netptase ensS10N- 
ers could obtain no more than the above rates. But by section 4697 of the 
Revised Statutes there was provided, for the period from June 6, 1886, to 
June 3, 1872, a rate of 820 per month for those who were » disabled as to 








: 


3360 


be incapacitated for the performance of any manual labor, but not so much 
as to require regular personal aid and attention.” A rate of $25 was estab- 
lished for those who were “so totally and permanently disabled as to ren- 
der them utterly helpless, or so nearly so as to require regular personal aid 
and attendance of another person.” 

The rate for the later degree of utter helplessness ee regular at- 
tention was advanced to $31.25 per month from and after June 4, 1872, and by 
the act of June 18, 1874, was again advanced to $50 per month, and yet again 
advanced to $72 per month by the act of June 16, 1880, This is the rate now 
allowed, and is the highest rate granted, with the exception of the special 
~ of #100 per month for loss of both hands, granted by act of February 12, 


The rate of #20 per month for the next lower degree of helplessness, that 
which “incapacitates for pene any manual labor, but not so much as 
to eee regular personal aid and attention,’’ was advanced to 824 per 
month from and after June 4, 1872, and again advanced to $30 per month, the 
present rate, by act of March 3, 1883. 

Still another degree of ‘ total disability,’’ intermediate between that rated 
at $30 and the highest degree, at $72, was established by the act of July 14, 1892, 
which provides that disability ‘to such a degree as torequire frequent and 
periodical, though not regular and constant, personal aid and attendance 
of another person” shall be rated at $50 per month. 

The act of July 27, 1868, included in section 4697 of the Revised Statutes, 
granted a rate of $15 per month for such disability as to render “ inability 
to perform manual! labor equivalent to the loss of a hand or a foot.’’ From 
and after June 4, 1872, this rate was increased to $18, and the act of March 3, 
128?, again increased it to $24 per month. 

The legislation of July 4, 1864, and afterwards, not only established different 
degrees of total disability and higher rates for all of them, but also began 
the establishment of rates for ‘‘ permanent and specific disabilities.” 

The first rates established for specific disabilities less than total were: For 
loss of both hands, 825 per month; for loss of both feet, #20 per month, and 
for loss of sight of both eyes, 85 per month. For loss of one hand and one 
foot, #20 per month was granted by the act of March 3, 1865. All of these 
rates were advanced by law a few years later, by the act of June 4, 1872, and 
some of them more than once after that by different acts. A number of ad- 
ditional specific disabilities had been enumerated and rates attached tothem 
in the act of June 6, 1866, and these rates also were advanced by the act of 
June 4, 1872, above referred to, and again by subsequent legislation. 

The following table shows the advancement in the rates made by successive 
acts. The rates for the disabilities mentioned are given under the dates of 
the acts providing them, and the table, while it does not inciude all the rates 
advanced, gives an idea of the whole course of the advancement of pension 
rates at successive intervals since the close of the war: 


Here you have an idea of gradual advancement of every con- 
sideration in every department of the proceedings in granting 


pensions. 
Rates established by law. 





Act of— 








Disabilities. Jul June | June | June! Feb. 


4, 1864.) 4, 1872.) 4, 1874. |17, 1878. 12, 1889, 


























Loss of both hands ......... #25. CO | $31.25 | $50.00 | $72.00 | 8100.00 
Loss of both feet............ 20.00 | 31.25 | 60.00) 72.00 /........ 
Loss of sight of both eyes .............| 25.00} 31.25) 50.00) 72.00 /_....... 
June 
6, 1866. 
Total disability in both hands ........ 25,00 | 31.25; 50.00/ 72.00 /........ 
Total disability in both feet. .......... 20. Dae Mittinnmichonnayelialenenwwes 
March} A 
3, 1885. | 4, 1 
Loss of an arm at shoulder joint ..... 15.00 | 18.00} 24.00) 37.50 45. 00 
March 
3, 1883. 
Loss of a hand or a foot............... 15.00} 18.00 j........ 24. 00 30. 00 
Total disability in one hand or one 
7 EEN RRR ROSS INE, 15.00 | 18.00 )........| 24.00} 30.00 
Loss of an arm above the elbow or a 
leg above the knee................... 15.00} 18.00] 24.00 | 30.00 36. 00 


etn GondN ovacenn dein tceanenbdoncae WS kad cnsvahien 


COMMISSIONERS GREW LIBERAL—THE DISCRETIONARY POWER WAS WIELDED 
¥ AT THE TREASURY'S EXPENSE. 


The law originally provided pensions for “total disability.” For many 
specific disabilities, such as the ioss of a hand or foot, special acts of Con- 
gress were enacted. For other inferior disabilities, the amount of pension 
was left tothe discretion of the Pension Commissioner, and authority for 
the exercise of this discretion was specifically given by law. 

This power, placed in the hands of politicians, has cost the Treasury mil- 
lions upon millions of dollars. 

Successive Pen ion Commissioners, lawyers and political managers, have 
apparently ae outdo each other in estimating what proportion 
of ‘total disability " the loss of a forefinger is, or what proportion of total 
disability a double hernia constitutes. 

These increases in rati are startling. 

Adegree of deafn: ch ly entitled the pensioner to $1-a month. 
now entitles him to $10, while for such a degree of deafness as originally en- 
titled the sufferer to % a month, he now receives #27 a month. iginally, 
for the toss of a thumb, the index, and middle and ring fingers, the rating 
was 8. Ta 1884 it \~ been ine wae ~~ . 1 

Originally, ‘severe deafness” o ears gave pensioner # a month. 
Since August 27, 1888, it has given him #22. 

These increases have beep based on the increased rate for “ total disability” 
provided by law. 


The orgfaat was 88 for a private, and the Bureau of Pensions was author- 
ized to determine what of ** total” a minor disability constituted. 
When an act had been passed granting $18 a month for the loss of a hand or 
foot. the Commissicner was authorized to determine when other minor dis- 
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abiliites became equivalent to the loss of a hand or a foot, and rate them 
proportionately. 


See the adroitness of such management allowing the Bureau to 
say what is equivalent to loss of hand, foot, eye, etc., thereby 
opening wide the door to all sorts of frauds. 


Under this system a forefinger doubled its value by act of Congress, and an 
inguinal hernia assumed such a relation to an amputated arm as the Com- 
missioner of Pensions dictated. 

A case of malarial poisoning was rated according to its gay as 
compared with the loss of a foot, while hemorrhoids were paid for on the 
same basis. 

1t is not strange that the veteran whose arm was shot off at Gettysburg 
complains of inegualities in the system which gives to the man who de- 
velops some deafness or stomach trouble twenty years later almost as large 
a pension as he gets himself. 

One of the most striking things in the whole subject is the rapid and 
eer increase in importance which has been placed on so-called ‘inferior 
disabilities.’’ The ratings have been increasing in a regular progression. 

The following table shows some of the rates established by the Pension 
Bureau under the authority of the original law. the changes ee pe 
made, and the dates from which they were allowed. The rates are for pri- 
vates: 

Rates fixed by office rulings. 
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From— 
| a — nw = = 
Disabilities. cous: |March| April | Nov.) Dec. 
3, 1873. |3, 1834. 15,1887. 4, 1891. 
Auchylosis of: ankie..............+.... OP fesna uae | A ae 
Anchylosis of wrist..................-- Rss sues Dinca teal aah ecko 
Anchylosis of elbow joint. ...........-. tik coat Be (ebde ods hincse coos 
Anchylosis of knee joint.............- 5 Pe De Binns -<ddletavctss 
Anchylosis of shoulder joint._....._.. 8 OES Bich nes Mag coc tedentmee 
Loss of palm of band and all the | 
fincers. the thumb remaining..--... 8 16 er Pr vainkculaducantee 
Loss of thumb, index, middie, and | 
Se cen 8 16 OF fii ccteun aban. 
Loss of all the fingers, thumb and | 
SE a whine une wad bese 8 Se SNe eters Eee 
Loss of thumb, index, and middle | 
ia psi a Rinltdinandniidinineal 8 a | ee 
Loss of thumb, index, and little | | 
Se 8 Me Navac dues! Oe Tiste secs 
Loss of thumb and index finger.-_.... 6 Tag ae Ricubate 
Loss of index, middle, and ring | 
EN ois ide Misi ac minimis cide he cians 8 Wi niccse. 8G fo onawvee 
Loss of middie, ring, and little 
edith 00k Sabcccadtsessbecunness 8 Wi... oe Tai... 
FTC SR NER SL RR 4 eae be 5 
Loss of index finger................... OP teen |, Seen 
Loss of all the toes of one foot.......- 8 tes aan a Be dice 
Loss of great and second toes.........| OR ee eee 
Laas Of erent toe: ..........<5.-.-..... Wh ccc cccnt ee oot: ae 
Loss of any other toe and metatarsal O li nceameuret secu Bw, as 
Loss of sight of one eye...........-...- oi cha eee $12 
Double inguinal hernia..-.............- | ee case 12 |.52:2.-| 88-14 
Inguinal hernia.............. a ae Hh ats tenic--| 6-10 
' 
ee = = 7 ~- a —— 
From— 
o1a |—— -——- = 
Disabilities. rates. | April | Nov. Auz. Dec. 
13, 1884. {15, 1887. \~7, 1888. |4, 1891. 
i ental sini Maia Sates -\— a 
Nearly total deafness of one ear.. 21 $1 $2 4 #10 $6 
Total deafness of one ear .....-. 1 2 4 10 | 10 
Slight deafness of both e \ts = 2 4 6 15 6 
Severe deafness of oneear and slight 
Ge UR cwnnndiegs-- cenecee-sncopnee cece 2 6 8 20 _ 10 
Nearly total deafness of one ear and 
OE ST cacinean Some sven ndeasone 6 8 20 15 
Total deafness of one ear and slight 
RE Se ietsdes cinknsupaee vanadwam anus 2 6 8 20 | 20 
| From— 
o_o eee 
Disabilities. rates. |March| Oct. Aug. Dec. 
3, 1873. | 7, 1885. |27, 1 4s 1891. 
! i 
Severe deafness of both ears... ...... & % $12 3 $22 
Total deafness of one ear and severe } 
i MEE nccntaihidae wteeed de vthetbunce 4 9 12 2 | 25 
Deafness of both ears, nearly total -. 6 10 12 27 27 





Examine well these schedules and study their enormity. 


THE ACT OF JUNE %, 189—IT OPENED THE TREASURY TO AN ALTOGETHER 
NEW CLASS OF BENEFICIARIES. 


The passage of the act of June 27, 1890, created a distinctly additional class 
of pensioners and a very burdensome one. Prior to this time no rates of 
pension had been granted for disabilities unless they were proved to the 
satisfaction of the Bureau to have been incurred in the service. The act of 
1890 granted a pension to ‘‘all persons who served ninety days or more in 
the military or naval service of the United States during the late war of the 
rebellion, and who have been honorably discharged therefrom, and who are 
how or who may hereafter be suffering from a mental or physical disabilit 
of a permanent character, not the result of their own vicious habits, whic 
incapacitates them from the performance of manual labor in such a degree 
as to render them unable to earn a support.” 

Rates were granted of ‘ not exceeding $12 per month, and not less than % 
per month, arly web ere to the degree of inability to earn a support.” 

This act and the looseness with which it was first administered have re- 
sulted in Placing wv the pension roll a very large number of new names, 
and in further epleting an eeeey overtaxed Treasury. 

At the close of the fiscal year 1892 about three-sevenths of the invalid pen- 
sioners on the rolis on account of the war of the rebellion were there under 
the provisions of the act of 1890, 
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The amount of dtsbursements for all pensions, which had been, in round 
numbers, $106,500,000 for the fiscal year endthg June 30, 1890, advanced by 
leaps and bounds after June 27 of that year, when the act took effect, until 
it had become, in round numbers, $160,000,000 for the fiscal year 1893. 

The disabilities for which pensions are granted under this act may be of 
any origin except the vicious habits of the pensioner. 

hey may be the result of a¢écidents or exposure under any circumstances 
or of the general feebleness of old age. 

They may, in fact, have existed prior to the outbreak of the war. 

Theliberality of this act was further increased by the rulings of the Bu- 
reau of Pensions. 

The boards of examining surgeons were instructed in examining claim- 
ants under this act to rate the disabilities and degrees of disabilities found 
exactly as they rated them for claimants under the old laws, and these rates, 
when submitted to the Bureau for review and correction, were allowed as 
far as the limitations of the law would permit. 

The boards of examining surgeons under Commissioner Raum were in- 
structed to make a rating which did not take into the account the degree of 
inability to earn a support at manual labor. 


See howeffectively this inability clause is disregarded, so that 
many are now drawing pensions who are well able to earn a liv- 
ing by performing hard manual labor. 


For convenience, the rates allowed under the act of 1890 were graded 8, 38 
$10, and #12. The claimant’s rank does not enter into the account. 

Widows of soldiers whose deaths resulted from their army service were, 
pensioned at #8 per month, with an allowance of 8 extra for each child under 
16 years of age, under the provisions of sections 4702 and 4703 of the Revised 
Statutes. 

By the act of March 19, 1886, the rate was increased to 812 per month, and 
the allowance of $2 for each minor child was maintained. 

The act of June 27, 1890, grunts #8 per month to the widow of any soldier 
who served ninety days or more, no matter what the cause of his death, and 
the same allowance of $2 foreach child under 16 years of age is made as under 
the former laws. 





Dependent relatives of soldiers who had died as a-result of their army | 


service. leaving neither widow nor legitimate child, were pensioned by the 
ovens of section 4707 of the Revised Statutes. The rate granted was 
Sper month. I[t was increased to $12 by the act of March 19, 1886. Itisgiven 
to the mother of the soldier first, or, if she be dead, to the father; or, if both 
mother and father be dead, to the soldier’s orphan brothers and sisters 
under 16 years of age, who are pensioned jointly. 

Under these laws dependent parents were required to prove that they 
were actually, to some extent, dependent for support upon the soldier son 
at the time of his death. 

The act of June 27, 1890, dispenses with this requirement, and provides that 
it shall be necessary only to show “that such parent, or parents, are with- 
out other present means of support than their own manual labor or the con- 
tributions of others not legally bound to their support.”’ 

HOW THE MILLIONS HAVE GONE—THE STEADY AND RAPID 
THE PENSION LIST. 

Under the operation of the laws and the departmental rulings and rat 
ings, the number of penstfoners and the amount of money paid for pensions 
each year since 1865 has been this: 


INCREASE IN 





| 
)Number 





Year. |Number.} Amount. Year. Amount 
| } et 7 
1865.......... 85, 986 | $8, 525, 153.11 | 1880 ___. _..| 250, 802 $57, 240, 540. 1 
le antes aeil 126,722 | 13,459,906.43 || 1881 ......-. 268,830 | 50, 626,538.51 
1867..........| 158,183 | 18,619,956. 46 || 1882 _.........| 285,697} 54, 296, 280. 54 
1868 _. 169, 643 | 24, 010,981.99 || 1883... .... 303, 658 60, 431, 97: 
NG cKee | 187,963 | 28, 422,884.08 || 1884_....._...! 323, 756 | 57, 273, 536. 74 
ie: .:.:,.... | 398/686 | 27,780,811. 81 | 1885 ....-....- | 345,125 | 65, 693, 708. 72 
1871......---.| 207,495 | 33,077, 383.63 || 1886 .......... 305,783 | 64,584, 270. 45 
1872._........} 282,229} 30, 169,341.00 || 1887..-.....- 406,007 | 74, 815, 486. 85 
es | 938'411 | 29, 185, 289.62. | 1888 __- seen 452,557 | 79, 646, 146. 37 
pee cal | 236,241 | 30,503,'749.56 || 1889 .......... | 489,725 89, 131, 968. 
, | MRR SRA rie | 234,821 | 29, 683,116.63 || 1890 .......... 537,944 | 106, 492, 890. 19 
ee sink 232,137 | 28, 351, 509.69 || 1801... .. 676,160 | 118,548, 959. 71 
EE sits cobieie 232,104 | 28,580, 157.04 || 1892... 2... 876,068 | 141, 086, 948. 84 
ao. 223908 | 26,844, 415.18 | 1893 ___.......| 966,012 | 156,740, 467.14 
1879 | 242,755 | 33, 780, 526. 19 
t 


This includes the pensions paid to survivors of the war of 1812 and widows 
of soldiers in that war. 


-Ponder, gentlemen of the House, to-night these startling facts, 
complete in one of your own papers from the great State of New 
York. Deny them if you can. 
Gentlemen will you not have some consciences and relent, and 
help to stop these leaks? 

Now, gentlemen, I make no special plea for the South, only as 
the Southern people are citizens of this common country, bearing 
their portion of the burdens of government, and as such should 
be recognized with all others. I do not stand here as a repre- 
sentative of the South in particular, but of the whole people in 
general—yea, the burden bearers, the tax payers andlaborers. I 
say we should know no South, no East,no North, or West in con- 
sidering this question, or in great public questions, but we should 
look at them all from a purely business standpoint, and that we 
should have some compassion and mercy on the taxpayers of this 
great nation when we are piling up these billions of dollars of ex- 





pense upon them, men who are already overburdened and losing | 


their homes by the thousand. Of course, it is worse in the South 
than it isin the North. Thereinthe North they pay it out with 
one hand and get it back again with the other. In the South it 
goes out from us never to come back again, and it is a hardship 
to be thus burdened and they are tired of it. 

I am perfectly willing to be governed by majorities, but here 
on these Friday night sessions legislation is often asked for the 
soldier, and great love and great regard is expressed for him, 
and is said to be in the bosoms of gentlemen on that side for the 
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| comes to the test you are not on hand. 


| ence to the voters of the country. 
| of the American people are upon you, and you 
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old soldiers, and yet strangely enough they can not attend 1) 


1ese 
night sessions in their behalf. If they have such a reward fo 
the old soldier, why is it that they can not come up here on 
Friday nights to advocate his claim and try to get his pension 
through? Look at this crowd here now, a handful of members 
Why, this pretended love of the soldier is all a pretense, and 


you know it. You pretend to be working for him, but when it 
What is the meaning of 
It is just like many other false pretenses made ii 

Just let me say that the eyes 
will be held re- 


that? 


sponsible, and don’t you forget it. 

Your action in regard to the soldiers reminds me of what 
little boy said about his father on oneoccasion. Some one d 
him if his father was aChristian. ‘Oh, yes,” said the boy, ‘he 


the 


| is a good Christian, but he is not working at it mue ow 


[ Laughter. ] 


So it is with your love for the soldiers. The present company 


| isalways excepted, of course, because these gentlemen whio are 


| are the others? 


*" 


around me are in the habitofattending every night. Butwhe1 
Where are those who express so much love for 


| the soldiers? It seems to me that they are not workiny at it 
very much now. These gentlemen appear to be quite anxious 
for pension legislation, but they are not here working at it to 
night. Gentlemen should put up or shut up 
Now, in conclusion, Mr. Chairman 
Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman be kind enough to say 


44 | 


> | present, be sent for and arrested, wherever the) 
You know they are only too true. | 


whether or not he thinks the bill now pending before this com- 
mittee to perfect the military record of Warren Alonzo Alden 
is subject to the criticism he has been making, or ought to pass? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Well, I will come to that 


after awhile; but will say to the gentleman from Iowa that my 
remarks are general and not specitic. This claim may be a just 
one. My remarks are not specific in his case. 

L wish to cull Se attention as Representatives to the Co 
stitution of the United States. 

Article I, section 5, provides that 

Each House shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications 
of its own members; and a majority of each shal! constitute a quorum todo 
business; but a smaller number may adjourn from day to day and may be 
authorized to compel the attendance of absent membersin such manner and 


under such penalties as each House may provi! 


Now, I think the gentlemen ought to be willing to stand by the 
Constitution of the United States. And here let me read 
oath which each and every one of you has taken when you were 
sworn in as members of this body to support that Constitution 


the 


I (A. B.) do solemnly. swear (or affirm) that I will support and defen 1 
Constitution of the United States against all enemies, foreign or don 
that I will bear true faith and allegiance to the same, that i take th 


gation freely, without any mental reservation or purpose of evasion, and 
will well and truly discharge the duties of the office on which I am about to 
enter, etc. 

Each and all of you took that solemn obligation to support the 


Constitution, and you ought not to be unwilling to abide by it 
on Friday nights and refuse to come here and transact the busi- 
ness under that feature of the Constitution which you are sworn 
toobey. The rules of the House say thesamething. They pro- 
vide: 

2. In the absence of a quorum, 15 members, including the Speaker, if there 
is on, shall be authorized to compel the attendance of absent members, and 
in all calls of the House the names of the members shall be called by 


Clerk, and the absentees noted; the doors shall then be closed, and tho 
whom no sufficient excuse is made may, by vrdgr of a majority of 


tho 
may be found, by officers 
to be appointed by the Sergeant-at-Arms for that purpose, and their at 
ance secured; and the House shall determine upon what condition they 
be discharged. 

Now, if there is not a quorum present to-night, why, you have 
the remedy—send forthemand bring them here; yes, take them 
from their entertainments even. 

Now, I want to call your attention to all those. In regard to 
the soldiers I want to say we should not exhibit any partisan 
spirit in the discussion of these questions. God knows the war 
has been over for more than twenty-five years, and it is only 
the wicked interference of a great many men to-day that keeps 


it up, men who are invisible in war and invincible in peace. 
They are the people who stir up strife and wave the bloody 
shirt and all that sort of thing. Many of the old soldiers—Lee 


and Grant and Sheridan and Stonewall Jackson—have crossed 
over the river and are resting to-day under the shade of th 
trees, and they have been followed by numbers of the humbler 
comrades and privates, where they will rest until the archangel 
shall sound the final reveille and summon them to the last grand 
dress parade upon the eternal plains by the final bugle bla 

Let them rest together in peace, and let those of us who are left 
behind here shake hands, as [ said cn another occasior here, 
across the bloody chasm, and agree to bury sectionalism and 
the bloody shirt, and to plant upon its grave the white rose of 


+ 
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ace, with the prayer, as I said before, that it may bring forth 
ruit for the upbuilding of this great country of ours. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side. } 

Let our friends here, if they want to vote these pensions, come 
here and attend to the business of the people. Let them deny 
themselves a little pleasure for one night in the week; let 
them give up their clawhammer coats and their entertainments, 
let them give up the theaters; Tet them give up their other pa- 
rades; let them give up the euchre party and the card party 
and come here as the representatives of these old soldiers and 
the young soldiers, to stand by the people of this great country, 
the soldiers and the taxpayers, too, and we will have better 
times. [Applause.] I think they might do this much, as it is 
their bounden duty. Tec cea 

Now, my friends, let us come together and make this one 
of the greatest and grandest nations upon the face of God’s 
green earth, which it ought to be. Let us have but one ambi- 
tion, that laudable ambition to once more see this great nation 
= ours ; happy, united, prosperous, and fraternal people. [Ap- 
plause. 

Now, in conclusion, I want to ask you here if you are willing 
to go on aight after night without a quorum, and transact busi- 
ness against the Constitution of the United States, in violation 
of the oath you have taken to support that Constitution, and in 
violation of the rules that Mr. REED and Mr. BOUTELLE talked 
about so much to-day and —— I ask you whether you 
are willing to goon in this way? If you are, I hope somebody 
besides myself will raise the point of no quorum to-night, for if 
I raise it my brother from Kansas [Mr.CuRTIS] is ready to jump 
on me, and even my friend from Georgia[Mr. MosEs], who loves 
the soldiers so well, may do so, too. I have had my say and leave 
the matter with you. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Are we not justified, when you ob- 
ject to every bill that comes up? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Corolina. I do not object except it 
isan unfair request for pension, and the gentleman knows it. 
Now, let us. in conclusion, be fair to the soldier and at the same 
time just to the ane. appense.} 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. . Chairman, I desire to make a 
point of order as to the jurisdiction of this committee to pass 
upon this bill. Let me say to the Chair that the rule under 
which we are working to-night strictly confines our delibera- 
tions to four classes of bills, namely: 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, bills reported from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, bills reported from Judiciary Commit- 
tee forthe purpose of removing itical disabilities, and bills 
reported from the Committee on Military Affairs for the pur- 
pose of removing charges of desertion. I make the t that 
this bill does not fall within any of these classes, and that there- 
fore we have no jurisdiction. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has examined the bill, and quite 

rees with the suggestion of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Magri) that itis not in order under the ial rule under 
which the House is operating to-night. The Chair will sustain 
the point of order; and if there be no objection the bill will be 
laid aside, to retain its place on the Calendar. The Chair hears 
no objection, and that order will be made. The Clerk will re- 
port the next bill. 

LUCINDA C. WHEELER. 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1463) 

ranting a pension to-Mrs. Lucinda C. Wheeler, widow of John 
fi. Wheeler. 

The dill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to Receoe the pension roll the name of 3 4 Lucinda 


C. Wheeler, widow of John H. Wheeler, late _— in pany Seventh 

Regiment Tennessee Ca in the war of , and nee 

= rate of $12 per month, su t, however, to the tations of pension 
wes. 


The report, as published in the proceedings of Friday, March 


16, was . . 

“rhe CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying aside the bill 
with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I want to detain the 
committee for a few minutes. I should notdo that if it were 
not for one or two assertions made 
Carolina [Mr. TALBERT], which I 
ewered. th 


Mr, TALBERT of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I have 
given the evidence of another man. 

Mr. PiCKLER. There is no such evidence. 

Mr. TALBERT of Carolina. But you are misstating 
Mr. PICKLER. Do not interrupt. 3 


ills reported from the- 
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Mr, TALBERT of South Carolina. 
and I will interrupt you. 

Mr. PICKLER. No, I am not misstating facts. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. You shall not misquote 
me. 

Mr. PICKLER. There are no such facts. There are nosuch 
cases. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. 

Mr. PICKLER. What record? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I read from the RECORD 
a speech of Gen. Bragg, and I refer the gentleman to the REo- 
ORD. 

Mr. PICKLER. Gen. Bragg does not say any such thing. 
Gen. Bragg, brave as he was, was in poor business when he was 
berating the Union soldiers with whom he fought. No skulk- 
“Pee draw pensions. 

r. TALBERT of South Carolina. 
the REcorD. 

Mr. PICKLER. I want to say once for all in regard to this 
deserter question—and I hope the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. TALBERT] will remember it, because it is the law— 
there is no deserter drawing a pension. No deserter can draw 
a pension in this country under the laws of the United States 
unless for genuine bona fide service rendered before he deserted. 

That is to say, if he wasa soldier and performed good service 
and incurred disabilities and was discharged, and aiter that en- 
listed and deserted from the second enlistment, if they find that 
this disability was incurred while he was a good soldier and per- 
forming duty, he can be pensioned. Otherwise he can not, and 
that is all there is to this deserter business. There is no such 
thing as the general proposition of deserters drawing pensions. 
Desertersare not drawing pensions. We might pension one here 
by a private bill, but that would be by special act. Under the 
general laws deserters are not pensioned. 

The gentleman from South Carolina {[Mr. TALBERT] has also 
spoken about the short-service men. I want tosay thatany man 
who held up his hand and swore to support the Constitution of 
the United States and to go where he was ordered in that war, I 
ee that thirty years having elapsed, is entitled to a pen- 

on. 

I want to say to the gentleman, as he is in favor of pensioning 
the Mexican soldier, that there was not one out of twenty now 
drawing pensions on account of the Mexican war that saw as 
much service as the short-service men in the last war. 

There is another fact that the gentleman ought to remember, 
and that is that all the survivors of the Mexican war are draw- 
ing pensions. 

ow, one other thing as to this lecturin 
not come here on Friday night sessions. ntlemen talk about 
there being no quorum. It is the merest subterfuge. The fact 
that there is no quorum present is not ascertained until some 
one raises the point. Now, if somebody raises the point we can 
not get a quorum, and we have to go out of court because the 
point of no quorum is raised. We never have had a quorum at 
the Friday night sessions, and we never will; and it would make 
no difference if we had every one of the 200 Democratic mem- 
bers present and all the members on the Republican side, an 
gentleman who could get the floor is entitled to an hour. An 
80, as the sessions are only two hours and a half, three men, or 
two men = a half, could consume the whole of the time. 

hter. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I will ask the gentleman 
if he has not been here for a week trying to break aquorum and 
lending his assistance and aid to break a quorum? 

Mr. PICKLER. I did not understand the gentleman’s ques- 


tion. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Iasked you if you had 
not been here for the last week lending your aid and assistance, 
and abetting the breaking of a quorum? 

Mr. PICKLER. Ibelieve the gentleman said awhile ago that 
he was not standing a civil-service examination. Pens 
I feel a little that myself. [Renewed laughter. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I stand corrected, my 
friend. a 

Mr. P am only seeking to answer these talkings 
and these lectures that we have about members not attending. 
It would not make any difference if we were all here, and I am 
here, when three men can occupy the whole time of the session. 
If any gentleman is disposed to oppose the bills and not allow 
them to pass, he can doit without making the point of noquorum, 
and just as easily, by talking. 

Mr. STALLINGS. You could have the previous question or- 
dered on the bills, and then three men could not control them. 

Mr. PICKLER. Three men could occupy the whole time by 
debate, is my point, if they chose to consume so much of the 


You are misstating facts 


“— 


I read from the RECORD. 


Here is his language in 


of members who do 
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Mr. STALLINGS. You could have the previous saninthes or- 
dered, 

Mr. PICKLER. 
the time. 
long it takes. 

Now, one point moreand Lamthrough. The gentleman from 
South Carolina says, and it is very often asserted, that the people 
of the South are paying the pensions and not getting anything 
back. For the benefit of the gentleman from South Carolina, 
I want to give the figures. The State of South Carolina, in the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, paid to the Government $56,875, 
and the State of South Carolina drew out as pensions $224,875. 
You drew out four times and more for pensions than you paid 
into the Tressury. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. That is not a true state- 
ment of the case, sir. South Carolina paid five times that 
much indirectly under your MeKinley tariff, and you know it, 
and your figures—— 

Mr. PICKLER. But, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I want to say to you, my 
friend, thatit is said that figures do not lie, but sometimes figures 
are made to lie. 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman is still more unfortunate 
when he appeals to the facts as to the tariff. Who is it that is 
paying the tariff, if the tariff was a tax: because if that is so, 
which we deny, then the North paysa largely greater propor- 
tion than the South, and the gentleman is further be shind on 
that line than he is on internal revenue. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I would like to ask the 
gentleman a few questions there. I would like to put him 
through a civil service examination. 

Mr. PICKLER. I want to say to the gentleman if the tariff 
were a tax, which we deny, the North paysa largely greater 
proportion than the South does. I am talking about the inter- 


Then you would have a roll call and occupy 


You gentlemen have had some experience as to how | 
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Mr. STALLINGS. I would like the gentleman to give ust) 
proofs in the case that he spoke of last Friday night—the afi 
| davits. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is the case of the gentleman from | 
nois [Mr. SMITH], and [ refer you to him. I do not think it 
would be in order at this time, however. I spoke tothe gentle 
man from Illinois about it, and he said that he was fully pr 
pared. 








| Mr.STALLINGS. That bill has been up " ice already. A 
| very similar bill was passed here last Friday nik ght, but only 
after a statement and the introduction of the | ea ry the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. LIVINGSTON]. The gentleman from 
| South Dakota {Mr. PICKLER] stated last Friday night that this 
case was very similar tothat one, and I then sugygested that wo 
| ought to have the affidavits produced here to show whether this 
| was the identical man that had served in the Army. 
| Mr. PICKLER. The Committee on Invalid Pensions have 
fully examined that question, and they say that the evidence 
establishes the fact that this man was in the Army. 
Mr. SMITH of [llinois. I understand that this question is 
| asked with reference to the Wheeler bill? 
| Mr. STALLINGS. Yes, sir. 
| Mr.SMITH of Lllinois. I will say to the gentleman that | 
not here at last Friday night's meeting, which I believe was the 
| first time that this bill has come up during this Congress 
Mr. STALLINGS. It was up two weeks ago, but I do not 
| think the gentleman from Illinois was present. 
Mr. SMITE of Illinois. No; I was not. With reference to 


that bill, i will say that in the Fifty-second Congress it was re- 
ported favorably by the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
now, with the permission of the committee, I will make a brief 
statement of the case. The husband of the beneficiary of this 
bill was a recruit in the United States service. as the evide 
before the Committee on Invalid Pensions shows. 


cs 


nal revenue, and [ desire to print in the RECORD, so that we may The company was in Tennessee. He drew his clothing, his 
see, just what our States are paying into the Treasury and what | accouterments, everything that a soldier draws, and served his 
we are drawing out for pensions. And this is every dollar that | country for about six months, performing all the duties of asol- 
the States pay directly to the Treasury. dier. The evidence before the committee shows that he was 
Mr. MOSES. Will the gentleman allow me toask hima ques- | regularly enlisted, and that after he had served about six 
tion? months he, together with the remainder of his company, was 
Mr. PICKLER. Yes, sir. captured by the Confederate forces. It seems that there was no 
Mr. MOSES. Do you mean to take up the time of the old sol- | record of the mombers, the recruits of that company furnished 


diers to-night in talking about the tariff? 

Mr. PICKLER. I did not thrust the tariff in; but gentlemen 
on that side can not argue about the soldier being pensioned 
without taiking about the tariff and about the “‘ bloody shirt,” 
and I did digress to reply. 

I want to say to you gentlemenof the Southern States that the | 
old Union soldiers you have in your States are the best invest- 
ments you have. They bring in a great deal of money without 
costing you anything. 

The figures to which I have referred are as follows: 


Internal revenue paid and pensions received for the year ending June 30, 1892 

















to the War Department before the company and its records 
were captured by the Confederates. 

Mr.STALLINGS. Was this man 
the ser rvice? 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. So the evidence shows, the affida 
of two men who were enlisted at the same time as himself. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Then, howis it that his name does not ap- 
pear on the rolls in the War Department? 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Simply because after he was en- 
listed and after all these recruits were enlisted they were cap 
tured, with their records, and sent to Andersonville prison. 
They had been enlisted, but they were not mustered in. 


into 


regularly mustered 


- — —_——— “—- Mr. STALLINGS. Did the gentleman say that this man had 
| Internal ees Pensions served six months or a little longer before he was captured ? 
Pie 2s 8 ak te o— iL Mr. SMITH of Lllinois. He served six months without being 
mustered into the service. He was enlisted and sworn into the 
per es pe Rehteratt= <anabh codueninhiune yinnss — ‘3.1 14 | service, as the evidence shows, and performed the duty of a sol- 
California‘and Nevada. __.. 2, 194, 048. 21 ” 998 dier, until he, with the rest of the company, was captured, to- 
Colorado and Wyoming 370, 138. 94 » 22 gether with the records of the company. He died in Anders 
Connecticut... -.-.---------2----20-+---000-+0++- 1, 025, 458. 19 809, 12 ville prison, as the evidence shows, and as appears from a record 
ann daniks += ose csesarenperaec esas cmnnoussdast 481, 618. 53 376, 48 tite : 
i en te rea cee eee 449. 677.30 265. 57% in the Bureau of Pensions. 
cinnhenaneahiculs-ctsi~ «soawsmidhiges-emmcateiibclia | 84, 317, 541. 64 , 019, 932. Mr. STALLINGS. Who makes the proof that he died in An- 
Indiana ....-.....--.------ «2+---2 +--+ -2+--2--0-- | 6,450, 722.23 | 11,708, 434.01 | dersonville? 
adn ehecinisctnirne rdinaienne caine a aeew aidan 551, 361. 05 6, 175, 811.71 : ‘ rIVT oe Bah . a 
Kansas, Indian and Oklahoma Territories ee 361, 761. 12 8, 038, 293. 71 Mr. SMiTH of [llinois. sev eral gentlemen who knew the fact. 
po a cae pan annnseanneeeseeesensoeee! 26, oo 820.36 | 4,890,817.13 | The evidence is before the Committee on Invalid Pensions. The 
uisiana and Mississippi. ...................... 758, 158. 78 1, 293, 662. 52 . ' . jana. Mr ARTIN. the chairman < e com- 
Maryland, District of Columbia, and Delaware:| 3,627 45.66 | paren | S ‘ntleman from Indiana, Mr. MARTIN, the chairman of the com 
Massachusetts...2. 2.2.2.2... -nennen-nanea| 2,568, 928. 48 | @ gsi. 243 99 | mittee, knows that to be so. 
eee Me Misia nitht aribdae are Lwannsicend pot or a | 7, 760, 227. 02 Mr. LACEY. A record captured at Andersonville gives an 
ED Giiccpiinduecidnacadntinihinn cxtngicianseasee 2, 10, 225. 8: 2, 605, 437. 50 ace i sath : buri b the ic e letter o is 
era tenn eeitinnen anos a 73,10 es | 8846 521,92 — of his — ind burial, but the middle | of hi 
Montana, Idaho, and Utah _..._..........-.---.- 96, 246. 86 9,229, 32 | Rame S omitte: : = : 5 7 ; 
Nebraska. South Dakota, and North Dakota..| 3,817 479. 94 . . OF Mr. SMITH of illinois. Yes; I believe that is the 36. 
ew Hampshire, Maine, and Vermont ......... j 32, 912. 58 is ws *, sler”’ when it » ** Toh 
ee qarenc| Samra e | 2 yremen Stat the cvidenee before the cnemities co 
New Mexico and Arizona... 9° 885. 68 1 4s a9 j H. eeler.” But the evidence before the committee estab- 
NE ES indais adds Eabingiuioes phtbdenaancens 19, 006, 554.78 | 13,817,895. 87 | lishes the fact that this man served as stated, was captured, and 
North Carolina..........---.------.-----+-------- 2,425, 783.28 | 631,740.24 | died in Andersonville, leaving a wife and a number of children. 
ining iipempinischnhenann doemnlilivhahe secon cescesccns 13, 415, 456. 55 17, np | Th id led al and raised her childre b 
IS eee eee oe 362. £02. 43 1 371. 906.74 e widow struggled along and raised her chil ren,and she has 
I se oo cnn hiia dete amen aicdecadies | $2, 470,224.11 | 15.177 339 4 | never received a penny of pension. Under the general law she 
Re = ~<---n enc nantnn en ninsennincne ose} ‘ or tate - ae ae could not receive a pension. The Committee on Invalid Pen- 
a egmagged moasea» apeestnuiineasch, nae | 025 3:7 2 | Sions in the last House considered the case a meritorious one 
Vv en tcnnicnwliénnnsandachaccduabuied | 2.912548.93| 1,199. 388 62 | and reported the bill favorably, but it was introduced only to- 
WOODY MEMIND 5a 52 swan ence ence stew cennat ‘ =e % 308, 0 72 | ward the close of the Congress and it could not be acted upon in 
eee ore Se rrnerrenerer= en ren eS) 6,5, R80 ft ee Congress, and now again it is reported favorably by the 
Nn Soc ee a eo Se 161, 004, 989.67 | 156,073, 500.10 | Committee on Invalid Pensions of this House. There is no poli- 
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Mr. STALLINGS. I wish to say to the gentleman that I 
never make an objection here on the ground of pélitics. In the 
case of ~~ bill to pension an honest soldier who fought for the 
preservation of the Government, I certainly would not make an 
objection on political grounds. 

r. SMITH of Illinois. I understand that. 

Mr. STALLINGS. AndI do not believe there is any Dem- 
ocrat here who would do it. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois.. He ought not at least. 

Now, [ will simply say that this bill has been carefully con- 
sidered by the appropriate committee in this Congress as in the 
last Congress and has been favorably reported. There is no 
question about its being a meritorious measure, and I trust that 
it may be favorably acted upon by the Houses. I do not care to 
go into any further argument. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying the bill aside 
to be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. STALLINGS. Yes, sir. I wish to state to the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. SMITH] that I will insist on seeing the 
evidence in this case. There is trouble about the name—— 

Mr. SMITH of Lllinois. If the gentleman will pardon me a 
moment. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Certainly. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Of course, the report is based upon 
the evidence; but I have not the evidence with me; it is on file 
in the committee room. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I suggest that it is a very easy matter to 
get all this evidence from the rocm of the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. On last Friday night, when a question of this kind 
was up, the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. LIVINGSTON] pro- 
cured without any trouble ani very readily the evidence upon 
which the report had been raade. Ido not see why the same 
thing can not be done in thi;-case. It is important we should 
have the evidence here, bec:.use there is a question as to the 
identity of the man, If thi: man died in prison at Anderson- 
ville, no one will be more revdy than myself to grant to his 
widow and children a pension. But we ought first to know that 
this isthe man. Whenever that is established I shall not have 
a singel word to say against the bill. : 

The proof, as I have said, is easily obtained. It is right here 
in this Capitol. There can be no trouble in meinaine all those 
affidavits here and letting the House see them. Only last Fri- 
day night we were obliged to pass a bill in order to repeal a bill 
in reference to which there had clearly been a fraud practiced 
upon the House. The fraudulent bill had passed the Pension 
Committee, the Committee of the Whole, and the House. Now, 
we ought not to make mistakes of that kind if they can possibly 
be avoided. We ought to provide pensions in meritorious cases; 
but we ought not to permit fraud tocreep into the pension roll 
by the passage of special bills. It isonly fraudulent bills or bills 
of doubtful merit that I object to. I do not oppose any applica- 
tion on behalf of the honest soldier or those who were dependent 
with him. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman will allow me toask, Whatis 
the purpose of referring bills of this kind to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, if it-is not that the committee may ascertain 
the facts and report their conclusions to the House? 

Mr. STALLINGS. I was not sent here, Mr. Chairman, to ac- 
cept the report of any committee without being satisfied of the 
correctness of that report. It is my duty to look out for the in- 
terests of the people that I represent, because they pay in part 
these pensions, ow, it is very easy to bring here the proof in 
this case. The clerk of the committee is right here, and the 
proof can be obtained in a few moments. 

Mr. LACEY. He has gone after it. 

Mr. STALLINGS. That is satisfactory to me. 
over this case, then, for the present. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. If I may be allowed a word——- 

Mr. STALLINGS, Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is it suggested that this bill be passed 
over informally? ‘ 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. I do not desire to have it passed 
over. 

Mr. MOSES. It might be laidaside temporarily till the papers 
can be brought from the committee room. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a 
statement aboutthe proof in thiscase. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama —_ STALLINGS] is entirely mistaken in supposing that the 

roof is here in this Capitol. The proof in this case was filed in 

e Pension Office. The bill was introduced in the Fifty-second 
Congress and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
The proof was brought from the Pension Office, and upon exami- 
nation of that proof ourcommittee filed afavorable report. The 


Let us pass 


roof was then sent back to the Pension Office, where it is regu- 

wy on file—where it belongs and will be kept. 

ow, the bill not having been reached in the Fifty-second Con- 
gress, a similar bill was introduced into this Congress—— 

Mr. STALLINGS. Did yousend for the same evidence in this 
Congress and have it before your committee? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Certainly. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Thenit can be readily obtained; there is 
no trouble about that. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Now, let me put a question —and I 
desire to speak with the greatest respect and kindness—when a 
committee has carefully examined the proof ina case, and acting 
in a judicial capacity has brought its conclusions here in the shape 
of a report, would it not be a strange thing if, whenever sucha 
case is brought here from the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
or any other committee, some gentleman on this floor should 
insist that he will not permit the bill to pass unless the proof 
upon which the report of the committee was based is brought in 
nnd read before this House? 

One of the very objects, as it seems to me, of acommittee is in or- 
der that a bill may be sent there and the proofs in its support ex- 
amined, and, as in this case, examined by a committee in which 
I think I am justified in saying that the House has confidence 
as to their findings of what that evidence shows and sustains: 
and on that statement it seems to me thatit would be asking too 
much, on the part of the gentleman from Alabama, to now in- 
sist that this bill be laid aside until we can send to the Pension 
Office and bring the papers here and have them read from the 
Clerk’s desk in the hearing of the House. 

Now, here is a simple, plain statement of fact. Here is a sol- 
dier who was enlisted and sworn in, but before his company was 
full, so that it could be mustered in, he and his comrades were 
captured, as the proof shows and as your committee have re- 

rted. He was taken to Andersonville prison and there he 

ied. In the Pension Office, of course, they can not allow a pen- 
sion in this case, because under the law they can not go behind 
the records of the War Department, which fail to show that he 
was regularly mustered in. 

This is one case thatcomes to our committee by reason of this 
very condition of things. It is because the Bureau of Pensions 
can not give the relief. A bill is introduced here, referred to 
this committee: the committee examines the proofs, takes into 
consideration all of the facts in the case, and the committee, 
after this examination and presentation of the facts as filed in 
the Pension Bureau, believe the proof to justify the granting of 
the pension, and soreport tothis House. They state to you that 
the facts are proven as claimed, and that,these facts being true, 
the widow ought to be pensioned when she can not obtain the 
pension for her husband’s death in the regular form at the office, 
as provided by law. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Mr. Chairman, I presume the proof in the 
case the other evening, that we had to have in order to get a 
bill through this House, was no more easy of access than the 
proof in the pending case, and that it could be brought before 
this committee just as it wasthen. That proof satisfied the 
Committee on Pensions in the case to which I refer, and yet it 
was oe here that the case was a fraud and we had to re- 
peal the bill. 

Now I wish to say to the gentleman from Indiana, for whom 
I have the very highest respect, that while I have this respect 
for him and his judgment, and for the committee over which he 
presides, yet [ do not think that I am justified in surrendering 
my own judgment in suchcases; not byanymeans. The question 
is above that and beyond it, and before I am called upon to vote 
on any bill Lought to know that it isa meritorious one. I do 
not know it in this case, not as EF would like to know a matter of 
that kind, and I shall be compelled to object to it unless the 
proof is brought in asI have suggested. This is a case where 
there is a question of identity involyed. 

We are told that this man went into the Army and served six 


‘months, was captured and sent to some Soutiiern prison; and 


still his name does not appear on any record of the Department 
anywhere. He is said to have died ina Southern prison. It 
seems most strange and remarkable to me that a man who had 
served so long, and who had died after aservice of six months in 
a Southern prison, is not recognized by name in any official 
document bearing upon this subject. Nowhere can there be 
found in the records of the War Department anything to show 
his service; and until something is shown to supplement the 
proof that has already been given, I shall feel compelled to 
object. 

r.CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Ala- 
bama will listen to me for a few moments I will suggest some- 
thing to him that may possibly overcome his objection. In the 
Fifty-first Congress the gentleman who is now the governor of 








1894. 





Missouricarefully scanned allof the pension bills that were upon 
the Calendar. He spent five months in going to the Pension 
Office and looking over the proofs himself; and when these cases 
came up for action before the House he was thoroughly posted 
upon them—those that he supposed were unfairly granted or re- 
ported by the committee—and he certainly did defeat a great 
many pension bills. I haveno doubt in my ownmind that some of 
them were pension bills that ought not to have passed the House; 
and I would suggest to my friend from Alabama that if he in- 
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tends to take the same position with reference to these bills, that | 


he go to the Pension Office, as Governor Stone, of Missouri, went, 
and look over the proofs himself. 

The committee has been intrusted with the preparation and 
care of these matters and they have told him that they re- 
ported this bill to the House favorably on the testimony in the 
Office. 
goto the Office himself and look over the proofs and be pre- 
pared for action upon the bills as they come up on the Iriday 
evening sessions. 


Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Mr. Chairman,I desire to ask the 


attention of the gentleman from Alabama, who spoke a few mo- | 


ments ago, simply to the details in reference to this case. 
While I donot want to insist or to be understood as making any 
personal appeal, yet I know these parties myself. I know the 
witnesses in the case. They are men with whom I have been 
acquainted since my boyhood, and I would accept their word or 
oath as soon as that of any other man or menin the United 
States. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Now you are getting at the facts. You 
say you know these parties who made the affidavits yourself? 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Did you know the soldier? 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. I did not personally. 

Mr. STALLINGS. You know the widow? 

Mr, SMITH of Illinois. I do, and her family. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Now, have you seen the affidavits of these 
parties you speak of? 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. I have, all of them. 

Mr. STALLINGS. And read them yourself? 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STALLINGS. And do they swear that this man served 
in the army? 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Certainly. 

Mr. STALLINGS. And that he died at Andersonville? 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. That he died in Andersonville, as the 
records show. 

Mr. STALLINGS. But that he actually served in the Army, 
and died somewhere in the Army. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. That he actually servedinthe Army 
and, as the records show, died in Andersonville. 

Mr. STALLINGS. 
davits yourself? 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. 
sion Office. 

Mr. STALLINGS. That is perfectly satisfactory, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying aside the bill 
with a favorable recommendation. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


Yes; and they are on file in the Pen- 


CORNELIA DE PEYSTER BLACK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
3156) granting a pension to Cornelia de Peyster Black, widow of 
Henry M. Black, late colonel of the United States Army, de- 
ceased. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorizedand directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Cornelia de Peyster Black, 
widow of Henry M. Black, late colonel of the United States Army. and to 

y the said Cornelia de Peyster Black a pension of $100 per month from the 
Rave of the passage of this act. 


The Committee on Pensions recommended the following 


amendment: 


In line §, strike out the words ‘‘one hundred ” and insert the word “fifty.” 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amend- 
ment to meet the objections of the minority of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
WILLIAM A. STONE] offers an amendment to the amendment, 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Inline 8, strike out the word “fifty ’’ and insert the words ‘‘ twenty-five.” 


J you have read those records and afti- | 
And has tho we and a |} Black covered a period of nearly half a century. 
| ter of this long service is fully attested by the record and also by Gen 


But if the gentleman from Alabama prefers it he might | 


| 1851; at Fort Gibson, Ind. T., to May, 1855; at Fort Monroe, Va., 
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So that it will read: 
A pension of $25 per month. 


Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I should like to have both the 
maiority and minority reports read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the reports. 

The report (by Mr. LISLE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to Whom was referred the bill (HH. R. 3156) 
granting a pension to Cornelia de Peyster Black, have considered the same, 
and the majority respectfully submit the following report 

The claimant is the widow of the late Col. Henry M. Black, United States 
Army, whose military record, as reported by the War Department, is as fol 
lows: 

WAR DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE 
Washington, December 20, 189 
Statement of the military service of Henry M. Black, of the United States Arm 
compiled from the records of this office. 

He was a cadet at the United States Military Academy from July 1, 1842, 
to July 1, 1817, when he Was graduated, and appointed brevet eee lieu 
tenant, Fourth Infantry, July i, 1817; second lieutenant, Seventh Infantry, 
August 20, 1847; first lieutenant, Ninth Infantry, March 3, 1855; captain, Sep 
tember 10, 1856; colonel, Sixth California Infantry, February 1, 1863; honor 
ably mustered out October 27, 1865; major, Seventh Infantry, July 25, 1863; 
lieutenant-coloneél, Fourth Infantry, October 7, 1868; unassigned March 15, 
1869; assigned to Eighteenth Infantry July 1, 1870; colonel Twenty-third In 
fantry. February 6, 1882. 

He received the brevet of lieutenant-colonel and colonel March 13 
faithful and meritorious services during the war 


1865, for 


SERVICE, 


He joined his regiment December, 18147, and served with it in Mexico to 
July 7, 1848; at Jefferson Barracks, Mo., to August 31, 1849; in Florida to 
June 15, 1850; at Jefferson Barracks, Mo., to August 14, 1850; at Fort Leaven 
worth, Kans., to September 15, 1850; at Jefferson Barracks, Mo., to April 17, 
to July, 


| 1855; on recruiting service to April, 1856; with regiment in Washington Ter 


| ritory to May, 1856; 


on recruiting service to May, 1857; with regiment in 
Washington Territory to May, 1859; in Oregon to June, 1861; at Port Van 
couver to November, 1861; in California to January 1, 1863; organizing and 
commanding Sixth California Volunteers, in California, to August, 1834; com 


|; mandant of cadets atthe Military Academy, West Point, N. Y. (mustered out 


| Philadelphia, Pa., to June 7, 1876; with regiment at Columbia, S. C 


of volunteer service October 27, 1865), to July 1, 1870; on delay to November |! 
1870; with regiment at Atlanta, Ga., to January 9, 1871; at Charleston, S. ¢ 

to April 10, 1871; at Columbia, S. C., to January |, 1876; member of board at 
to July 
24, 1877; at Grafton, W.Va., and Allegheny Arsenal, Pa., during labor strikes, 
to November 1, 1877; at Atlanta, Ga., to April 12, 1879; at Fort Assinniboine, 


| Mont., to October 1, 1879, and in command of regiment and that post to June 


2, 1881; commanding depot at Davids Island, N. Y., to June 14, 1882; on delay 
and on leave to October 16, 1882; commanding regiment and post of Fort 


| Union, N. Mex., to June 2, 1884, and at Fort Wayne, Mich., to November 10, 





1884; on court-martial duty at Washington, D. C., to February 24, 1885; com 
manding regiment and post of Fort Wayne, Mich. (being a member of cout 
of inquiry at Fort Coeur d’Alene, Idaho, March 7 to April 19, 1887, and presi 
dent of board of judges at national drill encampment, Washington, D. C., 
May 15to June 4, 1887; also in command of international encampment at 
Chicago, Ill., September 27 to October 21, 1887), to May 8, 1890, and post of 
Fort Sam Houston, Tex., to January 15, 1891, when he was retired. Unem 
ployed to August 5, 1893, on which date he died at Chicago, Ill. 
GEO. D. RUGGLES, 
Adjutant-Genera! 


As will be seen from the foregoing official report the active service of Col 
The distinguished charac 
D.S 
Stanley. United States Army (retired), and others who appeared personally 
before your committee. 

Mrs. Black is now well advanced in years and witbout sufficient property 
or income to provide her with a comfortable support. She has an unmar 
ried daughter dependent upon her and there is no one upon whom she can 
legally rely for a maintenance. In addition to being the widow of a distin 
guished officer, Mrs. Black is the daughter of the late Col. Joseph Plympton 
United States Army. who entered the service in 1812, and who. after servin 
in the War of 1812, the Seminole and Black Hawk Indian wars, and the Mexi 
can war, died in 1860. 

It may be said that Mrs. Blackis in all respects a military woman: she w 
born in a military post, and two of her three daughters are the wives of 
cers of the Army. 

There 4re many precedents for the granting of reliefin cases of this char 
acter, and in the light of all the facts and circumstances your committee 
recommend the passage of the bill, with an amendment striking out the 
words “one hundred” in line 8 and substituting in lieu thereof the word 
“fifty.” 


Mr. LANE. There is a minority report. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Do you wish the minority 
port read? 

Mr. LANE. Yes. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The views of the majority of the Committee on Pehsions, rv spectir 
propriety of the passage of the bill granting a pension to Cornelia de | 
Black, are, for the following reasons, respectfully dissented from 

There are several genera! acts of Congress under which Mrs. B 
make application to the Pension Bureau and be allowed a pension 
would probably have no difficulty in substantiating a claim under the Mexi 
can War pension act of January 29, 1887, or, if for any reason she could not 
meet the requirements of that act, she could still (if her circumstances are 
as represented) have recourse to an application under the late war 
June 27, 1890. The only reason given why this method of securing ile 
has not been followed is that the rating allowed by these acts is not r 
enough, but if this reason is to be accepted as sufficient to warrant the allow 
ance of an original pension by special act in this case there is no just 
ground upon which similar action can be denied in thousands of other 
cases. 

It is neither showr nor claimed that Col. Black's death was due to 
or disease originating in the service, yet the bill as reported gran 
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widow a higher rate of pension than is allowed by law to the widows of offi- 
cers of similar or higher rank who die in the service and line of duty. 

The distinguished character of the service of the soldier is fully under- 
stood, but no especially urgent “ecessity or unusual circumstance is ad- 
vanced as good ground upon which ‘o base the proposed action in the case 
of the widow. She has no young children to support, andshe hassome M,000 
from which to derive an income; and this income can be materially in- 
Speehes ered an application to the Pension Bureau under one of the acts 
a ve cit ° 

if there isany justice in the granting of these large pensions to tLe widows 
of regular army and navy officers, to the exclusion of the widows of the 
volunteer soldiers who lost their lives in defense of the Union, the allow- 
ance should be made by general enactment, and thus ve Congress of the 
necessity for giving time and labor to the consideration of bills framed in 
the interest of a favored class. 


ARTHUR H. TAYLOR. 
CHAMP CLARK. 


Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Mr. Chairman, I move that the 
bill be laid aside, with a favorable recommendation, after the 
adoption of the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
WILLIAM A. STONE}, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 8, strike out the word “ fifty " and insert the words “twenty-five.” 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. That amendment is offered in 
accordance with the suggestion 6f the gentlemen who framed 
the minority report. It is entirely in accordance with their 
views. It seems to me this bill onght to pass. This widow is 
very old, and the Government will only have to pay her this 
pension a very short time. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, this case is very similar to one 
which we had up here a few Friday nights ago, the only differ- 
ence being that it is not quite so meritorious as that case was. 
That was the p ition to pension the widow of Gen. Hitch- 
eock. The committee refused to pass that bill, and I think if 
they understand this bill, and if they propose to be consistent, 
gf will refuse to pass this also. 

This bill, as it is amended, aes to give to this lady $25 per 
month. If she was the widow of a general of the very highest 


rank —— 

Mr. MEREDITH. Will my friend allow me to ask him one 
question? 

Mr. JONES. are. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Dol understand the gentleman to say that 
he would vote for every pension claim that came up? 

Mr. JONES. I do not know what the gentleman understands; 
Iam not responsible for his understanding. But I want to say, 
Mr. Chairman, that this bill as amended proposes to give to this 
widow $5 per month pension. It is not claimed, it is not as- 
serted that her husband died from wounds received or from an 
disease that was contracted in the Army; and if her husband, 
under the general law, had been a general of the very highest 
rank in the Army, and had died in line of duty, 330 a month 
would have been the highest pension she could have received. 

This widow is not dependent. She has $4,000 worth of prop- 
erty,as shown by this minority report; and she can increase 
her means by applying for a pension under the Mexican pension 
act or under the act of June 27,1890. She can by applying for 
a pension under either of these acts prom increase her in- 
come by $8 a month in addition to her $4,000 worth of property. 
If she is as oli a lady as the gentleman from Pennsylvania says 
she is, certainly she does not need any more than that. The re- 

rt = says a —— no children, ae no oly in a 

ependent u r; et asked to give 
ee 
t that was an ex case, ere 
not be any more such cases here: yet in two wee encthar bill 
of the same character and description is reported here. 

I do not think, Mr. Chairman, that the fact that Gen. Logan's 
widow, Gen. Hancock's widow, and Gen. Blair’s widow were 
given $100 a month is any preceient for giving a pension in a 
a a and I shall object to the granting of any such pen- 
sion as this. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





Marca 30, 


at this time. I said to the gentleman who presented this bil! 
that I was perfectly willing, notwithstanding I had joined in the 
minority report just read, to concede that $25 was a fair amount 
to be granted this widow, and it should be given her, taking into 
consideration the life that she led, one that was filled with hard. 
ships, having followed her husband’s fortunes from early life 
until his death at an advanced age. Some recognition is due 
her, notwithstanding the fact that he did not die from disabilities 
incurred in the service. 

Mr. STALLINGS. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Can not she get that under the general 
pension law? 

Mr. TAYLORof Indiana. She can only receive$8 per month. 

Mr. STALLINGS. What was the rank of her husband? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. He was a lieutenant-colonel, colo- 
nel by brevet. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Does not the general pension act give her 
more than $8 a month? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. As a widow she can only receive 
$8 a month under the act of 1890, and she is further required to 
show her dependence. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Can not she draw $17 a month under the 
act of 1890? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. No, sir. 

Mr. STALLINGS. She can not prove that the disability was 
incurred in the service? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. He died of old age. 

Mr. STALLINGS. But sbe can get $8 a month? 

Mr. TAYLORof! Indiana. Shecan get $8 a month by showing 
that she is dependent. 

Mr. STALLINGS. To add to her income from $4,000 worth 
of property? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Iam informed by the gentleman 
from Alabama that the deceased was a colonel. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. He was a full colonel. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. My remarks, Mr. Chairman, have 
been made in justice to myself and in justice to the gentleman 
who presented the bill, inasmuch as before the matter was called 
be dl came and asked me what my objections were. I referred 
him to the minority report, and at the same time I informed 
him that I had no objection to this bill being passed at $25a 
month. I said the same about the Hitchcock bill, when it was 
before the committee; but the gentleman in charge of that bill 
was not willing thatthatamount should be taken, and submitted 
the matter to the House upon the bill as presented by the ma- 
jorit. a the committee, I therefore felt justified in opposing 
that bill. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, if this $4,000 
worth of property alluded to in the report of the minority were 
ineome-producing property, at the most it could only give her 
about 6 per cent, which would be $240 ayear. Now, if she makes 
an application for pension under the act of 1890, not being able 
to prove that Gen. Black died from disabilities incurred while 
in the service, she can only obtain a pension of $8 a month; and 
it is doubtful whether she could obtain any pension at all, inas- 
much as it appears she has some $4.000 worth of property. 

Under the Mexican law she might obtain $3 a month, but 
that is the most she could get. Col. Black, having entered 
the Military Academy in 1842, must have been about 69 or 70 
years of age when he died, and his widow is probably nearly 
as old as that, and ha lived, as the report says, prac- 

‘tically all the time in the military service, being accustomed to 
such a manner of life as an officer in the rank of lieutenant-colo- 
nel or colonel would be able to give her, and having endured 
the hardships of the service with her husband through all those 
years, nearly half a century, it seems to me it isasking too much 
to relegate her now in her old age to an income amounting, at 
the utmost, to $335 a year. | trust that gentlemen will not in- 
sist on the objection. I know nothing about the Hitchcock case. 
I was not here when it was considered, but this case ought to 
stand on its own merits, and, inasmuch as ae, of 
the committee have recommended $50 a month, as the 
amendment which I have offered meets the approbation of the 
committee, I think this bill stands before the House with the 
approval of both the minority and the er of the commit- 
tee. and ought pd ge brome I do wish that gentlemen would not 
i their obj 

Mr. JO Mr. Chairman, I must insist that if this bill 
passes it will establish a most us precedent. If the 
widow of every lieutenant-colone! colonel who has not more 
than $4,000 worth of property and who is drawing $8 a month 

on can come to Congress and get that pension increased to 

a month, there will be hundreds and thousands of such bills 

here within the next twelve months. 
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Mr. MOSES. 
widows of officers drawing a hundred dollars a month. 

Mr. JONES. Ihave never heard of the twenty-five who are 
drawing that much. Idoknow. however, that there are several 
who are drawing a hundred dollars a month. 

Mr. MOSES. Why does the gentleman talk, then, about this 
bill at $25 a month establishing a dangerous precedent? 

Mr. JONES. There are several widows who are drawing a 
hundred dollars a month, but they are the widows of such dis- 
tinguished officers as Hancock and Blair and Logan, and others 
that | have mentioned. The others who are drawing such 
amountsare the widows of men who died in the line of duty or 
from disease contracted in the line of duty. I have neverheard 
of any case of this sort, and if this bill is passed I maintain that 
it will create a new departure and will establish a dangerous 
precedent. I donot claim to be particularly familiar with the 
pension law. 
wit the bills that have been passedor the precedents that have 
been estabiished here, but I have made some inquiry on this 
subject and I understand that the facts are as I have stated. 
The gentleman from Indiana says this is not a parallel case to 
that of Mrs. Hiteheock. The only difference seems to be that 
the wife in this case married the deczased soldier a number of 
years earlier than the widow in the Hitchcock case did. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. [ will state to the gentleman that 
this lady bore her husband three children. 
case the lady had married him after he had attained the age of 
70 years. 

Mr. JONES. That may be a very material difference 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. It is. 

Mr. JONES. It may be, and there may be other differences. 
I hive not gone into all those domestic matters, but I maintain 
that in their genera! features the bills are similar, and if either 
one of them becomes a law, it will establish a precedent that | 
want toavoid. AsI have already said the pension proposed in 
this case would be very disproportionate to the pension allowed 
in other cases. The highest possible pension that could be 
drawn by this widow under the general law would be $30 a month. 
But I maintain, Mr. Chairman, that this is not merely a ques- 
tion of dollars and cents... If this bill pass and this pension be 
fixed at $25. it may not be a week before we shall have a case 


I think there already are zbout twenty-five | 


I do not claim to be particularly well acquainted | 


Mr. WILLIA 
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M A. STONE, 


that the bill be laid aside without prejudice. 


Mr. JONES. 
Mr. MOSES. 
The CHAIRS 
the Clerk will c 
Several MEM 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. U 


be called. 


[ object. 


I move that the 
As the te 


{[AN. 
all-the roll. 
3ERS. Oh, no. 


The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, w 
named members failed to answer: 


Abbott 
Adams, Ky 
Adams, Pa. 
Aitken, 
Alderson, 
Aldrich, 
Alexander, 
Allen, 
Apsley, 
Arnoid, 
Avery, 


| Babcock, 


Baker, N. H 
Baldwin, 
Bankhead, 
Barnes, 
Bartlett, 


|} Barwig, 


In the Hitchcock | 


Belden, 
Bell, Colo 


| Bell, Texas 


| Belt 


| Bre 


here in which the widow will bs in destitute circumstances com- | 


pared with the beneticiary in this case, and then this bill will 
be used as the precedent and we shall be asked to increase the 
amount of the pension in the other case upon the ground of the 
more urgent needs of the p2nsioner. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Question, Mr. Chairman. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. WILLIAM 
A. STone, fixing the amount at $25 a month, it was agreed to 
ayes 34, noes 3. 

The amendment 
agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
aside —— 

Mr. JONES. 
tion of the amendment as amended. 
reported favorably. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. 
the objection comes too late. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no! 

The CHALRMAN. The question now is upon laying the bill 
as amended aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

The question being taken, the Chairman declared that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 37, noes 11. 

Mr. JONES. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN ( Mr. CUMMINGS). 
being made, tellers will be appointed. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I ask permission to withdraw 
the bill for the present, or that it be laid aside without prejudice. 

Mr. JONES. I object to that. 

‘The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Virginia[Mr. JONES] 
and the gentlemanfrom Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE| 
will take their places as tellers. 

Mr. MOSES. It is evident there is no quorum here to-night. 
I ask unanimous consent tht the bill be laid aside without preju- 
dice. If that can not be agreed to we may as well adjourn. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentieman from Georgia[Mr. Mosges] 
asks unanimousconsent that this bill be laid aside without preju- 
dice. Is there objection? 

Mr. JONES. Iobject. 

The committee again divided; 

2, noes 6. 


of the committee as amended was then 


Without objection this bill will be laid 


I object to the bill being 


I make the point of order that 


The point of no quorum 


and the tellers reported—ayes 


Mr. Chairman, that last vote was _ the adop- | 


fh over 
Berry. 
Bingham 
Black, Ll) 
sland, 
Boatner 
Boen 

Bout e 
Bowers, N. C. 
Bowers, Cal. 
Branch, 

Brattan 
‘kinridge, Ark. 
Breckinridge, Ky 
Brickner, 
Broderick, 
Brosius, 

brown, 

Bundy, 

Bunn 

Burnes, 
Burrows, 
Bynum, 
Cabaniss, 
Cadmus, 
Caldwell, 
Campbell, 
Cannon, Cal. 
Cannon, IL. 
Capehart 

Caruth 
Catchings, 
Causey, 
Chickering, 
Childs, 

Clancy, 

Cobb, Ala. 


7 


| Cobb, Mo 


Cockran 
Cockrell, 
Coffeen, 
CogswWell 
Compton, 
Conn, 
Coombs, 
Cooper, Fla 
Cooper. Ind. 
Cooper, Texas, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cornish 


Cousins, 


The roll call being concluded, the committee rose; 


Covert 
Cox 
Crain, 
Crawford, 
Culberson, 
Dalze 
Daniels, 
Davey, 

De Armond 
De Forest, 
Denson 
Dingley, 


Din 
Dolliver, 
Doolittle 
Draper 
Dunn, 
Durphy, 
Durborow, 


Edmunds, 
Ellis, Ky 
English 
Enloe, 

E y« 8. 
Everett 
Fit 
Filet 
Forman 
Funk, 
Funston 

Fyan 

Gear 

Geary, 
Geissenhainer, 
Gillet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Mass 
Goldzier, 
Goodnight 
Grady, 
Graham 
‘Gresham, 
Griffin, 
Grosvenor 
Grout, 
Grow, 
Hager, 
Haines 
Hall, Minn 
Hall, Mo. 
Hammond, 
Harmer 
Harter, 
Hartman, 
Hatch, 
Haugen, 
Hayes, 
Heard. 
Heiner, 
Henderson, 
Henderson 
Henderson, 
Hendrix 
Hepourn, 
Hermannn 
Hicks, 
Hilborn, 
Hines, 
Hitt, 
Holman 
Hooker, Miss. 
Hooker, N. Y. 
Hegpkins, Ill 





Pendieton, W 
Perkins 
Pigott, 


Vv 


a. 


[again ask unanimo 
committee rise 
lers have ‘eported 
nder t rules, I ask th th 
1 the fo wing 
Hopkins, Pa Pe 
Houk, re 
Hudson Pr 
Hulick, Wu 
Hull Ra 
Hutcheson, tay 
Ikirt, Ra 
Johnson. Ind. Ree 
Johnson, N. D Rk 
Johnson, Ohio R n 
Jo R ts, Ohio 
Kem, Richardson, Tenn 
hi 
Ry 
Ro mn. I 
he m, Pa 
R 
R Cont 
R Ga 
Linto Ry 
Lisle = 
Livingston, Ss r 
Lo wood Scr 
Loud Sett 
Lueas, Sha 
Lynch, She 
Mad s i 
M ner. af 
Macutre ¢ 
Mahon 
M . rv < 
Marshall, Sa I 5 
Marvim, N: Y Somers 
McAleer, Sperry 
McCa op r 
McCleary, Minn. Stephenson, 
McCreary, Ky Stevens 
McDannold, Sto tale 
Mc Dearmon, Stone, C. W 
McDowell, Stone, Ky 
McGann, Storer 
McKaig, Strait 
McLaurin, Stra 
MeMillin Strong 
Mc Nagny Swanson 
McRae, Swe 
Mercer Talbott, Md 
Meyer, la ‘y 
Milliken, Taylor, 
Money, Terry, 
Montgomery, Thomas 
Moon, Turner, G 
Morgan, Turpin 
Morse, Ty 
Murray, Updegra 
Mutchle1 Wadswot 
Neill, Wa r 
Newlands, Watneer 
Northway, Wash 
Oates Wead 
O'Neil, Wells 
Outhwaite, W ever, 
Page, Wheeler 
Paschal, White 
Patterson, Williams, \ 
Payne, Wilson, Wa 
Paynter Wilson, W 
Pence, W ise 
Pendleton, Tex. Woodard 


Woomer, 
Wright, Ma 
Wright, Pa 


and, Mr. 


BROOKSHIRE having resumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, 


Mr. CUMMINGS reported that the Committee of the Whole, 
| having had under consideration sundry bills on the Private Cal- 
| endar, had found itself without a quorum, whereupon he had 

directed the roll to be called, and now reported the names of 

the absentees to be recorded on the Journal. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 10 oclock p 
m.) the House adjourned. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Onder clause 2 of Rule X XII, the Committee on Pension ; 
discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R ) grant 
ing a pension to Julia E. Lock, formerly widow of the late Gen. 


_——— 


Daniel McCook, and the same was referred to the Committee gu 
Invalid Pensions. 
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PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced,and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: A bill (H. R. 6496) directing 

that all contested elections of Members and Delegates of the 
House of Representatives be referred to the Judiciary Commit- 
tee—to the Committee on Elections. 
' By Mr. ENLOE: A bill (H. R.6497) to authorize and empower 
the white citizens of the Cherokee Nation to file a suit or suits 
in the Court of Claims for the purpose of having their legal and 
ejuitable rights as citizens of said Cherokee Nation determined 
by said court—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R.6498) to 
amend the charter of the District of Columbia Suburban Railway 
Company—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 6499) to establish 
a national military park at the battlefield of Shiloh—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: A bill (H.R. 6500) to define 
and establish the units of electrical measure—to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R.6501) allowing trus- 
tees tocertain pensioners —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LATIMER: A bill (H. R. 6502) to refund certain fines 
to the State of South Carolina—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 6503) to provide for the 
closing of an alley in square 622 in the city of Washington, D. 
C., and for the relief of the president and directors of Gonzaga 
Cellege—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HATCH: A resolution to amend Rule XVI—to the 
Committee on Rules. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 6504) for the relief of the es- 
tate of Mary H. Moore, deceased, of Iuka, Miss.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 6505) for the relief of Susan C. Robinson, of 
Iuka, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6506) for the relief of Thomas C. Jones, of 
Corinth, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ADAMS of Kentucky: A bill (@.R.6507) for the re- 
lief of William Hobbs—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 6508) for the relief of L. D. Hutchison—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DANIELS: A bill (H.R, 6509) for the reliefof Fayetve 
Hungerford—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa ae outa A bill (H.R. 6510) 
for the relief of C.S. Lobdeli, of Parkersburg, lowa—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KRIBBS: A bill (H. R. 6511) grantiag a pension to 
Harriet C. Gregg, widow of Gen. John I. Gregg, late of the 
United States Army, retired—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. POST: A bill (H. R. 6512) granting » pension to Ellen 
Miles Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WELLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 6513) granting 
a pension to Sarah C. Gibson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 6514) for the 
relief of Hampton W. Kelley, Madison County, Ala.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Cler.ims. 

Also, a bill (BH. R. 6515) for the relief of Hiram Peters—to the 
Committee on War Claims 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6516) for the relief of Meredith King—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the os ne apd pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS of Kentucky: Petition of citizens of Kentucky 
in behalf of Mrs. Martha Noe, née Blanton, of Walins Creek, 
Harlan County, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ALLEN: Papers to accompany claim of Henry W. 
Long, of Tishomingo County, Miss.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Petition of Ira J. Hunt and others, of 
Kalamuzoo, Mich., in favor of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
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Also, resolutions of Shoe Cutters Union, No. 141, of Detroit, 
Mich., for the establishment of Government telegraph lines—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CORNISH: Petition of Rev. E. P. Gardner and 17 
other citizens of Chatham, Union County, and E, R. Murgatroyd 
and 26 other citizens of New Verndn, Morris County, N. J., 
praying the enactment of legislation to prevent the circulation 
of lottery advertisements—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FUNK: Petition of J. F. Holt and others, of Farmer 
City, Ill., favoring the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of citizens of Edgerton, Kans.,; 
for the passage of House bill 4897, relating to postage on frater- 
-_ Seraqprene—te the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oads., 

By Mr. HARTMAN: Petition of W. S. Barrett and others, 
— lotteries—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oads. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Petition of Paul Peterson and others, of 
Dunn County, Wis., and a memorial of Excelsior Lodge, No. 29, 
Ancient Orderof United Workmen, of Menomonie, Dunn County, 
Wis., in favor of the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HENDRIX: Petition of masters and pilots, in respect 
to masters and tugs—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. HICKS: Petition of citizens of Hollidaysburg, Pa., 
for enactment of the Manderson-Hainer bill for relief of fra- 
ternal societies from a higher rate of postage than is charged 
on other societies of like character—to the Committee on the 
Post-Offics and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi: Affidavit and account, to ac- 
company House bill 6487—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: Petition of members of the Brotherhood of 
Boiler and Iron Shipbuilders of America, and residing at Al- 
buquerque, N. Mex., protesting against the passage of House 
bill 2655, commonly known as the free ship bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. JOY: Petition of Edmund Brown and 40 others, for 
po ——— of House bill 3775—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. MERCER: Resolution of Washington Council, No. 1, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Omaha, Nebr., in 
favor of House bill 5246—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

» By Mr. MEREDITH: Papers to accompany House bill 6490— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MONTGOMERY: Petition of R. A. Bostick, for pas- 

e of bili granting him a pension—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. PATTERSON: Papers to accompany claim of Silas 
Lueck, of Shelby County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Resolutions and petition of Warwick Lodge, 
No. 152, Ancient Order United Workmen, of Penn Yan, Yates 
County, N. Y., praying for the age of the Manderson- 
Hainer vill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


Roads. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan: Resolution of the Ma- 
chine Wood Workers’ Union, of Detroit, and of Shoe Cutters’ 
Union, No. 141, of Detroit, Mich., in favor of governmental con- 
trol of the telegraph systems—to the Committee cn the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of the Grand Lodge of the Ancient 
Order of United Workmen, N. J. Horton, grand recorder, in 
favor of the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Petition of Shoe Cutters’ Union, of 
Machine Wood Workers’ Union, of Marine Engineers’ Benefi- 
cial Association, and of Detroit Steam Fitters’ Union, No. 8, all 
of Detroit, Mich., favoring governmental ownership and control 
of the telegraph systems of the country—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr.STEVENS: Petition of 29 citizens of Lawrence, Mass., 
favoring the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STORER: Memorial of citizens of Caldwell County, 
Ky., praying for the passage of the bill for paying the claim of 
John M. Higgins—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. WILSON of Washington: Memorial of the Commer- 
cial Club of Tacoma, Wash., relative to the continuance of the 
ublication by the United States of the Pilot Chart of the North 
Pacific Ocean, and that an appropriation be made for the pur- 
pose—to the Committee on Appropriations. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, March 31, 1894, 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. and was called to order by the 
Speaker, amid general applause. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. B. BAGBY. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the Journal as read 
will be approved. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I think the Journal ought to 
show when the message of the President was received which 
was laid before the House on yesterday, and in reference to 
which the ruling of the Chair was made. It ought to show that 
it was the message transmitting his veto of House bill 4956, di- 
recting the coinage of the silver bullion held as seigniorage in 
the Tressury. 

The SPEAKER. 
vious day. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But the Speaker made a ruling upon it 
yesterday that it was a message of a high public character and 
that it was necessary to lay it before the House at once. The 
title ought to be inserted so as to identify the message as one re- 
lating to a bill of that character when this question shall arise 
in the future. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois will observe 
that the message in the first line states: 

I return without my approval House bill numbered 4956, entitled ‘“‘An act 
directing the coinage of the silver bullion held in the Treasury, and for 
other purposes.’ 

Mr. SPRINGER. But, if the Speaker please, the Journal will 
not show that. The RECORD does, of course. 

The SPEAKER. The title, of course, can be inserted if the 
gentleman thinks it is necessary. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ido; because only that part of the Journal 
will be referred to in future which relates to the ruling, and the 
message will not be inserted in the Journal, so that the title 
ought to be shown. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection that insertion will bo 
made, and the Journal, if there be no objection, will be approved. 

There was no objection. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. WEADOCK. By direction of the Committee on Mines 
and Mining, I ask that the report of the California Débris Com- 
mission be referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

The SPEAKER. Where is the report now? 

Mr. WEADOCK. It has been referred to the Committee on 
Mines and Mining. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the change of ref- 
erence will be made as indicated by the gentleman from Mich- 
igan. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, the RECORD of yesterday, in de- 
scribing the proceedings of the House on Thursday, contains the 
following language, which I will send to the Clerk’s desk and 
ask to have read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read as indicated. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, is this apersonal explanation 
or a question of privilege? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman to say 
that it was a question of privilege. 

Mr. PAYNE. Iask the Clerk to read from the REcorD what 
I have marked. 

The Clerk read as foilows: 

The call of the roll having been resumed, 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will suspend for a moment. 
Arms will request all gentlemen to be seated. The gentleman from New 
York and the gentlemanfrom Ohio will be seated. |Referring to Mr. PAYNE 
and Mr. OUTHWAITE, who were engaged in earnest conversation in the mid- 
dle aisle. } 

The conversation between the two members continuing, 

The SPEAKER repeated: The gentleman from New York and the gentle- 
man from Ohio will be seated. 


Mr. PAYNE, amid much confusion, was understood to say: I will take my 
seat when I get ready. 


That is shown in the RECORD of the pre- 


The Sergeant-at- 
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Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. The Speaker should require every member to | 


take his seat. 


The SPEAKER. If some gentleman will submit a motioninrespect tothe | 


contumacy of the gentleman from New York, the Chair will entertain it. 
The Chair has specifically ordered the gentleman to take his seat; and he 
— that he will do so when he gets ready. If the House is willing to per 
mit—— 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to say in justice to myself— 

The SPEAKER. If the House is willing to permit the gentleman 

Mr. Wiss. I move that the gentleman from New York be brought to the 
bar of the House for reprimand. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Wis] will please put 
his motion in writing. The Chair would like toascertain whether the House 
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is willing to permit the gentleman from New York to refuse defiantly to 
conform to the wish of the House as expressed by the rules of the Ho 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, the House will remember that 
this proceeding followed an attempt on my part to make a mo- 
tion to adjourn, a motion that had been repeatedly recognized 


by the Chair during the proceedings of that day,and which was 
also subsequently recognized when made by the gentleman from 
Nebraska |Mr. HAINER]. The Chair decided that the motion I 
submitted was out of order, and I undertook to appeal from the 
decision of the Chair. Whereupon the Chair stated that it de- 
clined to entertain the appeal. Then I tried to make a pointof 


order—having been appointed one of the tellers on a demand 
for the yeas and nays. In response to my point of ord was 
directed by the Chair to take my seat, and I did so at once 
Shortly after that, and when the roll call had commenced and 
while [ was sitting here in one of the front seats, the gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. OUTHWAITE], sitting in his place, uddressed 
some remarks to this side of the House which attracted my at- 
tention. He was looking towards me, andI thought that he was 


addressing himself to me. Not being able to hear what he said, 
owing to the confusion in the House, and desiring to do so, I 
went over into the center aisle, and engaged in adiscussion with 
him in reference to the disorder in the House and also on the 
question as to who was responsible for the disorder. 

| have no objection in stating that conversation in full, and 
yetit is hardly necessary for the purpose of the correction which 
{ desire to make. 

After this conversation, or during this conversation, some gen- 
tlemen who sat near the gentleman from Ohio—I think one of 
them was the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAms], if I 
mistike not, and several others—directed me to go back to my 
own side ofthe House. I told them that I would go back when 
I got ready, and they making so much noise that I could hardly 
hear the further remarks of the gentleman from Ohio | Mr. 
OUTHWAITE], I went nearer to him to get into a position where 
I could hear what he was saying, because I was interested in his 
conversation. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. 

Mr. PAYNE. I did. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. 


Did you hear what I said? 
I will repeat it if you desire it. 
Oh, no; you need not do that. 

Mr. PAYNE. And also what [saidin reply. Ihave no se- 
cret about it. After that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ourn- 
WAITE] ordered me to take my seat. I replied at once to the 
gentleman from Ohio, not recognizing that, although he was a 


| member of the Committee on Rules, he had any authority to 


stand himself and order me to take my seat. I replied to him 
that I would take my seat when I wasready. About that time, 
or shortly after, one of the deputies of the Sergeant-at-Arms, I 
suppose, who occupied aseat near the desk usually, came through 
the aisle and said that the Speaker desired members to be 
seated. 

That was the first time that my attention had been directed 
to what the Speaker was saying or doing, and [ did not know 
that I had been mentioned so conspicuously in the House by the 
Speaker or anybody else until that moment, and learning that 
the Speaker had desired gentlemen to take their seats, | imme- 
diately took the first vacant seat, when I was astounded by be- 
ing charged by the Speaker, in the language contained in the 
RECORD, that in answer to the demand of the Speaker that I 
take my seat, I had contumaciously replied that I would take my 
seat when [ was ready. , 

As the RECORD shows, I appealed to the Speaker that, ‘in 
justice to myself”—when I was cut off by the-further demand of 
the Speaker that some gentleman should offer a resolution 
whereby the House might protect itself and its dignity, and that 
the Speaker would immediately recognize such resolution. 

Seeing that I was condemned by the Speaker without the ac- 
tion of the House, and without the Speaker understanding the 
facts and the circumstances, of course I smarted under this in- 
justice from the Chair, but still was obliged to tike my seat. 
Then I heard my friend from Virginia {[Mr. WISE] get up and 
move that the gentleman from New York be brought before the 


bar of the House to be reprimanded by the Speaker. By the 
way, [ have not heard of that resolution since. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I think, having stated this much, having 
stated the facts in this case, I have stated all that is necessary 


perhaps upon this subject. I ought to add, however, perhaps, 
in justice to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITS]}, that 
after [ had taken my seat, and during the roll call, some gentle- 


| man upon the other side came up and said he heard the remark 


made by the gentleman from Ohio when he told me to take my 
seat, and the quick reply that I made that I would take my seat 
when I got ready, and he said the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
OUTHWAITE] added to his remarks: ‘‘T'ake your seat; the 
Speaker has told you to take your seat.” I presume of course it 
is so, because the gentleman says so, although I[ did not hear it. 
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And yetI have wondered why the gentleman from Ohio — tion from the Attorney-General submitting for an appropriation 
OUTHWAITE] did not take his seat if he heard the remark of the | the accounts of Alexander M. Winston, for services rendered, 
Speaker. | ete.; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
od REED. A Democrat! and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. PAYNE. I have wondered why the wrath that came | Saige Bh r 
upon my head from the Speaker's abate was not part of it di- ALLEGED VIOLATIONS OF ARMOR CONTRACTS. 
rected toward the gentleman from Ohio. I have wondered why The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
it was thet I had not as much right, as a member of this House | retary of the Navy, making corrections in a proof of a letter 
representing a constituency, to be heard for my rights as the | mailed tothe House March 26, in od to resolution of the House 
gentleman who sits across the aisle; and I wonder, Mr. Speaker, | calling for information regarding the alleged violations of armor 
why he was not compelled to take his seat, and why some one | contracts by Carnegie, Phipps & Co.; which was referred to the 
was not appealed to to bring him before the bar of the House to | Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
receive the reprimand of the House for hisconduct. [Applause | ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


or the Republican side. ] Mr. PEARSON, from the Committe o i 
ot ‘a . ee . e on Enrolled Bills, re- 
bine a > - ae am noe ess oe 7 oes vind | ported that that committee had examined and found truly en- 
NE eS ea a tee Otte weundee thas | Polled the joint resolution (H. Res.146) “ providing for the pay- 


tleman from New York [ Mr. PAYNE] to express his wonder that : . eae 
B settee ieee : ;, | ment of salaries and expenses of additional deputy collectors of 
I was not reprimanded. I madeno remarksto the Chair. I did internal revenue to carry out the provisions of the Chinese ex- 


not attempt to disturb the orderly proceedings of this House. I . : ay & 1209 i . 

did not refuse to take my seat as soon as I had been called or ee os — - — by the act of Noyember 3, 

named by the Chair. Idid not hear that I had been named by the | **”” Pe ee ae ee 

Chair, and did not know ituntil I was informed by the RECORD | ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

the next morning. { suppose it occurred in the confusiok, that}; The SPEAKER. The Chair will lay before the House the fol- 

was very great upon the floor at the time. The conversation | lowing House bills with Senate amendments—— 

did occur between the gentleman from New Yorkand myself,to| Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa point of order. 

which he has alluded. [didnot know for whatpurpose hecame| The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

around here to address himself to me and moved up like a great Mr. BOUTELLE. My attention was diverted for a moment. 

ship of war against this side of the House. I ask the Speaker how it is in order for this business to coms up 
I was simply standing here, observing what was going on, as | under the operation of this special order. I make the point of 

many other gentlemen were standing up. The colloquy between | order that under theruling of the present occupant of the chair— 

myself and the gentleman from New York perhaps was so loud | the Speaker—no business can come in here under the operation 

as to attract the attention of the Speaker and to justify the | of the special order. 

Speaker in naming both the gentleman from New York and my- The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object to this order? 

self. Mr. BOUTELLE. Why,I donot understand that there is any 
Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker, just one word. I think that if the | discrimination made in regard to any morning hour in this order. 

gentioman from New York had seen himself as others saw him | It is very exclusive. 

he would not have arisen here thismorning to imposeuponany-| The SPEAKER. Does the gentlemen ask that these bills 

one by his mock show of indignation. I heard the Speaker re- | shail not be laid before the House? 

— order him to take his seat. I heard expressions from Mr. BOUTELLE. I-make the point of order that under the 
is lips which should never be used upon the floor of the House | ruling of the Speaker it is not inorder. That nothing can be in 

of Kepresentatives; and I will say to the honorable gentleman | order, under the Speaker's ruling, except the special order. 

from New York, that if he will read the reports in the papersof The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that to be equiva- 

his own State, furnished yesterday, he will see sufficient cause | lent to an objection. 

for my action. Mr. BOUTELLE. I can not control the manner in which the 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The gentleman ought to recollect | Chair will deal with the pointof order; but I desire the RecorD 

that we are not all so even-tempered as he. [Laughter on the | to show that I make the point of order that under the rulings of 

Republican side.] the Chair nothing can be considered except the special order. 
Mr. PAYNE. I want to say one word further,in reply tothe! Mr. SPRINGER and others. Regular order. 

gentleman from Virginia. It is because this injustice was done | Mr. BOUTELLE. Whether the Chair will deal with that in 

to me by the Speaker of the House, in making that remark. and | an orderly manner is for him to determine. 

not recognizing me to correct it at once, that the reports of the| The SPEAKER. The regular order isdemanded. The reg- 

seedings went to the newspapers in New York as they did. | ular order is the consideration of the contested-election case. 

hat is the only reason; and it is because I have labored under Mr. HATCH. Iask, before that is taken up, te present a re- 

this statement made by the Speaker, that I had said that in re- | quest for the excuse of amember. I have received a note from 

ply to his command to take my seat, that those remarks have | Mr. SIBLEY, who is confined to his bed by sickness, and he asks 

gone into the pape:s; and that is one of the things that I com- | to be excused for the day. 

plain of. The SPEAKER. The Chair has several other requests on the 
TheSPEAKER. The Chair will state in relation to the inci- | ground of sickness, which he will, without objection, submit to 

dent referred to, so far as the Chair is involved in it, there was | the House. 

quite an excited state of feeling upon the floor,and the Chair; The Clerk read as follows: 

observing that the gentleman from New York had left the side | Mr. Apams of Kentucky requests indefinite leave of absence, on account 


of the House where he usually sits and had gone to the other | of sickness in his family. 
appeared hea : : Mr. HARTER uests leave of absence, on account of sickness in his family. 
eid. and wase in what = ted altercation with Mr. SOMERS Touueste leave of absence, for ten days, on account of sickness 


the gentleman from Ohio, the Chair’s attention was attracted. | in his family. 
The Chair apprehended, from the fact that the gentlemen were .* BUNDY requests leave of absence, for ten days, on account of sickness 
very near each other, there might be some personal difficulty. ; ave of absence, for four da ; 
Therecpen: the Chair ordered both gentlemen, the gentleman on inh ———— ~ ae 
from New York, as well as the gentleman from Ohio, to take Mr. PaGE requests leave of absence, for one week, on account of sickness 
their seats. in his family. 
As the Recorp shows, that order was repeated more than; TheSPEAKER. Without objection these several requests 
once. The Chair then heard the gentleman from New Yorksay | will be granted. 
he would take his seat when he got ready. The Chair naturally There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
umed that that remark was in reply to the order of the The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 
Phair requiring the tleman to his seat, because, of Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, there is a special order at 
course, no other au ty in the House would have the right to | 1 o'clock to-day, providing for eulogies upon the late member 
order a gentleman to take his seat when in violation of the rules. | from Pennsylvania, Mr. O'Neill. It is now within thirty min- 
The Chair understood that to be the condition. Whereupon | utes of that time, and as I know it is the general wish of the 
the Chair stated that the gentleman from New York not only | House that the o uies shall take place at that hour, I ask 
was in disorder, but contumacious, and to the House | unanimous consent that the House proceed, with general unani- 
to know whether it was their wish and that such contu- | mous consent, until 1 o'clock, and that the order, the 
chould pass unnoticed. Theother incidents have been al- | contested-election case, be set aside until Monday next. 
Sonly desetthed, and the Chair has no remark to make upon them. There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
ALEXANDER M. WINSTON. Mr. PATTERSON. I desire to give notice, Mr. Speaker, 
. that on Monday next the case of eill against Joy will be 
The SPE AKER Iaid before the House a letter from the Acting | called up and pressed to a final determination under the con- 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting copy of a communica- | tinuing order of the House. 
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THE DONATION ACT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a bill (H. R. 69) prescrib- 
ing limitations of time for completion of title to certain lands 
disposed of under the act of Congress approved September 27, 
1850, and the acts amendatory and supplemental thereto, and 
commonly known as the ‘‘ Donation act,” and for the protection 
of purchasers and occupants on said lands, with an amendment 
of the Senate thereto. 

The SPEAKER. This is a House bill with Senate amend- 
ments, and it is in order to dispose of it at this time. 

Mr. MCRAE. I move that the House nonconcur in the Seri- 
ate amendment and agree to the conference asked for by the 
Senate. 

The SPEAKER. 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Clerk will report the Senate amend- 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

“That in all cases where persons under the provisions of the act of Con- 
gress entitled ‘An act to create the office of surveyor-general of the public 
lands in Oregon and to provide for the survey and to make donations to 
settlers of the said public lands,’ approved September 27, 1850, or the va- 
rious acts amendatory and supplemental thereto, have made proof of set- 
tlement on tracts of land in either of the States of Oregon, Washington, or 
Idaho, and given notice, as required by law, that they claimed such lands as 
donations. but have failed to execute and file in the proper land offices proof 
of their continued residence on and cultivation of the lands so settled upon 
and claimed, so as to entitle them to patents therefor, such claimants shall 
have, and they are er given, until the Ist day of January, 1896, the 
right to make and file their tinal proofs and fully establish their rights to 
donations of lands under the aforesaid act of Congress, and no longer; and 
all claimants who shall failto make and file final proof and perfect their 
claims to lands as donations under the acts aforesaid, before the said Ist 
day of January, 1896, shall thereafter be held to have abandoned theirclaims 
to the lands embraced in their notices: Provided, That as soon as practica- 
ble after the passage of this act notices shall be mailed to all such donation 
claimants, their heirs, devisees, and a where their names and resi- 
dences are known or by reasonable diligence can be ascertained by the reg- 
ister and receiver of the land office for the district in which the donation 
claims are situated, and shall be published at least once a week for four suc- 
cessive weeks in at least three newspapers of general circulation published 
in the land district, requiring such donation claimants, their heirs, devisees, 
and grantees, and all persons making claim to such donation claims, de- 
scribing such claims, to appear and make final proof for such claims within 
the time herein provided, and that in default of such final proof such dona- 
tion claims will held to have been abandoned. 

““Spo.2. That all such donation claims held to have been abandoned for 
failure to make and file final proof as hereinbefore provided shail berestored 
to the public domain and shall be subject tod al under the then exist- 
ing laws providing for the disposition of the public lands: Provided, That 
where any such donation claims or any part thereof are claimed by descent, 
devise, judicial sale, grant. or conveyance, in good faith, under the original 
claimant, and are, at the date of this act and for twenty — prior thereto 
have been, in the quiet adverse possession of such heir, devisee, grantee, or 
purchaser, or those under whom they claim, such heirs, devisees, grantees, 
or purchasers, upon making proof of their claims and adverse possession as 
aforesaid, shall be entitled to patents for the land so claimed and occupied 
by them: Provided, further, That where any portion of any such abandoned 
donation claim shall have been settled upon prior to a 1, 1894, by any 
person under an erroneous claim of right and has been used as a bona fide 
residence by such settler where final proof shall not be made by the original 
claimant. and such settler has exhausted his or her homestead right, such 
settler may, within ninety days from the ist day of January, 1896, file with the 
register of the land office of the district within which the lands are situate 
their affidavit and the affidavits of at least two disinterested witnesses es- 
tablishing the facts of their bona fide settlement, occupancy, and improve- 
ment of said lands, and pay to the recejver of the proper land office 81.25 per 
acre for the land so settled upon, occupied, and improved, not exceeding 
160 acres, and shall thereupon receive patent therefor. 

Sec. 3. That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to deprive the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, under the regulations governing 
contests in land cases, of his right to allow or direct hea to be insti- 
tuted to show that a donation claimant has abandoned the lands described 
in his notice, or prevent the Commissioner, when it is proven that such a 
claim is invalid or abandoned, from canceling the same the official 
records and thereafter disposing of the lands as a part of the public domain: 
Provided, That where hearings are allowed contestants shall pay the ex- 
penses incident thereto in the same manner that costs are paid in other con- 
tested land entries; and this act shall not be construed to affect any case 
now pending before the Land Department in which final proof has been 
furnished. 

Sec, 4. That the Commissioner of the General Land Office, with the ap- 
proval of the Secretary of the Interior, shall issue the necessary rules and 
regulations to give full force and effect to the provisions of this act. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen- | 
tleman from Arkansas to nonconcur ia the Senate amendment, | 


and agree to a conference. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, before that is done I wish to 
ask a question for information. The Senate seem to have struck 
out the House bill entire and to have substituted a new bill. 

Mr. MCRAE. That is exactly what they have done. Itis not 
at all un sual for the Senate to make amendments of this kind. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is the new bill in the same general line as 
the House bill? 

Mr. MCRAE. It is. 

Mr. BURROWS. Is there any change in the phraseology of 
the House bill? 

Mr. MCRAE. There is, but I can not tell you just what the 
change is. So far as I am personally concerned, if the mover of 
the bill desires to have it go to the committee where we can 
consider the amendment, I have noobjection, but I thought this 
was the most expeditious way of disposing of the matter: and 
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besides, the Senate has asked for a conference upon the amend 
ment. Iam not prepared to vote for the amendment nor 
plain the difference between it and the House bill. 

Mr. BURROWS. Your motion is to nonconcur? 

Mr. MCRAE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, as this is an 
tirely new bill and as it affects my State, I desire to ask the 
chairman of the committee [Mr. McRae] whether, if the bill 
goes to a conference, members representing the States alfected 
by the bill will have an opportunity to be heard: because, if not, 
I think the bill ought to go back to the Committee on Public 
Lands, where we can be heard. 

Mr. MCRAE. I can not ofcourse make any agreement it 
that. This is a bill introduced by the gentleman from Oregon 
[Mr. HERMANN], and it is amatter that I know very little about, 
except from the investigation that we gave it when it was before 
the committee. If the gentleman from Washington wants to 
have the bill go to committee again. let him make such a mo 
tion. [have made the motion to nonconcur and agree to a con- 
ference simply because [ thought that was a respectful way to 
treat the request of the Senate and the only practical way of 
reconciling the differences between the two Houses. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Well, let it be that way. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before that is done, Mr. Speaker. I desire 
to say that after the House has fully considered a bill and sent it 
to the Senate, this practice of the Senate substituting an entire}, 
new bill and sending it back here, and then having it go toa 
conference committee where it will not be open to amendment, 
seems to be not exactly just to the House. 

Mr. MCRAE. I repeat, Mr. Speaker, that personally I have 
no objection to this bill going back to the committee. I do not 
care personally what is done with it. I have moved to noncon- 
cur and agree to a conference, because that seems to me the most 
respectful way to treat the Senate, and is what ought to be dune 
if we want to legislate upon this subject. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I am informed 
that the changes in the phraseology of the bill are very slight 
and are simply intended to make it more lawyer-like, and per 
haps it had better be disposed of as proposed by the gentleman 
from Arkansas. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Here isan entirely new bill of eight or ten 
pages, and the House has no information as to the effect of the 
changes. 

The SPEAKER. Unless there be objection this bil! wil! be 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MCRAE. I do not agree to that, Mr. Speaker, and 
have made what I think is the proper motion; but if, when the 
Senate have asked for a conference, the House chooses to tren 
the request in that way, that is for the House tosay. This is a 
bill that deals with a law applicable only in the State of Orego: 

Mr. DINGLEY. If there are no material changes from th: 
House bill, I do not object to the motion of the gentleman from 
Arkansas. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The gentleman says that the 
bill deals entirely with the State of Oregon, but it names spe 
cifically Washington, Oregon, and Idaho. 

Mr. PICKLER. This bill does. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Yes, this bill does; and! think 
my State-+has some slight interest in it. 

Mr. MCRAE. My understanding was that the old “ donation 
act” applied only to Oregon. 

Mr. PICKLER. It applies to those three States. 

Mr. McRAE. If it applies to Washington and Idaho, 
statement was incorrect, and I ask to correct it. 

The motion of Mr. MCRAE to nonconcur and agree to a con- 
ference was adopted. 

The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the part of the 
House Mr. MCRAE, Mr. HARE, and Mr. LACEY. 

TEXAREKANA AND FORT SMITH RAILWAY. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House, with an amendment of 
the Senate, the bill (H. R. 1919) authorizing the Texarkana and 
Fort Smith Railway Company to bridge Caddo Lake, at or near 
Morningsport, La., and Cross Bayou, near Shreveport, La. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment of the Senate will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 1, in line 21, strike out the words 


ab y 


my 


‘as nearly as practicable 


Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. This amendment of the 
Senate is merely verbal. I move that it be concurred in. 
| The motion was agreed to 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House Senate bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; which were read twice and referred as stated: 
A bill (S. 1105) for the relief of Albert F. Redstone—to the 


| Committee on Claims. 





ee 


| 
, 
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A bill (S. 341) to submit to the Court of Private Land Claims, 
established by an act of Congress approved March 3, 1891, the 
title of William McGarrahan to the Rancho Panoche Grande, 
in the State of California, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims. 


PUNISHMENT OF BARRATRY. 


Mr. EVERETT. Iask unanimous consent for the considera- 
tion of House bill No. 4606, which has been favorably reported 
by the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 4606) to amend sections 5365 and 83660f the Revised Statutes. 

Be it enacted by the Senateand House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That section 5365 of the Revised Statutes is 
hereby am.ended to read as follows: 

‘Sec. 5365. Every person who, on the high seas, willfully and ay 
casts away or otherwise destroys any vessel of which he is owner, in whole 
or in part, with intent to prejudice any person that may underwrite any 
policy of insurance thereon, or any merchant that mee are goods thereon, 
or any other owner of such vessel, shall be punished by imprisonment for 
life, or for any term of years.”’ 

Sxc, 2. That section of the Revised Statutes is hereby amended so 
that it will read as follows: 

“Seo, 5366. Every person, not being an owner, who, on the high seas, will- 
fully and corruptly casts away or otherwise destroys any vessel to which he 
belongs, being the property of any citizen, shall be punished by imprison- 
ment for life, or for any term of years.” 

Mr. EVERETT. [ask consent to make a statement. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I reserve the right to object until I have 
heard the gentleman’s explanation. 

Mr. EVERETT. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on the Judici- 
ary has unanimously reported this bill with a recommendatioa 
that it pass. It was introduced by me at the instance of the 
marine insurers of Boston, New York, and Philadelphia. This 
crime of wilfully casting vessels away—commonly called the 
crime of barratry—is under existing statutes punishable with 
death; and marine insurers represent to me that because of this 
penalty, juries steadily refuse to convict. Therefore gentlemen 
interested in marine insurance ask that the Revised Statutes be 
amended so that the penalty for this crime may be imprisonment 
for life, or for a term of years. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then I understand that the only change pro- 
posed in the law is that this crime of barratry shall be punish- 
able by imprisonment for life, instead of the death penalty. 

Mr. EVERETT. Thatit shall be punishable by imprisonment 
for life, or for a term of years. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the con- 
sideration of the bill; which was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

On motion of Mr. EVERETT, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


HALL OF RECORDS. 


Mr. BANKHEAD, from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, reported back with an amendment in the form of 
a substitute the bill (S. 22) making appropriation for the pur- 
chase of ground and the erection thereon in the city of Wash- 
ington, D. C., of a building to be used asahallof records; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompaning report, ordered to be printed. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CATCHINGS, from the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, reported a bill (H. R. 6518) making appropriations for the 
construction, repair, and preservation of certa ublic works 
on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

ADDITIONAL DISTRICT JUDGE IN ILLINOIS. 

Mr. CHILDS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H.R. 5649) providing an addi- 
tional district judge in the northern district of Illinois; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


LAW BOOKS FOR CIRCUIT COURTS OF APPEALS. 


Mr. TERRY, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back favorably the bill (H.R. 6396) to provide for purchase of 
law books for use of the circuit courts of appeals of the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
thestate of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 





PENSION BILLS. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I ask unanimousconsent that bills 
reported at Friday night sessions of the House, and which are 
now on the Private Calendar as unfinished business, may be con- 
sidered as having the previous question ordered upon them to 
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| the engrossment, third reading, and passage, with the right ot 
| fifteen minutes’ debate on each side, subject, however, toall ex- 
isting orders. 

The SPEAKER having restated the request of. Mr. MARTIN— 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. I desire to ask whether this request 
includes the bill acted on favorably last night by the Committee 
of the Whole? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. It does not, for the reason that, as 
we did not have a quorum when the Committee of the Whole 
rose, no bill acted on in the committee was reported to the 
House. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. But when that bill was laid aside for 
favorable report there was a quorum, so far as the record shows. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. My proposition does not include 
that bill, because it ig still in the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BURROWS (to Mr. Smrra of Illinois). Your bill can be 
taken care of later. 

Mr. SMITH of [llinois. I should be very glad if my bill which 
was acted on favorably last night could be included in this mo- 


tion. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. MARTIN]? 

Mr. BAILEY. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. If 
this request should be granted and the previous question ordered 
on these bills they would then become the regular order? 

The SPEAKER. And would come up immediately after the 
reading of the Journal. 

Mr. BAILEY. So that upon a call for the regular order the 
consideration of these bills would supersede all other business. 

TheSPEAKER. With theexception of existing orders, which 
the gentleman from Indiana reserves from the terms of his re- 


quest. 
Mr. BAILEY. In view of that fact I must object. 
MARGARET ENGLISH. 


Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 1686) ‘‘granting a 
pension to Margaret English.” 

This bill was objected to by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
STALLINGS], but he is willing now to have it considered. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, au” 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Margaret Eng” 
lish, widow of Willigm English, late of Company A, Ninety-fifth New York 
Infantry Volunteers, and to pay her a pension at t@e rate of $12 a month. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera: 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I would ask the gentleman from New York 
if there isa —* accompanying this bill? 

Mr. TRACEY. There is. 

Mr: McMILLIN. I will not ask for the reading of the report, 
but ask that it be inserted in the RecoRpD to show the evidence 
sustaining the bill. 

Mr. TRACEY. I hope that will be done. 

The report (by Mr. HAINES) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1686) granting a pension to Margaret English, submit the following report: 

This case was favorably reported by the committee near the close of the 
Fifty-second Congress, but failed of action in the House from want of time. 
The facts are as follows: 

The petitioner is the widow of William ogee. alias William Quinn, to 
whom she was ed September 2, 1851. This soldier, asis shown in asat- 
isfactory manner, served under the name of Quinn in Company A, Ninety- 
fifth New York Volunteers, from November 24, 1861, until August 24, 1863, 
when he died of maniaa potu (delirium tremens), as shown by the rec- 
ords of the hospital at Philadelphia. 

The records of the War Department further show that he was present 
from enrollment (November, 1861) to August 31, 1862; properly accounted 

; for until June 30, 1863; admitted to hospital at Philadelphia July 10, 1863, 
because of gunshot wound of hand received at Gettysburg July 2, 1863. 

The official report of the death of the soldier also shows that the soldier 
was reported as a deserter (presumably from the hospital) from July. 25 to 
August 19, 1863, ha been on aspree. August 21 he first showed symp- 
toms of delirium and jumped twice out of a window (15 feet), probably caus- 
ing fracture of the internal table or base of the brain. . 

e evidence shows that the petitioner still remains his widow, and that 
she has no perty except $500 — in a dwelling, from which she has ar 
income of #7 per month, and that she lives with a daughter and contributes 
by her own labor to her support. 

widow can not be pensioned under the general law, because the so) 
«lier’s death did not occur in line of duty; she can not be pensioned undei 
act June 27, 1890, use he was never discharged, although it is true that il 
he had died of the same disease one day after being honorably dischargea 
his widow would be pensionable under that act. 

Under date of July 13, 1893, Charles F. Poinsel and William Carmody, of 
Cohoes, N. Y., testify that the claimant has not remarried since the soldier’s 
death, and that she has no income except from her own manual labor, and 
#60 from a small tenement. 

This seems to be such a case as special acts of Congress are designed to 
Scaee nanamied Uy suctatog Out oll alter the weed “pension,” in fine ts sod 

ame 8 ow ter the word “ on,”’ 7, 
inse’ in lieu thereof the words, “subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the act approved June 27, 1890," and also b oo words 
“alias William Quinn” after the name William English in line 
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There being no objection, the bill was considered, the amend- 
ments recommended by the committee were agreed to, and the 
bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. ; 

On motion of Mr. TRACEY,a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. 
the committees for reports. 

There was no objection. 

FOG SIGNAL, SUPERIOR, WIS. 


If there be no objection, the Chair will call, 
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Mr. BRICKNER, from the Committee on Interstate and For- | 
eign Commerce, reported back the bill (H.R. 6234) for the es- | 


tablishment of a fog signal at Superior pier-head light station, 
Superior, Wis.; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

APPRAISEMENT OF IMPROVEMENTS. CHEROKEE NATION. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask uhanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H.R. 6013) making an ap- 
propriation to complete the appraisement of improvements of 
intruders in the Cherokee Nation. 

The SPEAKER.. The bill will be read subject to objection. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. SAYERS. Reserving the right to object, I would like to 
address a question to the gentleman whoasks thisconsent. Has 
this bill ever been reported by a committee? 

Mr. HUNTER. No, sir. 

Mr. SAYERS. Then I object. 

EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE O’NEILL OF PENN- 
SYLVANIA. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the special order for 
to-day. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Saturday, March 31, beginning at 1 o’clock p. m., be set 
apart for eulogies to the late Hon. Charles O'Neill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. WOLVERTON in the chair). 
The Clerk will now report the pending resolutions. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the business of the House be now suspended that opportu 
nity may be given for tributes to the memory of the Hon. Charles O'Neill, 
late a Representative from the State of Pennsylvania; 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these proceedings to the Senate; 

Resolved, That the Clerk be instructed to send a copy of these resolutions 
to the family of the deceased; and, 

Resolved, That as a particular mark of respect to the memory of the de 
ceased, and in recognition of his eminent abilities as a distinguished public 
servant, the House at the conclusion of these memorial proceedings shall 
stand adjourned 


The resolutions were unanimously adopted. 


Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to ask that the resolutions 
which I hold in my hand be printed with the proceedings of this 
occasion as an expression of the esteem and friendship with which 
the late Charles O’Neill, of Pennsylvania, was regarded by his 
associates of the Committee of Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
of which he was an honored member. 

The announcement of his death was received by us with pro- 
found sorrow, and we wish to place upon record this imperfect 
estimate of his life and character. 

Mr. O’ Neill came to Washington to attend the first session of 
this Congress, which began under the proclamation of the Pres- 
ident on the 7th day of August, 1893. One of his last official acts 
in the House of Representatives was the administration of the 
prescribed oath to its Speaker. It was then apparent that his 
strength and vital energies were being gradually destroyed by 
disease. The light had departed from the eyes, the step was no 
longer quick and elastic. Being in the waning age of life, his 
friends saw that he could not continue long in the discharge of 
his duties. 

He was soon compelled by sickness to return to his home in 
Philadelphia, and there died on the 25th day of November ,{1893. 
The end came suddenly and it seemed to be peaceful and almost 
painless. In the morning of his last day he rose from his couch, 
and having dressed himself passed down the stairs to his accus- 
tomed place at the breakfast table. The day was passed in read- 
ing and social intercourse with friends. Noone dreamed that 
before its close the final stroke would fall. Only two hours be- 
fore the hand of death was !aid upon him he was talking of his 
early return to the capital and the work there before him. In 
the family circle the immediate future with its stirring scenes 
and sharp conflicts was the subject of conversation. While thus 
engaged he complained to- his niece and brother of a sudden 
tightness of the chest and difficiilty of breathing. This caused 
him to go to his room and retire to his bed. ‘The last words 
he spoke were ‘I will sleep,” and then laying himself back upon 
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the pillow fell into eternal rest. There was only a momentary 
struggle, and then ‘** that change which never changes.” a 

Having met him here for the first time and known him 
as a Representative, I must leave to others the task of r 
the story of his life. Being the oldest in years and service, he 
was known as the father of the House. If he had lived to the 
end of this Congress the duration of his service would have been 
measured by the term of thirty years. Few men have held so 
long the high and responsible position of Representative, and in 
this fact we have the best proof that he was worthy of the dis- 
tinguished honor. 

Such instances of repeated popularapproval happen only when 
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there is the solid foundation of merit and worth. The best re- 
sults are not always produced by those who possess the greatest 
intellectual power. To men of plodding habits we are often in- 
debted for the most valuable achievements. The most solid 


benefits are secured by the Representative for his people by 
regular and methodical work. Mr. O'Neill was not a strong de- 
bater, nor was he a man of uncommon vigor of intellect, but was 
laborious, systematic, and conscientious in the performance of 
all his duties. 


In the possession of these qualities we find his chief strength. 
He was indefatigable in efforts to promote the prosperity of his 


constituents, and they showed in a marked degree their appre- 
ciation of his services. Such success as he won comes only to 
those who deserve it. 

It has been told of him that he never missed a day from the 
sessions of the House during all the years he remained here, 
until compelled by his last illness to return to his home for med- 
ical treatment. So much can be spoken in praise of but few of 
his colleagues. It was his habit not to postpone the work of to- 
day for performance to-morrow. Life is duty, and every man 
should consecrate himself to its fulfilment. From his convic- 
tion of it Mr. O'Neill derived his rule of action. 

He was a faithful Representative and devoted to the interests 
of his people. He was quick to enter the arena of debate when 
Philadelphia or Pennsylvania required a champion. 

He was a man of warm and generous impulses, of such gentle 
and kindly disposition as led him to do thingsagreeable to other 
While at times warm and earnest in the expression of convic- 
tions, he was always fair and courteous. He caused no wounds 
by bitter reproaches or harsh words, but was regarded by all 
with warm friendship and will long be held in affectionate re- 
membrance. 


5. 


The resolutions referred to are as follows: 

** Your committee appointed at the meeting held December 8, 
1893, to prepare a suitable memorial in honor of the memory of 
the late Charles O Neill, of Pennsylvania, late a member of the 
Committee of Interstate and Foreign Commerce, respectfully 
report the following: 

‘** We, the Committee on Interstate and oreign Commerce of 
the House of Representatives of the Fifty-third Congress, have 
heard with deep regret the announcement of the death of our 
associate, Hon. Charles O'Neill, of Pennsylvania. 

The loss of our oldest member, both in service and in age, 
would in itself call for respectful action on the partof this com- 
mittee. 

‘** But in,the case of Charles O'Neill, in addition to his crown of 
years and length of service, his character, his abilities, his de- 
votion to his duties on the committee have earned for near a 
score of years the respect of his associates, while his courtesy, 
his kindness of manner and of heart have inspired them always 
with personal regard and affection. 

‘* Pursuant, therefore, to action of this committee heretofore 
taken, it is hereby 

** Resolved, That this memorial be entered on the minutes as a 
mark of enduring respect to the memory of a courteous associ- 
ate, a distinguished and laborious Representative,and an up- 
right and God-fearing gentleman, whose death has been a last- 
ing loss to his fellow-membersin this committee and the House, 
to his constituents whom he served justly and faithfully, and to 
his country. 

** And further resolved, That this memorial and resolutions be 
reported from this committee by its chairman to the House on 
the day set apart by special order for eulogies on Hon. Charles 
O'Neill, in order that they may forma part of the permanent 
record of the proceedings on that occasion.” 


Mr. STORER. Mr. Speaker, when [ came to the House of 
Representatives, at the beginning of the Fifty-second Congress, 
I was honored by being placed upon the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. The first day that I entered that 
committee [ met a gentleman who had been well known to me 
by name and reputation for many years. He was the senior 
member of the minority of that committee, and well as I had 
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known his reputation I still was struck by the respect and per- 
sonal regurd that all the members who had known him before 
showed Charles O'Neill. I found that he, himself, had been 
made a member of that committee upon his first entrance into 
Congress, at the beginning of the Thirty-eighth Congress, in 
December, 1863. Ifound that he had served on that Commit- 
tee on Commerce down to the end of the Forty-first Congress 
without intermission, and with distinguished usefuless to his con- 
stituency and to the work of the committee. 

On his re ‘ntering the Forty-third Congress, the Republican 
party, to which he from its birth belonged, being then in the 
majority, he was not put on this committee again, but on acom- 
mittee at that time of much greaterimportanceand much greater 
labor, thaton Appropriations, on which he served through the 
Forty-fourth and Forty-fifth Congresses. Attheassembling of the 
Forty-sixth Congress, [learned, as the party now in majority in 
the House was at that time in control of its organization, he was 
again the senior member of the minority upon his old Commit- 
tee onCommerce. The Forty-seventh Congressonce moreshow- 
ing Republican control, Mr. O Neill was again on Appropria- 
tions, but when the Forty-eighth Congress met, and from that 
time down to the date of his death he e and remained the 
senior member of the minority on his old committee. 

To a young member, looking upaimost with veneration to men 
who had served their people and the country faithfully and well 
for such a length of time, itseemed a thing to be very proud of 
to look back upon such a career as Charles O’Neill’s. It was 
not long before I, myself, came to know him, and I looked upon 
him with the same feeling of entire respect, perfect confidence, 
and affection, if I may use the word, with which those who had 
known him longer always spoke of him. Of his usefulness to 
his State and his constiwency, his State and his city can best 
speak through their Representatives; of his distinguished and 
devoted services on the r of the House a hundred men can 
speak with more experience and inform tion than myself. 

But, Mr. Speaker, upon the Committee on Commerce there 
are but two of us, fellow-members of the minority with Mr. 
O'Neill, left over from the Fifty-secord Congress, and one of 
these two is necessarily absent to-day. It is onthis account and 
under this excuse that I feel justi in taking part of the time 
allotted by the House for remarks in remembrarce and in re- 
spect of our deceased colleague. If there was any‘bing shat his 
fellow-members on the committee knew it was that Mr. O’ Neill 
looked faithfully and well after the interests of everything and 
everyone, however remotely connected with the constituency 
that sent him here. He was, in the fullest sense of the word, a 
faithful representative of his people. Just toall men, trampling 
on no man’s rights, interfering with no other man’s prero 
tives, he was all the time looking out for the interests of his 
people and his home. 

In national matters he was not careless nor narrow-minded. In 
affairs that belonged to the business and commerce of the whole 
country he was not unmindful nor provincial, but when any- 
thing came near touching for good or for ill the welfare of the 
city that he loved so well, he was preéminently on the alert; 
then his mind seemed to quicken, his intelligence to brighten, 
he became aggressive, fearless, persuasive, emphatic, whatever 
the occasion seemed to require. He was a man of entire integ- 
rity of character, great experience in the routine business of 
committees, knowing well when to let a matter alone which did 
not necessarily demand his attention or his time, but never al- 
lowing anything to pass which it was his business to inquire 
into, te watch over, to oppose, or to press. 

But with all this, Mr. ee what endeared him to the men 
he was thrown with in almost daily work upon our committee 
was his never-failing courtesy and geniality of manner, his ready 
smile, his instant willingness to apologize for any offense given 
without intention (and he never gave offense otherwise), and 
the kindly spirit with which he accepted contradiction, argu- 
ment, and dissent. He had that rarest of mental and physical 
attributes, a sunny temper. I think for a man of his age he was 
the most cheerful man and the most cheerful company that I 
have seen for many years. His conscience seemed at rest at all 
times,with himself, with his fellow-men, and with his Maker. 
He was a man of kind heart. He was a man of deep religious 
conviction, and while his kindness of heart never showed itself 
in loose or ineonsiderate way, his convictions, so far as 
I could learn, never degen into bigotry, bitterness, or 
narrowness, 

The serene and cheerful spirit that he had was so strongly 
characteristic, and | might say absolutely the s est charac- 
teristic of his mind, that grief or sorrow in the sense 
of the words, even in those very close to him, are not feel- 
ings or the words that are naturally called to mind or which fitly 
describe our loss. It is not tears, it is not mourning that are 
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suggested by his departure, but rather a confident hope and ex- 
pectation of seeing again that cheerful smile, that kindly man- 
ner, that serene, sunny, and peaceful old age. 

Without gloom, without solemn ceremony, without conven- 
tional melancholy of manner or of words, I say, ‘‘Good bye, dear 
old Charlie O'Neill.” 

Say not ‘‘Good night,” 


But in some brighter clime 
Bid me “Good morning.” 


Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Speaker, itisa proverbamong the Arabs 
that death is a camel that kneels at every man’s door. He has 
knelt with sad and sorrowful frequency at the doors of the Penn- 
sylvania delegation on this floor in the last five years; and we 
are again called to pay our respect to the memory of another 
distinguished Pennsylvanian, whose period of service in this 
House has established his title to the distinction of being the 
father of the House. 

I therefore crave a brief indulgence to mingle my voice with 
the swelling anthem ofaffectionate and eloquent eulogy on this 
occasion, because [ respected and honored our departed friend 
while living, and dead I feel a sincere and reverential regard 
for his memory. 

The duration of his life, the usefulness of his labors, the benev- 
olence of his feelings, the elevation of his sentiments, and the 
nobility of his character united to form an attractive and inter- 
esting personality and a career instructive and admirable ina 
high degree. 

Those who wrought with him and observed him through the 
long period of years in which he served an appreciative and con- 
fiding constituency upon this floor are commissioned to speak of 
those excellencies of character which found their illustration 
in his extended and distinguished career in the service of his 
country, a service which he decorated and adorned with the 
finest fidelity and most disinterested devotion to every detail of 
duty. 

y Own acquaintance with him and observation of his career 
ae me to say that Mr. O'Neill was in some respects an ideal 
presentative. He made no pretension togreatness. He never 
masqueraded as a leader or a master. He knew that in the lot- 
tery of faculties all men could not draw first prizes; that all 
members of Congress could not be front-rank statesmen—that in 
the gladiatorial contests of statesmanship a great majority of 
this body can only be helpers to the principal actors in the 
drama. He had no pride that made him ashamed to take a sec- 
ond place. He believed in the adage ‘‘the tools to those who 
can best use them; the floor to those who possess the highest 
aptitude for intellectual encounter in the arena of debate.” Still 
he did not abstain from participating in discussion when im- 
pelled by a sense of duty to take part. 

A local measure affecting his constituents, or in which the city 
of Philadelphia was concerned, awakened in him an enthusiasm 
of loyalty which overcame his reluctance and brought him to his 
feet. When he took the floor, he spoke with aclearness, force, 
and fervor which rarely failed to awaken interest in his views. 
But he never wasted the public time in needless words, and 
always ceased speaking when done—an example which statesmen 
of high and low degree might imitate with profit to their own 
and their country’s fame. 

To see others toiling and achieving in fields of action above 
his range never grieved him. He was content to serve where 
he could be most serviceable. If he was employed in an honor- 
able, necessary, and useful task—though humble—though but 
cutting a face in a cherry stone, in the true spirit of patriotic 
service and dutiful endeavor, itdid not trouble him that another 
was —o~e acolossus outofarock. His kindly soul never knew 
the taint of jealousy or envy. 

This quality helped him to usefulness within the limits which 
he prescribed for his exertions and furnished an example quite 
worthy of imitation. 

A mostnotable characteristic of Mr. O’ Neill was his kindly and 
sympatheticnature. His graces of mind and heart, amiability of 
character, sweetness of disposition, gentleness of manner, and 
fine courtesy made conquest of universal esteem and placed him 
high in the hearts ol all who knew him. 

e had a punctilious delicacy for the ee of others, upon 
which he never inflicted an intentional wound. His heart was 


full of the heal balm of sympathy. In his breast was a per- 
ennial of the milk of human kindness, and he found de- 
ht in hel and serving others. 


is devotion to his constituents was a conspicuous feature of 
of his public life. He was to them afather. It is said that he 
knew most of them personally. He took them into his capa- 
cious affections, watched their interests, guarded their rights, 
anticipated their wants, and served them in all needful ways 
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with a fidelity as beautiful as his industry was tireless. The 
jocular observation of some one that he answered every letter 
from a constituent within twenty-four hours and then went home 
to see if the answer had arrived safely, was a hyperbolic ex- 
pression of the prevailing sense and universal appreciation of 
the energy and promptitude with which he performed the duties 
of his representative office. That his constituents appreciated 
him, loved him, and reciprocated his affection and devotion by 
keeping him in Congress for more than a quarter of a century 
is not surprising. They knew his diligence in their service; 
they knew that the command of duty was to him a ‘‘thus saith 
the Lord;” that no draft made upon him in any matter whose 
claim he reeognized would ever go to protest. So they trusted 
him, and were never betrayed; confided in him and found him 
worthy; continued him in their service and were always well 
served. 

The lesson such a career teaches appeals to all of us; that the 
only way for a Representative to securely hold the confidence 
and affection of his constituents is in the demonstration of his 
worthiness by integrity, fidelity, industry, and efficiency in their 
service. 

Our brother reached and passed the bounds of man’s appointed 
years. The mysterious clock wh‘ch the angel of life wound up 
to run three-score years and ten then closed the case and gave the 
key to the angel of the resurrection, as beautifully suggested by 
Dr. Holmes, ran a little beyond the appointed time. As the 
clock at his bedside struck the hour for the November sun to 
fling his goodnight kisses of crimson upon the pale cheek of the 
expiring day and sink to rest, his sun went down in the evening 
glories of his well-spent day to risein the radiant light of a new 
morn. 

How suddenly death came. They heard the rustle and saw 
the shadow of his wings, and it was over. He said to his at- 
tendant and affectionate niece, ‘‘ [think I will sleep.” Ina mo- 
ment he slept the dreamless slumber of the dead. In the words 


softly closing the flowers and touching them to sleep, silently 
and lovingly in the promise of a bright waking,” so he fell 
asleep. Nature,with no rudeness in her touch, but softly and 
gently disengaged the vital cord and he passed serenely into 
rest on the other shore of that mysterious sea ‘‘that never yet 
has borne on any wave the image of a homeward sail.” 

He is gone, but he left behind him for our instruction the les- 
son of his beautiful life of sympathy and service. To contem- 
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Did you ever think what it was that gave the pathes to that 
little couplet, which you used to recite when a boy at school 
abou 


— 
The last rose of summer 
Left blooming alone, 
All her lovely companions 
Are faded and gone 
> ’ ; . 
I'll not leave thee, thou lone one, 
To pine on the stem, 
Since the lovely are sleeping, 
Go sleep thou with them. 


It is the fact that it is the last rose of summer that gives ita 
pathos to this little couplet. 

Our friend, in whose honor we have met, remained on dut) 
here almosttothelast. Hediedatthe postof duty. You remem- 


ber when the surgeons gathered around Mr. Garfield in yonder 
depot when he was stricken down by the vilest assassin that 
ever cursed the earth, you remember he asked the doctor if the 


wound was mortal? And the surgeon replied, ‘‘ We fear the 
worst,” and Mr. Garfield replied, ‘‘ Doctor, I am not afraid to 
die.” Why not? Because he was at the post of duty. Are you 


and I at the post of duty? 

One of my illustrious and distinguished predecessors in this 
House, who represented the same district which [ have the honor 
to represent, for sixteen years, John Quincy Adams, the old man 
eloquent, died in yonder hall. 

He died, like our brother, at the post of duty. 
were, ‘* This is the last of earth; I am content.” 

Some of the oldest people who live in New England will tell 
you that in their boyhood they heard their parents tell about a 
dark day. It occurred on the 19th day of May, in the year 1780. 
It began to grow dark at 10 oclock in the morning. At noon it 
was so dark that people could not see to read outdoors. 

Our fathers had very few books besides the Bible. In that 
book they read that God had appointed a day in which he would 


His last words 


: | judge the world, and in that day ‘‘ the sun should be darkened.” 
of another, ‘“‘As the shadows steal at evening over the earth, | 


Very many of the good people of New England thought the day 
of judgment was at hand, 

Indeed thestrange prenomenon has never beenexplained. The 
only explanation ever offered was that the smoke trom burning 
f rest fires inthe West met adensefogfromtheeast. Anyhow, 
vn the 19th day of May, in the year 17380, the people in New Eng 


| land could not see to read outdoors at noon time. 


plate it and emulate it is the only way to make it profitable to | 


us. Death comes like a faithful schoolmaster with the open 
book of a closed life and assigns the lesson which we must study 
or lose its teaching. I borrow the limes of a poet to express 
what I desire to accentuate as the “ golden text” in the lesson of 
this dutiful and beautiful life: 
The bravest lives are those to duty wed. 
Whose deeds, both great and small; 


Are close-knit strands of an unbroken thread 
Where love epnobles all. 


The world may sound no trumpets, ring no bells 
The book of life the shining record tells. 


Mr. MORSE. Mr.Speaker, there is tomy mind always atinge 
of sadness about the ‘‘last time,” and when I hear that one of 
our members is dead, I frequently turn to the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD and see what was his last utterance on this floor. 

And though it may only be a motion to adjourn or a call fo: 
division, there is a tinge of sadness about it. It is sad to think 


of the last day of school in our childhood, the last time you saw | 


a friend, the last day of a Legislature, of a Congress, when we 
break up never all to meet again. 

The last appearance of Mr. O’Neillin this Hall occurred only a 
short time before his death, and the last words uttered by him 
which appear in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD are found on 
page 302: 

Mr. O'NEILL of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker. I move to strike out the pro- 
viso. 

He had been for twenty-eight years a member of this House: 
these Halls had echoed with his voice, participating in the de- 
bates in all those years. These were his last uttered words in 
debate on this floor. 

On page 1008, August is recorded his last vote, where he 
responded ‘‘aye” in favor of the repeal of the purchasing clause 
of the Sherman act, never to vote again. 

His last speech was delivered August 14, on the question of 
mileage. His last question in debate was addressed to Mr. Hot- 
MAN of Indiana, ‘1 would like toask the gentleman from In- 
diana a question.” 

Elis last petition was filed October 23, and was a resolution of 
the Union League of Pennsylvania. 
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This dark day overtook the Connecticut House of Assembly in 
session and amidst a profound stillness and silence and gloom a 


mn 


member arose in his place and said, ‘‘ Mr. President, it is evi- 


| dent, sir, thata strange and wonderful providence of God is upon 


us, by which we can not see to read at noon time. 
sir, that the day of judgmentis at hand. 
providence, [I move you, sir, that the Connecticut House o! 
sembly do here and now adjourn.” 

There was a member of the House who was a Quaker, and 
whose name was Abraham Davenport, and he arose in his place 
and said, ‘*‘ Mr. President, I am opposed to the motion to adjourn, 
i am utterly unable to explain the darkness; it may be as my 
brother has said, that the day of judgment is at hand, but as | 
know of nc better place to be overtaken by death and the judg 
ment than at the post of duty, I move you, sir, that the candle 
be brought in and the act bo read again;” and they were and the 
business of she House went on. Are you and I at the post o 
duty inthe largersense of thosewords? Then, like John Quincy 
Adams, James Abram Gartield, like Abraham Davenport, like 
our brother O'Neill, who has left us, we may not fear death or 
the judgment, and it will be well with us in time, and well with 
us in eternity. 

Mr. Speaker, it was my pleasure to know quite intimately 
Charles O'Neill. When I became a member of the Fifty-first 


[t may be, 
In viewof this strange 
As 


| Congress, the kindly, benevolent face of this good man at once 


attracted me, and my later intercourse with him, as we went out 
and came in together during the Fifty-first and Fifty-second 
Congresses, confirmed my first impression of Mr. O Neill. 

[t is recorded in the book that *‘ Darius, kiug of Medes and 
Persians, after the fall of Babylon, thought to set Daniel over 
the whole realm, and made him chief of the three presidents, 
who should have charge of the affairs of the kingdom, because 
an excellent spirit was in him.” 

A similar reason might have been assigned for the honors that 


| were paid Charles O'Neill by the great empire State of Pennsy|l- 
| vania during hislong and eventful life, and during his long serv- 


ice, extending over a generation, on the floor of the National 
House of Representatives. , 

Mr. O’ Neill was a modest, unassuming, honest, able servan‘ 
Pennsylvania and the people who honored him. In his de: 
the nation has lost a statesman, the people have lost a champion, 
philanthropy, virtue, and religion have lost a and 
earnest supporter, and I have lost a friend. 
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We shall all miss his pleasant smile and his cheery good morn- 
ing. We shall see him no more. Farewell Charles O'Neill, a 
long, last farewell. 

Mr. O'Neill was a religiousman. I had several conversations 
with him upon matters pertaining to concerns of the soul. He 
made no boast or exhibition of his religion, and was rather in- 
clined to distrust his own acceptance and preparation for the 
great hereafter; but fam fully persuaded that he was a thor- 
oughly good man, that he leaned fully on the ‘ Crucified One,” 
and that he has now gone to see the ** King in his beauty,” and 
has exchanged his home on earth for a brighter and a better 
home in Heaven. 

What is the lesson of the life and public services of Charles 
O'Neill, of Pennsylvania? First, it ought to be an inspiration 
to every American youth; his honesty, industry, patriotism, 
earnestness, and ability in his chosen calling proves to the youth 
of our land that these qualities carry in their hand the sure pres- 
tige of victory and success. 

The honors showered upon this man by the great State of 
Pennsylvania, his long and eventful life, are but a demonstra- 
tion of the fact that in this favored land of ours, ‘‘ There is no 
royal road to learning,” and ‘‘ Honor and shame from no condi- 
tion rise.” 

The youth of our land want to be impressed with the impor- 
tance of laying the foundation of their character well, and that 
honesty, virtue, and religion are the only enduring foundations 
of character. 

It has been said that character is a creature of slow growth; 
it buds in infancy, blossoms in childhood and has its fruitage in 
later years. I have seen young men who had a fear that they 
would not be appreciated, but my observation is that in the long 
run people pass for about what they are. Calumny or aspersion 
may for a time shadow a life, but in the long run we each and 
every one of us are sized up about right. 

* And when the fitful fever is ended and the foolish wrangle 
of the market and forum is closed, and grass heals over the scar 
which our descent into the bosom of the earth made, and the 
carpet of the infant becomes the blanket of the dead,” then, if 
not till then, justice will be done us, and with an iron pena 
record will be made that is just and true. 

I know little of the family life and home life of our dead 
brother, but I presume he had the usual allotment of joys and 
sorrows, of cloud and sunshine, of thorns and roses in his path. 

I ran across a little piece the other day with the title ‘What 
is your life?” 

A little crib beside the bed, 

A little face above the spread, 

A little shoe upon the floor, 

A little frock behind the door, 

A little lad with dark brown hair, 
A little blue-eyed face and fair, 

A little lane that leads to school, 
A little pencil, slate, and rule, 


A little winsome, blithsome maid, 
A little hand within his laid— 


That is where he got married— 


A little family gath'ring round 
A little turf-heaped, tear-dewed mound— 


That is where the child died— 


A little cottage and acres four, 
A little old-time fashioned store, 
A little added to his soil, 

A little rest from hardest toil, 

A little silver in his hair, 

A little stool and easy chair, 

A little night of earth-lit gloom, 
A little cortége to the tomb— 

That is what life is. 

And I thougbt when I read those verses, ‘‘Oh, how sad they 
were without the light of immortality to shine upon them.” 

I attended church in St. Paul’s Episco Church in London 
once; there were 15,000 people in the church. Canon Stubbs 
recited the Episcopal prayer, which says: ‘‘ Oh, Lord, have mercy 
upon any that are afflicted in any manner, in body, in mind, or 
estate.” 

And I said to myself, is there a single person in this vast con- 
course that does not need to say that prayer; certain, sure, I was 
one there that needed to say it. 

And do you know, the longer I live and the more I mingle 
with my fellows, the more I think that if this world is all there 
is to it, the game a the average man and woman is not worth 

laying, and in this sad circumstance I find an argument in 
oor of the immortality of the soul, and an argument in favor 
of the gospel, that points toa place and a tribunal where the in- 
equalities and injustices of this world are made right. 
lato, a heathen philosopher, thanked God for three things: 
First, that he was born a rational soul; second, that he was born 


a Greek: third, that he lived in the days of Socrates. If this 


nal benighted philosopher, who knew nothing of God, of 
eaven, of Jesus, and of eternal life, had that for which to thank 
God, surely what have we, who stand in this apex of the nine- 
teenth century, and who by a knowledge of the gospel, and who 
by repentance and faith in the Lord Jesus Christ may look away 
from the disappointments and sorrowsand vexations of this mor- 
tal life to that city which John saw in the island of Patmos, 
whose streets are gold, whose gates are pearl, whose walls are 
sapphire; a city that infinitely outrivals in its beauty and mag- 
nificence the almost fabled White City that recently sat on the 
shore of Lake Michigan; a city that has no need of the sun, and 
where there is no sicknes#, sorrow, or crying! 

To that beautiful city our brother O'Neill has gone, and for 
aught I know looks down on us here and now, as we have as- 
sembled to do him honor. 

The great dramatist has said ‘‘All the world’s a stage, and all 
the men and women merely players,” of which Washington life, 
with its ever-changing panorama, is a fit illustration. A gentle- 
mancalled my attention to the worn condition of one of the thresh- 
olds of solid stone of one of the gates leading to the White 
House from Pennsylvania avenue. Where are the feet that 
wore that stone? for a hundred years Presidents, Cabinet offi- 
cers, Senators, members of Congress, statesmen, and thousands 
of citizens have passed over it. 

Of this great army, most of them have long since played their 
part in the drama of life. With them life’s fitful fever is o'er, 
and they have left the shores of time for that ‘‘ bourne from 
whence no traveler returns.” 

They have had their little day of fame, of honor, of pleasure, 
and have joined the silent majority. Across this threshold 
passed in and out John Adams, the second President of the 
United States; followed later by that proud-spirited military 
chie/tain Gen. Andrew Jackson, Gen. William Henry Harrison, 
Gen. Zachary Taylor. 

Over that threshold, in and out, went our brother O’Neill for 
more than aquarter of acentury; in the terrible days of the 
war went Abraham Lincoln. Over it, arm in arm with Sec- 
retary Blaine, went the lamented Garfield to his death by the 
hand of the vilest assassin who ever cursed the earth. Itclanked 
with the arms of the British soldiers who sacked the capital in 
the war of 1812. 

Over it have passed untold thousands of visitors. Oh, whata 
story of the drama of life could that threshold tell! Abraham 
Lincoln's favorite poem, which he loved to repeat was, ‘‘ Oh, 
why should the spirit of mortal be proud?” This city is less 
than one hundred years old, but it has witnessed the triumphs 
of peace, the pomp and circumstance of war, has been sacked by 
a foreign enemy, and was the scene of the final review of our re- 
turning victorious armies from the greatest war of all history. 

In Westminster Abbey in London I saw a cenotaph to Gray, 
the author of “An elegy in a country churchyard,” and I 
thought how he himself, like all the great men who have ever 
lived in this city and are a part of our history, was but an illus- 
tration of his immortal words, ‘‘ The paths of glory lead but to 
the grave.” 

When we have the sad reflection that all worldly honor and 
fame, pleasure and riches are transitory and fleeting; when we 
reflect how fleeting are the great events in history, and how 
transient are the lives of-individuals and sometimes of nations, 
it is refreshing to turn away to something that is enduring and 
abiding; to think of honors that will never grow dim, and of 
joys that will never end,so well expressed in the grand old 

mn: 

. Great God, how infinite art Thou, 

What worthless worms are we, 


Let the whole race of creatures bow, 
And pay their praise to Thee. 


Thy throne eternal ages stood, 

Ere seas or stars were made, 

Thou art the ever living God, 

Were all the nations dead. 

What is the lesson that we should learn from what I have here 
recited? We should learn to— 
So live, that when thy summons comes to join 
The innumerable caravan which moves 
To that mysterious realm where each shall take 
His chamber in the silent halls of death, 
Thou go not, like the quarry-slave at night, 
Scourged to his dungeon, but sustained and soothed 
By an unfaltering trust, approach thy grave 
e one who wraps the drapery of his couch 

About him, and lies down to pleasant dreams. 


The longer I live and the more I mingle with my fellows, the 
more I am impressed with the fact that vastly greater and more 
enduring than the pleasures of wealth, of military or civil honor, 
of which you are so often reminded here, is the honor and satis- 
faction that comes to those, no matter what their station in life, 
who exemplify in their walk and conversation the teachings of 
the lowly Nazarene, and who have treasure laid up that will 
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abide when these canvas paintings in Washington have faded, | ice of Charles O'Neill. His colleagues who sat with him here 


when the marble of this beautiful city has crumbied, and when 
its granite has turned to dust. 
The truly great are those who— 
Departing, leave behind them, footprints on the sands of Time, 
Footprints that perchance another, , 
Sailing o’er life's solemn main, 
A forlorn and shipwrecked brother, 
Seeing, may take heart again. 


For Daniel said, ‘‘They that be wise shall shine as the bright- 
ness of the firmament; and they that turn many to righteous- 
ness as the stars forever and ever.” 

So, once more I say farewell, Charles O'Neill, we shall feel the 
warm grasp of your hand no more, we shall hear your cheery, 
pleasant voice no more. Itis still and hushed in death. We 
shell Jook up into your kindly, benevolent face no more. [are- 
well, Charles O'Neill. A long and last and sad farewell. 


Mr. ENGLISH. Mr. Speaker, I had overlooked the fact that 
this day was set apart for paying tribute to the memory of my 
late friend Charles O'Neill. I am not in that condition, fortu- 
nately for the rest of the House, that [can occupy your time long; 
but I can not allow this occasion to pass without saying some- 
thing of my old friend. 

Fifty years ago, in front of the State House in Philadelphia 
there stood seven gentlemen whose ages ranged, as my memory 
serves me now, from under forty to twenty-two years. I was one 
of these. The oldest of them, I think, was Robert T. Conrad, 
the jurist, orator, poet, and playright, whose name still lives in 
American literature. 

There was George W. Barton, the judge, who when on the 
bench was always listened to with attention by the bar, and 
when at the bar was listened to with attention by the bench. 
There was Henry S. Patterson, who died too young. He was a 
man of the clearest ideas, with the power to couch them in the 
most vigorous and forcible language of any man I have ever 
known. There was William D. Kelley, who for a long time was 
known as the father of this House, and whose memory is still 
fresh in the minds of many members. There was Benjamin H. 
Brewster, afterwards. Attorney-General of the United States, 
and there was the youngest of all then, only 22 years of age— 
Charles O'Neill. 

They met together by accident, and, as men will, began to 
talk—at least the younger members did—of their hopes for the 
future, and they were chaffed not a little by their elders in the 
group. I remember very well what O'Neill and Brewster and 
partly what I myself said. They were the words uttered by 
young men of ambition and hope. 

To-day I stand here, thesole survivor of the seven, to pay a trib- 
ute to the memory of the youngest of them all. 

Charles O'Neill and i were boys together. He was younger 
than [ by two years, and consequently, as we grew up, I some- 
what lost sight of him until we became young men together, and 
then I lost sight of him after that for years. 

I came to Washington on one occasion and took breakfast with 
William D. Kelley. Mr. O’Neill came in and made himself 
known to me, and recalled then many instances of our boyhood 
which he, being younger than J, had kept more vividly in his 
memory. 

Although I reme nbered hisearly character, his early habits, 
and the pleasant times we had together as young men, I saw 
little of him after, until I became a member of this body, when 
we renewed our old acquaintance and strengthened our friend- 
ship. I learned to love him then, as most of the members of 
this House who knew him learned to love him. 

He was truly a lovable man. There was a touch of feminine 
softness in his natur2 that made it difficult for him to do harm 
to anyone, even a foe; but it must not be supposed from that 
that he lacked firmness, or the power to defend, to oppose, or to 
attack, if need be. 

He came of a race that has lived in history as one of the bold- | 
est and bravest of its kind, and there was never one of that 
lordly strain of the ua Nial, however great he may have been 
at counsel, or however mighty he may have been on the field, 
that had more real firmness w.:en the need arose than the hum 
ble descendant who filled his place in this Hall. I have known 
him time and again when s»me one would presume on that 
kindly soft nature of his to show that he had an iron hand 
within the velvet glove. He wasa man of courage, and stood 
up for his convictions manfully. 

His views on public affairs were entirely different from mine. 
We never agreed: but it never broke our social relations, it 
never interfered with our friendship. I respected and loved 
him, as I believe he respected me. 


XXVI——212 


We had a pleasant interview and it lasted for hours. | 


| generation. 
I do not propose to waste time to speak of the long public serv- | shall live, so long will the threesurvive. T! 


and who come from his own State have done and will do just 
to thatpart. Ihave only to say this, that his loss to me was some 
thing more than an ordinary loss, because it curried me back to 
the old days in Philideiphia when we were boys together, w 
we played together. and sometimes avoided our school toget! 
It bears me back to many pleasant scenes of young manhood, 
when [ had fire and ambition, and so had he 


ce 


vu 
it ° 


tle embarked on a different course of life than mine He en- 
tered into the law and remained there until his fellow-citizens 
determined to have his services in a public cipicity, and there 
he maintained his position well, while 1 went to follow a more 
erratic life, without a single purpose fulfilled, and with that 
fixity of purpose which marked him. 

But though he made no great and commanding figure here, 
though he did not stand here as the leader of his party or as 
one who molded those around him to his will. his name will nog 
perish because of that. There are men-—and men rheve are 
great men whom the world does not always recozni ind the 
greatest man of all is he wno does his duty to his fellows and 
himself: and Charies O Neill was pre*minently that man. Ag 


i 
the gentleman who spoke before me his svid, men around u 


make their mark on the sands of time, but the waves of oblivion 


speedily efface them. Charles O'Neill did not make a deep mark 
on the sends of time, but he carved his nam» without e ‘ort on 
the rocks abore, where the storm does not reach: and when men 
of more pretense are forgotten, those who knew him and loved 
him, and those to whom the story is told, will keep his memory 


green in their souls. 


Mr. HICKS. Mr. Speaker, to properly observe and faithfully 
norate the life and public services o 
many vearsoceupied soexalted 

rye district of one of the Nourishing and largest manu- 
facturing cities of the world. as did Hon. Charles O Neill, of 
Pennsyivania, requires more thougnt, and should receive a 
more careful review, in order to do proper honor and pay that 


comme one wh » had for so 
1 position as the Representative of 


nia most 


meed of respect that is justly due to the deceased and his peo 
ple, than can be given in the few moments of time allotted to 
me by the courtesy of the Flouse in the brief space of time set 
apart for this service. And while the ceremonies of the oecca- 


sion are solemn and impressive, it must b» remembered that 
they are due, and the good man whose memory we was 
one of the trusted and true men of this great nition before the 
present generation was born; and the high and distinguished 
appellation placed upon him by naming him the ‘father of the 
House,” was not won alone by long and continuous service, but 
gentleness of disposition. urbanity of manner, kindness of heart, 
and cheerful and polite deportment to all, placed him upon a 
pedestal of love and honor that is rarely reached by man among 
his fellows. 

This Hall is in many respects, Mr. Speaker, like its marble 
exterior, cold and repelling. This is a place in which all of us 
find but a temporary residence. Our real friendships are else- 
where. This is a busy hive of concentrated thoight, the work- 
shop of the representatives of a great nation, whose duty it is to 
legislate for all, care for all; in which each Representative in 
his own way works for the interest of his own particular dis- 
trict, as well as for the countryatlarge. Intheinevitable bustle 
and struggle incident to such work we s*arcely note one falling 
in the contest, and the death of a member is soon e'‘laced from 
memory, and the note made upon the reco d passes with the 
day, and is soon lost to sight and mind. Yet when the death of 
thi; sweet-spirited man, this noble exemplar of Gods bandi- 
work, was announced, this active mass of uctive minds and of 
active work halted, yea, even stopped, and with one accord all 
was stilled, and the acknowledgment went forth that a good cit- 
izen, a true man,a patriot and statesman hed fallen; and solong 
as memory lives and history inseribes its seroll the honored 
name of Charles O’Neill of Pennsylvania will be engraved upon 
its tablets as one of the ide1l men of the generation. Not only 
will he be remembered us one who loved and served his country, 
but as one ‘‘ who also loved his fellow-man.” 

The good people of the good city of Philadelphia, that seat of 
loyalty to country and the home and birthplace of American 
freedom and liberty, knew his worth, and as the coworker and 
colleague of that energetic and earnest defender of American 
industries, the untiring William D. Keiley, and the brave, vigor- 
ous, manly, and determined defender of the interests of his city 
and State, and leader of men, the honored Samuel J. Randall, 
he was the survivor, and fittingly so, of the work and services 
of these three of Pennsylvania s best and ablest contributions to 
the cause of “liberty, equal rights, and human progress" of the 
And so long as the name of one of these great men 
icy stand linked in- 
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separably together as three of our country’s best citizens and 
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sentative in the forefront of one of the foremost districts in one of 


statesmen who, in all they did, never lost sight of those duties | the foremost cities of the foremost country of the world, and in 
which should be ever uppermost in the mind of every true lover | all these years not even a whisper or breath of suspicion of 


of his country, namely: ‘* Loyalty to home, loyalty to State, and 
loyalty to country.” 

These three great thoughts controlled the mind and actions 
of these three great men and their names are inseparably 
united, and the great city of Philadelphia, true to its traditions 
and to the memory of its great name and fame, honored itself 
at each returning election in the election of this most unselfish 
of men to his honored place here. As the associate of Lincoln, 
the supporter of Grant, the colleague of Kelley und Randall, the 
trusted guardian of his city’s honor and his State’s fair name, 
he was faithful in all his undertakings and zealous in every 
good cause that interested his city, State, and country, and he 
had an abiding faith in ‘ultimate America,” and firmly be- 
lieved that ours was a destiny that had been intended from the 
beginning to ameliorate the condition of the human family and 
place it upon «a higher plane of civilization and of happiness, and 
with that energy and purpose, characteristic of his Scotch-Irish 
ancestry, his efforts tended firmly yet certainly in that direc- 
tion, and with as true and fixed a purpose as is the magnet to 
the pole, his eye, voice, thought, and labor was always in the 
direction and for the betterment of the human race. Conser- 
vative in thought and in action, yet he was among those who 
éarnestly advocated the cause of the liberation of the slave, and 
when that greit work was consummated he felt that the last 
blot upon the worid’s fairest banner, our own ‘‘Stars and 
Stripes,” was through the providence of God obliterated. 

{In the legislation subsequent tothe great civil war, when the 
passions of men were yet heated from the effects and memories 
of that great strife, his voice and vote was for moderation, and 
with open hands and a forgiving spirit he welcomed back to the 
Union of States our brethren of the South, and his earnest de- 
sire was that the great American Union should be a union of 
hourteas well asa Unionof States. From hislipsthere never fell 
harsh criticism or unkind words of the erring men of that time, 
and in word and deed he carried out the prayer and spirit of 
Lincoln, ‘‘with malice towards none and charity for all, and 
with the high resolve and purpose that our dead shall not have 
died in vain, and that the nation shall under God havea new 
birth of freedom;” and in all his public acts as well as in private 
life he did all hecould to bind up and heal the wounds of that un- 
happystruggle. He wasamodelof kindness, sympathy, and love, 
and richly deserved the title of ‘‘father.” Such, Mr. Speaker, 
in brief was tho public history of this good man, and during his 
entir) career asa member of this House for thirty years, he 
stood pre minently as a faithful Representative, a pure-minded 
man, and asincere lover of his country. He hath— 5 

Left aname and fame above the blight 
Of earthly breath; 


Beautiful, beautiful, and bright, 
In life and death. 


The long-continued public service of our deceased friend had 
made him familiar with the details of that service that are so 
nec ssary to its proper conduct, and in public as well as in pri- 
vate aifairs he believed in justice; and the least as well as the 

re:itest was entitled to this consideration, and always received 

t from him: and he firmly believed that in the practice of jus- 
jice was the only true road to success in all governments, and 
this practice meant ‘‘in doing injury to no man;” and as justice 
end udgment are the habitation of the throne of the living God, 
eo were they ever oor in tue mind and life of our friend 
and by this rule of life, and the practice of this principle, and 
his steady adherence to its cause, he enriched his long and use- 
ful life with contentment and insured a painless and happy 
death, and the promised reward that has been given us from 
the beginning to such as he, is now surely his. 

Mr. Speaker, honor to our friend was the reward well earned 
by his tidelity, and of this ennobling trait of his character too 
much can not be said. Unto him no trust was committed to 
which he proved faithless or unworthy; and to him and his 
memory honor is as true gold that without other rec- 
ommendation than its own purity. lf-respect, which is the 
corner stone and foundation of virtues, was peculiarly his, 
and modesty resided within his breast to such an extent that 
his manner plainly indicated an enrichment from the enjoy- 
ment of all the nobler virtues, and his ressions always im- 

ssed one with his talent and genius. had ina bountiful 

ree that God-given talent of ar Ee em by the use of this 
mest excellent gift he was crowned by own merits; and by 
its proper use success in life became to him a certainty, and by 
this blessed talent of being always employed it was to him a 
tower of both strength and defense. 

Of integrity,which is manhood’s true honor, let his constituency 
speak for him. Por thirty years they kept him as their Repre- 


faithlessness, defection, betrayal, or even faltering in duty has 
been heard of or known to exist, nor did aught occur to mar o: 
tarnish his good name and fame. The humblest citizen of his 
district knows of his good deeds and of his noble, pure, and stain- 
less life as well as of his unselfishness and charity; he was a gener- 
ousand faithful follower of the truth, and always kept his eye upon 
his guide, never deceiving either himself or others, and by his 
discernment and practice of the good in his daily life, he proved 
his commission to be from a higher than earthly source, and his 
belief in the Giver of all Good and in a just and merciful provi- 
dence was evinced by his weekly presence in God’s sanctuary 
on each returning Sabbath day, and there from God's acknowl]. 
edged minister he received the message of peace and love tha: 
he carried into his daily life, and the lessons there learned fron 
the sacred desk were beautifully exemplified in his daily wall 
with men. 

It is well and we believe truthfully said, that the valiant nevet 
taste of death but once, and we who had the honor of knowing 
our friend knew that he was valiant. and death came to him, no} 
with terrors, but like the serene and peaceful hour of a closing 
summer day, and the spirit of this good man when it passed inte 
eternal and blissful rest, found a sweet repose from the labors 
of a useful and busy life, and when that great beyond and quiet 
haven known as death, which is but the tyrant of our imagina- 
tion, was reached by him whose memory we honor to-day, we 
can not for a moment think or believe that he felt that his fu- 
ture was— 

To die, and go we know not where; 
To lie in cold obstruction and to rot. 


rT 


Nay, nay. He went through ‘‘ gates ajar,” welcomed into a 
land of beauty and promise. a land of ‘‘ pure delight,” and there 
he found a cure-all for the fatigue of years. By death the gates 
of fame to him were opened, and the doors of envy forever 
closed. All competitions and rivalships were at an end, and 
our friend but used the path— 

That must be trod 
If man would ever pass to God 

In his death, as in the death of every good man, we look from 
time into the vale of eternity, and from a life of ache, imprison- 
ment, and the infirmities of age, into a new life of eternal youth 
and blissful immortality. Deuth to suchas he is but the opening 
of life, the life that lives forever. 

Such, Mr. Speaker, was the peaceful and blissful end of one 
who had been faithful in all his doings, and it is an honor to this 
body to have it said he was one of us; his end was peace, the 
sure reward of a life of devotion to duty. Fidelity, integrity, 
and honesty were the marked characteristics of this good man. 
Thesespeak louder than words of eulogy. Like unto a ripened 
shock of corn, like wheat ready for the garner, after the fulfill- 
ment of the allotment of years allowed by God to man he was 
gathered to his fathers. Of such we can truly say: 

There are no dead, we fall asleep, 

To waken where they never wee 

We close our eyes on pain and sin, 
Our breath ebbs out, but life flows in. 

And of our illustrious dead whose memory we this day honor 
we can say as was truthfully said and written of another of 
America’s great men: 

Of him no envious tongue upbraids, 
His name a nation’s heart shall keep 


Til morning's latest sunlight fades 
On the blue tablet of the deep. 


His memory is sweet as the essence of the purest of flowers, 
and his example is one worthy of the emulation of each one 
of us. 


[Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania withholds his remarks for 
revision. See Appendix.] 


[Mr. REILLY withholds his remarks for revision. See Ap- 
pendix. ] 


(Mr. SPRINGER addressed the House. See Appendix.] 


Mr. ADAMS of Pennsyivania. Mr. Speaker, among all civi- 
lized peoples from immemorial times it has been a beautiful 
custom to mingle with lainents for the dead eulogies of their 
well-spent lives. The Greek elegy, the resounding prose of the 
Roman orators, the limpid speech and incisive phrase of the 
French Academy, and the lofty and pathetic verse of Milton and 
Tennyson have been alike in the one great purpose of teaching 


the lesson that the highest life is that which is lived for others. 
The public servant has this reward, that as the tendency of his 
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toil and labor is to take him out of himself and set before him 
the public good as his highest aim, so the popular heart is \ 
ing to condone his faults “and errors and to remember on y that 
he was one who had in his way striven to serve his fe llow-1 
But when such a public servant has brought uncommon oie s- 
ical energy, blessed with long life and large faculties of head 
and heart, to the tasks and obligations of political life, we must 
feel it to be a sad, yet sacred, duty to bring our unavailing re 
grets, mingled with words of commendation, to his bier. 

Mr. Speaker, a good man has fallen; avaluable public servant 
has gone from among us. A representative of some of the best 
elements of our national progress, a tried and trusted legislator 


ate 


has answered at a higher roll call than this. 

Charles O Neill came of old Revolutionary stock. His grand 
father handled a musket in the warfor Independence as a member 
of Capt. Helm s company of the New Jersey line. When th 


was over he laid down his gun and took up the more peaceful « 
pation of teaching school at New Castle, in the Stateof Delawa: 

His son afterwards removed to thecity of Philadelphia, where 
his son, Charles O'Neill, was born on the 2Istday of March, 1821, 
in a house built during the Revolutionary war on ground owned 
by the venerable parish of St. Peter's Church, on the north side 
of Spruce street, between Fourth and Fifth streets, and in it 
passed his youthful days. His preparatory education was re- 
ceived at the celebrated school of the Society of Friends 
Fourth street in the said city, under the charge of John Sander- 
son. a scholar who has left his impress on many. of his pupils. 
Thus, well grounded, young O'Neill entered Dickinson College 
at Carlisle, in the State of Pennsylvania, without difficulty in 
the year 1837, and while there that patient industry was devel- 
ope: which so characterized his later life. 

During his stay in college the president wrote his mother 


2Cu- 


on | 


that he had seen enough of the boy to know that he would make | 


his mark in the world if givena chance, and advised on gradua- 
tion that he should pursue the study of the law. 
the turning point of his life, for on taking hisdegree in the year 
184\', he entered the office of that distinguished barrister, the 
Hon. George M. Dallas, afterward Vice-President of the United 
States, and in the year 1843 was admitted to the practice of law 
in the courts of his native city 
Mr. O'Neill soon developed a taste and aptitude for public 
affairs, and in the year 1850, while still ayoung man was honored 
by his fellow-citizens by an election to the house of representa- 
tives of the State of Pennsylvania on the Whig ticket, and was 
complimented by a reélection in the years 1851 and 1852. 
we!l did he fulfill his duties as a representative that his constit- 
uents in the next year promoted him to the State senate, where 
he was noted for the same strict attention to the 
district. which now eovered a larger field and more diversified 
int In the year 1860 he was again returned to the hou 
of representatives of his State as a Republican. 

The career of Charles O Neill in — life was no sudden 
stre:k of fortune or of happy accident, as has characterized the 
beginning of 
country, but was founded and continued upon a conscientious 
performance of duty which gradually impressed itself upon the 
people of his city, and w ho showed their appreciation by his 
steady advancement at their hands, at the same time moved by 
a conviction that it was for their own advantage to retain the 
services of so faithful a public servant. 

He was nominated by the Republicans for Congress in the year 
1861. That party had not the hold upon the people at that date 
that it afterward acquired; and Col. Charles T. Biddle, agallant 
soldier, was his Democratic opponent. Despite these facts so 
great was O’Neills’ popularity that he was defeated by only 218 
votes, and for the following term he defeated Col. Biddle by 
2,546 votes. Mr. O Neill’s majorities increased steadily during 
his nearly thirty years of service, his last being in the year 1892 
6,405. He was returned us a Representative to Congré “S83 contin- 
uous sly except one term, when he was defeated by John V. 
Creoly,an independent Republican supported by the Democrats. 

The history of Mr. O’Neill for the nearly thirty years of his 
Congressional career is intimately interwoven with ‘the history 
of the » period of that service, and the student will find the recor d 
of his acts in harmony with the loyal efforts to preserve the 
Union and with the best interests of the financial management 
of the country and on the vital questions of currency, tariff, and 
commerce were conservative and sound, as propounded by the 
best minds and the closest thinkers of his party. 

His chief and marked characteristic was his regular attend- 
ance upon the sessions of this House, his strict attentions to the 
a under consideration, and to the wants of his people. 

o constituent ever had to write him a second time to secure 
attention to his request, and no interview was ever denied an 
applicant in Washingion or at his home. The services of no 

*Sergeant-at-Arms was ever nece 


So 


rests. se 


Thisietter was | 


interests of his | 


so many men distinguished in the history of our | 
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public business was being delayed on account of his a 
but few quorums failed for the lack of his 

Mr. O’Neill did not pose as an orator, and 1 
he had something to say bearing on the question at 
never failed to command the r aaet ind attention « 
leagues because they knew that peculiarit lis t 
ways vigorous, concise,and accurate. In committe \ 
most useful and indefatigable worker and rays rt to 
vance or protect the interest of Philadelph ‘and to him 
much as to any member is she indebted for t appropriations 
made from time to time for the harbor impr: its and also 
theappropriation for the new mint to be bu in thee of Phila 
delphia. 

The average citizen does not re he oO 
islative bodies and of rove ments as to ¢ i both ruld 
See oe ene eee — ne oO i would « rive if 

re not for the pat , unassum rind is p cserva 

“Charles O'Neill, tno orty years served eople so 
Through this lone term of servi no breath « shonest 
scandal ever touched his name, i it is ren ed that 
grea men, his collexgues and friends, v e b vi 
the **‘Credit Mobilier” and ‘* Star Route” fraud Oo ng 
of lesser corrupt legislation, it adds the luster of 
tegrity as another laurel to lay in his bier 

Mr. O'Neill was not ambiti , unl it wa yr th 

approval and acknowledgment of services advantageous to his 

| constituents. His aspirations never led him to wish for or to 
seek a Speuhorshin of the House, although his g service 
and t knowledge of parliamentary law gave hit claim to 

| that conan ible position. His idea of Cong sional service was 
upon the floor of the Hous .. continued by successive elections, 
showing the undiminished confidence of his district. He had 
his wish and died the ‘‘father of the House,” and will take | 

| place in history beside his colleagues who also attained simila 
honor, and the names of Kelley, Randall, and O'} | 

| stand out brilliantly from amoung the sons of Penns inia Ww 
shed luster upon their native State by their able 1 ‘ tatio 
in the National Legislature. 

During his course in Congress he had as colleagues Th é 
Stevens, James K. Moorhead, Edward McPherson, and GALUS 
\. GROW, 80 recently returned a member, full of years and 
honors, but alas, to find but few of his former as ites left 
From other States were seated JUSTIN S. MORRII Henry 
Dawes, John A. Logan, William Windom, Elihu B. Was 
burne, Roscoe Conkling, James G. Blaine, James A. Garfield, 
Nathaniel P. Banks, Samuel S. Cox, an WiLLIAM 8S. HOLMAN 
who is still a member, and sucec Mr. O'Neill fatl 
the House.” 

It is given to but few of a member's constituents to know 
his home life. but it was there that some of t strongest 
loveliest traits of the one we mourn to-day showed themsel\ 

It v vas in Ss ore with documents of sort t t 
rela a to Philads Ip in, that his creat knowledge of her af 

1d ¢ all thing $ th: a matinee Ler citizens was demons 
H was familiar with every meas , public or p rela 
to P ‘iladel phia, and his information was at the disposal of 

One of the marked traits of the deceased was his gentle ture 
and+kindness toward his associates. A beautiful compliment 
was onée paid to a Senator that “the consciousness of h ng 
unintentionally used a discourteo expression would bring 
| blush to his fac It might with equal propriety be said « 
Representatives ) Neill that the consciousness of having wounded 
a brother member would hive given a much deeper wound to 
his own heart. One who knew him well thus described his c - 
acter to me: “‘ He had great determination and w mpathetic 
to a wonderful degree: duty was his greatest characteristic. No 
personal pleasure nor thought of self ever interfered with his 


pub 


ic service. to his country and his family he was faithful 
'the same. Truthfulness was another trait; he could not toler- 
| ate even in jest the least deviation fromthe truth. He had the 
simplicity of a child, the tenderness of a woman, with the 
strength of a man, and all that was most beautiful in him was 
thrown out mostin his home life.” His death was in keeping 
with his life. 

The fatigue of the extra session in the summer was beyond his 
failing health. His last act was to administer, as the oldest 
member, the oath of office to the new Speaker. He returned to 
Philadelphia, where his: vitality rapidly waned, and on Novem- 
ber 25, 1593, he laid down for rest and it proved to be everlas 
ing, for he never woke. His burial, too, was simple, save the « 

| ficial presence of the Congressional delegation, it might 
been thought a plain citizen was being given tl S. 
But as one looked around the Presbyte rian ‘ ld 
| have been impressed with the sad faces of th: rat lto 
| do him honor. 
| Rich and poor were assembled th for clas new they 


ssary to notify him that the | 
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had lost a faithful Representative and friend, and as the plain 
coffin that held all that was left of Charles O'Neill was borne 
down the aisle but few of the eyes that beheld it were undimmed 
with tears, and yet.all felt they could find some consolation in 
Cicero's eloquent words: ‘“‘ His end was not unfortunate, for he 
died mature in years and full of honors and at a moment happy 
for his fame, but unfortunate for his country.” 





[Mr. HOLMAN withholds his remarks for revision. See Ap- 
pen tix. | 

Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, we are assem- 
bled in a historic Chamber whose walls during the long decade 
since its foundation have echoed and reéchoed infinite sounds 
as they reflected the roar of the lawmaking machinery of a great 
nation—the angry notes of heated partisanship and the persua- 
sive plea of eloquence. Here, we are more accustomed to listen 
to the conclusive facts of the statistician, the logical argument 
of debate; to present stirring pleas for right or to hurl tlaming 
denunciation of wrong. 

But to-day no voices such as these resound. Argument has 

2en stilled and genius employs its powers only to lay eloquent 
tribute at the feet of the dead. With sadness and the awed ac- 
cents which we use toward the one who has performed his last 
earthly work and learned the final, the mightiest secret that 
nature withholds from mortals, we, his friends and colleagues, 
guther to give testimonial to the life work and character of the 
man who has recently passed from our midst. For every dead, 
some tear islet fall. The millionaire is weptby his retinue 
of beneficiaries; the ashen face of the beggar is fawned upon 
by his faithful dog; but the cynic complains that this grief is 
seldom sincere, that these trappings and suits of woe are buta 
mockery and that eulogy too frequently consists of fulsome en- 
comiums, uttered in compliance with the dictates of empty for- 
mality and sounding with a hollow ring. 

Human nature is indeed weak, but it has enough mingling of 
the Divine essence to appreciate what is good and admirable in 
man, and, when called upon to mourn a truly noble character, 
its grief is real, for its loss is genuine. 

With such grief do we pay tribute to the memory of Charles 
O'Neill, a member of this House from the city of Philadelphia, 
and who was serving his fifteenth term in Congress when re- 
moved by the decree of the dread destroyer. 

The announcement of his death last November was received 
with lamentations throughout the country, for he had gained a 
national reputation by a long and exemplary life devoted to the 
service of the people. The highest eulogium which can belong 
to anyone was paid to him when the people and their public ex- 
ponent, the press, burned the incense of their sorrow around his 
bier, uttering voluntary praise of his virtues. 

As private citizens we then mourned over his grave; it now 
remains for us to give official recognition of his character and to 
record in our archives the deep regret which we feel for the loss 
from our body of one who was for so many long years hailed as 
its Nestor. 

The historical associations which so richly cluster around the 
city of Philadelphia are an inexhaustible theme for eloquence 
and reflection. Philadelphia gave birth to American Jiberty 
and proudly nourished thechildintostrength; there was framed 
the wonderful document which bound us into an indissoluble 
Union, and there the early years of our Government, presided 
over by Washington and Adams, were spent in building firm 
foundations for the greatest nation‘on the globe. 

With such associations was Mr, O'Neill's whole life closely in- 
tertwined. Born in Philadelphia in 1821, his elder townsmen 
had heard the bell proclaiming liberty to all the world; had lis- 
tened to John Nixon read the Declaration in the State House 
yard, and taken part in ratification, celebration, and inaugura- 
tion ceremony. He himself passed daily under the shadow of 
that most notable State Heuse and learned lessons in good citi- 
zenship and good government from the traditions of Penn and 
Franklin. 

How sincerely he appreciated the great deeds of great men 
was shown in i871 when, as the erent. of his city in the 
Forty-first Congress, he advocated the bill providing for the 
celebration in Philadelphia of the one hundredth anniversary 
of American Independence, and in an eloquent and effective 
speech said: 

The people want it [the celebration] where the events occurred, where the 
Continental Congress held its sessions, Carpenter's Halil, although sur- 
rounded by commercial warehouses, still standing and destined to remain 
forever a monument to the patriotic men who there assembled; where, too, 
as you all know, is Independence Hall, the very room in which the ara- 
tion was agreed upon, unaltered in its interior arrangement, and the build- 
ing itself consecrate! to the end of time as the temple of American om, 
never to be closed to visitors, who ever delight to enter its sacred portals 


Why, then [he asked | should we hesitate about the of this bill? Let 
us show to the workd that we can compete with every nation in the arts, 
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sciences, and in manufactures; and, more than all, let us declare that, at 
the distance of one hundred years from the day of the Declaration and from 
the very spot upon which we were made free, the men of America still 
cherish the memory of those who laid the foundations of our greatness and 
of our unequaled prosperity. 

Mr. O'Neill soon realized his expectations of the Centennial 
Exposition; within a score of years thereafter he also saw his 
country so increase in wealth and power that it could give, to 
celebrate tbe four hundredth anniversary of its discovery, an- 
other World's Exposition surpassing in beauty and wonder any 
previous human conception. 

One of the most striking features of Mr. O’Neill’s public life 
was his untiring devotion to the city of Philadelphia and its in- 
terests. Let but the word ‘‘ Philadelphia” be uttered by amem- 
ber in any part of this House and he was instantly on the alert 
watching proceedings, and always championing the cause of his 
city, no matter what the question might be; deiending her when 
attacked, lauding her when criticised, and always guarding her 
fair name and fame with a true lover's devotion until we had all 
— to look upon him as the especial champion of Philadel- 
phia. 

No lover was ever more devoted to the object of his affection 
than was Charles O’Neill to the city he represented and which 
he loved so well. Even to have lived in Philadeiphia was sutti- 
cient to secure for any such person his kindest consideration, 
and this affection for his native city was not that of the dema- 
gogue, but sprung from the heart, and as he grewolder in years 
it seems his Son for the city which he had honored became more 
and more intense, and none of us who sat with him during his 
last few years in Congress have failed to note the fact that his 
life seemed bound up in the interests and welfare of his native 
city. Never having been married, and having no family of his 
own, it seemed that the iove which might have gone to wife and 
children was bestowed upon the city and people of Philadelphia, 
and it can bs truly said that while that city honored him with 
such a long period of continuous service, yet he in return by his 
undying devotion and splendid championship conferred an equal 
honor upon the city he represented. 

Mr. O’Neill’s education at Dickinson College had strengthened 
his ties to his State, and when, after his admission to the bar, 
he proved himself not only an able forensic pleader, but a citi- 
zen alive to the public needs, his native city, whose hearth he 
never deserted, sent him as one of her representatives to the 
State Legislature. For two years from this time (1860) he 
served in one or the other of the branches of the Pennsylvania 
Legislature, a period memorable in our history for the heated 
discussion arising from the sectional differences existing north 
and south of Mason and Dixon's line, a boundary which the 
famous surveyors had dated from Mr. O'Neill s own city. 

True to the traditions of that State which had been the key- 
stone of our early Union, he was staunchly faithful to the Na- 
tional Government, and when the awful throes of civil war 
racked the country his townsmen recognized his loyalty and 
sterling worth by sending him as one of their Representatives to 
the Thirty-eighth Congress. [From this yer (1862) up to his 
death in 1893 the name of Charles O'Neill was omitted from the 
roll call of this House for but one term, that of the Forty-sec- 
ond Congress, when the gallant war record of Mr. Creely aroused 
the enthusiasm of a people just mustered out of a victorious 


army. 
Faithful to his constituents, fully awake to the — welfare, 
steadfastly upright in ail his aims, he conscientiously and ably 
performed his duties as a representative of the people for ae 
thirty years, a term of service equaled only by one now wit 
us and ne distancing all others. 

Among the ancients such length of time devoted to the people 
and to the nation would have been deified in their temples. 
They would have believed the gods to be the direct coadjutors 
of a man who could for such long years, through varying epochs 
of social and political progress, retain the unshaken respect and 
confidence of his constituents. Among the first to enlist in the 
ranks of that party who took ‘‘ The Republic” as its banner cry, 
he forever remained unwaveringly true to its tenets. He wasa 
firm believer in and teacher of its liberal conservatism, of its 
care for the people's industries and interests. In witness of its 
wisdom, he saw it safely guide his country through the perils of 
a tremendous civil war, and healing and strengthening, increase 
the Union from thirty-three to fourty-four States, the greatest 
nation in history. 

A typical gentleman in habits, manner, and t:stes, the influ- 
ence of Mr. O'Neill's quiet personality was always for good. His 
were not the rhetorical soarings of the loud-voiced orator, nar 
the blatant leadership of the demagogue. He ore to speak 
well, whether for or against the question in debate, and his 


words always received thatattention which they deserved, since 
his absolute integrity and his knowledge of the principles and 
details of his duties in this body secured him a respectful and 
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attentive hearing made more voluntiry by his uniform courtesy 
and genial disposition. 

‘Mild in manner, resolute in conviction,” his name is per- 
manently written in the annals of our nation as an exemplary 
type of citizen—a benefactor to his fellows, a lover of his coun- 
try, an honest man. 

The legions of heaven had watched him perform, day after 
day, year after year, the work laid to his hands, with never a 
shirking of responsibility nor a diminution of fidelity. 


to put his shoulder to the wheel, yet unbent by the weight of 
more than his allotted three score and ten years, they called to 
him: ‘‘ Rest, thou good and faithful servant.” 

Mr. REYBURN. Mr. Speaker, befora the House adjourns I 
desire to ask leave that all gentlemen who desire to do so may 
print remaris upon this subject. I have received telegrams 


from my colleagues |Mr. DALZELL and Mr. BINGHAM] who were | 


to be here to-day, but who are sick and unable to be pres:nt. I 
ask leave to print, not only for these gentlemen, but for such 
other members of the House as may desire it 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. 
granted. I myself had intended to submit some remarks on this 
occasion, but on account of sickness have been unable to pre- 
pare any. I desire to pay some tribute to the memory of our 
departed friend. 

The SPRAKER pro tempore. 
the absence of objection. 

There was no objection. 

And then, in accordance with the terms of the resolutions (at 
2 o'clock and 43 minutes p. m.), the House adjourned until Mon- 
day, April 2, at 12 o’clock noon. 


The request will be granted in 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. COFFEEN: A bill (H. R. 6517) to provide for the free 
and unlimited coinage of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. COGSWELL: A bill (H.R. 6521) to provide for the 
support of bastard children in the District of Columbia, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6522) to provide for the support of wives and 
rainor children In the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
oses—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: A resolution authorizing the payment of 
$200 to Isaac F. Smith for services as messenger of the House 
to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. BAILEY: A resolution inquiring of the Secretary 
of the Treasury regarding certain interest-bearing Treasury 
noies—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 








PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. COX: A bill (H. R. 6519) for the relief of Shields and 
H. Bryant, executors of J. Youngblood, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill ( H. R. 6520) for the relief of Thomas J. Lawson, sr.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 6523) authorizing the 


President to appoint and retire John B. Turchin as a brigadier- | 
general in the United States Atmy—to the Committee on Mili- | 


tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6524) to place the name of John B. Turchin 
on the pension rolls at the rate of $100 per month—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6525) for the relief of Josiah R. Allen—to 
the Committes on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6526) for the relief of Robert Coombes, of Har- | 


risonville, Ohio—to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. AITKEN: Petition of C. H. Taylor and 18 others, of 
New Hudson, and A. J. Beller and 40 others, of Orion, Micb., 
asking for the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Resolutions of the Forestry Congress, 
favoring the policy of national protection to the public forests— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. COGSWELL: Letter of S. T. Thomas, in favor of a 
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At last | 
they cried: ‘‘This man is unimpeachable; we have tried him | 
well and found him not wanting:” and, as he was again about | 


[ hope that request will be | 
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|law to provide for the support of wives and minor children, 
and for other purposes—to the Committees on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. COUSINS: Petition of Li citizens of Mason City, low 
| favoring the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to th 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
By Mr. CURTIS of New York: Resolution in favor of a 
Christian amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. CUMMINGS: Petition of 5,000 citizens, residents of 
the city of New York, N. Y., in favor of the passige of House 


7 —_—-—- -——__—__—- - -—-- ———- - — 
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bill 4457, to provide for a new grade of letter-carriers in cities 
| whose postal revenues shall exceed the sum of $500,000—to the 
| Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
| By Mr. DURBOROW (by request): Petition of Charles Wil 
| liam Zaremba, praying for reimbursement for voluntary expenses 
incurred in connection with the World's Fair—to the Commit 


tee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. HENDRIX: Petition of T. T. Williams and others 
citizens of Rock Falls, Ill., and P. H. Smith and others, citizens 
of Harmon, Iil., for the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill 

| to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of New York Tobacco Exchange,in respect to 
sale of untaxed leaf tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of Walden Otis and others, for 
a law to enable States toenferce laws regulating the sale of sub- 
stitutes for dairy products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. PICKLER: Petition of J. L. Flynn and 22 others, of 
Sioux Falls, S. Dak., protesting against the raising of the in- 
ternal-revenue tax on cigars—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan: Petition of Paul J. 
Averill and 47 others, of Grand Rapids, Mich., asking for the 
| passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the 
| Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the Iron Molders’ Protective Association 
of Detroit, and of Goldsmith Lodge, No. 167, Ancient Order of 
United Workmen, of Grand Rapids, infavor of the Government 
control of telegraph systems—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 
| By Mr.SPERRY: Petition against Louisiana lotteries —to the 

Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
By Mr. TAWNEY: Petition of the Rev. Carleton F. Brown 
and 90 others, citizens of St. Charles, Minn., in favor of the pas- 
| sage of antilottery legislation—to the Committee on the Post- 
| Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: Letter from J.C. Jamison 

relative to House bill 6021, regulating representation of Okla- 
| homa Legislature—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of lLllinois: Petition of Sarah C. Gibson 
| for pension ( House bill 6513)—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. WLLSON of Washington: Petition of 68 citizens of 
Port Townsend, 44 of Port Angeles, and 20o0f South Bend, Snoho- 
mish, and of the State of Washington, favoring the passage of 
the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, April 2, 1894, 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and 
approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
| TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
| of the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill 
(S. 69) prescribing limitations of time for completion of title to 
certain lands disposed of under the act of Congress approved 
September 27, 1559, and the acts amendatory and supplemental 
thereto, and commonly known as the ‘‘ Donation act,’ and for 
the protection of purchasers and occupants of said lands, and 
had appointed Mr. McRAg, Mr. HARE, and Mr. LAC®&Y man- 
| agers at the conference on the part of the House. 
| The message alsoannounced that the House had agreed to the 
| amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1919) authorizing 
| the Texarkana and Fort Smith Railway Company to bridge 
Caddo Lake at or near Mooringsport, La., and Cross Bayou, near 
Shreveport, La. 
The message further announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 
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A bill (H. R. 4328)for the relief of William B. Chapman, George 
ae Street, John W. Hoes, Emmet C. Tuthill, and Joseph H. 

urtis; 

A bill (H. R. 4954) relative to recognizances, stipulations, bonds, 
and undertakings, and to allow certain corporations to be ac- 
cepted as surety thereon; 

A bill (H. R. 6042) to authorize sale of lot 8, block 3, city of 
Hot Springs, by school directors thereof, and use of proceeds 
for school purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 6110) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Mississippi River at Red Wing, Minn. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled joint resolution (H. Res. 146) providing 
for the paymer: of salaries and expenses of additional deputy 
collectors of internal revenue to carry out the provisions of the 
Chinese exclusion act of May 5, 1892, as amended by the act of 
a 3, 1893; and it was thereupon signed by the Vice-Pres- 

ent. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. HAWLEY presented the petition of E. A. Hopkins and 
14 other citizens of Litchfield County, Conn., and the petition 
of M. Falrey and 25 other citizens of Litchfield County, Conn., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to enable the States to 
enforce State laws regulating the sale of substitutes for dairy 
sroducts: which were referred to the Committee on Interstate 

ymmerce, 

Mr. DAVIS presented a memorial of Capital City Lodge, No. 
3, Brotherhood of Boilermakers and Iron Shipbuilders, of St. 
Paul, Minn., remonstrating against the passage of House bill 
2655, granting American registry to foreign-built ships; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's National Indian 
Association, of St. Paul, Minn., praying that an increased ap- 
propriation be made for the better education of Indian children; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of St. Croix Lodge, No. 14, Ancient 
Order of United Workmen, of Stillwater; of Invincible Union 
No. 785, of Winona, and of Lodge No. 63, Ancient Order of 
United Workmen, of Worthington, all in the State of Minnesota, 
praying that fraternal college and society journals be admitted 
to the mails as second class matter; which were referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. QUAY. The fact that I am a resident during the winter 
of the pineapple district of Florida is my spear the Florida 
Senators for presenting a memorial of the Legislature of that 
Stat»; which I send to the desk and ask to have it read. 

The memorial of the Legishature of Florida was read, and or- 
dered to lie on the table, as follows: 


House joint resolution relating to duty on foreign pineapples. 


Whereas the production of the panes ples is rapidly assuming pee 
of magnitude in the semitropical po of the United States; an 

Whereas the large territory adapted to the growth of this fruit which is 
now being provided with beg pak pm | facilities is sufficient to supply the 
demands of our own country. if put under cultivation: and 

Whereas our people can not successfully compete with sn eoceeeens 
who have the advantage of more fertile soils, much cheaper la and less 
transportation rates; and 

Whereas this industry, by being husbanded, will rapidly multiply, afford- 
ing rich flelds for investing capital, and giving profitable employment to a 


large, class of our citizens: Therefore : 
it resolved by the Legislature of the State of Fiorida, That our Senators 
ted States be requested 


and Re entativesin the Congress of the U: 
a duty of ® per barrel 


every effort to secure the e of a law imposing 
crate of 4 cubic feet. or, when shi in bulk, 83 per 100, on all foreign pine- 
tates; and that the secretary of state be 


apples imported into the United 
requested to furnish a copy of this resolution toour Senators and Represent- 
atives in Con 8. c 

Approved May 11, 1893. 

Mr. QUAY presented a 
County, Pa., praying for 
arrears of pension to Henry Schnetberg, a veteran of 
can war; which was referred to the ttee on Pensions, 

Mr. WILSON presented a petition of the United Presbyte- 


rian Church, of Castorville, Cal., praying that the preamble to 
the Constitution of the United States be so amended as to rec- 
ize the Deity; which was referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
Giciary. ; 
He also p-esented a memorial of the Trade and Labor Congress 
of Dubuque, fowa, remonstrating t an increase of the in- 
papersvewee tax on cigars; w was ordered to lie on the 


e. 

He also presented a petition of the Burlington (Iowa) Division, 
Order of Railway Conductors. praying for the of an 
amendment to the interstate-commerce law, prohibi thesale 
of transportation tickets by brokers, scalpers, or any unauthor- 
ized agent: which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of 97 citizens of Keokuk; of 77 cit- 


tition of sundry citizens of Indiana 
e enactment of legislation a 
exi- 
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izens of State Center, and of Root Camp, No. 282, Modern Wood- 
men of America, of Monticello, allin the State of Iowa, praying 
that fraternal society and coilege journals be admitted to the 
mails as second-class matter; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PEFFER presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Shaw- 
nee County, Kans., remonstrating against an increase of the in- 
ace enene tax on cigars; which was ordered to lie on the 

e. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Pittsburg, 
Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the 
improvement of the public roads throughout the country; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of Standard Lodge No. 
138, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Detroit, Mich.,and 
a petition of the Operative Plasterers’ Union, of Detroit, Mich., 
praying for the governmental control of the telegraph service; 
which were referred to the Committee on Post-Oifices and Post- 
Roads. 

He also presented the petition of Edmund F. Auger, and sun- 
dry other citizens of Detroit, Mich., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to suppress the lottery traffic; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of J. S. Roberts and sundry 
other citizens of Richmond; of Tent No. 217, Knights of the 
Maccabees, of Durand; of Arcade Tent No. 155, Knights of the 
Maccabees, of Richmond, all in the State of Michigan, praying 
that fraternal college and society journals be admitted to the 
mails as second-class matter; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PERKINS presented-sundry petitions of citizens of Los 
Angeles, Biggs, Fowler. San Francisco, Ione, Forest City, and 
Golden Gate, all in the State of California, praying that frater- 
nal college journals be admitted to the mails as second-class mat- 
ter; which were referred to the-Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

Mr. PLATT presented a petition of sundry citizens of Dum- 
merston, Vt., and a petition of sundry citizens of Sharon, Conn., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to enable the States to 
enforce State laws regulating the saleof substitutes for dairy 
products; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of New Haven, 
Conn., praying for the enactment of legislation to suppress the 
lottery traffic; which were re‘erred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Ansonia, 
Conn., praying that fraternal society and college journals be ad- 
mitted to the mails as second-class matter; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of Lodge No. 46, Ancient Or- 
der of United Workmen, of Hopkins, Mo., and a petition of 
Founders’ Lodge, No. 224, Ancient Order of United Workmen, 
of Steelville, Mo., praying that fraternal society and college 
journals be admitted to the mails as second-class matter; which 
were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. VILAS presented a memorial of the Elliott-Loeffler Com- 
pony and sundry other wholesale liquor dealers, of Lacrosse, 

is., remonstrating against an increase of the tax on distilled 
spirits; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of Metzler, Sacks & Co. and 
sundry other importersand dealers in leaf tobacco, of Milwaukee, 
Wis., Le pomeryysswp. ene an increase of the internal-revenue 
tax on ci ; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TURPIE presented the petition of Catharine Clark, of 
Indianapolis, Ind., praying that she be granted a pension as one 
of the heirs of Louis Glass, late quartermaster sergeant, Com- 
pany C. Thirteenth Regiment Indiana Cavalry Volunteers; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Rising 
City, Nebr., praying for the enactment of legislation to sup- 
press the lottery traffic; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of 74 citizens of Philadelphia, 
Pa., remonstrating a t the adoption of an amendment to the 
preamble of the Constitution of the United States, recognizing 
the Deity: which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LODGE. I present a memorial of wool merchants of 
Boston, Mass., signed by nearly all the merchants engaged in 
that business ees oe 5 cyt ea 
strating against the e nm . es 
canlicaaclagh tea woetenemahale ot that bill, and prayi that a 
duty be placed on wool. I move that themem be ted as 
a document with other memorials on the same subject which 
have already been ordered printed, and that it lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 








1894. 


—_—. 


Mr. LODGE presented the petition of B. H. Welsh and 24 other 
citi:ensof Somerville, Mass.,and the petition of Charles S. Gibbs 
and 23 other citizens of Lawrence, Mass., praying that fraternal 
society and college journals be admitted to the mails as second- 
class matter: which were referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ipresent resolutions adopted by Sub-Lodg 
No. 32, of the Brotherhood of Boilermakers and Iron Sbip 
builders of America, and indorsed by the Industrial Council, 
Kansas City, Mo., remonstrating against the passage of the bill 
pending in the House of Representatives providing for freeships. 
I move that the memorial be referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PASCO presented the petition of B. F. Hall and 22 other 
orange and lemon-grovwers of Florida, praying that such provi- 
sion be made in the pending tariff bill as will enable them to 
overcome the difference in the values of labor between the old 
country and the new, and which will preserve their industry 
from destruction; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DOLPH. I have received a communication from a con- 
stituent of mine, residing at Bly, Klamath County, Oregon, in- 
closing a resolution favoring a reform in spelling, and for the 
calling of an international convention to effect thatend. Ido 
not like tointroduce a bill to be printed, but I should like to have 
the matter go before the Committee en Education and Labor. I 
present the communication and accompanying resolution, and 
move that they be referred to the Committee oh Education and 
Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented the petition of R. M. Pratt and 29 
other citizens of Dummerston, Vt., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to enable the States to enforce State laws regulating 
the sale of substitutes for dairy products; which was referred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Appropriations, to 
whom was referred the petition of Dr. Philip S. Wales, late 
medical director, United States Navy, praying that he be granted 
certain relief by Congress, asked to be discharged from its fur- 


oI 


ther consideration and that it be referred to the Committee on | 


on Naval Affairs; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the Joint Commission of Congress to Inquire 
into the Status of Laws Organizing the Executive Departments, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1831) to improve the methods 
of accounting in the Department of the Treasury, and for other 
purposes, reported it without amendment and submitted a re- 
port thereon, and moved that the bill and report be referred to 
the Committee on the Organization, Conduct, and Expenditures 
of the Executive Depirtments; which was agreed to. 

Mr. BERRY. I am instructed by the Committee on Public 
Lands. to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3135) granting to the 
University of Utah a site off the public domain, to report it back 
and recommend that it be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 
abandened and properly belongs to the Commiittee on Military 
Affa‘rs. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Committee 
on Public Lands will be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the bill, and it will be referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (H.R. 1127) for the relief of Francis M. 
Tomlin, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 


was referred an amendment submitted by himself on the 1th | 


The bill relates to a reservation which has not been | 


ultimo, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropria- | 


tion bill, relating to the resurvey of the lands of Grant 


tions and printed: which was agreed to. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 


bill (S. 1583) for the relief of Wesley Montgomery, reported it | 


without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
Mr. PUGH, from theCommitteeon the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred an amendment submitted by Mr. KYLE on the 28th ul- 


timo, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation | 


bill. asked to be discharged from its further consideration and 


that it be referred to the Committee on Public Lands; which was | 


agreed to. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 680) conveying to Rafael Seguro, of 
Iberia Parish, La., the right, title, and interest of the United 


and | ; ; 7 
. > . <1 | Spring d fa tings, at the Bennings an ry City race trac 
Hooker Counties, Nebr., reported itfavorably with amendments, | eee eee eae ae a TS ane voted amler t 


and moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropria- | 


| shall not exceed a period of eighteen days each 
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ferred to the Commitiee on Private Land 
agreed to. 

He also, from the Committee on Claims, to whon 
the bill (H. R. 684) for the relief of the he 
Catherine P. Culver, report it with amendment 
mitted a report thereon 

Mr. DOLPH. I report, bydire 
lic Lands, the bill (5.76) for t 
which may be indefinitely postponed, 
taken in the Interior Department as ren 
bill unnecessary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
poned. 

Mr. DOLPH. Also, b 
Lands, to whom was ref 


irs O| UO 


Cu 
mn Pub 
Aeady, 
has been 
ge of the 


stion of the Committee 
lief of William P. 
h action 


as suco 
a s the passa 


( 


ie 


The bill post- 


move that the bill be po 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DUBOIS, from the Committee on Publie nds, w 
was referred the amendment submitt 
time, intended to be sed to the 
bill, providing for an appropriation for 
public lands, repor i 
to the Committee on Ay 
agreed to. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I am dire 
the District of Columbia to report a substitute for the bill (H. 
H. 3740) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act 
intoxicating liquors in t! f Columbia,” her 
ported from that committee and now on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be printed, 
the rule. 

Mr. VEST, from the Comn ree, to 
referred the bill (S. 1772) extending the time for the ion 
of a railroad bridge over the Columbia River at or near Van- 
couver, in the State of Washington, reported it with amend- 
ments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom ws 
bill (S. 1808) to amend the act of June 22, 1 
to authorize the construction of a bridge 
River at the city of Yankton, Dak,’ 
amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, 
bill (H. R. 5041) to extend the time authorizing the St. Louis and 
Birmingham Railroad to build a bridge across the Tenness« 
River at Clifton, Tenn., reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. VILAS, from the Committee on Put Lands, to w 
was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. POWER on the 
28th ultimo, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appro 
priation bill, reported it favorably and moved that it be refer 
to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was 
agreed to. 

BOOK-MAKING IN 

Mr. McMILLAN. I am directed by the Committee on tl 
District of Columbia to report an amendment in the nature of a 
substitute for the bill\S. 1680 to more effectual! 
bling in the Districtof Columbia, heretofore repo 
mittee. 1 ask for the present consideration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSenator from Michigan re} 
an amendment in the nature of a substitute. The 


stponed indefinite 


hom 
the 28th ul- 
ypriation 

t , resurveysof 

r,and moved tit be referred 
and vhich was 


prop 
I 

| ’ . : . hb, ! 
bed IL IAVOTaAODLY 
propriations 
‘ted by the Committee on 


the saleof 
‘tofore re 


regulating 


> Districto 


under 
iittee on Com: whom was 


comple t 


referred the 
led ‘*An act 
Missouri 
with 


is 


» ‘ 
SO? entit 


across th ; 


S. reported it ut 


to whom was reterred 


slic 


THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


y suppress gam- 
, 


+ } « +) 
ted by theco 


orts 


propos 


| amendment will be read for information. 


The SECRETARY. The Committee on the Districtof Columbi 
report to strike out all after the enacting clause of the bil! 
insert: 

That the provisions of the act of Congress approved the 3!st day of 
iry, 1883, entitled “‘An act to more effectually suppress cambling In th 
trict of Columbia.”’ and also the provisions of the act of Congress approved 
the 24 day of March, 1891, entitled “An actto prevent book-making and } 
selling in the District of Columbia,” shall not apply to book-making 
cs when suct 
meetings are held by organizations duly incorporated under the laws of 
District of Columbia: Provided, That such meetings shail be held 
tween the Ist day of March and the 15th day of December in any yea 
And provided further 
there shall be but one es meeting and but one fall meeting at ea 
the above-named tracks in any one year. 


f 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Sen:xtor from 
for the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. PEFFER. {I object to the consideration of the bil! 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. . There is objection to the req 
of the Senator from Michigan. 

AGRICULTURAL REPORT FOR 

Mr. GORMAN. Iamdirected by the Committee on Pri 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 13 
the Agricultural Report for 1893, to reportit witho 


Michigan asks 


1983. 


States in and to certain lands in said parish of Iberia, asked to | and | ask for its present consideration. 


be discharged from its further consideration and that it be re- 


0 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in ( 








Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 


It proposes 
to appropriate $300,000 to print 500,000 copies of the Annual Re- 
port of the Secretary of Agriculture for the year 1893; 110,000 
copies for the use of the Senate, 360,000 copies for the use of the 
House of Representatives, and 30,000 copies for the use of the 
Department of Agriculture. 


Mr. HARRIS. I should like to ask the Senator from Mary- 
land why it is that only 110,000 copies are appropriated for the 
Senate and there are 360,000 copies provided for the House of 
Representatives? My recollection is that with respect to the 
printing of documents generally, one-half of the number usually 
given to the other House is given to the Senate. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Tennessee is quite correct 
in his statement as to the usual order, but in the matter of the 
agricultural report, after a very long controversy in both Houses 
in years past, this proportion was finally determined upon, and 
it was so fixed in the printing bill which passed the Senate in 
the last Congress and is now pending in the other House. The 
joint resolution is in exact conformity with the numbers ordered 
printed in the last two or three years. 

Mr. HARRIS. I shall raise no question in regard to the mat- 
ter. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NATIONAL WOOLGROWERS’ ASSOCIATION. 


Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Printing, reported 
the following resolution; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 2,500 copies oj 
Senate Miscellaneous Document No. 124, Fifty-third Congress, second ses- 
sion, being an “Appeal of the National Woolgrowers’ Association, etc. 

Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Printing, to whom 
was referred a concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. POWER, 
March 6, 1894, providing for the printing of 500 copies of Senate 
Miscellaneous faameanl No, 77, a memorial of the National 
Woo!growers’ Association, reported adversely thereon, and 
moved its indefinite postponement; which was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN. I present reports to accompany the joint res- 
olution and the resolution just passed, and ask that they be 
printed in the usual form. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will bo so ordered. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1837) providing for an in- 
ternational humane conference; which was read twice by its 
titlo. 

Mr. CULLOM. The bill is accompanied bya number of peti- 
tions of boards of trades in its behalf. Lintroduce the bill with- 
out knowing whether it is right in every particular, and there- 
fore do not care to be entirely responsible for it. I move that 
the bill, with the accompanying papers, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on loreign Relations, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 1838) to increase the —— 
of Caroline B. Andrews; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. McPHERSON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1839) to 
incorporate the American College of Musicians; which was read 
twice bv its title,and referred to the Commit‘ee on Education 
and Labor. 

Mr. GRAY introduced a bill (S. 1840) to establish a depart- 
ment of public health; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. GRAY. Lask that the bill, with the accompanying pa- 
pors, be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HARRIS. It isa bill proposing to create a department 
of public health. Every bill or petition upon that general sub- 
ject since the winter of 1878-79 has been referred to the Com- 
mittee on Epidemic Diseases, and I move that this bill take the 
same direction. That is the committee which has had jurisdic- 
tion of the subject-matter for a number of years, and there is no 
pry —— of the body which can legitimately take charge 
of the 

Mr. GRAY. I wish merely to state my reasons for asking 
the reference of the bill to the Committee on the Judiciary. I, 
of course, know there is such a standing committee as the Com- 
mittee on Epidemic Diseases, and certainly intended no disre- 
spect to that committee, but it occurred to me and to those who 
are interested in the bill, that inasmuch as it has no reference 
to any of those subjects which are generally supposed to occupy 
the attention of that committee, and does contemplate the crea- 
tion of a new department in the Government, to wit, a secretary 
of public health, making a new department, Just as the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, it ought to be considered gravely by the 
committee to which we refer all bills that propose to make any 
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material or serious change in the organization of bur Govern- 
ment, I introduce the bill at the request of respectable medi- 
eal authorities and societicsand notas my own bill or asin all re- 
spects representing my own views; and for the reasons [ have 
stated I think it ought to have the consideration of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me to 
suggest to him that there are two bills already introduced upon 
the same subject and for the same purpose that have gone to the 
Committee on Epidemic Diseases? That committee has charge 
of the subject-matter now by the introduction and reference of 
two bills during the present session of Congress, 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam not now a member of the Committee 
on Epidemic Diseases, but I certainly think the Senator from 
Delaware ought to consent to have the bill go in the first in- 
stance to that committee. If it should turn out in the consider- 
ation of the question that there are grave legal matters or mat- 
ters so connected with the organization of the Departments of 
the Government that it ought to go to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, I know the Senator from Tennessee well enough to be- 
lieve that when he reports the bill to the Senate he will himself 
ask that it shall have further consideration before the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

If the Senator from Delaware were to introduce a bil! to create 
a Department of Agriculture, he would not think of sending that 
bill in the first instance to the Committee on the Judiciary. It 
would necessarily first go to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry for consideration by that committee, and if it were 
thought advisable it could be further considered by the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary or any other committee of this body. The 
bill for the creation of the Department of Agriculture was con- 
sidered and reported by the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. If the Senator from Delaware makes objection to the 
reference I will move that the bill be referred to the Committee 
on Epidemic Diseases. 

Mr. GRAY. That motion has already been made. I will 
state that I have no personal feeling in regard to the reference 
of the-bill to the Committee on the Judiciary rather than the 
Committee on Epidemic Diseases. I am inclined to believe that 
the sense of the Senate is that it ought to go to the latter com- 
mittee, in the first instance, and therefore I will accede to the 
proposition made by the Senator from Tennessee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Tennessee that the bill be referred to the 
Committee on Epidemic Diseases? The Chair hears none, and 
the bill is so referred. 

Mr. MCMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 1841) to provide thatall 

rsons employing female help in stores, shops, offices, or manu- 
actories shall provide seats for the same when not actively em- 
ployed; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr: QUAY introduced a bill (S. 1842) granting a pension to 
Eliza E. Reed; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1843) to authorize the 
Phil:delphia and Camden Bridge Company to construct a bridge 
across the Delaware River, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. WOLCOTT introduced a bill (S. 1844) granting an honor- 
able discharge to Jacob L. Neighbarger; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ALLEN intreduced a bill (S. 1845) granting a pension to 
Isaac D. Gregg; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 1846) granting a pension to 
J. M. Swift; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1847) for improving the Yamhill 
River; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
pany paper, referred to the Commitsee on Commerce. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 1848) granting a pen- 
sion to Julia Weeks: which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill S. 1849) for the relief of H. 
A. Eldred; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
re papers, referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. 

Mr. HIGGINS introduced a bill (S. 1850) making an appropria- 
tion to complete the appraisement of improvements of intruders 
in the Cherokee Nation and to ascertain and adjudicate their 
wee therein, and for other purposes; which was read twice by 
its title. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I desire to say that I have not prepared the 
bill and do not wish to be held 2 seer for all its prov’zions. 
But it is a subject that needs consideration and I have consented 
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to introduce the bill. I move that it be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. HIGGINS introduced a bill (S. 1851) for the relief of 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a joint resolution (S.R. 72) to permit 
Capt. T. O. Selfridge, United States Navy, to receive a decora- 
tion conferred upon bim by the President of the Republic of 
France; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. VILAS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GRAY submitted sundry amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

HOWARD'S PAPER ON THE LABOR PROBLEM. 


Mr. KYLE submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resoived, That there be printed for the use of the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor 1,000 copies of Miscellaneous Document No. 95, entitled, A 
Solution of the Labor Problem. 


COINAGE OF STANDARD MEXICAN DOLLARS. 


Mr.WOLCOTT submitted the following resolution; which was 
read: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States with a view to encour- 
age and extend our commercial relations with China and other Asiatic coun- 
tries, be requested to enter into negotiations with the Republic of Mexico, 
looking to the coinage by the United States, at its mints,of standard Mex- 
ican dollars, under some proper agreement with the said Republic of Mex- 
ico as to seigniorage, method and amount of said coinage; and that he be 
further requested to report the result of his negotiations to the Senate. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The resolution may lie over until to-mor- 
row. when I shall call it up at the proper time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie over. 

EXTRADITION TREATY WITH RUSSIA. 

Mr. TURPIE submitted the following resolution; which was 
read: 

Kesolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be requested to con- 
sider the expediency of considering the undertaking of further negotiations 
upon the subject of procuring certain modifications of the existing extra- 


dition treaty with the Russian Empire concerning the arrest and extradition 
of persons charged with offenses designated in said treaty as not political. 


Mr. TURPIE. I ask that the resolution lie on the table and 
be printed. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, itis so ordered. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H.R. 4328) for the relief of William B. Chapman, 
George W. Street, John W. Hoes, Emmet C. Tuthill, and Joseph 
H.Curtis was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (H.R. 4954) relative to recognizances, stipulations, 
bonds, and undertakings, and to allow certain corporations to be 
accepted as surety thereon, was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill (H. R. 6042) to authorize sale of lot 8, block 3, city of 
Hot Springs, by school directors thereof, and use of proceeds for 
school purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

The bill (H. R. 6110) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Mississippi River at Red Wing, Minn., was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

ISSUE OF BONDS, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a resolution coming over from a previous day, submitted by the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER], which will be read. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. PEFFER March 28, 1894, was 
read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be. and it is hereby, instructed 
to prepare and report as soon as practicable a bill to repeal all laws author- 
izing or permitting the Secretary of the Treasury to issue bonds or other 
interest-bearing obligations of the Government, and to prohibit any and all 
su + — 7 future without express authority by act of Congress first had 
and obtained. 


Mr. MORGAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Foreign 
Relations to make a report, which I ask leave to submit at this 
time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the Senator 
from Alabama to make a report. 

BERING SEA AWARD. J 

Mv. MORGAN. I am instructed by the Committee on For- 
eign Relations to report a bill, which originated with the com- 
mittee, to give effect to the award rendered by the Tribunal of 


~ 


a. 


Arbitration at Paris, under the treaty between the United States 
and Great Britain concluded at Washington, February 29, 1892, 


| for the purpose of submitting to arbitration certain questions 


' 





a 


| concerning the preservation of fur seals. 
Samuel V. B. Strider: which was read twiceby its title, and re- | 


Iask that the bill may now receive its first reading in the Senate 
at length. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
at length. 

The bill (S. 1836) to give effect to the award rendered by the 
Tribunal of Arbitration at Paris, under the treaty between the 
United States and Great Britain concluded at Washington Feb- 
ruary 29, 1892, for the purpose of submitting to arbitration cer- 


at 


The bill will be read the firsttime 








tain questions concerning the preservation of the fur seuls, was 
read the first time at length, as follows: 

Whereas the following articles of the award of the Tribunal of Arbitra 
tion constituted under the treaty concluded at Washington the 29th of Feb 
ruary, 1892, between the United States of America and Her Majesty the 
Queen of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireiand, were delivered 


to the agents of the respective Governments on the 15th day 
ARTICLE 1. 


of August, 1803 


The Governments of the United States and Great Britain shall forbid their 
citizens and subjects respectively to kill, capture, or pursue, at any time 
and in any manner whatever, the animals commonly called fur seals within 
a zone of 60 miles around the Pribilov Islands, inclusive of the territortal 


waters. 


The miles mentioned in the preceding paragraph are geopraphical miles, 
| of 60 to a degree of latitude. 
ARTICLE 2. 
The two Governments shall forbid their citizens and subjects respectively 


to kill, capture, or pursue, in any manuer whatever, during the season ex 

tending, each year, from the Ist of May to the 3istof July, both inclusive, 
the fur seals on the high sea, in the part of the Pacitic Ocean, inclusive of 
the Behring Sea, which is situated to the north of the thirty-fifth degree of 
north latitude, and eastward of the one hundred and eightieth degree of 


longitude from Greenwich till it strikes the water boundary deseribed in ar- 
ticle 1 of the treaty of 1867 between the United States and Russia, and fol 
lowing that line up to Behrings Straits. 
ARTICLE 3. 
During the period of time and in the waters in which the fur-seal fishing 


is allowed, only sailing vessels shall be 
in fur-seal fishing operations. 


‘rmitted to carry on or take part 
They will, however, be at liberty to avail 


themselves of the use of such canoes or undecked boats, propelled by pad- 
dies, oars, or sails, as are in common use as fishing boats 
ARTICLE 4. 
Each sailing vessel authorized to fish for fur seals must be provided with 
be re- 


a — license issued for that purpose by its Government, and shall t 


quired to carry a distinguishing flag to be prescribed by its Government 
ARTICLE 5. 
The masters of the vessels engaged in fur-seal Oishing shall enter accu 
rately in their official log book the date and place of each fur-seal fishing 


operation, and also the number and sex of the seals captured upon each 
day. These entries shall be communicated by each of the two governments 
to the other at the end of each fishing season 

ARTICLE 6. 

The use of nets, firearms, and explosives shall be forbidden in the fur-seal 
fishing. This restriction shall not apply to shotguns when such fishing 
takes place outside of Behring Sea, during the season when it may be law- 
fully carried on. 

ARTICLE 7. 

The two governments shall take measures to control tl 

men authorized to engage in fur-seal fishing; 


1¢@ fitness 
these men sha } 


of the 
1ave been 


proved fit to handle with sufficient skill the weapons by means of which 
this fishing may be carried on 
ARTICLE 8. 
The regulations contained in the preceding articles shall not apply to In- 
diansdwelling on the coast of theterritory of the United States or of Great 





Britain, and carrying on fur-seal fishing in canoes or undecked boats not 








transp®rted by or used in connection with other vessels and propelled wholly 
by paddles, oars or sails and manned by not more than five P rsons 1 in 
the way hitherto practiced by the Indians, provided such Indian re not in 
the employment of other persons, and provided that when so hunt in ca 
noes or undecked boats, they shall not hunt fur seals outside of territorial 
waters under contract for the delivery of the skins to any perso 

This exemption shall not beconstruedto affec 6 mu pal law of either 
country, nor shall it extend to the waters of Behring Sea or the w 3 of 
the Aleutian Passes. 

Nothing herein contained is intended to interfere with the yyment of 
Indians as hunters or otherwise in connection with fur-sealin sels as 
heretofore. 


ARTICLE 9. 


The concurrent regulations hereby determined with a view to the protec- 
tion and preservation of the fur seals, shall remain in force until 
been, in whole or in part, abolished or modified by common agrs 
tween the Governments of the United States 4nd of Great Britain 


they have 


men He- 















The said concurrent regulations shall be submitted ev years toa 
new examination, so as to enable both interested governn 3 to consider 
whether, in the light of past experience, there is oc ion for any ydifica- 
tion thereof. 

Now, therefore, be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, That no citizen he ({nited 
States, or person owing the duty of obedience to the laws or the treaties of 
the United States, nor any person belonging to or board of a vessel of 
the United States, shall kill, capture, or pursue, at any time, or in any man 
ner whatever, outside of territorial waters, any fur seal in the waters sur 
rounding the Pribilov Islands within a zone of ® geographical miles (®) to 
adegree of latitude) around said isiands, exclusive of the territorial wat 

Sec, 2. That no citizen of the United States, or person above 
section | of this act. nor any person belonging to or on board ofav f 
the United States, shall kill, capture. or pursue, in any manner whatever 
during the season extending from the Ist day of May to the 31st day of July; 
both inclusive, in each year, any fur seal on the high ‘ its f the 
zone mentioned in section 1, and in that part of the Pa cean iding 
Behring Sea, which is situated to the north of the thirty-fifth degree of 
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north latitude and to the east of the one hundred and eighiieth degree of 
neato from Greenwich till it strikes the water boundary descrived tn 
Article 1 of the treaty of 1867, between the United States and Russia, and 
folowing that line up to Behring Straits. 

Seo, 3. No citizen of the United States or person above described in the 
first section of this act shall, dur the period and in the waters in which 
by section 2 of this act the killing of fur seals is not prohibited, use or em- 
ploy any vessel, nor shall any vessel of the United States be used or em- 

ved, in carrying on or taking part in fur-seal fishing tions, other 
han a sailing vessel propelled 7 salls exclusively, and such canoes or un- 

decked boats, propelled by paddles, oars, or sails as may belong to and be 
used in connection with such sailing vessel; nor shall any sailing vessel 
carry on or take part in such operations without a special license obtained 
from the Government for that purpose, and without carrying a distinctive 
flag prescribed by the Government for the same purpose. 

Sto. 4. That every master of a vessel licensed under this act to engage in 
fur-seal fishing operations shall accurately enter in his official log book the 
date and place ofevery such operation, and also the number and sex of the 
seals captured each day; and on coming into port, and before landing cargo, 
the master shall verify, on oath, such official log book ascontaining a full and 
true statement of the number and character of his fur-seal fishing opera- 
tiens, including the number and sex of seals captured; and for any false 
statement vay made by a person so licensed by the United States in 
this behalf he shall be subject to the on of perjury; and any seal skins 
found in excess of the statement in the official log book shall be fe 
the United States. 

Sec. 5. That no puees or vessel engaging in fur-seal fishing operations 
under this act shall use or employ in any such operations, any net, firearm, 
airgun, or explosive: Provided. however, That this hibition shali not ap- 

ly to the use of shotguns in such operations outside of Behring Sea during 
he season when the killing of fur seals is not there prohibited by this act. 

Seo. 6. That the foregoing sections of this act shall not apply to Indians 
dwelling on the coast of the United States, and taking fur seals in canoes or 
undecked boats propelled wholly by paddies, oars, or sails, and not trans- 
= by or used in connection with other vessels, or manned by more than 

ve persons, in the manner heretofore practiced by the said Indians: Provided, 
however, That the exception made in this section shall not apply to Indians 
in the employment of other persons, or who shall kill, capture, or pursue fur 
seals outside of territorial waters under contract to deliver the skins to 
other persons, nor to the waters of Behring Sea or of the passes between 
the Aleutian Islands. 

Sxro. 7. That the President shall have power to make regulations respect- 
ing the special license and the distinctive flag mentioned in this act and 
regulations otherwise suitable to secure the dae execution of the provisions 
of this act, and from time to time to add to, modify, amend, or revoke such 

ulations, as in his judgment a seem © ent. 

. 8. That, except in the case of a master making a false statement un- 
der oath in violation of the provisions of the fourth section of this act, every 
— guilty of a violation of the provisions of this act, or of the re 

ons made thereunder, shall for each offense be fined not less than , or 
imprisoned not more than six months, or both; and all vessels, their tackle, 
ap 1, furniture, and cargo, at time used or employed in violation of 

a of the regulations e thereunder, shall be forfeited to the 
United States. 

Sec. 9 That any violation of this act, or of the regulations made thereun- 
der, may be prosecuted either in the district court of Alaska or in any dis- 
trict court of the United States in California, Oregon, or Washi n. 

Sec. 10. That if any unlicensed vessel of the United States 1 be found 
within the waters to which this act applies, and at a time when the kil 
Sodies of scale, OF apparates or mplements suitavie Mabie for killing or taking 

es of seals, or apparatus or or 

seals; or if any licensed vesse! shall be found in the waters to ate thisact 

applies, having on board apparatus ori ements suitable for taking seals, 

bui forbidden then and there to be used, it shall be umed that the vessel 

in the one case and the ee the other was or were 
/ used in violation of this act until it is sufficiently proved. 

Sxc. 11. That it shall be the Guty of the President to causea sufficient naval 
force to cruise in the waters to which this actis — to enforce = 
visions, and it shall be the duty of the commanding officer of any vessel be- 
longing to the naval or revenue service of the United S 
structed by the President, to seize and arrest a'| vessels of the 
found by him to be . used, or em in the waters last 
in violation of any of the prohibitions of this act, or of regulations made 
thereunder, and to take the rsons on board thereof, to the 
most convenient port in any district of the United States mentioned in this 
act. there to be dealt with according to law. 

Sro. 12 That any vessel or citizen of the United States, or 

' Stiees So oes ken the 


“ee thereunder, may and detained 
naval or other duly commissioned officers of Her 


Great Britain, but when so seized and detained they shall 
soon as practicable, with any witnesses and proofs on 
or revenue officer or other authorities of the United States, whose courts 








orfeited to 


a 


w 


yessels and persons as in this section specified only after, by appropriate 
islation, dreas Britain shall have authorized officers of the 
med and instructed by 


duly com missio: the Presiden’ 
* @etain, and deliver ta the authorities of Great Britain vessels and 


subjects 

of that Government offending against any statutes or regulations of Great 

— enacted or made to enforce the award of the treaty mentioned in the 
tle of this act. 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, this bill is reported by the 
ow vote : all of the ae the ore on si 
lations who were present at the meeting morning. 

It is important, and it is 80 considered by the Government, that 
action on the bill should be taken at a very early period of time. 


I ask that the bill may lie on the table and be ted, and I 
give notice that, after the conclusion of the of the Sen- 
ator from Indiana [Mr. shall 


VOORHEES] upon the tariff bill, I 
ask unanimous consent of the oe to take 
sideration to-day, 
= HARRIS. Has the bill been read the second time? 
Mr. SHERMAN. 
effect the conditions preseribed in the award, itseems tome that 
there will be no controversy about it; there was none whatever 
in the committee, and I hope the Senator from Alabama will 
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low the bill to be considered and the vote taken now, unless he 
desires to make some remarks upon it. 

Mr. DOLPH. There is no objection. 

Mr. MORGAN. If there be no objection to that course on the 
part of any Senator, I shall be very glad indeed to have the Sen- 
ate consider and pass the bill now. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Every Senator has been provided with a 
copy of this bill substantially as it is now reported, with some 
slight amendments in harmony with its general purpose. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Alabama 
indicate the course he desires the bill to take? 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask unanimous consent that the bill be 
read a second time by title, and that the Senate then proceed to 
its consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Alabama for the second reading and con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. PEFFER. I have no objection to that if the resolution 
which I offered a few days ago is permitted to retain its place, 
80 that it will be laid before the Senate to-morrow morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Kansas that the resolution referred to by 
him shall retain its place and be laid before the Senate to-mor- 
sepaseeenne® The Chair hears no objection, and itis so or- 

ered. 

Mr. MORGAN. Now [ask that my request may be stated by 
the Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Alabama, that the bill reported by him be now 
— on second time and considered as in Committee of the 

ole. 

There being no objection, the bill was read the second time by 
its title,and the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded 
to its consideration. 

Mr. HARRIS. The bill having been read at length, there is 
no use in having it again read as in Committee of the Whole. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill has been read at length 
and is now before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
anaes to be engrossed for a third reading, and read the third 

ime. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thequestionis, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. HOAR. I should like te ask the Senator from Alabama 
what would bo the condition of an American vessel seized by a 
British vessel for violation of this proposed act and handed over 
to the authorities of the United States? Section 12 provides 
that the seized vessel— 

Shall be handed over as soon as practicable, with any witnesses and proofs 
= em to any naval or revenue officer or other authorities of the United 

Is there at present an existing law which authorizes a naval 

—this would be done at sea ordinarily—to receive such a 
vessel and to bring it home for trial? Should there not be a 
clause making it the duty of the proper officer to whom the ves- 
sel was delivered to bring the seized vessel into port? 

Mr. MORGAN. I will say to the Senator that the bill, as I 
understand it, carefully provides for the cass which he mentions. 
The seizure, of course, is an act of the executive department of 
the Government in the execution of law, and that gives to the 
court of admiralty, or the court designated in this bill, the juris- 
diction of the ship, tackle, apparel, and furniture, and also of 
the persons found upon it, and the court can proceed under the 
general laws for the confiseation and condemnation of vessels 
which violate the laws of the United States to the condemnation 
and sale of such ship. 

I will say further to the Senator that, of course, this legisla- 
tion is expected to besupplemented by corresponding legislation 
on the part of Great Britain in her Parliament, and that that 
subject is to-day to be considered in the Parliament of Great 
Britain. We take it for granted, of course, thatthe Parliament 
will enact laws of equal stringency, and conferring upon the courts 
of Great Britain equal jurisdiction with that conferred by the 

visions of this bill. if in any respect that confidence should 
C aieagepainted, the Government of the United States will find 
itself amply provided with laws for the of executi 
this award; but we have no expectation that Great Britain wil 
in any respect recede from the execution of this award, especially 
in view of the high example which the of the United 
States is now about to set, of its willingness in good faith to exe- 
cute every part and parcel of the award of that tribunal. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, [ do not wish to indicate any 
over-refinement in this matter, but at the same time I want to 
be quite sure thai the committee, who are primarily responsi- 
ble for this bill, see the point. 

The bill vides in section 11, in the first instance, for the 
seizure bringing into port of any offender caught red- 











1894. 





handed, found in the commission of the offense. It provides 
that “The commanding officer of any vessel belonging to the 
naval or revenue service of the United States” may ‘‘ seize and 
arrest all vessels of the United States found by him to be en 
gaged, used, or employed in the waters last aforesaid in violation 
of any of the prohibitions of this act,” and take it ‘* to the most 
convenient port in any district of the United States mentione 
in this act, there to be dealt with according to law.” 

That is all plain sailing. Then, the provision is for the deten- 
tion in certain cases by the officers of Her Majesty, the Queen of 
Great Britain, and they are authorized to seize the vessel and to 
deliver it ‘*to any naval or revenue officer or othe 
of the United States.” 

That would be done frequently, and porhaps ordinarily, on th 


high seas. Most nations have crusiers on the sealing grounds. 


Now, where does the naval officer of the United States in this | 


proceeding, which is a criminal one, and there‘ore to be con- 
Wf 


strued pretty strictly, get aut 


into port a vessel which he has not seized, which he has not 


found in the commission of the offense, but which has only been 
delivered to him by a British officer? Should not section 12 re- 
peat the language of section !1 where it provides that it shall be 
the duty of such officer to take the vessel ‘‘ 
board thereof to the most convenient port 
with according to law”? 

It seems to me those words should be inserted unless there is 
some existing provision of law I do not know of which covers it. 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to call the attention of the Senator 








= ® 


r authoritias | 


| 
| 
| 


hority to detain until he can bring | 


CONGRES SIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


with all persons on | 
to be dealt | « 


| 


from Massachusetts a little more closely to the language of the | 


two sections which he has just read. 
All vessels of the United States found by him— 
That is, by any officer of the United States— 


to be engaged, used, or employed in the waters last af: 
of any of the prohibitions of this act— 


Shall be dealt with in a certain way. 


Any vessel or citizen of the United States 
tions of this act— 


yresaid in violation 


offending against the prohibi 


That is, a vesset in precisely the same circumstances which | 


are described in section 11 taken by a British officer shall be 
handed over to a United States cruiser, and when handed over 
the vessel, having been taken in violation of the provisions, of 
this act, will be in precisely the same situation, it seems to me, 
that she would have been in the case of an original seizure by 
the officer of the United States, and that the duty devolved upon 
them—which is the important thing—will be the same that is 
prescribed in section 11. 

Mr. HOAR. That is undoubtedly the meaning of the bill, but 
the question is whether that meaning is expressed. 

Mr. GRAY. It seems to me it necessarily is so. 

Mr. HOAR. My difficulty is—if it bea difficulty—that neither 
Office hs 2s the right to seize any person for a past offense. 
can only be done when he finds the offender ** engaged, used, or 
employ a in the waters.” If the commander ofa British cruiser 
finds such a thing, he seizes the vessel; but suppose he 
American cruiser on the high seas afterwards, there is no au- 
thority to take possession given to the American ship if it has 
not found the vessel engaged in the criminal and prohibited 
acts. So it seems to me there should be an express authority. 

Mr. MORC AN. I think 1 can point out to the Senator from 
Massachusetts that the express authority is this: Section 7 
the bill provides—and that language is also followed up in other 
subsequent sections: 

That the President shall have power tO make regulations respecting th 
special license and the distinc tive flag mentioned in this act and regula 
otherwise suitable to secure the due execution of the provisions of thi: 


and from tin to. modify, amend, or revoke such regulations 
as in his judgmen m expedient. 


That is a power given auntie the sof the United State 
a great many instances to corr: eed: _ the powers wi 
are conferred by the acts of Parliament really upon the pr ‘ivy 
council, the power to est:blish regulatio a: It there is any diffi 
culty at all in the interpretation of this act, if there shou! d | 
the slightest hesitancy in its execution, it is quite easy { he 
Sec retary of the Treasury to make a regulation to cover the 
precise state of case which the Senator from Massachusetts sup- 


meets an 











Sa 














Se 


Moreover, I should like to say that the committee in consider 
ing this bil! and all those who have had conferences about it— 
and they have been very numerous and very close, including 
some of the ablest lawyers in the United States, and one of the 
gentlemen who was most eminent in conducting the case befo: 
the Tribunal of Arbitration has been consulted about this matter, 
and he has passed a very critical judgment upon every word in | 
this bi!l—have found it necessary to leave open several matters | 
that might be suggested in the way of administration under this 


bill for regulations to be adopted by the Secretary of the Treas- | is a bill making regulations in connec 


Section 11 provides that— | o 


| 
| 
| 


Section 12 says that— | 


| 


| 


The bill must have, 


of 





ury. course, that deg of x t 
so that the regulations can be accomm«: date d to a number of 
questions and a number of persons who are included within tl 
purview of its provisions; for instance, in reg rd to the Indi wi 
on the coast of North America, both in the British Possessions 
and in the United States, who have rights guaranteed to them 
under this award of hunting for’ fur seal under certain specific 


conditions and at certain times and places, regulations are very 
essential, of course, toaccommo late this bill to the peculiarities 








of these different tribes, and also to provide | in respect of our 
own laws such changes as may be found necessary in the nature 
of restrictions upon the different tribes of Indians, so as t ‘. 
mit them to go out and exercise the privileges which th 

yy under this bill. So that we have left incl ided quite a nu 
ber cf matters which fell within the power of regulation to 
liscretion of the President and the Sec retar y of the Trea 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I have observed in my hu 
professional experience when one good lawye ike the h 
able Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], is responsible for 

| the drafting of an instrnmsens it is always more thor ily 
done; but when ten of the be lawyers that can be found put 
their heads together, there is sal nost always some defect in the 
instrument, each of them ahelien a good deal of his own cir 
umspection because of his reliance on the others. I[ therefore 
am notin the least impressed by the suggestion of the honora 
ble Senator from Alabama, that a good many other gentlemen 
whom he has consulted think this bill is allright. If he had 
said he had examined it himself, or drawn it himself, and w 
responsible for its being all right, I should take it almost with- 
ut criticism, but as itis, I think I shall venture to move ar 
amendment at the end of line 5, of section 12, which certainly 
can not do any harm, and can not be objected to. I move, r 
the words ‘‘on board,” to insert ‘‘to be dealt with as herein- 
before provided.” 

Mr. MORGAN. I have not the slightest objection to tha 
smendment, but I think it is included in the language of 
bill. 

Mr. HOAR. It may be. 

The VICE-PRESIVENT. Is there objection to th id 
ment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. ALLISON. I thought the bill had passed beyond 

| third reading. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment can be ma 
| by unanimous consent. 
Mr. HOAR. I understood the Chair to announce that the bil 


That | 


was in the Senate. I did not understand that 
to a third reading. 


VICE-PReSIDENT. 


it had been pa 


TheChair has soan 


The nounced 
Mr. He JAR. Then I move to reconsider. 
Mr. FRYE. That can be done by unanimous consent 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair had announced the 
third reading of the bill. The amend me nt of the Senator fron 
| Massachusetts can be considered only by unanimous consent 


| more 


Mr. MORGAN. Iask unanimous consent for that rp 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. , SHERM AN. I should like the amendment to 

tate 

“PS he Vv ICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read 

The S@CRETARY. In section 12. line 5, after the wo 
board.” it is proposed to insert “to be dealt with as | nb 
fore provided.” 

Mr. MORGAN. And acomma to be inserted ter ¢ 
** provided.” 

Mr. HOAR. Yes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have been waiti ug for an opportunity to 
interpose an objection to the passage of so important a bill as 
this to-day. I have not been able to hear the colloquy between 
the learned chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations 
Mr. MORGAN] and the Senator from Delaware |Mr. Gravy], also 
a member of that committee, and the Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. HOAR]. No doubt that colloyjuy was interesting to 


them, but it could not be heard in this part of the Chamber. | 





inquired for a copy of the bill in order that I might ac 
knowledge by reading which I was unable to get by the ea 
but I find the bill has not been printed for the use of the Sen- 
ott 

I suggest to the Senator from Alabama, the chairman of the 


amenda as »en to offer 


committee, after such ments itors choose 
and find acceptance with the committee are adopted, it will 
satisfactory to the whole Senate. I doubt not, if the bi 

be printed and allowed to go over until to-morrow, when a f 


vote can be taken coe. It does not seem to me that so ut 
terly unprecedented action ought to be taken by the 5 te in 
| reference toa bill whic h contains penal clauses of the mos in- 
gentcharacter applicable to citizens of the United States. It 

tion with the sheries 
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creating crime, and declaring statutory penalties against Ameri- 
can citizens. 

I do not wish to unduly delay a body which is so noted as the 
Senate is for the celerity with which it transacts business, but 
I do feel that I should like to see a copy of the bill before the 
final vote is taken thereon. Therefore, it at this time an objec- 
tion can be interposed to the réquest for unanimous consent, I 
wish to interpose an objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state the condition 
of the bill, The bill has been read the third time and the ques- 
tion now is upon its passage. The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks unanimous consent for the consideration of the amendment 
proposed by him. 

Mr, CHANDLER. I shall not object to that amendment, but 
Ishali ask that the bill go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I do not desire to object, but it seems to 
me a better form for the request for unanimous consent would 
be, that the vote by which the bill was ordered to a third read- 
ing be reconsidered, so that the bill may be open to amend- 
ment. 

Mr. FAULKNER. That is right. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask unanimous consent that the vote 
whereby the bill was passed to a third reading be reconsidered, 
and that the bill be open to amendment. 

Mr. FRYE. I object. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is barely possible some other Senators 
may desire to offer amendments. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]? 

Mr. FRYE. I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. 

Mr. MORGAN. When I had the honor to report the bili this 
morning, I found myself upon a sort of tidal wave of Senatorial 
anxiety to have the bill immediately considered. It was not 
my purpose when I brought the bill in here to have it consid- 
eral at this hour of to-day, but to ask the unanimous consent of 
the Senate that it might be considered at some time during the 
day. All Senators, I think, have be»n provided with copies of 
the substantial parts of the bill and have had an opportunity to 
consider it. The case, as I have stated, is in an international 
sense an emergency case, and therefore I have very quietly gone 
along with the Senate in permitting the consideration of a meas- 
ure all the features of which and the necessity for the enactment 
of which are perfectly understood by this bod : 

Mr. CULLOM. ill the Senator from Ala 
interrupt him? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. COLLOM.,. I>-wish simply to make an inquiry. I see in 
the beginning of the twelfth section these words: 

Any vessel or citizen of the United States offending against the prohibi- 
tions of this act or the regulations thereunder may be seized and detained 
by the naval or other duly commissioned officers of Her Majesty the Queen 
of Great Britain. 

I desire to inquire whether that is an authority usually given 
to a foreign country, to arrest and detain American citizens. It 
seems to me it is rather an unusual provision of law. 

Mr. GRAY. Let me refer—if the Senator will allow me—— 

Mr. CULLOM. I make the inquiry merely for the pur of 
ascertaining whether it is a character of legislation ouch as is 
usually enacted by Congress. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, this is a very unusual pro- 
ceeding, through and through. Some great publicists have 
styled it as an epoch in the history of diplomatic association or 
relation. between foreign governments, having for its object the 
substitution of methods of settlement of great international con- 
troversies that will be peaceable and satisfactory and will not 
lead to war. A very similar condition existed about the time 
of the establishment of the Constitution, when the slavery ques- 
tion was taken up in the Constitution itself and a provision was 
made against bringing slaves into this country after the year 
1808 The Governments of Great Britain and the United States 
entered into treaties with each other for the suppression of the 
slave trade, and they went on with a series of treaties. In the 
course of theirdiplomatic agreements they made provisions very 
similar to the one which is contained ia the pending bill—pro- 
visions which are necessary in all cases where concurrentaction, 
whether by convention or by ae between two govern- 
ments, is found to be necessary in order to execute a common 

ur ; 

It will be seen by the third article of the treaty with Great 
Britain as late as 1870, that before that time this same thing had 
oceurred at various times: 


It is agreed that in case of an 
British cruiser. 
trade, or as hav 





2 allow me to 


American vessel searched by a 
ving been in the African slave 


de’ as ha 
ee einen cei tena she sent 
to Jew York or Key West, whichever be most accessible for adjudica- 
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tion, or shall be handed over to an United States cruiser, if one should be avail- 
able in the neighborhood of the capture; and that in the corresponding case 
of a British merchant yessel searched by an United States cruiser, being de- 
tained as having been engaged in the African slave trade, or as having been 
fitted out for the purposes thereof, she shall be sent for adjudication to the 
nearest or most accessible British colony, orshall be handed over toa British 
cruiser, if one should be availabie in the neighborhood of the capture. 


Now, in this particular section of the proposed act in execu- 
tion of the general purposes of this award, which are the pro- 
tection and preservation of the fur seal (thatis the great purpose 
of this treaty and of the award; in fact, it is the only purpose}, this 
method of arrest has been adopted corresponding to those pro- 
visions whichattended the effort of these two great governments 
to suppress the slave trade. The bill, however, contains a pro- 
vision that this part of the proposed act shall not be in force 
until Great Britain shall have authorized the seizure by Amer- 
ican ships of British vessels, to be carried into British ports. 
We, o‘ course, expect thatthat will be done. If it isnotdone this 

rovision of section 12 will be null and nugatory. I hope that 
is a satisfactory explanation, both upon principle and upon pre- 
cedent. of the question asked me by the Senator from Illinois. 

{ wish to state what I understand to be the status of the bill. 
The bill passed its third reading. Thereupon the Senator from 
Massachusetts {[Mr. HOAR! asked unanimous consent that he 
mightmoveanamendment tothe bill. That consent was granted, 
and the amendment was made without objection. That is what 
I understand to be the situation. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that when the 
Chair inquired if there was objection, the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] obtained the floor and, without 
stating that he objected, addressed the Senate. That left the 
matter somewhat undetermined in the mind of the Chair. The 
Chair has not y2t announced thit the amendment has been 
agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know the importance of passing the bill, 
and I suggest to my friend from Alabama, that I do not be- 
lieve any Senator here, when he reads the billas it stands, wiii 
object to it. It was reported unanimously by the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, and I may say it mets the entire approval 
of the Secretary of State. Still, there isa little feeling on this 
side of the Chamber that Senators have not yet had an oppor- 
tunity to read the bill. I think, under the circumstances, he had 
better consent, whether the ru'e requires it or not, that the bill 
go over until to-morrow, to be taken up immediately after the 
Journal is read, because I think every Senator must feel the im- 

ortanceof acting upon these regulations under the award which 
as been made. 

Mr. MORGAN. Inthe course of four hours, at any rate, I 
can have the bill printed and back on the desks of Senators. 

Mr. GEORGE. That will do. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is very important, as we ail understand, 
that the bill should be passed to-day. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Then let it go over. 

Mr. TELLER. Why not pass it this afternoon? 

Mr. CHANDLER. [ ask the Senator from Alabama to allow 
me to ~~ aword. I did not intend to criticise him for urging 
the consideration of the billat this hour, because the suggestion 
that he should proceed with it at this time came from the Sen- 
ator from Ohio. Ido not see any reason why the bill can not 
be considered later in the afternoon, or even this evening, but I 
do protest against the passage of a — statute of this kind 
without an opportunity on the part of Senators to read the bill. 

Mr. MANDERSON,. Will the Senator from Alabama permit 
an interruption for a moment? Ido not know what was done 
with the request for unanimous consent made by myself a few 
minutes ago, that the vote by which the bill was passed to a 
third reading be reconsidered. 

Mr. GRAY. It was objected to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that an ob- 
—— was interposed to the request of the Senator from Ne- 

a. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I desire simply to state that in my brief 
experience in this body I have known but two instances where, 
a bill having passed to a third reading without a yea-and-nay 
vote, a request for unanimous consent for the reconsideration of 
the vote made instantly afterwards was refused. One instance 
occurred a few days ago with reference to what is termed the 
seigniorage bill, and the effort there I need not refer to except 
to say that the purpose of the motion to reconsider was that the 
bill ne be rid of some of its ambiguities, which a was 
desirable in view of the veto message which has been lately re- 
ceived. This is the second effort in that regard. 

The pending bill was called up without many Senators upon 
the floor realizing its full import, its effect, its great importance. 
It is, as the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] has 
stated, a statute with penal clauses, designed undoubtedly to 
carry out an existing treaty; 1am in accord with the general 
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purposes of the bill. I see the necessity for dispatch in its pas- Mr. ALDRICH. My motion will be pending then. 

sage; but 1 knew nothing of the bill until this morning, and then Mr. HOAR. With the Senator's motion pending. I und 
I received in the usual envelope of the State Departmenta copy | stand that is agreeable to everybody. 

of the bill marked ‘ confidential, subject toamendment.” The} Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection to the bill going oy 
bill, I understand, has received certain amendments, but what | with the motion to reconsider pending. 

their character is I do not know. There was a colloquy here Mr. MORGAN. I have no objection to that course. 


almost in an undertone that certainly those who were within | The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is soordered 

easy distance did not appreciate or understand. | Mr. CHANDLER. When dol understand the Senator from 
It seems to me it is no more than fair that the bill shall be | Alabama intends to have the bill taken up? 

placed where it may yet be open to amendment, back tothe; Mr. MORGAN. At the conclusion of the remarks of the Sen- 


amendment stage of all bills, and that it be passed over until a | ator from Indiana on the tariff bill and after the Senator from 
later hour in the day, that we may weave a chance to examine it | lowa[Mr. ALLISON] shall have taken the floor. 

andsee whether amendments should be proposed. I do not think | 
the Senator from New Hampshireor myselfcan becharged with 
any desire to cause a delay that is unnecessary, but we do desire Mr. QUAY. Before the Senator from Indiana proceeds with 
on legisiation so important as that proposed in the pending bill | his remarks, I desire to inquire of him whether the ipon 
that we may have anopportunity toconsider it and not take the | which heis about to address the Senate has been printed in the 
mere word of the Secretary of State that it is desirable, or even | form in which it was promised it should be printed before the 
the word, without report, of the Committee on Foreign Rela- | bill came up for discussion? 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


tions. Mr. VOORHEES. Yes. I will state to the Senator from 
Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me to | Pennsylvania and to the Senate that the bill has been printed in 
make a suggestion? comparison with existing law and with the bill as it came from 
Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. the other House. The bill in thit form is now in the room of 


Mr. HARRIS. I understand the Senator from Alabama is | the Committee on Finance and can be supplied to any Senator 
willing to allow the bill to goover for the present and be printed | whowishes acopy. I presume it ison the desk of every Senator. 





with the hope of getting it up later this evening. The Senate Mr. ALDRICH. If the chairman of the committee w per- 
having given unanimous consent for its consideration, icwever, | mit me, I do not think the comparison has yet been printed. At 
I think relieves it from any objection to going on withit. [| | least, I have not seen it. 

need not suggest to my friend from Nebraska that he has no oc- Mr. VOORHEES. L beg pardon, I think the Senator from 


Rhode Island will find it. 
Mr. MILLS. I have it here. 


casion to ask unanimous consent to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was ordered to be read a third time. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Ofcourse I can move to reconsider the Mr. ALDRICH. That is not the comparison; it is simply the 
vote. bill itself. 
Mr. HARRIS. A motion by the Senator to that effect will be Mr. VOORHEES. I myself am in error, then, as to the infor- 


mation which the Senator will find in the Finance Committee 
room. I think the m>ssenger of the committee will inform him 
that it is there. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It may bein the Finance Committ-e room, 
but [ have never seen it, and it has not been laid on the desks of 
Senators. 

Mr. VOORHEES. As the Senator from Rhode Island is a 


in order, as he knows very well. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Of course. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator knows that quite as well as I. 
But it seems to me all the trouble is obviated by the consent of 
the Senator from Alabama to allow the bill to go over untila 
later hour this evening, and be printed. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iwas going to make that suggestion, Mr. 
President. The Senate has seen of course that I have not been | member of the Finance Committce, he can very easily see it if he 
pressing the bill with this very remarkable haste, asit is termed, | goes to the committee room. 
to its passage, nor has any Senator pressed it without due con- | Mr. HOAR. What is this copy? 

| 





sideration and without there being a great public necessity, as is Mr. ALDRICH. That is not «comparison with existing law. 
conceived, for the early action of the Senate upon the bill. Itis merely a comparison of the rates of the bill, not a compari- 

I ask unanimous consent that at the conclusion of the remarks | son of the text with existing law. 
of the Senator from Indiana| Mr. VOORHEES] upon the tariff bill, Mr. ALLISON. If I may have the attention of the Senator 
and after the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]shali have taken | from Indiana, the chairmin of the committee, I will state that 
the floor, as I believe he intends to do, the Senate proceed to the | I think the comparison contemplated last week has not yet been 
further consideration of the bill, leaving it precisely in the at-/| printed. i understand it requires some little time to prep.re it. 
titude it is now until that time shall have arrived. Mr. VOORHEES. Then I have been misinformed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will firstinquireif there Mr. ALLISON. I understand that within a day, probably, 
is objection to the amendment to the bill proposed by the Sen-| the original text of the present law, with the bill as it came 
ator from Massachusetts? | from the other House and the Senate amendments, will be 

Mr. ALDRICH. Itseems to me, Mr. President, that that is a | printed in form. 
question which ought to be considered on a little broader plane Mr. VEST. That is right. 


than just one single amendment. I suggest that the bill be un- Mr. ALLISON. I think that has not been prepared and will 
derstood as being open to amendment. not be perhaps for a day. 
Mr. MORGAN. I shall not consent to that. I have been Mr. VOORHEES. Will the Senator from Lowa be kind enough 
forced into an attitude that I can not recede from. to calla page and send him to the room of the Committee on [i- 
Mr. ALDRICH. Then I move to reconsider the vote by which | nance and ask for the publication which arrived there this morn- 
the third reading of the bill was ordered. |ing?’ I have not examined it myself, but [ am under the impres- 
he VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of | sion that it is the comparison referred to. 
the Senator from Rhode Island. | Mr. ALLISON. Is this to what the Senator from Indiana re- 


Mr. HOAR. I should like to understand whether the amend- | fers? [Exhibiting]. 
ment I proposed has been acceded to? Mr. VOORHEES. It is not that. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the amend- Mr. HOAR. Hereitis. I have just sent to the committee 
ment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts? room for it, and this is the publication brought me. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask that it be read,so that we may have| Mr. ALLISON. I was about to state to the Senator in charge 
some idea of it. of the bill that I called at the Finance Committee room and found 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. this is the only document printed. SolI think the Senator is 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the bill by adding | mistaken as to the comparative text. 
after the words “on board,” in the fifth line of section 12, the| Mr. VOORHEES. Very well: I bave been misinformed, then. 
following: I do not wish to interfere with the matter which the Senator 

To be dealt with as hereinbefore provided. from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH) has in hand, although I 

Mr. CHANDLER. Now I object. I have no bill before me, | do desire to go on with the discussion of the tariff bill at 2 
and I can not tel! what is the effect of the amendment. o'clock. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. The question| Mr. HANSBROUGH. AlilI desireis thatthe unfinished busi- 
is on the mo'ion of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. AL- | ness, the bill to provide for the destruction and extermination 
DRICH] to reconsider the vote by which the bill was ordered to | of the Russian thistle, shall not lose its place on the Calendar as 
a third reading. | the unfinished business. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest. as the Senator from Alabama pro-| The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will at the proper time 

to have the bili printed and go over, that the question on | lay before the Senate the unfinished business. The hour has not 
the motion to reconsider had betier be taken after the bill is | yet arrived. TheCalendar. under Rule VIII, isin order, and the 
printed and again called up, and not now. first bill on the Calendar will be announced 
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VOLUNTEERS IN INDIAN WAR. 

The bill (S. 743) for the relief of the citizens of the States of 
Oregon, Idaho, and Washington who served with the United 
States troops in the war against the Nez Perces and Bannock 
and Shoshone Indians, and for the relief of the heirs of those 
killed in such service, and for other purposes, was announced as 
the first in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. DUBOIS. In the absence of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
DoLPH]I ask that the bill go over, retaining its place on the 
Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
dice. 


The bill will goover without preju- 


SEALER OF WEIGHTS AND MEASURES. 

The bill (H. R. 3246) for the appointment of a seuler and as- 
sistant sealer of weights and measures in the District of Colum- 
bia, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. PROCTOR. In the absence of the Senator from Michi- 
gan |Mr. MCMILLAN], who reported the bill, I suggest that it 
go over, retaining its place on the Calendar, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is so ordered. 

ALLEYS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The bill (5.971) to open, widen, and extend alleys in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia was announced as next in order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill has heretofore been read 
atleneth. It has been amended, and itis now before the Sen- 
ate as in Committee of the Whole. 


Mr. HALE. Letit be read again for the information of the 
Senute. 

Mr. QUAY. Lask that the bill may go over without preju- 
dice 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill goes over, retaining its 
place on the Calendar. 

FORMS OF DEEDS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The bill (S. 832) to simplify the form of deeds of conveyance, 
trust, and releases of land in the District of Columbia was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Let the bill go over without prejudice. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be oinnel over with- 
out prejudice. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. 
L. P2UDEN, one of his secret ries, announced that the President 
had on this day approved and signed the joint resolution (S.R. 
37) to provide for the printing of the history and digest of in- 
tern itional orbitrations to which the United States was a party, 
and for other purposes. 

THE RUSSIAN THISTLE, 

The VICK-PRESIDENT. The hour of.2 o'clock having ar- 
rive |, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
which will be read by title. 

The SecReTaRyY. A bill (S. 1545) to provide for the destruc- 
tion and extermination of the noxious plantor weed known as 
Rus ian thistle or Russian cactus, technically Salsola kali tragus. 

M:. HANSBROUGH. Iask unanimous consent that the un- 
finished business may be temporarily laid aside in order that 
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] may address the 
Senate. . 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 4854) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

Tne VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. ALLISON. I-know the motion is not debatable, but I 
wish to make a suggestion to the Senator from Tennessee. The 
bill which has been the unfinished business for some days will 
probably net takea very great length of time, and I hope the Sena- 
tor from North Dakota and the Senator from Tennessee will make 
some reasonable ad ustment about it, so that it may be under- 
stood that the bill can be reached atan early day. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam unalterably opposed to the bill the Sen- 
ator from North Daketa has in charge, but if there shall be a 
gap at any time during the epnsideration of the tariff bill where 
the bill for the destruction of the -Russiun thistle can be consid- 
ered and disposed of, [ will coSperate with the Senator from 
North Dakota to give him his day in court. object, how- 
aver, is to make the tariff bill the unfinished business. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand the Senator's object. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is my object to hold it as such, and that 
whatever other bills may be considered shall be considered by 
consent of the Senate. I will coSperate with the Senator from 


North Dakota at any moment that can be conveniently spared 
to complete the consideration of the bill in his charge. 

I suggest to the Senator from Tennes- 
allowed to remain upon the. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. 
see that the unfinished business ‘be 


Calendar as the unfinished business, so that 1 may ask unani- 
mous consent at the conclusion of the routine business to-mor- 
row morning, before 2 o clock, to take it up and consider it. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I can not afford to allow the 
great tariff bill to play second fiddle to the thistle bill. I shall 
interpose no objection if the Senator from North Dakota will 
get the floor during the morning hour to-morrow and ask for the 
consideration of the bill. I will coSperate with him to secure 
its consideration at that time. 

Mr. VOORHEES. So will I. 

Mr. MILLS (to Mr. HANSBROUGH). 
about it, 

Mr.HARRIS. But the tariff bill must become the unfinished 
business now or a majority of the Senate must decide that it 
shall notso become. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
mous consent. 

Mr.ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from North Dakota, 
if he will permit me, that he ask unanimous consent that the 
thistle bill be taken up to-morrow morning at the conclusion of 
the routine business. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Not to-morrow morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is upon the motion 
of the Senator from Tennessee that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the bill, the title of which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H.R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to 
provide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, in view of the fact that 
the Russian thistle bill is a measure intended to preserve and 
foster the institution of agriculture in this country, and that the 
bill the Senator from Tennessee refers to, the tariff bill, is a 
measure which, in my judgment at least, is intended to destroy 
it, I yield to superior force. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senxtor from Tennessee moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
4864)to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, 
and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate,as in Committee 
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Indiana allow me « 
single second? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In accordance with his suggestion, I have 
inquired at the Finance Committee room and I tnere found that 
the bill printed in the form suggested by the Senator the other 
day, that is, acomparison of the text of the bill as reported 
from the committee with the existing law, has not yet. been re- 
eeived by the committee and they do not know when it will be 
recéived. i 

Mr. HARRIS. In this connection, if the Senator from Indi- 
ana will allow me, I will state that I was informed by one of the 
experts who is engaged on this particular matter, that within 
the next day or two the work will be completed and the print 
upon our desks. : 

Mr. VOORHEES. I think thatis very well understood. 

Mr. HOAR. I think the pending bill should be read in full. 

Mr. ALDRICH and others. Oh; no. 

Mr. MILLS. I hope we may have order in the Chamber. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair requests Senators tore- 
frain from conversation. The Chair was unable to hear the re- 
quest of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senater from Massachusetts requested 
the reading of the bill at length. 

Mr. HOAR. I made no request. I called for the enforcement 
of the ordinary rule-of the Senate, that when a bill is taken u 
it shall be read. If the Senator from Indianadesires to procee 
with his remarks at this time i shail make no objection to a re- 
quest for unanimous consent that the reading be postponed until 
he shall have concluded; but after what we have heard I think 
we are entitled to — in an orderly way. 

Mr. HARRIS. [ask consent that the first formal reading of 
the bill be dispensed with, which is very often done. 

Mr. HOAR. I object. 

Mr. HARRIS. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. 

Mr. HARRIS, Then let the Senator from Indiana proceed, 
‘and afterwards the bill may be read line by line and word by 


word. 

Mr. HOAR. That is what I proposed, if the Senator from In- 
diana prefersthatcourse. He has notstated whether that course 
will be more eble to him. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Of course I prefer to go on now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 


You will have no trouble 


The debate is proceeding by unani- 
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that the Senater from Indiana shall proceed with his remarks 
and that the bill shall be reud at length after he has concluded? 

Mr. ALDRICH and Mr. TELLER. Or at some other time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Oratsomeother time. Is there ob- 
jection? ‘The Chair hears none; and the Senator from Indiana 
will proceed. 

Mr.VOORHEES. Mr. President, greatabuses in government, 
strong by the sanction and growth of years, embedded in the pow- 
erful interests of privileged classes, created, fostered encouraged, 
and protected by the laws themselves, have rarely, if ever in any 
age, been promptly and totally eradicated except by forcible 
revolution and bloodshed. Suc! 





h is the concurrentand unbroken 
testimonyof history. Thespiritof peaceful and practical reform, 
on the other hand,is a reasoning and progressive spirit, moving 
forward, step by step, no matter how radical and thorough its 
ends and aims may b2, and overcoming the most gigantic evi 
with pitient wisdom and courage, rather than by violent an 
wholesale assault. 

The protective system of tariff taxation as developed and 
fastened upon the business and labor of the American people, 
especially during the third of a century past, growing worse at 
every stage, is a system of indescribable injustice and oppres- 
sion; and yet who will contend that all its vicious principles 
and workings, ramified as they are through every branch of 
trade and commerce, can be annihilated by a single blow, or to- 
tally wiped out by a single legislative enactment? For the bill 
now under consi leration no such claim is made, but in its behalf 
can be truthfully asserted, and will be successfully maintained, 
that it accomplishes a vast work in the field of tariff reform, 
embodies a great relicf to the people from iniquitous existing 
burdens. and constitutes a long stride, though not a final one, 
towards the approaching day of a full and perfect deliverance. 

Sir, I challenge the attention of the Senate and the country to 
the great and comminding fact thit by the provisions of this 
bill the seeming paradox of a reduction of taxes and at the same 
time an increase of public revenues will be reconciled when it 
becomesa law. I will not stop toconsider at this point the vast 
individual robberies committed in protected markets, the untold 
and incalculable millions of blackmail levied by American man 
ufacturers for their own pockets on their enforced customers 
when cut off from all outside competition: it is enough fcr my 

resent purpose to say that we have liberalized American mar- 

ets, made them more accessible to the traffic of the world, and, 
while not establishing free trade, we have made trade freer and 
more even-handed between the manufacturer and the consumer. 
But over and above and beyond this wide and well-known field 
of extortion and injustice, it will be found from the schedules of 
this bill that tariff taxes now officially ascertained and paid un- 
der existing iaw onthe wants, necessities, and daily consumption 
of the laboring men, women, and children of the United States, 
have been reduced more than seventy-six millions per annum. 
These reductions are as follows: 
On 


On 
On 


$1, 000, 000 
1, 900. 000 
1, 500, 000 


chemicals ; Se ke ss 
pottery — pies se~ 


: 
glass 





On metals du ihe daaasciils chard Wj . 12, 500, 000 
On wood een, a sei ne 300, 000 
On tobacco ‘ ralipliiininigiae aie ed 3, 300, 000 
On agricultural products pichads Mia deannee ... 8 300, 000 


1, 500, 000 
3, 450, GOO 
6, 000, GOO 
23, 500, 000 


On spirits, wines, etc 1 baal i 
On cotton manufactures 
On flax, hemp, and jute manufactures -...-- i 
On woolen manufactures -._--- Sli ins as sips 


On silk manufactures Bei ws Keitbatia’ a aad 3, 500, 000 
On paper and pup aa gia 306, 000 
On sundries ---- ba hails cat swath cma waited e008 
Transferred to the free list slain niall al i ._. 12,170, 000 


76, 670, 090 


Total i ia oes 


To this must be added the further imposing fact that the bill 
provides for a full and ample revenue, largely in excess of pres- 
ent supplies, with which to meet all the requirements of the 
public credit. Such a consumm ition as this, so full of relief to 
the people and of strength, safety, and honor to the Govern- 
ment, may well atone for the imperfections and shortcomings 
alleged against the pending measure, and will constitute the 
rock on which the temple of tariff reform will be built, and 
against which, in the ameliorated future, the gates of avarice, 
oppression, and fraud shail not prevail. Withsuch a beneficent 
=~ stupendous result now plainly within the reach of the Amer- 

an 
not the fate of the party, nor the man, nor the set of men who 
shall constitute themselve; a hindrance and an obstruction to 
its speedy fulfillment 

Faults and imperfections can, of course, be alleged and pointed 
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out; concessions are apparent which have been unwillingly made, 


and only when found absolutely necessary, in order to se its 
passage; articles on the free list as they came from the House 
have been made dutiable under the duress of a small majo 


here, yet, deeply asI regret the necessity for these changes, and 


sarnestly as lL opposed them. I do not hesitate to say that the bill 


taken as a whole as it now stands, with its combination of lower 
taxes on the necessaries of life, and at the same time increased 
revenues for the Government, will be hnriled asa substantial meas 
ure of reform and relief by the great producing masses of the 
American people. ‘ 

In fact, the average rate of duty, advalorem, « 3 
made dutiable in the pending Senate bill, and ir of | 
changes made by the Senute Committee on Finan s lower 
than in the Wilson bill when it left the House and came to this 
body. This officially ascertained fact is overwhelmi 
character and shall not be lost sight of. 

At this point I submit an estimate of the exper oO Go 
ernment for t fiscal year 1895, made in official quart ym 
the best data obtainable up to date. It may be stated 
lows 
Civil and miscellaneou $90, 000, 000. 00 
War s 55, O00, OOO, OO 


Navy --- 33, OOO, 000. OO 
[ndiar i ¥, OOO, QO0, OO 
Pensions 145. 000 0. OO 
Interest - me ¥ 29. O00. OOO. O00 
Postal service, including $5,971,736.89 deficiency 

in postal revenues ; 90, SYD, 485. 33 


Making a total of 151, 399, 485. 33 


To meet the appropriations made necessary by the foregoing 
estimates, I here place before the Senate the estimated revenues 
which are expected to accrue under the provisions of the 
now before us: 


Internal revenue under present law $160,000,000 
Additions made by the pending bill: 
Incom> tax Ce ; 30,000.00 
Spirits ; 2.000.000 


Cards oH . as 3 
Customs , 3.36100 
Miscellaneous Samet 
Postal service 


000,000 


20,000,000 
"a 


84.427. 766 


Total 180,788,766 

Sir, it will here be seen that the Committee on Finance of this 
body has taken a bond of fate, as it were, that no harm shall 
come to the creditand financial honor of the Government. The 


criticisms which assailed the bill as it came from the House 
it created a deficiency in the Treasury no longer apply. 
We present a measure full freighted with revenue forevery call 
that can be made on the Republic at home and abroad, and with 
a surplus besides of $2),389,245. Sir, there is no terror to me in 
a surplus like this. On thecontrary, it isasourceof safety, and 
can at any tims be wisely and honorably devoted to the best pur- 


be- 


cause 


poses of good government, the payment of debts, and the stop- 
page.of interest. It can also be reduced by a revision of taritl 


rates whtenever found necessary. My greatest apprehension in 
public affairs is a deficiency in the finances and consejuently in 
the power of the Government to maintain its honor and to hold 
its head high among the nations of theearth. On this point we 
feel that we have made the future secure, whileat the same time 
we have made lighter the burdens of the people. Nor do we 
disguise from ourselves the fact that we are under very positive 
instructions in regard to the reform of tariff taxation. _ 

he appalling legislation of 1890, known as the McKinley law, 
uniimited in its scope and purposes of spoliation and plunder, 
created a necessity for relief more immediate and absolute than 
was ever before known in American history, and the people is- 
sued their instructions at the ballot box accordingly. At the 
same time the riotous extravagance of the party then in power, 
taking an overflowing Treasury from an outgoing Democratic 
Administration in March, 1889,and ieaving it practically bank 
rupt four years later, imposed upon those who are now responsi 
ble for the support of the Government the imperious duty of 
providing against ugly deficiencies and impending national dis 
honor. In reaching results of such magnitude and importance 
as these, and in carrying out the interests and declared wish 
of toiling millions as contradistinguished from powerful and 


favored classes, obstacles have of course been encountered 
| gigantic in size, arrogant, insolent, dictatorial, and in so in 


stances sinister, perfidious, and dishonest in character. This 


} 


fact could not be otherwise under the protective system which 
| has forso many years prevailed in this country. The natural 
selfishness of the human heart, prone to avarice and greed as 
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sparks to fly upward, has been educated, developed, fed, nour- 

ished, pampered here on American soil by the Government it- 

self, until it now stands not only revealed, but confessed asa 

pa robber, a predatory monster, obstructing the highways of 

—- and challenging legislators themselves to stand and 
eliver, 

Manufacturing interests, which a hundred years ago were in- 
deed and in fact in their infancy, and were nursed and fostered 
while yet in the cradle of their birth, are now the colossal task- 
masters of the whole people, commanding tribute from every 
day’s labor beneath the sun, haughtily striding the corridors of 
this Capitol, and issuing their edicts in the tones of dictators 
for or against the enactment of pending measures in the Halls 
of Congress. Those who own and represent these swollen and 
arrogant interests do not hesitate to declare on what terms a 
bill vitally affeeting 70,000,000 of people will be permitted to be- 
come a law, and in defaultof what provisions for financial profits 
to themselves they will insure its defeat. In the hard-working 
diys of attempted. tariff reform they are met everywhere, and, 
as a rule, bear themselves as favorites of power generally do. 

A greut specialty is their persistent and imperious demand to 
be heard. It is true they and their predecessors have been 
heard on thesame monotonous topic of monopoly in trade for more 
than a century; they themselves have said at this session and 
at the other end of the Capitol all they could possibly say in be- 
half of their huge gains, and it is printed for public use. The 
old stersotyped theme of Government protection for the lust of 
riches has long since been exhausted; not a new wor] or thought 
on the subject from their standpoint is now possible; time is 
precious and delay ruinous on the subject of tariff legislation to 
the business of the whole country; yetin spite ofall these things 
they assume an injured air, and raise a dismal clamor because 
th+y have not been allowed to occupy from January to Novem- 
ber of the present year in giving dictatorial instructions and 
GJicts to the Senate Committee on Finance in behalf of their own 
unworthy, unmanly, unchristian desires to commit extortion in 
markets peatentes from free and open competition. They are 
also wholly and absolutely unmindful of the fact that every la- 
boring man and woman in the United States, numbering mil- 
lions whi'e the protected few number only by thousands, has a 
vastly higher right and interest to be heard in his or her self- 
cefense against iniquitous taxation than any manufacturer can 
possibly have in favor of the right to plunder by law. 

The lermne. the mechanic, the wage-worker, and the manifold 
producers of every kind come not here; they have neither time 
nor money to sparefrom their busy, overworked lives; they can 
not visit the lobbies of Congress to argue their side of the case; 
their careworn, sunburnt faces have never been seen in the 
pomens or in the hurried, heated, anxious haunts of unhal- 

owed avarice; their hard, toil-worn hands are not grasped or 
felt in salutation as we struggle through waylaying crowds from 
committee room to the door of the Senate: the labor element, 
on which protected monopoly peer ravenously and unceasingly, 
is absent from the precincts of this Capitol, aud well the million- 
aire beneficiaries of protection know that their victims on farm, 
field, and ranch; in workshop, mine, and furnace; on railroads, 
rivers, and in every toiling pursuit in which bread is honestly 
earned, can never confront them here and demand a division of 
time in discussion before the committee. The favorites of for- 
tune, pets of vicious legislation; those to whom the Government 
has farmed out the power of oppression over others. take no 
heed of the rights, the protests, the sufferings, or the servitude 
of the mighty masses who constitute the nation’s strength and 
rlory. 
' To the thoroughly protected and self-complacent American 
manufacturer, sole master of his own market and incarnation of 
human selfishness, bis enforced customers, those to whom he 
selis at his own protected price, have a value, as slaves once had 
to their owners. Not more than four daysin the week belong to 
the laborer himself under tariff laws as they now stand; every 
hour of the other two days are absorbed in paying the manufac- 
turer's increased prices on the necessaries of life which a pro- 
tective tariff guarantees. 

Sir, can there be any wonder that protected classes, and pro- 
tected individuals, who have been, as it were, taken into part- 
nership by the Government, every one of them, should break out 
into vehement protest and angry, outcry when touched and dis- 
turbed by the spirit of reform and equitable legislation? The 
only policy, the only request of a practical protectionist is to be 
let alone in the enjoyment of the highest duty and the fattest 
bounty the Government can o. He makes h ifan obstacle 
to change from no other or higher consideration than sordid, 


brutal selfishness, 
Whatever may be his line of manufacture, from hooks and 
eyes to machinery for ships, from pins and needles to the wear- 
ing apparel of the human race, he cries out 
tion or interference with his prices, not that 


t all competi- 
love of country 
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or of humanity is shocked or offended, but simply that his lust 
for riches takes alarm. Nothing in the condition of his fellow- 
men, or even in the laws of nature, ever deters or diverts him 
from his intense pursuit of worldly gain. It is told by an old 
chronicler as an incident of the great fire which swept London 
almost out of existence in 1666, that when the flames were in 
their fiercest wrath, carrying consternation and ruin into every 
quarter and every home, and the people, pale-faced and panic- 
stricken, were struggling to and fro in the crowded streets, a 
thrifty, economical-looking huckster was seen with his basket, 
diligently inquiring the price of kidney beans, which he had to 
sell. The only fault he found with the fire was that it inter- 
fered with his trade. This is the only fault which a protected 
manufacturer ever finds with anything. He must sell his kid- 
ney beans at a high price whatever else may happen. 

It is perhaps no more than just, however, to state in this con- 
nection that there is one circumstance which mitigates, to some 
extent at least, the obstructive avarice, at all times and every- 
s7here so vehemently displayed by the protected manufacturer. 
The Government itself, or rather the party leaders who have 
administered it during the past generation, are more to blame 
than he is. By bad laws they have tempted him beyond his 
,ower to resist and by an elaborate and skillful system for the 
venefit of the few at the expense of the many, they have opened 
the way for him to commit crime with impunity every day and 
hour of his existence by robbing his fellow beings under the 
forms of law. He has the license of the Government for mo- 
aay and extortion—a license issued and reissued, multiplied 
and supplemented in a thousand ways, authorizing him to rule 
markets, oppress labor, and get enormously rich. 

The enactment of the McKinley law in 1890 was a gigantic 
crime, not only againstevery working man and working woman 
in the United States, but also against every individual manufac- 
turer, and against all manufacturing interests. It was not so 
designed by its authors, but such was its real and inevitable 
character. It declared a policy so flagitious in principle, so rot- 
ten in morality, and so ravenous in its exactions on the absolute 
wants of life, that its possible duration was only a question of 
time when the next election by the people should occur, and yet 
the vast manufacturing interests of the country were tempted 
and seduced into accepting its delusive bribes, and into an eager 
adjustment of themselves to its alluring, though evanescent, and 
short-lived provisions. 

The most needed feature of tariff taxation is permanency, at 
reasonable rates for revenue, and with a due regard tothe busi- 
ness and commerce of the country. The McKinley law was 
necessarily an unstable, unsafe measure; it was a reckless, fool- 
hardy experiment on the forbearance of the American people; 
it had no precedent in American history for its rash and inso- 
lent assault on the toiling masses; it dealt in dizzy heights and 
in profound depths, and placed tariff duties on foreign goods, 
Seeking our markets for sale to our people, at prohibitory rates; 
it provoked the wrath of the people, and tho condemnation of 
Divine justice. And now that we are compelled to repeal and 
tear down thisodious structure of evil legislation, it is some com- 
pensation for intense labor and anxiety to hear it often bitterly 
cursed by the most intelligent business men we m2et as having 
been to them a delusion and a snare. Our purpose is to replace 
the law of 1890 with a measure of reform, safe, conservative, and 
harmonious in itself, and to which all the wholesome and legiti- 
mate industries of the country will speedily adapt themselves, 
and tenaciously cling for secure development and undisturbed 

rowth in the future. If this can be done without needless de- 

ay, an era of prosperity will dawn upon all the diversified in- 
terests of the country such as has never been surpassed in our 
history. 

In considering, however, the obstacles which assail every 
effort at tariff reform, the specious plea made by the manufac- 
turer for the alleged protection of his employed labor can not 
be ignored or overlooked. Brazenas the manufacturing classes 
have become, after a hundred years of Government caress, en- 
dearment, and unstinted bounty, they are at last ashamed to 
plead infancy any longer or to ask further protection and Gov- 
ernment alms as minors in the manufacturing manhooi of the 
world. Like the Greek soothsayers of old, who laughed in 
each other’s faces when they met, American manufacturers 
ean not keep st ht countenances when talking together of in- 
fant industries. They have, in the main, abandoned that old, 
stale, worn-out plea, and adopted another more enticing in sound 
but equally deceptive and false in substance. They are now 
masguerading here and all over*the United States as mission- 
aries in the cause of labor; they make most earnest appeals to 
Congress to protect them in a monopoly of trade and in amass- 
ing great riches in order, as they declare, that they can, and will, 

creased wages, and give a more generouscare to those who 
work in their employment. 

Nothing could be more sublime than benevolent professions 
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like these, if they were found to be sincere and true; but on the 
other hand, the lowest depthsof human depravity may be raked 
in vain for a baser or more infamous scheme by which to obtain 
money dishonestly, when it is found after thorough investiga- 
tion and long experience that the preten3e of benevolence, or 
even of justice to labor, is absolutely and corruptly false. 

Sir, I stand here to deny that it can be shown anywhere since 
the Republican party came into power thirty-three years ago, 
that the wages of a working man or woman, in furnace, factory, 
or delving mine, has ever kept pace with increased tariff rates, 
or indeed had any increase at all, on account of high protective 
tariff legislation. I challenge any Senator, or any workingman, 
or any assumed representative of workingmen, to show a single 
instance in the history of a protective tariff, where labor was 
ever recognized in a division of profits, where it was recognized 
in proportion to increased tariff duties, or where it was ever 
taken into consideration at all on pay day on account of the 
highest protective tariff legislation ever known. 

Millionaire manufacturers now profess a deep concern for the 
wages and the welfare of their employés, but willanyone in their 
behalf point out what law or provision of law, during a century's 
experience, they have ever suggested for the protection of their 
employed people in the duration of their contracts, their right 
to living wages, or even for the certain payment of what they 
earn? Weare asked here to enable the manufacturer to amass 
money unjustly from farmers and their families in order that he 
can pay another class of workers better wages. Onthe contrary, 
all history shows that not a dollar extorted by the tarilf ever 
goes beyond the pocket of the protected manufacturer, or reaches 
the cheerless home and stinted income of his employed wage- 
worker. 

if the reward of labor had ever been increased as an incident 
or consequence of increased tariff duties on foreign imports, 
nothing would be easier or more gracious to the advocates and 
beneficiaries of protection than to show that fact. The very re- 
verse, however, is true. It can never be forgotten that the 
enactment of the McKinley law in October, 1890, was followed 
almost immediately by a reduction of the wages of all workers 
in iron and steel, Segioning at Homestead, in Pennsylvania, 
under Carnegie, resulting in bloodshed and wholesale murder, 
and extending to all parts of the country and to almost every 
branch of manufacturing industry. 

Manufacturers of iron and steel were especially favored by the 
law of 1890, and they talked then, as they do now, about the 
necessity of high protection for themselves in order to enable 
them to better pay their hired labor. They plead then, as they 
do now, for more money for themselves on the pretense that they 
would divide with the mon and women who toiled in their serv- 
ice. 
hood and perfidy, butalsoof the ghastly results which followed. 
Wage reductions, strikes, lockouts,and labor strifes of all kinds 
contending for fair treatment at the hands of capital in every 
branch of manufacturing, have never been so prevalent in Ameri- 
can history as since October 4, 1890, when the McKinley biil 
became a law. 

A compilation of facts on this subject, of the most remarkable 
and startiing character, has bsen made by the Hon. JOAN De | 
Witt WARNER, an able and distinguished member of the House | 
of Representatives from the State of New York. It is shown by 
him in chronological order, beginning in October, 1890, that 
within the next two years, the McKinley law all the while pre- 
vailing, more than five hundred strikes and violent contentions 
between labor and capital on the subject of wages took place in 
various States in the Union; almost an average of one strike or 
coHision for each and every working day during that entire 
period. 

Such have been the hideous fruits borne for labor by the high- 
est protective tariff ever known in this country. Uproar and 
strife, from day to day, have marked the relations between pro- 
tected capital and unprotected labor, while the homes of the 
industrious poor have been filled with distress, often with actual 
want, and sometimes with murder. The most needed legislation 
in our statute books now is a strong and carefully prepared 
chapter giving legal security in the courts and before boards 
of arbitration, to helpless, oppressed, and outraged labor in its | 
dealings with capital; capital made oppressive, insolent, intol- 
erant, and intolerable by the protection it receives from the 
Government. An enactment like this, by reason of its over- 
shadowing importanc2, must be a separats work, and can not be 
long delayed. In the meantime, I arraign those who hinder and 
obstruct tariff reform in the name of protection to labor, as 
shams and betrayers of the people and of the truth. 

Of the more than six millions of people employed in the man- 
ufacturing establishments of the entire country from ocean to | 
ocean, not one has ever appeared before Congress, or any com- } 
mittee of Congress, or made response in any public meeting, 
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stating that his employer, upon the enactment of higher rates of 
duty on imports, ever gave or suggested to give hima farthing's 
increase of pay for his work. What the wage-worker want 
and of right should have, is not the false promise and false pre 
tense of manufacturers pleading in his name for their own en 
richment, but the solid protection of law against the instability 
of his contracts, the uncertain duration of his employment, and 
the fluctuating rates of his wages. 


xs 


SHALL DUTIES BE MADE SPECIFIC OR AD VALOREM? 
Another objection, however, persistently urged against the 
pending bill as it has been reported from the Finance Commit- 
tee of the Senate claims attention at this point. There are two 


directly opposing policies in regard to the proper method of 
levying import duties which fall as a tax on purchasers and con- 
sumers. One policy demands that specific rates, as they are 
knownshall be levied on importations without reference to thei 
value, but according to quantity or mere description. 
the favorite device of high protection. It completely covers 
fro'n the plain tax paying people the actual amount they have 
to oay. For instance, who except a tariff expert with pencil in 
hand can tell how much per cent on actual value the purchaser 
pays when he buys matting made of cocoa fiber or rattan, with 
a duty on itof 12 cents per square yard, or mats made of the 
same material with a duty of 8 cents per square foot”? 

How much light doesit throw on the subjectof equitable tuxa- 
tion to inform the day laboreras he smokes his pips in the even- 
ing that there is a duty of 15 cents per gross on all common to- 
bacco pipes of clay? What kind of an idea does the purchaser 
obtain of the amount of tariff tax he pays on cotton cloth when 
he finds that on one kind of cotton cloth, not exceeding 50 
threads to the square inch, counting the warp and filling, the 
duty assessed is 2 cents per square yard; or another kind ex 
c2eding 50, and not exceeding 10) threads to the square inch, 
counting the warp and filling, the duty is 2t cents per square 
yard; if bleached, 3 cents per square yard; if dyed, colored, 
stained, painted, or printed, 4 cents per square yard? 

These illustrations, taken from the McKinley law as it now 
exists, might be continued indefinitely. The object in laying 


This is 


specific duties like these and others is plainly manifest t is 
not desirable on the part of protected wealth that the people 
should know how much tribute they pay, or to whatextent they 


are plundered. Specific duties are therefore assessed, not ac- 
cording to the well-known methods of purchase and estim it 
values in daily practice by the plain, laboring people, but by ar- 
bitrary rules which have no intelligent meaning except to ex- 
pert manufacturers who profit by them. When the farmer goes 
to town and amongst other things for his household gets a sup- 
ly of pearl buttons for their home-made shirts, he is informed, 
ifthesubectis mentionedat all, that the tariff tixon them is on'y 
2} cents per line. It sounds like a very small thing, and though 
he dogs not understand how it is done, yet he is not startled or 
indignant as he would be if he knew the real facts in the « 

Under that little clause of 24 cents per line there is 
cealed from view a tax of more than 143 per cent on those 
buttons according to their actual value. The farmer has paid 
for them at the rate of $2.43 for a dollar's worth of buttons for 
his wife and children, and he returns home as uncons:ious and 
eontented a victim of robbery as one who has had his pocket 
picked by a thief and has not yet found itout. Under such : 
system as this duties as high as 400 per cent on the value of the 
goods assessed have been successfully hidden from ordinary ob- 
servation by a small, harmless-looking specific duty: and such is 
the case now in the McKinley law on our statute books. 

I turn, however, from this dangerous policy, this chief instru 
ment of high protection and unbridled extortion, to another 
policy of tariff assessment which a schoolboy can comprehend. 
An ad valorem system of dutieson imports was never a delusion 
or asnare to even the humblest and most uneducated in the 
land. A given per cent on the value of goods bought can n*ver 
deceive or cheat the consumer. With a piece of chalk on a 
board he can figure out for himself what he pays for the goods 
and what in addition he pays asa tax. Lightand instruction 
for the people are to be found in every line of an ad valorem 
tariff, while darkness and deception lurk in the very principle 
of specific rates of duty. Itis true that exceptional instances 
sometimes compel the use of specific duties, butit may be stated 
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as a rule that tariff reform never adopts them if itcan be avoided, 
and that the protectionist, on the other hand, shuns ad valorem 
rates as guilt shuns discovery. 
THE WALKER TARIFF. 
In the history of tariff legislation in this Government, from 
the first act in 1789 to the present day, there is one enactment 
which stands out in its wisdom, its success, andits glory over 


all others. The Democratic tariff of 1816, devised by R bert x 
Walker. ad valorem in its rates from beginning to end, with not 
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a specific duty in it, has had vo peer, no rival even, in the pros- olwfifty years ago were not controlledor embarrassed by entan- 


perity it secured for the American people during its existence 
asa law. The protective tariff of 1642, enacted during the as- 
cendency of the Whig party, was in force when the Administra- 
tion of James K. Polk came into power and Robert J. Walker 
took the portfolio of the Treasury. The friends and beneficia- 
ries of protection were deeply enamored of the law of 1842, and 
claimed for it a greater degree of prosperity, contidence, and 
happiness throughout the country than had been known since 
182 


| gling alliances wiih great riches and giant monopolies; they 
| moved forward in their work, not as men wearing manacles and 

subject. to masters, but with the free gait of conscious rectitude 

and absolute liberty of thoughtandaction. The coercive power 
| of consolidated and organized millions did not obstruct their 
| patriotic eiforts at every step nor impede their achievement of 
speedy and glorioua results. The debate which took place in 
| the Senate on the Walker tariif, although lasting but fifteen 


#; but the new Secretary of the Treasury ass tiled it at once | days, was of the most powerful and commanding character. 


and in unsp ring terms. Mr. Blaine, in his b illiant book en- 
titled Twenty Years of Congress, speaking of the tariff of 1842, 
and Mr, Walker’s course in regard to it, says: 


Robert J. Walker was a Senetor from Mississippi when the act was passed 
and was bitterly opposed to it. He was a man of great originality. some- 
What speculative in his views, and willing to experiment on questions of 
revenue to the polntof rasaness. He was uot a Deliever in the doctrine of 
protection, Was persua ted that protective du tes bore unjustly and severely 
upon the planting section with which he was identified; and came to his 
office determine. to overthrow the tariff act which he had been unabie to 
defeat in the Senate. Mr. Walker was excessively ambitious to make his 
term in the Treasury an era in the history of the country. He had a difi- 
cult task before him—one from which a conservative man would have 
shrank. The tariff was undoubtedly producing a valuable revenue. and as 
the Administration of Mr. Polk was about to engage in war, revenue was 
what they most needed. Being about to enter ou a war. every dictate of 
prudence sugge ted that aggressive issues should not be multiplied in the 

a 


country. * * 

Mr. Walker mile an elaborate report on the question of revenue, and at- 
tacked the tariffof 1812 in a manner which might well be termed savage. He 
arraigned the manufacturers as enjoying unfair advantages—advan'aces 
held. as he endeavored to demonstrate, at the expense and to the detriment 
of (the agiculturist, the mechanic, the merchant, the shipowner, the sailor, 
and, injeed, of almostevery industrialclass. Inreading Mr. Walker’s report 
a third of a century after it was made, one might imagine that the supporters 
of tne tariff of 1842 wer- angeges in a conspiracy to commit fraud, and that 
the manufacturers who profited by its duties were guilty of some crime 
against the people. Sut extreme as were his de :larations and difficult as 
were the obstraetions in his path, he was able to carry his point. 

Sir, the glowing tribute here paid by the most distinguished 
apostie of protection to the great Democratic Secretary is am- 
ply justi ed by the results which followed and the work accom- 
plisied by Mr. Walker. With the courage and daring ofa self- 
reliant, creative genius, he followed a financial chart and c m- 
pass of his own, and d.d indeed ** make his term in the Treasur 
an era in the history of the country.” The law of 1846, whic 
bears his name and immortalizes his memory, is a most inter- 
esting and instructive piece of legislation for examination at 
the present time. Brief, condensed, and comprehensive, con- 
tain'ng less than 5,000 words in all; terse, vigorous, and explicit 
in language: bold, fearless. and commanding in tone, this old 
act of Co igress will never coase tobe an object of admiration to 
the student of American legislation. But the policy which it 
embodies, still more than its mere structure, will remain 
through distant years for the study of the statesman and the 
historian. 

All the goods, wares, and merchandise of the world liable to 
be imported from foreign countries to our shores are classified 
und -r ths Walker tariff in eight short scheduies, each schedule 
being marked by anad valorem rate of duty, which applies alike 
to every article it contains. The whole field is covered by a 
system which | ys taxes according to the value of the article 
taxed, and enables the purch wer to know how much he is pay- 
ing for the article and how much he is paying asa tax. Thead 
vaiovem rates fixed in the law of 1846, the Walker law, range 
from 100 per cent, the highest, down to 5 per cent, the lowest, 
and they were all impo ed for revenue only and in no instance 
for protection. Nota single specific duty is to be found in the 
entire law; every ambuscade wherein protection and indefinite 
taxation lie hidden together under specific duties was destroyed, 
and the burdens which toiling millions have to bear for the sup- 
port of their Government were mde easy of comprehension. 

The opposition to such a daring and sweeping measure of re- 
form was necessarily m>st vehement and resentful. Its attack 
on existing abuses was boldand peremptory, and thestronghoids 
of avarice were startled to their foundations. Indeed the cir- 
cumstances ani proceedings connected with the enactment of 
the tari!f of 1816 have a paculiar interest for tariff reformers 
now. The bill was reported to the Senate from the House on 
Monday, the #th day of July, whereupon a motion was made that 
it be printed and m .de the special order of the day for Monday, 
the 13th, at 12oclock. There ensued at once a most strenuous 
demand for its refe ence to the Committees on Finance, but the 
motion to make it a special order with only seven days’ delay and 
without any reference at ail, a ran earnest discus- 
sion. The bill was taken up for consideration July 13, and the 
deb te in the Senate closed on the **th by its passage through 
this body. It was approved by the President and became a law 
July 30, 1846. 

Sir it must have been a rich compensation for hard work in 
the discharge of public duty to have lived in a day of such 
prompt and wholesom : action in a good cause. The public men 


This was more especially true of the opponents of the meas- 
ure, since its supporters, to a great extent. refrained from taking 
part in the discussion. The opposition was led by Daniel Web- 
ster, Reverdy Johnson, John M. Clayton, George Evans of 
Maine, Willie P. Mangum, and others of greit note in the 
councils of the Government at that time. Their speeches were 
characterized by impassioned eloquence, powerful argument 
from their standpoint, bitter assault on the proposed meas- 
ure, and the most intense predictions of ruin by wholesale and 
in detail of the business interests of the entire country in the 
event of its passage. 

The speech made by Mr. Webster, occupying two days in its 
delivery, was one of the ablest and most remarkable of his great 
intellectual career. In the full prime of his majestic powers, he 
l.unched them all against’ the pes bill. As an enactment 
for revenue, the object for which it was devised, he said it would 
fail, declaring it would ‘‘deceive the hopes of those who expect 
to derive from it that measure of abund int revenue which has 
been stated.” He was unspariag, inflammatory, and. as it would 
seem now, unparliamentary in his language towards those who 
supported it. At one pointin his speech he was socarried away 
as to exclaim: 


I must say, sir, that the notions which prevail in the Treasury Depart- 
ment, and in the Executive Govern'nent appear to me to be almost insane. 
We were told at the early tof the session that the taxed portion of the 
community paid fifty millions tothe manufacturers; it has now got up to 
ninety-four millions! Mr. President, if intelligent men, of patriotic pur- 
poses, good intentions, and great respectability, in many walixs of life, pri- 
vate and pab.ic, ever were seized with a monomania, that disease has t ken 
a strong hold on those who come to us wito such statements and sentiments 
as these. How else can we account for such a zeal for overimportation. a 
zeal which looks for a paradise on earth, if we can only be surrounded by 
British manufacturers without stint and without count. The love of im- 
portation has become a sort of passion with those at the head of affairs—an 
unthinking, headlong passion. 


Mr. Webster then proceeded to a very elaborate discussion of 
the bill under four propositions: First, as a measure ior making 
all duties on imported goods ad valorem duties; secondly, its 
effects on cert iin interests, supposed to be protected by former 
and then existing laws; thirdly, its effects on the navigation and 
commercial interests of the country; and fourthly, its e \ects on 
the great industrial employments and labor of the people. In 
every aspect presented by the bill to his mind he saw nothing 
but ster and ruin. In its enictment he beheld widespread 
bankruptcy and national dishonor; paralyzed industries at home, 
and our urmies in Mexico at that time p.t in peril by the loss of 
revenue which its provisions wore certain, in his judgment, to 
entail on the Treasury. There was not a gleam of light to his 
eye in a single word or line it contsined. The woes and aifflic- 
ti ns foretold by Isaiah and Jeremiah of the guilty city of Jeru- 
sa em were hardly mo e dismal or terrible than the evils proph- 
esied of his own country by the great New England orator in 
the event the bill he was discussing should become a law. 

Sir, I have thus dwelt on the ad valorem tariff law of 1846, 
and in some detail on the remarkable speech of Mr. Webster 
in order, at this point, to say that not a single wurd of evil 

hesy uttered by him or his able associates ever came true— 
notone. Their arguments were reduced to absurdity by swift- 
coming results, their frantic predictions of ruin became a scoff 
and «a byword in the midst of the swelling and unparalleled pros- 
perity which immediately followed and remained so long after 
the law went into force. So overwhelming was the success of 
the new law, and so absolute and universal was the satisfaction 
of the people with its workings, that the subject of the tariff 
ceased to be an issue be' ween parties during the next four Presi- 
dential elections. Controvesy ceased in the presence of dem- 
onstration, peac> and contentment between labor and capital 
prevailed throughout the country, strikes and disturbances such 
as have since been the last resort of oppressed labor were un- 
known, the homes of working men and women were not dark- 
ened by the presence of force in the employment of mon- 
ey oye brutal avarice, no one was shot down in the presence 
his wife and children in a dispute over his wages, nor on the 
other hand did millionaires multiply so rapidly or wax so fat and 
insolent as they huve in later years. Indeed, the doctrine of 
Government are and gain for one class of citi- 
zens at the expense of other classes would never again have 
been asserted, had not the war between the sections fifteen years 
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later given it another and a tremendous opportunity to curse the 
land. 

The political campaigns of 1848, 1852, 1856, and 1880 were de- 
void of tariff issues and tariff debates, because of the great and 
general business prosperity which then existed under the ad 
valorem, revenue, Democratic tariff law then in operation. The 
only tariff discussion to be found from 1546 to 181 occurred in 
1857. At that time more revenue was being obtained under the 
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Walker tariff than was necessary for the economical administra- | 


tion of the Government, and duties on imports were there ore 
again reduced, and made lower than they had been at any time 
during forty-five years of our previous history. Mr. Blaine, in 
commenting on the enactment of the Walker tariff and the ex- 
traordinary resuits which followed, says: 

The Whig victory of 1848 was not sufficiently decisive to warrant any at- 
tempt, even hid there been desire, to change the tariff. Gen. Taylor had 
been electei withoud subscribing to a platform or pledging himself to a 
specific measure. and he was therefore in a position to resist and reject ap 
peals of the ordinary partisan character. oreover, the tariff of 1846 was 

ielding a pun tant revenue, and the business of the country was in a flour 

hing condit'on at the time his Administration was organized. Money be- 
came Very abundant after the year 1843; large enterprises were undertaken. 
speculation was prevalent, and for a consideraole period the prosperity of 
the couniry was general and apparently genuine. After 185/ the Demo-rats 
had almost undisputed control of the Government, and had graduully be 
come a free-trade par y. } 

The principles embowied in the tariff of 1846 seemed for the time to be so 
entirely vin ticated and approved that resistance to it ceased not only amon, 
the people, but among the protective economists, and even among the manu- 
facturers to alargeextent. So general was this acquiescence, that in 1856a pro- 
tective tariff was not suggested or even hinted by any one of the three parties 
which presented Presidential candidates. It was not strprising, therefore. 
that with a plethoric condition of the National Treasury for two or three 
consecutive years, the Democratic Congress. in the closing session of Pierce's 
Adminis ration, enacted what has since been known as the tariff of 1857. By 
this law the duties were placed lower than they had been at any time since 
the warof 18i2. Theact was well received by the people. and was, indeed, con- 
curred in by a considerable proportion of the Republican party. 

Sir, a higher, stronger tribute to the triumph of a tariff com- 
posed solely of ad valorem rates of duty, imposed for revenue 
only, can nowhere be found in the entire range of economic |it- 
erature than is here presented by the most brilliant antagonist 
that system basencountered in the last forty years. It is true 
Mr. Blaine does not in words surrender the doctrine of protec- 
tion and embrace the principles of the Walker tariff, but asa 
historian he states facts which not only justify, but demand 
such a course on the pirt of all impartial readers and thinkers. 
I commend this notable chapter of his writings, together with 
the jeremiads of Mr. Webster in 1846, to those dismal croak- 
ers who are now in our midst, and every day and hour are shed- 
ding pretended tears over the anticipated ruin that will befall 
the country when the bill now before th» Senate shall becomea 
law. Itis to be regretted that this bill is not more nearly an 
exact counterpart of the Walker tariff than it is, but it has the 
great merit of being framed on the same principles and devoted 
to the same end as far as possible under existing circum- 
stances. We therefore invoke the confidence of the Americin 
people, and ask them to believe, in the light of history, that its 
enactment as a liw will be followed by afull share of those 
national bles ings which so signally immortalized its great pro- 
totype, the tariff of 1546. 

SUGAR. 

And now, Mr. President, coming to a closer look into the de- 
tails of the pending bill, I propose to briefly diseuss a few of its 
provisions which have in certain quarters provoked comment 
and attack. On the subject of sugar the McKinley law is a jug- 
gle and a fraud, and was intended as such; it was framed to de- 
ceive, and in thoughtless minds it has succeeded. Its authors 
had the hardihood. the audacity to mention it as an article on 
the free list and unthin‘ing people have dreamed of free sugar 
ever since, while in point of fact the meanest. the most odious. 
unjust, unequal. un-American, and unconstitutional tax ever 
known in our history is the sugar-bounty tax now paid by the 
American people. It is not necessary for me to say that I wouid 
rejoice to make sugar free from taxation had I alone the power; 
but the provisions of the bill now b>:fore us on that subject, in 
comparison with the vicious principles and vicious results of 
the McKinley law, are as equity is to corruption, and as integ- 
rity is to crime. 

Absolute free trade in sugar is an attractive theme, but no 
such thing has ever existed for a single hour since the organi 
zation of this Government. A moderate duty has always been 
imposed on sugar, and it has always been a stanch revenue sup- 

rt to the Government. In that great model of a Democratic 

iff for revenue only—the tariff of 1846—it was declared in 
short and simple phrase that “ sugar of all kinds” and ‘‘ sirup 
of the sugar ” were subject toa duty-laid tax of 30 per cent ad 
valorem. The fact that the duty tax on sugar has inured more 
to the benefit of the revenues of the Government and less to the 
rofits of private parties than any other tax known to tariff leg- 
{elation may be stated as the main reason why the Democratic 
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party has never made an issue against it. 


cCol- 

lected from a tariff tax on sugar and paid into the Treasury re- 

lieves some other article of even higher necessity in the econ- 
omy of life from the imposition of tarilf taxation. 

It is conceded by all parties that the duty paid on imported 

sugar goes more fairiy and squirely into the Treasury than 


any other duty provided by law, and it follows, as light fol 

lows darkness, that tariif taxation cin therefore ba reduced 
in ee on other things which the people have to buy and 
use. The McKinley bill, ou the contrary. by pretending to take 
sugar olf the dutiable list, was intended to reduce the revenues 
of the Government, and thus make an apparent necessity, a 
fr .udulent excuse for higher rates of duty on woolens., on iron, 
on tin p'ate, on salt, on binding twine. on cotton ties, and on all 
other articles of prime necess tyin agriculturalli’e. It must be 
remembered, too, that the caief outrage of the sugar-bounty tax 
consists in the fact that not a dollar of it ever goes to the as- 
sistance of theGovernmant. It is taken from the pockets of one 
class of people and paiddirectly, without anything in return, to 
another class. 

During the present fiscal year, ending June 30, there will be 
paid by the Treasury $12,300,000 as bounty to the producers of 
sugar, and every dollar of this vast sum is first collected from 
those who plant corn, raise wheat, and engage in all the various 
pursuits of labor. Nearly thirty millions of bounty money have 
been handed over to the sugar-makers of the Uniied States 
since the law went into operation, and eich year the sum is 
rapidly increasing. It was thought when the law was under 
discussion that the bounty would not exceed $3,000,000 per year, 
bit taestimulatinz influence of such an enormous don ition to the 
manufacturers of sugar was greatly underrated. Lf the law is to 
remsin unrepealed the time is near at hand when it will confer 
asa mere gratuity more than $20,000,000 per year on a smull 
fraction of our population, engaged in no public service, but in 
their own private enterprises. 

That such an enactment is in harmony with the Constitution 
‘an not, of course, be maintained fora mém:nt. The speech of 
the present Secretary of the Treasury, then a Senator, on the 
unconstitutionality of the sugar bounty was not answered at the 
time of its delivery, and it never wil be. No furt.rer argument 
is now needed, and yet I can not forego the pleasure of reading 
one of the many decisions cited by Mr. Carlisle. It is the case 
of The People vs. Salem, decided by that great jurist Judge 
Cooley. Amongst other things he said: 

Bat it is not in the power of the State, in my opinion, under the name of 
a bounty, or under any other cover or subterfuge, to furnish the capital to 
set private parties up in any kind of business, or tosub-iiize their business 
after they have entered uponit. A bounty lawof which this is the real 
nature is void, whatever may be the pretense on which it may be enacted 
The right to hold out pecuniary inducements to the faithful performance of 
mer duty in dangerous or responsible positions stands upon a different 
ooting altogether; nor have I any occasion to question the right to pay re 
wards for the destruction of wiid beasts and other public pests. a provision 
of this character being a mere police regulation. But the discrimination by 
the State between different clases of occupations, and the favoring of one 
at the expense of the rest, whether that one be farming or bankine. mer 
chanidising or milling, printing o- railroading. is not legitimate lezislation, 
and it isan invasion of that equality of right and privilege which is a maxim 
in State government. When the door is once opened to It there is no line at 
which we can stop and say with confidence that thus far we may go with 
safety and propriety, but no further. 

Every honest employment i; honorable; it is beneticial to the public: 
deserves encouragement. The more successful we can make it the more 
does it generally subserve the public good. But it is not the business of the 
State to make discriminations in favor of one class against another, or in 
favor of one employment against another. The State can have no favor 
ites. Its business to protect the industry of all. and to give all the bene 
fits of equal laws. It can not compel an unwilling minority to submit t 
taxation in order that it may keep upon its feet any business that can not 
stand alone. 

Here inthis brief but glorious decision is contained the whole 
doctrine of free government in its exercise of the taxing powers 
granted to it in the Constitution. How like an oracle of truth 
and justice the last sentence rings outon an atmosphere impreg- 
nated with the odor of protective t:riff jobs, trusts, monopolies, 
bounties, and all manner of ill-gotten gains! I repeat: 

It can not compel an unwilling minority to submit to taxation tn order 
that it may keep upon its feet any business that can not stand alone. 

This great declaration of constitutional law and of Demo- 
cratic principle ought to be repeated whenever and wherever 
the policy of protection and bounty is asserted; and over the 
portals of every department of this Government—legislative, ex- 
ecutive, and judicial—it ought to be engraved in letters of ever- 
living light as a fundamental maxim of liberty and equality in 
the enjoymeuat of individual rights, public and private. 

Sir, in the light of the Constitution as judicially interpreted 
by the wisest minds of the country, it may be safely asserted 
that worse legis ation, on principle and in practice, than the 
bounty tax now being paid on sugar never before cursed the 
— of a government calling itself free, upright, and en- 
ightened. In this connection, however, arises a very proper 
demand to know the exact nature and effect of the measure pre 
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posed in its place and stead. I propose to the best of my a 
to meet that demand. The duty on sugar as placed in the bill 
now pending before the Senate may be stated at 1 cent per 
pound on raw sugar, and one-eighth of 1. cent per pound addi- 
tional on refined sugar. If this specific duty should be changed 
to an ad valorem rate, as I think would have been better, it 
will be found to be about 35 per cent on the value of the goods 
assessed. 

I have already pointed out the fact that under the Walker 
tariff all sugars were made dutiable at 30 per cent ad valorem, 
but it must also be borne in mind that forty-eight years ago the 
consumer paid 12 cents a pound for sugar, while at the present 
time he pays only 4 or 5 cents per pound at the most. It may be 
estimated that 8 pounds of sugar, when the Walker tariff was 
enacted, cost the purchaser $1, while that amount of money will 
now buy 24 pounds. In 1846 the consumer of sugar paid 30 cents 
tax on 8 pounds; by the provisions of the pending bill he will 
now pay 35 cents tax on 24 pounds; showing a reduction in favor 
of the bill before us of neariy 60 per cent even when compared 
with the great Democratic tariff of nearly a half century ago. 
In other words, owing to the difference in the value of sugar 
then and now, the duty proposed by the Committee on Finance 
is but slightly more than one-third the amount imposed by the 
Walker tariff, of blessed and glorious memory. 

On the subject of refined sugar, the committee courts the closest 
scrutiny into its methods and its motives, and into everything it 
hasdone. Under the McKinley law the duty on all refined sugars 
above No. 16 Dutch standard in color is one-half of 1 cent per 
pound. In the pending bill we have reduced that duty to one- 
eighth of 1 cent per pound, thus wiping out three-fourths of 
the entire amount and would gladly have wi itallout. If to 
some peculiar minds this action of the committee appears to bea 
compliance with the demands of the sugar trust, it must also be 
apparent that the demands of that institution were of the most 
extraordinary character—demandsfor a very deep cutin its rates 
of duty, for astrong downward slope in its profits, and for an 
almost total annihilation of all the protection it ever had. 

Let the sugar question be not misunderstood or misstated. 
The issue here and before the country is between the McKinley 
law, with its unconstitutional individual bounty ae al- 
ready amounting to over twelve millions a year, and rapidly in- 
creasing, together with its high protection for the trust, on the 
one hand, and an old-fashioned tariff duty, two-thirds less than 
the duty on sugar in the tariff of 1846, every dollar raised for 
revenue, and going into the Treasury as revenue, together with 
its sweeping reduction against the trust,on the otherhand. Nor 
must the reciprocity features of the McKinley law be overlooked 
in connection with this issue. The so-called reciprocity con- 
tained in that law may much more properly be styled an act for 
the punishment of our own people by retaliating on them the 
offenses sommitted by foreign countries in keeping our goods 
out of their markets by the imposition of high tariff duties. 
That unparalleled and clearly unconstitutional piece of legisla- 
tion reads as follows: 

Sec. 8. That with a view to secure reciprocal trade with countries pro- 
ducing the following articles, and for this purpose, on and after the Ist da. 
of January, 1892, whenever, and so often as the President shall be satis: 
that the government of any country — and exporting s , mo- 
lasses, coffee, tea, and hides, raw and uncured, or any of such articles, im- 
poses duties or other exactions upon the agricultural or other products of 
the United States, which, in view of the free introduction of such sugar, mo- 
lasses, coffee, tea, and hides into the United States, he may deem to be re- 
ciprocally unequal and unreasonabie, he shall have the power and it shall 
be bis duty to suspend, by proclamation to that effect, the provisions of this 
act relating to the free introduction of such sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and 
hides, the peep = of such country, for such time as he shall deem just, 
and in such case and during such suspension duties shall be levied, collected, 
and paid upon sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and hides, the product of or ex- 
ported from such designated country, as follows, namely: 

All sugars not above No. 13 Dutch standard in color shall pay duty on 
their polariscopic tests, as follows, namely: 

All sugars not above No. 13 Dutch standard in color, all tank bottoms, 
syrups of cane juice or of beet juice, melada, concentrated melada, concrete 
and concentrated molasses, testing by the polariscope not above 75° seven- 
tenths of 1 cent per pound; and for every additional degree or fraction of 
adoeres pen by the polariscopic test, two-hundredths of 1 cent per pound 


onal. 
All sugars above No. 13 Dutch standard in color shall be classified by the 
Dutch standard of color, and ao as follows, namely: All sugar above 
No. 18 and not above No. 16 Dutch standard of color, 1j cents per pound. 
All sugar, above No ié, and not above No, 20, Dutch standard of color, If 
cents per pound. ; 
All sugars above No. 20, Dutch standard of color, 2 cents per pound. 
Molasses testing above 56°, 4 cents per gallon. 
Sugar drainings and sugar swee, shall be subject to duty either as 
molasses or sugar, as the case may according to iscopic test. 
On coffee, 3 cents per pound. 





* On tea, 10 cents per pound. 


raw, without the wool unmanutactdred, sases"ekins, raw or unmanutac: 
tured, and skins, except sheepskins, with the wool on, 1} cents per pound. 
Sir, here is a tariff schedule containing five articles of prime 
necessity to the American people which are to be heavily taxed, 
oe ee ee ee ee , at the mere 
will and pleasure of the President of the United States, whoever 
he may happen to be, and as oftenas he pleases. The Executive 
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can not, inmy judgment, be clothed with the power thus to legis- 
late by proclamation, and I regard this entire enactment as an 
unconstitutional freak in our statutes. I cite it now, however, 
in order to show that under the McKinley law an average duty 
of at least 1+ cents per pound, or over 60 per cent ad valorem, 
is authorized to be placed on sugar by the edict of the Executive 
alone, and at his individual discretion. 

With the same stroke of his pen he can, by virtueof this law, 
puta tariff tax of 3 cents per pound on coffee, 10 cents per pound 
on tea, and 14 cents per pound on raw and wabuel hides of 
nearly every description known to the uses of civilized people. 
These burdens, when imposed as they are authorized, ait have 
to be borne by the American consumer and taxpayer, and by no 
one else. The inhabitants of the offending country against 
whom proclamation is made are indifferent or perhaps amused 
spectators of our retaliatory proceedings against our own citi- 
zens. I commend this pernicious and unconstitutional section 
of a bad enactment to the careful consideration of such, if an 
there be, who, claiming to be tariff reformers, have declare 
their preference for the McKinley law over the bill now under 
discussion. 

Sir, I fear not the day when I shall be called toanswer on this 
subject before the people of that great State which his so long 
honored me with a seat on this floor. The people of Indiana, at 
least, will be slow to believe that I have been guided in my con- 
duct by any other thought than a supreme and sincere devotion 
to their interests, and to the interests of the laboring people of 
every State in the Union. I have had their confidence during 
the average lifetime of man; I have never had their distrust. 
THE TAX ON DISTILLED SPIRITS AND THE EXTENSION OF THE BONDED 

PERIOD. 

In turning to another subject on which much ignorant and some 
malevolent criticism has expended itself, my task is easy and 
the way smooth. In securing a sufficient revenue for the sup- 
port of the Government with as light a tax as possible on the 
necessaries of life, I have at all times earnestly favored an in- 
creased tax on whisky. I would ba glad to day if the pending 
bill provided for a tax of $1.20 per gallon, instead of $1.10, as it 
does. Revenue raised from distilled spirits, the purchase and 
consumption of which is never a necessity of life, is a deep grat- 
ification to me, and the fact that twenty millions of the surplus 
accruing under this bill will be furnished by the tax on whisky 
is a genuine joy to my mind. My sincere regret is that more 
money for the Government was not obtained from the same 
source, and consequently less from other sources of a different 
character. 

As to the extension of the period during which distilled spirits 
may remain in bond before being required to pay the Govern- 
ment tax, it is en to say that there is no new ree given 
by such a provision in the bill before us. The owner of distilled 
spirits has the — now,and at all times, to export his goods 
to foreign countries for an indefinite period, hold them there as 
long as he pleases and until they acquire the age he wants them 
to have, or until a profitable market revives here at home, then 
import them back to his own country for sale, paving a customs 
duty equal to the revenue tax, and securing a still further delay 
in making payment if he so desires by placing hisspirits in acus- 
toms bonded warehouse on their return. 

The customs duty on such reimported spirits is, of course, col- 
lected only on the quantity actually contained in the casks or 
—— when they start back, the owner being subjected to 
oss on account of the inevitable leakage and waste of an ocean 
voyage and storage in a foreign warehouse and the Government 
being at considerable expense in connection with the exporta- 
tion of that portion of the spirits which is never returned to this 
country and consequently never tax-paid. Here is a loss to the 
Government which I am authorized by the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue to say will not occur under the extension pro- 
vided for in the pend bill, and that such extension, with the 
safeguards provided for in this bill, will not increase the cost of 
collecting the revenue from distilled spirits. 

The claim that certain classes of spirits require more time 
than others in which to pass through all the necessary manu- 
facturing processes, and thereby to become marketable, is ad- 
mitted to be true and just in all quarters where this question is 
deait with. Itis but just also to the officials and to the owners 
of distilled spirits, as well as to those whoframed the extension 
clause of the pending bill, to say that the privilege of complet- 
ing the process of manufacture before payment of tax is accorded 
to the producers of all other articles, tobacco and the like, which 
are subject to tax under the internal-revenue laws, includin 
spirits other than the classes needing the aging process; an 
that the tax on each 3f said articles becomes due and payable 

upon the removal of the article from the place of manu- 
facture for consumption or sale. 

Under existing laws there isa discrimination against distil- 
lers on this pointfor which there is noreason whatever. Those 
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who produce the finer grades of spirits are required not only to 
remove their spirits before their manufacture is finished, be- 
fore the aging process is perfected, but frequently ata time 
when the market is broken down, and no sale is possible except 
ata heavy loss. Anorder for the compulsory removal of spirits 
out of bond under circumstances like these, especially during 
seasons of financial depression, not only works great hardships, 
but in very many cases compels the distiller to export his 
spirits, as 1 have already stated, in order to get time for the 
aging and maturing of his goods and for the recurrence of a 
market at home which will enable him to sell and pay his tax. 

[fl am reminded that speculation by private parties is made 
possible by the pending legislation, my answer is, that no in- 
crease of tax on any article known to man can ever be made 
without a temporary benefit to the holders of the article at the 
time the increase is made, who manufactured or purchased it 
while the lower tax prevailed. All the benefit, however, which 
the distillers can secure in this instance must be by paying their 
taxes and removing their spirits from bond prior to the J0th of 
June next, when the increased rate of tax is to take effect. 
remaining in bond after that date, of course, pays the increase. 
Tt is a fact also to be considered that the bulk of the spirits now 
in distillery warehouses is not owned by the distillers, but by 
persons in business in all parts of the country, many, I am offi- 
cially informed, owning from 1 to 5 barrels only; others, with 
morecapital,suchas bankers, owning or controlling much larger 
quantities. As the tax which is imposed on the manufacturer 


is really paid by the consumer so also the benefit which the | 


tax confers is equally widespread. 
Sir, I have no hesitation in declaring, upheld as I am by the 


Secretary of the Treasury and by the Commissioner of Internal | 


Revenue, who have both recommended every step txken on this 
subject, that one of the wisest, safest. most useful, and necessary 
provisions in the pending bill is that increasing the tax on dis- 
tilled spirits and granting an extension of the time they may re- 
main in bond without being driven out of the country. 

On this point I quote from the report of the present very able 
and efficient Commissioner of Internal Revenue made in Novem- 
ber, 1886, under'a former Administration. It will be seen that 
he held then, as he does now, that the same “principle of taxa- 


tion which appiies to all other articles taxed under the internal- | 


revenue laws should be made to apply to distilled spirits; and that, 
as in the case of tobacco and beer, and of the new subject of taxa- 
tion, oleomargarine, the tax be levied upon the spirits which 
shall be manufactured and sold or removed for consumption or 
use.” His full statement on the point is as follows: 

The above table and other statements heretofore made show that, al- 
though the tax was paid during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, on more 
than | 000,000 gallons of bourbon and rye whiskies in excess of thequantity 
on which tax was paid during the next preceding fiscal year, the production 
in 1885 was so much greater than the withdrawals as to leave a net balance 
in warehouse June 30, 1886, of 4,000,000 gallons greater than wason hand July 
1, 1885. It will also beseen from a table on a following page that the produc- 
tion of all kinds of spirits was 2,000,000 gallons greater during the months of 
July, August, and September, 1886, than during the corresponding months 
of 1885, while the tax-paid withdrawals were half a million gallons less. 

A glance at the table of exportations to foreign ports shows that the bulk 
of the bourbon and rye whiskies in 1886 went to swell the stocks in the 


warehouses of Bremen, Hamburg, and Bermuda. The tendency since June | 


30, 1885, has been, up to the present time, to increases the stock of bourbon 
and rye whiskies in distillery warehouses. The bulk of the assessments 
made in 1886 was to enforce the collection of the overdue gallon-tax on spirits 
of these classes, and the increased production indicates that heavy assess- 
ments of this character, which empower the collector to distrain for the tax 


with 5 per cent penalty and 1 per cent per month interest, must be made | 


during the present and future years. 


It has come to my notice that many distillers have organized themselves | 


into associations, each member of which has agreed to limit his production 
so that the entire product of all will be not greater than that demanded 
by the communities supplied by them. Butit is evident that unless all dis- 
tillers of one kind of spirits, ov bourbon whisky, were associated, such dis- 
tillers would be liable to find themselves unable to sell their spirits when 
the taxes become due, and therefore unable to pay the tax at that time. 
From the nature of things it is hardly to be expected that such a union will 
occur. Nor am I sure that even if all were so united the combined wisdom 
of the association would be sufficient to foretell the state of the markets 
three years hence. I am therefore constrained to again recommend to Con- 
gress that the principle of taxation which applies to all other articles taxed 
under internal-revenue laws be made to apply to distilled spirits; and that, 
as in the case of tobacc> and beer. and of the new subject of taxation, oleo- 
margarine. tha tax be levied upon the spirits which shall be manufactured 
and sold or removed for consumption or use. 


In connection with the foregoing I submit also another most | 


important communication written by the Hon. Hugh McCulloch 
when Secretary of the Treasury for the last time in his longand 
able career in the service of his Government, and recommend- 
ing the passage of a bill “ to amend the laws relating to the en- 
try of distilled spirits in distillery and special bonded ware- 
houses and the withdrawal of the same therefrom.” It will be 
seen that he earnestly concurs with the Commissioner of Inter- 
nal Revenue, and indorses in forcible terms the policy of the 
pending bill. His communication is as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, January 12, 1885. 


Str: Herewith I hand you a bill, prepared by the Commissioner of Inter- 
nal Revenue, to amend the laws relating to the entry of distilled spirits in 
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distilleries in special bonded warehouses, and the withdrawal of t} 
therefrom, which I will thank ycu to present for the favorable consid 
of the House. 

The manufacture of whisky is one of the largest and most im) 
branches of domestic industry in the United States, and is at the jn 
time, like other manufacturing interests, greatly suffering from overpro- 
duction. A legitimate business from which large revenues are der i, it 
is not only depressed by overproduction, but by being burdened by he 
} taxes the payment of which, as is the case with no other article, is required 
within a fixed period, whatever may be thecondition of themarket. in other 
words, the present whisky tax is a tax upon production, and is thus in cor 
| travention of the general policy of our own Government. and of the policy of 
other enlightened nations which derive large revenues from articles of a 
similar character. 

Under existing laws the manufacturers or holders of whisky are compelled 
to pay a tax amounting to nearly five times its Cost upon an article before 1% 
is withdrawn from warehouse for consumption, or to export it, at great ex- 
pense, to be held in foreign countries until there is a home demand for it, or 
to be sold in such countries, to the prejudice of our public revenues. Some 
nations have been unwise enough to resort for revenue to export duties upon 
their own productions. The United States stands alone in enforcing the 
payment of tax upon one of its chief productions before there is a demand 
for it for consumption. 

These considerations, in my judgment, should be sufficient to warrant 
| such a change in existing laws as is contemplated by the bill herewith pre- 
| sented; but { should not feel at liberty at the present time to recommend 
the subject to the consideration of Congress if the general trade of the 
country were in a healthy condition. There are now in bond about 48,000,000 
| gallons of whisky, on about 20,000,000 gallons of which a tax of 00 cents @ 
| gallon must be paid, under the existing laws, before the next session of 
; Congress, unless the payment is avoided by exportation. Ona large part 
| of this whisky the banking institutions of the Western States hold liens 
which stand in the way of its export, and the indications now are that un 
less the laws are changed the general distress which prevails throughont 
the country will be greatly aggravated by forced sales, which might not 
even cover the taxes. 

On the other hand, the relief proposed by this bill would, in my judgment, 
tend to remove the despondency which so generally prevails, and open the 
| Way for the gradual improvement of other languishing industries. The re- 
liet can be granted without detriment to the public revenues by merely 
putting whisky on the same footing with tobacco and beer; by an exaction 
of duties upon consumption instead of production—the only policy which Is 
consistent with justice and sound economic principles. Whisky is manu 
factured for sale. and it will always be soldas soon as there is demand for 
it. There would be no gain to the Government by compulsory sales. while 
the revenues would suffer by its exportation. It is securely held, andevery 
gallon willcontribute 90 cents tothe public revenues if itis left suvject to 
the laws of trade. Ought anything more to be required? 

The question thus briefly presented is a very important one in its bear 
ings upon public revenues and business generally. In the consideration of 
it the cause of temperance (worthy as that cause is of hearty approval) 
ought not to be involved. It will neither be aided nor retarded by the pro- 
| posed change in existing laws. As long as the manufacture of whisky is 

awful, it should be treated with even-handed justice. It can not be other- 
wise treated without detriment to the public welfare. 

il recommend the passage of this bill as a measure of simple justice to the 
manufacturers and holders of whisky, which could hardly fall to be bene- 
ticial to general trade, and, consequently, to the Treasury. 

Very respectfully, 


same 
ration 


rlant 


ivy 


H. McCULLOCH, Secretary. 

The SPEAKER Of the House of Representatives. 

THE INCOME TAX. 

Mr. President, the proposition contained in the pending bill to 
levy a tax of 2 percent onall net incomesof corporations and of in- 
dividuals in excess of $4,000 per annum is so just and equitable to- 
wards the hard-working taxpayers of meager resources through- 
| outtheentire country that nota word in itsdefense orexpianation 
| wo (ld seem necessary here or anywhere else. But the narrow 
| and corroding selfishness of riches has been aroused by this sim- 
| 
| 


le measure of justice into fierce resentment and contention. 
e hear on all hands the dictatorial voice of individual and cor- 
| poration wealth demanding that it shall not ba disturbed by the 
| slightest touch of the taxgatherer, whatever may be the de- 
| mands of the Government, or the oppression of the toiling 
| masses. 
| On all the wants and necessaries of life the man of wealth, 
| with a heavy income, pays less rates of tariff tax under existing 
| laws than the laboring man or laboring woman whose wearing 
| apparel is of coarser material, and whose household living is 
supplied with cheaper goods bearing higher rates of duty. His 
bonds, his accumulated riches of all kinds, and all incomes aris- 
|ing from them, are exempt from all Government burdens, re- 
| maining notonly undiminished and unmolested amidst darkened 
homes and flagrant distress, but growing fatter, stronger, and 
more defiant as the days and the years go by. Hewhohasspent 
his life in making an amassment of wealth looks out upon the 
oor, tired, toiling world as if from a fortitied castle. He feels 
imself sumptuously provisioned against all wants, and amply 
protected against all contact or concern with the labor-stained 
millions who struggle from one ocean tothe other for the means 
| of existence. 
| Sir, for no earthly consideration would I paint an unjust or 
overwrought picture of the dangerous pretensions and intoler- 
able arrogance of accumulated wealth now manifest in this 
country. but, speaking in the fear of my Maker, I devoutly be- 
| lieve that the limit of endurance has been reached; that the 
| time has come for a test to be made between the power of 
| hoarded money and the power of productive labor: that the 
people from this time forward, more than ever before, will or- 
ganize and take rapid and heroic measures agvinst the contin- 
ued and brutal dictation of the plutocracy, again:\t the paramount 
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imfluence of wealth, against the rute and of the rich 
in shaping the financial policy of this Government in their own 
interests. 

Let no man imagine, or lay the flattering unction to his soul, 
that party names or pirty ties will bind the American people 
on this question, or compel their submission to the financial 
servitude sought to be fastened on them by the power of colossal 
wealth. And when the contest comes, as it wiil speedily, and 
in many ways and forms, the bankers, money-changers, usurers, 
and possessors of millions who have provokced it will stand aghast 
at the consequences of their own folly: they will figuratively, if 
not literally, ery out for the rocks and hills to hide them from 
the wrath of an outraged people. A 2 per cent tax on a portion 
of their incomes will appear, in the hour of reckoning, a very 
small and triiing matter eopared toothers more serious. But 
unto that day, now near at hand, [ remit the further discussion 
of what it my bring forth, and proceed with the point imme- 
diately in hand. 

In considering an income tax the mostextraordinary and start- 
ling f{:ct we discover, is the very small number of people to 
whom it applies. I well remember when the able Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. TRLLER] in 1990 declared on this floor that while 
the population of the United States would at that time reach 
65,000,000, yet at least one-half of the entire wealth ‘‘ of this. the 
richest country on the globe,” was owned by not more thin 

‘100,000 of its inhabitants. The wealth of the world has in all 
ages been condensed into the hands of the privileged and fa- 
vored few, who thereby seek to become the governing class; and 
this has been more especially true and striking during the last 
thirty ycars in this country than in any other known to his- 
tory. 
he Commissioner of Internal Revenue in a recent communi- 
cation to the Ways and Means Committee of the House estimates 
the present population of the United States at not less than 6»,- 
000,000 and the wealth of the country at $65,000,000,000, or an 
average of $1,009 per eapita, if there was an equat distribution. 
His further estimate, however, is that so great has been the 
condensation of exrpital into the ownership of a small and power- 
ful class that the tax here on incomes of over $4,000 
will reach only about. 85,000 individuals and rations out of 
the more thyn 65,0..0,000 who now inhabit this d of boasted 
liberty and equality. 

Sir: these figures may well give the country pause. They re- 
cal! the worst days of Rome, and of other governments, both an- 
cient and modern, whose liberties were lost by the accumulation 
and power of wealth in the hands of patrician aristocracies. 
How small in number is the income elass in the United Sta’es, 
yet how peient! How few in comparison with the great body 
of the poople, but littl more than one in a thousand, yet how 
agyressive and strong: How pretentious, how presumptuous in 
dictation to the Government inregurd to all its policies, you how 
unp .triotic in the hour of peril, how mean in the face er 
to the country! The income class, based upon the principal 
ownership of the entire wealth of the country, is mainly the ille- 
gitim»te oTspring of Government paternalism and Government 
support, yet neither gratitude nor love of country has ever 
moved it to respond in aid of the Government in an hour of emer- 
geney and necd, From no other class could the payment of the 
whole vension roll be uired so justly. 

Sir, I am loth to say these things, but so destructive to human 
happiness, so unjust, relentless, unsparing, insolent, and brutal 
has. | the mon»y power in these later days, and indeed for 

ears past that rather than leave them uns.id I would cheer- 
\ly leave my seat on this floor to be occupied by someone 


else. 
What shall be said of one of the leading een runes 
urged eg inst the enactment of an income tax? We are gravely 
info-med that such a tax can not be collected beeause of the 
wholesale perjury which income owners will commit in order to 
evade the law. t wes a member of the House when the income- 
tax liw of 1362 was repealed. [I listened to this plea of infam 
at that time, and it increased the ae Sr ose I vo 
te keep the law on our statute books, as it will now to vote to 
aoe again. If the criminal classes of the 

of assumed respec ca de eat the enactment of 
by threatening to commit crime in their violation, then, indeed, 
have we reached a depth of degradation far beyond the hand 
oii ‘elicee othi infamous of the Cong of the 

w. ve nothing so ress 

United States as its subuananens to 


country or 


| actment such as we now 


Supreme Ruler nes tithed His whole people —taxed 
of their entire possessions: nor statesmen 


punishment, in order to defeat the execution of a law taxing in- 
comes, if one should be enacted. What a spectacle is here pre- 
sented! I mourn and liment to look upon it. In the course 
of a life, now no longer ashort one, I have believed in the pre- 
dominating good, rather than the predominating evil of the 
human race. 

I have looked with a hopeful, trustful eye upon the efforts of 
my fellow-beings to become better, wiser, kinder, purer; and 
with a helping hand, though feeble it has been, I have tried to 
aid them forward. { confess that Iam shocked, inexpressibly 
shocked, to be assured now by gentlemen of great ability and 
high position that the principal property holders and income 
owners of the United States ure ready, for the sake of defraud- 
iag the Government out of asmall pittance, to blacken their 
souls with the detestable crime of falseswearing; torender them- 
selves fit associates for thieves, housebreakers. forgers, and cut- 
throats in the prison houses of this world, and to become ever- 
lasting inhabitants of hell in the world to come. 

My great and only consolation is in the fact that the income 
class, thus stigmatized and depicted by its friends, in colors so 
dark, foul, and hideous, is so few in number and bears so small 
at my ona to the mighty mass of glorious men and women 
whe live under the flag and uphold its honor. Judas Iscariot 
could not discred.t the apostles of the blessed Master; Benedict 
Arnold failed to tarnish the honor of the Revolution, and those 
wheare willing to per, ure themselves to escape taxescan notshake 
my faith in the integrity of my countrymen, or in the predom- 
inating virtue, goodness, and purity of the human race. 

But I deny that an income tax law, properly adjusted and 
guarded, can be rendered incapable of execution / the most ex- 
_ villainy that may be threatenedeor practiced against it. 

he experience of the Government is the other way. Undera 
law of this kind, the records in the Tre isury show that the col- 
leetions from 1862 to 1870, for the support of the Government, 
amounted te the sum of $346,000,000, an average of $43,250,000 
per annum during the eight vers of its existenee. This does 
not look like a general eseape from the operations of the law had 
been at all successful. [t was a large and gratifying sum of 
money, paid no doubt amidst cursings and gnashing of teeth, but 
with a wholesome r. d for the open doors of Sing Sing and 
other convenient crim resorts. 

We hear also the unmeaning, senseless, inane ery that an in- 
come tax is undemocratic, un-American. This argument is 
based on the noisy and resounding charge that an income tax is 
inquisitorial im its character and operations Permit me to ask 
what tax wasever collected without re inquisition into 
the nature or value of the article taxed? ithout such inquiry 
no tax, whether in Federal or State government could ever be 
collected. If there is to be no injuiry or inquisition into prop- 
erty interests ject, to taxation, the taxgatherer can be en- 
tirely at once forever dispensed with. The Ways and 
Means Committee of the House in reporting on this point very 
justly said: 
duties the packages, boxes, and 

taken, and imspected. The citizen, whether eo 
or temale, ts often taxem into a room am searched. the collection of 
State, county, and municipal taxes in most of the States of the Union the 
citizen is required to make his val 


sworn returns ue, 

ee Sn ee eee See oe 
law now enforcet 4 against improper 

of the business that no officer is al- 


lowed to disclose he ascertains the or business 
of the taxpayer. Wis Goes os he in finbie to racntval, Gnd te food and im- 


If all other classes of men and women in the United Statesean 
submit to the laws of their country on the sub of 

there is no reason to my mind why the owner of a net income 
over $4,000 a year shouid fail to obey. A man with a large for- 
tune has more need of by law thar his verished 
neighbor: hence, he owes more to the support and enforce- 
ment of the law. ath pend — 9 Ange ee uity that he should 
Pee camite aie ieocecoaen, Sis Ga toceeeaie 
care w 
eee Why should such a 
system be stigmatized as un-. , undemocratic? What 
is there in oursystem of government, or in the democratic prin- 
es t is founded. that exempts the rich from con- 

to its support sceording to their means? Those in 

mer. ve to do this: why not those who have a net su 
of at bead onig® sity fap i Is justice un-American? Is 
equality before the law, the enjoyment of natural rights, 


Sir, the firstincome tax known to history was of a higher origin 
“than aught echo gamma Rg La ee t en- 
-For the support of own 
of men in the beginning, the 





RTT 


Co ete enemas 











oe RENIN er ee RE AE 


1804. 


and lawgivers of the school of Moses, Aaron, and Joshua, and of 
Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob denounce its principles, or threaten 
it with criminal violation. From that high and ancient day 
to the present time a tax on incomes has been no novelty or mere 
experiment in the history of governments. Such a tax has al- 
ways been regarded as a measure of relief to the working classes, 
while at the same time intlicting no injustice on those best able 
to p»y it.and having the greatest interest in the stability of 
government and the supremacy of law. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Indiana allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. VOORHEES. I decline to yield, I will say to the Senator 
from New York with the utmost possible respect. before be- 

inning my remarks, I went to the Presiding Officer and told 

im | was not feeling at all well to-day and begged to be excused 
from interruptions. I will answer any question hereafter. 

Mr. HILL. I simply desired to ask the Senator a question 
that I might understand his position on the subject of the in- 
come tax. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I should be very glad to yield to the Sena- 
tor under other circumstances. 


WOOL AND MANUFACTURES OF WOOL. 


Sir, I come next to talk for a few moments to woolgrowers and 
to the wearers of wool. This is an old theme, but one that will 
never lose its interest for civilized people. In the higher and 
colder latitudes of the earths surface, sunlight, air, tire. salt, 
and water are hardlyof more prime necessity to human existence 
than wearing apparel made of wool. A tax on the breath of 
life would not more surely exact its own payment or be of more 
universal applieition. A tax on the only spring in a wide desert 
of burning sand or on the on.y salt well in a wilderness would 
hardly be a worse monopoly, or lead to extortions more oppres- 
sive in the hands of a private protected individual, than a tax 
on woolen goods in use by the human family. 

How vividly every stage of human li e appears to the reflect- 
ive mind, and how absolutely and tniversully this one great ar- 
ticle is interwoven with them all! From the new-born babe in 
soft, warm flannel, on turough all the yevrs, uatil the gray- 
haired grandfather or grandmother sinks to rest in the grave, 


_ the fabric made of wool is never absent from the domestic uses 


of men, women, and children, Duties on manufactures of wool, 
their enormous rates often obscuredand hidden by the specific 
sysiem, have always constituted the very Gibraltar of high pro- 
tection in this country. 

With this fortress of greed and gain, dedicated now to the 
plunder and spoliation of the people, once overthrown the whole 
system of tari f protection will receive its death blow and totter 
to itsearly fal!. A mighty advance towardssucha result is made 
by the bill now before the Senate. In the list of reductions pro- 
posed by the bill it is most gratifying to beable to announce that 
the reduction of duties on woolen wear leads all others, and th it 
wonl itself is transferred to the free list. The reductions on 
iron, steel, lead, copper, zine, and other metils are placed at 
$12,500,000, while a reduction of $23,500,000 is placed to the credit 
of the people on their woolen clothing and woolen household 
supplies. 

Sir, we are traveling in the right direction, and though we 
may not finish our journey in a single day,as some eager and 
inexperienced guides think we might, still we are in the right 
road and far on the way, in spite of all the obstacles and dan- 

ers by which we have been beset. By the passage of the pend- 
ng bill many millions of hard-earned money will be saved to 
the pockets of the people. We hear much in thesa days about 
pledges which were made to the psople by the Democratic 
party in 1892. We promised a reduction of tariff taxation, and 
we are making it in no stinted measure. Edmund Burke de- 
fined statesmanship as the scienee of circumstances, and when 
this bill becom »s a law all I sh ul ask is that it shall be judged by 
the fruits it will bear for the homes :nd hippiness of the people. 
as well as by the circumstances under which it was brought 
forth. 

But another point in connection with wool remains to be 
noticed. While miking a heavy reduction on manufactures of 
wool, the raw material, or wools on the skin as they are de- 
scribed, have in the pending bill been put on the free list, and 
we are informed that th -reby serious inju‘y has been in'licted 
on the farmer andsheep-raiser. If I believed sol would not vote 
fo: the bill. My heart is very tender toward the farmer. Iwas 
born in one of his humble pioneer homes, near the edge of the 
wilderness. I engaged in alt his daily work until [ approached 
the estate of manhood, and my hand has not now lost its cua- 
ning. I can yet go into the field, and sometimes do with som» 
comrade of my youth, and “iow -nd sow, and reap. and mow. for 
a brief spell, in memory of working days long ago. I love the 
farmer, and am more at home wito nim than with any other class 
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of people the sun shines on. I love to wander over old home- 


steads, and hear him tilk of his horses, his cows, his oxen, his 
sheep, his hogs, his barnyard poultry, hisswarming bees, end o 
his growing corn, his ripening whet, his meadow lands, his 


orchards, and his gardens, and indeed of everything that 
tains to farm life. 

Sir, repeat that if I believed wool on the free list would hurt 
the farmer I would not vote forthe p»nding bill. [tis a matte 
of actual demonstration, however, which has been often m de, 
that free wool, accompanied by such reduced rates as can then 
be placed on manufactures of wool, and which are placed on 
thera In this bill, is one of the greatest blessings that can befall 
the farmer. If the farmer should get an increased price for his 
wool by reason 0/ a tariff for its protection, he will pay it all out, 
and much more, to the manufacturer as a duty on woolen goods 
when he next buys a flannel shirt,an overcoat, or apair of trou- 
sers. Some years agol stated my views on this point,and I may 
be pardoned for repeating a few lines of what I then said. 

Take the case of a farmer with fifty head of sheep which at shearing time 
yield him 250 pounds of wool. The duty proposed by the bill be ore us on im- 
ported wool of the same grade is 11 cents per poand. [f that wool can be 
sold for 35 cents per pound, it will bring the farmer 887.50 all told, 827.50 of 
which sum will constitute the protection afforied by the I! cents per pound 
tariff duty on foreign wool, But when the farmer in the fall or winter pur- 
chases buck $87.50 worth of the wool he sold, ani of his neighbors’ protected 
woul, now manufacture! into blankets, flannels, and clothing of all kinds, 
he will find himseif not only refunding the #27.50 which he swallowed as a 
most alluring balt, but he will pay in a id:tion all the way from 43 to 258 per 
cent ai valorem on every articie of woolen goods he is compelied to have, 
aad this enormous plunder of his hard earnings he is coolly informed is for 
the protection of the manufacturer Who has worked his 260 pounds of Wool 
into cloth. 

A bill of untaxed goods which he could buy for $87.50, the amount received 
originally for his wool, will be rendered to him over the protected counter 
Where he trades at from #25 to #0, according tothe articles he calls for. 
While he is interested and entertained wiih the so-called protection he re- 
ceives on his woot he is at t»e same time robb-d of five times the amount for 
the benefit of a far different class from himself. While this bill seeks to 
tickle the farmer's fancy and divert his attention by putting #10 into one of 
his pocxets, the privileged and adroit monopolist will be taking #60 out of 
his other pocket. 

But I deny thata high tariff on wool his ever even temporarily 
been a benefit to the woolgrower, or the sheep-raiser. ‘Twenty- 
seven years ago the woolgrowers and the manufactu ers of wool 
throughout tae United States ‘ormed a sot of mutual benefit as- 
sociation and secured the passage of the act of 1867, putting an 
all-round, ironclad, hich-protective tariif on wool. The mutual 
benefit, however, of the scheme totally failed. There was no 
mutuality about it. The manufacturer's cliss in general his 

rown rich; the farmer's class in general has remained poor. 

"he price of wool has in the main steadily declined ever since 
the act of 1567. In 1357 the price of wool was 68 cents per pound; 
in 1888, twenty-one years liter, it had made a decline of just 
one-half, and stood at 3: cents per pound; all this time r 
high Republican tariff protection. 

Under the operations o/ the McKinley law the condition of the 
farmer is infinitely and indescribably worse. How can the ad- 
vocate of protection explain that with a tariff of 11 cents per 
pound wool is se:ling now not only lower than ever be’ore in the 
markets of the United States, but at less than one half the 
amount of the duty paid for its protection, the outside price to 
the manufacturer in New York being 7? cents per pound. ‘This 
is the most miserable and disgrace‘ul showing to be found in all 
the wretched history of tariff protection! What farmer does not 
feel its shame and humiliation? 

But what has aiso been the eTect on the sheep-raiser as well 
as on the woolgrower? Have the flocks increased on a thou- 
sand hills by virtue of the combination between wool producers 
and manufacturers of wool in behalf of a high tariff so miny 
years ago? On the contrary, in 1867 the farmers of the four 
States of Pennsylvania, Ohio, Illinois, and Michigan owned 1¢,- 
846,750 head of sheep. Twenty-one years afterwards, in 1~88, the 
people of these same four great Ststes owned but 6,018,784 head 
of sheep, a loss of 10,827,965, and were selling their wool at ex- 
actly one-half the price it formerly realized. I have not exam- 
ined the census returns for 1890 on this subject, but the whole 
world knows thatthe situation has not been improved but deeply 
degraded by Republican high-tariff legislation, so far as the 
farmer is concerned, during the last seven yeuirs and during 
many years prior thereto. His fortunes have been downward, 

? . . . . . 
and with every tariff law now in existence of Republican design 
and origin they will continue in the same direction. 

It seems to beoutof the eternal fitnessof thingsfor the farmer, 
the tiller of the soil, the inhabitant of the fields, canopied by the 
free open heavens, and the intimate associ ite of nature, to pros- 
per by the artificial and unfair processes of protection. whether 
the provection is aimed in his favor or agaiusthim. He belougs 
to a wholly different system; he is the o fspring of more natural 
and more upright influences than were ever known to dwell in 
the scheming schedules of a prot:ctive tariff. The principle of 
tariff protection, come in what siape it may, is to him a poison 
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sad acurso. He sells his produce in the unprotected markets 
of the world, and it is his right to buy in the same. What he 
most needs is the lowest taxation possible on everything he 
touches, and the nearest approach toan absolute freedom of trade 
consistent with a proper revenue for the support of his govern- 
ment. 

When the day shall dawn in which the farmer, the mechanic, 
and the wage-worker shall alike have the right and the privi- 
lege to go into the open. liberated markets of the land and buy 
where their hard-earned money will buy most for their wants, 
with nous to molest, to assess, to levy, to take toll, or to tax, 
then indeed wili the millenium of labor have come, and all the 
sons and daughters of toil shall rise up and call their Govern- 
ment blessed. 

Sir, this is the birthday of Thomas Jefferson. One hundred 
and fifty-one years ago to-day he came into the world the great- 
est emancipator of thought, philosopher of liberty, and teacher 
of the natural rights of manever knownin human history. The 
blows he struck for freedom, justice, and equality in govern- 
ment are yet resounding throughout the earth, and they will 
never cease to be heard until the last shackle of prisiege and 
tyrannyis broken. Ten days before his soul took flight from 
his mountain home he wrote his parting words to his own coun- 
trymen and to all the racesof mankind. With this great dying 
message before us, and in itsspirit, we take new courage and go 
on with our work. “All eyes are open, or opening,” he said, 
“tothe rightsofman. The general spread of the light of science 
has already !aid open to every view the — truth, that the 
mass Of mankind has not been born with dles on their backs, 
nor a favored few booted and spurred, ready to ride them legiti- 
mately by the grace of God.” Hail, mighty message, and hail 
its speedy and certain fulfillment! All hail the counsels of 
‘Thomas Jefferson in this hour of caste based on wealth, of privi- 
lege granted by law, and of monopoly fastened on the slavery of 
labor! [Applause in the galleries. } 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair desires to remind the 
occupants of the galleries that any demonstrations of approba- 
tion or disapprobation are in violation of the rules of the Senate 
and will not bo ermitted. If the offense is repeated the Chair 
will feel compelled to order the galleries to be cleared. 

Mr. ALLISON obtained the floor. 

Mr. CALL. Iask the Senator from Iowa if it will be agree- 
able to him to give way to me that I may move an executive ses- 


sion? 

Mr. ALLISON, It will be agreeable to me to yield to the 
Senator for that purpose. 

Mr. CALL, Then I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. GRAY. Before that motion is put, I should like unani- 
nous consent to remind the Senator from Florida that the Sen- 
ator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], who is not now in his seat, 
had asked unanimous consent to bring to the attention of the 
Senate an important matter at this hour. 

Mr. MORGAN entered the Chamber. : 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Alabama is now here. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Does the Senator from Florida 
withdraw his motion? 

Mr. CALL. I will withdraw the motion if the Senator from 
Alabama desires me to do so. 

Mr. MORGAN. I am informed by the clerks that the bill 
which was reported this ait oa me from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, and partly acted upon, will be printed and 
delivered here in the course of probably ten minutes. If the 
executive session desired by the Senator from Florida is to be a 
brief one, of course it will make no difference. 

il understand that the order of the Senate this morning, by 
unanimous consent, was that the Bering Sea bi 1 should be taken 
up at this hour, I am wee yield, however, for a few mo- 
ments of executive session if that will answer the purposes of the 
Senator from Florida. How much time will the Senator desire? 

Mr. CALL. I can not tell how long the executive session will 
isist, but [ suppose there will be time enough after its conclu- 
sion for the Senator's bill to come up and be disposed of. 

Mr. MORGAN, lam ready to go on with the bill, and I ask 
that it be laid before the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. Has the bill come from the Printer? 

Mr. MORGAN. [understand it will be here in afew moments. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Sena- 
tor from Alabama that the bill was sent to the Printing Office 
to be printed and has not yet been returned. 

Mr. MORGAN, 1 suppose we shall be compelled to await the 
arrival of the bill, and so I yield to the Senatorfrom Florida for 
an executive session. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CALL. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business, 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Florida. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After one hour and twenty- 
one minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, 
and (at 5 o'clock and 24 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned un- 
til to-morrow, Tuesday, April 3, 1894, at 12 o'clock m. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate April 2, 1894. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

Andrew Jackson Sawyer, of Nebraska, to be attorney of the 
United States for the district of Nebraska, vice Benjamin 8. Ba- 
ker, whose term expired January 20, 1894. 

PUBLIC PRINTER. 

Thomas E. Benedict, of New York, to be Public Printer, vice 
Frank W. Palmer, resigned. 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSIONER. 


James D. Yeomans, of Iowa, to be an Interstate Commerce Com- 
missioner, for the term ending December 31, 1898, vice James 
W. McDill, deceased. 

RECORDER OF DEEDS. 

Charles H. J. Taylor, of Kansas, to be recorder of deeds in the 

District of Columbia, vice Blanche K. Bruce, resigned. 
COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 

Charles R. Bisbee, of Florida, to be collector of customs for 
the district of St. Johns, in the State of Florida, to succeed 
Joseph E. Lee, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 

Emil Olund, of Minnesota, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Duluth, in the State of Minnesota, to succeed Charles 
F. Johnson, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 

John A. Wilson, of New Jersey, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Burlington, in theState of New Jersey, to suc- 
ooed Alfred C. Barwis, whose torm of office has expired by lim- 

on. 

John D, Davis, of North Carolina, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Beaufort, in the State of North Carolina, to 
succeed Edward C. Duncan, whose term of office has expired 
by limitation. 

CONSULS. 

John Bidlake, of North Dakota, to be consul of the United 
States at Barranquilla, to fill a vacancy. 

Richard M. Burke, of Illinois, to be consul of the United States 
at Chihuahua, to fill a vacancy. 

James H. Dinsmore, of Texus, to be consul of the United States 
at Cienfuegos, Cuba, vice Henry A, Ehninger, recalled. 

k. Ernst, of Wisconsin, to be consul of the United States 
at Reichenberg, Bohemia, vice C. Hugo Jacobi, resigned. 
-William C. Foster, of Arizona, to be consul of the United States 
at Trinidad, West Indies, vice William P. Pierce, recalled. 

Walter R. Henry, of North Cardlina, to be consul of the United 
States at Curacao, West Indies, vice Leonard B. Smith, re- 
called. 

Clifford Smyth, of New, York, to be consul! of the United States 
at Cartagena, Colombia, vice Clayton I. Croft, recalled. 

REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 

Joseph F. Heiner, of Gunnison, Colo., to be register of theland 
office at Gunnison, Colo., viee Henry C, Olney, whose term of 
office will expire April 14, 1894. 

RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Louis Grasmuck, of Gunnison, Colo., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Gunnison, Colo., vice Henry ’. Lake, term expired. 

James A. Munday, of Vancouver, Wash., to be receiver of pub- 
lie do egaas at Vancouver, Wash., vice Scott Swetland, term ex- 

1 ° 
: POSTMASTERS. 

John H. Dyer, to be tmaster at Winchester, in the county 
of Scott and State of Illinois, in the piace of Harry Sanderson, 
whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

Edward L. Simpson, to be postmaster at Carrollton, in the 
county of Greene and State of Lllinois, in the place of James 
Lynn, whose commission expired December 21, 1593. 

Charles F. Duncombe, to ter at Fort Dodge, in the 
county of Webster and State of Iowa, in the place of Cyrus C. 

nter, whose commission expired January 8, 184. 

B. Hall, to be postmaster at Red Oak, in the coun 
of Montgomery and State of Iowa, in the place of Henry H. Pal- 
mer, whese commission expired December 21, 1893. 

Patrick Morrissey, to be postmaster at Alta, in the county of 
Buena Visia and State of a in the place of John E. Picker- 

, Whose commission exp: January 8, 1894. 
A. Collett, to be postmaster at Ellsworth, in the county 
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of Elisworth and State of Kansas, in the place of George Huycke, 
whose commission expired ne 19, 1894. 

A. J. Davis, to be postmaster at Wa Keeney, in the county of 
‘Trego and State of Kansas, in the place of Andrew J. Harlan, 
whose commission expired March 4, 1894. 

George W. Farrelly, to be postmuster at Chanute, in the county 
of Neosho and State of Kansas, in the place of Cyrus T. Nixon, 
removed. 

George Hill, to be postmaster at Independence, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of Kansas, in the place of Ebenezer E. 
Wilson, whose commission expired January 9, 1894. 

George Innes, to be postmaster at Lawrence, in the county of 
Douglas and State of Kansas, in the place of E. F. Goodrich, 
whose commission expired January 9, 1894. 

Ebenezer M. Lockwood, to be postmaster at Burlington, in 
the county of Coffey and State of Kansas, in the place of Squire 
M. Lane, whose commission expired December 19, 1893. 

Frank B. Ober, to be postmaster at Washington, in the county 
of Washington and State of Kansas, in the place of Hardy C. 
Robinson, whose commission expired January 9, 1894. 

Will E. Stoke, to be postmaster at Great Bend, in the county 
of Barton and State of Kansas, in the place of Morgan Caraway, 
whose commission expired February 12, 1894. 

Christina D. Fosdick, to be postmaster at Groton, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Mass xchusetts, in the place of Chris- 
tins D. Fosdick, whose commission expired January 20, 1894. 

James Ingalls, to be postmaster at Methuen, in the county of 
Essex and State of Mass:chusetts, in the place of John E. Saw- 
yer, whose commission expired February 28, 1894. 

Frank E. Nichols, to be postmaster at Warren, in the county 
of Worcester and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Frank 
E. Nichols, whose commission expired January 16, 1894. 

Reuben K. Lawyer, to be postmaster at Wellesley, in the county 
of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Reuben 
K. Lawyer, whose commission expired January 28, 1894. 

James S. Wallace, to be postmaster at Rockport, in the county 
of Essex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Andrew F’. 
Ciark, whose commission expired February 14, 1894. 

William J. Wallace, to be postmaster at Norwood, in the 
county of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts, in the place of 
William J. Wallace, whose commission expired March 7, 1894. 

Theron L. Arnold, to be postmaster at Thre» Rivers, in the 
county of St. Joseph and State of Michigan, in the place of George 
A. Cook, whose commission expires April 11, 1594. 

Hiram W. George, to be postmaster at Pipestone, in the county 
of Pipestone and State of Minnesota, in the place of Ebenezer A. 
Rice, whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

Otto A. Kohler, to be postmaster at Hutchinson, in the county 
of McLeod and State of Minnesota, in the place of Oliver D. 
Hutcinson, whose commission expired March 7, 18%. 

Dennis McLaughlin, to be postmaster at Waseca, in the county 
of Waseca and State of Minnesota, in the place of James A. Clag- 
horn, whose commission expired March 29, 1894. 

Thomas Keenan, to be postmaster at Brookhaven, in the county 
of Lincoln and State of Mississippi, in the place of Jennie R. 
Tyler, whose commission expired December 221, 1893. 

Emerson S. Beeman, to be postmaster at Miles City, in the 
county of Custer and State of Montana, in the place of Charles 
W. Syde, whose commission expired March 20, 1894. 

Robert J. Coles, to be postmaster at York, in the county of 
York and State of Nebraska, in the placeof Horton M. Detrick, 
whose commission expired Dacember 21, 1393. 

Emma J. Grafft, to be postmaster at Orleans, in the county of 
Harlan and State of Nebraska, in the place of Patrick W. Fen- 
nessey, whose commission expired February 12, 189}. 

A. tT. Hill, to be postmaster at Lyons,in the county of Burt 
and State of Nebraska, in the place of Walter D. Smith, re- 
signed. 

Frank FH. Daniell, to be postmaster at Franklin Falls, in the 
county of Merrimack and State of New Hampshire, whose com- 
mission expired January 23, 1894. ‘ 

Edward Finerty, to be postmaster at Milford, in the county of 
Hillsboro and State of New Hampshire, in the place of John W. 
Crosby, whose commission expired February 25, 1894. 

Thomas E. Fletcher, to be postmaster at Tilton, in the county 
of Belknap and State of New Hampshire, in the place of Otis 
C. Wyatt, whose commission expired February 4, 189+. 

Thomas L. Wadleigh, to be postmaster at Meredith, in the 
county of Belknap and State of New Hampshire, in the place of 
Francis H. Cram, whose commission expired February 4, L894. 

John G, Smith, sr., to be postmaster at Boundbrook, in the 
county of Somerset and State of New Jersey, in the place of 
William B. R. Mason, whose commission expired December 20, 
1893. 

John W. Thompson, to be postmaster at Cape May, in the 
coun\ty of Cape May and State of New Jersey, in the place of F. 
L. Kichardson, whose commission expired December 20, 1893. 
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Frederick G. Wiese, to be postmester at Bordentown, in the 


county of Burlington and State of New Jersey, in the place of 
J. W. Allen, whose commission expired March 4, 18‘. 

Horatio Judah, to be postmister at Port Richmond, in the 
co.nty of Richmond and State of New York, in the place of 


Frank Foggin, whose commission expired December 19, 1893. 

Clarence 8. MeClellan, to be postmaster at Mount Vernon, in 
the county of Westchester and State of New York, in the place 
of Henry Huss, whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

George H. Perkins, to be postmasterat Rochester, in the county 
of Monroe and State of New York, in the place of John A. Rey- 
nolds, whose commission expired March 20, L804. 

George F. Van Dam, to be postmaster at Tompkinsville, in the 
county of Richmond and State of New York, in the place of An 
drew H. Bowman, whose commission expired March 13, 184. 

William E. Harrison, to be postmaster at Rockingham, in the 
county of Richmond and State of North Carolina, in the place of 
Damiel M. Morrison, removed. 

enoch F. Lamb, to be postmaster at Elizabeth City, in the 
county of Pasquotank and State of North Carolina, in the place 
of Charles Guirkin, whose commission expired February 6, 1804. 

Lebbens Belford, to be postmaster at Caldwell, in the county 
of Noble and State of Ohio, in the place of Azariah C. Cooper, 
whose commission expired December 19, 1893. 

John L. Davis, to be postmaster at Shawnee, ip the county of 
Perry and State of Ohio, in the place of Roger Richards, de- 
ceased. 

William T. Haviland, to be postmaster at Bellefontaine, in 
the county of Logan and State of Ohio, in the place of Isaac N 
Zearing, whose commission expired January 11, 1894. 

Oscar N. Marihugh, to be postmaster at Middleport, in the 
county of Meigs and State of Ohio. in the place of William A. 
Barringer, whose commission expired February14, 1891. 

George H. Moody, to be postmaster at Mechanicsburg, in tho 
county of Champaign and State of Ohio. in the place of Charles 
T. Baxter, whose commission expired February 25, 184. 

John W. Morrow, to be postmaster at A‘da, in the county of 
Hardin and State of Ohio, in the place of John M. Bentley, re- 
signed. 

Patrick H. Murphy, to be postmaster at Ashland. in the 
county of Ashland and State of Ohio, in the place of Milton B. 
De Shong, whose commission expired March 24, 1894. 

Ulrich B. Newman, to be postmaster at Greenfield, in the 
county of Highland and State of Ohio, in the place of Jeremiah 
Kerr, whose commission expired March 20, 18°94. 

Oscar D. Pocock, ts be postmaster at Camden, in the county 
of Preble and State of Ohio, in the place of Oiiver P. Brown, 
resigned. 

G. Frew Pollock, to be postmaster at Cardington, in the 
county of Morrow and State of Ohio, in the place of Charles 8. 
Warren, whose commission expired February 28, 1894. 

C. L. Russell, to be postmasterat Mount Gilead, in the county 
of Morrow and State of Ohio, in the place of Alfred H. Breese, 
whose commission expired March 20, 1894. 

James Trotter, to be postmaster at Steubenville, in the county 
of Jefferson and State of Ohio, in the place of James I’. Sarratt, 
whose commission expired March 4, 1894. 

Harry E. Bonsall, to be postmaster at Miffintown, inthe county 
of Juniata and State of Pennsylvania, in the plice of James Mc- 
Cauley, whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

Enoch Enochs, to be postmaster at Ardinore, in the county of 
Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Henry 
Andrews, resigned. 

John L. Garrett, to be postmaster at Chester, in the county of 
Delaware and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Robert Chad- 
wick, whose commission expired December 20, 1893. 

James M. Goodhart, to be postmaster at Lewistown, in the 
county of Mifflin and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of 
Joseph L. MeKinney, whose commission expired December 20, 
1843. 

Lewis C. Moses, to be postmastor at West Chester, in the 
county of Chester and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of 
Herbert P. Worth, whose commission expired January 21, 1894. 

George W. Semans, to be postmaster at Uniontown, in the 
county of Fayette and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of 
Robert J. Patterson, whose commission expired February 27, 
1594. 

William K. Wright, to be postmaster at Renovo, inthe county 
of Clinton and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of W. Kipp 
Chestnut, whose commission will expire April 16, 1894. 

Joseph S. McKenzie, to be postmaster at Florence, in the 
county of Florence and State of South Carolina, in the place of 
Joshua E. Wilson, whose commission expired March 24, 1894. 

Lewis M. Moore, to be postmaster at Greenwood, in the county 
of Abbeville and State of South Carolina, in the place of Robert 
R. Tolbert, removed. 

Alfred D. Tinsley, to be postm:ster at Sioua Falls, in the 
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county of Minnehaha and State of South Dakota, in the place of 
B. F. Campbe!!, whose com nission expired December 21, 1893, 

Jame; R. Neely, to b> postmuster at Franklin, in the county 
of Willismson and State of Tennessee,in the place of C. S, Moss, 
whose commission expired March. 20, 1894, 

J. D. Bates, to be postmaster at Denton, in the county of Den- 
ton and State of Texas, in the place of Charles H. Clement, 
whose commission expired February 11, 1894. 

John H. Cr inford, to be postmaster at Alvarado, in the county 
of Johnson and State of Texas, in the place of George W. Cotter, 
whose commission expires April 11, 1894. 

J. W. Ramsvy, to be postmaster at Gonzales, in the county of 
Gon ales and State of Texas, in the place of William C. Baquet, 
whoze commission expires April 11, 1894. 

William J. Russell, to be postmaster at Brownsville, in the 
county of Cameron and State of Texas, in the place of John W. 
Hoyt, whose commission expired February 10, 1894. 

Richard C. Cordell, to be postmaster at Park City, in the 
county of Summit and Territory of Utah, in the place of Frank 
BR. Harding, whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

L. P. Carr, to be postmaster at Fairmont, in the county of 
Marion and State of West Virginia, in the place of Thomas 
Reed, whose commission expi March 20, 1894. 

George H. Flagg. to be postmaster at Charlestown, in the 
county of Jefferson and State of West Virginia. in the place of 
anes H. Higinbothom, whose commission expired February 

5, 1394, 

William Mearns, to be postmaster at Buckhannon, in the 
county of Upshur and State of West Virginia, in the place of 
Clark W. Heavener, whose commission expires April 11, 184. 

J. &. B. Budlong, to be postmaster at Clinton, in the county 
of Rock and State of Wisconsin, in the of Ralph W. 
Choever, whose commission expired January 27, 1894. 

Moses J. Dewney, to be tmaster at Portage, in the county 
of Columbia and State of Wisconsin, in the place of George W. 
Morrison, whose commission expired December 20, 1893. 

Gottfried H. Ely, to be postm«ster at Mauston, in the county 
of Juneau and State of Wisconsin, in the placeof Daniel C. Rem- 
ington, whose commission expired March 29, 1894. 

Arnold Wagener, to be postmaster at Sturgeon Bay, in the 
county of Door and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Joseph 
Harris, jr., whose commission expired. March 20, 1894. 

Thomas J. Dayton, to be postmaster at Laramie, in the county 
of Albany and State mB oe ap ome , in the place of Richard Butler, 
whose commission exp April 17, 1894. 


WITHDRAWAL. 
Beecutive nomination withdrawn from the Senate April 2, 1894. 


Oney Carstarphen, of Denver, Colo., to be receiver of public 
moense at Leadville, Colo., vice Willis L. Thompson, to re- 
— aren was sent to the Senate March 21, 1894, he having 
declined. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 28, 1894. 
RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Aaron W. Eibes':utz, of Independence, Cal., to be receiver of 
public moneys at or ee pr 0g, Cal. 

John C. Neher, of E uclaire, Wis., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Eauclaire, Wis. 

REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE. 

Charles P. Blakeley, of Bozeman, Mont., to be register of the 
lend office at Bo:eman, Mont. 

James Graham, of Coeur d Alene, Idaho, to be register of the 
land office at Coeur d'Alene, Idaho. 

Oliver H. Gallup, of Nevada, to be register of the land office 
at Carson City, Nev. 

POSTMASTERS. 


Jonah T. Howe, to be postmaster at Trumansburg, in the 
county of Tompkins and State of New York. 

William R. Turney, to be master at Greensburg, in the 
county of Westmoreland and Staite of Pennsylvania. 

Creed I. Middlecoff, to be eet at Akron, in the county 
Fraime F Lasa, to bo paneer Gide this vality ot 
alter T’. Lyon, to r ma, coun 

Tresno and State of California. 


Bevcutive nomination conjirmed by the Senate April 2, 1894. 
POSTMASTER, 


‘Thomas Keenan. to be postmaster at Brookhaven, Lincoln 
County, Miss. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


APRIL 2, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, April 2, 1894, 


The House met at 120’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. BacBy. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and 
approved. 


ELECTION CONTEST—O’NEILL VS. JOY. 


The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Chair will submit 
several executive communications. 

Mr. PATTERSON. LI call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object to the putting 
in of these executive communications? 

Mr. PATTERSON, No, sir. 

Mr. REED. If we are going to have the regular order, we 
may as well have it regularly. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Very well. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the further considera- 
tion of the contested election case of O'Neill against Joy. The 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS] moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the House disagreed to the first substitute 
resolution. The gentloman from Lliinois| Mr. SPRINGER] moved 
to lay the motion on the table; and on that the yeas and nays 
were ordered. The question now before the House is on the 
motion to lay on the table the motion to reconsider entered by 
the gentleman from Michigan. ‘The Clerk wiil call the roll. 

Mr. BURROWS. A puwliamentary inquiry before the roll 
call commences. Isit in order for members to have their names 
entered on this roll call or any roll call, unless they actually 
answer during the call, or unless, being present, they fail to hear 
their names called? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. The rule is very clear taat no 
gentleman ean have his name entered as voting upon a pending 

tion unless he votes in the open House. Under a call of 
the House members, inaccordaice with the rule, may have their 
names entered by the Clerk after the roll call. But that is‘ an 
entirely diflerenccasefrom this. Sometimes. perhaps. there has 
been some want of distinction in the minds of some members in 
— to these two cases. But on aroljl call ona pending prop- 
osition a member is only entitled to have his name recorded 
when he votes in the House at the time his name is called, or 
when, after the roll call, he states that he was present during 
the cail and failed to heir his name. The Chair has given di- 
rection to the clerks that they shall not in any instance violate 
this rule, because it is a rule that every member is entitled to 
have strictly observed. The Clerk will call the roll. 

Mr. REED. If I may say so without disrespect, such has not 
been the custom of the clerks at the desk; and it was precisely 
ee I was trying to prevent when the Speaker acted as 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair was not informed of any viola- 
tion of this rule. The Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 147, nays 12 
not voting 193; as follows: 


YEAS—147. 
Abbott, Cooper, Tex. Kribbs, Richardson, Tenn, 
Alderson, Cox, Kyle, Ritchie, 
Alexander, ,  Craavford, Lane, Robbins, 
Allen, Culberson, Latimer, Russell, Ga. 
Bailey, Cummings, Lawson, Sayers, 
Baker, Kans. Davey, Layton, Schermerhorn, 
Baldwin, Davis, Lester, hell, 
Bankhead, Denson. Lockwood, Sickies, 
Barwig, Dinsmore, Lynca, Sperry, 
Bell, Tex. Dockery, llory, s , 
a Dunn, — — | pee 
a. ———_- Sreary, Ky. tevens, 
Biana, Durborow, McCulloch, Strait, 
Boa Edmunds, McDannold, Straus, 
Bower, N. C. English, Me rmon, ? 
, Ark. Epes, McEttrick, Talbert, S. O, 
Bretz, Erdman, McGann, ‘Talbott, Md. 
Brickner, Fielder, McKaig, Tate. 
Brookshire, ; MeLaurin, Taylor, Ind. 
Brown, Geissenhainer, McNagny, Terry, 
Bynum, Goldzier, McRae, Tracey, 
Cadmus, Gorman, Meredith, Tucker, 
Caminetti, Grady, Meyer, Turner, Ga. 
Capehart, eines Mo tgo Turpin’ _ 
. ntgomery, 5 
arash. Hammond, On as = 
» tes, arner 
Hare, O’Nefl, Weadock, 
Clarke, Ala. Henderson, N.C. Pat Wheeler, Al 
~O. terson, er, Ala. 
Cobb, Ala. Hendrix, Paynter, Whiting, 
Cobb. Mo. Hines, Pendieton,Tex. Williams, IL 
en Holman, Pendieton, W. Va. Williams, Miss. 
gee Erne, AR Welton 
u ¥. 
— Tkirt, s Richards, Ohio ##$Woodard. 
Cooper, Jones, _ Richardson, Minn. 


‘ 
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Bryan, 
De Armond, 
Everett, 


Adams, Ky. 
Adams, Pa. 
Aitken, 
Aldrich, 
Apsley, 
Arnoid, 
Avery, 
Babcock, 
Baker, N. H, 
Barnes, 
Bartholdt, 
Bartlett, 
Belden, 
Bell, Colo. 
Beltzhoover, 
Bingham, 
Black, Ill. 
Blair, 

Boen, 
Bouielle, 
Bowers, Cal. 
Branch, 
Brattan, 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Broderick, 
Brosius, 
Bundy, 
Bunn, 
Burnes, 
Burrows, 
Cabaniss, 
Caldwell, 
Campbell, 
Cannon, ILL 
Chickering, 
Chikis, 
Clancy, 
Cockran, 
Cogswell, 
Compton, 
Cooper, Ind. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cornish, 
Cousins, 
Covert, 
Crain, 
Curtis, Kans. 
Curtis, N. Y. 
Dalzell, 
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NAYS—12. 
Hall, Mo. Kem, 
Harris, Marshall, 
Hudson, McKeighan, 


NOT VOTING—193. 


Daniels, 

De Forest, 
Dingley, 
Dolliver, 
Donovan, 
Doolittle, 
Draper, 
Ellis, Ky. 
Ellis, Oregon 
Enloe, 
Fithian, 
Fletcher, 
Forman, 
Funk, 
Funston, 
Fyan, 
Gardner, 
Gear, 

Gillet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goodnight, 
Graham, 
Griffin, 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 

Grow, 
Hager, 
Hainer, 
Harmer, 
Harter, 
Hartman, 
Haugen, 
Hayes, 
Heard, 
Heiner, 
Henderson, Il. 
Henderson,lowa 
Hepburn, 
Hermann, 
Hicks, 
Hilborn, 
Hitt, 
Hooker, Miss. 
Hooker, N. Y. 
Hopkins, Il. 
Hopkins, Pa. 
Houk, 
Hulick, 

Hull, 


No quorum voting. 
Thea following pairs were announced: 
Mr. WiLSON of West Virginia with Mr. DALZELL. 
Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. CALDWELL. 

Mr. Coss of Alabama with Mr. McCaLlL. 
Mr. BRATTAN with Mr. ADAMs of Kentucky. 
Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. HOOKER of New York. 
Mr. PAGE with Mr. MORSE. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON with Mr. STORER. 


Mr. HEARD with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 


Johnson, Ind. 
Johnson, N. Dak 
Johnson, Ohio 
Joy, 

Kiefer, 
Kilgore, 
Lacey, 
Lapham, 
Lefever, 
Linton, 

Lisle, 
Livingston, 
Loud, 
Loudenslager, 
Lucas, 
Maddox, 
Magner, 
Maguire, 
Mahon, 
Marsh, 
Marvin, N. Y¥. 
McAleer, 
McCall. 


McCleary, Minn. 


McDowell, 
McMitiin, 
Meiklejohn, 
Mercer, 
Milli .en, 
Moon, 
Morse, 
Murray, 
Mutchiler, 
Neill, 
Newlands, 
Northway, 
Page, 
Paschal, 
Payne, 
Pearsoi, 
Pence, 
Perkins, 
Phillips, 
Pickler, 
Post, 
Powers, 
Price, 
Quicg, 
Randall, 


Mr. Mappox with Mr. Grout. 

Mr. FORMAN with Mr. Lucas, 

Mr. Evuis of Kentucky with Mr. HAUGEN. 
Mr. BARNES with Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. 
Mr. GRAHAM with Mr. STRONG. 
Mr. TARSNEY with Mr. GEAR. 
Mr. STEVENS with Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. 
Mr. COMPTON with Mr. LEFEVER. 

Mr. SNODGRASS with Mr. Houk. 

Mr. BLACK of Llinois with Mr. ALDRICH. 
Mr. LISLE with Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. VAN VooRHis of Ohio, with Mr. PEARSON. 
Mr. BARTLETT with Mr. DANIELS. 
Mr. SOMERS with Mr. HARMER. 


Mr. FYAN with Mr. LivtTon. 


Morgan, 
tyan, 
Sibley. 


Ray, 

Rayner, 

Reed, 

Rey burn, 
Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Pa. 
Rusk, 

Russell, Conn, 
Scranton, 
Settle, 

Shaw, 
Sherman, 
Simpson, 
Sipe, 

Smith, 
Snodgrass, 
Somers, 
Stephenson, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, C. W. 
Stone, W. A. 
Stone, Ky. 
Storer, 
Strong, 
Sweet, 
Tarsney, 
Tawney. 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Thomas, 
Updegraff, 
Van Voorhfs, N. Y. 
Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Waneer, 
Washington, 
Waugh, 
Wever, 
Wheeler, fil. 
White, 
Wilson, Ohio 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Woomer, 
Wright, Mass. 
Wright, Pa. 


Mr. BELTZHOOVER with Mr. WRIGHT of Massachusetts. 
Mr. MUTCHLER with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. CRAIN with Mr. SCRANTON. 

Mr. FITHIAN with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. CABANISS with Mr. POWERS. 

Mr. Rusk with Mr. GILLEet of New York. 


Mr. COBB of Alabama. 
the distinct understanding that I 


a@ quorum. 


stances. 


Mr. ENLOE. I was detained at the Department and did not 


Mr. Speaker, I am paired, but with. 
ave the right to vote to make 
I have accordingly voted on this question with that 
understanding. 


Mr. STEVENS. I am also paired under the same circum- 


get into the Hall in time to vote on this question. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
INGTON, is detained from the Hall by reason of sickness, and 


asks indefinite leave of absence. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has several requests for leaves 


My colleague, Mr. W AsH- 
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of absence. and before the announcement of this \ 
mit them to the House. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted ax 
ingly as follows: 

To Mr. WASHINGTON, indefinitely, omaccount of 

To Mr. TARSNEY, indofinitely, on secount of si 
family. 

‘To Mr. GILLET of 
sickness. 

To Mr. HOOKER of New York, indefinitely, on account of sick 
ness in his family. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above ree ed. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I move that the Hous 
and on that I demand the yeas and 1 

Mr. LACEY. I make the point o 

The SPEAKER. What is the p 
makes? 

Mr. LACEY. That the motion is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. Why? 


Mr.LAC#Y. Bee ise the Speake r has heretofore he! inder 


New York, 


for thre 


e do no urn, 


order on that 
int of order the ntl un 


similar civcumstances that the motion co ild not bo ei 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman does not seem to understand 
the distinetion in the rules of the House. A House for the trans 
action of business meuns «a quorum of ihe House. Ifa quorum 
of the House is not present on any question, there are onl, 
things that the House can do. One is to adjourn, and the 
to order a eall of the House for the purpose of securing t 
tendance of absent members. The faet that a quorum was not 
present has been developed on this roll call. 

There is no difficulty about the matter whatever. 

Mr. PAYNE. The Speaker will remember that I undert 
to submit the same motion under similarcircumstinces, and was 
refused. 

The SPEAKER. The Speaker does not remember. Th 


notion, o 


had ©en no 


. repetition of the 
ime when there 


Speaker remembers that there was 
an attempted repetition of it, at at 
intervening business to justify it. 

Mr. PAYNE. lf the Speaker 
curred, he will remember that ther 
ness. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. 


will rememb all thi 
» had been intervening busi 
I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state ii. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Idesire to call the attention of the Chair te 
the faet, which is clearly disclosed in the Recorp, that the 
Chair declined to entertain a motion to adjourn when there was 
less than a quorum present—declining to entertain the motion 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE]. 

The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman accomplished his pu: 
pose? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Ihave, in calling the attention of the C 
to the fact that this motion was refused under similar circum- 
stances. 

The SPEAKER. Then the businessof the House will proceed. 

The question is on ordering the yeas and nays on the m: 
tion of the gentleman from Tennessee, that the House do no 
ad ourn. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas I, nays 169, not 
voting 183; as follows: 





YEAS—1. 
Mallory 
NAYS--168, 


Abbott, Clarke, Ala. Geissenhainer, Lynch, 


Alderson, Cobb, Ala. Goldzier, Marshall, 
Alexander, Cobb, Mo. Gorman, Martin, Ind 
Allen, Cockrell, Grady, McAleer 
Bailey, Coffeen, Gresham, McCreary, Ky 
Baker, Kans. Conn, Gri ‘in, McCulloch, 
Baldwin, Coombs, Haines, McDannold, 
Bankhead, Cooper, Fla. Hall, Minn. Mc Dearmon, 
Barwig, Cooper, Tex. Hall. Mo. McEttrick, 
Bell, Tex. Covert, Hammond, McGann, 
Berry, Cox, Hare, McKaig, 
Black, Ga. Crawford, Barris, McLaurin, 
Bland, Culberson, Hatch, McMillin, 
Boater, Cummings Hayes, McWagny, 
Boen, Davey, Henderson, N. C. McRae, 
Bower, N. C. Davis, Hendrix Meredith, 
Branch, De Armond, Hines, Meyer, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Denson, Hudson, Money, 

Bretz, Dinsmore, Hunter, Montgomery, 
Briekner, Dockery, Hutcheson, Morgan, 
Brookshire, Dunn, Ikirt, Mo es, 
Brown, Dunphy, Jones Mutchler, 
Bryan, Durborow, Kilgore Oates, 
Bynum, Edmunds, Kriobs, O'Neil, 
Cadmus, English, Kyle, Outhwaite 
Caniinetti, Enloe, Lane, Paschal, 
Cannon, Cal. Epes, Latimer, Patterson, 
Caruth, Erdman, Lawson Paynter, 
Catehings, Everett, Layton, Pendleton, Tex. 
Causey, Fielder, Lester, Pendleton, W. Va 
Clark, Mo. Geary, Lockwood, Pigott, 
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Price, Schermerhorn, Swanson Tyler, Stallings, Talbott, Md. Turner, Va. Whiting, 
Reilly, Shell, Taltert, S.C. Warner, Stockdale, Tate, Turpin, Williams, Ill. 
Ri-hards, Ohio Sibley, Tate, Weadock, Stone, Ky. Taylor, Ind. Tyler, Williams, Miss. 
Richardson, Mich. Sickles, Tawney, Wells, Strait, Terry, arner, Wise, 
Richardson, Tenn. Sperry, Taylor, Ind. W heeler, Ala. Straus, Tracey, Wezdock, Wolverton, 
Ritchie, Spr unger, Terry. Whiting, Swanson, Tucker, Wells, Woodard. 
Robbins, Stallings, Tracey, Williams, Il. Talbert, s. C,. Tarner, Ga. Wheeler, Ala. 
Robertson, La. Stockdale, Tucker, Williams, Miss. 
Russell, Ga. Stone, Ky. Turner, Ga. Wise, NAYS—1. 
Ryan, Strait, ‘Turner, Va. Wolverton, 
Sayers, Straus, Turpin, Woodard, Marshall. 

NOT VOTING—183. ; NOT VOTING—180. 
Adama, Ky. Dalzell, Hulick, Randall, Adams, Ky. Daniels Hulieck Ra 
Adams, Pa. Daniels, Hull, Ray, Adams, Pa. Davis, Hull, Perper, 
Aitken, De Forest, Johnson, Ind. Rayner, Aitken, De Forest, Johnson, Ind. Reed, 
Aldrich, Dingley, Johnson, N. Dak. Reed, Aldrich, Dingiey, Johnson, N. Dak. Reyburn, 
Apsley, Doliiver, Johnson, Ohio Reyburn, Apsley, Dolliver, Johnson, Ohio Richardson, Tenn. 
Arnold, Donovan, Joy, Robinson, Pa. Arnold, Doolittle, Joy, Robinson, Pa. 
Avery, Doolittle, iXem, Rusk, Avery, Draper, Kiefer, Rusk, 
Babcock, Draper, Kiefer, Russell, Conn. Babcock Ellis, Ky. Lacey, Russell, Conn. 
Baker, N. H, Ellis, Ky. Lacey, Scranton, Baker, N. 8. Ellis, Oregon Lapham, Scranton, 
earase, Elits, Oregon Lapham, Settle, Barnes, Fithian, Leiever, Settle, 
Bartholdt, Fithian, Lefever, Shaw, Bartholdt, Fletcher, Linton, Shaw, 
Bartlett, Fletcher, Linton, Sherman, Bartlett, Forman, Lisle, Sherman, 
Belden, Forman, Lisle, Simpson, Belden, Funk, Livingston, Simpson, 
Beil, Colo. Funk, Livingston, Sipe, Bell, Colo. Funston, Loud, Sipe, 
Beltzhoover, Funston, Loud, Smith, Beltzhoover, Fyan, Loudenslager, Smith, 
Bingham, Fyan, Loudenslager, Snodgrass, Bingham, Gardner, Lucas, Snodgrass, 
Black, Il. Gardner, Lucas, Somers, Black, ll. Gear, Maddox, Somers, 
Blair, Gear, Maddox, Stephenson, Blair, Gillet, N. Y. Magner, Stephenson, 
Boutelle, Gillet, N. Y. Magner, Stevens, Boutelle, Gillett, Mass. Mahon, Stevens, 
Bowers, Cal. Gillett, Mass. M , Stone, OC. W. Bowers, Cal. Goodnight, Marsh, Stone, C. W. 
Brattan. Goodnight, Mahon, Stone, W. A. Brattan, Graham, Marvin, N. Y. Stone, W. A. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Graham, Marsh, : Storer, Breckinridge, Ky. Grosvenor, McCall, Storer, 
Broderick, Grosvenor, Marvin, N. Y. Strong, Bro@erick, Grout, McCleary, Minn. Strong, 
Brosius, Grout, McCall, Sweet, Brosius, Grow, McDowell, Sweet, 
Bundy, Grow, McCh »Minn. Talbott, Md. Bundy, Hager, Meiklejohn, ‘Tarsney, 
Bunn, Hager, McDo > Tarsney, Bunn, Hainer, Mercer, Tawney, 
Burnes, Hainer, McKeighan, ‘Taylor, Tenn. Burrows, Harmer, Milliken, Taylor, Tenn. 
Burrows, Harmer, Meiklejohn, Thomas, Cabaniss, Harter, Moon, Thomas, 
Cabaniss, Harter, Mercer, vee ee Caldwell Hartman, Morse, Updegraff, 
Caldwell, Hartman, Milliken, Van Voorhis, N. Y. Campbell, Haugen, Murray, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Caw pbell, Haugen, Moon, Van Voorhis, Ohio {| Cannon, Ill. Heard, Mutchler, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Cannon, TL. Heard, Morse, Wadsworth, Chickering, Heiner, Neill, Wadsworth, 
Capehart, Heiner, Murray, Walker, Childs, Henderson, Ill. Northway, Walker, 
Chickering, Henderson, Il. _— Neill, Wanger, Clancy, Henderson, Iowa Outhwaite, Wanger, 
Childs, Henderson, lowa Newlands, Washington, Cobb, Ala. Hepburn, Page, Washington, 
Clancy, Hepburn, Northway, Waugh, Cockran, Hermann, Paynter, Waugh, 
Cockran, Hermann, Page. Wever, Cogswell, Hicks, Pearson, Wever, 
Cogswell, Hicks, Payne, Wheeler, Ill. Compton, Hilborn, Pence, Wheeler, Ill. 
Compton, Hilborn, Pearson, White, Cooper, Ind. Hitt, Perkins, White. 
Cooper, Ind. Hitt, Pence, Wilson, Ohio Cooper, Wis. Holman, Phillips, Wilson, Ohio 
Cooper, Wis. Holman, Perkins, Wilson, Wash. Cornish, Hooker, Miss. Pickler, Wilson, Wash. 
Cornish, Hooker, Miss. Phillips, Wilson, W. Va. Cousi Hooker, N. Y. Post, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cousins, Hooker, N. Y. Pickler, Woomer, Curtis, Kans. Hopkins, Ill. Powers, Woomer, 
Crain, Hopkins, Il. Post, Wright, Mass. Curtis, N. Y. Hopkins, Pa. uigg, Wright, Mass. 
Curtis, Kans. Hopkins, Pa. Powers, Wright, Pa. Dalzell, Houk, ndall, Wright, Pa. 
Crrtis, N. Y¥. Houk, Quigg, 


So a call of the House was ordered. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move to reconsider the vote by which a call 
of the House was ordered. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I move to lay that motion on the table, 
and upon that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemanfrom New York[Mr. PAYNE] 
moves to reconsider the vote by which a call of the House was 
ordered, and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PATTERSON] 
moves to lay that motion on the table. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 

Tke SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Is the motion of the gentleman from New 


So the motion to adjourn was rejected, 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I move a call of the House. 

The question was taken on ordering a call of the House, and 
the Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. REED. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 70, noes 52. 

Mr. REED. Tellers, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 171, nays 1, not 
voting 180; as follows: 


Fae. York [Mr. PAYNE] in order, under the special order under 
Abbott, Coffeen, Hall, Mo. McKeighan, which we are proceeding? Is not that an ‘‘intervening mo- 
——. Sonn Hammond, MoM” tion” ? 
— Cooper, Fla, Harris, McNagny, The SPEAKER. But we are now without a quorum. 
Bailey, Cooper, Tex. Hatch, McRae, Mr. CATCHINGS. Still is not that an intervening motion? 
oa —s + a We have voted to have a call of the House, have we not? 
Bankhead, Crain, Hendrix, ' © | Money, The SPEAKER. That has been the vote. 
Barwig, Crawford, Hines, Montgomery, Mr. CATCHINGS. Now the proposition is to reconsider that. 
Beet Casings aaa + ok bs Does not that come within the terms of the order? It is true 
Black: Ga. Davey, Hutcheson, Newlands, the House is without a quorum, but this is an intervening mo- 
Bland, De Armond, Tkirt, Oates, tion. Why shall we not have a call of the House without this 
ve — mo oe intervening motion? 
Goeth, N.C. Dockery, Kilgore, State, The SPEAKER. The Chair does not see thatthe order would 
Bran Donovaa, Kribbs, Payne, affect it. Unless there is some—— 
a eoeciee Shed pondicton, Tex...| Mr. PATTERSON. I withdraw my motion to lay on the 
Brickner, wv, Latimer, Pigott, table, and I call for the yeas and nays on tho motion of the gen- 
Brookshire, + oe = —. Price, = tleman from New York [Mr. PayNE] to reconsider. 
iiryan, rnloe, one Hichaids, Ohio eh CREE, Pending that I move that the House do now 

urnes, Mich. . 

7. en zee. . Ritchie, he SPEAKER. Pending that the gentleman from New 
tome Fie. Mellor evenea, Ua. York [Mr. PAYN#] moves that the House do now adjourn. The 
Gannon, C j Geary, : Martin. Ind. Russell, G vote will be ee | = the yong al See 

r, . 
Caruth, Go _ — MeCrear Ky. Ryan, see — the Speaker announ at the 

ao Grady, MeDannold, Sehermerhorn, Mr. PAYNE demanded a division. 
Clark, Mo 2 — a Sibley, The House divided; and there were—ayes 8, noes 50. 
— Haines. oan foner Mr. PATTERSON. I demand the yeas and nays. 
Cockrell, Mall, Minn. McKaig, Springer, The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Po 
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The gentleman is not recorded. 





The question was taken; and there were—yeas 1, nays 165, The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


not voting 186; 


Abbott. 
Alderson, 
Alexander, 
Allen, 
Bailey, 
Baker, Kans. 
Baldwin, 
Barwig, 
Bell, Tex. 
Berry, 
Black, Ga, 
Bland, 
Boatner, 
Boen, 
Bower, N. C. 
Branch, 
Bretz, 
Brickner, 
Brookshire, 
Brown, 
Bryan, 
Burnes, 
Bynum, 
Cadmus, 
Caminetti, 
Cannon, Cal. 
Capehart, 
Caruth, 
Catchings, 
Causey, 
Clark, Mo. 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cobb, Mo. 
Cockrell, 
Coffeen, 
Conn, 
Coombs, 
Cooper, Fla. 
Cooper, Ind. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Covert, 

Cox, 


Adama, Ky. 
Adams, Pa. 
Aitken, 
Aldrich, 
Apsley, 
Arnold, 
Avery, 
Babcock, 
Baker, N. EH. 
Bankhead, 
Barnes, 
Bartholdt, 
Bartlett, 
Belden, 
Beil, Colo. 
Beltzhoover, 
Bingham, 
Black, 1). 
Blair, 
Boutelle, 
Bowers, Cal. 
Brattan, 
Breckinridge, Ark 


as follows: 


YEAS—1. 
Mallory, 
NAYS—165. 


Crain, 
Crawford, 
Culberson, 
Davey, 
Davis, 

De Armond, 
Denson 
Dinsmore 
Dockery. 
Donovan, 
Dunn, 
Dunphy, 
Durborow, 
Edmunds, 
English, 
Epes, 
Hrdman, 
everett, 
Fielder, 
Geary, 
Geissenhainer, 
Goldzier, 
Gorman, 
Grady, 
Gresham, 
Haines, 
Hali, Minn. 
Hall, Mo. 
Hammond, 
Hare, 
Harris, 
Henderson, N. C. 
Hendrix, 
Holman, 
Hudson, 
Hunter, 
Hutcheson, 


Kyle, 

Lane, 
Latimer, 
Lawson, 
Layton, 
Lester, 
Lockwood, 
Lynch, 
Maguire, 
Marshall, 
Martin, Ind, 
McAleer, 
McCreary, Ky. 
McCulloch, 
Mc Dannold, 
Mc Dearmon, 
McEttrick, 
McGann, 
MecKaig, 
McKeighan, 
MeLaurin, 
McMillin, 
McRae, 
Meredith, 
Meyer, 
Money, 
Montgomery, 
Morgan, 
Moses, 

Neill. 
O'Neil, 
Outhwaite, 
Page, 
Paschal, 
Patterson, 
Paynter, 
Pendleton, Tex. 


ikirt, Pendleton, W.Va. 

Jones, Pigott, 

Kem, Price, 

Kilgore, Reilly, 

Kribbs, Richards, Ohio 
NOT VOTING—186. 

Daniels, tiouk, 

De Forest, Hulick, 


Dinzley, 
Doiliver, 
Doolittle, 
Draper. 
Ellis. Ky. 
Ellis, Oregon 
Mnloe, 
Withian 
Fletcher, 
Forman, 
Funk, 
Funston, 
ryan, 
Gardner, 
Gear, 
Gillet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goodnight, 
Graham, 
Grittin, 
Grosvenor, 


Breckinridge, Ky. Grout, 
Broderick, Grow, 
Brosius, Hager, 
Bundy, Hainer, 
Bunn, Harmer, 
Burrows, Harter, 
Cabaniss, Hartman, 
Caidwell, Hatch, 
Campbell. Haugen, 
Cannon, ILL. Hayes, 
Chickering Heard, 
Childs, Heiner, 


Clancy. 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cockran, 
Cogswell, 
Compton, 
Cooper. Wis. 
Cornish, 
Cousins, 
Cummings, 
Curtis, Kans 
Curtis. N. Y. 
Dalzell, 


Henderson, Ill. 
Henterson, lows 
Hepburn, 
Hermann, 
Hicks, 
Hilborn, 
Hines, 

Hiit. 

Hooker, Miss. 
Hooker, N. Y. 
Hopkins, til. 
Hopkins, Pa. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore 
On this question the yeas are 
it, and the motion to adjourn 


the House was ordered. 
[ move to lay that motion on the table. 
Mr. Speiker, I desire to know how I am re- 


Mr. REED. 

Mr. HATCH. 
corded? 

The SPEAK E 

Mr. REED. 

Mr. HATCH. 


1” ‘ ; 
Ziv pro leuepore, 


Regular order. 
Yes. 


Hull, 
Johnson, Ind. 
Jonnson, N. Dak. 
Johnson, Ohio 
Joy, 

Kiefer, 
Lacey, 
Lapham, 
Lefever, 
t.inton, 

Lisle, 
Livingston, 
Loud, 
Loudenslager, 
Lucas, 
Maddox, 
Magner, 
Mahon, 
Marah, 
Marvin, N. Y. 
MeCall, 
McCleary, Minn. 
McDowell, 
MecNagny, 
Meiklejohn, 
Mercer, 
Milliken, 
Moon, 

Morse, 
Murray, 
Mutchier, 
Newlands, 
Northwoy, 
Oates, 
Payne, 
Pearson, 
Pence, 
Perkins, 
Phillips, 
Pickler, 

Post, 
Powers, 
Quigz, 
Randall, 

Ray, 





1, the nays 165. 


Richardson, Mich. 
Richardson, Tenn. 
Ritchie, 
Robbins, 
Robertson, La. 
Russell, Ga. 
Ryan, 

Sayers, 
Schermerhorn, 
Shell, 

Sioley, 
Sickles, 
Sperry, 
Springer, 
Stallings, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Strait, 
Swanson, 
Talbert, S. C. 
Talbott, Md. 





Tucker, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, Va. 
Turpin, 
Tyler, 
Weadock, 
Wells, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Whiting, 
Williams, Ill. 
Williams, Miss. 
Wise, 
Wolverton, 
Woodard, 


Rayner, 

Reed, 
Reyburn, 
Robinson, Pa. 
Rusk, 
Russell, Conn. 
Scranton, 
Settle, 

Shaw, 
Sherman, 
Simpson, 
Sipe, 

Smith, 
Snodgrass, 
Somers, 
Stephenson, 
Stevens, 
Stone, C. W. 
Stone, W. A, 
Storer, 
Straus, 
Strong, 
Sweet, 
Tarsney, 
Tawney, 
‘Taylor, Tenn. 
Thomas, 
Updegraf, 
Van Voorhis, N.Y. 
Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Wanger, 
Warner, 
Washington, 
Waugh 
Wever, 
Wheeler, Ill. 
White, 
Wilson, Ohio 
Wilson, Wash 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Woomer, 
Wright, Mass. 
Wright, Pa. 


(Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee). 


The nays have 


is not agreed to. The question 
now is on the motion to reconsider the vote by which a call of 


On the last call? 


———— 


The question is on the motion to lay on the table the motion 
to reconsider the vote by which a call of the House was ordered. 


The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempor 


nounced that the ayes seemed to have it. 


Mr. REED. 


Mr. PATTERSON. 


Division. 


The yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sider the vote by which a call of the House was ordered. 


A motion was 


an- 


made to recon- 


The 


gentleman from Maine {Mr. REED] moves to lay that motion on 
the table, and on that the yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 147, nays 3, 


not voting 202: 


Abbott, 
Alexander, 
Allen, 
Bailey. 
Baker, Kans. 
Baldwin, 
Bankhead, 
Barwig, 
Bel, Tex. 
Berry, 
Black, Ga. 
Bland, 
Boatner, 
Branch, 
Breckinridge, Ark. 
Bretz, 
Brickner, 
birookshire, 
Bryan, 
Burnes, 
Bynum, 
Caminetti, 
Cannon, Cal. 
Capehart, 
Caruth, 
Clark, Mo. 
Cobb, Mo. 
Cockrell, 
Coffeen, 
Coombs, 
Cooper, Fla. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Covert, 

Cox, 

Crain, 
Culberson, 
Cummings, 


Alderson, 


Adams, Ky. 
Adains, Pa. 
Aitken. 
Aldrich, 
Apsley, 
Arnold, 
Avery, 
Babcock, 
Baker, N. H. 
Barnes, 
Bartholdt, 
Bartlett, 
Belden, 

Bell, Colo. 
Beltzyoover, 
Bingham, 
Black, Il. 
Blair, 

Boen, 
Boutelle, 
Bower, N.C. 
Bowers, Cal. 
Brattan, 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Broderick, 
Brosius, 
Brown, 
Bundy, 
Bunn, 
Burrows, 
Cabaniss, 


| Caldwell, 





Canrpbell, 
Cannon, Ill. 
Catchings, 
Causey, 
Chickering, 
Chiids, 
Clancy, 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cockran, 
Cogswell, 
Compton, 
Conn, 
Cooper, Ind. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cornish, 
Cousins, 
Curtis, Kans. 
Curtis, N. Y. 


as follows: 


YEAS—l47. 
Davis, Kyle, 
De Armond, Lane, 


Denson, 
Dinsmore, 
Dockery. 
Donovan, 
Dunn, 
Dunphy, 
Durborow, 
Fdmunds, 
English, 
Enloe, 
Epes, 
Erdman, 
Everett, 
Fielder 
Geary, 
Geissenhainer, 
Lorman, 
Grady, 
Gresham, 
Griffin, 
Haines, 
Hall, Minn 
Halil, Mo. 
Hare, 
Harris, 
Hatch, 
Hayes, 
Henderson, N.C. 
Hines, 
Holman, 
Hudson, 
Hunter, 
Fiutcheson, 
tkirt, 
Kilgore, 





Latimer, 
Lawson, 
Layton 
Lester, 
Lynch, 
Maguire, 
Mallory, 
Marshall, 
Martin, Ind 
McAleer, 
McCreary, Ky 
McCulloch, 
MecDannold, 
McDearmon, 
McEttrick, 





aig. 
McKeighan, 
McLaurin, 
MeMillin, 
McRae, 
Meredith, 
Money, 
Montgomery, 
Morgan, 
Moses, 
Neill, 
Vates, 
O'Neil, 
Paschal, 
Patterson, 
Paynter, 
Pendleton, Tex. 
Pendleton, W. Va. 
Pigott, 
Richards, Ohio 


NAYS--3 


Cadmus, 


Daizell, 
Daniels, 
Davey, 

De Forest, 
Dingley, 
Dolliver, 
Doolittle, 
Draper, 

Ellis, Ky. 
Ellis, Oregon 
Fithian, 
Fletcher, 
Forman, 
Funk, 
Funston, 
Fyan, 
Gardner, 
Gear, 

Gillet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goldzier, 
Goodnight, 
Graham, 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 

Grow, 

Hager, 
Hainer, 
Hammond, 
Harmer 
Harter, 
Hartman, 
Haugen, 
Heard, 
Heiner, 
Henderson, [il 
Henderson, lowa 
Hendrix, 
Hepburn, 
Hermann, 
Hicks, 
Hilborn, 
Hitt. 
Hooker, Miss 
Hooker, N.Y. 
Hopkins, Lil. 
Hopkins, Pa. 
Houk, 
Hulick, 

Kull, 
Johnson, Ind. 


Crawford. 


NOT VOTING 


202. 
Johnson, N. Dak. 
Johnson, Ohio 
Jones, 

Joy, 

Kem, 
Kiefer, 
Kribbs, 
Lacey. 
Lapham, 
Lelever, 
Linton, 
Lisle. 
Livingston, 
Lockwood, 
Loud, 
Loudenslager, 
Lucas, 
Maddox, 
Magner, 
Mahon, 
Marsh, 
Marvin, N. Y. 
McCall, 
McCleary, Minn. 
McDowell, 
McGann, 
MecNagny, 
Meiklejohn, 
Mercer, 
Meyer, 
Milliken, 
Moon, 
Morse, 
Murray 
Mutchler 
Newlands, 
Northway, 
Outhwaite, 
Page, 
Payne, 
Pearson, 
Pence, 
Perkins, 
Phillips, 
Pickler, 
Post, 
Powers, 
Price, 
Quigg. 
Randall, 
Ray, 


Richardson, Mich, 
Richardson, Tenn. 
Ritchie 

Robbins, 
Robertson, La. 
Russell,Ga 

Ryan, 

Sayers, 
Schermerhorn, 
Sheil, 

Sperry, 

Springer, 

Stal ings, 


Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky 
Strait 
Straus, 


Talbert, S.C 
Talbott, Md 
Tate, 

Terry, 
Tracey, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, Va 
Turpin, 
Warner, 
Weadock, 
Wells, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Whiting, 
Williams, Il. 
Williams, Miss, 
Wise, 
Wolverton, 
Woodard. 


Rayner, 
Reed, 
Reiily, 
Reyburn, 
Robinson, Pa. 
Rusk, ‘ 
Russell, Conn. 
Scranton, 
Settle, 
Shaw, 
Sherman, 
Sibley, 
Sickles, 
Simpson, 
Sipe, 
Smith, 
Snodgrass, 
Somers, 
Stephenson, 
Stevens, 
Stone, C. W. 
Stone, W. A. 
Storer, 
Strong, 
Swanson, 
Sweet, 
Tarsney, 
Tawney, 
Taylor, Ind. 
Taylor, Tenn, 
Thomas, 
Tyler, 
U plegraff, 
Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Van Voorhis, Ohte 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Wanger, 
Washington, 
Waugh, 
Vever, 
Wheeler, Ll. 
White, 
Wilson, Ohio 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Woomer, 
Wright, Mass. 
Wright, Pa. 
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The following additional pair was announced 
Mr. CLARKE of Alabama with Mr. HENDERSON: of Illinois, on 


this vote. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


to respond: 


Adams, Pa. 
Aitken, 
Aldrich, 
Alexander, 
Apsley, 
Arnold, 
Baker, Kans. 
Barnes, 
Barthoidt, 
Bartlett, 
Belden, 
Bell, Colo. 
Beltzhoover, 
Bingham, 
Black, Ti. 
Boatner, 
Bower, N. C. 
Branch, 
Bruttan, 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Brookshire, 
Brosius, 
Brown, 
Bundy, 
Bunn, 
Burrows, 
Cabaniss, 
Caldwell, 
Campbell, 
Cate :ings, 
Causey, 
Childs, 
Clancey, 
Cockran, 
Cockrell, 
Compton, 


Cooper, Fila. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cornish, 
Covert, 
Dalzell, 
Davey, 

De Forest, 
Denson, 
Dingley, 
Dinsmore, 
Dolliver, 
Donovan, 
Durborow, 
Ellis. Ky. 
Fithian, 
Fletcher, 
Forman, 
Fyan, 
Geissenhainer, 
Gillet, N. Y¥. 
Goodnight, 
Graham, 
Gresham, 
Griffin, 
Grosvenor, 
Hi 5 
Hainer, 
Hammond, 
Harmer, 
Harter, 
Hayes, 
Heard, 
Heiner, 
Henderson, Il. 
Henderson, lowa 
Hicks, 


On this question the yeas are 
147; the nays are 3; the ayes have it; the motion to reconsider 
is laid on the table, and a call of the House is ordered. 

The roll was called, when the following-named members failed 


Hooker, N. Y. 
Hopkins, Ol. 
Hopkins, Pa. 


Houk, 
Johnson, Ohio 


Kem, 
Kiefer, 


am. 
Lefever, 
Linton. 

e, 
Livingston, 
Loudepslager, 
Lucas, 
Maddox, 
Magner, 
Manon, 


Randall, 


U . 
Van Voorhis, N.Y. 
Van Voorhis, Ohi 
Wadsworth, 

as) 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. On this call 210 gentlemen 


Money, 
Montgomery, 
Morgan, 


oses, 
Neill, 
Oates 
O'Neil, 
Paschal, 
Patterson, 
Paynter, 
Pendleton, Tex. 


Pendleton, W. Va. = 
Pi 


‘ott, 
ce, 


Reilly, 
Richards, Ohio 


Richardson, Mich. 


APRIL 2, 





Stallings, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Storer, 
Strait, 
Straus, 
Swanson, 
Talbert, S. C. 
Talbott, Md. 
Tate, 
Taylor, Ind. 
erry, 
Tracey, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, Va. 
Turpin, 


Richardson, Tenn. Tyler, 


Ritchie, 
Robbins, 
Robertson, La. 
Russell, Ga. 
vers, 
Schermerhorn, 
Sibley, 
Sickles, 


Sperry, 
Springer, 


NAYS—4. 


Ryan, 


NOT VOTING 186. 


have answered to their names. The doors will now be closed, 
and the Clerk will call the names of members who failed to re- 
spond on the first call. On this call excuses for absentees may 
be oTered. 

Mr. REED (when the name of Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania was 
called). Mr. Speaker, I ask that the gentleman from Pennsy!- 
vania [Mr. ADAMS] be excused. 

Mr. BROWN. I object, unless some good reason is given. 

Mr. REED. Objection is made. I now move that he be ex- 
cused. 

Tne question was taken on the motion of Mr. REED, and the 
eens eee re declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. REED. [ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 104, noes 0. 

Mr. REED. I ask for tellers. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. Speaker, having assisted my friend from 
Maine as much as I desire, I withdraw the on. 

Mr. REED. But there has been a vote on question. 

The SPEAKER pro It has not been completed; but 
if the gentieman from makes the t— 

Mr. REED. Oh, [ leave it to the d on of the Chair. The 
gentleman from Indiana[Mr. Brown ]is very kind, and Iam very 


much obliged to him. . 

The SPEAKER pro an The gentleman from Maine asks 
that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ADAMS] be excused, 
and if there be no objection the gentleman will be excused. 


Me PATTERSON. Mr, Speaker, T move that furth 
t. - Mr. move er pro- 
ceedings under the call be dispensed with. 

Mr. REED. Why? I suggest to the gentleman from Tennes- 
see that we have not gone far yet. (|Lawughter.] 

The question being taken on motion of Mr. PATTERSON, the 
Speaker pe tempore declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. REED. I ask for a division. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Let us have the yeas and nays. 


Dockery, Hunter, 
Donovan, Hutcheson, 
Dunn, Ikirt, 
Dunphy, Jones, 
Durborow, Kyle, 
Edmunds, Lane, 
Enloe, atimer, 
Epes, wson, 
Erdman, Layton, 

, Lester, 
Geary, Lockwood, 
Geissenhainer, Lynch, 
Goldvier, Maguire, 
Go’ Mallory, 
Grady, Marshall, 
Gresham, McAieer, 

ai McCreary, Ky 
Hall, Minn McCuiloc 
Hall, Mo McDannold, 
ammondi, McDearmon, 
are, McEttrick, 
Hatch, Meltais” 
atch, c 
ayes, MsMillta, 
Henderson, N.C. McNagny, 
endrix, McRae, 
Hines, Meredith, 
Holman, Meyer, 
Brickner, Kribbs, 
Adams, Ky. Dolliver, 
Adams, Pa. Doolittle, 
Aitken, oe 
Aldrich, Ellis, Ky. 
Apsley, Ellis, Oregon 
Arnold, English, 
Avery, Everett, 
Fithian, 
Baker, N. H. Fletcher, 
arn Forman, 
Bartholdt, Fank, 
Bartlett, Funston, 
Belden, yan, 
Beltzhoover, Gardner, 
Bingham, ear, 
Black, Ill. Gillet, N. Y. 
Blair, Gillett, Mass. 
n, Goodnight 
Boutelle, Graham 
Bowers, Cal. Griffin, 
Breckinridge Ky gaa 
b . Grout, 
Broderick, Grow, 
Brosius Hager, 
Bundy, Hainer, 
Bunn, Harmer, 
Burrows, ~ Harter, 
Cabaniss, Hartman, 
Caldwell, Haugen, 
Campbell, Heard, 
Cannon. WU). Heiner, 
Chickering, Henderson, Ill. 
Childs, Henderson, Io 
Clancey, Hepburn, 
Cobb, Ala. ermann, 
Compton, Hilborn, 
Cooper, Ind. Hi 
Cooper, Wis. Hooker, 
= Hooker, N. Y. 
Curtis. Kans. Hopkins, Pa. 
Cu tis, N. Y. Houk, 
Dalvell, udson, 
Daniels, Hulick, 
De Forest, Hull, 
Dingley, Johnson, Ind. 


Johnson, N. Dak. 
Johnson, Ohio 


ud. 
Loudenslager, 


McCall, 
McCleary, Minn. 
McDowell, 
McKeighan, 
McLaurin, 
Meikiejohn, 
ercer, 
Milliken, 
Moon, 
Morse, 
eter, 
Mutchler, 
Newlands, 
Northway, 
Outhwaite, 


Phillips, 
Pickler. 
Post, 

Powers, 


?, 


dall, 


arner, 
Weadock, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Whiting, 
Williams, fl. 
om Miss. 


ise, 
Woodard, 


Wanger. 


Ray, 
Rayner, 
Reed, 


Reyburn, 
Robinson, Pa. 


usk, 
Russell, Conn. 


Sherman, 
ee 
pe, 
Smith, 
Sno.igrass, 
Somers, 
Ste; henson, 
Stevens, 
Stone, C. W. 
Stone, W. A. 
Strong, 
Sweet, 
Tarsney, 
Tawney, 
Taylor. Tenn. 


Waugh, 


Mr. COBB of Alabama voted, but, being paired, withdrew his 
vote. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Upon this question the yeas are 


162 and the nays are 4. 


ceed 


ter. 


The ayes 

under the call are dispensed with. 
Mr. PAtTERSON. Mr. Speaker, I move 

now adjourn, and asi that th.t motion be voted down. 


ve it, and 


all further pro- 


that the House do 


{Laugh- 


r. REED. Lask for a division. I am surprised at the con- 


duct of the 
Mr. PA 


[atr. P 


ERSON. 
protempore. The 


have his motion ~ntaeen. {Lau rhter 


tleman from Tennessee. |Laughter.]} 

I ask for the yeas and 8. 

SPEAKER gentleman from Tennessee 

ATTERSON] moves that the House do now adjourn, and 

upon that isueia the ye:s and 
Mr. BOUTELLE. I do not thin 

in the House that the gentleman from 


are demanded. 
it is generally understood 
Tennessee 


has asked to 


ee Lene tee ah taediieiean Siemeaie oni teies thie 


that the ayes seemed to have it. 
. REED. 


ask for tellers on ordering the yeas and nays. 


yeas and nays were ordered. 
nea gn was taken; and there were—yeas 162, nays 4, not 
voting 186; as follows: 
Cal. , Fla. 
onee, Bland, Cannon, eeaper ~~ 
er’, eo N.C. — ong 
Bai cho ee co 
Tex. um, Armond, 
‘Ga. Caminetti, 


a 


Tellers were ordered, and the Speaker pro tempore appointed 
Tne House divided; and the teliors reported 88, noes 67 

; —~ayes 88, noes 57. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 





1894. 





Mr. REED. I move to reconsider the vote by which the yeas 
and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has some doubt—— 

Mr. REED. The Chair must not make any mistake. That 
motion is correct. 

The SPE (KER pro tempore. 
nian upon that question. 

Mr. REED. Well, if the Chair wants to go wrong I shal! not 
undertake to prevent him, but the motion to reconsider is cer- 
tainly admissible. 

Mr. DOCKERY. 

The SPEAKER pve tempore. 


The Chair will hear the gentlc- 


were ordered. 

Mr. REED. Tellers were requested on ordering the yeas and 
nays, and ¢he yeas and nays were ordered. I voted in favor of 
the yeas and nays, but, having thought the matter over, I now 
move to reconsider the vote by which they were ordered. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. SPRINGER. That motion can be made, but we can not 
take the yeas and nays upon it. 

Mr. REED. I have no desire to embarrass the Chair, and in 
order to allow him full opportunity for an examination of the 


[think that motion isin order, Mr. Speaker. | } 
The gentlem in from Tennessee | *: 
moved that the House adjourn, and upon that the yeas and nays | 
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question I will withdraw the motion. 
A MEMBER. That motion is sound. 


Mr. REED. Entirely sound, but unless the Chair is quite sat- 


isfied of that [ will not insist on the motion. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


The Chair would, of course, be 
willing to entertain the motion if it be in order, but there is 


some doubt in the mind of the Chair on that point. 


Mr. REED. In my opinion the motion to reconsider is ad- 


missible. 
The SPEAKER protempore. 


The Chair understands the gen- 


tleman to withdraw the motion. 
Mr. REED. Well, T will not withdraw it. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


The question then is on the mo- 


tion to reconsider, if the gentleman insists upon it. 


Mr. BURROWS. There is no question that the motion is in 


order. 


Mr. REED. None whatever. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (having put the question on the 
The noes seem to have it. 


motion to reconsider). 
Mr. REED. Division. 


The question being again taken, there were—ayes 37, noes 114. 


So the motion to reconsider was rejected. 


The SPEAKER. 


The question is now upon the motion of the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PATTERSON] that the House 


adjourn, upon which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 


The question was taken: and there were—yeas 4, nays 161, not 


voting 187; as follows: 





Adams, Ky Davey Hopkins, Pa. Ran 
| Adams. Pa Davis. Houk, R 
Aitken, De Fores! Hulick ; 
| Aldrich Dingley, Hull, R 
Ap ley. Dolliver, Johnson, Ind. I 
Arnold, Doolittle Johnson, N m, Pa 
Avery, Draper, Johnson, Ohfo 
Babcock, Dunphy, Joy, nn 
| Baker, N. H Ellis, Ky. Kem, 
} Barnes, Ellis. Oregon Kiefer 
B 10ldt English, Kilgore 
B ett, Fithian, Lacey, 
|B hoover Fletcher Lapham 
wham Forman Lefever 
! tl Fun«, Linton 
| Blair, Funston Lis 
Boen, Fyan, Livingston 
Boutelle, Gardner Loud 
| Bowers, Cal. Gear, Loude ig n 
Brattan, Geary, Luc 
| Breckinridge, Ky. Gilet, N. Y. Maddox W 
} Broderick, Gillett, Mass. Magner \ 
Brosius Goodnight, Mawuire 
| Bundy, Graham, Mahon 
Bunn, Griffin, Marsh 
| Burrows, Grosvenor, Marvin, N. ¥ 
Caldwell, Grout, MeCall, 
Campbell, Grow, McDowell, in 
Cannon, fl Hager, Meiklejohn 
} Chickering, Hainer, Mercer, traf, 
Childs Hammond Milliken VanVoorhis, N, Y¥ 
} Clancy, Harmer, Moon, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Cobb, Ala Harter, Morse, Wadsworth 
| Cobb. Mo Hartman, Murray, Walker, 
| Cockran, Hauven, Mutchlev, Wanver 
Cogswell Heard, Newlands, Washingt 
Compton Heiner, Northway Waugh 
Cooper, Ind Henderson, Ul. Page, Wever 
Cooper, Wis Henderson,lowa Payne, Wheeler, fl 
Cornich, Hepburn, Pearson, White, 
Cousins Hermann, Pence, Wils »n, Ohio 
Crain, Hicks, Perkins, Wilson, Wash 
Crawford, Hilborn, Phillips, Wilson. W. Va 
Curtis, Kans Hits, Pickler, Woomer 
Curiis. N. Y Hooker, Miss Post, Wright, Mass 
Dalvell. Hooker, N. Y Powers, Wright, Pa 
} Daniels, Hopkins, Ii! Quigg, 
| So the motion to adjourn was rejected. 
Mr. PATTERSON. I move acall of the House. 
' 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (having put the question on the 
motion for acall). The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. REED. Division. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 96, noes 2. 

Mr. REED. I shall have to ask for tellers. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yeas and nays. 

The question being taken on ordering the yeas and nay 
were—ayes 36. 

The SPRAKER pro tempore. A sufficient number. 

Mr. REED. I call for tellers on the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered, 38 votingin favor thereof; and Mr. Reep 
'and Mr. PATTERSON were appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported 
noes 42. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. REED. I move a reconsideration. 

The S-°EAKER pro temoore. The gentleman from Maine 
moves to reconsider the vote by which the yeas and uays were 
ordered. 

The question being taken, there were on a division (called for 
| by Mr. ReED)—ayes 32, noes 94. 

Mr. REED. Tellers. 
Tellers were ordered, 39 voting in favor thereof; and Mr. 

PATTERSON and Mr. REED were appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 109, 
| noes 0. 
| So the motion to reconsider the vote ordering the yeas and 
nays was a:rreed to. 
| The question recurring on ordering the yeas and nays, there 
| were—ayes 41i, noes 123. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. A sufficient number having 
| voted in the affirmative, the yeas and niys are orJlered. 
| Mr.PAYNE. I demand tellers on ordering the yeas and nays. 
| S>veral MemBeRS. Too late. 
| The SPEAKER protempore. 
| is not too late. 
Tellers were ordered, 46 voting in favor thereof; and Mr. Pat- 
| TERSON and Mr. REED were appinted. 
The House again divided, and the tellers reported—yeas 57, 
noes none. 
| So the yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 16%, nays 1, not 
| voting 183; as follows: 


3, there 


ayes 79%, 


The Chair thinks the gentleman 


YEAS—4. 
Kribbs, Lockwood, Mallory. McGann. 
NAYS—1i61. 

Abbott, Cooper, Tex. Latimer Ritchie, 
Alderson, Covert, Lawson, Robbins, 
Alexander, Cox, Layton, Robertson, La. 
Allen, Culberson, Lester, Russell, Ga. 
Bailey, Cummings, a Ryan, 
Baker, Kans De Armond, arshall, Savers, 
Baldwin, Denson, Martin, Ind. Schermerhorn, 
Bankhead, Dinsmore McAleer, Shell, 
Barwig, Dockery, McCleary, Minn. Sibley, 
Beiden, Donovan, MeCreary, Ky. Sickles, 
Beil. Colo. nn, McCulloch, Sperry, 
Bell, Tex. Durborow, McDannold, Springer, 
Berry, Edmunds, McDearmon, Stockuale, 
Black, Ga. Enloe, McEttrick, Stoue, Ky. 
Bland, Epes, McKaig, Strait, 
Boatner, Erdman McKeighan, Straus, 
Bower, N.C. Everett, McLaurin, Swanson 
Branch, ider, MeMiltin, Talbert, S. C. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Geissenhainer, McNagny. Talbott, Md. 
Bretz, Goldzier, McRae, Tate, 
Brickner, Gorman. Meredith. Taylor, Ind. 
Brookshire. Grady, Meyer, ‘erry, 
own, Gresham, ome. * 

yan, Haines. onutgomery, Tucker, 
Burnes, Hall, Minn. Morgan, Turner, Ga. 
Bynum, Hall, Mo. Moses, , Va. 
Cabaniss, Hare, Neill, T 
Cadmus, Harris, Oates, 7 
Caminetti, Hateh, O'Neil, arner, 
Cannon, Cal Hayes, Outhwaite, Weadock, 
Capehart, Henderson,N.C Paschal, Wells, 
Caruth, Hendrix, Patterson, Wheeler, Ala. 
Catchings, Hines, Paynter, Whiting. 
Geiinn Ramen «= Beaute Va. Witte 

) udson, ton, ja. s 
Clarke, Ala. Hun er, Pigots, Wise. 
Hutcheson. Woiverton. 

Coffeen, Tkirt, y- 
Conn. a Richards, Ohio 
Coombs, le, Richardson, Mich. 
Cooper, Fila. Lane Richardson, 


YEAS—1é. 
Abbott, Allen, Bankhead, Biack, Ga. 
Alderson, Bailey, Barwig. Bland, 
AMtrich, Baker. Bell, Tex Boatner, 
Alexander, Baldwin, Berry. Boen, 
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Boutelle, Durborow, 


Lester, 
Bower, N. C. Edmunds, Lockwood, Richardson, Mich 
Branch, English, ae. Richardson, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Enloe, Ritchie, 
Bretz, Epes, Mallory Robbins, 
Brickner, Erdman, Mars Robertson, La. 
Brookshire, Everett, Martin. b Russell, Ga. 
Bryan, Fielder, McAleer, Ryan, 
Bynum, Geary, , Ky. Sayers, 
Cabaniss, Geissenbainer, McCull Schermerhorn, 
Cadmus, Goidzier, cDannold, Shell, 
Caminetti Gorman, McDearm Sibley, 
Cannon, Cal Grady, McEttrick, 8 ger, 
Capehart, Gresham, McGann, s lings, 
Caruth. Haines, McKaig, Stone, Ky. 
Catchin Hall, Minn. McLaurin, Strait, 
k, Mo. Hall, Mo. McMillin, Straus, 
Clarke, Ala. Hammond, cNagny, Swanson 
bb, Mo. Hare cRae, Talbert, 8. C. 
Cockrell Harris, Meredith, Talbott, Md. 
Coffeen, Hatch, Meyer, Tate, 
Conn, . Hayes, en, Taylor, Ind, 
Coombs Henderson, N.C. Money, Terry, 
Cooper, Fila. Hendrix, Montgomery, Tracey, 
Cooper, 63, Morgan, Tucker, 
Covert, Holman, Moses, Turner, Ga. 
Cox, Hudson, Neill, Turner, Va. 
ain, unter, Oates, Turpin, 
Crawford, Hutchinson, O'Neil, ler, 
Culberson, kirt, Outbwaite, arner, 
Davey, Jones, Paschal, ells, 
Davis, Kilgore. Patterson, Wheeler, Ala. 
De Armond, Kribbs, Paynter, hiting, 
more, Kyle, Pendleton, Tex. illiams, Ill. 
Dockery, Lane, Pendleton, W. Va. Williams, Miss. 
Donovan, Latimer, Pigott, § 
unn, Lawson, Price, Wolverton, 
Dunphy, Layton, illy, Woodard. 
NAYS-—1. 
Weadock. 
NOT VOTING—183. 
Adams, Ky. Daniels, Hull, Reed, 
Adama, Pa. De Forest, Johnson, Ind. Reyburn, 
ses. pounce, eee, a a eneen, Pa. 
psley, ey. ohnson, oO Usk, 
Arnold, Dolliver, Joy, Russell, Conn. 
Avery, Doolittle, Kem, Scranton, 
Babcock. Draper, Kiefer, Settle, 
Baker, N. H. Ellis, Ky. Lacey, Shaw, 
es, Oregon, Sherman 
Bartholdt, Fithian, a Sickles, 
Bartlett, Fletcher, Linton, Simpson, 
Belden, Forman, Lisle, Sipe, 
Bell, Colo, Funk, Livingston, Smith, 
Belthoover, Funston, Loud, Snodgrass, 
ingham, Fyan, Loudenslager, Somers, 
Black, Il Gardner, Lucas, Sperry, 
lair, Gear, Maddox, Stephenson, 
Bowers, Cal. Gillet, N. Y. Magner, Stevens, 
eatesdes K Goodnight a a Sto o.W 
, Ky. me, C. 
Brode . ° raham, Marvin, N. Y. Stone, W. A. 
Brosius, Griffin, McCall, Storer, 
Brown, Grosvenor, McCh , Minn. Strong, 
Bundy, Grout, McDowe Sweet, 
Bunn, Grow, McKeighan, ‘Tarsney, 
Burnes, H . Meiklejohn, ‘Tawney 
urrows, ner, Mercer, Taylor, Tenn. 
Caldwell Harmer, Moon, ‘Thomas, 
Campbell, Harter, Morse, ee 
Cannon, Il. Hartman, M 3 an Voorhis, N.Y 
Causey, ugen, Mu . Van Voorhis, 
Chickering, H Newlands, Wadsworth, 
Childs, Heiner, Northway, Walker, 
Clancy, Henderson, Ill. Page, Ww z 
Cobb, Ala. Henderson, Iowa, Payne, Wi 
ce Hepburn, Pearson, v—~ 
Cogswi ann, Pence, . 
Com Perkins, . 
Cooper, Ind Hil Phillips, te, 
Cooper, Hitt . Filson, 
, Miss. Post, Wilson, Wash. 
Cousins, Hooker, N. ¥ Powers, Wilson, W. Va. 
Hopkins, Quigg. ‘oomer, 
Curtis, Kaa Hopkins, Pa. L, Wright, Mass. 
urtis, N. Y. ) Ray, righ 
Daizell, Batic, Rayner, 


So a call of the House was ordered. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the call of the House was ordered. 
Mr. eign Did the gentleman from Maine vote with 
on that 


as POUTELLE. eee 
Mr. rhe “gentleman from Maine” did. He 


knows enough to do that, strange as it may appear to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Speaker, it is evident we can not 
get a quorum this afternoon, and I wish to give notice that this 
case will be called up to-morrow—— 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Regular order. 
Mr. PATTERSON (continuing). At the opening of the ses- 
Let us have the regular order. 


sion of the House —— 
will be pressed to a 


Mr. BURROWS. 
Mr. PATTERSON (continuing). And 

conclusion, the House being asked to remain in continuous ses- 

sion for that purpose. 


: Sera. Mr. Speaker, I have demanded the regu- 
ar order. 

The SPEAKER pvo tempore. What motion does the gentle- 
man from Tennessee submit? 

Mr. PATTERSON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair, if there be no objec- 
tion, will direct the Clerk to announcea committee appointment 
of the S er before submitting the motion to adjourn. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Speaker appoints Mr. STALLINGS of Alabama on the Committee on 
Pensions. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
rted that they had examined and found ae the bill 
H.R. 1919) authorizing the Texarkana and Fort Smith Rail- 
way Cnngeey to bridge Caddo Lake at or near Mooringsport, 
La., and Cross Bayou, near Shreveport, La.; when the Speaker 
signed the same. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment joint 
resolution (H. Res. agg ye print the Agricultural pees for 1893. 

The motion of Mr. PATTERSON was then agree ; and ac- 
cordingly (at 4 o’clock and 35 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
journed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. STONE of Kentucky, from 
the Committee on War Claims, reported with amendment the 
bill (H. R. 2288) for the relief of W. H. Dupre; which, with the 
accompanying report (No. 644), was ordered to be printed and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were 
introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H.R. 6527) to incorporate the 
National Rapid Transit Company—to the Committee on the Ju- 


diciary. 

By Mr. TUCKER (by request: A bill (H. R. 6528) to amend the 
jurisdiction act of 1887 so as to abrogate Federal jurisdiction in 

tate corporations—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H.R. 6529) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the St. Croix River between Wis- 
consin and Minnesota—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

y Mr. MEYER: A bill (H. R. 6533) donating the United 
States Marine Hospital in the city of New Orleans, am bs the 
rs 


“| corporation of said city—to the Committee on Naval A 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were oa and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BLAIR: A bill (H. R. 6530) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the record of Charles T. Hurd, formerly a lands- 


‘man in the United States Navy—to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: A bill (H. R. 6531) to pension Nancy 
Gabrilla Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 6532) — an honorable 
discharge to William B. Barnes—to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 

By Mr. MEREDITH (by uest): A. bill (H. R. 6534) grant- 
ing a pension to Thomas J. O’Roark—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6535) for the relief of Sarah A. Skinner—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R. 6536) to remove the charge 
of desertion against James E. Gray—to the Committee on Mili- 


tary Affairs. 
Mr. NORTHWAY: A on . R. 6537) toremove thecharge 
of onorable dismissal of W. H. tle from the mili 

service of the United States—to the Committee on Military 


red ct dee Delain, took Baten Rouge, Late the 
. ’ n ouge, — e 
Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6539) for the relief of Mary C. Daiges, of 
East Baton , La.—to the Committee on War Clams. 
Mr. SWANSON: A bill (H.R. 6540) for the relief of W.B. 
the Committee on Claims. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CAPEHART: Evidence to accompany H. R. 6453, for 
relief of J. S. Henson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, evidence to accompany H. R. 6455, for relief of Taply 
Beckwith—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, evidence to accompany H. R. 6455, for the relief of Wil- 
liam Seicks—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, evidence to accompany H. R. 6454, granting a pension to 
Cynthia Powell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COUSINS: Petition of members of Center Camp, No. 
892, Modern Woodmen of America, of Center Junction, lowa, 
favoring the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads 

By Mr. COX: Petition of Thomas J. Lawson, sr., Wayne 
County, Tenn., asking that his claim be referred to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee or War Claims. 

Also, petition of Shield Simms and Harmon Bryant, estate of 
Josiah Youngblood, deceased, of Wayne County, Tenn., to ac- 
company House bill 6519—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FUNK: Petition of the faculty of Illinois Wesleyan 
University and of W. B. Merrill and others. students of said 
university, praying for the passage of the Manderson-Hainer 
bill, H. R. 4897—to the Committee on the Post-Oifico and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. GEAR: R»solution and petition of Lee Lodge, No. 38, 
of lowa Legion of Honor, signed by 100 persons, asking for the 
passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill, admitting to the mails as 
second-class matter college and fraternal papers—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Petition of A. J. McIn- | 


tosh, Alfred Rowe, Bradley Gilman, and 41 other citizens of 
Springfield, Mass., in behalf of the Indians—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 


Also, petition for the suppression of lotteries—to the Commit- | 


tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GORMAN: Petition by resolution of the Michigan 
Knights of the Grip, asking for the passage of the bill for the 
issuance of 5,000-mile tickets or books interchangeable on all 
railroads and giving special privileges to baggage—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of 28 citizens of York, Mich., asking for the 
passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill, for admitting fraternal 
society publications to the mails as second-class matter—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of 33 citizens of Saline, Mich., asking for the 
passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill, in favor of admitting fra- 
ternal society publications to the mails as second-class matter— 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Detroit Steam Fitter’s Union, No. 8; of Ma- 
rine Engineers’ Benevolent Association; of the Machine Wood- 
workers’ Union; of the Shoe Cutters’ Union; of the Iron-Work- 


ers’ Protective Union; of the Bricklayers and Stonemasons’ | 


Union, and of the Journeymen Stonecutters’ Union, all of De- 
troit, Mich., asking for Government ownership and control of 


the telegraph systems of the country—to the Committee on the | 


Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
By Mr. HAGER: Resolutions of the Iowa State Veterinary 


Medical Association, recommending that appointment of veter- | 


inarians in the Bureau of Animal Industry be made on the merit 
system, etc.—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
By Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa: Petition of Alba Miller and 


15 others, of Mason City, Iowa, favoring the passage of the Man- | 


derson-Hainer bills, S. 1353, H. R. 4897—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, paper from the Iowa State Veterinary Medical Associa- 
tion, Oskaloosa, Iowa, favoring the recommendation of the Sec- 


retary of Agriculture that the appointment of veterinarians in | 


the Bureau of Antmal Industry be made in the merit system and 
under the control of the Civil Service Commission—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HULL: Petition of I. H. Merrill and 59 other citizens 
of Des Moines, fowa, asking the passage of more stringent laws 
to suppress lotteries—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Itoads. 

Also, petition of Walnut Camp, No. 1695, Modern Woodmen 


of America, Tracy, Iowa, asking that the fraternal press be ad- 


mitted to the mails as second-class matter—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-ioads. 

Also, petition of L. E. Pack and 12 other citizens of Marion 
County, Iowa, asking for the passage of the Manderson-Hainer 
bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LOCK WOOD: Petition of citizens of Buffalo, to amend 
the interstate commerce law to insure steady, stable, and equit- 
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able freight rates—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN: Petition from Clark, Nebr., for ad- 
mission to the mails as second-class matter publications of fra- 
ternal and benevolent societies—tothe Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PICKLER: Petition of R. T. Payne and 19 others, of 
Henry, S. Dak., and William T. Jonesand 77 others, of Madison, 
S. Dak., in favor of the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-loads. 

By Mr. POST: Petition of the Iilinois Blue Label League, 
| with a membership of over 4,000 cigar-makers, against an in- 
creased revenue tax upon cigars made in this country--to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of 36 citizens, together with Phoenix Lodge. No. 
65, O. M. P., 165 members, in favor of the Manderson-Hainer 
bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan: Resolution of Carpen- 
ters’ Union No. 42, of Detroit, in favor of governmental control 
of telegraph systems—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post- Roads. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennossee: Petitionof W. H. Weak- 
ley, grand recorder, Ancient Order of United Workmen, of Ten- 
nessee, for the passage on the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of citizens of Hartford, Conn., in 
| tavor of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Koads 

By Mr. STEVENSON: Petition of Bricklayers and Stonecut- 
| ters’ Union and of Iron Workers’ Protective Union, in favor of 
| governmental ownership and control of the telegraph systems— 
to the Committee on the Post-Ollice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TYLER: Claim of First Baptist Church, Suffolk, Va., 
| for damages to property by Federal troops in L852 and 18to—to 

the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON of Ohio: Petition of Trades and Labor As- 
sembly of Springfield, Ohio, against increased internal-revenue 
tax on cigars—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 





SENATE, 
TuESDAY, April 3, 1894. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MiLeurn, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 

| Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 1686) granting a pension to Margaret English; 
| and 

A bill (H.R. 4606) to amend sections 5365 and 5366 of the Re- 
| vised Statutes. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
| had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 1919) authorizing the Tex- 
arkana and Fort Smith Railway Company to bridge Caddo Lake 
at or near Mooringsport La., and Cross Bayou, near Shreve- 
port, La.; and it was thereupon signed by the Vice-President. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. HARRIS presented the petition of W. H. Meadow, W. 
| P. Rogers, and 2Vother citizensof Waverly, Humphreys County, 
| Tenn., praying that building and loin associations be exempted 
| from the operation of the proposed income tax; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I present a petition of the chiefs, head- 
| menand members of the Yankton tribe of Sioux Indians. pray- 

ing the passage of the bill affecting their treaty with the United 
States Government for the relinquishment of their surplus land; 
which I move be printed as a document to accompany the bill 
: (S. 1538) to ratify and confirm an agreement with the Yankton 
| tvibe of Sioux or Dakota Indians in South Dakota, and to make 
| appropriations for carrying the same intoe'Tect, which is now 
on the Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PELTIGREW presented a petition of citizens of Alces- 
ter, S. Dak., praying thatfraternal society and college journals 
be admitted to the mails as second-class matter: which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Oifices und Post-Roads. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of St. Paul, Minn., praying for the speedy settlement of the 
tariff question; which was or.lered to lie on the table. 
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He also presented a petition of 100 citizens of St. Charles, 
Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation suppressing the 
lottery traflic; which was referred to the Committee on the Ju- 


diciary. 

Mr. BATE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Tennes- 
see, praying that fraternal society and coilege journals be ad- 
mitted to the mails as second-class matter; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Ollices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PASCO presented the petition of N. Burck and 88 others, 
residents of White City, Fla., favoring an appropriation for 
improving the St. Lucie River in that State; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commeree. 

Mr.CALL. I presenta memorial signed by J. J. Sullivan, 
mayor; Joshua Mizell, E. P. Ault; K. B. Harvey, president of 
the board of trade, and A. K. Demmary and Col. Isaac H. Tra- 
bue, of the Democratic executive committee, all prominent 
citizens of the State of Florida, remonstrating amen the triv- 
ial ene made for the improvement of Charlotte Har- 
bor and ace River, in that State. and calling attention to 
resolutions adopted by the Florida Pebble Phosphate Miners’ 
Association, praying that suitable appropriations be made for 
the improvement of this river and harbor, since they are the nat- 
ural outlet of the vast phosphate trafficof South Florida. I move 
that the memorial be referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and that it be printed as a miscellaneous document. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Finance, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1142) directing the ing and refining 
of buliion to be carried on at the United States assay ollice at 
Helena, Mont., reported it without amendment. 

Mr. MCMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was re’erred the amendment submitted by Mr. 
MARTIN on the 2th ultimo, intended to be proposed to the Dis- 
trict appropriation bill, reported it favorably, and moved that 
it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; 
which was d to, 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 

was referred the bill (H R. 5276) to authorize Commander F.. W. 
Dickens, of the United States Navy, to accept a decoration of the 
cross of naval merit of the third class from the King of Spain, 
reported it without amendment. 
/ Mr. CAREY, from the Committee on Territories, to whom 
was r ferred the bill (8. 166) to provide for the punishment of 
offenses committed in the Yellowstone National Park, reported 
it with an amendment and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 679) to provide for the location and satisfac- 
tion of outstanding uiittery eden land warrants and cortificates 
of location, under sec:ion 3 of the act approved June 2, 1858, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. KYLE, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to 
whom was referred the biil (S. 512) te provide for a commission 
on the subject of the‘lcoholic liquor traffic, reported it with 
amendments and moved that it be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations as an amendment intended to be to the 
legislitive, éxecutive, and judicial appropriation bill; which 
was ag , 

: BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. BLANCHARD introduced a bill (S. 1852) to provide an 
Amorican register for the steamer S. Oteri: which was read 
twice by its title, and refe red to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HARRIS introdueed a bill (S. 1853) for the allowance of 
certain claims for stores and sup reported by the Court of 
Cla‘ms under the provisions of act approved 3, 1883, 
eom uonly known as the Bowman act; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MORGAN introdveed a bill (S. 1854) to increase the effi- 
ciency of the foreign service of the United and to provide 
for the reorganization of the Department of State and con- 
gular and di lomatic service; w 


He hae accompanied 
isa paper full of valuable suggestions. 
be printed, and, wi 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. ; 

Mr. DAVIS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 

ide Committee on Indien AMlaire, and ordered to ts printed. 
' on 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment intended to be 

proposed by him to the invalid which 


bill 
r, be referred to the 








was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. QUAY submitted two amendments intended to be pro- 

sed by him to the District appropriation bill; which were re- 

eae the Committee on Appropriaticns, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. GORDON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
pes by him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was re- 

eae a the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. HOAR submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the diplomatic and consular appropriation bil; which 
was read, referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and 
ordered to be printed, as follows: 

To enable the ambassadors of the United States at London, Paris, and 


Berlin each to employ a stenographer and typewriter at an expense not ex- 
ceeding 1,500 per year, $4,506. ¥. 


AMENDMENTS TO THE REVENUE BILL. 

Mr. ALLEN submitted sundry amendments intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill (H. a 4864) to reduce taxation, to 
provide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes; 
which were ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. VEST submitted sundry amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H.R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to pro- 
vide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes; which 
ae a to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be 
printed. 


NS 





WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion.of Mr. WILSON, it was 


Ordered, Vhat W. Hardwick have permission to withdraw the pa- 
pers filed in connection with the bill to remove the charge of desertion 
his military record, said charge of desertion having been removed 

by the War Department. 


STATISTICS RELATING TO WHEAT. 


Mr. PETTIGREW submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Whereas the following resolu:ions were adopted by the Senate on Feb- 
ruary 12, 1884, to w.t: 

_ @ nuniber of leading commercial newspapers like Bradstreets’ 
Weekly, theCincinnati Price Current, and many ovhers, persistently dispute 
the of the Agricultural Department relating to the yearly wheat 
‘difecumecy ot ailsoams ‘pacioas, usually largesy-imecsaaing, tease.quaei 

eountry at t ods. us arge. .quanti- 
pena those published in the reports and estimates of said ‘Depart. 
ment; an 
“Whereas such printed statements from unauth sources largely con- 
trol the market price of wheat, and thereby reduce its ce to American 
wheat ‘to their great injury if the reports estimates of the 
Agricultural Department are correct: Therefore 
“Resolved, That the Secretary of Agriculture be, and he is hereby, re- 
quested to send to the Senate at his ear convenience— 
~ First. A statement of all the wheat, including the visible and invisible, 


Pp 

1, 1804, the amount of wheat that 

purpose in this country between February 1 and July, 

1894, together with the amount of wheat and fiour as wheat that has been ex- 

ported out of thiscountry since March 1,183. with the surp1us that will be avail- 

able forexport between February | and July 1, 18M, after deducting the above 

amounts from the estimated s on March 1, 1893, and the entire wheat 

of that year, according to the latest information and most reliabie ex- 
pertoncetouna in monet enn ll and 

Over six -have elapsed without eliciting any reply to said 


fore 
it now further resol That the Secretary of Agriculture be. and he is 
2 ents answers to said resolutions to the Senate within 
three days from this date. 


PUBLIC LANDS IN OREGON AND WASHINGTON. 

Mr. MITCHELL of submitted the following resolu- 
tion, which was by ous consent, agreed 
to: r 

directed 
re em eet TET 
in such list to 

state 
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HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 
ead twice by its title, and referred to the Commitioe on 


bill (H. R. 4606) to amend sections 5365 and 5346 of the Re- 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
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1894. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. 
L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President 
had on the 2:th ultimo approved and signed the act (S. 26U) to 
amend an act entitled “An act to authorize the construction of 
a bridge across the Missouri River at the most accessible point 
between the city of Kansas and the town of Sibley, inthe county 
of Jackson and State of Missouri,” approved March 3, 1887. | 

The messige also announced that the President of the United | 
States had on April 2 approved and signed the following acts | 
and joint resolution: 

An act (S. 1749) to authorize the construction of a bridge over | 


the Monongahela River at Glenwood, Pa.; | ‘ 


An act ‘5S. 574) for the relief of Dwight Hall; and 

The joint resolution (S. R. 8) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Interior to cause the settlementof the accounts of Special Agents 
Moore and Woodson, under the treaty of 1854, with the Delaware 
Indians, ete. 





ISSUE OF BONDS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER], com- 
ing over from a previous day. 

‘he Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. PEF FER 
March 23, 1894, as follows: 

The Senate having under consideration the a resolution: 

‘Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be, and it is eT imstructed 
$e a and report, as soon as practicable, a bill to repeal allla 

g or 
interest-bearing obligations of the Government, and to prohibit any and ail 
such —— - future without express authority by act of Congress first had 
and obtained ""— 


ws author- 


Mr. PEFFER. I ask for the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I think the resolution ought to be referred 
to the Committee on Finance. I donot think we should instruct 
the committee, but it should be referred. Theeommittee would 
no doubt —— upon it. I move the reference of the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Ohio to refer the pending resolution to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr.STEWART. Mr. President, [hope the resolution will not 
be referred, but that itwill be passed. ‘he United States has no 
occasionfor gold. It owesno gold, and there is nooccasion to in- 
crease the national debt to buy gold. A false impression has been 
created by brokers and others interested inselling Dnited States 
bonds that.such bonds are payable in gold. Such is notthe fact. 
The United States has no bonds, circulating notes, or other obliga- 
tions payable in gold. Every obligation of the United States of 

y name or nature, except gold certiticates, is payable in coin 
of either gold or silver, at the option of the Government. 

In 1878 acclaim was made by interested parties that United 
States bonds were gold obligations. All the bonds then and 
now outstanding, including the $50,000,000 loan of February 1, 
1894, are payable in coin, not gold coin. To correct the errone- 
ous impress on then existing, the late Judge Stanley Matthews, 
of the Supreme Court of the United States, at that time Senator 
in Co , introduced the following resolution: 

Whereas by the act entitled *‘An act to strengthen the public credit.’’ ap- 

oved March 18, 1869, it was provided and declared that the faith of the 

States was solemnly pledced to the ent, in coin or its 
equivalent, of all the interest-bearing obligations of the United States, ex- 
cept. in cases where the law authorizing the issue of such obligations had 
expressly provided that the same might be paid in lawful money or other 
currency gold and silver; a 

Whereas all bonds of the United States authorized to be issued by the 
act en “An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt,” a 
eo July 14, 1870, by the terms of said act were declared to be redeemable 

coin of the socal ee standard value, bearing interest payable semi- 
‘annually in.such coi; and 

Whereas ali bonds of the United States authorized to be issued under the 
act entitled “‘An act to vide for the resumption of ie payments,” ap- 
re , are required to be of the description of bonds of the 
States bed in the said act of Co approved July 14, 1870, 
entitled “An act toauthorize the refunding of the national debt; and 


Whereas, at the date of the passage of said act of last aforesaid, 
to wit, the lth day of July, the coin of the U States of standard 
"value of that date included silver dollars of the tof 4124 grains each, 
declared by the act a ane 18, 1837, enti “An act supplemen- 

to the aci entitled ‘An act establishing a mint and regulating thecoins 
United States.’*’ to be a legal tender of payment, according to their 


whatever: ore 
Resolved Senate ouse Representatives concurring therein), 
That all the bonds ot The Untied Seales issued, or authorized to be issued. 
under the said acts of Congress hereinbefore are payable, principal 
a interest, at the option of the Government of the United States, insilver 
lars of the co! of the United States, containing 412) grains each of 
standard silver: that to restore to its some such silver coinsas a legal 
‘tender in t of said bonds, cipal interest, is not in violation 
of the: .« faith, nor in: of the rights of the public creditor. 
This resolution, after exhaustive debate, passed the Senate on 
the 25th of January, 1875, by a vote of 42 to 20. 
And the resolution was concurred in by the House of Repre- 
sentatives on the 28th of the same month by a vote of 227 to %5. 
(CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, volume 7, part 1, Forty-fifth Con- 


gress, second session, pages 564 and 626.) 
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The outstanding interest-bearing debt of the United Sta: x, 
according to the Treasury statement of the public debtof March 
1, 1894, is as follows: 





Title of loan. Authorizing act. Rate ws 
sia —_—}- ? . sei 

j Per et. 
Funded loan of 1891. _.....) July 14, 1870, and Jan. 20, i871 4\* £25, 364, 500 
Funded loan of 1907_...._. | July 14, 1870, and Jan. 20, 1871 4 559, 615, 250 
Refun@ing certificates__..| February 28, 1879____. : 4 61, 100 
YY ff eee | January 14, 1875_..... 5 40, 831, 150 
} ee 
ae 625, 872, 000 


* Continued at 2 per cent. 


The act of July 14, 1870, provides, as stated in the foregoing 
resolution, for redemption in coin of the then standard value, 
which consisted of gold dollars containing 25,4, grains of standard 
gold, and silver dollarscontaining 412: grains of stand :rd silver. 
The act of January 20, 1871, relates to the amountof bonds to be is- 
sued under the funding act of July 14, 1870, and does notchange the 
character of the bonds. The actof February 26, 1879, authorizes 
the issuance of certificates for the deposit of lawful money, not 
gold coin, and also-provides that such certificates may be con- 
verted into 4 per cent bonds issued under the funding act of 
July 14, 1870. The loan of 1904, mentioned in the foregoing 
table, was made under the resumption act of January 14, 1870, 
which provides for the sale of bonds issued under the funding 
act of July 14, 1870. 

From this statement it will be seen that the entire bonded 
debt of the United States is redeemable in either silver or gold 
coin, according to the provisions of thefunding actof 1870. The 
coin with which the Treasury notes called ‘‘ greenbacks ” were 
to be redeemed under the resumption act was to be obtained by 
the saleof bonds issued under the funding act, and was therefore 
gold or silver coin. The Treasury notes issued under the act of 
1890 are expressly redeemable in gold or silver coin The act 


| declares that the Secretary of the Treasury shall redeem sucn 


notes in gold or silver coin at his discretion, and that ‘* he shall 
coin of the silver bullion purchased wndor the provisions of this 
act as much as may be necessary to provide for the redemption 
of the Treasury notes herein provided for.” The statutes of the 
United States will be searched in vain to find any provision of 
law authorizing the holder of any United States bond, note, or 
other oblig ition, except gold certificates, to demand payment 
or redemption in gold. 

Congress has ex industria excluded from every provision of law 
any promise, express or implied, to pay gold. This is well un- 
derstood in the United States, and foreign investors must not be 
deceived by representations of brokers and others inte ested in 
the sale of bonds or any other paper issue of the United States, 
that the Government has undertaken to pay gold, except for tho 
gold certificates. 

The United States has no necessity for gold to pay debts. It 
has an ampie supply of silver coin to meet the obligations of the 
Government. Theonlydanger to the credit of ths country arises 
from official usurpation and unauthorized representations that 
the United States is under obligations to psy gold. Former raids 
pu the gold in the Treasury by interested parties, with the con- 
nivance or consent of the Secretary, must not b> taken as evi- 
dence that such unlawful proceedings will be to'erated in the 
future as they have been in the past. 

Now is a very good time toconsider thisquestion. I notice in 
the morning press that Guatemala has refused to tax her peo 
on to pay in gold what was contracted to be paid inother money. 

he obligations, she says, have been doubled by the creditor na- 
tion, and the people of Guatemala must suffer. Great Britain 
has by her act doubled the obligations of Guatemala, and she 
says she can notdestroy her industries for the purpose of paying 
that double obiigation which was created by destroying silver. 
I notice that the patriotic and brave President of Mexico, inhis 
message afew days ago, said that they would not destroy the 
industries of Mexico by burdening the people with taxes that 
they are unable to pay; that they would do all they could to pay 
their foreign debt, but it had been so increased by the action of 
Great Britain and Germany (and by the United States, in fact, 
co perating) that it made the interest on their {oveigna obliga- 
tions a great burden, but that the industries would not be de 
stroyed by increased taxation. 

Now, itis proposed here, and the process has been pursucd, 
to pay in gold the obligations of the United States which were 
contrac 


to be in silver, and that is proposed to be done 
by the construction of the law in the Treasury Department. At 
dictation of the bondholders these obligations have been 


doubled, and now it is proposed to borrow gold and increas the 
national debt, to issue interest-bearing bond 


to borrow gol i 
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to pay obligations payable in silver according to the legislation 
and policy of Congress. 

It is time that this was stopped. Ifthe creditors have changed 
the obligations so as to compel other countries to pay more than 
they contracted to pay. and they refuse to pay because they are 
unable, we!l may the United States, when Congress has continu- 
ously adhered to the contract to pay in either gold or silver, re- 
fuse to pay in gold contracts payable in silver. 

The Congress of the United States has never beon induced to 
consent to the change of the obligation of the United States. 
Congress not having changed it, itcan not be changed by the 
unauthorized issuance of bonds now. It is time that we shold 
pass & law toprevent the Administration from paying othor than 
what was contracted to be paid. [tis enough for the people of 
this country to pay their honest debts according to the contract, 
and it is unjust for the bondholders, if they have power to do it, 
to control the Government and make the people pay what they 
have not agreed to pay. 

The borrowing of gold will double the obligations the people 
agreed to pay under the act of Congress. The people are hon- 
est and propose to stand on the obligation of the contract; and 
all that thre:tens the stability of our Government and of our 
- ne 9 is a change of the coatract by administration and not 

y law. : 

It is time that the people of the United States were allowed 
to stand by their contracts. Those who wreck the finances are 
those who change contracts. There is no trouble in paying the 
obligations according to the contract and maintaining the sta- 
bility of our finances. The only danger to the stability of finances 
is the changing of contracts. We have a contract with the 
bondholders; we have a contract with the bill-holders; and the 

ple of the United States ought not to be taxed to pay more 
an the contract calls for. It is dishonest to repudiate con- 
tracts. It is honest to pay according to the contract. All Lask 
is honesty and fair dealing. The issuance of bonds to buy gold 
when the United States owesno gold isoppression. It is extort- 
ing from the ple what they did not agree to pay, what in jus- 
tice they ought not to , and what they can not pay without 
t detriment to their industries, which are now prostrated 

y the schemes of this gold combination. 

Mr. PEFFYER. Mr. ident —— 

Mr. WOLCOTT, May I interrupt the Senator a moment? 

Mr. PEFFER. Certainly. 


COINAGE OF STANDARD MEXICAN DOLLARS. 


Mr. WOLCOTT. There is a resolution which I introduced 
yesterday which went over until to-day, and which I had in- 
tended to call up this morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e Chair will state to the Sena- 
tor from Colorado that the resolution to which he has referred 
will be laid before the Senate after the pending resolution shall 
have been disposed of. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Iam obliged tothe Chair; I so understood. 
It is evident, however, that the morning hour is going to be 
practically consumed with the pending resolution. I had de- 
sired to say something upon the subject of the resolution which 
I introduced, looking to some arrangement with Mexico as 
to the using of our mints for the coinage of Mexican dollars. 
There are other members of the Senate who desire to briefly 
speak upon the same subject. As I shall be compelled to be 
away to-morrow, and as the morning hour this morning will be 
consumed by the pending resolution, I ask that the resolution 
submitted by me may over until Friday morning, when I 
shall call it up, if there be nothing in its way. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objec tothe cone 
the Senator from Colorado that the resolution named by him 
shall be laid before the Senate on Friday next? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 


TOWN SITES IN OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. 


Mr. BLACKBURN, I am directed by the conferees on the 
partof the Senate on the bill (H. R. 3606) to require railroad 
companies operating railroads in the Territories over a right of 
way Poe by the Government to establish stations and depots 
at all town sites on the lines of said roads established by the In- 
terior Department, to report to the Senate that the erees of 
the House and Senate have been unable to agree, and to move 
that the Senate insist wu its amendments to the House bill, 
and ask for a further rence. 

Mr. BERRY. The conference committee in regard to one of 
the ameudments adopted to the bill have been unable to ‘ 
aud Iam confident will not be Se Ido not think 
that the members of the conference ttee on the part of the 
House of Representatives will to the amendment which 
au horires an election to be held in the Territory of Oklahoma. 
A majority of the Senate conferees insist upon that amendment. 
My ewn judgment is that the Senate ought to recede from that 
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amendment and notencumber the bill with a matter which does 
not belong to it, which is in no way connected with it, which is 
so bitterly opposed by so many citizens of the Territory, and 
which the governor of the Territory ina telegram to me says 
will cause great trouble, possibly bloodshed, and universal dis- 
turbances throughoutthe Territory. I therefore move that the 
Senate recede from that amendment. I do not know which 
motion would take precedence, the motion to continue the con- 
ference or to recede, but if the motion is in order, I should like 
the Senate to recede because I donot think it is possible to agree 
upon the amendment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I desire simply to say in reply to what 
has been submitted by the Senator from Arkansas—— 

Mr. PEFFER. I yielded to the Senator from Kentucky for 
the purpose of making a report. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I beg the Senator’s pardon, aconference 
a is a privileged question and did not require his yield- 


ng. 

Mr. PEFFER. I understand that. I was going to suggest that 
if there is to be any discussion upon the adoption of the report, 
it be delayed until after I have conciuded my remarks. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. lam very sure that the discussion upon 
this question will not last as long as the discussion of the reso- 
oe to which the Senator from Kansas desires to address him- 
self, 

Mr. PEFFER. I yield. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I simply wanted to say, Mr. President, 
that if it be proper and competent fora member of a conference 
committee to express an opinion as to what is likely to result 
from a conference, as the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY] 
has seen fit to do. I beg to dissent from hisconclusions. I am quite 
sure that there will be an agreement and that agreement will 
be based upon the concession of the House to the amendment 
offered by the Senate. Further, I want to say that we have 
been flooded with telegrams by the hundred and letters more 
numerous for the last three months contradicting one another, 
the same parties signing different and conflicting telegrams as 
to what the effect of the Senate amendment to this bill would 
be. I have turned over to the Senator from Arkansas a dozen 
or more. 

The bill as it passed the House of Representatives made cer- 
tain uirements —_ the railroads ee that Territory as 
to the building of depots and the furnishing of facilities for 
passengers and traffic. That bill stands to-day with one amend- 
ment of the Senate on it. So farasthe railroads are concerned, 
the bill now incon/erence stands precisely as it passed the House, 
The Senate did not alter or change or modify a single demand 
upon the railroad companies; that stards precisely as the House 
passed it and as the Secretary of the interior and the Senator 
from Arkansas want it. The only change made in the bill isan 
amendment, put on by the Senate by a yea-and-nay vote and a 
— majority, declaring that the people of that Territory in 
these two counties of O and L, on notice to be given within 
twenty days after the of the law and thirty days’ notice 
to be given before theelection shall be held, shall have the right 
by a popular vote of the bona fide citizens of those two counties 
to choose and locate their county seats in those two counties. 
That is the whole issue. There is nothing between the Senate 
and the House to-da: — this bill except the one question as 
to whether the ~ e of those twocounties shall have the right 
by a popular vote of the bona fide citizens of those counties to 
locate their respective county seats, or whether the Secretary 
of the Interior arbitrary act, shall locate them where he 

> is the only issue between us. 

ae anotyt from Epona — Hy a8 rt that cen 
will agree. am quite sure that ve at least good 
page ober ee the conviction that they will agree. 

As to the protests threits of bloodshed, that Territory is 
to be inundated with blood provided the people are allow by 
popular vote to select their own county seats! [holdin my 
a petition, signed by 2,667 inhabitants and residents of those two 
counties, praying for the enactment of this bill with the Senate 
amendment attached. I have already filed at the Secretary’s 
desk a memorial signed by more than 4,000 of the citizens of that 
oer a the ee of the House bill unless 
the right to select county seats is given, which is covered 
by be org aan that the Senate by a yea-and-nay vote has put 
upon 

Sarthe I have here in my hand, and I shall file them, 
the affidavits ot I would say, 20 people, sworn to. properly ac- 
knowledged, certified, stating that the protests against the 
amendment of the Senate to which the Senator from Arkansas 
has referred, signed by thousands of people, was gotten up after 
the fashion: 

That the said Goodwin— 
He himself circulated the petition; was the source of these 


sea 
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affidavits; he was one of the circulators of the remonstrance 
which the Senator from Arkansas refers to, and here he is, Mr. 
William L. Goodwin, swearing that he was one of the circula- 
tors of that paper— 

That the said Goodwin did on the 2ist day of February, 1894, circulate one 
of said petitions and secured names of taxpayers and residents, together 
with the names of large numbers of fictitious persons not residing in this 


city or Territory; that at least three-quarters of said signatures were ficti- 
tious and fraudulent and written by said residents and circulators. 


And so he goes through with all of these affidavits. 

I have filed with the Senator from Arkansas telegrams from 
gentlemen reported to us to be of the highest character and ro- 
sponsibility, the telegrams tliemselves embodying their affida- 
vits, in which they state and swear that a mass meeting was held 
at the Government town itself, composed of citizens of both the 
rival towns, and that resolutions were adopted unanimously de- 
manding the passage of the bill as amended by the Senate. 
Under this state of case it is that I move, and [am so instructed 
by a majority of the Senate conferees that the Senate insist, 
upon its amendments and ask for a further conference with the 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, there have been handed me 
also a number of petitions from inhabitants in County O, signed 
by several hundred citizens of that county, urging the Senate 
to permit the residents of the Territory of Oklaboma and of 
those counties to settle their own differences, and that we shall 


not assume to dstermine for them where their side tracks and | 


water tanks and railroad stations shall be located. The peti- 
tions are supported by certifications from notaries public that 
the signers to the petitions are bona fide residents of the county. 
They are supported by other aitlidavits showing changes now 
going on as to the occupancy of the diferent towns and indicat- 
ing somewhat their shifting character. 

n view of the fact that the Territory of Oklahoma is fully 
empowered by Congress to settle this whole matter, it does seein 
tome astounding that Congress should assume to determine 
where a system of railroad shall establish its water tanks and 
passenger stations. Anybody familiar with the shifting charac- 
ter of such towns, with the short life that oiten attends boom 
settlements, knows that in these very towns where we now com- 
pel by law a railroad company to erect its station at great ex- 
pense and trouble to itself, in a few months the owls and the 
bats will be the only inhabitants. It does seem extraordinary 
that we can not permit the people of Oklahoma to settle their 
own differenc2s in a lawful and legitimate way. I present the 
petitions, to be filed. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, in answer to what the Senator 
from Colorado says, the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLac«- 
BURN] has already correctly stated that both Houses of Congress 
have agreed upon a bill requiring the railroads to stop their 
trains. The bill has been passed. That question is not submit- 
ted to the conference committee in any way whatever. The 
question, as was correctly stated by the Senator from Kentucky, 
is whether the Senate will insist upon its amendment compelling 
an election to take place there in regard to the location of a 
countyseat. Theother House objects tothatamendment. The 
Senate placed it upon the bill. The question in conference and 
pending before the conferees is, will the Senate recede from 
that amendment or will the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment? That is the question at issue. 

Now, in regard to what was said by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky to the efect that parties in that section of the country 
have signed conflicting telegrams. 


me. A telegram came to him, which [ have here, purporting 
tocome from Mr. Spaulding, who is president of the board of 
trade at South Enid, signed with his name, in which it is stated 
that they had held a meeting there and that the people of 
South Enid had agreed that the election should take place. I 
have Mr. Spaulding’s sworn affidavit, certified to by the judge of 
a court, that that telegram is a forgery; that no such meeting 
was ever held, and that he sent no telegram of any character or 
description to the Senator from Kentucky. 

Not only that, but the newspapers are here: there is affidavit 
after affidavit from a number of reput ble citizens there that no 
such meeting ever took place in South Enid, and that the peo- 

le were unanimous and of one vo'ce opposed to this amendment. 

r. Spaulding’s name was forged to a telegram in order to try 
to induce the House of Representatives to agree to the amend- 
ment. It is shown to be a forgery, and he has sworn that he 
pi sent the telegram, and that nosuch mecting whatever 

Mr. President, the question is narrowed down merely to 
whether we shall force those le to have an election when 
the governor of the Territory an 
bering thousands, say it would disturb the conditions there, and 
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I have here the telegram | 
sent to the Senator from Kentucky, as well as those as sent to | 


numerous petitioners, num- | 
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that the Legislature of Oklahoma will deterinine whether a 
shall be taken upon that question. 

But the Senator from Kentucky says he thinks the conferees, 
if the matter is submitted to them, will agree. I did not know 
that he held that opinion. I was of the opinion that we all 
thought we could not agree. We have had two meetings and 
have failed in both, but if the Senstor from Kentucky thinks 
the conferees will agree, then let it go back and we will try it 
again: If we fail then, I shall desire to have a yea-and-nay vote 
in the Senate to determine whether the Senate will insist upon 
that amendment or will recede from it. Inismuch as the sena- 
tor from Kentucky thinks there is a chance to agree, | am per 
fectly willing that the matter shall go buck to the « 


vote 


mlerence 
committee, and let us try it over. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. [am perfectly willing to have the Sen- 
ate decide by a yea-and-nay vote right now as to whether it will 
recede from the amendment which, by a liberal majority on a 
yea-and-nay vote, it put on the bill. 
So far as concerns the Senator's statement that a mesting was 
not held, and the denial by telegram of Spaulding’s dispateh to 
me, I very much doubt whether among the hundreds of 
grams that have come either to him or to me, there hes not been 
another denouncing the first one as aforgery. That the meet 
ing was held atthe Government town there cin not be a qu 
tion, and that the people passed resolutions unanimously insist 
ing upon the Senate amendment can not ba questioned. Among 
the many papers which I filed at the clerks’ desk is a sworn 
statement of the United States commissioner 
assertion. 
Mr. BERRY. Will the Senatorfrom Kentucky permit me to 
interrupt him for a moment? 
Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 
Mr. BERRY. The Senator says there can be no question that 
sucha meeting was held and that such resolutions were a lopted. 
Isay the evidence in my possession, to my mind, is conclusi\: 
that the telegrams were an absolute forgery, that there is not a 
| man in South Enid to-day who is in favor of the amen|ment, 
| and that no such meeting whatever was held. There is a large 
number of these telegrams. Since the question has been raised 
| in this way I think it would be well to let the matter go biwek for 
the present to the conference committee. The confer-es. will 
take the question up, put the matter in shape, and we shall pre- 
sent the matter accurately before the Senate and see whether 
this is a forgery and whether any such mecting was held. 

| The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair desires toinjuireof the 

Senator from Arkansas whether he withdraws his motion ’ 
| Mr. BERRY. I withdraw the motion and consent 
bill be recommitted to the conference committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
| the Senator from Kentucky that the Senute insist upon its 
amendments and ask for a further conference with the House of 
| Representatives. 
he motion was agreed to. 
ISSUE OF BONDS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate resumes the consi lera- 
tion of the resolution of the Senator from Kansas { Mr. Perres}, 
on which that Senator is entitled to the floor. 

*Mr. MORGAN. If I can get the consent of the Senator from 
Kansas and of the Senate also that his resolution may go over 
uatil to-morrow without losing its place or its privileges | will 
ask that consent in order that we may proceed with the con-idera- 
tion of the Bering Sea regulations bli. 

Mr.PEFFER. I have no objection to the request of the Sena- 
tor from Alabama, provided, of course, the resolution retains its 
place. [have nodisposition at ali to be in the way of any im- 
portant proceeding oi the Senate: but asa motion has been made 
to refer to the Committee on i*inance the resolution which | in- 
troduced, I desire to be heard upon the resolution before + 
question is put on that motion. That is all I ask for. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In order to allow the Senator from Kansas 
to submit his remarks, I will withdraw the motion to refer, al- 
though the motion is debatable. 

Mr. PEFFER. The Senator from Alabamaasks that the res- 
olution may lie over another day, and I have no objection if it 
retains its place. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the reauest of 
the Senator from Alabama?’ The Chair hears none, and the 
resolution will go over, retaining its place. ,/ 

BERING SEA AWARD.” 


Mr. MORGAN. Iask the Senate, under the order. to pro- 

| ceed to consider the bill to give effect to the award of the Tri- 

| bunal of Arbitration at Paris concerning the preservation of the 
fur seals. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read by title. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 1836) togive effect tothe award 


te.e- 


bearing out that 


the 


tonat 


ne 
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rendered by the Tribunal of Arbitration at Paris, under the 
treaty between the United States and Great Britain concluded 
at Washington February 29, 1892, for the pur of submitting 
to arbitration certain questions concerning preservation of 
the fur seals. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is before the Senate, and 
the pending question is on the motion of the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALDRICH] to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was ordered toa third reading. [Putting the question.} Thenoes 
seem to have it. The noes have it, and the motion to reconsider 
is not agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. [hope no Senator will refuse a reconsideration 
of a bill which has p.ssed the amendable stage when it was not 
understood by the Senate and was hstily done. I do not under- 
stand the chairman ‘of the committee to ask for any such — 
Iam quite sure there would be no detention of the measure. It 
would go through very quickly, and there would be no amend- 
ment insisted upon, in all probability, that would not be agree- 
able to the chairman of the committee, nor probably to any mem- 
ber of the committee. But to have in the Senate the custom 
when a measure is taken up, whether Senators are in fault or 
not, without the attention of the Senate when it gets past the 
amend ible stage, to insist on such a snap judgment, would turn 
the Senate into a legislative assembly of a character such as has 
never yet been su to belong to it. 

Mr. MORGAN. The bill has gotinto theshape in which we find 
it not by the slightest pressure on my part. Senators who, of 
course, Witnessed the progress of the through the Senate 
seemed to have no amendments to offer. Thereuponit was read 
the third time,and the p .riiamentary question rose: Shalithe bill 
pass? Thenthe Senator from Massachusetts desired tooffer an 
am -niment, which I understand he dees not now care to press. 
I have made inguiry this m to know whether there are 
Senators who have amendments to offer, and I ean hear of none. 

I shall not be at all responsible for any informality or any im- 

ropriety in legislation upona provision of this character, or, in- 

eed, upon any bill. But if the Senate will sustain me in it, I 
ask unanimous consent that the vote by which the bill was or- 
dered toa third reading be reconsidered, in order that all the 
— ilities of legislation may be observed in the passage of the 


Tho VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama asks 
unanimous consent for a reconsideration of the vote by which 
the pending bill was ordered to a third reading. Is there ob- 

ion? e Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to say that while I think my amend- 
ment would improve the bill a little, out of deference to the Sen- 
ator from Alabama, the chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, who has examined it and who thinks the bill is en- 
tirely suflicient without it, I withdraw the amendment. 

a _ was ordered to a third reading, and was read the 
t time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the bill ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I.ask the indulgence of the 
Senate for a very few moments to make a presentation of cer- 

facts in relation to the bill and this su which have not 
as vet become official in any of thearchives of the United States, 
for the reason that the fina! record of the arbitration tribunal 
has not as yet been officially certified to 
United States. re one 


body has died, Lord Hannen, whose 

the United states will carry with it a remembrance of his iilus 
trous history. I feel very free st obey toe wage we | 
of eminent “oer ea oe broad, . r. = 
{isthe ribate te his} as he has just away from the 
world. States and the 


In order that the Senate of the United 
Se eee 
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The Sec read as follows: 

“At 11 o'clock the meeting with closed doors came to an end, 
and was immediately followed by a public meeting. 

‘‘All the arbitrators were present, also the agents of the 
Governments of the United States of America and of Great 
Britain. 

“Upon the request of the president, Mr. Imbert, secretary 
of the tribunal, handed to the Hoa. John W. Foster, agent of the 
Government of the United States of America, the signed copy 
of the award of the tribunal intended for the Government of the 
United States. 

‘*Mr. Imbert then handed to the Hon. Charles H. Tupper, 
agent of Her Britannic Majesty, the signed copy of the award 
of the tribunal intended for the Government of Her Britannic 
Majesty. 

** The two copies of the declarations of the arbitrators, signed 
by them and intended for the Governments of the United States 
of America and of Great Britain, were handed in the same form 
to the agents of the two Governments.” 

“The President then spoke as follows: 

***Gentlemen, now we have come to the end of our task. We 
have done our best to accomplish it, without concealing from 
ourselves the difficulties which complicated it, nor the heavy 
responsibilities which it has imposed upon us. Selected from 
various nationalities we have not considered ourselves the rep- 
resentatives of any one in ticular nor of any Government or 
any human power, but, solely guided by our conscience and our 
reason, we have wished only to act as one of those councils of 
wise men whose duties were so carefully defined by the old 
capitularies of France. 

**'Toassistus, we have had at our disposition a library of docu- 
ments, compiled with extreme care, and in order that we might 
not lose our way among so many sources of information, men 
holding a high rank among the most learned jurists and eloguent 
orators of which the Old or New Worlds could boast, have been 
willing so liberally to bestow upon us their advice. 

*** During weeks and months our labors have been Sa 
and it constantly appeared that some new matter had arisen 
before us and that some new problem pressed upon our attention. 

‘* “To-day,on this great holiday, we are assembled toinform you 
of the oe of our rs, hoping with all our hearts that they 
table to man and conformable to the designs of Him 


which must be inherent in all human efforts, and are conscious 
of its weakness, at least in certain points as to which we had to 
base our action on circumstances necessarily liable to change. 
‘** The declarations which we offer to-day tothe two agents and 
which we hope will be taken into consideration by their Govern- 
men some of the causes of the necessary imperfec- 
tion which we have mentioned. 
-“*We have felt obliged to maintain intact the fundamental 
inciples of that august law of nations, which extends itself 
Fiice the vault of heaven above all countries, and which borrows 
the laws of nature herself to protect the peoples of the earth 
another, by inculcating in them the dictates of 


will. 
tm Seer regulations which we were charged to draw up, we 
have had todecide betweenconflicting rightsand interests which 
it was difficult to reconcile. The Governments of the United 


t may not cause regret to either of them, though we 
— req of both sastthein which they may, perhaps, re- 
gard asserious. This.part of our work inaugurates great inno- 


‘** Hitherto the nations were agreed to leave outof special leg- 
islation the vast domain of the seas, as in times of old, according 
the poets, the earth itself was common to ali men, who gath- 
its fruits at their will, without limitation or control. You 
that i 


SEE E B 
ie 
Hie 
gi5ne 
pete 
ne 
nh 
be 8 
cle 


EE 
Fe: 
4 

: 


§ 
| 
‘ 
. 
e 
: 
E 





ee 


Be 





_—_ 


and Great Britain. 

‘*¢Andnow,a Frenchman may be permitted to usea word which 
his ancestors employed when they sung the lay of their great 
Emperor, and to say to all of you, ‘Gentlemen, may you retain 
a kind remembrance of sweet France!’ 

‘*Lord Hannen, then addressing the president, said: 

***Mr.de Courcel, on behalf of your late colleagues [ have to ex- 
press my great regret that the absence of the President of the 
French Republic and Mr. Develle from Paris prevents our 
waiting upon them before leaving this city, where we have been 
so kindly treated. We must therefore beg you, as the French 


member of the late Tribunal of Arbitration, to convey to the | 
President and to the French Government the expression of our | 


sentiments of profound gratitude for the gracious reception and 
generous hospitality which they have extended tous. Our thanks 
are specially due to Mr. Develle, who, so much to his own incon- 
venience, has provided us in this palace with so splendid a domi- 
cile, and we o.fer him our apologies for having so long, though 
involuntarily, trespassed on his kindness. 

*** And now, Mr. de Courcel, I have to discharge a duty which 
gives me peculiar satisfaction. I have toexpress to youour high 
appreciation of the manner in which you have presided over our 
deliberations. The public has had the opportunity of witnessing 
the sagacity, the learning, and the courtesy with which you 
have guided the proceedings during the arguments. Your col- 
leagues only can know how greatly those qualities have assisted 
us in our private conferences. Let me add that our intimate re- 
lations with you have taught us to regard you with the warmest 
esteem and affection. Permit me to say that you have won in 
each of us an attrched friend. 

“*T must not conclude without an allusion to the remarkable 
occ ‘sion which has brought us together. We trust that the re 
sult will prove that we have taken part in a great historic.l 
transaction, fruitful in good for the world. Two great nations, 


in submitting their differences to arbitration, have set an ex- | 


ample which [ doubt not will bs followed from time to time by 
others, so that the scourge of war will be more and more re- 
_ pressed. Few can be so sanguine as to expect that all interna- 
tional quarrels will be speedily settled by arbitration. instead of 
by the dread arbitrament ef war. But each occasion on which 
the peaceful method is adopted will hasten the time when it will 
be the rule and not the exception. 
***One of our poets has sald that every prayer for universal 
peace avails to expedite its coming. 


“** We have done more than joininsuch asupplication; we may | 


hope that we have been the humble instruments through whom 
an answer has been granted to that prayer which I doubt not 
ascended from the hearts of these two kindred nations that peace 
may for ever prevail between them. 

***T bid you heartily farewell.’ 

‘Senator MorG..« then addressed the following remarks to 
express his share in the sentiments which Lord Hannen had just 
inte=preted: 

‘*** he arbitrators on the part of the United States most sin- 
cerely unite in the very happy expressions that have fallen from 
Lord Hannen of grateful appreciation of the splendid hospitality 
of the French Government and people. We have been their 
guests for many months. and have been under the shelter of 
their lawsand in the presences of theirgrand and beautiful civil- 
ization, and during all that time we have felt that our welcome 
did not cease to be cordial. 

‘**Tfwe should take anarrow view of the resultsof this arbitra- 
tion, the United States would have a regret that the important 


judicial questions we have been considering were not stated in | 
a broader form in the treaty between these great powers. The | 


rtunity was offered when the tre ity was in process of forma- 

m to have presented in a more equitable light the rights of 
the nations to whose islands and cousts the fur seals habitually 
resort for places of abode and shelter in the summer season 
to control and tect them under the legal rules and intend- 
ments that apply universally to the animals that are classed 
as domestic, or domesticated animals, because of their useful- 
ness to men. 

*** Mycolleagueand I concurred in the view that the treaty pre- 
sented this subject for consideration in its broadest aspect. Our 
honorable colleagues, howe-er, did not so construe the scope of 
the duty prescribed to the tribunal oes treaty. They consid- 
ered that these questions of the right of property and protec- 
Sarr venpest te the fur se ‘1s were to be decided upon the exist- 
ing state of the law, and, fin jing no existing precedent in the 
international law they did not feel warranted in creating one. 

“*Astherightsclaimed by the Unit.d St.tes could only be sup- 
ported by invernational law in their estimation, and inasmuch 
as that law is silent on the subject, they telt that, under the 
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counsel of the two Governments of the United States of America treaty, they could find no legal foundation for the rights claimed 
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| that extended beyond the limits of the territorial juris 

| of the United States. 

| ‘“**Thisrulingmadeitnecessary toresort tothe power conferred 

upon the tribunal to establish, by the authority of both Govern- 

| m-onts, regulations forthe preservation and protection of the fur 

seals, to which the treaty relates. In this newand untri d feld 

of experiment much embarrassment was found in conflicting in- 

terests of an important chxracter, and yet more difficulty in the 

|; uncertainty as to the facts upon which regulations could be based 

| that would be at once just to those interests, and wonld alford 

to the fur seals proper preservation and protection. 

|; ‘*** The United States willfully understand and appr te those 
difficulties, and will accept the final award as the best possible 
result under existing conditions. A very large measure of pro- 
tection is secured by the regulations adopted by the tribunal to 
the Alaskan herd of fur seals: and the virtual repression of the 
use of firearms in pelagic sealing is an carnest and wise guar- 
anty that those common interests may be pursued without 
putting in serious peril the peace of the two countries 

**Ttisa great pleasure to the arbitrators appointed on the part 

of the United States that they can bear the highest testimony 
| to the ability, integrity. patience. industry, and judicial impar 
tiality of their colleagues in this tribunal, 

‘**Our labors have been arduousand protracted, but have been 
attended with uniform courtesy and good feeling on the part of 
| all the members of the tribunal. 

‘We hopefor still broaderand better resultsfrom the founda- 
| tions we have laid in this new field of intern: tional »greements. 
| *©*Pothepresidentof the tribunal weoweadebt that we grate- 
fully acknowledge. that he has so patiently and with such dis- 
| tinguished ability discharged the difficult duties of his position. 
| ‘**The agents of therespective governments have prepared, at 
great expense of labor, and with unusual skill and industry, 
every available fact that would throw any light upon the mat- 
ters in controversy, and the counsel have dealt with the great 
masses of evidence so prepared with that marked ability fo 
which they have becomes renowned apon other occasions. Con- 
scious ef having done all we could to reach conclusions that are 
just and will be salutary, we close our labors in the hope that 
they will be acceptable to all nations.’ 

‘The president thereupon said that he cheerfully accepted the 
mission to transmit to the President of the French Republic and 
to Mr. Develle the thanks of the members of the tribunal. 

**Hethanked personally Lord Hannenand Senator MORGAN for 
the sentiments which they had expressed concerning himsel!.” 
Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the Senate will seo there 1n 
| expression on the part of the American arbitrators of their very 
high appreciation of the bea tiful hospitality of France toward 
| the tribunal while we were the guests of that Republic. The 

Senate will also see the amicable spirit which characterized the 
| close of that very protracted examination, differing somewhat 
| in that respect from a former occasion of great magnitude in 
| Which the two Governments, the United States and Great Brit 
| ain, had participated. We have had many arbitrations with 

Great Britain, and in most of them I believe the communities of 
| both Governments have been practically satisfied. 

What the judgment of the American people may be upon this 
aevard it is not for me to say. I can only state that I have been 

very agreeably surprised that the award has so far escaped severe 
criticism at the bands of publicists in the United States orin any 
of the American States or of Europe: from which [ infer that it 
is reasonably satisfactory as a solution of the question tht ws 
| committed to the tribunal. 

I have ventured to put these facts upon the record to-day 
with a view of giving to the Senate and the people of the United 
States an authentic statementof the manner in which the award 

found its way into the possession of the respective Governments, 
and the conclusive effect of it, according to the treaty of the 
29th of February, 1892, in being so delive:ed into the hands of 
the agents of the Governments. The award became operative 
instantly upon its being sodelivered in all the breadth and scope 
in respect of which the tribunal had any authority tospeak any- 
thing whatever. That award, however, contempiates some ad- 
ditional action by legislation, as | consider, and it seems that 
the Government of Great Britain als» has the same opinion, be- 
cause I am informed that at this hour perhaps a bill similar in 
its substance is pending in the Parliament of Great Britain. I 
think when this bill is passed we shall have a very firm assur- 
ance that the award will be carried out to the satisfaction of 
both the great Governments, and that this long existing and 
very irritating subject wiil have had its final solution and per- 
fect re . lL ask that the bill be put on its passage. os 

The bill was passed. 


The preamble was agreed to. 
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BOOK-MAKING IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. MCMILLAN, I again ask the unanimous consent of the 
Senate to consider the bill (S. 1680) to more effectually suppress 
gambling in the District of Columbia. The Senator from Kan- 
sas |Mr. PEFFER] objected to it yesterday, but this morning he 
said he would withdraw his objection. It isa short bill and will 
take but a few moments. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Michigan asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill the 
title of which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 1680) to more effectually suppress 
gambling in the District of Columbia. 

Mr.GALLINGER. I do not rise to object to the request of 
the Senator from Michigan for the immediate consideration of 
the bill, but simply to put on record the fact that on a some- 
what similar bill a minority report signed by the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr, PRocTOR] and myself was presented and is in 
print. Lam op d to the proposed legislation in toto, bat I 
shall content myself with voting against the bill with the under- 
standing that the minority report may be printed in the REcoRD 
in connection with the action about to be taken to-day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Committee on the District of 
Columbia has reported an amendment in the nature of a substi- 
tute, which will be read for information. 

\ The SkorerarRy. Strike out all after the enacting clause and 
nsert: 
That the provisio: f u- 
arpa areiled Sn ax to tone aecfunly Repprese pamahig f toa Di 
Congress 


trict of Columbia,” and aleo the visions of the act approved 
the 21 day of March, 1891, entitled “An act to prevent book- and 1- 
selling in the District of Coiumbia,” shall not apply to book-m at the 


spring and fall meetings at the Benn and lvy City race tracks when such 
meetings are held by fgenmeees duly incorporated under the laws of the 
District ot Columbia: ovided, That such meetings shall be held only be- 
tween the Ist day of March and the 15th day of December in any year, and 
shall not exceed a period of eighteen days each: Aad eee Surther, That 
there shall be but one spring meeting and but ono fall meeting ateach of 
the above-named tracks in any one year. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr, GALLINGER. I trust the passage of the bill will not be 
pressed at this moment. 1 have sentout for the minority report 
which was made on a similar bill two or three weeks ago, and I 
desire to have it read before the — on the passage of the 
bill shall be put. 1t will be here in a mcment. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I suggest to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire that the report be printed in the REcoRD without being 


read. ; 

Mr. McPHERSON., I think I shall have to object to the con- 
sideration of the bill to-day. I have no objection to its going 
over until to-morrow, or to its being taken up then. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The eakor from New Jersey ob- 
jects to the present consideration of the bill. 


THE RUSSIAN THISTLE. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ask unanimous consent for the con- 
sideration during the remainder of the mo hour of Senate 
‘pill 1545 for the extermination of the Russian thistle. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Dakota 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill, 
the title of which will be stated. 

The SecRETARY. A bill (S. 1545) to provide for the destruc- 
tion and extermination of the noxious plant or weed known as 
Russian thistle or Russian cactus, technically Salscla kali tragus. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. GEORGE. 1 believe I shall object, in the absence of the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. MILus]. He expected to address the 
Senate on this subject, and left the Chamber some minutes 
ago — the understanding that the bill would not come up this 
morning. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Perhaps the Senator from North Dakota 
desires to s upon the bill? ' 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mississippi 
object to the present consideration of the bill? 

r GEORGE. I shall, if it is apparent thatit will come toa 
vote before the Senator from Texas | Mr. MILus] can be notified. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Iam willing that the bill shall goover 
on that account. I was not aware that the Senator from Texas 
desired to address the Senate this morning. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator from Texas was here and had 
some documents which he desired to read to the Senate, but he 
has left the Chamber. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator from North Dakota desire 
that the bill shall go over until to-morrow? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, Iam willing it shall go over on that 
account, so that the Senator from Texas may address the 
Senate. 


Mr. CALL. I suggest that the Senator from Texas may be in 
the cloak room. I have sent there to see. 

Mr. GEORGE. No; he has gone to his committee room. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from North Dakota? The Chair hears none. 


ALICE K. POTTER. 


Mr. GALLINGER. LIask unanimous consent for the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 491) granting a pension to Alice K. Potter, 
widow of Gen. Joseph H. Potter, deceased. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill which had been reported 
from the Committee on Pensions with amendments: In line 8, 
before the word “ dollars,” to strike out ‘‘one hundred ” and in- 
sert ‘‘fifty;” and in the same line, after the word “ month,” to 
insert “in lieu of that she is now receiving;” so as to make the 
bill read: 

Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
directed to Onna upon the pension roll the name of Alice K. Potter, widow 
of the late Gen. Joseph H. Potter, United States Army, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of existing laws, and pay her a pension of $0 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

CONSIDERATION OF THE REVENUE BILL. 
Se oe eee The Calendar, under Rule VIII, will 
e ‘ ; 

Mr. HARRIS. Before proceeding to the Calendar I wish to 
give notice that after the consideration of the bill for the exter- 
mination of the Russian thistle, which the Senate has consented 
to consider during the morning hour to-morrow, [shall ask the 
Senate to consent from day to day to the consideration of the 
tariff bill immediately after the routine business of the morning 
hour. Isimply wish to give the notice now, so that the Senate 
may understand that after the disposition of the bill in charge 
of the Senator from North Dakota J shall ask the Senate to con- 
sider the tariff bill each day immediatelv after the conclusion 
of the routine morning business. 

VOLUNTEERS IN INDIAN WAR. 

The bill (S. 743) for the relief of the citizens of the States of Ore- 
gon, Idaho. and Washington who served with the United States 
troops in the war a t the Nez Perces and Bannock and 
Shoshone Indians, and for the relief of the heirs of those killed 
in such service, and for other purposes, was announced as first 
in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to inquire of some one why these 
State troops, as I suppose they were, are to be paid any more 
ase States troops? Ido not know who is in charge of 
the 2 
" Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MAN- 
DERSON] reported the bill. 

Mr. MANDERSON. During the absence of the Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. Davis], who is entirely familiar with it, I re- 
ported the bill for him. The bill might be passed over tempo- 


rarily. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
make that request? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask that the bill may go over, retain- 
ing its Fo on the Calendar. 

The ICE-PRESIDENT. It is so ordered, in the absence of 
objection. — 

SEALER OF WEIGHTS AND MEASURES. 

The bill (H. R. 3246) for the appointment of a sealer and as- 
sistant sealer of weights and measures in the District of Colum- 
bia, ant Aug other purposes, was considered as in Committee of 
the 


The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia with an amendment to strike out all after the enact- 


That from and after the popeane of hie act the sealer of weights and meas- 
receive a salary per annum in lieu of Such officer 


ures shall of %, 
shall be spp? os under the direction and control of, the 
Com of the of bia. mee Sass Pe cumety nad 


nited States in the penalty with two sureties, or with t - 
tee of a company inc suai tan ineeus the District of Columbia, 
Serstitsen ot ake cdeon samtemell and suoscribe oath or affirma- 
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ditional omgere as may be, in the judgment of the Commissioners of the 


District of Columbia, temporarily required for operations of the sealer of 
weights and measures at an aggregate expense of not exceeding $00 in any 
one year. The saidCommissioners shall provide for use of the sealer and the 


assistant sealer of weights and measures a suitable room or rooms to be used | 


for an office; and the said Commissioners shall also provide a horse and 


wagon for the use of the sealer and assistant sealer of weights and meas- | 


ures at such times as the business of their office shall require. 
Src. 4. That the Commissioners of the Districtof Columbia are hereby em- 


powered and directed to prescribe a schedule of fees to be charged by the | 


sealer of weights and measures for his services, in lieu of the fees now 
charged, which schedu eshall be printed and conspicuously displayed in the 
office of the sealer of weights and measures. Such schedule of fees shall be 
80 arranged as to provide as neariy as may be for all the salaries and ex- 
penses connected with the office of the sealer of weights and measures, and 
no more. Ail fees collected by the sesler or assistant sealer of weights and 
measures shall be paid over to the collector of taxes of the District of Colum. 
bia, under regulations to be prescribed by the Commissioners of the District 


of Columbia, and be covered into the Treasury of the United States as other 


revenues of the District are now. 
Sec. 5. The assistant sealer of weights and measures shall take the same 
oath his principal is required to take, and may, during the continuance of 


his office, discharge and perform any of the official duties of his principal, | 


and any default or misfeasance in office by the assistant surveyor, or other 
assistant or helper of the sealer of weights and measures, shall be deemed a 
breach of the official bond of his principal. 

Sec. 6. The sealer of weights and measures and, under his direction, the 
assistant sealer of weights and measures shall have the exclusive power to 
perform all the duties of their office. They shall from time to time try and 
prove all scales, weights, beams, and measures of every kind whatsoever 
used in the District of Columbia for the purpose of buying and selling, and 
such as shall be found to conform to the standards kept in their office they, 
or either of them, shall stamp with the word ‘‘approved,” or with the letter 
“ W,”’ and the year in which said inspection is made; and such as are found 
notto conform to the standards in their office — or either of them, shall 
stamp with the word ‘condemned ” and the year which the ins tion is 
made. Upon the written request of anyresident of the District of Columbia 
the sealer of weights and measures shall test, or cause to be tested, within a 
reasonable time after the receipt of such request the weights, scales, beams, 
or other instruments used in buying orselling by the person, firm, orcorpora- 
tion designated in such request: Provided, That nothing herein contained 
shall be construed to prevent any manufacturer or other person from keep- 


ing forsale scales, beams, weights, or measures; but on the written request | 


of such manufacturer or other person the scaler of weights and measures 
shall test, or cause to be tested, and shall stamp as herein provided all such 
scales, beams, weights, or measures offered for sale: And provided further, 
That nothing herein contained shall be construed to require or to authorize 
—— of weights and measures to test any scales belonging to the United 
States. 
Sxc. 7. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia shall furnish 


the sealer of weights and measures a book to be kept in his office, in which | 


book he shall register, in alphabetical order, the name of each person whose 
measures, scales, beams, or other instruments he or his assistant has in- 
spected, together with the number and size of the same, and what number 
of each was approved and what condemned, with the time of inspection; 
and such book shail be open to the inspection and examination of the pub- 
lic at all reasonable times. 

SEc. 8 No person shall neglect or refuse to exhibit any weights, scales, 
measures, beams, or other instruments used by him or her in weighing or 


ineasuring to the sealer or assistantsealer of weights and measures when and | 


wbenever demanded by them, or either of them, for the —— of inspec- 
tion and stamping: Provided, That no fees shall be collec for examina- 
tions made in excess of the number of examinations prescribed in the 
schedule of fees hereinbefore provided for. 

S8c. 9. No person shall use, for buying or selling, any weights, measures, 


scales, beams, or other instruments, unless the same has been inspected and | 


stemped “approved,” or with the letter * 
sealer of weights and measures. 

Sec. 10. No person shall sell, or offer for sale, in any market, or in the pub- 
lic streets or alleys, or anywhere in the District of Columbia, any fruits, 
vegetables, or berries, in crates, baskets, or other measures, or any butter 
in prints, or any ice or coal, at or for a greater weight or measure than the 
true weight or measure thereof; and all ice, coal, meats, poultry, and pro- 
visions (excepting vegetables sold by the head or bunch) of every kind sold 
in the markets, streets, alleys, or elsewhere in the District of Columbia, shall! 
be weighed or measured by scales, weights. or balances, or in measuresduly 
tested and stamped bythe sealer or assistant sealer of weights and measures: 
Provided, That poultry may be offered for sale and sold in other manner 
than by weight; but, in all cases where the person intending to purchase 


W,” by the sealer or assistant 


shall so desire and request, poultry shall be weighed as hereinbefore pro- | 


vided. 

Sec. 11. Any person who shall neglect or refuse to exhibit his weights, 
measures, scales, beams, or other instruments used for the purpose of weigh- 
ing or measurin 
or any person who shall use, in puying or selling, any weights, measures. 


scales, beams, or other instruments used for weighing or measuring, which | 


shall have been inspected and condemmed by the sealer of weights and 
measures, or which, upon examination. shall not be conformable to the 


standards in the office of the sealer of weights and measures: or on Fm 
ODS of | 


who shall violate, or fail to comply with, any of the foregoing prov D 

this act. shall be punished by a fine not to exceed $100 and costs of prosecu- 

tion; and the court may make a further sentence that the offender be im 

—— in the district jail tillthe payment of such fineand costs: Provided, 
t such imprisonment shall not exceed the period of six months. 

Sec. 12. That no person shall seli or deliver any coal within the limits of 
the District of Columbia unless there shall be delivered to the person in 
charge of the wagon or con 
— signed by the person seliing the same and showing the weight of the 
coal pur ing to be delivered, the weicht of the wagon or conveyance used 
in such delivery, the total weight of coal and conveyance, and the name of 
the purchaser. 

Swo. 13. That no in charge of the wagon or conveyance used in de- 
liver coal, to whom the certificate mentioned in section 6 of this act has 
been delivered, shall neglect orrefuse toexhibit such certificate to the sealer 
or the assistant sealer of weights and measures, orto any person designated 
by them, or to the purchaser or intended purchaser of the coal being deliv- 
ered: and when officers. person sodesignated, or such purchaser or in- 
tended shall demand that the weight shown by such certificate 
be ed, it shall be the duty of the person ae such coal to convey 
the same forthwith to some public scale of the District, or to any private 
scale the owner whereof consent to such use, and to permit the verify- 
ing of the t shown, and shall after the delivery of such coal, return 
forthwith, with the wagon or conve) ance used, to the same scale and verify 
the weight of the wagon or conreyauce. 


to the sealer or assistant sealer of weights and measures; | 


ba ey used in delivering such coal a certificate | 


Sec. 14. That it shall be the duty of the sealer of weights and measures to 
| inspect, or cause to be inspected and tested. the weight of coal sold or de- 
| livered as aforesaid within the Districtof Columbia, and to take the proceed 

| ings necessary to enforce the provisions of this act. 

| sxc. 15. That any person who shall violate or who shall neglect or refuse 
| to comply with the provisions of sections 6, 7, and 8 of this act, or any per 

son who shall deliver or attempt to deliver coal of less weight than that set 
down in the certificate hereinbefore mentioned, shall be punished with a tine 
| not to exceed $100 and costs of prosecution; and the court may make a fur- 
ther sentence that the offender be imprisoned in the District jail until the 
| payment of such fine and costs: Provided, That the term of such imprison- 
| ment shail not exceed six months. 


| See. 16. That all laws and ordinances inconsisteut with the provisions of 
| this act be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
| The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
| ment was concurred in. 
| ‘The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ALLEYS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The bill (S.971) to open, widen, and extend alleys in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia was announced as next in order on the Calen- 
| dar. 
| Mr. QUAY. 
time. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator want the bill to go over under 
Rule IX or to go over without prejudice? 
| Mr. QUAY. It may go over without prejudice. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over with- 
out prejudice. 
FORM OF DEEDS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. PASCO. Isuggest that the same order be made in ref- 
erence to the next bill on the Calendar, being the bill (S. 832) to 
| simplify the form of deeds of conveyance, trust, and releases of 
| land in the District of Columbia. The Senator from West Vir- 
| ginia [Mr. FAULKNER], who has charge of the bill, is not in the 
| Chamber at present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the bill will be 
| passed over without prejudice. 
PENITENTIARY IN NORTH DAKOTA, 

The joint resolution (S. R. 41)relative to the erection of a peni- 
tentiary in the State of Nocth Dakota, and for other purposes, 
| Was announced as next in order on the Calendar. 
| Mr. PLATT. I think the Senator from North Dakota |Mr. 
| H ANSBROUGH| is in the Chamber, and [ wish to have his atten- 
tion ealled to the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be passed over until the atten- 
tion of the Senator can be called to it, and in the mean time we 
can go to something else. 

Mr. PLATT. I think that the bill had better be passed over, 
fer when it was last under consideration the Senator froin North 
Dakota asked that it might lie over. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be passed over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over, and 
the next bill on the Calendar will be stated. 

CORPORATIONS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The bill (S. 1305) to amend ‘‘An act relating to the incorpora- 
tion of certain corporations within the District of Columbia,” 
| approved October 1, 1890, was announced as next in order on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. PUGH. Let that bill goover. The Senator who has it 
in charge is not present, and the main subject is before the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over under the ob- 
jection of the Senator from Alabamu. 


ENLISTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 


The bill (S. 1209) to regulate enlistments in the Army of the 
United States was announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. BATE. That bill was reported from the Committee on 
Military Affairs. I see that two or three members of the com- 
mittee who feel an interest in the bill are absent, and [ suggest 
| that it be passed over, retaining its place on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be 
ordered. 

JUSTICES OF THE PEACE IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The bill (S. 1655) to extend the jurisdiction of justices of the 
peace in the District of Columbia, and to regulate proceedings 
before them, was considered as in Committes of the Whole. 

The hill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary 
with an amendment in section 23. line &,after the word *‘ claim,” 
to strike out “and shall also notify the plaintiff in such writ, or 
his agent or attorney, of such claim;” so as to make the section 
read: 


I object to the consideration of that bill at this 





£O 


Sec. 23. That when personal property is taken on execution or attach- 
ment issued by a justice of the peace, and such property is claimed by @ per- 
son other than a defendant therein, or is claimed by the defendant to be 
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exempt from execution, and such claimant shall give notice in 
to the constable of his claim to such 
as aforesaid, the constable ' 
or attorney, of such claim, and shall also notify such plaintiff claim- 
ant before what justice and at what time and place atrial of the right of 
property shall be had. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate asamended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

BERING SEA AWARD. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
méssage from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate: 
report of the agent of the United States before the Paris Tripanal of Arbi- 
tration; also the protocols thus far received, and certain other papers relat- 
ing to that arbitration. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, Washington, April 3, 1894. 

THE REVENUE BILL. 

The VICK-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o'clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill | H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other pu > 

Mr. LODGE. i desire to give notice that on Fapoder next at 
2 o'clock, after the close of the morning business, with the in- 
dulgence of the Senate, 1 shall submit some remarks on the 
pending bill. 

Mr. ALLISON addressed the Senate over two hours, when he 
was interrupted by 

Mr. CALL. Lask the Senator from Iowaif it will be entirely 

resable to him to yield toa motion to proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business? 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope the Senator from Towa will proceed 
and conclude his remarks touis evening if he can do so with per- 
sonal con. cuience to himself. 

Mr. ALDRICH. {f hope that the convenience of the Senator 
from Iowa will be consulted in the matter. 

Mr. HAR S. The Sevetor from Rhode Island certainly did 
not hear my rema:ks or he would not have volunteered the re- 
mark he his made. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I did understend the remark of the Senator 
from Tennessee, I think, perfectly well. 

Mr. HARSIS. That remark submitted the matter to the 
Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And I have never heard any remarks of a 
similar nature when a Senator was addressing the Senate anda 
question of that kind has been asked him by a brother Senator. 

Mr. CALL. Ishould be glad to know from the Senator from 
Towa if it is entirely Serennele to him to yield? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Lowa yield 
to the Senator from florida? 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, after the intimation of Sena- 
tors T think I shall conclude what I have a to-night. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Iowae ly indicates 
that he would roloreshgceeg se longer to-night. As the Sena- 
tor from Lowa has been speaking for two or three hours, I aaee 
Senators on the other si /e wiil notobject to laying the bill aside 
and allowing the Senator to finish his remarks to-morrow. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam perfectly satisfied that the Senator from 
Towa can speak for himself, and I shall, so faras 1 am concerned, 
be glad to accommodate any wish of his in respect to the matter; 
but if oy convenient to the Senator, I think it important 
that we should proce «1 with the consideration of this bill as 

ly as we conveniently may. 
r.CALL. I desire to say that it was my p' to consult 
the convenience of the Senator from Iowa. it is entirely 
to him I shall make the mot.on indicated, but not 


Mr. ALLISON, I should be glad, of course, in the near fu- 
ture to have the Senate adjourn or attend to other business and 
finish my rem irks to morrow, but I do not wish to de so if it is 
distasteful to those who are in charge of the bill, I will say to 
the Senator from Tennessee. 


[The s b of Mr. ALLISON is withheld for revision. It will 
a Appendix. | 


be found in the 
Mr. HARRIS. In view of the statement of the Senator from 
floor in 


Towa, I am sure that it is the wish on this side of 
Aeon cn cue mnaisnn ip eocecias ook Saas 
that the business interests of the i be 


at the earliest moment possible as to 


nt | ceeding as 


Senator from Tennessee 
the s 


duties are to be in the future, I shall hereafter insist upon pro- 
y as possible. In deference, however, to the 
expressed of the tor from Iowa, I consent that the Sen- 
ator from Florida may make his motion. 

Mr. HALE. Mr.President, I havenever known in my service 
in the Senate in the discussion of any measure, however impor- 
tant, on the second day of general debate, when a Senator had 
one earnestly and forcibly for two hours, as the Senator 

rom Iowa has—not reading listlessly from manuscript, and 4 
oclock had been reached and a suggestion had been made by a 
Senator on either side that the Senator speaking suspend in or- 
der that an executive session be had—any such suggestion made 
as that which was mde a few minutes ago by the Senator from 
Tennessee, thereby thrusting upon the Senator from Iowa the 
imputation that he would be consenting to anadjournment when 
the other side desired him to go on whether he would or not. 
I do not believe that that kind of moral duress will prevail if it 
is attempted hereafter. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Maine allow me? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to ask him if he thinks he finds cause 
of complaint when I left the whole question to the convenience 
of the Senator from Jowa? 

Mr. HALE. The whole thing was left in the most courteous 
manner to the convenience of the Senator from Iowa by the sug- 
gestion which the Senator from Florida made, that he desired 
to interpose a motion to proceed toother business if the Senator 
from lowa would yield: and the Senator from Tennessee, not 
content with that, sought to spur on the Senator from Iowa, 
and, as any Senator would naturally feel hesitation about giving 
up when it was said that he might as well go on—— 

Mr. HARRIS. I must ask the Senator to yield again fora 


second. 

Mr. HALE. Certainly I shall. 

Mr. HARRIS. Tae object and purpose of my suggestion was 
that, as a mere matter of courtesy to the Senator from Florida 
the Senator from [Iowa should not yield the floor if he proposed 
or preferred to proceed with his argument: and therefore I re- 
ferred the whole question to his convenience. The Senatorcan 
make whatever complaint he pleases of the course I have pur- 
sued in respecttothematter. l[amindifferentas to hiscriticism. 

Mr.HALE. Might it not have been well in the well-conceded 
and well-understood courtesy of the Senate if that sug estion 
had been left to the Senator from Iowa to make himse The 
proposition was made by the Senator from Florida, as it is made 
every day before Senators havespoken two hours, that we should 
have an executive session, which it is known is desired by some 
Senators, and why could not the Senator from Tennessee have 
left the Senator from Iowa to say, if he preferred to go on, that 
he should go on? 

If, Mr. President, this is a sample of the way in which the 
to railroad this bill through 


Senate, not granting the customary courtesies, we shall e 
notice of that here and now. 
Mr. Tam greatly obliged to the Senator from Maine 


for the lecture he habitually has to deliver about once a week, 
and Tf am glad that he has got it off this early in the week, as 
possibly we may have no occasion to have another during the 


I shall not be found wanting in courtesy to any Senator upon 
this floor now or hereafter, and [ should a great deal rather sub- 
mit the question as to the propriety of my conduct to the Sen- 
ator from Iowa than to the virainet construction the Senator 
from Maine chooses ‘pet upon it. 

Mr. HALE. Now, President, let me to the Senator 
ealiun tapheaid toailin tauvatemeoes mnoauel Samy Tagen” 
w a lecture from me— 
for other seer Senators—will depend greatly upon the 
course that is pursued by the other side with reference to this 


other eiaete x une Sone but on 
on su te; on 
Ey Uf behets Weare twice uring the dsy notified by the 
‘Tennessee thatextraordinary motions and me 
resorted to to drive this bill through. 

no lecture, I can tell the Senator from Tennessee, what- 
may term it, to be informed that this side is aware of 
rights on this subject and will endeavor to maintain them. 


Fin 
a 
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consideration of executive business. After one hour and fifteen postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 


minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and 


(at 5 o'clock and 20 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to- | 


morrow, Wednesday, April 4, 1894, at 12 o’clock m. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate April 8, 1894. 
ASSISTANT REGISTER OF THE TREASURY. 


of the Treasury, to succeed Henry H. Smith, resigned. 
AUDITOR OF THE TREASURY FOR THE POST-OFFICE DEPART- 
MENT. 

George A. Howard, of Tennessee, to be Auditor of the Treas- 
ury for the Post-Office Department, to sueceed John B. Brawley, 
resigned. 

PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 
Passed Assistant Engineer James H. Perry, United States 


| the President on and after April 1, 1894. 

Percival B. Salisbury, to be postmaster at Theresa, in the 
county of Jefferson and State of New York, the appointment of 
a postmaster for the said oltice having, by law, become vested 
in the President on and after April 1. 1894. 

George T. Roof, to be postmaster at Corning, in the county of 
Perry and State of Ohio, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said, office having, by law, become vested in the President 


| on and after April 1, 1894. 
John B. Brawley, of Pennsylvania, to be assistant register | 


Navy, to be a chief engineer in the Navy from April 1, 1894, | 


vice Chief Engineer Nathan P. Towne, resigned. 
POSTMASTERS. 
John H. Stotesbury, to be postmaster at Leadville, in the 


county of Lake and State of Colorado, in place of William W. | 


Old, whose commission expires April 11, 1894. 


| of a postmaster for the said office having 


William W. Smith, to be postmaster at Leipsig, inthe county 
of Putnam and State of Ohio, in the place of John ©. McClung 
whose commission expires April 11, 184. 

James W. Bennett, to be postmaster at East Brady, in the 
county of Clarion and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment 

g, by law, become vested 
in the President on and after April 1, Is. 

James S.Crawiord, to be postmaster at Duquesne, in the county 
of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania,in the place of Howard 
L. Black, resigned. 

G. E. Donehoe, to be postmaster at Dushore, in the county of 
Sullivan and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment of a post- 


| master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 


Charles |. Balch, to be postmaster at Manchester, in the county | 


of Hartford and State of Connecticut, in the placeof Levi Drake, 
whose commission expired february 25, 1894. 
Samuel EK. McElroy, to be 


postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
the President. on and after April 1, 1894. 


postmaster at Chicago Heights, in | 
the county of Cook and State of Illinois, the appointment of a | 

| county of Fayette and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of 
| Josephine Reid, whose commission expired March |:!, 


James J, Pearson, to be postmaster at Pontiac, in the county | 


of Livingstonand State of Lilinois, in the place of Ralph T. Brad- 
ford, removed. 


Alonzo B. Poole, to be postmaster at Rochelle, in the county | 


of Ogle and State of illinois, in the place of Alfred W. Hartong, 
whose commission expires April 11, 1804. 

George R. Howard, to be postmaster at Neola, in the county 
of Pottawattamie and Stateof Iowa, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after April 1, 1894. 

Benjamin &. Wiutersteen, to be postmaster at Akron, in the 
county of Plymouth and State of Iowa, the appointment of a 
postmaster for the suid office having, by law, become vested in 
the President on and after April 1, 1894. 

Lida J. Cooper, to be postmaster at Uniontown, in the county 
of Union and State of Kentucky, the appointment of a postmas- 
ter for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Pres- 
ident on and after April 1, 1894. 

James H. McKeeman, to be postmaster at Rumford Falls, in 
the county of Oxford and State of Maine, the appointment of a 
postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
the President on and after April 1, 1894. 

George R. Theobald, to be postmaster at Richmond, in the 
county of Sagadahoc and State of Maine, in the place of John H. 
Fellows, whose commission expired March 24, 184. 

Elihu B. Pond, to be postmaster at Ann Arbor, in the county 
of Washington and State of Michigan, in the place of Eugene 
£. Beal, whose commission expires April 17, 1894. 

Weston Dawson, to be postmaster at New Madrid, in the county 
of New Madrid and State of Missouri, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said olfice having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after April 1, 1894. 

John W. Jamison, to be postmaster at Vandalia, in the county 
of Audrain and State of Missouri, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
Presidenton and after April 1, 1894. 

Calvin D. Van Cleave, to be postmaster at Irvington, in the 
county of Essex and State of New Jersey, the appointment of a 
postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
the President on and after April 1, 1894. 

Hosea E. Doughty, to be postmaster at Haddonfield, in the 
county of Camden and State of New Jersey, in the place of H. 
A. Clement, whose commission expired April 3, Is. 

Forrest A. Rice, to be postmaster at Flemington, in the county 


President on and after April 1, 1894. 

immet W. Gibson, to bs postmaster at Oxford, in the county 
of Chester and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Thomas D. 
Alexand, whose commission expired February 19, 18 +4. 

John T. Killeen, to be postmaster at Luzerne, in the county of 
Luzerne and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
Pres dent on and after April, 1, 184. 

Harry Marietta, to be postmaster at Connellsville, in the 


Isvt. 

John J. MeDonald, to be postmaster at Kingston, in the county 
of Luzerne and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of David S 
Clark, whose commission expires April 16, 1804. 

J. Evans Wright, to be postmaster at Parkesburg, in the 
county of Chester and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of 
Lf J. Galloway, whose commission expired December 21, 
1893. 

Gustavus Schnasse, to be postmaster at Rapid City, in the 
county of Pennington and State of South Dakota, in the place of 


_ John M. Blakely, whose commission expired March 12, 1891. 


| 
| 
| 
| 


S. S. Turner, to be postmaster at Yankton, in the county of 
Yankton and State of South Dakota, in the place of Wheeler S. 
Bowen, whose commission expired December 21, 18))3. 

Richard H. King, to be postmaster at Alvin, in the county of 
Brazoria and State of Texas, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi- 


| dent on and after April 1, 1894. 


of Hunterdon and State of New Jersey, in the place of James |. | 
| of Knox and State of Maine. 


Fisher, whose commission expired February 19, 18%. 

L. K. McGaffey, to be postmaster at Roswell, in the county 
of Chaves and Territory of New Mexico, the appointment of a 
postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
the President on and after April 1, 1894. 

James A. to be postmaster at Montgomery, in the 
county of Orange and State of New York, the appointment of a 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations consirmed by the Senate Mareh 29, 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 
Ensign Houston Eldredge, to be a lieutenant (junior grade). 
Rnsign Henry B. Wilson, to be lieutenant (junior grade). 
APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 
Henry J. Schulte, of Ohio, to be appraiser of merchandise for 
the port of Cincinnati, in the State of Ohio. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 
Henry D. Lemon, of Ohio, to be surveyor of customs for the 
port of Cincinnati, in the State of Ohio. 
PENSION AGENT. 
of Ottawa, Ohio, to be pension agent 


1SD4 


Americus V. Rice, 

Columbus, Ohio. 
REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE. 

Joha G. Newbill, of Springfield, Mo., to be register of the land 
office at Springfield, Mo. 

Herman Von Langen, of Topeka, Kans., to be register of the 
land office at Topeka, Kans. 

POSTMASTERS. 

Ernest F. Kelley, to be postmaster at Bath. in the county of 
Sagadahoc and State of Maine. 

Parker T. Fuller, to be postmaster at Rockland, in the county 


at 


Peter Weigerding. to be postmaster at Defiance, in the county 
of Defiance and State of Ohio. 

Howard E. Perkins, to be postmaster at Sanford, in the county 
of York and State of Maine. 

Frank W. Cowden, to be postmaster at Red Cloud, in the 
county of Webster and State of Nebraska. 
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“es of Bear Lake and State of Idaho. 

A. G. Moderow. to be 

Stanton and State of Ne 

of tS and State of Pennsylvania. 
William T. Sharp, to be 

of Poweshiek and State o 

and State of Iowa. 
John A. Fry, to be 

Lancaster and State of Pennsylvania. 
Alexander M. Dick, to be 


Evan T. McGaw, to be 


of Wayne and State of Pennsylvania. 
of Mercer and State of Pennsylvania. 


of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania. 


Bradford and State of Pennsylvania. 


E. B. BaGBy. 
rected, and 


terestin 
I rise to inquire whe 
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Charles Hammond, to be postmaster at Montpelier, in the | Outhwaite, Robbins, Strait, in, 
and Stal eee =o 
pestmnster at Stanton, in the county of | Paynter, ' Russell, Ga. Talbert, 8.0. Weadock 
raska. Pendleton, Tex. Sayers, Talbott, Md. Wells, 
Frank H. Stratton, to be postmaster at Blossburg, in thecounty | py,dietom. W. Va Sehermerhorn, —‘Tarsney, White 
. Sickles, Taylor, Ind. Williams, Miss. 
tmaster at Brooklyn, in the county | Reilly, Sperry, Terry, ise, 
tows Rickard Sta: et, Wonca 
> chardso Cc C . 
J. A. Ladd, to be postmaster at Traer, in the county of Tama Richardson, Tenn. Stockdale, Turner, Ga. The Speaker. 
Ritchie, Stone, Ky. Turner, Va. 
Oliver C. Jackson, to be postmaster at Coatesville, in the NAYS—12. 
county of Chester and ene of a ae — ai tis Boen, De: Armond, Harter, Morgan, 
. ryan, . e arshall, an, 
Reeaneser © phrata, in the county o Conpes, Ind. Harris, Mckeighan, Sibley. 
tmaster at West Newton, in the NOT VOTING—I74. 
county of Westmoreland and State of Pennsylvania. poe Ky Denials, i. gman ee rem. 
postmaster at Reynoldsville, in the ° oe oe a. ooo 
county of Jefferson and State of Pesnepiventa. Aitken” ” Dol me — _— ito ented Pa, 
Patrick J. Langan, to be postmaster at Hawley, in the county po — — Hassell, Con. 
’ raper, efer, Scranton, 
. Arnold, lus, Ky. 4acey, 5 
Willis W. Kitch,to be postmaster at Sharpsville, in the county Avery. ellis degen Capea, anew, 
. sy - Fithian, i? ever, ee 
” € i 
Charles Schmitt, to be postmaster at Homestead, in the county | joke".' eg — — 
Bartholdt unk, Livingston, Smith, 
Albert R. Saylor, to be postmaster at Royersford, in the county | Belden, Funston, Loud, Snodgrass, 
of anes and State of Pennsylvania. a Seethen ee Siienoneen 
ht. J. O’Donnell, to be postmaster at Canton, in the county of | Black, 1 Gear, Maddox, Stevens, 
Blair, Gillet, N. Y. Magner, Stone, C. W. 
Boutelle, Gillett, Mass. Mahon, Stone, W. A. 
pe Bowers, Cal. Goodnight, Marsh, Storer, 
oo a. sae ones. oie N. Y. arene, 
reckinr . Grosvenor, a 3 sweet, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. Broderick, Grout, McCall, ‘Tawney, 
‘ Brosius, Grow, McCleary, Minn. ‘Taylor, ‘Tenn. 
TUESDAY, April 3, 1894. Bunn’ Hatnet Meiklejohn, Updegrat 
9 o Burnes, H ond, ; Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. | porrows, om, Milliken, Van Voorhis Ohio 
Caldwell, Hartman, oon, Wadsworth, 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read, cor- | Campbell, Haugen, Morse, Walker, 
approved. : — TL Heard, Murray, eee: 
Mr. GROSYENOR. Mr. Speaker, there were certain very in- | Gnickori ae, ._ weneeton, 
\ ng, Henderson, I Northway, zh, 
public telegrams in the oe this morning, and | Childs, Henderson, fowa Page, Wever, 
era motion would be in order to have them | G9ckvan: re. pe eee 
reid at the Clerk's desk for the information of the House? They mpton. Hicks, Pence, Williams, Ml. 
relate to the elections which took place on pert Cooper, ‘Tex. Hilborn, Perkins, Wilson, Ohio 
The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Chair will lay | Gooper, Wis fiity Be” we vn 
before the House certain executive and other communications | Covert, hopkins, Il. Post, Woomer, 
ELECTION CONTEST—O'NEILL VS. JOY. mn ae” lc wr 
Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I am constrained to call for | Surtis.N. ¥ = - all, 


the regular order. : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan demands 
the regular order. The regular order is the further continua- 
tion of the contested-election case of O'Neill against Joy. ; 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, the House adjourned a few even- 
ings ago after having adopted a resolution for the arrest of ab- 
sont members. Is that not the first business in order? 

The SPEAKER. Itis not. No report has been made. 

The question is on the motion to layon the table the motion 
of the gentleman from toreconsider the vote by which 
the House rejected the first substitute resolution of the minority 
of the committee. On this question the yeas and nays have 
been ordered, and the Clerk will call the roll. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 17, nays 12, 
not voting 174; as follows: 
YEAS—167. 

Alderson, Catchings, Erdman, Latimer, 
Alexander, Clancy, Everett, Lawson, 
Allen, Clark, Mo Fielder, Layton, 
Bailey, Clarke, Ala. vy. ter, 
Baker, Kans. Cobb, Ala. er, Lockwood, 
Baldwin, bb, Mo. Goldzier, yneh, 
Bankhead, Cockrell, rman, Maguire, 
Bartlett, Grady, Mallory, 
eee G Martin, Ind. 
Bell, Coombs, Grimn, McCreary, Ky. 
Beli, Tex. Cooper, McCulloch 

: Cornish, Hall, Minn. MeDannold, 
Black, Ga. Cox, Rh Me Dearmon, 
Bland, Crawford, MecEttrick, 
Boatner, Culberson, Hayes, McGann, 
Bower, N, C. Cummings, Henderson, N.C. MeKaig. 
Branch, Davey, Hendrix, McLaurin, 
Bretz, ; aie Holman, McNay 
=— = ao, 
Brown, Donovan, Hunter, Meyer, 
Bynum, Hutcheson, Money, 
Cabaniss, » Tkirt. > 
Cam net unds,, i 
Gannon, Cal. English, . 
Caruth, Epes, Lane, ONS, 


Sq the motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Speaker, I call for a recapitula- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will recapitulate the vote. The 
House will please be in order, so that gentlemen may hear how 
they are recorded. 

The Clerk coeeeeeeees the names of those voting. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call my name. 

The Clerk called the S in the affirmative. 

The Clerk announced 

Until further notice: 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia with Mr. DALZELL. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. CALDWELL. 

Mr. Coss of Alabama with Mr. McCALL. 

Mr. BRATTAN with Mr. ADAMS or Kentucky. 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. HOOKER of New York. 

Mr. PaGkE with Mr. MorsE. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON with Mr. STORER. 

Mr. HEARD with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee, 

Mr. MADDOX with Mr, Grout. 

Mr. FoRMAN with Mr. Lucas. 

Mr. Exits of Kentucky with Mr. HAUGEN. 

Mr. BARNES with MCCLEARY of Minnesota. 

Mr. GRAHAM with Mr. STRONG. 

Mr. STEVENS with Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. 

Mr. COMPTON with Mr. R. 

Mr, SICKLES with Mr. WADSWORTH. 

Mr. SNODGRASS with Mr. HoukK. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois with Mr. ALDRICH. 

Mr. LISLE with Mr. RANDALL. 

Tintil April 9: 

Mr. VAN Voorais of Ohio with Mr. PEARSON. 

For this day: 

Mr. SOMERS with Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. FYAN with Mr. LINTON. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER with Mr. WRIGHT of Massachveetts. 

Mr. Frrsian with Mr. BINGHAM. 


er, who vote 
e following pairs: 
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Mr. CRAIN with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CAMPBELL with Mr. GILLET of New York. 

Mr. COBBof Alabama. Mr. Speaker, lam oo with the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. MCCALL], but with the under- 
standing that I may vote to make a , yee The question of a 
quorum is involved in this call, and I therefore have voted. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to reconsider is laid on the 
table. The Clerk will now report the second resolution of the 
ma ority, for which there is pending a substitute. The Clerk 
will first report the second resolution offered by the majority of 
the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That John J. O'Neill was elected a Representative to the Fifty- 
third Congress from the Eleventh district of Missourl, and that he is en- 
titled to the seat. 


The SPEAKER. The minority of the committee offer a sub- 
stitute for that,on which the vote will first be taken. ‘The 
Clerk will now report the substitute for what has just been read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That John J. O'Neill was not legally elected to a seat in the 
Fifty-third Congress from the Eleventh district of Missouri, and is not en- 
titled to a seat in this House. 


The SPEAKER. That is the resolution upon which the vote 
will now be taken. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. REED. Division. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yeas and nays. 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. Evidently a sufficient number - 

Mr. REED. Tellers on the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported, on the demand 
for the yeas and nays, 107 in the affirmative. 

Accordingly the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If this vote is decided in the negative, 
will there be another vote upon the question of the right of Mr. 
O'Neill to the seat. 

The SPEAKER. There will. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted: 
To Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts, indefinitely, on account of | 
sickness. 
CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—O’NEILL VS. JOY. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the substi- 
tute offered by the minority of the committee, which has just | 





The following additional pair was announced: 
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Mr. TRACEY with Mr. POWERS, for the rest of the day. 


The SPEAKER. 


Tate, Turner, Va. Weadock, Williams, Mi. 
Taylor, Ind. Turpin, Wells, Williams, Miss. 
Terry, Tyler, Wever, Wise. 
Tucker, arner, Wheeler, Ala. Wolverton, 
Turner, Ga. Washington, Whiting, Woodard. 
NOT VOTING—I68. 

Adams, Ky. Dalzeli, Hulick, Quigg. 
Adams, Pa. Daniels, Hull, Randall, 
Aitken, De Forest, Johnson, Ind. Ray. 
Aldrich, Dingley, Jonnson, N. Dak. Reed, 
Apsley, Dolliver, Johnson, Ohio Reyburn, 
Arnold, Doolittle, Kiefer, Rebinson. Pa. 
Avery, Draper, Lacey, Russell. Conn, 
Babcock, Ellis, Ky. Lapham, Scranton, 
Baker, Kans. Ellis, Oregon Letever, Settle, 
Baker, N. H. Fithian, Linton. Shaw, 
Barnes, Fletcher, Lisle, Sherman, 

Bartholadt, Forman, Livingston, Simpson, 
Belden, Funk, Loud, Sipe, 

| Bell, Colo. Funston, Loudenslager, Smith, 

| Beitzhoover, Fyan, Lucas Snodgrass, 

Bingham, Gardner, Maddox, Somers, 

| Black, 01. Gear, Magner, Stephenson, 

Blair. Gillet, N. Y. Mahon, Stevens, 
Boen, Gillett, Mass. Marsh, Stone, C. W. 

| Boutelle, Goodnight, Marvin, N. Y. Stone, W. A 

| Bowers, Cal. Graham, McAleer. Storer, 

| Brattan, Grosvenor, McCall, Strong. 

| Breckinridge, Ky. Grout, McCleary, Minn. Sweet, 

Broderick, Grow, McDowell, Tawney. 
Brosius, Hager, McGann, Taylor, Tenn 
Bundy, Hainer, Meiklejohn, Thomas, 
Bunn, Harmer, Mercer, Tracey. 
Burnes, Hartman, Milliken, U pdegraf, 
Burrows, Haugen, Moon, Van Voorhis, N. ¥ 
Caldwell, Heard, Morse, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Campbell, Heiner, Murray, Wadsworth, 
Cannon, Il. Tfenderson, Il. Newlands, Walker, 
Chickering, Henderson, lowa Northway, Wanger, 
Childs, Hepburn, Page, Waugh, 
Cockran, Hermann, Payne, Wheeler, Il). 
Cogswell, Hicks, Pearson, White, 
Compton. Hilborn, Pence, Wilson, Ohio 
Cooper, Wis. Hitt, Perkins, Wilson, Wash. 

| Cousins, Hooker, N. Y. Phillips, Wilson, W. Va. 

; Crain, Hopkins, Il. Pickler. Woomer, 

| Curtis, Kans. Hopkins, Pa. Post, Wright. Mass. 

| Curtis, N. Y¥. Houk, Powers, Wright, Pa. 

| 

| 


On this question the yeas are 23, nays 160. 


The nays have it, and the substitute is not agreed to. 
The Clerk will now report the resolutions of the majority. 
Mr. WEVER. I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
substitute was not agreed to. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. I make the 


»0int of order that the mo- 


tion to reconsider is not in order under the rule. 


Mr. SPRINGER. 


How did the gentleman vote? 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio makes the point 
that the motion to reconsider is not in order under the special 


order. 


The Clerk will report the special order. 


been read, upon which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 23, nays 160, not | 


voting 168; as follows: 


YEAS—23. 
Bryan, Geary, ' Hudson, Moses, | 
Cooper, Ind. Griffin, Hutcheson, Outhwaite, | 
Cooper, Tex. Hal, Mo. Kem. Pendleton, Tex. 
De Armond, Harris, Marshall, Ryan, 
Dunphy, Harter, McKeighan, Sibley. 
Everett, Hendrix, Mor san, 
NAYS—16v 

Abbott, Cockrell, Hayes, Mutchler, 
Alderson, Coffeen, Henderson, N.C. Neill, 
Alexander, Conn, Hines, Oates, 
Allen, Coombs, Holman, O' Neil, 
Bailey, Cooper, Fla. Hooker, Miss, Paschal,* 
Baldwin, Cornish, Hunter, Patterson, 
Bankhead, Covert, l&irt, Paynter, 
Bartlett, Cox, Jones, Pendleton, W. Va. 
Barwig, Crawford, Kilgore, ‘ott, 
Beil, Tex. Culberson, Kribbs, Price, 

" Cummings, Kyle, Rayner, 
Black, Ga. Davey, 6, Reilly, 
Biand, Davis. Latimer, Richards, Ohio 
Boatner, Denson, Lawson, Richardson, Mich. 
Bower, N.C. Dinsmore, Layton, Richardson, Tenn. 
Branch, Dockery. Lester, Ritchie, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Donovan, Lockwood, Robbins. 
Bretz, Lunn, Lynch, Robertson, La. i 
Brickner, Durborow, oo Rusk. 
Brookshire, Edmunds, Mallory, Russell, Ga. 
Brown, English, Martin, Ind. Sayers, 
Bynum, Enloe, McCreary, Ky. Schermerhorn, 
Cabaniss, Epes, McCulloch, Shell, 
Cadmus, Erdman, McDannold, Sickles, 
Caminetti, Fielder, McDearmon, Sperry, 
Cannon, Cal. er, McEttrick, Springer, 
Capehart, Goldzier, McKaig. Stallings. 
Caruth, Gorman, McLaurin, Stockdale, 
Catchings, Grady, McMillin, Stone, Ky. 
Causey, G McNagny, Strait, 
Clancy, Haines McRae, Straus, 
Clark, Mo. Hall, Minn. Meredith, Swanson, 
Clarke, Ala. > Meyer, Talbert, 5. C, 
Cobb, Ala. . Money, Talbott, Md. 
Cobb, Mo. Hatch, Montgomery, Tarsney, 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, Thatimmediately upon adoption of this order the House proceed 
to consider the contested-election case of U'Neili against Joy from Mis 
souri; that after two hours’ debate thereon the previous question be consid- 
ered as ordered on the resolution reported from the Committee on Elections 
and on any substitute that may be pending therefor; that then, without in 
tervening motion, the vote be taken first on the substitute and then on the 
resolution reported from the committee. 

That immediately after said case is disposed of the House shall proceed to 
consider the contested-election case of English vs. Hilborn from California: 
that after two hours’ debate thereon the previons question be considered as 
ordéred on the resolution reported from the Committee on Elections and 
on any substitute that may then be pendingtherefor; that then, without in 
tervening motion, the vote be taken first on the substitute and then on the 
resolution reported from the committee. This order to continue from day 
to day until both cases therein mentioned are disposed of. 


Mr. REED. We have already had one vote upon a motion to 
| reconsider. 
| Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
| 


No point of order was made against it. 
Mr. REED. And the rules 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The point of order was 

not made. ° 
Mr. REED. The rules of the House show very clearly that 
the right to a motion to reconsider exists. 

| Mr. OUTHWAITE. They do not override a special order 

| which provides just what votes shall be taken. ‘ 

| Mr. REED. The rules of the House do not seem to override 

anything. 
Mr. BURROWS. If the Chair will indulge me a moment. 
Under the very terms of the special order, while it restricts 
the vote to the resolutions and the substitute, I contend that all 
| legitimate motions relating to the substitute would be in order: 
| and therefore a motion to reconsider would be inorder. Any 
‘intervening motion” not connected with the subject-matter of 
the resolution would clearly not be in order; but any legitimate 
motion in connection with the substitute or with the main prop- 
osition would be in order, like this motion to reconsider. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. The very same might be siid equally of 
a motion to adjourn or a motion to take a recess. 
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Mr. BURROWS. Not at all. This is a legitimate motion, 
arising under the rules, upon a vote upon the substitute, and is 
as much in order as the vote on the substituteitself. The House 
certainly is not to be deprived of its legitimate right to recon- 
sider the vote by which this resolution was rejected. It is one 
of the motions permitted under the order. Suppose the House 
voted under a mistake or misunderstandin of the resolution, is 
it contended the vote could not ba reconsidered with a view of 
correcting the error? 

Mr. REED. If these rules are made—— 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The rule is very explicit, clear, and dis- 
tinct. It leaves no room for doubt,it seems to me. The lan- 
guage of the resolution not only presents the subject-matter that 
shall be considered, but presents distinctly and definitely what 
votes shall be taken upon that subject-matter, and goes so far, 
in addition to that, as to say—no intervening motions shall be 
entertained. 

Mr. BURROWS. Of course: 

Mr. OUTHWAITE (continuing). And the point of order 
would be well taken if the gentleman from Michigan made the 
motion immediately on the motion to lay on the table, but we 
have passed beyond that. 

Mr. BURROWS. And does the gentleman believe that this 
would be »n intervening motion within the meaning of the order. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Any motion between two others is an in- 
tervening motion, if I understand the English language. 

Mr. BURROWS. Then the motion to agree to this last reso- 
lution would be an intervening motion. Any vote on the sub- 
stitute, whether upon its passage or to reconsider, is certainly 
within the terms of the ype order. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, Any such motion as provided for in the 
specialorder. 

Mr. BURROWS. A motion to take a recess, or to fix a day to 
which the H muse shall adjourn, would be an intervening motion, 
and not in order under the special order; but under the — 
order itseems to me that any motion connected with the subject- 
matter would be in order, anda motion to reconsider that vote 
also in order under the er. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Taen a motion to recommit this subject 
to the Committee on Elections would also be in order. 

Mr. REED. It would 4 upon who made the motion 
whether it would be admissible or not. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the objection; and the 
Clerk will report the resolutions of the majority. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Charles Ff. Was not elected a member of the House of 
Representatives of the tifty- Congress—— 

Mr. LACEY. I anpeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. Imake the point of order as to that, too. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Too late!” on the Democratic side.] 

The Clerk proceeded to read the resolutions: 

Speen the Maren Conenamannl Ainge 46. Spans, and is not entitled to 


seat. 
ee. cast Jenn J. ‘Weill was slected.a Repecoentative co the Pity 
that he is entitled to the seat. ” 

Mr. REED (during the reading). The House ought to be al- 
lowed to express its opinion on a matter like this. I respect- 

addressed the Chair. I think—— 
SPEAKER. The gentleman addressed the Chair while 
the Clerk was reading a matter before the House. 

Mr. REED. The from Iowa has appealed from the 
decision of the C ; and it seems to me, on a question like 
this, a proposition to refuse the House the right of reconsidera- 
tion, a point which has never been deci before, that the 
opinion of the House ought to be taken, espec as the rules 
guarantee to us the right of appeal. I will read rule that I 


refer to. 
_ Mr. SPRINGER. Was not it too late? [Cries of “‘ Too late” 
-on thé Democratic side.] 


The SPEAKER. It was too late, of course. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Towa stood at his seat and 
endeavor d to attract the atteation of the Chair at once. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The gentlemanfrom Iowa came in about 
two minutes late. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. 

Mr. REED. Here is the fourth clause of Rule I: 

Se teat ee TG eee warrants, and 
ees a sae . and decide questions of 

The language is explicit and conclusive; and the 
statement that a gentleman can poy eters his on cet 
= is utterly excluded by anything has ever happened 

Mr. LACEY. Will the Chair permit me to make a sugges- 

The SPEAKER. For whatpurpose does the gentleman rise? 


Mr. LACEY. Iwant to make a suggestion as to the ruling of 
the Chair. The Chair held that a motion to reconsider was a 
tof the main question, and as such could not be stopped. 
the House must proceed to the end, because it was a part 
of the main question. This is a motion to reconsider-—— 
The SPEAKER. The Chair intends to refer to that now. 
Mr. LACEY. Now, that being the case, under the same rule 
why should the Chair stand up and say that the House shall not, 
in a question where the right of a member to his seat is in- 
volved, have the right of appeal? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is responsible to the House for 
whatever he does. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. The Chair has refused to accept the re- 
ee 
Mr. LACEY. I took the appeal as promptly as I could. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. Lcall the gentleman from Maine to or- 


er. 

The SPEAKER. All gentlemen will take their seats. The 
Chair is going to decide the question, and does not desire to 
hear further. 

The gentleman from Iowa will take his seat. 

Mr. LACEY sat down. 

The SPEAKER (continuing). Some days ago the House 
adopted a special order relating to the consideration of this con- 
tested electioncise. Thatspecial order particularly named what 
mo.ions might be made. It took this case out-of the rules of the 
House, and it did so for the express purpose of preventing any 
gentleman from obstructing a vote on the case by a majority of 
the House. The language of the special order is: 

That immediately w ‘the adoption of this order the House proceed to 
consider the contested-election case of O'Neill against Joy from Missouri; 
that after two hours’ debate thereon the previous question be considered as 
ordered on the resolution reported from the Committee on Elections and on 
any substitute that may be pending therefor; that then, without interven- 

motion, the vote be taken first on the substitute and then on the resolu- 
tion reported from the committee. 

On the demand of the gentleman from Maine|Mr. ReED]adivi- 
sion of the substitute was had. The first branch of it was voted 
upon. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS] entered 
a motion to reconsider. No point was made against it, and the 
attention of the Chair was not addressed to it at the moment. 
There was a motion made to lay that motion on the table. Sub- 
sequently the point was raised that the motion was not in order. 
The Chair stated that the point not having been made at the 
time, it could not be entertained then, and the Chair was in 
some doubt as to whether the motion to reconsider was not 
legitimately a part of the vote. 

r. LACEY. MayI ask the Chair a question right there? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will not be interrupted. The 
Chair was in some doubt whether the motion to reconsider was 
not a part of the vote upon the resolution within the spirit of 
the rule, but uent examination has satisfied the Chair 
that that motion is no part of the vote. It is a distinct privi- 
lege which is granted to the House under the rules whereby 
they eee a vote, whereby a member may again invite 
the opinion of the House upon the question, and, if the special 
order did not prevent it, the motion would be in order now. 
But the motion to reconsider is distinctly, in the opinion of the 
Chair, an intervening motion. It intervenes between the mo- 
tion which has just been disposed of and the next resolution 
which comes before the House. Therefore, the Chair submits 
to the House the other question provided for in the special or- 
der, and the Clerk will report the resolutions reported by the 
majority of the Committee on Elections. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. , L again appeal. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair again declines to entertain the 

because that, too, isan intervening motion. The Clerk 
the resolutions. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Charles F. Joy was not elected a member of the House of 
Representatives mgress from the Eleventh OC . 
secre ieee ase 


That John J. O'Neill was elected a Sep atve to the Fifty- 
third Congress from = Eleventh Congressio district of Missouri, and 
to seat. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 


tion. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Upon that I ask for the = and nays. 
Mr. BURROWS. Is not the question divisible, Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman demand a division? 
Mr. BURROWS. Ido. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Thequestion was already put to the House, 


and the House was voting upon it. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan demands a 
division. The Clerk will report the first resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
| Resolved, That Charles F. Joy was not elected a member of the House of 
peer enetl oet ia from theBieventh Congressional 
and to the seat. 
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Mr. PATTERSON. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The question being taken by count, the Speaker declared that 
there was a sufficient number. 

Mr. REED. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and the Speaker appointed Mr. Pat- 
TERSON of Tennessee and Mr. REED. 

a House divided, and the tellers reported 100 in the affirm- 
ative. 

The SPEAKER. A sufficient number, and the yeas and nays 
are ordered. 

Mr. REED. I move to reconsider the vote by which the yeas 
and nays were ordered. 
= SPEAKER. The Chair declines to entertain that mo- 

ion. 

Mr. REED. That is an intervening motion? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair declines to.entertain the motion, 
and the Chair has heretofore stated that unless he chose to give 
reasons for a decision at the time he makes it he would not give 
a The yeas and nays are ordered. The Clerk will call the 
roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 156, nays 24, not 


voting 172; as follows: 


YEAS—156. 


Abbott, Covert, Lane, Ritchie, 
Alderson, Cox, Latimer, Robbins, 
Alexander, Crawford, Lawson, Roberison, La. 
Allen, Culberson, Layton, Rusk. 
Bailey, Davey, Lester, Russell, Ga. 
Baldwin, Denson, Lockwood, Sayers, 
Bankhead, Dinsmore, Lynch, Schermerhorn, 
Bartictt, Dockery, Maguire, Shell, 
Barwig, Donovan, Mallory, Sickles, 
Bell, ‘Vex. Dunn, Martin, Ind. Sperry, 
Berry, Durborow, McCreary, Ky. Springer, 
Black, Ga. Edmunds, McCulloch, Stallings, 
Bland, English, McDannold, Stockdale, 
Bower, N.C Enloe, McDearmon, Stone, Ky. 
Branch, Epes, McEttrick, Strait, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Erdman, McGann, Swanson, 
Breiz., Fielder, McKaig, Talvert, S. C. 
Brickner, Geissenhainer, McLaurin, Talbott, Md. 
Brookshire, Goldzier. MeMillin, Tarsney, 
Brown, Gorman, McRae, Tate, 
Bynum, Grady, Meredith, Taylor, Ind. 
‘Cabo iss, Gresham, Meyer, Terry, 
Cadmus, Haines, Money, Tucker, 
Caminetti, Hall, Minn. Montgomery, Turner, Ga. 
Cannon, Cal. Hammond, Mutchler, Turner, Va. 
Capehart, Hare, Neill, Turpin, 
Caruth, Hatch, Oates. Tyler, 
Catch Hayes, O'Neil, arner, 
Causey Henderson, N.C. Paschal, Washington, 
Clancy, Hines, Patterson, Weadock, 
‘Clark, Mo. Holman, Paynter, Wells, 
Clar.e, Ala. Hooker, Miss. Pendleton, W. Va. Wheeler, Ala. 
Cobh. Ala. Hunter, Pigott, Whiting, 
Cobb. Mo. Hutcheson, Price, Williams, ILL 
Cockrell, Ikirt, Sameer. Williams, Miss. 
Coffeen, Jones, Reilly, Wise. 
Conn. Kilgore, Richards, Ohio Wolverton, 
Coombs, Kribbs, Richardson Mich. Woodard, 
Cornish, Kyle, Richardson, Tenn. The Speaker. 
NAYS—21. 
Broderick, Dunphy, Harter, Moses, 
Bryan, Everett, Bendrix, Outhwaite, 
Gooper, Ind. Geary, Hudson, Pendleton, Tex. 
Coorer. Tex. Grifiin, Marshall, Ryan, 
Cummings, Hall, Mo. McKeighan, Sibley, 
De Armond, Harris, Morgan, Straus. 
NOT VOTING—!72. 
Adams, Ky. Cockran, Hager, Maddox, 
Adams, Pa. Cogswell, Hainer, Magner, 
Aitken, Compton, Harmer, Mahon, 
Aldrich, Cooper, Fla. Hartman, Marsh, 
Apsley, Cooper, Wis. Haugen, Marvin, N. Y. 
Arnold, Cousins, Heard, McAleer, 
Avery, Crain, Heiner, McCall, 
Bancock, Curtis, Kans. Henderson, Ill. McCleary, Minn. 
Baker, Kans. Curtis, N. Y. Henderson, Iowa McDowell, 
) ate Dalzell, Hepburn, McNagny, 
Daniels, Hermann, Meiklejohn, 
Bartbolat, Davis, Hicks, Mercer, 
De Forest, Hilborn. Milliken, 
‘Bell. Colo. Dingley, Hitt, Moon, 
Beltzhoover, Dolliver, Hooker, N. Y. Morse, 
Bingham, Doolittle, Hopkins, 011. Murray, 
Blick, Dl. Draper, Hopkins, Pa. Newlands, 
Blair, Ellis, Ky. Houk, Northway, 
Boatner, Ellis. Oregon Hulick, Page, 
Boen. Fithian, Hull, Payne, 
Boutelle, Fletcher, Johnson, Ina. Pearson, 
Bowers, Forman, Johnson, N. Dak. Pence. 
Bra‘tan, Funk, Johnson, Ohio Perkins 
Breckinridge, Ky. Funston, Kem, Phillips, 
Brosius, an, Kiefer, Pickler, 
Gardner, Lacey, Post, 
Gear, Lapham, Powers. 
Gillet, N. Y. Lefever, uigg, 
Gillett, Mass. Linton, andall, 
Goodnight, Liste, Ray, 
Graham, Livingstoa Reed, 
Grosvenor, Lond, Reyburn, 
- Grout, Louienslager, Robinson, Pa. 
% Leas, Russell, Conn. 
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Scranton, Stephenison, Thomas, Wever, 

Settle, Stevens, Tracey, Wheeler, Lil. 
Shaw, Stone, C. W. Updegraff, White, 
Sherman, Stone, W. A. Van Voorhis, N. Y. Wilson, Ohio 
Simpson, Storer, Van Voorhis, Ohio Wilson, Wash. 
Sipe, Strong, Wadsworth, Wilson, W. Va. 
Smith, Sweet, Walker, Woomer. 
Snodgrass, Tawney, Wanger. Wright, Mass. 
Somers, Taylor, Tenn. Waugn, Wright, Pa. 


So the resolution was adopted. 

The SPEAKER at the conclusion of the roll call, having di- 
rected the Clerk to call his name, voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, 1 am paired, but have voted to 
I would like to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Thereisno objection if there is a quorum 
without the gentleman's vote. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks consentsto withdraw 
his vote. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. 
a quorum? 

The SPEAKER. One hundred and eighty members have 
voted. In the absence of objection the gentleman from New 
York will be permitted to withdraw his vote. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. On this question—— 

Mr. REED. ILask fora rec ipitulation of the vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will recapitulate the vote. 

The vote having been recapitulated — 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Mr. Speaker, how am I recorded? 

The SPEAKER. In the negafive. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. I wish my vote recorded in the affirma- 
tive. 

The SPEAKER. The change will b2 made. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the next reso- 
lution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resotved, That John J. O'Neill was elected a Representative to the fifty 
third Gongress from the Eleventh Congressional district of Missouri, and 
that he is entitled to the seat. 

; The SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to this reso- 
ution. 

Mr. SPRINGER. [I call for the yeas and nays. 

The question having been taken on ordering the yeas and 
nays-— 

The SPEAKER. Evidently a sufiicient number. 

Mr. REED. 1 call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and Mr. PATTERSON and Mr. REED 
were appointed. 

The House divided: and the tellers reported—ayes, 82. 

The SPEAKER. Asufficient number; and the yeas and nays 
are ordered. 

Mr. REED. I move a reconsideration of the vote just taken. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair declines to entertain the motion. 
The yeas and nays are ordered. The Clerk will call the roll. 

Tne question was taken; and there were—yeas 155, nays 28, not 
voting 168: as follows: 


Will it interfere with 


YEAS—155. 


Abbott, Covert, Latimer, Ritchie, 
Alderson, Cox, Lawson, Robbins, 
Alex inder Crawford, Layton, Robertson, La. 
Allén, Culberson, Lester, Rusk, 

Bailey. Davey, Lockwood, Russell, Ga 
Baldwin, Denson, Lynch, Sayers, 
Banichead, Dinsmore, Maguire, Schermerhorn, 
Bartlett, Dockery, Mallory, Shell, 
Barwig, Donovan, Martin, Ind. Sperry, 

Bell, Tex. Dunn, McCreary, Ky. Springer, 
Berry, Durborow, McCulloch, Stallings, 
Black, Ga. Edmunds, McDannold, Stevens, 
Bland, English, Mc Dearmon, Stockdale, 
Boatner, Enloe, MecEttrick, Stone, Ky. 
Bower, N. C. Epes, Mctrann, Strait, 
Branch, Erdman, MeKaig, Swanson 
Breckinridge, Ark. Fielder, McL vurin, Talbert, S.C. 
Bretz, Geissenhainer, McMillin, Talbott, Md 
Brickner, Goldzier, McNagny, Tarsney, 
Brookshire, Gorman, McRae. Tate, 

Brown, Grady, Meredith, Taylor, Ind 
Bynum, 7resham, Meyer, Terry, 
Cabuniss, Haines. Money, Tucker, 
Cadrans, Hall, Minn. Montgomery, ‘Turner, Ga. 
Caniinetti, Hammond. Mutchler, Turner, Va. 
Cannon, Cal. Hare, Neill, Turpin, 
Capehart, Hatch, Oates. Tyler, 
Caruth, Hayes. O'Neil, Warner, 
Catchings, Henderson, N.C. Paschal, Washington, 
Causey, Hines. Patterson, Weadock, 
Clancy, Holman, Paynter, Wells, 

Clark, Mo. Hooker, Miss. Pendieton,W.Va. Wheeler, Ala. 
Clarke, Ala. Hunter, Pigott, Whiting, 
Cobb, Ala. Tkirt, Price. Williams, Il. 
Cobb, Mo. Jones. Rayner, Williams, Miss. 
Cockrell, Kilgore. Reilly, Wise. 
Cofleen, Kribbs, Richards, Ohio Wolverton, 
Conn, Kyle, Richardson. Mich. Woodard. 
Cornish, Lane, Richardson, Tenn. 
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NAYS—28. 
Bryan, Dunphy, Hendrix, Moses, 
Cockran, Everet' Hudson, Outhwaite, 
Coombs, Geary, Hutcheson, Pendleton, Tex. 
Cooper, Ind. Griffin, Kem, 7. 
Cooper, Tex. Hall, Mo, Marshall, Sibley, 
Cummi Harris, McKeighan, Sickles, 
De Armon Harter, Morgan, Straus. 
NOT VOTING—168. 
Adams, Ky. Daizell, Houk, Quigg. 
Adams, Pa. Daniels, Hutick, ndall, 
Aitken, Davis, Hull, Ray 
Aldrich, De Forest, Johnson, Ind. Reed, 
Apsley, Dingley, Johnson, N. Dak. Reyburn, 
Arnold, Dolliver, Johnson, Ohio Robinson, Pa. 
Avery, Doolittle, Kiefer, Russell, Conn. 
Babcock Draper, Lacey, Scranton, 
Baker, Kans. Ellis, Ky. Lapham, Settle, 
Baker, N. H. Eliis, Oregon Lefever, Shaw. 
Barnes, Fithian, Linton, Sherman, 
Bartholdt, pestonee, a ‘< Saeeen, 
en, ‘orman, v n, Sipe. 
Bell, Colo, Funk, Soul Smith, 
Beltzhoover, Funston, — Loudenslager, Snodgrass, 
Bingham, Fyan, Lucas, Somers, 
Black, Ill. Gardner, Maddox, Stephenson 
Blair, Gear, Magner, Stone, C. W. 
Boen, Gillet, N.Y. Mahon, Stone, W. A. 
Boutelle, Gillett, Mass. Marsh, Storer, 
Bowers, Cal. Goodnight, Marvin, N. Y. Strong, 
Brattan, Graham, McAleer, Sweet, 
Breckinridge,Ky Grosvenor, McCall, Tawney, 
Broderick, Grout, McCl .Minn. Taylor, Tenn. 
Brosi Grow, McDowell, Thomas, 
Bundy, Hager, Meiklejohn, Tracey, 
Bunn, Hainer, Mercer, Upiegraff, 
Burnes, Harmer, Milliken Van Voorhis, N. Y 
Burrows, Hartman, Moon, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Caldwell, Haugen, Morse, Wadsworth, 
Campbell Heard, Murray, alker, 
Cannon, Ti. Heiner, Newlands, Wanger, 
Chickering, Henderson, Ill. Northway, Waugh, 
Childs, Henderson, Iowa Page, Wever, 
Cogswell, Hepburn, Payne, Wheeler, Til. 
Somer Hermann, Pearson, White, 
Cooper, Hicks, Pence, Wilson, Ohio 
Cooper, Wis. Hilborn, rkins, Wilson, Wash. 
Cousins, itt, Phillips, Wilson, W.Va 
Crain, Hooter, N. Y. Pickler, Woomer, 
Curtis, Kans. Hopicins, IL. Post, Wright, Mass. 
Curtis, N. Y. Hopkins, Pa. Powers, Wright, Pa. 


So the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. COCKRAN (when his name was called). Mr. Speaker, if 
it be in order, I ask to be excused from voting. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee). 
The Chair can not entertain that request now. The roll call 
can not be interrupted. The gentleman must vote or not vote. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Then I vote ‘‘ no.” 

The following additional pair was announced: 

Mr. MCALEER with Mr. VAN VoOORHIS of New York. 

Mr. SICKLES. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with my colleague, 
Mr. ee I voted to make a quorum, having ressrved 
that right. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. McCALu), with whom I ara paired, if present would vote 
‘*no,” and would vote for the contestee on all these questions. 
I er simply to make a quorum, having that understanding 
with him. 

Tho result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri will come 
forward and tako the oath of office. 

Mr. O'Neill 6f Missouri, having appeared at the bar of the 
House, was duly qualified, taking the oath of office prescribed 
by law. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found ty Renton en ia 
resolution (H. Res. 139) to print Agricultural Report for 1893; 
when the Speaker signed the same. 

CONTESTED ELECTION, ENGLISH VS. HILBORN. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the second part 
of the s order. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
That after case is of the House shall to 
ider the contested case of ve. Hilborn from . 
that after two hours debate thereon the be considered as 


resolution reported from on El 

ee that may then be pending therefor; that then, without inter: 
vening motion, Fee vers Ss bewnn enag on Se on nen cn we 
oan th cases therein mentioned are disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolutions rec- 
ommended by the Committee on Elections. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That Samuel G. was not elected a in the 


and is not en 
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Resolved, That Warren B. English was eiected a Representative in the 
Fifty-third Congress from the Third Congressional district of California, 
and is entitled to a seat therein. 


Mr. WAUGH. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a substitute 
for the resolutions just read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

(1) Resolved, That Samuel G. Hilborn was legally elected to a seat in the 
Fitty-third 8s from the Third Congressional district of California, and 
entitled to ret his seat in this House. 

(2) Resolved, That Warren B. English was not legally elected to a seat in 
the Fifty-third Congress from the Third Congressional district of California, 
and is not entitled to a seat in this House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. BROWN] tocontrol the hour in ae of the 
report of the committee, and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
WAvuGB8] in support of the minority resolutions. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent that the 
time of the debate be extended in this case. 

The SPEAKER. For how long? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. For an additional hour on each side. 


Mr. REED. Is that satisfactory to the members of the com- - 


mittee on this side? 

Mr. BROWN. It will be satisfactory if members on that side 
will vote on this case all the way through. 

Mr. REED. Well, this side is not prepared to enter into any 
such conditional agreement as that. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Suppose we have the regular order. 

. m8 COBB of Alabama. Is there objectionto my request, Mr. 
peoaker? 

The SPEAKER. The ag een from Ohio has objected, and 
the matter is not before the House. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. Speaker, this case comes from the Third 
Congressional district of California. The district is composed 
of seven counties. On the face of the returns, certified to the 
secretary of state under the law of California, it appears that the 
contestant received 13,138 votes at the election controversy 
and the contestee received 13,163 votes, giving the contestee on 
the face of the returns a plurality of 25 votes. 

Clarksburg precinct, in the county of Yolo, was not included 
in the returns. That precinct gave contestee 8 plurality. 

The law of California requires that as soon as the polls are 
closed some one selected by the election board must carry the 
returns to the county seat and file them with the county clerk. 
When the board of election meets at the county seat it must 
canvass the returns if they are allin. If they are not all in the 
board must adjourn from day to day until all of the election re- 
turns are received or six adjournments are had, and then the 
county board makes up the returns for thecounty and the county 
clerk forwards them to the secretary of state. In the case of 
Clarksburg precinct, Yolo County, there was no such adjourn- 
ment of the board as the law required. There was but one ad- 
journment, and the vote of Yolo County forwarded to the secre- 
tary of state did not include the vote of Clarksburg precinct. 

he committee thought, in view of the fact that the law had 
not been complied with respecting Clarksburg prosines, and 
that the contestee had received a plurality of 8 at that precinct 
that this plurality should be counted for him, and in the report 
made by the committee that was accordingly done, which in- 
creased his plurality from 25 to 33, making it incumbent upon 
the contestant to overcome the contestees plurality of 33 votes 
before he can be entitled to a seat on the floor of the House of 
Representatives. 

his case is in a very narrow omens. It isagreed byallcon- 
nected with it, the parties to it and their atiorneys, and by all 
the members of the Committee on Elections, that the Altamont 
precinct, in Alameda County, is the only precinct to be consid- 
ered in the determination of the case. ‘Chat precinct is a small 
one, there being but 70 votes in all cast in it, and but 51 of these 
votes were cast for the parties to thiscontest. On thefaceof the 
returns at Altamont precinct it appears that the contestant had 
received but 15 votes, while the contestee had received 37. This 
created a great surprise in the mind of the contestant and all his 


friends, for the reason that that precinct is com of an un- 
changing tion almost exclusively of farmers, with a few 
laborers. ere is not a town within boundaries of the pre- 


einct. It had invariably given a Democratic majority, not only 
for Democratic candidates to Congress, but for all who were can- 
didates on the Democratic ticket until the last election. 
In 1876 the Democratic candidate for Congress received 4 ma- 
ity. In 1880 he received 5 majority; in 1884, 8 majority; in 
888, 27 majority; while in 1892 the unaccountable thing occurred 
and there was returned for the Republican candidate a majority 


of 
contestant immediately proceeded to take affidavits touch- 
valid ty of the returns from this precinct, and the hon- 
the conduct of the election there. As before said, but 
in all were polled, and but 51 of these votes were cast 
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for the contestant and contestee. Thirty-five of these voters 
made aflidavits that they had voted for the contestant. That 
led to the commencement of this contest, and during the taking 
of the testimony in supportof it 47 outof the 51 electors who voted 
for contestant and contestee at that election came forward and 
testified as to how they had voted. Thirty-seven of them testi- 
fied that they had voted for the contestant: 6 for J. L. Lyons, 
People’s candidate; 2 for L. B. Scranton, Prohibition candidate; 
and 2 for no candidate at all. 

This left but 23 of the 70 voters of the precinct unaccounted 
for. How they voted no one knows. If you take the testimony 
of the voters who testified for whom they had voted, the re- 
turned plurality for the contestee in the entire district is over- 
thrown and a plurality of 3 for the contestant is made to appear. 

This statement is made on the hypothesis, however, or rather 
the presumption that all the voters of the precinct who did not 
come forward and testify as to how they had voted are counted 
as having voted for the contestee, a presumption which ought 
not to be indulged, for it is the duty of persons claiming votes 
in acontest to prove their votes before they are entitled to re- 
ceive them. 

Mr. PENCE. 
there? 

Mr. BROWN. Yes. 

Mr.PENCE. How long ago was that system adopted there? 

Mr. BROWN. Onlyashort time. Perhaps this election was 
the first one held under the Australian system of voting. My 
friend from California knows all about that and need not ask me. 

Mr. PENCE. Iam not from California; I am from Colorado. 

Mr. BROWN. You are out in that Western country and 
know all about it. 

Mr. PENCE. Iam about as far from California as I am from 
Indiana, and that is a long distance. 

Mr. BROWN. In the case of Langston vs. Venable, a con- 
tested-election case heard and determined by the Fifty-first 
Congress, it was declared in the report and affirmed by the 
House that— 

Where the returns were rejected for fraud, and the only votes proved aside 
from the retu were for contestant, held, that no others could be counted, 
for itis evident that giving to contestee the vote not accounted for would be 
a direct encouragement to election frauds, asit would give him the benefit 
of every fraudulent vote which his friends made it impossibls for the opposi- 
tion to expose, even after the proof clearly established fraud to such an ex- 


tent as to destroy absolutely the integrity of the oMicialreturns. In no case 
has such a rule been adopted. 


And again, in Featherstone vs. Cate, the House decided as fol- 
lows (Contested-election cases Fifty-first Congress, page 75): 


Where the evidence shows a return to be false and not a true statement of 
the votes cast, such return is impeached and destroyed as evidence. But 
the rejection of a return does not necessarily leave the votes actually cast 
ata precinct uncounted. The return being shown to be false, the parties 
are thrown back on such evidence as it may be in their power to produce, to 
show how many votes were cast, and for whom. All the votes may thus be 
proved and counted, but if only a partis proved those proved are to be counted 
and the rest disregarded. 

In the same case it is also said: 


The return ha been overthrown, and the contestee having failed to 
prove any vote in the township, is not allowed the 61 returned for him. 


Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow a ques- 
tion there? : 
Mr. BROWN. Yes. 
Mr. HOPKINSof Illinois. In this case, as I understand, they | 
had the Australian system. 
Mr. BROWN. Yes. 
Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. And the ballots were preserved? 
Mr. BROWN. Iam coming to that. 
Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. And counted? 
Mr. BROWN. Iam coming to that point. 
Mr. LACEY. In the case of Langston vs. Venable did not the 
Democrats all disagree with this report? 
Mr. BROWN. [am not yielding to the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. LacEy]. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman can not be in- 
terrupted without fis consent. 
Mr. BROWN. To overcome this testimony the contestee ap- 
lied to one of the judges of the county courtof AlamedaCounty, | 
ej before whom the testimony was bzing taken, for a re- 
count of the ballots. Therecount was had, and the result of the | 
recount was that the contestant had received 29 votes and the 
contestee but 22 votes, astriking difference between the returns 
made by the board and the result ascertained by the clerk who 





Did they have the Australian ballot system 


made the recount ~~ the application of the contestee. 
Mr. TAWNEY. ere the officers of the election Democrats | 
or Republicans? 


_The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from [n- | 
diana to the — from Minnesota? 

Mr. BROWN. I do not. Soamee.} 

This recount gives the contestant a plurality at this precinct | 
of 7; and if the recount stands and governs the case the con- | 
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testee is elected by 4 plurality. That is all the contention that 
the contestee, his counsel, and his friends on the committee 
make for him. 

The contestee concedes that the returns made by the Altamont 
precinct board of election 2re false, worthless, and wholly unre- 
liable. He stakes his case exclusively upon the result of the re- 
count, and insists that the law is that the ballot is the best evi- 
dence; that it is the primary and controlling evidence, and that 
it must be heard in opposition to the testimony of the voters as 
well as all other testimony in the case, and govern and control. 
To some extent the contention of the contestee is true, but not 
in the broad sense he claims. In connection with the claim 
that the ballot is the primary and best evidence, a duty is im- 
posed upon him who makes this claim, and that duty is to show 
that the ballots have been safely and securely kept; that there 
has not been tampering with the ballots, nor has there been an 
opportunity afforded by which tampering with them could have 
taken place. 

When the rule grew up that the ballot was the best evidence, 
the present system of voting, which now prevails in almost every 
State of the Union, did notexist. Anentirely different system 
of voting existed then, asI willshow presently. Thecommittee 
reached the conclusion, on consideration of alt of the evidence 
given, and all circumstances connected with the case, that the 
ballots were evidence, proper and legitimate evidence, and should 
be taken and considered honestly and fairly with all the other 
evidence, surroundings, and circumstances connected with the 
case, but that they should not arbitrarily overthrow all the other 
evidence and absolutely dictate th» decision of the case. 

A word in reference as to whether the ballots in question had 
been safely and securely kept, as to whether they had been tam- 
pered with, and whether opportunity had been afforded by which 
they might have been tampered with, and whether if they are 
the identical ballots cast, whether they are in the same condi- 
tion they were whencast. They were notsafely kept; they were 
No man of common sense, inthe light of the 
testimony in this case, will affirm that they wore safely kept. 
They were sent in a package to the Clerk's office in Alameda 
County, and loosely thrown, along witha large number of other 
packages of the same kind, on the floor in one of the rooms of 
the public office, and there they lay and remained for several 
days, until after the question of inquiry into the validity of the 
election at Altamont precinct was fully known throughout the 
entire district. 

Then they were gathered up and carried into the recorder’s 
office,and there they were hermetically sealed in the safe of that 
office; I venture to say no case can be found where election re- 
turns were so safely and securely sealed up and kept as were 
these in the recorder’s office after it was known that an inquiry 
respecting their integrity was to be made. But for more than 
a week or ten days before, they had been subject to the inspec- 
tion and risk of being improperly interfered with by everybody 
about the clerk's office who chose so todo. A registration of 
voters had taken place, and several young men had been em- 

loyed to assist the clerk of Alameda County in making the reg- 





| istration; and these young men came forward, oratleast several 


of them did, and testified that they had kept guard watch over 


| the packet containing the ballots by day and by night, and that 


it was in the precise condition when the recorder’s safe was 


| Opened and it was put into it that it was when received by the 


county clerk and filed with him in the manner in which I have 
stated. 

But the testimony makes it plainly appear that at least on one 
night t’. ‘s packet containing the Altamont ballots was left with- 
out this remarkable guard of young gentiemen who styled them- 
selves deputy clerks, watching over it, and that the packet of 


| ballots was left on the floor of the room all day and all night in 


the manner [ have stated. No one will controvert but that I 
have stated the testimony correctly as to the manner in which 
this packet of ballots was kept. 

‘* No opportunity,” says the law, ‘‘shall be given for the bal- 
lot to be tampered with.” 

The board of Altamont precinct was called and every membe: 


, of it save one, Mr. Udy, the Republican clerk, came forward and 


testified. Why that gentleman did not testify is unknown to 
the committee, and will remain a mystery in the minds of all 
except those who are closely connected with him. They testi- 
fied that when the packet of ballots was opened it was in the 


| precise condition it was when it was received by the countyclerk, 


and two members of the board testified that these ballots had 
their initials on them; that they had put their initials on the bal- 
lots as the voters came in to get the ballots. Why were these 
initials put on the ballots by these worthy members of the board’ 
The law of California did not require it to be done. Nothing 
required it to be done. There was too much method, precision, 
and arrangement, in guarding this packet by the deputy clerks 
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and in the preparation of these ballots by that board of election 
which stands confessed as having madea false, fraudulent, and 
worthless return, to give much value to their testimony concern- 
ing the matter. I have, in brief, stated ull that I care to say at 
this time, and perhaps at any time, concerning the keeping of 
these bal ots. 

Referring to what I said a momenf ago as to the system of 
voting which prevailed when the rule was established that the 
ballot, if properly, safely, and ee ene the best evi- 
dence, I desire to call attention to the fact at that time there 
was no such thing known as an olticial ballot. Every man who 
desired to cast his vote voluntarily procured his ballot and pre- 
pared it or had eg sred by his own voluntary action. 

There was nothin z com y upon him in respect to obtain- 
ing a special or o ficial ticket, or as to how it should be made 
out. The tickets were furnished by the political ties, and 
were distributed to the voters outside of the polls. If the voter 
was an illiterate person he received his ticket outside of the pre- 
cinct, away from the polis, and he could give it to any person in 
whom he confidence, or to any number of persons in whom 
he had confidence, to be prepared for him to vote. It was pre- 

according to the ns which he voluntarily gave for 
ts preperation, and if he had the slightest doubt as to whether 
his directions had been correctly followed, he could make fur- 
ther inquiry, and when fully satisfied that no imposition had 
been practiced him, he carried his ballot to the — and 
saw it deposited in the box. That freedom of choice is not ac- 
corded to the illiterate voter now in State, and especially in 
the State of Caliornia. There an ballot is 
for the voter. All the ballots are kept inside Seaseeees So. 
The illiterate voter goes inside the polling place, 
votes at all he must take the official ballot, which he receives 
from the hands of some officer or officers of the board, with the 
selection of whom he has not had the slightest thing todo. He 
must submit to have his bailot made out, not by the man of his 
ee Se ee for him; who may be 
aman in whom he has confidence, or may be a min in whom he 
has no confidence. He has no opportunity to inquire and ascer- 


must vote it as the officer has pre 
Such was the case at Altamont se at this election, where 
some 10 or 12 illiterate voters v . They went into the voting 
place, and from this board, which stands confessed as having 
made a fa!se, fraudulent, and spurious return, they were com- 
eta eee 
of that board. Well may we come to the conclusion, as the 
did. that the rule that the ballots are the best evi- 
dence, whatever force it may formerly have had, should now be 
relaxed to some extent at least. 
oe Se nee aes 
have described, and passed through custody 
a boaré whose official conduct stands ——— a 


of voters not shifting and from place to place, but thev 
are huve lived there for many years, and if you will 
look at record of this case and on epee 
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In the case of Bisbee vs. Finley (in the Forty-seventh Con- 
gress, I think) it was held that— 

Where the evidence shows a return to be false and not a true statemert of 
the votes cast, such return is impeached and destroyed as evidence, and the 
tue vote may be proves by calling the electors whose names are on the poll 
books as voting at such poll, and no votes not otherwise proven should be 
counted. (6 Congressional tion Cases, page 62.) 

This case was affirmed by the Fifty-first Congress in the case 
of Featherstone vs. Cate, and that Congress has gone into his- 
tory to the great gratification and giory of the gentleman from 

ne who presided over it with such grace and beauty. 

In that case the testimony of the voters who testified as to how 
they had voted overthrew all ballots and everything else, and 
seated the contestant. 

Mr. REED. Were the ballots in that case preserved? 

Mr. BROWN. I can only suppose that they were, from the 
fact that the law required them to be preserved. I know noth- 
ing about it. 

r. REED. Were they produced here in evidence? 

Mr. BROWN. I can not say. My friend from Maine had 
more to do with that Congress than I had. 

‘ Mr. REED. But I did not have much to do with the elec- 
ions. 

Mr. BROWN. Perhaps not; but you had much to do with 
the seating of contestants during that Congress. 

Mr. REED. Now, will my friend from Indiana reply to me on 
that point—because that is the vital point here—were the bal- 
lots rved? 

Mr. BROWN. I was not on the Committee on Elections in 
that Congress, and, speaking truthfully and sincerely, I do not 
know whether they were or not. But I am now informed by the 

ntleman from Arkansas now representing that district that 
the ballots in that case we e kept. 

Mr. REED. Now, if the a will allow me another 
question, is not that the vital point? Is not the issue here be- 
tween the ballots which were abso utely produced and the testi- 
=e ved voters, while in the Featherstone case that was not 

e point? 

Mr. BtOWN. Ido notagree with the gentleman from Maine 
that that is the vital point in this case. lagree that itisa point 
to be considered, and I have referred to it; but in view of the 
fact that under our present system of voting the illiterate voter 
is compelled to take some one not of his own choosing to pre- 

his billot for him, or not vote at all—.n view of the fast 

the does not and can not now exercise that freed »m of action 

and voluntary conduct connected with his vote that he could 

formerly—the ballots shou'd not be so strongly held to be the 
best evidence as they formerly were. 

Mr. REED. That is not ap opos to the St. Louis case? 

Mr. BROWN. Wehave, thank Providence, got through with 
that case. 

Mr. REED. I would not say “thank Providence.” I would 

thanks to the ‘‘intervening motion” theory! [Laughter.] 


r. BROWN. That was an instrument Providence by 
which we got through with the case. - 
Mr. REED. . In the nature ofa * Providence.” 


Mr. BROWN. McCrary on Elections, section 53¥, says: 


Ifan officer of the election is detected in a willful and deliberate fraud upon 
= ballot box, the better opinion is that this will destroy the integrity of 


acts, even the fraud disco is not of itself suficient to 
affect the result. 
Again, in the case of McDuffie vs. Turpin, in the Fifty-first 
Congress, it was stated: 


If these officers would falsify the returns, it follows that no reliance could 
ag in the contents of the ballot boxes left in their hands after the 
e on. 

Payne on Elections, 596, says: 


When the proceedings are so tarnished by fraudulent, negligent, or im- 
proper conduct on the part of the o Ticers that the result of the election is 
Fendered unreliabte, the entire returns will oe rejectei, and the parties left 
to make such proof as they may of the votes legally cast for them. 


The action and conduct of the Fifty-first Congress answers, it 
once to me, the question which my friend from Maine has sug- 


ors the contested election case of McGinnis vs. Alderson, in the 
Fifty-first aS which cise my friend from lowa[Mr. 
LLACEY| made the report, the report which was not acted u 

the though undoubtedly it would have been if it had 
ever been brought in—it was held: 


The recount in Kenawha County showed a change of 9 votes in Alum Creek 
In the aye im the present and in th 
cases e 

famous case in the gubernatorial contest between Fi ag and Gof, we 

pent ee ee of a recountof the ballots 


q 


g 


I subscribe to that, and that is the contention here. I say to 
my friend from Maine [Mr. REED] that I am not one of those 
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who kick, cuff, and condemn everything the Fifty-first Congress 
did. Here is one thing it did which I approve. 

I now refer to the case of Clayton vs. Breckinridge —another 
contested-election case in the Fifty-first Congress—in which case 
also my friend from lowa {[Mr. Lacey] e the report, which 
however, was not voted on in the House. 

Mr. LACEY. Oh, yes it was. 


| 


Mr. BROWN. Soit was. I thank my friend for correcting | 


me. 
Mr. STOCKDALE. And Mr. BRECKINRIDGE wis unsaated. 
Mr. LACEY. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BRowN] 
voted against the correctness of that report, and now he isciting 


it. 

Mr. BROWN. Well, “the light of experience ” ought to be 
worth something, ought it not? 

Mr. LACEY. ‘While the lamp holds out to burn.” 

Mr. BROWN. While, perhaps, I didnotagree with my friend 
from Iowa at that time, yet und :r the rules of the Fifty first 
Congress I was compelled to surrender while he carried the flag 
to victory. Here is what that report said, and it is well said: 

If the returns have been falsified by the election officers, it a well-settled 
rule of law that they cease to have any prima facie effect, and each party | 
can only be credited with such votes at the box in question as he may show 
by other evidence. Thisrule is oneof long standing. It works no hardship 
upon contestee which does not fall as heavily on the contestant. The con- 
testant is required. in the first instance, to show the fraud in the return, and 
then must follow that up by pro his vote; or, in some instances, the 
proof of the fraud is connected with the proof of his vote. 


Mr. REED. Does the gentleman from Indiana notice the 
words used there—‘ falsified” and “ fraud”? 

Mr. B ‘OWN. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. REED. Is there any such thing charged here? 

Mr. BROWN. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. REED. Against whom? 

Mr. BROWN. If fraud is shown, it is immaterial who com- | 
— it. Noone knows that better than the gentleman from | 

aine. \ 

Mr. REED. Then nobody is charged with this fraud? 

Mr. BROWN. [am not charging any particular individual 
with the fraud. 

Mr. REED. On what basis do you make the charge of fraud? 

Mr. BROWN. My friend wel! knows—— 

Mr. REED. Do not tell me what [ know; I am trying to find 
out what I do not know. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BROWN. Very well, I will tell the gentleman from 
Maine what he does not know—— 

Mr. REED. Thank you. 

Mr. BROWN. But what he ought to know; and if he will 
listen to me, he will know hereafter. 

Mr. REED. Well, perhaps the gentleman had better not lis- | 
ten to the suggestions of some of those quite near him. 

Mr. BROWN. . Now, my friend ought to know that fraud lies | 
in circums antiality always. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Not always. 

Mr. BROWN. Well, nearlyalways. It is as difficult to prove | 
a fact counted on as fraud as it is to prove that someone saw the 
felon sneak intothe house at night toste:l. Yet circumstantial 
evidence may prove him guilty beyond a reasonable doubt. So 
itis with the question of fraud. The article in this contest re- | 
ferring to Altxmont precinct declares against the validity of | 
the conduct of the election at that precinct and the truth of the 
returns. It questions the honesty of the election and all con- 
nected with it; and whether it is mistake, inadvertence, fraud, | 
or anything else, ifthe returns are impeached for any of these 
causes in such way as to call in question the integrity of the | 
conduct of the men who made the returns—the men who consti- | 
tuted the election board—in that event Isay that all that went | 
through the hands of this election board is spurious and fraudu- | 
lent, and of no value. | 


Mr. REED. But that— 
Mr. BhOWN. Letme continue. And I putthe testimony of | 


Mr. REED. That is what I wanted to ask, whether thoy wera 
not all opposed to Mr. Hilborn? 

Mr. BROWN. That was their statement. They sid so. but 
I would no more believe them on their oaths as to who they voted 
for than I would believe them on their oaths respecting a return 
that is confessed by ail to be false and fraudulent, so admitted 
by the contestee. 

Mr. KEED. Still, you count them to make a plurality. 

Mr. BROWN. Notat all. Wecan dispense with them and 
still have the plurality. 

Mr. REED. But you indorse them in your report. 

Mr. BROWN. The gentleman from Maine knows that an im- 
peached witness is always counted, unless the opposite party 
calls him in question. 

Mr. REED. Butino order to reduce the plurality of the con- 
testee you proceed to say these men are scoundrels, and then 
count their votes. although you attack them from your side on 
account of this election. 

Mr. BROWN. Itis immaterial whether they are counted or 
not. They can be cist out of the count and the contestant will 
have a plurality of 19. 

And as much as [ admire the skill and adroitness of my friend 


from Maine in attempting to draw the attention of the House 
away from the actual question, 1 again say that the question, 
and the only question here is, will the House rely upon a re- 
turn which is false and mde false by the same men who had the 


custody and control of the ballots, and also in view of the fur- 


| ther fact that ten or twelve illiterate voters were compelled to 


have their billots made out by this board or some member of 
it. or will the House tuke the testimony of thirty-seven g-ntle- 
men who voted for contest nt at the precinct, and against whom 
not a word of suspicion has ever been uttered? 

Now, with all due deference to my friend |Mr. Reep}, It must 
decline to yield futher. I havedone an injustice to our side by 
having taken all the time but fifteen minutes in opening the 
case 


Mr. REED. The gentleman has a right to decline, of course. 

Mr. BROWN. I decline from the want of tine only 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentieman has fifteen min- 
utes remaining. 

Mr. BROWN. I reserve that. 

Mr. WAUGH. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Miine (Mr. Reep]. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, right here I venture to ask the 


attention of the House, because the gentleman from Indiina 
a B2own] was kind enough to permit a sufficient amount of 
nterruption to get before the House in a general way a propo- 
sition which is very astonishing to me. 
The House will recollect that at this precinct there were only 


two men out of the election board who wre favorable to Mr. 
HiLBorn, the sitting member. The other six were avainst 
him; two for him and sixagainst him. A return was made, not 
a false return as the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Beown] 
says, but an incorrect and mist ken return was made. This re- 
turn was made by this election board, six of whom were ag .inst 
the sitting member and twoof whom wereforhim. Apparcutly 
there was no elemeniof fraud there. When fraud iscommitted 
it is by partisans of the same side, and not by partisans upon the 
opposite side. There is an utter absence of any proof of mis- 
conduct on the part of these men, except what arises from the 
error in the returns. 
Now fraud, notwithstanding the very luminous descri)tion 
which was given of it by the gentleman from Indian: | Mr. 
Brown}, notwithstanding the haziness of fraud, it must be 
on Fraud is one of tae things which the law never in‘ers. 
tmust be proven. Now, the sole proof that is offered here is 
the fact of amistaken return. When tht was discovered, and 
it was apparent from the other votes that there had been a mis- 
taken return, recourse was had tothe next best evidence. What 
is that? It is the bailots themselves, which were preserved, 


the honest and incorruptible voters of that precinct against the | which could aot hive been falsified: for everybody test.fi-s to 
testimony and cooduct of this election board, which, the con- | facts which show that they could not have been faisified. Wiion 
testee mits, made a false, unreliable, and worthiess return. | those ballots were counted, a sufficient vote was given and found 
Against this election return, and the ballots which passed | there to elect Mr. Hiiboro, and above al! things the b llots as 
through the hands and custody of this disreputable el ction _ counted were perfectly congruous with all the rest of th» votes. 
board, I put the unimpeached testimony of the voters. andleave | That is, the vote for Mr. Hilborn and the vote for the gentie- 
it for this House to say whether it will put most confidence in man who is contesting nis seat was of normal sive, conp red 
the testimony of these voters or in the oath and conduct of this | with other party votes, thus plainly negativing the idea of frand, 
im hed e on board. . | and showing simply that a mistake was made, and that a mis- 
- REED. But the gentleman accepts these men as voters. | take was made in favor of Mr. Hilborn by his opponents. Now, 
Mr. BROWN. And now, to weaken the credibility of most of | You are asked to regard that as evidence of frand. You are 
the men this election board in the mind of the ven- | asked to infer fraud when the absence of fraud is absolutely 
tleman from . I will say that to give force and effect to proved. Now, let me tel! you what was d ne —— sty 
their testimony tney swore that they voted for the contestant. Mr. BROWN. Will my friend allow me to interrupt him? 
Mr. REED. That is precisely the point I wanted to get at. | Mr. REED. Let me finish my point and then I wili answer 
Mr. BROWN. It is a fact that they so swore. the gentleman. The majority of the committee absolutely take 
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the testimony of five of these fellows whom they charge with 
fraud. They take their testimony that they voted for this con- 
testant and give full credit to that testimony, and count their 
votes in favor of the contestant. They were scoundrels when 
they testified that nothing had been done to stuff the ballot 
boxes, but my mgs honest citivens when they testify that they 
voted against Mr. Hilborn. This committee have given thema 
certificate of good character by counting their votes; and at the 
same time they ask you to reject their testimony that nothing 
dishonest was done. eae you to reject the fact that they 
were Sener against Mr.Hilborn. Andwhy? Simply because 
Mr, Hilborn is only elected by 4 votes. That is the only reason 
on earth that can be given. 

Mr. BROWN. Will my friend explain this matter: The record 
shows that there were two Congressional elections held at that 
time, one for the short term and one for the long term, and this 
same falsity respecting the returns occurred exactly the same 
in each of the elections, the one for the long term and the one 
for the short term. 

Mr. REED. Now, you will perceive very plainly that this is 
acharge made that the partisans of the contestant have done 
something wrong; and it is simply a mere inference, nothing 
else. There is no proof of fraud, such as will enable you to go 
back of the ballots. There is no testimony to show that the bal- 
lots are not there just as they were cast. On the contrary, the 
evidence is plenary that the ballots were in the pouches just as 
they were cast, and you are asked to go back, under the Austra- 
lian system, or a system similiar to that, and take the testimony 
of voters as to their votes, when you have the votes themselves. 
In other words, you are substituting oral testimony for written, 
you are to substitute the word of mouth for a deed which proves 

tself. 

As I said as to the last case, my belief that this injustice will 
be perpetrated is going to be reluctant. If it had not been for 
the doctrine of the ‘‘intervening motion,” I have no doubt it 
would have been as reluctant as it has been on the previous case; 
but you can not a‘ford to discredit yourselves twice. The news 
from outside would not encourage this method of election. 

I reserve whatever time I have remaining. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has used seven 
minutes. 

Mr. WAUGH. Yield me the remainder of the time that you 
have not consumed. 

Mr. REED. I yield to the gentleman such time as I have not 
consumed. 

Mr. WAUGH. Does a ee on the other side desire 
to address the House at this time? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana is 
recognized. 

Mr. WAUGH. Mr. Speaker, the whole question in this case 
turns upon the vote of Altamont precinct. It has narrowed 
down to the legal question. There is no question of fraud in 
this case; but there was a mistake made, and I believe honestly 
made, by the election officers of Altamont precinct. It is con- 
ceded on both sides that there wasa mistake in the count of the 
vote and the return of the vote between the contestant and the 
contesteo at the Altamont inct. Now, let us see the situa- 
tion we are in from a segel standpoint. The contestant brings 
before us the: testimony of thirty-seven persons who he claims 
voted for him. This he asks the House to take in correction of 
the mistake in the returns, and to determine the state of the 
ballot between him and the contestee. Upon the other hand, 
the contestee brings into the House the ballots that were actu- 
ally cast by the electors at that precinct, properly preserved as 
I will show further on, and asks that the ballots cast by the 
electors, the voters, be accepted in correction of the ein 
the returns made by the election board of Altamont precinct as 
determining the correct state of the vote between him and the 
contestant. 

Now, at this point I desire to road so much of the California 
statutes, together with a decision, or an extractfrom a decision 
of the supreme court of California, giving the interpretation 
and meaning to the sections that I will read, so that as we 
along in the history of the case we may bring the facts and e 
law up face to face and see the ication of the facts to the 
law and the law to the facts in the case at hand. 

The law provides that at the close of the balloting the ballots 
shall be counted in the presence of the enon. 

The law also provides by section 1259 that the ballots as they 
are counted shall be handed toone of the members of the elec- 
tion board, who shall string them upon astring. The law fur- 
ther provides when they are thus strung — ore ee shall 


be securely placed in a cloth envelope, which shall se. 
eurely, and the names of the election officers shall be written 
across this sack or envelope, up the seal of the ; 


that this sealed package shall be delivered to one of mem- 
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bers of the board, and that he shall deliver it to the clerk of the 
circuit court. Now, upon the subject of the preservation of the 
ballots I want to read, so that we may get the idea the supreme 
court of California has as to the meaning of the preservation of 
the ballots and the intent of their preservation. 

The question is not the “opportunity” to meddle with them. 
That is a circumstance, I will admit; but the controlling ques- 
tion is, was that ee ‘‘improved,” and were the ballots 
meddled with? Thatisthequestion. Why, the gentleman from 
Indiana |Mr. BROWN] says the question was whether there was 
an ‘‘opportunity.” That is only acircumstance, but does not go 
to the essence of this case. The question is, was that opportu- 
nity improved, and the ballots tampered with? The law of Cali- 
fornia requires the ballots to be sealed up in a package and re- 
turned to the county clerk, whose duty is prescribed by the code 
of California: 

Upon the ipt of th kages the clerk fil i 
ballots, and must keep it unopened and unaltered for twelve monthee atts 
which time, if there is not a contest commenced in some tribunal having ju- 
risdiction about such election, he must burn the package, without opening 
or examining its contents. (Cal. Political Code, sec. 1288} 

If within twelve months there is such a contest commenced, he must keep 
the package unopened and unaltered until it is finally determined, when he 
must, as provided in the preceding section, destroy it. 

Now, I call attention to the following extract from the opinion 
of the supreme court of California upon the proper interpreta- 
tion and meaning to be given to the two sections I have read: 

The Lagiaee could have had no other design in thus providing for the 
preservation of the ballots than to make them evidence of their own con- 
tents and a test of the correctness of the returns made up from them by the 
officers of the election. 

* * * Thus they are recognized by the law not only as a part of the elec- 
tion returns, and therefore evidence of what transpired at the election, but 
as evidence of a higher and more satisfactory grade than the tally paper. 
Intrinsically considered, it must be conceded by all that the ballots them- 
selves are more reliable, and therefore better evidence than a mere sum- 

made from them. Into the latter errors may find their way; but with 
the former this can not happen. Therelation between the twois at least 
analogous to that of primary and secondary evidence. 

I read from California, on page 306: 


In case of a contest the ballots are the primary and best evidence of the 
number of votes received by. any candidate, provided they have not in any 
wat —_ tampered with; and the burden is upon the contestant to show 

at fac 


Now, I desire to call attention for a short time to the facts in 
the case. The Third district of California is Republican. The 
county of Alameda is Republican. Altamont precinctisslightly 
Democratic. It cast but 70 votes at the last election, only 51 
votes as between candidates for Congress. The evidence shows 
conclusively that there was no general interest taken at Alta- 
mont precinct in the election for Congressman. The evidence 
shows conclusively that there was not a voter who cast his bal- 
lot at Altamont who even knew Hilborn. Hilborn was not in 
that precinct during that entire canvass; neither did he have 
anyone looking after his interests on the election day or the day 
preceding the election. 

- The election board at this precinct consisted of Edward Gunn, 
inspector, John Campbell judge, W. H. Donohoe, clerk, and 
Timothy der, clerk, all mocrats; W. R. Thomas, judge, 
Prohibitionist, William B. Faulkner, clerk, Independent, T. M. 
— inspector, Republican, and Henry Udy, clerk, Repub- 

can. 

There was not a Republican who touched a om ballot that 
was cast at that precinct except Shaffer, and he touched them 
only for the purpose of writing his name upon the back of them 
along with Gunns. After the close of the voting the count pro- 
ceeded, Thomas reading the ballots. He voted against Hilborn. 
Mr. Gunn, who voted against Hilborn and for English, was look- 
ing over over his shoulder to see that he read them right. 
Campbell, a Democrat, who voted for English, strung them on 
a string and Gunn and Shaffer indorsed their names upon the 
backs of the ballots. The clerks who kept the tally were Dono- 
hoe and Faulkner, both of whom voted for English. Mr.Camp- 
bell was the member of the board who was selected to transmit 
the packages, after they were sealed, to the county clerk. He 
was a Democrat. Every one of these six men voted against 
Hilborn and five of them voted for English, Mr. Thomas, the 
Prohibitionist, voting for his Prohibition candidate; and every- 
one of them swore that the ballots ~ into the envelope at the 
close of the election were the identical ballots that were cast on 


that occasion. - t 

The ballots were sealed up in the cloth envelope, and the Dem- 
ocratic clerk of that election, in the presence of all the members 
of the board, did the sealing. Every member of that board said 
that the election there was conducted upon that occasion in such 
a way that those ballots could not have been tampered with or 
even touched by any outside hand. They were put in an en- 
velope and up. Every member of the election board 
Pp Sr eee oe eeeees there being two of 
each—wrote their names across the lapel of the envelope. The 
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packages thus sealed up were handed to Mr. Campbell on the 
evening of the &th of November, at the close of the election, and 
were taken to the clerk’s office on the 9th day of November, and 
the canvassing board did not meet until the 14th of November. 

These ballots were placed in a pile with all the other ballots 
of the county. This was the first election held under the Aus- 
tralian system, and the ballots and other election papers made 
such an immense pile that they could not be put in the safe, but 
they were piled up in a corner, under the eye of a clerk, were 
guarded every night by two election officers, and wore never out 
of sight of a Democratic officer. On the 16th of November the 
canvass had concluded, and on the 17th the package to which I 
have called attention, inclosing the ballots cast at the | placroag 
in question, was put into another sack in the presence of quite a 
number of parties, including the secretary of the Democratic 
board of Alameda County, and put into the safe and securely 
sealed. All the persons watching this second wrapping and 
sealing, together with the Dem cratic clerk, signed their names 
upon the outer wrapper. When the contest was had, and the 
ballots were brought into court, the secretary of the Democratic 


committee of that county, and all the gentlemen who had in- | 


dorsed their names on the outer wrapper, came into court and 
identified their signatures and swore that the package had not 
been tampered with. 


The outside eee had been torn off and it disclosed the en- | 


velope which had been sealed up at Altamont precinct. The 
members of that board, the inspectors and judges, were present 
and they identified their signatures on the back of the envelope 
as genuine. They testified that the package was in the same 
condition that it was in when it left their hands after Donahoe 
had completed his work of sealing it up. The little sack was 
opened and it disclosed 70 ballots strung upon astring, the same 
number that was cast at Altamont precinct. Shafer and Gunn 
and Campbell and Thomas were there, the two inspectors and 
the two judges, and Gunn and Shafer identified theirsignatures 


on the back of the 70 ballots and identified them as the ballots | 


cast at that precinct. The ballots were then opened and read, 


and the result was 29 votes for English and 22 for Hilborn, | 


which would give Mr. Hilborn the election by 4 majority. 
Of the men who swore as to the integrity of the ballots and 


the preservation of the ballots in the sack, all except one voted | 


against Hilborn. 

Mr. EVERETT. I wish to ask a question for information. 
The gentleman says there were 70 votes, and that 29 were for 
one candidate and 22 for theother. What became of the remain- 
ing votes? 

Mr, WAUGH. There were 11 voters who did not vote at al! 
for Congressman. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. What mistake is it that the gentleman 
says it is admitted the committee made? 

r. WAUGH. Well, I will give the facts. The official re- 
turn shows 37 votes for Hilbornand 15 for English. The recount 
shows 29 for English and 22 for Hilborn. In my judgment there 
can be no question about these being the ballots counted. I 
might almost challenge any man to show any state of facts more 
positive and convincing as to the preservation of the ballots than 
we have in this case. 

Now, let me call attention to another thing which is very 
strange. The majority of the committee ask that these votes 
be impeached because they come from an impeached custody. 
Who had ‘ihe custody of these ballots, let me ask? Why, the 
six men who voted against Hilborn had. And who is it we are 
now asked to believe in order to impeach those ballots? Thesix 
men who swore that those ballots were preserved, although they 
voted against Mr. Hilborn. 

Mr. COX. i would like to ask the gentleman one question. 

Mr. WAUGH. Very well; bs quick, please. 

Mr. COX. Iwill be. Iunderstand the gentleman's argument 
in regard to the ballots. Now, how does he account for the mis- 


- take which the officers made in making the returns? How is 


that explained? 


Mr. WAUGH. That is unexplained in this testimony except | 


by two witnesses; the testimony of those two witnesses furnishes 
the only explanation of the mistake. This was a farming com- 
munity. I intimate nothing against the intelligence of the farm- 
ers of the country; but these men were voting for the first time 
under a new tg Sg roma Australian votingsystem. The entire 
vote was cast by farmers except the vote of the young man who 
put these ballots into the sealed package; he was the school- 
teacher. Upon cross-examination one witness was asked, ‘‘Can 
you account for the mistake?” This witness was Mr. Faulkner, 
one oftheclerks. He answered, ‘‘ Yes, we clerks made mistakes. 
In counting those 37 votes we got behind one another, so that 
there was a difference between us of as much as2 votes.” ‘‘ Well, 
how did you do?” ‘‘ Why, we stopped until the other fellows 
eaught up.” 


1894. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


3429 


Now, I want to call attention to another matter as accounting 
for the mistake which was made. When the Democratic clerk 
was On the stand he was asked, on cross-examination by Mr. Hil- 
born, ‘‘ Did you see anything wrong that day, or anything that 
might cust a doubt upon the resultof your count?” ‘ Well,” re- 
plied he, ‘I do not know what you might calladoubt.” ‘Well, 
what occurs to your mind as a matter which might raise some 
doubt or some question?” “I donot think,” said he, ‘‘ that Mr. 
Thomas was a competent man to read those ballots; for he could 
} not see.” 

What motive was there for those five men to perpetrate a 
fraud in connection with those ballots and render themselves 
| liable to be sent to the penitentiary? Instead of perpetrating a 
crime and running the hazard of punishment, why in the world 
should they not have cast their five votes for Hilborn? What 
was the inducement for them to tamper with the ballots and try 
to change the vote? This district was Republican by 2,000 ma- 
jority. 

Could it occur to any mortal man that a change of 5 or 6 votes 
at that precinct would elect English. Was there any induce- 
ment in the world for them to perpetrate a fraud? None at all. 
| Mr.PENCE. Aftef the recount showing a vote of 29 on the 
one side and 22 on the other, did that still leave a majority for 
Hilborn? 

Mr. WAUGH. Yes, sir, a majority of 4, and the majority 
of this committee has not the courage to contradict it. Gentle- 
men on tke other side will not deny what is shown upon the tes- 
timony of Democratic witnesses, that the votes counted were the 
ballots cast. They ask this House to act upon a sheer suspicion 
as against positive unmistakable evidence. { Applause. ] 

Mr. Speaker, how much time have | occupied? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee). 
Twenty-three minutes. ‘To whom does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WAUGH. Does the other side want to occupy any time 
at this point? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The other side has only fifteen 
| minutes remaining. ; 

; Mr. WAUGH. LIyield five minutes to the gentleman from 
| New York, Judge DANIELS. 


{Mr. DANIELS addressed the House. [See Appendix.] 











The SPEAKER pro tempore. To whom does the gentleman 

| from Indiana [Mr. WAuGH] yield? 

Mr. WAUGH. Does not some gentleman upon the other side 

| desire to address the House? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There are only fifteen minutes 
remaining on the opposite side, while the gentleman's side has 
twenty-five minutes. 

Mr. WAUGH. I yield to the gentleman from California, Mr. 
HILBORN. 

Mr. HILBORN. Mr. Speaker, the result of the vote on this 
re olution is not of supreme importance to the country or to 
myself. The addition of one to the majority of this House and 
the subtraction of one from the minority will not seriously 
change the current of legislation. 

It is desirable, however, that no bad precedent be here estab- 
lished which may rise up to trouble the House hereafter, that 
no wrong and dangerous principle be engrafted upon this branch 

| of the law, which is already unsightly enough. As for my- 
| self, the disagreeable ordeal through which I am now passing 
| will soon be over, and its ill effect will be as transient as the 
| passing cloud. 

But there are members on both sides of this House who have 
honored me with their friendship and their confidence, and I 

| desire to call their attention to the facts of this case, which will 
| tend to show the honesty of my claim to this seat, andthat I am 
not an intrader in this House. 

L invite your attention particularly to one feature of this case. 
If any fraud was committed at any precinct in that district at 
the last election, no one has charged or intimated that it was 
with my knowledge or connivance. I might go further and say 
, that no one has charged that any friend of mine, personal or po- 
| litical, participated in any fraud upon the ballot box at that 
| election. 
| ‘The contestant bases his claim to my seat on this startling 
proposition, that certain of his political friends and associates, 
' after working for his election and voting for him, committed a 
| felony by falsifying the election returns of that precinct in my 

favor, and therefore he ought to have my seat; that certain offi- 
cers of that election board who counted and canvassed the votes 
of the precinct, all but one of whom voted for him, and not one 
of whom voted for me, stuffed the ballot box in my favor. with- 
out my knowledge or connivance, or that of my friends, and 
therefore I ought to be unseated. 

I submit, it is hard enough to be held responsible for the acts 








of one’s political friends; but it is the refinement of cruelty to 
matlse him suffer for the actsof his political enemies. {Laughter 
and applause. } 

If there was fraud at the election in that precinct, it was not 
committed by my supporters, for no man who voted for me was 
in a position to miscount a vote or to change a ballot. Of the 
eight election officers of that precinct, only two voted for me. 
Six of them swear they voted against me, and five of them swear 
‘that they voted for-the contestant. And yet the contestant 
bases his claim to this seat upon the charge that his Democratic 
friends and supporters deliberately and intentionally returned a 
fraudulent tally sheet, committed a felony, braved the terrors 
of the penitentiary in my interest. 

If his contention is correct, all the members of that board, in- 
cluding his Democratic friends, were in the conspiracy. They 
were all ballot-box stuffers and perjurers, whose oaths are to be 
reject:d except when they swexr that they voted for him, and 
then they are to be believed. The committee, in order to make 
up the 37 votes which they say oe find for the contestant in 
that precinct, are compelled to include these five men. They 
can not get the 37 votes without them, and they are compelled to 
include them. 

Tn their report the committee say: 

Thirty-seven of these electors swore unmistakably that they voted for the 
contestant. * * * The character of these voters has much to do in deter- 
mining the confidence to = in their testimony. 

They are unin peached unimpeachable. * * * 

The committee believes that they spoke the truth, and that their testimony 
ought to be relied on. 


The Democratic members of that board are made in this case 
to play the double purtof Dr. Jekyll and Mr. Hyde; an official 
character which is satanic, and a private character which is 
saintly. Asovicersof the election they committed crimes against 
the ballot so flagrant, and perjuries so rank, that the ballots 
themselves are tainted with their leprous touch and must be re- 
jected; but the scene ch s when their votes are n to 
make up the plurality for the contestant, and then they appear, 
cleansed of all their sins, with their faces g!owing with such a 
halo of virtue that is an affront to doubt their veracity. 

As officers they are felons; as Democratic affidavit makers they 
aresaints. {Laughteron the Republican side.] The crimecom- 
mitted by these Democratic officials must besternly and severely 
rebuked; and the way to do that is to turn outa Republican Con- 
gressman and put in a Democrat. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask hima question? I ask for inormation. 

Mr. HILBORN. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If I understand the gentleman, it 
is alleged that these five election officers committed perjury, to 
say the least? 

i r, H:LBORN. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON o? Illinois. In falsifying the returns, so that 
the ballots are rejected? - 

Mr. HILBORN. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON of llinois. And then these same five men go 
on the stand and swear that they voted for the contestant? 

Mr. HILBORN. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. So they reject them as officers and 
take their evidence as individuals, and their evidence is neces- 
sary to seat the contestant? 

Mr. HILBORN. Yes. 

But these men are not perjurers, are not ballot-box stuffers. 
They are good citizensof that community, who have the respect 
of their neighbors. Every one of them, Democrats, Prohibi- 
tionists, Republicans, and Independents alike swear that that 
ballot box was not stuffed and that there was no opportunity to 
commit such a crime. 

This contest hinges upon the voteof Altamont precinct. The 
contestant relies entire y upon the oaths of the voters. I rely 
entirely upon the ballots themselves. 

Tho question is whether the ballots, which have been care- 
fully kept, according to law, in the hands of the r custo- 
tancuet are perfectly identified as the ballots cast in the precinct 
on that day, shall be received as the bestevidence of the vote of 
that precinct, or whether the uncertain depositions of the voters 
shall be accepted as the best evidence of vote. 

The law governing the-case is well established and has been 

uestioned for years. It is that the ballots are the primary 
best evidence: that the of the voter is secondury 


, and can not overcome the force of the ballot. 

This rule is s> well established and the reasons for 
so evident th t it seems unnecessary to discuss it, 

It can not be be ter stated than by Mr. O’Ferrall, in the 
of Greevy vs. Seull. It is proper here to state that the 
ant relied upon the testimony of the voters’ oaths to show for 
whom they cast their ballots. 
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In that case Mr. O’Ferrall says: 


It is a well-established principle that the ballot of a voter which has been 
safely preserved by some authorized custodian is the best evidence as to 
how or for whom he voted and must be produced, and that the testimony of 
the voter himself is secondary and inadmissible. 


And again: 

The ballots aining tothe election; * * * 
vost itenta Saad te Rae wena pee ee tand these nel a 
were unimpeachable; they could not be bribed nor corrupted. 

This rule is long established. In Otero vs. Gallegos (1 Bart- 
lett, 177), decided in 1856, the committee say: 


It would be productive of unending frauds and perjuries to permit parties. 


to come forward, after an election by ballot, and swear they voted different), 
from what the ballots themselves exhibit. * * * The only proof whic 
ought to be admitted to establish a fraud, such as that charged in this case, 
would be to show by a‘lirmative testimony that the judges, clerks, or some 
other persons actually withdrew the tickets given by the voters and substi- 
tuted others for them; the oath of the voters should not be received to con- 
tradict the record and the ballots themselves. The very nature of the ballot 
Soar aanaaeiel eae &@ necessity; otherwise, every election might be tried 
over a time by the oath of the voters instead of the ballots deposited 
in the boxes. 

I invoke another rule of law which is also well settled, and 
may be stated as follows: 

The ballots are the and bestevidence. The tally list is only sec- 
ondary evidence, and the mere fact that it is incorrect does not destroy the 
weight of the ballots as the best and primary evidence. 

en the statute expressly proviues for the preservation of the ballots 
by a officer for the specific purpose of determining the right to a 
public office, the ballots are the highest and best evidence for that purpose, 
and, if preserved as the law requires, are the only conclusive evidence of the 
result of the election. The certified statement and declaration of the offi- 
cers of election are a facie evidence only. (Paine on Elections, section 
788, we Reynolds vs. State, 61 Indiana, 392; Hudson vs. Solomon, 19 Kan- 
sas, 177. 
In California the ballots are preserved for the very purpose 
of correcting the tally sheets. 

Upon the saree of the the clerk must file the one containing 
ballots, and must keep it unopened and unaltered for twelve months, after 
which time, if there is not a contest commenced in some tribunal having 
jurisdictior about such election, he must burn the package, without opening 
ore its contents. (California Political Code, section 1265.) 

If within twelve months there is such a contest commenced, he must keep 
the package unopened and unaltered until it is finally determined, when he 
must, as provided in the section, destroy it, unless such package 
is, by virtue of an order of the tribunal in which the contest is ding, 
brought and opened before it, to the end that evidence may be had of its con- 
tents, in which event the — anicontents are in the custody of such 
tribunal, (California Political e, section 1266.) 


These sections have been construed by the Supreme Court of 
California in the case of People vs. Holden, 28 California, 136, in 
which case the court says: ? 

The ee could have had no other design in thus providing for the 

reservation of the ballots than to make them evidence of their own con- 
mts and a test of the correctness of the returns made up from them by the 
officers of the election. 

* * * Thus they are recognized by the law not only asa t of the elec- 
tion returns, and therefore evidence of what transpired at the election but 
as evidence of a er and more satisfactory grade than the tally paper. 
Intrinsically considered, it must be conceded ali that the ballots them- 
selvesare morereliable and therefore better e nce than a mere summary 
made ffom them. Into the latter errors may find their way, but with the 
former this can not The relation between the two is at least anal- 
ogous to.that of primary and evidence. 

In the case of Hudson vs. Solomon, 19 Kansas, 177, Judge 
Brewer, now justice of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
speaking for the court said: 

As between the ballots cast at an election, and a canvass of those ballots 
by the election officers, the former arethe primary, the controlling evidence. 

In this case thero was a difference of 23 votes between the bal- 
lots and the tally list, and it was not considered that the re- 
turns or election officers were impeached thereby. ¢ 

The same rule is again laid down in the same court in Dory vs. 
Lynn, 31 Kansas, 755; and Reynolds vs. State, 61 Indiana, 392; 
and State vs. Judge, 13 Alabama, 805. 

In a very late case ( £x-parte Brown, 97 California, 83) decided in 
December, 1892, the supreme court of California discussed the 
question of the ballots as evidence in a case where a fraudulent 

list had been made by the election officers, and said the bal- 
lots were stillthe bestevidence. That the fact that some member 
or members of the board had been able to return a fraudulent 
tally list did not impeach the board or the ballots, but the latter 
were rved to be resorted to in just such a case. 

In Sawn Napthaly, one of the election officers, was on trial, 

with having intentionally committed a fraud in count- 
ing blots, so that the tally list returned was false and fraud- 
ulent. The magistrate examining the criminal case ordered the 
registrar, the legal custodian of the ballots, to produce them be- 
fore him to prove the crime. The revistrar refused to obey the 
order on the ground that the law required the ballots to be pre- 
served for evidence in contested-election cases only, and that he 
could not give them up even to be used incriminal proceed 
The supreme court sustained this contention, and in the d 
the court said: 


Ever since system of voting by ballot came into use it has, of course, 
nn rite he teecine ntbomtone t frauds in , the best evi- 
dence of which would be furnished by inspection of the them- 
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selves. * * * It was to preserve the best evidence of the actual vote for 
the trial of contested elections, and to protect it by all the safeguards | 
that could be conveniently thrown around it. * * * Theobject of the law | 
bein: to afford the means of impeaching the returns of the election officers, | 
not only all candidates, but the entire public, is interested in preserving the 
integrity of the sealed packages of ballots. 

Bear in mind that this language is used by the court in a 
case wherein some of the officers Of election had intentionally 
counted tho ballots incorrectly and returned a fraudulent tally 
list, and the court holds that the ballots are still the best evi- 
dence. . 

‘he law does not impeach an entire election board of eight | 
members because some one or two of their number, uninten- 
tionally or even intentionally, returned what is admitted to be | 








an incorrect tally list. 

I claim the ballots are fully identified, are the best evidence, 
and the recount should be taken as showing the correct vote of 
the previnct, giving English 29 and Hilborn 22 therein. 

On the taking of testimony on the part of contestant in this 
precinct he called 47 witnesses, which included all those who 
Were opposed to me, and took their depositions as to whom they 
voted for. 

On cross-examination my attorney, in order to find out about 
the fairness of the election and the credit to be given the ballots, 
questioned each of the six members of the election board who 
were opposed to me, as tothose matters. All six of the officers — 
five of whom had just testified that they voted for English and 
one for the ’rohibition candidate —testified that the election was 
fair and legal, and the ballots could not have been changed or 
tampered with. 

All the officers questioned on the subject swore that the bal- 
lots taken from the bullot box, read, tallied, sealed up by the 
board, and delivered to John Campbell, Democratic judge, to be 
by him delivered to the county elerk, were the identical ballots 
cast in that precinct that day, and were, when so sealed up and 
delivered, in thesame condition as when cast. There is notany- 
where the slightest contradiction of this eeeee. All the 
witnesses agreed perfectly as tothat. Nowhere in all the testi- 
mony does any witness intimate that the ballots were in any way 
changed or tampered with, but all the witnesses, of all parties, 
testify that there was no opportunity for any changing or tam- 
pering with them. 

John Campbell, Democratic judge of election, on cross-exami- 
nation testified as follows (page 11 of testimony}: 


, Q. Did anybody at that election have an oppor tunity of stuffing that bal- 

ot box? 

; A. None whatever; it would have taken a smarter man than I know to do 
t. 

Q. Then — don’t believe, Mr. Campbell, that the ballot box in this case 
was stuffed? 

A. No; 1 don't believe it was. 

Q. Then. Mr. Campbell, you believe that the ballots that you counted when 
you canvassed the election returns were the ballots that were cast by the 
voters at that election? 

A. ft could not be any other. 

Q. The ballots were duly sealed up, were they not, as soon as counted, in 
anenvelope, and placed in your custody? 

A. Yes. sir. 

Q. And by you delivered in the same condition to the county clerk of Ala- 
meda County? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And you believe that the ballots delivered by you to the county clerk 
were the identical ballots cast by the voters of Altamont precinct? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Again, on pages 97 and 98, Campbell testifies to. the same thi 
in stronger language; and to the question, “* Mr. Campbell, di 
you deliver to the county clerk in that envelope, on November 
9, the very same ballots that were cast by the electors at the 
election in Altamont precinct on November 8? ” answers, ‘‘ They 
must have been the same ballots, because they were in there. | 
could not see that they could change themselves. They could 
not turn over in their coffin. They were all sealed up.” 

To the same effect is the testimony of W.H. Donohue, election 
clerk (page 23). ; ; 

W. R. Thomas, election julge, testifies to the same effect as 
fully and completely as Mr. Campbell (page 30): 

Q. Was there any opportun ity for any person to change those ballots or 
any of them {rom the time the y were cast until they were seaied up in the 
envelope and placed in the hands of Mr. John Campbell to be delivered to 
the county clerk? . 

A. No, sir. 

The above was on cross-examination, and afterwards when 
called as a witness by contestee (page 94) he reiterates the same 
thing. 

Edward Gunn, Democratic inspector of election (page 32), testi- 
fies on cross-examination: 

Q. Do you believe, Mr. Gunn, that the ballots which were counted, can- 
vassed by the election board in the evening, were the same ballots cast by 
the electors? 

A. Yes, sir. 
Q Was there any ty for those ballots to be changed from the 


opportuni 
time they were cast to the time they were placed in an envelope and sealed 
oa 
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| And again (page 95), when called by contestee, ho testifio: to 


the same effect. 

W. B. Faulkner, clerk (page 39), saw nothing illegal or unfair 
about the election, but saw two irregularities: First, that Mr. 
Thomas, who called o'f the ballots, was an incompetent reader: 
and, second. that Mr. Campbell was selected by lot to take the 
returns to the county clerk. 

Timothy Ryder, clerk (page 46), says he saw nothing irregu- 
lar or illegal, and there was no opportunity for any person to 
stuff the ballot box. 

All the above are witnesses called and examined by English. 
All but Thomas swear they voted for English, and none for 
me; and on the testimony of each and every one of them con- 
testant relies for the vote he claims. 

Afterwards, on the opening of the baliots, my attorney called 
T. M. Shaetfer, Republican inspector on the board, who corrob 
orated the other oiticers (page 96): 

Q. Do you know, Mr. Shaeffer. whether the ballots which were cast at that 
election are the same ballots which were sealed up in that envelope that 
evening? 

A. The same ballots. 

Q. Was there any opportunity of their being changed during the day? 

A. None whatever. ; 

In short, contestant complains in his brief on page 8 that con- 
testee ‘‘surfeited the record with this kind of evidence,” and 
then complains that we did not call Udy, Republic in clerk, to 
testify he did not change the ballots, when Udy is shown by good 
Democratic witaesses to have had nothing to do with the ballot 
box and no opportunity to change the ballots. 

All the election officers were present when the ballot box was 
opened after the polls closed. The box was opened publicly on 
a long table around which the election officers sat. As soon as 
the billots were takenoutof the ballot box they were first counted 
and numbered on the back from 1 to 70 by the inspectors, and 
the Republican and Democratic inspectors both wrote their 
initials theredn. 

The ballots were then canvassed upon the long table spoken 
of, Thomas calling them all off, Gunn locking at eich ballot to 
see they were called correctly, Donohve and Faulkner acting as 
tally clerks and Campbell stringing the ballots. All these men 
were opposed to and swear they voted against me. 

When the ballots had been canvassed they were strung upon 
a string, placed in an envelope. the envelope sealed with sealing 
wax, and each member wrote his name against the seal. The 
sealed package of ballots and the other election papers were 
then delivered to John Campbell, Democratic judge, selected by 
lot to deliver them to the county clerk. From the time this 
package wentint» the hands of Campbell, the Democratic judge, 
to the time the package of ballots was opened in the court room 
in Oakland, and the ballots counted in this contest in the pres- 
ence of contestant and contestee, it is carefully and completely 
traced by the evidence. 

Campbell delivered the sealed package in the same condition 
he received it to thecounty clerk of Alamed Co inty, the proper 
custodian, on the next day, the th of November, 1892 (pige 7, 
9%, 99). This package, with the packages from the other pre- 
cincts, remained in the custody of the county clerk, guarded by 
deputies, until the supervisors of the county examined the tally 
lists and declared the official result, when they were sealed up 
in a vault, and remained in a vault, of which the county clerk 
+eld the combination, until produced in the court room and re- 
counted ‘testimony pages 9¥, 100, 101). Before the package of 
Altamont ballots was placed in the vault by the county cler«, it 
was inclosed in an additional wrapper, which outer wrapper was 
securely tied and sealed by representatives of the Republican 
and Democratic parties, including the secretary of the Demo- 
cratic county committee. 

When the package was produced in court to be opened these 
witnesses were present and testified the package was in the 
same condition as when the outer wrapper was put on and sealed 
up, all the wrappings, fastenings, and seals being int ct | testi- 
mony, pages 103, 10%). Afterward the outer wrapper was taken 
oif and the inspectors and judges of election—Gunn, Shaeffer, 
Campbell, and Thomas, the four principal e!ection o!ticers—were 
produced and testified the package was in the same condition as 
when sealed up at Altamont, the seals and signatures being in- 
tact, so that it could not have been opened (testimony, page 112 
to question 30, page 113, page 114 to question 23, page 115). The 
— containing the ballots, being a strong cloth bag cov- 
ered with paper, was then opened and the ballots of Altamont 

recinct, 70 in number, found folded up, strung upon a string at 

th ends. the strings being tied so as to hold the ballots to- 
gether (testimony, page 107). The ballots were then counted in 
the presence of the parties and their attorneys and 2) found to 
be for English. 22 for Hilborn, 6 for Lyon, 2 for Scranton, and 11 
blank (testimony, pages 107, 108, 109, 110, 1ll,and 112). Each bal- 
lot was found to be numbered on the back and to bear the initials 
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“TT. M.S.” and ‘' E.G.,” being the initials of T. M. Shaeffer and 
Edward Gunn, the Republican and Democratic inspectors of elec- 
tioninthe precinct, placed thereon in the presence of the election 
board as soon as the ballots were taken out of the ballot box on 
tlfe evening of the election, and before they were read, as before 
stated. In doing this the inspectors had followed a reauirement 
of the law which is only considered compulsory in San Francisco. 
Being recalled, alter the ballots had been taken from the envelope 
and recounted, they identified their initials and the number in 
their rompeater? handwritings on the back of each and every one 
of the 70 ballots (testimony, pages 112, 115), conclusively identify- 
ing the ballots, if we believe their testimony. 

Contestant did not attempt by any direct testimony to show 
the ballots produced in court and recounted were not the iden- 
tical ballots voted at Altamont, or that they were notin the same 
condition they were in when cast by the electors. He offered 
no direct evidence at all upon the subject, and he could not well 
do so, for all his supporters and witnesses who were in a position 
to know the facts, testified to the integrity of the ballots. Their 
identity and integrity was demonstrated beyond a reasonable 
doubt by seven of the eight members of the election board (all 
but one of them opposed me), by the county officers, the sec- 
retary of the Democratic county committee, and others. 

I claim that the testimony proves this: That the ballots 
counted were the identical ballots cast at Altamont precinct; that 
there had been no veportnaty for tampering with them; that 
they had been properly preserved by the proper custodian, as re- 
quired by law. And therefore they are the best evidence for 
whom the vote of the precinct was cast. 

IMPOSSIBILITY OF CHANGING THE BALLOTS. 


I want to call your attention to the impossibility of changing 
the ballots in this election. Suppose one of the officers of the 
election had attempted it. How could he have carried it out? 
In the first place, he would have had to open the ballot box, 
which was always in sight of the eight election officers and the 
bystanders. He would have had to pick out and open the bal- 
lots until he got one of the kind he wanted. Then the difficulty 
would just commence, because he could not change the ballot, 
as the cross is stamped opposite the name of the person voted 
for. There would have to be an entirely new ballot. He could 
not change the cross from one name toanother. There would 
have to be a change in the paper itself. 

Now, there is wy one place where he could get a ballot and 
that is from the ballot clerk. He has got to get the new ballot 
from the ballot clerk, and it must be torn from his book of ballots 
when they are bound and numbered, He must stamp the bal- 
lot opposite the names of the candidates, and fold it and place 
it in the ballot box without being discovered. I say that that 
would be a feat of legerdemain more wonderful than has ever 
been seen on the stage. 

Another difficulty would occur when the ballots were returned 
to the county clerk, for all the tickets missing from the ballot 
book must be accounted for. Fraud or mistakes in counting those 
ballots was 
was impossible. 

There was no intentional fraud practiced in that precinct. 
The high character of the election officers negatives that. The 
fact that six of the eight election officers were opposed to me 
adds to the improbability. If the ballots were changed in the 
interest of.Mr. English they would have been made to corre- 
spond with the affidavits of the voters. If they had been tam- 
pered with in my interest they would have been changed to cor- 
respond with the tally sheet. 

Mr. COX. With the returns. 

My. HILBORN. Withthereturns. The ballotsas recounted 
show just the normal vote for that precinct for Congressman. 
We both get just the vote which might naturally be expected. 
Here is the proof of it. The Democratic candidates for the 
county officers in that precinct, got an ave of 29 votes, and 
Mr. English gets 29 votes in this recount. e ——s of the 
Republican votes for oo officers was 25 votes and t 22, 4 
less. Do you sup that if that had been done in my interest 
they would have allowed me to fall 4 ballots behind all the local 
candidates? This was the first election held under the Austra- 
lian ballot, ; 

The SPEAKER pyro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. HILBORN. Havel consumed all the time allotted to me? 

The SPEAKER |e tempore. The gentleman has consumed 
all the time allotted to him, There are ten minutes remaining 
to that side, 

Mr. WISE. [ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
California may have ten minutes. Hoe is the contestee, and he 
should be allowed further time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can not hear the gen- 
tleman. 


geet 





NETS but a change of the ballots of that precinct. 
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Mr. WISE. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman be 
allowed ten minutes more, and that it be extra time. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Virginia 
asks unanimous consent that ten minutes’ additional time be 
given to the gentleman from California. 

Mr. BRYAN. Iask the same for the other side. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. And that it be given to him 
without being charged to the minority side. 

Mr. BROWN. I object to that. 

Mr. BRYAN. Iask thatthe debate be extended ten minutes 
on each side. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will submit the re- 
quest. The gentleman from Nebraska asks unanimous consent 
that the time be extended ten minutes on each side. Is there 
objection? 

here was no objection. 

Mr. HILBORN. In thatdistrict and all over the State of Cali- 
fornia, it being the first time that we had voted under the Aus- 
tralian ballot, it seems that thousands of men, not understand- 
ing it, went into the booths and got confused and voted only for 
the head of the ticket. In this one district there were forty- 
five hundred voters who voted for the Presidential electors and 
for nobody else. The local county oificers suffered in the same 
way, and in the country precincts in Alameda county, adjoining 
and abutting upon Altamont, Mr. English ran behind the Cleve- 
land electors 17 per cent. Now, Mr. Cleveland received at that 
precinct 36 votes, and deducting 17 per cent from that, it leaves 
a fraction over 29. 

There is another thing about this to which I ask your atten- 
tion. I was neverin Altamont precinct in my life until after that 
election. I had never heard of it. My district is a Republican 
district and [ and everybody else thought there was no danger 
of my election. I went through that canvass without asking a 
single man to vote forme. In all the speeches that I made I 
never, with one exception, mentioned the fact that I was a can- 
didate for office, so certain was I that I was to beelected. Now, 
is it probable that under such conditions I would go up into that 
Democratic precinct where there were Bescocante election offi- 
cers and try to perpetrate a fraud for the sake of 70 votes? 
Why if they had offered me the 70 votes I don’t think I would 
have accepted them. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Speaker, as I said before, I never was in that precinct un- 
til this contest commenced. On the day of the election there 
was nota man in Altamont precinct who knew me or whom I 
knew. If there was anything wrong in the election there it was 
the gratuitous act of men who were strangers to me and of a 
different political party. Now, ought I to suffer under those 
circumstances? 

It is just possible that the smallness of my plurality may have 
invited this contest, but I can not think that will weigh with 
this House. I believe this House has too much respect for the 
genius of our institutions to disregard a majority, no matter how 
small it may be. 

I believe, gentlemen, that you will not ruthlessly unseat a 
member of this House who has been lawfully elected, even _—— 
it be by the small we of 4 votes. The smallness of the 

plurality doesnot palliate the wrong. Iam not here asking favors. 
AllTwantis justice. Ihave done nothing in this matter of which 
Tam ashamed. I hope every member of this House will be able 
to say the same thing after this vote is taken. 

I would not change places with the man who would do an in- 


justice to another because he had him in his power. I pity the 
position of the honest man who feels constrained by eS fealty 
to do an unworthy act, the recollection of which will bring to 


his cheeks the blush of shame. I thank you, gentlemen, for 
your kind attention. I yield the balance of my time tothe gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. WauGH]. [Applause.] 

Mr. WAUGH. Mr. Speaker, gentlemen on the other side 
have twenty-five minutes remaining, and they ought to occupy 
some of that time now. 

The SPEAKER tem 
remaining on the side of 


the ein 
Mr. BRO . I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 


California [Mr. ea 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Mr. er, this contest has been practi- 
cally reduced to a single simple question of fact, namely: Were 
the ballots offered in evidence by contestee as the ballots cast in 
Altamont precinct, Alameda County, so far discredited as to 
ay, a resort to the parol evidence of the voters to determine 

e vote cast for member of Con in that precinct? All 
other questions are practically eliminated. 

Contestant concedes Mr. Hilborn is entitled to have the 8 votes 
claimed in Clarksburg precinct counted for him, and the returns 
from all other precincts, except Altamont, are accepted by both 


parties. 


re. There are twenty-five minutes 
e majority, and fifteen on the side of 
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The official returns from Altamont precinct showing the vote 
of Mr. Hilborn to be 37 and Mr. English 15 are admitted by con- 
testee to be incorrect. 

Contestee claims that the ballots produced on this contest 
should be received as conclusive evidence of the vote cast for 
Representative in Congress in that precinct, while the contest- 
ant claims that the ballots so produced have been so far dis- 
credited that the vote ought not to be determined by them, but 
should be determined by the testimony of the voters of the pre- 
cinct. 

If the ballots produced are to be received as conclusive evi- 
dence of the vote, then contestee is shown to have been elected 
by re of 4 votes. if the ballots are rejected, and the 
vote proved by the testimony of the voters, then contestant is 
shown to have been elected by a plurality of 26 votes. There 
are 23 votes castin the precinct that are unaccounted for in the 
testimony. If it be conceded that they were all cast in favor of 
Mr. Hilborn, Mr. English would still havea plurality of 3 ac- 
cording to the testimony. But under the uniform decisions of 
this House, when resort is had to the testimony of electors to 
determine how they voted at the election in question, votes not 
proved can not be considered. There is no presumption that 
they were cast for the sitting member. I refer to the cases of 
Featherstone vs. Cate, Fifty-first Congress, page 103; and Bisbee 
vs. Finley, 6 Congressional Election Cases, page 62. 

THE BALLOTS WERB DISCREDITED. 

Were the ballots produced and offered in evidence by contes- 
tee as the ballots cast at Altamont precinct so far discredited as 
to justify their rejection and a resort to parol evidence to show 
how the electors voted for Representative inCongress? It seems 
to me that the billots were overwhelmingly discredited. In 
the first place it must be remembered that the burden of proof 
is upon the party offering the ballots as evidence to satisfactorily 
prove that they are the identical ballots cast at the election in 
question, and that they are, when produced, in the same condi- 
tion in which they were when cast and counted. 

How was that proof made in this case? Contestee called all 
of the election officers in the precinct, except Mr. Henry Udy, 
the Republican clerk of the board of election, who could not be 
found or subpoenaed by either contestant or contestee, as appears 
from the record. The officers of election identified the ballots 
produced as those cast at Altamont precinet, basing their iden- 
tification of the ballots upon their recognition of the initials of 
two members of the election board on the back of each ballot, 
these initials having been placed on the back of the ballot with- 
oui any requirement or authority oflaw. The officers also tes- 
tified that the package containing the ballots was in the same 
condition when produced as evidence that it was in when sealed 
up by the board at Altamont. 

Contestee also introduced the testimony of officers connected 
with the county clerk's office to prove that the package contain- 
ing the ballots had been safely kept, after delivery to that officer 
by the representatives of the election board conveying the bal- 
lots from the precinct polling place to the county clerk’s office. 
But it appeared from their testimony that the package contain- 
ing the Ballots was thrown upon the floor of one of the rooms of 
the county clerk's office with other similar packages, and re- 
mained on the floor of that room, which was open to the public 
during the day and to a number of deputy clerks during the 
night, for several days after the election, when the package was 
placed in another cover, sealed up, and deposited in a safe. 

The evidence of safe-keeping from the time of this final seal- 


ing and deposit in the safe is fairly satisfactory. But the evi- | 


dence of sa‘e-keeping from the time the ballots were cast until 


they were put in the safe of the county clerk is most inconclu- | 


siveand very unsatisfactory. The proofofsafe-keeping required 
by the laws of California as the condition precedent for the in- 
troduction of ballots in evidence to prove the vote cast was in- 
sufficient under the laws of California toentitle the ballots to be 
received in evidence, even if they were not otherwise discredited. 
But they were otherwise positively discredited by evidence both 
direct and circumstantial. 

In the first place, sir, the evidence shows that there were two 
elections for Representative in Congress he!d on the same day 
in that district and voted upon in the precinct of Altamont. 
One election was for Representative in Congress for the short 


term, made vacant by the resignation of Hon. Joseph McKenna, | 


and the other for Representative in Congress for the full term, 
commencing March 4, 1893. Mr. English and Mr. Hi!lborn were 
respectively the Democratic and Republican candidates for both 
terms. Under the Australian ballot law of California, the elec- 
tions were not only held on the same day, but the candidates, 
both for the short term and the full term, were voted for on the 
same Official ballot. They were, however, separate elections as 
truly as if they had been held on different days. 

Now, it appears conclusively and confessedly that the election 
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officers, who were the first custodians of the ballots in question, 
not only defrauded contestant out of 29 votes, by mistake or 
otherwise, for the long term, but that they also defrauded con- 
testant out of 31 votes for the short term, giving contestee the 
benefit and advantage in both cases of every vote taken fromthe 
contestant. The mistake in the returns concerning one election 
only might be accounted for upon the theory that tne election 
officers, or some of them, had honestly blundered, but it is ab- 
solutely impossib'e to conceive that the mistake against con- 
testant and in favor of contestee in both elections could have 
been honest, or could have been otherwise than willfully fraudu- 
lent. 

It is impossible to explain both of those wrongs against the 
contestant upon any theory consistent with the honesty of all 
members of the election board. Yet the ballots, if received as 
evidence, must depend for their value upon the testimony of the 
very men who confessedly defrauded contestant out of 29 votes 
in one election and 31 votes in the other election upon the same 
day. 

Another circumstance is that Altamont is a small precinct, in 
which but 70 ballots were cast altogether, and easily accessible 
to the county seat of Alameda county byrail. The ballots could 
have been easily counted within a short time after midnight of 
election day, but the returns were among the last to be delivered 
at the county clerk s office. 

Mr. HILBORN. Where does the gentleman find evidence of 
that? They were not the last returns that came in. The re- 
turns from Altamont were in the open court-house at 5 o clock. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Well,I donot mean to say that the evidence 
shows that they were the last tocome in; but it does show that, 
considering the small number of ballots tobe counted, they were 
very tardy in coming in, and several hours before they did come 
in it was well known that the vote for the full term at least was 
very close in the district. The returns should have teen in the 
county clerk’s office by 9 o'clock on the morning after the elec- 
tion at latest, and they were not delivered there until 5 o’clock 
in the afternoon. In the meantime there was ample opportunity 
for men who had confessedly certified and presented false and 
worthless returns in both elections to tamper with the ballots if 
they were so disposed and if they deemed it necessary to the ac- 
complishment of their ends. 

Mr. HILBORN. Iam sure the gentleman does not want to 
misrepresent. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. No, sir; but J have only ten minutes in which 
to present my views and I wish you would wait and answer what 
Isay in your own time. I do not wish to be abrupt in refusin 
to answer the gentleman from California [Mr. Hilborn], but 
must have more time, Mr. Spexker, or I must not be inter- 
rupted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman declines to be 
interrupted. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. The ballot+,when opened, disclosed another 
peculiar condition. They purported to show a vote very widely 
at variance not only with the returns, but with the testimony of 
the voters as to how they had voted. The testimony of 37 voters 
was positive and direct that they had voted for the contestant, 
while the ballots produced showed only 29 votes for the contest- 
ant, and the returns made by the election officers, upon whose 
testimony the value o! the bollots as evidence must rest, showed 
that contestant had received only 15 votes. 

Again, it appears from the evidence that there were several 
| illiterate voters in the precinct who were obliged to rely in the 
marking of their ballots upon membersof the very board of elec- 
| tion who had made such glaring and inexplicable mistakes 
against the contestant and in favor of the contestee in counting 
_ the votes for them respectively in the matter of both elections. 
| The presumption may well be indulged from all the evidence on 
| this subject, that some of the election officers in marking the 

ballots of these illiterate voters falsified them. I do not claim 
| that the testimony of the voter, standing alone, without any 
| other circumstance to discredit the bailots,ought to be taken-to 
| overturn the showing made by the ballots, even when marked 
by an election officer for illiterate voters under the law. 
| I am not prepared to go so far asthe mujority of the com- 
| mittee has gone in the matter of discrediting the ballots as 
| evidence of the votes cast by illiterate voters. But it is 
wholly unnecessary to discuss the question thus raised by the 
| committee, because in this case the substitution of parol evi- 
dence for the ballots does not rest upon the mere oath of the 
voter against the baliot as found in the box, but upon over- 
whelming evidence of fraud commitied by the election officers, 
| upon whose official oaths the presumption ordinarily arises that 
they have done their duty, and that the ballots truly represent 
the will of the voiers as expressed in writing at the election. 
It is urged that five of the election officers testitied that they 
had voted for Mr. English and against Mr. Hilborn; and gen- 











CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


APRIL 3, 





tlemen on the other side seem toattach great importance to 

this testimony given by the election officers. Indeed, no cir- 

eumstance apyearing in the evidence seems to be given so much 

weight by the gentiemen on the other side as this testimony of 

the election oicers that ow voted for Mr. English; and they 
r 


k of our allegations of fraud as an attempt to prove that 
moeratic election officers had defrauded a Democratic candi- 
date forCongress. Some of these eleetion officers were appointed 
as Democrats and some of them were appointed as representa- 
tives of other parties; but the so-called Democrats were selected 
by a Republican board of supervisors to represent the Demo- 
cratic party in that precinct. 

But the gentlem in from Maine [Mr. REED] says we are play- 
ing hot and cold in this matter; that we are asking the mem- 
bers of this House to discredit the ballots, because of willful 
fraud committed by the election officers against the contestant 
and in favor of the contestee, while in the same breath we are 
asking the House to accept the testimony of these same election 
officers that they votedfor Mr. English and that we counted the 
votes of those election officers for Mr. English upon their tes- 
timony. The criticism is unjust. We are not bound to re ect 
the testimony of these men in sofar as it bears in our favor, sim- 

y because we charge some of them with having committed a 
great fraud, involving a violation of their oath of office, against 
contestant in another matter. 

I do admit, however, that the gentlemen on the other side 
have a right to ask that the testimony of these witnesses to the 
effect that they voted for English be discredited or even re- 
jected, upon the ground that the testimony concerning their 
conduct in the countand in the keeping of the ballots absolutely 
dieeredits them. Yet, if their votes for Mr. English, as shown 
by their testimony, be thrown out entirely, Mr. English would 
still to be elected by a plurality of 21 votes. 

Mr. HULICK. What motive had those election officers to 
commit a fraud? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. 
to commit a fraud? 
should know. 

Mr. BROWN. To get their y in. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I do not c that Mr. Hilborn wasa 

rty a A, lh poe s have known —_ for ae as - 

oO e u t man, incapable en, n any suc 

fraud. But he ee interests behind him in that election in 
which I have not the same faith that I have in Mr. Hilborn per- 
a. Behind Mr, Hilborn was the Republican party, and 
behind the Republican party there was the most powerful and 
corrupt combination of spam privileged interests that ever 
souzht to 
world. Those interests had built up for themselves, through 
the Repubi.can party, a protective system of special privileges, 
for the enrichment of classes by the robbery of the masses, and 
they relied upon th» Republican representatives in Congress to 
sustain their special privileges by sustaining th it system. 

Those interests have in ay utional election spent millions 
of dollars in support of the publican party by means and 
methods which Mr. English asserts were resorted to in order to 
deprive him of the right acoorded him by the votes of his fel- 
low citizens of the Third district of California. Those benefi- 
ciaries of the Republican protective tem were a thousand 
times more interested in the election of Mr. Hilborn than Mr. 
Hiiborn was himself, and the fact as stated by Mr. Hilborn (and 
I a-cept his statement), that he was cally unacquainted 
with the precinct and did no can ng there, cuts bué little 


re. 
vr. HULICK. Then you charge that those election officers 
were bribed to commit fraud? 
Mr. MAGUIRE. I do not charge thing. I state the facts 
as they ap from the evidence now before the House. If to 
r mind those facts show that the o/ficers in question were 
bed, draw your own conclusions. You have drawn that con- 
clusion from the facts which I have stated without any state- 
ment from me of the conclusions which I[ have drawn. 
Gne of the judges of election at Altamont, Mr. John Camp- 
bell, seems to have been inclined to reach the same conclusion. 


eee eee find the following questions and 
vt Tn the course of 


What motive a any election officer 
Ido not know, nor is it necessary that we 


examination contestee’s attorney 


Q Sages Ga Oe ee would stuff a ballot box or make a false 
return of an election? 
A. Theve is a shadow of a doubt in my mind as to that question, and I can 
not anawer it. 
Pe ee ae S oe: 
That is as far as I want to answer the question. 


That is the conclusion you wish us to come 
were bribed. 


pervert or subvert the popular will anywhere in the. 


Mr. LACEY. Were there two sets of tickets? 

Mr.MAGUIRE. No:oneset. Thenames of the candidates for 
the long and the short terms were separately printed on a single 
ballot, but the counting was as separate as it would have been 
if there had been two sets of ballots. 

There is a sample ballot of reduced size attached to the testi- 
mony here, the part relating to both Congressional electious 
being in the following form: 


Representative in Congress. Vote for one. 





46 Wavren B. Bugiish....................... ....-.-. 


-...-.-- Democrat 





| 
.... ...- Republican 


i 


47 Peete Gh, MN one ok ee Ss cee 


.-.----People’s party 


an ee oe). coooedbuinn 


..----Frohibition 








Representative in Congress (to fill unexpired term). Vote for one. 


51 | TONE DIR i cet cnc ehdatenm cence debacinvsigatnatnsl Democrat 





= 
52 | Samuel G. Hilborn.............--.-..----..+---------.-- Republican | 





-----------People’s party | 


53 FG ithe MDa Meissen a PRN aeala eect rade 


} 
DE}. cinivanvodenitie Nnitiinitetanitt winiieetndanns dechiinds neeniimebweewpaiadiicdion’ 





Mr. MARSHALL. How many votes did Cleveland get in that 
precinet? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Thirty-six. 

Mr.MARSHALL. How many did Harrison? 

Mr.MAGUIRE. Twenty-two. 

This reminds me of another circumstance—the circumstance, 
in fact, that first discredited the returns from the precinct and 
which also discredits the ballots. Neither the ballots nor the 
returns conform at all to the known political views of the voters 
of that precinct. The precinct is made up of citizens who are 
permanent residents, conservative farmers whose political views 
are not subject to the Sudden changes that fre juently appear in 
re having a floating er comparatively transient popu- 

tion, 

In 1888 the Democratic vote for President in that precinct, 
with the same population, was for Cleveland, 48; for Harrison, 
19; and for Representatives in Congress: Democratic, 47; Repub- 
lican, 20. This, I take it, is also a circumstance against the bal- 
lots, as it was a most oe circumstance to discredit the re- 
turns when they were publicly announced. 

Here hammer fell.] 

r. BROWN. I yield the gentleman five minutes more. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. [ thank the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Brown] for this courtesy, and will avail myself of this oppor- 
tunity to sum up my statement. 

is have practically said all that I desire to say upon the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Who handed out those tickets? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Two of the election clerks. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that the unquestioned cir- 
cumstances which I have detailed, and which are fully supported 
by the evidence, in connection with the direct testimony of the 
37 voters of Altamont precinct, who upon the stand as witnesses, 
with the full right of the contestee to cross-examine them, tes- 
tified that they voted for the contestant, Mr. English, are en- 
tirely sufficient to absolutely discredit the ballots produced as 
evidence of the votes cast for contestant and contestee at the 
election in November, 1892. 

I can not imagine how in the natureof things, considering the 
conditions under which elections must be conducted and the ab- 


pletely diseredited thin they have been in this case. There is 
no te about these ci there is no denial 
that 37 voters testified that they voted for Mr. English. Itis 


denied that the circumstances which I have stated, and 
which are conclusively proved, are sufficient, in connection with 
the testimony of the voters, to justify the rejection of the bal- 


na ee officers who 
the custody of ballots made a false return of the votes cast 
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for Representative in Congress for the unexpired term against Mr. COX. Who did mark them? 


Mr. English and in favor of Mr. Hilborn, just as th y did in the | 


matter of the election under consideration, makes it absolutely 
necessary in order to determine the rights of the parties by any- 


thing like reliable evidence to reject the ballots. This circum- | 
stantial evidence, complete as it is, seems to me to be more con- | 


clusive than would be the direct testimony of any witness that 
he saw the election officers commit the fraud charged, because 
the circumstances are proved by entirely satisfactory and un- 
questionable evidence and concur in indicating the fraud beyond 
reasonable question, while a witness might wilfully lie about 
his observation of the fact. 

Mr. LACEY. Did you not runseveral thousand votes behind 
Mr. Cleveland in your district, and was not the case similar in 
other districts in California? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. The vote for member of Congress in my dis- 
trict was lesson both sides than for Presidential electors. That 


resulted from the failure of many voters to place the marks re- | 
uired by law opposite the names of all candidates for whom | 


ey desired to vote. Many of them marked opposite the elec- 
tors and failed to mark opposite the names of any other candi- 
dates, evidently having the idea that the mark opposite the 
Presidential electors of either party carried the party ticket, 
as in many States such a mark legally does. 


But I can not see how any confusion on the part of the voter | 
in the matter of marking his ballot could possibly account for | 


any of the suspicious circumstances relating to the returns and 
ballots in Altamont precinct upon which I have commented or 
upon which contestant relies. It does not in any way tend to 
explain what I conceive to be the principal fact, namely, that 
the election officers made false returns against Mr. English and 
in favor of Mr. Hilborn in both elections, giving Mr. Hilborn i4 


vot2s to which Mr. English was entitied in the election for the | 


long term, and 15 votes to which Mr. English was entitled in 
the e'ection for the short term. 

Mr. LACEY. It shows, if the gentleman will permit me, that 
the voters did not mark their ballots as they thought they did. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. That is probably true of the illiterate voters 
and it may be true of others, but it does not in any way change 
the fact that the ballots, as produced, show that in both elec- 
tions Mr. English was deprived of votes that should have been 
counted for him even according to the ballots, and that Mr. Hil- 
born wascredited with votes in both cases which should not have 
been counted for him. and that the number of votes so miscounted 
in exch case constituted a very large proyortion of the entire 
vote cast in the precinct. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Certainiy. 


Mr. HUTCHESON. If there wasachange in the returns, why | 
did not they change the ballots so as to correspond with the re- | 


turns and make the whole thing conform? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Ido not know, nor would it shed any light 
upon this discussion to state my theory of that matter. If the 
elec'ion officers, or some of them. sought to accomplish a pur- 

se by fraudulently tampering with the ballots, as well as by 
faisitying the returns, it is probable that difficulties may have 
arisen in the matter of manipulating the ballots, and that such 
work must, almost of necessity, have been done in a hurry. 
Enough of changes to accomplish the desired result would prob- 
ably satisfy their desires. Fraud generally leaves a track by 
which it cam be traced. Rarely does fraud cover all of its 
tracks. But this is all con‘ecture. 

It is not necessary that we should develop theoretically acom- 

lete scheme of fraud by which the result was or might have 
eon accomplished. It is enough that we show frauduient acts 
which discredited the evidence ordinarily relied upon to justify 
the receipt of the ballots as evidence, and that we show other 


circumstances indicating a probable willingness on the part of | 


the persons connected with the keeping of the ballots to com- 
mitfraud, and somesort of opportunity for itscommission. This 


has been done in the case of Altamont precinct very conciu- | 


sively. These things have been shown aflirmatively by Mr. 
English, although the law requires from him only a negative 
showing in order to defeat the right of the contestee to use the 
ballots as evidence. 

Mr. COX. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. I 
understand the ballots called in cuestion were marked ballots’ 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Yes,sir: marked with the initials of certain 
of the election officers. These initials as shown by the majority 


of the committee on elections in its report. were superfluous and | 


were neither authorized nor required ry, law. 
Mr.COX. Why were they marked if t % 
ing it? What was the object in marking them? 
ir. MAGUIRE. I donot know upon what theory the elee- 
tion officers marked the ballots. 


here was no law requir- | 


Mr. MAGUIRE. ‘That I do not know, but they purported to 
| be marked by two of the five men whose testimony has been re- 
ferred to in this discussion. 
Mr. COX. I can not see their object, I must confess. 
Mr. LOUD. It should be stated that the law always required 
the ballots to be so marked prior to this election. 
| Mr. REED. That is to say, the previous law required it? 
Mr. LOUD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. MAGUIRE. I think that is correct. My impression is 


that the law prior to the adoption of the Austratian ballot sys 
tem required the ballots to be marked. Thathas been for many 
years the rule established by the laws governing elections in 
San Franciseo, and I think it was general prior to I892. | have 


had no occasion to examine that question particularly. 

Mr. REED. Will the gentieman from California allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Certainly. 
| Mr. REED. If the ballots were tampered with, how can the 
gentleman account for the fact that they were not made to cor- 
respond with the returns? Why should there, in other words, 
be two tamperings to produce this result? 
| Mr. BROWN. But the ** Democrats can’t read” you know. 
| Mr. REED. The gentieman suggests that the Democrats can 
| not read. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. The gentieman from Maine asks me to ex- 
plain why the ballots were not made to correspond with the re- 
turns, if they were in fact tampered with after the election. In 
effect he asks me why it was that men preparing a fraud did not 
| proceed to do it in a particular way. Iam not able to give the 
gentleman any information on that point. It may be that their 
| Opportunities for making their fraudulent acts correspond with 
each other were limited, or it may be that they did not have 
time to complete the job. 

Mr. REED. Do you not think, in view of that fact and the 
other evidence in the case, that there was no fraud? Is it not 
an indication that there was no fraud, thas this act was done in 
such a way as that? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I do not think that the failure to make the 
ballots correspond with the returns is any evidence that there 
was no fraud committed. 

Mr. REED. And the gentleman insists that there was fraud? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Nothing could convince me that the men 
who made false returns against Mr. English and in favor of Mr. 

| Hilborn in the two elections, could have made those faise re- 
turns through any honest mistake. The falsity of the returns 
| in the matter of both elections is the controlling circumstance, 


to my mind, indicating fraud, and satisfying me that a willful 
| wrong was committed by at least some of the election officers of 
that precinct against Mr. English and in favor of Mr. Hilborn. 


| It is that circumstance more than all the rest of the evidence 
that convinces me that the ballots, the integrity of which de- 
pends so entirely upon the testimony of those election officers, 
ought not to be received as evidence superior to the testimony 
of the voters. It is quite unnecessary now to discuss the uni- 
form rule of this House so mercilessly followed in the contested- 
election cas-sof the Fifty-first Congress, namely. that whenever 
the election returns and the biliots are discredited, this House 

} will resort to the testimony of the voters for the purpose of de- 
termining the election of a Representative. 

| The majority report of the Committee on Elections cites a 
number of these cases, notably Featherston vs. Cate. affirming 
the case of Bisbee rs. Finley: also the case of McGinnis rs. Al- 
derzon and Clayton vs. Breckinridge. 

In the case of McGinnis rs. Alderson (Contested Election 
Cases of the Fifty first Congress, page 635) the report of the 
Republican majority of the Committee on Elections, relating to 
the rejection of ballots and a resort to parol evidence, says: 


| The recount in Kanawha County showed a change of 9 votes in Alum 
Creek precinct and 25 votes in Charleston precinct. 

In the West Virginia election cases tn the present Congress and in the 
famous case In the gubernatorial contest between Fleming and Goff we 
have had striking illustrations of the dangers of a recount of the ballots 
where a change of a few tickets may affect the resuit. The law of West 
Virginia, whilst it provides for such recount, attempts to throw around 
the recount such elements of safety as wiil prevent a frandulent change of 
} the ballots. Such recount is always viewed with suspicion, and is full of 

danger. 


This report was submitted to the Fifty-first Congress by the 
distinguished gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey}. 

In the ease of Bisbee vs. Finley, Sixth Congressional Election 
Cases, page 62, it was held— 

Where the evidence shows a return to be false, and not a true statement of 
the votes cast, such return is impeached and destroyed as evidence, and 
the true vote may be proven by calling the electors whuse names are on the 


books as voting at such poll and no votes not otherwise pruven should 
counted. 
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In McCrary on Elections, section 539, the rule is stated as fol- 
lows: 

If an oMcer of the election is detected in a willful and deliberate fraud 
upon the ballot box, the better opinion is that this will destroy the integrity 
of his official acts even though the fraud discovered is not of itself sufficient 
to affect the result. 


In Paine on Elections, section 596, it is said: 


When the proceedings are so tarnishei by fraudulent, negligent, or im- 
proper conduct on the part of the officers that the result of the election is 
rendered unreliable, the entire returns will be rejected and the parties left 
to make such proof as they may of the votes legally cast for them. 


In McDuffie vs. Turpin (Fifty-first Congress, 299) it was held-— 


If these officers would falsify the returns, it follows that no reliance could 
po gg in the contents of the ballot boxes left in their hands after the 

The case of McDuffie vs. Turpin, which certainly ought to be 
recognized as the highest ible authority by the gentlemen 
on the Republican side of this House, seems to retty conclu- 
sive of the present case. We submit that a vindication of the 
purity of the ballot and of the sacrednessof the elective franchise 
requires that the ballots, as well as the returns, from Altamont 
precinct should be rejected, and that the testimony of the legally 
qualified voters of that precinct who voted at the election in 
question should be received and accepted as the best evidence, 
under the circumstances, of the votes cast by them at that elec- 
tion. Upon that evidence the contestant, Mr. English, has a 
plurality of 26 votes and is entitled to the seat now occupied by 
the contestee. 

Mr. WAUGH. [yield five minutes now to the gentleman from 
California [Mr. BOWERS]. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Speaker, I desire first to 
allude to a remark which my colleague from California {[Mr. Ma- 
GUIRE] made, that there were two elections held. There was 
but one election that day, and there was but one ballot for all the 
offices. That ballot read, ‘For Congress, long term, Samuel G. 
Hilborn.” Immediately under it,‘‘For Congress, short tzrm, Sam- 
uel G. Hilborn.” And Mr. English’s name was thesame. There 
was but one election and one ballot. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. And one piece of eee went into the 
ballot box for the whole. It was all on one ballot? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Yes. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I think I as a Republican apprehend as 
well as any Democrat can the necessity which exists for the 
Democratic party to add to its poe majority asufficient num- 
ber to enable it do business. It isa laudable desire. But. sir 
I want to caution my Democratic friends that while the people of 
this country are quick to condone a mis‘ake of judgment, they 
willresenta deliberate wrong and sin against one of their dearest 
rights, theelective franchise. The history of this country makes 
this fact plain, that sooner or later every person who subverts 
an honest election comes to grief; and todoa great wrong for 
a temporary advantage, never pays in the end. 

The alternative presented in this case is, Shall the ballot, as 
freely cast by the voter on the day of election, or shall affidavits 
made weeks or months after the election, govern as evidence of 
the election of a Representative in Congress? This is all there 
is of this case. 

The ballots cast at the election in question, not one of which, 
I want you to remember, has been impeached, elected Mr. Hil- 
bron, the. sitting member, and he was sworn in as a member of 
this House. If some affidavits, procured some time after the 
election, by the contestant, are to be held as setting aside the 
ballots, and to be the better evidence, then the sitting member 
must give way, for he has no affidavits. He was under the im- 
pression that the majority of legal ballots cast at the election 
was to decide. 

In this case the contestant procured, in the precinct of Alta- 
mont, the affidavits of thirty-seven persons, resident therein, 
that they voted for the contestant; whereas the ballots them- 
selves testified that but 29 votes were cast in that precinct for 
the contestant. Which of these are best entitled to credence? 

Gentlemen of the other side, are you ready to adopt this prec- 
edent, this practice that affidavits shall govern and not ballots 
determine the elections of members of Congress? 

Have you stopped and considered for a moment where this will 
lead, and the momentous uences that may ensue? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. How does the gentleman account for 
this mistake? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I have only five minutes, I 
have not interrupted anybody and I can not allow myself to be 


interrupted. 
ible case. It is charged that in many 


Let me suggest a 
of the Congressional districts voters are allowed to vote, 





but that their votes are not counted to great extent. Now, 
my friends, it must be rent to you that the signs all 2 
tend that the majority will soon; very soon, swing to this i 
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You believe it. Youcome very near knowing it. And in view 
of this fact that stares you in the face every day, are you 
quite ready to establish this practice of counting affidavits in- 
stead of votes? If the majority that is soon to take your place 
follow this practice, which it seems you have determined on, 
they could, by affidavits that would be true, unseat half the 
delegation from several States,and you could not elect a baker’s 
dozen of members from States that now have 5U members. And 
if that majority see fit to adopt the practice now to be inaugu- 
rated by you, are you not estopped from complaining by your 
ownacts? What think you of the facility with which such affida- 
vits by the thousands can be procured in several States, affida- 
vits that will be true. 

If you gentlemen desire to establish this practice, I think this 
side can well afford to lose one member now by your act, which 
will give us a gain of fifty members in the next Congress by do- 
ing as you do now. 

Will you say to the voters of the United States that their rights 
in respect to electing Congressmen are wholly at the mercy of 
anc. subordinate to any ignorant, malicious, or rascally judge, 
inspector, or clerk of election. and from such malicious rascality, 
or from any unintentional mistake of theirs, no appeal will be” 
entertained by this House? This is the question to be decided 
~~ the vote on this case: Shall affidavits or legal ballots deter- 
mine? 

Here the hammer fell.] 

he SPEAKER pro tempore. There are ten minutes remain- 
ing on each side. 

Mr. WAUGH. Iask unanimous consent that all gentlemen 
who have spoken, or who may speak on this case, have leave to 
extend their remarks in the RECORD. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. It is understood that that request applies to 
both sides? 

Mr. WAUGH. Yes, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unanimous consent is asked 
that all gentlemen who have spoken or who speak upon this 
subject have leave to extend their remarks in the RecorpD. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WAUGH. yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
California [Mr. Loup]. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, in ten minutesit is hardly possible 
to argue this election case, and [ am therefore compelled to con- 
fine myself to just one point in the case. Before coming to that 

int, however, I desire to answer one or two suggestions made 

y my colleague from California — MAGUIRE]. He first 
stated that the returns from the Altamont precinct had been 
mysteriously withheld. Now the facts in the case are that the 
returns from the Altamont precinct were received at half past 
4 on the next day, and that those returns were among the 
first country precinct returns that were received. The gentle- 
mat, swelling with assumed patriotic pride, seemed to give a 
reason to this House why an object existed for counting Mr. Hil- 
born in, and proceeded to say that there were millions behind 
this gentleman, behind the policy that he would enunciateif he 
came to Congress. The gentleman forgets that when this pre- 
cinct came into controversy, there was not a man, woman, or 
chid in the United States who did not well know that this 
House was overwhelmingly Democratic and that Mr. Hilborn’s 
presence here would have no effect to change any condition that 
existed. So much for that. 

Now then, the question was asked the gentleman about the 
mysterious method or manner of marking these ballots. My 
friend from Tennessee asked the question why these ballots were 
marked. I will tell the gentleman. The law in California for 
twenty years has required the officers to mark the ballots. It 
was oo in so much of California as lay outside of San Fran- 
cisco by last election law, so we can easily dispose of that 
question as to why the bllots were marked. But look for a 
moment. You proposed to unseat, and did unseat, Mr. Joy, be- 
cause, under the law, the ballots were not marked, and it is here 
animportant factor in this case, bec use the ballots were marked. 

You have proceeded in this case to impeach the testimony, the 
reliability, and the truthfulness of six of the election officers of 
this p ct whoare Democrats; five of whom in the testimony 

iven in their affidavits swear that they voted for Mr. English. 
ow, you hold that in their returns, as officials, they rendered 
false returns, that they laid themselves liable to be sent to the 
penitentiary of the State of California, but when it comes to 
a affidavits, then, of course, their testimony must be 
eved. ‘ 

Let me present to this House one feature that the members of 
the ttee have never taken into consideration. This was 
the first time that we had ever voted under the Australian bal- 
lot system. It wasa new system, it was a confusing system to 
us. The gentleman from ornia well knows that, and I would 
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not make oath to-day, sir, as to who I voted for on the ticket I 
cast in the last election. They had but one ticket, containing 
the names of 480 candidates for office, and you were obliged to 
go into an obscure, dark stall ina booth and select about 80 
names on that ticket. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. But there were not 480 candidates for office 
in Alameda County. 

Mr.LOUD. There were not that many candidates in Alameda 
County, but there were 60 or 80 names on their tickets, and it 
was quite a lengthy ticket. 

Now then, there was a falling off in the Congressional vote in 
the whole of the State of California, permeating every district 
and every precinct. There was a falling oif of nearly 30,000 
votes—a fa gen of 10 per cent as compared with the Presi- 
dential vote. The falling off in that district was nearly 4,000- 
more than 1‘) per cent, nearly 17 per cent; and you will find that 
that same falling off went throughout the districts. 

Mr. PENCE. That many less for Congressmen thin for the 
President? 

Mr. LOUD. Yes; that many less for Congressmen than for 
President. Now, what have you done under this peculiar sys- | 
tem of affidavits tee have here adopted? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. You mean depositions? 

Mr. LOUD. Well, then, depositions; I do not care what you 
callthem. You have been compelled to give Mr. English, the 
contestee, one more vote than Mr. Cleveland received. Now, is 
that a possible contingency, when you know that there has been 
a falling off in every precinct of more than 10 per cent on the 
Congressional vote? 

Mr. GROUT. Highly improbable, to suy the least. | 

Mr. LOUD. Now, you have taken one vote from the People’s | 
party candidate, whereas the result shows all through the Stato | 
of California that the People’s party candidate for Congress ran 
ahead of their candidate for President, and on the Republican 
and Democratic sides they fell behind by from 10 to 17 per cent. 
That may aes strange to you, but Icanexplainit. Thenames 
of the Republican and Democratic candidates for Congress came 
at the bottom of the column in which were contained the names 
of the Presidential electors. There was a group of four tickets, 
and at the bottom there was just room for the names of the Re- 
publican and Democratic candidates for Congress. Turning to 
the top of the next column, you came tothe Populist, or People’s 
party candidate for Congress. It was very naturally assumed by 
parties who cast these ballots, as this was the first election held 
under this system, that when they put their cross opposite their | 
group of electors they had completed that column. 

I believe that is the reason why the vote fell off so far below | 
the vote for President. Now, I do not believe, and there are | 
reasons why no reasonable person can be made to believe that | 
the Democratic candidate for Congressman in that precinct re- | 
ceived over 30 votes. This whole case hinges upon this one 
point. Five Democratic officers of election, whose whole con- 
duct had been discredited up to this moment, until the moment 
when they were brought forward to give their depositions or 
affidavits as to how they voted, and then we are called upon to 
place reliance and confidence in their testimony there, and to | 
discredit every action on their part that had taken place before | 
th 





at. 
Mr.HULICK. Hasthe reputation of any of these officers ever 
been questioned in the community in which they live? 

Mr. LOUD. No gentleman from California upon this floor | 
willdare todothat. Theseare gentlemenabovereproach, honest | 
farmers. That is not the kind of place where you find crooked 
politics. My colleague from San Francisco knows that very well. | 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Do you refer to the voters? 

Mr. LOUD. I refer to the voters of that precinct, who are 
honest farmers of the State of California. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Yes; that is true. 

Mr. KYLE. How long is a voter allowed to remain in the 
booth? 

Mr. LOUD. Ten minutes. This new system of voting was 
most confusing tothe voters. I never was more confused in my 
life. 
Mr. MAGUIRE. 


How does my ease account for the dif- 
ference against Englishand in favor of Hilborn in both the elec- 
tion contests? 


Mr. LOUD. I donot know that I understand the point the 
gentleman desires to make. Will he please repeat the question? | 
Mr. MAGUIRE. English wascredited with 14 votes less than 
he was entitled to, and—— 

Mr. LOUD. Oh, I do not believe that the returns were cor- 
rect at all, 

Mr. MAGUIRE. But how do you account for the discrepancy 
in both the elections? 

Mr. LOUD. They were on the same ticket. 
one another. 


They succeeded 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. There are ten minutes remaining on the other side. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. Speaker, if I can get the attention of the 
House [ will try and call the minds of gentlemen back tothe 
point in question. The returns of Altamont precinct gave a 
plurality of 22 votes for the contestee. The recount gave a plu- 
rality of 14 for the contestant. Therecount of the ballots elected 
the contestee by 4 votes. He concedes that the returns are un- 
reliable and can not be trusted for any purpose, but he main- 
tains, or seeks to maintain, that the ballots are the best evidence 
and that they must control and overthrow all other evidence in 
the case. Now, I concede that if there were no question before 
the House but that the ballots recounted were the ballots cast 
and were in precisely the same condition when they were re- 
counted that they were in when voted, his point would be well 
taken. But the burden of proof is on him to show this fact. 

The burden of proof is on him and he has utterly failed to 
show the fact, because the exhibit made as to how these ballots 
were kept clearly shows that they were liable to be tampered 
with. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Are not the ballots themselves prima facie 
evidence, and is not the burden of proof upon the other side? 

Mr. BROWN. Not at all; unless it is first shown that they 
have been safely and securely kept. The case put by my friend 
from Maine does not exist ‘‘ way down in Maine.” 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Well, the gentleman will find it so if he 
comes down to Maine, and he will get some good instruction on 
the subject of voting, too. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BROWN. Now, I will ask my friend to allow me to go 
on, for we want to get away from here as soon as we can. But, 
Mr. Speaker, aside from that question, if these ballots are to be 
relied upon by the contestee, the onus probandi is upon him to 
show that the ballots recounted were the identical ones that 
were cast. The integrity of these ballots is called in question. 
Nobody disputes that. This record shows that there were from 
12 to 14 illiterates who voted at that precinct;.why has not the 
contestee produced his Republican clerk, Mr. Udy, and proved 
by him that those illiterates were not defrauded and their votes 
stolen by the whelps who made out the ballots for them? If 
you will take the votes of those illiterates and count them for 
the Democratic ticket it just about makes out the case accord- 
ing to contestant’s contention. 

Mr. WAUGH. Will the gentleman allow me a suggestion at 
this point, so that the whole facts may be before the House? 

Mr. BROWN. Ican not yield. 

Mr. WAUGH. Well, I will ask the gentleman who prepared 
the ballots for the illiterate voters? I say every one of them 
was prepared by a Democrat, by a man who voted for English. 

Mr. BROWN. IfI were to set out to perpetrate a fraud and 
forgery on the ballot box by which I am to be benefited I would 
hire Republicans to do it, and not Democrats; because the Re- 
publicans would have the power to aid me, while the Democrats 
would not. Soitwasoutthere. If these Democrats—for whom 
I have no respect if they were guilty of this thing, if they com- 
mitted this wrong—had the power to aid the contestee it shows 
the shrewdness of the Republican managers in perpetrating this 
election fraud by employing these men instead of their own po- 


litical kith and kin. 


I cakK attention to the fact that while this contest was going 
on, the testimony of thirty-seven votersef Altamont precinct was 
taken. Every one of them was subject to cross-examination by 
a most adroitand skillful lawyer. If they were not honest men, 


| if they did not speak the truth, if their testimony is not to be re- 


lied on, why has not the contestes, whose residence is in the 
same county with these voters, cast suspicion on them? May I 
not say that they were unimpeached and unimpeachable? 

One thing more andl amdone. There seems to be confusion 
in the minds of some members as to what the result of this elec- 
tion would be if we exclude the election board, whoss members 
testify that they voted for the contestant. 

As I said before, if, in considering the testimony of the voters 
of Altamont precinct, you assume that the 23 voters in that pre- 
cinet who were not sworn voted for the contestee, then contest- 
ant’s plurality is but 3; and if you then exclude the members of 
the election rd of course his plurality would be overcome. 
But no gentleman has disputed or will dispute that when you 
departfrom the returns and also from the ballots, and the parties 
are obliged to prove their votes aside from the returns and aside 
from the ballots, each man is credited with the votes he proves. 
Mr. Hilborn proved none; therefore, the contestant’s plurality 
is 26. But you may take these Democrats of this election board 
and hug them to your bosoms dear and throw their votes out of 
the count, and the contestant is elected by 19 plurality. 

Here the hammer fell.] ; 
he SPEAKER. The time allowed for debate has expired. 
The previous question is now ordered. The Clerk will report 











3438 


CONGRESSIONAL KRECORD—HOUSE. 





the resolutions submitted as a substitute by the minority of the 
committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Samuel G. Hilborn was legally elected to a seatin the Fifty- 
third Congress from the Third Congressional district of California, and en- 


titled to retain his seat in tris House. 
Resolved, That Warren B. Eng ish was not legally elected to a seat in the 


Fifty-third Congress from the Third Congressional district of California, and 
is not entitled to a seat in this House. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon adopting, as a substi- 
tute for the resolutions of the majority of the Committee on 
Elections the resolutions just read. 

Mr. BURROWS. I call for a division, so that the two reso- 
lutions embraced in this substitute may be voted on separately. 

The SPEAKER. A division being called for, the question 
is now upon the first of the resolutions just read. 

The question having been put—— 

The SPEAKER. The noes seem to have it. 

Mr. WAUGH. Division. 

Mr. BROWN. L[eall for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question wastaken; and there were—yeas 85, nays 155, not 


voting 112; as follows: 
YEAS—85. 


Abbott, Davis, Johnson, N. Dak. Ray, 
Aitken, Dingiey Kiefer, Reed, 
Apsley, Doolittie, Lacey, Reyburn, 
Avery, Draper, Latimer. Ryan, 
Baker, N. H. Ellis, Oregon ud, Shell 
Bartlett, Fletcher, Loudenslager, Smith, 
Bell, Colo. Funk. Marsh, Stephenson, 
Blair Gardner. Marvin, N. Y. Stone, C. W. 
Boen, Grosvenor, McKeighan, Stone, W. A. 
Boutelle, Grow, McLaurin, Storer, 
Bowers, Cal. H . Meiklejohn, Strait. 
Breckinridge, Ark. - + Sweet, 
Broderick, Hall, Minn. Milliken, Tawney, 
Burrows, Harris, Moon, Walker, 
Cannon, Il. Hartman, Northway, Wanger, 
Chickering, Henderson, Ill. Payne, Waugh, 
Childs, Hepburn, ence, ever, 
—— Hermana, ae 7a me 
isins, Hicks, ps, ilson, Wash. 
Curtis, Ka Bopkine,™m, ° Poss” 
urt ans. ‘oO 
Daniels, Johnson, Ind. Quigg, 
NAYS—1i55. 
Alderson, Covert, Jones, ages. 
aa ree Geiiensen, Krib»s,, Reilly 
en. . 
Bailey, Cummings, Kyle, Richards, 0) 
Bankhead, Davey, Lane, Richardson. Mich. 
— \ DeA ; Lawson, os 
1, ; Layton, techie, 
Berry, Dinsmore, Lester, Robbins, 
Black, Ga. Dockery, Livingston, Rusk, 
Bland, Donovan, Lockwood, Russell, Ga. 
Boatner, D . aapee. 
power, N.C. a Ww, . ermerhorn, 
Bran munds, ory ’ 
Bretz, Martin, Ind ings, 
Brie > 08, x Stockdale, 
B Epes, M Stone, Ky. 
Brown, Erdman, - Me Straus, 
Bryan, Everett, McDvearmon, 
Bynum, Fielder, McEttrick, Talbert, S. CO, 
Cadm Geissenhain McKaig, Tate, 
Caminetti, Goldzier, McRae, Taylor, Ind 
m™ Gor man, Mer edith, Ter Ty, 
aa e Meyer, Tracey, 
G Money, ‘Tucker, 
Caruth, Haines. Mon > Turner, Ga. 
Cate Hall, Mo. Morgan, Turner, Va. 
Causey, Hare, oses, yt: 
Clancy, arter, Mutchler, a, 
Cla ah Hayes, Wells, : 
r 
Cobb, Mo. Na 0 Mass. Wheeler, Ala. 
Coc endris, oO Mo. Whiting, 
Cockrell, Hines, th waite. Williams, Ii. 
Coffeen, Williams, Miss. 
Cooper, Fila. Hooker, Miss. Wise, 
Gooner. Tox. ona paunewe, ‘Tex. wae 
, utcheson, 
nis . Pendleton, W. Va. 
NOT VOTING—112. 
Adams, Gear, Hulick, 
Adams, ry Gaidweil, Gillet, N. ¥. Bull, 
Aldrich, Cobb, Ala. Gillett, Johnson, Ohio 
Arn o— Goodnight, Kem, 
Graham, m, 
Baker, Kans Griffin, ver, 
Baldwin, , Wis. Grout, Linton, 
Ba | a 
Bartholat, N.Y c Lucas, 
Belden. Haugen, Maddox, 
- Deilivor einer. > 
’ 
Bias, fil. Dunn, Seeteteun, Towa 
Brattati, Bilis, Xy Hilborn, ” 
Breckinridge, Ky. Fithian, Bosbes i - 
Bundy. . oe 2 
, 
Bunn, Fyan, 


McNagny, Robinson, Pa. Snodgrass Van. Voorhis. N. Y. 
Morse, Russell, Conn. Somers, an Voorhis, Ohio 
Murray, Scranton, Sperry, Wadsworth, 
Newlands, Settie, Stevens, Washington, 
Page, Shaw, Strong, White, 

Pearson, Sherman Talbott, Md. Wilson, Ohto 
Powers, Sibley, Taylor, Tenn. Wilson, W. Va. 
Randall, Sickles, Thomas, Woomer. 

Rayner, Simpson. Turpin, Wright, Mass. 
Robertson, La. Sipe, Updegraff, Wright, Pa. 


So the resolution was rejected. 

Before the result of the vote was announced— 

Mr. GROUT. Iam paired with the gentleman from Georgia 
{Mr. MAppDox]. I find on inquiry that he has not returned. I 
therefore withdraw my vote. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. De Forest with Mr. RUSSELL of Conne®ticut, until fur- 
ther notice. 

Mr. BALDWIN with Mr. Curtis of New York, for the rest of 
the day. 

The result of the vote was announced as’above stated. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next branch of 
the substitute on which the vote will be taken. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


(2) Resolved, That Warren B. English was not legally elected to a seat in 
the Fifty-third Congress from the Third Congressional district of Califor- 
nia, and is not entitled to a seat in this House. 

The question was taken. The House proceeded to divide. 

Mr. BROWN. lIask the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 11, nays 159, not 
voting 182; as follows: 


YEAS—1i1. 
Abbott, Breckinridge, Ark. Hall, Minn. Ryan, 
Bartlett, Cobb, Mo. Hutcheson, Strait. 
Bell, Colo. Crawford, McKeighan, 
NAYS—159. 
Alderson, Cox, Kyle, Price, 
Alexander, Culberson, Lane, Reilly, 
Allen, Cummings, Latimer. Richards, Ohio 
Bailey, Davey, Lawson, Richardson, Mich. 
B De Armond, Layton, Richardson, Tenn. 
Barwig, De Forest, Lester, tchie, 
Bell, Tex. Livingston, Robbins, 
perry: Lockwood, Rusk, 
Black, Ga. Dockery, Lynch, Russell, Ga. 
Bland, Donovan, — Sayers, 
er, Mallory, Schermerhorn, 
Bower, N. © Durborow, arshall, Sickles, 
Branch, Edmunds, Martin, Ind. Springer, 
Bretz, English, McCreary, Ky. Stallin: 
Brickner, Enloe, McCulloch, Stockdale, 
Epes, McDannold, Stone, Ky 
Brown, Erdman, McDearmon, Straus, 
Bryan, Everett, McEttrick, Swanson, 
Bynum, Geary, McGann, Talbert. S. C. 
Cabaniss, Geissen McKaig, Tarsney, 
Cadmus, Goldzier, MeMillin, Tate, 
Caminetti, cRae. Taylor, Ind 
Campbell, G \ Meredith, Terry, 
=, Cal. G saver, areeed. 
pehart, oats, oney, Tucker, 
Caruth, Hall, Mo Montgomery, Turner, Ga. 
Catchings, Hare, Morgan, Turner, Va. 
Causey, Harter, Moses, Turpin, 
Hatch, Mutchler, ler, 
Clark, Mo Hayes, Neill, arner, 
Clarke, Ala. Henderson, N.C. Oates. Weadock, 
Ala. BR , O'Neil, Mass. Wells, 
Cockran, Hines, O'Neil, Mo. Wheeler, Ala. 
Cockrell, Bolm Outhwaite, hiting, 
Coffeen, r, Taschai, Williams, Il. 
Cooper, Fla. Hunter, Patterson, Williams, Miss. 
Cooper, Ind. Ikirt, Paynter, Wise, 
Cooper, Tex. Jones, area we wae 
Cornish, Pendleton, W. 
Covert. Kribos,” Pigott, 
NOT VOTING—182. 
Adams, Ky. Bunn, Fielder, enderson, 
Adams, Burnes, th Henderson, Iowa 
Aitken, » Burrows, Fletcher, Hepburn, 
Al Caldawe!}, Forman, Hi 
Apsley, Cannon. tL Funk, Hicks, 
Arnold, ; Hiiborn, 
Avery, Childs, Fyan, Hitt, 
Ba Cogsweil, Gardner, -Hooker, N. Y 
Baker, Compton, Gear, Hopkins, Il 
Baker, N. H. Conn, Gillet, N. Y. Hopkins, 
Baldwin, Coombs, Gillett, Mass. Bouk, 
Cooper, Wis. Goodnight, H 
Bartholdt, Cousins, Graham, H 
Belden, Crain, Grimn, 
Beitzhoover, Curtis, Kans. Grosvenor, 
ne Curtis, N. Y. Grout, 
= fi. Daizell, Grow, 
, Daniels, , 
Boen, Davis, aii 
Boutelle, 5 Kammo 
Bowers, Cal. Dolliver a Haroier, 
Ky. Draper, Hartman, 
Bills, Ky Heard,” 
; Ellis Oregon Heiner, 
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Lucas, Page, Shaw, Thomas. 


Maddox, Payne, Shell, Updegraff, 
Magner, Pearson, Sherman, Van Voorhis, N.Y. 
Mahon, Pence, Sibley, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Marsh, Perkins, Simpson, Wadsworth, 
Marvin, N. Y. Phiiips, Sipe, Walker, 

McAleer, Pickler, Smith, Wanger, 

McCall, Post, Snodgrass, Washington, 
McCleary. Minn. Powers, Somers, Waugh, 
McDowell, Quigg, Sperry. Wever, 

McLaurin, Randall, Stephenson, Wheeler, Ill. 
MeNagny, Ray, . Stevens, White, 
Meiklejohn, Rayner, Stone, C. W. Wilson, Ohio 
Mercer, Reed, Stone, W. A. Wilson, Wash. 
Milliken, Reyburn, Storer, Wilson, W. Va. 
Moon, Ro. ertson, La. Strong, Woomer, 

Morse, Robinson, Pa. Sweet, Wright, Mass. 
Murray, Russell, Conn. Talbott, Md. Wright, Pa. 
Newlands, Scranton, Tawney, 

Northway, Settle, Taylor, Tenn. 


No quorum voting. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. BROWN. 1 think it is evident that there will be no 
quorvm to-night, and I move that the House now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 
40 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions was discharged from the consideration of the bill (S. 6188) 
granting a pension to Eleanor Shea, dependent mother of Wil- 
liam J. V. Shea, late a private in Company H, Nineteenth Regi- 
ment United Stites Infantry, and the same was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions 
were severally reported from committees, delivered tothe Clerk, 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
the bill (H. R. 3032) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of John A. Jack. (Report No. 645.) 

By Mr. BOWERS Of California, from the same committee, 
the bill (H. R. 1461) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of Andrew L. Grugett, asa former member of Company 
E, Sixth Tennessee Cavalry, in war of the rebellion, and to 
grant him an honorable discharge therefrom. (Report No. 646.) 

By Mr. BRETZ, from the same committee, the bill (H.R. 
1110) to correct the military record of Calvin Daniel. (Report 
No. 647.) 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky, from the Committee on War 
Claims, the bill (S. 1412) for the relief of Fanny B. Randolph 
and Dora L. Stark. (Report No. 648.) 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXTI, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, andseverally referred as follows: 

By Mr. WOLVERTON: A bill (H. R. 6541) to provide for the 
appointment of United States commissioners, and to define their 
jurisdiction, powers, and duties—to the Committee on tie Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. WOODARD: A bill (H. R. 6542) to change the lines 
between the eastern and western judiciai districts of North 
Carolina and fixing time for holding courts in said eastern dis- 
trict—to the Committe- on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A Dill (H. R. 6543) to remove restrictions 
upon the taxation and alienation of the lands of certain Indians 
in Oklahoma Territory, and for other purposes—to the Commit- 
tes on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 6552) to amend section 550 of 
the Revised Statutes relating to the judicial districts of the 
State of Wisconsin—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A joint resolution (H. Res. 155) for. the 
proper enrollment of Thomas R. Proctor in the Navy—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BAILEY: A resolution to print 3,000 copies ofthe 
complete compi ation of all the annual, special, and veto mes- 
sages—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. BOATNER: A resolution calling on the Attorney- 
General for information relative to receiverships of Union Pa- 
cific Raiiroad—to the Committee on the Pacific Railroads. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A resolution authorizing the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce to make investi- 
gations of certain interruptions to interstate and foreign com- 
merce—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
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PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bilis of the follow! 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 6544) for the relief of M. ¢ 
Vinton, administrator of the estate of Samuel S. Vinton, de 
ceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R.6545) for tho 
relief of Johanna Fitzgerald—to the Committee on Invalid Pen 
sions. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H.R. 6546) for the 
W. Lewis—to the Committee on War Claims 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6547) for the relief of the administrator of 
J. L. Combs—to the Committee on Ciaims 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6548) to place Maj. Robert P. Barry on the 
retired list of the Army—to the Committee on Military Atfairs. 

By Mr. McKAIG: A bill (H. R. 6549) for the relief of [. Calvin 
Fox—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MCDEARMON: A bill (H. R. 6550) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Massalon Whitten—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. NORTHWAY: A bill (H. R.6551) for the relief of the 
Enterprise Manufacturing Company, Akron, Ohio—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 





relief of F. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELLof Colorado: Resolution of Typographical Union. 
No. 49, of Denver, Colo., favoring the establishment of posta! 
telegraph system and Government control of telegraph lines — to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the Grand Army Executive and Memorial 
Association of the State of Colorado, in favor of the ceding by the 
United States tothe State of Colorado of the Fort Lyon reserva 
tion. to be used for the establishment of a soldiers and sailors’ 
home thereon—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: Petition of F. G. Berger an. 50others, 
of Seneca, Kans., together with resolutions of Seneca Camp, No 
44, Modern Woodmen of America, in favor of fraternal society 
and college journals—to the Committee on thé Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. COMPTON: Petition of R. H. Wilbur and others, in 
the interest of fraternal society and college journals—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Petition of the New York Tobacco Ex- 
change in favor of amending section 26 of the tariff law of 180 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. EVERETT: Petition of Red Rock Council, O. U. F., 
of Lynn, Mass., in favor of admitting fraternal journals to the 
same privileges as other second class matter—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HAINER of Nebraska: Memorial of Clay Center 
(Nebr.) Camp. No. 176, of Modern Woodmen of America, pray- 
ing for the passe of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr.HAYES: Petition of citizens of Center Junction, Iowa, 
in favor of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the 
Post-Ottice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LACEY: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
William B. Barnes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of B. H. Welsh and 21 other citi- 
zens of Somerville, Mass., in favor of the Manderson-Hainer 
bili—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McKAIG: Petition to accompany bill for the relief of 
J. Calvin Fox—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: Papers to accompany claim of Sarah A. 
Skinner—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of 70 citizens of Williamsburg, N. 
Y., in favor of the Manderson- Hainer bill—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr.VAN VOORHIS of New York: Resolutions of Monroe 
Union, No. 738, E. A. H.; of Toronto Union. No. 859, E. O. U.:; 
of the Grand Lodge Ancient Order United Workmen; of Amer- 
ican Lodze, No. 205, Ancient Order United Workmen, and pe- 
titions of 24 members of Friends’ Council, No. 6., Royal Tem- 
= of Temperance; of Webster Tent, No. 193, Knights of the 

accabees, and 89 other residents of the Thirty-first Congres- 
sional district of the State of New York, praying for the pas 
sage of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of 51 residents of South Greece, praying for 
the passage of an act for the regulation of the trafiic in oleo- 


ee ee the Committee on Agriculture. ' 
Also, petition of 115 members of Webster Grange, No. 436, 
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signed by master and secretary, praying for the passage of an 
actregulating the traffic in oleomargarine—to the Committee 
on Agricuiture. 

Also, petition signed by the faculty of the University of Roch- 
ester, N. Y., requesting that the United States prohibit lottery 
matters being brought within the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition of citizens of Waverly, 
Humphreys County, Tenn., requesting that the National Build- 
ing and Loan Association, etc., be exempt from operation of in- 
come tax--—-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, April 4, 1894, 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journalof yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


STATISTICS RELATING TO WHEAT. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of Agriculture, in response to a resolu- 
tion of the Senate of February 12, 1894, relative to the wheat 
supply in the United States on March 1, 1893, and other infor- 
mation in regard to the export and consumption of that article; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. BATE presented a petition of Tullahoma Lodge, No. 75, 
Ancient Order of United Workmen, of Tullahoma, Tenn., and 
a petition of the Royal Arcanum of Tennessee, praying that 
fraternal society and college journals be admitted to the mails 
as second-class matter; which were referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. MARTIN presented petitions of A. W. Jacobs and sundry 
other citizens of lavan; of W. W. Dehler and sundry other 
citizens of Sylvan Grove; of J. D. Smith and sundry other citi- 
zens of Newton; of J. F. Hooper and sundry other citizens of 
Fairview; and of J. H. Williams and sundry other citizens of 
Leoti, all in the State of Kansas, praying that fraternal society 
and college journals be admitted to the mails as second-class 
matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of J. H. Cushenberry, E. W. 
Majors, and sundry other citizens of Girard, Kans., praying for 
the imposition of a tax on corporate and individual incomes, and 
that the tax on distilled spirits be increased to $1.50 per gallon; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Alfred Pratt, T. H. Williams, 
and sundry other citizens of Hamilton County, Kans., praying 
for the pamege of House bill No. 5245, providing for an irriga- 
tion survey of the Great Plains; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

Mr. MARTIN. I present the petition of Le Grand Byington, 
of Iowa City, Iowa, praying for the adoption of sundry constitu- 
tional amendments in the interest of a better form of Govern- 
ment. I move that the petition be printed and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GORDON presented a memovial of the pastors of the 
Baptist churches of Atlanta, Ga., remonstrating against the 
adoption of an amendment to the preamble of the Constitution 
of the United States recognizing the Deity; which was referred 
to the Committee on the eee 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of Camp No. 1021, Modern 
Woodmen of America, of Bloomington, Ill., and a petition of 
sundry citizens of Bloomington, I1l., praying that fraternal so- 
ciety and college omnes be admitted to the mails as second- 
class matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of Centralia Lodge, No. 190, 
Ancient Order of United Workmen, of Centralia, Mo., praying 
that fraternal society and college journals be admitted to the 
mails as second-class matter; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of sundry citizens of Den- 
ver, Colo., praying that fraternal society and college journals 
be admitted to the mails as second-class matter; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of the Manufacturers’ Club of 
Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the adoption of an amendment to 
the interstate-commerce law, to prohibit the fining and imprison- 
mentofindividuals for violations of such law; which was referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
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PETITION OF PHILADELPHIA BOARD OF TRADE. 


Mr. QUAY. I presenta petition of the Board of Trade of 
Philadelphia, Pa., pays for the imposition of adequate duties 
on sugar. As Philadelphia has some $30,000,000 invested in this 
industry, and as the petition is very brief,I should be glad to 
have it read and printed in the RECORD. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the petition 
will be read. 

Mr. HARRIS. What is the request? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
asks for the reading of a petition. 

Mr. QUAY. It isa petition of the Board of Trade of the city 
of Philadelphia relative to the imposition of additional duties 
upon sugar, refined and raw. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator wants it printed as a document 
I have no objection, but I object to its being read at the desk or 
printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. QUAY. I desire, if the Secretary will return it to me, to 
explain the petition, which I will do by reading it. 

Mr. PLATT and Mr. CULLOM (to Mr. Quay). You will not 
be allowed to do that. 

Mr. QUAY. I have a right to explain the contents of the pe- 
tition. Itis a petition of the Board of Trade of the city of Phil- 
adelphia, an association of gentlemen of the very highest respect- 
ability, engaged in mercantile and other business in that city. 
It reads thus: 


PHILADELPHIA BOARD OF TRADE, 
Drexel Building, Philadelphia, March 31, 1894. 


The Philadelphia Board of Trade, through its committee on domestic pro- 
ductions, respectfully asks the attention of the Senators and Representa- 
tives of Pennsylvania to the fact—— 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I rise to a question of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
will suspend until the question of order is disposed of. 

Mr. HARRIS. The rule requires that a brief statement of a 

tition or memorial shall bs made to the Senate. It can not 

read at length, neither by the Senator presenting it nor by 
the Secretary; nor can it be printed in the Recorp without 
unanimous consent. If it is yielded to in one instance, I should 
not feel warranted in objecting to every memorial being read 
and the RecorD being encumbered by all the petitions and me- 
moriais that come to us. 

Mr. CHANDLER. [ask for the reading of the rule to which 
the Senator from Tennessee refers. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The rule is undoubtedly exactly as stated 
by the Senator from Tennessee, but I suggest to the Senator 
from Pennsylvania that immediately after the routine morning 
business is concluded he can make some remarks on anything 
which happens to be before the Senate, and read the pstition as 
part of his remarks. 

Mr. HARRIS. That isan ingenious method of evading and 
violating the rule, but I think the Senator from Rhode Island is 


right. That course may be resorted to if any Senator chooses 


to do it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask that the rule be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will have the rule read. 
; The Secretary read the fourth paragraph of Rule VII, as fol- 

ows: 

Every petition or memorial shall be signed by the titioner or memo- 
rialist and have indorsed thereon a brief statement of its contents, and shall 
be presented and referred without debate. But no petition or memorial, or 
other paper, ed by citizens or subjects ofa foreign power shall be re- 
ceived, unless the same be transmitted to the Senate by the President. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Chair and the Senator from Ten- 
nessee will allow me, I do not see that the rule states that peti- 
tions shali not be read. It simply says that a petition shall be 
presented and referred without shane, The Senator from Penn- 
sylvania has attempted no debate. The rule does not say that 
a petition shall not be read. It says that a petition shall have 
indorsed upon it a brief statement of its contents, and so far as 
wo know that is the case with this petition. I should like to 
have the Senator from Tennesseo point out where the rule is 
which he announces with such gravity—— 

Mr. HARRIS. The rule that has just been read. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will wait a moment, I ask 
him to point out anything in the rule which has just been read 
which says that if a petition is properly signed and briefly in- 
dorsed the Senator presenting it shall not read it. I do not see 
it in the rule. 

Mr. HARRIS. There is no express prohibition, I grant, but 
the rule prescribes the method of dealing witha petition, which 
is by a brief statement, and not by reading it either atthe clerk’s 
desk or by the Senator at it. 

“ Cc DLER. ill the Chair allow me one word fur- 
ther 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will hear the Senator 
from New Hampshire. 


om. 


ee ae 


Secs, ah tie nance 


ee 








1894. 


Mr. CHANDLER. The rule being complied with, that there 
shall be a brief statement upon the petition of its contents, which 
itis to be presumed was done in this case, the Senator from 
Pennsylvania is not prohibited by any rule whatever from read- 
ing the petition. 
beenread. While I am willing to take the commentary of the 
Senator from Tennessee under ordinary circumstinces the same 
as a rule itself, I am not willing to do so in this case. I submit 
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He is prohibited from debating it after it has | 


that under therule, so far asthe language of therule goes every | 


Senator has a right to read a petition in full ifit has the proper 
indorsement. 

Mr. QUAY. Lask for a decision of the question raised as to 
my right to read the petition, it being properly indorsed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will hear the views of 
Senators on the question. 

Mr. PLATT. May Lbe permitted a word? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will ba very glad to hear 
the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. PLATT. Isse no order in the rule that a petition shall 
not be read, nor do [ suppose thata single objection can prevent 
the reading of a petition. if an ob ection is made, itseems to me 
it is a question for the Senate to determine whether the peti- 
tion shall be read. 

Mr. VEST. Itis never a very pleasant thing to object to the 
request of a Senator that a petition from his constituency may 
be read. It has b2en my duty on one or two occasions —one, | 
distinctly remember, to object because a Senator saw proper to 


enter into an argument as to a pending issue before the Senate | 


under the guiss of presenting a petition. I take it for granted 
that the meaning of the rule is very distinct. Itis in the in- 
terest of saving time and to prevent an abuse that could be 
easily inflicted by any Senator upon this body. 


brief statement of the natureof the petition. Anyone can ap- 
preciate very easily how an abuse of the rule would absorb all 
the time and attention of this body. 
brought here which would fill a wheelbarrow. 

Is it possible that a Senator could stand here and read or re- 
qui'e the officers of the body to read such petitions with all the 
signatures, and take up one week's time of the body? 
the meaning of the rule? Whatdid the framers of itmean when 
they said a brief statement of the contents should be indorsed 
upon every petition or memorial? It was based upon the idea 
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be betrayed, amounting to an absurdity. I could now send to 
the clerk's desk, upon the call for petitions and memorials un- 


der the order of morning business, enough petitions and memo 
rials upon the subject of the pending tariff bill to keep the Sen- 
ate here listening to the clerk’s reading them for the next four 
days. If it were the purpose of anybody here to resort to dila 
tory tactics. or what is denominated filibustering maneuvers, 
this would be the most eficacious method that could possibly be 
suggested: for | doubt not that I am inside of the mark when | 
say that if all the petitions pro and con upon the pending tariff 
bill were read in ectenso from the desk the ides of June would be 
here before the Senate would ever have one hour or one minute 
to devote to any other business. 

It can not be denied that the rule does not say inexpress terms 
that a petition shall not be read at the clerk sdesk. There is 
no necessity for any inhibition of the sort. The rule does pro- 
vide what shall be done with a petition when presente 1 l the 
limitation ends with the privilegs granted by the express terms 
of the rule, and that is, as stated by the Senxtor froin ‘enne 
anitie Senator from Missouri, that it shail be 


22% 
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accompanied oy 

a brief statement, simply indicating to the Senite the purpose 

and drift of the petition. Then it is referred to the committee 

that appropriately has charge of the meas tre to which it relates, 

| and there it receives its proper consideration. But the S»nator 

from Rhode Island admits, what [ take it every parliamentirian 

will have to admit, that under the rule as it stinds to-Jay it is 

not the right of the Senxrtor from Pennsylvania to dem ind the 
re ding of the petition. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, have no question in my 


mind at all but that the rule which has been read in the h>aring 
of the Senate prohibits the reading at length, either by a Sona 


| tor or at the desk, of any petition that may be presented to the 
The rule requires that a petition shall be accompanied by a | 


Petitions have been | 


Is that | 


of the sacred right of petition, as our fathers termed it; not that | 


this abuse should be inflicted upon the Senate; not thatthe S>:n- 
ator should make it a vehicle for a speech on presenting a peti- 


tion from his constituency, but that any citizen of the United | 


States, or any number of citizens, could come here and petition 


this body for legislition and their representatives could ina | 
brief statement bring the matter before the attention of the Sen- 


ate. 

Now, the rule ought to be observed or it ought to be abrogated. 
If one Senator can do this, as a matter of course every member 
of the body can avail himself of the same privilege. The Sena- 
tor from Pennsylvania presents a petition. 
it is, but coming from that localit 
upon the pending tariff bill. I could present to-morrow and have 
read a petition from my constituency in favor of the bill, or as 
the Serator from Kentucky |Mr. BLACKBURN] says, 40 or 100 

etitions; and so we would indulge in this game of shuttlecock 
rom one side of the Chimber to the other under the pretense 
of presenting petitions for legislation from our constituents. 

Mr. ALDRICH... There aresome circumstances at the present 
time surrounding this cluss of petitions which, while itdoes not 
take them out of the strict letter of the rule, certainly should 
lead the ers | Officer and the Senaté to construe the rule 
in its spirit very liberally. The majority of the Senate Finance 
Committee have selected certain interests of their own to be 


| another rule might mean cime up. 


| bs read in this fashion” 
I do not know what | 
[ take it that it is an attack | 
| the meaning of the rule to which | advert. 


heard upon the tariff question, and have by their action precluded | 


any possibility of any other class of people being heard, either 
beloce the committee or before the Senate. Under these cir- 
cumstances to deny the right of the reading of the petitions in 
the Senate is to deny the rightof petition. I hope that the 
Serate—a majority of the Senate atleast—will be extremely lib- 
eral in their construction of the rule. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, lam very glad to see the 
Senator from Rhode Island exercisin 
is justly proverbial, when he admits that under the rule the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania has no right to demind the reading of 
the petition. As a member of the Committee on Rules, I ex- 
pected nothing less from the Senatorfrum Rhode Island. He is 
too good a parliamentarian and too expert in the interpretation 
of plain Anglo-Saxon not to know, and too honest not to admit, 
that under the rule a Senator has no right to demand the read- 
ing of a petition. 

I would warn the Senate of the dilemma into which it might 
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| objected to except b 
that candor for which he | 


| 


body. By inference that is prohibited, and the Senator present- 
ing a petition is confined to the making of a brief stat»ment of 
its contents. Of course, whatis a brief statement of the contents 
of a petition must be left very larzge:y to the discretion of the 
Senator who presents it. I know of no method by which he can 
be curtailed even if in the opinion of Senators or of the Senate 
or of the Presiding Officer his statement should be verbose 
rather than brief. I have no question but that the rule is that 
he shall confine himself to a brief statement, and a desire to con- 
form to the rule would prevent any violation of the rule by in- 
direction. 

But whena paver of this kind is presented to the body as this 
has been, and handed to the clerks, it is a paper the reading of 
which I think can be called for by any member, and if objection 
is mide to the reading of the piper, then it ein be decided bya 
vote of the Senate. The President of the Senite now in the 
Chair will undoubtedly remember a discussion over this very 
matter during the extrasession, in which the question as to what 
That the papers when ob- 
jected to might bs read by a vote of the majority of the Senate 
is the substance of the rule. Now, what are the papers thit may 
Not a newspaper article. ‘That can 
only be read by the Senator himself, making it a part of his re- 
marks. Not an extract from a book. Thatisnota paper within 
The paper must be 
something that is incident to the business of the body, or it must 
be something of a public nature—an act of Congress—some paper 
that is official from one of the Departments, or a paper incident 
to the business of the body; and that [ take this to be. | think 
it then comes under the rule laid down very closely by Cushing: 

B» ijes papers of the description above referred to— 

That is to say, bills and resolutions that are up for a vote of 
the body— 
which in fact make a part of the question before the House, there are other 
documentsof a public nature, accessible toevery body, as acts of Parliament, 
journals of the House, proclamations and papers. private or official, received 
or ordered by the House, etc., which members desire to have read for the in- 
formation of the House, either with reference to some question then pend- 
ing, or for the purpose of laying a foundation for further proceedings; and, 
in all such cases, a3 well as in reference to papers, involved in a pending 
question, which have already been once real, the reading must be on motion 
and vote. 

It seems to me that this petition, being presented to the body 
by the Senator from Pennsylvania and handed to the Secretary, 
is one of the papers the reading of which can not be had when 
a majority vote of the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I do not quite agree with my 
friend from Nebraska. Rule VII prescribes the exact method of 
dealing with a petitionor memorial. Anotherrule refers to the 
reading of papers, evidently papers other than petitions and 
memorials. 1 donot know what the memorial which the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania has proposed to read is. So far as the 
Senator read it. he read it in so low a tone that I could not hear 
a wordof whathesaid. But my object and purpose were to main- 
tain and enforce the rule, and not to encumber the RECORD with 
that or any other petition or memorial in violation of what I 
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conceive to be the proper construction of the rule. I want to 
state, and I do so with absolute distinctness and certainty, that 
during the seventeen years which I have been here I have never 
heard the construction of this rulequestioned untilto-day. One 
ob ection to the reading of a memorial or petition has been in- 
variably recognized as fatal to the proposition to read it or print 
it in the Rec. RD; until this hour 1 have never heard that con- 
struction of the rule questioned by anybody upon this floor; and 
I think | can state with absolute confidence that it has been the 
uniform ruling of the Chair that an objection to the reading of 
such a paper is fatal. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Before the Senator takes hisseat I wish 
he would address himself to a further proposition. I think he 
is perfectly right as to the construction of the rule that, if ob- 
jected to, 1t being a paper filed with the Senate pertaining toa 
question involving leyislation and part of the files, as it becomes 
when it is handed to the Seeretary, such paper can not be read 
if objected to, but is it not sublect to be read under the other 
rule by a vo'e of a majority of the Senate? 

Mr. HARRIS. I think not in the case of a petition or me- 
morial, for the reason that the rule specifically prescribes the 
method of de Jing with such a paper. Then, another rule pre- 
scribes what shall be done when papers other than petitions are 
sought to be read. I think one rule applies to petitions and 
memorials and the other rule applies to papers other than peti- 
tions and memorials. 

Mr.PLATY. I can not believe that the Senate by any rule it 
may have adopted has intended to cut itself off or has cut itself 
oif from the reading of any petition which it may desire to have 
read in this body. That.it has passed a rule, the general effect 
of which is to have petitions. presented without reading, is un- 
doubtedly true, because the business of the Senate could not stop 
for the reading of all petitions; but the Senate has left to itself 
the power to discriminate as to what petitions it-will have read, 
and it has always discriminated in that it has universally had 
read memorials and resolutions of the Legislature of a State. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is under the rule. 

Mr. PLATT. There is no rule which requires the reading 
of memorials of a State Legislature or resolutions passed by a 
Legislature any more than the memorial or resolution of a board 
of trade in Philadelphia: and if this rule cuts off the reading 
of a petition, it cuts off the the reading of the memorial of a 
State Legistature. If it has the construction to prevent the 
Senate from having the resolution of a board of trade read, it 
has the construction of preventing the Senate from having the 
memorial of the Legislature of a State read uponasing|e objec- 
tion. These two documents stand in no different position with 
regard to the rule, 

This rule has not been invariably observed, for I remember 
that within three daysthe Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL | 
presented resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of the city 
of Portland, if I am not mistaken, and asked to have them read; 
and they wore read without objection. The resolutions of a 
board of trade or chamber of commerce in an important city or 
of a large number of people in a State stand upon somewhat dif- 
ferent grounds than the petition of a single individual. Nobody 
has any desire to have every petition of every individual read 
here, and the Senate would not permit it; but there is nothing 
in thisrule which prohibits it any more than there is which 
prohibits the reading of a memorial of a Legislature. 

What I claim is, that when ob ection is raised, the Senate 
must certainly be held to have reserved to itself the right, if it 
chooses, ta have the petition read. Otherwise weshould scarcely 
have any right of petition here; otherwise we might have the 
motivn to prevail at once to throw all petitions in the waste bas- 
ket, and never have them referred to committees. 1 do not 
think the Senate has intended to deal with the right of petition 
in this way. Ido think that it has intended not to allow its 
record to be encumbered by all petitionsand every petition which 
may be presented here; but I think it must have reserved to it- 
self the right to have a petition read, if itso desires, and I do 
not see why, under this rule, it is not expressely provided that 
the Senate c:n determine that ene or any petition to 
which objeetion is made shall be S 

Rew XI. , 
OBJECTION TO READING A PAPER. 
W henthe reading of a paper Is called forand objected to, it shati be deter- 
waned ty & vers of the Senate, without dedate. 

When this petition has been presented the Senator from 
Pennsy)venia, is it not an paper of Senate? There 
is nothing in the rule which refers to the memorial of a Legis- 
lature which requires it to be read. That rule refers to the 
printing of papers, and is as follows: 

Rute XXIX. 
PRINTING OF PAPERS, ETO. 
and other matter transmit- 





motion ¢ 


1. E er tale 
tec by either of the Executive Departments, or to print memorials, peti- 
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tions, accompanying documents, or any other paper, except bills of the Sen- 
ate or House of Representatives, resolutions submitted by a Senator, com- 
munications from the Legislatures or conventions, lawfully calied, of the 
respective States, and motions to print by order of the standing or select 
committees of the Senate, shall, unless the Senate otherwise order, be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing. 


All that rule says is that when a motion is made to print the 
memorial of a State Legislature the question of printing need 
not to be referred to the Committee on Printing. We have in- 
variably read, notwitanding this rule, the memorials of Legisla- 
tures of- States, because, I suppose, it was taken for granted that 
a majority of the Senate thought in all such instances it was 
proper that such memorials and resolutions should be read. I| 
can not conceive that any rule hus been passed here by which the 
Senate has deprived itself of the power of having read a resolu- 
tion, a memorial, or a petition when it thinks that that resolution 
or memorial or petition is of sulficient importance to have it 
read. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, we ave now proceeding under 
Rule VII, in the regular order of business as laid down by that 
rule and that is ‘‘ the presentation of petitions and memorials.”’ 
We have not reached that order of business when it becomes a 
part of the consideration to have a paper read; we are only in 
that part of the morning business for ‘‘ the presentation of peti- 
tions and memorials.” What can be done in this order of pro- 
eeeding? Nothing, but receive petitions and memorials under 
the rule preseribed for the reception and disposition of petitions 
and memorials. The part of the rule which refers to the read- 
ing of a paper is therefore not intended to apply to the recep- 
tion of petitionsand memorials, becuse no paper can be ofiered 
to be read during this order of business set apart for the recep- 
tion of petitions and memorials. 

The reading of papers, when objeeted to or not ob‘ected to, 
arises in a different order of business as laid down by the rules, 
and, petitions can not be presented in that part of the order of 
business prescribed by the rules providing for the reading of a 
paper. Therefore, that part of the rule which provides that a 
paper may b> read, and, if objected to, read by order of the Sen- 
ate, does no! avply to petitions at all. When the Senate by its 
rules provides how petitions shall be received and disposed of, 
it follows under the universal rule of construction of all laws, 
parliamentary, constitutional, and statutory, that the expression 
of one thing excludes every other thing. 

A petition can not be presented in this body except in the 
manner pointed out by the laws of the body. It is not a sound 
argument to say that the ru'es do not prohibit a petition being 
read. A petition can not get into the body except in the man- 
ner preseribed by its own rule. Whenit gets here, it is subject 
to the rules prescribed—that is, it must be referred in obedience 
to the manner preseribed. It must be received, a brief expla- 
nation of the Senator ofiering it be had, and then it must be ap- 
propriately referred. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I regret that my brief in- 
quiry should have occasioned such a lengthy debate or made 
such a learned discussion necessary. 

It may be that the practice has grown up under this rule of 
prohibiting Senators from reading petitions, but certainly it is 
a construction of the rule, and nothing in the language of the 
rule itself. The rule itself has one aflirmative proposition and 
one negative proposition. The negative proposition is that the 

tition shall be presented without debate. That means noth- 
Ge in addition to what is contained in the petition; it means 
nothing else, and it excludes maning else. 

The aftirmative proposition of the rule is that the petition 
shall have a brief statement of its contents indorsed thereon. 
That is clearly for the convenience of the clerks of this body, in 
order that there may be, eo to speak, a brief title to the petition 
contained on the petition, which is the only deserptiion of the 
petition which is to go into the REcoRD. 

Mr. President, that is all there is to the rule—an affirmative 
statement that there shall be an indorsement upon the petition, 
and a negative statement that there shall not be debate in con- 
neetiva with its presentation. But I say now, as I said when I 
interrupted the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], that 
there is nothing in therule itself which provides that a petition 
shall not be read upon presentation. 

I repeat what I said in the beginning. It may be that such a 
custom has grown up under the rule, but it is not in the rule 
itself; — something which has grown out of the enforcement 
of the r 

I was induced to rise, Mr. President, only because the Senator 
from Tennessee, as [ u , in that oracular way of his, 
which becomes him so much and which pleases and gratifies us 
all. announced that the rule forbade the reading of a petition. 
I did not understand that it forbade the reading of a petition 
then, and I do not understand that it forbids the reading of a 


petition now. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The decision of this question de- 
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pends upon the construction given to the fourth clause of the 
Rule VIL, which provides: 

4, isvery poritic m or memorial shall be signed by the petitioner or mem )- 
rialist and have indorsed thereon a brief st¢ stement of its contents, anu shall 
be presented and referred without debate 

This rule of the Senate was evidently enacted in the interest 
of economizing the time of the Senate. The Chair in constru- 
ing the rule is compelled to sustain the point of order made by 
the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. QUAY. Is it the decision of the Chair that I am per- 
nitted to make a brief statement of the contents of the memo- 
rial? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks the custom has 
been for a Senator presenting a. petition or memorial to make 
a brief statement of its contents if he desires to do so. 

Mr. QUA Waiving all question, then, Mr. President, of 
the right of petition and bowing without appeal to the decision 
of the Chair, I wiil mention briefly that this isa petition from 
the Philadeiphia Board of Trade, one of the strongest commer- 
cial organi-ations in th 
high intell gence, large wealth, and great respectability. Itre- 
laies to the duties upon sugar. Itsets forth the ideas of these 
gen ntlemen that under the proposed tariff of 31.384 per 100 pounds 
all sugar above 9» degrees polariseope test, or above No, 16 Dutch 
Standard, can be imported, and that this, in their judgment, 
would stimulate this importation of loaf and granulated suga 
in large quai ititios. 

The petitioners mention also the fact that.under the tariff of 
1800 granulated sugar to-day is being supplied to the citizens of 
the United States at 44 cents. per pound,a price below that of 
any other country in. the world, with the possible exception of 
England, which may be see lower. They say further that 
the cupital, as-I have already stated 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Pennsylvania — me 


to ask him if he-thinks the reading of that memoriul, after the 
ruling of the Chair, is the ‘brief statement” required by the 
rules’ I simply want the Senator to. decide: that question. for 


him-elf. 

QUAY. Itisa very brief statement that Iam about to 
maize, as the Senator from Tennessee will bear me witness when 
I have concluded; and I beg. to say that I 1m not literally read- 
ing the memorial which I hold in my hand. 

Mr. HARRIS. Isupposed the Senator was reading it. 

Mr: QUAY... No, sir. 

As L have already stated when presenting the petition, the 
cap til invested in the refining of sugar in the city of Philadel- 
phia is in excess of $ 0,000,000, and by meansof the industry em- 
ploy ment isgiven to 6,000 workmen, with familiesas oraging five 
or six personsapiece di 26 snding upon themforsupport. Ttere- 
fore oo ‘re are some 3),U00 people dependent upon the industry in 
that city, whose intere sstsarerepresent d tos me extent by thes 
geatie emen in the presentation of this memorial. 

la view of that fact, the committee of the board of trade say 
thet they are of the opinion that the duty chargeable on all 
sug rv above 95 degrees polariscope test, or No. 16 Dutch stand- 
ard. should not be less than 1.26 cents, and one-quarter of a cen 
per pound in addition, or say, $1.51 per hund re d pounds. 

They mention that in their judgment any less duty than thi 
wiil destroy the business of refining sugar at the port of Phi,: 
delphia, where, as I say, there are $30 000,000 e apital investe: 
and through which port : 500,000 tons ols sugar pass annually. 

lf the te 7 of American refineries: is acsomplteh da, 
there will be sudden advances in the price of loaf and granulated 
sugar to a very large extent. The pet.tioners suggest also that 
whereas other countries are. now paying an export bounty on 
sugar and are. actively exerting themselves. in this body and 
elsewhere to secure the American markets, any bill passed by 
this Congress should contain a. clause. providing that the addi- 
tional bounty paid by any nation should be met by a sutficient 
duty upon exp ort bor unty sugar when imported into this country. 

This Mr. President, is the sum and substance of the petition 
which I have the honor to present. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Lask,if in order, to have theindorsement 
on the petition read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


The indorsement on the petition 


Petition of the Board of'Trads of Philadelphia, Pa., 
tion of adequate duties on sugars. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill to which the petition re- 
fers having been reported, the petition will lie on the table. 


favoring the imposi 


REPORTS OF COMMITTESS. 


Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill: S: 1442) to provide for the enlargement and 
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country, composed of gentlemen of | 


| by them to the 





improvement of the United States Naval Hospital, Brooklivn. 
N. Y., submitted a report thereon, and asked to be disch 
from the further consideration of the bill, and that it be re } 
with the ac onpenysne ¥ papers, to the Committee on i- 
tions; which was agreed to. 

e also, [rom the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill 3 1201 for the re ief of the su.erers by the wreck of 
{ nited States stean ship Tallapoosa, reported it without a 


ment, and submitted ar sport thereon. 
Mr. STEW LRT. from the Committee on Claims, towhom was 
} 


¢ . 


referred the bill (S. 203) for the relief of John F. W. Dette. re- 


ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was. referred the bill (S.1834) to require patents to be i 
sued to land actually settled under tho act entitled ‘“ An act to 
provide for the armed occupation and settlement of , ul 
tled part of the p nineu usa of Florida,” approved August 4, is4 
reported it w ithout amendment, and submitted a report ther 

He also, from the Committee on Claims, to whom w referred 
the bill (S. 210) for the relief of Wetmore & Bro., of St. Louis, 
Moa.,, 1 senbed it thout amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. , 

Mr. ROACH, from the Committee on Agricultur nd 
estry, to whom was referred the bill:S. 313 appr pel ting { 4 
for investigations and tests of American timl reported 


without amendment, and submitted a ‘report theres mn, 

Mr: BERRY, from the Committes on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 310) reconveying to se » original grant- 
ors the title to certain lands in the State of Louisiana conveyed 
United States, asked to be dise harged from its 
further consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee 
on Private Laud Claims; which was agreed to. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the amendmentsubmitted by himsalf on tho 
ist of March last, intended to be proposed to the dipk matic and 
consular appropriation bill, reported it favorably and moved 
that it be referred to ths Committees: on Appropriations and 
printed: which was agreed to. 

Mr. MARTIN. I am directed by the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 819) providing for the 
survey of the tund deseribed in an act of Congress approved 
luly 5, 1866, granting the land therein mentioned to the State 
of Oregon, to aid in the construetion of a military wagon road, 
which land was subsequently, on the 24th day of Oc tober, 136, 
granted by the State of Oregon tothe Willamette Vatley and 
Cascade Mountain Wagon Ro d Company, to submit an adverse 
report.thereon and to move the indetinite postponement of the 
bill for the reason that another bill has been recommended by 
the committee covering the same matter. 

r che report was agreed to. 

. MORGAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 72) to permit Capt 
’. O. Selfridge, jr., United States Navy, to receive a decoration 
conferred upon him by the President of the Republic of france 
reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committce, to whom was referred an 
amendment submitted by Mr. HOAR, on the 3d instant, intended 
to be proposed to the diplomatic and consvlar appropriation bil! 

sported it without amendment, and moved thut it be printed 
and referred to the Committee on Appropriations; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, from the Committee on Clai 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 894) for ther rel " fof Robert 

tyila for loss-of carbine in the late war, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill |S. 1319) for the relief of E. Douglass, late Indian agent at 
White. Earth Indian Agency, reported it with amendments, and 
submitted a report thereon. . 

r. KYLE, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to 
whom was-referred an amendment submitted by himself, March 
12, 1894, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil apprepria- 
tiom bill, reported it without amendment, and moved that it be 
printed, and, with the menecogpe. cv Gum? iper. referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 








BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr: GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 1855) to pee de for the 


closing of part of an alley in square 622, in the city of Wa as his g 
ton, D. C., and for the relief of the president al direct f 
Gonzaga.Coliege; which was read twice by its title, and 

to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (|S. 1856) granting a pension to 
Mary Ann Lafferty: which was read twice by its title, re- 
ferred to the Commitice on Pensions. 

Mr. WILSON introduced a bill (‘S. 1857) gr ing an honorable 





—— Nee pe — 


3444 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD--—SENATE. 


APprRIt 4, 








discharge to William B. Barnes; which was read twice by its | The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill has been read at length, 


title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. TE\.LER introduced a bill (S. 1858) to grant an honorable 
discharge to George S. Raymond, late captain Company G, Six- 
ty-fifth Regiment New York Volunteers; which was read twice 
by its title, and re‘erred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GORDON introduced a bill (S. 1859) for the relief of the 
owners of the steamer Leesburg; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Commitiee on Claims. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. DOLPH submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civilappropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pub'ic Lands,and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PERKINS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill: which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 

rinted. 

He also presented an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committ e on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL (by request) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed him to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill; which ws referred to the Committee on Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. PEFIER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill: which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. COKE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

; BERING SEA AWARD. 


Mr. MORGAN. I ask that the vote be reconsidered by which 
an order was made coe to print certain ae coming 
from the President of the United States in regard to the Bering 
Sea tribunal; and [ask that the papers may be allowed to be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations without an order 
to print, as they have to be edited before the printing can be 


done. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the requestof 
the Senator from Alabama? ‘The Chair hears none, and it will 
be so ordered. 

TOWN SITES IN OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. ' 

Mr. BLACKBURN. lIask an order from the Senate for the 
Vice-President to appoint the conferees that were directed yes- 
terday at the further conference upon the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 3606) to require railroad com- 
panies operating railroads in the Territories over aright of way 
granted by the Government to establish stitions and depots at 
all town sites on the lines of said roids established by the In- 
terior Department. 

By unanimous consent the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. BERRY, 
Mi . BLACKBURN, and Mr. PETTIGREW were appointed. 


ISSUE OF BONDS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no further morning 
business that order is closed and the Chair lays before the Sen- 
ato a resolution of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER], 
coming over from a previous day, which will be read. 

The Secretary rev the resolution submitted by Mr. PEFFER 
March 28, 1894, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be, and it is hereby, instructed 
to prepare and report as soon as practicable a bill to re all laws author- 
izing or permitting tho Secretary of the Treasury to jue bonds or other 
inwerest-bearing obligations of the Government, and to Lyrae any and all 
such issu ’s in future without express authority by act of Congress first had 
and obtained. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. Yesterday, on my request, the Senate took 
up the bill (S. 1630) to more eave | suppress gambling in 
the District of Columbia, and after the bill and the amendment 
reported by the committee had been read its further considera- 
tion was objected to by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Mo- 
PHERSON}, and it went over until this morning. The Senator 
from New Jorsey has withdrawn his ob ection, and as the bill is 
short and has been read | ask that it may now be considered. 

Mr. PEFFER. I yield for that purpose. 


BOOKMAKING IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. MCMILLAN. [ask unanimous consent for the consider- 
ation of the bill 1 have indicated. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 1680) to more 
effectually suppress gambling in the District of Columbia. 


| and the question is on the amendment reported by the Commit- 
tee on the District of Coiumbia, which was read yesterday. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 

r ‘ aS _ ¥ 7 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire rise to the amendment? 

Mr.GALLINGER. No; but I desire to discuss the merits of 
the bill, and [ can do that, perhaps, quite as well upon the ques- 
tion of the passage of the bill if the amendment shal! be adopted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Withoutob,ection, the amendment 
will be considered as agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. What is the amendment? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all after the en- 
acting clause of the bill and insert: 

That the provisions of the act of Congress approve the 31st day of Janu- 
ary, 1883, entitled ‘‘An act to more effectually suppress gambling in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia,”’ and also the eae of the act of Congress approved 
the 2d day of March, 1891, entitled “An act to prevent bookmaxing and pool- 
selling in the District of Columbia,” shall not apply to bookmaking at the 
spring and fall meetings at the Bennings and Ivy City race tracks when such 
meetings are held by organizations du.y incorporated unier the laws of the 
District of Columbia: Provided, That such meetings shall be held only be- 
tween the Ist day of March and thse 15th day of December in any year, and 
shall not exceed a period of eighteen days each: And provided further, That 
there shall be but one spring meeting and but ono fall meeting’at each of the 
above-named tracks in any one year. 


Mr. TELLER. It seems to me that amendment ought to be 
printed, and then we ought to have an opportunity to examine it. 
Ifthe consideration of the bill can be oojected to now, I shall object. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. Thebill has been twice read, yesterJay and 
the day before, and the amendment has been read. It is neces- 
sary for the bill to pass the House of Representatives, and if 
passed at all it should be done at once. 

Mr. TELLER. If I understand it, the bill comes in with an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Yes; and the amendment has been printed 
for two days. 

Mr. DOLPH. Is it acommittee amendment? 

Mr. MCMILLAN. It is a committee amendment. The pur- 
pose of the amendment is to regulate racing in the District of 
Columbia, so that bookmaking will be allowed on the tracks and 
nowhere els3. and it prohibits winter racing in the District of 
Columbia. The committee has carefully considered the subject, 
and thinks it very important that the bill should pass, 

Mr. DOLPH. Do [ understand the amendment which has 
oa read isa committee amendment, to be substituted for the 

Mr. MCMILLAN. Yes. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not know much about this bill, but it 
seems to be an important one. I did not know of the amend- 
ment until this moment. 

Mr. MGMILLAN. The sub’ect has been given a great deal 
of care by the committee, and they have gone over it two or 
orthree times. Thecommittes think the bill covers the ground 
thoroughly. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think I can make a brief statement to the 
Senator from Colorado that will be satisfactory to him. 

Mr. TELUER. All right. 

Mr. HARRIS. This bill simply authorizes racing by organ- 
ized associations in the spring and fall, no meeting extending 
beyond eighteen days, and but the two meetings annually on 
each of the race tracks in the District known as Bennings and 
Ivy City. That is all of the bill except that it authorizes pool 
se!ling on the track pending the races. 

Mr. TELLER. [shall withdraw my objection; for I do not 
know anything about the bill and will let it go. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
which has been read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in 
the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President-—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator rise to the ques- 
tion of concurring in the amendment? 

Mr. PEFFER. I object tothe amendment. I objected tothe 
consideration of the bill ‘in the first place, but concluded to 
withdraw my objection with the expectation of repeating my 
reasons for it when the bili should be presented to the Senate. 

Iam not sufficiently familiar with the nomenclature of the 
race track to express myself intelligently perhaps upon the bill, 
but as I regard it, Mr. President, it proposes to relieve two 
classes of gamblers from the operation of existing statutes relat- 
ing to the general subject of gambling. That being my under- 
standing of the object of the bill. I should not feel that I was 
doing duty properly if I sat quietly by and let sucha bill 
pass without entering my protest against it. 
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s I do not believe that the respectability of a gambler should | more to sap the foundations of morality so far as this question is 
ri shield him from the due penaities of the law. The little fellow | concerned than all the gambling that is engaged in by the poor 
: who gambles for $10 or $20 around about the hotel corridors we | men of this District. 
4 send ‘to prison, we ostracise him from society, we reg ard him as Ut is proposed by the pending bill to name two certiin as i 
i a man not worthy to be associated with; but men who will gam- | ations whie h may for the spacs of thirty six days in each yea 


ble for hundreds and thousands and even for millions of doll is | permit gambling on race trac's, and hence to that extent it is 


= 


are esteemed honest. [t seems to me that the whole country is | a repeal of the existing stitute. I do not believe the people o 


: becoming debauched with this spirit of gambling, and I simply | the District of Columbia are prepared to encourage | gis iton 
; enter my protest against the passage of a bill which in any way | of thiskind. There hasbeen no petition praying for thischange 
recognizes it. inthe law. The citizens of the District have not asked for i : 
¢ Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President,a few weeksago the Com- | and [ do not believe the citizens of the Di sefo desire it. But, 
mittes on the District of Columbia, of which I have the honor | certain racing corporations, certain men who ave interested in 
to be a member, ordered reported a bill very s milar to the bill | trials of speed, more particularly as [ look upon it for the rea 
; that is now under consideration. took exception to the report | son that it encourages what they call a geod time and permits, 
at the time and filed a minority report in behalf of the Senator | if this legislation is enacted, gambling in its worst form, are 
5 from Vermont [Mr. Procvorjand myself, which 1 shall ack to | hore urging that the law shail be amended as is proposed. New 
if have read in a moment as part of my remarks. | Jersey has driven from its borders this cliss af men \lmost 
; I do not think that the present bill in any wiseovercom s the | every State in the American Union is prohibiting this sort o 
i objection I then found to the bill that the committee acted fa- thing. 
y vorably upon, and I will say that the vote incommittee on the | Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the Senator from New Hampshire 
t present bill, or the amendment to the bill that was then ordered | name any State in the Union of forty-four States, except New 
3 to be reported, was taken at a time when I was absent from the Jersey, that prohibits it? ’ 
committees by my own fault, it is true, and I had notan opportu- | Mr. GALLINGER. I am ver y clear that I could do so if I 
tunity to enter my prot st »gainst this report when it was made. should refer to the statutes. I know that my own State prohib- 


[ shall now ask that the views of the minority of the Committee | its it. 
on the District of Columbia be read, after which I desire to add Mr. PLATT. And Connecticut. 
a single word. Mr. GALLINGER. [think Connecticut prohibits it, and 1 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indi- | am very sure almost all the States of the North do. New Jer- 

















cated. | ssy has driven from its borders this class of men. They came 

The Secretary read the views of the minority, submitted | here a ‘ew months ago and tlaunter before the citizens of the 
March 13, 1894, as follows: ee ict their purpose toconduct winter racing here in violation 

The undersigned. a minority of the Committee on the District of Colum: | of la The very track they occupied is include! in the bill, 
bia, beg leave to respectfully dissent from the favorable report on the bill | and it = west sed now to legalize this gambling device. 

S. i  ~ were effectually suppress gambling in the District of Colum- | Mr, esident, I believe it is vicious legislation: | believe it 

a,”’ for the following reasons: : ; aT pe ; : 

On the 8ist day of January, 1883, an act was approved which provides is wrong legislation, and I believe the Senate of the United 

‘That every person who shall in tha District of Columbia set up or keep | States ought not to give it its approval. It is proposed that the 

1 any gambling table, or any house, vessel, or p ae : om land ¢ water for the | races shall occur in May ani December each year, which comes 
7 purpose of gaming, or Zamoling ¢ évice commonly calied A. .U,, faro-bdank, | > > > . ay Psiy o > ~ me » ‘ 
i... roulette, equaiity. keno. thimbles, or ‘litile joker, or any kind of | Very meat being winter racing, and that even the racing frate 
j - gambling table or gamoling device adapted, devised, and designe for the nity, I believe, ¢ cone ede ought not to be permitted [ read in the 
tee oo aying ony = ofc! oe tor mo aa oe property, or who shall | Star an evening or two ago, [ think last evening, an editorial 
induce, entice, or permit any person to bet or play at or upon any such gam ald 2 143 -. . 
ing table or gambling device, or on the side or azainst the keeper thereof, | bearing on this question; and [ submit that the newspapers of 
+} lyi iat oar , + faip 
shall,on conviction, be adjudged guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall be pun- | the District are very fair in dealing with all matters which con- 
f ; : 8 
ished by tmyeiscament for ¢ a be rm ot a s m re | ha ten yea ars : | cern the welfare of the city of Washington and the District of 
‘4 yr ss dc arc suppressing | . . ys ° » ° ° eo 
gi sania te toe District of ' of C Solumbia. otless does much toward suppressing | Columbia. The editorial to which I reier is as follows: 

On the ‘24 day of March, 1891, an act was approved entitled * ‘An act t » pre- | tienen ant hentia ma Opeth ne eins 1 7 ais sad : 7 , 
vent bookmaking and pool seliing in the District of Columbia,” the first sec- | , Members of the National Legislature who are really interested in the wel 
tion of which provides | fare of the District of ¢ olum Na might well, in some of the frequent modi 

* Phat it shall be unlawful for any person or association of persons in the | © ttions of the race t rack bookmaking bill, amend it by limiting the boo 
cities of Wasaington and Georgetown, in the District of Columbia, or within | making to months suitable for ra "ing. : D scember is untit so, ordinarily, is 
said District within 1 mile of the boundaries of said cities, to bet,¢ramble, | March. Phere shouid b sabsoiute prohibition of boocmaking excep du 
or make books or pools on the result of any trotting race or running race of m mths when pleas nt Ta ng we ut her may reasonadly be expecied Rac 
horses, or boat race, or race of any kind, or on any election or any contest | ing that is merely an excuse for bookmaking operations should be stopped 
of any kind, or game of baseball.’ , completely. Washington does not want and will not-endure the ition 

It is claimed that it wasthe intention of the last-named act to permit beok- | here, even on the fringe only of winter, of that all-the-year l race 
making and pool seiling on race tracks located more than 1 mile from the | £@mbling gang which was ignominiously defeated last winter by the 
boundaries of the cities of Washington and Georgetown, and the language | * nited States district attorney. 

: of the act seems to justify that construction. It did not, however, modify . : 
\3 or repeal the net of Juntery Lat 1883, nad bookmaking and poolseliingcon-| Mr. President, I go further than the editor of that paper, bo- 
tinue to b> prohibited under that act. 6 present bill in its amende.! for m | ’ ‘ Pan f . hill will } 
; caus oppose the matter in tofo, an 3 e l will be re 
% will modify the act in question sufficiently to permit gambling on rac eas - yt P 7 Rca Aton ~ = ; : = tru t th bil weer OO 1 
tracks situated | mile from the boundaries of said cities. | jected by the senate. Having s vid this mueh, [ shill content 

We are of opinion that the principle _ sodied in the act of January 31, | myself by recording my vote against it, trusting that the Se:- 
1883, isa wholesome and wise provision. It absolutely prohibits gambling | ate will soe: nv dem: >a ven-and-nav vote on thie imnar 
by cards and o:herwise in all parts of the District of Columbia. The poor | are wil a : me my demand for a yea-and-nay vote on this impor- 
man who is caucht ata game of p>licy, keno. roulette, o? any other of the | tant rae. 2 
well-known Gevices of the common Souibling frasentey, is Pol “ds Mr. LODGE I should like to ask the Senator from New 
verely: but in the face of that the present bill, misnamed ‘A bill to mor Ts ire. } k > : 

iF 3 ’ yafore e } Ss ’ S } WoT 

effectually suppress gambling in the District of Columbia,” proposes to i impshire, oe he tikes his seat, what is the pre t condi 
legalize gambling on race tracks in the interest of the rich and the profes- | 100 of the law: Does the law now prevent bookmaking and 
alc: nal sporting element of the community. We believe the propose | legis winter racing? 
lation is vicious ia principle, and for that reason dissent from the report ot Mr. GALLINGER. Ab?olutely. I will state to the Senitor 
the committee, and recommend that adverse action be taken ‘on the bill from M: >} . : 
when it comes before the Senate for consideration. ; rom Massachusetts. ae . 

J. H. GALLINGER | Mr. LODGE. Under the existing law there is no po 

ht Tw Pp wy" > . “ : < 

REDFIELD PROCTOR. for legal book making at any season of the year? 

Mr.GALLINGER. Mr. President, I desire to occupy theat- Mr. GALLINGER. There is none whatey er. 

" tention of the Senate but a single moment in further opposition Mr. LODGE ‘Then the bill proposes to le valize bookm :king 
4 to the pending bill. My views are so cle wly expressed in the | during the per iod when it could not otherwis» be cirried on 
4 minority report that it is unnecessary for me to add more than Mr.GALLINGER. Ita nends the existing law to that extent. 
a single word. Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, it occurs to me the bill ought 
7 We have in the District of Columbia a very strict and efiica- | not to passthe Senate. [| move to strikeout allo thesus 


cious law against gambling. It prohibits the poor man from en- | from the third line down to and including the word * provided” 
gaging in games of chance under very severe penalties. I have | in the thirteenth line: in line 13 to strike out the word such” 
reason to believe that the luw is being very success‘ully sdmin- | and insert in lieu thereof the word ‘‘racing;” in the same line 
istered and that the vice of gambling is reduced to 2 minimum | to strixe outthe word ‘‘shall” an‘ insert‘: may,” in line It to 
in the District. The law applies not only to the ordinary games | strike out the word * March” and insert “April;” in the s m 
such as poli *y, and roulette, and keno, and I suppose poker line to strike out the word “‘ fifteenth ” and insert “‘ first;’ in th: 
(games with which other Senators are perhaps more familiar | fifteenth line to strixe out the word ‘‘any” and insert ‘exch 
than I am}, but it likewise prohibits gambling on race tracks, | in the same line, after the word ‘‘year,” t> insert ‘‘w thi. the 
gambling by rich men, the society men and women, the people | District of Columbia,” and after the word ‘‘eih” in line 16 to 
who stake large sums of mo> ey upon the chance of horse races, | strike out the additional proviso in the following words 
not one race in a hundred of them very likely being hones ly 
conducted, which encourages vice and, in my judgment, does 


And provided further, That there shall be but one spring m ng. ani but 
one fall meeting at each of the above-named tracks in auy one year 
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So as to make the bill read: 
Be tt enacted, e(c., That racing meetings may be held only between the ist 





day April and ist day of December in each year within the District of Co- | 


lumbia, and shall not exceed a period of eighteen days each. 

That, I understand, would leave the present law in force against 
bookmaking and prohibit all gambling upon the race tracks and 
in connection with racing. I know of no reason whya monopoly 
of racing in the racing season should be conferred upon some 
corporations organized under the laws of this District. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow 
me to interrupt him for a moment? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr.BLACKBURN. Neitherof theracing associations named 
in tho bill was organized under the laws of the District. They 
were chartered by act of Congress. 

Mr. ALLEN. I stand corrected. 
were chartered by act of Congress, 
Congress should grant a monopoly of horse-racing to those as- 
socixtions. It strikes me thit about the only thing Congress 
should do with reference to horse-racing is to prohibit gambling 
in connection with it, to prevent cruelty tothe animals engaged 
in it, and to hedge in that kind of amusement by laws making 
it as harmless as possible. Tie amendment would leave the ex- 
isting laws in force in the District so that they could be enforced 
against bookmaking and all species of gambling in connection 
with race tracks. 

Mr. LODGE, Llask for the reading of the amendment offered 
by the Senntor from Nebraska. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
The question is upon the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Nebraska {[Mr. ALLEN] to the amendment agreed to as in 
Sommittee of the Whole. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Nebraska will be read. 

Tho SECRETARY. 
as to make the bill read: 

That racing meetings may be held only between the Ist day of April and 


Ist day of Decemoer in each year within the District of Columbia, and shall 
not exceed a period of eighteen days each. 


Mr. MCPHERSON. 
Nebraska if the amendment he proposes will leave the present 
law intact. I understand that thelaw now prohibits pool-solling 


I meant to say that they 
I know of no reason why 


Se 


located within the District. 

Mr. ALLEN. That is precisely right. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The amendment ailows race meetings 
simply and purely. 

Ne. ALLEN, Yes, sir. 

Mr. McPHERSON. And confers upon the associations no 

wer to sell pools or conduet book-making at the race tracks? 

Mr. ALLEN. It prohibits book-making and every species of 
gambling in connection with racing. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to.the 
amendment o{fered by the Senator from Nebraska to the amend- 
ment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. ALLEN ealied for the yeas and nays, and they were-or- 
dered. 

The Seeretary proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). 
the senior Senator from Delaware | Mr.GRay}. 

ent | should vote ** yea” on ¢he amendment. 

Mr. SHOUP (when his name was called), I have a general | 

stir with the senior Senator from California [Mr. WHITE]. Not | 
nowing how he would voteon this question, | withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. QUAY. Iam paired with the Sena 
MORGAN], who is absent. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I ask if the junior Senator from New Jersey 
{Mr. SMITH] has voted? 

Tho VICE-PRESIDENT. 
vised. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Unless his colleague [Mr. MCPHERSON] can 
tell me how he would vote I will withhold my vote. 

Mr. McPHERSON, .I can notinform the Senator from Idaho. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I withhold my vote. 

Mr. PUGH after having voted in the negative). I inquireif 
the senior Senator from Mass»chusetts{Mr. Hoar] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair isinformed that he has 
not voted. i 

Mr. PUGH. TI have a standing pair with the Senator from 
Massachusetts {Mr. HoAR], and as I do not know how he would 
vote, | withdraw my vote. 

Mr. CARRY (after having voted in the affirmative). I should 


Iam paired with 
If he were pres- 


2 ORD 


torfrom Alabama [Mr. 


He has not voted, the Chair is ad- 


like to inquire whether the junior Senator from South Carolina 
{[Mr. IRBY! has voted’ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted, the Chair is in- 
formed. 
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The Chair will state the question. | 
It is proposed to amend the amendment so | 


I wish to inquire of the Senator from | 


anywhere in the District of Columbia, and these race tracks are | 


| 








APRIL 4, 


Mr. CAREY. I ask permission to withdraw my vote. I am 
paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. [RBy]. 


The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 21; as follows: 


: 
i 





YEAS—2, } 
| Aldrich, Doiph, McPherson, Perkins, q 
| Allen, Frye, Mills, Pettigrew, 
Berry, Gallinger, Mitchell, Oregon Platt, 
| Chandler, George, Morrill, Proctor, } 
Cockrell, Kyle, Pasco, Roach, i = 
| Coke, Lodge, Peffer, Toller. i 
NAYS—21. 
Bate, Camden, Jones, Ark. Ransom, 
Biackburn, Davis, MeMiilan, Stewart, 
Blanchard, Gibson, Manderson, Vest. 
Brice, Gorman, Martin, 
Butler, Harris, Mitchell, Wis. 
| Call, Hunton, Power, ; 
NOT VOTING—99. ; 
Allison, Gray, McLaurin, Stockbridge z 
Caffery, Hale, Morgan, Turple, 
Cameron, hansbrough, Murphy, Vance, 
Carey, Hawley, Palmer, Vilas, 
Cuilom, Higgins, Pugh, Voorhees, 4 
Daniel, Hill, Quay, Washburn, 
Dixon, Hoar, Sherman, White, 1 
Dubois, Irby, Shoup, Wilson, ‘ 
Faulkner, Jones, Nev. Smith, Wolcott. : 
Gordon, Lindsay, Squire, ; 
| $o the amendment to the amendment was agreed to. ; 
; The VICE-PRESIDENT. The cuestion is on concurring in 
| the amendment madeas in Committee of the Whole ss amended. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the bill be read as amended. : 
| The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment as amended will ; 
| be read. 
| ‘Tne SECRETARY. Strike out all after the enacting clause of 
| the bill and insert: 

That racing meetings may be held only between the ist day of April and 
; istday of December in each year within the District of Columbia, and shall 
not exceed a period of eighteen days cach. : 
| The amendment made as in Committee of the Whole as 
| amended was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and 
| was read the third time. i 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the biil } 

pass? ; 

Mr. BLACKBURN. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Seeretary proceeded 
| to call the roll. 
| Mr. CAREY (when his name was called). I am paired with ; 
| the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Inpyl, and with- i 

hold my vote. If he were present I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). Iam paired with 

the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. If he were present I 
should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. DAVIS .when his name was called). I am paired with 

the Senator from Indiana {Mr. TURPi£], and withhold my vote. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). I am paired with 


the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH]. 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Rhode Island |Mr. Dixon]. If he were 
present I should vote ‘“‘ yea.” 

Mr. SHOUP (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the senior Senator from California [Mr. WHITH]. 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was an- 
nounced—yeas 32, nays 11; as follows: 


i 


YEAS—22. 


| Aldrich, Galinger, McPherson, Perkins, 
Alien, George, Martin, Platt, 
Bate, Gordon, Mills, Proctor, 
Berry, Harris, Mitchell, Oregon Ransom, 
Call, Hawley, Morgan, Roach, 
Chandler, Jones, Ark. Morrill, Tellier, 
Coke. Kyle, Pasco, Vilas, 

| Frye, Lodge, Peffer, Wilson. NJ 

NAYS—I1. 
Blackburn, Canrien, MeMillan, Quay, 
Bianchara, Gibson, Manderson, Vest. 
Batier, Huaton, Mitchell, Wis. 
NOT VOTING—4I. 
Allison, Dubois, Lindsay. Stewart, 
Brice, Faulkner, McLaurin, Stockbridge, 
Caffery, Gorman, Murovhy, Turpie, 
Cameron, Gray, Palmer, Vauce, 
Carey, Hale, Pettigrew, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Hansbrough, Power, Washburn, 
Cullom, BE . zh, White, 
Daniel, Sill, Sherman, Woicott. 
Davis, Hoar, * Shoup 
Dixon. Irby, Smith, 
Doiph, Jones, Nev. Squire, 
So the bill was passed. 
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suppress gamb] 


s amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to amend an act 
1ary 31; 1883, entitled ‘An act to more effectually 
ing in the District of Columbia,’” and so forth 
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lism was proclaimed to bo an American doctri 


ve had inherited and that we had adopted and practiced 
was to our interest to do so. And this ¢ r 
ion, through its regularly chosen channels of communi- 


*s of the country, says: 





We demand ** the use of both gold and silver as standard mon 


As ‘‘standard,”’ remember—standard money, wl! 





lawful money of the country, one standard n > metals. 
as we had it continuously from the baginni Govern 
ment until 1873—a bimetallic standard, gold one 
equal, full legal-tender money of ultimate pay 
The people were taught to believe that this nage 
‘re led to believe that w l ss of 
ould come a restoration of the mone 
the fatal act of silver demonetization, Feb 
xd in this Chamber on the 17th day o e 








1890, the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcort sed the 
following words, when , ing to the attitude of his party in 
“aspect to t! ‘ation of silver to its old place as 
steal: : 
bal: 
The open and avowed views of ex-President Cleveland, while they i 
vineed nobody apparently, either in the Democracy or out of it, 








sufficient to paralyze the efforts of the friends of silverin both politic 
ties tc secure its full recognition. The day star of hope did not rise 
until the national convention of 1888: Then the Republican conventior 
clared for silver. It seems droll now to recall theeathusiasm created ir 
far V/est inthe The Republican can ate for the Pre 

had been in pu tt 
important. * 
ing ardent and san 












is utterances had not been many orparti« 
t we hunted up the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, : 
1 our hearts being illuming fith hope, many of 
























us found here an I ase or a sentence which indicated a frien 
feeling for silver. And we labored among the farmers in the valleysand on 
the plains and with the toilersin the mining camps in themount ru 

and canyons with these as texts. 

The party was successful at the polls and its candidate for the 
Presidency was inaugurated March 4, 1889. An attempt 
made to carry asilver-coinage bill through Congress and it ended 
in the enactment of what became known as the Sherman law, be- 


cause of a few words which the Senator of that name succeeded 
in getting incorporated in the body of the law which took out 
of it about all that there was vital in it. The gre.t Senator 
whose name the law now bears can take to himself all the credit 
that is due for openly, and in the very face of the people's pro- 
tests. thrusting aside his party pledges, and again defeati 
popular will. 

When it was proposed in At , to repeal so much of 
the Sherman law as authorized tbe purchase of silver. a large 
majority of Republican Senators were found voting with their 
venerable leader to complete the work of destruction which he 
began twenty years before. and thus get rid of the last bit of leg- 
islation that authorized the coinage of standard silver money. 

In 1892, with its platform reeord favoring silver money, this 

werful party, then in power, and having violated its pledges 

y the enactment of the Sherman 








ing the 
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law, held another national | with which to make 
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The table is as follows: 


Amount of gold coin and bullion in the Treasury and gold certificates in the 
United States on July 1 of each year from 1879 to 1892, inclusive. 
{From the report of the Secretary of the Treasury. ] 











Goldin Gold certificates— 
TYEASUry, Si: oC oie eee 
July | : a | | 
; —— In Treasury. | Incirculation. Total. 
eae —|— a al 
i, conan isa | 8135,236, 475 #133, 880 815, 279, 820 $15, 413, 700 
1880 - 126, 145, 427 40, 700 7, 953, 900 8, 004, 600 
188! 163, 171, 661 23, 400 5, 759, 520 5, 782, 960 
18x? 148, 508, 390 8. 100 | 5,029,020 5, 087, 120 
DE duwbbecnke 198, 078, 568 22, 571, 270 59, 807, 370 82, 378, 640 
1884 204, 876, 504 27, 246, 020 | 71, 148, 640 98, 392, 660 
1885 247, 028, 625 13, 593, 410 126, 729, 730 140, 323, 140 
EES ok ssc dess 232) 54, 886 55, 129, 870 76, O44, 375 131, 174, 245 
1887 .. 277, 979, (54 30, 261, 380 91, 225, 437 121, 486, 817 
: 1888 . 314, 704, 822 20, 928, 500 121, 094, 650 142, 023, 150 
Td gadcons 303,581,987 | 86,918, 323 117, 130, 229 154, 048, 552 
OP Se en kcal 821, 804, 106 26, 732, 120 130, 830, 859 157, 562, 979 
WL cc tun ch top end 230, 263, 689 82, 423, 360 120, 063, 069 152, 486, 429 
HERE ASO REE: 255, 706, 511 15, 530, 310 141, 093, 619 156, 623, 929 
{ Mr. President, I see that the hour of 2 o'clock is about to arrive, 
h and [ ask unanimous consent that the resolution may lie over, to 
be called up again to morrow. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o'clock having ar- 
rived. the Chair lays before Senate the unfinished business. The 
Senator from Kansas |Mr. PEF FER] requests that the resolution 
: muy lie over, and that it be again laid before the Senate to-mor- 
§ row. 
; Mr. PEF PER. And that I may conclude my remarks then, 
y during the morning hour. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the requesi of 
} the Senator from Kansas? 
] Mr. HARRIS. Certainly there ought to be no objection to the 
re uest, 
Y Mr. GALLINGER. Before the resolution goes over I give 
e notice of an amendment to the resolution. I propose to insert 
; after the word *' practicable,” in the second and third lines of 
+ the resolution, the words, ‘‘if they shall deem it expedient.” 
f The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
F the Senator from Kansas? 


Mr. HARRIS and others. No objection. 
} The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no ob‘ection, and 
itissoordered. The unfinished business wiil be proceeded with. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
| sideration of the bill (H.R, 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

i The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLI- 
4 SON] is entitled to the floor. 


{[Mr. ALLISON resumed the floor and cgncluded the speech be- 
gun by him yesterday. See Appendix.] 


Mr. PerrerR and Mr. MILLS addressed the Chair. 


TO i ee 


# The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the Senator 
: from Kansas, if he desires to address the Senate. 

; Mr.CALL. Iask the Senator irom Kansas to yield to me. 
. The VICE-PRESIDENT. Doss the Senator from Kansas 


yield to the Senator from Texas or the Senator from Florida? 
A Mr. PEFFER. For what purpose? 
S The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is unadvised. 

Mr. PEF FER. Mr. President, Ido not desire to proceed with 
the discussion of the pending bill at this hour; but I wish to 
retain the lioor, so that in the morning, when the proper time 
comes, I shall be permitted toproceed. With that understand- 
ing | yield to the Senator from Florida[Mr. CALL]l 

Mr.MILLS. If the Senator from Kansas will yield to me this 
evening, my friend from Florida agrees to yield, I shall yield 

: the floor after I conclude my remarks, and the Senator from 
D Kansas can take the iloor again in the morning, 
Mr. PEFFER. That will be agreeable to me. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the Senator 
; from Texas. 
: Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, [wish to call theattention of the 
Senate to only one sub’ect discussed by the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. ALLISON] this afternoon, and that is the question of the 
‘< _ specific as against the ad valorem system of taxation. 
a I have no quarrel with Republican Senxtors or members of 
a the House of Representatives, or Republican people who be- 
4 lieve in a protective tarii?, who favor duties so imposed upon 
articles as to exclude importations, and give pe gree yy Me the 
American market to the American producer. I say I have no 
quarrel with them because the specific system of taxation is the 
most efficie:t instrument for the execution of that policy. 
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What is the specific system which has been so extolled by my 
friend from Iowa? It is a tax levied on the article by specific 
quantities, disregarding value. The Democratic system of tax- 
ation is a taxation levied ad valorem, interpreted into English 
“according to value.” 

No other tax imposed by law, either national, State, or local, 
is a just and equal tax upon the taxpayer. The specific system 
of taxation is un-American, unequal, unjust, and un-Democratic. 
It isin perfect harmony with Republican principles, It is in 
perfect harmony with that policy that would build up a rich, a 
powerful, a governing class in the community. 

But, sir, the institutions which have been established by our 
fathers in this country, and established primarily to secure and 
perpetuate the liberties of the people, are based upon the funda- 
mental rock of ages, that all legislation of the Government must 
rest upon the principle of the absolute equa ity of the citizens in 
the Government. Equality of right is the fundamental principle 
upon which all free people associate wherever they do associate 
in the compacts of government. 

Hence a tax by value and not the tax by quantityis the tax of 
equality. A tax on an acre of land of $i when the land is worth 
$100 an acre, and on another acre of land at $1 when the land is 
worth $1 an acre, is a tax to burden the poorer part of thé com- 
munity one hundred times more than it does the richer part of 
the community. How can any man stand in the blaze of the 
civilization of the nineteenth century and in the midst of a leg- 
islative assembly of a free people demand thata tax shall be im- 
posed whose purpose is, first, to conceal from the taxpayer the 
burden which is being placed upon him; and, second, a tax that 
from the day of imposition grows day by day more burdensome 
as long as it lasts? These are the twodistinguishing feitures of 
the specific system of taxation. 

Mr. President, the values of all products made by human 
labor, and especially those made by machinery, are falling all 
over the world and have been falling for fifty or sixty years. 
Therefore, when a txx of adollar per pound is to-day placed on an 
article that is worth $1, as the article falls by the decreasing of 
the cost of production, by the multiplying of the forces of pro- 
duction, the tax grows and becomes more burdensome; and the 
distinguished Senator from fowa in his speech commended it 
for that very feature. He indorsed that feature, a feature that 
makes the tax grow more burdensome year by year. 

Mr. President, it is a principle acknowledged in all cur courts 
that a tax is a burden on the taxpayer, and a people who believe 
in just taxation to support the necessary wants of the Govern- 
ment maintain that that burden ought to bs made by the Gov- 
ernment as light as possible to meet the necessary wants of the 
Government. But the Senator fiom Iowa commends the other 
principle of taxation, that makes the burden grow heavier and 
heavier from the moment of its imposition. 

If aspeci‘ic tax is the tax,and the only tax that is right, why 
does my friend from Iowa and my other friends on the other 
side of the Chamber insist on having so many ad valorem arti- 
cles in their existing tariff law? 
‘Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 
allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. MILLS. I was going to answer that question myself. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I should like to ask the Senator 
a question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. MILLS. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. If aspecific duty is un-Ameri- 
can, un-Demoeratic, oppressive, and wrong, as the Senator has 
characteri ed it, why is it that the bill contains within its pro- 
vision between two and three hundred items upon which spe- 
cific duties are laid? 

Mr. MILLS. As my friend from Oregon and I are both Yean- 
kees, I will answer his question by asking him another. The 
Senator from Iowa said the doctrine of ad valorem duty is an 
ignorant and an antiquated doctrine. If that be true, why did 
he and why did the Senator from Oregon put so many ad valo- 
rem duties in the existing law? 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator from Texas allow me to 
make a suggestion? 


Will the Senator from Texas 


Mr. MILLS. Certainly; with pleasure. 
Mr. ALLISON. I said the ad valorems were put in because 


the people who made tariffs were ignorant necessarily of the re- 
lations as to quantity, and therefore, where tariffs were made in 

ursuance of expert knowledge, as in France, Germany, and Eng- 
and, there are few or no ad valorem duties. 

Mr. MILLS. Now I will answer my friend from Oregon. I 
want to be frank and honest aloutall these things. I donot wish 
to deceive anybody. Ali legislation isacompromise. Iam giv- 
ing my opinion now, not the opinion of anybody else on this side 
of the Chamber. There are gentlemen on this side of the Cham- 
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ber who are protectionists. There are gentlemen here who be- 
lieve in specific duties, and who believe in them for the sime 
reason you believe in themand who advocate them for the sime 
reason youadvocate them. But I believe that taxation can onl) 
justly be imposed upon a people for the purpose of raising a sufti- 
cient amount of money to run an honest admiaistration of the 
Government, and that when so imposed it must be imposed upon 
the people so as to fall equally upon the taxpayers. That can 
only be done when you tax by value. 

I should like to knowif there ever has been a man in any 
State in this Union since the organization of the Federal Govy- 
ernment who has ever intimated any such thing in a State Leg- 
islature as the imposition of taxation upon property according 
to quantity. How are your State governments supported? by 
taxation alone. There is not a community in any State in this 
Univun that would not overturn any party at the firsttime it had 
an opportunity under its law that dared to impose such a tixa- 
tion as is now advocated for the Federal Government. No such 
system has ever been imposed in any State, in any county, in 
any community. All the vast and complicated systems of taxa- 
tion in our Government are by value, But it is contended that 
the ad valorem system opeus up a door to undervaluation and | 
fraud. Certainly; any systemdoes. The thing that multiplies 
the frauds, the smuggling, the undervaluations, the under- 
weightings, the under-descriptions, all these things arise out of 
the intensity of the burden placed upon the shoulders of the tax- 
payer. 

The venerable Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], whom I do 
not now see in his seat, came before the Committee on Ways 
and Means when my friend from Maine [Mr. FRYE] and I were 
on it, and we had a long struggle with the sugar duties. They 
were specific, but the Government was losing heavily under their | 
operation. The Secretary of the Treasury said the Government 
Treasury was being robbed of millions by this specific system of 
taxation that we are taught is infallible and can noterr. The 
committee studied over the proposition a long time until they 
abandoned the color test and adopted # new system that would 
point out more nearly the actual value of the sugar to be taxed. 

You have a tax on opium by the pouad, an enormous tax, not 
imposed this time to build up an American industry, because 
there is no opium industry in the United States, but imposed 
this time to moralize people and correct their bad habits. What 
has been the result? We have recently passed through one of 
the most shameless scandals that has ever occurred in our Gov- 
ernment, which showed thit nearly every officer on our Pacific 
coast in the Northwestern territory was involved in that scan- 
dal. Bribery and corruption ran rampant through the specitic 
system that did not secure the Treasury against smuggling and 
frand. 

A few vears ago while I was a member of the Committee on 
Ways and Means of the Louse of Representatives a distinguished 
manufacturer from Pennsylvania, himself one of the members of 
the tariff commission sélected by President Arthur, Mr. Oliver, 
came before the committee and said: ‘* There are great frauds in 
the importation of iron. The finest Swedish bars, taxed by 
specific duties so much per pound, are cut up, thrown into salt 
and water and rusted, and brought in as old scrap iron,” when 
the Swelish bars were valued at perhaps five times as much as 
scrap iron. I could stand here and enumerate any number of 
instances: I have a list of them here, but I will not take up the 
time of the Senate. Why is it? [tis because the people want 
the trade. Itis because the owners of these products want to 
get them into a mirket and make a profit, and it is because you 
say to them by your specific duties, intended so tooperate, ** You 
shall not enter. We have made these duties purposely to keep 
you out. We have made these duties purposely to give a mo- 
nopoly to the American manufacturers of these articles. We 
intend to keep you out.” 

Then the man tries to beat the law. But if you puta low duty 
the man will pay the duty. He will ha e no object in trying to 
smuggle and undervalue if he can come in, because if he can come 
in at all he transfers to the shoulders of the consumer the burden 
of taxation which he pays for entering. If you want to stop un- 
dervaluations reduce your duties; and if you reduce your duties 
and put them on an ad valorem basis so that the people can ail | 
seo them, the goods will all come in and the people will know 
just exactly what amount of burden they are bearing to support 
their Government. 

Mr. President, I have here an official report from the Secre- 
ary of the Interior in relation to the wealth of the United | 
States. Iwas struck with this table when I saw it the other 
day. The Secretary gives us the assessed valuation for t xa- 
tion in 1850, 18 0, 1-70, 1880, and 18:0. Notwithstanding the 
very low revenue tariff of 1550, a tariff every item of whose 
duty was ad valorem and a tariif that had the indorsement of 
the distinguished Senator from lowa as having been the best 
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tariff that has ever been made in the history of the Govern. 
ment, the assessed vaiuation of property for 
United States was 16,000,000,000. The true valuation w 





00,000. It was valved at 81.48 per cent of its 

ikt0, when the duties were still lower by the t o 7. the 
taxes still more easy to pay, the assessed ya! yn { 
of the true valuations In L870 change had come over t 


spirit of the dreamsof the taxpaversof the United States Che 
burden was harder to bear. frauds and your 
undervaluations in the States as well as in the imports from 


VOW CO 868 your 


foreign countries, and the assessed valuation was 47. r cent 
of the true valuation. In 1S88u it was 39.28 per nt of tl true 
vaiuation. and in 1830 it is shown to be 39.17 of the tr.e lu- 


Why is it that the people of the United States hive so 


ation. 


far undervalued their property? Itis because of the 


of the country: itis because the chicf oecupation of the 
ing people of this country has been to pay taxes, and not taxes 
to support the Governmentthat protects them in the enioyment 
of their natural and acquired rights, but taxes to build up a 
poweriul and controlling class that is to put its foot n their 
neck. Thatis why itis that the barometer is falling so fast 
and so far. 

Sir, when we had the tariff of 1846 the country never saw sueh 
a period of prosperity. There was but little talk about under- 


valuations. The people were trading, our imports were in- 
‘reusing, Our exparts were incressing, and the value of all the 
property of the country rose at the rate of 12.6 per cent per an- 
num for ten years. Who has ever seen such an exhibition of 
the prosperity of a country? 

but my friend from Lowa calls attention to the ad valorem sys- 
tem adopted, and shows how it would work on hay from Canada, 
and he quotes a provision of the bill. He said: 


meé illustrate some of the items in this bill. I notice that the Commit 


iw oot 
a ton and from the House bill which reduces the duty to ® a ton, to 20 per 
cent ad valorem. There is laid down in section 40 of the bill a principle of 
dutiavle value Which declares that the values shail be ascertained by the 
appraiser in the principal markets ofthe country whence export Here is 


hay, which comes from the Dominion of Canada intoour country on ashore 
line with an artificial boundary of more than 4,000miles. Therefore itis ope 
ing up to the Dominion of Canada the market for hay in competition with 
4 

t 

] 





ir furmers at 20 per cent ad valorem. That hay will come from Nova Sco 
ia; it will come from New Brunswick; it will come from the upper and 
ower provinces of Canada; it will come from Manitoba. Is this 20 percent 
ad valorem to be levied upon hay at Halifax or at St. Johns or at Montreal 


I will answer the Senator's question by giving him the lan- 
guage of the existing law, of which he is the father: 

That it shall be the duty of the appraisers of the United States, and every 
of them, and every person who shall act as such appraiser, or of the co! 
lector, as the case may be, by all reasonable ways and means in his or their 
power to ascertain, estimate, and appraise (any invoice or afdavit thereto 
or statement of cost, or of cost of production to the contrary notwithstand 
ing) the actual market value and wholesale price of the merchandise at the 
time of exportation to the United States in the principal markets of the 
country whence the same has been imported. 

My friend arraigns the Democratic committee in the other 
House for adopting a new principle, when he is slaughtering 
his own oTspring, for they copied that part of it from his own 
bill, the existing law. 

Mr. ALDRICH. When it is convenient to the Senator from 
Texas [ should like to ask him a question. 

Mr. MILLS. I donot want totike the time of my friend from 
Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] and my friend from Florida |Mr. Cau). 
{suppose I had better conclude 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will wai: until the Senator is through, but 
whenever it is convenient to him or whenever he is through I 
should like to ask him a quest’on or two. 

Mr. MILLS. We will have lots of time to answer questions. 
There will be questions on both sides before we get through. 

I wish to confine myself very closely to the question of specific 
and ad valorem duties. My distinguished friend from Lowa says 
there has been but one Secretary of the Treasury who has fa- 
vored ad valorem duties. Heis mistaken. Ad valorem duties 
have been favored by Secretaries Walker, Guthrie, Cobb, and 
Carlisle. I will give extracts from all of them, but before doing 
so [ will give an extract from the message of President Polk, 
December 2, 1845. 

In that message he says: 


Lrecommend to Congress the abolition of the minitnum principle. or as- 
sumed, arbitrary, and false values, and of specific duties, and the substitution 
in their place of ad valorem duties as the fairest and most equitable indi 


rect tax which can be imposed. By the ad valorem principle all 






ity or of smail cost bear only the just proportion of the tax wit 
are of superior quality or greater cost. The articles consumed by all are 
taxed at the same rate. : 

A system of ad valorem revenue duties, with proper discriminations 








proper guards against frauis in collecting them. it is not doubted will af 
ample incidental advantages to the manufacturers, and ena»le th 

rive as great profits as can bs derived from any other r l isin , 
is believed that such a system, strictly within the res wndard, will 





place the manufacturing interests on a stable footing an 


1 to their 
permanent advantage; while it will, as nearly as may be pr 


i 
ticablie, ex- 
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tend toall the great interests of the country the incidental protection which 
can be afforded by our revenue laws. Such a system, when once firmly es- 
tablished, would be permaneut and not subject to the constant complaints, 
agitations, and changes Wiich must ever oc ‘ur when duties are not laid for 
revenue, but for the * protection merely” of a favored interest. 

In the deliberations of Congress on this subject it is hoped that a spirit of 
mutual concession and compromise between conflicting interests may pre- 
vail, and that the result of their labers may be crowned with the happiest 
consequences. 

The next I will give is frem the report of the Seeretary of the 
Treasury, Hon. Robert J. Walker, made to Congress December 
3, 1845, in which he says: 

Minimums are afictitious value, assumed by law, instead of the real value 
and the operation of all minimums may beillustrated by asingle example. 
Thus, by the tariff of 1842, a duty of 30 per cent ad valorem is levied on all 
manufactures of cotton; but the law further provices that cotton goods 
‘*not dyed, colored, printed, or stained, not exceeding in value 20 cents per 
square yard, shall be valued at 20 cents per square yard.” If, then, the real 
value of the cheapest cotton goods is but 4 cents a square yard, it is placed 
by the law at the false value of 20 cents per square yard, and the duty levied 
on the fictitious value, raising it five times higher on the cheap article con- 
sumed by the poor than upon the fine article purchased by the more wealthy. 
Indeed, by House Document No, 306, of the first session ofthe Twenty-elghth 
Congress, this difference: by actual importation, was 65 per cent between tue 
cheaper and the finer article of the 26 per cent minimum, 131 percent on the 
30 per cent minimum, 45) per cent on the 35 per cent minimum, 84'per cont 
on the 60 per cent minimum, and 84 per cent on the 75 per cent minimum. 

This difference is founded on actual importation, and shows an average 
discrimination against the poor on cotton imports of 82 Ree cent beyond what 
the tax would be if assessed upon the actual value. The operation of the 
8 ifie duty ppeerwe a similar discrimination against the poor and in favor 
ofthe rich. Thus, upon salt the duty is not upon the value, but it is 8 cents 
a bushel, whether the ariicle be coarse or fine, showing by thesame docu- 
ment, from actual importation, a discrimination of 64 per.cent against the 
cheap and in favor of the tiner article; and this, to a greater or less extent, 
is the effect of all specitic duties. When we consider that $2,892,621.74 of the 
revenue last year was collected by minimumduties, and $13,311.085.46 by spe- 
citic duties, the discrimination against the cheaper article must amount, by 
estimates founded on the same document, to a tax of 85,108,422 exacted by 
minimums and specitic duties annually from the poorer classes by raising 
thus the duties on the cheaper articles above what they would be if the du- 
ties were assessed upon the actual value. 

If direct taxes weve made specific, they would ‘be intolerable. Thus, if an 
annual tax of 830 was assessed on all houses, without respect to their actual 
value, making the owner of the humble tenement or cabin pay atax of $30 
and the owner of the costly mansion a tax of’ but $30 on their respective 
houses, it would differ in degree, but not in principle, from the same unvary- 
ing specific duty on cheap as on fine articies.. If any discrimination should 
be made, it should be the reverse of the specific duty, and of the minimum 
oe by establishing a maximum standard, above which value the 

uties on the finer article should be higher, and below which they should be 
lower on the cheaper article. The tax upon the actual value is the most 
equal, and can only be accomplished by ad valorem duties, 


Again from the report of Secretary Walker, December 9, 1846, 
in»which he says: 


At the date of the repeal of the tariff of 1842, the revenue was declining. 
The receipts under it into the Treasury were less by the sum of $815,444.83 
during the last. fiscal yon terminating on.the 30th June, 1846, than the re- 
—- during the fiscal year ending on the 20th June, 1845. 

, t this decline was. progressive, and: arose from the prohibitory char- 
acter of the speeific duties; is proved the table hereto annexed (marked 
G),. from which it appears that, for the fiscal year ending 30th June, 1844, the 
excess of revenue = uced by specific over,ad valorem duties: was $81,860.74; 
whereas, during the fiscal year ending 30th June, 1845, the ad valorem ex- 
ceeded the specific Cuties $1.737.379.57; and, during the last fiscal year, the ad 
valorem exceeded the specific duties 62,668,534.04. As the specitic duties in 
their practical operation were becoming every day more prohibitory, the 
revenue under the tariff of 1842 must have continued to sink so rapidly as 








soon to have caused a great deficit, even in time of peace, and thus have re-. 


quired ultimately a resort to direct taxes or excises to support the Govern- 
ment, 


Also I quote from his repert December 8, 1847, as follows: 


Itis not only the reduced duties that have produced these happy results, 
but the mode of reduction—the substitution of ad valorem for unequal and 
oppressive minimum and specific duties. The higher duty was thus al- 
ways imposed, by the very nature of the duty, upon the articles of the loty- 
est Value consumed by the poor, and the lower duty assessed upon the arti- 
cles of higher value, used the more wealthy, often operating at a duty of 
10, 20, or 30 per cent upon the higher priced and of 100 or 200 per cent 
ad valorem upon articies of lower price. early the entire burden of the 
tariff was thus thrown upon labor, by whose wages, chiefiy, the cheaper ar- 
ticles were purchased, whilst capital, with whose profits the more costly 
gees were bought, was almost exempt from ‘tho tax. It never would have 

n tolerated to have eee a duty of 10, 20, or 30: per cent by name upon 
costly articles, and 100 or per cent upon cheaper fabrics, when the ad va- 
lorem rates would have exhibited the injustice and Seeunelion of the duty; 
but it was accomplished by minimum and specific duties, which assessed a 
higher duty in oes to value upon the cheaper articles and the lower 
duty upon similar articles more costly in price, t imposing the higher 
auty upon labor and the wages of labor as effectually as th h the tax- 

had collected from the workingman a-third or fourth of his wages 
every day, whilst capital was comparatively exemptfrom taxation. 

Such is the system which has been overthrown by the substitution of the 
reduced ad valorem, operating the reverse of the former system, in favor of 
the poor and the wages of | as far as any tariff can so operate, and, as 
we see, even with lower duties collecting a revenue. A tax in pro- 
persis to the value of imports or must always be more uc- 

ive than one which fs the reverse of that rule, or which disregards it alto- 

her. Thus, if we impose a tax of $10 each upon all houses, it must pro- 
nce less revenue than the ad valorem tax in proportion to value, because 
the former tax would fall most heavily thee eee who are least able to 
a , who had 


bear it, and more lightly upon the eT ae of - 
ment; and thereby revenue would diminished. if the tax of $10 
were ed alike on the cabin and the costly ee bring less 
revenue than if the same rate ad valorem. beginning: the apathy, BS the 
the tax upon ms chs catia 1uighi ke TehuceA SURGGUAE GmMNE percent, aud 
the cabin uced toa or say.1 per cen 

seenes valorem to alld and it would yield 

anti ad valorem specifte tax 10 upon all houses, of their 
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value, which is no more unjust or unequal than the same minimum or spe- 

cific duties upon hats, caps, boots, shoes, etc., and like articles of import, 

without regard to their value. The ad valorem duty incorporates itself in- 

separably with the exact value of the article, and collects the tax in exact 

peepee to the value—the form which, of all others, must yield the larg- 
evenue. 


Again, in the same report: 


Pennsylvania, surpassingly rich in coal and iron, and but a year since so 
unanimous for protection; has tried’low duties. Her coal and iron pour 
forth their treasures in increasing abundance; her breadstnffs and pro- 
visions find a better and more abundantmarket: heragricuiture, commerce, 
her manufactures and navigation, her mines, farmers, and merchants and 
seamen, manufacturers and mechanics, and above all, her toiling workmen, 
with enhanced wages, and every pursuit of industry blessed with increased 
prosperity, rise up in favor of the new and more liberal cemmercial policy; 
and her people, by a majority unprecedented, largest in the counties where 
her iron and coal do most abound. recall their former verdict in favor of pro- 
tection, and Pennsylvania becomes the very keystone of the arch of com- 
mercial freedom, which must span the hemisphere we inhabit and unite the 
interests of mankind. 


Also from the report of Hon. James Guthrie, Seeretary of the 
Treasury, December 4, 1854: 


The gees tarif’ has eight schedules, or different rates of duties, as fol- 
lows: The first of 100 per cent, the second of 40 per cent, the third of 30 per 
cent, the fourth of 25 per cent. the fifth of 20 per cent, the sixth of 15 per cent, 
the seventh of 10 per cent, and the eighth of 5 per ceut. The bill prepared 
by the committee of the House of Representatives has five schedules, as fol- 
lows: The first of 100 per cent, the seeond of 2 per cent, the third of 15 per 
cent, the fourth of 10 per cent, and the fifth of 5 per cent. And the bill pre- 
pared at this Department, and which is substantially the one reported by 
the minority of the committee of the House of Representatives, has but two 
rates of duty: The first of 100 per cent, and the second of 25 per-cent, There 
are dificulties in the execution of the present tariff growing out of the re- 
quired classification under the eight schedules; and these diMiculties con- 
tinue to increase by the acts of manufacturers in assimilating one class of 
goods to another, and in ascertaining the material of chief value in the 
fabrics. The difficulties would be reduced under the bill of the committee, 
and would entirely disappear under that proposed by the Department. 

Secretary Guthrie says also in his Report on Finances, De- 
cember 3, 1855: 

In remodeling the tariff act of 1846; I think it would be proper to retain 
Sehedule. A of that act, and constitute another schedule to include iron, 
manufactures of iron, steei, manufactures of steel, sugar, Wines, and all 
fabrics of which silk, wool, cotton, flax,or hemp is acomponent part, whether 
manufactured in whole or in part, and to impose a duty on the same of 25or 
30 per cent. except flannels and.cloths costing less than & per yard, and 
blankets, and to reconstruct the free list so astoincludeall the raw material 
used in our manufactures as proposed in my last report; and to impose on 
all articles notin the above schedules, or in the free list, a duty of not less 
than 15 nor more than 20 per cent. 

Under-a tariff act so construcied there would be little or no difficulty in 
carrying it:into execution in the same way in all the ports, and in proper] 
classing the articles under the scheduies in the same port; nor in the col- 
lecting officers understaniing exactiy what duty was to be levied upon each 
article, nor the importer the amount required to be paid; and would cer- 
tainly take less time at the port of entry, and require fewer officials to exe- 
cute thelaw. The rate of duty under the proposed schedule, and of all other 
articles except Schedule A and the free list, couid be so fixed as to make the 
necessary reduction, and leave the annual revenue to increase or diminish, 
as the imports of duty-paying merchandise should increase or diminish. 


After the passage of the act of 3d of March 1857, the country 
was visited. by a-panic.. Importatious fell off, and the revenues 
were greatly reduced. Hon. Howell Cobb, then Secretary of the 
Treasury, in his report to Congress of December 6, 1808, recom- 
mended an increase of duties on imports, and in his reeommen- 
dation adhered to the principles of the then existing ad valorem 
tariff of 1857. In:that report he says: 


Adhering to the principies of the present tariff act, I would recommend 
such changes as will produce the amount required for the public service. 
In accordance with the suggestion contained in my last annual report, I rec- 
ommend that Schedules C, LD, F, G, ana H be raised respectively to 25, 20, 15, 
10, and S per cent. Isee no good reason for having departed in the act of 1857 
from the system of decimal divisions. The presentsiate of things affordsa 
fit opportunity of correcting the error. 


T also call the attention of the Senator from Iowa to the re- 
port of the present Secretary of the Treasury made to the pres- 
ent: Congress: 

The equal distribution of the burdens of taxation— 


Says Secretary Carlisle— 


depends not alone:upon the rates of duty imposed upon the different arti- 
cles, but largely upon the manner in which the amount of the duty is ascer- 

ined and fixed by the law. The basis of the duty musi be a unit in some 

rm, and thequestion whether it shall be compu'ed upon the weight, quan- 
tity, number, or dimensions of the article, or upon its actual value, is one 
which lies at the very foundation of every proposition to impose taxes, and 
upon its determination depends to a great extent the justice or injustice of 
every revenue measure. 

The imposition of specific or co: rates of duty is so inconsistent 
with the true principles of just taxation that nothing but the plainest neces- 
sity can justify it in any case, unless it be in a few exceptional instances 
where the articles taxed at the same specific rate are so nearly equal in 
value that the danger of unjust discrimination is not greater than it would 
be if an official valuation were required. It is manifestly unjust to compel 
one citizen to pay the same amount of tax ona yard of cloth worth $1 that 
another citizen pays on a yard of cloth worth #5. In suchacase it is evident 
that one has been taxed too much for the support of the Vovernment or the 
other has been taxed too little, and tho lawhas not dealt fairly with them in 
a matter which affects the equality of their rights and duties as citizens. 

A tariff is a tax upon consumption, and the condition of those who are 
com: by poverty of means to purchase and use the coarser and cheaper 

es.of goods ~eseappena center A angen them against unjust discrimina- 
s, even if it does not entitle tosome measure of exemption from 
the exactions of the Government. Taxation ac to value does inu- 
dusticecto no one, unless the rates are too high a’ unequally adjusted 


ir are 
upon articles of the same general character and utility, Itris. distinctly the 
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American system of taxation, and is recognized as just andequitable by 
the people in all the States in their laws for the assessment and collectio1 





of local revenues upon the ad valorem basis. It is not probable thata 
other method would be tolerated in any State of the Union where the tax 
imposed solely for the purpose of raisi.ig revenue with no incidental 





lth or morals 





ulterior object in view affecting the public é 
never have been tolerated in our Medera!l legislation, excepi in rareit 
if the use of the taxing p 1ad been limited to the real purpose f 
it was delegated. As a! sof concealing from the 
proportion which the charge upon his earnings bear 
taxed article, ( ‘ ompound rates have been for m 
geniously emp! < and perpetuate a system wh subor 
the interests of the Gove xactions of private individu 
corporations engaged in } ies and traies 

But the objections ur; t the ad valorem system of tariff tax 
are not generally roposition that it lacks t 
justice or equality, bu mn the grounds tha 

str in 


i nduceme 


ministration, and thatit fi ‘ ts f 

of frauds and perjuries in ord ecure false valuations of imported ¢ 
While there is some force in this 1tention, lam not able to see how 
equal taxation can be justitied upon the ground that the burdens upon 
yeopie Ought to be increased in order that the labors of public oici I 
be diminished, or that the honest citizen should be punished inorder to } 
vent the dishonest one from attempting to violate the aw. But the di 
culties of administration have always been greatly exaggerated, and so far 
as they really existed in former times, have now been much diminished by 
our increased facilities {« ertaining market values in other countri 
and by the improved orga ition of our customs service. The markets of | 
the world have been brought so near to each other by the use of steam and 
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electricity that, as to all staple articles especially, it is not now much more 
difficult to find their cost or value abroad than at home: andif under these 
circumstances it shall be demonstrated that official intelligence and integ- 


safely relied upon for an honest collection of the revennes 
ing system of indirect taxation, it will become necessary to 


yd can not be devised to raise moneys for 






rity can not be 
under the exist 
consider whether some ot! 
the support of the Govern 

So far as the inducemen 
jections. the slightest ex 
much greater under th 
most prominent features of our existing legislation, than they could possi- 
bly be under a purely ad valorem arrangement of duties. The tariff law 
now in force imposes compound rates of duty upon a great many impor- 
t irticles in common use among the people, aud which are largely im- 
ported from abroad, and in every such case a tempting premium is offered 
for fraudulent undervaluations by the importer or consignee. For instance, 
on woolen or worsted cleths, shawls and certain other manufactures of 
wool, worsted or hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other animals, valued 
at more than 30 cents, and not more than 40 cents per pound, the tax per 
pound isthree and a half times the duty imposed upon & pound of unwashed 
wool of the first class (38} cents), and in addition 40 per cent ad valorem; 
but if the goods are valued at more than 4@ cents per pound the tax is four 
(imes the duty imposed upon a pound of unwashed wool of the first class 
44 cents) and 50 per cent ad valorem. 

Upon an inrpertation of 100,090 pounds of such goods under this law, an 
undervaluation to the extent of one-half of 1 cent per pound, so as to reduce 
the appraisement below 40 cents a pound, wouldresultin a clear gain to the 
importer and a loss to the revenue of 39,725, whereas if the compound rate 
imposed upon the tirst classification mentioned, exorbitant as it is, had been 
made purely ad valorem and applied to all the goodsof like character and 
description, such undervaluation would have resulted in a gain to the im- 
porter and a loss to the revenue of only 685, being a difference of 90,040, or 
more than 22 per cent upon the whole cost of the importation. 

Thisis only one provision out of agreat number in the present law under | 
which substantially the same result can be accomplished by a very small 
undervaluation of imported goods: and it would seem difficult to devisea 
6 better calculated’ teencourage frauds upon the revenue and make 
their prevention or detection next to impossible. 


Mr. Secretary Walker was during the late war the financial 
agent of the Government of the United States, and inan open 
letter written by him November 30, 1867, and addressed to the 
people of the United States, he says: 


But there was another reason why the tariff of 1846 so scon tripled our rev 
enue, and that. was the mode of collecting the duties. The tables annexed 
to the Treasury reports of 1846-47 will show, cven under the tariff of 1842, that 
the ad valorem duties produced 20 per cent more that the specific duties 
And how can it be-otherwise in the absence of fraud? It may aswell be said 
that a direct tax of 1 cent an acre onal! lands or % onall houses will pro 
duce as large @ revenue as atax in proportion totheirvalue. In all cases 
of direct or indirect taxation, the tax, in proportion to value, incorporates 
itself proportionately with the price, and must necessarily increase the rey- 
enue. 

And now astefrauds. When there are but five or six duties, as under the | 
tariff of 1846, and hundreds of different duties under the specific system, it | 
is much easier to perpetrate frauds by changing names and classification of | 
articles than by reducing their values. That there were comparatively no 
frauds under the tariff of 1816 is proved by the immense augmentation of | 
revenue, but still more by the favorable balance of our foreign trade, as | 





‘rr met 
ent. 
to commit frauds and perjuries constitute ob- 
ination of the subject will show that they are 
system of compound rates, which is one of the | 
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compared with previous systems. is, With imports under the tariff of | 
1846 valued at the custom-house at 3250.000,000, if there had been an under 
valuation of only 10 per cent, as compared with real values and consequent 
sales here, it would have turned the balance agaiust the country from that | 
cause alone $35,000,000 in gold a year. There is another insuperable objec. | 
tion to the specific system, viz, that it unnecessarily and invariably t | 
labor vastly more than capital, and the poor in a much gré¢ r propor | 
than the rich upon the goods consumed. Under the system of specifi 
ties of so much per pound or yard or gallon, etc., the specific duty is the | 
same. 

The rich, who purchase the costly article bearing only the same specific 
duty, pay, in proportion to valine, less than one-half what is paid by the 
poor, who purchase a cheaper and less costly article. If we take all the 
costly articles purchased by the rich bearing, under the present tariff, the 
same specific duty as the inferior article bought by the poor, we will find 
the difference against them exceeds $20,000,000 a year. Such is the immense 
additional tax exacted from labor under the system of specific duties. | 
know how fashionable it was to denounce the entire ad valorem system of 
1846 asa novelty, but the experiment was comparatively successful, and the 
reason why it was a novelty was that Europe is ruled by kings and oligar 
chies, that the laws are-made by the wealthy few, and so framed as to exact 
the largest-duty from labor and the least from capital. Switzerland, a re 
public, is with us on this question. 

But the tariff of 1846, although it remained much longer in operation than 
any other tariff and produced much more beneficial results, was suscep- 
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tible of great improvemenis, especially in its application tot 
dition of our country 
[ ask my friends who constructed the existing law, if the - 
cifie tax is sufficient for the coll ion of the re nues of t 
Government, why did they resort to the ad valorem duty 
through the woolen schedules? The value duty is in almost 
its provisions. It is,on yarns, cloths, blankets, hats, 1 
dve roods, and clothing of every kind. On goods va 
not exeeeding 30 cents per p i tl ty is one rate, valu 
not we than 40 cents another rate is p ‘ib nd th 
cl eations run through the schedule 
y is it, if your specific system is sufficient to raise the 
mi , that you have resorted to the ad valorem 
cr] there is a more portant question than 
impossible. as my f: the ap c t 
ascel tain the true value >a » reach the co t 
can they obtain the true value to make these classilications: l 
they run all through your schedules. You have go to 
i flicient ence what is the fo : 
v« < tlons ind \ you t d 
Lth eisn 4 t 
ivence and ri » 1 i i \ 
ministration of that law. 
Mr. President, J want to call attention a little more pointed 
| to the fact of the injustice of the specific system. Take tl 
ton schedule, and you will find that the highest duties are 
the lowest priced and the cheapest goods, und the lowest d 
are upon the hichest priced goods. [want to knowif myfrien 


ystem, and must neé 
s0; and mathematics, they tell us, is ) 
say that a certain kind of goods.shall pay by the yard or by t 
‘r specific designation, 25 cents 
or 49 cents or 50 cents, you place that tax upon the highest priced 


article. Then the next under that goes up, and the next 





indorse that principle of imposing taxation; and it runs 
il i 












goesup. The tax goes up as the value of the thing goes dow 
and the tax goes up because the value goes down. Itisalogi 
result and it can not be otherwise. 

Therefore, you must coatend for the un-American proposition 
to tax the great body of our people upon a confessed pr 


thatthe richest people in the country must pay the lowest 
of t :xation and the poorest people in the country must p 


highest taxation. You can not escape it, and I am very 


| that my friend has so frankly indorsed that as a correct prit 

| ple of taxation. 

| Mr. President, I do not care to go further into this question 
this evening, as my frierd from Florida want; to havean ex 

| tive session. I suppose we shallhave some considerable de} 

| on all these questions as we go along, and we will dropa y 


bere and a word there on each side of the Chamber. So I w 
yield the floor, after hearing what my friend from Khode Island 
wants to say. 

Mr. ALDRICH. As the Senator from Texas is swift ir 
championcy of this measure, and as he was a member of th 
somewhat celebrated subcommittee which prepared the bill, at 
least in its earliest stages, and has had a great deal to do wi 
its production here in the Senate, I desire to ask him, if he is 
strenuous in his opposition to specific rates, how it is and by 


| what influences all, or nearly all, the great articles of prime 


cessity that are used in this: country (the only exception I kno 
of being woolen cloths: are assessed by this measure with s 
cific duties? I should like to have him tell the Senate and 


| country frankly why it is, for instance, that sugar has a spec 
} 


duty in this bill, why window glass has specitic ties in tl 
bill, why lumber, lead, tin plate, iron ore, rice, and all the e { 
necessaries of life 

Mr. MILLS. <And cotton goods. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And cotton cloths are assessed by the bill 
by a mode and manner which he says is un-Democratic? Vho 


| are the men, I should like to have him tell me, who are resp 


sible for these duties, and how does it happen that a measure is 
brought here and has his advocacy which contains such a 
American and un-Democratic method of assessing duties: 





Mr. MILLS. Iwill answer my friend with rreat deal of 
pleasore, as I expect to answer with a great deal of p i 
+ number of questions of that sort, and I will answer! rain 


one Yankee will answer another. 

\ few years ago there was a tremendousagitation in the State 
of lowafor protection of hides, for a duty of L5 per cent on hides; 
ind they even quoted me all over the State of Iowa as havir 
gone back on my free trade views on account of the faet th 
Texss produced a great many hides. The campaign, as m 
friend knows, was run over Iowa for a duty of 15 per cent on 
hides. When the question came up here the Iowa people strug- 
gied as though it wasa case of life and death to have incorpo- 
rated in the McKinley law a tax of 15 per cent on hides, and the 
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committee at one time reported 15 per cent on hides. Now, tell 
me how it got out of that bill. I will tell youhow. The New 
England people said to the committeeand the party, ‘* You shall 
not doit.” Thatis all there wasaboutit. They said, ‘You shall 
not passany such bill here;” and the Iowa people had to submit | 
and take in all of their campaign thunder on the subject of pro- | 
tection tohides. That is what is the matter with these items. | 

Now, we will come right down to brass tacks about this thing. 
You come tothe confessional, and I will come to the confessional. | 
You had gentlemen in your party who would not permit you to 
do that and vote with you to pass your bill. Now, as honest | 
men, we have to admit those things. We can not pass our bill | 
unless we make concessions. 

I siy again, what I said a while ago, the bill does not suit me. 
I am between the devil and the deep sea; and when a question | 
is presented to me whether I shall go to the devil and sustain 
the McKinley law or go to sea, I am going to sea with the hope 
that some fair wind or tide will bring me ashoreagain. [Laugh- 
ter.]| I am going to vote for the bill, and I am going to vote for | 
it [do not care what changes are made, so you do not make itas | 
bad as the McKinley law. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. CALL. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After one hour and twenty- 
two minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, 
and (at 6 o'clock and 10 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until 
to-morrow, Thursday, April 5, 1894, at 12 oclock m. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate April 4, 1894. 
JUDGES OF PROBATE. 


Samuel Francis, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate in 
the county of Morgan,in the Territory of Utah, vice Lars P. 
Edho!m, whose term expired March 14, 1894, 

KE. G. Da Freize, of Utsh Territory, te be judge of probate, in 
the county of Uintah, in the Territory of Utah, vice Isaac Bur- 
ton, whose term expired March 14, 1894. 

Joshua Greenwood, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate, 
in the county of Midland,in the Territory of Dtah, vice George 
C, Veile, whose term expired March 14, 1894. 

Henry L. Steed, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate, in 
the county of Boxelder, in the Territory of Utah, vice Edward 
B. Kirk, whose term expires April 4, 1894. 

POSTMASTERS. 


George S. Haines, to be postmaster at Savannah, in the county 
of Chatham and State of Georgia, in the place of Joseph F. 
Doyle, removed. 

. W. F. Lowrey, to be postmaster at Dawson, in the county 
of Terrell and State of Georgia, in the place of Jacob M. Alex- 
ander, whose commission expires April 16, 1894. - 

Dennis S. Sheppard. to be pos master at Washington, in the 
county of Tazewell and State of Illinois, in the place of Samuel 
C. Zinser, whose commission expires April 19, 1894. 

Harry D. Caskey, to be postmaster at Austin, in the count 
of Potter and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of William T. 
Lewis, removed. 

David F. Fortney, to be postmaster at Belle’onte, in the county 
of Center and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of James A. 
Fiedler, whose commission expired January 21, 1891. 

Samuel M. Totten, to be postmaster at Vermillion, in the 
county of Clay and State of South Dakota, in the place of Silas 
W. Kidder, whose commission expired December 20, 1893. 

Isaac Ardis, to bo postmaster at Greenville, in the county of 
Hunt and State of Texas, in the place of Henry Wagner, whose 
commission expired February 28, 1894. 

Thomas H. Haynie, to be postmaster at Lampasas, in the 
county of Lampasas and Stite of Texas, in the place of Wilber 
H. Webber, whose commission expires April 16, 1894, 

C. C,. Carlin, to be postmas‘er at Alexandria, in the county of 
Alexandria ani State of Virrinia, in the place of Park Agnew, 
whose commission expired M irch 12, 18%. 

Drummond G Craig, to be postmaster at Fort Atkinson, in 
the county of Jefferson and State of Wisconsin, in the place of 
Matthew H. Taylor, whose commission expires April 19, 1894. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Reecutive nomination confirmed by the Senate March 29, 1894. 
POSTMASTER. 


W. F. Daley, to be postmaster at Du Bois, in the county of 


Clearfield and State of Pennsylvania. 
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APRIL 4, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


The House met at 120’clock m. 


E. B. BaaBy. 


WEDNESDAY, April 4, 1894. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read. 


The SPEAKER. 


proved. 
Mr. LACEY. 


Mr. SPRINGER. 


I object. 


on that I demand the previous question. 
The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 


67, noes 0. 
Mr. LACEY. 


Mr. SPRINGER, 


No quorum. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Tne question was taken; and there were—yeas 168, nays 0, not 
voting 184; as follows: 


Alderson, 
Alexander, 
Allen, 
Arnold, 
Bailey, 
Baker, Kans. 
Baldwin, 
Bankhead, 
Bartlett, 
Barwig, 
Bell, Colo. 
Bell, Tex. 
Berry, 
Black, Ga. 
Biand, 
Boatner, 
Branch, 
Breckinridge, Ark. 
Bretz, 
Brickner, 
Brookshire, 
Brown, 
Bryan, 
Bynum, 
Cabaniss, 
Cadmus, 
Caniimetti, 
Campbell, 
Cannon, Cal. 
Capehart, 
Caruth, 
Catchings, 
Causey, 
Clancy, 
Clark, Mo. 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cobb, Mo. 
Cockran, 
Cockrell, 
Coffeen, 
Conn, | 


Abbott, 
Adams, Ky. 
Adams, Pa. 
Aitken, 
Aldrich, 


Barnes, 
Bartholdt, 
Belden, 
Beltzhoover, 
Bingham, 
a In. 


Boen, 
Boutelle, 
Bower, N. C. 
Bowers, Cal. 





YEAS—168. 
Coombs, Ikirt, 
Cooper, Fla. Jones, 
Cooper, Tex. Kem. 
Cornish, Kilgore, 
Covert, Kribbs, 
Cox, Kyle, 
Culberson, Lane, 
Cummings, Latimer, 
Davey, Lawson, 
Davis, Layton, 
De Armond, Lester, 
De Forest, Livingston, 
Dinsmore, Lock wood, 
Dockery, Lynch, 
Dunphy, Mallory, 
Durborow, Martin, Ind. 
Edmuads, McAleer, 
English, McCreary, Ky. 
Epes, McDannold, 
Erdman, McDearmon, 
Everett, McEttrick, 
Fielder, McGann, 
Geary, McKaig, 
Geissenhainer, McLaurin, 
Goldzier, McNagny, 
Grady, McRae, 
Gresham, Meredith, 
Haines, Meyer, 
Hall, Minn. Mouey, 
Hall, Mo. Montgomery, 
Hammond, Morgan, 
Hare, Moses, 
Harris, Mutchler, 
Hatch, Neill, 
Henderson, N.C. O'Neil, Mass. 
Hendrix, O'Neill, Mo. 
Hines, Outhwaite, 
Holman, Paschal, 
Hooker, Miss. Patterson, 
Hudson, Paynter. 
Hunter, Pendleton, Tex. 
Hutcheson, Pendleton, W. Va. 
NAYS—0. 

NOT VOTING—184. 
Daniels, Hilborn, 
Denson, Hitt, 
Dingley, Hooker, N. Y. 
Dolliver, Hopkins, Il. 
Donovan, Hopkins, Pa. 
Doolittie, Houk, 
Draper, Hulick, 
Dunn, Hull, 
Ellis, Ky. Johnson, Ina. 
Ellis. Oregon Johnson, N. Dak. 
Enloe, Johnson, Ohio 
Fithian, Kiefer, 
Fietcher, Lacey, 
Forman, Lapham, 
Funk, Lefever, 
Funston, Linton, 
Fyan, Lisle, 
Gardner, Loud, 
Gear, Loudenslager, 
Gilkt, N. Y. Lucas, 
Gillett, Mass. Maddox, 
Goodnight, Magner, 
Gorman, Maguire, 
Graham, Mahon, 
Griffin, Marsh, 
Grosvenor, Marshall, 
Grout, Marvin, N. ¥ 
Grow, McCall, 
Hager, McCleary, Minn. 
Hainer, McCulloch, 
Harmer, McDowell, 
Harter, McKeighan, 
Hartman, MeMillin, 
Haugen, Meiklejohn, 
Hayes, Mercer, 
Heard, Milliken, 
Heiner, Moon, 
Henderson, Ill. Morse, 
Henderson, Iowa Murray, 
Hepburn, Newlands, 
He Northway, 
Hicks, Oates, 


Without objection, the Journal will be ap- 


I move that the Journal be approved, and 


{ demand the yeas and nays. 


Pigott, 
Rayner, 
Reilly, 
Richards, Ohio 
Richardson, Tenn. 
Ritchie. 
Robbins, 
Robertson, La. 
Russell, Ga. 
Sayers, 
Schermerhorn, 
Shell, 

Sibley, 
Snodgrass, 
Springer, 
Stallings, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Strait, 
Siraus, 
Swanson, 
Talbert, S. C. 
Talbott, Md. 
Tate, 

Taylor, Ind. 
Terry, 
Tracey, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, Va. 
Turpin, 

y ler, 
Warner, 
Washington, 
Wells, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Whiting, 
Wiiliams, Ill. 
Williams, Miss. 
Wise, 
Wolverton, 
Woodard. 


Page, 
Payne, 
Pearson, 
Pence, 
Perkins, 
Phillips. 
Pickler, 
Post. 
Powers, 
Price, 
Quigg, 
Randall, 
Ray, 
Reed, 
Rey burn, 
Richardson, Mich. 
Robinson, Pa. 
Rusk, 
Russell, Conn. 
Ryan, 
Scranton, 
Settle, 
Shaw, 
Sherman, 
—— 
mpson, 
Sipe, 
Smith, 
Somers, 
Sperry, 
Stephenson, 
Stevens, 
Stone. C. W. 
Stone, W. A. 
Storer, 
Strong, 
Sweet, 
Tarsney, 


Tayloe ire 
or, nn 
Thomas, 
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Van Voorhis, N.Y. Wanger, 
Van Voorhis, Ohio Waugh. 
Wadsworth, Weadock, 
Walker, Wever, 


Wheeler, Il. 
W hite, 
Wilson, Ohio 
Wilson, Wash. 


Wilson, W.Va 
Woomer. 
Wright, Mass. 
Wright, Pa 
No quorum voting. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia with Mr. DALZELL. 

Mr. WEADOCK with Mr. HOOKER of New York. 


Mr. MCKEIGHAN with Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. LISLE with Mr. HOUK. 

Mr. BRATTAN with Mr. ADAMs of Kentucky. 
Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. CALDWELL. 

Mr. Coss of Alabima with Mr. MCCALL. 
Mr. PAGE with Mr. MORSE, except on silver. 
Mr. HEARP with Mr. TAYLOROf Tennessee. 
Mr. MADDOX with Mr. GRouT. 

Mr. FORMAN with Mr. LUCAS. 

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky with Mr. HAUGEN. 


Mr. BARNES with Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. 

Mr. GRAHAM with Mr. STRONG. 

Mr. COMPTON with Mr. LEFEVER. 

Mr. BLACK of Illizois with Mr. ALDRICH. 

Mr. SItCKLES with Mr. WADSWORTH. 

Mr. MCALEER with Mr. HOPKINS of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. VAN VoorRHis of Ohio with Mr. PEARSON. 

For this day: 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. FITHIAN with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. FYAN with Mr. LINTON. 

Mr. SOMERS with Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER with Mr. GILLET of New York. 

Mr. ABBOTT with Mr. VAN Vooruis of New York. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote on this question. 

The SPEAKER. Wasthegentleman in the Hallof the House 
and failed :o hear his name? 

Mr. OATES. I was in the Hall of the House during the roll 
call up to the time it was interrupted by the message from the 
Senate, and just stepped inside the door of the cloak room when 
my name was called. I heard my name, but could not answer 
on thee ll. 

The SPEAKER. 
knows the rule. 

Mr. OATES. 
consider it. 

Mr. REED. Does the gentleman from Alabama say that he 
was in the Hall of the House? 

Mr. OATES. I stated that I was in the Hall up to the time 


+ 


The gentleman from Alabama, of course, 


I think I wasin the Hall of the House. I so 


the message from the Senate interrupted the roll call. While 
that was being delivered I stepped into the cloak room. Imme- 


diately afterwards my name was called. 
consider that [I was in the Hall of the House. 
position I was in I could not answer. 

The SPEAKER. 
brings himself within the rule. 

Mr. OATES. I donot think the gentleman from Maine stands 
in the position to object to my voting, because I remember dis- 
tinctly that he counted me on one occasion when I was in the 
cloak room. 

Mr. REED. 


prone place. 


But from the 


I think the gentleman from Alabama was in the 
I am not objecting to his voting atall. I think 


e hd the right to answer on the call from where he was. I | 


only complain that he did not answer. 

Mr. OATES. I think I was in the Hall of the House at the 
time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think the gentleman 
comes within the spirit of the rule. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, [ am paired with the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, Mr. MCCALL, but voted under 
an understanding with him to make a quorum. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I ask thatmy colleague, Mr. 
excused from attendance on account of illness. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BURROWS. [ amrequested by my colleague, Mr. GRIF- 
FIN, to ask that he be excused to-day on account of sickness. 

There was no objection. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the House do now adjourn, and 
ask the House to vote the motion down. 

Mr. REED. I trust the gentleman from Illinois will not de- 
bate the question. 

_ The question was taken, and the House proceeded to divide 
on the demand of Mr. LACEY. 

Mr. SPRINGER. lLask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


ABBOTT, be 


The Chair thinks the gentleman hardly | 


ec NC CC ECE 


I heardit called, and I | 
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The question was taken; and there were 


voting 167; as follows: 


Alderson, 
Alexander, 
Allen, 

Arnold, 

Balley, 

Baker, Kans. 
baidwin, 
Bankhead, 
Bartlett, 
Barwig, 

Beil, Colo, 

Bell, Tex. 

Berry, 
Biack.Ga 
Bland, 

Boatner, 

Boen, 

Branch, 
Breckinridge, Ark 
Bretz, 

Brickner, 
Brookshire, 
Brown, 

Bryan, 

Bynum, 
Cabaniss, 
Cadmus. 
Caminetti, 
Campbell, 
Cannon, Cal. 
Capehart, 
Caruth. 
Catchings, 
Causey, 

Clancy 

Clark, Mo. 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cobb, Ala. 

Cobb, Mo. 
Cockrell, 
Coffeen 
Cont 
Coombs, 
Cooper, Fla, 
Cooper, Ind. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cornish, 
Abbott, 
Adams, Ky. 
Adams, Pa. 
Aitken, 
Aldrich, 
Apsley, 
Avery. 
Babcock, 
Baker, N. H. 
Barnes. 
Bartholdt, 
Belden. 


| Beltzhoover, 
| Bingham, 


pene 


Black, Ll. 
Blair, 
Boutelle, 
Bower, N.C. 
Bowers, Cal. 
Brattan, 
Breckinriage, Ky. 
Broderick, 
Bross, 
Bundy. 
Bunn, 
Burnes, 
Burrows, 


| Caldwell, 


Cannon. Ol. 
Chickering, 
Childs, 
Cockran, 
Cogswell, 
Compton, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cousins, 
Crain, 
Curtis, Kans. 
Curtis, N. Y. 
Dalzell, 
Daniels, 
Denson, 


YEAS 0 
NAYS.--185 
Covert, Kem, 


Cox, 
Crawford, 
Culberson, 
Cummings, 
Davey, 
Davis. 

De Armond, 
De Forest 
Dinsmore, 
Dockery, 
Donovan, 
Dunphy, 
Durborow, 
Edmunds, 
English, 
En!loe 
Epes, 
Erdman, 
Everett, 
Fielder, 
Forman, 
Geary, 
Geissenhainer, 
Goldzier, 
Gorman, 
Grady. 
Gresham, 
Haines, 
Hali, Minn. 
Hall, Mo. 
Hammond, 
Hare 
Harris, 
Harter, 
Hatch, 
Hayes, 
Henderson, N.C 
Hendrix, 
Hines. 
Holman, 
Hooker, Miss. 
Hudson, 
hunter, 
Hutcheson, 
Ikivt 
Jones, 


NOT VOTING 


Dingley, 
Dolliver, 
Doolittle, 
Draper, 
Dunn, 

Ellis, Ky. 
Ellis, Oregon 
Fithian, 
Fletcher, 
Funk, 
Funston, 
Fyan, 
Gardner, 
Gear, 

Gillet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goodnight, 
Graham, 
Grifin, 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 
Grow, 
Hager, 
Hainer, 
Harmer, 
Hartman, 
Haugen, 
Heard. 
Heiner, 
Henderson, Ll. 
Henderson, Iowa 
Hepburn, 
Hermann, 
Hicks, 
Hilborn, 
Hitt. 
Hooker, N. Y. 
Hopkins, DL 
Hopkins, Pa. 
Houk, 
Hulick, 

Huil, 


Kilgore 
Kribbs, 

K vie, 

Lane, 
Latimer, 
Lawson, 
Layton, 
Letever, 
Lester, 
Livingston, 
Lockwood, 
Lynch, 
Macuire, 
Matlory 
arshall, 
srtin, Ind 
eCreary, Ky 
eCulloch 
‘Dannold, 
McDearmon, 
Kttrick, 
MeGann, 
McKaig 
McLaurin, 
MeMiliin 
McNagny, 
McRae, 
Meredith, 
Meyer, 
Money, 
Montgomery 
Morgan, 
Moses, 
Mutchler, 
Neill, 

Oates, 
O'Neil, Mass 
O'Neill. Mo 
Outhwaite, 
Paschal, 
Patterson, 
Paynter, 
Pendleton, Tex 
Pendleton, W.Va 
Pigott, 
Price 

167. 
Johnson, Ind 
Johnson, N. Dak 
Johnson, Ohio 
Kiefer, 
Lacey, 
Lapham, 
Linton, 
Lisle, 

Loud, 
Loudenslager, 
Lucas, 
Maddox, 
Magner, 
Mahon, 
Marsh, 
Marvin, N. Y. 
McAleer, 
McCall, 
McCieary, Minn. 
McDowell, 
McKeighan, 
Meiklejohn, 
Mercer, 
Milliken, 
Moon, 
Morse, 
Murray, 
Newlands, 
Nor: hway, 
Page, 
Payne, 
Pearson, 
Pence, 
Perkins, 
Phillips, 
Pickler, 
Post. 
Powers, 
Quigg, 
Kandall, 
Ray. 

Reed, 


So the motion to adjourn was rejected. 


The result of 


corded. 


Mr SPRINGER. 


the 


vote was then 


announced 


3453 


yeas 0, nays 185, not 
Rayner 
Reilly, 
Richards, Onto 
Richardson, Mich 
Richardson, Tenn 
Ritchie 
R ns 
Robertson, La 
Russell, Ga 
Ryan, 
Savers 
Schermerh 
Sibley 
Sickles 
Snodgra 
-Sperry, 
Springer 
Stallin 
Stock a 
Stone, Ky 
Strait 
Straus 
Swanson 
Talbert, S. ¢ 
Talbott, Ma 
Tate 
Taylor. Ind 
Terry 
Tracey, 
rucker 
Turner, Ga 
‘Turner, Va 
Turpin 
Tyler. 
Warner 
Washing ion 
Wells 
W heeler, Ala. 
Whiting 
Williams, Ill 
Williams, Miss 
Wise 


Wolverton 
Woodard 


Reyburn 
Robinson 
Rusk 
Russell, Conn. 
Scranton 
Settle, 

Shaw 

Shell, 
Sherman 
Silinpson 

Sipe 

Smith, 

Somers 
Stephenson, 
Stevens. 
Stone, ¢ W 
Stone, W. A. 
Storer. 
Strong 

Sweet, 
Tarsney, 
Tawney. 
Taylor, Tenn 
Thomas 

U pdegraff 
Van Voorhis, N.Y. 
Van Voorhis,Ohio 
Wadsworth 
Walker 
Wanger 
Waugh, 
Weadock, 
Wever. 
Wheeler, Iii 
White, 
Wilson, Ohio 
Wilson, Wash 
Wilson. W. Va 
W oomer 
Wright, Mass. 
Wright, Pa. 


Pa 


as above 


"@- 


Mr. Speaker, what is the question now be- 


fore the House? 

The SPEAKER. The Journal was read, and the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] moved the previous question upon 
the approval of the Journal. The vote was taken upon order- 
ing the previous question, and, no quorum appeared, whereupon 
a motion to adjourn was made. 

Mr. SPRINGER. A quorum having appeared, Mr. Speaker, I 
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make the point that nointervening motion can prevent proceed- 
ing with the election cxse. 

Mr. BURROWS. The election case has not been called up.’ 

Mr. SPRINGER. It comesover under the rule. It is theor- 
der from day to day, without being called up. 

Mr. BURROWS. That is absurd. 

Mr. REED. We are in the midst of adivision. 
vided once. It is too late to make tht.point. 

Mr. BROWN. Has the Journal been approved? 

The SPEAKER. It has not. , 

Mr. BROWN. I make the point of order that the special 
order should be proceeded with notwithstanding the Journal 
has not been approved, and I call up the contested-clection case. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from:Indiana |[Mr. Brown] 
calls up the pending contested-election case. 

Mr. REED, But, Mr. Speaker, we are dividing on a proposi- 
tion for the previous question on a motion to approve the 
Journal, 

The SPEAKER. 


We have di- 


We are not dividing, 
Mr. REED. We have taken one vote on it, and discovered no 
quorum. Wehave moved toadjourn, and discovered a quorum, 
and it seems very plain sailing that we should go on now to re- 
new the vote to ascertain what the House will determine on the 
question which is before it, and on which it has divided or tried 
to divide, and is now trying to divide. 
Mr. BROWN. I take it, Mr. Speaker, that if it is. insisted 
upon the special order must be executed, no matter whether the 
Journal has.been approved or not. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair has no doubt at all that under 
the terms of the special order the gentleman might call up the 
contested-election case at any time before the reading of the 
Journal,. Thespecial o der continues from day to day, and no 
motion can intervene to prevent the consideration of the case. 
That was the object and’ purpose of framing the order, so that 
gentlemen who desired. by any sort of motion to delay legisla- 
tion would be prevented from having an opportunity to do it; 
and while the Chair thinks that of course the House must a 
prove the Journal,.yet the Chair decides that if the election 
case is called up the Hovse must first vote upon that election 
caso,and that other motionscan not intervene so as to prevent 
the House from voting upon that question. 
Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker; I simply desire to call the atten- 
tion of the Chair, before the matter is closed, as to the sugges- 
tion of gent’emen making motions for the purposes of delay, that 
for my part I de not think that ought to be charged upon the 
gentleman from [illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], whose motion we are 
now passing upon, end Ido not think that he intended it for 
delay; but perhaps the Speaker does not regard the question of 
intention at all, but simply takes-the result of the action of the 
gentleman from Illinois. 
Mr. SPRINGER. 
gies to make. 
The SPEAKER. 
lution. 
Mr. LACSY. Lappeal from the ruling of the Chair. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair declines toentertain the appeal. 
The Clerk will report the substitute resolution: 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resoteed, That Warren B: a Was not legally elected to a seat in the 
Fifty-thira Congress from the Third Congressional distriet of California, and 
is netentitieli to aseat in this House, 


The SPEAKER. The yeasand nays were ordered upon this 
resolution: As many as_ favor agrecing to thesubstitute reso- 
lution just read will, when their names are called, say aye, those 
opposed na. : 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 12, nays 167, not 
voting 174; as. follows: 


The gentleman from Illinois has no apolo- 


The Clerk will report the substitute reso- 


YEAS—12. 
Barilett, Coombs, Harris, McLaurin, 
Bel), Cole. Crawford, Hudson, Fan, 
Breckinridgwe,Ark Hall. Minn. Kem, Shell 
NAYS—167. 
Alderson, Bryan, Coffeen, Edmunds, 
Alexander, Bynum, Conn, pagiish, 
Allen, Caban Cooper, Fia. 
Arnold, Cadmus, Cooper, Epes, 
Bai ey, Caminetti, Cooper, Tex. Erdman, 
Baldwin, Campbell, Cornish, Fielder, 
Bankhead, Cannan, Cal. Covert, Forman, 
Barwig, Ca Cox, Geary. 
Bell, Tex. Caruth, Culberson, Geissenhainer, 
Misckica Ga ekrmesd, Gorman 
Ga sey, 
Bianad, Slancy, De Forest, Grady, 
Boatner, Clark, Mo. Dinsmore, Haines, 
Branch, Dockery;. Hail, Mo. 
Brets, Cobb, Ala. Donevan, — 
Brickner, Cobb. Mo. —. 
Brookshire, ; Harter. 
Brown, Cockrell, Durborow, Hatch, 


Hayes,. 
Henderson, N. C. 
Hendrix, 
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Martin, Ind. 
McCreary, Ky. 
McCulloch, 


Paynter, 
Pendleton, Tex. 
Pendleton, W. Va. 
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Swanson, 
Talbert, S.C. 
Talbott, Md. 


Hines, Mc Dannold, Pigott, ‘ate, 1 
Holman, Mc Dearmon, Price, Taylor, Ind. a 
Hooker, Miss. McEttrick, Reilly, Terry, 4 
Hunter, McGann, Richards, Ohio Tracey, . 
Hutcheson, McKaig, Richardson, Mich. Tucker, re 
Ikirt, MeMillin, Richardson, Tenn. Turner, Ga. i 
Jones, McNagny, Ritchie, Turner, Va. ' : 
Kilgore, McRae, Robbins, Turpin, 
Kribbs, Meredith, Robertson, La. Tyler, 
Kyle, Money, Russell, Ga. Warner, 
Lane, Montgomery, Sayers. Washington, 
Latimer, Morgan, Schermerhorn, Wells, 
Lawson, Moses. Sibley, Wheeler, Ala. 
Layton Mutchler, Sickles, Whiting, 
Lester, Neill, Snodgrass, Williams, Tl. 
Livingston, Oates, Springer, Williams, Miss. } 
Lockwood, O'Neil, Mass. Stallings, Wise, > 
Lynch, O’ Neill, Mo. Stockdale, Wolverton, bd 
Maruire, Outhwaite, Stone, Ky. Woodard, s 
Mallory, Paschal, Strait, The Speaker. 
Marshall. Patterson, Straus, 
NOT VOTING —174. 
Abbott, Denson, Johnson, Ind. Reed, 
Adams, Ky. Dingley, Johnson, N. Dak. Reyburn, 
Adams, Pa. Dolliver, Johnson, Ohio Robinson, Pa. 
Aitken, Doolittle, Kiefer, Rusk, 
Aldrich, Draper, Lacey, Russell, Conn. 
Apsley, Ellis, Ky. Lapham, Scranton, 
Avery, Ellis. Oregon Lefever, Settle, 
Babcuck, Everett, Linton, Shaw, 
Baker, Kans. Fithian, Lisle, Sherman, 
Baker, N. H. Fletcher, Loud, Simpson, 
Barnes, Punk, Loudenslager, Sipe. 
Bartholdt, Funston, Lucas, Smith, 
Belden, Fyan, Maddox, Somers. 
Beltzhoover, Gardner, Magner, Sperry, 
Biagham, Gear, Mahon, Stephenson, 
Black, Ill. Gillet; Nv Y. Marsh, Stevens. 
Blair, Gillett, Mass. Marvin, N. Y. Stone, C. W. 
Boen, Goodnight, McAleer, Stone, W. A. 
Boutelle. Graham, McCall. Storer, 
Bower. N. C. Gresham, McCleary; Minn. Strong, 
Bowers, Cal. Griffin, McDowell, Sweet, 
Brattan, Grosvenor, McKeighan, Tarsney, 
Breckinridge, Ky Grout, Meiklejchn, Tawney. 
Broderick, Grow, Mercer, Taylor, Tenn. 
Brosius, Hager, Meyer, Thomas, 
Bundy, Hainer, Milliken, Updegraf, 
Bunn, Harmer, Moon, Van Voorhis, N.Y. 
Burnes, Hartman, Morse. Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Burrows, Haugen, Murray, Wadsworth, 
Caldwell, Heard, Newlands, Walker, 
Cannon, [IL Heiner, Northway, Wanger, 
Chickering, Henderson, Lil. Page, Waugh. 
Childs, Henderson, Iowa Payne Weadock, 
Cogswell, Hepburn, Pearson, Wever, 
Compton, Hermann, Pence, Wheeier, Il. 
Cooper, Wis. Hicks, Perkins, White, 
Cousins, Hilborn, Phiilips, Wilson, Ohio 
Crain, Hitt, Pickler, Wilson, Wash. 
Curtis, Kans. Hooker, NY. Post. Wilson, W. Va. 
Curtis, N. Y. Hopkins, IU. Powers, Woomer. 
Daizol}. Hopkins, Pa Mice. Wright. Mass. 
Daniets. Houk. Randall, Wright, Pa. 
Davey, Hutick, Ray, 
Davis, Hull, Rayner, 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call my name. 
The name of the Speaker was called, and he voted nay. 
The SPEAKER. On this question the yexs are 12; the nays 


167: the nays have it, and the substitute is not agreed to. 


The 


Clerk will now report the resolutions reported from the major- 
ity of the committee. 
"The Clerk read as follows: 


Reseived, That Samuei G. Hilborn was-not-elected a Representative in the 
Fifty-third Congress from the Third Congressional district of California, 
and is not entitled to a seat therein. 

Resoived. That Warren B. Enetish was elected a Representative in the 
Fifty-third Congress from the Third Congressional district of California, 
and is entitied to a seat therein. 


Mr. PAYNE. 


sitions. 


Mr. Speaker, I ask for a division of the propo- 


Mr. OUTHWAITSE. I rise to a parliamentary inguiry. Is 
not that such a motion as should not be-entertained under this 
rule? 

The SPEAKER. These aredistinetsubstantive propositions. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Sut the substanceof the first resolution 
has virtually been passed — just now by a vote of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the right to have a 
separate vote upon this resolution mustexist. The Clerk will 
report the first resolution. 

e Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That Samuel G, Hilborn was not elected a Representative in the 


Fifty third Congress from the Third Congressional district of Californiayand 
is not entitied to ascat therein. 


The SPEAKER. The question is.on agreeing to this resolu- 
tion. 


Mr. BROWN. On that I demand-the yeas.and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 








4 
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184. 


The 


not voting 169; 
Alderson, 

Ale nder, 

Allen 

Arnold, 

Bail 


Baldwin, 
Ban head 








Barwig, 
Bell, Tex. 
Berry, 
Black, ¢€ 
Bland, 
Boatner, 
Braneh, 
Bretz, 
Brickner, 
Brookshire 
Brown 
Bryan, 


Bynum 
Cabaniss, 
Cadmus, 
Caminetti, 
Campbell, 
Cannon, Cal. 
Capehart, 
Caruth, 
Catchings, 
Causey, 
Clancy, 
Clark, Mo. 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cobb, Mo. 
Cockran, 
Cockrell, 
Coffeen, 
Conn, 
Cooper, Fla. 
Cooper, Ind. 
Cooper, Tex 
Cornish, 
Covert, 


Bartlett 

Bell, Colo 
Breckinridge, Ark. 
Coombs, 


Abbott, 
Adams, Ky. 
Adams, Pa. 
Aitken, 
Aldrich, 
Apsley, 
Avery, 
Babcock, 
Baker, Kans 
Baker, N. H. 
Barnes, 
Bartholdt, 
Belden, 
Beltzhoover, 
Bingham, 
Black, Ill. 
Biair, 

Boen, 
Boutelle, 
Bower. N. C. 
Bowers, Cai. 
Brattan, 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Broderick, 
Brosius, 
Bundy, 
Bunn, 
Burnes, 
Burrows, 
Caldwell, 
Cannon, Ml. 
Chickering, 
Childs, 


Curtis, Kans. 
Curtis, N. Y- 
Dailzell, 
Daniels, 
Davis, 


Mr. LACEY. 


The SPEAKER. 
13: the yeas have it, and the resolution is agreed to. 
will report the next resolution. 

The Clerk rez 

Résotved, That Warren B. 
Fifty-third Congress from the 
and is: entitle] to a.sea’ 

The question was taken on agreeing to the resolution, and the 
Speaker announecd that the ayes 

Mr. LACEY. 

Mr. BROWN. 


question was 
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YEAS—170. 
Co x Kyle 
Cc rson, Lane, 
Cummings Latimer 
Dave Lawson 
De Ar nowd, Layton, 
De Forest, Lester, 
Dinsmore Livingston, 
Dockery, Lockwood, 
Donovan Lynch, 
Dunn, 1 ~* 
Dunphy j 
Durt Ww M: ene 
Edm inds, Martin, Ind. 





Geary. 
Geissenhainer, 
Goldzier, 
Gorman 
Grady, : 

His Lines, 





Hayes, 
Henderson, N.C. 
Hendrix, 
Hines, 
Holman, 
Hooker, Miss. 
Hunter, 
Hutcheson, 
Ikirt 

Jones, 
Kilgore, 
Kribbs, 


McAleer, 
McCreary, Ky 
McCulloch, 
McDannold, 
McDearmon, 
McEterick, 
McGann, 
McKais 





Money, 
Montgomery, 
Morgan, 
Moses. 
Mutchiler, 
Neill 

Oate 

O'Neil, Mass. 
O’ Neill, Mo. 
Outhwaite, 
Paschal, 
Patterson, 
Paynter, 
Pendleton, Tex. 


Pendleton, W. Va. 


Pigott, 


Price 
Reilly, 


NAYS—13. 


Crawford, 


Hall, Minn 
Harris, 
Hudson 

NOT 


Denson, 
Dingley, 
Doiliver, 
Doolittle, 
Draper 

Eliis Ky. 

is —— 

Fithia 


Piet oon 
Funk, 
Funston, 
Fyan, 
Gardner, 
Gear, 

Gillet, N. ¥ 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goodnight, 
Graham, 
Gresham, 
srifin, 
Grosvenor, 
Gront, 

Grow, 
Hager, 
Hainer, 
Harmer, 
Hartman, 
Haugen, 
Heard, 
Heiner, 
Henderson, fil. 
Henderson, Iowa 
Hepburn, 
Hermann, 
Hicks, 
Hilborn. 
Hitt, 

Hooker, N. Y. 
Hopkins, UL 
Hopkins. Pa 
Houk, 
Hulick, 
Hull, 






Kem, 
McLaurin, 
McNagny, 
Ryan, 


VOTING— 16% 


Johnson, Ind. 


Johnson, N. Dak. 


Johnson, Ohio 
Kiefer 
Lacey, 
Lapham 
Lefever. 
Linton, 
Lisie, 
Loud, 
Loudenslager, 
Lueas, 
Maddox, 
Magner, 
Mahon, 
Marsh, 
Marvin, 
McCali, 
McClear if 
Me Dow ell, 
McKeighan, 
Meiklejohn, 
Mercer, 
Milliken, 
Moon, 
Morse, 
Murray, 
Newlands, 
Northway, 
Page, 
Payne, 
Pearson, 
Penee, 
Perkins, 
Phillips, 
Pickler, 
Post, 
Powers, 
Quigg, 
tandall. 


in. ¥. 


Minn. 


and there wer8—yeas 170, nays 13, 


Richards, Ohio 
Richardson, 
Richardson, 


Ritchie, 


Mich 





Sprit ige : 
Str alli ns 
Sto kdale, 
Stone. Ky. 
Strait, 
Straus, 
Swanson, 
Talbert, S. ( 
Talbott 
Taylor, Ind. 
Terry, 
Tracey, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, Va. 
Turpin, 
Tyler, 





Warner. 
Washington, 
Wells, 
Wheeler, Ala 
Whiting, 


Williams, IL 
Williams, Miss. 
Wise. 
Wolverton. 
Woodard. 


She 


Rey burn, 
Robinsor, Pa. 
Rusk, 
Russell, Conn. 
Scranton, 
Settle 
Shaw, 
Sherman, 
Simpson, 
Sipe, 
Smith. 
Somers, 
Seneaen, 
Stever 

Stone, c w 
Stone, W. A. 
Storer, 
Strong. 
Sweet, 
Tarsney, 
Tawney, 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Thomas, 
Updegraff, 


Van V oorhis, N. Y. 


VanVoorhis,Ohio 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Wanger, 
Waugh, 
Weadock, 
Wever, 
Wheeler, Lil. 
White, 
Wilson, Ohio 
Wiison, Wash. 
Wilson. W. Va 
Woomer. 
Wricht, Mass 
Wright, Pa 


I ask to have the voté recapitulated. 
The vote was recapitulated. 


id as follows: 


therein 


Division. 


English was elected 


I demand the yeas and nays. 


On this question the yeas are 170, the nays 
The Clerk 


a Representative in the 
Third Congressional district of California, 


seemed to have it. 


Tenn. 


| 


a = 


The question was taken on ordering the yess and nays 


The SPEAKER. 


Mr. REED. 


The question was taken on the de 


Tellers. 


the yeas and nays. 


AKE 
sman 


The SPE 
he ore ntle 
from M: 

‘The Houwse ag 
aflirmati‘e. 
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not voting L170: 
Alderson 
Al under 
A I 
— 
Bail 

Ba thet w vit 1 
Bankhead 
Barwig 
Bell, I 
Berry 
| Black, Ga 
Bland 
Boatner 
Branch 
Br 
Bricknet 
Brookshi 
Brown 
Bry 
Bynum 
Cabdanl 
Cac 

Cc 

C: 

Cy 

Ci 

Cz 

Ci 

Cl 

Clar! c. Mo 
Clar Ala 
"A a 
os Mo 


Cockran, 
Coekrel), 
Coffeen, 
Conn, 
Cooper, Fila. 
Cooper, Ind. 
Cooper, Tex 
Cornish, 
Covert 


Baker, , Kans 
parti ett, 

Be} a 

Bre aberiige, Att 
Coom = 





A o! 
Adams, Ky 
Adams, Pa 
Aitken, 
Aldric} 
Apsley 
Avery. 
Babcock, 
Baker, N. H 
Barnes 
Bart 

Be 1, 

Be 100ver 
Bir am 
Bla [l} 
Bla 

Bx 

B lle, 

b& r, N.C 
Bowers, Cal 
Brattan, 
Breckinridge, Ky 


Broderick, 
Brosius, 
Bundy, 
Bunn, 
Burnes, 
Burrows, 
Caldwell, 
Cannon, f1L 
Causey, 
chickering. 


Compton. 
Cooper, Wis 
Cousins, 
Crain, 
Curtis, Kans. 
Curtis, N. Y 
Dalzell, 
Daniels, 
Davis, 


tine | Mr. 
rain divic 
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Ge ‘) 
Geissenhain 
Goldz 
Gorma 
Grady 





Gresham 
Haines. 

Hall, M 
Hammond 
Hare. 

Hatch 

Haye 
Henderson, N, ¢ 
Hendrix 

Hines, 
Holman, 


Hooxer, Miss 
Hunter, 
Hutcheson 
[kirt, 

Jones 
Kilgore 
Kribt 





eir 
Henderson, Ll. 


Henderson, lowa 
Sepe Irn, 
Hermann, 

Hi b 

Hil Or! 
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It is on ordering the previous question on 
the approval of the Journal. 

Mr. BURROWS. On that the yeas and nays have been or- 
dered? ; 

The SPEAKER. Yes. 

Mr. SPRINGER, I ask unanimous consent—— 

Mr. BURROWS. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon ordering the previous 
question on the approval of the Journal. Upon this question 
the yeus and nays have been ordered, and the Clerk will call the 
roll, 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 179, nays 0, 
not voting 174; as follows: 


YEAS—179. 

Alderson, Clancy, ary, Livingston, 
Alexander, Clark, Mo. Geissenhainer, Lockwood, 
Allen, Clarke, Ala. Goldzier, nch, 
Arnold, Cobb, Ala. Gorman, uire, 
Bailey, Cobb, Mo. Grady, Mallory 
Baker, Kans Cockreli, Gresham, Marshall, 
Bal iwin Coffeen, Haines, Martin, Ind. 
Bankhead, Conn, Hall, Minn. McAleer, 
Bartlett, Coombs, all, Mo. McCreary, Ky. 
Barwig, Cooper, Fila. Hammond, McCulloch, 
Bell, Colo, Cooper, Ind. Hare, McDannold, 
Beli, Tex. Cooper, Tex. Harris, cDear 
Berry, Cornish, Harter, McEttrick, 
Black, Ga Coveri, Hatch, ann, 
Biand, xX, Hayes, . 
Boatner, Crawford, Henderson, N.C. MceMill 
Boen, Culberson, Hendr cNagny, 
Bower, N. C. Cummings, cRae. 
Branch, Davey, Holman Meredith, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Davis, Hooker, Miss. Meyer, 
Bretz, De Armond, Hunter, Money, 
Brickner, De Forest, Hu Montgomery, 
Brookshire, Pinsmore, Ikirt, . 
Bryan, van, Jones, Moses, 
Bynum, Dunphy, Kem, Mutchler, 
Caban Durborow, eill, 
Cadmus, Edmunds, Kri 
Caminettl, English, Kyle, 
Cam Enloe, O'Neill, Mo. 
Cannon, Epes, . Latimer, th 

a Erdman, Lawson, 
Carutb, Everett, Layton, 
Catchings, Fielder, Lester, Paynter, 
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So the resolution was adopted. cone. Te Byes Swanson, ‘i Werner. 
During the roll call the following proceedings took place: eee Wes Va ER falbvert, 5.C. ashington, 

v Pigott, Sche : é . ‘ 

Mr, BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, P ask that the rule of the Price. — a" - Whe ier, Ala. 
House be observed by the Clerk calling the name of a member | any. on gibier. Taylor, Ind. Whiting, ~ 
but once and not repeating it in a manner that is a reprimand eee ne ah ferry, 7 titiamne, TE. 

ae a * | Richardson, Mich. Springer, Tracey, Wiliams, Miss. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MONTGOMERY). The Clerk ishardnee Tenn. Stallings, Panes, Wise. oe 
will proceed. pees on — quceet, Ga. Wolverton, 

Mr. McMILLIN. There has been no ruling requiring the | {Op00pS: cone, Ky. urner, Va. Woodard. 

weve 7 Robertson, La. Strait, Turpin, The Speaker. 
roll to be called in a manner different from the cail which is now | Russell, Ga. Sirene, yur. he Speaker 
going on. sb aS NAYS—0 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. There is no rule which 
provides that the name of a member shall be but once called. | NOT VOTING—174. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. No. There was some controversy on that | Abbott, Dockery, Johnson, Ind. Reyburn, 

int recently, but the Speaker did not rule that the call should | opens, ay: ees Johnson, N. Dak Hobinson, Pa. 

, ' > i . i ; i ams, Pa. Joolittle, Johnson, Ohio usk, 

- “= nner different from the call which is now being | 4itven’ Draper, Kiefer. a 
made. Iheruling was that the roll should be called as bad been | Aldrich, Dunn, Lacey, Scranton, 
customary, and thecustom had been tocall aname twice in some | caer. si. ny. a Settle, 

. “ : i. - s very, jllis, Oregon sefever, Shaw, 

pr aon “arnt n the member's attention seemed to haye been ac- | jon che. Fithian, Linton. Sherman, 

cidentally withdrawn. : . : Baker, N.H Fletcher, Lisle, Sickles, 

Mr. BURROWS. I think the gentleman is in error about | Barnes, Forman, Loud, Simpson, 
that. eee, . poweauioge, ae 

. . elden, unston, ucas, Smith, 

Mr. McMILLIN. That was the ruling. Beltzhoover, Fyan, Maddox, * Somers, 

Mr. BURROWS. That was not the ruling. Bingham, Gardner, Magner, Sperry, 

Toe Clerk resumed, and completed the call, as above. a oun N.Y am ee 

The SPEAKER. Upon this question the yeasare 165 and the | Boutelle, Gillett. Mass. Marvin, N. Y. Stone, C. W. 
naysare l7. The ayes have it, and the gentleman from Cali- ee. Cal. Qoodnighr, McCall, ois Stone. W. A. 

xa yey at ra n, raham, cuUleary,. inn. storer, 
“7. i ~ hey will come — and take the oath. Breckinridge, Ky. Griffin, McDowell, Strong, 
r. English then appeared at the bar of the House and was | Broderick, Grosvenor, McKeighan, Sweet, 
swormin by the Speaker. Brosius, Grout, McLaurin, Tarsney, 
Brown, Grow, Meiklejohn, Tawney, 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. aees? a ene. eee Tenn. 
:pP > unn, ainer, illiken, homas, 

The SPEAKER. The question now is upon the approval of | Burnes, Harmer, Moon, Updegraff, 2) 
the Journal, The yeas and nays have been ordered upon order- | burrows, Hartman, Morse, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
ing the previous question Caldwell. Haugen, Murray, Van Voorhis, Ohio 

M . TAD cs . Cannon,Ill. Heard, Newlands, Wadsworth, 

r. SPRINGER. [ask unanimous consent that the Journal | Causey, Heiner, Northway, Walker, 
be approved. Cntehniring, Henderson, po. Page, Waneer, 
3 ~ “hilds, enderson, lowa ayne, augh. 

¥ r, BURROWS. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. Gate. Hepburn, ° Pearson, Weadock, 

he SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan demands the | Cogsweli, Hermann, Pence, Wever, 

. regular order, which is equivalent to an obj :ction. fomeren,, te ae mat Whewe. ll. 

. QD + ooper, . rn, ps, e, 

r. SPRINGER. I move to reconsider the vote by which the | Goubiny. Hitt, Pickler, Wilson, Ohio 
yeas and nays were ordered on the previous question. Crain, Hooker, N. ¥ Post, Wilson. Wash. 

The SPEAKER. The yeasand nays have been ordered on the Convie, caus ey eS Powers Wilson. W. Va. 

»eti . Surtis, N. Y. opkins, Pa. uigg, oomer. 
previous question upon theapproval of the Journal. Those who | pUi pei. Houk, dall, Wright, Mass. 
are in favor Daniels, Hudson, Ray. Wright, Pa. 

Mr. BURROWS. What is the motion before the House? Denson, Hulick, Rayner, 

The SPEAKER. Dingley, Hall, eed, 


So the previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro temnore (Mr. MONTGOMERY). The ques- 
tion now is on the approval of the Journal. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be recognized. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gen- 
tlemdn rise? 

Mr. LACEY. To speak on this question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The previous question has been 
ordered. 

Mr. LACEY. But there has been no debate. 

Mr. REED. We are entitled to debate—fifteen minutes on 
each side. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa is 
recognized. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, it is an old adage among lawyers 
that ‘‘ that which has never been done never ought to be done,” 
and we may look absolutely in vain through all the parliamen- 
tary books for a ruling such as was made yesterday and is em- 
bodied in the Journal which we are now called upon to approve. 
The Speaker within the last few days has ruied both ways. On 
page 333Ro0f the RecorD certain proceedings relating to this 
matter appear. I made a motion to reconsider a vote, and the 
Speaker said he did not see why it was not in order. An objec- 
tion wasmade. That motion toreconsider was held by the Chair 
to be in order. A motion was then made to adjourn, which mo- 
tion was votedupon. Then someone renewed the pointof order. 
The Speaker made the remark, ‘Is there any suggestion offered 
that the decision is wrong?” and then, upon a reconsideration 
of the matter, he ruled the other way. Now, sir, it seems to me 
that a question which is so doubtful that an eminent parliamen- 
tarian like the distinguished Speaker of this House decides it 
one way at the first blush, and upon second thought decides it 
another way, ought at least to be entitied to so much coasidera- 
tion as to be submitted to the House whenan appeal is taken by 
a member of this ey 

The appeal was made in good faith, not merely for delay, be- 
cause the question involved the right of a member to his seatin 
this House, a seit to which beyond controversy he was elected. 
The majority report admitted that he was elected, but owing to 
the failure of some of the judges to properly indorse some of the 








1894, 


— 


ballots, those ballots, they reported, should be thrown out, and 


another man, who was not elected, should be counted in. Inthe 
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report on the next case—the Hilborn case—the committee stated | 


that the ballots were indorsed by the initials of the judges of eloc- 
tion, and therefore should be thrown out. In other words, that 
one gentleman should be unseated because the ballots were not 
indorsed, and another unseated because they were indorsed. 
Now, an appeal upon a question like this ought to be submitted 
to the House, so that the Chair might have the satisfaction of 


having his ruling in a case of this kind passed upon by the action | 


of this House. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 
side. 
stood yesterday, and there is no necessity for making any re- 
marks now. 

The SPEAKER. 

The 
by Mr. LACEY)—ayes 128, noes 1. 

Mr. LACEY rose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowamakes the point, 
as the Chair understands, that noquorum has voted. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The questionis upon approving the Journal. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 183, nays 0, not 


voting 170; as follows: 


YEAS—183. 
Alderson, Cornish Ikirt, Price, 
Alexander, Covert, Jones, Rayner, 
Allen, Cox, Kilgore, Reilly, 
Arnold, Crawford, Kribbs, Richards, Chio 
Bailey, Culberson, Kyle, Richardson, Mich. 
Baker, Kans. Cummings, Lane, Richardson, Tenn. 
Baldwin, Davey, Latimer, Ritchie, 
Bankhead, Davis, Lawson, Robbins, 
Bartlett, DeArmond, Layton, Robertson, La. 
Barwig, DeForest, Lester, Russell, Ga. 
Bell, Colo. Dinsmore, Livingston, Ryan, 
Bell, Tex. Dockery, Lockwood, Sayers, 
Berry, Donovan, Lynch, Schermerhorn, 
Black, Ga. Dunn, aguire, Shell, 
Bland, Dunphy, Mallory, Sibley, 
Boatner. Durborow, Marshall, Sickles, 
Bower, N. C. Edmunds Martin, Ind. Snodgrass, 
Branch, English, Cal. McAleer, Sperry, 
Breckinridge, Ark English, N. J. McCreary, Ky. Springer, 
Bretz, Enloe, McCulloch, Stallings, 
Brickner, Epes, McDannold, Stockdale, 
Brookshire, Erdman, McDearmon, Stone, Ky. 
Bryan, Everett, McFEttrick, Strait, 
Bynum, Forman, McGann, Straus, 
Cabaniss, Geary, McKaig, Talbert, S. C 
Cadmus, Geissenhainer, McLaurin, Talbott, Md. 
Caminetti, Goldzier, McMillin, Tate, 
Campbell, Gorman, McNagny, Taylor, Ind. 
Cannon, Cal. Grady, McRae, Terry, 
Capehart, Haines, Meredith, Tracey, 
Caruth, Hall, Minn. Meyer, Turner, Ga. 
Catchings, Hail, Mo. Money, Turner, Va. 
Causey, Hammond, Montgomery, Turpin, 
Clancy, Hare, Morgan, Tyler, 
Clark, Mo. Harris, Moses, arner, 
Clarice, Ala. Garter, Mutchler. Washington, 
Cobb, Ala. Hatch, Neill, Wells, 
Cobb, Mo. Hayes, Oates, Wheeler, Ala 
Cockran, Henderson, N.C. O'Neil, Mass. Whiting, 
Cockrell, Hendrix, O'Neill, Mo. Williams, Ii. 
Coffeen, Hines, Outhwaite, Williams, Miss 
Conn, Holman, Paschal, Wise, 
Coombs, Hooker, Miss. Patterson, Wolverton, 
Cooper, Fila. Hudson, Pendleton, Tex. Woodard, 
Cooper, Ind. Hunter, Pendleton, W. Va. The Speaker. 
Cooper, Tex. Hutcheson, Pigott, 

NAYS—#. 

NOT VOTING—170. 

Abbott, Caidweli, Gillet, N. Y. Johnson, Ind. 
Adams, Ky. Cannon, Ill. Gillett, Mass. Johnson, N. Dak 
Adams, Pa. Chickering, Goodnight, Johnson, Ohio 
Aitken, Childs. Graham, Kew, 
Aldrich, Cogswell, Gresham, Keifer. 
Apsley, Compton, Griffin, Lacey, 
Avery, Cooper, Wis. Grosvenor Lapham. 
Babcock Cousins, Grout, Lefever, 
Baker, N. 8 Crain, Grow, Linton, 
Barnes, Curtis, Kans. Hager, Lisle, 
Bartholdt, Curtis, N. Y. Hainer, Loud, 
Belden, Dalzell, Harmer, Loudenslager, 
Beltzhoover, Daniels, Hartman, Lucas, 
Bingham, Denson, Haugen, Maddox, 
Black, Ill. ley, Heard, Magner. 
Blair, Dolliver, Heiner, Mahon, 
Boen, Doolittle, Henderson, Ill. Marsh, 
Boutelle, Draper, Henderson, Iowa Marvin, N. Y. 
Bowers, Cal. Ellis, Ky. Hepburn, McCall, 
Brattan, Ellis, Oregon, Hermann, McCleary, Minn 
Breckinridge, Ky. Fielder, Hicks, McDowell, 
Broderick, Fithian, Hitt, McKeighan. 
Brosius, Fietcher, Hooker, N. Y. Meiklejohn, 
Brown, Funk, Hopkins, DL Mercer, 
Bundy, Funston, Hopkins, Pa. Milliken, 
Bunn, Fyan, Houk, Moon, 
Burnes, Gardner, Hulick, Morse, 
Burrows, Gear, Hull, Murray, 


XXVI——217 


uestion being taken; there were on a division (called for 
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Newlands, Reed, Stone, C. W. Walker 
| Northway, Reyburn, Stone, W. A W anger 
Page, Robinson, Pa. Storer, Waugh 
Payne, Rusk, Strong. Weado 
Paynter, Russell, Conn. Swanson Wever 
| Pearson, Scranton, Sweet, Wheeler, ll 
Pence, Setue, Tarsney, Whit 
Perkins, Shaw, Tawney, Wilson, Oh 
Phillips, Sherman, Taylor, Tenn Wilson, W 
Pickler, Simpson, Thomas, Wilson, W. Va 
Post, Sipe, Tucker, W oomer, 
Powers, Smith, Updegrat Wright, Mas 
Quigg. Somers, Van Voorhis, N Y.Wricht. Pa 
Randall, Stephenson, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Ray, Stevens, Wadsworth 


Mr. Speaker, I reserve all the time on this | 
I think the ruling of the Chair was sufliciently under- | 


| 
| 
| 
} 
i 


So the Journal was approved. 
BERING SEA AWARD. 
Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Iask unanimous consent that 
the House take up for consideration now the bill 1836) to 
give effect tothe award rendered by the Tribunal of Arbitration 


a. 


| at Paris under the treaty between the United States and Great 
Britain concerning the preservation of fur s-als, 
Mr. PAYNE. I demand the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York demands 
the regular order, which is equivalent to an objection. 
Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I would like to make an ex 
planation, if my friend from New York will allow me. Thi 


bill has passed the Senate unanimously, snd it comes here 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York demands 
the regular order, and the Chair can not indulge discussion on 
the matter. The regular order is the call of committees for 
reports. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the committees. 

URGENT DEFICIENCY 

Mr. SAYERS, from the Committee on Appropriations, r 
ported a bill (H. R. 6556) to provide for further urgent deticien 
cies in the appropriations for the service of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS NIOBRARA RIVER. 

Mr. FLETCHER, from the Committee on Interstate and 
eign Commerce, reported back favorbly the bill (5S. 1403) 1 
thorize the reconstruction of a bridge across Niobrara River, 
near the village of Niobrara, Nebr., and miking appropriation 
therefor: which was referred to the Committee of the Whol 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accomp.nyin 
report, ordered to be printed. 


BILL. 


Con 


ind, with 


Owu 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE HUDSON RIVER. 

Mr. GEARY, from the Committee on Interstate an 2 
Commerce, reported back the bill (H. R. 6448) to authorize the 
New York and New Jersey Bridge Companies to construct 
bridge across the Hudson River between New York City find 
the State of New Jersey; which was referred to the House ¢ 
endar. 


rorelgn 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE COLUMBIA RIVER. 


* Mr. GEARY, also from the Committee on Interstate and Io 
éign Commerce, reported back the bil! (S. 1759) to amend an act 
entitled, ‘An act to authorize the Oregon and Washington 
Bridge Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the 
Columbia River between the State of Oregon and the 
Washington, and to establish it as a post-road: " which was re 
ferred to the House Calendar. 
PROTECTION OF 

Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on Public Lands, reported 
back the bill (H. R. 6442) to protect the birds and animals in th: 
Yellowstone National Park, to punish crimes in said park, and 
for other purposes; which was referred to the House Calendar 

ADVERSE REPORT. 

Mr. SAYERS. In the absence of my colleague on the con 
mittee [Mr. DocKERy] I desire to present another report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Adverse report on the concurrent re 
force. 

The SPEAKER. 

UNCOMPAHGRE RESERVATIONS. 

Mr. LYNCH, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported 
a bill (H. R. 6557) providing for the opening of the Uncompahgre 
and Uintah Indian Reservations in lieu of House bill 4511; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on t! 


of the Union. 
The SPEAKER. 


State of 


BIRDS AND ANIMALS, YELLOWSTONE PA 


tk. 


ylution to increase the ¢ tol poll 


This resolution wil! lie on the table. 


AND UINTAH 


The bill (H.R. 4511) will lie on the table. 
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OTOE AND MISSOURIA INDIANS. 


Mr. LYNCH, also from the Committee on Indian Affairs, re- 
ported back the bill | H. R. 5426) with an amendment to amend 
an actentitled “An act to provide for thesale of the remainder of 
the reservation of the confederated Otos and Missouria Indians 
in the States of Nebraska and Kansas, and for other purposes,” 
approved March 3,181; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


MESSAGE PROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following ti- 
tles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 491) granting a pension to Alice K. Potter, widow 
of Gen. Joseph H. Potter, deceased; 

A bill (S. 055) to extend the jurisdiction of justices of the 

ace in the District of Columbia, and to regulate the proceed- 

ngs before them: and 

A bill (S. 186) to give effect to the award rendered by the 
Tribunal of Arbitration at Paris, under the treaty between the 
United States and Great Britain concluded at Washington, 
February 2), 1892, for the purpose of submitting to arbitration 
certain questions concerning the preservation of the fur seals. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, with 
amendment, the bill (H. R. 3246) for the appointment of a sealer 
and assistant sealer of weights and measures in the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes; in which the concurrence of 
the House was requested. 

A. further message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its 
clerks, announced thatthe Senate further insists upon its amend- 
ment to the bill H. R. 3606) to require railroad companies oper- 
ating railroads in the Territories over a rightof way granted by 
the Government to establish stations and depots at all town sites 
on the lines of railroads established by the Interior Department 
disagreed to by the House of Representatives, asked a further 
conference with the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Ho ses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Berry, Mr. BLACK- 
BURN, and Mr. PeTTIGREW as the conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 

COINAGE OF THE SEIGNIORAGE, 


Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I call up for present considera- 
tion the deigniorage bill and move that it pss, the objections of 
the President to the contrary notwithstanding. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

Mr. SICKLES. I raise the question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be first reported. 

The bill was read, as follows: . 


A bill (HB. R. 4956) directing the coinage of the silver bullion held in the 
Treasury, and for other purposes. 

Be it enacted, efc., That the Secretary of the Treasury shall immediately 
cause to be coined as fast as ble the silver bullion held in the Treasury, 
purghased under the act of July 14, 1890, entitled “An act directing the pur- 
chaSe of silver bullion and the issuingof Treasury notes thereon, and for 
other purposes," to the amount of the gain or rage of such bullion, 
to wit: The sum of $55,156,681, and such coin or the silver certificates issued 
thereon shall be used in the payment of public expenditures, and the Seere- 
retory of the Treasury may, in his discretion, if the needs of the Treasury 
demand it, issue silver certificates in excess ofsuch coinage: Provided, That 


said excess shall not exceed the amount of the seigniorage as herein au- 


thorized to be coined. 

Sxo. 2. After the coinage a for in the first section of this act, the 
remainder of the silver ball purchased in uance of said act of July 
14, 1890, shall be colmed into | -tender ard silver dollars as fast as 

ible, and the coin shall be held in the Treasury for the redemption of 
he Treasury notes issued in the purchase of said bullion. That as fastas 
the builion shall be coined for the redemption of said notes, the no'es shall 
net be reissued but shall be Ganceled and destroyed in amounts equal to the 
coin held at any time in the Treasury, derived from the coin herein pro- 
vided for. and silver certificates shail be issued on such coin in the manner 
now provided by law: Provided, That this act shall not be construed tochange 
existing law relating to the legal-tender character or mode of redemption 
of the Treasury notes issued under said act of Juiy 14, 1890. 

Sxo. 3 That a sufficient sum of money is hereby appropriated to carry 

into effect the provisions of this act. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York raises the 
question of consideration. 

Mr. BAILEY. I submit the point of order, Mr. Speaker. that 
the question of consideration can not be raised against a bill in 
this condition, for the reason that the Constitution requires the 
House to proceed to reconsider it. 

Mr. SICKLES. But it does not prescribe any time when it 
shall be considered. : 

Mr. BAILEY. Well, if the question of consideration could 
be raised now it could be repeated every time the bill is called 
up, and thus a rule of the House might defeat the plain mandate 

the C »nstitution. 

Mr. SICKLES. The —_— of a= ome Sona’ be — 
at any time on any question or an e 
House. I refer the Chair to Rule XVI, which permits that 
qvestion to be raised now. 


The SPEAKER. There does not seem to have been, so far as 
the Chair has been able to ascertain by hasty examination of the 
Journal as to Executive vetoes, any question of consideration 
raised or any ruiing upon that point. The Chair finds that in 
every instance to which its attention has been referred the 
House either proceeded to consider or voted to postpone the 
consideration of the bill. 

Mr. SICKLEs. [If it is competent for the House to postpone 
the consideration, then it is, of course, competent for the House 
to say that it will not consider it now. 

The SPEAKER. But the trouble is in the language of the 
Constitution, to which the Chair cails attention: 


Every bill which shall have passed the House of Representatives and the 
Senate shall, before it becomes a law, be presented to the President of the 
United States. If he approve he shall sign it, but if not he shall return it, 
with his objections. to taat House in which it shall have originated, who 
oh steer the objectionsat large on their Journal, and proceed to recon- 
sider 


That is the language of the Constitution. 

Mr. SICKLES. But whether the House will proceed to re- 
consider it now or at some specified time is for the House itself 
to determine. The Constitution does not prescribe that it shall 
be done at a specific time. It is for the House to say when it 
wilidoso. Now, if it is competent for the House to postpone 
consideration of a vetoed bill, as it has done in the case of the 
present bill, it is competent also for the House to determine 
whether it will consider it now or at some future time. It is 
always competent, and must be, for the House to determine 
whether it will now consider a question or will consider it to- 
morrow, or on some future day. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York will bearin 
mind that a postponement is a form of consideration. 

Mr. SICKLES. Precisely. And this is equivalent to a mo- 
tion to pastpone. 

The SPEAKER. But the point the gentleman from Texas 
{[Mr. BAILEY] makes, is that the question of consideration can 
not be raised. 

Mr. SICKLES. The question of consideration only raises the 
question whether it shall be considered now. The House may 
vote with me to-day on that proposition, but they may never- 
theless consider the bill to-morrow, or at some other time. Ido 
not move the indefinite tponement of the subject. I do not 
think thaé would be consistent with the Constitution. I do not 
move to lay the bill on the table. I simply raise the question 
whether the Houses will now consider it, and this is allowed by 
the rules of the House. No precedent is cited against me. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that the language 
of the Constitution is very explicit, that the House shail pro- 
ceed to the consideration of this measure. The gentleman from 
New York [Mr. SICKLES] can accomplish bis purpose just as 
well, if he desires to postpone the consideration, by making a 
motion in that form: but it seems to me that he can notr 
the question of consideration. He may make a motion to post- 
pone the consideration, and reach his object in that way. 

Mr. SICKLES. If it is obligatory on the House to consider 
the question at once, then it was obligatory on the House to con- 
sider it as soon as the veto messaze was read. That was not 
done. The House proceeded to the consideration of other busi- 
ness, and it is just as much in or :er now to proceed to the con- 
sideration of other business as it was then. 

Mr. ENLOE. There was a special order then. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I desire to remind the Chair that a few 
days ago I brought up the constitutional provision which re- 

u the House to proceed to reconsider this bill; and if the 

peaker remembers, he ruled against that question of privilege 
on the ground that a certain special rule of the House would in- 
tervene: that the order under which we were then acting, the 
report of the Committee on Rules. took precedence of, or rather, 
as I understood it, put in abeyance the constitutional provision. 
Now, it seems to me that if the order of business under which 
we were then acting, which was simply a rule adopted by the 
House, could be interposed st the constitutional require- 
ment, then this rule of the House, which admits of the raising 
of the quéstion of consideration, might also be interposed, while, 
of course, | believe that neither of them could _— y be. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, in reply to what the gentleman 
says, I call the attention of the Chair to the fact that the House 
was then consider a privileged matter, the questivn of the 
right of a member to his seat,a question of the _ est privilege, 
and was ing it under a ial order of the House. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But it cama t take along time for the gen- 
tleman and myself to discuss the relative privilege under the 
rulings im this Congress of the proposition to proceed under a 
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constitutional requirement to reconsider an Executive veto and 
another question of high privilege. _ 

Mr. ENLOE. It might take some time for us to agree about 
it, but it sesms to me that to the ordinary mind there would be 
no difficulty in determining that the first question to be con- 
sidered, as a matter of privilege, is the right of a member of 
the House to his seat. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, at the time indicated by the 
gentleman from New York |Mr. SICKLES| there was another 

uestion of higher privilege than the veto message pending. 

herefore it was incumbent u on the House to complete the 
order upon which it was engaged, which was of a higher privi- 
lege than this; but when we have reached the question of the 
consideration of this measure, which is provided for under the 
Constitution, it seems to me that it can only be displaced in one 
of two ways: First, bya question of higher privilege, whic does 
not now come before the House; and, secondly, by a motion to 
postpone its consideration, or to commit, or to put the question 
upon the passage of the bill, the objections of the President to 
the contrary notwithstanding. 

We are guided in this case bya rule fixed in the Constitution, 
not by our own rule which is to this effect, that when we do 
reach the place where it is in order to consider it, it must then 
be considered; and consideration means that one member can not 
move that we do not consider it, but that we take up something 
else. If there were a question of equally high privilege pend- 
ing, it might determine the question as to which should be con- 
sidered, but there is nosuch question now pending, and therefore 
this question before us demands the consideration of the House, 
its consideration being provided for by the Constitution. It 
seems to me that it can only be disposed of by a motion that 
amounts to consideration, and a motion that prohibits consider- 
ation would not be in order. 

Mr. SICKLES. If the Constitution makes this a privileged 
question, then it is a question of the highest privilege, and this 
House can not put any question above it, because it can not super- 
sede the Constitution. Now this House has regarded this as an 
ordinary question, and not as a privilegedquestion. The House 
gave pr. cedence over it toa privileged question, and if it has 
done it once it can do it again. , 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is ready to decide. The Chair 
has not been able to find, by ahurried examination of the prec- 
edents, that there has beenat any time aquestion of considera- 
tion raised against a veto message. The Constitution of the 
United States declares that the message shall be sent to the House 
in which the bill originated, which Hose shall proceed to re- 
consider the bill. The present me-sage was sent to the House 
afew days ago, at which time the House had under considera- 
tion a contested-election case, and was operating under a rule 
which might fairly be held to postpone the consideration of any 
other question until that ouestion had b-en disposed of. Un- 


doubtedly the House would have the right, as has been the prec- | 


edent, to postpone the consideration of a veto message, although 
the question of consideration might not be raised. 

Postponement is itself consideration: and it may be fairly held 
that the order adopted by the House, under which they were con- 
sidering the con’ ested-election case, was a postponement of any 
question that mignt come in to interfere with the measure until 
the House had fully disposed of it. 
is regarded as a postponement of this veto message until that 
order had exhausted it-elf. The order has now exhausted it- 
self; ths message is before the House. 
the House must proceed to consider it; the House the other day 
ordered a postponement until that order was exhausted, and 
that time hascome. Therefore, the Chair holds that the ques- 
tion of consi ‘eration can not now be raised. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. How could there be any postponement of 
consideration before the message was written or sent in to the 
House? 

TheSPEAKER. TheChair has heretofore, on occasions when 
he has made a decision. held that no gentleman had the right 
to ask for any other and further reasons than those stated. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I suppose that is a later innovation? 

The SPEAKER. That is one of the rulings that has been 
made to resent what the Chair regards as impertinence. {Loud 
applause on the Democratic side.) ‘The gentleman from Mis- 
souri—— 7 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker floud cries of “Sit down!” 
on the Democratic side}, I hope the Chair will incorporate these 
new inhibitions that he has eatablished as to the rights of mem- 
bers in the printed rules, so that we may know what our rights 
are now held to be. 

{Great confusion in the Hall.] 

Mr. BLAND. Mr.Speaker,as soon asI can have order I would 
like to state that on Saturday at 3 o’clock I shall demand the 
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previous question on the motion, hoping that if that 
isfactory to the gentlemen in opposition some agreem 
now be made. | Very loud cries of '* Vote!"’] 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr.Speaker, in behalf of the minority 
bers of the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas 
would say that [cries of ‘‘ Vote.'|so far as the Democrati 
bers who are in favor of sustaining the veto message are con 
cerned, we would like to take the vote immediately: but 1 am 
not satisfied that that will be acceptable to the minority mem- 
bers, who are the Republicans, on that committee. | wouldlike 
to hear the views of the gentle nan who mide the 1 “ity re- 
port [Mr. CHARLES W. Srone of Pennsylvania}. 

Mr. BLAND. I have no objection to taking the vote now 
[Renewed cries of ** Vote.” 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. 
vised —— 

Mr. TRACEY. So far as I am concerned, it wo 
agreeable to me to take the vote at once. 

Mr. COCKRAN. That is right. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. The House will 
member that on the discussion of this bill the dispositix 
such that even the members of the committee w prey 
from expressing their views upon it. Some of the members 
the committee were absent, and I am unwilling at this t.me to 
make any agreement that would result in preventing thein fro 
having an opportunity to express their views. 

TheSPEAKER. The question is, Will the House on recon 
sideration pass the bill, the ob ections of the President to the 
contrary notw.thstanding? On this the Constitution re 
that the yeasand nays be entered uponthe Journal. The ¢ 
willcall the roll. 

The Clerk called the name of Mr. ABBOTT. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, dol understand that the Chair 
proposes immediately to have the roll called without debate? 

The SPEAKER. No gentleman desired it. The Chair can 
not interrupt the call of the roll. 

Mr. TRACEY. A pwliamentary inquiry—— 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. TRACEY. If the Chair will permit—those members who 
desire to sustain the veto of the President will, then, vote 
‘**no,” as I understand it? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not interrupt the roll call. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not interrupt the roll call. 
| The first name has been called, nd the Clerk will call the roll. 
[Cries of ‘* Vote!”] 

The Clerk proceeded with the call. 

During the roll call the following proceedings took place: 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentieman will state it. 

Mr. BURROWS. This isa very important matter, and it is 
impossible to hear the Clerk call the roll, owing to thedisorder. 
| TheSPEAKER. The House will please be in order. 

Mr.PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, there was so much confusion at 
the time the Chair stated the question that a great many yventle- 
men do not understand what is the question before the House. 
| It ought to be stated again. I presume thatis the reason 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House on recon- 
sideration agree to pas: this bill, the objections of the Presiden 
to the contrary notwithstanding? 
| Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, my colleague (Mr. DINGLEY] was 
ready to address the House upon this question before the roll 
call began. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman [Mr. DINGLEY] made no 
such statement until after the first name on the roll had been 
called. [Cries of ** Regular order!” on the Democratic side. | 

Mr. REED. The reason why he did not was because the gen- 
tleman from Missouri {|Mr. BLAND] was entitled tothe floor. I 
submit to the Speaker and to the House that this is not suit- 
able, because my colleague was ready to address the Chair. and 
if he did not do so it was because, in the confusion, the first name 
on the roll was called before an opportunity was a‘Torded to the 
House to know what the situation was. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular 
order!”] The discussion that was going on was in reference to 
an arrangement for time for debate. and before anybody had an 
opportunity to understand what the situation was the first 
name was called. [Renewed cries of ‘‘ Regular order!”] 

The SPEAKER. The House will bear the circumstances in 
|mind. The gentleman from Missouri (Mr. BLAND] was recog 
| nized, whereupon some suggestion was made as to an agreement 
| between. that gentleman and the gentleman from New K 

{Mr. TRACEY], who led upon the gentleman from Pennsyiva- 
nia {Mr. CHARLES W. STONE}, one of his coliesgves in the mi- 
nority on the committee. There was a general call throughout 
the House of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘“‘ Vote!” whereupon, the agreement fail- 
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ing, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] stated that he 
was willing to have the vote taken now, and no gentleman rose 
to address the Chair. 


The Clerk resumed and concluded the call of the roll. 
question being taken, there were—yeas 144, nays 114, not voting 


95; as follows: 
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Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker—— YEAS—144. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker—— Aiken, on, Lane, Pickler, 
Mr. BURROWS. Will the Chair listen—— ereon, awford, Latimer, ost, q 
The SPEAKER (continuing). The Chair stated the question, | {}jea"* Saran tnes. oa ee % 
and stated that under the Constitution the yeas and nays must | Arnold, Davis, Lester, Richardson, Tenn. d 
be entered upon the Journal. Still no gentleman rose to address | Bailey... De Acmond, Livingston, Bitchie, 
the Chair. The Chair then directed the Clerk to call the roll, | Banknead, ccary. Mallcey, Russell Ga. 
and the first name was called, and then, for the first time, the | Bell, Colo. Doolittle, Marsh, Sayers, 
Chair had any intimation that the gentleman from Maine [Mr. eek Benents, Marshall, ; Shell, j 
DINGLEY| desired to address the House. Bland, Enloe, McCleary, Minn. Simpson, 
Mr. DINGLEY. A single statement in this connection, Mr. | Boatner, Epes,’ McCreary, Ky. Snodgrass, 
Speaker. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ** Vote!”] Bom, 6 Funston, McCulloch, Springer, 4 
Mr, DINGLEY. An arrangement was made between the gen- | powers, Gal. Grady, a. F tenet : 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] and myself. He was to open | Branch, Gresham, McGann, | Stone, Ky. 2 
the debate and I sup sed that it was—— penemtnriige, Ark. Hall, Mo. Mc Laurin, Strait, % 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a ques- | Broderick, — McNaguy, Talbert, S.C. 
tion of order. I make the point that gentlemen can not inter- | Brookshire, Harris, McRae, Tate, 
rupt the roll call. [Confusion in the Hall.] ee % ae, am, aoe. Ind. 
a nee : . — the Speaker to understand this matter. Caminetti, Henderson, N.C. Montgomery, Tucker, 
3 _ annon, : epburn, oon, Turner, Ga. 
The SPEAKER. The Speaker does understand it, and the Capemert, eee. am Zoe VO ‘ 
Speaker directs the Clerk to resume the call of the roll. [Ap- | Glark. Mo’ Hooker Miss. Neill. cambiatin. 4 
plause on the Democratic side.] Clarke, Als. Hudson, Oates, Wheeler, Ala. 
Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, my colleague—— ont, Ane. unter, ‘Neill, Mo. Whiting, 
abe SPEAKER. he Chair will not allow the roll call to be Coffeen, tart, Patterson, Williams, Miss 
A ° onn, ones, aynter, son, Wash. 
Mr. REED. My colleague states, Mr. Speaker-—— Cooper, Fla. Kilgore Pence, Wise, 
TheSPEAKER. Thegentlemancan not interruptthe roll call. | Go0Pet Ind. Deoey eee tee We vs. The Seosker. 
Mr. REED. I think the Speaker has not heard my colleague’s , : 
statement. aa » ‘ ; ae a 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will take his seat ames, 70. umniags. tt, ay, 
7,7 * s F Apsley, >. © ¢ 3, . E > 
Mr. REED. Certainly f will. ate — — er 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will take hisseat. All gen- Babcock, ss De Forest, Hull, ape Rey burn. 
tlemen will be seated. Nothing will be accomplished by this | Raat.) pingiey, ee > HON ——" jonn. 
persistence. Bartlett, Dunph : Kribbs, Schermerhorn, 
Mr. REED. There is no resistance, Mr. Speaker, but-—— peew , En ish, N. J. Letever, Sherman, 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will take his scat and the en. crdman, sockwood, Sickles, 
‘ . Berry, Everett, Loudenslager, Smith, 
Clerk will call the roll. ‘ : i Blain, Fletcher, ign, rug Stephenson, 
Mr. REED sat down, but immediately rose again and said: Brickner, yeak. Marvin. N. Y. Grane, C. W. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask to be heard. rosius, ardnet, CAleer, steaus, 
ne SPE KER. , the ~ oe declines to hear the gentleman. Bynum, Geiss -nhainer, MeKaig, Tawney. = 
e Clerk will call **:4 roll. mus, oldzier, eiklejohn. Thomas, 
Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker—— Campbell, Gorman, Mercer, ‘Tracey, 
a a Be cng will call the roll. caruth, Il. Grow, Milken, r pubetaa 
; Mr, uv. r. aker—— ‘ ausey er, orse, alker, 
a Chick . H ; Mutchler, Ww ; 
ia SPEAKER. The gentleman must not interrupt the roll Child ane Haines, Northwa Warner, 
. ; ’ n. "Neil, Mass. ells, 
Mr. REED. Will the Speaker hear a word? Cobb, Mio. Harter, Outhwaite, Wever. 
‘ ockran, ayes, ayne, son, 0 
eon an we hair will not. mobs, Henherson, Il. Perkins, Wolverton, 
mer, Xe . My colleague states—— Cornish, Hendrix, Phillips, Wright, Mass. 
: The SPEAKER. The Chair will not hear the gentleman. Cousins Hicks, Pigott. 
The Clerk will call the roll. Jovert, we, , 
Mr. BOUTELLE. I shall decline to cast my vote in such a NOT VOTING—9%. 
{ oon cr hpmonaien ays og call Abbott, = Donovan, Johnson, Ohio Berenton, 
: e Uler roceed w e ° Adams, Draper, em, Settle, 
Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order, | Aldrich, = iy a. Sipe” 
: an SPEAKER. The gentleman can not interrupt the roll Bartholdt, English, Cal. Lisle, Somers 
eall, Beltzhoover, Fielder, ‘ ud, Sperry 
Mr. BURROWS. [rise to a question of order. Nobody can | Bingham _—— se. ee 
hear, owing to the confusion. Boutelle, Fyan, y Magner Storer, 
The SPEAKER. The House will i —- Brattan, —— Gies, x z Men a. soon, 
‘ Mr. WILSON of Washington. Tyranny! Tyranny Breckinridge, Ky. Goodni ' . , 
The SPEAKER. Until order is restored public business can | Bunay, a Mekelehan, Taylon Tenn 
: not be transacted. Members can not hear their names when Bunn, Griain, Murray, Van Voorhis, n.X 
they are called. The House will be in order. urn rosvenor, owlanas, a 
Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, I think unanimous consent | *¢wel) eeceee’ Peron, waa 
: should be given—the House should understand—it is not Compton, Heard, Powers, Weadock, 
| proper—— , Wis. one s ee Wresee, Til. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will take his seat. The Daizell, Hooker WY Reilly, Wilson, W. Va. 
Chair will hear nothing. The roll call has been entered upon | Daniels, Hopkins, Pa. Robertson,La | Woomer, 
and must be concluded. The House will be in order and the ae. t= aa — Penn. Wright, Pa. 


oem: 


Clerk will call the roll. 
Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker,I am sure the Speaker can not have 
heard my colleague—— 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has twice said to the gentleman 


So (two-thirds not voting in the affirmative) the bill was not 


r. PAYNE (before the result of the vote was announced). 


from Maine that he declines to permit the roll call to be inter- | call for a recapitulation. 


rupted. If the gentleman persists in this violation of the rule The vote was a 
as determined by the Chair, the Chair can only appeal to the The following additional pairs were announced: 
fairness and justice of the House. Until further notice: 


Mr. REED, Will the Chair permit me? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will not permit the gentleman to 
interrupt the roll call. The Chair hopes the gentleman will un- 
derstand that. The Clerk will call the roll. 


Mr. BRYAN with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 
Mr. Mappox with Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. 
Mr. DENSON with Mr. WOoMER. 

Mr. MAGNER with Mr. LUCAS. 
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Mr. ROBERTON of Louisiana with Mr. COGSWELL. 

Mr. SWANSON with Mr. MCCALL. 

Mr, TARSNEY with Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 

On this question: 

Mr. NEWLANDS with Mr. MAHON. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. 
BINGHAM, asks leave of absence on account of sickness. If there 
be no objection this leave will be granted. 

There was no objection. 

Mr.HARRIS. The gentleman from Nebraska, Mr. KEM, was 
called home on account of sickness. I ask that he be excused. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 144, the nays 
114. Two-thirds not having voted on reconsideration to repass 
the bill, it is lost. 

And then, on motion of Mr. CATCHINGS (at 5 o'clock p. m.), 
the House adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rute XIII, private bills were severally re- 
ported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky, from the Committee on War 
Claims: A bill (H. R. 59¥0) for the relief of Alfred M. Burnham, 
of Lynn, Mass. (Report No. 649.) 

Also, a bili (H. R.6190) for the relief of James M. Newman. 
(Repo:t No. 650.) 

Also, a bill (H. R. 532) for the relief of George Lewis Cousens. 
(Report No. 651.) 3 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE, from the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs: A bill (H. R. 4012) for the aid of Thorwald Olsen. (Re- 
port No. 652.) 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions: 


A bill (H. R. 3487) granting a pension to Eliza K. Starr. (Re- | 


port No. 662.) 


By Mr. MONEY, from the Committee on Naval Affairs: A 


bill (H. R. 5371) for the relief of certain enlisted men of the 
Marine Corps. (Report No. 663.) 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. HUDSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 6553) providing for 
the sale of certain lands in the Pawnee Reservation, Oklahoma 
Territory—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. WAUGH: A bill (H. R. 6554) to repeal an act entitled 
‘An act to provide for the permanent preservation and custody 
of the records of the volunteer armies, and for other purposes,” 
approved May 9, 1892—to the Committee on Militiry Affairs. 

By Mr. DUNPHY: A bill (H. R. 6555) to appoint a commission 
to determine the advisability of constructing a transcontinental 
boulevard—to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws. 

By Mr. SWEET: A bill (H. R. 6558) to amend section 2324 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to mining 
claims—to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. GORMAN: A joint resolution (H. Res. 156) authoriz- 
ing the Secretary of War to recognize Frank D. Baldwin as lieu- 
tenant-colonel of the Nineteenth Michigan Infantry Volunteers 
from the 15th day of May, 1865—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. CAMINETTI: .A joint resolution (H. Res. 157) provid- 
ing fora conference at the city of Washington of representa- 
tives of the Americin republics on the silver question—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas: A concurrent resolu- 
tion to print 11,000 copies of report of Bureauof Statistics of im- 
ports for consumption and domestic exports from 1884 to 1894— 
to the Committee on Printing. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause | of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BABCOCKE: A bill (H. R. 6559) granting a pension to 
Margaret Derry--to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: A bill (H. R. 6560) to re- 
move the charge of desertion against Mason W. Presby—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CADMUS: A bill (Hi. R. 6561) granting a pension to 
Lydia Ann Haskin Cole+to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CORNISH: A bill (H. R. 6562) for the relief of Henry 
Lane—to the Committee on Military A fairs. 

By Mr. HULICK® A bill (H. R. 663) to refer to the Court of 
Claims the claim of William T. Scales for compensation for the 
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loss of his flouring mill and contents, located at California, Ky., 
on the 10th day of September, 1832, by order of Gen. Low Wa 


lace—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill H. R. 6564) to pay Mary Galley $5,503, with in 
terest from the 2lst day of March A, D. 186+, for the destru 
tion of property by the Seventy-fourth Regiment Ohio Volun 
teer Infantry—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HICKS: A bill (A. R. 6565) granting a pension to 
Mary Jane Lynn, daughter of John R. Lynn, who served asa 
private soldier from rennsyivania in the war of the Revolu 
tien —to the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. JOSEPH: A bill (H. R. 6566) granting an honorable 
discharge to Cyrus Payne —to the Committee on Military Af 
fairs. 

By Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky: A bill | H. R. 6567) for the 


relief of Mrs. M. L. Piper and Mrs. E. A. Hawkins—to the Com 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6568) for the relief of Mrs. Louisa Jackman 
and the legal representatives of Mrs. Martha Vaughn--to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill. H. R. 6509) for the relief of Mary A. Lewis—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 6570) for the 
| relief of James L. Townsend—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: A bil! (H. R. 6571) granting a pension to 
Bridget Turley—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 6572) for the relief of Mary 
J. Houek—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A biil | H. R. 6573) for the 
relief of A. A. Braden— to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 6574) to donate certain lands in Alabama for 
educational purposes—to the Committee on the Public lands. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


| Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Banking and 
Currency was discharged from the consideration of resolut on of 
| the Wholesale Lumber Dealers’ Association, favoring the enact 
ment of a national bankruptey law, and the same was referred 
| to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pupers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELLof Colorado: Petition of inmates of the Soldiers’ 
Home at Monte Vista, Colo., asking for the passige of House 
bill 6168, providing for the ceding to the State of Colorado of 
the Fort Lyon reservation, and further prays for the removal 
of the home from Monte Vista—to the Committee on the Pub- 
| lie Lands. 
| By Mr. BURROWS: Petition of Carpenters’ Union, No. 689, 

of Detroit, Mich.. for the establishment of Government tele 
| graph lines—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
| Roads. 
| By Mr. CAPEHART: Evidence to accompany House bill 225, 
|,to license persons living on boats—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. é 
| By Mr. DUNPHY: Petition of John H. Rogers, printing and 
bill clerk of the House of Representatives, for increased com- 
pensation—to the Committee on Accounts. 
By Mr. GORMAN (by request}: Two petitions of citizens of 
| Michigan, in favor of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
| Also, petition of the faculty of the University of Michivan, 
| against lotteries —to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
| Roads. 
Also (by request), petition of citizens of Ann Arbor, and Car- 
| penters’ Union, No. 689, of Detroit, Mich., asking the establish- 


ment of a Government telegraph system —to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa: Petition of Z. W. Montague 
and 17 others, members of Center Camp, No. 892, Modern Wood- 
men of America, Center Junction, Iowa, favoring the passage of 

| the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

| By Mr. LOUD: Petition of citizens of Boulder Creek, Cal. 
favoring the passage of the Manderson-fIniner bill—to the Com 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McETTRICK: Resolutions of the Wholesile Lumber 
Dealers’ Association, favoring the enactment of a national bank- 
ruptcy law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: Papers relating to the claim of John L, 
Combs, of Loudoun County, Va.-—to the Committee on Ciaims. 
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Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of F. W. Lewis— 


to the Committee on War Claims. 


Sf 
By Mr. MORSE: Petition of J. J. Whipple, mayor; Ziba C., | 
Keith, ex-mayor; Albert R. Wade, ex-mayor: and 98 other citi- | 
zens of Brockton, Mass., praying for national legislation against | 


the lottery evil and crime, especially the Louisiana lottery, os- 
tensibly moved to Honduras—to the Committee on the Post-Of- 
fice and Post-Roads. 

sy Mr. RICHARDS: Petition of citizens of Wayne County, 
Ohio, for a Federal act to enable States to enforce State laws 
regulating the sale of substitutes for dairy products—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. RLCHARDSON of Michigan: Resolution of Carpen- 
ters’ Union, No. 689, of Detroit, in favor of the governmental 
control of telegraph systems—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of H. D. Pixley and 79 others, 
citizens of Utica, N. Y., asking for the passage of an act regu- 
lating the sale of oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky: Petition of Patrick G. Meath, 
of Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, resolution of House of Representatives, referring claim 
= eueeeen G. Meath to Court of Claims—to the Committee on 

Jar Claims. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, April 5, 1894, 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


CLAIM OF IRWIN TUCKER. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Postmaster-General, transmitting, in accordance 
with law, the claim of Irwin Tucker, late postmaster at New- 
vort News, Va., for credit on account of losses resulting from 
urglary of the post-office at that place ae 9, 1894, with 
the recommendation that a bill authorizing the allowance of the 
credit claimed be passed: which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. GEORGE presented a memorial of sundry building and 
loan associations of Mississippi, remonstrating against the im- 
position of an income tax upon such associations; which was or- 


dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GORMAN — the petition of Joseph German and 
8 other citizens of Lauraville, Md., praying for the passage of 
Senate bill No. 1566, providing for the free coinage of silver and 
directing the issuance of $500,000,000 in legal-tender notes to pay 
the outstanding debts of the Government, etc.; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. LODGE presented the petition of C. E. Morrison & Co. 
and 17 other merchants of Boston, Mass., praying that the duty 
on potatoes and onions be restored to the rates existing prior to 
the passage of the McKinley law; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented the petition of M.C. Grier and 14 other 
citizens of Malden, Mass., praying that fraternal society and 
college journals be admitted to the mails as second-class matter; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

Mr. AURORE See a ree <. the antes 
Council of Tacoma, Wash., remonstrati nst the sage o 
the Wilson tariff bill; which was oohered te lie on the table. 

Mr. WASHBURN presented a petition of the Chamber of 
Commerce of St. Paul, Minn., praying for an early settlement 
of the tariff question; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas presented a petition of members of 
the colored Presbyterian Church and sundry citizens of Hot 
Springs, Ark.. praying that a certain parcel of ground in the city 
of Hot Springs, ie be donated them for church purposes; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BUTLER ee the petition of Justin McCarthy, of 
Wasbington, D.C., praying that damages be granted him in the 
construction of the dry dock at Port , S. C., caused by the 
cyclone of August, 1s¥3; which was to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

He also nted a petition of sundry citizens of Lancaster 
County, S. C., and a petition of sundry citizens of Yorkville, S. 
C., praying that one or more terms of the circuit and district 

courts held 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


at Yorkville, S. C.; which were referred to the | to submit an adverse report thereon. T°ask that the bill 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. PERKINS on the 
4th instant, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill, reported it favorably, and moved that it be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations and be printed; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 168) granting to the State of 
Wyoming certain lands in the Fort D. A. Russell military res- 
ervation for agricultural fair and industrial exposition grounds, 
and for other purposes, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Lam directed by the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs to report back favorably an amendment intended to 
be proposed by me to the sundry civil appropriation bill. I 
move that the amendment, with the accompanying report from 
the Quartermaster General's office and the War Department, be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1482) to relieve John Holbrook 
from the charge of desertion, submitted an adverse report there- 
on, which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1483) to correct the military record of Elisha B. Bassett, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

ir. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 

whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3135) granting to the Univer- 
sity of Utah a site off the public domain, reported it without 

| amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

| Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on interstate Commerce, 

| to whom was referred the bill (S. 1778) to amend an act entitled 

| ‘An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, re- 
ported it with an amendment. 

Mr. KYLE. Yesterday I reported from the Committee on 
Education and Labor an amendment relating to Howard Uni- 
vera, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropria- 
tion . L[Luow submit a report upon the amendment, which I 
mere be printed and referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MURPHY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 6073) to extend the limits of the 
port of New York, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. DOLPH. I report back, by direction of the Committee 
on Commerce, the bill (S. 1192) making an appropriation for the 
establishment of range lights at the mouth of the Willamette 
River. in the State of Oregon, with a recommendation that it be 
indefinitely postponed. It seems that legislation providing for 
erecting lights at the mouth of the Willamette River has already 
been enacted, und all that is requiréd is an appropriation. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be indefinitely post- 


poned. 

' Mr. DOLPH. By direction of the Committee .on Com- 
merce, I report an amendment to the sundry civil a 
bill to carry out the object intended to be accomplished by the 
bill which has just been postponed indefinitely. I move that 
the amendment be printed and referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

he motion was agreed to. : 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1191) making an appropriation for the com- 
pletion of the light-house at Cape Arago, in the State of Oregon, 
reported it with an amendment. 

r. JONES of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred an amendment submitted by him- 
self March 22, relating to the Eastern Shawnees, intended to be 
proposed to the Indian appropriation bill, reported it favorably, 
and moved that it be refe to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and printed; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by Mr. CAREY on the 2Ist of February, 
relating to the Big Wind River Bridge on the Shoshone Indian 
Reservation, intended to be proposed to the Indian appropria- 
tion bill, reported it favorably, and moved that it be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was 


reed to. 
“Ar. BUTLER. Iam directed Se eR ommittce on Naval Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1587) to open the naval 
reservation in Lafayette County, Pla,, to settlement and en 
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on the Calendar. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- | 


endar with the adverse report of the committee. 
PROCEEDINGS OF PAN-AMERICAN MEDICAL CONGRESS. 


Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, to whom 
was referred the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. Gor- 
MAN, January 4, reported it without amendment, and it was con- 
sidered by ununimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the Houseof Representatives concurring), That there 


° 


be printed and bound in cloth, of the proceedings of the Pan-American Medi- | 


cal Congress, held in Washington City, in September, 1893, under the au- 
thority of a joint resolinion of Congress approved July 18, 1892, 10,000 copies; 
of which 2,000 shall be for the use of the Senate, 4,000 for the use of the House 
of Representatives, and 4,000 for distribution by the Department of State 
the same to be indexed under the direction of the Committee on Printing 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 1860) to authorize Prof. | 
Asaph Hall, of the United States Navy, to accept a gold medal | 


from the Academy of Science of France; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 


Mr. WASHBURN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1861) for | 


the relief of George F’. Brott; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. KYLE introduced a bill (S. 1862) to prevent the manufac- 
ture of clothing in unhealthy places and the sale of clothing so 
manufactured; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committees on Education and Labor. 

Mr. MURPHY introduced a biil (S. 1863) to provide for and to 
regulate the admission of attorneys and solicitors to practice in 
the courts of the United States; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to: the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 1864) for the relief of 
George W. Harbaugh; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 1865) for the relief of 
certain Pottawatomie Indians, of Michigan; which was read 


twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Af- | 


fairs. 
PROPOSED REDUCTION OF OFFICIAL INCOMES. 


Mr. GEORGE. I submit the following resolution, and ask its | 


reference tc the Committee on the Judiciary: 

Resolved, That in view of the present depressed financial condition of the 
people, the low price of agricultural and other products, the indebtedness of 
many of the people, and the increased value of money, the Committee on 
the Judiciary be instructed to prepare and report tothe Senate a bill reduc- 
ing 20 per cent all official incomes payable outof the Treasury of the United 
aoe not protected from reduction by the Constitution of the United 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to 
the Committ: ¢ on the Judiciary, if there ba no objection. 

Mr. PLATT. Why should it be referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary? I have no special objection to make to its 
reference to that committes, but itseems to me it would be more 
appropriate to refer it to the Finance Committee. I know the 
Senator from Mississippi is upon the Judiciary Committee, and 
I shall not object to a reference of the resolution to that com- 
mittee if he desires it to go there. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire the resolution to go to the Judiciary 
Committee, because [ think that is the appropriate committee 
to consider it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be so referred, 
in the absence of objection. 

PROPOSED REPEAL OF BOND PROVISION. 

Mr. ALLEN. I submit a resolution, and ask for its immediate 
consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Finance, to whom was referred the bill 
S. 1457) to repeal a part of section 3 of an act entitled “An act to provide 
the resumption of specie payments, approved January 14, 1875. and for 
other purposes,”’ be, and is hereby, discharged from the further considera- 
tion thereof. and said bill is ordered to be placed on the Calendar for con- 
sideration by the Senate in its regular order. 


I do not see present any member of the Committee on Finance 
upon the other side of the Chamber. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over under 
the rule. 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMITTEE HEARINGS. 
Mr. GORMAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


Resolved, That there be ted for the use of the Committee on Interstate 

Commerce 100 copies of all hearincs had before said committee during the 

1885, and during each year subsequent thereto, including the hearings 
during the present session of Congress. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that if it is 
agreeabie to tne Senate, on Monday next at 2 o’clock I will sub- 


| 
| 





mit some remarks on the subject of the pending tariff legista 
tion. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. 'T. 0 
TOWLEsS, its Chief Clerk, communicated to the Senate r 
tions passed by the House commewvrative of the lifeand ser, 
of Hon. Charles ONeill, late a Representative from the State 
of Pennsylvania. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolied joint resolution (H. Res. 139) to print 
the Agricultural Report for 1893; and it was thereupon signed 
by the Vice-President. 


ISSUE OF BONDS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution of the Senator from Kansas | Mr. Perrer), com- 
ing over from a previous day. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. PeErrer 
Mareh 28, 184, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be, and it is hereby, instructed 
to prepare and report as soon as practicable a bill to repeal all laws author 
izing or permitting the Secretary of the Treasury to issue bonds or other 
ations of the Government, and to prohibit any and all 








interest-bearing oblig 
such issues in the future without express authority by act of ( igress 
had and obtained 

Mr. PEF FER. Mr. President 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ask the Senator from Kansas if he 
w il notbe kind enough to yield until | makea request for unani- 
mous consent to take up a Senate bill. 

Mr. PEFFER. I have no objection tocomplying with the re- 
quest of the Senator from North Dakota provided the resolution 
goes over and retains its place. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope that order will be made and that the 
resolution will retain its place. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 


THE RUSSIAN THISTLE. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ask the unanimous consent of the 
Senate to proceed to the consideration of the bili (S. 1545) to 
provide for the destruction and extermination of the noxious 
plant or weed known as Russian thistle or Russian cactus, tech- 
nically Sa/sola kali traqus. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator from South Dakota |Mr. KYLE] 
has an amendment which he desires to offer to the bill. [do 
not see him in the Chamber. I will object until the Senator 
from South Dakota is present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I hope the Senator from Mississippi 
will withdraw the obection. The Senator from South Dakota 
was in the Chamber a few moments ago. I see the Senator 
from Texas {Mr. MILs] in his seat, and [ understand he desires 
to be heard on the bill. 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well; if the Senator from Texas desires 

to occupy the floor I withdraw my objection. I can send for the 
Senator from South Dakota. 
“Mr. CALL. If the Senator from North Dakota <oes not ob- 
ject, I will with his consent move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. I wish to have a short ex- 
ecutive session. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Lhope the S-nator from Texas will be 
permitted to address the Senate on the bill. 

Mr. MILLS. lI care very little about talkingonit. I should 
like to accommodate my friendfrom Florida ior a little while; 
if he wants the Senate to go into executive session I will give 
way entirely. 


Mr. CALL. I hope the Senator from North Dakota will not 


Mr. SHERMAN. I think the resolution had better go over. | objest. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. I trust the Senator from Florida will 
allow us to proceed with the bill. 

There being no ob ection, the Senate, as in Committce of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, the objection that I have tothe 
present biil is that it does not appear before the proper govern- 
ment that has charge of the matter submitted by the bill. I 
know the bill is in the line with other measures whieh have been 
adopted by Congress in invading the territorial jurisdiction of 
the local soversigntics and taking upon the federal Government 
the discharge of duties which have been reserved by the com- 

acts of the Constitution to the several States. I think itisa 
undamental truth, at the bottom of our whole system of Govern- 
ment, that the best possible government over any people is that 
which is most closely within the control of each separate loeal- 
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ity. Itis upon that principle that our complicated system of 
Government was founded by our fathers. 

The Government of the United States was established by its 
founders for the purpose of regulating affairs between the whole 
body of our people and foreign people and the concerns of the 
several States, being international and interstate in its opera- 
tion. Here comes a measure proposing to Congress that it shall 
go into a State of the Union and regulate the digging up of 
weeds, extirpating grasses and noxious growths, directing how 
farms are to be tilled, what improvements are to be made, and 
taking upon the National Government and the people who sup- 
port it by a national system of taxation all the expenditures that 
are necessary to cleir the farms of individual farmers in the 
several States of the Russian thistle, crab grass, foxtail, cactus, 
and all of the things that hinder the cultivation of the soil. 

I have simply tiken the floor, Mr. President, to recall this 
body (not so much our friends on the other side as our friends on 
this side) back to the old truths of our fathers. My friend on 
the other side yesterday rather taunted us with Jeffersonian 
Democracy, and I come to talk a little more Jeffersonian De- 
mocracy, or to permit Mr. Jefferson himself to talk to us, who 
claim to be the disciples and followers of him, and to those who 
believe in the principles which he taught, the party that for a 
hundred years has walked in the precepts and the faith of Mr. 
Jefferson. In discussing some of these collateral questions in 
his seventy-seventh year, in his autobiography, in speaking of a 
decision, 1 believe, of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
which in his judgment had assumed legis!ative functions instead 
of judicial, he says: 

We have seen too that, contrary, to all correet example, they are in the 
habit of going out of the question before them, to throw an anchor ahead, 
and grapple further hold for future advances of power. 

That is what legislatian has been doing. Jefferson dreaded 
the encroachments of the two departments of the Government, 
the judiciary and the legislative. In all foreign governments 
the dread had been of the encroachments of the executive upon 
ine liberties and rights of its people; but he foretold, with the 
correctness of a prophet of the ancient days, that the rightsand 
the liberties of the people of this country would be invaded by 
the judiciary and by the legislative departments of the Govern- 
ment, and that they would do it by ores out anchors and 
catching hold and pulling up, and, as he said, making a viola- 
tion of one right a precedent for the violation of another. Now, 
listen: 


They are then, in fact, the corps of sappers and miners, steadily working 
to undermine the independent rights of the States, and to consolidate all 
power in the hands of that Government in which they have so important 
a freehold estate. 


Now, he lays down a principle: 


But it is not by the consolidation or concentration of powers, but by their 
distribution, that government is effected. Were not this great country 
already divided into States, that division must be made, that each might do 
for itself what concerns itself directly, and what it can so much better do 
than a distant authority. Every State n is divided into counties, each 
to take care of what lies within its | bounds; each county again into 
townships or wards, to man minuter details; and every ward into farms, 
to be governed each by its individual proprietor. 


Not by Congress, but in the subdivision of power it goes down 
and down until each farm is governed by its owner. Let him 
dig up his Russian thistle, and not come to Congress to have 
Congress direct how he is to dig his thistles and at what time 
of the year he is to dig his thistles, and assume the burden of the 
expense. 

I call the attention of my friends to this: 

Were we directed from Wash when to sow and when to reap, we 
should soon want bread. Itis by this partition of cares, descending in gra- 
dation from general to particular. that the mass of human affairs may be 
best managed for the goo. and prosperity of all. 

That is Democracy; that is the gospel in which we have been 
taught; and Task my Democratic friends on this side of the 
Chamber where do they find a resting place in the Constitution 
of this Government, by appropriation or otherwise, toinvade the 
territorial jurisdiction of a State and assume to control the in- 
ternal concerns of its people? 

They come now with an appropriation of a million dollars. 
Yee, Mr. President, that is the Greeks coming bearing gifts. It 
isa million dollars to be given to the people for the privilege of 
breaking down their constitutional oleh to take care of their 
own liberties. A million dollars is the prize offered to tempt 
the peopie to accept this infringement of State authority; but 
when they get inside ot the gates, then it is a Trojan horse. 
Aftera while the effort will be made to regulate your elections, 


to regulate the succession and descent and distribution of prop- 
erty, to regulate your taxation, and to do everything else that 
Congress or the party in power may wish to do. 

I received, sir, a printed pamphlet the other day, some rew 
paper established for the 
which it is boldly taught 


of inculcating a new idea, in 
t State lines ought to be abolished; 
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that there should be but one legislative assembly in this whole 
country, and that should be here in Washington, and that this 
legisiature should legislate for everything in which the whole 
65,000,000 American people are interested. We are going along 
on that line. If we goon in that line, if we continue to follow 
it, we shall be running over all the landmarks and all the prin- 
ciples our fathers have laid down as absolutely essential to the 
preservation of the liberties of the people. 

Again, I will call attention to what the same great founder 
said in 1816. He was talking about schools. He believed in 
local self-government in schools; he believed that the ward re- 
public, as he termed the little district, understood how to build 
up schools, and would do it better and would control them bet- 
ter than the schools would be controlled by the whole State; and- 
I believe Mr. Jefferson is correct in that, for we have schoolsof 
thatsort in my own State, where we control theminour own towns, 
levy our own taxation, build up our own schoolhouses, and select 
our own teachers, and they are the pride of each locality, and 
are the very best schools we have in the State. 


But if it is believed that these elementary schools will be better managed 
by the governor and council, the commissioners of the literary fund, or an 
other general authority of the Government, than by the parents within eac 
ward, itis a belief against allexperience. Try the principleone step further, 
and amend the bill so as to commit to the governor and council tha manage-* 
ment of all our farms, our milis, and merchants’ stores. No,my friend, the 
way to have good and safe government is not to trust it all to one, but to 
divide it among the many, distributing to everyone exactly the functions 
he is competent to. Let the National Government be intrusted with the de- 
fense of the nation, and its foreign and Federal relations; the State govern- 
ments with the civil hts, laws, police, and administration of what con- 
cerns the State generally; the counties with the local concerns of the coun- 
ties, and each ward direct the interests within itself. 

It is by ae and subdividing these republics from the great national 
one down thro all its subordinations, untilit ends in the administration 
ofevery man's farm by himself; by aes under sree what his own 
eye may superintend, that all will be done for the best. Whathasdestroyed 
liberty and the rights of man in every government which has ever existed 
unéer the sun? The generalizing and concentrating all cares and powers 
into one body, no matter whether of the autocrats of Russia or France, or of 
the aristocrats of a Venetian senate. And I do believe that if the Almighty 
has not decreed that man shall never be free (and it isa blasphemy to believe 
it), that the secret will be found to be in the making himself the depository 
of the wers respecting himseif, so far as he is competent to them, and 
delegating only what is beyond his competence by a synthetical process, to 
higher and higher orders of functionaries, so as to trust fewer and fewer 
—— in proportion as the trustees become more and more oligarchical. 

e elementary republics of the wards, the county republics. the State re- 
publics, and the Republic ofthe Union, would form a gradation of authorities, 
standing each on the basis of law, holding every one its delegated share of 

wers, and constituting truly a system of fundamental balances and checks 
or the Government. 


This is the doctrine which I wish to recall to our friends on 
this side of the Chamber, that we have no right to make a law 
to regulate the Russian thistle in any State of the Union. if the 
Russian thistle comes to the District of Columbia, under the 
Constitution we are empowered to exterminate it or to extermi- 
nate any other foe here, bui beyond the boundaries of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia we have no power to go. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr, President, it is not my purpose to make any 
extended remarks this morning upon the pending bill or to dis- 
cuss its constitutionality. I recognize the objection raised by 
the Senators on this side of the Chamber to the bill, and there- 
fore I will move the amendments which I[ now send to the Secre- 
tary’s desk to be read. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. ; 

The Secretary read the amendments intended to be proposed 
by Mr. KYLE, as follows: 

Strike out all of section 1, after “make,” in line 17, page 2, and insert the 
following: 

“As fair an estimate as practicable of the total cost of exterminating said 
thistle In each of the States in which it exists. He shall, thereupon. divide 
the sum hereinafter appropriated among said States in the proportion that 
the cost of exterminating said thistie in each shall bear to the agcregate 
cost of such extermination in all the States.” 

Strike out section 2, and insert the following: 

“Sec. 2. That the sum of $1,009,000 bo, and is hereby, appropriated, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the purpose of 
carrying out this act, and the same shall be paid out of the Treasury to the 
Secretary of Agriculture on warrants made by him.” 

Strike out section 3, ani insert the following: * 

“Spc. 3. That the of Agriculture shall, after deducting the ex- 
penses to be incurred on account of the ts provided for in the first sec- 
tion of this act. pay the remainder of s sum of $1,000,000 to the governors 
of the several States in which said thistle is found to exist, in the proportion 
hereinbefore provided for, taking from each of said governors an obligation 
in writing that the sum received by him will be expended in connection with 
any other sum or sums which may be provided in his State, either by taxa- 
tion or voluntary contribution, for that purpose in exterminating s1id thistle 
in his S If any governor shall refuse to execute said obligation, then 
the quota of his State shall be covered into the Treasury.” 


Mr. KYLE. Mr. President, personally I believe it is compe- 
tent for Congress to legislate upon ail matters of public concern. 
Ido not think there can be any question in regard to that. It 
has been the practice of Congress in cases preceding this, when 
cholera and other contagious diseases have approached the 
shores of the United States, to make appropriations for the pur- 
pose of stamping them out. A short time ago, when pleuro- 
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pneumonia made its appearance, a law very similar to that now 
proposed was enacted and put into operation. 

I do not see the parallel between the bill before us and the 
teachings from the works of Jefferson read by the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. MILLS], who has just preceded me; but to avoid the 
difficulty which may arise before us now in regard to this ques- 
tion Ihave prepared this amendment. It does not provide that 
the Government shall send its officers into the various States of 
the Union to dig up the Russian thistle or other noxious weeds; 
but that the money shall be appropriated outright from the 
United States Treasury to the Stutes, tobe used by the governors 
as they or the State Legislatures may direct. 

Whether it be constitutional or not to operate in the States in 
the way indicated by the Senator from Texas, I believe in this 
instance it is the duty of the United States Government to co- 
operate with the States interested in stamping out the Russian 
thistle, which has become a matter of public concern in a large 
section of the Mississippi Valley. 

The Russian thistle was brought to this country only about 
fifteen or twenty years ago, and first appeared in the city of 
Yankton,in my State. Ithasspread since that time asfar south 
as Kansas, as far north as the Briti-h possessions, as far west as 
Montana, and as far east as Wisconsin, covering, I believe, about 
sven or eight States. 

As to the duty of the Government to coSperate in extirpating 
this noxious weed, I have this to say: if we, by State legisla- 
tion, should attempt to extirpate the thistle, we should be con- 
fronted with the difficulty that in the several States named the 
United States holds a very large acreage of public lands. Were 
this weed removed, therefore, from the cultivated farms, it 
would immediately appear upon the pubiic lands. 

Let me give you the acreage of public and private lands of the 
States interested. The State of North Dakota has 45,561,600 
acres of land, of which the United States Government holds at 
the present time 19,500,555 acres, nearly half the land in the 
State. 

South Dakota has 50,643,200 acres, of which the Government 
holds 13,005,396 acres, alittle more than a quarter of the whole. 
Nebraska has 49,077,359 acres, of which the Government holds 
10,799,332 acres, nearly afourth. The State of Iowa has 35,228,- 
800 acres; the United States Government holds none. TheStafe 
of Minnesota has 53,459,840 aeres, of which the Government still 
holds6,510,6lLacres. Montana has 92,016,640 acres, of which the 
Government holds 74,558,143 acres, more than three-fourths of the 


amount being public land. Wisconsin has 34,511,360 acres, of | 


which the Government holds 871,087. The total acreage in these 


States is thus shown to be 370,498,799, of which 125,246,124 acres | 


belong to the United States. 

Mr. President, this has become an important question for us 
in the West. This weed is not like the foxtail and crab grass, 
ag st:ted by the Senator from Texas. It is entirely different. 
It is not like the measles and the whooping cough, mentioned by 
some Senator, as compared with other contagious diseases. It 
is as different from foxtail and crab grass as the measles and 
the whooping cough are different from Asiatic cholera. 

The Russian thistle is peculiarly of the noxious class. It 
grows from a single small tap root, and on coming up looks no 
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more destructive than a spear of asparagus; but it begins to | 


branch out in boll shape until it is 2 or 3 feet in diameter at the 
top. It becomes woody, and then thorny. By and by the root 
becomes loosened, and the weed goes tumbling over the prairies 
for a distance of 20 miles, scattering its seed on every side. 
There are in the State of South Dakota, where I live, whole 
farms, of which every acre was cultivated afew years ago, and 
from which abundant crops of wheat were raised, which have 


been abandoned in consequence of this weed. The same is true | 


of North Dakota; and it is a serious question as to how we are 
going to eradicate the evil. 

As I stated a moment ago, suppose we should extirpate the 
weed from cultivated farms, the seeds become scattered over the 
public lands, and they take root on every sandy molehill, where 
they grow, and are carried back again upon private lands. 

The Government, therefore, is obliged to this extent—cer- 
tainly morally, if not legally—of removing the weed from the 
public lands; and hencéan appropriation should be made for the 
eG of co‘perating with the States. 

. MCPHERSON. Iwill ask the Senator how this weed, 
which he describes so graphically, ever obtained a foothold? 
Is it indigenous to the soil? 

Mr. KYLE. I will answer the Senator by saying that the 
seed was brought here by virtueof the immigration laws estab- 
lished by Congress. As stated before the Senator came in, cit- 
izens of my State who came from Russia some years ago brought 
the seed with their goods, or in some other way. It obtained 
a foothold in Yankton, S. D.,and hasspread within fifteen years 
over about seven States. 
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Mr. MCPHERSON. Why was the weed permitted to spread 
by the people who own the farms which the Senator declares 
are so valuable? Why did the farmers in that section of coun 
try permit this weed, so destructive in its nature and character, 
to spread over such an area of territory that to-day the Govern- 
ment of the United States is called upon to suppress it? 

Mr. KYLE. I presume the reason’ may be explained in this 
way. Nobody at first seemed to pay any attention to it; it was 
anew weed; they knew nothing of it, and almost before we were 
able to discover what it was, it had spread over the States 
named. 

[ have already explained how the seed is scattered over the 
country. A weed, when itis grownand the seed has ripened, be- 
comes loosened at the roots and goes tumbling across the prai- 
ries, scattering the seed for 15 or 20 miles, so that in a single 
year a section that did not have a weed before becomes entirely 
covered so as to render the lan | valueless. 

1 think, therefore, Mr. President, the amendment I have of- 
fered provides the best solution of the question. Under it there 
will be distributed in the neighborhood of $200,000 to the States 
affected, which will be placed in the hands of the governor. He 
can then coSperate with the State authorities in stamping out 
the noxious weed. The sumis not too large. Atthe same time 
the amendment removes the objection raised by the Senator from 
Texas and other Senators on this side of the Chamber in regard 
to the constitutionality of the measure. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, the report of the committee ac 
companying this bill shows briefly these historical facts. In 
speaking of the Russian thistle the committee say: 

In them we find that the Russian thistle was transplanted to the United 
States by Russian immigrants who came here under the provisions of our 
national immigration laws. The seed was brought from Russia about 1878 
in some black flaxseed which was sown and the plant was first discovered 
to be growing upon our soil about 1880, in the southern portion of South Da 
kota. From there it has spread, according to official reports. over an area 
of 70,000 square miles, covering two-thirds of the grain-growing regions of 
South Dakota, almost one-third of the arable land of North Dakota, and it 
is to be found in many parts of Minnesota, Wisconsin, Iowa, Nevraska, and 
Wyoming. 

On page 2 of the report I read: 


The Russian thistle is like no other pest which has in the past threatened 
the material interests of our institutions. The danger to agriculture from 
its ravages is now far greater than were the dangers to the live-stock inter- 
ests of the country from pleuro-pneumonia in 1884. in that year Congress 
enacted a law establishing a Bureau of Animal Industry, making it a part 
of the Department of Agriculture and empowering the Department, through 
the Bureau, to make a campaign against tne malignant disease then decimat 
ing our cattle herds. As a result, pleuro-pneumonia has been completely 
extirpated in the United States. The expense of the work of extirpating 
pleuro-pneumonia has been twice as great as the amount now asked by your 
committee to exterminate the Russian thistle, but it is conceded by al! that 
the expenditure was a most economical one. 


I read these extracts from the report of the committee for the 
purpose of showing the ravages the Russian thistle is making 
in the agricultural lands of this country. That there is a neces- 
sity for some action upon the part of the Federal and the State 
governments to extirpate this weed it seems to me but few, if 
any, willdeny. The only objection made to such action by the 
Senator from Texas goes to the constitutional power of the Gov- 
ernment to take charge of this matter and eradicate this weed 


| from the agricultural lands of the Missouri Valley. The Sena- 


tor from Texas, in my judgment, is wrong in his construction of 
the Constitution so far as the power of Congress is concerned in 
this respect. 

I agree with much that was said by the Senator from Texas. 
I agree with him in the necessity of preserving distinctly the 
line of dem:rcation between the powers of the nation and the 
State governments. This line must be preserved. 

But every similitude in the history of this country, the entire 
practice of the Government, so far as I am informed, from which 
deductions are to be drawn in support of this measure, are in 


' favor of the existence of the power of the General Government 


to deal with this question and employ its men and means in ex- 
tirpating this noxious, foreign. and destructive weed. 

The weed, it must be remembered by Senators, is not indige- 
nous. Itis not something that was found in this country when 
the State and National Governments were established. It is a 
weed that has come to our shores as a public enemy, coming in 
disguise. It is a weed that threatens the life of our agriculture; 
and, in my judgment, the Congress of the United States not only 
has the power under the Constitution, but it becomes its duty to 


| protect the agricultural interests and agricultural lanis against 


thé invasion of this public enemy by the means provided in this 
bill as well as any other public enemy. 

Suppose, in answering the argument of the Senator fro: 
Texas | Mr. MILLS], that by some means a person, a foreign im- 
migrant who under our lawis prohibited from coming into this 
country and finding lodgment Som should slip across the line 
and come within the territory of the United States in violation 
of the law; would the Senator from Texas say that the moment 
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he got across the line and located in some particular State the | aiso is that when it matures, which it does about the Ist of Sep- 
jurisdiction of the General Government ceased and the jurisdic- | tember up in the latitude where it prevails now,and when it has 
tion of the State government alone attached to him? Suppo-e | had a fair chance to grow, it becomes an enormous weed, ful! of 
a foreign enemy with flags and with munitions of war was as- | what I might call thorns; they are pricks that nobody can 
sailing some portion of our country, and by secrecy should find | handle. Where the weeds are thick a horse ridden or driven 
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lodgment iu the State of Texas; would have passed from the 
common seas into our territory and into the territory of the State | 
of Texas before being discovered, would the Senatorfrom Texas | 
claim, would he fora miaute claim that this Government would be 
powerless to take the matter in hand and drive from ourshores | 
an enemy of that kind simply because through secrecy he had | 
crossed the line of some particular State? If he was a public 
enemy before he landed, if he threatened the integrity and sov- | 
ereignty of this nation, whether upon land or upon sea, it would | 
be a subject over which this Government would have complete 
jurisdiction and with which it would be compelled to deal. 
Suppose again, that articles of merchandise are smuggled into | 
this country, we will sa@y across the Canadian line, acruss our 
Northern border, in violation of the revenue laws of the country. 
I suppose the Senator from Texas would say thatif we knew the | 
smuggler was coming across the line, and could meet him at the | 
line between this country and Canada, the General Government | 
would have power to prevent his coming, butif by cunning or art | 
he should cross the line with the prohibited articles, the mo- | 
ment he would cross the line the General Government would be 
powerless to deal with him or the articles he had imported in 
violation of our statute. If the General Government has power | 
to enact a law to prevent the importation of certain articles or | 
to prevent their importation uniess certain duties are paid, and 
that law is violated by smuggling, the Government has power | 
likewise to follow the smuggler and the goods he smuggles from | 
Maine to Texas if need be. That was the decision of our Su- 


| weed by his own unaided exertions. 
| have written here say that the weed has already cost the farm- 


through them is injured by contact with the thorns. 

I find that it is spread in the wy [ shall state. and I wish to 
have the Senate underst.nd thismatter. When the frost comes 
and then the winds afterwards—and that is a country in which 
winds prevail—it breaks off at the ground. Then these large 
weeds are blown by the wind for miles, and at every stepof their 
progress they deposit some of their seed, so that ina prairie 
country and in a level country like the country up there is with 
this process existing no man can protect himself against the 
Some of the persons who 


ing interest of that country several million dollars. I admit 


| that it isa very serious pest, and the question which engages 


my, 


attention now is how we may deal with it. 
he bill as drawn up can not be enforced, so as to make an 
effectual extirpation of the weed, and I should like to call the 
attention of Senators who desire to have the weed exterminated 
to that fact. Now, if the United States are to undertake by their 
own machinery to extirpate the weed, the United States, by their 
ent, will have to go upon every quarter section of land in 
whieh the weed is found (and I understand that there are about 
45,000 square miles now in which it is found) and commence a 
process either of plowing them up or of cuttingthem up. I wish 
to eall the attention of Senators to the question whether, under 
the Constitution, the United States can enter upon private prop- 
erty, and there, against the will of the owner, plow or dig up or 
perform any other operation in respect to this weed? IconfessI 


— Court early, in the Maryland ease, and it has been the | can not see how that can be done. 


aw from that time to this moment. 

It may bo said that this is not a general, subject with which 
the General Government is to deal in the sense of the Constitu- 
tion, but does not the preservation of our agriculture lie at the 
very foundation of our Government? If anything threatens the 
life or the health of our people, such for instance as cholera, or 
if any foreign disease threatens invasion of this country, we all 
admit the power and the duty of the Government to meet and 
suppress it. Suppose that cholera, for instance, should cross 
into this country, should be brought to some of our ports, and 
by some process should be carried into the interior of the coun- 
try, would any Senstor stand here to say that this Government 
would not hive power to follow and extirpate it because it had 
located in some particular State? 

Mr. President, the same law which aims at keeping from our 
country the invasion of disease, the preservation of the health 
of our people, the s ume law of self-preservation and self-defense 
inherent in every government. that gives us power to meeta 
common enemy at the border of our country and repel him, and 
a power that is implied in this Governmentas much as it is ina 
natural individual, gives us not only the power to meet this for- 
eign enemy in the form of a formidable weed that threatens the 
destruction of our agriculture. but it gives us power to follow 
that weed wherever it goes in this country and destroy itin the 
interest of our agriculturé. Noone disputes the fact that this 
Government may by proper appropriation, aid the carrying 
commerce of the nation. e have power to grant subsidies, to 
encourage the carrying of our products across the ocean, and en- 
courage the building of ships. Is it true that we may expend 
mouey in this respect; is it true that we may expend money in 
the construction of railroads and other enterprises of that kind 
for the convenience of commerce and the benefit of our people, 
and yet when a seed or a plant is brought from a foreign coun- 
try by stealth or by accident, which threatens to overrun and 
destroy a great portion of our country, it is said that we are 

werless un ler the Constitution to meet and destroy it? I 

ave no faith in the constitutional position of my friend from 
Texas on this cuestion. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I believe it to be my duty to 
say something about the amendments proposed and about the 
bill generally. I have given some attention in the last few days 
to the subject of the Russian thistle. I find thatit isa most ter- 
rible pest. I find that it is of that peculiar nature where a man 
owning a farm can pot eradicate it on that land unless it also be 
eradicated on the neighboring lands. Itisa very singular weed. 
That the Senate may understand it fully, I propose to make 
some statements upon the subject. 

When it is very young, probably for two months after it comes 
up in the spring of the year—it is an annual—the weed is a very 


fine pastu I hve before me some letters from gentlemen 
whocleien th:heu ecesanhet tan talesens turage and on ac- 
count of its value as hay when mowed for , they ob- 


ject to having it exterminated on their land. Yet the proof 


So, I say, if the bill is passed as reported by the Senator from 
North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH] it will be utterly inefficient 
to produce the result which he desires and which , cae and 
which the people of the Northwest desire, Youcan not go upon 
a man’s land and cut and plow and dig without his consent, and 
there is no authority in the Constitution of the United States 
which allows Congress to invest one of its agents with power to 
enter upon land for this purpose. ° 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Will the Senator from Mississippi 
yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I desire to call the attention of the 
Senator to the fact that what he says can not be done has been 
done repeatedly ani was done explicitly in the pleuro-pneu- 
monia act of 1884, and that Federal officials went into cattle 
pastures all over the country and exterminated pleuro-pneu- 
monia just as we propose they shall exterminate this poison to 
agriculture. 

Mr. GEORGE. Does the Senator know of an instance in 
which they went wer a man’s land against his consent? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. They went into his stable. 

Mr. GEORGE. D.d they go into his stable without his con- 
sent? Thatis the point. Of course the United States can send 
its agent upon any man’s land if the man will consent to it. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Will the Senator from Mississippi allow me 
to ask him a question? ‘ ° 

Mr. GEORGE. I would rather develop this ideaa little more 
fully, and then I will answer the Senator’s question. 

I have evidence here that some of the landholders believe the 
weed is a blessing. Here it is. The Senator from North Da- 
kota smiles, but I will read it. Hereisa letter addressed tothe 
Department from Winnipeg, Manitoba, in which the writer says 
it is blessing. Here is an article from the Dakota Farmer, an 
agricultural paper, from which I believe I will read a sentence 
or two. 

Mr. RANSBROUGH. It is not an editorial article. 

Mr. GEORGE. It says: ’ 

I object to ae compelling me to destroy au article that is a benefit to 
me because it a damage to other men who wish to follow a system of 
farming that will ruin any manand any country. 

Thatis from an article taken from the DakotaFarmer. Then 
here is another from the Northwest Farmer, an agricuitural 

per, in which the writer advocates the idea that it is a bless- 
ng. Lbelieve as far as Ican learn that it is a curse rather than 
a blessing. I believe that whilst it is a blessing in some small 
degree, yet taking the whole together it is a very great curse. 
But yet there are men who believe it is a benefit. ow can an 
agent of the United States go — the land of that man aad 
perform his o erations without his consent? I wish to call the 
serious attention of the lawyers of the Senate to that proposi- 
tion. You can not do it. 

Thereis, however, a jurisdiction which the United States have, 
and which they may properly exercise in this matter, and thatis. 














1894. 





the mere power of appropriation. Since the daysof Mr. Monroe 
as President of the United States the distinction between the 
power to appropriate money and jurisdiction over the subject of 
which the appropriation is made has been well understood and 
well recognized. The United States may grant money to the 
States to enable them to do certain work, as they have done, but 
that does not mean that the United States themselves may take 
the money and go into the States and do the work and have juris- 
diction over it. That is the point to which I desire to call the 
attention of Senators who wish to have alaw on thissubject which 
is worth something. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 
sissippi a question on that point? 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Does the Senxtor from Missis- 
sippi believe that if an appropriation were made by Congress to 
a State in order to enable the State to do what is now proposed 
to be done by the United States the State in that case would 


May I ask the Senator from Mis- 
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have any more power to goon the land of a private person than | 


the United States has? 

Mr. GEORGE. I have no doubt about that, because that is 
within the jurisdiction of the States. The destruction of a 
noxious weed is entirely within the jurisdiction of the States. 
It comes within the police power of the States. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. What does the Senator say in 
regard to the public lands of the United States? 

Mr. GEORGE. I will come to that. The destruction of 
poxious animals, noxious weeds, and all that sort of thing is 
peculiarly within the jurisdiction of a State. 
it pleases on that subject, and many of the States have laws on 
the subject already; some of the Northwestern States have laws 
upon thesubject. 
out under what clause of the Constitution of the United States the 
United States may by one of theiragentsoremployés enter upon 
a man’s land against his consent to destroy a noxious weed. 
will find trouble on that subject. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. If the Senator will allow me, 
after all it comes back to the question as to whether Congress 
has power to legislate on the subject. 

Mr. GEORGE. Exactly. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 
taxes. for instance; to license breweries, distilleries, and all that 
kind of thing. Having that power the United States has the 
authority, without the consentof the owner of the private prop- 


He | 


Congress has power to levy’ 


lt may do what | 


[ should like the Senator from Oregon to point | 
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in which this weed exists there are public lands to the amount 
of 125,246,124 acres. These landsare affected by the weed. The 
interests and rights of the United States as landed proprietor 
are affected by the prevalence o/ the weed. The Unit 

may, invirtue of their proprictorshipof these lands, m 
I ‘iation to rid t! lands from thi 
lands of private persons in the same 
s the United Stat 


d States 
ike an ap- 
nwith 
neighborhood or i 


id 


ro Ore 3pestin commo the 


the 








same State, and ‘'s may authorize the States to 
do it as is proposed by the amendments offered by the Senator 
from South Dakot 

Mr. HUNTON. Will my friend read that a Lm o that 
I may understand what it is? 

Mr. GEORGE, It requires the Secretary of Agri ture to 
make 
as fair an estimate as practicable of the total cost of extermir , said 
thistie in each of the States in which it exists. He shall }ereupon, divide 
the sum hereinafter appropriated among said States in the ion that 
the cost of exterminating said thistiein each shall bearto the aggregate cost 
of such ext nination in all the Stat 


Another amendment provides— 
That the 
in the Tre 
this 


Agric 


sum of $1,000,000 be, and is hereby, appropriated, out of 
wury not otherwise appropriated, for the purpose of ca 
t. and the same shall be paid out of the Tres 


ture on Warrants made by him 


ly money 
rying out 


ury to the Secretary of 








Then the third section proposed requires the Secretary of 
Agriculture to pay to the governor of each of the several States 
in which the thistle is found the quota of the State, and the gov- 
ernor shall enter into a contract in writing that the money shall 
be appropriated to this purpose. Those are the amendments. 
There is no jurisdiction assumed. The United States, as the pro- 
prietor of 125,000,000 acres of land in the seven States, contrib- 
utes $1,000,000 for the purpose of exterminating the weed. No 
question of jurisdiction will arise. 


The State then takes control 
of it, and does the work. The total cost of exterminating the 


| weed will amount to several million. 


erty, to enter upon that private property and do all that the law | 


requires to bs done in order to exeeute the Jaw. If the power 
exists in this case,as I believe it does under the general clause, 
to legislate against this noxious weed, then the authority to do 
everything that is necessary to be done in order to execute leg- 
islation under that power exists,and you ean goon private prop- 
erty or any other property in order to extirpate the weed and 
execute the law. 

Mr. GEORGE. Now, I agree with the Senator exactly. If 
the power exist on the part of Congress to declare the weed a 
noxious weed and to destroy it, then Congress may enter upon 
the land for the purpose of the destruction. But that is the 
very point indispute. [never before heard it contended that the 
United States may declare any particular weed or grass growing 
upon the farms of this country a noxious weed or grass, and there- 
upon proceed, without the consent of the State and without the 
consent of the owner, to extirpate that weed or grass. That is 
a proposition which I undertake to say the Senator from Oregon 
in his cool moments wil) not assert. 

I endeavored todraw wuistinction between the power of juris- 
diction over a matter aud the power to appropriate. That dis- 
tinction is plain in our history. If it were not, if we had no 
power to appropriate money except where we had jurisdiction 
and control of the thing to which it is appropriated. you wouid 
wipe out the Ag:icuitural Department entire!y; you would wipe 
out the Geological Survey entirely; you would wipe outa great 


many other institutions which we have kept up by appropriations | 


made under the general power of Congress to appropriate money 
where it has no jurisdiction over the thing. 

Mr. President, I wish to say that I am anxious to have this 
weed extirpated. I believe itis a greatcurse to that part of the 


| bl 


country, and I believe it will become a greater curse the lonzer | 


we delay or the longer there is delay in working it out. Now, 
what are we going todo? Here are some people—how many I 
do not know—who believe the weed is a blessiny and nota curse. 
You can not, by authority of Congress, go on the land of such 
aman. Your agent would be sued for trespass; he could not 
enter. 

Then what are we todo? There isa way out of it, I think, 
and that way is pointed out by the amendments offered by the 
Senator from South Dakota {Mr. Kyte}. There is this equity 
in favor of the adoption of hisamendments. In the seven States 


There is another point to which I desire to cail the attention 
of the Senate, and especially of the Senator from North Dakota, 
who is in charge of the bill. It is shown in the evidence which 
I have here that the weed comes up in the wheat fields, and that 
the only way to exterminate the weed when it has thus infested 
a wheat field is to destroy the wheat. If you allow it to seed, 
then all work in the way of killing it or exterminating it is put 
off until the next season when the new plant comes up. Soun- 
der the bill the very extraordinary specticle is witnessed of a 
mere agent of the United States going ona min’s farm and plow- 
ing up his wheat for the purpose of destroying a weed which 
the man may say, “I prefer to have.” I call the attention of 

amendment of 


the Senator to that clause; whereas under the 

fered by the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYL&] the money 
is given to the State, and the State, throuch its local organiva- 
tion, will proceed in its own way to spend the money, ther 
with its own money and the money that may be contributed 
either by taxation or by voluntary contributions, to exterminate 
it. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Mississippi ailow me 
to ask him if he concedes the power to appropriate money from 
the Federal Treasury to a State for such a purpose? 

Mr. GEORGE. I have no doubt we have the power to appro- 
priate this money, and that it is justified upon the ground that 
we are landed proprietors in those States to the amount of 125,- 
000,000 acres of land, and that our lands are as much affected 
by the weed as the lands of any private individual. In addition 
to tHat it, would be impossible, according to all proof here, for 
the citizens who own land to exterminate the weed upon their 
land if it is allowed to grow upon adjoining public lands. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator will allow me to make a sug- 

gestion, I am very glad he finds an excuse in the idea of improv- 
ing the lands that the Government owns. There may be some 
pla sibility in that doctrine. 
r. GEORGE. Lam not making a speech to make it plausi- 
to the Senator from Tennessee. I know very well his views 
on these subjects, and I know his views are not in accord either 
with the Constitution of the United States or the practice of the 
Government under it. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam very 
ment. Let itgo of record. 

Mr. GEORGE. Whether it be oracular or not, it is the 
That is all. 

Mr. President,the Secretary of Agriculture has been consulted 
upon this subject, and I think his views are entitled to some 
weight. I will read some questions that he propounds. 

Will the owners 

Says the Secretary of Agricuiture— 
unaiimously consent to their invasion at any and all times and seasons by 
the hired weed-killers of the General Government’ 

Some of them will not, and if you leave any of them untouched, 
then all your expenditure amounts to nothing, because that little 
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glad to have that oracular announce- 


> truth. 


of these lands 
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will seed all the lands adjoining and then the next will seed the 
other lands, and soon it would be the same thingitisnow. You 


have to exterminate every one of them. 

Will landowners and railroads submit toa Federal authority at Washing- 
ton, thousands of miles away, invading their real property and interfering 
With its tillage’ 

There is another question. Then says the Secretary: 

Do you beiieve that the Feieral Government can legally empower the 
Department of Agriculture, through its agents, to enter upon private lands 
for the purposes mentioned? 

Then he asserts: 

The successful extirpation of this thistle depends upon the virtual confis- 
cation of all infested crops, or upon the abandonment of the lands which 
bear those crops, during the process of extermination. 

How are we going toforce men to do that? I think the best 
disposition to make of this question is contained in one of the 
amendments proposed by the Senator from South Dakota. We 
will give the States the money and let them exterminate the 
weed themselves. 

I wish to call attention to another point in the bill. The Sec- 
retary of Agriculture is required— 

To make written contracts with residents of said districts for the destruc- 
tion and extermination of all Russian thistle or Russian cactus wherever 
found growing upon the highways, in cultivated fields. 

There is the express authority given here to enter into a 
man's field to destroy his property inorder to destroy the thistle. 
I say the Government of the United States can not do that, but 
we can give the money to a State and allow the State to expend 
it in its own way for this purpose. 

Upon abandoned lands— 

Whatever that may be. I do not know whatitis. Will the 
Senator from North Dakota explain what the bill means by 
‘abandoned lands?” 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator from Mississippi will permit me 
I will explain what it means, It means the agricultural lands 
that are so thickly overgrown with this thistle that the owners 
can not do anything with them, and therefore abandon them. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. That is precisely what it means. 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well; then I understand that. That is 
one thing the Government may do. If the lands are so bad that 
they are abandoned, of course it is all right; but what about the 

cultivated fields? Now, I ask my friend from Nebraska, who is 
a good lawyer, where in the Constitution he finds the authority 
for Congress to authorize one of the agents of the Government 
to go into a man’s wheat field and destroy the wheat in order to 
destroy the thistle? 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator from Mississippi will allow me 
I will answer the question, because there is the gist of the 
wholeargument. If the Government has the power to follow a 
common enemy of the race through this coudtry, it has the 

power to follow him into the house of any individual upon the 
and of any individual; and because this weed, which is not in- 
digenous to this country but was brought here, is destructive of 
the agriculture of the country, not of one farm simply but a 
whole section of country, and is a weed that is passing from 
State to State, as this weed is, the power of the Government is 
ample to go into the field of any particular individual and ex- 
tirpate the weed or cause the owner of the land to doso. I 
never yet have discovered anything in the Constitution or in 
the constitutional history of this country that would in the 
slightest degree prohibit the Government from doing that. 

r. HANSBROUGH. Will the Senator from Mississippi 
yield to me? 

Mr. GEORGE. oe 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. The Senator has laid great stress upon 
the lack of power in the Government to go upon private prem- 
ises for the extermination of the weed. I call hisattention to sec- 
tion 2 of the proposed act. I further call his attention to the 
fact that this matter was discussed in the Committee on Agricul- 


» tureand Forestry, and that at the suggestion of the Senator from 


Mississippi, section 2, which is identical with section 2 of the 

leuro-pneumonia act, was inserted in the bill. I think, if the 

nator will read it, he will find it fully covers his objections. 

I wil) ask the Secretary to read at the desk, for the information 
of the Senate, section 2 of the bill. 

Mr. GEORGE. Itmay be read after a while. I have read it. 
The Senator is mistaken in supposing that I am the author of 
the idea of placing section 2 in the bill. Ideclined to have any- 
thing to do with the bill in the committee, except that I was 
willing the United States, on account of their ee of 

dlic lands in those States, should contribute a liberal quota 
lor the pur of exterminating the weed. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. The Senator will remember that in 
the discussion in the committee, he raised the question that he 
raises here, and that 1 called his attention—— 

Mr. GEORGE. Ido not care to waste my time in discussing 
what took place in the committee. s 
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Mr. HANSBROUGH. Very well. 

Mr. GEORGE. I wish to state that whatever is said to the 
contrary is not correct. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I beg the Senator's pardon. 

Mr. GEORGE. I never gave myassent tothe bill in the com- 
mittee in any shape, manner, or form. On the contrary, | dis- 
sented from it, and the Senator when he reported the bill was 
directed by me to state (and he complied with the direction) 
that it was a majority report only. 

Oi course, Mr. President, I would not be guilty of the absurd- 
ity of taking section 2 as wiping out the constitutional objec- 
tion to which I have alluded. Section 2 is absurd on its face as 
applied to the bill. Section 2 speaks, you understand, of regu- 
lations to be prepared by the Secretary of Agriculture and sub- 
mitted to the States for their coperation, and it also provides 
for the acceptance by the Secretary of Agriculture of rules and 
regulations formed by the States. It provides for coSperation, 
but if section 2 is to be considered as the limit of the power of 
the Secretary of Agriculture on this subject it contains a very 
remarkable provision. He is authorized— 

Toexpend so much of the money apqeomrians by this act as may be neces- 
sary in the execution of said plans and methods, and— 

Following the pleuro-pneumonia law— 
to ee the spread of Russian thistle or Russian cactus from one State 
or Territory to another. 

Thatseems to confine the power of the Secretary 6f Agricul- 
ture to the simple duty of preventing the spread of this thistle 
from one State to another; but the point is, if the Senator re- 
lies upon section 2as giving the authority to the Secretary of 
Agriculture to enter upon lands, then he can not enter until the 
States have formulated their rules or agreed to his rules, and 

| that can only be done by the Legislatures, and it destroys the 
groundwork as set out in the Senator's report for action now by 
the Senate. He says the Legislatures do not meet for a year. 
So if you rely upon the codperation authorized by section 2 as 
giving authority to the Secretary of Agriculture to enter upon 
the lands, he can not go on the lands until the Legislatures 
shall have met and given him authority to doso. I admit when 
the Legislatures do meet and give him authority he can do it, 
but he goes there then not in virtue of Federal law, but in 
virtue of State law. 

That is one of the great defects in the bill. It is that whilst 
it seemingly authorizes immediate action upon the part of the 
Secretary of Agriculture, it in legal and constitutional effect 
prevents his action until the Legislatures of the several States 
shall meet and authorize him to do it. 

Mr. President, I have said about all I desire to say on this sub- 
ject, with ope more remark, that it would be avery remarkable 
spectacle that the local authorities of a State infested by this 
pest should be utterly ignored, and that the business of exter- 
minating the thistle by plowing, and digging, and fire, and the 
destruction of crops should be confided to the Secretary of Agri- 
culture when the people interested are not to be consulted, when 
they are todo nothing, and are not to have any agency whatever 
in destroying the pest.” With these remarks I submit the case. 

Mr. ALLEN. fore the Senator from Mississippi takes his 
seat I should like to ask hima question. Certainly there would 
be no constitutional objection to the Government passing a law 
prohibiting the importation of this weed or the seed of the 
weed. Would there be? 

Mr. GEORGE. No. 

Mr. ALLEN. Now, if we had a law prohibiting the importa- 
tion of this weed, preventing it from being brought into the 
country, attaching Lore penalties thereto, and it was brought 
here in violation of that law, would not the Government have 
the right to follow it and the weeds that it reproduced through- 
out the entire country until it was exterminated? Would there 
— be » aa constitutional power on the part of the Government 
to do so 

Mr. GEORGE. There would not. It could follow the seed 
where it could find it imported into a State in violation of law 
and seize it as smuggled ; but after it has changed its na- 
ture and become some else, I should take it there is not an 
earthly basis for the Senator’s statement. For instance, to show 
how absurd the position is (if I may use that term, as I do with 
the greatest respect), the United States has the right to pro- 
hibit the introduction of wheat into this country under the com- 
merce clause, and to prohibit the introduction of any article of 
commerce. It hasdoneso. Sometimes it isdone direetly; some- 
tumes it is done by a prohibitory tariff. Does the Senator from 
Nebraska say that if Congress could in its wisdom decide that 
the introduction of a particular kind of wheat into this country 
should be prohibited, and then if it were smuggled and planted 
Congress could go to the field in which it was planted and ex- 
tirpate the gro wheat. If it could do that, then, acco 

to the argument of the Senator, when that crop is gathered 
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another crop is sown, a8 long as you can trace the crop to the | 
original prohibited introduction of the seed, the Government of | 


the United States would have a right to go in and destroy the 
crop. 
Of course the Senator does not mean anything of that sort. 


Besides, that is purely a hypothetical inquiry and has nothing | 
y Congress has not prohibited the introduc- | 


todo with this case. 
tion of the seed. It came here without any prohibitory law on 
the partof the United States,and therefore any argument based 
upon the suggestion of the Senator is worthless. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think the Senator from Mississippi is clearly 
wrong upon this proposition. We have laws authorizing a quar- 
antine against cholera, for instance, and diseases of that char- 
acter. The Government gets its power to pass those laws in 
consequence of those diseases being the common enemy of our 
people, and its duty to preserve every material interest of the 
Union. 

Mr. GEORGE. Under the power to regulate commerce. 

Mr. ALLEN. And because they are of foreign origin, and de- 
structive of our commerce and the health of our people. Now, 
would the Senator from Mississippi deny thatif a patient suffer- 
i 
footing upon the shores of this country in violation of the law of 
the Government, that Congress,as a necessary incident of the 
power to pass that law, would not only have a right to quaran- 
tine that patient, but would have the further right of quaran- 
tining every other patient to whom the disease might be com- 
municated by the first? 
question about that power. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator’s argument fails in this, that no 
law of Congress ever prohibited the introduction of this seed. 

Mr. ALLEN. But the question is a constitutional question, 
not a statutory question. Here is a weed that is a native of 
Russia. It is not indigenous to this country atall. It is con- 
ceded to be destructive to the agriculture of the country. It is 
a foreign enemy to the commerce and agriculture of this coun- 
try. Now, if it is destructive to the agriculture of the country 
I ask the Senator from Mississippi if the Government does not 
possess implied power to destroy it and its consequences when 
it is brought here? i 

Mr. GEORGE. Now, let me ask the Senator from Nebraska 
a question. He is a good lawyer. 


be either an expressed grant of power or you must have an im- 
plied power, and when you have the implied power, says the 
Supreme Court, you must put your finger upon the express 
power from which the.implication comes. Will the Senator put 
his finger upon the express grant of power which authorizes 
Congress to interfere in this matter? 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not take the definition of the Senator from 
Mississippi in the language in which he puts it. The Supreme 
Court have held, and jurists and statesmen have held from the 
organization of the Government, that although a power may not 
be expressed in the Constitution in words, if it is a power essen- 
tial to the life and welfare of the Government, a power such as 
the Governmentcould not refuse toexecute and atthe same time 
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ng with the Asiatic cholera should by any secret means gain a | 


It strikes me that there can bs no} 
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invasion simply because there was no word conferring that power 

in the Constitution? It is an implied power that this Govern 

ment possesses; an implied power that every government pos- 

| sesses. In fact, it is impossible toconceive of the existence of 
a government without that power. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. Weare here construing the Constitution as 
it is written and not as it might have been written. 

Mr. ALLEN. I understand that quite well. 

Now, Mr. President, this weed, the ravages of which | think 
the Senator from Mississippi fails to fully comprehend, i 
destructive of the agriculture of this country than the p! 
| pneumonia is of the cattle interest. 
foundation of our agriculture. It destroys the chief industry of 
this nation. It isa common and foreign foe, not invading di- 
rectly our commerce, but indirectly, in conse ;uence of invading 
our agriculture; and yet we are told when this common enemy 
is brought from the shores of a foreign country, and is invading 
State after State and ruining its agricultural lands, that under 
the Constitution the Government has no power to check and erad- 
| icate it. 
| Mr.GEORGE. No; notexactly. The Senator is not answer- 

ing my argument. I have said that the Government has the 
right to appropriate money to States to aid them to do it, and 
that ought to satisfy the Senator. 

~Mr. ALLEN. Then [call the attention of the Senator from 

Mississippi to another rule which he will recognize, that if the 
Government has not the power to meet this thing directly it has 
no constitutional power to meet it indirectly by the appropria- 
| tion of money, for nothing is better settied in our law than the 
doctrine that you can not accomplish by indirection that which 
can not be accomplished directly. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 





- = 


more 


iro 


Itaims diree ly at the very 


| TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 


If there is anything settled | 


in constitutional exegesis in this country, it is that there must | disagreement to the amendment of the Senate to the bill 


the bill (S. 1836) to give effect to the award rendered by the Tri- 

bunalof Arbitration at Paris, under the treaty between the United 
| States and Great Britain concluded at Washington, February 
| 29, 1892, for the purpose of submitting to arbitration certain 
questions concerning the preservation of the fur seals. 

The message also announced that the House insisted upon its 
H. R. 
3605) to require railroad companies operating railroads in the 
Territories over a right of way granted by the Government to 
establish stations and depots at all town sites on the lines of said 
roads established by the Interior Department: agreed to the 


| further conference asked by the Senate on the disxgreeing votes 


of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. WHEELER 


| of Alabama, Mr. KILGORE, and Mr. AVERY managers at the 


sustain itself, that power is granted by implication, by irresist- | 


ible and conclusive implication. as conclusively and fully as 
though it were expressed. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE 
trine as is stated by the Senator; and if itdid, it amounts to just 
this, that whatever Congress would think would be necessary 
for the life of the nation Congress might do; and of course that 


No court in the world ever held any such doc- | 


amountssimply to destroying all constitutional limitations what- | 


ever. 
Mr. ALLEN. With all due deference to my distinguished 
friend from Mississippi, whose legal judgment [ highly appre- 


ciate, I must say to him that not only the Supreme Court of the 
United States have held the doctrine that I state in substince, | 
but there is not a court of list resort of any of the States of the | 
Union where this question has been presented that has not held | 


substantially the same thing. 

Mr. GEORGE. If the Senator can find a case of that kind I 
will oe much obliged to him. 

Mr. ALLEN. Itis that power which goes to the foundation 
of every government itself. 
preservation, the power to preserve itself against the common 
enemy, whether that enemy be an army of invasion, a deadly 
dise2se, or a destructive weed which destroys its agriculture. 

Suppose our Constitution were silent as the grave upon the 
subject of raisisg armies to repel an invading foe. Suppose 
there were nothing said in the Constitution upon that subject, 
would the Senator from Mississippi claim that this Government 
would be powerless to raise armies and equip navies and repel 


{t is the inherent power of self- | 


further conference on the part of the House. 
THE REVENUE BILL. 

The PRESLDING OFFICER (Mr. VILAS in the chair). The 
hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, the Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the untinished business. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H.R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

Mr. PEFFrEeR and Mr. CALL addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas. 

Mr.CALL. I ask the Senator from Kansas to yield to me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kansas 
yield to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. PEFFER. For what purpose. 

Mr. CALL. [ask the Senator from Kansas to yield to me that 
I may move to proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. I desire a short executive session. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope the Senator from Kansas will not yield 
at this time. I think the Senator from Florida and the Senate 
can come to an agreement with respect to a time when he may 
have an executive session, but I hope it will not be held now. © 

Mr. PEPFER. I had taken the floor for the purpose of en- 
|. gaging in the discussion of the pending bill and would prefer 
| not to yield at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas de- 
| clines to yield the floor. The Senator from Kansas will proceed. 
Mr. CALL. Dol understand that the Senator from Kansas 
| declines to yield? 

Mr. PEFFER. If the executive session would not require 
| much time, and the Senator from Florida is prepared to assure 

me upon that point, I should not object to yielding: but I prefer 

not to pass over threeor four hours and begin my remarks t 

evening. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I suggest to the Senator from Kansas to 

commence his speech to-morrow morning. 
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Mr. CALL. If the Senator from Kansas will allow me, [ will 
move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe Senator from Kansas 
yield for that purpose? 

Mr. PEFFER. I will yield on condition that I shall have the 
floor after the executive session. 

Mr. HARR‘S. IL hope, if the motion is made, it wil’. be voted 
down at this hour. There are times—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I rise to a question of or- 
der. Is a motion to go into executive session debatable? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no motion yet enter- | 
tained by the Chair to go into executive session. The Senator 
from Kans 8 has not yielded to the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understood the Senator from Florida to 
make the motion. 

— PRESIVING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kansas 
rield? 

. Mr. PEFFER. I will yield for the purpose of allowing the 
— itor from Florida to make a motion to go into executive ses- 
sion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Kansas yields 
the floor. 2 





SXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr.CALL. I move that the Senate procead to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 
Mr. HARRIS. Upon that motion Lask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and being tiken resulted— | 
yeas 31, nays 19; as follows: 


YEAS—31. 
Aldrich, Gallinger, Kyle, Proctor, 
Allen, George, Lodge, Pugb, 
Bate, Hale Man‘erson, uay, 
Call, Hansbrough, Morrill, ach, 
Chandler, Hawley, Perkins, Stewart, 
Davis, Higgins, Pettigrew, Teller, 
Dubois, Hil, Piatt, Washburn. 
Frye, Irby, Power, 
NAYS—10. 
Berry, Harris, Mitchell, Oregon Peffer, 
Blackburn, Jones, Ark. Mitchell, Wis. Turpie, 
Caffery McLaurin, Morgan, Vest, 
Coke, McPherson, Palmer, Vilas, 
Dolph, Mills, Pasco, 
NOT VOTING—S4. 

Allison, Daniel, Jones, Nev. Squire. 
Blanchard, Dixon, Lindsay, Stock ridge, 
Brice. Faulkner, McMillan, Van 
Butler, Gibson, Martian, Voorhees, 
Camden, Gordon, Murphy, White, 

mn, Gorman, Ransom, Wilson, 
Oarey, Gray, Sherman, Wolcott. 
Cockrell, Hoar, Shoup, 
Cullom. Hunton, Smith. 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After three hours spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o clock 
and 8 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Fri- 
day, April 6, 1894, at 12 o clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate April 5, 1894. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Robert Calvert, of Wisconsin, to be surveyor of customs for | 
the port of Lacrosse, in the State of Wisconsin (rea pointment), | 
his former term of office having expired by limitation. 

ASSISTANT APPRAISERS OF MERCHANDISE. 


Alexander Hamill, of New York, to be assistant appraiser of | 
merchandise in the district of New York, in the State of New | 
York, to succeed John F. Henry, jr., resigned. 

Henry W. Hart, of New York, to be assistant appraiser of 
merchandise in the district of Now * York, in the State of New | 
York, to succeed Cyrus A. Stevens, removed. 

PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 
Cavalry arm. | 

Second Lieut. P. D. Lochridge, Second Cavalry, to be first | 
liewtenant April 2, 1894, vice McAnaney, Eighth Caval:y, de- | 
ceased. 

POSTMASTERS., 

Edward C. Holt, to be postmaster at Anamosa, in the county 
of Jones and Stxte of Iowa, in the place of Elihu J. Wood, whose 
commission — ns 30, 1894, 

Charles H postmaster at Farmington, in the 
county of Van Buren ana’ State ito of Iowa, in the place of William 


Thero, removed. 
August Bondi, to be postmaster at Salina, in the county of 
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Saline and State of Kansas,in the place of Wallace H. Johnson, 
removed, 

Gilman L. Arnold, to be postmaster at Foxcroft, in the county 
of Piscataquis and State of Maine, in the place of Charles 8. 
Ham whose commission expires April 19, 184. 

Michael A. Barrett, to be postm ister at Caribou, in the county 
of Aroostook and State of M tine, in the place of Joseph W. Gary, 
whose commission expired March 29, 1804. 

Ernest E. Pinkham, to be postmaster at Freeport, in the 
county of Cumberland and State of Maine, in the place of Henry 
C. Brewer, whose commission expires April 11, 1894. 

James A. Shaw, to be postm»ster at Chestertown, in the county 
of Kent and State of Maryland, in the place of Hiram Brown, 
whose commission expired January 21, 1804. 

Henry Timmich, to be postmaster. at Ellicott City, in the 
county of Howardand State of Maryland, in the place of Hamil- 
ton Oldfield, whose commission expired January 9, 184. 

Adeline Edwards. to be postmaster at Durant, in the county 
of Holmes and State of Mississippi. in the place of Robert A. 
Carson, whose commission expires April 11, 1894. 

James W. Owsley, to be postmaster at Palmyra, in the county 
of Marion and State of Missouri, in the place of Henry W. Koch, 
whose commission expired February 17, 1894. 

George Schmelzel, jr., to be postmaster 7: -¢ Humboldt, in the 
county of Richardson and State of Nebraska, in the place of 
August Frank, whose eommission expired December 21, 1893. 

John F. Sherman, to be postmaster at Wahoo, in the county 
of Saunders and State of Nebraska, in the place of J. Robert 
Kenney, removed. 

John W. Alsop, to to postmaster at Galion, in the county of 
Crawford and State of Ohio, in the place of Morris Burns, whose 
commission expired March 29, 1894. 

John H. Thomas, to be postmaster at Marion, in the county of 
Marion and State of Ohio, in the place of Schiller Fogleson, 
whose commission expired February 11, 1894. 

John D. Black, to be postmaster at Marshfield, in the county 
of Coos and State of Oregon, in the place of Alonzo D. Border, 
whose commission expires April 12, 1894. 

W. B. Cunningham, to be postmaster at Athens, in the county 
of McMinn and State of Tennessee, in the place of E. H. Mat- 
thews, whose commission expired December 20, 1893. 

Allen M. Beville, to be postmaster at Clarendon, in the county 
of Donley and State of Texas, in the place of Charles J. Lewis, 
removed. 

John Robinson, to be postmaster at Bennington, in the county 
of Bennington and State of Vermont, in the place of Charles A. 
Pierce, removed. 

C. B. Tilden, to be postmaster at Northfield, in the county of 
Washington and State of Vermont, in the place of J. H. Orcutt, 
whose commission expired March 29, 1894. 





‘ CONFIRMATIONS. 
Haecutive nominaiions confirmed by the Senate April 5, 1894. 


POSTMASTERS. 
Frank H. Lalor, to be postmaster at Trenton, in the county of 


| Mercer and State of New Jersey. 


Herman Herzberg, to be postmaster at Gadsden, in the county 


' of Etowah and State of Alabama. 


Benjamin C. Black, to be postmaster at Searcy, in the county 


of White and State of Arkansas. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, April 5, 1894. 


The House met at 120’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
BE. B. Bacsy. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read, cor- 
| rected, and approved. 
SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER. 


The SPEAKER having laid before the House the credentials of 
Mr. James F. Izlar, elected to till the vacancy for the unexpired 
term from tbe First district of the State of ‘South Carolina, Mr. 
Izlar ap at the bar of the House and was duly qualified, 
taking oath of office prescribed by law. 


sainaseneere APPROPRIATION, PRINTING AND BINDING, STATE 
DEPARTMENT. 


ae SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Act- 

ene of the Treasury, transmitting an gstimate of the 
for the 
; which 
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MONOGRAPH, HIGHER EDUCATION, TENNESSEE. 
| 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of thé Interior, transmitting a letter from the Com- 
missioner of Education, in response to House resolution inguir- 
ing by what authority the Commissioner of Education had pub- 
lished, at public expense, a monograph on higher education in 
Tennessee, containing an attack on said State: which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education. 

SAM YUEN VS. THE UNITED STATES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of the Tréasury, transmitting certain papers 
in the case of Sam Yuen in the United States circuit court for 
the northern district of California, and recommending an appro- 
priation therefor, which was referred to the Committee on Ap 
propriations. 

INDIAN SCHOOL, CHEROKEE, N. C. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate of 
appropriation submitted by the Secretury of the Interior for the 
support of the Indian school at Cherokee, N. C., for the fiscal 
year ending June 0, 185; which was referred to the Committse 
on Indian Affairs. 

INDIAN SCHOOL, 

The SPEAKER aiso laid before the 


FORT SHAW, MONT. 


House a letter from the 


the Secretary of the Interior of appropriation necessary for t 
support of the Indian school at Fort Shaw, Mont., for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1895; which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 


ie 


CHARLES JOHNSON. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a statement 
showing the personal losses sustained by Charles Johnson, as- 
sistant keeper of the lighthouse at Sand Island, Ala., during 
the hurricane of October 1, 1893; which was referred to the 
Committee.on Claims. 

BURGLARY, NEWPORT NEWS POST-OFFICE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Postmaster-General, transmitting p pers in the claim of the late 
posimaster at Newport News, Va., for credit on account of losses 
sustained by him by burglary of the post-office: which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 
he SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, with accompanying documents 
in response to House resolution adopted March 16, 184, relative 
to plans and specifications for public buildings; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of War, relating to Senate bill Siv, donating 
a certain cannon tothe Naval Veteran Association of Baltimore, 
Md.; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before House findings of the Court 
of Claims in the cases of George Case, deceased, vs. The United | 
States; F. N. Gaddy ef a/. vs. ‘‘he United States, and G. C Har- 
per vs. The United States; which were severally referred to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

COLUMBIA ARSENAL, TENNESSEE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House 4 communication 
from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting estimate of de- 
ficiency in the appropriation for Columbia Arsenal, Tenn.; which 
was referred to the Committee on App opriations. 

PATENT OFFICE REPORT. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Commissioner of Patents, transmitting the annual report for the 
calendar year of 189%. 

The SPEAKER, This communication has heretofore been 
presented to the House and was referred to the Committee on 
Patents. Itshould have been sent to the Committee on Print- 
ing, and the change of reference will now be made. 

RAILROAD STATIONS IN THE TERRITORIES. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 3606) to 
require railroad companies operating railroads in the Territories 
over a right of way granted by the Government, to establish sta- 
tions and depots at all town sites on the line of said roads estab- 
lished by the Interior Department, with an amendment thereto, 
—_ which the Senate asked a further conference with the 

ouse en the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, having ap- 
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pointed Mr. BERRY, Mr. BLACKBURN, and Mr. PETTIGREW 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I move that the House insist 
upon its disagreement to the Senate amendment to this bill, and 
agree to the further conference asked by the Senate. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before that is done will the gentleman! n 
Alabama {Mr. WHEELER] please state the point of the disagree- 
ment? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 


viding that railroad comp inies operating railroads in the 


+ 





ws 


The House passed a bill pro- 
ferri- 


tories, over aright of way, obtained by grants from Congress, 
should be required to stop their trains at all town sites estab 
ished along the lines of said railroads by the Interior D 

ment 


ili 
} 


think the House understands that this law only applies to 


twor tilroads in Okl tho rhik. The officers of these two railroads 
refuse to stop their tr:ins at town sites which havea from three 
to four thousand inhabitants, and the purpose of the bill was to 


prevent the continuance o! this wrong and injustice. 

The Senate passed the House bill with an amendment which 
provided that within twenty days after the passage of the «ct 
the vovernor of Oxlahoma should, after thirty days’ notice 
an election in two of the counties of Oklihoma for the purpose 
of determining a permanent county seat for said countie 

The House by a very decided vote refused to coneur in the 
Senate amendment, and the conferees on the part of the Ho 
seek to carry out the will of the body of which they are mem- 
bers : 

There are many objections to the Senate amendment. One 
objection is that there is no registration in the two counties 
where it is proposed to hold the election. Anoth is that it 
ippears to be admitted that the purpose of tacking on the 
amendment was to defeat the bill 

Mr. HOPKINS of Lilinois. Then you have made no pro 3 
since the conferees were appointed? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. No, we have he'd several cor 
ferences, but no agreement has been reached. 


Mr. HOPKINS of Illincis. The bill is in the same sit 
as when the first conference was ordered? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Yes: the con!fereescan only re- 
port that no agreement has been reached 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. What is the 
and asking for a further conference? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. We have 
mation which has been received since the last con erence. 
evidence from Oklahoma. We shall be able to show 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Could not you use that evidence 
be‘ore the conference committee without bringing the bill back 
into the House? 

Mr. WHEELERof Alabama. After the Senate conferees re- 
ported the bill back to the Senate and asked for a further con- 
ference, we thought our power as con’erees was at an end. and 
that we could not proceed and hold another conference without 


ob'ect of re ing 


some Ve 


y full infor- 
It is 


further instructions or orders from the House. I think that is 
the correct parliamentary view of the situation. 
The SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the [ur- 


ther conference asked or. 


The further conference was agreed to, and the Speaker ap- 
g 


' pointed as con erees on the part of the House Mr. WHB8ELER of 


Afabama, Mr. KILGORE, and Mr. AVERY. 


SE 


ALLER OF WEIGHTS AND .MEASURES, DISTRICT 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 3246) 
for the appointment of a sealer and assistant se.ler of weights 
and measures for the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses, with a Senate amendment thereto; which was referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following Senate 
which were severully read a first and second time, ordered 
to be printed, and referred to the committees named 

A bill (5.655) to extend the jurisdiction of justices of the peace 
in the District of Columbia, and to regulate the proceedings be- 
fore them—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


OF COLUMBIA. 


hill 
Whi 


A bill (S.491) granting a pension to Alice K. Potter, widow of 
Gen. Joseph H. Poiter, deceuased—to the Comm e on Invalid 


Pensions. 
AWARD. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 1836) to give 
effect to the award rendered by the Tribuna! of Arbitration at 
Paris. under the treaty between the United States and Great 
Britain eoncerning the preservation of fur seals. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, the bill the 
title of which has just been read passed the Senite unanimously, 
and a bill exaetly like it has been considered by the Committee 
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on Foreign Affairs of the House, and I was directed to report 
that bill favorably to the House. 

There are important reasons why this bill should be acted 
upon immediately. It is to give effect to the award rendered by 
the Tribunal of Arbitration in Paris under the treaty between 
the United States and Great Britain, concerning the preserva- 
tion of fur seals, and the bill isdrawn exactly in accordance with 
the treaty made between the United States and Great Britain, 
in February, 1892, and in accordance with the award. I hope 
therefore that unanimous consent will be given for its present 
consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Mc- 
CREARY] asks unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of this bill. 

Mr. PAYNE, When this matter was brought up yesterday I 
objected to its consideration, not because I did not understand 
the importance of the bill, and that it was a good bill; but I 
thought then that, being a good bill, it would probably pass the 
House by suspension of the rules, substantially by action of the 
Committee on Rules or otherwise, and that there would be no 
particular delay. For that reason I objected to its consideration 
on yesterday. Onsubsequent reflection, I thought that this was 
the first really good bill of a general nature that was liable to 

ass this House, and thought I ought to withdraw the objection 
t had made. I went to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
CATCHINGS] last evening, when he proposed to make the mo- 
tion to adjourn, and told him if he would withhold the motion 
1 would withdraw the objection then. Now, then, being a good 
bill, I hope it will pass this House, and yet I suppose it is use- 
less to hope that. We will wait and see. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (S. 1836) to give effect to the award rendered by the Tribunal of Arbi- 
tration at Paris, under the treaty between the United States and Great 

Britain, concluded at Washington, February 29, 1892, for the purpose of 


submitting to arbitration certain questions concerning the preservation 

of the fur seals. 

Whereas the following articles of the award of the Tribunal of Arbitra- 
tion, constituted under the treaty concluded at Washington the 29th of Feb- 
ruary, 1892, between the United States of America and Her Majesty the 
Queen of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, were delivered 
to the agents of the respective Governments on the 15th day of August, 1893; 


ARTICLE 1, 

The Governments of the United States and Great Britain shall forbid their 
citizens and subjects respectively to kill, capture, or pursue at any time, 
and in any manner whatever, the animals common! led fur seals, within 
a zone of 60 miles around the Pribilov Islands, inclusive of the territorial 
waters. 

The miles mentioned in the preceding paragraph are gengraphical miles, 
of 60 to a degree of latitude. . 

ARTICLE 2. 


The two governments shall forbid their citizensand subjects respectively 
to kill, capture, or pursue, in any manner whatever, during the season ex- 
tending, each year, from the Ist of May to the 3lst of July, both. inclusive, 
the fur seals on the high sea,.in the part of the Pacific Ocean, inclusive of the 
Bering Sea, which is situated to the north of the thirty-fifth degree of north 
latitude, and eastward of the one hundred and eightieth degree of longitude 
from Greenwich till it strikes the water boundary described in Article 1 of 
the treaty of 1867 between the United States and Russia, and following that 
line up to Berings Straits. 

ARTICLE 3. 


During the period of time and in the waters in which the fur-seal fishing 
is allowed, sailing vessels shall be ted to carry on or take part 
in fur-seal fishing operations. They will, however, be at liberty to avail 
themselves of the use of such canoes or undecked boats, propelled by pad- 
dles, oars, or sails, as are in common use as fishing boats. 

ARTICLE 4. 


Each sailing vessel authorized to fish for fur seals must be provided witha 
special license issued.for that by its Government, and shall be re- 
quired to carry a distinguishing fag to be prescribed by its Government. 

ARTICLE 5. 

The masters of the vessels ¢ d in fur-seal fishing shall enter accu- 
rately in their official log book the date and place of each fur-seal 
operation, and also the number and sex of the seals captured upon eac: 
day. These entries shall be communicated by each of the two governments 
to the other at the end of each fishing season. 

ARTICLE 6. 

The use of nets, firearms, and explosives shall be forbidden in the fur-seal 
fishing. This restriction shall not apply to shotguns when such fishing 
takes place outside of Bering Sea, du the season when it may be law- 
fully carried on. 

ARTICLE 7. 


The two governments shall take measures to control the fitness of the 
men authorized to engage in fur-seal ing; these men shall have been 
ved fit to handle with sufficient skill the weapons by means of which this 


shing may be carfied on. 
* ¢ ARTICLE 8. 


articles 
dians dwell on the coast of the terri the United States or of Great 
rs fur-seal fishing 4 undecked boats 


This exemption shall not be construed to affect the municipal law of either 
country, nor shall it extend to the waters of Bering Sea or the waters of 
the Aleutian Passes. 

Nothing herein contained is intended to interfere with the employment of 

ians as hunters or otherwise in connection with fur-sealing vessels as 
heretofore. 
ARTICLE 9, 


The concurrent regulations hereby determined with a view to the protec- 
tion and preservation of the fur seals, shall remain in force until they have 
been, in whole or in part, abolished or modified by common agreement be- 
tween the governments of the United States and of Great Britain. 

The said concurrent regulations shall be submitted every five years toa 
new examination, so as to enable both interested governments to consider 
whether, in the light of past experience, there is occasion for any modifica- 
tion thereof. 

Now, therefore, be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, That no citizen of the United 
States, or person owing the duty of obedience to the laws or the treaties of 
the Uni States, nor any person belonging to or on board of a vessel of the 
United States, shall kill, capture, or pursue, at any time, or in any manner 
whatever, outside of territorial waters, any fur seal inthe waters surround- 
ing the Pribilov Islands within a zone of 60 geographical miles (60 to a de- 
gree of latitude) around said islands, exclusive of the territorial waters. 

Suc. 2. That no citizen of the United States, or person above described in 
section 1 of this act, nor any person belonging to or on board of a vessel of 
the United States, shall kill, capture, or pursue, in any manner whatever, 
during the season extending from the Ist day of May to the 31st day of July, 
both inclusive, in each year, any fur seal on the high seas outside of the zone 
mentioned in section 1, and in that part of the Pacific Ocean, including 
Bering Sea, which is situated to the north of the thirty-fifth degree of north 
latitude and to the east of the one hundredand eightieth degree of ees 
from Greenwich, till it strikes the water boundary described in Article 1 of 
the treaty of 1867, between the United States and Russia, and following that 
line up to Bering Straits. 

Sec. 3. No citizen of the United States or person above described in the 
first section of this act shall, carne the period and in the waters in which 
by section 2 of this act the killing of fur seals is not prohibited, use or em- 
ploy any vessel, nor shall any vessel of the United States be used or em- 
ployed in carrying on or rt. part in fur-seal fishing operations, other 
than a sailing vessel propelled by sails exclusively, and such canoes or un- 
decked boats propelled by paddles, oars, or sails, as may belong to and be 
used in connection with such sailing vessel; nor shall any sailing vessel 
carry on or take part in such operations without a special license obtained 
from the Government for that purpose, and without carrying a distinctive 

prescribed by the Government for the same purpose. 

EC. 4. That every master of a vessel licensed under this act to engage in 
fur-seal fishing operations shall accurately enter in his official log book the 
date and place of every such operation, and also the number and sex of the 
seals captured each day; and on coming into port, and before landing cargo, 
the master shall verify, on oath, such official log book as containing a full 
and true statement of the number and character of his fur-seal fishing oper- 
ations, including the number and sex of seals captured; and for any false 
statement willfully made by a person so licensed by the United States in this 
behalf he shall be subject to the penalties of perjury; and any seal skins 
found in excess of the statement in the official log book shall be forfeited to 
the United States. 

Sc. 5. That no person or vessel engaging in fur-seal fishing operations 
under this act shall use or employ in any such operations, any net, firearm, 
airgun, or explosive: Provided, however, That th rohibition shail not ap- 
ply to the use of sho in such operations outside of Ber Sea during 

he season when the killing of fur seals is not there prohibited by this act. 

Sxc, 6. That the foregoing sections of this act shall not apply to Indians 
dwelling on the coast of the United States, and taking fur seals in canoes or 
undecked boats pelled wholly by paddles, oars. or sails, and not trans- 
— by or u in connection with other vessels, or manned by more than 

ve persons, in the manner heretofore practiced by the said Indians: Pro- 
vided, however, That the exception made in this section shall not apply to In- 
dians in the employment of other persons, or who shall kill, capture, or pur- 
sue fur seals outside of territorial waters under contract to deliver the skins 
to other persons, nor to the waters of Behring Sea or of the passes between 
the Aleu Islands. : 

Sec. 7. That the President shall have power to make regulations respect- 
ing the special license and the distinctive flag mentioned in this act and reg- 
ulations otherwise suitable to secure the due execution of the provisions of 
this act, and from time to time to add to, modify, amend, or reyoke such 

tions, as in his judgment may seem expedient. 

Ec. 8. That, except in the case of amaster making a false statement under 
oath in violation of the a of the fourth section of this act, every 

rson guilty of a violation of the provisions of this act, or of the la- 

ms made thereunder, shall for each offense be fined not less than , or 
not more than six months, or both; and all vessels, their tackle, 

a 1, furniture, and COnEO, at any time used or ompiares in violation of 
s ; ae = oe the regulations made thereunder, shall be forfeited to the 

n 

Src. 9. That any violation of this act, or of the regulations made there- 
under, may be ted either in the district court of Alaska or in any 
district court of the United States in California, Oregon, or Washington. 

Sec. 10. That if any unlicensed vessel of the United States shall be found 
Within the waters to which this act applies, and at a time when the killing 
bited, having on board seal skins or 


bodies of seals, or apparatus or ements suitable for killing or tak 
seals; or if any licensed vessel 5 be found in the waters to which thie 
act a having on board a tus or implements suitable for taking 


seals, but forbidden then and re to be used, it shall be presumed that the 
vessel in the ono case and thea tus or implements in the other was or 
were used in violation of this act until it is otherwise sufficiently proved. 

Sec. 11. That 2 = be theduty of the President to causeas entnaval 


force to waters to which this act is applicable to enforce its 
a, and it shall be the duty of the com officer of any vessel 
1 to the naval or revenue service of the United Sta when so in- 


structed by the President, to seize and arrest all vesselsof the United States 
used, or employed in the waters last aforesaid 
in violation of of the hibitions of this act, or ofany regulations made 
thereunder, and to take the — 5a all persons on board thereof, to the 
venient port in any ict of the United States mentioned in this 

act, there to be dealt with according to law. 
Ss vessel or citizen of the United States, or person de- 
scribed in the first section of this act, offending against the prohibitions of 
this act or the thereunder, may be seized and detained a, 
commissioned officers of Her aed the Queen of Great 
Britain, but when so seized and detained they shall elivered as soon as 
ee wen cer witnesses et rio es board, to any navalor revenue 
officer or authorities of the United Sta whose courts alone shall 
have jurisdiction to try the offense and impose the penalties for the same; 
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Provided, however, That British officers shall arrest and detain vessels and | 
persons as in this section s ecified only after, by appropriate legislation, 
Great Britain shall have authorized officers of the Unived States duly com- 
missioned and instructed by the President to that end to arrest, detain, and 
deliver to the authorities of Great Britain vessels and subjects of that gov- 
ernment offending against any statutes or regul tions of Great Britain en- 
acted or made to enforce the award of the treaty mentioned in the title of 


this act. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, a treaty was 
concluded at Washington February 29, 1892, between the Gov- 
ernments of the United States and of Great Britain, submitting | 
to arbitration certain questions which have arisen between tho-e | 
Governments concerning the jurisdictional rights of the United | 
States in the waters of Bering Sea. 

The articles of the award of the tribunal of the arbitrationare | 
set forth in the bill, and the bill is drawn in accordance with 
the stipulations of the treaty and in accordance with the award, 
the object of the bill being to give effect to the award rendered 
by the Tribunal of Arbitration at Paris, held under the treaty of | 
1892, for the purpose of submitting to arbitration certain ques- 
tions concerning the preservation of fur seals. 


The treaty to which I have referred provides in the fourteenth | 
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article that— 


The high contracting parties engage to consider the result of the proceed- | 
ings of the triv:nal of arbitration, as a full, perfect, and final settlement of | 


all the questions referred to the arbitrators. 


This bill should passimmediately: our Government is pledged 
to su.nd by the award, and I hope there will be no opposition to 
the immediate passage of the bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr.Speaker, before the gentleman sits down 
I would like to call his attention to the last section of this bill. 

By the way, I may say that the bill is exceedingly important, 


and should be passed at once; but there is a provision in the last | 


section—— 

Mr. HITT. Section 12? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Section 12. Authorizing a naval or other 
commissioned officer of Great Britain to seize vessels or to de- 
tain vessels of the United States, on condition, of course, thata 
reciprocal law shall be passed by Great Britain. 

What I desire to know is whether there was a provision in the 
award for such legislation as this, and whether it is copied, some- 
what perhaps, from the provisions in the treaty with other na- 
tions with reference to the suppression of the slave trade. This 
provision in the twelfth section of course is exceptional, where 
a British officer is authorized to seize an American vessel. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. The section was drawn in ac- 
cordance with the award, indeed the whole bill is drawn in ac- 
cordance with the award and the stipulations of the treaty, and 
is somewhat similar to a provision in the treaty of 1870, to which 
he refers. The authority given to a naval or other commis- 
sioned officer of Great Britain to seize vessels or detain vessels 
of the United States is on condition that a reciprocal law shall 
be passed by Great Britain. 

Mr. HITT. The section was drawn as it is in order to carry 
out in good faith the award of the Tribunal of Arbitration. It 
has been revised by the gentlemen who represented the United 
States before that tribunal, and is similar to a provision in the 
treaty of 1870, authorizing a search of our ships by British armed 
vessels, and a search of British ships by our armed vessels, for 
the suppression of the slave trade. Thaitis the purpose and that 
is the precedent, and it was thought by those who drew the bill- 
that this was absolutely essential in order to carry out the reg- 
ulations to protect the seals, contained in the award, which both 
this Government and the Government of Great Britain have 
promised by the treaty to accept and execute. 





Mr. DINGLEY. But it does not go into effect until Great 
Britain shall pass a similar law? 

Mr. HITT. It does not go into effect until a like act of Par- 
liament is passed, which we are now waiting, which was intro- 
duced, but was withdrawn last Friday, and which will probably 
not be passed until we act. Nor could we with much grace re- 
proach them for delay, for they may say ‘‘If you will not take 
care of your own seals you can not reproach us with being 
tardy.” 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I ask fora vote, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the 
Senate bill. 

The bili was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
/ingly read the third time, and passed. 

n motion of Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky, a motion to re- 
consider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the 
table. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. HopkKINs of Pennsylvania, for one week, on account 
of important business 
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To Mr. GROSVENOR, for one week, important 
business. 

To Mr. MCKEIGHAN, for’ ten days, on account 
business. 

To Mr. DAVEY, for ten days, on account of important busine 

To Mr. Morsk, for two weeks, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. MAHON, for five days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Brostus, for one week, on account of importani 
ness, 

To Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana, for two weeks, commencing on 
Monday, April 9, on account of importint business. 

To Mr. SCHERMERHORN, for ten days, on accountof im 
business. 


on account of 


impo 


ol 


58, 


busi- 


ortant 
PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS, 


Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Speaker, I was absent yesterday afternoon 


| When the vote was taken upon the motion to pass the seignior- 


age bill over the veto of the President. [was called away by 
an important engagement about 4 oclock, but before going ] 
conferred with the gentleman from Missouri | Mr. BLAND}, who 
had charge of the bill, and was informed that he would not ask 
for a vote until Saturday. Thinking it impossible that any vote 
could be taken, I left the Hall. I was fully protected by a pair 
with the gentleman from lowa[Mr. HENDERSON}, but | desire 
to say, that the RECORD may show my position, that if present | 
would have voted to pass the bill over the veto, and would have 
favored a reasonable debate upon the proposition. I would not 
have been absent under any circumstances if it had seemed pos- 
sible to reach a vote. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. You would not have had an opportunity to 
say that much if you had been here. 

Mr. BLAND. I wish to say the gentleman is correct in his 
sta ement. I had no idea that a vote would be taken; but the 
whole House seemed anxious to vote. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make ea personal 
explanation. After the election case of Hiiborn and English 
was disposed of, I received a telegram which necessitated my 
leaving the House. I w.s very anxious to be present and vote 
upon the Bland seigniorage bill. [ was informed, in conversa 
tion with various gentlemen, that no vote would be asked for by 
the gentleman from Missouri until Saturday. I was very desir- 
ous of having my views upon that question distinctly under- 
stood. I was in favor of th: passage of this bill. If present, I 


| would have earnestly and cheerfully voted to pass the bill over 


the veto of the President, and would have liked an opportunity 
to express my reasons for sovoting. The gentleman with whom 
[ was paired would have voted to sustain the veto. 

Mr. ALLEN. I did not mislead the gentleman, did 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I was unavoidably absent 
yesterday afternoon when the vote was taken on the seigniorage 
bil'. _I desire tosay that if I had been present I would have voted 
‘*no” on the question of passing the bill over the President's 
veto. 

Mr. DRAPER. Mr. Speaker, since explanations of this kind 
seem to be in order, I will say that I left the House yesterday 
afternoon supposing that the vote on that bill would not be taken 
until Saturday. Had I been present I should have voted ‘ no.” 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed the following resolution; 


in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 


Resolved bu the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring). That there 
wrinted and bound in cloth, of the proceedings of the Pan-American Med- 
Congress, held in Washington City, in September, 1893, under the au- 
thority of a joint resolution of Congress approved July 18, 1892, 10,000 copies; 
of which 2,000 shall be forthe use of the Senate, 4,000 for the use of the House 
of Representatives, and 4.000 for distribution by the Department of State; 
the same to be indexed unser the direction of the Committee on Printing. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
bill (S. 1680) to amend an act approved January 31, 1883, entitied 
“An act to more effectually suppress gambling in the District 
of Columbia,” ete.; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested. 


1? 


UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present the privi- 
leged report which I send to the desk, and ask for its present 
consideration. 

The report was read, as follows: 


Whereas by a communication to the House of Representatives under date 
of October 20, 1 the Attorney-General of the United States informed the 
House that there is grave doubt as to the validity of the proceedings taken 
by the management of the Union Pacific Railway Company to place that road 
in the hands of receivers appointed by the United States circuit court, and 
that in their practical, if not their technical, operation and effect, such pro- 
ceedings must be regarded as tending to seriously prejudice the interests of 
the United States as protected and secured by existing laws; and 
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Whereas the Attorney-General further reported that he had employed 
special counsel for the United States to represent the interests of the Goy- 
ernment in said proceedings, which require, as he states, the continuous and 
almost exclusive attention of competent counsel, and that it is more than 
probable that the proper protection of the United States will be found to 
call for specia! legislation by Congress: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the Louse of Representatives, That the Attorney-General of 
the United States be, and is hereby, requested to inform the House what ac- 
tion, if any, has been taken by the special counsel loyed by him to test 
the validity of the proceedings aforesaic, so far on ae affect the United 
States, whether any effort has been made to secure the appointment of re- 
ceivers to represent the interest of the United States in the management of 
said road, and what steps, if any, such counsel have taken to protect the 
same, and whether the receivers in charge of the said Union Pacific Railway 
were not appointed on the suggestion of the officers and directors thereof. 

Finally, whether existing laws are sufiicient to enabie the Department of 





United States. 


resolution, intreduced on the 3d imstant, requesting certain information 
from the Attorney-General in regard to the action taken bythe Depariment 
of Justice to protect the rights and interests of the United States in the 
Union Pacific Railroad Company, now in the hands of receivers, report the 
same favorably and recommend that the same do pass. 

Mr. BOATNER. I ask for the adoption of the resolution. 

: The resolution was adopt d. 

On motion of Mr. BOATNER, a motion to reconsider the vote 

by which the resolution was:adopted was laid on the table. 


ISSUE OF CERTAIN TREASURY NOTES. 
Mr. BAILEY, from the Committee on the Judiciary, sub- 
mitted the following as a privileged report: , 
: IN THE House oF REPRESENTATIVES, April 2, 169i. 


Mr. BAILEY submitted the following, which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary: 

‘‘Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and heis hereby, requested 
to communicate to the House of Re entatives the amount: of Treasury 
notes bearing interest at the rate of 7.3 per cent per annum, which were is- 
sued by the United States from June 30, 1861, to June 30, 1865; the dates on 
which they were issued, and the amount outstanding at the close of each fis- 
eal year between the above-named Gates and the date of thetr retirement.” 

The Committee on the Judiciary having had under consideration. a resolu- 
tion of inquiry addressed to the Secretary in reference ‘to the issue of Treas- 
ury notes searing interest at the rate 7.3 per cent per. annum, respectfully 
recommend its adoption with the following amendment: 

Strike out all after the word “resolved " and insert the foliowing: 

“Phat the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, reyuested to 
communicate to the House of Representatives theamount of asury notes 
bearing interest at the rate of 7.3 per cent anvum issued by the United 
States from 183i to 1870; the years when they Were issued, the acts under 
Which and the denominations in which they were issued, and the amount 
outstanding at the end of each fiscal year prior to 1870; the years When they 
were redeemed, and the manner in which they were redeemed. Alsoif the 
issues under each act could be distinguished from all other issues, and if 
so, how.” 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, Issuppose there is no objection 
to the resolution, and I therefore asx for a vote. 

Theamendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was then adopted. - 

On motion of Mr. BALLEY, » motioh to reconsider the vote 


by which the resolution was adopted was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE OVER ST. LOUIS RIVER. 


Mr. BALDWIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimeoas consent for 
the presentconsideration of the bill (H. R. 5978) to authorize 
the construction of a steel bridge ever the St. Louis River be- 
tween the States of Wisconsin and Minnesota. 

The SPEAKER. The billwill be read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. HAUGEN ee the reading). Mr. Speaker,some 
mornings ago this bill was ca led —— unanimousconsent was 
asked for its considerstion. The bill was then read at length. 
The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. UPDEGRAT'r | objected ‘to its con- 
sideration at that time, but has since withdrawn his objection, 
fF being satisfied that the measure is meritorious. The bill having 
‘ been reac in full.once I ask unanimous consent that the further 

: reading of it now be d with. 

. | Mr. PAYN&. Is it in the usual form of bridge bills? 

} Mr. HAUGEN. It is in the usualform and has been approved 

by'the Secretary of War. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk stutes that'this bill has been read 


twice. 
Mr.HAUGEN. It msay have been. I know it‘has been read 


once. 
There being no objection, ‘the farther reading of the bill was 


nsed with. : 
he bill was ordered to be and read .a third time; 


and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
a 


i » PeOn motion of Mr. BALDWIN, a motion.to reconsider the vote 
as by which the bill was pass:d was laid en the table. 
BRIDGE OVER ST. LOUIS RIVER. 
Mr. HAUGEN. 1 ask unanimous consent for the considera- 
a tion of SS which I send ‘to the desk. 
ia The SPEAKER. two bills have been considered to- 
eS gether, and the Chair submits the request of the gentleman 












Tne Committee on Pacific Railroads having had under consideration a | 
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Justice to secure and protect the indebtedness due by said company to the | 
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from Wisconsin that this bill be now considered by unanimous 
consent. 


The bill (H. R. 4765) to authorize the St. Louis River Bridge 


Company and the Duluth Transfer Railway Company to con- 
struct, maintain, and operate a bridge over the St. Louis River 
from a point at or near Grassy Point, in the village of West 
Duluth, Minn., to the most available point opposite, in the State 
of Wisconsin, was read. - 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid- 


eration of the bill. 


The following amendment, reported by the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce, was read and agreed to: 

Strike out, on page 2, lines 30 to 33, the following: 

“That the right to charge tolls for the passage of Wacons, carriages, ve- 
hicles of all kinds, animals, ‘foot passengers, and travelers shall not extend 
beyond a period of twenty years from the passage of this act.” 

And insert the following: 

“That said bridge and itsapproaches shall be made free of tolls to wagons, 
teams, foot Passengers, and street railways at the en of twenty years from 
the passage of this act ifnot made frees before the end of said time.” 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HAUGEN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


ADDITIONAL DISTRICT JUDGE IN ILLINOIS. 


Mr. CHILDS. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of the bill (H.R. 5649) providing an additional! district judge 
in the northern district of Illinois. 

The bill, with the amendment reported by the Committee on 
the Judiciary, was read. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Reserving the rirht to object, let us have 
the report read. 

The SPEAKER. ‘Without objection, the report will be read. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. The report is long; would not the 
gentleman from Tennesseeconsent to hear a statement? 

Mr. CHTLDS. The report itself is very short, though there 
is considerable additional matter appended. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think we ought to take further time for 
the consideration of this measure. 

Mr. CHILDS. This will take only n moment. 
very brief. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think we shall have to have some further 
time to‘examine the measvre. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana, as the Chair 
understands, objects. 

Mr. CHILDS. Iask the gentleman from Indiana whether he 
will not give me an opportunity to explain this measure. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I should be very glad to hear the gentle- 
— I fee] constrained to ask for further time to consider 
the bill. 


LOAN OF ORDNANCE, ETC., TO HIGH SCHOOLS. 


Mr. MERCER. Lask unanimous consent for the considera- 
tion of the joint resolution which T send to the desk. 

The joint resolution, authorizing the Secretary of War toloan 
ordusxnceand ordnance stores for militury instruction in high 
schools, was read. 

Mr. MERCER. I hope there wil! be no objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of this resolution. 

teh MCMILLIN. Has it been reported favorably by any com- 
mittee? 

Mr. MERCER. ‘This resolution seeks to carry out the policy 
adopted by tho present Secretary of War in introducing milita 
training into the high'schools of the United States. Thoug’ 
just entered upon, this policy where already tried has proved a 
great success. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. What I wish to know is whether this bill 
has been reported favorably by any committee? 

Mr. MERCER. It has not been referred to any committee. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It strikes me the measure is of sufficient 
importance to require consideration by a committee before action 
by the House is asked. 

Mr. MERCER. It does not require any appropriation. 

Mr. McMILLIN, But it practically appropriates property 
which has been paid for by the money of the Government. 

Mr. MERCER. There are thirty thousand guns which have 
been turned in, and which are not reguired for use by the War 
Department. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. 


The report is 


1 presume the gentleman's — is 
right; but a measure which deals so extensively and in so many 
different places with property which may be of great value to 
the Government in case of an emergency, ought at least to have 
the consideration of the Commitee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MERCER. Thisisa very urgent:case. Thestudents are 
mow being drilled in different parts of the country; and they 
need these guns for the purpose of military training. I dave 
consulted the War Department—— 


‘ 








1894. 


——  -- - 


Mr. McMILLIN. Vacation will be here before they can get 
the guns at any rate. I have no objection to the introduction 
and reference of the resolution. It may be a very proper meas- 
ure: but I think bills of this class ought to be considered by a 
committe; and in the present case the committee itself would 
do well to call on the Secretary of War concerning the subject. 

The SPEAKER. The present consideration of the joint reso- 
lution is objected to. It will be referred. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 158) was read twice, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY LEVANS. 


Mr. Speaker, [ ask unanimous consent for the 


Mr. MOSES. 
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present consideration of the bill (H. R. 5925) granting a pension | 
to Mary Levans. 
The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. | 
The bill was read at length. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 


tion of the bill? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I do not wish to object toa 
pension bill, but 1 would like the privilege of asking the gentle- 
mana ques ion. 

The SPEAKER. Without obiection, that miy be done. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The gentleman, I believe, is 
chairman of the Committee cn Pensions? 

Mr. MOSES. lam. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Now,I understand this is a 
bill for a pension to the widow of a soldier of the warof 1812, or 
some Indian war? 

Mr. MOSES. The war of 1817, the Seminole war. 
no general law, I will state, to cover this case. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Lam not going to object to the 
gentleman’s measure, but I want to say that there are numbers 
of the same class of people, who were participants in the war of 
1856, in the States of Oregon and Washington, who endured 
hardships in the service of the country, and yet the gentleman's 
committee will not report their bill. He comes here asking pen- 
sions for his people when he declines to report a bill absolutely 
just and fair to the people I have the honor in part torepresent. 

Now I never object to a pension bill and shall not object to 
this one. 

Mr. MOSES. 
tion. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Has this bill been passed on in Commit- 
tee of the Whole in the Friday night session? 

Mr. MOSES. We have not reached it yet; and I ask unani- 
mous consent to make an exception in this case. The commit- 
tee unanimously reported the bill. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I think it ought to take the same course 
as other bills of this character. 

The SPEAKER. 


There is 


Your bill has never been brought to my atten- 


Objection is made, and the regular order | 


being demanded, the Clerk will now call the committees for re- 


ports. 
RAILROAD INDEMNITY LANDS IN CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. BRODERICK, from the Committee on the Judiciary, re- 
ported a joint resolution (H. Res.15)) to authorize the interven- 
tion of the United States in a suit to determine rights to lands 
in railroad indemnity limits in Califoraia; which was referred 
to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BRODERICK. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dr 
ARMOND] asks leave to submit a minority report. 

The SPEAKER. 
printed with the report of the committee, if there be no ebjec- 
tion. 

There was no objection. 


ACCEPTANCE OF CERTAIN DECORATIONS. 


The minority report may be filed and | 
| about the same as the deficiencies which were 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re ve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union for the purpose of considering appropriation bills, and 
pending that, 1 ask unanimous consent that the urgent defi- 
ciency bill be considered. 

Mr. REED. I think we 
with. 

The SPEAKER. 

The gentleman from Texas 1 
self into the Committee of the \ 
priation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 


had b 1 have the rules com i 
is made. 

1oves that 
\ to consider ¢g 


Obje¢ ion 
the House r« 


yhoie 


The House accordingly resoived itself into the Committee af 
the Whole, Mr. HATCH in the chair. 
Mr. SAYERS. I should like to ha mi yn to i 
‘ 


short explanation. 


Mr. REED. If the same privilege is accorded to gentl 
upon this side. 
Mr. SAYERS. Itis very important that the urgent deficiency 


bill should pass as soon as possible, for the reason that the terms 
of the Federal courts will begin to be held in many of the States 
next week, and it is necessary that appropriations should 
made for witness fees, jurors’ fees, marshals’ fees, also for 
the support of prisoners. 

Mr. REED. Why were not th 
reg ilar time? 

Mr. SAYERS. Because in the last Congress the usual prac- 
tice was followed of only appropriating about one-half the 
amount that was necessary for the support of tne courts. 

Mr. REED. How long has that been the custom? 

Mr. SAYERS. Ever since 1 have been on the committee, 
and through the Fiftieth, Fifty-first, Fifty-second, and the 
ent Congress, and I suppose for many years previous. 

Mr. REED. Is this something that was suddled onto 
the Pifty-first Congress? , 

Mr. SAYERS. By the Fifty-second Congress. 

Mr. REED. How much is the amount that you fell 
providing for the needs of the Government? 


and 


5 


appropriations made at the 


Dre 
pres 


you | 


short of 


Mr. SAYERS. Weill, [ can not tell. Ls ippose about ten or 
twelve million dollars. 
Mr. REED. And this after you had surpassed the billion 


dollar Congress, was it not? 

Mr. SAYERS. i am not responsible for the appropriations 
of the last Congress. 

Mr.REED. Youhave got to supply a deficiency of $12,000,000 
after exceeding all that you clamored against, have you? 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, Mr. Chairman, ! simply desire to as 
unanimous consent— 

Mr. REED. I have no doubt the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
SAYERS] would like to get it through as quietly as possible. 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 


Mr. REED. And [sympathize with him; but from a sense of 
public duty, | want in a pointed way to call the attention of the 
House to it, because there are some questions which, thian 
Heaven, are still debatable in the House of Representatives 
in the Committee of the Whole at least. 

The CHAIRMAN. Whatisthe request of the gentleman from 


Texas [Mr. SAYERS|” 

Mr. SAYERS. Since the gentleman from Maine has called 
the attention of the committee tothat question, I will state that 
these deficiencies, so far as the courts are concerned, are just 
made by the 


| Fifty-first Congress. 


Mr. REED. I know, but they are at the end of a setof appro- 


| priations that were in excess of those of the Fifty-first Congress; 


Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky, from the Committee on For- | 
| them. 


eign Affairs, reported back the bill (H. R. 6424) to authorize 
Rear-Admiral John G. Walker and Surg. Gen. J. Rufus Tryon, 
of the United States Navy, to accept the decoration of the 
**Busto del Libertador” of the third class from the President 
of Venezuela; which was referred to the House Calendar. 


PENSIONS. 
Mr. ERDMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 


ported a bill |H. R.6578), in lieu of House bill 3566, to pension 
certain persons not regularly mustered, their widows, children, 


and dependent relatives; which was read a first and second time, | 


referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the siate of 
the Union, and, with accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
PRINTING FOR COMMITTEE ON PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


On motion of Mr. REILLY, by unanimous consent, it was or- 
dered that the Committee on Pacific Railroids be authorized to 


an excess so bad that an actual change took place in the chair- 
manship of the Committee on Appropriations on account of 


Mr.SAYERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. REED. What was the reason 

Mr. SAYERS. The reason was 

Mr. REED. The reason for the change in the 
of the Committee on Appropriations? 

Mr. SAYERS. TheAppropriations Committee are observing 
the same policy in regard to the support of the courts that has 
been observed for the past ten years. 

Mr. REED. Does the gentleman know the reason for the 
change that was made in the chairmanshipof the Committee on 


chairmanship 


Appropriations, if it was not made for the extraragance of the 
last committee? 
Mr. SAYERS. I do not know that there was any change made 


on that account. 
Mr. REED. There was a change made in the chairmanship, 


have printed such mattersas are n-cessary for the consideration | and the gentleman [Mr. HoLmMAN] who had been chairman of 
i 


of subjects pending before the committee. 


the committee before was noted for his frugality all oveg the 
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country, and itseems that notwithstanding he had exceoded the 
billion-dollar Congress in his appropriations, yet the gentleman 

from Texas [Mr. SAYERS], who is virgin soll, 

claim ten or twelve millions of dollars more in addition to that 
enormous excess over what was denounced as wickedness by the 

Democratic party from one end of the country to the other. [ 

see the gentleman from [Llinois [Mr. SPRINGER] is listening, and 

rbaps his case will be brought up before we get much farther. 

Laughter on the Republican side. | 

Mr. SAYERS. The geatleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] 
is bere to speak for himself. 

Mr. REED. [ hops we shall have an explanation of both cases, 
for they were very extraordinary and astonished the country, to 
see such able men deposed for the work which they did, which, 
however, has not met the approval of the nition to any consid- 
erable extent. 

Mr. HOLMAN rose, 

Mr. REED. I see the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] 
is anxious for an opportunity to speak, and I yield to him. 
[Laughter. | 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will only occupy for a few minutes the time 
of the committee. For many ye rsit has been customary for 
the Committee on Appropriatious of the House, whether Demo- 
cratic or Republican, to seek to retrench expenditures of our 
Federal judiciary. This effort bas been made for years. There 
has been an opinion upon the part of the Appropriations Com- 
mittee of the House that the expenses of the Federal judiciary 
were very excessive and unnecessary, and it is for that reason 
and others that many members of the House object to the en- 
largement of the Federal judiciary system and would be glad to 
see its jurisdiction greatly reduced. This state of affairs and 
growth of its expenditures has existed for a number of years 
under both Republican and Democratic Administrations, and I 
fear will continue toexist; but my friend from Texasis certainly 
mistaken as to the amount of deSciencies. 

The expenditures for the Fedoral judiciary will have been of 
unexampled extravagance if so large an amount of increased sp- 
propriation is found to be necessary, as stated by him, to carry 
on the system for the present fiscal year. 

Mr.SAYERS. I understand the gentleman from Maine asked 
me what would be th> total amount of the deficiency, and I re- 
sponded to that question, I thought it would be $10,000,009 or 
$12,000,000, 

Mr. REED. What I wanted to say was—— 

Mr. SAYERS. I did not say $10,000,000 or $12,000,000 defici- 
-— for the support of the United States courts. 

r. HOLMAN, Of course that is correct. 

Mr. REED. WhatI wanted to say—— : 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is a well-known fact that within a compar- 
atively few years there hive been only $3,000,000 or $4,000,000 
necessary to carry on our Federal judicial system. The in- 
crease is enormous, and thatis why gentlemen propose to reduce 
its jurisdiction; but of course it is absurd to talk about $10,000,- 
000 or $12,090,000 of deficiencies. 

Mr. REED. What I wanted to say was, that after the appro- 
priations that were eo “ bad,” that the chairman of the commit- 
tee was, so to speak, cashiered [laughter] for so exceeding the 
**bad Congress,” called the Fifty-first Congress. called the “ bil- 
lion-doliar Congress;” for being in excess of a billion-dollar Con- 

ss, if I may so say, —_ is it that we have this $12,000,000 
eficiency? After so bad a record, why should $12,000,000 be 
lastered on the country inaddition, “ gilding,” as it were. ‘‘re- 
fned gold, and painting the lily?” {Laughter.] ‘The statement 
of the gentleman from Indiana did not give any explanation as 
to whether he was punished on that account or not. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why,I do not mean to assert ‘that the gen- 
tleman from Indiana” has been punished for anything. 

Mr. REED. I do not mean to say that he had. 

Mr. HOLMAN (continuing). TheS er of the House had 
the right to appoint whoever he thought well to appoint, and he 
exercised that privilege. 

Mr. REED. That is so. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If do not think the gentleman from Maine 
will find in that a matter for comfort or consolation. 

Mr. REED. I do not. 

Mr.HOLMAN. Changes will occur all the time in the organ- 
ization of this House. 

Mr. REED. Yes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I was succeeded years ago as chairman on 
not coming back to Congress. 

Mr. REED. Yes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman will meet the same experi- 
ence the next time. [Laughter on the Democratic side.] ' 

Mr. REED. It may be. The pitcher that goes often to the 
fountain is liable to be broken: but I think the holding powers 
of the gentleman are still good. 





comes here to | 
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Mr. HOLMAN. How was it that the change was made in the 
case of the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Judge Kelley], one of 
the greatest political economists the House had for years. He 
was substituted. Will the gentleman give a reason for that? 

Mr. REED. A reason! I am perfectly willing to give reasons 
for my conduct, but some of my predecessors ont successors are 
not a to do so. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Can you give the reason why that change 
was made? 

Mr.REED. Yes;I will very cheerfully givethereason. Judge 
Kelley had reached a period of years which the gentleman from 
Indiana, lam happy to say, has not yet reached, when his physi- 
cl condition was not equal to the task. Now, I could wish gen- 
tlemen in my position would always be ready to give reasons as 
I do, and perhaps I may, without vanity, hope as good a reason. 
[Laughter.| And now, I have no doubt, in due course of time 
we will get an explanation, and I hope it will be more full and 
= from the other gentleman [the gentleman from Illi- 
nois]. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman complains of the deficiency 
for thesupport of the United States courts. The estimates for 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the United States courts 
which the present House will have to provide for do not exceed 
$1,.00,000. If any gentleman will take this book which I hold 
in my hand, he will find that the deficiencies for United States 
courts heretofore have amounted to largely more thanthe defi- 
ciencies which the present House willhave to appropriate. Now, 
for instance—— 

TheCHAIRMAN. TheChair must insist that the gentleman 
from Texas shall either make some motion or suggestion which 
the Chair can put to the committee. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Texas is proceeding by 
unanimous consent, and very happily, I think. 

Mr. NEILL. Regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. SAYERS. Lask that the committee will—— 

Mr. REED. The gentleman asks for the regular order, and I 
hope we will have it, he asks for the regular order. 

Mr. NEILL. I withdraw the demand for the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman withdraws it. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask unanimous consent that we now proceed 
to the consideration of the urgent deficiency bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. REED. One question—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the proposition and 
then will hear the gentleman from Maine. The gentleman from 
Texas asks unanimous consent that the committee shall now 
procesd to the consideration of the bill known as the urgent de- 
ficieacy bill. Is there objection? 

Mre« REED. I object unless [ can hear from the gentleman in 
charze of the bill some reasons for that course of procedure. 

Mr. SAYERS. 1 make the request for the reason that there 
are several appropriation bills before it on the Calendar and it 
is quite important that this bill should be passed at this time. 

r. REED. The public necessities require it, do they? 

Mr. SAYERS. I think so. 

Mr. REED. Well, this side of the House always yields to that 
con sideration. [Derisive cries on the Democratic side. } 

There being no objection, the Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, this is the first 
reading of the bill, as I understand. 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis the first reading of the bill. 

The reading being concluded, 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, if there is no desire for gen- 
eral debate I ask that the committee proceed to consider the bill 


b hs. 

. CA ON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I desire to occupy 
a few minutes. This bill reported by the committee carries 
$1,237,255.66. It is reported as an urgent deficiency bill. Call- 

it a deficiency bill is in some respects mis] Itisa 
bill that is made necessary by insufficient appropriations made 
during the last Congress, known to be insufhcient when they 
were made, known to be insufficient for the public service in 
branches of it where the service must cease unless the money 
is a a Therefore the bill might yergers be call 
‘ade itional appropriations for the public service for the cur- 
rent year where expenditures are not allowed unless appropria- 
tions are previo made.” There is a class of expenditures 
that the law calls for, liabilities for which can be incurred in 
certain instances, whether the money his been ppprnenves or 
not; but this bill does not apply to that class. Those items will 
follow later, in the lar deficiency bill, but I believe noth- 


ing is included in this bill except matters where additional ap- 
pro — are necessary in order to have the public service 
con’ 
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Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman is correct. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
bills in this Congressis peculiar. Ordinarily heretofore—in the 
Fifty-first Congress especially, but quite generally heretofore— 
an urgent deficiency bill has been pouea by Congress before 
the regular deficiency bill came up, but in this Congress we be- 
gan early with urgent deficiencies and have broken the record. 
Number | of these urgent deficiency bills was enacted on the 
7th d y of last September and carried $306,000. Number 2, for 
assistant custodians, janitors, etc., was enacted on the Zist day 
of last December and carried $370,588. Number 3, for the cus- 
toms service, census, etc., was enacted on the 2Ist day of last 
December and carried $1,889,455.46. Number 4, for the United 
States courts and various other items, was enacted on the 12th 
day of last March and c+rried $768,278; and now comes number 
5, carrying, as reported from the committee, for the Printing 
and Engraving bureau, the courts, «nd the War, Navy, and 
Treasury, $1,237,555.ti6; making a total of urgent deticiencies, 


or more properly speaking, additional appropriations for the | 


current fis_al year of $4,971,577.52. 
It would be well enough for gentlemen to understand that if 


there is no additionil deficiency appropriation bill for service | 


during thecurrent year where the law does not c :ll for the serv- 
ice with or without appropriations the service will stop. I 
think it is fair that genilemen should know on this side, and 


for that m :tter on theother sidealso, that they ought toexaminre | 


this bill und see whether they know of any branch of the service 
that reasonably requires addition1 appropriation and for which 
such appropriation should be made rather than have the service 
stop for the remainder of this fiscal year. It may be that num- 
ber 6 of these urgent deficiency bills will come tn later. I do 
not know, but I should think it probable that it would not. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Do I understand the gentle- 
mun to say that in all probability there will be no furtner de- 
ficiency bill? The re:sonI ask the question is this: I have quite 


a number of consiituents who have performed service for the | 


Government; as, for instance, in the survey of the public lands. 


The work has been performed about a yeir and has been ap- | 
proved at the Land Office, but the money has lapsed into the 


Treasury, and the men who have done the work can not get their 
pay except by a deficiency bill. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The gentleman at the head of the 
committee canspeak more certainly about this matter than I can. 
This bill, I will say to the gentleman, only carries appropriations 


for the publicservice for the remainder of this fiscal year where | 


the public service would stopif the appropriations were not made. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Keferring to p:ge 4 of the bill, 
I fird a paragraph entitled ‘* Public land service ’ appropriat- 
ing $25,000. 
the appropriation were not made, because this particular serv- 
ice seems to hive been already performed. 
connection with this service an appropriation should be mide 
for paying rent. The Government in no other instance of this 
kind pays rent. 
hire, rent, and other incidental expenses connected with open- 
ing up the Cherokee Outlet, a matter which has already been 
appropriaied for (and this continues the appropriation) by the 
deficiency act approved December 21, 1393. 
‘ Mr. SAYERS. This is only to authorize- 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The expenditure of the 
money? 

Mr. SAYERS. No, sir. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. What is it for? 

Mr. SAYERS. It authorizes the auditing of the accounts 
connected with expenditures already made: that is all. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. An appropriation in these exact 
terms —for payment of expenses connected with the opening of 
the Cherokee Strip—was made in the act of December 21, 1893. 
The Department detailed a number of clerks and sent them out 
in connection with the land service. The object of this item, as 
I understand, is to utilize that appropri ition for the payment of 
those clerks, their payment being fairly contemplated in the 
appropriation made in the former bill. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. That part is correct; but this 
appropriation goes further and says, ‘‘ For clerk hire, rent, and 
other incidental expenses.” 

Mr. CANNON of Iliinois. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Now,I contend that the De- 
partment had no right to depart from the uniform practice and 
allow rent for land offices in the Cherokee Outlet. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. When that item is reached the 
gentieman, if he thinks it subject to a point of order, can of 
course raise that point. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Rent has never been allowed 
under similar circumstances anywhere else. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Lam not defending the appropri- 
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This is not a case where the service would stop if | 


I do not see why in | 


This appears to be an appropriation for clerk | 


7 


ation. While I think it probable it is apt and proper, I hive no 


ob ection to its going out ona point of order or being stricken 
out on a vote. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I contend that if the Seer 
tary of the Interior or the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office aliows rent for United States land oftices in the ( 
Outlet, he has the same right and is in duty bound to allow rent 
to registers and receivers in Oregon, Washington, Nebraska, or 
wherever else they may be located. But in no insiance where 
the office isa maximum olfice —that isto say, where it returns 
fees amounting to as much as $3,000—is the register ov receiver 
allowed rent. And that being so, rent ought not to bo allowed 
in this case. 

I bring up this matter for the purpose of showing that wh 
ever any opportunity is given to the Commissioner of the G 


eral Land Olfice or the Secretary o! the Interior to give son 
thing to the people down South, the opportunity is always e 
braced: but when the matter involves simply the people in my 
part of the country, no such allowance is made. 

Mr. MCRAE. Do you call the Cherokee Strip “5 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Yes. 

Mr. MCRAE. You do not know the geography of your own 
country. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington, I know as much about 
country as the gentleman from Arkansas does. 

Mr. CANNON of lilinois. I will say that it is no part of my 
| purpose to defend the administration of the Secretary of the 
In erior. Hot weather is coming on, and I do not want to 
shoulder any heavy burdens. Atany rat» that duty does not 
fall unon me. There is much in this Administration that is, I 
apprehend, subject to very severe censure; so that I donot know 
but I shall strengthen the arms of my friend from Washington 
or hold up his hands as certain Israelites held up the hands of 
Joshua—— 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I think it was Joshua in my Bible. 
|Laughter.| The gentleman from Maine [Mr. R&ED] who sits 
beside me siys that they held up the hands of Moses. 

Mv. REED. That settles it. 

Mr. CANNON of [ilinois. Well, let it be Moses. The object 
was that he should have strength while he was smiting the 
Philistines or the C maunites. [Laughter.] 

A MeMBER. The Malachites. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I have no objection to any fighting 
that my friend may do; I think there is ample room for it. And 
I will say I am delighted to be able to verify the fact that my 
coileagues here in the House are so familiar with the history of 
the Lord’s chosen people as recorded in the Old Testament. 

There are some amendments, as I understand it, to be moved 
| to this bill, when we come to the consideration of it by para- 

graphs, in connection with the work of the Census Bureau. Per- 
haps some other amendments adding o her items will be pre- 
sented. The gentleman from Texas has them in charge and 
they can be discussed when they are oTered. 
| Idonot know, Mr. Chairman, that I desire to state anything 
| more touching the bill at thistime. It curries not a very large 
| amountof money, but added to the bills heretofore passed, the 
| regular bills for the service of this fiscal year, and the deti- 
ciency bills heretofore passed, and those that are to follow, it is 
evident to the intelligent student of this que.tion, touching 
the appropriations and expenditures of money by the people 
of the United States, that this Government and this country is 
growing. 
I suspect that we have nearly 70,010,000 people now. 


9 


Out 


my 


| 
} 
i 
| [ did 
| think possibly at the close of the Fifty-first Congress, when I 
| had the honor to be chairman of this committee, and after it 
| had made recommendations for the public service according to 
the best of its ability, and after they hid been considered in the 
| grand aggregate all told, definite and indelinite, including the 
| Post-Office appropriation, amounting up to neuirly a thousand 
miilions of dollars—I thought then that perhans the criticism 
that was received from the other side of the House, under the 
leadership of the gentlem1n from Indiana {Mr. HoLMAN}, and 
by the Democratic press throughout the lencth and breadth of 
the land, that we hid come toa time when the population of 
| this country would cease to increase and thecountry would cease 
to grow, and thit from the expiration of that Congress on, at 
| least for the rest of this century, there would be no increase o 
| expenditures, but rather a decreas>. 
That was the natural inference to be drawn from th 
tions. But, strange to say, with our friends on the other side 


“1? ae 
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coming in with the Fifty-second Congress, and | yn with 
their control of the Fifty-third Congr 35, somehow it pew a 
that the population was still increasing. Someh>w or other, 
notwithstanding the hard times, no'withstinding the hundreds 


notwithstandin 


of thousands of men out of employment, 
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less amount that is being expended for the construction of the 
Navy, notwithstanding the great economy that our Democratic 
friends exercised, holding the purse strings of the country as 


they did in this House during the Fifty-second Congress—not- 
withstanding all of these facts, strange to say, in the Fifty-sec- 
ond Congress there was an increase, and this year the expendi- 
tures do not decrease. 

The gentleman from Indiana made provision to decrease them 
absolutely, because under his leadership the appropriations 
were made for this and the last fiscal year. Iwas notin the last 
Congress, but read the debates and knew pretty well what was 
going on, as attention was called to the fact that there was going 
to be an era of economy and a great reduction in expenditures; 
and yet, strange to say, men are contrary enough throughout 
the length and breadth of the country to refuse to serve the Gov- 
ernment unless they are paid for it. Still it is necessary that 
the Navy should be utilized in some manner. True, owing to the 
shortness of appropriations, or extravagance, whichever you 
choose to call it, many ships of our magnificent new Navy are 
tied up for want of repairs, absolutely as useless as if they had 
never been constructed. Still, notwithstanding all of these con- 
ditions, these expenses have continued to increase. And [ sus- 
pect maybe that the country will still continue to grow. 

Iam not here to charge extravagance where the charge will 
not lie ag uinst this Congress and against this Democratic Ad- 
ministration, except where it ought to be criticised. Iam not 
here merely to show that they have broken the record we made 
in the Pifty-first Congress, because that would be a cheap kind 
of buncombe, we made me and proper appropriations. I call at- 
tention that under the lead of the gentieman from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. H&NDERSON] the Post-Oilice appropriation bill this 


year breads the record of any since the Government was organ- 
ized, notwithstanding it has been cutdown many millions of dol- 


lars below what the service will cost, and confessedly so where 
the law calls for the service and the appropriation should be 
made. 


Now, having said this much, I yield the remainder of the time 


to the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, it must be borne 
in mind that the basis for appropriations is laid by the heads of 
the various Departments of the Government. nder the law 
each Secretary males estimates in advance of the fiscal year 
for the amount of money that will be required for his particular 
Department duting the coming fiscal year. He bases that esti- 
mate upon his experience in the Department. He knows what 
it has cost in the past and what will be necessary to continue it 
in the future, and is therefore well qualified to enlighten Con- 
gresi as to what appropriation should be made for its support. 

thes» estimates, made up by the heads of the Departments un- 
der the law. are sent to Congress through the Secretary of the 
Treasury, who, adding his own Department, makes up what is 
called the Book of Estimates for the information of Congress. 

These estimates are made quite extensively and in detail. I 
make this statement for the information of those not on the 
Committee of Appropriations, to show that we have one strong 
—_ 80 start with—the experience of the heads of the various 

purtments. 
ow, there are two classes of people that need a little atten- 
tion in connection with appropriations. Fre yuently I see state- 
ments made out of the deep fountain of ignurance in the large 
daily papers of the country, attacking the extravagance of Con- 
ress. That Congress does some, I might say many, extrava- 
gant things I will not deny; but the general assaults made by 
many of the leading journals of the country about the extrava- 
gance of Congress are not merited. 

There is another class that need attention, and that class is 
composed of those legislators who, with a full blaze of light 
touching appropriations, take the paring knife and cut down 
below all rexson, and in the face of absolute knowledge of what 
the future will demand. 

Now, for the purpose of treating these two classes a little, I 
want to enter into a few of the details of this deficiency bill. 
The discussion that has already been had telis us that these are 
deficiencies for the current fiscal year, caused by the insuffi- 
ciency of approprixtions contained in our appropriation bills of 
last year for the fiseul year which ends on the 30th of June next. 
We are now confessing in this bill that we did not appropriate 
what was needed. 

Now, in order to be perfectly fair, let me say that while we 
have the guidance of the estimates of the heads of the great De- 

ments, still Congress is bound to exercise its j ent, and 

oes so, and we can not always ge to the extent of recom- 
mendations of the heads of the Departments. Sometimes ques- 
tions of policy are involved. Sometimes the question whether 
they can be compelled to do it for less is in , and sometimes 
we cut in these appro bills when we know we are doing 
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it a little too closely to the line, perhaps, for the purpose of 
warning the heads of these great Departments to practice econ- 
omy; and I believe that every committee, Republican and Dem- 
ocratic, since my connection with this body, has gone to the 
extreme of economy in the main. I will not touch certain ex- 
travagances. I am not here entering into what might be termed 
a political discussion. That may come later on, when we come 
to sum up the work. Now, for the purpose of throwing a little 
light upon the details of this bill, the aggregate of which has 
been stated to you, I want to call your attention to a few items, 
and to show what the estimates were, what we appropriated 
last year for this year, and what we are compelled now to give, 
confessing that we did not give enough. 

Take, for instance, the Treasury Department. In the matter 
of suppressing counterfeiting, this bill carries a deficiency of 
$10,000. How much did the Secretary of the Treasury estimate 
as the amount which would be needed? Seventy thousand dollars. 
Weonly gave $60,000. Wecut $10,009 below the estimates of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and this bill now brings it up to what 
was estimated by the Secretary. I give that as one instance. 

Now, comes the Bureau of Printing and Engraving. For sal- 
aries of clerks and employés, the estimate for 1894 was $425,000, 
We gave $378,000. ‘This bill carries $62,549 as a deficiency, 
which is $15,549 above the estimate of the Treasury Department 
as to what would be needed. I say that I believe that in the two 
cases now given we cut too closely to the line, and in that and 
many instances, I believe with my colleague from [Illinois [Mr. 
CANNON] that the last Congress was trying to demonstrate that 
the Fifty-first Congress was extravagant, a demonstration that 
has most signally failed. 

Now, come to the wages of plate printers, etc., in the Bureau 
of Printing and Engraving. The estimate of the Department 
was $538,500. We only gave $409,469. We are now compelled 
to come in and appropriate $72,665.92 in addition, bringing the 
appropriation above the estimate to the extent of $3,165.92. 

nder the head of the War Department, for a vessel called 
the Nimrod, to be used in the harbor of New York to keep de- 


sits cleared away, the estimate was $10,000. We shaved that 

2,000. Here we come with a deficiency of $2,000, bringing it 

right up to the estimate. The Department could tell, withina 
very few dollars, what would be needed. 

Come tothe Interior Department. For postage to postal union 
countries with which we have agreements they asked $2,500, 
We sliced them $500. In this bill we give them $750, or $250 
above the estimate. In that way we have to repair the effect of 
the pruning knife. 

Now, take the work on this very Capitol. For general repairs, 
including wages of mechanics, laborers, etc. They asked $30,- 
000,and we gave them $20,000. In this bill we give $8,000. We 
are compolled to come close up to the estimates of the Depart- 
ment, 

Now, take the Department of Justice. For the expenses of 
Territorial courts in Utah Territory they asked $70,000, and 
made out a good case. We cut them down to 35,000. That was 
allwegavethem. This bill carries that$35,000 which we refused 
to appropriate before, and brings it up to the estimates of the 
Department. 

For deficiencies of Indian depredation claims they asked $30,- 
000, and we gave them only $22,500. Onedeficiency bill has al- 
ready given them $2,500, and this gives them $9,000additional; so 
that we are $4,000 above the estimates of the Department. 

Now for fees of jurors. I would like the members of Congress 
to give especial avtention to this. for your districts are all inter- 
ested; and since I have been in Congress we have seen the Fed- 
eral courts at times compelled to stop business for the want of 
money to pay jurors and to carry on the business of the Federal 
courts, hey asked $650,000. e gave them only $600,000, cut- 
ting them $50,000. 

This bill carries that $50,000 we cut a year ago, and brings it 
up to the estimate. Take the support of United States prison- 
ers. They asked for $450,000. e slashed them $150,000, only 

iving them $300,000. This bill carries $275,000 deficiency, 
$ 125,000 more than the Department asked. We knew well when 
we were making up the bill that it wouid be less than needed. 

Mr. LOUD. Swill the gentleman yield to me for a question 
there? 

Mr. HENDERSON of Towa. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LOUD. Does not this portrayal totally destroy the record 
of our economical Fifty-serond Congress? 

Mr. HENDERSON of lowa. The gentleman will have to draw 
his own conclusicn. Iam giving the facts. 

Mr. LOUD. It makes me feel sad to see my record destroyed 
in this a 

Mr. DERSON of Iowa. Facts are “chiels that winna 
ding.” I will give you the facts and you must make your own 
inference. Take the printang and bin . Inthe Department 
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of Justice they asked $10,000for printing. We slashed off $1,000. 
This bill gives that $1,000. Now, we will come to the House of 
of Representatives. I will confess that there is 1 matter w here 
you can not always foresee amounts needed; but you wii! sce that 
the Committee on Appropriations errs on the safe side in keep- 
ine down the appropriations, especially if they want to draw a 
comparison with the past. Take the miscellaneous items first. 
They asked for $20,0u0, and we gave them $20,000. We have 


heretofore given $28,000 deficiency, and this carries $2,500, so | 








hat we are $30,500 above the estimates for that alone. Tak: 
Hat 

furniture. They asked $12,000, and we only gave them $9,000, 
They have had $2,500 in another urgent deticiency bill, and 
now we give them $1,50); so that we have $1,000 above th ti 
mate; to say nothing about the appropriations for material for 


folding, and that is pretty hard to estimate, becuse we e:n not 
tell how mauy speeches we are going to blow off during the ses 
sion; but we kept pretty safe. They estimated for $17,000, we 
gave them $10,000. Already we have given them $5,000 in 
another urgency deficiency bill, and this carries $10.50) more; 
being $14,5U0 above the estimates. 

Now, I call attention to these few items in detail in this little 
urgency deficiency bill so that you can see how this thing works. 
And this, as I said at the opening, will reach two classes of men 
that say we are extravagant, when we are in fact cutting down 
below what we ought to give and have got tocome in and repair 
it or the wheels of the Government stop; and the class of men 
who condemn the [ifity-first Congress because we did not do 
well enough, and they can not do as well to save their souls. 





{Mr. HOLMAN withholds his remarks for revision. 
pendix. | 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I believe I have‘a little time left. 


At the proper time, near the close of this Congress, when the 
} 
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appropriations made by the first and second sezsions of this Con- | 


gress are completed, I have no doubt that a fullstatement will be 
made by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERs] of the aggre- 


gate result, and that a stitement will be made by somebody on | 
| the gentleman from New York says.is anappropriation once for 


our side of the House, and by such other members of the House 
as desire to make statements. Until that time comes, the work 
of this session of Congress can not be fully and intelligently 
criticised as to appropriations. I will await that time before I 
seek to make the statement, if I make it at ail. 

Now, the gentleman from [ndiana [Mr. HOLMAN |—and I speak 
respectiully, because T have served many years with him in this 
House—with all his ability and devotion to the public service, 
is cs apt as any man I know to play the cuttlefish, and after he 
has muddied the water, to swim away. [Laughter.] He has 
criticised the Fifty-first Congress, when [ had the honor to be 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. Now, all theap- 
propriations made in the Fi ty-tirst Congress were not good 
All the appropriations of any Congress have not been good, and 
never willbe. There were appropriations in that Congress that 
I combated with all the feeble power that I had, and some of 
them amounting t. a good many millionsofdollars. I have one 
in mind which in my judgment was vicious, and I will so say to 
the gentleman from Indiana 

I refer to the claim of three millions of dollars in round num- 
bers, the money that was appropriated to pay whut was called 
the Choctaw claim. If I recollect correctly, that was earried 
through this House near the close of the session, late at night. 
It was carried against the most determined opposition that I 
could make, and the great majority of this side of the House 
stood with me inopposing it.. Theothersideof the House stood 
substantially a unit in favor of it, and the gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. HOLMAN] himsel!, who is a watchman upon the tower 
touching expenditures, 1s gentlemen will see by examining the 
RECORD, was neither paired, nor did he vote for or against the 
appropriation. Since that time much criticism has been made 
of this appropriation. The President of the United States re- 
fused to expend it, and it was not expended until long after- 
ward, when the Fifty-third Congress, two thirds of the House 
being Democrati¢, directed its expenditure by another act. 
Now, that is an appropriation in which I had no pride. 

But aiter all is said and done, having replied tothegentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] touching bis manner of presenting 
this question, I will not take my se:t without saying that sub- 
stantially the appropriations of the Fifty-first Congress were 
cle» n and liberal. 

The Republicans believe that whatever is worth doing should 
be well done, and that true economy abounds in liberal, not ex- 
travagant or parsimonious appropriation of money for the pub 
lic service. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I did not intend to make any remarks with 
reference to the subject which has been launched upon the 
Ho se, but some statements have been made by the gentleman 











from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] which Ie allow to vo 
tradicted. 


2 An P « nr niet) + he } Fe 
This question of appropriations by the Fifty-first and 


in not 


second Congresses was gone over thoroughly in the last Con 
gress, and at the close the simple result, us offici tated by 
the clerk of the cemmittee, was found to be that the ap ‘ 
tions by the Fifty-tirst Congress were $88,417,183 and b ; 
Fifty-s.cond Congress $1,027,104,547, or 338,637,364 more b 
Fifty-second than the Fi!ty-firstCongre 

jut in determining the expenditures of this Government, 
stat ynts of total appropriations by any C wd very 
littlelight. When estimating appropriations you may proceed 
upon th is of including all appropriations, both f : 
cies and otherwise, or you maydeduct deficiencies at <« end 
and fail to add them at the other, or vou may deductat: end 
and appropriately add them at the other. The gen un from 
Indiana {Mr. HOLMAN] has pursued the course of deduct 
from the appropriations of the Fifty-second Congres appro- 
priations for deticiencies for previous fiscal yea id has omit 
ted to add the necessary deficiene es at the other end. 

Now, I am not n disposed to spend any time on this que 
tion of comparative appropriations by diierent Congresses. | 


1c Congress may be, whether of one party 

or the other, the appropriations for the most part are only such 

as are necessary for carrying on the Government properly, and 
herr ; : 

completing the particular permanent public works that may bo 

undertaken at that particular poriod. When there are no per 

propriations 


think that whatever th 


therefor, the appropriations, of course, decline. When the Gov- 
ernment is building anew Navy, is erecting fortifications, is en 


larging its river and harbor improvements, is purchasing lands 


from Indians afterwards to be sold to actual tlers, is con- 
structing a large number of publie buildings, all permanent 
vorks, necessarily the appropriations and the expenditures 
crease. 

Mr. PAYNE. The refund of direct taxes to the States 


Mr. DINGLEY. The refund of direct the States. is 


taxe to 


alltime. There are times when certain expendit sare made 
that do not occur at other periods. In the decennial year, f 
example, there is an expenditure of 310,000,000 for taking t 





decennial census. Ithappened in 1893 we had a World's Exposi- 
tion at Chicago, and the Government underiook to aid that 
position. So there was an appropriation for it. That n 
essarily added to the other expenditures. There was a lar 
increase in expenditures for pensions during certain years 

Now, when these permanent works are entered upon, and | 
ments for peusions are enlarged, inevitably there is an incr 
both of appropriations and expenditures; but for the ordinar 
work of the Government there is little difference from year 
year, except such as grows out of the increase in population and 
enlargement of the public objects undertaken. You may take 
any of the recent years after the close of the war, and ded 
the expenditures growing out of the war, such as pension 
bounty, and back p.y, and payment of certain war claims, and 
you will find that the expenditures run along year by year, p 
inhabitant, with great similarity. It is only when we extend 
our operations and enlarge the expenditures on permanent 
works that these appropriations run up. 

The Fifty-first Congress undertook to make appropriations for 
certain important permanent works. We were building a 
navy, we were entering upon a system of co st fortifications, we 
were enlarging somewhat our expenditures for rivers and har 


waa 
Wal 


‘oO 


new 


bors; were purchasing a large quantity of land from the Indians 
to be resold to settlers, and we were constructing public bujld- 


ings. When permanent work is done of course appropriations 
are increased, and when Congress refuses to enter upon any pub 
lic works, why of course the expenditures go down. But that 
has nothing to do with the question of economy. These public 
works are to be done ai some time, and when undertaken 1 
bills must be paid. 

Now, one further remark with reference to the question of 
appropriations. When the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hor- 
MAN] was at the head of the Committee on Appropriations the 
distinet policy which he pursued, from beginning to end, was to 
appropriate less for the current work of the Government than 
he knew, and every member of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions knew, would be reqvired, in order to cut down the appar 


ne 


ent figures of the appropriations for the current year,in the 
face of the fact that everybody knew that the reduction w 
have to be made good in deficiency bills of the succ ng 
year. Now, all of that amounts to nothing. You may deceive 
some persons outside of this House, but you will not deceive 


them long; and we shall not deceive ourselves by such a process 
as that. If we desire to compare the relative expenditures from 
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year to year we shall not compare the eS. The ~ 4 
a may be made and not used; it may be larger than is 
ound ultimately to be required for the purpose; and it may be 
less and necessitate a deficiency appropriation in the succeed- 
ing year. 

Now, the test of economy, if you are going to apply it at all, in 
disregard of the permanent work or ousnetonst objects sub- 
served, is in the expenditures. If you will follow the expendi- 
tures from year to year you will find that, setting aside those 
expenditures that grew out of the war, such as pensions, back 
pay, bounty, etc., there has been very little change, as I have 
already said, except when these great public permanent works 
were entered upon. 

How is it as to the present fiscal year, nine months of which 
have expired? A great deal was said in the last Congress by 
the gentleman from Indiana about how he was going to re- 
duce the expenditures for the present fiscal year, when a Demo- 
cratic Senate and a Democratic Administration would be in. 
Well. we have had a Democratic Administration and aCongre:s 
Democratic in both Houses now all through the present fiscal 
year, nine months of which have expired. How do the expen- 
ditures stand? 

| have before me the official stitement of expenditures from 
July 1 last to April | of the present. year. ere are the ex- 
penditures for the first three quarters, or nine months of the 
a fiscal year, as compared with the nine months of the 

ast fiscal year, when it was said that there was so much ex- 
travagance. Outside of pensions the expenditures in nine 
months of the present fiscal year, beginning July 1 and ending 
April 1, are over $1,100,000 more than they were last year for 
the same period. There has been a reduction of about $13,000,- 
000 in the amount of expenditures, but it has all been in the re- 
duction of pensions. Fourtsen million dollars have been cut off 
from the boys in blue for pensions, and if any credit is to be 
taken for having saved money, there, and there only it has been 
done; the expenditures in every other direction have increased. 

Mr. GEA i. It was suggested in the beginning that this Ad- 
ministration was going to save $20,000,000 ns reductions in pen- 
sions. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That will be done the present year, if it can 
be called saving. There will be twenty millions, or at least 
eighteen millions less paid to the boys in blue in this fiscal year 
for pensions than was paid last year, and here is where all the 
so-called saving is found. We all know how that has been done; 
at least I know how it has been done in my district. We ail 
know of the many deserving men who have had their pensions 
suspended, and of the delay that is occurring in the adjudica- 
tion of pension claims, and if there is any credit to be taken for 
the reduction of expenditures, let it be taken just at the point 
where it belongs and nowhere else. There has not been a dol- 
lar of reduction anywhere else, but, on the contrary, there has 
been an increase. 

Mr. Chairman, [ should not have brought up this question if the 
gentleman from Indiana {[Mr. HOLMAN] had not undertaken to 
make some politic il capital out of the great ‘‘ economy ” which 
he practiced last year. There was no economy. There was 
simply an attempt to deceive the countey Sy aepeepeeing less 
than the gentleman himself knew would be required to meet the 
necess iry expenditures of the Government. Why, sir, for all 
the gre it purposes of Government we can not change the ex- 
penditures unless we change the laws, The expenditures go on 
whether we appropriate or not. The gentleman from Indiana 
last year cut the appropriation for the Federal courts $250,000 
below what he knew would be necessary, but that appropriation 
comes in this year as a deficiency, and if we should now do as he 
did then, the result would be the same. 

Is there any saving? He had all the credit of the saving last 
year. and now he is not willing to take accountof the deticiency 
which we are calied upon to appropriate for at this time. Why, 
~ friends, there is nothing in all these suggestions of economy 
which have been made by reducing appropriations for neces- 
sary ob ects of Government, When we get through, no matter 
what may be your appropriations, the expenditures of this Gov- 
ernment for al! ordinary purposes will go on at substantially the 
same rate, no matter what party is in a and all thisattempt 
to make capital out of the appropriat ns by ee less 
than the necessities of the Government demand is simple non- 
sense, : 

Now, I want to say before I sit down—and I say it to the credit 
of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS]. the present chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations—that there has been 
no attempt on his part, so far as | have observed, to repeat the 
deceptive operations to which I have alluded. There has been 
an honest endeavor on his part to appropriate what seemed to 
be required to meet the real necessities of the Government, and 
there has been no attempt to play politics with appropriation 
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bills. That, I think, should be said to his credit. It is other 
gentlemen who have attempted to drag in and claim great credit 
for the kind of ‘‘economy ” which I have described. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman from Texas did not report the 
Post-Office appropriation bill, and the remark of the geatleman 
from Maine does not apply to that. 

Mr.DINGLEY. Hedid notreport that bill. Let me say that 
my remark applies to the appropriation bills which come under 
the gentleman s charge and the other bills that are under the 
charge of the Committee on Appropriations. It does not apply 
at all to some of the other appropriation bills that have been re- 
ported here containing amounts which are known to be less than 
will be required to meet the necessary current expenditures of 
the Government. 

Mr. REED, Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to dissent from 
anything which has been said by my colleague [Mr. DINGLEY] 
with regard to the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. I do wish the House would give a little bit of considera- 
tion to the significance of the debate which has taken place to- 
day. No charge is made that the gentiem.in from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN], as chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, 
——_ himself to indulge in unsuitable appropriations. 

hether he did or not is beyond my ken, but there is no charge 
of that sort, and, so far asI have heard, there is no suspicion of it. 

The point involved is this. The gentleman from odious and 
his friends, the gentlemen upon the other side, day in and day 
out, denounced the Fifty-first Congress as a spendthrift Con- 
gress and delighted themselves with calling it a *‘ billion-dollar 
Congress.” They commenced the Fifty-second Congress, of 
which they had control, with a scene in which they passed api- 
ous self-denying ordinance, announcing that they were in favor 
of economy, and then they proceeded with one accord to get up 
appropriation bills which surpassed in amount the appropriation 
bills which those same gentlemen had so vigorously denounced 
from every stump. 

The point at issue here is not the propriety of the appropria- 
tions in either case. The point is as to the moral dishonesty, 
if I may use such a term without offense—and I do not mean to 
be offensive—the moral impropriety, of declaiming on the stump 
against appropriations made by men of another party and then 
going into the business yourselves and making still larger ap- 
propriations. There is the gist of thecharge. We have pretty 
well cleared the skirts of the Fifty-first Congress of a certain 
class of charges that were made against it, and now it seem ap- 
Lg shee that we should take up another set. 

The charge was continually made, reiterated and reiterated 
again, that the Fifty-first Congress was extravagant, and yet 
the man who led in that charge himself, as chairman of a Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, contrived to pass a more enormous set 
of appropriations than those against which he had declaimed. 
I want to get the idea into his mind that for a man to charge an- 
other man with crime in doing a thing which he afterwards re- 

ats himself to excess is unsuitable. {Laughter ] I do not 

now whether I can make the impression upon his mind that I 
desire to make or not. I want to make the impression not only 
upon his mind, but upon the minds of his party, so that they may 
live in a certain degree cleanly hereafter, and not permit them- 
selves, when the next Republican Congress comes in, to induige 
in the kind of talk which has so discredited them with the com- 
munity in times past. [Laughter.] In other words, I want 
them to learn the lesson that mere abuse is in time discovered 
and denounced, and it reilects discredit upon the abusers. Now, 
if by any means—by careful iteration and reiteration—that idea 
can be brought home to them, the politics of this country will 
be so much the purer. 

The gentleman from Indiana undertakes to make up a lot of 
figures. He has tried it so many times that I have the charity 
to believe he will some time or other credit them himself if he 
keeps on. [Laughter.] Againand again he haseliminated this 
set of figures and that set of figures; he has tried ail the expe- 
dients which have been denounced by my friend from Illinois 
[Mr. CANNON] and depicted by the gentleman from Iowa. Yet 
the plain fact remains that the appropriations in the Congress 
in which he was chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
were ter than those in the Congress whose appropriations 
he so bitterly denounced. 

Now, if he and his friends would come up manfully, acknowl- 
edge they had been mistaken, say they were wrong, or if they 
would even exhibit the penitence of silence, we would be rea- 
sonably satisfied with them, because it would be assurance of 

conduct in the future—a shining contrast with their con- 

uct in the past. [Laughter,] In time we shall bring them to 
it. In time we shall bring them to a full private acknowledg- 
ment on the subject, as we have done upon the matter of a quo- 
rum and the rules of the Fifty-first Congress. They will do it 
privately; they will do everything except make a public ac 
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knowledgment. What is really good for their souls is a public 
admission. [Laughter.] I had entertained the hope that they 
might make it some time or other. 
A MEMBER. That is hoping too much. 
Mr. REED. Well, it is only a slight hope. 
be blamed for it. 


Ido not want to 
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It arises outof the welling charity of my na- | 


ture; [laughter] the disposition to think kindly even of those | 


who have *‘ despitefully used us and persecuted us.” [Laugh- 
ter.] But the world is beginning to understand the matter; and 
when the gentleman from Indiana (who is entitled to be in the 
forefront on this occasion) gets up and undertakes to hugger- 
mugger with the figures, the country is beginning to understand 
it:‘and even some members of the House o/ Representatives are 
beginning to catch hold of it. 


| of the census, but also beca ‘se they will come in so cony 
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Another paragraph in the amendment directs that the Super- 


intendent of the Census shall prepare anabstract of the Kleven 
Census, to consist of not more than 200 pages. No gentleman 
present would undertake to go through the entire census reports 
for the purp.se of gathering the information which they con- 
tain. They will be very large volumes. some amounting to more 
than a thousand pages: and the object of the abstract isto print 
only such matters as are of prime importance, so th t they may 
be easily accessible to members of Congress and to whomever 
they may be sent. We believe that this clause should ba 
adopted, because it will not only facilitate the publication and 
distribution of these important facts, growing « tiking 
‘nient 


th 


ut of the 


|} a formas will make them more accessible. 


c “ : » . 4 | 
Why not just frankly say, ‘* Yes, we were wrong in making 


this assault on you: we were excited, stirred up, disturbed in 
our minds; something had happened that we did not want to 
happen: we felt exasperated, and we went around and said all 
sortsof loose and unkindly things.” Now,let us goon hereafter 
upon a different basis; and when the next Republican Congress 


takes control and does its duty by the country fairly and faith- | 


fully, let us haveat le ist a reasonable degree of judicious silence 
on the other side, remembering what has happened to you when 
you broke silence. [Laughter and applause. | 

Mr. SAYERS. 
to speak, I ask unanimous consent that general debate be con- 
sidered as closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
bate will be regarded 2s closed. 

There was no ob,ection. 

Mr. SAYERS. I now ask that the bill be read by paragraphs 
for amendment. 

The Clerk, proceeding to read the bill, read the following: 


Public Land Service: That all the traveling and incidental expenses o! 
the clerks detailed from the General Land Office to assist in the opening of 
the Cherokee Outlet, in Oklahoma Territory, shall be paid from the sum of 
25.000, for clerk hire, rent, and other incidental expenses of the several 
land offices, appropriated by deficiency act approved December 21, 1893. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I have a very important 
amendment to offer by authority of the subcommittee, and ask 
the attention of the committee while it is being read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


At the end of page 4 insert the following: 
‘““ ELEVENTH CENSUS. 


“The Commissioner of Laborin charge of the Eleventh Census is hereby 
directed to prepare forthwith an abstract giving the State and o.her totals 
of the main facts collected at the Eleventh Census with comparative data 
which abstract shall not exceed 250 octavo pages and shall be printed at the 
Government Printing Office and be ready for distribution on or before the 
Ist day of Augustnext. There shall be printed and bound in cloth of such 
abstract 100,000 copies, of which 60.000 copies shall be forthe use of the mem 
bers of the House of Representatives, 30,000 copies for the use of the mem 
bers of the Senate, 7,500 copies for the use of the Department of the Interior, 
and 2.500 copies for the use of the Census Office. 

“The provisions of section 17 of the act of Congress approved March 1, 1889, 
entitled, ‘An act to provide for the taking of the Eleventh and subsequent 
censuses,’ and of subse.,uent acts relating to the publication of the names 
organizations, and length of service of those who had served in the Army. 
Navy, or Marine Corps of the United States in the war of the rebellion. and 
who were survivors at the time of the Eleventh Census, and of the widows 
of soldiers, sailors, or marines at that time. are hereby repealed, and the 
Commissioner of Labor in charge of the Eleventh Census is hereby directed 
to transfer to the Commissioner of Pensions, for use in the Army and Navy 
survivors’ division, the speci il schedules collected at the Eleventh Census, 
containing such names, organizations, and length of service. . 

‘He is also authorized to bind the report on Fish and Fisheries with the 
Report on Agriculture, instead of as a separate volume.as provided forin 
‘An act to provide for the publication of the Eleventh Census,’ approve! 
February 24, 1893. 

“The provision of the act entitled ‘An act to provide for the taking of the 
Eleventh and subsequent censuses,’ approved March 1, 1889, for the collec 
tion from official sources of information relating to animals not on farms 
is hereby repealed. 

“The time provided in the act entitled ‘An act to extend the time for com 

leting the work of the Eleventh Census and for other purposes,’ approved 

ctober 3, 1893, is hereby extended from the 30th day of June, 1894, to and 
including the 4th day of March, 1895.” 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I should like to have the at- 
tention of gentlemen on both sides while I explain briefly the 
amendment which I have just offered. The amendme 
been submitted tothe Acting Superintendent of the Census, and 
has the unanimous indorsement of the subcommittee in charge 
of the deficiency bill. 

During the present session of Congress the time for the abol- 
ishment of the Census Bureau was extended to the Ist of July 
next. But upon consultation with the Acting Superintendent 
o! the Census we were advised that it would be absolutely im- 
possible to complete thit work by the Ist day of July, and he 
recommended, and the subcommittee ia charge of the deficiency 
bill also recommend to this Committee thit the time should 
ba extended to the 4th day of March next. The Acting Super- 
intendent of the Census informs us that, with the exception of 
proofreading, all of the work of the census will certainly be 
completed by that date. 


Now that gentlemen have spoken who desire | 


In the absence of objection general de- | 


t has | 











| the attention of the committee. 


; mended by the Superintendent of the Census, and by 


There is another clause of the amendment to which [ will eall 
In the original act directing 
the taking of the census a provision was made requiring the enu 

meration of all those who served inthe Union Army during the 
late civil war, and also of the surviving widows of such soldiers. 
It is believed now, in factthe Acting Superintendento the Cen- 
$: $s so advised us, that in order to publish the names and give 
their addresses seven large volumes of about a thousand pages 
each would b> required, costing near $200,000. Now it is recom 

the e m- 
mittee, that the Superintendent of the Census be re ;uired to de- 
liver to the Pension Office all the names; that have been taken, 
with their addresses, etc., so that the Pension Office may be able 
to utilize the work that has been done. 

There was another provision in the original act, Mr. Chair- 
man, which required that a census of all animals not upon farms 
should also be taken. We are informed that it has heen impos- 
si: le to comply with this provision; and that the census thus far 
had of animals not belonging to farms, or upon farms has been 
very incomplete; and that the officials of the different counties 
and States have not been able to furnish the Census Ojlice with 
the in ormation asked of them uvon the subject. So we recom 
mend the repeal of that clause in the original act. 

The tinal clause provides that the report on fish and fisheries 
should be incorporated in the report onagriculture. It was first 
intended th 1t the report on fish and fisheries should be published 
as a separate volume. But the former Superintendent of the 
Census was unable to gather statistics upon the subject of fish 
and fisheries that would amount to more thn fifty or sixty pages, 
if printed, and the committee thought it an unnecessary and un- 
wise expenditure of the public money to publish this small re- 
port ina separate volume. We therefore recommend in this 
amendment that the report on fish and fisheries, amounting, as 
[ have said, to not more than fifty or sixty pages, shall be 
porated with the reporton agriculture. 

Mr. GROUT. Wasthat with theconsent of the C 
of Fish and Fisheries? 

Mr. SAYERS. We did not consult the Commissioner of Fish 
and Fisheries, because he has nothing to do with the taking of 
the census. 

Now, [ yield to my friend from L[llinois, if he desires to say 
anything upon the sub‘ect. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Perhaps I cin ask a question or 
two of my friend from Texas, and we cin discuss certain facts 
connected with one or two matters in a convers itional way, bet- 
ter than for me to make a speech upon the subject 

Touching the abstract of not exceeding 250 pages, the gentle- 
man from ‘Texas spe iks of —— 

Mr. GROUT. Is that what is ordinarily known as the Com- 
pendium? 


incor- 


ymmissioner 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. No. TheComp-endium will consist 
of three volumes, and probibly two or thre» ye irs will expire be- 
fore it will bs completed. 

Mr. SAYERS. And some six or seven hundred pages to the 


| volume. 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Thee is anabstract authorized by 
law not yet completed; and my recoliection is in »ccord with 


thatof the gentleman from Texas, that the sbstract now pro- 
vided for by law would require certain reports yet to be per- 
fected: and it is not practicable to get it ready before the Ist day 
of January next. 

Mr. SAYERS. That accords with my recollection. 

Mr. CANNON of Iilinois. Further, [ believe, if I recollect 
aright, that Mr. Wright—Mr. Carroll D. Wright, in charge of 
the Bureau—stated that th's abstract would be practically as 
useful as the one that is to come in January. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iso understood him. 


1 
Le] 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And that there would be only 
slight additions on rather unimportant reports. 
I concur in what the gentlemin from Texas has ssid, and 


yrtest time 
ready 


state further that the Ist of August next is the sh 
within which he said he could get the propose.t abstract, 
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but he said he could get it ready by that time, so that it could 
not only be prepared but could be printed and bound and put in 
the folding room by that time. That gives the members of Con- 
gress and the people at large practical possession of the impor- 
tani matters to be embodied in these twenty or twenty-one reports, 
three of which have been published and the remainder of which 
will be published in the next twoor three or four years. In 
other words, this will give us the result of the late census and 
acomparative statement as well, by the Ist of August, for use 
in this life. 

Mr. PICKLER. How many copies do you provide for? 

Mr. SAYERS. One hundred thousand copies, 60,000 for the 
use of the House, 30.000 for the use of the Senate, and 10,000 for 
the use o1 the Departments. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If I am correct in my recollection, 
the cost of this abstract will be 25 cents per copy, bound. That 
is, the 100,000 copies will cost $25,000. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let me say here that the material in the ab- 
stract which is to be first published will be used as a part of 
the material of the abstract already authorized. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. That is correct. , 

Mr. SAYERS. So thit really the expense of it does not 
amount to $25,000 exclusively. . 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I have no doubtin the world about 
the exceeding value of this abstract, and the wisdom of this 
amendment that the gentleman pecesoee. 

Now, one other matter that the aoe refers to, that I 
will be glad to have a little more fully stated. That is the re- 
peal of the portion of the census law requiring the publication 
of the names of the soldiers of the late war and their widows. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will state to my friend that I intended to 
leave the explanation of that paragraph to the gentleman from 
Towa | Mr. HENDERSON]. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HENDERSON} makes the explanation, I will not pursue that mat- 
ter, except to say that I am in harmony with the amendment, 
which was recommended by Mr. Wright, and it seems to me 
the reasons for it are sutficient, and that the amendment is wise. 
I do not know that I desire to say anything further if the gen- 
tleman from Towa [Mr. HENDERSON] will vover that point. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, it is proper that 
the House should understand this amendment affecting the sol- 
diers. The census law now contemplates the publication of a 
number of volumes giving the names, service, and residence of 
the soldiers of the late war, and members of the Navy and the 
Marine Service, and the names of the widows and their location 
at the time the census was taken. 

In making these data some of the enumerators omitted a great 
deal of information that should have been taken. In many in- 
stances the residence was given, and not the regiment and com- 
pany to which a soldier belonged. It would require a vast 
amount of correspondence to perfect this. A great deal of cor- 
respondence has Sens conducted on the part of the Pension Office 
in trying to complete these data. 

The object of the original legislation was twofold. I remem- 
ber participating in it to some extent. The double preven was 
that the lawmakers and the Pension Office could know how 
many survivors there were, and where they were located, and 
this further motive governed the soldiers who advocated this 
matter, viz, to get the information by which one soldier seeking 
to prove his claim could find out where a bunk mate or com- 
rade was located, so that he could correspond with him to get 
the affidavit that he might need. in order to perfect his claim. 
These two considerations governed Congressin putting that en- 
ra into law asa part of the fundamental law of the Eleventh 

Jensus. 

Now we find that it will probably be two years before this will 
be perfected. It will take seven large volumes, costing from 

225,000 to$250,000, an item of expense, however, which thecom- 
mittee will not besitate to incur if, when done, the work would 
meet the end for which the original legislation was enacted; but 
so many soldiers have died, so many have changed their resi- 
dences, and so imperfect are the data, and it will be so long be- 
fore the information will become at all useful, that it will utterly 
fail of the purpose for which it was enacted. 

In the Pension Office there is a special division that hascharge 
of looking up the records and residences of the survivors of the 
late war. They have accomplished a great deal in that direc- 
tion. I recall many instances where I wrote to the Pension Of- 
fice and tried to get the residence of soldiers to help out some 
correspondent, and I never yet failed to get the name and the 
residence, and any member here in the House who has had a 
similar experience will, I think, sustain me. 

Now this amendment will put all the data that the Census Of- 
fice has immedixtely into the hands of the Pension Office and 
of that division, and we require them in that amendment to util- 
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ize it toperfectthatrecord. By this means, therefore, we attain 
the end originally sought at once, and at the same time save the 
Government an expense of $225,000 to $250,000. I want to say 
that those upon the subcommittee and the committee have unani- 
mously recommended this to the House. I have consulted quite 
a number of soldiers of the House, and all are in accord with 
the expression that this is the wise thing to do. 

Passing from that point, I want to say a word abjut the cen- 
sus matter. I had some confusion as to what rights we had as 
to documents for distribution; and yesterday, when we had Gen. 
Wright before us, I pressed him a little on this point. I find 
we will have twenty-fourlarge volumes of the census when com- 
pleted, which, as the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] says, 
will be two to four years hence. Three of them are now ready 
for distribution. 

Mr. WALKER. How many copies of each will we have? 

_ Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. It varies. On some the number 
is 10,000 copies, and in some 50,000 are authorized to be printed. 
Mr. WALKER. Of each book? 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. There are different numbers on 
different volumes. Three of these are now ready for distribu- 
tion: and if you designate the library or a county auditor's office 
these will now be sent under yourdesignation. And those three 
are the only documents that are now ready for distribution, ex- 
ceptthe first volume of the Compendium, or ready for the orders 
of members of Congress. In addition to that, we will have the 
Compendium, consisting of three volumes, which will be quite 
heavy and cumbersome, but a condensation of these great quarto 
volumes. This Compendium will not be ready, except as just 
stated, for a long time. 

Now, this is all fixed by the original law. In addition to that 
we will have a digest of the census, but that will not be ready 
for sometime to come. It will be two or three years hence be- 
fore the digest is ready. All the data must be compiled before 
that is completed. In addition to that there is to be an atlas 
with shaded indications of the development of the country. 
That will be something attractive to the eye and desirable to 
libraries, and give a sort of condensation of that feature of the 
census. These will include all that we will finally have under 
the law. All of them are far from completion, except the four 
volumes now ready. 

This abstract which we have provided for in this bill will give 
in a nutshell, in a little volume of 250 pages, the meat of the 
Eleventh Census; and it w‘ll be on your desks, ready for distri- 
bution, on the lat of July next. My judgment is that thislittle 
abstract will furnish the information of the census which will 
be mostdesired. Theother great volumes, when they come out, 
will be for students and statisticians, and for the editor to take 
and delve in them, and so will the statesman and politician, if 
such a distinction exists. But it is the little abstract you want 
to fight for, for it will contain almost everything you need. 
Mr. SAYERS. i now ask for a vote on the amendment, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Mr.HULICK. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
uestion? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. HULICK. I understand you propose to extend the pe- 
riod of operation of this department until the Istof March next? 
Mr. SAYERS. Until the 4th of March next. 

Mr. HULICK. To what extent will the clerical force of the 
Census dep irtment be affected? ‘Will it be reduced? 

Mr. SAYERS. It will be reduced as the work is completed 
between now and the 4th of March. The lawnow requires a re- 
duction of the force as the work is being finished: but the Su- 
perintendent of the Census said it was of exceedingly great im- 
portance, and that it would be a grave error not to provide in 
this bill for the extension of the time until the 4th of March 
next. 

Mr. HULICK. I understand that under the law as it now 
stands the clerical force will be practically disbanded on the Ist 
of July. Am I correct? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes; but we propose to extend the time. 

Mr. HULICK. The amendment you suggest will extend that 
to the 4th of March, the same as if no provision in the present 
law affected the clerical force. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman is correct. 

Mr. HULICK. Then those inthe departmentcan restassured 
that there will be no radical change in the clerical force until 
the 4th of March. hter. ] 

Mr. TUCKER. e will want to have a hearing on tha‘. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call 
the attention of the committee to a pxragraph in this amend- 
ment. It is that which p to bind the report of the Fish 


and Fishery Commission with the Agricultural oe This, 
I think, is a movement in a right direction. A bill been in- 
troduced and is now pending which purposes to transfer the 
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Fish Commission to the Agricultural Department. I think 
every member of the House and of the committee who will give 
the matter a moment’s thought will easily reach the conclusion 
that this Fish and Fisheries Commission should be transferred 
to that Department. 

Mr. SAYERS. 


does not propose anything affecting the Fish Commission. It 
simply requires that the statistics and information gathered by 
the Superintendent of the Census shall be published in the re- 
porto! the D spartmentof Agriculture instead of being published 
separately. rt 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Very properly; and I do notseek 


On the contrary, the observa- 


to antagonize that proposition. 
tions 1 am making will give some additional reasons why that 
should be done. Now, Mr. Chairman, that Commission of Fish 
and Fisheries has to do with a great food product, it has to do 
with the propagation and distribution of animal life, and this be- 
ing so the Commission should be transferred to the Department 
of Agriculture. Such being the case, it is highly proper that 
this committee anticipate somewh:t this action and give to the 
farmers, among whom the agricultural reports mainly circulate, 
the benefit of reports of this Commission. I trust the commit- 
tee will bear this in mind and that when the bill is reported, 
as I trust it will be soon, that transfer will be made. A similar 
bill has been favorably reported by two committees of the Sen- 
ate, and I trust that the House will approve the proposition. 

The amendment offered by Mr. SAYERS was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For printing and_binding, including materials therefor, to be exe 
at the Government Printing Office, as follows: 

Mr.SAYERS. I offer the amendment which I 
desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

After line 10 insert: 

‘For the Department of State, 85,000.”’ 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr.SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee rise 
and report the bill to the House with the recommendation that 
it do p»ss. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. HATCH, from the Committee of the Whole, 
reported that they had had unde? consideration a bill (H. R. 
655) to provide for further urgent deficiencies in the appropri- 
ations for the fiscal year 1894, and for other purposes, had made 
sundry amendments thereto, and had directed him to report the 
bill as amended to the House, with the recommendation that it 
do pss. . 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous question 
on the amendments and the bill to its passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 


uted 


send to the 


I will state to my friend that the amendment | 
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“*Such mail boxes shall be erected without expense to the U1 
j 


and for the privilege hereby authorized the persons using such 
shall pay to such postmaster as the Postmaster-Genera 

the use of the United States, for each such box not ex 
two-thirds of which shall be paid to the person having the 








| rying the mail over such route gs full compensation for the « ‘ 

} quired of mail-carriers on routes where such boxes are e 
all sums received under th's provision in excess of the amo ' 
contractors for extra services imposed by this act shall ppit 
ment of transportation of inland mail. and the appropriations th 
be reduced to the extent of such rec : 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, we had the ot! 

adiscussion with reference to the free deliver) 

| out the country. Itseemed that that propositio not ac 
ceptable at this time, beyond the extent of makin n appro 
priation forthe purpose of experimenting with reference to 
delivery in rural districts. My proposition, cont l i 
amendment which [ have sent to the desk, is that th: 
mail may be delivered along the routes between post-otlt r) 
that, on application to the Postmaster-General, : may 
be given to individuals along the line to erect boxes such as the 
Postmaster-General shall prescribe for the purpose of receivi 


mail matter from the carriers as they go along their routes 
Mail is delivered now through many of the rural di i 
that way, but there is no law authorizing it to be done, and I 


maintain that we ought to try this experiment, which is wit! 


ho 


any ex; ense to the Government, and ascertain whether or not 
the system can be made to operate to the satisfaction and the 
advantage of the people. Ifa gentleman lives quite a distance 
| from a post-office and the mail-carrier passes his house every 


| day, I see no reason why there should not be erected on that 


mail route, near that man’s house, a box where his family may 
deposit their mail matter, and there the mail-carrier may take 
it up and carry it to the nearest post-office and there mail it: 
and into which box the mail-carrier may deliver the mai 


matter addressed to such person or members of hisfamily. My 
proposition is that this shall be done without any expense tot 

Government. Indeed, the amendment provides for some revenue 
to the Government, although [ have introduced that 
simply for the purpose of making the amendment 


| the rules of this House. 


My judgment is that there ought to be no such provision in 


it. I believe thatthe man who is willing to pay for a box such 


| as the Postmaster-General shall prescribe, and have it pla 


| 


near his house along the road, or any man living off the roa 
who desires to erect a box on the road, that his mail may be de 
posited therein and is willing to pay the cost of erecting th 
boxes authorized in this amendment, ought to be permitted 


have this facility for seading and receiving his mail matter 
Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. What is the amount 
Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Not te exceed $3 a year 

vision would enable any person who is willing to expend 


” 


Thi 


| year for this purpose, to have his mail delivered to him without 


The amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole | 


were agreed to. The bill as amended was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SAYERS, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, [ move 
that the House resolve itself intoCommittee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the further consideration of general 
appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee o 
Whole, Mr. Hatca in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the further consideration of general appropriation bills. 
The Clerk will report the unfinished business. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 6016) making appropriations for the service of the Posi 
Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895. 
age3, line 18: 


“OFFICE OF THE SECOND ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL 


“For inland mail transportation, namely: Inland transportation by 
routes, $6,000,000."" 


Mr. WILSON of Ohio. 
amendment which I send to the desk. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


At the end of line 20. page 3, add: 
“ Provided, That the Postmaster-General, when application is made for 


the 


Office 


star 


such . and under such regulations as he shall establish, may author- 
ize the of private mail boxes along the line of any inland mail route; 
and when such boxes are established, the mail-carriers over such routes shail 


deposit therein the mail of such persons as are authorized and desire to 
use such boxes, and receive such mail as is found therein duly stamped for 
mailing, and deliver the same to the postmaster of the nearest post-office on 
his route, or at the beginning or terminus thereof, who shall mail the same 
as soon 4s practicable. 


| venience to people throughout the 


| tractors for carrying 


| paid for these boxes shall go to the contractor 


Mr. Chairman, [ desire to offer the 


his bsing compelled to go to the post-olfice for it. It would not 
cost the Government one dollar, while it would bea at con 
country, enabling them to 


being obli ré lin everye 


send and receive their mail without 
to go to the post-office. 


ssities of 


it seems to me that one of the greatest nec p 
ent time is that the peop.e who live in places remote from post 


offices should have greater mail facilities. It is important th 
should receive promptly the newsp.pers, which add so much to 
general intelligence and pro so highly the 
happiness of the rural homes. 

If itisimpracticable at this time to have free delivery throug! 
out the country (as I believe it is, on account of the expensiv 
ness of such an arrangement where the population is 
is not impracticable to have on these inland mal routes « 
tion and delivery of the mail in the manner proposed in 
amendment. I think there would be scarcely any addition to 
the present expense. I believe that the prices charged by con 
the mails would not be appreciably in 
creased; but whether such would or would not be the case, there 
is a provision in the amendment that two-thirds of the amount 
in order 
pensate him for the extra duties devolving upon him by rx 
of this arrangement. 

[Here the hammer fell.! 

Mr.LOUD. Lask that the 
ten minutes more. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. In the carrying out of this amer 
ment the det:ils would depend upon regulations to be est 
lished by the Postmaster-General. He would prescribe a re 
lation mail box, the cost of which to the Government would be 
perhaps very small. Whoever desired a mail box at his resi- 
dence or at any point along the route would make application 
to the Postmaster-General, who would adopt such regulations az 
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would protect the Government, protect the contractor, and pro- 
tect the people in the execution of this system, so that nobody 
would suffer from it. 

Locks would doubtless be provided for these boxes; and the 
mail carriers would carry the keys to each of these locks, so that 
they might open the boxes to take out mail matter which they 
would carry with them for deposit in the nearest post-office and 
to deposit mail intended for the owner of the boxes. Perhapsa 
box might have two compartments; and it might be used for the 
mail of a single family or for that of aneighborhood, that mat- 
ter depending upon the wishes of those making application to 
the Department. This would be a great convenience to people 
along these mail routes. 

There was much interest expressed during the discussion on 
a former day in devising some means for enlarged mail facili- 
ties. {[n many parts of the country the post-offices are 5 or 10 
miles apart. I canat this moment think of a mail route where 
it would be a great convenience if the psople living along that 
route could have these boxes provided. The expense ought not 
to be great, and if the experiment proves a success the proba- 
bilities are that the expense will eventually be not to exceed the 
cost of the private box. 

Ican not conceive of any objection whatever to the amend- 
ment. There c.n be none on the ground of expense to the Gov- 
ernment. There is no objection of insecurity to those who are 
to have the mail boxes. There is no objection in the world ex- 
cept that it would be an experiment, and we can not tell how 
many — will want to use the boxes or whether many would 
desire to have them. 

Mr. MOSES. My interest is the same as the gentleman’s in 
that regard but in my section of the country the people who 
live along the routes get the mail service now for less than $3 a 
year. Now, I wish to ask the gentleman whether this amend- 
ment would add anything to what the people can already get 
under the decision of the Postmaster-General? Heallows these 
contractors to take the mail outand deliveritto the people along 
the line. As I understand this amendment, it would make the 
expense greater than it is now. 

r. WILSON of Ohio. This provides that the cost shall not 
exceed $3 a year. If the Postmaster-General could make it less 
of course he would do so. But the trouble now is, I think, that 
the delivery of the mail under the present system is contrary to 
or rather is unauthorized by law. I think the sureties on the 
bond of the mail carriers, or any person handling the mail, would 
not be responsible for lossof mailor the misuse of any power now 
exercised in thatregard. The arrangement whereby mail is de- 
livered, as the gentleman says is practiced, is a private matter, 
and there is no security in such a practice. [t isnot authorized 
by law, and, as I understand, it is a violation of the law. 

Mr. MISES. But it is done at all events. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio continuing). Ifsuch permission is given 
it is without authority of law. There is no safety in that way of 
doing it. This amendment, if adopted, will legalize the trans- 
action and afford a system which would be perfectly safe and 
convenient to the people, and legalize the acts of the mail car- 
riers. The extra labor imposed upon mail carriers would not be 
great, and the delay caused by stopping to recsive or deposit 
maii in the boxes would not be more than the horses ought to 
have for rest and a breathing spell. 

The pro‘ect is entirely feasibl>, and would benefit large num- 
bers of persons. One of the chief objections to country life is 
the lack of proper mail facilities. If letters and newspapers 
could be brought to the country homes daily I believe tie pleas- 
ures of home would de largely increased. This is anage of prog- 
ress and enlightenment, and I would afford all people the very 
best facilities for growth and advancement which are attaina- 
ble considering their circumstances and surroundings. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina, Mr. Chairman, I must 
insist upon.the point of order. This amendment changes exist- 
ing law and does not reduce expenditures. It is obnoxious to 
the provisions of Rule XXI, clause 2, page 263, of the Digest. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will direct the Clerk to read 
that portion of the rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Nor shall any provision in any such bill or amendment thereto changing 
existing law be in order, except such as being germane to the subject-mat- 
ter of the bill, shall retrench expenditures by the reduction of the number 
and salary of ofticersof the United States, by the reduction of the compensa- 
tion of any person paid out of the Treasury of the United States, or by the 
reduction of the amount of money covered by the 

The CHAIRMAN. Under this rule the Chair thinks the 
amendment not in order. It certainly changes existing law. 
The Chair can see no provision in the amendment, after a care- 
ful rereading of it, that would justify the Chair in holding that 
it would in any sense reduce expenditures, 

The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. May I be permitted to call the atten- 


tion of the Chair to the last provision of the amendment? This 
amendment provides that there shall be not to exceed $3 col- 
lected annually for each box, and that two-thirds of that sum 
shall be paid to the contractor as compensation for the extra 
duty of depositing and receiving the mail. and that the other 
fraction shall go to the Government and shall reduce the appro- 

riation for this inland mail service to the extent of the receipts 
rom these boxes. I think that it does reduce the appropriation. 
It was put infor that purpose. I did not think it ought to be 
there, but it does reduce it. If there should be a thousand boxes 
there is a thousand dollars, and the probability is that there will 
be ten thous.nd or a hundred thousand; and this provides that 
the boxes shall be erected without expense to the Government. 
It does not add a dollar to the expense, while it gives one-third 
for every box that is erected, and of course if there were a hun- 
dred thousand boxes there would be a hundred thousand dollars 
to be applied to the reduction of the appropriation for the inland 
mail service. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. There is nothing in 
this bill about the revenue to be derived from boxes, or the re- 
duction of expenditures on account of revenues from boxes. It 
is the reduction of the amount of money covered by the bill 
that the rule applies to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment requires extra work to 
be done on the part of the Postmaster-General and other offi- 
cers, and it changes existing law in many respects, so that the 
Chair is compelled to adhere to his former ruling. It does not 
reduce expenditures, so far as the Chair can determine. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment I 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 20, pagé 3, add the words, “‘of which sum, $30,000 shall be used under 
the direction of the Postmaster-General in supplying temporary service to 
newly established offices, in cases where the establishment of star routes is 
contemplated.” 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr.Chairman, it is well known that when 
new post-oftices are established, the Postmaster-General has no 
authority to use a single doilar of this appropriation to aid the 
people who are to be benefited by the new offices in establishing 
route servic2; and this amendment seeks to divert $30,000 of the 
$6,000,000 ae for the star route service, for this pur- 
pose, and gives the Postmaster-General the discretion and au- 
thority to use it as he may see fit and deem necessary for the 
benefit of those people wh» have no service, by miking such al- 
lowancs as will enible him to supply service until the p>rma- 
nent service is established. 

It is well known that that is one of the chief grievances of the 
people who live in remote sections of the country, in new set- 
tlements, where they have pushed out beyond the established 
lines of postal communications, and have no means whatever cf 
securing this service except they hire acarrier at their own ex- 

nse, and this is a hardshipno Government should impose upon 

ts citizens. As I understand it, it is not the purpose of the 
Government to make money out of the mail system, for we know 
that large sums are appropriated for general ob,ects that do not 

ay anything back to the Government, not even expenses. We 

now that quite a sum was diverted the other day—#2u,000, I be- 
lieve—for the purpose of making an experiment in the free-de- 
livery system. Every gentleman upon this floor knows that the 
free-delivery system does not pay any profit, that is to say, a 
large per cent of the offices pty absolutely nothing. Taking it 
as a whole it does pay expenses, some of the offices, like New 
York, Philadelphia, and Chicago, pay large profits, but quite a 
number do not pay any profit to the Governmént, but on the 
contrary are an actual burden upon the Treasury of the United 
States. 

Now, if that be true, why should not asmall sum be appro- 
priated to help these people who live out in the remote sections of 
the country to get service upon contemplated routes? They 
must make an experiment first, to show to the Government that 
there is a possibility of its paying in thefuture. Nov, that is 
not a fair test, because business mon who live in out of the way 
places can not afford to wait from one to three years and risk ‘he 
eoncingency of picking a fellow up once or twice a week to go 
after the mail to see whether or not an office will pay, and the 
consequence is thit many of these offices are abolished and the 

ple have to go from 3 to 5 miles to get their mail as before, 
If they titatall, for they can not pay a carrier to carry the 
mail daily or tri-weekly, as you very well know. And the con- 

uence is when a carrier is sondlaiiy employed they have to 
watt from one to three years to get the Government to establish 
service — these routes, and frequently it is not done at all. 

Now, there is no gentleman upon this floor who believes that 
these poet ought to be subjected to this inconvenience and to 
thislong delay. If there is any such gentleman, [ should like 
to hear the reason which he has to o‘er. If justice were done 
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a daily route with full service would be established to every post- 
office in the land. : 

As it is now, the Postmaster-General can not use this money 
for this purpose, because section 39/1 of the Revised Statutes 
provides that the Postmaster-General shail not use any mor» 
than two-thirds of the cancellation of the new offices established 
to aid the special service for carrying the mail. Therefore he 
has no power to use any of this fund.. Now, I ask simply that 
this $30,000 be diverted for this purpose. 

This bill carries $155,000 move for star-route service than the 
corresponding bill in the Fifty-second Congress. Now, if all you 
gentlemen who live in cities, or who live in country places where 
there are daily routes, which are ready to receive the benetits of 
free-delivery experiments in the rural districts, will contrast 
your advantages with ours, I do not believe there is a single one 
who will object to a provision of this kind for our districts which 
are in less favored sections of the country and which have not 
been provided with the miil facilities they are entitled to. I 
ask for no special privileges. They want none. I ask for jus- 
tice and fair play—and I am sure you will grant it. That is my 
opinion about it. 

Mr. LOUD. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Certainly. IL invite it. 

Mr. LOUD. Doyou hold that the Postmaster-General has not 
now the power to establish new routes or temporary routes, and 
to es‘ablish new star service and new post-offices? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I have not been contending that he has 
not. If I have, I have made myself badly understood. 

Mr. LOUD. That seems to be about all your amendment cov- 


ers. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. This is the difficulty I desire to obvinte. 
Whenever there are new post-offices established the Postmas- 
ter-General has no power to establish routes or tosupply service 
until an experiment is made, except two-thirds of the cancella- 
tion of the stamps in these new offices. 

Mr. LOUD. I think the gentleman must be mistaken about 
that. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Iamnot mistaken. I have examined the 
subject thoroughly. I know how much my people are inter- 
ested in it. - I know how much they have suffered on account of 
thislaw. There is no mistake about it. It is two-thirds of the 
salaries of the new  raflecegowe and that is two-thirds of the can- 
cellation, because they can not get any more. 

Mr. LOUD. Ican show the gentleman where there are star 
routes now in existence, where the contract service calls for 

2,500, and the receipts of the whole route are not over $8. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I can show the gentleman where offices 
return from $20 to $30 per annum, and have been in existence 
for three years, and no service has been supplied. Your people 
are more fortunate thin mine, or stood in better with the Post- 
master-General. 

Mr. LOUD. That is the fault of the Post-Office Department. 

Mr.CRAWFORD. Well, I want to make the Department do 
its duty. or enable it to see its duty more clearly. 

Mr. LOUD. This will not accomplish that purpose. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Yesitwill. The Postmaster-General de- 
clares that he can not divert any of the sum appropriated for 
this purpose. This will set it apart and provide that he shall 
use it, in his discretion, for this purpose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I should like five minutes more. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE, [ask that the gentleman’s time be ex- 
tended five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MOSES. I would like to ask the gentleman a question, 
if he will yield. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Certainly. 

Mr. MOSES. You refer to those offices denominated ‘‘spe- 
cial”? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Yes; ‘‘special service.” 

Mr. MOSES. Is there any law requiring that all offices es- 
tablished in the country shall be “special” until it is shown 
that the receipts pay for the service of tho:e offices? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. They are to be established as an experi- 
ment. Itis held by the Post-Office Department that the ex- 
periment must be made before the establishment of permanent 
service upon those routes, in order to determine whether or not 
there is sufficient demand for establishing routes with perma- 
nent service. 

Mr. MOSES. Is there a general law to that effect? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Section 3971 of the Revised Statutes pro- 
vides that in establishing offices the Postmaster-General shail 
not use more than two-thirds of the cancellation for each estab- 
lished office for this purpose, as I have already explained. It 
does not say for any specified time. It is entirely indefinite, 
and runs all along from one to three years. I have examined 
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into the matter and know that to be the fact. 
the whole matter at the Department. 

Mr. LOUD. Do you mean tosay that that applies to the trans- 
portation in the country on the star routes? 

Mr. CRAW «ORD. do not. Where no routes have been 
established, but new post-offices. Ic is not the routes with per- 
manent service we are now speaking of, 

Mr. LOUD. Get the statutes and see. , 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Where new oifices are established the 
Postmaster-General can not establish the service without first 
making an experiment, and it is to be a special service fora 
time. That time is indefinite: it isin his distretion. He may 
not doitat all. Frequently he does not do it and the conse- 
quence is that those people who have petitioned the Department 
and worked for these offices for years have to have them abol- 
ished and go back to the old point and the old way to get their 
mail, That is poor encouragement to the people who are going 
into new countries and settling wherever it is inhabitable. 
These are the peop'e who are pushing our civilization into 
every nook and cor ier of the country. I[t seems to me perfectly 
fair and just that they should be supplied with the best possible 
mail facilities. Ils it right, and is it proper, that a great Gov- 
ernment like this should require the citizens to go trom three 
to six miles to get their mail? I do not think itis. You pro- 
vide by appropriations that free delivery shall be established 
under certain circumstances in certain towns, so that the mail 
carrier takes the I- tters right to the doors of the people, and they 
do not pay the Government a single cent, but we go into the 
Treasury and take money out of the genera! fund of the people 
and pay for that free delivery service. 

Now, then, is it fair to require the people who live in the 
newly settled country of the West and gouth, or anywhere else 
in the United States, to go this long distance to get their mail 
when it can be supplied at so little cost? You can not expect 
these people to be much interested in building up any busi- 
ness enterprise so long as you withhold from them their just 
rights as citizens of a common country. Butyoulook atit away 
from the great central points, and fail in a lirge measure to ap- 
preciate our situation. I insist that it is right and necessary 
for this amendment to be adopted. I have no doubt that the 
Postmaster-General will be very glad to use this money for this 
pen purpose. I think the merits of the case are so gener- 
ally understood and appreciated that there will be no objection 
to the application of this amount for this purpose. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to detain the 
committee, but this proposition issoeminently fair to the sparsely 
settled portion of the country that I hope it will be accepted by 
the committee without further argument. 

Mr. HENDERSON of NorthCarolina. Mr. Chairman, I have 
no objection to the amendment. It should be adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. Withoutobjection the amendment will be 
considered as adopted. 

Mr. LOUD. I would like to ask the chairman of the commit- 
tee if he does not believe and know that the law at present cov- 
ers this entire su ‘ject? 

TheCHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman object to the adoption 
of the amendment? 

Mr. LOUD. It is putting two tails on one horse. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I will say to the gen- 
tleman from California that I was under the impression at first 
that the law was ample to cover this very question; but the 
practice of the Departmentis certainly against it. The Depart- 
ment now rules that youcan not get a new mail route before you 
est.blish the post-offices along the route; so that the post-offices 
have to be created before the route can be established. 

Mr. LOUD. You want to establish the route before you es- 
tablish the offices? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I would rather do 
that. Of course the route is always between two points. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the amendment will 
be considered as agreed to. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For mail messenger service, #1,285,000. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I desire tooffer 
the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

After the words “eighty-five thousand dollars,” 
bill, insert: 

“ Provided, That hereafter no discrimination shall be made in the rate of 

stage on books transmitted through the malis by publishers and authors, 


3ut allsuch mail matter shall be transported at the rate now provided by 
law for books transmitted by pubiishers through the mails.”’ 


Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I reserve the point of 
order on that, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. What is the point of order? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. That it changes ex- 


I investigated 


in line 24, page 3, of the 








isting law and does not reduce expenditures, but, on the con- 
trary, rather increases them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Mississippi | Mr. HOOKER] on the point of order. 

Mr. HOOKERof Mississippi. Mr. Chairmm, theamendment 
which I have sent to the Clerk’s desk proposes to equalize the 
rates of charge for transpertatioa through the mails of the 
classes of matter referred to therein so as to make them bear 
equally upon publishers and authors. The gentleman in charge 
of the bill makes the pointof order that this amendment changes 
existing law. It does notchangeexistinglaw. Itsimply makes 
it the duty of the PostmasterGeneral, in establishing rates of 
posiage upon second and third class mail matter, to make no 
discrimination in favor of publishers or against authors 

That is all. There is no law which gives publishers a prefer- 
euce over authors in the transmission of the matter which they 
desire to send through the mails. There is no statute which 
does that. It is done bya regulation of the Department. Now, 
this practice of putting rates of postage upon books transmitted 
by their authors through the mails as compared with the rates 
upon the same books when transmitted by the publishers does a 
very great injustice tothe authors, and itrests solely upon a reg- 
ulation of the Department. I raised this question in the last Con- 
gress and had occasion to call attention, as I now call attention, 
to the injustice of this Department regulation. Let me refer to 
the proviciee: in the postal laws and regulations under which 
this inequitable distinction is enforced: 

Third-class matter defined. and the rate.—That mail matter of the third class 
shall embrace books, transient newspapers, periodicals, circulars, and other 
matter wholly in print (not included in section 12), proof sheets, corrected 
proof sheets an! manuscript copies accompanying the same; and postage 
sha!! be 4d at therate of | cent foreach 2ounces or fractional part thereof; 
and shall be fully prepaid by postage stamps affixed to said matter. 

Now, sir, the right of authors to their productions was secured 
by the original provisionof the Constitution of the United States. 
That provision, which is found in section 8, Article I, empowers 
Congress *‘ to promote the progress of science and useful arts 
by securing ‘or limited times to authors and inventors the ex- 
clusive right to their resnective writings and discoveries.” 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will be obliged to the gentle- 
man from Mississippi [Mr. Hooker] if he will read the existing 
law upon this subject. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. It is quoted on page 4978 of the 
RE “ORD, under the date of June 2, 1892, and is as follows: 

THIRD-CLASS MATTER DEFINED. 

That mail matter of the third class shall emorace books, transient news- 
papers, periodicals, circulars, and other material in print not inciuded in 
section 12, proof! sheets, corrected proof sheets and manuscript copies ac- 
companying the same, and postage shall be paid at the rate of | cent for each 
2ounces or fractional part thereof, and be fully prepaid by postage 
stanips affixed to said matter. A 

Now, it will be observed that while the publisher, under the 
regulations of the Department, can transmit these books ata 
cost of | cent, the author, if he desires, for any purpese whatever, 
to transmit them through the mails, is required to pay 8 cents. 

This, Lsay, is manifest injustice to the author, tothe mind 
which creates the book, to the thought which pervades it, and 
which desires to impress itself upon other minds. In this way 
the publishers are granted a special privilege which does not 
be'oag to the authors, the creators of the works. It seems to 
me thata -office appropriation bill ought to deai primarily, 
not so much with the question of what amount shall be appro- 
priated, as with the question of the rates of pos upon letters, 
pamphlets, and perio licals. Thatis a subject which a post-oflice 
committee ought specially to consider. Many petitions have 
come in.o this House and been referred to that committee in 
favor of reducing the rate of postage on letters from 2 cents to 1 
cent. There isa very widely extended seatiment in this ecuntry 
in favor of that change, making our rate like that which pre- 
vails in many of the Eu n countries. 

Whether we have reached the point where we can do that I 
ain not at present prepared to say, but certainly it is a subject- 
matter which the Committee on the Post-Olfice ought seriously 
to seovider, and the oany first ahiotel their considerationought 
to be equality in the rates of postage u matters pass 
theunels the 0 Ag whether it wollen to the first, the second, 4 
the third class. In the instance to which I have called atten- 
tion a manitest inequality exists which ought to be remedied, 
and if that can not be done here I do not know how it is to be 
remedied. I have offered this amendment at the eud of the gen- 
eral appropriation, “for mail messenger service, $1,285,000.” 
Here is an enormous amount of money to be iated to all 
these meveee matters to be re 
certainly the Department ought to be req 
regulations in relerence to the of 

equally upon 


of money, to make the postal tax 
petiousn makes 
not well taken, and 


and the author. I think the point the 
this amendwent changes existing law 
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that the amendment would certainly reduce expenditures, if not 
to the Government, at least to the authors of the works. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. The amendment ts 
not germane. It proposes to amend the paragraph contained in 
lines 23 and 24, “‘for mail messenger service, $1,235,000.” Now, 
there is nothing in that paragraph in regard to the rates of 
postage, and the amendment is not germane. Besides, it is ob- 
noxious to Rule XXTI. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. In reply to the position taken 
by the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. HENDERSON], that 
this amendment is not germane to the subject-matter of the par- 
agraph under consideration, I callattention to the fact that the 
paragraph has relation to the very messengers who on trains 
and steamers and mail routes carry this mail, and it makes a 
large appropriation for such serviee. It seems to me that if 
there is any portion of the bill to which the amendment could 
be appropriate, this is the one. 

Besides, I do not think the gentleman from North Carolina 
ought to interpose this objection. He ought to be willing to 
have these cherges equalized. How can it be to the interest of 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads that there 
should be unequal charges to diferent citizens for the same class 
of mail service—a low rate to one class of citizens and a high 
rate to another—a low rate to the man who prints and publishes 
and distributes a book, and a high rate to the man whose brains 
have created the book? I submit that this objection, even if 
there be anything in it, ought not to be interposed. The gen- 
tleman cortainly ought to be willing that this inequality should 
be cured. It would be an honor to his committee and to him as 
its chairman to be instrumental in curing this inequality which 
has so long existed under the regulations of the Post-Olfice De- 
partment. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I am perfectly willing 
to have equality of rates established wherever justice may de- 
mand it; but I am opposed to tacking legislation of this sort 
upon an appropriation bill. The gentleman can not accomplish 
what he desires in this way. 

The CHAIRMAN. So far as concerns the second point made 
by the gentleman from North Carolina, the Chair overrules it, 
because it has been held repeatedly that an amendment offered 
to an appropriation bill need not necessarily be germane to the 
pending pacaren, but must be germane to the general pro- 
visions of the bill. The citations will be found in the Digest. 
The only question then for the Chair to determine is whether the 
amendment oered by the gentleman from Mississippi changes 
existing law withoutreducing rene The amendment is 
peculiarly worded; and unless the gentleman from Mississippi 
and the gentlem:n from North Carolina can agree as to what 
the existing law is the Chair will have to examine the law be- 
fore the point can be determined. The amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Mississippi to be added at the close of this 
paragraph provides — 

That hereafter no discrimination shall be made in tlie rate of postage on 
books transmitted through the mais by publishers and authors; but all 
such mail matter shall be transported at the rate now provided by law for 
books transmitted by publishers through the mails. 

Now, what the Chair desires to know is whether there is oue 
rate of postage for books transported through the mails by pub- 
lishers, and another rate for books transmitted through the 
mails by authors. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I presume the gentleman from 
North Carolina will raise no question on that matter at all. 
This subject was debited very largely in the last Congress when 
I offered a similar amendment, and no one then disputed, as I 
think no one will dispute now, my statement of the law, If the 
Chair will send to the Library for the Postal Guide for 1894 he 
will find the law quoted just as I have stated it to be. 

Mr. LOUD. If, as I understand the gentleman to say, the 

resent law covers the subject and allows authors to send their 
Sooke through the mails at the same rates as publishers, what 
is the necessity for this amendment? 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Because we want to inhibit 
the Post-Office Department from adopting any regulations which 
shall give, as I understand is now given, a preference to pub- 
lishers, allowing them to send books through the mails at the 
rate of 1 cent a pound, while the author of the book is not al- 
lowed to feemamlt it through the mails unless he pays 8 cents a 


und. 
“3 LOUD. But, as I understand, the gentleman says this 
question is settled by the law, not by any regulation of the De- 
t. 


Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. It is the regulations made by 
the Post-Office rtment under the law and which favor the 
publisher while doing injustice to the author that I want to get 
at. I think the amendment is perfectly germane; for, as the 
Chair has very well remarked, if not germane to the pending 
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paragraph it is certvinly so to the subject-matter, which ought 
to be included in a bill coming from the Post-Office Committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chairman has no hesitation on that 
point. The only point on which the Chair is in doubt, and upon 


which he usks the gentieman in charge of the bill for informa- | 


tion, is as to whether the existing law provides that one rate of 
postage shall be required upon books transmitted through the 
mails by the author, and another rate upon similar books trans- 
mitted by publishers? 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. The gentleman 
Carolina, I think, will not question that. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. The law permits pub- 
lishers to send books through the mails at a certain rate, and 
does not permit authors to send their books through the mails 
at the same rate, If this amendment be adopted, authors will 
be permitted to send their books through the mails at a lower 
rate than now allowed,so that the amendment instead of reduc- 
ing will increase expenditures, and at the same time change the 
law. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. The amendment reduces the 
cost to the people and brings about an equality of rate as be- 
tween publishers and authors. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Mississippi ac- 
cept the statement of the gentleman from North Carolina as to 
the provision of existing law? 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Under the law as it now exists 
the great publishing corporations of the United States are per- 
mitted tosend any book through the mails at 1 centa pound, 
while the author of that very book under the law and regulations 
of the Department can not transmit it by mail unless he pays 8 
cenis a pound. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the amendment of the gentleman 
from Mississippi changes existing law and does not retrench ex- 
penditures. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I desire to give notice to the 
chairman of the committee, since he has objected to my amend- 
ment, on account of it being obnoxious to the rules of the 
Honso. that I am going to introduce a bill and have it referred 
to his committee to have the law changed, and we will see what 
sort of a report he makes upon it. 

he CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the reading 
of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For inland transportation by railroad routes, of which a sum not exceed- 
ing 130,000 may be employed to pay freight on postal cards, stamped en- 


velopes, and stamped paper, and other supplies from the manufactories to 
the post-offices and depots of distribution, $25,500,000. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 


from North 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Af er line 16, page 4, insert: 


/rovided, That hereafter all periodical publications issued from a known 
Place of publication at stated intervals, and as frequently as four times a 
year. by or under the auspices of a benevolent or fraternal society or order, 
organized under the lodge system, and having a bona fide membership of 
not less than 2 thousand persons, or a regularly incorporated institution of 
learning, shall be admitted to the mail as second-class matter, and the post- 
age thereon shall be the same as on other second-class matter and no more. 


Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. 
to reserve the point of order on that amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 
existing law, but it changes a ruling of the Department. The 
Post-Office Department has ruled that publications which are 
embraced in the proviso are not the publications which are 
entitled to be admitted to the mails as second-class matter, but 
come under a different class, for some reason which I do not un- 
derstand. These publications referred to in the amendment are 
newspapers issued by fraternal societies, sometimes weekly, 
sometimes monthly, and sometimes quarterly; but they are 
frequently taken by a very large number of persons. I know of 
one publication myself that has over 1 hundred thousand sub- 
scribers, which contains general literature and the news of the 
day, and all matters that are given in the ordiuary publications, 
while at the same time it is devoted to the interest of a particu- 
lar order, and is published for the benefit of those who are 
members of the society. 

It seems to me that there can be no reason for compelling 
such publications to pay a higher rate of postage. But the 
Third Assistant Postmaster-General has decided that they are 
not xdmissible to the mails under the second-class rates. 


We have received during this Congress petitions from all over | 
the United States, embracing hundreds of thousands of people. | 


suppose there are at leasta million personseverywhere throu h- 


out the Union who have been petitioning for the passage of this | 


law. 

Mr. TUCKER. Is this the same as the Hainer bill? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes. There is a bill pending, in substance 
the sime, both in the Senate and the House. 

Mr. Chairman, this does not change existing law, but only a 


Mr. Chairman, I wish | 


Mr. Chairman, this does not change the | 
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| ruling of the Department; and I have stated and argued the 
| question to the Department myself. It is my opinion that the 
| Department is wrong in its ruling, and that the | i 
provided now in this amendment. 

Mr. HAYES. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will state that this is 
important matter. The gentleman from North Carolina makes 
| a point of order on the amendment that it changes existing la\ 

and that it not only does not reduce expenditures, but will have 


aw i pat ¢ 
tw is ! 


a tendency to vastly increase them for mail tr:nsportation. The 
| Chair desires the gentleman from Lilinois and other gentlemen 
| addressing the Chair to contine themselves to the point of order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I was doing so, Mr. Chairman, and « 
deavoring to show that this amendment does not change th 

isting law, but only a ruling of the Department about w! 


there is a considerable difference of opinion. 
amined the law in regard to the sub.ect 
the Department is wrong in its ruling, and that the amondme 

embodies the law. It therefore amounts to an instruction on 
the part of Congress to the Department to carry out the law as 
it stands, and not change it. It is nota change of the existing 


Having myself « 
it is my opinion that 


law, but requires the Department to correct its ruling. Thatis 
the purpose of the amendment, to enforce the law against the 
improper ruling which has been given to it. 

Mr. TAYLOn of Indiana. To more particularly call the at- 

| tention of the Department to the fact that it is the law 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir. And to declare that it is the 
law as construed by Congress. 

Mr. COOMBS. Interpreted by Congress 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes. 

Mr. HAYES. The gentleman from [llinois has practically 
answered the question | desired to ask him a few moments ago, 
that the amendment does not change existing law, but is a no- 

| tice to the Department that it has misconstrued existing law. 
| Mr. SPRINGER. That is my understanding of the case: thit 


the law has been misconstrued, and a vast number of people a 
of the same opinion. The objectof the amendment, as I have 
said, is to enforce the law as it exists. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I have listened, Mr. Chairman 
just came in and have been informed what the point of order is, 
| and what the amendment is—I have listened with some interest 
to my colleague and wish to say to him by way of re inforcement, 
if the Chair will indulge me, that lL agree with him that under 
this law this class of publications is entitled to go at the pound 
rates in the mails. Itseems tome thatit is perfectly competent, 
notwithstanding the rule that prohibits legislation on genera! 
appropriation bills. for us to place a limitation on the expendi 
ture of this money, namely, that an official who misconstrues the 
law and refuses to comply with the law s iall in the future ex- 
penditure of the money be made tocomply with it as aconditiono 
theappropriation. Toerefore lamin harmony with my coliexgue 
and his remarks on this amendment, and if it would be in order 
| T should like to say that the gentleman is re ‘nforeed almost uni 
| versally throughout the length and breadth of the country, by 
| thousands upon thousands of people who are incerested in these 
publications, and who understand the law to be this way, and 
who have been surprised at the misconstruction of it given by 
the head of the De»vartment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to gentlemen who 
| Yesire to discuss this point that the Chair would be very glad 
to hear any gentleman who will address the Chairon the point 
of order. 

Mr. HAYES. It is certainly a very interesting question as 
to whether or not this does changeexisting law. It seems to me 
that the position is well taken that where there is adoubt about 
the law, and where a Department has construed the law differ- 
ently from the general acceptation of it, and differently than the 
public generally construe it. it can not be said that it is a viola- 
tion of this rule to say that Congress may declire what the law 
is. Thatis all thisamendmentis. It declares what the law is, 
rather than seeking to change existing law. If we could not do 
that by re ison of this rule, it would certainly be a very strange 
proceeding, and would be entirely out of keeping with what we 
ought to do. Certainly in the case of a dispute as between the . 
text of the law and the applic:tion of it in the Department, we 
ought to have the rightto here declure what the existing lawis. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is as I underst ind it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is an act of legislation. 

Mr. TERRY. Will the gentleman’s amendment cover the 
| case of journels issued by medical associations? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. No. 

Mr. TERRY. I should like to offer such an amendmen! 

Mr. SPRINGER. If I could submit to the committee copies 
of publications which have been submitted to me, and i have 2e 
doubt to many gentlemen here they could not tell those publi- 
cations by the reading and all the contents of those papers from 
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any other newspapers that pass through the mails every week 
as second-class matter, and why they are excluded from the 
mails isa mystery to moe and to everybody outside of the office 
of the Second Assistant Postmaster-General. 

Mr. EVERETT. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. EVERETT. When was the ruling made that these pub- 
ications do not come within the law? 

Mr. SPRINGER. There have been a number of rulings as to 
particular publications, and as I understand it, it is not the effect 
of a general ruling upon all, but upon each publication when it 
is submitted, and that has been going on for several years. 

Mr. EVERETT. Arbitrarily, without any general rule? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes. 

Mr. SWANSON. There is a rule of the last Administration. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair again requests the commitiee 
to maintain order. This argument is addressed to the Chair, 
upon the point of order, and the Chair desires to hear it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. To show that this is simply declaratory of 
the law, and to show that we who appropriate the money have 
a right to declare what the law is, and the purposes for which 
we make the appropriation, without violating this rule, I will 
say that the practice of the Department is to take two publica- 
tions and rule one out and the other in, and no man can tell why 
one was ruled out and the other ruled in. 

= a EV ERETT. What officer of the Department makes the 
ruling? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Third Assistant Postmaster-General. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Is not this the law, that every paper 
which has a bona fide subscription list comes in at the cheap 
rate, but where it is simplya mode of advertising, then it comes 
in at the higher rate? Is not that the law? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. That ought to be the law. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Is not that the law, and is not that the 
difficulty which the gentleman's objection meets now? 

Mr. SPRINGER. There should be a distinction, and the De- 
partment makes no distinction. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON, Doesnotthe rule of the Department rest 
upon that law that I have quoted, and can the rule of the De- 
partment be changed without the law being changed? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 
agree with him as to his construction. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Iam making no construction. 
ing for information. 

Mr. HAYES. As I understand it, there is this distinction: 
where there is a specific subscription list of subscribers, and 
where the publication is sent out to the members of a society, 
although it may have all the elements, by way of advertise- 
ments and otherwise, of a newspaper, there is that distinction. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is the pretext for this ruling, which 
has no foundation, it seems to me, in fact. 

Mr. LYNCH. I desire to ask the gentleman this question, 
Was this law ever construed by the Department different to what 


it is now? 
Mr. HAYES. Practically yes, and specifically no. [Laugh- 





I do not 


I am ask- 


ter.] 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman may answer both ways. 

Mr. HAYES. Theylet them go through the mails. The first 
ruling was in the case of the publication called Printer’s Ink, 
ana that was the other way. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman has answered it. 

Mr. HAYES. It is practically one way and specifically an- 
other. 

SPRINGER: That is all I desire to say upon the point of 
oraer. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ad- 
dress myself briefly to the point of order. With respect to the 
justice of this amendment there can be no question. The onl 
question arising here is technical; and it is that this amend- 
ment violates a rule of the House which provides that no amend- 
ment shall be allowed or shall be in order which changesexist- 
inglaw. Will thisamendment change existing iaw? ehavea 
right, as the gentleman from Iowa has suggested, to correct an 
erroneous ruling of the Department. 

The inhibition of the rule is not against making this correc- 
tion, but is against making a new law or changing the law. In 
construing this rule we should bear in mind the familiar canon 
of construction that any rule in derogation of the right of the 
committee to transact a busin ss in its own should 
be itself strictly construed, while we should incline to that con- 
struction which without doing violence allows the committee 
to perfect legislation. Technicality in method of procedure 
should not be allowed to defeat a meritorious amendment. It 
should be employed only to defeat vicious legislation. But the 
inhibition of the rule is not against ac . in construction of 
declares what the 


existing law. This amendment in factsim 
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law is and always has been. Itsimply overrules aline of bad de- 

rtmental precedents and does not seek to change any law. 
Ihe construction of a Department does not rise to the dignity of 
law. The whole trouble in the case arises from an unfortunate 
bias in the early decisions made in the Post-Otlice Department, 
and these have been accentuated and increased from time to 
time down to the present Administration. The reasons upon 
which these publications have been excluded are these: First, it 
is alleged by the Department that the subject-matter contained 
is not of a *‘ public character.” If the same rule should be ap- 
plied, or if the same reasoning be applied, to every publicition 
all would be ruled out on the same ground. For instance, one 
man may take the American Economist, which is a paper pub- 
lished in New York to disseminate the principles of protection. 
That may be held of interest simply to a certain class of peo- 
»le who believe in that theory. Then the same thing is true 
in respect to the American Industries, which is a publication 
issued by the so-called Tariff Reform Club, which also may be 
said to interest simply a certain class of readers. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana, It is interesting to everybody. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Take again, a party political pa- 

r, or a county paper, which contains simply the local news. 

tach is of interest to a number, and not all people; but there is 
no newspaper which goes into every family and that interests 
the entire public. Would you say the Staats Zeitung, of Lilinois, 
published in German; the Pokrok Zapadu, of Omaha, published 
in Bohemian, which only a small fraction of our people can read, 
contain matter of public character, and these fraternal pxpers, 
reaching many more, do notcontain such matter? The Criminal 
Law Magazine reaches but a few lawyers, yet it is allowed pound 
rates. I make no objection to this. The papers I mention are 
properly admitted under the law. I cite them simply to show 
that the trouble is not with the law, but with the absurd con- 
struction which has b2en placed upon it. Then the next obiec- 
tion is that they have not a legitimate listof subscribers. That, 
also.is not true. With all of these publications, I think nearly 
every one of them, the cost of publication is paid by someone, 
either by an association in its corporate capacity, by societies, 
or aggregations of individuals. So their subseription price or 
cost price isin reility paid. How can it atfect the Government 
or its revenues who pays it? I may subscribe for my neighbor, 
and the paper passes without question. Every other man may 
do the same, but ifthey doitasasocietyitisall wrong. Isthere 
A “ legitimate 
list of subscribers” should be held to mean an honest list—one 
free from fraud. 

These publications are issued and disseminated not for the 
purpose of making a pecuniary profit, but for the dissemination 
of information; and here we have the Government and a great 
Dep wtment, presumably founded on intelligence, which seems to 
me ought to foster and encourage the distribution of informa- 
tion, expressly inhibiting the dissemination of useful knowledge, 
tabooing the pubiications of schools, colleges, learned societies, 
and fraternal and benevolent institutions, but allowing pubiica- 
tions issued for pecuniary profit, including the Police Gazette, 
special privi'eges! 

Mr. HAYES. Why should there be any distinction as toa 

pov for which subscription is taken. Is not the subscription 

ncorporated in the dues to the society. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. There is absolutely no reason for 
making the distinction, but that was the point I was undertak- 
ing to illustrate. 

vr. HAYES. 
the pert 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Certainly. In the majority of 
cases that is the prot method. So it seems to me that there 
is no basis for the objection made by the Department. I say 
that the present rulings of the Department are due to an un- 
fortunate bias in the first decision upon this subject. It did not 
receive the consideration which it should have received and 
which it would receive if it were a new question. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Do 2sthe Post-Office Department discrimi- 
nate only against that class of papers not regularly subscribed 
for by their readers? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Itdoes not even do that. There 
are a great number of books which are put in pamphlet form, 
and which circulate throughout the country, which are not sim- 
ilarly discriminated against. The attention of the Department 
has recently been called to the fraternal and educational publi- 
cations, ax they have been excluded. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Are not these paid for or subscribed for? 

Mr. HAINERof Nebraska. Not simply as readers an1 indi- 
viduals, but the subscription is paid-in the shape of dues to the 
society, and it amounts to the same thing. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I think the discrimination is absolutely 


wrong. 


In the dues are included the subscription to 
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Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. And by the individuals belonging 
to that society. 7 

Mr BRYAN. Instead of collecting the subscription from each 
individual the society pays it. ali and then collects from each 
person. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. In some instances they do. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I will say tomy colleague and the 
committee that the usual way is where a society publishes a 
paper, for the society to pay for the paper and collect it along 
with other dues. 

They pay for these papers, either in their organized or cor- 
poratecap icity, and eich individual pays h.s proportion just the 
same as gentlemen may subscribe for a paper in a club, and each 
individual pays his proportionate price, but it is paid by the in- 
dividuals in the end. The club or society acts simply as an in- 
termediary. 

Mr. BRYAN. Are not Sunday school papers subscribed for 
in much the same way? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. 
Mr. COOPER of Indiana. 
ent and he distributes them. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SWANSON. Thero are two conditions, as | understand 


Certainly. 
They are sent to the superintend- 


One is that the mat er must be for the pub.ic good, and the sec- 
ond is that the publication must have a bona fide list of sub- 
scribers who are voluntary. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SWANSON. Now, these papers that are excluded are 
admitted to be for the public good, for the general interest, and 
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| The fact that the Department's annual income is $7,000,000 short of it 
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itself to my favor. 
these: 

First. Just at this time I believe it to be unwise to make any reduction of 
postage rates or any change in the classification of mail matter that would 
bring about either a loss of revenue or an increase of postal expenditure 
ex 


The reasons upon which my objection is foundet are 


| penditure affurds sufficient warrant for this belief 


| class matter are now too liberal. 


mous, 


not for a special interest; but the ground on which they are ex- | 


cluded is that their subscribers are not voluntary. The men 
who appeared before the committee testified that their subscrip- 
tions were collected by the society instead of by the individual 
members, so that it is simply a technical distinction which ex- 
cludes these publications from the miils, while a paper like the 
New York Herald or the New York World is admitted, although 
the subject-matter may not be so much for the public interest 
as what is contained in these other publications. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. 
fact, there are petitions here showing that many a million of 
people are interested in this question. 

Mr. GEAR. Five millions. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to hear the gentleman 


Second. The law and the regulations of the Department regarding second 
Many publications that ought to be pay 
ing third-class postage, go through the mails at a cent a pound; and the list 
of these. owing to the precedents that have been made and the practice grow 
ing out of them that seems too deep-rooted to get rid of, is annually getting 
larger. Iam very strongly inclined to think taat the whole subject of sec 
ond-class matter ought to be carefully examined, with a view not to enlarge 
the scope of the law, but to curtail it. This would be in the direction of real 
reform; it would enlarge the postal revenue, and it would be only fair to 
the publishers of legitimate second-class matter, who are the proper beneti 
ciaries of the liberal provisions of the law governing this kind of matter 
and whose rights are too often invaded by what are really bogus publica 
tions 

Third. If this bill should pass, the amount of matter that would be let into 
the second class by it would. either immedliateiy or eventually, be enor 
Let us see, generally, about what its terms would induce 

First. The benevolent or fraternal societies or orders in this country 
amount to many thous nds. Masons, Odd Fellows, Knights of Pythias, and 
other secret orders; the extensive class of insurance organizations, with a 
fraternal or benevolent feature; probably all mutual insurance companies 
or sovieties; the many charitable societies in the great cities; the innumer- 
able societies conhected with the churches, and, indeed, all the religious or 
ganizations of the country could, if they chose, avail themselves of the 


: : | benefaction conferred by the bill; and that they would, whenever it suited 
the rule, under which a paper can be admitted at the pound rate. | 


their purpose to do so, is certain. Many of these bodies, I know, do notnow 
issue periodicals, but under the stimulus of the privilege given by the bill 
many of them would do so, and ali that would be needed would be a charter 
of incorporation, which in most of the States can be had for a trifling fee 

Second. The institutions of learning in this country amount to thousands 
Looking casually over the last report of the United States Bureau of Educa- 
tion, I tind that the colleges and universities, the schools of theology, medl- 
cine, law, and science: the technological, normal, commercial, and business 
colleces, and other classes of schools—not, of course, including the public 
schools--aggregate over 3,000. To these should be added scientific and his 
torical societies; medical and law societies; agricultural, art, and scientific 
societies; and other societies the object of which is to advance learning in 
all its great departments. When it is considered that any publication 
issued four times a year by these institutions and societies may, under the 
terms of the bill, go through the mails at the rate of a cent a pound, the 
burden that would be imposed eventually upon the postal service would be 
enormous. 7 

Third. Among the present safeguards provided by law against an inunda 


| tion of the mails by publications claiming second-class privileges, are that 


they shall not be issued to advance the other interests of the publishers: 


| that they shall have a list of subscribers; that they shall not be intended 


That is true: and. as a matter of | 


| Government as well as of legitimate publications. 


primarily for advertising purposes, or for gratuitous distribution: and 
these conditions have been found by experience to be in the interest of the 
In the case of the pub 


| lications covered by the terms of the bill under consideration, all these bar- 
| riers are removed, and the strange provision is substituted that the periodl 


from North Carolina in support of his point of order, but will | 
ask the gentleman to first read the existing statute on the sub- | 


ject. 
Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. 
3, 1879: 


That the conditions upon which a publication shali be admitted to the sec- 
ond class are as follows: 

First. It must regularly be issued, at stated intervals, as frequently as 
four times a year, and bear a date of issue and be numbered consecutively. 

Second. It must be issued from a known office of publication. 

Third. It must be formed of printed paper sheets, without board, cloth, 


It is the act of March 


| be mailed at a cent a pound, would be almost incalculable. 


cals shall be ‘originated and published tofurther the objects and purposes "’ 
of the publishers. 

Thus catalogues, prospectuses, reports. calls of meetings—everything, in a 
word, that is of an advertising character or calculated to help the society 
or order. or institution—could come in. It needs but a moment's refiection 
to see that, under such a provision as this, the amount of mere advertising 
matter—such as now pays when sent by mail 8 ceuts a pound—that would 
In the great 
cities this mass of matter would in many cases be so great that the letter 
carriers could not handle it without a great increase of force. 

Altogether the bili is so objectionable that I trust your committee will not 


| hesitate to report it adversely. 


leather, or other substantial binding, such as distinguishes printed books for | 


preservation from periodical publications. 

Fourth. It must be originated and published for the dissemination of in 
formation of a public character, or devoted to literature, the sciences, arts 
or some special industry, and having a legitimate list of subscribers: pro- 
vided, however, that nothing herein contained shall be so construed as to 
admit to the second-class rate regular publications designed primarily for 
advertising purposes, or for free circulation, or for circulation at nominal 
rates. 


Now, of course, [ contend that this amendment is obnoxious 
to the point of order, for the reason that it is intended to change 
existing law. It is not intended to change any ruling of the De- 
partment. 
meaning of this particular statute. Publications thit are en- 
titled to go through the mails at the pound rate all go through 
if they comply with the terms of the law. As to the fraternal 
journals, there are 125 of them in the United States, and at least 
115 go through the mails at the pound rate, and of the other 10 


si) ; arpa « 5 f 7a > | z * . 
the probabilities ure that there are only 4 or 5 that have been | tions on that subject than have ever been sent in on any other 


rejected by the Department. Now, I am not going to argue 


It is not framed in such a way as to construe the | 


whether it is desirable to change the law or not—that is another | 
question—but I say the effect of this amendment is to change | 


existing law and make it obnoxious to the rule; and, while upon 
that subject, I will have read a letter of the Postmaster-General, 
which I send to the desk. The letter was read, as follows: 


OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., October 31, 1803 

Sire: I have the honor to acknowled, receipt of your communication of 
the 16th instant, transmitting copy of bill H. R. 4003, ‘ to admit to the mails, 
as -class matter. periodical publications issued by or under the aus- 
pices of regularly incorporated benevolent societies and orders and institu- 
tions of learning,” and asking me for ‘‘such information and suggestions” 
as the subject may warrant. 

In reply, I regret to say that this measure is one that does not commend 
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Yours, very respectfully, 
W. S. BISSELL, Postmaster-General 
Hon. JOHN S. HENDERSON, 
Chairman Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. ( 

Mr. QUIGG. Mr. Chairman, can we have the amendment read 
in connection with that letter of the Postmaster-General? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will havethe amendment read 
l¢ter. This letter of the Postmaster-General is largeiy an ar- 
gument as to the merits of the bill to which it relates, and the 
Chair desires to examine the existing law as presented by the 
gentiemin from North Carolina with the amendment submitted 
by the gentleman from I[llin»is |Mr. SPRINGER], which the Chair 
is unable to read in the gentleman's handwriting’ [Laughter.|] 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Idesire to ask tae gentleman in 
charge of the bill whether this question was considered by the 
committee? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolin:. 
now. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 


[t is being considered 


We have sent you more peti- 
subject except, perhaps, the antioption bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. 
many. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. And were they not in the hands 
of your committee before you made up your bill? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. A good many. 
of them, however, have come in since the bill was made up. 

Mr. HAINEX of Nebraska. Does the letter of the Postmas- 
ter-General, which you have just had read, refer to this bill or to 
another one which is not either before the Huuse by way of an 
amendment or before your committee? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I can not remember 
at this moment which bill it refers to. But that is not material. 


_[ Laughter. | 
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The Postmaster-General's letter applies to one bill as well as the 
other. 


Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Well, I state as a matter of fact | 


that this letter of the Postmaster-General refers toa bill which 
was introduted in October, and since that time I have intro- 
duced another bill, obviating the objections which the Post- 
master-General makes there, so that the letter does not relate 
to this at all. 


Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I move that the com- | 


mittee rise. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- | 
sumed the chair, Mr. HATCH reported that the Committee of | 


the Whole on the state of the Union had had under considera- 
tion the bill (Ff. R. €016) making appropriations for the service 
of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1895, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as fol- 
lows: 
To Mr. Kress, for one week, on account of important busi- 
ness. ’ 

To Mr. BRICKNER, indefinitely, on account of sickness. R 

And then, on motion of Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina 
(at 5 o’clock and 2 minutes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private billsand resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. LOUD, from the Committee on Claims): A bill (S. 
499) to provide for the adjustment and payment of the claim of 
Thomas Rhys Smith for work done and materials furnished for 
the breakwater at Bar Harbor, Me. (Report No. 664.) 


By Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia, from the Commit- 


tee on Military Affairs: A bill (H. R. 4671) to remove the charge 
of desertion standing against the nameof Joseph G. Utter. (Re- 
port No. 665.) 

By Mr. GORMAN, from the same committee: A bill (H.R. 
4531) for the relief of George H. Jewett, Arlington, Washing- 
ton County, Nebr. (Report No. 669.) 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky, from the Committee on War 
Claims: A bill (H. R. 546) for the relief of Henry S. Saunders. 
(Report No. 670.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 6575) to quiet the title to 
Anastasia Island, Florida, and to relinquish all claim of the 
United States thereto—to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. 

By Mr. SPRUNGER: A bill (H. R. 6576) to pronite for the 
closing of part of an alley in square 622 in the city of Washing- 
ton, District of Columbia, and for the relief of the president and 
directors of Gonzaga Coliege—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. OATES: A bill (H. R. 6577) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a wagon and foot bridze across the Chattahoochee River 
at or near the town of Columbia, Ala.—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foroign Commerce. 

By Mr. HULICK: A bill (H. R. 6579) for the relief of telegraph 
operators d the war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota (by request): A bill (H. 
R. 6592) for Sun rest to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. MERCER: A joint resolution (H. Res. 158) authoriz- 
ing the Secretary of War to loan ordnance and ordnance stores 
for military instruction in high schools —to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DRAPER: A joint resolution (H. Res. 10) to print 
10,000 copies of the special report of the Eleventh Census on the 
textile manufactures of the United States—to the Committee on 
Printing. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as foliows: 

By Mr. AINNOLD (by request): A bill (HL. R, 6580) for the re- 
lief of Elizabeth Cluly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARTH > A bill (HL. R. 6581) a 
to Louis Stoehr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. R. 6582) for the relief of Anthony 
McAndrew, of Louisville, Ky.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa: A bill (.R. 6583) granting a 
pension to Martelia Sel by—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUDSON: A bill (H. R. 6584) to pension Capt. Peter 
Heckert, late captain Company B, Second Iowa Infantry. of Inde- 
pendence, Kans.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. LOODENSLAGER: A biil ( H. R. 65-5) granting a pen- 
sion to Elizabeth Moore English—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MCDANNOLD: A bill (H. R. 6586) to grant a pension 
| to William Kemper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 6587) for the relief of 
J. A. Mellon, of Yuma, Ariz.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky (by request): A bill (H.R. 6588) 
for the relief of the Indian Sabine soldiers of 1836—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMINETTI: A bill (H. R. 6589) to pay the claim of 
the Pacific Paving Company—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. H. 6590) for the relief of Barney Me- 
Kay—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

_ By Mr. MCMILLIN: A bill (H. R. 6591) for the relief of Wil- 
liam F. Cowan—to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 

| were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
| By Mr. ALLEN: Petition of George Kimberly, heir of M. P. 
Kimberly, deceased, of Tishomingo County, Miss., asking that 
| his claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
| on War Claims. 
| Also, petition of Mathilda H. Reed, of Tishomingo, Miss., 
asking that her claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to the 
| Committee on War Claims. 
| By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of Louis Stoehr for the pas- 
sage of the bill to grant him a pension—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 
| By Mr. BLAIR: Remonstrance of W.S. Greenleaf and others, 

of Littleton, N. H., against lotteries —to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Lasters’ Protective Union and Progress 
Knights of Labor Union, of Dover, N. H., for the establishment 
of Government telegraph lines—to the Committee on the Post- 
| Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: Petition of F. R. French and 23 
other citizens of Kansas, asking speedy action on H. R. 5245 and 
Senate bill 1450—to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, petition of G. A. Dodds, W.S. Davies, and 32 other citi- 
zens of Kansas, asking speedy action on House bill 5245 and 
Senate bill 1450—to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

‘By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of W. E. Butler and 31 other 
citizens of Vail, lowa, asking for the passage of the Manderson- 
eran bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

ads. 

By Mr. DONOVAN: Petition of S. P. Dodge and 27 other citi- 
zens of West Unity, Ohio, asking favorable consideration of the 
Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. EVERETT: Petition of wholesale liquor merchants 
and importers of Boson, against the proposed changes in the 
internal-revenue schedule—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. HEARD: Petition of citizens of Sturgeon, Mo., and 
resolution adopted by Lodge 74, Ancient Order of United Work- 
men, of that place, in favor of the Manderson-Hainer bill, H. R. 
4897 —to the Committee on the Post Office and Post-Rouads. 

Also, petition of John H. Alexander, asking that his claim be 
referred to the Court of Claims for a finding of facts under the 
Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Centralia (Mo.) Lodge, No. 199, Ancient Or- 
der of United Workmen, in favor of the Manderson-Hainer bill, 
in the interest of fraternal society and college journals—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa: Petitionof E. P. Fogg and 69 
other citizens of Epwith, lowa, opposing the Louisiana lottery, 
etc.—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of W. J. Leffring and 18 others, citizens of New 
Hampton, fowa, favoring the passage of the Manderson-Hainer 
bill, S. 1353, H. R. 4897—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petitioa of the Boiler-Makers’ Brother- 
novi, of Creston, Iowa, praying that House bill 2655 be nut en- 
acted into law—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Remonstrance of Hebart Smith and 2 
other citizens of Baltimore, Md., against the removal of the 
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Southern Utes to the Territory of Utah—to the Committee on 
ian Affairs. 

eure resolution of the Central Labor Union, in favor of the 

ownership of the telegraph lines by the United States 

Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HUDSON: Petition and affidavit of Capt. Peter Heck- 
ert, Company B, Second Iowa Infantry, for special pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MCDANNOLD: Petition of J. W. Robertsand 85 other 
citizens of Jerseyville, 111., and of E. R. Burnham and 38 other 


citi-ens of Barry; [ll., asking for the passage of the Mandersonr | 
Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- | 


Roads. i a ‘ 

3y Mr. MCMILLIN: Petition of W. I. Cowan, praying that 
his claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 


By Mr. STONE of Kentucky (by request): Petition of Susan 


M. Boswell, of Leesburg, Harrison County, Ky., for relief—to | 


the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland: Petition of Thomas Kel- | 


baugh and 30 others, citizens of Maryland, praying the passage 
of House bill 5246—to the Committee on Immigration and Nat- 
uralization. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: Petition of S.S. Troy and 125 other 
citizens of Nashua, Iowa, in favor of the Manderson- Hainer bill— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WALKER: Remonstr:nce of the printersand envelope 
manufacturers of the city of Worcester, Mass.,against the habit 
of furnishing printed and stamped envelopes to the public with- 
out extra charge for the printing—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, April 6, 1894. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mriusurn, D. D. 


The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's | 


proceedings, and was interrupted by 
Mr. CHANDLER. Mc. President, I notice that there is not 
a quorum inthe Chamber listening to the reading of the Journal. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 


The Seeretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- | 


swerved to their names: 


Berry, Dubois, Irby, Peffer, 
Blackburn. Gallinger, Jones, Ark. Perkins, 
Butler, George, Lodge, Pettigrew, 
Call Gibson, McPherson, Platt, 
Carey, Gorman, Manderson. Proctor, 
Chandler, Hale, Martin, Quay, 
Cockrell, Hansbrough, Morrill, Teller, 
Coke, Harris, Murphy, Vest, 
Cullom, Hoar, Palmer. Voorhees, 
Davis, Hunton, Pasco, Washburn. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
their names. There is not a quorum present. 
pleasure of the Senate? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms of 
the Senate be instructed to request the attendance of absent 
Senators. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing td the 
motion of the Senator from Nebraska. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Sergeant-at-Arms will exe- 
cute the order of the Senate. 

Mr. FRYE, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. DOLPH, and Mr. MORGAN en- 
tered the Chamber and answered to their names. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT (at 12 o clock and 12 minutes p. m). 
Forty-four Senators have answered to their names. A quorim 
is present. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move that further proceedings under 
the call be dispensed with. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the 
Journal of yesterday's proceedings. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the 
stands approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a bill (H. R. 6556) to provide for further urgent deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the service of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, and for other purposes; in which 
it reguested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
soncurrent resolution of the Senate to print and bind 10,000cop- 


Forty senators have answered to 
What is the 


Journal 
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to the | 


ies of the proceedings of the Pan-American M 


Lical ( iyroess 
| held in Washington City in September, 1893. 
LIQUOR LICENSES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMB! 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate ‘a- 
| tion from the excise bourd for the District of Colum 3 
mitting, in compliance with section 2 of the act of ¢ ) 
| proved March 3, 1893, entitled, ‘‘An act regulating the sale o 
| toxicating liquorsin the District of Columbia,” the report of the 


operations of the bourd from the date of the passage 
which was referred to the Committee on the Di 
| bia, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
I present the memorial of Otis FE. | 


of that act; 


strict of Colum 


Mr. LODGE. 


Weld & ¢ 


0. 
and 31 other wholesale liquor merchauts and importers o os 
| ton, Mass., in which the memorialists sta‘e that the ultimate re- 
| sult of the provisions of the internal-revenue tix on distilled 

spirits as now arranged in the Wilson tariff bill will be, in their 
| opinion, a reduction of revenue to the Government and a grad- 


| 

| ual absorbing of their business by distillers, and, in faet, vir- 

| tually thecreation of another trust. They therefore remonstrate 

| against the bill and against those clauses in the bill which re- 

| late to the direct tax on liquors. I move that the memorial 

| on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE presented the petition of Hiram J. Townsend and 

| 24other citizens of Massachusetts, praying that fraternal society 
and college journals be admitted to the muiis as second-class 
matter; which was referred to the Commitice on Post-Offices 

| and Post Roads. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of sundry citizens 
Manito, Ill., praying that fraternal society and college journals 
be admitted to the mails as second-class matter; which was | 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices ana Post-Roads. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I presenta larze number of petitions from 
the Saving and Loan Association League of Indiana, praying 
that such associations be exempt from ths operation of the 
come-tax provision of the tariff bill. I wish to state that the 
prayer of the petition has been complied with by the Commitice 
on Finance in making their report to this body. I ask that th 
petitions may lie on the table. 

Mr. HOAR. Do | understand that such exemption is 
tained in the bill as it now stands reported? 

Mr. VOORHEES. It isin the bill as reported, and the b 
was made so largely by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHen 
sitting onthe right hand of the Senator from Massachusetts. anc 
myself. The Senator from Ohio can bear witness about the « 
emption of loan and building associations. I wish all such peti 
tioners to understand that their prayer for the exemption o 
and building associations from,the income tax has been granted 
by the Committee on Finance 

Mr. HOAR. 


lie 


man 


There are a good many of such institutions in 
| my neighborhood which are not included in the phraseology of 
| the bill. 

Mr. VOORHEES. If a copy of the bill is handed me, I think 


I can point out to the Senator from Massachusetts the provision 
exempting such associations. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I was not listening to the Senator from In- 
diana. I desire to know what the paper purports to be. 

Mr. COCKRELL. [I wish to present some petitions 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petitions presented by 
Senator from Indiana will lie on the table. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Ido not want to take up the time now. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented petitions of sundry millers, mer- 
chants, and manufacturers of St. Louis, Mo.. and a petition of 
the board of directors of the Merchants’ Exchange of St. Louis, 
Mo., praying that section 104, which proposes to abrogate cer- 
tain reciprocity treaties with the Latin-American States, be 
stricken from the pending tariff bill; which were ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented the memorial of D. M. Hildreth 
and 9 other citizens of the District of Coiumbia, remonstrating 
against granting to the Metropolitan Railroad Company the 
right to extend its tracks around Lincoln Square, in the city of 
Washington, D. C.; which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of sundry millers and mer 
chants of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the retention of what are 
known as the reciprocity provisions of the McKinley law; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 


the 


Mr. HOAR presented a memorial of the Worcester Typoth 
of Worcester, Mass., remonstrating against ‘enewal of the 
eontract of the Post-Office Department whereby stamped en- 
velopes are furnished to consumers withou tra charge for 
printed addresses thereon; which was erred to the Commit- 


tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
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He also presented a petition of Red Rock Council, No. 229, of 
Lynn, Mass., praying that fraternal society and college journals 
be admitted to the mails as second-class matter; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

[le also presented a petition of the American Forestry Asso- 
ciution, praying for the passage of House bill No. 119, to protect 
public forest reservations; which was referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr, SAERMAN presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for the passage of the Torrey 
binkruptey bill; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of Lodge No. 105, International 
Association of Machinists, of Toledo,Ohio, remonstrating against 
a reduction of the internal-revenue tax on cigars; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Mount Nebo Grange, No. 664, of 
Columbi:na County, Ohio, praying for the retention of the duty 
on wool; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HARRIS presented the petition of J. J. R. Walker, jr., 
and sundry other citizens of Wartrace, Tenn., and the petition 
of T. J. Moore and sundry other citizens of Sharon, Tenn., pray- 
ing that national and local building and loan associations be ex- 
coo er from the income-tax provision of the Wilson tariff bill; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the faculty of Cumberland 
University, Lebanon, Tenn., remonstrating against the passage 
of the bill to abolish the Coast and Geodetic Survey and to 
transfer its work to the Navy and Geological Survey; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the joint resolution (A. Res. 5) 
authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to transfer a certain 
piece of land in the State of Michigan to the city of Saginaw, 
reported it without amendment. 

r. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S.1233) for the relief of Henry Lane, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 925) granting an honorable discharge to John Russell, 
submitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1512) for the relief of Maj. Gen. 
George S. Greene, reported it without amendment, and submit- 
ted a report thereon. 


CUSTOM-HOUSE BUILDING AT ERIE, PA. 


Mr. QUAY. I am instructed by the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1757) 
to provide for the sale of the old custom-house building in the 
city of Erie, Pa., to report it without amendment. It isa bill 
but ten lines in length, is recommended by the Treasury Depart- 
ment, and I ask for its present consideration. 

The Secretary read the bill, and the Senate, by unanimous 
consent, seaneato’ to its consideration as in Committee of the 
Whole. I[t directs the Secretary of the Treasury to sell on the 
most advantageous terms, either at private or public sale, with 
or without public advertisements in the lecal See for 
proposals, the old United States custom-house building and 
property of the United States connected therewith and apper- 
tiining thereto, in the city of Erie and the State of Pennsyiva- 
nia, and to = a quitelaim deed to the purchaser thereof, and 
to deposit the proceeds of the sale to the credit of the Treasurer 
of the United States as ‘‘miscellaneous receipts derived from 
the sale of Government property.” 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed, 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 


Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, [ ask the indulgence of the 
Senate for a few moments on a question of re privilege. 

Upon reading the Recorp this morning I find some errors in 
the remarks I submitted yesterday which are of a very material 
character in my opinion. Idonotoftencare to make corrections 
of mistakes which I find in my remarks, but in this instance I 
um made in at least a dozen instances or more touse contrary to 
my universal practice the words ‘‘ United States” in the singular 
number. | understand from the Reporter that the cause of these 
violations of what | regard as the proper nomenclature of the 
Constitution to have cecurred in this way: That inadvertently 
when I first used the words ‘‘ United States” I used them in the 
singular number, and he afterwards made all that I said upon 
that sub/ect conform to that expression. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


APRIL 6, 








To show that the error is material, and very material, I desire 
to read to the Senate from the opinion of one of the eminent 
justices of the United States Supreme Court. He took occasion . 
in @ very recent case to animadvert upon the improper and un- 
constitution u practice of using the phrase or the words “ United 
States” in the singular number. In the case of Stanley and 
others vs. Schwalby and others, decided at the October term, 
1892, Mr. Justice Field used this language: 


The defendant, Davis S. Stanley, and his codefendants were officers of the 
Army of the United States, and as such were in possession of and held the 
land, and, answering for himse!f and them, he says thats individuals they 
do not claim, and have no title to, the land in controversy, but claim that 
they are lawfully in possession thereof as officers and agents of the United 
States. and that the United States ‘' holds tn herself’’ complete title to the 
property in controversy. 

The learned justice proceeds: 

The designation thus given to the United States as ‘herself’ in a pleading 
drawn by one of their attorneysis open to criticism, as, in the Constitution, 
both before and since the civil war, the United States have always been des- 
ignated in the plural— : 

In the Constitution— 


thus, Article ITI. section 3, declares that “‘ treason against the United States 
shall consist only in levying war against them, or in adhering to their ene- 
mies, giving them aid and comfort— 

The learned justice proceeds to show, as I will read in a mo- 
ment, that this nomenclature of the Constitution has been con- 
tinued in the amendments adopted since the war. He says: 

Ani Article XII1, adopted since the civil war. declares that ‘neither 
slavery nor involuntary servitude, except as a punishment for crime, whereof 
the party shall have been oa shall exist in the United States or 
any place subject to their jurisdiction. 

I desire to say in reference to these quctations that in every 
single instance in which the United States are referred to in 
the Constitution, where it became necessary to designate the 
number as singular or plural, the plural number is always used. 
In addition to what Mr. Justice Field says, in Article II of the 
Constitution it is said: 

The President shall, at stated times, receive for his services, a compensa- 
tion, which shall neither be increased nor diminished during the period for 
which he shall have been elected, and heshall not receive within that period 
any other emolument from the United States, or any of them. 

Not any of it. Then,in the article on the judiciary, Article 
III, we have this language: 

The judicial power shall extend to all cases, in law and equity, arising 
under this Constitution, the laws of the United States, and treaties made, 
or which shall be made, under their authority. 

So that for myself I desire to disclaim any intention or any 
es even to use the words ‘‘ United States” ina sense different 

rom that in which they are used in the Constitution. Inevery in- 
stance, as I have be’ore remarked, in which the United States 
are used in the Constitution they are used in the pluraland néver 
in the singular. 

Up to within a very recent period the nomenclature of the 
Constitution has been universally followed by our public men. 
I know of no state paper, though there may have been, prior to 
the message of President Cieveland upon the subject of Hawaii, 
which departs from the language of the Constitution on tht 
subject. r. Calhoun universally used United States in the 

lural and so did his great antigonist Mr. Webster. In the 
Hawaiian message (if lam right in supposing that tobe the first 
one) I find for the first time a departure in a grave state paper 
from the language of the Constitution, and I regret to say that 
in a paper so able and so clear, both in the statement of facts 
and law, there exists the blemish of using the words ‘* United 
States” in the singular number. 

I now ask to have the correction made in the RECORD. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I do not know how much sig- 
nificance may attach to the grammatical question as to how the 
United States of America should be spoken of, whether in the 
plural or singular in addressing the Senate; but [ do not wish 
to let this occasion without saying for myself that I con- 
sider this country to be one Government, one nation, one people. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the correction 
will be made in accordance with the request of the Senator from 
Mississippi. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is the introduction of bills in order? 

Mr. HOAR. Let the request be stated from the Chair, so that 
the Senate may understand it. 

Mr. GEORGE. The request is to correct the RECORD. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi rose 
to a personal explanation, and requests that certain corrections 
in his remarks be made in the manner he has indicated. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like toask the Senator from Missis- 
sippi one question before that is granted, if there be no objection. 
I ask him whether in his judgmentin £ pluribus unum, * unum” 
is in the singular or jiural number? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 


the Senator from Mississippi? 
@ request? 


Mr. DOLPH. What is 

















CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 





Mr. GEORGE. 
from Massachusetts. 
plural. 7 or : 

Mr. DOLPH. The request is tocorrect the RECORD, is itnot? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The request is to correct the re- 
marks of the Senator from Mississippi in the RECORD. e 

Mr. DOLPH. No one objects, I think, to the correctionof the 

rammar of the Senator. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
qvest to the Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
be read to the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIs. I hope the Senator from New Hampshire will 
not insist upon that, for it would involve the reading of the Sen- 
ator’s whole speech. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Indeference to my friend from Tennessee 
I withdraw the request. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
hears none, and the corrections will be made. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. HARRIS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1866) for the 
relief of Isaac L. Musselman, of Tennessee; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (S. 1867) supplementary to an 
act entitled ‘‘An act granting pensions to soldiers and sailors 
who are incapacitated for the performance of manual labor, and 
providing for pensions to widows, minor children, and dependent 
parents,” approved June 27, 1890; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 1868) to pension Catherine 
B. Marsh ill; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GORMAN (by rejuest) introduced a. bill (S. 1869) for the 
relief of Edgar H. Bates; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 1870) for the relief of 
the heirs of Gallus Kirchner, deceased; which was read twice 
by its title. and, with accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

AMENDMENT TO APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PETTIGREW submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill: which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed. 


I want to answer the question of the Senator 
Unum” is singular and “pluribus” is 


The Chair has submitted the re- 


Task that the remarks as corrected may 


The Chair 


THE SAMOAN ISLANDS. 


Mr. GRAY submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the President be requested, if not incompatible with the 
ublic interests, to inform the Senate as to the present condition of affairs 
n the Sam an Islands, and to communicate to the Senate copies of any cor- 

respondence with the Governments of Great Britain and Germany throwing 
light upon the same. 


REPORT ON TEXTILE MANUFACTURES. 


tion; which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 
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Mr. ALDRICH and Mr. HOAR. No debate. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator withdraw the motion long 
enough for me to make a statement a minute and : 
long? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have made no motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion was made by the 
ator from New York [Mr. HILt}. 

Mr. HILL. What is the request? 

Mr. HARRIS. itis that the motion bo withdrawn unt 
make a very brief statement. 

Mr. ALUDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from 
that probably his briefstatement would lead to other bri 
ments upon the other side of the question. 

Mr. HARRIS. Possibly it might; I can not tell. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think we had better have the vote. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope,in viewof the present condition of the 
country and the pending measures here, the vote will be in the 
negative. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope it will be in the aflirmative 

Mr. CHANDLER. [rise toa question of order, Mr. 
dent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Debate is not inorder. The ques 
tion is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from New York. 

Mr. VEST and Mr. HARRIS called for the yeas and nays, and 
they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). [am paired with 
the junior Senator from New Jersey {[Mr. SmMrrH]. 

Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Michigan [Mr. STOCKBRIDGE], and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. MCLAURIN (when his name was cilled), [ am pairedon 
this question with the Sen itor from Rhode Island [Mr. Dixon}. 
I should vote ‘‘ nay” if he were present. 

Mr. PALMER : when his name was called). [I am paired on 
this question with the Senator from Ohio{Mr. Brice}. If he 
were present, he would vote “ yea” and I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. SHOUP (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from California [Mr. WuHrre}. If he 
present, he would vote ‘‘ nay” and I should vote “ yea.’ 

Mr. TELLER ‘when his name was called). [ am paired with 


mrt 


re nhnessee 


T stateo- 


Presi- 


were 


the junior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay]. If he were 
present, I should vote “* yeu.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. HARRIS ‘after having voting in the negative). Has the 


| Senator from Vermont {[Mr. MORRILL] voted? 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Renresentatives concurring), That there | 


be printed of the special report of the Eleventh Census on the textile manu- 
factures of the United States, 10.000 copies, of which 3,00) copies shall be for 
— use of the Senate and 7,000 copies for the use of the House of Represenrt- 
atives. 


WOMAN SUFFRAGE COMMITTEE HEARING. 
Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That 5,000 copies of the arguments before the Committee on 
oe Suffrage, February 21, 1894, and index, be printed for the use of the 
mate, 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 6556) to provide for further urgent deficiencies | 


in the appropriations for the service of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, and for other purposes, was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

J. FLOYD JOHNSTON. 


Mr. PLATT. I move that the bill (S. 1420) for the relief of 





J. Floyd Johnston, administrator, which has been reported and | 
is now upon the Calendar, be recommitted to the Committee on | 


Claims. 
The motion was agreed to. 


PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. HILL. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it 
adjourn until Monday next. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison agreeing to the | 


motion of the Senator from New York. 
~’ Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President—— 


| 
| 


k , | vote ‘‘ yea.” 
Mr. HAWLEY submitted the following concurrent resolu- | Senator from Iowa with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. G )XDON}. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
vised. 

Mr. HARRIS. Being paired with that Senator, and not know- 
ing how he would vote on this question, I must withdraw my 
vote. 

Mr. COCKRELL (after having voted in the negative). I am 
paired with the senior Senator from [owa [Mr. ALLISON], who is 
necessarily detained from the Senate. [ have no doubt he would 
I have already voted ‘‘nay;” and I will pair the 


He has not voted, the Chair is ad- 


Mr. DUBOIS. I will transfer my pair with the junior Sena 
tor from New Jersey [Mr. Smita] tothe Senator from Delaware 
{[Mr. HIGGINns], and vote ‘*‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 2), nays 26: 

YEAS—2. 


as follows: 





Aldrich, Gallinger, Lodge, Quay, 
Carey, Hale, Manderson, Sherman 
| Chandler, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Oregon Stewatr 
| Davis, Hawley, Murphy, Washbur 
Dolph, Hill, Piatt, 
Dubois, Hoar, Power, 
Frye, Irby, Proctor, 
NAYS—26. 
Allen, Coke, Mills, Roach, 
Bate, George, Mitchell, Wis. Turpie, 
Berry, Gorman, Morgan, Vest 
Blackburn, Hunton, Pasco, Vilas, 
Blanchard, Joaes, Ark. Peffer, Voorh 
Caffery. Kyle, Pugh, 
Cockrell, Martin, Ransom, 
NOT VOTING—33. 

Allison, Faulkner, MeMillan, Stockbridge, 
Brice, Gibson, McPherson Teller 
Butler, Gordon, Morrill, Vance; 
Call, Gray, Palmer, White 
Camden, Harris, Perkins, Vilson, 
Cameron, Higgins. Pettigrew, Wolcott. 
Cullom, Jones, Nev Shoup, 
Daniel, Lindsay. Smith, 
Dixon, McLaurin, Squire, 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

CAPT. SCRIVEN’S REPORT ON THE NICARAGUAN CANAL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communictiie 


tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response te a 





2 RN SY MET RMS IE EST I Pe CRIT PITRE £9 IS TRAIL RE IE 


eee 


Al ea EP SS DRI PRE EN 


SADLER FCA I PS, IE GMS IMT A RIN RN TE BM, PRUNES AEE SEI ARs ER Ite, I eae ae a 





3194 


resolution of the Senate of March 29, 1894, a report on the Nic- 
aragua Can ul in its military aspects, made by Capt. George P. 
Scriven, Signal Corps, to the Chief Signal Officer; which, with 
the accompanying papers. was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLBES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 4765) to authorize the St. Louis River Bridge 
Company and the Duluth Transfer Railway Company to con- 
struct, maintain, and operate a bridge over the St. Louis River 
from a point at or near Grassy Point, in the village of West Du- 
luth, Minn., to the most accessible point opposite, in the State 
of Wisconsin; and 

A bill (H. R. 5978) to authorize the construction of a steel 
bridge over the St. Louis River between the States of Wiscon- 
sin and Minnesota. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The messages also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled bill (S. 1836) to give effect to the award 
rendered by the Tribunal of Arbitration at Paris, under the 
treaty between the United States and Great Britain concluded 
at Washington, February 29, 1892, for the pur of submitting 
to arbitration certain questions concerning the preservation of 
the fur seals; and it was thereupon signed by the Vice-President. 

COINAGE OF STANDARD MEXICAN DOLLARS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senute a 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoL- 
corr], coming over from a previous day; which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. WOLCOTT 
ou the 2d instant, as follows: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States with a view to encour- 

e and extend our commercial relations with China and other Asiatic coun- 
tries. bo requested to enter into negotiations with the Republic of Mexico, 
looking to the coinage by the United States, at its mints, of standard Mex- 
ican dollars, under some proper agreement with the said Republic of Mex- 
ico as to seigniorage, met. and amount of said coinage; and that he be 
further requested to report the result of his negotiations to the Senate. 


Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, my colleague [Mr. WoLcorT] 
asked that the resolution which has just been read lie over until 
to-day with a view of submitting some remarks on it; but he has 
been unavoidably detained from the Senate, and I desire tospeak 
very briefly upon it. After that, if no other Senator desires to 
speak upon the resolution, I ask that it may go over until Mon- 
day in order that my colleague may have an opportunity of sub- 
mitting his remarks at that time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Colorade? The Chair hears none, and it 
will be so ordered. The Chair recognizes the Senator from 
Colorado to speak at this time upon the resolution. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, sinee the pa 
known as the silver-purchase repealing act of 
silver in this country has disappeared as a money metal. It is 
a commodity, in the proper sense o!f that term, and the pend- 
ing resolution recognizes it, so far as the United States is con- 
cerned as acommodity. The purpose of the resolution is to ad- 
vance its price as a commodity, and not as a money metal. 

I need not state that in this country very large interests have 
grown up in the production of silver, and that those interests 
have been very seriously inured by the recent legislation to 
which 1 have referred. The Government of the United States 
was a purchaser of 54,000,000 ounces of silver perannum. That 
was practically the product of this country. The market for 
that silver was destroyed by the act passed in October last. 
Since thit timé the producers of silver have been compelled to 
seek a market in other sections of the world. The Government 
by that repealing act declared that it would no longer attempt 
to maintain the price of silver. 

Just before the passage of the re —— act India, the great 
consumer of Amer.can and other silver, closed its mints to that 
metal, and thus another great market for silver was destroyed. 
The nations of Europe have closed their mints tosilver, and the 
only mints which are open to it to day are the mints of Mexico, 
China, ang Japan. In every other part of the world silver is a 
commodity, and not a money me The demand, as we all 
know, for its consumption as a sone is inconsequential. 
We are all aware that the great demand forsilver in all time 
has been for money, and that the demand for its use in the arts 
and sciences is so inconsiderable that one of two things must 
happen either the silver-miner must cease to produce silver or 
he must sell it at a price so exceedingly low that he will be un- 
able for any considerable length of time to produce it. 

Mr. Pvesident, the product of silver in this country has been 
one of tho great products which have enabled us for several years 


of the act 
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to maintain apparently a balance: of trade in our favor. Every 
dollar of this despised white metal which has been produced at 
the market value has been as good as gold in export and has, in 
my judgment, very largely taken the place of gold. It can not 
taerefore be denied by even those who are opposed to the use of 
silver as money that the people of the United States are as 
largely interested in the production of silver as they are in every 
other product which may swell our exports and enable us to 
properly settle our balances with foreign countries. 

As I suid, the d>mand for the use of silver in the arts is so 
small that it may be set aside and notconsidered. The demand 
in India has been shut off, first, by closing her mints, and sec- 
ondiy, as I understand, by an import duty upon silver which may 
be sent to that country. So we are |_ft very largely to China 
and Japan and that section of Asia not included in India for our 
market for silver. 

The proposition of my colleague in this resolution is that the 
Government of the United States shall do with the Mexican dol- 
lar what it attempted to do with the trade dollar, that it shall 
be coined for the purpose of commerce and not for the purpose 
of domestic circulation. 

I suppose I need not say there could be no possible danger if 
our mints were opened to the coinage of the endanis silver dol- 
lars, that they would enter into circulation in this country. 
Not being a legal tender they would have, of course, only the 
value of the bullion inthe dollar. Theonly question is whether 


we can by this method make a market forour silver. If we can, 
ts oughttoob,ect. Itseems to me that the effort is worth 
making. 


While I do not desire to detain the Senate more than a few 
moments on this subject, I wish to state why I believe we can 
make a market for our silver. Of course the Mexican mints are 
open to the coinage of our silver, but the delay and expense of 
sending silver to Mexico and returning it, and the delay that 
would be occasioned by its manufacture into dollars, area so great 
that I think it may be safely said that no portion of the Ameri- 
can product—I mean the United States product when I say “ the 
American product”—has gone to Mexico for coinage. So our 
silver has gone mainly to Europe. We have sent very little 
silver in bars to Asia. 

It is almost impo-sible to find amarket for barsilver in China. 
I shall not say the same of Japan, because there can be some 
market found for it in Japan, but only toa small amount prob- 
ably. But in China bar silver is not favored. The Mexican sil- 
ver dollar, with the cactus, eagle, and snake stamped upon it, 
is thoroughly understood all over that great kingdom, and it has 
been demonstrated that those people are conversant with its 
value—-I am speaking now of its purity as silver—and they are 
ready to take the Mexican dollar when they decline to tike sil- 
ver in any other form because of their fear that it is not suffi- 
ciently fine. 

We attempted, as is known, to make a dollar heavier even 
than the Mexican dollar, because we believed by making it a 
trifle heavier we could secure the Asiatic trade—that is, the trade 
of China and of the English Straits Settlements, Ceylon, and 
that section. We utterely failed. Those people would not take 
it. The French madsa dollar which they undertook to circu- 
late in Asia, and they failed. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Will the Senator, if he has the figures 
at command, give us, not precisely but in general terms, the 
may gd trade dollars issued and the number which were kept 
in Asia? 

Mr. TELLER. I can not now give the figures. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I can state approximately that the total 
coinage of trade dollars was about $35,000,000, of which $7,000,- 
v00 was subsequently redeemed by the United States: so that 
about $28.000,000 was absorbed in the China or foreign trade. 

Mr. TELLER. I think that statement is substantially cor- 
rect. We were several years in disposing of that amount of 
silver, and that amount of silver was undoubtedly taken in 
China and melted up, because it did not enter into cireulation. 
I will say that the Japanese also hud a trade dollar of the exact 
weight of the Mexican dollar, and the Chinese declined to take 
that dollar. 

Thus the Government of the United States, the French Gov- 
ernment, and the. iapzaese Government all tried to force their 
dollars on the Chinese without success. A few years since the 
Government of Mexico changed the device upon its dollar and 
sent this dollar, which was of exactly the same purity and fine 
ness as the old Mexican dollar, to China, but they found that 
the Chinese declined to take that dollar. Consequently they 
returned to the old-fashioned Mexican dollar, with the cactus, 
eagle, and snake. 

I think it may be assumed, without any further discussion 
or oe that the Chinese will not take any other coin or 

y silver in any other form so readily as they will take the 














Then, it becomes a question whether, having 


Mexican dollar. 
ut our silver in that form, we can not obtuin a new market for 


it. Of course we can only do that by the consent of Mexico, and, 
I think, by practically allowing Mexico something for the priv- 
ilege of so doing, and I shall state the reason for that presently. 

It is suggested that while we sent 28,000,000 silver dollars to 
China, those silver dollars never entered into Chinese circula- 
tion, but were simply treated as so much builion. They were a 
little he ivier than the Mexican dollars, and quite as fine. 

Mr. SHERMAN. They were stamped by the Chinese with a 
‘* ven,” and then [ think thoy became Chinese coins and cireu- 
lated as such. 

Mr. TELLER. It is certain that such efforts were never suc- 
cessful. A number of years elapsed before we repealed the act 
for the coinage of the trade dollar, and yet we only succeeded 
in getting intoChina the small amount I have mentioned, while 
undoubtedly China takes in some years from Mexico from 
eighteen or twenty to twenty-five million silver dollars. I can 
not say exactly how much China takes of the whole issue, of 
which I shall speak in a moment, but China takes a large pro- 
portion of it, and the balance is taken in that immediate section 
of the world. 

When the Mexican dollar went to China some years since it 
was stamped by the merchant who first took it and then passed 
on to another merchant who stamped it, and so on, till it be- 
same so marked that it was almost impossible to tell what it 
was; but [ am informed by those who are familiar with thit 
country that that system has largely ceased, and that the Mexi- 
can silver dollar now circulates there as money the same as it 
does in Mexico and other sections of the world, and as silver 
dollars do here. 

The question is whether China will take the silver if we put 
it into Mexican doliars. Last year the Mexican Government 
coined 26,000,000 of these dollars. Of thatsum it is estimated 
that $25,000,000 were exported. Between sixand seven millions 
of that amount of money went by the way of the Suez Canal to 
China and the Strait Settlements, and about eight and a half 
millions went by the way of San Fr incisco, making a little over 
$15,000,000 which we can trace direetly intoChina. The balance 
went porhaps largely into the hands of returning Chinamen and 
was used in various ways which are not so easily accounted for. 
It is, however, pretty certain that of the $26,000,000 coined in 
Mexico, $25,000,000 found their way into Asia. 

Is that the full demand of China and of that section of the 
world for silver? If so, it would seem thatit would not be worth 
while to coin these dollars. That, however, is not the fact, and 
that is not the demand. Fora number of years China took at | 
about the rate of $15,000,000 worth of silver a year, largely in | 
bu lion. Then the import of bullion into China fell off very | 
largely, and ior a number of years there has been very little sil- 
ver imported into China, exceptin the shape of the silver do.Lir. | 

It is claimed by those who are familiar with this subject that 
China has exported to other portions of Asia within the last ten 
yeirs more silver than she has taken; in o-her words, that | 
China has been losing silver fora numberof years, and that there 

is no considerable amount of silver now in circulation in China, 
but that that dearth or lack of silver can now be made up if it is | 
put in the form the Chinese prefer to have it. 

Mr. President, I desire to call the attention of the Senate for | 
a few moments to the fact that China is st'll on a silver basiz; 
that is to say, neither gold nor silver in China is legal-tender | 
money: that it is a mere matter of choice which may be offered 
and taken. A man may take gold or he may take silver, but 
silver is the circulating medium and the transactions of China 
are almost exclusively in silver. Gold, of course, is treited as 
acommodity. Silver has lost none of its purchasing power in 
that country. 

At the last session of Congress I took pains to have inserted 
in the RecoRD—und [ shali not detain the Senate by repeating 
them now—some tables carefully prepared in China, showing a 

large number of articles, the prices of which had somewhat 
fallen and notrisen, that is, that the purchasing power of silver in 
China was in 1893 more than it was in 1573, and the same is the 
case to day. 

Ihave before me a copy of a report to the English foreign 
office, made by Acting Consul-General Jamieson to the Ear! of 
Rosebery, dated August 5, 1893, from which I shall take occa- 
sion to read a few brief extracts to show that the statement i 
have mide is correct—that the purchasing power of silver has 
not fallen in China. That being so, the price of silver remain- 
ing stationary and the prices of Chinese goods being what they 
were twenty years ago, while prices in other portions of the 
world have failen, everyone may see at once that is a great 
stimulus toexport, because while in England the prices of China 

teas have fallen \naterially, the prices, measured by silver, have | 
not fallen atall in Chinaon account of the depreciation of silver. | 
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There has been a fall in Chinese teas boe ws 


, of the great p > 
ularity of and the increased demand for Indian teas and the de- 
creased demand for Chinese teas, but no fall whatever to be 


attributed to the depreciationof silver. That may bo said of all 


other products. Consequently they are sent abrovd and sold at 
the gold price. and silver is returned at the Eustern or gold 


price and used in Chin» at the old original price, thus acting as 
a bounty upon exports. That was also true of India up to the 
time that the English gave fictitious value to the rupee. 

The foreign trade of China for a people so numerous is rather 
small, it being oaly £52,0v0,000 for the last year; but it is very 
much more than it was thirty years ago; it is much more than 
it was ten years ago; it is continually growing, and is bound to 
grow and Increase; and, in my judgment, the more silver that 
cin be sent there in a form that will be acceptable to those peo- 
ple. the greater will be the increase of their foreign trade. 

There are in the report which I hold in my hand, and from 
whi h I propose to read some extracts, a number of tables, which 
I donot care to insert in tho Recorp, because they support the 
view I advanced on a former occasion, and the tvbies I had then 
inserted are very much more complete than those I have here. 

I desire to read a few extracts from the report of Acting Con- 
sul General Jamieson: 


An examination of those tables will, [ think, establish the following con 
clusions: 
I ask the Senate to follow me whi'e I read these extracts, be- 


eause they refer toa matter of great interest touching the mone- 
tary situation not only of China, but of our own country: 

1. As regards articles which are both produced and consuned in China, 
silver prices have on the whole tended to decline. There is a moderate rise 
in a few articles, principally food staffs, but all over there is a decline of 
about 9 per cent. 

In other words, the purchasing power of silver is 9 per cent 
more in China now than it was 20 years ago. 

2. As regards articles of native origin exported to foreign countries the 
silver price has not advanced with the fail in exchange. Prices, on the 
whole, are almost exactly on the level of the years 1870 to 1874. 

3. As regards articies of foreign manufacture or production imported for 
sale in China the average price in silver has declined very considerably 

That statement is so different from what is the understand- 
ing of the average mim who discusses this question that [ shall 
venture to read it again: 

3. As regards articles of foreign manufacture or production tmported for 
sale in China the average price in sliver has declined very considerably 

Although they must pay in gold, prices have not advanced in 
China. 

Chinese can now obtain their suppiies at a less cost even in silver than 
they could twenty years ago by some 25 per cent. 

Mr. GRAY. That refers to foreign supplies? 

Mr. TELLER. Foreign supplies. 

In other words, the purchasing power of silver has not declined in respect 
to any of the ciasses of commo.lities, and has even considerably increased 
in respect of the first and last classes. 

The first class are commodities which are made and consumed 
in China, and the last class those brought from foreign coun- 
tries. 

The purchasing power of gold, on the other hand—that is, its local market 
value—has steadily advanced with every successive fall in the rates of ex- 
or 
£60 will now do whatu ed torequire £100. This is best illustrated by patting 
the gold and silver prices side by side as follows: 

The several quantities of commodities enumerated fn the tables 
have been bought as below. 


Then follow some tables. After giving the tables, Acting 
Consul-General Jamieson says—and here is a proposition which 
I think will not be denied: 


The only way, it would seem. in which foreign trade or the fluctuations of 
foreign exchanges can affect internal prices, i. ¢.. prices of articles which 
are not in demand for foreign trade, is by drawing away or bringing in one 
or Other of the precious metais. If the result of foreign trade is to cause @ 
flow of siiver into or out of the country the value or the purchasing power 
of silver will tend to fall or rise as the case m vy De, ani so with goid; but, 


could 


n 
& 


as we have seen, there has been no great addition to the stock of silver in 
China during the period under review— 

That is nine years— 
and consequently we ought not to expect a general rise in prices. The 


fluctuations which we find in the prices of commodities in Table A can, tn- 
deed, be shown to coincide closely with the greater or less supply of silver. 
From 1870 to 1889 there was acontinuous favorable balance of trade, indica- 
ting a flow of silver into China. 

Accordingly we find there is during this period a tendency of prices te 
advance. rom !880 onwards there has been no silver coming to China, and 
as without this extraneous supply the stock in the country ts insufficient to 
meet the growing wants of commerce, the price of commodities tends to fall. 


Skipping some portions of the report which are interesting, 
butwhich [ shall not detain the Senta by reading, it continues: 


The experience of the last twenty years shows that with every fal! in the 
gold price of silver there has invariably been a simuitaneous lowering in 
the golu price of commodities in Europe. This has variously bcen ascribed 


to the scarcity of gold or to the greater strain thrown upon existing stocks 
by its extended use, or to a reduction in the cost of production, but may it 
not be ascribe. principally or entirely to the competition of the produce of 
silver-using countries? If it is a fact that there has been no general rise ia 
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the silver price of produce in India or China and other silver-us coun- 
tries, or a less rise than the fall in silver should produce, then the gold price 
of such produce when imported Into Europe must necessarily have fallen 
with the fall in exchange. 
From this point of view it is really silver that rules the world; itis the 
purchasing wer of the cheaper metal that determines the price all over. 
Just as in a bimetallic country the cheaper metal will drive out the dearer 
towards her monometallic neighbors, so, as between countries of different 
standards, wil. the _— prevailing in the country of the cheaper metal 
drag down prices all over to their own level. And reasoning forward from 
the experience of the past it would not, perhaps, be too rash to conclude that 
prices of commodities in Europe, so far as these can be drawn in any fair 
ww from silver-using countries, must continue to decline with every 
irther fall in silver, 


In regard to the third matter of inquiry which I propose to iiscuss, viz, 
how far the fali in silver has stimulated exports from China, an »nswer has 
in effect been — by the foregoing remarks. There has been a stimu- 
lus, but not such a stimulus as might have been expected. ‘Che stimulus 
has been a readiness onthe part of foreign merchants to buy native produce 
of all sorts at current quotations, but not the stimulus which comes from 
offering higher prices. 

Mr. Jamieson then goes on to argue the question whether 
there will be an increase of Indian exports, and how much the 
country will take of silver, etc. Of course, if the export is in- 
creased it will make a market for silver. Summing up, he says: 


Viewing the situation from the Chinaman’s point of view, he finds that his 
tael or ounce of silver is Just as valuable to him as it ever was. He can buy 
the same amount of all the ordinary necessaries of life for the same money 
as formerly, and of foreign articles he can buy a great deal more, If he has 
things to sell to the foreigner, he can usually get rather a better price than 
od. aed toget, and he finds the foreigner mostly ready to buy, always except- 

He has spoken in another place of the fall in the price of tea. 

His wages, rent, and taxes have remained unaltered, as has also the price 
ofland. He can get the same interest on nis spare capital if he has any. 

The only thing greatly changed is the price which foreigners are as 
to pay for gold, and their strong desire to get it. Formeriy the price of gol 
was 15 ouuces to 160unces weight of silver for | of gold, and there was not 
much demand for it. Now there is a universal desire to get it and send it 
out of the country at prices which have gradually risen from 16 taels to 18 
taels, 20 taels, 24 taels, and even 30 taels for 1 tael’s weight of gold. 

Reverting to the questions which I proposed to myself at the outset of this 
paper, the conclusions may be thus summarized: 

1. China has not been within the ae, of the present generation a great 
absorber of silver. From 1870 to 1880 she did take off about £3,000,000 per an- 
num, but since 1880 this process has ceased, and there has even been of late 
yearsa slight ee. 

2. (@) The fall in the gold price of silver appears tohave produced no effect 
on the general level of prices of articles produced and consumed in China. 

(0) As regards articles produced in China and commonly exported to gold- 
waneg Couns, there is a slight tendency to a general rise. is will prob- 
ably be enhanced in the near future. : 

8. The fall in the price of silver has stimulated exports by making it pos- 
sible for foreign merchants to purchase and export ata profit a large va- 
riety of miscellaneous articles which formerly would have yielded no return 
atall. The value of such miscellaneous articles has quadrupled within the 
last ten years. Tea has declined very largely both in volume and price, but 
for this there are no special reasons. 

That is all I care to read on that subject. If I felt disposed, 
and had the time, I think it would be a very interesting ques- 
tion to look a little further into the reason why silver-using 
countries have maintained a stability of value of their products, 
while in gold-using countries the value of products has fluctu- 
ated immeasurably. 

Mr.GRAY. Before the Senator from Colorado closes, I should 
like to have him explain why it is that if the purchasing power 
of silver in China has not failen, as it is generally sup d that 
it had fallen—I understand from the statement just read in regard 
to articles of merely domestic consumption the purchasing power 
of silver hid remained nearly the same-—— 

Mr. TELLER. Practically the same. 

Mr.GRAY. There being a difference of about 9 per cent, and 
in regard to even fereign articles of consumption it is only about 
26 per cent below the purchasing power in 1370. That the con- 
sul attributes ins»me degree to the fact (as I understood the 
Senator to read) that-silver had not been imported into China 
in any very large quantities during a rec nt period; that China 
had not been the great absorber of silver that it had been in her 
past. How does the Senator explain the fact that that state of 
things has not attracted silver into that Empire, and that it has 
not been profitable and nful for the traders of the world to 
take the silver there and buy cheaply in places where commodi- 
ties can be bought cheaply and turn it into commodities which 
they o- use for international trade? I ask for in’ormation. 
That point rather puzzles me in the exceedingly interesting 
statement of the consul. 

Mr. TELLER. That point would require considerable atten- 
tion and some discussion. I will tell the Senator brieily why [ 
think that is the case. In the first place, China has been prac- 
tically for many years, until very recently, an exporter and im- 
porter in about equal quantities. Wewere formerly purchasers 
of tea from Chinato a great extent, and had not Ceylon and that 
secti »nof the world in [India gone tor a valuable and rather 
a superior tea, I suppose China would have been filled up with 
silver to a much larger extent than has been the case. But the 
taste in tea, or the fashion in tea, if I may use the term, has 
been the other way. So, oneof the greate of China, which 
would have been stimulated by this tion, fell off for lack 
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of demand, because the goods were not as acceptable to the 
world as the goods of another section of country. That is one 
thing that has probably caused it. 

Another, I en has been because whatever the merchant 
bought in China he had to sell in a foreign country on a gold 
basis. While he might dispose of his silverin Chinaat «a profit- 
able venture, and while the price of commodities in China re- 
mained as they did fortwenty years, stationary, when he reached 
Europe with his goods he found that he had to sell them on a 
gold basis, and that sale had no reference whatever to what he 
had paid for them in China. So the difficulty has been that the 
profit was not as great to him as it would be to a Chinese mer- 
chant who sent the goods out, because the latter must receive 
a at home. The Chinese merchant who sent out his 
goods would realize a profit that the European merchant would 
not. The Senator can readily see that that would be the case, 
because the Chinaman took his silver and converted it into 
money or into bars and treated it as money at the old price, 
while if the other man got silver he had to convert it into gold. 

Mr. GRAY. Then, if the Senator will pardon me for a mo- 
ment, the obvious situation would still remain with the condi- 
tion described in the ey interesting statement of the 
consul, that a person who wishes to buy silver in London for 
gold can take the silver to China and purchase with it a quan- 
tity of goods that are valuable commodities——- 

Mr. TELLER. Tea and silk. 

Mr. GRAY. Articles that are valuable, and he would get 
nearly as many as he could purchase with gold. Then he can 
take the goods into the countries wanting those articles and get 
a gold price nearly equal to the silver price. Is not that the 
situation? 

Mr. TELLER. No; that is where the Senatorfrom Delaware 
isinerror. The English merchant, we will say, goes to China 
with a quantity of silver. It may be Mexican dollars for which 
he has paid 48 cents. He buyssilk. Hisdollar is a dollar when 
he gets there. He has5z cents onevery dollar in advance. But 
he nds that he can realize no more on what he has purchased 
with his dollar in China than he could with his 48 cents in go.d 
in Europe. There is the trouble. 

Mr. GRAY. That is not the statement in the consul’s report. 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, yes; itis. That istheresult. Whenthe 
merchant buys his goods in China and pays for them in dollars 
he takes them into Europe and turns them in, not at the price he 
bought them, but whatever the price may be measured in gold. 
Instead of getting what he weld, for them, he sells them very 
much below, because he sells them uponthe gold price. Let me 
illustrate that by supposing he took a bushel of wheat. 

Mr. GRAY. Ifthe Senator will allow me one moment, I shall 
not interrupt him further. I understand the statement to be 
that the purchasing power of silver in China is much greater 
than-it is generally supposed to be; that in twenty or twenty- 
five years it was only 9 per cent less than it had been. So the 
pure — — being greater than it is here or in England, 
why would it not always be a profitable transaction to buy the 
siiver and go to China and buy the commodities with it? 

Mr. TELLER. That would be the case if you could sell the 
commodities in silver, but you have to sell them at goid prices, 
because silver has ceased to be a money, although you can take 
silver and treat it as gold. 

Mr. GRAY. Whatis the name of the consul who made the 
report the Senator has referred to? I have forgotten it. 

r. TELLER. Mr. Jamieson. He says here: 

As regards articles which are both produced and consumed in China, sil- 
ver prices have on the whole tended to decline. There is a moderate rise in 


a few articles, principally food stuffs, but all over there is a decline of about 
9 per cent. 


That is, the purchasing power of silver is 9 per cent higher on 
those articles than it was twenty years ago, and on foreign arti- 
cles it is 26 per cent higher—not lower, as the Senator from Del- 
aware says. 
I dislike to start in upon a proposition that involves so much, 
and that is not a part of what I intended to say; but in discuss- 
ing this question a great many people say to me, ‘‘ How can it 
be possible that silver purchases just as much in Mexico as it 
ever did,” as is the case; ‘that silver purchases just as much 
in China as it ever did,” as is the case, as the Senator will see, 
and it purchases a little more. It arises probably from the fact 
that China has had a dearth of silver, and a scarcity of mone 
of course always means a decreased price of commodities an 
an increased purchasing power of silver, the same as gold would 
have an increased purchasing power. Now, we will take, for 
instance, the trade of the world, which after all is barter. I 
to China and buy a shipload of goods and take them to Eng- 
nd and sell them. ThenI take on board another cargo of 
goods and take them back to China and sell them. There is an 
exchange of the commodities of one country for the commodities 
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of another. That is done almost invariably. The balances, as 
we all know, are very rarely settled in gold or in money. It is 
only where there is a great balance of trade, where one country 
has some. hing that some other country must have that it pays 
in money, like England takes our wheat and our cotton, because 
she can not get them anywhere else, and so settles the balance 
practically in money. But that is not the general business of 
the worid. It is an exchange of commodities. 
ities in China sell for just what they have been selling for. The 
ship is loaded at the old silver prices. The owner of the cargo 
goes to Europe and sells the merchandise at the gold price, and 
apparently he has made a gre .t loss. 

1 will illustrate it by supposing he goes to India and buys a 
shipload of wheat. He buys wheat there at $1.10, say, no mat- 
ter whut the price is. He gets to England and itis worth 10 
cents. But he has paidfor itin silver. He sells it for 60 cents, 
and if he buys silver and carries it back and coins it there it is 
apparently a protitable transaction. But if, on the contrary, he 
buys goods that are demanded in India, he buys them at the 
gold price and consequently while he has paid for his goods in 
[India or China at the old price, yet he gets as many goods in 
exchange when he gets to Europe as he did twenty years ago. 
Consequently when the goodsare transported to India and Chin. 
the merchant can sell them for thesime he could when he made 
the exchinge twenty years ago. 

That is rather foreign to what I intended to say this morning. 
As Lam going to leave the city to-day I did not intend to open 
up the question. At some other time I shall be very glad to 
deal with the question. because it seems to me that it is pretty 
important. The only thing I wanted to say this morning (and 
I did not mean to be diverted into saying half I have said) is 
that there is a probability that we may not have a currency 
transaction with China, but a commercial transaction by means 
of these dollars. If so, and if we can get the permission of the 
Mexican Government to coin them, [ should think it would be 
profitable for us to encourage trade in that way. We paid last 
year to China seventeen or eighteen million dollars more than 
she bought from us. We paid it in gold by the way of Great 
Britain. 
ver we shall be so much the better of. 


| able in China, we facilit ite its export. 
The commod- | 
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ple. Dollars in other forms have not been acceptable there, and 
the Mexican dollar is. 

The Mexican dollar at this moment, I understand, sells for a 
small premium in London ior the purposes of the China trade. 
The demand is greater than the supply. Now, if we can makean 
arrangement by which we can putour silver into the form 
Wealso enable ourselves, 
it seems to me, to make our payments directly through S in ['ran- 
cisco in our own commodity, put into this most desirable form, 
for tne teas or the silks or whatever else it may be that we im- 


rant 
ept- 


port from China. 


| also makes this experiment worth a trial. 


As it now is, we pay for our China teas very largely by way of 
London; that is, by the purchase of bills upon London. If we 
can put our silver into these dollars in this convenient form, 
dollars on which there is to-day a premium, it seem: to m 
the chances, indeed on all reasonable expectation, we shal! open 
a method by which we can send our silver directly from San 
Francisco into China to pay for our imports /rom that country. 
At all events the experiment is well worth trying. It candono 
possible harm, and it may add largely to the market for our sil- 
ver product. 

Bat it seems to me there isanother side to this matter which 
If we can pay China 
direct from San Francisco it will throw into our hands a certain 
amount of trade that now passes by way of London, leaving there 
a profit. This seems to me an important consideration. 

However we may differ as to what is our best domestic 
policy in regard to silver, there is one thing I th nk all are 
agreed on, whether they favor immediate free coinige or the 


* on 


| etfort to restore silver by means of an international agreement, 


and that is that it is England which is to-day the great enemy 
of any effort for the restoration of silver to the world’s currency. 
I do not mean the whole of England, but the bankers and the 
mighty moneyed interestsof London. They are the people who 
to-day stand across the path of any intelligent movement for the 
restoration of silver. The people of England are divided among 
themselves. There isa great cry to-day from all engaged in 


| the Eastern trade, from all the manufacturers of Lancashire, 


Now, if we can pay that indebtedness hereafter in sil- | 


If there is not a balance of trade in our favor we can send as | 
many more silver dollars as will offst the indebtedness we have | 


incurred by purchasing from them. We can purchase gold bills 
from London, and we can turn our silver into account in that 
way. It seems to me the question is large enough toattract the 
attention of the Senate, and T believe on a proper showing to 
the Mexican Government they will allow us, upon proper terms 


and proper restrictions (and, of course, we would not think of | 


doing it in any otne. way),to coin American silver into Mexican 


ket. 

I will state also that it is ver 
market for these Mexican silver dollars in India. The Indian 
government has put an import duty on silver. These dollars 
will not go to India as bullion, butas money, and they can take 


them in that way, and I think they will be more popular in India | 


than silver would be in the form of bullion, because they can use 
them in trade with China, and the silversmith of that country, 
who is generally a comparatively poor man, and can not buy a 
large amount of silver, and who does not want to buy big bars, cay 
buy a few of these dollars to make sp ingles and bangles and orna- 
ments of silver. He would not have to purchase a large amount 
of money. He could get whathe wanted, and it would be in a 
convenient form. It is barely possible thata good market might 
be found for our silver in that way also. 

Mr.GRAY. How doesthis proposition differ from the old 
trade dollar? 

Mr. TELLER. It differsinthisrespect: The old trade dollar 
was a 420 grain dollar, and this dollar will contain 416 grains. 

Mr. GRAY. But the object is the same? 

Mr. TELLER. The object isthesame. The only difference 
is that this is the popularized dollar of China, the Strait Settle- 
ments and all that part of Asia, up and down, and noother dollar 
has ever been popular; and, in my judgment. it would take a gen- 
eration or two to make a dollar that would be popular. The 
question is whether we shall avail ourselves of the prejudice in 
favor of this dollar to secure the opportunity to coin our silver 
into such dollars and send them to that country. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I understand this resolution to 
be a proposition to put our silver in the most available form for 
export to China. I do not understand it has any bearing on the 
currency question at all. In fact, it can not have any bearing 
on that question. for the Mexican dollar will of course pass here 
simply at its bullion weight. But the Mexican dollar, as the 
Sen itor from Colorado [Mr TELLER] has pointed out, is the rec- 
ognized dollar of China. The Chinese are a conservative peo- 


possible that we may find a | 





| po 


that something should be done for silver. 

England is held in her present position by the banking and 
moneyed interests of London, speaking in a broad and general 
way. She is in great difficulty with her Indian exchanges; she 
is in great difficulty with her manufactures. She needs re- 
lief. No one who has followed the English newspapers or the 
discussion of the Indian currency question can fail to see that 
the movement in favor of silver is growing in England all the 
time. But England is governed in her attitude towards silver 
solely by her own interests. She isnot engaged in maintaining 


| the gold monometallic standard b cause she is in love with what 
dollars and send them to China or wherever we can find a mar- | 


some persons declare tobe an economic truth. She is engaged 
in maintaining it because her bankers and her capitalists believe 
it pays. The rest of the world stands either ready or anxious to 
do something for silver, and the gold monometallic policy of 
Great Britain now in force among all great civilived nations is, I 
believe, the g eat enemy of good business throughout the world 
at this moment. 

Therefore it se>ms to me if there is any way in which we can 
strike England's trade or strike her moneyed interest it is our 
clear policy to do it in the interest of silver. Nothing, in my 
judgment, as the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] pointed out 
the other day, can help England so much in her present dilfficul- 
ties as to open the markets of this country to her under the pro- 
posed tariff bill. But, Isuppos> theevidences of popular delight 
with thit bill are so great that we can not hope for any relaxa- 
tion in the effort of the Democratic party to press it to a conclu- 
sion. Nevertheless, wholly apart from the question of free trade 
or protection involved in the Wilson bill, or from the merits of 
the bill, it seems to me it is to the American interest, if we can 
reach English business or English interestsin any point, to strike 
at that point. 

I think the ee contemplated in this resolution is worth 
trying. I think we may injure her in that way. But I would 
go very much further than that. I would strike her on those 
ints where she would feel it most, on her colonial trade. In 
the interest of silver (1 am not speaking now with the slightest 
reference to protection or free trade) | would strike her with 
prohibitive duties, if necessary.on her Cape diamonds. I would 
strike herin the same way on her Assam and Ceylon teas. | 
would put discriminating duties on her Australian wool. We 
want, on can, to force England to take the view of the silver 
question whick we believe is not only for our interest, but for 
the interest of trade, of good prices, of better wages all sver the 
world. 

There is only one way to deal with England on this question, 
and that is to make her feel it in her pocket. If, on the cther 
hand, we help her by opening to her wider market%, we shall 
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simply confirm her in her presentattitude in favor of gold mono- 
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A bill (H. R. 5978) to authorize the construction of a steel 


metalism and against all efforts to widen the use of silver among | bridge over the St. Louis River, between the States of Wiscon- 


the nations of the world. She has closed the mints of India. [ | 
do not know whether it is by her in juence thatthe mints of | 
Persia have been closed, butas it is weean seein her own Indian | 
exchanges, in her fuilure to sell the council bills, the effect of her | 
licy. Wecansee in the failure of Guatemala to pay her bonds, | 
n the threatened failure of Mexico to meet her interest, what is | 
coming from gold monometailism earried to the extreme to | 
which it is now being carried. It seems to methatif any oppor- | 
tunity offers for ys in any direction to attack England, which is | 
the only way we have ever found it possible in the past to come 
to any agreement with her, either by discriminating duties or 
by an effort like this to open a wider market to silver, it is | 
clearly in the best interests of the United States to do it. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President,I shall not pretend to make any | 
extended remarks. As I am going away from the city and will 
prob bly not. be here on Monday, [ desire simply to reeord my 
wish that the resolution may pass. I think it isof much more | 
advantage in every direction than the seigniorage bill or any | 
legislation of that kind. 

So far as I am concerned, I hope that no legislation like the 
seigniorage bill will be brought before the Senate or the House 
again. i think the silver advocates should stand squarely for 
free coinage and accept no intermediate legislation. 

I have not much faith in England agreeing to an interna- 
tional arringement. We are, I think, unfortunately placed in 
this country. Almost all of the Republican party, at least the 
leaders of that party, and a great many Democrats of standing 
and intluenee, agree with England in her financial policy, while 
the whole Democratic party agrees with her in regard to her 
trade propositions. On the one hand, England benefits by our 
gold st:ndard; on the other hand, she is benefited by the free- 
trade proclivities of our Democratic friends. She is gaining 
the advantages, no matter which party is in power in this coun- 
try. She has been struggling ever since 14816 to put the world 
on a gold basis. Now that she has succeeded and is reaping 
the benefits of it, it does not seem to me probable that she 
will give up this advantage and agree with us as to bimetallism. 
Therefore, | think we must fight this battle out alone. We 
must either make an arrangement with the silver-using coun- 
tries or take a firm stand ourselves in faver of bimetallism. 

This proposition does not at all interfere with our financial 
laws. It has no effect whatever on our financial system. The 
Mexican Government of course will be responsible for these 
Mexican dollars. Almost all of our silver mines are closed. I 
do not see any prospect of their being opened soon, unless through 
some such a rangement as the one now pro : 

It does not occur to me that any ble harm can come. I 
do not believe any one financial interest will suffer at all by 

such a measure; and [ am rather inclined to think that 
t would make a market for all of the silver which is produced 
in the West and restore prosperity in a measure te that part of 
the country. 

I am inelined to believe that the Mexican Government would 
agree to this proposition. They would collect their seigniorage 
of 44 cents on the 100 cents, and as we could take our silver now 
to their mints ind have it coined, Ido not believe they would 
object te opening our mints to the coinage of their dollars. 

‘t vear, as the Sen :tor from Colorado hassaid, some 25,000,- 
000 Mexican dollars were used chiefly in the Chinese trade. 
Some seven or eight million dollars were so used in Singapore 
and the Strait Settlements. He has no doubt correctly stated 
that there is not a great deal of silver in China; and with the 
great m ss of people there it is altogether probable, it seems to 


me, that they could use 50,000,000 or 60,000,0000f these Mexican 


dollars. 

The Chinese do not care for bars of silver bullion. They do 
not like to use it in that form, but they will accept and use the 
Mexican dollars. Perhaps the reason why they will use the 
Mexican doliars and will not use our trade dollars is that the 
Mexican mints are opened to the unlimited coinage of silver. I 
am rather inclined to think that is the reason why those coun- 
tries prefer those dollars to our trade dollars or to the French 
trade dollars. , 

Mr. President. this is all I desire to say, as I see the hour of 
2 o’elock has arrived. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill ( E. R. 4765) to authorize the St. Louis River Bridge Com- 
pany and the Duluth Transfer Railway Company to construct, 
mnintain, and operate a bridge over the St. River, froma 

int at or near Grassy Point in the village of West Duluth, 

n., to _ most accessible point opposite, in the tate of Wis- 
gousin; an 


sin and Minnesota. 
THE REVENUE BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o'clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the cousid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide rev- 


| enue for the Government, and for other purposes. 


Mr. PE FER addressed the Senate. 
some time, 

Mr. QUAY said: Mr. President, I rise to suggest—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Perkins in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Kansas yield to the Senator from Penn- 


After having spoken for 


sylvania? 
Mr. PEFFER. I will yield for a suggestion, Mr. President. 
Mr. QUAY. L[rose to suggest that there is not a quorum of 


the Senate present. : 

a PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the 
roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Aldrich, Daniel, Jones, Ark. Piatt, 
Alten; Galltinger, Kyle, Proctor, 
Bate, George, McPherson, Quay, 
Berry, Gibson, Martin, Ransom, 
Caffery, Gorman, Morrill, Shoup, 
Call, Gray, Murphy, Teller, 
Camden, Hale, Palmer, Vest, 
Carey. Harris, Pasco, Vilas, 
Chandler, Hoar, Peffer, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Hunton, Perkins, Wilson. 
Cullom, Irby, Pettigrew, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-three Senators having 
answered to their names, there is a quorum present. The Sen- 
ator from Kansas will proceed. 

Mr. PEFFER resumed his speech, and having spoken gqlto- 
gother for over two hours— 

Mr. GALLINGER said: If the Senator from Kansas will yield 
to me for a moment, I desire tosuggest that he has now in avery 
earnest and interesting way discussed this question for two hours 
and ten minutes: and while we all know him to be a man of great 
endurance, I feel sure he must be very much fatigued. If agree- 
able to him, I will ask that he be permitted to discontinue his 
remarks this evening and continue them at the next meeting of 
the Senate, or at such other time as may suit his convenience. 

Mr. PEFFER. To that I have no objection, Mr. President. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator from Kansas desire to sus- 
pend his remarks at this time and continue them to-morrow? 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Kansas has suggested 
thet such a course would be agreeable to him. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Kansas desires it, of course 
I shall be glad to accommodate his wishes. 

Mr. PEFFER. Let me state my own view of the matter. 
Now thatI have begun, I should like to conclude in a reason- 
able time. I have spent a great deal of time and thought upon 
this subject, and my object is to continue the discussion some- 
what upon a new line. Isbould like to be permitted to con- 
clude my remarks regularly; not to-day, butat the first meeting 
of the Senate after to-day, if ein conclude them, and if not then, 
at the next meeting of the Senate. I wish to accommodate my- 
self to the convenience of the Senate, and at the same time 1 do 
not desire to have wy remarks dribble along, a little oe and 
a little to-morrow, so that I shall not have concluded until the 
end of two or three weeks. 

T am not speaking against time. Iam trying to present some- 
thing that is interesting. I have a good deal mgre yet to come. 
I wish to devote a good deal of time to two particular articles — 
wool and sugar—and I think it is important to the Senate and to 
the country and to all the interests concerned that whatever 
any of us have to say seriously and earnestly, upon those two 
subjects especially, ought to be permitted to be said in a reason- 
able time. I am perfectly willing toaccommodate myself to the 
convenience of the Senate now or in the hereafter. 

Mr. FARRIS. I take it for granted the Senate wishes to ac- 
commodate itself to the convenience of the Senator. If he pre- 
fers to go onat the next meeting of the Senate, I apprehend there 
will be no ob‘ection to his discontinuing his remarks now and 
continuing them at the next meeting. 

Mr. PEFFER. Ido so desire. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That, I presume, will not interfere with the 
notices that have been given heretofore by other Senators. 


[Mr. PEFFER’S oe will be published entire after it shall 
have been concluded. See Appendix.| 


Mr. MORGAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
of executive business. 
Mr. ALDRICH. On that motion I ask that the vote be taken 
by yeas and nays. 
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Mr. HARRIS. I beg the Senator from Alabama to withdraw 
the motion for a single moment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Alabama 
insist upon his motion? 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I did not understand what the’Senator from 
Alabama said. 

Mr. HARRIS. 
the motion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Chair asked whether the Senator from 
Alabama insisted upon his motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair was perhaps unable to 
hear the Senator from Alabama distinctly. 

Mr. MORGAN. I withdrew my motion in favor of the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee. 

Mr. HARRIS. The pending bill is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole and has not been read. When I asked 
that the formal reading be dispenséd with, it was objected to. 
I now ask th it the reading of the bill may proceed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Pending that, [ move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. HARRIS. Upon thatI ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to c:ll the roll. 

Mr. HALE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANSoM]. 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). [ am paired with 
the senior Senator from New York | Mr. Hi]. : Not knowing 
how he would vote, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon (when his name wasealled). lam 
paired with the senior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAs], 
who is absent. I do not know how he would vote, and I do not 
know how I should vote if he were here. 

Mr. SHOUP (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from California {Mr. WHITE]. 
pair to the Senator from Nevada[Mr. JONES], and vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll cail was concluded. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
junior Senator from New York [Mr. MuRPHY]. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have a general pair with the junior 
Senator from Texas [Mr. MILs], whom [ do not see in his seat. 
Hence I have not voted. If he were present,! should vote 
‘* vea.” 

Mr. FRYE. Iam paired with the senior Senator from Mary- 
land {Mr. GORMAN}. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I am paired generally with the senior 
Senator from Lowa [Mr. ALLISON], but I have paired him with 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. GORDON], who is now absent, 
and they will stand paired. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. HARRIS, Iam paired with the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. MorRILL], who I see is absent. The Senator from New 
Hampshire {[Mr. GALLINGER] announceda pair. Will it be con- 
venieat to him that we transfer our pairs and both vote? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have no objection. 

Mr. HARRIS. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. CALL. Iam paired with theSen:utorfrom Vermont | Mr. 
Proctor}. If he were present, I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have a general pair with the senior 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]. In his absence I 
will transfer my pair to my colleague [Mr. LINDSAY], and vote 
ve nay.” 

Mr. DANIEL. Iam paired with the Senator from Washing- 
ton [Mr. SQurirRE]. If he were here, I should vote “nay.” If any 
Senator on the other side of the Chamber wishes to transfer 
pairs, I shall be glad to know it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Did the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Cock- 
RELL] announce that the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] is 
paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. GORDON |? 

Mr. COCKRELL.: I did. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. WIL- 
SON] is paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. GoRDON], and 
was so paired this morning. Both Senators from [Iowa were 
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The Senator from Alabama has withdrawn | 


I transfer my | 


Upon this question I am paired with the | 
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and withdray 


Mr. CAREY. 
my vote. 
AT ow ‘ 


Yak. AY 


I am paired with that Senator, 


Lf? 
rst 


PI SON (after having voted in the negative). 
voted “nay,” but 1 am reminded that [ am paired with the Sen 
ator from Delaware {Mr. HIGGINS], who does not seem to be 


present. Il wish, therefore, to withdraw my vote. 





The result was announced—yeas 9, nays 18; as follows: 
YEAS-—9 
Aldy Davi sliinger Shoup, 
Alien, Dolph, Hoar, Washburn, 
Cullom 
NAYS—18. 
Bats Gorma Palmer, Tuarpie 
Berry, Gray, Paseo, Vest, 
Blackburn, Harri Pugh, Voorhe 
Coke, Jones, Art Ransom, 
George Morgan Stewart 
NOT VOTING—5Si 

Allison Prye MeMilian, Quay, 
Blanchard, Gi McPherson Roach 
Brice Gord Manderson Sherman, 
Butie H Martiz Smith, 
Caffery Hansbrough Mills, Squire, 
Call, Hawley Mitchell, Oregon Stockbridge, 
Camuten, Hic¢gins Mitchell, Wis Teller, 
Cameron, Hill. Morrill, Vance, 
Carey, Hunton Murphy Vilas, 
Chandler, irbs Peer, White 
Cockrell Jones, Nev Perkins, W ilson, 
Danie Kyle, Pettigrew Wolcott. 
Dixon. Lindsay Piatt, 
Dubois Lodge Power, 
Faulkner Me Laurin Proctor, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

Mr. ALDRICH 
ate adjourn. 

Mr. HARRIS. Upon that motion | ask for the yeas and nays; 
and | shall not take the time to suggest that I did not suppose 
the filibustering would commence so early. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Tennessee is out of order. | 
did not suppose this disorder would commence so early. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair desires to state that de- 
bate is not in order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Debate is not in order, but the Senator from 
Tennessee has debated the question, and I wish to state that 
there is no filibustering on this side of the Chamber. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. By what name do you call it? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The absence of a quorum on the other side 
has forced the situation. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion o/ 
the Senator from Rhode Island, that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the call of the roll take place. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The roll will be ealled for the pur 
pose of ascertaining whether @ quorum is present. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 


No quorum has voted. 
Vo quorum appearing, | move that the Sen- 


Aldrich, Daniel, Harris, Perkins, 
Allen, Davis, Hawley, Pettigrew, 
Bate, Dolph, Hoar, Pugh, 

| Berry. Frye, Jones, Ark. Ransom, 
Biackburn, Gallinger, Lodge, Shvuup, 
Cali, George, McPherson, Stewart, 
Carey, Gibson, Mitchell, Oregon Turpie, 
Chandler, Gorman, Morgan, Vest, 
Cockrell, Gray, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Coke, Hale, Pasco, Washburn. 
Cullom, Hansbrough, Peffer, 


ee 


paired with the Senator from Georgia this morning upon one | 


vote. 
Mr.GALLINGER. The junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. WIL- 


SON| informed me to day that he hasa standing pair with the | 


Senator from Georgia | Mr. GORDON}. 

Mr. COCKRELL (after having voted in the negative). 1 was 
told by our friend who keeps the list of pairs that the Senator 
from Georgia | Mr. GORDON} was not paired with anybody, and 

therefore I announced the pair. [ withdraw my vote. 

Mr. CAREY (after having voted in theaffirmative). I should 
like to inquire whether the junior Senator from South Carolina 
[Mr. IRpyY] has voted. 

oe VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted, the Chair is ad- 
vised. 


| Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor]. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-three Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum is present. The question re 
curs upon the motion of the Senator from Rhode Island that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business; on 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered. The Secretary will 
call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
If he were present, I 
should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. CHANDLER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from New York [Mr. McRPHyY]. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I again an 
nounce my pair with the junior Senator from ‘Texas[Mr. M!Lus]. 

Mr. LODGE (when his name wis called). Iam psire! with 
the senior Senator from New York [Mr. HILu], and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon (when his name wasealled). Iam 
paired with the scnior Senxtor from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAs]. 

Mr. POWER (when his name was cilled). Has the senior 
Senator from Louisiana {/Mr. CAFFERY] voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted, the Chair is ad- 
vised. ; 

Mr. POWER. Iam paired with the Senator from Louisiana 
{[Mr. CAFFERY], and withhold my vote. 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name wascalled). 





[ am paired with 
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the senior Senator from Maine[Mr. HALE]. Ishould vote “nay” 
if he were here. 

The rotl call was concluded. 

Mr. HARRIS (after having voted in the negative). I voted 
inadvertently. I am paired with the Senator from Vermont 
{Mr. MORRILL], who is absent. The junior Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. LopGE] announced a pair with the Senator from 
New York {Mr. Hi]. Will it be agreeable to him to transfer 
our pairs? 

Mr. LODGE. I am perfectly willing to transfer my pair to 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL}. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I will let my vote stand. 

Mr. LODGE. I vote * yea.” 

Mr. RANSOM. The Senator from Montana {[Mr. POWER] 
announced his pair with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CAFr- 
FERY], and [ announced mine with the Senator from Maine[Mr. 
HALE}. i ecoens that we transfer our pairs. 

Mr. POWER. Very well. 

Mr. RANSOM. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. POWER. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. GIBSON. Ihave a general pair with the Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. STOCKBRIDGE]. I transfer my pair to the junior 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD], and I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. CAREY. I have a general pair with the junior Senator 
from South Carolina {Mr. IxBy], and I withhold my vote. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. WhileI am paired with the Senator from 
Delaware {Mr. HIGGINS], [ am permitted to vote upon such ques- 
tions, and I vote ‘‘nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 11, nays 22; as follows: 


YEAS—Iil. 
Aldrich, Davis, Hoar, Power, 
Allen, Dolph, Lodge, Washburn. 
Cullom, Hansbrough, Perkins, 

NAYS—22. 
Bate, Gibson, Morgan, Stewart, 
Berry, Gray, Palmer, Turpie, 
Blackburn, Harris, Pasco, Vest, 
Coke, Jones, Ark. Peffer, Voorhees. 
Daniel, McPherson, Pugh, 
George, Martin, Ransom, 

NOT VOTING—4L. 

Alligon, Faulkner, Lindsay, Roach 
Blanchard, ye, McLaurin, Sherman, 
Brice, Gallinger, Mc Millan, Shoup. 
Butler, Gordon, ManiJerson, Smith, 
Caffery, Gorman, Mills, Squire, 
Call, Hale, Mitchell, Oregon Stockbridge, 
Camden, Hawley, Mitchell, Wis. Teller, 
Cameron, Higeias, Morrill, Vance, 
Carey, Hill, Murphy, Vilas, 
Chandler, Hunton, Pettigrew, White, 
Cockrell, Irby, Piatt, Wilson, 
Dixon. Jones, Nev. Proctor, Wolcott. 
Dubois, Kyle, Quay, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The roll call discloses the lack of 
a quorum, 

r. HARRIS. It is obvious there is no voting quorum here 

at present, and there is but one of two things that we can do 


with propriety, as it seems to me, at this hour of the evening— 
either to move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to request 


the attendance of absent Senators or toadjourn. I move that 
the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o'clock and 37 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, April t 
1894, at 12 o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
FRIDAY, April 6, 1894. 


The House metat12o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. BaGBy. 

vine Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

REPORT OF EXCISE BOARD, WASHINGTON, 1). C. 

The SPEAKER lsid before the House the report of the ex- 
cise board for the District of Columbia, transmitted in compli- 
ance with section 2 of the act approved March 3, 1393; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

SENATE BILL REFERRED. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 1680) 
to amend an act approved January 31, 1833, entitled ‘‘An act to 
more effectually suppress gambling 
etc.; in which the concurrence of the House was req : 


which was referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 


bia. 
PAN-AMERICAN MEDICAL CONGRESS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following con- 


current resolution of the Senate: 


Resolved by the Senate «the Houss of Representatives concurring), That there 





in the District of Columbia,” 
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be oe and bound in cloth, of the proceedings of the Pan-American Med- 
ical Congress, held in Washington City, in September, 1893, under the au- 
thority of a joint resolution of Congress approved July 18, 1892, 10.000 copies; 
of which 2, shall be for the use of the Senate, 4.000 for the use of the House 
of Representatives, and 4,000 for distribution by the Department of State; 
the same to be indexed under the direction of the Committee on Printing. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I ask con- 
sent for the present consideration of that resolution. 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered and 
agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, a motion to 
reconsider the last vote was laid on the table. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. CaUSEY, for three days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland, for to-morrow, on account of 
important business. 

BRIDGE ACROSS MISSISSIPPI RIVER, HASTINGS, MINN. 

Mr. HALL of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 5805) to au- 
thorize the city of Hastings, Minn., to construct and maintain 
a wagon bridge over the Mississippi River. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read subject to the right of 
objection. 

The bill was read at length. 

The committee recommend the following amendment: 


On page 1, section 1, line 9, after the word ‘‘ Minnesota,” insert *‘ or at such 
point in said city as the city council thereof, with the approval of the Sec- 
retary of War, may direct." 


The SPEAKER. 
ation of the bill? 

There was no objection. - 

The bill was accordingly considered, the amendment agree 
to. and the bill as amended ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, and being engrossed it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HALLof Minnesota, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 


NOTIFICATION TO PENSION CLAIMANTS. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of a joint resolution which I send 
to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The title of the joint resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A joint resolution (H. R. 161) requiring attorneys and claim agents having 
offices in the District of Columbia, who have undertaken or shall under- 
take to prosecute claims for pensions, to acivise cach of the claimants once 
every three months as to the condition of his or her claim. 


TheSPEAKER. Thejointresolution will be read, after which 
the Chair will ask for objection. 

The joint resolution was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this resolution? , 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask the gentleman if 
this resolution has been referred toand reported by acommittee? 

Mr. BRODERICK. No, sir. I ask unanimous consent for its 
present consideration. 

Mr. SAYERS. This seems to be a very omens resolution. 
I think it ought to go to a committee soas to have a report upon 


it. 
Mr. BRODERICK. I hope there will be no objection, but if 
there is I suppose it should goto the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 
The SPEAKER. That would be a proper reference. 
Is there objection to the present consideration of the resolu- 
tion: 
Mr. SAYERS. There is. 
The SPEAKER. The resolution will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
YELLOWSTONE NATIONAL PARK. ¥ 
Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
resent consideration of the bill (H. R.5293) concerning leases 
the Yellowstone National Park. 
The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


scence ita anaemia 









































Is there objection to the present consider- 
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serve and obey each and every provision in -_ act of Congress, and every 
rule, order, or regulation made, or which may hereafter be made and pub- 
Mshed by the Secretary of the Interior concerning the use, care, manage- 
ment, or government of the park, or any object or property therein, under 
penalty of forfeiture of such lease, and every such lease shall be subject to 
the right of revocation and forfeiture, which shall therein be reserved by the 
Secretary of the Interior: And provided further, That persons or corpora- 
tions now holding leases of ground in the park may, upon the surrender 
thereof, be granted new leases hereunder, and upon the terms and stipula- 
tions contained in their present leases, with such moditications, restrictions, 
and reservations as the Secretary of the Interior may prescribe. 

This act. however, is not to be construed as mandatory upon the Secretary 
of the Interior, but the authority herein given is to be exercised in his sound 
orhes coma of that portion of the act of March 3, 1833, relating to the 
Yellowstone Park as conflicts with this act be, and the same is hereby, re- 
pealed. 

The SPEAKER. 
tion of, the bill? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I reserve the right to object 

Mr. BURROWS. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Iowa if this bill has been reported from a committee? 

Mr. HAYES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let it be understood that objection is re- 
served. 

Mr. BURROWS. What committee reports it? 

Mr. HAYES. The Committes on the Public Lands. 

Mr. BURROWS. Is it a unanimous report? 

Mr. HAYES. Itis. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. If my colleague will permit me, 
I will state that this is unanimously reported by the committee 
and approved by the Secretiry of the Interior and everyone 
connected with the park. I know all of the facts in this case. 

Mr. BURROWS. 1 will reserve the right of objection until 
the gentleman from Iowa makes such statement as he may desire 
to make in connection with it. 

Mr. HAYES. I will explain briefly what this billis. It re- 
lates to the leasing of land for hotel purposes in the Yellowstone 
Park. Under existing law on'y 10 acres can be leased. That 
ground is already leas2d, and it fails to provide for the comfort 
and convenience of tourists, there being 130 miles of traveled 
roads in the park, and asa result more leas:s are needed and 
moe hotel accommodations. This is primarily asked by the 
superintendent of the park. 

Mr. BURROWS. Under existing law, then, only 10 acres can 
be leased? 

Mr. HAYES. Yes; and that is already leased, and fails to 
pro ide the necessary accommodations. 

Mr. BURROWS. And this is to enlarge the powers of the 
Secretary, so that he may lease other ground? 

Mr. HAYES. Yes, not exceeding 20 ac-es toany one person. 
As I have stated, this relief was asked by the superintendent. 
This bill is prepared so as to protect the Government in all its 
rights, and to provide for the convenience of tourists and trav- 
elers inthe park. The Secretary of the Interior reports that 
the interests of the Government covered by the bill are amply 
protected, and upon that report is based the unanimous report 
of the committee. It is something that there seems to be no 
doubtabout. 

Mr. BURROWS. I have no objection. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is there any provision for the payment of 
rental to the Government? 

Mr. HAYES. Yes, theSecretary of the Interior imposes such 
conditions as he sees fit about that. ° 

Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr.HENDERSON of Iowa. There isanominal rental charged. 

Mr. MCRAE. Only a nominal rental. 

Mr. COOMBS. I understand that only 10 acres in all can 
now be rented in the p rk? 

Mr. HAYES. Twenty, under the present bill. 

Mr. COOMBS. You said 20 to one individual. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It seems to me that the Yellowstone Park 
is too important a public reservation to be trenched upon with- 


Is there objection to the present considera- 





out the utmost care, and I hope the gentleman will let this bill | 


go over until to-morrow. 
Mr. DUNN. Ishould like to inquire what number of 20- 
acre leases may be ted? 


Mr. HENDERSON of fowa. The bill authorizes the Secre- 


tary of the Interior to increase the area from 10 to 2) acres. | 


The hotels now fulty occupy the 10 acres, and two more hotels 
pone? poene to complete the circuit for the accommodation of the 
public. 

Mr. DUNN. How many leases would there be altogether? 

Mr. HAYES. That is in the discretion of the Secretary of 
the Interior. I have a letter from the president of the Yellow- 
stone Park Association to the Committee on Public Lands, 
which explains these questions, and I will put itin the Recoxp. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., January 29, 1594. 


To the Howse of Repreaentatives Committee on Public Lands: 


GENTLEMEN: The bill concerning leases in the Yellowstone Park isso short 
and simple as not to require any particular elucidation. It grants no right 


As a matter of fact is there any rental paid? 





directly, except the authority given to the Secretary of the Interior; that 
is, after the bill becomes a law nothing is conferred upon any person, cor 
poration, or company by it. 

Shortly after the park was opened, I think in 1883, certain lessees of the 
Government claimed the exclusiveright to tae wholepar«. [twas a subject 
of debate in Congress ani resuited in a deciaratioa by act of Congress de- 
claring all exclusive rights void that had been granteJ, and confining and 
restricting the amount that might be leased to any on) p3rson to 10 acres of 
ground. When the park came to be fevelope |. this amount was found to be 
ooviously insuticient. All visitors to the park go there for the purpose of 
seeing its many an‘ celeorated oojects of interest. ‘Io do so, they nave to 
travel around acircle of 130 miles, and this requires a series or chain of 
hotels at convenient points along the circuit. 

The hotels at these different localities of the dimensions required by all 
tourists will in every case cover more than l0acres. If these hotels are 
owned by different persons or corporations they can not be operated with 
advantace, either to the owners or to the public. This, 1 be.ieve, is uni 
formiy conce.ied by the persons going to the park. Bat there has been an 
extreme jealousy, owing probably to the claim of original lessees to the ex- 
clasive right in the whole park, against granting any large amount of land 
inany one lease. The Yellowstone Park Associationown six leases made to 
it in 1889, and its hotels now cover the entire 10 acres allowed to it by law. 
It is very clear that it can not legally hold any more land, yet everybody 
wh > has ever visited the park, I believe without exception, considers that 
another kotel ought to be builtat Upper Geyser Basin, and that it should be 
built as soon as possible. 

In a idition to this, while the park was still In its wild state. a law was 
passed forbidding any lease within one-quarter of a mile of any geyser or 
other object of curiosity. The local situation of the Upper Geyser is such 
that this distance precludes the building of a hotel at that place as long as 
this law exists. During the past six years a number of acts have been in- 
troduced in each House of Congress reducing the prohibited distance to one- 
eighth ofa mile. In all the contentions which have arisen regarding the 
granting of leases within the park or its management and control, or the ac- 
tions of the Yellowstone Park Association, or — other lessees, and in all 
the controversies concerning the park, no objection has been made, so far 
as I know, against the restriction of the prohibited distance to one-eighth 
instead of one-quarter mile, nor is there any diversity of opinion among all 
those who have visited the park, that the proper place to build a hotel at 
Upper Geyser Basin is where the present old hote!, or shack, stands, and 
which is within the present prohibited distance of one-quarter of a mile 

This short bill simply authorizes the Secretary of the Interior to make 
leases for ten years to the extent of 20 acres in all. and not to be within one- 
eighth of a mile of any of the curiosities of the park. L will say here that 
walle the Yellowstone Park Association has exhausted the limit allowed to 
it by the present law of 10 acres, which are covered by its buildings and can 
not in law hold. nor can the Secretary of the Interlor grant to it any right 
whatever to the hotel site at Upper Geyser Basin. it controls & lease for 10 
acres of grouni to the Hendersons, at Mammoth Hot Springs. If this bill 
is passed it expects to give up the greater part of that lease to the Govern- 
ment and to obtain for the portion surrendered a new location at Upper 
Geyser Basin. In short it is not the intention to ask the Secretary of the In- 
terior to lease to it any more than is now leased by the Government 

This can not be said to be a bill for the relief of the association, although 
it would obtain relief from it, because auy other person orcorporation would 
have the same rights to new leases before the Secretary of the Interior that 
the association would have. a the curtailment of the prohibition as 
to distance and the enlargement of the total amount allowed to be leased, 
the present bill is the same as the existing law of Congress. The matter was 
before this committee on an investigation ordered by the House about eigh- 
teen months ago. On page 65 of tae evidence take by this committee and 
reported to the House, Secretary Noble says that a hotel is needed at the 
Upper Geyser Basin and admits that it should be built on the site of the 
present shack hotel, and which is now used as a dinner station. The asso- 
ciation has repeatedly ani in writing assured the Department of the In- 
terior, and during the said investigation it assured this committee, that it 
would make no objection whatever to any other person or corporation build- 
ing the required new hotel at Upper Geyser Basin. 

I reiterate that statement now. But for the past three years no person 
would come forward to do anything of the kind. Theassociation would not 
propose todo anything of the kind. The association would not propose 
anything of the kind now, but for the fact that the hotel is necessary to its 
system or chain of hotels in the park. I state also the important fact that, 
while this hotel has been so badly needed and the demand is unanimous and 
emphatic. that not a lease has been taken out or applied for. nor has a ham- 
mer been struck in the park on any materialimprovement for thelist three 
years. On thecontrary. the development of the park has been completely 
| aya by contentions between the association and Secretary Nobile and 
! by the inaction of Congress in changing the present law as to the prohibited 
| di®ance of one-quarter of a mile. And I think I may safely say it will re 
main in that condition until something is done by Congress. 

This bill appears here with the approval of the Department of the Interior, 
| and I am ready to answer any questions concerning it, or a objections to 
» its recommendation by this committee. I will state for the information of 

the committee that for seven years past various bills providing for the im 
| provement of the park and other matters concerning it have been before 

Songress at every session, but not one of them has been passed. As farasI 
| know other parties having propositions concerning the park in other direc- 
tions have no opposition to the passage of this bill. If they have | would 
like to know what the obje:tions are in order thatI may answer them. If 
no objection is made I request the committee to recommend the bill for pas- 
sage without delay. 

This biil is recommended by the present Secretary of the Interior 
his annual report for 1893, and in his special letter to this committee 

CHARLES GIBSON 
President Yellowstone Park Association 
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both in 


Mr. DINGLEY. I hope this will go over for a day. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. [I hope the gentleman from 
Maine will not askfordelay. Thisis very accessary, and needed 
now. 

Mr. DUNN. I think there should 
sideration, and I object. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. They have beensuffering for this 
right for a long time, and this is proposed for the benetit of the 
public. It doesnot carry a dollar of appropriation. It issimply 
to give them room to build hotels where they are needed. I 
| was all over the ground lastsummer and know the necessity for 
| this. We had to travel 20 miles extra for the want of a hotel 
at the Upper Geyser Basin. A hotel is badly needed there. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think,in passing bills of this nature by 


be further time for con- 
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unanimous consent without an opportunity to consider them, 
we are sometimes in danger of failing to make proper provision 
for the protection of the public interest in such a greit public 
reservation as this. Such failure may be without any inten- 
tion. I should be glad to have this bill lie over until to-morrow, 
until further opportunity is given to examineit. But at the 
same time, if there is no one else who desires to object, I will 
take the stvutement of my friend from Iowa [Mr. HunvERSON] 
that the interests of the public and the Government are pro- 
tected, 

Mr, COOMBS. I should like to have the bill lie over. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I will say to the gentleman that 
the interests of the Government are thoroughly protected. I 
have examined tho matter with great care, and it is spproved by 
the Secretary of the Interior. The superintendent of the park 
recommended this. Secretary Noble recommended the same 
thing when he was Secretary of the Interior, and there is no 
con ict of opinion in respect to the necessity. I am personally 
familiar with the matter, and [I hope that no objection will be 
made to its present consideration. 

Mv. DINGLEY. I will not delay it on my own account, but 
will take the statement of the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. DUNN. Iwill withdraw my objection. 

Mr. COOMBS. While I should be = to have further op- 
portunity to examine the matter, I will not object. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider- 
ation of the bill? 

There was no ob‘ection. 

Mr. REED. Nowthat the bill is up for consideration, [should 
like io he iv an explanation of it. 

Mr. HENDERSON of fowa. I will be glad to make a further 
staicment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman fromm Iowa [Mr. HENDER- 
SON] is recognized. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Mr. we year at present there 
are four large hotels in the park. I wish this I hold inmy 
hand were large enough to exhibit them sothat all the members 
could see. ‘Ihe firstone, at the entrance to this at park, is 
called the Mammoth Hotel, at the Hot Springs, at the Grand 
Terraces. It is an immense hotel, almost equal in size and ac- 
commodations to the best hotels you will find in Long Branch, 
Cape May, ov Atlantic City. They haveexpended over $50),000 
on tho-e hotels. Starting from t hotel in coaches that can 
not bse surpassed in comfort by anything on the American conti- 
nent, you pass through the Golden Gate, a place of wonder, 
where men of cou even close their eyes in passing over the 
bridge, although you would be as safe as the babe in the lap of 
its mother. Then you come to the Norris Basia, where there is 
a lunch house, and on the evening of the first day’s ride you 

ch the Fountain Hotel, where you enter the Great Basin of 
the Geysers. On this day's trip you can drink from springs of 
pure Apollinaris water. 

I remember as we were ——s immediately on the top of a 
mountain before descending to this hctel and looking over that 
vast valley. it seemed as though 100,000 camp fires were burning. 
The steam of these geysers gives you something of the idea of a 

reat army encam and the smoke arising from their camp 

res. The noxt day, lea the Fountain Hotel, you go 10 
miles to the ae geyser. has no wonders or beauties 
approaching region. ‘‘ Hell's Half Acre” itself will hold you 
for days examining the wonders, and splendors of that park. 
[Great 1 ter.] 

Mr. RAY. Is that the Democratic park? 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. You may be in hell before you 
wili appreciate the wondrous beauty of that park unless you can 
seo it. [Great laughter.] . : 

** Hell's Half Acre” has.a fearful sound, but it is a congrega- 
tion of beauties. Here is a late of hot water containing in its 
bed all the beauties of the rainbow, with each hue intensified in 
its beauty. One spring constantly throws up a chain of bells 

rfectinform. Here, too, is found the monster geyser of the 

ellowstone. It only speaks at the end of a six-year period, but 
then it speaks in thunder tones and continuously forsix months, 
throwing up water in such great volume as to terror to 
the looker on. Iteasts great bowiders, weighing many tons, into 
the air for hundreds of feet, playing with them as if they were 
little pebbies. The waters from this geyser formsa boiling river 
and Sows continuously, even when the geyser is not in action. 

At the end of a 10-mile ride we come to ‘“‘Old Faithful” Gey- 
ser, that throws water up every fifty-five minutes, and so high 
that you fancy the “oe the column touches theclouds. There, 
too, you find the *‘ Lion,” the “ Lioness,” and “The Cubs,” and 
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build a hotel at the Upper Geyser. Now, you have to go over 
the same track and back to the Fountain Hotel to spend the 
second night, and have to go over the same ground the next 
morning, —e the trip three times, which would only have 
to be done onee if you had a hotel at the Upper Geyser Basin. 
From that you go to the Great Lake, and when I teil you that 
that is a vast lake nearly 30 miles in length, on the top ofa 
great mountain range miles higher than New York City, and 
where you can. stand and fish and catch trout——. [Cries of 
“Oh, no;” and laughter]. 

Mr. GEAR, It is 6,80) feet. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Did I say six miles? [Great 
laughter.| There was only one gentleman who knewit. [Re- 
newed laughter.| Itis,1 think, 6,.00feet higher than New York. 
When [I tell you that there is a lake there 30 miles in length, 
and that [ have stood on the edge of it and caught trout and 
thrown thom over into a crator {great laughtor], you gentlemen 
are learning something you will never learn again without you 
gothere. [Renewed laughter.] Youcan catch troutin the lake 
and swing them into the crater and boil them on your hook 
|great laughter] and cook them to suit your taste. [Laughter.] 
I want to say to the fishermen here, and there are many water 
ducks in this House, that you can throw a line into the Yellow- 
stone River with six hooks and bring out six trout at once. 
[Boisterous laughter.] I have done it [renewed laughter], and 
that is no fish story [Great laughter.] You gentlemen who 
do not know the glory of fine fishing do not believe this. 
Go and see, and you will find how dense your ignorance is touch- 
ing the wonders of your own country. 

But I want. to tell you of something else that I found on that 
lake that gave me especial pleasure. I found there a steamboat 
equal in accommodations and splendor to any that you will find 
upon the Potomac or the Chesapeake, which was taken through 
the Golden Gate in sections and which was made, every particle 
of it, in the foundriesof my owncity. Ihad the pleasure of riding 
on that steamboat in that great lake on the top of the mountain. 
Passing from this, you come to the hotel by the wonder of the 
world, the Grand Cafion. Todescribe that human language has 
proved inadequate. [Cries of ‘‘Try it.”] I have stood by that 
Grand Cajion at an elevated point and I have looked down and 
seen the eagles standing by their nests far above the bottom of 
the cafion below, and they looked like sparrows, although their 
wings from tip to tip measured 7 fect. The Yellowstone River 


-passing along at the bottom of the cation was like a quivering 


thread, though it had all the ambition and impetusof Niagara, 
lacking only its volume. On every side there are beauties in 
the sand along the face of this caiion that baffle the pencil of the 
greatest artist. Atone place rocks that look like veiled nuns 
are grouped together as though worshiping the God that created 
that wonderfulcafion. [Applause.] Oh, I can go on explaining 
this bill for hours if you want me to. [Laughter.] 

At the Grand Cajon there is only one difficulty: You are lia- 
ble to lose your fresh meat for breakfast sometimes, because the 
bears come there with theircubs and break open the meat boxes 
and eat . BE meat. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Tell usa bear story. [{Laughter.]} 

Mr. HENDERSON of lowa. My friend has just returned from 
Rhode Island and he wants something fanciful. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SICKLES. He wants a bare story—the naked truth. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Ue is getting it straightnow. I 
was about to say, Mr. Speaker, when I was interrupted by my 
overflowing colleague from Iowa, that these hotels furnish all 
the accommodations that you can get in the hotels of our best 
cities. The best class of waiters, with ‘‘claw-haramer coats” 
and perfect deportment, together with the choicest things to 
eat, are found at these hotels, and this bill is for the sole Pr 
of granting such facilities as will permit the building of hotels 
sutticient in number to accommodate the public demand. 

I want to say toyou, a that few of you know whatthe 
Yellowstone Park is. It is wellnamed ‘‘ Wonderland.” I have 
visited the World's. Fair, and we all know something of what 
that was; buat, great as it was, that was only the work of simple, 
powerless man. The Yellowstone Park stands there a marvel- 
ous creation, as though God himself were a competitor for the 
first prize for wonderful productions, and earth furnishes no par- 
allel to the splendors of that wonderful k. One of the no- 
Mest men in my own State, Mr. Henry L. Stout,a man who 
shoved a peyinee years in Dubugue for a living, and who 
is now the richest aiitonale in Iowa, becoming so by honest 
ome by trusts or combinations or thieving—a man more 
silent Grant, but with a heart that began to grow where the 


other geysers. It issimply.a wonderful field of attractions, that | big heart of Grant stopped growing—Henry L. Stout, a man of 


human lang can not describe. This hotel, or shack rather, 
where we take lunch, is where want the new hotel; and this 
bill isto provide for building it. 

oecuvied by the other four hotels. 


few words, when he heard that I was going to visit the park last 
summer said: “It is the most wonderful thing on earth, and if 
it was anywhere in they would build an impassable wall 


around it and open their treasuries to protect and beautify it.” 
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The marvels of that park defy description, and I am glad that | guage of the bill—and I desire that it shall go into the Nx 


this House has had the wisdom to let this bill come up for con- 
sideration, in order that additional comforts may be provided 
for the people who visit that region, so that miliions may enjoy 
a trip which will give them pleasure, education, and powers of 
language which even my friend from Maine (Mr. REED], who 
asked for this oxplanation, does not yet dream of. [Laughter 
and applause. } ; 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that I am satisfied 
with the explanation of the bill. [{Laughter.] 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. 
sympathy for my friend from lowa|Mr. HENDERSON}, because 
twenty years ago | felt exactly as he feels to-day; for, as a mem- 
ber of the Geological Survey under Prof. Hayden, I stood on the 
verge of that same lake and fished in it and drew a trout out at 
thatsame spot and threw it into thesame hotpool. [Laughter.| 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Now, will you gentlemen believs 
it? [{Laughter.] 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. When I returned from that 
expedition, I know that every man to whom I undertook to de- 
scribe it questioned my veracity [laughter!, and my only object 
in rising now is to uphold the testimony of the gentleman from 
Iowa, although I must frankly confess that I caught only one 
trout instead of six atacast. |Laughter.] 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. There are some commttee amendments 
which should be voted on first. If there be no objection, the 
amendments of the committee will be agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read the amendment 
sent to the desk by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

en page 1, after the word “years,” in line 5, insert, ‘‘at such annual rental 
the Secretary of the Interior may determine.”’ 
“The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I movefurther to amend by striking out the 
last proviso on the second page. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the proviso which the 
gentleman from Maine moves to strike out. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And provided further, That persons or corporations now holding leases of 
ground in he peek may, upon the surrender thereof, be granted new leases 
hereunder, and upon the terms and stipulations contained in their present 


leases, with such modifications, restrictions, and reservations as the Secre 
tary.of the Interior may prescribe. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Itwill be noticed, Mr. Speaker, thatall leases 
which may be granted hereafter of land within the Yellowstone 
Park are by this bill subject to revocation and forfeiture at the 
discretion of the Secretary of the Interior. Inthe proviso which 
I move to strike out it is further provided that leases now exist- 
ing may be renewed. Now, there is not attached tothe continu- 
ation of existing leases any provision for revocation by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior. Itseemsto me that, whatever leases may 
be renewed as well as those that may be originally granted 
should, considering the public nature of this park, be subject to 
revocation by the Secretary of the Interior. The first proviso 
covers all cases of leases that may hereafter be granted. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. If a lease is renewed it seems to 
me that is practically a new contract 

Mr. DINGLEY. But I fear that this provision for revocation 
might not apply to existing leases which may be renewed. + 

Mr. HAYES. Ithink the gentleman is mistaken in that con- 
struction. 

Mr. DINGLEY. 
formed of it. 

Mr. HAYES. This proviso contemplates that existing leases 
may be revoked and new leases granted ‘‘ hereunder,” which 
would make these new leases subject to all the provisions of this 
bill. Under these provisions the existing conditions may be 
carried into the new leases. 

Mr. DINGLEY. What,then, is the object of authorizing the 
renewal of the leases? 

Mr. HAYES. So that they may be entirely subject to the 
provisions of law proposed in this bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Why not leave the granting of leases to be 
determined by the other provisionsof this bill, which expressly 
include the rightof revocation? What! desire is that all leases 
which may be granjed or renewed shall be subject to revocation 
by the Secretary of the Interior. Here isa great national! park; 
and we ought not to grant to private persons any rights there 
which the Government may not at any time resume. 

Mr. HAYES. Whenever the existing leases are surrendered 
and new ones taken, those new ones will become subject to this 

rovision for revocation. It is provided that the holders of ex- 
ting leases may be “‘granted new leases hereunder”—that is, 
under the provisions of this biil. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If that is the construction given to the lan- 





If that is the fact I should be glad to be in- 


Mr. Speaker, I rise out of | 


gpserenes—ee eee 


ORD—if itis understood that existing leases which may bo re- 
newed, as well as new leases which may be granted, shal! be 
subject to the provision for revocation, | withdraw my amend 
ment. 

Mr. HAYES. I think there is no doubt about that 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. The bill as it stands provides 
thoroughly for all forfeitures and protects every possible in 
terest. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment of the gentleman from 
Maine being withdrawn, the question is on ordering tho bill as 


| amended to be engrossed and read a third time. 


Che bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time: 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa, a motion to recon 
sider the last vote was laid on the table. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. 
order. 

The SPEAKER. | The Chair would like to recognize the gen 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey}. 

Mr. LACEY. I ask unanimous consent for the present con 
sideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The bill (H. R. 6442) to protect the birds and animals in Ye 
lowstone National Park, and to punish crimes in said park 
for other purposes, was read. 

Mr. COFFEEN. I desire to introduce 
bill. 

The SPEAKER. The first question ison granting un 
consent for its consideration. 

Mr. STORER. If there isa report, I hopeit will be read 
fore the question is taken on granting consent. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the report will be read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the amendment which the gentleman 
from Wyoming [Mr. CoOrFEEN] proposes to introduce may be 
read before consent is given. i 

Mr. COFFEEN. I should be glad to state the substance o 
my amendment; and I must object to the consideration of the 
bill unless this amendment can be considered. 

The SPEAKER. That is a matter for private agreement. 
The question is upon granting unanimous consent for the con 
sideration of the bill. In the absence of objection the amend- 
ment can be read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope it may be read. 

The SPEAKER. And the report can also be read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the amendment has reference 
boundaries of this park, I shall have to object. 

Mr. COFFEEN. It has not. It has reference to holding a 
term of the Federal court for the State of Wyoming at the town 
of Sheridan, in the northern part of the State, near to this park, 
so that the facilities for reaching the Federal court may be in- 
creased. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read the report. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for unani- 
mous consent for the consideration of the bill? 

Mr. STORER. I object. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Regular order. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his 
secretaries, announced that the President had approved and 
signed b.lls and joint resolutions of the following titles: 

On March 30, 1894: 

Anact (H. R. 2640) for the relief of Brig. Gen. John R. Brooke, 
United States Army; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 147) authorizing the transfer of fur- 
niture and carpets to the rooms now occupied by the United 
states courts at Chicago. 

On March 31, 1894: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 144) authorizing and directing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to receive at the subtreasury in the 
city of New York, from R. T. Wilson & Co., or assigns, the 
money, amounting to $5,750,000, to be paid to the Cherokee Na- 
tion, and to place the same to the credit of the Cherokee Nation. 

On April 2, 1894: 

An act (H. R. 1918) authorizing the Texarkana and Fort Smith 
Railway Company to bridge the Calcasieu and Sabine Rivers in 
the States of Louisiana and Texas: 

An act (H. R. 4013) to release and turn over to Mrs. Mary O 
Augusta certain property in the District of Columbia: and 

An act (H. R. 913) for the relief of Louis L. Williams. 

On April 4, 1894: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 146) providing for the payment of sal 
aries and expenses of additional deputy collectors of internal 
revenue to carry out the provisions of the Chinese exclusion 
act of May 5, 1892, as amended by the act of November 3, 1893. 
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On April 5, 1894: 

An act (H. H.1919) authorizing the Texarkana and Fort Smith 
Railway Company to bridge Caddo Lake at or near Moorings- 
port, La., and Cross Bayou, near Shreveport, La. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. LATIMER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported th it they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill 
(S. 1836) to give effect to the award rendered by the Tribunal of 
Arbitration at Paris, under the treaty between the United States 
and Great Britain, concluded at Washington, February 2), 1492, 
for the purpose of submitting to arbitration certain questions 
concerning the preservation of the fur seais; when the Speaker | 
signed the same. 

MESSENGER FOR THE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE. 


Mr. RUSK. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a privileged re- 
port from the Committee on Accounts. 

The SPEAKER. The _ will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows - 

Resolved by the House of Repréentétines of tha -third Congress, That the 
Desskouner of the Houses be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to in- 
crease his present force by the employment of additional :nessenger for 
the remainder of the present session. at the rate of $10) per month, and as- 
sign him as messenger to the Conimittee on Agriculture. 

he Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the foregoing resolu- 
tion. relating to the a py Ae pear of a messenger to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, having considered the same, respectfully recommend its passage. 

Mr. RUSK. The chairman of the Committee on Agriculture 
having reported to the Committeeon Accounts that it is abso- 
lutely essential that he should have atmessenger at the commit- 
tee door during the bilance of the session pending the consider- 
tion of matters be ore that committee, and in view of the fact 
that the Doorkeeper is not able to assign a messenger for duty 
there during the entire day, the committee have reported favor- 
ably the-resolution. 

I to the gentleman from Missouri. 

TCH. Mr. Speaker, it is only necessary to say to the 


a 












house that this action by the Commiitee on Accounts was in- a mu. 
dorsed in the early part of th y unanimou; resolution | Boatner, 
of the Com ric absolutely nece-sary | Boen, 
for the performance. fommittee that we | Boutelle, 
should have e aay The Bowers. Cal. 
ing the entire h lea rattan, 
- on the beastons of the House; the subcommittees are | Breckinridge, Ky. 
work, and it is utterly impos.ibie for the | Brosius, ’ 
ine Gitmant the acelg t of a messenger. Brows. 
At Seerer get one up to 1 minutes of the pu’ 
“weaats to_the committee in the last | Burrows, 
— for thoenee RSC itis just simply a matter of Shower 
absolute necessity in the. the business of the | Gaminetii, 
com . : Cannon, IL. 
The SPEAKER. The q yn agreeing to the resolu- ae 
tion, Cockran, 
The auertien was taken; and die division there were—ayes. Ree. 
7 
Me pyh BYNUM. Noquoram, — 
ae SPEAKER appointed Mr. ByNuM and Mr. RUSK as tell- | Cooper, Ind. 


"The House again divided; and the tellers supurted——ageuien, 
noes 28. 

Mr. BY ; 

Mr. STONE of ey. 

Mr. HATCH. I hope 


insist on 

Mr. Gro vii of Kentucky. 1 can not withdraw the 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman makes the point that no 
quorum has voted. 


I withdraw the point of no quorum. 
I renew it. 
ieman from Kentucky will not 


Mr. HATCH. I demand the yeas and nays. Mr. REED. Is this a roll call? 

The yeas and nays were ordered. The SPEAKER. This is the end of the first call. “ 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 161, nays 42,n0t| Mr. REEV. There is a roll call going on, and after the severe 
voting 150; as follows: treatment of the other day it woul look rather queer to see ff 

P sexs nae interrupted even by a request for unanimous consent. 

eee eo. pez. Doeeay grey The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine objects. 
Aitken, a Edmunds, Griffin, Mr. REED. The “ gentleman from Maine ” did not object. 
Alexander, oa Ellis, Grout, The SPEAKER. e gentleman can not assume the atti- 
aunty Gnilde —_— a tude he does and then say he does not object, because he did. 
Arnold, Clancy, Epes, Hainer, Mr. REED. statement is in the record and shows for itself. 
Avery, " eee = Erdman, ee The SPE And so is the statement 0° the Chair. 
Lg i Proueer, ihovunar, Mr. REED (continuing). And the people will be able to un- 
Baker, N.H Cockrell, Forman, Hartman, derstand it. 
Bankh: bs, Funk, ——. The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not assume that atti- 
Bartholdt, Cousias, Funston, meen tude—— 
Sarwre Caney. eae Henderaam, Nc | Mr. REED (continuing). It is simply a question of veracity. 
ae De Forest, Geissenhainer, _ The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not assume that atti- 
some A. Sa *: Hines tude. the same time avoid responsibility. 
Brookshire. Doolittle, Gorman, Hit, The with the call of the roll. 
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Holman, 
Hooker, Miss, 
Hopkins, Ii. 
Hudson, 

Huil, 

Ikirt, 

Johnson, N. Dak. 
Kiefer, 

Kyle, 


—s 
Livingston, 
Lockwood, 
Marshall, 
Martin, Ind. 
Marvin, N. Y. 
McAleer, 
McCreary, Ky. 
McCulloch, 
MecDannold, 
McDowell, 
McEttrick, 


Baile 
Bell, Tex. 
Black, Ga. 
Bland, 
Bretz, 
Bynum, 
Cabaniss, 
Cannon, Cal. 
Capehart, 
Cooper. Fla. 
Cooper, Tex. 


Adams, Ky. 
Alderson, 
Aldrich, 
Baidwin, 
Barnes, 
Helden, 

Bell, Colo. 
Beltzhcover, 


Be , 
Bingham 


rise 


So the resolution was 
After the first roll 


Talbott, Md. 


Wheeler, Ala. 
Wheeler, [. 
Whiting, 
— Ohio 


Woolard, 
Wright, Mass. 


Stallings, 
Stone, Ky. 
Strait, 
Talbert, S. C. 
Tate, 
Taylor, Ind. 
Turner, Ga. 
Washington, 
Williams, Ill. 


Ritchie, 
Robinson, Pa, 
Russell, Conn. 
Ryan, 
Schermerhorn, 
Scrauton, 
Settle, 

Sheil, 
Sherman. 
Sickies, 
Simpson, 
Sipe, 

Somers, 
Sperry, 
Stephenson. 
Stevens, 
Straus. 
Strong, 
Swanson, 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Thomas, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Va. 
Updegraf, 
Van ae Ohio 


Wolverton, 
Woomer. 
Wright, Pa. 


peeketitin, Pigott, 
McNagny, Post, 
McRae Powers, 
Meiuiciohn, uigg, 
Meredith, ay, 
Money, ’ 
Montgomery, Reilly, 
Moon, Richardson. Mich. 
Morgan, Robbins, 
Morse, Robertson, La. 
Neill. uskK, 
Northway, Russell, Ga 
Oates, Sayers, 
O'Neil. Mass. Shaw, 
O'Neill, Mo. Sibley, 
Outhwaite, Smith, 
Paschal, Springer. 
Patterson, Stockdale, 
‘Pence, Stone, C. W 
Perkins, Stone, W. A 
Phillips, Storer, 
Pickler, Sweet, 
NAYS—42. 
Cox, Latimer, 
Crawford. Lawson, 
Davis, Lester, 
De Armond, Lynch, 
Dockery, Maddox, 
Hare, Mallory, 
Hunter, McDearmon, 
Hutcheson, McKaig, 
Jones, Moses, 
Kem, Pendleton, Tex. 
Lane, Snodgrass, 
NOT VOTING—150. 
Cooper, Wis. Izlar, 
Cornish, Johnson, Ind. 
Covert, Johnson, Ohio 
Crain, Kilgore, 
Culberson, Kribbs, * 
Curtis, Kans. Lapham, 
zell, Lefever, 
Daniels, Linton, 
Davey, sane. 
bei ws a l 
ey, udenslager, 
Dolliver, Lucas, 
Dunn, Magner, 
Durborow, Maguire, 

, Ky. Mahon, 
English, N. J. Marsh, 
Fieider, McCall 

ithian, McCleary, Minn. 
Fyan, McGann 

ry, McKeighan, 

Gillett, Mass. McLaurin, 
Goodnight, Mercer, 
Graham. Meyer, 
Grosvenor. Milliken, 
Hall, Minn. Murray, 
Hammond, Mutchler, 
Harris, Newlands, 
Harter, Page, 
Haugen, Payne, 
Heard, Paynter, 

er, Pearson, 
Henderson, Il Pendleton, W. Va. 
Hi Randall, 
awe. N. ¥. Rayner, 

Reyburn, 
Honk. Richards, Ohio 
Hulick, Richardson, Tenn. 


Teall thetollowing proceedings took place: 
Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, there seems to be 
hension, and I desire to ask unanimous consent to correct it. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman 


Me. HATCH. I rise to ask unanimous consent to make a 
brief statement, that this is not an additional messenger-—— 

The SPEAKER. Itcan only be done by unanimous consent. 
Mr. HATCH. Iask unanimous consent. - 


a& misappre- 
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The roll call was resumed and concluded as above. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Mr. WLLSON of West Virginia with Mr. DALZELL. 

Mr. DENSON with Mr. WOOMER. 

Mr. KRIBBS with Mr. BRosIvus. 

Mr. MCKEIGHAN with Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. WEADOCK with Mr. HOOKER of New York. 

Mr. LISLE with Mr. Houk of Tennessee. 

Mr. BRATTAN with Mr. ADAMs of Kentucky. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. CALDWELL. 

Mr. Coss of Alabama with Mr. MCCALL. 

Mr. Evuis of Kentucky with Mr. HAUGEN. 

Mr. PAGE with Mr. MORSE. 

Mr. BARNES with Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota. 

Mr. GRAHAM with Mr. STRONG. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois with Mr. ALDRICH. 

Mr. SICKLES with Mr. WADSWORTH. 

Mr. MAGNER wiih Mr. Lucas. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 

Mr. BRICKNES with Mr. CHICKERING. 

Mr. VAN VooRGIs of Ohio with Mr. PEARSON. 

Mr. DURBOROW with Mr. GROSVENOR. 

Mr. FITHIAN with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. FYAN with Mr. LINTON, 

Mr. ALDERSON with Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. HOPKINS of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Mappox with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. HARTER with Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois: 

Mr. COMPTON with Mr. Bowers of California. 

Mr. SOMERS with Mr. SHERMAN. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

On motion of Mr. RUSK, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina [{Mr. 
HENDERSON] calls for the regular order. 


QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. O NEILL of Missouri. I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman states that he rises toa 
question of privilege. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. In the St. Louis Republic of yes- 
terday, in a published interview with Congressman MORGAN of 
Mis-ouri, the following statement appears: 

Besides, it was agreed by O'NEILL and a= that where the intention of the 
voter could be ascertained his vote should be counted. Why should we 
violate the solemn agreement of Mr. O'NEILL? He could not break this 

eement without dishonor, and he asked too much of Congress to do what 
his sense of personal honor precluded him from doing. 


Concerning that statement, Mr. Speaker, the only agreement 
ever entered into between Mr. Joy and myself was, that when we 


I call for the regular 


found ballots where the voter had scratched simply the caption | 


of the ticket or portions of the ticket, we would take that 
to be the intention of the voter to have erased that ticket and 
voted for the one that remained intact. In the brief furnished 
by Mr. Joy, on page 19, he gives a list of the described ballots 
that were to be counted according to that rule. (See page 755.) 

On e 755 of the testimony, the rule that he refers to ig 
mentioned in the testimony of Patrick Kiiloran, where Mr. Joy 
states: 


It is agreed that the witness, Patrick Killoran, cast his ballot properly, 
and thatthe ballot was described in the record. and that this witness's ballot 


29 described would have been counted for the contestant under the rule , 


adopted later between the contestant and the cuntestee. And it is further 
ers that all described ballots during the first three days and prior to the 
option 


a in the count, as appears by the record. 


An examination of the ballots, in number amounting to 21, | 
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| has 
| 
of the rule shall be counted in accordance with the rule adopted 


The agreement related wholly to the face of the ballot; that is, when the 
witness Maroney could not determine from the face of the ballot who it 
should be counted for, and the contestant and contestee could not agree, it 
was agreed to call and abide by the declared intention of the voter rhe 
number of the ballot, where there was an agreement to take the intention of 
the voter, Was taken down by the contestant and contestee, and when either 
party introduced the voter who was supposed to have voted that ballot, the 
party calling the witness announced: * This is one of the cases in which it 
Was agreed to take and stand by the intention of the voter:”’ and in scarcely 
any such case was the witness cross-examined. He was simply asked who 
he intended to vote for, answered, and was discharged. 

CHARLES S. BROADHEAD. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, when the statement was made before the 
| committee that | had agreed to be bound by the intention of the 

voters according as the tickets were found in the box, | stated 
to the committee that there was no such agreement. On the 
: 3d of last October, immediately after that stitement appoured, 
I published in the St. Louis Republican of that date the follow- 
ing: 

Joy's statement that I had agreed to count every fraudulent ballot 
a stupid falsehood that it answers itself. 

There is not in the entire record one iota of an agreement or 
statement that I have not lived up to. There is not in that ree- 
ord the testimony of a single witness that shows where a single 
fraudulent practice was used in my interest. 

In the brief that I furnished to the committee I furnished in- 
stances of every conceivable kind of friud that could be prac- 
ticed at an election, and those instances were sufficiently fre- 
quent that the committee need never have re erred to the laws 
of Missouri. They need never have discarded one single ballot 
on account of having not been initialed or numbered. If they 
had simply taken the overwhelming mass of proof of fraudulent 
votes, it would have given me my seat upon this floor. 

I have borne patiently not only the misrepresentations and 
falsehoods in regard to this contest. but I have borne what is 
more. Under the surface my record on this floor as a Repre- 

| sentative has been attacked in a cowardly and contemptible 
manner. I have been branded here—not openly, but covertly 
| and quietly—as a firebrand, as a labor agitator, as one who, if 
| seated in this Hous :, would ciuse disturbances here. With one 
| exception, there is not a bill that I ever presented in this House 
that did not pass the House by an almo-t unanimous vote, and 
| to-day those bills are on the statute books of yourcountry. The 
| convict labor bill alone filed to pass, and that bill went to en- 
| grossment by an overwhelming vote. I want my status in this 
| House established. I have been a representative of my people 
| for over twenty years, and I have never been charged with either 
falschood or dishonor. 

My peop!e for twelve years have unanimously nominated me 
| for Congress. The people of my city know me. They have 
known me from the time when I traversed the streets of that 
city asanewsboy. They know me there as the son of an hum- 
ble Irish liborer; and if to advocate the cause of the people from 


is such 





| whom [ sprung is to put me under the ban, then I am willing to 


| retire from public life. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentlemanallow me to ask him 
a question? 
Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. 
any question he desires to ask. 
Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Speaker—— 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. I simply desire to ask the Chair if this is a 
question of privilege? 
| TheSPEAKER. The gentleman stated that he rose to a ques- 
| tion of privilege. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Does the Chair hold that the gentleman 
presented a question of privilege? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has finished his remarks, 
and no point has been made. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. I supposed that the Chair sometimes took 


I will yield to the gentleman for 


under that rule, will be found to bear out | cognizance of the proceedings and admonished members as to 


rivilege had been presented. 
Tne SPEAKER. The Chair is not responsible for the gentle- 


claimed by Mr. “oF \ 
my statement. All of those ballots are of this class. Ballot | whether a question of 
349-422 is claimed by me. | 

On the Democrati:, 's, and Prohibition tickets, on each one of them | man’s supposition. 


there is a cross mark in the middle of the ticket: on the Republican ticket 
the name of M. Kotenay is scratched by horizontal lines, and there are no 
other scratches on the Ucket. 

On the other ballots you will find the samedescription. When 
I noticed this interview I owe my attorney at St. Louis, 
Charles S. Broadhead, and I have just received from him the 
following telegram: 


To Hon. Jou J. O’NEILL, 
Washington: 
Inthe O’Neill-Joy case the agreement to abide by the intention of the voter, 
as testified by him, related only to those cases where the caption or some 
portion of the face of the ballot was scratched, and did not relate to anything 


Sr. Low!s, Mo., April ¢, 1894. 


ae on the face of the bailot. bg hperlin yet go 
ment that the intention of the voter should or might be taken as to all the 
ballots or any large proportion of them. 
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| willing to take it. 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me we have heard 
about enough of the O’Neill contested election case: and the 
gentleman. now having his seat. would do well to devote him- 
self to the discharge of hisCongressional duties for the perform- 
ance of which Mr. Joy was elected by the voters of the Eleventh 
| Congressional district of Missouri. {Loud applause on the Re- 
publican side. | 
Now I have been referred to, and I think that I can speak on 
a question of personal privilege. I read from the election case 
of O'Neill gly} or I find this unmodified independent propo- 
sition mide by Mr. O'NEILL: 


Mr.O'NEILL. I am willing to take the intention of the voter richt 
Mr. Joy. When I can see the plain intention of the v 


through, 
oter lam perfectly 
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Iam not surprised that Mr. O’NErL1. declined to take the in- 

tention of the voter. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. Read the next line. 

Mr. MORGAN (continuing). In this case. 

Mr. ONEILL of Missouri. Read the next line. 

Mr. MORGAN (reading): 

By Mr. Bares. Either do that or describe it. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. That is it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I ask the Chair if this debate is in order? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. O'NEILL] 
rose and had read an extract from a paper, and stated that he 
rose to a question of privilege that covered thestatement made 
in an interview purporting to be given by the gentleman's col- 
league [Mr. MORGAN]. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
O NEILL] was permitted to make his statement, and the gentle- 
man from Missouri|Mr. MORGAN], his colleague, is making his 
statement in reply. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Now, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman has just 
stated that we have had sufficientof the O’Neill and Joy contested- 
election case, and I object. 

The SPEAKER. lut there has been a question raised, and 
the gentleman has been recognized to make a personal state- 
ment, 

Mr. MORGAN. I admit that the interview was correct, as 
published in the St. Louis Republic. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. L insiston my point of order, Mr. Speaker, 
which is that the question under consideration is not in order. 
Mr. O’NEIL', has made his statement of the question of privilege, 
and that is the end of the case. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentlemanfrom Missouri[Mr.O’NEILL] 
has had suggested some controversy as to the accuracy of the 
statement made 

Mr. CAM’ BELL. I desire to have a ruling of the Chair. If 
Tam right, I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will proceed in order, and 
confine himself to the question. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iwill. Iwill read from the election case to 
show that what I stated was correct. 

By Mr. O’Netru. It is and announced that where the intention of 
the voter is apparent, that the vote will be counted for the person for whom 
he intended to vote. It applies all through the entire ballot. 

(Aoniete on the Republican side. ] 

‘hat is the language of Mr. O’NEILL. 

By Mr. Joy. Bow parties agree to it. 


[Renewed applause. } 

And that is followed by other testimony, sustaining, as I un- 
derstand, the proposition. 

I did state that in that interview, when I was called upon to 
explain my vote, for having discarded the report of a Deas. 
cratic committee. I never criticised its conclusions of law. I 
was called upon to explain the reason I voted against the unseat- 
ing of Mr. Joy, being a Democrat, and I gave them. The gen- 
na = not read alltheinterview. T read the remainder, 
as it is short. 


I voied against turning Joy out because it a red clear to me that he 
was fairly elected and received the certificate of election from the 

cratic official of the State, who canvasseil the returns. No fraud 
uentiy shown to set aside this solemn and authoritative action. It 





Was su y 
is a poor argument to say the blican majority in former 
have Giareanrded the votes of the legal electors, overthrown th tes 


of State boards of cauvassers and turned out Democratic Representatives 
fairly elected. We should avoid the wrongs of the Republicans rather than 
repeat them. , 

[Applause on the Democratic side]. 

It is bad ics to take advantage of mere technicalities to defeat the will 
of the people. We have had toomuch of this inelectioncases. We ought to 
do right, and the right thing was to allow Joy to remain in his seat. 

I still adhere to those declarations. They are true. [Loud 
applause on the Republican side]. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I beg pardon of the House for referring to 
this matter, and I hope we are done w th the O'Neill contested- 
election case, because I think it more than we can stand. 
{Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the committees for re- 
rts. . 
” OERTIFICATION OF CERTAIN CLAIMS. 

Mr. BALLEY, from the Committee on the Judiciary, rted 
back witha ee a a joint eee - Res. 
121) authorizing proper officers partment to 
examine and certify claims in favor of certain counties in Ari- 
zona’ which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordere i to be printed. 
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PARTIAL PAYMENTS FOR WORK FOR REVENUE-MARINE SERV- 
10K. 

Mr. BAILEY also, from the Committee on the Judiciary, re- 
ported back with an amendment a joint resoiution (H. Res. 150) 
providing for partial payments for work, etc., for Revenue-Ma- 
rine Service; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

PROTECTION OF THE FLAG OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. LAYTON, from the Committee on the Judiciary. reported 
back with a favorable recommendation a bill (H. R. 5315) to pre- 
vent desecration of the United States flag; which was referred 
to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 


BELT RAILWAY COMPANY, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, reported a bill (H. R. 6596) as a substitute 
for the bill (H. R. 5933) to amend the act approved February 18, 
1893. changing the nameof the Capitol, North O Street, and South 
Washington Railway Company to the Belt Railway Company, 
and granting additional powers to said company; which was re- 
ferred to the Union Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

The original bill (H. R. 5933) for the same purpose was laid on 
the table. 

The call of committees was completed. 


TAXATION OF LEGAL-TENDER NOTES. 


Mr. HALL of Missouri, from the Committee on Banking and 
Currency,reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 4826) 
to subject to State taxation National bank-notes and United 
States Treasury notes, and asked that the bill and report be 
printed, together with the views of the minority, and recom- 
mitted to the commitee. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a parliamentary in- 
quiry in regurd to that. The bill that came to the committeo 
from the House is not the one that is reported back. That bill 
was amended by the committee, and it is the amended bill that 
is authorized to be reported to the House. 

TheSPEAKER. Well, the gentleman. the Chair understands, 
has ted the bill that he was authorized to report. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The report shows that thecommittee have 
recommended amendments. Of course the committee had to re- 
port back the bill that was referred to it by the House, but it is 
— back with amendments, which appear in the report. 

‘he bill, with the reportand the views of the minority, was 
ordered to be printed, and recommitted to the committee. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. LOCKWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the joint resolution reported 
a while ago by the gentlemvn from Texas from the Committee on 
the Judiciary in regard to partial payments for work for the 
Revenue Marine Service. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. If that 
demund is withdrawn, the Chair will entertain the gentleman’s 


es'. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I will withdraw the 
demand for the regular order, Mr. Speaker, with the under- 
standing that if the matter which the gentleman from New 
York desires to call up occasions debate, it will be withdrawn. 
Mr. LOCKWOOD. Ido not think it will occasion any debate. 


PARTIAL PAYMENTS FOR WORK FOR REVENUE MARINE SERV- 
ICE. 


Mr. LOCKWOOD. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of that joint resolution. 
The joint resolution was read, as foliows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and 
he hereby is. authorized to make partial payments from time to time upon 
all.contracts for the construction of vessels forthe Revenue Marine Service, 
but not in excess of the amount of the value of the work already done: and 
that = contracts shall provide fora lien upon such vessels for all advances 
so made. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, how does this come befere the 
House? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent for its consideration at this time. Is there objec- 

2 

Mr. REED. I want to understand what it is before I consent. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. [shall be happy toinform the gentleman. 
Fora great many yearsithas been the custom of the Treasury De- 
{ “on contracts for revenue marine vessels and other ves- 
ment, to make partial paymenis. 
Under the contracts as they have been made heretofore the Gov- 





1894. 


ernmontobtained no lien whatever upon a vessel by these partial 
payments, but had to relyentirely upon the bondsmen of the con- 
tractor. It was formerly understood that under section 3645 of 
the Revised Statutes authority was given to make these parti: 
payments, but from a late opinion given by the Attorney-Gen- 
eral it appears that partial payments can not be legally made; 
the Government does not acquire any property in the vessels. 
I have a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury requesting 
that this joint resolution be passed by Congress in order that 
these partial payments may bo made from time to time as work 
progresses upon vessels which are being constructed for the Re ve- 
nue Marine Service, tho Light-House Service, and other branches 
of service connected with the Treasury Department. 

It has been the regular custom of the Dep rtment for many 
years to mike piryments of this kind, but owing to the failure 
of one of the contractors the question has lately arisen whether 
partial payments should be made to the bondsmen who had been 
subrogated to the rights and obligations of contractors. The 
Treasury Department asked for the opinion of the Department 
of Justice on this question, and the Dopartment of Justice has 
held that under the law as it exists to-day these payments can 
not be made. 

This joint resolution simply provides that partial payments 
not exceeding 75 per cent of the work done may be made to the 
contractors as the work on these vessels progresses. As I have 
sa'd. there has beena regular custom of making such payments, 
but thess payments apart from the sanction which custom gave 
have been entirely outside of the law. 

This resolution will not vary the practice which has prevailed 
for a great many years in the Treasury Department, but will 


} 
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simply make plain as a matter of law and right what the Treas- | 


ury Department should do. 

Mr. REED. 
a lien for the amounts advanced? 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Yes, sir. It is provided that hereafter 
upon any vessel on which partial paymentsare made the Govern- 
ment shall have a lien for the amount advanced. 

Mr. REED. And this does not in any way release the bonds- 
men? 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. In no way. 

Mr. REED. Does this resolution provide for any such case 2 
where the bondsmen take possession of the vessel for the pur- 

se of completing the contract? 

Mr. LOCK WOOD. It does not. 

Mr. BAILEY. Let me suggest to the gentleman from Maine 
that one of the amendments o'fered by the committee would 
cover that precise point. 

Mr. REED. So that, under this provision, advances could be 
mado to the bondsmen when they undertake the fulfillment of 
the contract? 

Mr. BAILEY. 
of the original contractors, they become subrogated to the rights 
of the contractors; and consequently these payments could be 
made to them. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the joint resolution. 

The amendments reported by the committee were agreed to. 

The joint resolution as amended was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading, was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. LOCKWOOD, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


PRIVATE PENSION BILLS. 
ERSON of North Carolina. I call for the regular 


s 


Mr. HEN 
order. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana, 
Carolina [Mr. HENDERSON] to yield to me for a moment. 
not wish to call up any bill, but simply to submit a request. 

TheSPEAKER. For whai purpose dogs the gentleman from 
Indiana rise? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I have expressed my request in 
writing. I send the paper to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Task unanimous consent that the previous question be considered as.or- 
dered on the consideration, third reading, engrossment, and pass ge Of all 
private bills on the Calendar of Untinished Business which have been re- 
ported to the House by the Committee of the Whole at Friday night ses- 
sions; subject tothe reading and approvalof the Journal, the calling of 
committees for reports, executive communications. messages from the Sen- 
ate. the rightof way of general appropriation bills, and also to existing 
special orders for eul ; and fifteen minutes’ debate on each side may be 
had on each bill; provided that this order sintll not interfere with the regu- 
lar order at Friday night sessions. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent that this order be made. Is there cb ection? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Reserving the right to object, I wish to 
inquire whether the order, if adopted, will take precedence of 


I ask the gentleman from North 
[do 


Does this resolution provide that there shall be | 


Whenever they undertake the work in place | 


| 
| 
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all questions except those therein mentioned, and the appro- 
priation bills? ee 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I suppose it would. 
Mr. McMILLIN. [I see that the gentleman ex ts from the 


f 


operationof the order the very night s>t apart for the considera- 
tion of these bills. It-strixes me th ut is peculiar. It is a matter 
of question vbie propricty to order the previous question on forty 
different measures at one time. I do not think it a good 
method of proceeding. Yet I dislike to make an objection which 
muy seem to prevent the orderly consideration of these meas- 


ures. If half an hour be devoted to each of these bills, assuming 
that the yeas and nays are not called, then whatever may be the 
exigency of other business, twenty hours would be devot d te 
the disposition of these bills. e 

Vir. MARTIN of Indiana. I have tried to make this o r 
broad enough to allow the taking up of these me sures when no 
others are regularly before the House. I intend to observe er 
tire good faith in that particular in asking the enforcement of 


the order. I do not wish to antagonize other business. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Does the gentleman except fromthe opera- 
tion of the order privileged reports? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I ask that the order be again read. 

The Clerk again read the request. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iask the gentleman to except also | 
leged bills or privileged roports. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Laccept that, and modify the reso! u- 
tion accordingly. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I would like to have the gentlem 
an explanation of the effect of this resolution. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. It simply means that the previous 
question shall be ordered upon the various bills that have been 
aire:dy considered and reported from the Committee of the 
Whole, with a view to taking them up for consideration when 
there is no business bsfore the House of the kind specified in 
the exception. 

Mr. CANNON of Lllinois. Had not the gentleman better 
broaden the resolution. and let it apply to bills that shall be con 
sidered on friday nicht sessions in the future, as well sn: 
already considered? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. 
take to do that. 

Mr. RIED. It probably could not be got through the House. 
The same influences that are against general pension bills would 
be aguinst that. 

Mr. PICKLER. 
much. 

Mr. REED. It is the best that could be done in this House. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the g 
tieman from India? 

Mr. HUTCHESON. I object. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 

BUACK of Illinois until April 10, on account of important 


ness. 


ivi 


n give 


OC 


those 


I think we had better not under- 


I do not think this will help the matter very 


en- 


isi- 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HENDERSON of NorthCarolina. I move that the House 
now resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union tofurther consider general appropriation bills, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on tae state of the Union, Mr. Hatrcu in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
pending bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

\ bil (H.R. 6916) making appropriations for the service of the Post-Ofice 
Department for the fiscal year en ling June 30, 1895. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the pending amend- 
ment of the gentleman from [ilinois, against which the point of 
order is made by the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. HEN- 
DERSON]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to modify the amendment which 
is now pending, oifered by myself last evening, so as to read as 
follows. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Prowded, That from and after the passage of this act all periodical publi- 
cations, issued fromm a known place of publication at stated intervals and as 
frequently as four times a year, by or under the auspices of a benevolent or 
fraternal society or order organized under the lodge system and having a 
bona fide membership of not less than one thousand ‘persons, or by a regu- 
larly incorporeted institution of learning, or by or under the auspices of a 
trades union, and all ne of strictly professional or scient fic socie- 
ties shail be admitted tothe mails as second-class matter, and the postage 
thereon shall be the same as on other second-class matter and no more: 
Provided further, that such matter shall be originated and published to 


further the objects and purposes of such society, order, trades unton, or in- 
stitution of learning, and shall be formed of printed paper sheets without 


The Clerk will report the title of the 
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board. cloth, leather, or other substantial binding such as distinguish 
printed books for preservation. from periodica! publications. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina, I make thesame point 
of order, Mr. Chairman, against the modified amendment as I 
made again-t the original. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. This amendment is 
not germane to the subject-matter of the bill. The elfect of the 
amendment is to make a permanent law. It is bound to change 
existing law; and if it isnot for that purpose, it isan idle amend- 
ment. 

In addition to that it does not reduce expenditures. On the 

‘contrary, it will greatly increase them. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. QuiGG] desires to be 
heird on the point of order, and I will give way to him for the 
present. 

Mr. WUIGG. Mr. Chairman, I desire to address the Chair on 
the point of order which was made on yesterday by the chiir- 
man of the Committee on Pest-Offices and Post-Roads against 
the original amendment introduced by the gentleman from IIli- 
nois, and is now renewed against the modified amendment, which 
point of order, if I understand it correctly, is that the amend- 
ment changes existing law without retrenching expenditure. 

The gentieman from Illinois urges that it does not change 
existing law at all, and in order that the committee m vy under- 
stand that this is the view of the publishers of this class of 
periodicals, and that they contend now,and have always con- 

-tended, that their newspapers are entitled to admission as sec- 
ond-class matter, I desire to read from a letter that I have re- 
ceived from the recorder of the Grand Lodge of the Ancient 
Order of United Workmen, in which it is stated: 

First, I beg to assure you that fraternal beneficial societies, like the An- 
cient Order of United Workmen, the Royal Arcanum, the Knights of 
Honor, and many others, do not find so much fault with the ruling of the 
Post-Ofice Department, only that we feel that a wrong construction has 
pee on ti 6 law relating to newspapers published in the interests of this 

Their claim is identical with the claim of the gentleman from 
Illinois. Incidentally, | desire to say that it seems to me that 
the Chair is placed fn an unfortunate position by this point of 
order, for he is called upon to do precisely that of which we are 
complaining of the Post-Office Department. We are complain- 
ing that these newspapers have been subjected, not to the ope- 
ration of the law as it exists, but to the operation of bureau- 
made law; and I think that most members. of this House will 
agree with me that there isa good deal too much of bureau made 
lawanyhow. The Third Assistant Postmiaster-General. and the 
Assistant Attorney-General who serves in connection with the 
Department, and the Postmaster-General himself, know a good 
deal more about law in general than they do about newspapers 
and if the observations which I shall bring to the attention of 
the Chair assist him in deciding this point of order, they may 
be of service, because [ know alittle about law and a little about 
newspapers, too. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
QUIGG] suspend fora moment? The Chair will take it as a per- 
sonal favor, and a very great courtesy on the part of the com- 
mittee, if members of the committee who are engaged in con- 
vers tion on the floor will allow the Chair to hear the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. QUIGG. Now, Lam going to confine myself strictly and 
literally to this point of order, and not to the contention whether 
or not it is desirable to send newspapers through the mails at a 
cheap rate of tage, not to the point whether the papers will 
burden the mail, not to. the point whether too much money is 
being expended by the Government in this way, but strictly to 
the point of order. Those are questions that are quite aside 
from this. 

I may say, in passing, that these publications must be admit- 
ted to be newspapers. They contain news. If anybody doubts 
that, I have a lot of them thataresubject toexaminition. They 
are newspapers. They fulfill every requirement of the law, un- 
less one, and it is to thit one Iam Loanien. I will inquire if the 
Chair has before him the law cares this subject? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has the law before him, and is 
following the question closely. 

Mr. QUIGG. If the Chair will look at the law, he will see 
that the first statutory requirement is that the newspaper must 
be regularly issued at s intervals, as a as four 
times a yeur; that it must bear a date of issue be numbered 
ey: These newspapers fulfill all those conditions, do 

not? " 

Genend. It must be issued from a known office of en. 
Well, there is no trouble about that. They are all from 
well-defined of business. 

Third. They must be formed of R paigcwes sheets without 
board, cloth, leather, or substan Gadingn, oot as distin- 
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— printed books for preservation from periodical publica- 
ons. 

Well, they are not books or anything like books. 

Fourth. lt mus% be originated and published for the dissemi- 
nation of information of a public character or devoted to litera- 
ture, the sciences, arts. or some special industry, and have a 
legitimate list of subscribers. 

Now, it may be said by some people, though it is not said by 
the Department, that these newspapers do not have a legitimate 
list of subscribers. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. That is just what the 
Department does say. 

Mr. QUIGG. That claim is not urged by the Department. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. You are mistaken 
about that. That is oneof the points the Department makes. I 
will call the gentleman’s attention to the opinion of Mr. Tyner, 
Assistant Attorney-General under Mr. Harrison, and of Mr. 
Thomas. Assistant Attorney-General under Mr. Cleveland. 

Mr. QU:.GG. Then the Department has gone a long way 
farther from the law than I supposed it had. The Department 
is b inder to the facts than I supposed it was. 

There is no question here about these newspapers having le- 
gitimate lists of subscribers. That question ought not to be 
raised; butif it is going tc be raised, I will speak about that. 
They cll have subscribers, and those subscribers are furnished 
by a society. <A society supplies a list of subscribers, who agree 
to receive the paper, and who pay the society for the piper. 

Mr. DUNPHY. Is not the paper published by the society? 

Mr. QUIGG. It may or may not be. In some iastances it is 


not. 

Mr. DUNPHY. The question that has come up in the Post- 
Office Department is whether the members of the society pub- 
lishing the paper become legitimate, bona fide subscribers with- 
out paying anything else except their annual dues. They pay 
nothing except their an ual dues, and the society, in coasider- 
ation of those dues, sends them this fraternal journal. 

Mr. QUIGG. That is what I am talking about. That is 
merely a method of collecting. The society acts as middleman, 
and collects the subscriptions from these subscribers, either by 
means of the regular dues of the society or by any other means 
that the society chooses to adopt, ani forwards the subscriptions 
to the publisher of the paper, who may or may not be in the em- 
ploy of the society. Sometimes it is an entirely independent 
concern. Many of these newspapers are published by individu- 
als. The paper is the individ property of one man, and not 
the property of a society at all in some cases: but because he 
isa member of the society, and stands well with the society, 
that society adopts his newspaper asitsorgan. That is the case 
in several instances. In other cases the papersare published by 
the societies themselves, and the question raised by the gentle- 
man is merely as to a method of collection. 

Mr. LOUD. Will the gentleman yield for a question there? 

Mr. QUIGG. Yes. 

Mr. LOUD. Do = not understand that this amendment pro- 
posed here will go beyond the cases you are arguing for and 
make it compulsory upon the ee to admit as second- 
class matter an . published by the societies or organiza- 
tions mention this amendment, whether they have a legiti- 
mate circulation or not, or any circulation? 

Mr.QUIGG. Why certainly not. If they have nocirculation, 
they will not want to go through the mails. 

Me. LOUD. I mean legitimate circulation. I can issue a 
journal under this amendment simply as an advertising medium 
for a commercial college. 

Mr. QUIGG. Oh, no. 

Mr. LOUD. I can, under this proposed law, simply as an ad- 
vertising medium. and not have a single subscriber. 

Mr. QUIGG. Oh, no. I want to call the attention of the 
Chairman to this. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would be obliged to members 
of the committee if they would allow the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Qu1GG] to address the Chair to the conclusion of his 
remarks without interruption. The Chair will then nize 
any gentleman who desires to aay his views on this point of 

er. The Chair is very anxious to hear the gentleman from 
New York withot further interruption. 

Mr. QUIGG. The point made by the gentleman from Califor- 
nia is that he can issue (and this bears on the question of order) 
& paper, and it does not make any difference whether he has any 

timate list of subscribers or not; it may simply be an adver- 
sheet, intended for the pu of promoting his business, 

and he can send it through mails under this resolution. 
He can cot do anything of the kind, for the simple reason that 
the iaw says very distinctly that no journal which is issued as an 
advertisiag um, nor which has not a regular list of sub- 
scribers, can thus go through the mails. 

















That disposes of his supposititious case at once. Now, then, I | 
come down to the point of whether anewspaper hasa legitimate | 
list of subseribers. What signiticance attaches tothe use of the | 
word “legitimate?” It is legitimate if they have to pay for | 
them, is it not? Well, it makes no difference how they pay for | 
them, then, provided they do pay for them. If they pay amid- 
dleman, and he transfers it to the office, that is paying for it 
If they pay an agent of the newspaper, and the agent goes tothe 
newspaper and pays it and takes o:f his commission, that is le- | 
gitimate. 

Suppose they pay it to the secretary of a society and he pays | 
it into the fund, and the fund goes out to pay the expenses of the 
paper, what ditierence does it make? Is it not a legitimate list 
of subscribers? Of course itis. Then the final point is this, and | 
U desire particularly to call the attention of tne Chair to the | 
preliminary expression which introduces this report: 

Provided, however— 


And I wish the gentleman in charge of the bill would do me 
the honor of listening to me at this point— 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I did not understand 
the gentleman. 

Mr. QUIGG. I say I will be obliged if the gentleman would 
give me his attention at this point. I want to make the point, 
and bring it closely to the gentleman's attention, that in the 
four statutory provisions in regard to these newspapers, after say- | 
ing that the paper must be originated and publishea for the dis- 
semination of information of a public character, must te devoted | 
to literature, science, or art, or special industries, and have a | 
legitimate list of subscribers, before we come to the last qu iifi- 
cation there are the words, ‘‘ provided, however.” In otaer 
words, sir, this last qualification is simply a qualification of that 
which has gone before: 

Provided, however, That nothing herein contained shall be so construed as 
to admit to second-class rates regular publications designed primarily for 
advertising purposes— 

Will the gentleman from California give heed to that— 
or for free circulation— 

And that is not involved here, because it isa paid circulation— 
or for circulation at nominal rates. 


| 


Now, sir, this last qualification, ‘‘ nominal rates,” is all there 
is in this pointof order; absolutelyall. Thisisthelaw. What- 
ever else is in this subject, what the gentleman may insist is the 
law, necessarily may or may not be as we choo-e to decide. 
This is the Department view. That view is shown in a series | 
of regulations, in which they have provided as to how a pub- 
lisher shall define his newspaper in offering it for circulation at 
pound rates. 

It appears that they have construed this provision in these 
words. ‘* That the paper must be circulated when the public ition 
is controlled by a society, association, or club, and is distribut:-d 
among its members upon the payment of regular dues or of an | 
assessment covering the cost of publication.” Now, that is the 
construction of the Department as to the meaning of nominal 
rates. I want to say to the Chair again that that construction | 
illustrates the fact with which I introduced my observations — | 
that these lawyers in the Post-Office Department know a great | 
deal more about law than they do about newspapers. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman please read that cone 
struction again? 

Mr. QUIGG. Yes, sir. 

When the publication is controlled by a society, association, or club, and 
is distributed among its members upon the payment of regular dues or an 
assessment covering the cost of publ.cation. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman in charge of the bill says 
that the Department contends now, and he proposes to submit 
something in which the contention is urged, thit these news- | 
papers have no legitimate circulation. But that is an after- 
thought. That is the point which the Department has been 
relying upon, the reason it has been furnishing to these adver- 
tisers and publishers for keeping their publications out of the 
m ils, and that is the last construction as to nominal rates. 
That is what it has been doing. whatever it may be saying to 
the House; and now that the sub ect is up, in its desire to pre- 
vent the House from doing what it may wish to do, is an after- 
thought. It does not put that in the design, or at least does not | 

ut it in the regulation. The regulation on the subject is what | 

have read to the Ch iir. 

Now, as | say, these gentlemen know more about law than | 
they do about newspapers, or they would see the point that if a) 
literal construction were to be ziven to this word ‘‘ nominal” 
it would bar out of the mails nearly every newspaper in the | 
United States. Take, for instance, such newspapers as we have | 
in New York—the Herald, the Tribune, the World, the Sun; 
the bills for the white paper on which they are printed amount | 
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at the end of the year to nearly as great a sum as they receive 
from subscriptions; so that their subscriptions are really all 
‘‘nominal” in one sense. Mr. Chairman, when a man under- 
takes to argue about what Congress intended when it used cer 
tiin language in making some expression of its will, the field 
for speculation is very wide. But if Congress meant anything 
sensible by the use of this word “nominal,” in viiw of the fact 


| that literally all the newspapers are circulated at nominal rates, 


it meant, and it must have meant, simply to provide that none 


| of the newspapers that are included in these four cl isses should 


be allowed to sne.k into the muils by charging a very triding 
That was what was m»int by the use of 
the word ‘“‘nominal,” and that is what must have been meant, 
for it is used as a qualificition of what goes before. The inten- 
tion was to shut out advertising sheets, sheets designed to pro- 
mote individual interests —— 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Ayer’s Sarsaparilla, for instance. 

Mr. QUIGG. Yes; any publication that is designed to pro- 
mote the interests of a particular business. There are large 
dry-goods firms in New York City that issue pxpers and try to 
get them through the mails, although their sole purpose is to 
advertise the business of those firms. My colieague from New 
York [Mr. COMMINGs]has mentioned another concern that does 
the sme thing. , 

Mr.CUMMINGS. Yes. They printa million copies. 

Mr. QUIGG. I believe so. Now, the law was intended to 
prevent the accomplishment of any such thing as that, to pre- 
vent .those papers from getting access to the muils at newspaper 
rates by making a slight charge for subscription and circulat- 


| ing as vew+papers. when they were really advertising sheets in- 


tended to be circulated free. But these newspapers that have 
been excluded do not circulate for nothing. It costs a great 
deal of money t» print them. Hereisoneof them, the fraternal 
kind, against which this prohib tion is being urged. 

You see it is an 8pige paper almost eutirely composed of 
it has general advertisements on the back, and anybody 
mate industry to advertise. Thatis the character of all these 
publications. They are newspapers if there ever was a newspa- 
per. They are just as much newspapers as the religious publi- 
cations that are circulating through the mails at pound rates, 


| and obviously the only intention of the law in using the word 


‘*nominal,” which is used as a qualification of what precedes it, 
was to provide against the evasion of the law by publications of 
the several characters described—to provide that a publication 
which does not appear at stated intervals, that a publication 
which is not published as often as four times a year, that a pub- 
lication which does not bear a date, that a publication which is 
not numbered consecutively, that a publication which is not is- 
sued trom a known office, that a publication which is not printed 
as a newspaper but as a book, that a pub:ication which is not 
originated and published for the dissemination of information 
ofa public character or devoted to literature, the sciences, arts. or 
some special industry—the intention, I say, was to provide tht 
none of these so-called newspapers should gain access to the 
mails at the pound rate by simply sticking on some tri:ling 
charge for subscription. That is the meaning and the whoie 
meaning of the word ‘* nominal” as taere used. 

Now, Mr. Chairm wn, I submit that it must be clear to you, as 
it certainly ought to be clear to the committee, that these pa- 
pers to which | have heretofore called attention have been for- 
bidden acces; to the mails upon a narrow and an incorrect con- 
struction of the law. The lawyers who read that word ‘ nomi- 
nal” did not know what itmeantasthere used. Thatisall there 
is of it, and it is nothing anusual for lawyers not to know what 
things mean. |Laughter.}] They make mistakes all the time, 
lixe other people. 

Mr. LOUD. Does the gentleman say that this paper, the Fra- 
ternal Times, is denied access to the maiis as second-class mat- 
ter? 

Mr. QUIGG. I am so informed. 

Mr. LOUD. The gentleman is mistaken. Here is a state- 
ment printed right on the face of the journal itself: ‘‘ Entered 
as second-class matter at the New York post-olfice July 18, 1889.” 

Mr. QUIGG. It may have printed that on its face, and yet 
may have been denied access to the mails ufterward. 

Mr. LOUD. There are only two papers th itare denied access 
to the mails, and this, aS I have said, is not one of them, for it 
bears the inscription I have just read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That does not necessarily show that it is 
allowed to go through the mails, though. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. The official organ of the National Typo- 
graphical Union is denied the privilege of the mails. 

Mr. LOUD. That is all right. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Itisali wrong, and you know it. 

Mr. QUIGG. Now, Mr. Chairman, I dare to say that the 
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gentleman from California is mistaken in what he has just 
stated. 

The gentlemen who have sent me these papers as samples of 
the papers that have been denied access to the maiis are not 
lying to me or imposing upon me; they are honorable gentle- 
men; and the gentleman from California[Mr. Loup] is mistaken 
in his statement. They know whether their papers have been 
denied access to the mails much better thun the gentleman from 
California does. 

Mr, CANNON of Illinois. 
singlo statement? 

Mr. QUIGG. With pleasure. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The legislation now in question 
originated in the first session of the Forty-third Congress. I 
was at that time a member of the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads, was chairman of the subcommittee having this 
mattor under consideration, and I had charge of the legislation 
during its passage through this House. he matter was dis- 
cussed very fully at that time in the committee and in the Hose; 
and it never entered the minds of that committee to suppose 
that the legislation would be so construed as to exclude from 
the mails this class of papers. 

Mr. QUIGG. I hope the Chair will give due heed to what 
has just been stated on the personal knowledge of the chairman 
! of the subcommittee that originally had charge of this legisla- 

on. 

Mr. SWANSON. These papers were all admitted at one time 
under the existing law. 

Mr. BOW ERs of California. The gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Quice] will allow me to suggest that I am in receipt of 
many communications in regard to this very paper to which he 
has referred. I am amember of that organization, and mem- 
bers of it have written to me that their paper is denied passage 
through the mails as second class matter. 

Mr. rn lam sure it will not be supposed that I enter- 
tain a single thought of disrespect to the intelligence or good 
humor of the Chair in this matter, but I am very anxious that 
the Chair, in deciding this point, should keep out of its mind any 
other guestion than the point of order here. 

If the occupant of the chair thinks that the mails are now too 

largely burdened with newspapers, and that there ought to bea 
retrenchment of expenditures in this respect, I trust he will not 
allow any such consideration to have anything to do with the 
dotermination of the question of order. Such considerations 
have had a great deal to do with the ruling adopted in the Post- 
Office Department and a great deal to do with this bureau-made 
law. We are the judges—not the Third Assistant Postmaster- 
General—of how much money we want to spend in circulatin 
newspapers through the mails. He will de usa favor if he wil 
allow us to express our oo. on that subject. He is our serv- 
ant to carry out our will—not our master to qualify it and nar- 
row itdown. This is all I have tosay. [Lo = -| 
Mr. AITKEN. Mr. Chairman, this question of order,asI un- 
derstind, turns solely on the question whether it isa rule of the 
Department or a law that is to be changed in this case. I have 
hed some experience with the Department, which I think will 
show that it is merely a rule of the Department. I happen to 
be interested in the circulation of one of these fraternal jour- 
nals which have been ruled out of the mails, although it was la- 
beled as having been entered assecond-class matter. I appeared 
before the Th.rd Assistant Postmaster-General in connection 
with this question - and I will say it was not during the nt 
Administration. That officer immediately rang a bell, sent 
down into the basement, and brought up a young man who list- 
ened to what I had to sayon this question. Then turning tothe 
young man, the Third Assistant tmaster-General asked him 
whether I had satistied him that he had made a mistake in his 
rulirg. Toe young man stated that he was not convinced; and 
so the Third Assistant toid me that the matter would bave to 
rest as it was. 
As I wanted an authoritative determination of the Department 
on the question, | went with thecase to the Postmaster-General; 
for I took it for granted it was a ruling of the Department that 
we wanted to have changed. We ly got the question be- 
fore Judge Tyner as attorney for the Post-Office Department. 
The question was argued pro and con. Those who were con- 
tending for the construction adopted __ Department brought 
in rulings of —— Tyner’s which y claimed, if applied to 
this paper, would rule it out as second class matter. After a 
long discussion, lasting some two days, Judge Tynerruled in this 
particular case that the paper was entitled to pass through the 
mails as second-class matter, thus setting aside the ruling of the 
gentleman in the basement and that of the Third Assistant Post- 
master-General. 

Now, I take it, it is simply a rule that we wish to establish in 
the Post-Office Department. We claim, as the gentleman from 


Will the gentleman allow me a 
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New York has said, that the law admits these papers as second- 
class matter, and that these societies which represent millions 
of people in this country, should not have their legal rights de- 
nied because of the opinion or prejudice of those in authority in 
the Post-Office Department. 

Many of us know how these papers are.circulated. These fra- 
ternal orders are not organized for profit. They have been des- 
ignated by the courts ail over this country as charitable insti- 
tutions rather than institutions for profit. They make their 
laws by répresentatives chosen by members of the local bodies; 
when those representatives get together they decide whether it 
is best that each of the m»mvership should receive a copy of the 
society paper in order that information relating to the society 
may be properly promulgated. If they make up their minds 
that the interests of the society require the circulation of these 
papers they instruct the committee, or some officer representing 
them. to go to some publisher and contract with him to furnish 
to each member of the order a copy of the journal in question, 
a is designated by their laws as the official organ of the 
order. 

In the case I have mentioned, even those gentlemen in the De- 
partment who were opposed to admitting this journal as second- 
class matter said, OTe you received your subscriptions directly 
from the individuals composing your order, the paper would be 
entitled to the mails as second class matter.” ‘‘ Well, then,” 
said I, ‘‘it makesa difference whether we as individuals instruct 
some one as our agent to make contracts for these subscriptions, 
or whether we go as individuals and subscribe ourselves.” In 
the basement they said it did, and in the attic they said it did 
not. [Laughter.]} 

Now, if it was not a ruling, how did we get thechange? And 
if these gentlemen will show you one ruling of that Department 


that has barred one of these journals, and will bring you in all 
of the rulings on the sub‘ect, I will show you three for every 
one that admits them. They are precisely the same. There is 


no difference in them. 
struction of the law. 

Now, the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. HENDERSON] 
will doubtless bring in the decision of Judge Tyner on one of 
these cases, where it was held up before him by the Third As- 
sistant as a reason why this paper I speak of should be ruled out 
of the mails, and Judge Tyner said: ** We have got to consider 
every one of these as individual cases; we can not make any 
rules to govern all of them;” and when it came to ruling on this 
paper he simply made a memorandum with a lead pencil, saying 
**Admit this to the mails as second-class matter.” That is all of 
the ruling in that Department. 

I talked with Judge Thomas about it, and he said that under 
a strict construction of the law every one of them must be de- 
nied the mails; and ths only reason why they were not put out 
was use there had been no objection made to them all. 
And when the gentleman from California undertakes to say that 
only two are now denied admission to the mails, he is in error, 

use I can show him that there are ten that are now denied 
access to the mails, and they have as much right to go through 
the mailsas the hundred of those now going through. Itissim- 
ply a question of whether we are going to construe the law our- 
a de or whether they are going toconstrueitforus. I believe 
the law should be construed liberally, as the amendment con- 
templates, and not left to the prejudice or caprice of some official 
who by accident or mistake may be in position to decide. The 
question of expense is not at issue; if second-class matter does 
not pay enough, that is another question; all we ask is that the 
eg be notified not to discriminate against this class of 
journals. 
. Mr. TERRY was recognized, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be very much obliged to 
the gentleman from Arkansas if he will contine himself strictly 
to the point of order. The debate has taken a somewhat wide 
range. 

Mr. TERRY. I propose to do so, Mr. Chairman. I shall ad- 
dress myself to the point of order and desire to confine my re- 
marks to that point. | ask at this time to have a communica- 
tion from the Third Assistint Postmaster-General, which I 
hold in my hand, read from the Clerk s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


It is just merely a question of the con- 


Post-OFrFice DEPARTMENT, April 4, 1894. 
DeAR Sir: The case of the Journal of the Arkansas Medical Society was 


reopened at 1 ame After a careful examination and consideration 
of a new application or entry with tions ty nr publisher, this office 
finds that kansas Medical and fur- 
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therefore am. obliged to deny the request for its admission to the mails at 
the ee of postage. 
4 respe u ’ 

a ” wt KERR CRAIGE, 
Third Assistant Postmaster- General. 

Hon. W. L. TERRY, f 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. TERRY. Now, sir, I desire briefly to call the attention 
ef the committee and the Chair to the law upon this sub,ect. 
Omitting the first, second,and third subdivisions of section 277, 


the whole controversy turns on the fourth subdivision, and when | 


you come to the fourth subdivision itis made toturn on this lan- 
guage: 

Having a legit 

And then the following: 

Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be so construed as to admit 
to the second-class matter regular publications designed primarily for ad- 
vertising purposes, or for free circulation, or for circulation at nominal 
Tates. 

Now, it is not contended here that this medical journal, re- 
ferred to in the letter I have just had read—and I use it just by 
way of illustrating my position—is ‘‘ designed primarily for ad- 
vertising purposes.” Nor is it contended that it is issued for 
‘free circulation” or “for circulation at nominal rates.” But 
the Third Assistant Postmaster-General bases his ruling on that. 
He says: 

Tt is therefore held to tbe primarily designed to furnish members with the 
proceadings of the society. 

Now, sir, there is not a syllableof law here that would author- 
ize him to exclude from the m»il a publication of this kind be- 
cause it is “ designed to furnish members with the proceed- 
ings of the society.” Because the law itself says in the very 
beginning of the fourth subdivision: 

It must be originated and published for the dissemination of information 
of a public character or devoted to literature and science, 

The publication referred to in this letter is devoted to the 
scienes of medicine, and therefore it is clearly within the pur- 
view of the fourth subdivision, unless it can be excluded on the 
ground that it is ‘designed to furnish members with the pro- 
ceedings of the society.” 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
tion? 

Mr. TERRY. Certainly. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. If that be so, then why is any legisla- 
tion necessary at all? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. 
struction. 

Mr. TERRY. Why, the real point in dispute iswhether it is 
provided for under existing law. The gentleman from Ohio, I 
think, misapprehends the point. If we are not able toshow that 
this is provided for under existing law. the point of order made 
by the gentleman from North Carolina would be well taken. 
So the e‘Tort is to show that it is authorized under the law, but 
was ruled out under a construction of the Department. 

Mr. OUTHWAILTE. If there is such law, can not those per- 
sons who claim to be injured by the ruling of the Department 
go into the courts and compel the Department to execute the 
law? 

Mr. TERRY. Well, they micht into the court; and they 
can. alsocome to the Congress of the United States! [Applause.] 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. They have chosen a more expe- 
ditious way. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The duty of Congress is to legislate. 
Then if they come to Congress, they come to secure legislation, 
or to secure a change of existing law, do they not? 

Mr. TERRY. Fora long time it has been the practice of Con- 
gress to give construction to legislative enactments, or pass de- 
claratory laws. 

Mr. HUDSON. Is it not true that the Department has made 
agreat many different rulings upon this question? 

itr. TERRY. Yes. 

Mr. HUDSON. And that they are inconsistent and uncer- 
tain? 

Mr. TERRY. Yes. I will state that in submitting the case 
of the Arkansas Journal to the Post-Oilice Department, I also 
sent along other medical journals, which were admitted as séc- 
ond-class matter, and circulated through the mails. 

Mr. EVERETT. Wiil my friend from Arkansas;yield to me 
for one moment? 

Mr. TERRY. Certninly. 

Mr. EVERETT. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas yields to me for a moment. In answer to the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITS| I wish tosay thitthis clause would 
be in the nature of a declaratory act. such as the Legislatures of 
this country ani of the old country have recognized for years. 
When Mr. fox’: great law of libel was passed, which declared 
that juries:in libel cases were judges of the law and of the fact, 


imate list of subscribers, 


It is simply changing a con- 
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| present to the Chairman one or two points in this case. 
| not care to argue the merits of the question. 


Will the gentleman allow an interrup- | 





soll 


that was not new legislation, but was declaratory of whatthe law 
always had been, against the false decisions of all the courts for 
years; and this, in the same way, is not new legislation; it isan 
act declaratory of what is and his been the law, but has boen 
misapprehended by the executive department. 


The CHAIRMAN. Has the gertieman from Arkans Mr. 
TERRY! finished what he has to say? 

Mr. TERRY. Just one word more, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hopes that the gentleman will 
not be further interrupted until he conciudes his statement to 
the Chair, for the Chair desires to rule upon 


tails g ostlion 


Mr. TERRY. It will be noted, in this communic m that 
has just been read, that the honorable Third Assistant Postmas- 
ter-General says that the decision is bised upon pa raph + of 
section 277, ‘as construed by paragraph 4 of section 280." [ap- 
prehend that isa mistake in the number of thesection. It must 
mean section 281, because the fourth subdivision of section 2x0 
relates to ‘‘ market quotations, business cards,” ete. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has the law before him. 

Mr. TERRY. Now, turning to the fourth subdivision of sec- 
tion 281, which is the one manifestly intended, that provides 
that when a publication is controlled by a society, association, 
or club, and is distributed among its members upon the payment 
of regular dues or assessments covering the cost of publication, 
it shall not be subject to second-class rates. 

Now, I undertake to say, without the fear of successful contra- 


| diction, that there is nothing in the fourth subdivision of section 


27. that authorizes the ruling contained in subdivision 4 of sec- 
tion 231 there referred to. 

Mr. LOUD. I will be very brief, Mr. Chairman. I desire to 
ldo 
I might by way of 
parenthesis say that probably there is not a man on the floor who 


| has had more and closer relations with fraternal so-ieties than 


I myself have had for a great number of years, and I also recog- 
nize the fact thatour law probably needssome revision, bat I rec- 
ognize the fact also, beyond that, Mr. Chairman, that the revision 
of this law should be car2fully digested by a committee. 

Now, as to whether this changes existing lawor not, I will ask 
the Chairman, if it does not change existing law, then why is 
there any necessity forthe amendment at all? 

It must be apparent to the Chair upon its face that it does 
change existing law, because it wipes out, in regard tothe socie- 
ties herein enumerated. one of the most important safeguards 
now in existence upon the statute books regulating the admis- 
sion of newspapers at second-class rates. It prescribes that in 
this particular these publications of these organizationsors cic- 
ties herein enumera/‘ed shall haveadmission to the mails at see- 
ond-class rates regardless of whether they haveany subscription 
or not. That is the most important point in this question as to 
the change of existing law. Now, then, th>»re has been an en- 
deavor in the argument on the point of order possibly to create 
sympathy. A paper was presented here and it was claimed 
that it was denied the right of second class rates. 1 will stuke 
my word asa member of this House that that is not correct. 

Lwill state to the gaatleman from New York a fact that he 
well knows, and if he does not he ought to know, that it is an 
otense against the laws of this land to place anything of that 
character at the head of a nowspaper unless it be a fact —that it 
is admitted at second-class rates. I do not care particularly to 
dwell upon the merits of the case. AsI said tothe Chairman, [ 
believe that this changes existing law. AslI said before, if it 
does not there is no necessity for it. But there is one point be- 
yond that on which the Chair incidentally ruled upon yesterday 
to whieh I desire to call his attention. I think one of the most 
important points in this case is that it is not germane. While 
| recognize that the Chair did incidentally hod on yesterday 
that it must not necessarily be germane to the paragraph but 
that it must be germane to the bill, if the Chair will look at 
the decisions he will find that they have been rendered both 
ways. 

On page 254 of the Digest a ruling was made upon an amend- 
ment which was offered on an item in the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill making es for building a mint. direct- 
ing the coinage of buliion on deposit in the Treasury, that that 
would come under the supervision of the Treasury Department, 
the eoinage of the bullion, just as much as the erection of a 
United States mint. It was ruled that that was not germane. 
Now, we have a question proposing to appropriate a certiin sum 
of money, $25,000,000, for carrying the United States mails upon 
railroads. This department of the Post-Oifice is under the su- 
pervision of the Second Assistant Postmaster-General, und if 
this matter were germane at all to this question, it would pro» 
erly come under the Third Assistant Postmaster-General. I be- 
lieve that one of the prime ob ects of departmental |.w is to pro- 
mete harmony in the working of the Department, and | desire 
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icularly to call the attention of the Chair to this last point, 

t this amendment would make this paragraph meaningless 

and not in harmony with the paragraph, and that it is not ger- 
mane to this subject. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
New York for three minutes. The Chair will compelled to 
—— and will recognize the gentleman from New 

ork. 

Mr. RAY. It very frequently happens, Mr. Chairman, that 
when laws are placed upon the statute books you find in them 
words and phrases in the construction of which men differ; the 
meaning is a matter of controversy. That seems to be the case 
here. We-have a law upon the stitute book with certain words 
and phrases used therein, and men diifer as totheir proper con- 
struction. In such cases it has al s been the re to go 
to the courts or to the legislative body and ask and procure the 
enactment of a declaratory act; an act specifying the construc- 
tion that shall be given by the courts or by the bodies charged 
with the duty of executing the law. Now, the only question 
that arises in this case is that a —— is made to have, by 
way of amendment to this bill, adeclaratory act passed by this 





































they wish stricken out is left untouched by this amendment. 
Therefore, I say if the amendment does not change existing law 
it is incompetent to accomplish what ~~ desire. But it seems 
to me, of course, that it does chinge existing law, and, at the 
same time, that it can not accomplish the object which the 
gentlemen are trying toaccomplish. I donot wish to argue the 
merits of the question further, but I would like to have pub- 
lished in the RD two rulings by two Assistant Attorneys- 
General for the Post-Office Department, one by Mr. Tyner and 
the other by Mr. Thomas. I do not undertake to say whether 
these rulings are correct or not, but I think they ought to be 
ublished for the iaformition of the House and the country. 
hey are certainly very able opinions, and speak for themselves. 
The rulings referred to are as follows: 
Post-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 

Washington, D. C., October 15, 1891. 


Str: I return herewith all the papers, including a copy of the publication 
entitled The Equitable League, published monthly by a company com- 
= of the officers of the supreme court of the order of the Equitable 
ague of America, submi with your letter of the 25th ultimo. 

Your inquiry is whether this publication is entitled to admission into the 
maiis as second-class matter. Itis admitted that subscriptions are not col- 
lected direct from those whose names appear on the subscription lists, but 
are levied as assessments on the membership. In the issue of September 1 
1891, which you furnish for my inspection, it is announced in an editorial 


House setting forth what construction shall be given to the | that “the supreme court adopted this poet as a means of sending the as- 
sessments to the membership direct from the supreme office, and at the 


resent law, and is or is not this legislation changing existing eaite ta eee Sy detain Ueletianins dineniy ta nnan 


aw. member of the order. independent of the local court officers.” 
T insist that it is not legislation changing existing law, but | It, therefore. seems to be treated by the organization as a circular used in 
simply legislation which is declaratory, which defines the mean- | the enforcement and collection of assessments, and for the notification to 


ing of words und phrases already in the law, designed and in- | Sssentials of @ logitimate periodical is a bona ude list of subscribers, repre. 
tended to make the meaning clear, so that there shall be no diffi- | senting persons wko voluntarily and willingly subscribe, inciuding those 
culties hereafter in giving construction to existing law. It 


ae acseps apne as at is a compulsory collection = ae 
soems to me that right there hinges this whole centroversy; and eee on nn 2 a. a SS 
if the Chair shall feel bound to hold that a declaratory act, | meaningofihelawe & |» esitimale list of cubsce : 


meaning of the law, 
specifying the construction thatshall hereafter be given to these The pound rate should be denied to “The Equitable League.” 
words and phrases is a change of existing law, then it must sus- . 


ry respectfully, 

: JAS, N. TYNER, 
tain this point of order, otherwise not. The rulir: of the Post- Assistant Attorney-General. 
Office Department may be considered for some purposes a partof 
the law, but not when the question comes upon a p sition to 
— the meaning of the statute’itself as written in the statute 
boo 


Mr. HAYES, Mr. Chairman— 
The CAAIRMAN, The Chair will recognize the gentleman 


for one minute. 


Hon, A. D. HAZEN, 
Third Assistant Postmaster-General. 


OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT ATTORNEY-GENERAL 
FOR THE Post-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 


August 16, 1899. 

Sir: The opinion rendered by Judge Tyner on the 15th day of October, 
« , hich I fully concur. covers ti resented rball 
Mr. HAYES. Mr.Chairman, just one word in regard to this Rae een tuscamt, in regard to the mailab ty of the 3a Fellow as 
int of order, and strictly confined to th:t. The gentleman | second matter. 


-class 3 
rom Massachusetts (Mr. EVERETT?) stated his proposition not | oiildot lodge subscriptions and about 10,000 paid for by the ledge, withons 
only very clearly, but it is eneosdin ly this proposition, cost to the Inem dues, it has not a’ legitimate list of 


gly pat the members 
It would leave us, unless his idea is- correct, in this anomalous | subscribers” within the of section 277, Postal Laws and 
position. We pass a law with a specific idea and intent, and as Judge Tyner held in the opinion referred to, the collection of 
when we come to appropriate money for carrying out the pur- | society doesnot constitute a “ legitimate listof subscribers,” @ fortiori does 
pose of the law, we may be met by some ruling in a Department | it notconstitute such a list when it is made by the lodge without any assess- 
that nullifies our intentor ideain regard tothe law, as is the case | Ment Whatever for that purpose, and 
here, and it makes it so that the very appro tion of money we “will add that if b egpeann so pon tnas this paper was not originated and is 
make goes to a different purpose and is in a different way p med me ove for the oe net roe yn = a ae _aa. - 
than weintended to have it go and that we desired to have it go | Tevated to lkeniuure, 5 oe eee oe nee Sheen See eae hare ie 
unless we can put on record, in connection with the appropria- 


1 of what db inteebed ter-| doper te Uevoad ee Eesestune, Wad qaioncee. or arta, ox to napectal nace 
tion, a decl .ratory statement of w we meant an y to a ar specia us- 
the law and the appropriation. It seems to me there can be no ae. Sa San ae eee te eactiabad tbe toe Maemeanton of iebeeiee, 
question about it. tion of a public character. Information of a public character, as he 

In other wods, we are bound hand and footeither to pass some | I take it, means iuformation that would be of interest to the pattie 


re used, 
new law that may be again misinterpreted or misconstrued by | M!y., Information, tor ‘ofa public chatacter within the meaning of thelow, 


the officials of the Department, or here in a declaratory way say though a may contain some information of a public charac- 
how our appropriations shail go, or how our enactment is to be it was not ofuginated and is not pubiished a4 parpece - —_ 
construed. Congress is the controlling power and ought to have ee en Seen nee 5 58 ee 

and has the power to interpret its own laws, and can so do under more explicit: If the was originated and is published for the 
the rules. It isin no wise new legislation or the changing of of disseminatin ¢ information of public character, and the infor- 


any existing law, but rather the correction of a misinterpreta- a eer ine te aceite on ob tnclanee aati oak ee 


tion of existing law to carry out original legislative intent and | a tegitimate list of subscribers, then it is mailable as secon.-class matter; 


ve right construction of law. but, on the other hand. if it was originated and is published tor 
Cine SAATRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from poetic oa ive ee ee Oe ee a a ee 
North Crolina if he desires to make any further suggestion. is not as second-class matter, though it us sidelighte only, 


Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. The mat-.er bas been 
very fully argued. I will only say this, that if the amendment Ee Seernen Same Pet 8 ONT et the opinion of Judge Tyner, referred to 
does not change existing law it is ea unnecessary, and, fur- | ~ Respectfully submitted. 
thermore, if it does not existing law it can not accom- JOHN L. THOMAS, 

ish eee a ‘ men a the ene Weation The PosTMASTER-GENERAL. - 

a 
“his privile ocean Polish ‘th The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has given to the point of order 


to this privilege must be * originated and pubiished for the dis- 
mination of information of a public character, or devoted to lit- | raised the gentleman from North Carolina[Mr. HENDER- 
or th 2 om son} Be Gubtedenont offered by the gentleman from Illinois 


erature, thesciences, some industry, and having 
is nertbett ‘ . |Mr. SPRINGER] the most careful consideration. The Chair has 


legitimate list of subscribers; prov , however, that 

tained construed us to admit to the - | listened with a great deal of interest to every statement that 
pee eubitont oe made the floor me peatiomen 3 nes 4 have addressed 
n 


class rate biications for ad 
eee ae doc trcleen te at ead oeated | eadaaieae ae prea we. ote mind of the Chair 
rates.” - 


The very language of the existing law which gentlemen say 


| 


there is but a single question to be determined in upen 
point of order, and that is as to whether the amendment 
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ffered by the gentleman from Illinois does in fact and in effect 
nen e on axing law, or whether it simply declares what the 
existing law is; in other words, whether it makes a change of 


existing law or merely a change of the interpretation and con- | 


struction of that law by the Post-Office Dspartment. 

The Postmaster-General, as the executive olticer of that De- 
partment, having the responsibility of the execution of all laws 
relating to the Department has, in the judgment of the Chuir, 
the same right of interpretation and construction of an existing 
statute that a court of competent jurisdiction has in passing upon 
a law, and that construction or interpretation becomes a part of 
the law until the law is repealed, modified, changed, or declared 
to be otherwise, by the one power that has the right to overrule 
a construction or interpretation made by an Executive Depart- 
ment, the Congress of the United States. The House having 
jurisdiction of this appropriation bill, and thisamendmentbeing, 
c the jwigment of the Chair, germane to the bill, it seeks, in 
the opinion of the Chair, to Geciare what the existing statute is. 
It is simply declaratory in its terms, and it differs, of course, 
from the construction and interpretation gure upon the statute 
by the Postmaster-General. Holding this view, the Chair over- 
rules the point of order, and will submit the amendment upon 
its merits to the committee. The Clerk will report the modi- 
fied amendment. {Applause.] 

The modified amendment as printed above was again read. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I do 
not rise to oppose this amendment, but I ask to. have read for 
information of the House a statement which has come to me in 


the form of a petition, and which I now send to the desk. 
The statement was read, as follows: 


During the fiscal year ended June 30, 1893, there was carried in the mails 
255,634.213 pounds of second-class mail matter, on which postage was paid at 
the rate of lcent per pound. Many experts estimate the cost of handling 
and transporting this character of mail at 10 cents per pound, while none 

lace it at less than8, If that is true, then the loss sustained by the Post- 

Mice Department amounted to $17,894,401.91, a sum of money that is suffl- 
ciently large to cause a halt in its further expenditure. 

Second-c maiter embraces newspapers, magazines, trade papers, story 
papers, novelettes, advertising sheets, and an endless tonnage of literary 
ru pish sailing under the name of art, historical, and educational “ Portfo- 


The bulk of second-class matter emanates from the large cities. New York 
furnished last in 60.914,149 pounds; Chicago, 34.077.601; Boston, 16,136,8 0; 
Philadelphia, 13,003,418, and St. Louis 12,515,182. The gain in New York over 
1892 was over 17 per cent; in Chicago, 24; St. Louis, 23; Boston, 13, and Phil- 
adelphia,7. The new publications started last pane and entered as second- 
class matter reached ue enormous number of 5.492. 

Putting these facts together, it is plain to be seen that unless something is 
done to remedy the evil the efficiency of the service will be greatly crippled 


not permanently injured. 

" "Docsoaractc ciple to sustain no enterprise, however 
worthy, at the expense of the National Treasury, and yet you on, year 
after year. donating untold millions of dollars to the pud.is terests of 
the United States by carrying its product in the mails ata rate of postage 
go low that it can not be regarded other than as an out and outgift. Weare 
aware that it is done in the name of “education,” ‘* progress,’’ the 
“sp ead of intelligence,” and all that sort of humbuggery, but it is time thas 
the farce should case and the printing industry stand upon its own merits, 
the same as all others where capital is invested and labor employed. 

Why, in the name of common sense, do not you make a slash at the privi- 
leges accorded second-class mail matter and cut off a useless expenditure 
now ra Bohan | £20,0:0 000 a ? From the fact that the rate on 
this ru is but 1 cent a pound while it is eight on school books, no fur- 
ther argument is needed to show the falsity of the claim that it is done to 
“education ** among the masses. 

Almost all the daily papers in the larger cities have gone into the business 
of paper-covercd t novels, World’s Fair, and an endless variety of ocher 
* Pi rot * Printing presses in New York. Chicago, and St. Louis are 
running night and day to fill the orders for thess publications. all of which* 
have been granted the privilege of second-c matter, and at the present 
rate of the tonnage of this stuff will exceed 200,000,000 pounds ve- 
fore June 3. 1834. and plunge the Department so deep into the m.re of defi- 

that it will stagger Congress to raise the funds to liquidate ir. 

We do not want the privileges accorded country weekly papers to be in- 
terfered with. as they are a positive and distinct benefit totnae communities 
where published. bus we do hope that Congress will have sufficient courage 
to pass a bill to raise the rate on all other second-class matter to 8 cents per 


Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. EVERETT], who desires to offer an 
amendment to the amendment, and I ask unanimous consent 
oo debate upon this proposition close in ten minutes from 

me. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that there are sev- 
eral gentlemen who have notified ths Chair that they would 
like to occupy a few minutes, as they did not have an opportu- 
nity to be heard upon the point of order, and therefore the Chair 
suggests to the gent eman thit less than thirty minutes for de- 
bate will be insufficient to accommodate them. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then [ask unanimous consent that debate 
on this proposition close in thirty minutes, uniess otherwise or- 


dered by the committee. 

Mr. REED. I object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Well, I will move to close debate after the 
five-niinute debate has p under the rule. 


Mr. REED. I think the debate will most naturally close when 
members have gotten through with it. 
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Mr. SPRINGER. Does the gentleman object? 

Mr. REED. I do. 

Mr. EVERETT. Mr. Chairman, I merely wish to amend the 
amendment of the gontiem an from Illinois by inserting, atter the 
word *‘ professional,” the words “literary, historic ul;” so that it 
shall read, ‘‘ professional, literary, historical, or scientific.” 

The Clerk read the amendment of Mr. EVERErT. 

Mr. SPRINGER. So far as is in my power, I accept that 
amendment. I hope it will be agreed to. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. EvEnerr, 
it was agreed to. 


Mr. WASHINGTON. I desire to amend the am*ndment of 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] by adding a few 
words. 

The amendment of Mr. WASHINGTON was read, as follows: 

After the words ‘‘scientific societies’ add the following: “Including the 


bulletins issued by the State boards of health.” 


Mr. WASHINGTON. There are not,of course, more than 
forty State boards of health in the United States. To-day the 
bulletins issued by these important organizations have (with the 
exception of perhaps about three) been denied by the ruling of 
the Post-Office Department admission to the mils as second- 
class matter. ‘This amendment will not very greitly increase 
the expenditure of the Department; and I think it is in accord- 
ance with humanity and justice and a proper interpretation of 
the law. 

The question being taken, the amendment of Mr. WASHING- 
TON was agreed to. 


Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I can see that it is useless to at- 
tempt to oppose an amendment of this character in this House. 
‘The sacred right of petition” has evidently dons its work. 
[Laughter.] But I desire to point out the danger of adopting in 
this manner a measure of this character. I call attention to the 
fact that the bill on this subject as originally introduced in this 
House has been withdrawn and reintroduced twice. The gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], evidently afraid that he 
might ‘‘ get left” on this proposition—evidently afraid that the 
committee might report a bill on the subject, or that the honor- 
able Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] or the gentle- 
man from Nebraska [Mr. HAINER| might possibly get the credit 
of this proposition—comes in and o.Jers upon an appropriation 
bill an amendment d ingerous in form and ¢haracter. 

This country is now being taxed to ths extent of more than 
$16,000.000a year for the transmission of periodicals and journals 
through the mails. Now you not only propose to open the mails 
further, to the extent suggested by the gentleman from [\linois, 
but two amendments widening still further his » roposition have 
already been adopted; and I can see there will nv end to 
amendments. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. WASHING- 
TON] has proposed to admit documents issued by State boards of 
health. hat would necessarily admit the reports of such 
boards. which may assume the magnitude of millions of pounds. 
{A laugh and cries of ‘Oh, no!”| Well, you may laugh. but [ ven- 
ture the prophecy here—time will demonstrate whether [ am 
wrong or not —that if you adopt thisamendmentof the g-ntleman 
from [ilinois, with such amendments as may be put upon it, you 
will increase the expenditures of the Post-Office Department at 
least $10,000,000 within the next two years. 

The Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads have had 
this matter under consideration and are now investigating it. 
In due time they will | resent to the House a well-digested meas- 
ure. I believe that to be the prover method of proceeding, if we 
wish well-considered legislation on thissubject. Ido not believe 
it proper to adopt a measure of so much importance, when many 
members do not understnd itsfull purport and effect. I believe 
if members of the House could have the opportunity of soberly 
considering this mutter, they might perhups take a different 
view of it. Lam not opposed toa revision of the law on tbis 
subject, but I believe it should be made with care; that any 
measure we may adopt should be digested in a committee and 
duly considered by the House upon a deliberate report. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr.Chairman, the ob,ection raised by the gen- 
tleman from California {Mr. Loup] iseasily answered. We pro- 
pose simply to declare what the law is. The gentleman's com- 
mittee can go ahead and bring in a bill revising the whole law 
on this subject. There is nothing to prevent his committee 
from reporting any measure which it may deem necessary. 

But I doinsist that this law while it stands ought to be so con- 
strued that no higher privileges or greater rights sh ill be given 
to such a paper as the Police Gazette th n to papers which are 
educational in their purpose and beneficent in their influence. 
We desire by this amendment to change the construction which 
has recently been placed upon the law, so th it these newspxpers 
and periodicals mxy enjoy the privileges which it was designed 
togive them. The committee tc which the gentleman belongs 
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ae as I have said, take up this subject later and deal with it as 
a who'e. 

Mr. LOUD. Thisact would evidently take effect subsequently 
to any bill we might bring in. 

Mr. BRYAN. ‘That need not be so. 

Mr. LOUD. It n«turally would be. 

Mr. BRYAN. The gentleman intimates that the cost of car- 
rying these papers through the mails is more than the amount 
which the Government receives forcarrying them, and possibly 
objects to the amendmenton that ground. 

ir. LOUD. I donot intimate it; I know it. It costs 74 cents 
a wens more than they get for it. 

r. BRYAN. Then, if that is true, the committee of which 
the gentlemxn is a member ought at once to report a measure 
that will correct the wrong, a bill which will deal with the whole 
subjectcomprehensively.and notattempt to discriminate against 
pzpers like the Modern Woodman organ and similar ones, which 
are, under the ruling of the office, prohibited from en oying the 
rights that are accorded to less meritorious publications. It 
seems only fair and just that the House should act promptly upon 
this proposition. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I venture to make 
another suggestion to the Committee of the Whole in addition 
to those which have already been submitted. if it be true, as 
the gentleman from California |Mr. Loup] has stated, that this 
is one of the last bills to be passed by the House, it affords sim- 
ply another reason for the adoption of the amendment; for evi- 

ently if this is one of the last bills, we can not hope to get any- 
thing from the committee of which he isa member. 

Further than that, I desire to say that no member need hesi- 
tate a moment to vote in favor of this amendment by reason of 
the fact that it was proposed fo by the gentleman from 
lilinois [Mr. SPRINGER], as all of the friends of this measure 
have acted heartily in co peration in the effort to incorporate 
this amendment in the bill. It is not a question of “ glory ” for 
Siicclanese autalieemaldoaatinn geaginiee very ek 

v e— ver t 
in the land. 7 

Mr. PiCKLER. Let me ask the gentleman whether the lan- 
guage of the amendment covers the provisions of the Mander- 
son Hainer bill? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. The amendment does fully and 
thoroughly cover the substance of that bill; in fact, the lan- 
guage is that of the bill. ° 

Mr. PICKLER. Then this is practically the Hainer bill? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Itis in the exact of the 
bill, and in addition embodies an amendment which I 
to the gentleman from Illinois on yesterday, and two minor 
amendments just adopted by the committee. 

Mr. WLLSON of Washington. If the gentleman will permit 
an interruption, I may have misunderstood what he said, but I 
thought he stated that nothing could be hoped for from the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Oflice and Post Roads. — 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. No; I did not say that. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I hope the gentleman from 
Nebraska will explain that statement then, because the commit- 
tee, [am satisfied, are favorable to reporting a bill covering 
pareripeioe: haa wish the committee. to be placed in a 
wrong tion. ; 

Mr. HAFNER of Nebraska. I have no desire to it in 


any attitude of that kind. I suggested that if the in‘or- | equali 
mation of the gentleman from California [Me Loup was correct , 


as to this being one of the last bills to be passed House, it 
Pans times Coma 


was useless to hope for anything from the 

Mr. WILSON of W i wanted to place the 
committee, and I particularly, me because the 
people waom | have the to represent are to be 


very favorable to some such action as en Pe aoe 
proposition; and a majority of the Committee on Post-Office 
and Post-Roads favor the measure. 

ntleman from Nebraska 


Mr. LOUD. Will the please 6x- 
eo means in to astatementof mine, to which 

has referred? 

Mr. HALNER of Nebraska. I referred to what the gentleman 
had said about this one of the last bills. 

Mr. LOUD. I said would be the last bill, and of course 
I referred generally to bills. We all know that 


it: and it is to the credit of this Committes of the 


ought to be any hesitation upon the part of the committee in 
peeing the amendment ees by the gentleman from TIli- 
nois. Itis well enough for the gentleman from North Carolina 
to re that it is the purpose of the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads to report to this House a well-matured measure 
covering the objects proposed to be covered by this amendment. 
But we all know the difficulty in getting consideration for inde- 
pendent bills of such a character. 

Now, this proposition is one which has attracted a great deal 
of attention throughout the length and breadth of the land, and 
the petition box of this Congress has been filled by requests 
from all sections of the country for the pxssage of a measure 
like that now proposed. [ have always thought that a fair con- 
struction of the law would entitle these papers to pass at the 
same rates through the mails as papers devoted to any other in- 
terest. 

I have long been identified with fraternal organigations in 
this country, and take a great deal of interest in the prospority 
of such ers, because | know the facts, and because | know 
the vast amount of good accomplished by them. 1 know the 
suffering that they have relieved, the want they have alleviated; 
I know the blessings they have brought to the widows and 
orphans of this land; and knowing that, I think it desirable to 
spread these institutions amongst the poorer classes of the coun- 
try so as to.enable the heads of families everywhere to provide, 
through these organizations, an insurance fund jor their benefit, 
or for their wives and children when the hand that supported 
them is sied in death, and the husband and father can no 
longer r for their support. Anything of that sort ought to 
receive the encouragement 0’ this House and of the country. 

I am glad that the gentieman from [linois has introduced 
this amendment. This is not a question as to who is to derive 
the glory or renown from the amendment, whether it is to be 

bed to the gentleman from Illinois or to the gentleman from 
Nebraska, or to the Senatorfrom Nebraska. The question is to 
effect this desired and needed legis'ation—not to effect it, but to 
declare the intent of legislation aiready upon the statute books. 
T hope this amendment will pass this House by an overwhelm- 
ing vote. [Applause.] 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman,I mustsay that Ihave been 
somewhat ages. not only now, but for yevrs past, at the 
ruling of the Postmaster-General onthis question. [know that 
such papers as the African Colonization Journal, the Christian 
Intelligencer, the Christian Inquirer, the Methodist, and all 
other religious and denominational papers have been carried for 

ears at second-class rates, without any protest on the part of 

the Sek he ee a will also a vs Army ~ 

vy e Ar and Nav ister, and other papers o 
that kind, to which are Gee teen raised. _— 

For fifty _ Mr. Chairman religious newspapers have es- 
tablished club rates for thecirculation of their journals. These 
club rates have b>en by the members of the churches in the 
various towns and ci o* the United States. These members 
have reeeived the papers at lower rates than the advertised 
price, and nobody has made any objection. Now, when atrades 
union publishes a newspaper, and the different trades unions 
throughout the country take copies of that eat the same 
as those clubs take the church rs, sending subseription 
to the publisher, [ can not see why thoy should be ruled out, 
while these ious are admitted. All I ask for is 
before law in this matter, thit the workingmen 
shall have the same rights in the use of the mails that the re- 
ligious organizations hive; that the an shall have the 
same right that an association of cap‘talists would have in re- 
ceiving the Financial Chronicle, or any of the other newspapers 

in Wall street. 

I must compliment the chairman upon the ruling which he 
has made here, for it is evidently clear from the law itself that 
the Post-Office De nt had made a wrong inte cae x 
e t 
has a chairman who has the integrity to mike a right ruling, 
and virtually to reverse the interpretation of the Post-Office De- 

tment. 
Sir I believe that the House of Representatives will almost 
unanimously pss this amendment, because I know that it is 
right, and that the House itself feels satisfied that it is righting 
a when it votes affirmatively upon this question. [Ap- 


ause 
Pithe . The question is on theamendment offered 
by the eye from ois as amended by the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts, and the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Tennessee. ' 
ie amendment, was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
inland of which a sum not exceed- 
1g BNI ay BP eaplovon wo Pay Belgas 8s pol cart Sanpe os 
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velopes, and stany paper, and other supplies from the manufaciories to 
the ost-olfiesn an Genoa af distribution, Br Sond, 


Mr LOUD. Ioffer the amendment which I send to the Clerk's 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In lines 15 and 16 stri‘e out the words “twenty-five million five hundred 
thousand dollars” and insert the words “twenty-six million nine hundred 
thousand dollars.” 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I have simply offered an amend- 
ment providing for the amount covered by the recommendations 
of the Post-Oiiice Department. I do not think the chairman of 
the commit‘ee, or any member of the committee, will attempt 
to hold that this amount of money will not be required during 
the next fiscal year to pay for the transportation of mails over 
railroads. 

Of course I understand the object of the committee in cutting 
off $1,400,000. It is simply to make the aggregate amount of 
the appropriations at the end of this sessioa so much less. But 
by referring to the report of the chairman of the committee you 
will find that there has been a steady and constant deficiency in 
this item, by reason principally of the cutting off of so large an 
amount. but the committee this year have cut off alarger amount 
than waseverattempted before. Thereductions heretofore have 
been from $500,000 to $750,000. I desire to call the attention of 
the {louse to the fact that there will in a few days be a defi- 
ciency bill here calling for $1,200,000 to cover a eficiency for 
transportation on the last appropriation bill. I simplydesire to 
say that it is honest, fair,ani decent: that it is simply providing 
the amount of money that will necessarily be used during the 
coming fiscal year. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I do 
not think the amendment ought to prevail, and I will say to the 
comiittee that the items of an appropriation bill either create 
a deficiency every year or they create asurplus. Heretofore— 
that is, previous to 1893—there has always been a very large 
surplus every year of unexpended balances of diiferent items. 

Mr. LOUD. Not on this item. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. On different items in 
the appropriation bill. 

Mr. TO D. Not on this item? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. No; not on this item. 
Now, what the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads has 
proposed to do is to try and arrange it so that when we make 
appropriations all around for the Post-Oifice Department, the 
deficiencies shall about equalize the unexpended balances of the 
appropriation. 

n my opinion, the money that will be required for railroad 
transportation during the next fiscal year, proposed by this bill, 
is amply sufficient. [tis true that there may be a deiiciency, 
but the deficiency for 1893 has not yetcome in. I donot believe 
that there will be a very great deficiency next year. I think 
we have recommended very nearly the amount that will be re- 
quired. [Cries of ‘* Vote!”} 

The CHAIRMAN. The question isonthe amendment of the 
gentleman from California. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For railway post-office clerks, $7,186,009, of which sum not toexceed $15,000 


may be used to pay necessary traveling expenses of chief clerks and rail- 
way postal clerks traveling on duty under order of the Postriaster-General. 


Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an 
amendment. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, it has 
been agreed that the next paragraph shall be passed over until 
the bill is concluded. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. This is the paragraph preceding 
that of which the chairman of the committee spoke. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Qupese 4, line 22, after the word ‘‘Postmaster-General,”’ add the following: 
“Whenany railway postal clerk who shall, without his fault, be injured by 
accident in the line of nis duty as such clerk so as to render him unable to 
continue work for a limited time, such clerk shall be entitled to a leave of 
absence for a period not to.exceed two yexrs from the date of such injury, 
with the same pay as though actually engaged in his work. Such leave with 
pay to be granted by and under the direction of the General Superintendent 
of th» Railway Mail Service, under such reasonvble regulations as may be 
necessar) to carry into effect the intent of this provision.” 


Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I reserve the point of | 


order on that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman makes the point of order. 
The gentleman will please state his point of order. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. That it changes ex- 
isting law and does not reduce expenditures. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Illinois the point of order. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. [ desire to ask the chairman of the 
committee a question, if he will give me his attention. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina will 
| please give his attention. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. I understand the point of order raised 
against this amendment is that it changes existing law. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. And does not reduce 
expenditures. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Well, I understand your objection is 
that it changes existing law and doas not reduces exp nditures. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. That is right. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Will you tell me what the law is in 
reference to this particular point, so that I may answer your 
point intelligently. i 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I did not exactly un- 
derstand the reading of the amendment. ; 

Mr. SMITH of Lllinois. I would like to have it read again, 
because I think the chairman will not insist on his point of order 
when he underst inds the amendment. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. _I will insist on the 
point of order: but [| would like to hear the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will again report the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was again reported. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. I think the chairman will not object 
to that. s 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I must insist upon the 
point cf order. It certainly changes existing law. 

Mr. SMILE of Illinois. Toen, Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
make a statement of my reasons for offering this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Illinois on the point of order. 

Mr. SMITH of Lilinois. I understand that under the existing 
rulings in the Post-Oilice Department when arailway mail clerk 
has been injured by accident on a railroad, and it is not tho 
fault of the clerk at all,so that he is unable to perform his du- 
ties, the Post-Office Department allows him a leave of absen:e, 
not for any specific time, buta leave of absences with pay not ex- 
| ceeding one year, although, as [ understand, there is no spevitic 
| law on that subject; but that is the ruling of the Department. 
So much with reference to that. 

Then I desire tosay that my object in offering thisamendment 
isthis. Wehavein the Railway Mail Service 6,645 railway postal 
clerks. They have received the attention of the Post-Oitice 
Department, and there is in the report of the Second Assistant 
Postmaster-General a recommend:tion made for legislation in 
the interest of those who are killed. 

During the last fiscal year there were four hundred and three 
wrecks in which postal clerks were involved as shown by the re- 
ports of the Second Assistant Postmaster-General. In thoso 
wrecks ten of the postal clerks were actually killed; sixty-six 
were seriously injured,and one hundred and tifteen were slightly 
injured. The report of the Second: Assistant Postmaster-Gen- 
eral suggests and urges this House to pass some legislation dur- 
ing this session for the relief of those clerks. I desire to say to 
the chairman of the commitiee on Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
of which [ am a meniber, that this amendment is not otfered for 
buncombe, but is in my judgment in the interest of a deserving 
classof ourpeople. Its benefits would reach every Congressional 
district in the United States, and would reach a class of men, of 
young men, who are the flower of the people. 

I know, as is stated in the reportof the Second Assistant Post- 

| master-General, that this class of Government employ:s is cn- 
| gaged in probably the most hazardous work of any other class 
of Government employes. The postal car is next to the tender 
on the railroad train. These employés are kept from their 
homes. They have not an opportunity to look out for danger. 
They are attending to the business of 67,000,000 people of the 
| United States, facilitating the transportation of our mails, and 
| their correct distribution. 
‘There is, in my judgment, no class of Government employés 
| who are entitled to more consideration than are the railway- 
| mail postal clerks in the service of the United States. When 
an accident occurs, when a train has been run into by another 
train and a postal clerk has been injured, he is often laid up and 
unable to perform his duties for a long period, and in such cases 
| he is granted by the Post-Office Department pay for a limited 
| time — 

Mr.TAWNEY. Whatis that period? 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Under a po tal regulation it is not to 
exceed one year. The purpose of the amendment which I offer 
is to provide that in case of accident without the fault or negli- 
gence of the postal clerk himself, where the accident results in 
disabling him for the performance of his duties, he may be 
given—not that he shall be, but that he may be given —leave of 
absence fora term not toexceed two years, and the Superintend- 
ent of the Railway Mail Service is to grant him such leave in 
his discretion and in view of all the circumstances of the case. 
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Suppose a clerk is so injured that he is unable to continue his 
duties in three months, or four months, or six months, ora 
ear, this amendment provides that his salary shall be paid to 
im just as though he were able to do his work, for whatever 
period his disability may last, not to exceed two years; but if 
at the end of that period he is unable to resume work, then of 
course he may be dropped from the rolls and receive no further 
compensation. I present this amendment to the House and ask, 
in justice to this worthy class of employés, th it Congress will 
concede to them what I consider an honest and fair allowance in 
cases where they are disabled from accidents without any 
neglect or fault on their own part. 1 hope the amondment will 
prevail. In conclusion I repeat that this amendment does not 
compel the Department to pay any clerk who is injured fora 
— of two years, but simply to pay him for such time as, un- 
er the rules and regulations and in view of the circumstances 


,of the case, the Postmaster-General may think yremer, and it 


does seem to me agen | geatleman on this floor will not object to 
these clerks, under such circumstances, receiving compensation 
while they are unable to perform their duties or to engage in 
~ other business. 

r. LIVINGSTON. Why no include all Government employés 
and pension them all? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I desire to add a 
word on the point of order. I indorse fully everything that has 
been uttered by my colleague [Mr. Smira of Illinois} respecting 
the merits of the pending amendment and the character of the 
employés whom it seeks to serve, and it seems to me that the 

int of order as taken by the chairman of tue committee [Mr. 

ENDERSON of North Carolina] is not we)l founded, for this 
reason: Under existing law, as the Postmaster-General has con- 
strued it, he has a right to pension employés of this class who 
are in ured under the conditions mentioned in the amendment 
for various lengths of time: in some instances the period has 
boen only four months, in others six months, and in stili others 
twelve months. Under the interpretation put upon the wert f 
the Post-Office ao there is no limitation of the period. 
The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman please read the ex- 
isting law on thissubject so that the Chair may know what it is? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I have not the law before me. 
There is no controversy among members u the floor as to 
the right of the Department under existing law to pension em- 
ployés who are injured under the circumstances mentioned in 
the amendment. Theamendment limits the time during which 
this benefit can be conferred upon such employés by providing 
that it shall not exceed a period of two years. Now, as I have 
alre dy said, under existing law there is no limitation, and it 
seems to me that the limitation contained in the amendment 
brings it clearly within the requirement of the rule. [| ae 
therefore, the Chair will hold that the point of order is not wel 
taken. I have used the word ‘ on” because it was used by 
my colleague: what I mein by it is the continuation of the pay 
which the emplové was receiving at the time he was injured. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from North lina 


[Mr. HENDERSON] state whether there is any existing law upon” 


this subject? : 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I know of no existing 
law upon this subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there is no existing law, the propo- 
sition of the gentleman from Illinois is new legislation. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. But tae point of order which the 
gentleman mde was that the amendment changed existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. New legislation would come within the 
prohibition of the rule. The Chair would like to know the fact 
as to the existing law before he upon the po nt of order. 

Mr. SMITG of Illinois. I state to the Chair that I have 
made in uiry in reference to that matter, and have been in- 
formed that there is no actual law on this sub ect, but that the 


Post Office Department does give leaves of absence with pay | 


for periods not exceeding one year. That is simpl ted by 
the Department without any law directly au it. In 
th ‘se cases, leave of absence with is granted by Post- 
Office Departm -nt without any law auth it. Here 


is the regulation, as contained in the report of the 1 As 
sistant Postmaster-General. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will please read it. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois (reading): 


Cathe 90 sertounty tadarea Se eaennenes Wate sa. Sely ne te prownt, thems 
trom their regular runs are granted ee ak ee 
periods of thirty days each for one . able to resume duties 
sooner. If unable to resume duty at of one year irom the 
date the injuries were recei they are from the service. Durinz 
the time they are off duty the for their runs by em- 
ploying acting clerks at its own 


That le he Post Otice vagelation; there is no statute on the 
snb ect. . 
Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I suggest further to the Chair 


that such a regulation as has just been read could not be adopted 
by the Department unless in accordance with existing law: and 
if there is such a regulation fixing the time within which an 
injured employé of the Department may draw salary, the amend- 
ment now proposed is a limitation upon the power of the De- 


tment. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there is any law on the subject the 
amendment is clearly subject to the point of order, because it 
changes the existing law. As the Chair sees this proposition, 
this matter, under the general law, is within the discretion of 
the Postmaster-General; and if he can legally adopt a rule giv- 
ing to these clerks twelve months’ leave of absence, he o\n give 
them leave for five years. If he has any discretion at ali, there 
is no limit to h's di-cretion, unless the gentleman who presents 
— eee can show that there is some limit fixed by exist- 

ng law. 
r. MARSH. The point is that this is a limitation upon that 
discretion of the Postmaster-General. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then it changes any law on the subject 
that may exist. 

Mr. MARSH. Butas alimitation upon the power of the Post- 
master-General it is in the line of economy. If he now can 
grant leave of absence with pay for five yeurs, this cuts down 
the exercise of his discretion to a period of two years. Hence 
it is a limitation, and in the line of economy. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Inother words, it retrenches ex- 
penditures, and in that way comes clearly within the provision 
of the rule under which any amendment changing existing law 
is admissible if it retrenches expenditures. 

The CHAIRMAN. Neither the report submitted to the Chair, 
nor any statement made by either of the gentlemen from !lli- 
nois has shown that the leave granted by the Depirtment has 
ever been extended beyond two years. 

Mr. HOPKINS of lilinois. The point I made was based upon 
the statement of my colleague [Mr. SMITH] that the law now 
permits the Department to allow the salary to go right on month 
aiter month while the employé is not actually rendering service 
to the Government, having been injured under the conditions 
suggested in the amendment. As the Chair has very properly 
suggested, under the present law allowing the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral a discretion, he has the same authority to grant leave with 
pay for five years as for twelve months. But this amendmentis 
a limitation upon that discretion, and operates as a retrench- 
mentof expenditures, because it denies to the Postmaster-General 
the authority of extending such leave beyond the period of two 


years. 

Mr. SMITG of Illinois. One of the objects of the amendment 
is to fix a time beyond which the Post-Office Department shall 
_ = granting these leaves. It is a limitation upon the ex- 

ting law. 

TaeCHAIRMAN. Upon the last statement of the gentleman 
from Illinois, the Chair thinks that whatever discretion the Post- 
master-General now has in adopting a ruleor regulation to carr 
into effect this most beneficent provision, the amendment woul 
so change the law that if an extreme case should arise. when in 
the ju ent of the Postmaster-General or the Supe ‘intendent 
of the way Mail Service a railw.y mail clerk, bad y crippl-d 
while faithful y his duties, ought to receive leave 
with pay for three years or five years, this amendment would 
deprive the Postmaster-General absolutely of the right of ex- 
tending this beneficance to such postal clerk. The Chair sus- 
tains the point of order and rules the amendment out. 

Mr. SMITH of Illiaois. I feel constrained, with all due re- 
spect, to take an appeal from the decision of the Chair, becuse 
ae action of the Department shows that it will not extend the 
provision in these cases beyond one year. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the opinion of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the com mittee? 

The —— being taken; there were on a division (called for 
by Mr. SmrrH of Illinois)—ayes 101, noes 6. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. I call for tellers. 

— were not ordered, only 5 members voting in favor 
ereof, 

Mr. SMITH of Lllinois. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis too late to mike the point that no 
quorum voted upon the appeal; and upon ordering tellers no 


quorum is er 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. I simply felt it my duty to raise the 
point. Ifthe Chair overruled it, of course I cheerfully submit. 

The CHAIRMAN. On woe agen ae of sustaining the opinion 
of the Chair the ayes have it, and the op.nion of the Chair 
stands as the acne of the commiltt-e. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the next para- 
graph is the one that was excepted until the bill is completed, 
and the Clerk will begin reading with line 6 on page 5. 
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Mr. KYLE. Idesire now to offer the amendment that I sub- 
mitted the other day. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule, this matter is not under 
consideration until after the remainder of the bill has been 

dupon. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
OFFICE OF THE THIRD ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL. 

For manufacture of adhesive postage and special-delivery stamps, $243, 000. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I desire to offer an 
amendment to this part of the bill, which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the aph on page 5, line 20, by striking out the words ‘two 
hundred and forty-three” and insert “one hundred and sixty-three;’’so that 


the paragraph in lines 19 and 20 shall read: 
“For manufacture of adhesive postage and special-delivery stamps, $163,- 
” 


Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I desire to have read 
a letter from the Postmaster-General, which gives the reason 
for the change. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., March 24, 1894. 


Str: The estimate submitted by this Department for the, cost of manu- 
facture of adhesive postage and special-delivery stamps for the fiscal year 
beginning July 1, next, was based upon the prices paid under the existing 
contract. 

Under the favorable proposal of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, 
which has been accepted, to furnish postage stamps for the ensuing fiscal 

ear, the cost to the Department for the manufacture of the stamps is so 

rgely reduced that I desire to submit a revised estimate as follows: 
For the manufacture of adhesive and special-delivery stamps.. $163, 000. 00 

This estimate is $80.000 less than the estimate heretofore submitted through 
the Secretary of the an 

The calculations showing the cost of furnis 


the stamps under the ar- 
rangement with the Bureau of Engraving and 


nting are as follows: 


3,207,941,859 ordinary stamps, at 5 cents a thousand...............- $160, 397. 09 
4,115,140 special delivery stamns, at 11.4 cents a thousand......... 469. 03 
4,865, 160newspaper and periodical stamps, at 11. 4cents a thousand. 554. 63 
21,114,125 postage-due stamps, at 6.05 cents a thousand ...........-. 1, 277.40 

TURE COG an cabs cents ccccp caus shecmithissenntnevstescsccznsces 162, 698. 15 
IIE a, il ea eed iaciniaianane eaehngundabancas 163, 000. 00 


ET CUE 6 nthtdid adde's deans ea died cxdh been shunna Fonceeautese 243, 000. 00 


Very respectfully, 
W. S. BISSELL, Postmaster-Generai. 
« Hon. Joun S. HENDERSON. 


Chairman Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
F House of Representatives. 
Mr. REED. What is this: a reduction on the amount of the 
appropriation? 
Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Yes; on the amount 
pro d to be appropriated. 

r. DINGLEY. This reduction is based on the assumption 
that the Bureau of Engraving and Printing is to do the work of 
pre on these stamps? 

HENDERSON of North Carolina. I imagine so. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Why, it is so stated in the letter that you 
have just had read. 
_ Mr. DUNPHY. If the gentleman from Maine wiil wait a 
moment, my amendment goes to that point. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment to the amendment pro- 
pou by the gentleman from New York [Mr. DUNPHY] wil! now 

reid. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend page 5, line 20, by striking out the words “two hundred and forty- 


three thousand dollars,’’ and in place thereof insert the words ‘* one hundred 


and sixty-three thousand dollars;’’ and no of these stamps shall be 
bee oe engraved, or printed by the Bureau of Engraving and Print- 


Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I make the point of 
order onthat amendment. And I ask that the substitute be di- 
vided. The oe ition is divisible. 

Mr. O'NEI Massachusetts. On what ground? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. The point of order is 
that the amendment changes existing law, and does not reduce 
expenditures. 

r. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. Not at all. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. It isa limitation on the expendi- 
ture of the money. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. It is new legislation. 

TheCHAIRMAN. TheChair understands the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. DUNPHY] has offered the amendment as a sub- 
stitute to that of the gen from North Carolina? 

Mr. DUNPHY. No; as an amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I suggest that if the gentleman offers it 
as an amendment he ought to strike out the first part. 

Mr.DUNPHY. This adopts the figures as they appear in the 


— bill and in the amendment of the gentleman from North 
rolina. 
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Mr. LIVINGSTON. It seems to be a substitute. 

Mr. DUNPHY. Very well, 1 have no objection. Let it be 
considered as an amendment in the nature of a substitute. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. The amendment that 
I propose will reduce the amount of the appropriation to $163,- 
000. The gentleman from New York proposes—— 

Mr. DUNPHY. To reduce it to the same amount. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Yes; so that his 
amendment, or that part of it, is surplusage, and I do not see 
how it can be an amendment to mine. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York now states 
to the Chair that he offers it as an amendment in the nature of 
a substitute. And to that substitute the Chair understands the 
gentleman from North Carolina makes the point of order. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Now, will the gentleman please state the 
point of order. 

Mr. HENVERSON of North Carolina. It is that the second 
clause of the amendment is new legislation. It is bound to 
change existing law because the proposition is that the Post- 
master-General sh ill be deprived of the power that he now pos- 
sesses, or a discretion that he has, under existing law. a 
want to take it away from him; and the only way you can do it 
is by changing the law; so that this amendment, if it seeks to 
accomplish that, is sub‘ect to a point of order. 

Mr.HAYES. Does the gentleman from North Carolina claim 
that the law would now permit the Postmaster-General to have 
this work done at the Bureau of Engraving and Printing? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Certainly. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. There is no question about that. 

Mr. HAYES. I think there is a question. ButI wanted to 
get the position of the gentleman from North Carolina. 

Mr. DUNPHY. The reason the amendment is offered, Mr. 
Chairman, just at this time and to this section, is in order to put 
into this bill the declaration of just what the law on the sub- 
jectis. 

; There is no intention whatsoever of changing the existing 
law. I have gone through all the sections of the statute con- 
ferring authority oa the Bureau of Engriving and Printing, 
and I do not find a single paragraph or sentence in any para- 
graph that permits the Bureau of Engraving ani Printing to 
print these stamps. Itis a well-known fact, however, that not- 
withstanding there is no authority of law authorizing it to be 
done, the Postmaster-General and the Secretary of the Treasury 
have concluded and determined to authorize the Bureau of Print- 
ing and Engraving to do this work. 

Mr.LOCKWOOD. They did that upon the opinion of the So- 
licitor-General. . 

Mr. DUNPHY. I will get at thatina moment, if my colleague 
will allow me. I have no objection atall toallowing the Dep rt- 
ment to execute the laws in full. The objection that I have is 
in ae the heads of Departments and chiefs of bureaus to 
make laws; and that is just what they seem to have done inthis 
case 





It is true that the Solicitor of the Treasury has rendered an 
opinion in which he decides that there is authority for the Bu- 
reau of Printingand Engraving todothis work. He has arrived 
at his decision in this patchwork sort of way: He takes the 
section of the statute numbered 3577, which authorizes the Sec- 
ratary of the Treasury to have the notes engraved and printed, 
and he supplements that by the appropriation acts which appro- 
priate money for work and materials for the Bureau. Then he 
takes another section—section 5413—and he finds there the defi- 
nition of what are the obligations and securities of the Govern- 
ment, and he finds that stampsare includedinthose. Therefore 
he says that the Bureau of Printing and Engraving has the au- 
thority to print the stamps. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, and I wish tocall the attention of the Chair 

ticularly to this, the answer to the Solicitor of the Treasury 

s to be found in this fact, that heretofore, whenever it was at- 
tempted to do this thing, the matter was submitted to Congress 
and the authority of Congress was asked. 
Mr. REED. It has been repeatedly asked, has it not? 
Mr. DUNPHY. It has been asked repeatedly. It has been 
asked of four Congresses. Four Congresses have had the mat- 
ter up, and have discussed it, and after discussion have refused 
to allow it to be done. Notwithstanding that, Mr. Chairman, 
notwithstanding that the Solicitor of the Treasury may be a 
gentleman learned in the law, I think that the present Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, when he puts his mind upon a law ques- 
tion, is just as safe a person to follow, just as safe a judge to fol- 
low, as the Solicitor of the Treasury. 
r. REED. The present Secretary has asked the authority 
of Congress to do it, has he not, which he would not have done 
if he thought he had the authority already? 
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present Secretary in his report to Congress says on this point. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
Tho Clerk read as follows: 


At present this Bureau executes all of the work of onqpering anh grinties 

required by the Treasury Department, and much of that requi by the 

other Departments of theGovernment. Tae most considerable work of this 

kind now execuced outsi le of the Bureau is the postage stamps and postal 

notes required by the Post-Ofilce Department. lt might be well for Con- 

mae to consider the advisability of having this portion of the work of the 
overnment also executed by this Bureau. 


Mr. DUNPHY. Mr. Chairman, there isthe rt of the Sec- 
retary ofthe Tre vsury to this Congress, in which he saysit would 
be well for this Congress to consider this question, and yet the 
Secretary of the Treasury and the Postmaster-General, without 
any consider tion of this question by Congress, and without any 
authority from Congress, have determined to have this work done 
inthe Bureau of Ragravingand Printing. The reason I put the 
amendment in is, that they may be made to understand just what 
i the law is on the subject, and that Congress will not permit such 
i ' things to be done without special authority given by it. 





Hs Mr. SAYERS. May I ask the gentleman a question before he 
Hi sits down? 
i Mr. DUNPHY. Yes, of course. 


a Mr. SAYERS. Ishouid like to have the gentleman from New 
da York point out to the committee the law which requires the 
sy Postmaster-General to contract with private parties for the 


? printing of these stamps. Is there any law upon the subject? 
Ri | Mr. DUNPHY. I will tell you what the law is upon the sub- 
‘k ject of advertising. 


em Mr. SAYEAS. What I want to know is the law bearing spon 
ie the printing of these postage stamps. I want to know whatlaw 
he there is that provides for the printing of these postage stamps 
. under contract with private parties. 
Mr. HAYES. Lcan tell you what you desire to know. 
Mr. REED. Thtre has got to bea positive provision of law 
authorizing this to be done. 
Mv. DUNPHY. But permit me to say that I do not see what 
this has got te do with the question of order before the Chair- 
a man now. I know to what the gentieman from Texas | Mr. 
: SAywRs] refers, and if he will permit the debate to ga on a 
Be little further, I think I can satisfy him on that point when we 
ip reach it in the debate. 
ein. [Here the hammer fe}l.] 
Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, the question of law which 


— 
rsa e em 
Te 


5 and to the committee, is whether under the law the 
Secretary of the Treasury can allow the Bureau of vin 


Hs g 
: and Printing ‘o print adhesive postage stamps; the pointof order 
being raised that the amendment submitted by my colleague 


a changes existing law. 
ie I shall endeavor to confine remarks to the law and show 
q: to you, gentlemen, and to you, Mr. Chairman, that the existing 
; law does not permit this Bureau of Engraving and Printing of 
the Treasury to do this work. ; 
Mr. HUTCHESON. Then what is the use of the amend- 
ment: 
Mr. BARTLETT. The necessity for the amendment is found 
in the expressions made by the Secretary of the Treasury and 
ee the ean nnn that they propose to violate the exist- 
aw. 

i NE BSRIISER: te pepe to vile vogue an 
ae r. BART ‘ propose y an 
Be by indirection that which is now existing law. 
ee Mr. LOCKWOOD. Can yoo name any st itutethat they would 
violate by having this printing of stamps done at the Bureau of 





; Co Printing? 
he Mr. BARTLETT. the question in 
r. > propose to argue uestion my 
own way, and then I will answer the questionsat thee gentleman. 


Mr. LOCKWOOD. Very well. 
Mr. BARTLETT. I 


: 
i 
5 
r 
: 
: 
: 
: 
S 
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Mr. DUNPHY. Exactly. And now I want to read what the | visions of section 3709 of the Revised Statutes, which provides 


5 now «arises for consideration, to be submitted to the chairman. 


The 
| the great 


APRIL 6, 


for advertising for contracts.for supp'ies or purchases, the Post- 
master-General advertised for bids for the printing of postage 
stamps for the ensuing four years. A special provision of law 
exempts this species offcontracts from the rule that they can onl 
obtuin for one year. They advertised in October, and on the th 
day of November the bids were opened. 

There were bids by the American Bank Note Company, by 
the Hamilton Bank Note Company, and by Charles F. Steele, of 
Philadelphia, ranging from $179,000 to $146,0.0. Up to that 
time it had been assumed by the Postmaster-General that that 
was the way they should be obtained. He had failed to secure 
any authorization from Congress to give this work to the Bu- 
vreau of Engraving and Printing. Five days later, after all the 
bids had been opened, after the competition had ceased, when 
these private individuals had submitted their bids, the Bureau of 
Engraving and Printing comes in and says ‘* We will do this work 
for #139.0U0." Finding that the lowest bid was $5.25 a thousand, 
they come in and bid ‘‘ five cents,” without any security and giv- 
ing no bond. Aco rdinate branchof the Government comes in 
and tries to take this work from the public competitors. 

That is all right; but you must bave some authority of law for 
such action. hat is their authority? Mr. Claude M. John- 
son, chief of this Bu then wrote to Mr. Reeve, Solicitor of 
the Treasury, asking his opinion on the existing law. Mr. 
Reeve wrote back —< es there was no express statute 
which sanctioned it, but that there was no prohibition of law as 
to work of that nature. That the printing of pension certifi- 
cates and patent certificates had been assigned to this Bureau 
at the request of headsof Departments: and that under the same 
rule this work could beassigned tothe Bureau of Engraving and 
Printing. He said, ‘1 assume that the provisions of section 
3709 (that is as to advertising for contracts for supplies) have 
been duly complied with; and I assume that the Bureau of En- 
graving and Printing is the lowest and the best bidder.” 

That assumption was not correct. Mr. Reeve ascertained 
subsequently that the Bureau of Engraving and Printing had 
made no bid whatever. * There his opinion fell. It was based on 
the assumption that the Bureau of Engraving and Printing was 
a competitor in the penne. O08 that assumption being faulty, 
that opinion had to be abandoned. Then we have another 
opinion, an opinion sent to us in answer to a resolution of the 
House, an opinion of the Secretary of the Treasury, in which 
an entirely new v.ew of the law is taken. He gives a construc- 
tion. rather, of the statutory provisions diametrically different, 
and based on'entirely new views of the law; and that is sent only 
seven weeks after the Solicitor of the Department had ren- 
dered his former opinion. 

Now, what is this new view of Mr. Carlisle as to the existi 

r to give this printing to the Bureau of Engraving an 
ting? He draws attention first to that section of the Re- 
vised Statutes which provides that the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury may cause ‘‘notes” to be printed and engrayed. Then he 
goes on and takes an e t from the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill of March 3, 1877, where there is a ion m an 
appropriation for engraving and printing ‘‘ notes, bonds, and 
other securities,” and he says that the words there used by the 
of the United States in that sundry civil appropria- 
tion were meant to cover pos oe 

Why, gentlemen, have you ever heard of such an extraordi- 
nary interpretation of alaw? Bear in mind that on that same 
day the 3d day of March, 1877, in the Post-Ofnice eeeice 

; Which was passed by the Congress on that identical day, 

there was an of $150,000 made for adhesive post- 

ow, can ft be contended that Congress, in the 

sundry civil appropriation bill, meant to refer to stamps 

under the term “securities” when they had another 
measure on the same day 

facture of 


specifically for the manu- 
ae in every statute of the 
United States w. is intended to be made to post- 


age the words ‘ stamps ” or ‘‘ adhesive 
stamps” : ve been in bly used. But how is the web woven 
ES er? 

he Secretary of the Treasury then goes a step further. He 


turns to the criminal statutes, to the Revised Statutes, 


70, as to crimes ee ene of the Government, and 
in section 5413 he tion of what an or other 


~ ean ee tion he finds a 
enum*ra certificates. notes, bonds, checks,and stamps. 
Hon. penthennia,th 606 tuniiter ocinsiple te thanentiresten of 

law that you can take no definition from a criminal 


statute and embody it in, or apply it in any way to,a statute re- 
q civil matters. 


of crimes, as Sir James Fitz-James 
hh writer on criminal law who ~o 
away, says the definitions are purposely made enough to 











1894. 








cover and include all erimes of a cognate nature, and the only 
reason for. making a distinction in thedefinitionof such shnilar 
crimes is found in cases where the mode of trial, or the punish- 
ment would be different. So the definitions of crimes are often 
broadened beyond their ordinary meaning, just as we see the 
definition of *‘ larceny ” expanding and bro.dening from year to 
year, until it now includes many offenses which formerly were 
not comprehended under that term. , I repeat, therefore, that a 
definition in a criminal statute,in an act referring entirely to 
forgery and counterfeiting, can not be legitimately taken from 
that criminal statute and made to apply in a case of this kind. 

It is a forced, an unnatural, and unsound construction. I have 
never known an instince where a definition has been takenfrom 
acriminal statute and embodied in any act relating to a civil 
matter like this. I know of no decision of any court where such 
a view has been taken of the law, and I submit that this opin- 
ion of the Secretary of the Treasury is unsound. Now, let us 
see, uside from this, whether I am not right in my assertion 
that Congress has always taken the view for which I am now 
arguing. Bear in mind that this matter of printing adhesive 
postage stamps has come up for consideration before Congress 
on several occasions. 

In 1879 it was proposed to allow these stamps to be printed by 
the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. The proposition was 
not agreed to either in the Senate or in the House, but through 
some error of an enrolling clerk it apparently became law and 
remained on the statute book for two years, until 1881, when it 
was repe led. The desired permission has never been granted 
since th:t time. An effort in that direction has been made on 
one or two occasions, in 1885 and in 1886. In the one instance 
such « provision was incorporated in the statute, but it failed ot 
pass. In the other instance the Postmaster-General recom- 
mended that such permission be granted. In the report of the 
Secretzry of the Tressury at the beginnimy of the last session 
will be found a suggestion that Congress should pss such legis- 
lation. Now, ifthe power existed in the Department atthe time, 
that suggestion would have boen entirely inapposite and inap- 

ropri ste. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. I desire to submit just one proposition, 
Mr. Chairman. If there is no existing law touching this matter 
the amendment is out of order because it is new legislation. If 


there is a law, it is out of order because it changes that existing | 


law. 


‘*out in the cold” on this proposition. 


Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. There isanother point | 


in regard to this matter to which I wish to call attention, and 
that is that a contract has been made with the Bureau of En- 
ving and Printing. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair submits to the gentleman that | 


that relates to the merits of the proposition and does not affect 
the point of order. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. It affects the law. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. What is the measure of damages 
if the Government makes a contract and then turns round and 
breaks it? 

A MEMBER. Six cents. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. The question here is 
whether this amendment is a new law or a change of law. It 
seems to me it must to be one or the other; and it is not only a 
new law or a change of law, but it is in violation of a contract 
made under the law. 

Mr. DUNPHY. All that we claim is that the amendment is 
a declaration of the existing law. 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Chairman, the question of order is very 
largely determined, of course, by the question whether there is 
= existing law on this subject, and if so, what the law is. 

he CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be very glad to hear the 
gentleman on that point and to receive any information he can 


ve. 

Mr. HAYES. Now, the position I take, from the examination 
I have made of this subject, is that there is no law authorizing 
the printing of these stamps by the Bureau of Engraving and 
Printing. Consequently, in my view, the amendment offered 

the gentleman from New York is simply declaratory of the 

of Congress in regard to theexisting law; sothat the point 

of order is governed ee the same principles that ap- 

in the settlement of the question decided codap with re- 

gard to the admission of fraternal journals in the mails as sec- 
ond class matter. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I wish to ask the gentleman a question 
forinformation. Doesthe law authorize the Postmaster-General 
to let this contract to any party or parties? 

Mr. HAYES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I suggest the gentleman is mistaken. 
The section of the Revised Statutes does not name any party at 
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So let the fact be either way he pleases, the gentleman is | 
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Mr. HAYES. Idonotknow thatI understood the gentioman’s 
question. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Does the present law authorize the Post- 
master-General to let this contract to any speeitied party? 

Mr. HAYES. The present law provides in section 3914 of the 
Revised Statutes that-— 

The Postmaster-General shall prepare postage stamps of snitabie « 
nations, which, when attached to mail matter, shall be evidence of t 
ment of the postage thereon. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Now, if the gentleman will refer 
Mr. HAYES. Section 3709 of the Revised Statutes 
which all these things are done where power is given us in the 

section I have just read, provides— 

All purchases and comtracts for suppties or services, In amy of the De; 
ments of the Government, except for perso%al services, shall be ma ie 
advertising a sufilcieat time previously for proposals respeetin: the 
when the public exigencies do not require the inemediate delivery « 
ticles, or performance of the service. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Now, to bringeut the point which 1} 
suggested, I will xsk the centleman this question: Could not th: 
Postmaster-General, under the law, award this contract to : 
railroad company, @ mercantilecompany, a steamboat company 
or any other company or person in the world? 

Mr. HAYES. I presume so. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Then could he not award it to the Bu 
reau of Engraving and Printing? 

Mr. HAYES. No, sir; because the Bureau of Engraving and 
Printing is simply a bureau of the Government itself; and the 
idea which the gentleman suggests in its legitimate co rse- 

uences would lead to the conclusion that the Government, 
through its various Departmeats, can do anything that it soes 
fit; that it need not advertise at all: need not let contracts at 
all, but can set up all kindsof manufacturing establishments and 
do business incident to the manufacture of everything that the 
Government may need in all its Departments, from the greatest 
to the smallest. It would simply manuifacture and pay what it 
cost, which might be more or less than private parties would do 
|itfor. There would be no occasion to advertise for bids, and 
this law would be nugatory and useless. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The Government is now carrying on its 
own manufacturing in the case of guns, ammunition, etc. 
| Mr. HAYES. SofarasI am concerned, I agree with the or- 
| ganized labor of this country, which protests against the Gov- 


tenomi 
he pay 


a 


| ernment going into these varivus branches of business or inter- 
fering with private enterprise. I certainly would not extend a 
| system of this kind, avd wherever possible I would restrict it, 
even where it now exists by law or custom. 

| Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Does the gentleman contend 
| that there should be a positive enactment of law before tie Bu- 


| reau of Engraving and Printing can do this work? 

Mr. HAYES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Where does the gentleman 
| find any authority for that position? 
| Mr. HAYES. In the utter absence of any luw allowing the 
| Bureau of Engraving and Printing to do this work, and in the 
| fact that universally,or at any rate generally, where Congress 
has thought it proper that work of this kind should be performe: 
in that Bureau a specific provision to that effect has beon 
adopted; and here,as showing understanding, I will say that the 
Post-Office Department has several times asked for this author- 
sity and never before has attempted to exercise it under any ex- 
isting law. I have here a compilation of various laws passed 
on this subject from time to time, as well as practice; and [ will 
ask unanimous consent to incorporate them with my remarks in 
the RecorD, as they are m«terial in the consideration of this 
question. They are as follows: 

What iz now the Bureau of Engraving and Printing of the Treasury De- 

partment had its origin insection 2 of chapter 142 of the Thirty-seventh Con- 


gress, session 3, pussed July 11, 1962, which is embodied in the Revised Stat- 
utes as follows: 

“ SEC. 3577. The Secretary of the Treasury may cause notes to be engraved, 
printed, and executed at the Department of the Treasury in Washington, 
and under his direction, if he deems it inexpedient to procure them to be en- 
graved and printed by contract. and he mty purchase and provide all the 
machinery and mai als, and employ such persons and appoint such officers 
as are necessary for this purpose.’ 

The other statutes relating to the work of the Bureau are as follows: 

Chapter 123, Fortieth Congress, session 3, March 3, 1869, contains the follow- 





- Provided, That no work shall be done in the Engravingand Printing Bu- 
reau for private parties."’ 

This is the first mentionof a “ bureau.” 

Chapter 328, Forty-third Congress. session 1, June 20, 1874, appropriates 
money for the “ Bureau of Engraving and Printmg.” This is the first time 
that a ts designate by that name and the first time that appro 
priations are made specifically for its use. 

Chapter 287. Forty-fourth Congress, session 1, Augnst 15, 1876, appropri 
ates. under heading of Commissioner of Internal Revenue, as follows: 

“ For dies, pepe. and stamps, $165.000; said engraving an! printing to be 
done in the of Engraving and Printing of the Treasury Department, 
provided the cost does not exceed the price paid under existingcontracts." 

Chapter 12, Forty-fourth . Session 2, December 23, 1476, enacts: 

“That such sum as may be necessary be, and the same is hereby, appropri- 
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ated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise a ted, to en- | for labor and expenses of opeving and printing for the current year is 
able the Secretary of the Treasury to have engraved ted a portrait | hereby authorized to be used for the ob,ect herein specified.” - 

of Hon. He H. Starkweather, of Connecticut, , late a member of Chapter 1069, Fiftieth Congress, session 1, October 2, 1888, appropriates for 
the House of Representatives, as authorized by the resolution of the House | the Bureau: 
of Representatives of May 5, 1876, and concurred in the Senate May 20, “ Provided, That there shall not be an increase of the number of steam plate- 
1876; said portraits to accompany the eulogies to be printed by the | printing machines in the Engraving and Printing Bureau.” 
same resolution.” Chapter 411, Fiftieth Congress, session 2, March 2, 1839: 

ifem.: The resolution referred to does not appear in the Statutes at kaa “ Provided further, That there shall not be an increase of the number of 

: as published. This act is the first of a long series of acts and joint resolu- | steam plate-printing machines in the Engraving and Printing Bureau * * * 

a5): tions directing the Secretary of the Treasury toengrave portraits and appro- Le That unless the patentees of said steam presses shall accept the 
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priating money therefor. Sectoirendy pats as royalty on each press and the rate per thousand sheets 
/ Chapter 102, Forty-fourth Congress, session 2, March 3, 1877, ———s herein we ed [1 cent] the said presses shall not be used by the Govern- 
v1 for internal-revenue stamps in the same language as the act of August 15, | menta the close of the present fiscal year.” 
Bie 1876. -| Chapter 381, Fifty-second Congress, session 1, as amended March 3, 1893, by 
Bi Chapter 820, Forty-fifth session 2, June 19, 1878: bay ij 208, Fifty-second Co , session 2, provides as follows: 
a] Do. do., except amount is 000. “Src. 3. t not to ex 50,000 bronze medals, and the necessary dies 
; Chapter 350, Forty-rifth session 2, June 20, 1878, appro tes | therefor, with appropriate devices,emblems, and inscriptions commemora- 
money for new building * to be devoted to the use of the Bureau of Engrav- | tive of the said exposition celebrating the four hundredth anniversary of 
ing and Printing of the ee SS. to the mechanical purposes eee America by Christopher Columbus, shall be prepared under 
; of other bureaus and branches 0 Department, and to like purposes of | the supervi: of the Secretary of the Treasury; andthe Bureauof Engrav- 
i bureaus of other Departments.” ing and Printing, under the supervision of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
i p' y “fifth Congress, session 3, March 8, 1879, pencerites: shall prepare plates and make therefrom not to exceed 50,000 impressions 
iii *' For payment of expenses Tash tooo pension chi for year 1879, | tor ote an at a total cost not to exceed $103,000, Said medals and diplomas 


$8,500, and for the Socal Font 1 delivered to the World's Columbian Commission, to be awarded to 
Chupter 180, Forty-fi session 3, March 3, Sa, cupropetates: exhibitors in accordance with the provisions of said act of Congress - 
“For the manufacture of esive Boat aT. of stamps, and ved April 25, 1890; and there is hereby ap priated from any moneys 
of newspaper and periodical stamps, §92.000. If stampscan befurnished | the Treasury not otherwise appropriated he sum of $103,000, or so much 
by the Bureau of Engraving and Printing of the Treasury Papen at | thereof as may be necessary, to pay the expenditures authorized by this sec- 
less ees the — or oe ~— ot printing > ange 8 be given to | tion.” 
said Bureau when not olation of exis contrac 
Repealed March |, 1881, chapter 96, Porty-etain ress. session 8. Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. But there is no statute pro- 
Chapter 183, Forty-fifth C session 3. March 3, 1879, appropriates: hibiting this work from being done by that Bureau. 
To adjust the settled account of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing,| Mr. LIVINGSTON. No, nor by anybody else. 


Emits nt castelinaed Soeue eoatue Setosaek totes ten’ vee oar tien Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. And the Bureau of Engrav- 


of the fecal year 1877, 908.80. a eta aca, ing and Printing ane = co — of the nn — 
-“ ust the settled account of the Bureau of Engraving an n e stamps are neede the Gov t. the 
be See eet eae errant aan ecceeEsa ees | abe printed there 
Treasury, being for the year 1878, $1,392.80.” Mr. HAYES. I will say in response to that, rather than by 
sixth 
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A Chapter 2, Forty- 2, December 22, 1879, provides: | answering yes or no, that the law is explicit and will show what 
R suntanion ax beamed entinn Be ae ne Dopartmncat or barca sary | the statutes are in regard to this very question. 
! association or library, be. he is hereby, autho to furnish impres- The opinion of the Solicitor of the Treasury was asked in re- 
if tons | i any | portrals ory nette: See, or Ter eereohe be © part ce . this ee by the Chief of the Bureau of Engraving and 
a Bved avec’ & x D S rinting, and the letter was written which was referred to b 
i pnd under such conditions as he may deem necessary to protect the public | +4 oentieman from New York {Mr. BARCLETT] and in which 
4 Chapter 225, Forty-sixth Congress, session 2, June 15, 1880: he states what the authority is, so far as he finds it under the 


week ,000 for internal-revenue stamps in language of act of | jaw, and as that authority is given by the law officer of the 
apter 130, Forty-sixth Congress, session 3, March 3, 1881, appropriates for | Treasury Department it is probably unnecessary to go further. 
For dies, paper. and stamps, #442,000, but not exceed $19,000 of this ee - leh re nam ee mae _ 
3) z= . : >| he t, will show the utter y of his position and dem- 
oi eee tek easnioctaesat baaat eek tase persons employed in connec: onstrate that there is no law, existing on the statute books to- 
Aas the ng and printing to be done ae re. of a = ——, that ae _ a wu = ee and Print- 
I enter into competition for doing this work. 
RUM r. MCCREARY of Kentucky. But why should not the Gov- 
c r 433. -seventh Congress, session 1, August 7, 1882, appropri- ee if it hasa ye = ee and iy ow samoned 
: . or urposes, run it for $8 purpose just as it hasa bureau 
ano Greece Bngravlug and Printing of the Treasury Department, of public printing to do the printing for the Departments and 
Chapter 143, pecwrs venth - wseasion®. March 3, 1833, appropriates ee Why, under th i hould 
pter ea Sonqeess, . , r. . er the same reasoning, should not 
mg Urea of Engraving Ary clerks aad employes, and for labor (by the | the Government do kinds of business where it has needs and 
rading labor of workmen skilled in engraving, | enter into competition with private business through all parts 
transferring, plate anting., and other speciation teeqesney om Toe pn | of the country for all its needed ae wer P 
the Secrets y of the Prot rates hot excee.ling the raves usually | Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. But the gentleman does not 
for such work; and for other F expenses of Sree on printing; for ma- | answer my question. Why does the Government support a 
teriais required in the work of engraving printing; for purchase of en- | Government Printing Office and a J3ureau of Engraving and 
sravers’ tools. dies, Soils, ane pantes, ane He ae Seas Os Printing if it can not use them for doing its own work? 
and f o machines for the destruction of ting ng 
; ee and obtign: Mr. HAYES. We support a Bureau of Engraving and Print- 
\ of the Unitei States authorized to be destroyed. Biss 70, and — oa ing for the pu of doing certain specified printing for the 
: eer: ting for *| Treasury and other Departments, and a Printing Outice because 
“ For engraving, printing, on@ Satehing Unived States ——— and sil- | in the very nature of things we are compelled to have some 
reg 
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ver certitica transfers, and other $361,000. | work done with a celerity and under circumstances that can not 

wr Ror engraving ‘ Lee ee eee and Anishing circulating | be accomplished by any private office. But this is a matter that 

4 “For e raving, ting, and checks for the Treasurer of the | is obviously in a different category, and, in any event, I am op- 

5 United States disbursing officers, and for the purchase of paper for the | posed to the extension of governmental business and competition 

Hi / | wg RF engraving, printing, and finishing checks for the payment of pensions, — i oo enterprise. It tends toward centraliza- 
ce “ , a certificates of letters ts, 8700." . i 

: te Re printing. om finishing a7 paten , Mr. BARTLETT. Let me ask the gentleman if itis nota fact 


y Congress, cuenta eii0.b00 the en- | that all of the internal-revenue stamps are now printed by ex- 
‘For paper and stamps for the Bureau of internal Revenue, 410.00, the en- - P 7 0 
th tamps done ia the Bureau of Engra press authority of Congress? 
and Pr tly Pot tne Treasury Deparement, unter the direction of the sone ae emg “ bs Fahy — that isin the compilation of the 
a ~ bstan ws which ECORD. 
ae timate SRE ne tee t me ask the gentleman a question: Does not 
4 “¥00, Porty-elghth Congress, session 2, March 8, 1885, deficiency ap- en es ae nting propose to do the print- 
a less pr 


| ‘0 : of these stamps at ice than anybody else propo-es? 
H acoownt of ior ant sxpepsasof engraving and printing, being for the seer | Mr, ELA YES. Well, I think not. ‘The Bureau put tna bid 





ice of the fiscal 67." . after the advertised time ata less price, and this was met by a 
Chapter 00, FUrty-elghth om session 2, March 3, 1885, appropriates: private bidder and a still lower offer made. - 
Ghapter 902. or th ‘Geeston 1, August 4, 1886: Mr. COX. That is a very important point. 
P “ Provided, That for work authorized Mr. HAYES. But whether it did or not is not material for 
Ww to be performed Sumas = for the . caarepennal ae asaation. In the first place, we would never 
: banks for engraving plates Pape & know what it did cost the Government. 
i into the Treasury as miscellaneous receipts.” Y Mr. LOCKWOOD. Oh, yes. 
nie Cagnter OSS Perey past Conerens, eesees: 3. See ana | _.Mr. HAYES. [tcould not be ascertained whether it was done 
iH Pr A mn) ‘as | at a profit or ata loss. They would have toget the plaat for the 





Sy may be necessary, of the unexpended balance of the appropriation | work, purchase machinery, and all that sort of thing, and this 
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work would run along in connection with all of the other work 
of the Bureau, so that it could not possibly be accurately sepa- 
rated for the purpose of determining the cost. Wear and tear, 
cost of machinery and plant, and various such matters would de- 
bar accuracy in this regard. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. You say we could not know what the cost 
would be. Does not that Bureau make a bid for the work at 5 
cents per thousand? 

Mr. HAYES. Yes; but suppose it costs 10? There is no re- 
striction. They can spend the whole appropriation on this work 
if they think it necessary, and its bid cuts no figure. It would 
be just the same, with same result, whether bid was 1 cent or $1 
a thousand. When a man works for himself it makes no differ- 
ence what he calls his wages. 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question of order. 
It seems to me that gentlemen are drifting away from the point 
of order to the merits of the question. 

TheCHAIRMAN. TheChair would be very glad to hear gen- 
tlemen on the point of order. 

Mr.HAYES. The ground on which the Solicitor of the Treas- 
ury puts this right, so far as the Bureau of Engraving and Print- 
a concerned, is section 3577 of the Revised Statutes, which 
reads: 


Suc. 3577. The Secretary of the Treasury may cause notes to be engraved, 
printed, and executed at the Department of the Treasury, in Washington, 
and under his direction, if he deems it inexpedient to procure them to be en- 
graved and printed by con.ract; and he may purchase and provide all the 
machinery and materials, and employ such persons and appoint such offi- 
cers as are necessary for this purpose. 


Thatisthe Bureauof Engraving and Printing. Thisisa bureau 
of the Treasury Department, and it finds authority in this statute, 
according to the Solicitor of the Treasury, by which postage 
stamps can be printed there. 

Now, in the first place to arrive at such a conclusion the So- 
licitor has tosay that postage stamps are notes, when everybody 
knows the meaning of that word as used in the section I have 
read is essentially different. This word referred tothecurrency 
of the Government. That construction is entirely farfetched, 
and has no merit of any name or nature; is a mere subterfuge. 
In addition to that, after speaking of the matter as it has been 
up before Congress from time to time, the Solicitor says that the 
repeal of a certain provision, which I will refer to in a few min- 
utes, had the effect of putting it back in statu quo, where it was, 
and that it stands now as though Congress had not done any- 
thing, either passed the section or repealed it. That proposi- 
tion I entirely deny and dissent from, either as a matter of rea- 
son or of law or statutory construction. 

This matter has been up before Congress upon three different 
occasions. In the first place, in 1879 a provision was inserted 
in the law which gave the Bureau of Engraving and a’ 
the power to do this very eo but it has always been claime 
that it never passed Congress; in other words, that it was an in- 
terpolation, that it was stricken out by the action of Congress 
and that it got in by a mistake of the enrolling clerks. In any 
event, that was very soon repeaied, and I say that shows a leg- 
islative intent in regard to this matter that entirely brushes 
away the idea that the Solicitor of the Treasury seeks to convey 
as his legal proposition in the letter that he submits to the Super- 
intendent of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. It shows 
of itself a legislative intent and meaning. 

Then again, in 1886, the Postmaster-General recommended the 
attachment to the Post-Office appropriation bill of a provision of 
this kind. I believe it was passed in one House, and finally, 
upon conference, was lost. In any event, without being abso- 

Jutely certain as to the details of it, as a matter of fact it did 
not EE Congress; so that the recommendation of the Postmas- 
ter-General was not carried into effect. 

Mr. SAYERS. What House did it pass? 

Mr. HAYES. It passed the House of Representatives. 

Mr. SAYERS. But was defeated in the Senate? 

Mr. HAYES. Defeated in the Senate. Then, in 1888, the | 
Postmaster-General again recommended an amendment to an | 
appropriation bill, providing for this same thing, and that failed | 
to pass; and now the present Postmaster-General has asked and | 
recommended the same legislation here. In the face of the 
treatment of this law by the various Departments of the Govern- 
ment, how it can be claimed that there does exist upon the part | 
of the Department the power to have this work done in the Bu- 
reau of Engraving and Printing, is beyond my comprehension. | 
We have, 80 far as the action of Congress is concerned, a legis- | 
lative interpretation of its intention ing such laws as it | 
has ; including laws for the tion and management | 
of the Bureau of Engraving and nting. 

Now, I do not know that I care tosay anything more upon this 
question, but I ask unanimous consent to extend in the RECORD, 
as a part of iy remarks, an argument pre by the American 

Bank Note pany, which gives a full and comprehensive 
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statement of the surroundings and reasons governing the ques- 
tion and also extracts from previous debates, showing how it has 
been considered in Congress, and which has an important bear- 
ing upon the question of what the law actually is; that is, show- 
ing intent when passed, as follows: 


STATEMENT OF SITUATION. 


Congress has imposed upon the Postmaster-General the é=ty of providing 
postage stamps for the payment of postage on mail macvter Dy legislation 
which is embodied in section 3/14 of the Revised Statutes, as follows 

“The Postmaster-General shall prepare postage stan:ps of suitable de- 
nominations which, when attached to mail matter, shall be evidence of the 
payment of postage thereon.” 

In like manner the Postmaster-General has been authorized to procure 
stamped envelopes and — cards by sections 3915 and 3916 of the Revised 
Statutes, and provision has subsequently been made for the procurement by 
him of stamped letter sheets, return envelopes, and reply postal cards. All 
these supplies have been heretofore invariably procured by the Postmaster- 
oo under the requirements of section 3700 of the Revised Statutes, as 
follows: 

“All purchases and contracts for supplies or services in any of the Depart- 
ments of the Government, except for personal services, shall be made by ad- 
vertising a sufficient time ee for proposals respecting the same, 
when the public exigencies do not require the immediate delivery of the ar- 
ticles or performance of the service ”’ 

By joint resolution of March 24, 1874, it is provided that the limitation of 
one year for letting contracts for supplies in the Executive Departments 
“shall not be held or construed to be applied to or include mail bags, mail 
seen or keys, postal cards, postage stamps, newspaper wrappers, or stamped 
envelopes.’ 

It had been the custom of the Post-Office Department before the adoption 
of this joint resolution, and it has since been its custom, to make contracts 
for supplies of this character for the period of four years afier advertise- 
ment inviting proposals therefor, published in the newspapers for a period 
of four weeks prior tothe date fixed for the receipt of such proposals 

In pursuance of the requirements of law and the custom of the Depart- 
ment, in October, 1893, when the then-pending contract for the supply of ad- 
hesive postage stamps was about to expire, the Postmaster-General pub- 
lished an advertisement inviting sealed proposals for furnishing stamps 
under detailed specifications to be opened on the i5th day of November, 1893, 
and upon the opening of the bids the bidders and the amounts of their re- 
spective bids, based upon the actual issue of postage stamps for the year 
ending June 30, 1893, were found to be as follows: 


The Hamilton Bank Note Company, of New York _._.... $179, 204. 00 
The American Bank Note Company, of New York................. 162, 401. 51 
Charles F. Steele, of Philadelphia iedlaie eet sitegeaien Shihab awe c, Ta ee 


Five days after the receipt and opening of these bids, submitted in com- 
liance with the law, on the 20th day of November, 1893, the Chief of the 
ureau of Engraving and Printing of the Treasury Department submitted 
to the Postmaster-General an estimate of the cost of furnishing the adhesive 
tage stamps, if manufactured in his Bureau, amounting to #139, 487.52. 
his offer, submitted in the light of the figures given by the bidders under 
the advertisement, it will be observed, is a mere shade less than the lowest 
bid submitted under the advertisement. 

Subsequently, by an order of the Postmaster-General, all the bids received 
under the advertisement therefor were rejected ani an arrangement has 
been made under which, if carried out, the postage stamps are to be manu- 
facturedand furnished to the Post-Office Department on and after the Ist of 
July, 1894, by the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. 


THE PROPOSED ACTION IS WITHOUT AUTHORITY OF LAW. 


This Leg nem action on the part of the Post-Office Department and the 
Treasur partment is wholly unauthorized by existing law; the Post- 
master-General proposing to procure supplies practically without adver- 
tisement, and therefore in disregard of law, by assigning the work to another 
Department of the Government. Clearly, if this action is authorized by law, 
the Postmaster-General could with — propriety have awarded the con- 
tract to a private party proposing to do the work at a cost lower than that 
of the lowest competing bidder, and this proposition is manifestly unten- 
able; certainly, if this course can be pursued, the head of an Executive De- 
— can subvert the whole purpose of the law res ting advertisement 
or Sa and there would be no longer any occasion for such provision. 
This proposed arrangement also involves a defiance of law on the part of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, as well as of the Postmaster-General, be 
cause an examination of the statute books will fail to find the least author- 
ity — the — of Engraving and Printing to undertake the performance 
oft work. 


REFUSAL OF CONGRESS IN THE PAST TO AUTHORIZE MANUFACTURE OF 
y POSTAGE STAMPS BY THE BUREAU. 


Not only is there no authority in the statutes, but the whole course of leg- 
islation by Congress indicates that it has never been willing to throw this 
work into this already overcrowded and overworked Bureau of the Treasury 
Department. 

e Bureau of Engraving and Printing had its origin, unlike the other 
bureaus of the various Executive Departments which have been erected by 
——— acts of Congress, in legislation which permitted the Secretary of the 

ury, if he deemed it expedient, to cause notes to be engraved, printed, 
and executed in his Department, and authorized him to purchase and pro- 
vide all the necessary machinery and materials and to employ such persons 
and appoint such officers as were necessary for this purpose. This legisla- 
b= has been embodied in the Kevised Statutes, in section 3577, which is as 
follows: 

“ Suc. 3577. The ears at the Treasury may cause notes to be engraved, 
printed, and executed at the Department of the Treasury in Washington, 
if he deems it inexpedient to procure them to be en- 
graved and printed by contract, and he may purchase and provide all the 
machinery and materials and employ such persons and appoint such officers 
as are necessary for this purpose.” 

From time to time Congress has provided that other work should be per 
formed inthis Bureau, nearly the whole of which, however, has been work 
for the oe eomny of the Treasury itself, and the Bureau of Engraving and 
Printing been accustomed to do for other Departments of the Govern- 
ment certain work of insignificant amount and trifling cost. 

Notonly is there no authority conferred by Congress uponthe Bureau for 
doing this work, but such action as has taken with respect to the 
Post-Office matters shows that it has taken the position not only that the 
Bureau without legislation has not the authority to do the work but that 
it will withhold such authority whenever asked. This is shown by the fact 
that when Congress provided for the issue of postal notes and for a revision 


of the money-order system, it required the Public Printer and the Ohbief of 
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the Bureau of Engraving and Printing to submit estimates-of the cost of 
furnishing such printed and engraved matter as might be for use 
m the morey-order business, and should furnish such mat 
upon their estimates of costs the expenditures 
upon prapeane received from private bidders. (See 
sevent , ongress, Second session, volume 22, page 527, U: States Stat- 
utes at large. 

The puuite Jepetn show that three several efforts have been made io throw 
this work into the hands of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing and that 
such offorts have failed. The history of these three several efforts is as fol- 


First. In the Post-Office appropriation act passed March 3, 1879, Congress 
opriated for the manufacture of postage cous 992.000, with a 

1. “if such stamps can be furnished by the Bureau of Engraving and 
Printing of the Treasury Department at less than the same now cost. the 
work of printing the same shall be given to said Bureau when not in viola- 
tion of existing contracts.”’ This 
tee on Appropriations. but was attached to the bill on motionof a Represent- 
ative from the State of Lilinois. 

The lanzuage of this proviso was modified in the Senate, but upon a refer- 
ence of the bill to the committee of conference of the two Houses the whole 
matter was strickenout. But, as wassubsequently shown, probably through 
en error of the enreliment clerk, the found its way 
book, and two years jater was 
of the “orty-sixth gress, session 3, passed M: 1, 
the debate that it never had been the intention of Congress 


viso. 

Second. In the Pest-Office appro act for the service of the year 
ending June 80, 1886, the House of tatives. upon the recommenda- 
tion of the Postmaster-General, attac a@ clause to the jon for 


adhesive stamps requiring “ that at the future lettings of contracts for the 
manufacture of tage stamps, ro envelopes, and postal cards the 
Secretary of the be, and he , Pequired tosubmit bids for 
the manufacture of said en and postal cards by the 
Bureau of Printing Treasury which bids 
tition with bids from private parties; but pro- 

vided that the Pos the contracts, or any of them, 
ee ee reference to the bids 
. if, in his judgment, it shall ba for the best interest of the 


themselves separately on 

In this case Congress express! 

— has eS followed by the — 
case of the postage-stamp.con’ 

. The Postmaster-General in his annual reportfor the fiscal year end- 

ing June 30, 1488, recommended that an amendment ‘be inserted in the ap- 

bill for the next fiscal year that “the work of manu- 


this work of manufacturing Suppiziag tal cards, 
sta es eam iaraaraaeeiie sane ae te 
Bureau of Engra and by reference to the de Con- 
gress when the ome be found that the objection has 
broad ground of public policy, which, insti 
the Government from engaging in this work of ad- 
tration. 


THE BUREAU OY ENGRAVING AND PRINTING HAS NEVER BEFORE CLAIMED 


* fO HAVE AUTHORITY TO MANUFACTURE POSTAGE STAMPS. 


‘The f statement of the vario: 
ae dieaieenea postage 


ieeaney pom been pe femme and tne show that ithas 
hever before been claimed on bebait of the that it had such author- 


"E, sam, srnon Comavers was Se thee de cence ee 


with private bidders, it was 


engraving and coneeenare abbeys re required by the 
Smesery Depasenens. has no wish to exten work beyond 
pose.of its organization, uniess it be to the ad ‘of the Government 


Ned i that when the sport of the : Mot Treasury was 
session) it nan Soil enkaresed ir ene Dentevaann the Bureau did not 
ofengravinz ani prluuing oxedaved in tho Barca he takes the following 
“The most considerable work this kind now executed outside of the 


: 


the execution of this character of work 

¥aete establishments." 

THE PRESENT CLAIM OF AUTHORITY FOR THE BURBAU IS WITHOUT FOUN- 
i now ‘from ithe answer 

pensation’ af Gee Ionse af 

wWhwt law the Bureau to manufacture 
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that hoe professes to find authority in section 3577 of the Revised Statutes, 
quoted above, supplemented by the appropriation acts providing for labor 
and expenses of notes, and other securities of the United 
States. claiming that nunader these laws the Bureau is organized for the en- 
graving. printing, and finishing of the securities and other obligations of 
the United States, and is authorized to execute the work that falls within 
this ey ye and inasmuch as *‘ obligations or other securities” are by 
section 64:3, Revised Statutes, held to mean, among other things, *stanyps,”’ 
that the Bureau has authority to manufacture postage stamps. 

A sufficient answer to this tion Would seem to be a reference to the 
past attempts at legislation and the record of the attitude of the Depart- 
ments on the question; for if the Bureau has the authority now to manu- 
facture postage stamps, it had the same authority when legislation therefor 
was 8 y sought and was advisedly withheld by Congress. 

A slight consideration of the statutes relied upon will suffice to show that 
they do not suapere the proposition advanced. Without ur that the 

of section 541% is intended to apply aon to crimes and so might be 

held not to have been intended as a definition obligations and securities 
applicable to all cases and circumstances, it is su Ticient to say that an-ap- 
act providing money for the purpose of the manufacture of such 

securities as the Bureau is lawfully e ed in making is far from requir- 
ing or authorizing the Bureau to ture all the securities of the Gov- 


ernment. 

In order to give the statutes cited by the Secretary of the Treasury the ef- 
fect claimed for them it is necessary to find in the appropriation acts some 
requirement, or at least authority, for the Bureau te rform the work of 

(besides and in addition to the notes. bonds, and securities for which 
ee thereby provided) all of the securities of the Government, and this 
is evidently impossible. This pretense of authority is so manifestly unwar- 
— © statutes that it is difficult to consider it seriously or treat it 
with patience. 


PRESENT INABILATY OF THE BUREAU TO PERFORM THE WORK. 
But, besides and beyond the want of legal authority to carry out the pro- 





posed ertaking to furnish stamps the Bureau of avin, 
| and Printing, it is practically ible Sertar Gecuteny of the. unr 
1 to putthe Bureau ina position to perform the work, it appearing 


awfully 
by the estimates submitted that tinder present appropriations, and with the 
ae accommodations ef the Bureau, it is unable satisfactorily to per- 
orm the work upon which it isnow employed. 
Revised Statutes des that “‘No Department of the 
ent shall expend in any. 


ernm. one year sum in excess of appro- 
iations made by Congress for that fiscal year or ve the Government 


2 any contract for the iuture payment of money in excess.of such appropria- 


Section 3732 provides that ‘‘ Nocontract or purchase on behalf of the United 
tates shall be made uniess the same is authorized See emerener 
tion adequate to its fulfillment, except in the War and Navy Depart- 


‘The estimate was based on the then existing needs of the Bureau, and it 
not concurred in by the Committee on ations, which has fixed 


was aeoton 
the amounts im the ae cont at aless amount than 
was asked for and without pro money for the erection of the new 
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work, which will involve an increase of the work of the of about 20 
per will require ee a eae mate- 
Tiabs —— a increased force of employés. To 
vid» for of additional materials and of increased force will 
pm aR a eee rem Angled sums of money over and above the esti- 
Oitice Depa iasmnwa 

i, assuming there eee authority for the Post-Office Pet 
ment to the Bureau for stamps furnished by i 
fe t9 which there is grave question, it is not competent for the Recretary 
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to do this it will be neeessary to procure additional steam presses, which is 
now expressly forbidden by law, Congress a pro in chapter 1060, 
Fiftieth Congress, first session, passed Oct. 2, as follows: 

Provided, Taat there shail not De an increase of thenumberef steam plate- 
printing machimes in the Engraving and Printing Bureau. 


THE OFFER OF THE BUREAU DOES NOT REPRESENT THE ACTUAL COST TO 
THE GOVERNMENT OF DOING THE WORK. 


Even after sion is made for the performance of this work by the pro- 
curement of additional plant and material and employes it will not be possi- 
bie for the Bureau to furnish and distribute the postage —- as required 
hy the specitications of the Post-Office Department, at the estimated cost of 
5 cents per thottsand. 

The figures and estimates of the Bureau as furnished by itself conclu- 
sively show that the cost to the Government of procuring the manufacture 
and distribution of the postage stamps would be far in excess of the estimate 
of 5cents per thousand. On the only occasion when the Bureau ever esti- 
mated before on the stamp contract, when it competed with private bidders 
in 1885, its estimate of cost was 7.75 cents per thousand, which was higher 
than that of the American Bank Note Company, to which the contract was 
awarded under its bid of 6.99 cents per thousand. Its present estimate ts 
more than 85 per cent less, and it is impossible to suppose that there has 
been in the meantime any such reduction in the cost of the performance of 
the work of the Bureau as to justify and sustain it. 

The estimates made by the Bureau of the cost of the work ote = per- 
formed by it are, however. the best evidence of its inability to fur and 
distribute the stamps at the cost now estimated. and conclusively establish 
the truth of that proposition. In the Book of Estimates submitted to the 
present session of Congress (Fifty-third Congress, second session,) the chief 
of the Bureau estimates that the average cost per thousand printings for the 
year ending June 30.1895, will be $17.26. 

The estimate of the average cost of the finished uct of the Bureau per 
thousand sheets is much higher; but as a t deal of the work, the cur- 
ae and oe for saapenen Be — d to two or —_ printings, 

€ average cost, for purposes of estimate comparison, is very properly 
reduced from sheets to printings. Postage stampsrequire but ns 
and are produced in sheets containing 20) stamps each, so that 200,000 stamps 
will represent a thousand printings—the basis of the Bureau's estimate of 
cost of its present work. cost of 5 cents per thousand stamps reduced 
to the basis of thonsand prin makes the Bureau’s estimate of cost of 
stamps $10 thousand printings, as against the cost of $17.26 of its other 
work, a difference of over 42 at cent. 

It is utterly impessible to believe that the Bureau can turn out postage 
stamps at any such cost. Nor does this comparison tell the whole story. 
itis my for the Bureau to manufacture postage stamps at as low a 
cost as it pruduces other work, much less to manufacture and distribute 
them to over 70,008 post-offices, as required by the cations of the Post- 
Offiee Department contract. In the first place, a large amount of the work 
~ the Bureau ae of type printing. a oat method Lees —_ —s 

nting required for postage stamps, and a very large proportion of suc 
werk consists of sheets of smaller size than those which stamps are 
ted; and in the seeond piace, the estimate of $17.25 per thousand print- 
ngs includes no charge for paper and practically none for gumming, yee 
forating, packing, and distribution, a charge for all of which must enter Into 
owe estimate of the cost of ns the stamp contract. 
ve, then, at an accurate estimate of the cost of postage stamps to 
the Government there must be added the cost of ~~ gumming, perforat- 
img, and packing for distribution. each operation itself entailing no in- 
cousiderable expense and seauering many employésto perform under a con- 
tract requiring the average ly manufacture and distribution of some ten 
miltions of stamps. The private contractor has, of course, to add to these 
of cost rent, insurance, taxes, and interest on cast of plant, which are 
not out-of-pocket expenses for theGovernment Bureau, but the expenses of 
which have to be met in one or another so long as there is an interest- 
bearing debit and which, it might fairly be urged, should be taken into ac- 
count in arriving at the true cost to the Government of doing the work. 
To summarize this comparison we have: 


Bureau's estimate of cost per thousand printings, including labor, 
materials. and on 


Ss. 
Bureau's estimate of cost of furnishing a 
stamps, which should cover cost of paper, 
, and distribution. which are actual expenses, and rent, im 
— taxes, and interest on plant, Which must be metin one shape one 
oranother.._... ie cata NAb RT lis cn hg . 


7.2 

Another mods of presenting a comparison of these estimates by reducing 
the Bureau's estimate of average cs per thousand printings An the year 
ending June 98, 1895, to the basis of the stamp contract priee gives the fol- 





Cents. 
Cost per thorsand stamps on basis of Bureau's estimate, for printing 


Bureau's estimate of cost, including paper, gumming, ete.---777--- > S 


in the foregoing comparisons no account has been made of the diferent 

estimates of cost of different kinds of stamps, but the cost of the ordinary 

for the use of the public has been used, as the other kinds of stam 
form about one per cent of the total amount of thecontract, and the dif- 
ference in cost plays no important part. 

A fair estimate of the number of stamps which will now be required an- 
nually is 3,000,600,000, although this amount is to be increased about 
8 per cent each . Under this estimate, if the stamps are furnished by 
the Bureau. its estimate of the average cost per thousand printings for 
the year ending June 30, 1895, is to be relied upon. it will cost the Govern- 
ee a een ene ® FONE. and this amount will be increased 


whatever sum to cover the cost of . gumming, perforat- 
ily peckinn damien ns the other items above enumerated. 


CHEAPER TO PROCURE POSTAGE STAMPS BY COMPETITIVE BIDDING THAN 
FOR THE GOVERNMENT TO MANUFACTURE THEM. 
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Government empioyés work shorter hours than do those employed by pri- 
vate parties, their pay is higher, and these inthe Bureau have thirty days 
vacation and thirty days sick leave with pay. The resultot competition in 
reducing the cost of production by private concerns can not be botter shown 
than by the reduction in the price of postage stamps from 25 cents per thou. 
san‘ less than thirty years age to 5.85, the orice now bid by the American 
Bank Note Company, and, althouch reduct.»as in cost from year to year are 
shown by the estimates of the Bureau, nothing approaching such a reduce- 
tion is or-can bs claimed on its behalfin respect of the work performed by it. 

The legitimate work of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing Was bever 
provided to be performed by it beeause it could be done by the Government 
cheaper than it could be procured from private parties. The origin of the 
Bureau was in the supposed greater seeurity with respect to its currency 
and bonds if the work of their manufacture were performed by the Treasury 
Department itself, and it has always been recognized that this desired se- 
curity was obtained. if at all, at the exponse of an increased cost of produc- 
tion. In 1875 a memorial was presented to Congress by the American Bank 
Note Company, the National Bank Note Company, and the Continental Bank 
Note Company, then the three largest and most important bank-note con- 
cerns in the country, offering to do the entire work of engraving and printing 
then performed by the Bureau of Engraving and Printing for $250,000 less 
than the same was costing the Government. (See Report No. 150, House of 
Representatives, Forty-third Co . second session, Committee on Bank- 
ing. and Currency, February 16, 1875, pages 137, 139, 297.) 

pon a hearing before the Secretary of the Treasury and the Postmaster- 
General on the 26th day of January, 1894, on the question of accepting the 
offer of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing to perform the stamp con 
tract, counselfor the American Bank Note Company was authorized by it 
to offer to perform the entire work of the Bureau for 2% to 30 per cent less 
than the amount expended by the Government therefor. 


PRESENT SYSTEM AFFORDS AMPLE SECURITY. 


As has been stated above, the reason for the performance by the Govern- 
ment of the work originally intrusted to the Treasury Department and now 
performed by the Bureau of Engraving was the supposed security afforded 
thereby, and the Secretary of the Treasury now asks to make the postage 
stamps upon the plea of safety and security. 


There is nothing in the past history of the performance of the contracts 
for the supply of stamps by private contractors to justify such a plea. Not 
only have these contracts been performed with entire satisfaction to the 
Post-Oilice Department and so as to elicit public commendation, but there 
has never been any loss to the Government therefrom. A system of checks 
against loss by carelessness or fraud that would be adopte i by any respon- 
sible private contractor would be quite as efficacious as any employe by 
the Bureau, and, indeed, the private contractor can be relied wpon to use the 
utmost efforts to —— itself — such loss, for independently of the 
heavy penalties of the bonds required it would result ia utter ruin to any re- 
sponsible private concern to have any serious miSadventure occur with the 
postage stamps while in its custody. 

But if any misadventure should occur the Government is amply protected 
by the bond of the private contractor, while if the work is done by the Bu- 
reau of Engraving and Printing any loss must be borne by the Government 
itself; so that there is, in reality, greater security in the performance of the 
work by private contract. 

For the reasons above stated it is insisted that the furtherance of the pub- 
lic interests and justice to the interests of private enterprise require that 
Congress should refuse to sanction the ee action of the Bureau of 
Engraving and Printing with respect to themanufacture of postage stamps, 
which is not only without the authority but is in direct violation of the pro- 


visions of existing law. 
rau AMERICAN BANK Note CoMPANY OF New Yor 
NEw YorK, March 15, 1394. 





APPENDIX. 


{Extracts from CONGRESSIONAL RECORD containing debates on subject of 
SS manufacture of tage stamps by the Bureauof Engraving and 
-rinting of the Treasury Department. } 
In the Committee of the Whole of the House of Representatives, J anuary 29, 
1879, the Post-Office appropriation bill bel: under consideration (Con- 
a Recorp, Forty-fifth Congress, third session, volume 33, pages 


° s * * * * - 
The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill and read the following: 


Office of the Tiird Assistant Postmaster-General: For manufacture of ad- 
hesive pone stamps, of official stamps, and of newspaper and periodical 


Mr. LATHROP. I move to amend the paragraph just read by the Clerk, by 
adding to it that which I send to the Clerk's desk. 
an Clerk read as follows: 


said stamps can be furnished by the Bureau of Engraving and Print- 

ing of the Treasury ment at less than the same now cost, the work of 

printing the games be given to said Bureau when not in violation of ex- 
ing contract."’ 


Mr. BLount (in of the bill). I raise the point of order on that 
amendment, that it is a change of existing law. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Oregon. It proposes to reduce expenditure. 

Mr. BLouNg?. It does not a that it retrenches expenditures. 

Mr. LATHROP. My proposit is to give this work to the Bureau of En- 
grav and Prin only when so doing will save money to the Govern- 
ment. If thatis notin the directionof economy, I would like to know what la. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Cox in the chair). The Chair is unable to determine 
by the amendment whether it would save money or not. 

Mr. Baker of Indiana. The very words of the amendment will show that. 

Mr. BLount. The amendment may be unobjectionable, but we have no in- 
formation from the Department on the subject; and I must insist upon my 


point of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will not rule the amendment out of order; there 
may be economy in it. 
The was taken or the amendment; and it was agreed to. 
The read as follows: 
“ Por the manufacture of ital cards, $200,000." 
Mr. Latrurop. I offer another amendment of the same character as the one 
adopted. I move to insert at the end of the clause just read the follow- 


“If such postal cards can be produced and furnished by the Bureau of En- 
graving and Printing of the Treas ment at less than the same now 
cost, the work shall be given to said Bureau when not in violation of existing 
con ” 


tracts. 
Mr. Caxwon of Illinois. Before this amendment is voted upon I wish to 
submit a single suggestion. I intended to say something pane similar 
amendment touching but the vote was taken before | could get an 
opportunity. These auanin eens provide that the work shall be given to 
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the Bureau of Engraving and Printing if it can be done by that Bureau at 
‘less than the same now cost.”” Now, take the item of stamps under the con- 
tract prior to the present one. 

ae LOUNT. Can the gentleman state when the present contract will ex- 
pire? 

Mr, CANNON of Illinois. I think in abouta year; Iam not sure as to that, 
however. Under the former contract for stamps, as I now recollect, the 
compensation paid for furnishing them was 14 cents a thousand. [t is now 
@ little less than 10 cents a thousand. What the contract is for postal cards 
I can not just now state; but no doubt, as in the case of — it is much 
less than the price under the former contract. Now, for one, I am not will- 
ing to say that when the existing contract ex the Government shall not 
invite competition for a new contract, provided the Bureau of saree 
and Printing will do the work for a shade less than the price now paid. 
think it very likely that upon proposals for anew contract, the stamps may 
be printed and the postal cards manufactured at less than the nt rate. 
1 am not wiiling, therefore, to tie the hands of the Department by the adop- 
tion of the amendment. 

Mr, Broun’. I would like to ask the gentleman whether he considers that 
the hands of the Department would be tied by the proposition? 

Mr. CANNON of Itlinois, As I understand you can not by the amendment 
interfere with any contract now in existence; but when the existing con- 
tract expires, if the Bureau of E ving and Printing will do the work for 
athousandth part of a cent less than is now paid by contract, the Depart- 
ment wiil be prohibited from having the work done even at a cheaper price 
by an outside party upon a new contract. 

Mr. FINLBY. How are we toknow that the Bureau of Engra and Print- 
ing can not do the work for less? How is that to be ascertained 

r. CANNON of Ulinots. I a the gentleman's question as an argument 
2gainst the amendment I think it is a very pertinent one. 

‘The amendment was not agreed to. 


Tn the Senate of the United States, February 20, 1879. The Post-Office ap- 
propriation bill being under consideration (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, Forty- 
tifth Congress, third session, volume 8, te 1667). 

Mr. PADDOCK. on see 8, after line 167, I move to insert: 

* And the work shall be awarded to the Bureau of Engraving and Printing 
if it shall appear that the same can be done in said Bureau and delivered at 
the Post-Office De ent at a less cost than if done elsewhere.” 

So as to make the proviso read: 

“That in all peooemeee for contracts hereafter made for said stamps, 
bids from the Bureau of Engraving and Printing of the Treasury Depart- 
ment shall be received and acted upon on the same basis asthe bids of other 

arties; and the work shall be awarded to the Bureau of Engraving and 

inting if it shall oppeet that the same can be done in said Bureau and de- 
livered at the Post-Offiice Department at a less cost than if done elsewhere.” 

Mr. Dorsey. I think there is no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


In the House of Representatives, January 25, 1881 (CONGRESSIONAL REc- 
On», Forty-sixth ‘ene third session, pages 924 and 925), the Post-Office 
Sppeepesation bili be! under consideration by the Committee of the 

ole. . 
‘The Clerk read as follows: ’ ; 
* Office of the Third Assistant Postmaster-General: For manufacture of ad- 


hesive stamps, of official stamps, and of newspa) and odical 
8 MA $108 500: Brovidrd ‘Tha the condition attached to theltent of 
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bid too low to make the’ ve? The 
ae ; can not lose a dollar. undertake 
ec mecerecncan teeely erseah Up tan ioeer : oat ie 
insure that the work shall be done at the bid of the loss to 


the Government. I repeat: All that this proviso does is to repeal a 
sion in the former bill, which condition was never agrees ez either House 
so inequit 


ovi- 


of Congress. It crept in by mistake; it has work ably and un- 
fairly as to shut out all competitive biddin naeegnens the country and 
give the contract to the Bureau of Edgraving and Printing, provided it 
would bid lower than existing rates. I a that the amendment of the gen- 
Sane and ang Virginia will not be adopted, and that the proviso in the bill 

Mr. Hunton, I know nothing of the manner in which this original provi- 
sion was adopted. It is a law of the land, and this proviso seeks to repeal 
it. But I desire to put to my friend from Kentucky this question: If the 
proviso in this paragraph should be retained, can the Bureau of Engraving 
and Printing be a competitor for the printing of these adhesive stamps? 

Mr. BLACKBURN, 1 will say to the gentleman from Virginia my construc- 
tion of the law would be—— 

Mr. HUNTON. Will the gentleman answer my question? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. What is it that the gentleman wants? Does he want me 
to give him some other man’s opinion? I think that the Bureau of Engrav- 
ing and Printing, under the operation of this proviso, stands exactly upon 
an ora with other competitive bidders of the country, save and except 
that the Government furnishes its rent, its fuel, and its light free. 

Mr. HunrTown. If this proviso be retained, can the Bureau come in as acom- 
petitor for this work? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I should say that it could, but I hope it would not. 

oe N. Lhope it would; and believing that it would, I withdraw the 
ame mt. 

The Senate of the United States, February 23, 1885, the Post-Office appropri- 
ation bill being under consideration (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, Forty-eighth 
Congress, second sessio’ yases 2007 to 2012): 

The Secretary resum reading of the bill. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, in section 1, to strike out the follow- 
ing clause, from line 139 to line 151, inclusive: 

“That at the future lettings of contracts for the manufacture of postage 
stamps, stam envelopes, postal cards, and other postal securities the 
Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, required to submit bids for 
the manufacture of said stamps, stamped envelopes, postal cards, and other 
ae securities, by the Bureau * ee and Printing of the Treasury 

partment, which bids shall be ered in competition with bids from 
private ties: But , That the Postmaster-General may reject any 
and ail the bids of private parties, and award the contracts, or of them, 
upon the bid of the ery of the Treasury, if in his judgment it shall be 
for the best interests of the Government to do so.” 


« * * 8 2 x 3 

Mr. PLUMB. The committee recommended the stri out of this provi- 
sion for two reasons: In the first place, because it is legislation, and in the 
next place, because, as they believe. it is bad legislation. I hope every Sen- 
ator wiil take the bill and read this provision now in order to understand 
fully its I will read it: 

“That all the future lettings of contracts for the manufacture of postage 
stamps, stam envelopes, postal cards, and other postal securities ’’— 

I hope the te will note the full scope of the Vision. It not only re- 
fers to the manufacture of postage stamps, but of stamped envelopes, pos- 
tal cards, and other postal securities— 
of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, required to submit bids 


for the of caid stamps, stam: envelo cards, and 
Bureau of Engraving and Prin of the 


reject 

of them, he of Treasury, if, 

it shall be the best interests of the Government to do so. 
It will be observed that that is a peculiar provision. In the first 

oe 3 eee Government, if a contract was awarded for the 

manufacture of enve!: not to the mere 

but to the manufacture 


and of every 
addition B/ that it requires 


There is not to so wide a discretion in the statute book 
on officer; but, Mr. President, it is obnoxious even if it 
point. pte pathy gece ar nperenen rg of 
seaeiie Sens pee ofan Seas that is manu at the Bureau o 
Engra’ and ecan tell the gross cost of allthe work done there, 
but no et ee ee oe ee on ee or by any- 
else which state toa fraction the cost of doing any part of that 
because all the elements can not be separated. 
The elements of cost on account of the use of capital, the wear and tear of 
machinery in the manufacture of a icular 
brief period can not be told: and evenif it could be told there is no 
ry might inadvertently or desiguedly bid one-baif the price that pri. 
or one- ss 
vate Soul ak tor tale core at the Government would not be 
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icy, it is not well for the Federal Government to enlarge its already vast 
number of employés—of workmen alone,I mean. The necessary enlarge- 
ment due to the growth of the coun is quite sufficient. Kei ae my 
is here to let the Government be a bidder against private manufacturers in 
a matter which private manufacturers understand perfectly well, and in 
which there is no difficulty whatever. 


ry 2 e a * * . 


The Government officers in making this bid will take no account of rent, 
and yet there will be really a charge against this work of rent or should be. 
‘They will tind it necessary to enlarge their — buildings in order to do 
it. ‘The officers of the Treasury in making a bid will take no account of in- 
surance. The Government is its own insurer. It will take no account of 
taxes; it will take no account of the depreciation of mockery. which is 10 
per cent a year upon a very costly set of machinery. It will takeno account 
of the percentage of the compensation of supervising officers that ought to 
be charged to the envelope agency. The Government can not be holden to 
any particular sum if it bids to do the work at certain rate, because it 
must go on and finish the work whether it costs twice that or not. There 
is nobody to sue upon a bond; nobody to keep within certain fixed limits. 


2 & 2 * * « + 
Mr. DAWEs. I have always understood it to be considered a matter of re 
gret that we were under the necessity of maintaining such a vast establish- 


ment as the Printing Office, but the corsiderations that enter into the main- 
tenance of that are such that it can not be obviated, and it isa oe = 
ua 





carry on that vast establishment because of the nature of the work. 


noneéof those considerations enter into this matter. The stamped envelopes, 
the postal cards, and the stamps themselves that are made separately can 
be, so far as convenience, or necessity. or use is concerned, made at one place 
as Well as another. It is only a question of cost. Now, the Government 
does not save at all, because it does not charge to the cost of the manufacture 
of an envelope the cost of the plant, or the interest on the plant, or the in- 
surance, or anything like that. It does not save that because it pays it in 
another way; it all comes out of the Treasury although it is not charged 
off against the cost of each envelope; so while the Government by thus dis- 
regarding what must in the end come out of the Treasury, as an element of 
cost, can put upon the market he ag ns oy so much cheaper than the private 
—— can that ae at once must take the whole business and must, as I 
ave said, gather all this plant. 

* 29 ut I wish to know what the last clause in the paragraph means 
if it does not mean that you offer to the public an invitation to bid for the 
doing of this work, and you invite them to put themselves down to the low- 
est ible point, and to accommodate their machinery, their capital, and 
their investment to it, and when it is done we will de as we have a mind to; 
we will crush you out entirely and go into the manufacture of private pro- 
duction along with you. 


* * ” s * a * 


It seems to me that when you embark in the manufacture of all these 
postal cards and envelopes and work of that kind you might just as well set 
up @ woolen mill, a hatter’s shop, a shoemaker’s shop, and turn the city of 

ashington into a grand center of manufacturing of which the Government 
will furnish the capital and the Government will furnish the employés. 


* % * . ie * ” 


Mr. PLUMB. It is not cognate to that of the public printing generally, be- 
cause there, after great experience, oneness determined that it would be 
practicable to always have on hand the facilities to do this work and not to 
submit to the general scuffle of bidding; but in this case there has been no 
complaint anywhere either of the quality of the work or the ae at which 
it wasdone. Private parties have not only been ready and willing to do this 
work, as they have been to carry the mails, and do other things, at a reason- 
able price, but there have been built up great establishments which the Gov- 
— would now practically break up if it were to enter upon the matter 

n this way. 

I do not mean to say that necessarily it would result in that being done by 
the Government, but by the a power vested in the Secretary of the 
Treasury and the Postmaster-General by this section. It does not limit 
them to accepting the lowest bid or the best bid, but simply says to the Post- 
master-General, ‘If you think on the whole, without reference to what pri- 
vate parties may have bid, that the Government ought to enter upon this 
manufacture as a public policy, then you can give the bid to the Secretary 
of the Treasury and reject those of all the private parties.” 


* * * * * e fs 
Mr. Beck. Mr, President, I did not examine this question with very great 


care because it impressed me in committee, as I believe it did the whole 
comunittee, that the work was being done pretty cheaply now. We heard of 


no combinations. It seems there was fair competiton and very on compe- | 


tition in regard to all these matters, and it was thought we should not under* 


take it, especially under the latter clause of the paragraph which provides | 
8 


that the Postmaster-General may reject any or all 


of private parties 
the bid of the Secretary of 


and award the contracts, or any of them, u 


the Treasury if, in nis judgment, it shall be for the best interests of the Gov- | 


ernment to doso. That would be giving a power to the Secretary of the 
Treasury and to the Postmaster-General to increase the employés of this 
Government almost ad infinitum. 


* g x * * * 


* 

My ex ce has been that nothing is ever as cheaply done when it is 
administrative as when it is done by competition as a commercial transac 
tion. The ee never does carry on anything as cheaply as private 

e can do it. 
ay e committee were advised further, and I believe it wiil turn out to be so, 
that before a plant sufficient can be put down to start this business, a build- 
ater as = as that of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing will have 
to be built, ve or six hundred, perhaps a thousand, employés will have 
to come = RS for one, believe that no greater calamity can happen to poor 
le tempt them 

fluences that may change every two or three years, and to be dependent 
wu patronage and upon the ned of political men or political parties. 

ver work can be done otherwise, I want to see it done. 


2 

You must recollect that in any private establishment making stamps the 
cost of the building is a very great item, and the cost of the machinery is a 
greatitem. All these things enter into the calculation in that case; but 
when merely compare the pay of the employés and give the building 
give the machinery for nothing, the fuel and all the other 
Soe charged, perhaps the comparison_may be in favor of 
the t. I am not so sure in regard to that. However, I knowthe 
protection, to drive out the competition of our cluisens by having Govern: 
of our ns overn- 

ment employés here to convert such business into administration. 


i 
5 
¢ 
: 
i 


to come here to work for the Government under 
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There is enough of administration, there is enough of embarrassment, and 
there are enough peeple drawn here, who, according to my experience, be 
come more and more dependent, less and less self-reliant, less and less use- 


ful citizens the longer they stay here, dependent, as many of them are, upon 
the changes of the whee! of fortune in politics. We ought not to encourage 
any great increase of those classes of people if we can help it; and we can 
keep a very large number oo by allowing this conypetition to go on in the 
manufacture of envelopes, which has been done satisfactorily before, and I 
think it will be done satisfactorily again. 

The last clause of the paragraph, I say, alarmed me more than any other 
provision in it. I donot want the Postmaster-General or the Secretary of 
the Treasury, Ido not care whether he is a Democrat or a Republican, to 
have the right to disregard bids and say what shal! be abolished. At any 
rate I was in favor of striking it out after all the information we had, so 
that we may hear from the House as to why it was put in, and that our con- 
ferees may hear in regard to it; whereas if we acree to retain the clause 
now we shall hear nothing and it will have passed out of our hands alto 
gether. * * * 

Mr. PLUMB. It ought to be stated here as a fact, as it is, that this work has 
been done for the Government at a lower price every year, showing that 
competition has its full effect in this as it hasin ordinary branches of busi 
ness. If the statement with which the Senator from Alabama concluded his 
speech is to apply, then the Government ought to have horses and wagons 
so that in cases where it should be necessary to enlarge the star-route serv- 
ice it may supply from headquarters at Washington or elsewhere, the mail 
service with the necessary machinery to carry it on. 

If we can not rely upon private competition, let us carry it out to the 
logical conclusion; let the Government have all these things on hand and a 
— ready tocarry on the manufacture not only in regard to mail matter, 

ut, as the Senator from Kentucky says, the aan hing for the Army, and 
things of that sort, if private parties do not meet its expectations. 


* * * 8 “ & 5 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the Chair). The question is 
on agreeing to the amendment recommended by the Committee on Appro 
priations. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted, yeas, 2 
nays 20. ; 


Mr. BERRY. Mr. Chairman, I have listened with a great 
deal of patience to the gentleman who has just presented some 
remarks which [ presume to be an argument on behalf of the 
bank-note companies of the United States to retain this print- 
ing under their control, which as I am informed is profitable to 
the extent of perhaps $40,000 or $50,000 per year, rather than 
have it transferred to a Departmentof the Government where it 
cin be done, according to the proposition already made by that 
Department, for many thousands of dollars less than it has been 
done heretofore, or is offered to be done for atthe present time. 

The Bureau of Engraving and Printing had its origin in the 
fact that the Government was imposed upon by the bank-note 
companies of the United States. In 186i or 1862, Mr. Chase, 
then Secretary of the Treasury, with but two vank-note com- 
panies in the United States, found that they were the only bid- 
ders in the market for the execution of the work of printing the 
securities and obligations of the Government, and Mr. (hase 
came before the Congressof the United States and asked author- 
ity that the printing be done in the Treasury Department. 
There it was done, and most of the bonds and obligations of the 
Government were printed under the roof of the present T're isury 
building. Eighteen or twenty years ago, prosecuting that idea 
| still further, the Bureau of Engraving and Printing was estab- 
| lished, and a handsome building was constructed in which todo 
| this work. 
| But by the adroit management of the bank-note companies of 
this country, when the matter was brought before Congress from 
time to time, by people who had the interests of the country at 
heart, they have always succeeded in defeating the proposition 
that the Government should do its own printing, ond have kept 
itin the hands of these contractors in the city of New York who, 
1 think, always understand when they have a good thing and 
are anxious to retain it. 

This Bureau of Engraving and Printing comes here, repre- 
| sented by a competent man, the Chief of the Bureau, who says 
that the Department can do the printing for $10,000 a year less 
| than it has been done in the city of New York, and he says that 
in the interest of economy it ought to be done in the Bureau of 
Engraving and Printing. 

My understinding is that an expenditure of $20,000 or $25,000 
will furnish the necessary presses, aad that these dies from 
which the stamps are printed belong to the Government, and 
the moment the Government concl des to do this printing that 
these parties must surrender these dies to the Government, and 
then the printing can bs done in its own establishment, and 
with the best possible checks against fraud. This is now done 
with all our internal-revenue stamps, our money, and other se- 
curities, under a system which is certain to protect the Gov- 
ernment against fraud. 

Now, our postage stamps are printed in the city of New York. 
They never pass through the Post-Office Department in the city 
of Washington, but we send an agent to New York, and these 
stamps are distributed from that point, and sent to the different 
points in the United States where they are needed, under the 
auspices of this agent, without passing unde. the scrutiny of the 
Department here. 
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This is a plein sort of work, more easily done than bank notes; 
and why should not the Government save this money? There 
is nothing to exclude the iabor unions from having their men in 
the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, where as wages are 
Bol as by outside parties; and if a profit ig to be made on this 

b let the Government make the profit in the interest of econ- 
omy, which the Democratic party is pledged to. [Applause.] 

r. HENDERSON of North Carolina. In view the fact 
that it is getting near 5 o'clock, when we will have fo take a re- 
cess, [ move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. HarcH, Chairman of the Committeeof the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee, having had under consideration the bill (H. R. 6016), had 
come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the House take a recess as if at 5 o'clock, until 8 o'clock this 


evening. 
The SPEAKER. One moment. The Chair will lay before 
the House several pe requests. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Hicks, for the rest of the week, on account of im- 
portant business. 

To Mr. Oatrs, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

= Mr. Coss of Alabama, from attendance at this evening’s 
session. 


TAXATION OF UNITED STATES LEGAL-TENDER NOTES, ETC. 


Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois, by unanimous consent, submit- 
ted the views of the minority on the bill proposing the taxation 
of the United States legal-tender notes for State, Territorial, and 
municipal purposes; which were ordered to be printed with the 
views of the majority. 


REPRINT OF BILLS. 


By unanimous consent, at the uest of Mr. MAGUIRE, the 
bills H. R. 5501, 5502, 5503, 5504, 5505, and 5603 were ordered 
to be reprinted, the original editions being exhausted. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from asks unanimous 
consent that the House now take a recess instead of waiting 
until 5 o'clock, the evening session to be devoted to the consid- 
eration of bills under the rules. Without objection, that order 
will be made, and the gentleman from Indiana[Mr. BROOKSHIRE] 
will perform the duties of the Chair at the evening session. 

There was no objection. 

And accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 55 minutes p. m.) the House 
was declared in recess until 8 o’clock p. m. 





EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 80’clock 
p. m., and was cailed to order by Mr. BROOKSHIRE, as Speaker 


pro oo 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read clause 3 of 
Rule XXVI. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


3. The House shall. on each Friday, at 5 o'clock p. m., take a recess until 
session be the 


bills removing chargesof desertion only; said evening 
beyond 10 o'clock and 30 minutes. 


Mr. MARTIN ofIndiana. I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of bills on 


the Private Calendar, under the rule just read. 


The motion was agreed to. 

The House acco ly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole Mr. DocKERY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole for the consideration of business on the Private Calen- 
dar, and the Clerk will report the first bill. 


CORNELIA DE PEYSTER BLACK. 


The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
3156) granting a pension to Cornelia De Black, widow of 
Henry M. Biack, late colonel United States Army, deceased. 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. Ch: 

chat thas ball be: without prejudice rc - 
STONE over t. 
The LHAIRMAN. thout objection, order be 


made. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
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CALEB HUSE. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5735) a bill to remove the political disabilities of Caleb Huse. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That, two-thirds of the Senate and the House of Repre- 
sentatives concurring therein, all political disabilities imposed upon and 
incurred by Caleb Huse, formerly of the State of Alabama and now of the 
State of New York, by virtue of the fourteenth amendment of the Constitu- 
tion. be, and are hereby, removed. 


The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, this bill will be laid 
aside with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. JONES. I would like to have the report read. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The report was read Friday 
night two weeks ago. 

Mr. JONES. I would like to ask the gentleman whether the 
removal of the disabilities in this case is to enable the party to 
get a pension, or something of that nature? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. No; I can assure the gentle- 
man that no such purpose is suught to be accomplished. This 
gentleman was a uate of West Point, and was the assistant 
professor of che at the Military Academy until 1859. He 
then resigned from the Army and went to Alabama, where he 
was made the superintendent of the military school at Tusca- 
loosa. Heafterwardsbecame an officer in the Confederate army, 
and he now requests that his political disabilities be removed. 
This is one of the few cases remaining unacted upon. The ap- 
plicant is a cultivated and distinguished educator. There is a 
petition here for the removal of the disabilities. I trust that no 
objection will be inter to the of the bill. 

he bill was orde to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
ELIZA HOLMES. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. 1717) granting a pension to Eliza Holmes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the ee of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the limita- 
tions and provisions of the pension laws, the name of Eliza Holmes, widow 
of John Holmes, deceased, late of Company A, Seventy-ninth Regiment 
New York Volunteers, and whose pension claim is numbered 13513. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I ask for the reading of the re- 


port. 
The report by (Mr. HAINES) was read, as follows: 
anda pemen te lean: ecastene ne ores onan at (H. R. 1717) 
a olmes, and submit t report: 
The , Whose address is No. 343 West Seventeenth oweet, New 
York a is the widow of John Holmes, deceased, late a —— of Com- 


ber 22, 1300, as shown by the affidavit of the officiating clergym: 
other evidence; the fact that she has remained awidow since the soldier’s 
death is also established by satisfactory testimony. 

The records of the War yp show that John Holmes enlisted in 
—— A, Seventy-ninth New York Volunteers, May 13, 1861, and was 
“found dead in street, Georgetown, D. C., on the morning of July 2, 
1861; deceased had stabbed by some m or persons unknown.” 

In an affidavit dated July 20, 1864, W: Manson (since deceased), who 
was captain of soldier’s company, es that when the ment left 

wn, about July 1. 1861, a portion of the regiment was left behind to 


the t property; $ said guard and 
was on the following day found dead, having been stabbed ek night 
by some person and that he was in the performance of duty at 
the time of his death. 


John H. Sheppard, in affidavit executed September 24. 1885, testifies that 
he was a comrade of John Holmes, and that they together were placed on 
Sen ecane beworen iat _ ee aloes 
proba meaning, however. July and contin on duty until 8: 
p. m., when they returned to the col and found that the 


sooner of it. McNee and about 
officer told them there was no f 
and some Big Beato tte ome! Mh pe Dell ne edie Ke 


; While 
language toward which 

Me Gatied to ao easheaens te get 
again alive; next affan 
was sober 


: 


ment, was my morning at an hour near corner of 
and West streets. He received two stabs in the left breast. * * * 
inquest is now in progress, and the evidences of those in the - 


June 27. 1800 for the reason that the soldier was not honorably discharged 


be just such acase as eet ieng gh ge me gh While 

- eat cldadinamcaeank aaesuecche Sn teacvat Genes te 

ssjgame that 1 was any fault of his own that he was murderes. 
committee the passage of the bill. 


: 
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soldier died in line of duty. This ex pam evidence, I take it, 
goes to show that he died in the service. I donot agree with 
the committee as to the evidence. Itseems to me that itis very 
clear that this man was killed insome brawl in Georgetown. He 
had been to a store with a number of his companions and they 
had some difficulty, according to the affidavit of one of his com- 
rades, and they left. 

The soldier for whose widow a pension is asked returned to 
the store, and that was the last that was ever seen of him alive. 
Now, this was a grocery store. I do not know whether they 
were “dry” groceries or ‘‘ wet” groceries that were sold there, 
but Iam inclined to think they were ‘‘wet” groceries; and I 
am further inclined to think that the soldier’s death was brought 
about by his own misconduct while at this place. There is no 
evidence to the contrary here; and I do not think we have a 
right to presume anything to the contrary. I shall certainly 
object, for one, to the passage of this bill under these circum- 
stances. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, this is one of the pension 
eases, out of a great number that 1 have been requested to in- 
troduce, which seems to me to be of unquestioned merit. 

This is a case where a young man and woman were married in 
the autumn of 1860. In thespring of 1861 the man enlisted, leav- 
ing his wife and going into the Union Army. His record isa 
perfectly cleur and straight one. He accompanied his regiment 
to the field of operations. It was stationed at Georgetown. He 
was assign-d to guard duty. The circumstances were such that 
before he returned to his company the company: had moved on. 
He was given special permission by his superior officer to go 
and get something to eat. Allelse that is known in regard to 
that man is that, entirely sober, with the permission of his 
offieer, he, atter one of his comrades had been rebuffed at the 

recery store to which they had applied for provisions, returned 

the ew of sucuriag what was necessary, and was found dead 
next morning in the streets of Georgetown with two stabs in his 
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body. 

The only evidence, the only suggestion, that he was engaged 
in any altercation is ina newspaper paragraph which carries in 
the body o/ it the proof of its own erroneous character. Being 
a local paper of Georgetown, naturally endeavoring—for we all 
know the state of feeling there at that time—to throw upon the 
soldiers there stationed the responsibility for anything out of 
the way that may have occurred, this pee stated that the sol- 
dier’s comrades were under arrest for having caused his death. 
An inspection of the records of the War Department show that 
no man was arrested on that charge. That was a definite state- 
ment for which the paper was responsible, whica it had oppor- 
tunity to know the truth of; and, therefore, if that statement is 
effectually discredited, as it is, there can be no reliance placed 
upon the remainder of the article. 

As to the suggestion of my friend from Virginia [Mr. JoNES] 
that the poor hungry soldier went for ‘‘ wet” groceries instead 
of dry ones; that he may be presumed to have engaged in an al- 
tercation when he alone was-left, or he and his comrades were 
left, away from their company amid a hostile population, I think 
I ean leave that to the gentleman himself.and that even he will 
not claim that any such lame assumption is any reason why this 
mun’s widow should be recognized by Government as the 
widow of one who died in the line of duty. 

Now, I have no fault to find with the Pension Office. Theen- 
tire record has been put before us by that office. It was left* 
with the committee and the bill has worked out its own salva- 
tion. In the proceedings of the Pension Office there was not, 
from beginning to end, even a suggestion of a doubt but that the 
circumstances narrated in the report of the committee were all 
that could be produced, and I respectfully submit, sir, that if 
there ever was a case which came within the spirit of the pen- 
sion laws, but which, om account of its not coming within the 
letter of them. it was proper to bring before Cengress instead 
of before the Pension Bureau, it is this case. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman from Virginia has objected 
to the consideration of this bill. I desire to ask the gentleman 
from New York if it is not true that under the present law, had 
this widow's husband been killed after having obtained an hon- 
orable discharge, she could have obtained a pension under the 
act of June 29, 1890? 

Mr. WARNER. That is the case; and it is the case that if 
this poor man had survived two days and had been sent home 
because he was not able to go on in the service, his widow would 
have been entitled to a pension. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Then the fact that he waskilled in the serv- 


ice is ‘the only reason why his widow can not obtain a pension | 


under the law 


Mr. WARNER. That is the yreason. She does not come 
within the ts established by the eld law, and she does 
no come the letter of the law of 189). 


. sal 
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Mr. HULICK. Did this soldier go to that grocery store to 
purchase provisions, or to get them as soldiers are sometimes 
compelled to get them, without purchase” 

Mr. WARNER. The evidence is that, upon finding that the 
company had moved on, their otlicergave these men permission 
to goand get some crackers; suggested it, in fact. They went to 
the store to procure some crackers. 

Mr. HULICK. To purchase them? 

Mr. WARNER. To purchase them. There is no suggestion 
to the contrary even in the imagination of tho reporter of this 
Georgetown newspaper. 

Mr. HULICK. There was no attempt to take them by force? 

Mr. WARNER. Not the slightest. I may add that this case 
has been investigated repeatedly. Ali the facts that have been 
discovered are set out in the report. Further, I may say that in 
the report transmitted from the Pension Office there is no sug- 
gestion of any reason why this pension should not be granted, 
except the doubt as to whether it was not more properly a case 
to be provided for here instead of there. 

Mr. HULICK. Oh, this case is all right. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, Idifferfrom the gentleman from 
New York {Mr. WARNER] as to the credit that ought to be at 
tached to the evidence in this case. I have just obtained a copy 
of this report. It is very difficult to take in the whole purport 
of a report when it is read histily from the Clerk’s desk; but | 
have glanced over this report during the last few minutes and 
I find that the pension claim in this caseis based upon the state- 
ments contained in two affidavits and a newspaper clipping. 
Now, the affidavits dc not agree with each other, nor do the 
agree with the account givenof the altercation in which th» sol- 
dier lost his life, in the newspaper clipping. One of these affi- 
Sg is made in 1864, the other twenty-one years thereafter, in 

885. 

The first affidavit states that this soldier was one of a body of 
soldiers left to guard property in Georgetown. The affidavit of 
the comrade, made nearly a quarter of a century after the sol- 
dier’s death, does not make any such statement, but siys that 
he came into camp and found an officer and twelve men there 
detailed to take care of this property. This affidavit says that 
the officer in charge told these men to go to a grocery und get 
some crackers and cheese; that they went there and that there 
was an altercation between them andsome civilians. The exsct 
language employed in the report is: 


5 
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Three men, apparently civilians, used some abusive iaugus7s toward tien 
which they did not resent, but left. Holmes, however, decided to go back 
alone to getsomething more. 


The report does not state what that ‘‘something more” was, 
but I think the presumption is very clear as to whatit was. The 
man was never seen again alive. 

Now, the newspaper clipping also states that there was an al- 
tercation; but it was not between the soldier and civilians, but, 
according to the newspaper account, he was killed in a broil with 
his own comrades. ‘‘ That the deceased was in an altercation 
with one or two other men habited in the uniform of his rogi- 
ment,” is the language of the newsp per account. 

Now, I prefer to take this newspaper account, which was given 
the very morning after this min was found dead, rather than 
take the affidavit of this comrade given twenty-two or twenty- 
three years afterwards. And I think it isclear, from this news- 
paper clipping, that this min wis not only killed in an alterca- 
tion with soldiers of his own regiment, but while he was on a 
drunken spree. 

I think that a claim of this kind ought not to be favorably re- 

rted upon bare p-esumptions drawn from loose and contra- 

ictory affidavits. This evidence would not bo received in any 
court of law. Remember that at best these are mere affidavits 
which state it may be es eee everything that could be 
re ed as favorable toward obtaining a pension, whilst every- 
thing that would hurt the case is carefully omitted. The man 
making the affidavit was not asked, it may be supposed, to state 
hing more than what is here given: he was probably told 
by the party desiring the affidavit, ‘‘ This is the only fact I want 
you to state,” so that he testified to nothing else. 

It seems to me that no lawyer would accept this testimony as 
worth anything anywhere. It is self-contradictory; and it is in 
the form of mere ez pur’ affidavits and newspaper articles. I 
do not think that an affidavit taken after a lapse of twenty-one 
years, and as unsatisfactory as thisone is, ought to be accepted by 
this committee as sufficient to justify us in putting this woman 
on the persion roll. 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman, of course, admits that if 
this man hid been discharged, his widow would have been en- 
titled to a pension at the Pension Office. Now, instead of being 

he was killed while in the service: and I submit he 
in the line of duty. Now,I submit it would bea very 


SS 
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technical lawyer who would decline to recognize the equities of 
this case and to allow this man a pension. 

Mr. JONES. If the testimony in this case were in a form to 
be relied upon, the case might be different. The proof here is 
no proof at all; the facts are mere presumptions. This kind of 
testimony ought not to be worth much here, and would not be 
worth anything in a court of law. 

Mr. PICKLER. But it seems tome that is met by the propo- 
sition that if the man had been discharged from the service and 
then killed in any sort of an altercation (as the gentleman as- 
sumes was the case) the widow would have received her pension. 

Mr. JONES. The gentleman is proceeding upon the assump- 
tion that this man was killed in the line of duty-—— 

Mr. PICKLER. No. 

Mr. JONES. While the report explicitly states that such was 
not the case. 

Mr. PICKLER. If this soldier had been discharged before 
meeting his death, he might afterwards have been hanged for 
murder or come to his death in any manner whatever, and his 
widow would still have been allowed a pension under existing 
law without coming to Congress for it. [ submit there is no 
evidence to show that this man did not die in the line of duty; 
and certainly it seems to me very technical to say that his widow 
should not be allowed a pension. I think the gentleman from 
Virginia in his cooler moments must acknowledge that such an 
objection is extremely technical. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. There seems to be some littie mis- 
understanding about one Br any of this case. This soldier did 
not serve ninety days; and the act of June 27, 1890, does not ap- 
ply to the case atall. In order to obtain a pension under that 
act there must have been service for ninety days and an honor- 
able discharge. 

Now, there is neither an honorable discharge in this case, nor 
was there ninety days’ service. So that I think the act of June 
27, 1890, may be entirely eliminated from the consideration of 
the case, But I do think, Mr. Chairman, that taking all the cir- 
cumstances in the case, it is not a violent thing for this commit- 
tee to take this death as one that occurred really in the line of 
duty. I do not think there is the Seances between the two 
affidavits, towhich the gentleman from V as [Mr. JONEs] al- 
ludes, which he thinks there is. One is the testimony of the 
captain who went away with the regiment, saying that a portion 
of the regiment had been left behind on guard. Taking that 
into consideration with the other affidavitof a comrade, it shows 
that when the regiment moved away these men were eto 
on guard. When they were relieved from duty and called k 
to camp they found the lieutenant incharge of that guard there, 
guarding Government property. 

This was in the early part of the war. This soldier was in- 
formed that there was nothing to eat, and this officer having 
charge and command over this man and over his comrades, in- 
formed them of the fact that there was nothing to eat. That 
was word, coming to a man just relieved ‘rom all night or all 
day duty on guard, finding nothing to eat, to go some place and 
get something to eat. He went away with his comrade for the 

urpose of getting something to eat. Now, if the gentleman 

rom Virginia[Mr. JONES] been of an age then to Lave been 

one of the comrades on that occasion, and if he had been with 

John Holmes, I do not think that twenty-two or twenty-three 

years later a particle of what occurred there that night would 
ave escaped his memory. 

This comrade testifies that he was along; that he went toa 

rocery to obtain something to eat, and that some citizens there 
had something harsh to say tothem. Be it remembered that 
this was near the very outbreak of the war, the night of the Ist 
of July, 1861. He says that when they started away this soldier 
went back, and afterwards he was found murdered. Now the 
committee, in order that all the evidence should be before the 
House, have put in this newspaper clipping. We wanted the 
committee to see all the evidence that we acted upon; and when 
you take the uncertainty of a newspaper statement, particularly 
one made in the exciting times that were then common in George- 
town, in Washington, and in fact throughout all this portion of 
the country, it is no wonder that inaccuracies should creep into 
the newspaper statements of what occurred there that night, 
and the means which caused the death of this soldier. 

Now, the statement that the soldier was probably in an alter- 
cation, and that several members of his regiment been ar- 
rested, and that one was otrengly suspected, is, it seems to me, 
entirely overthrown by the record of the War Department, which 
shows nothing of that kind to have occurred. 

Taking it algae, just as it is, the newspaper statement, 
the testimony of the captain, the testimony of the comrade who 
was with him, it seems to me that there is nothing in the whole 
case but what would justify the Committee of the Whole and 
the House of Representatives and Congress, under all the cir- 
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cumstances, in treating this soldier as having died in the line of 
duty, because he had gone for food which he could not find at 
quarters when he returned from his guard duty. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, one word more. The gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. MARTIN] has answered the gentleman 
from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER] much better than I could 
have done on the question of the law. 

Mr. PICKLER. You made no point about the time of the 
service. You were making a point about the way he died. 

Mr. JONES. I supposed that when the gentleman made the 
assertion he had read the report. I did not suppose he would 
say that if the soldier had lived two days lonyer he would have 
gotten his pension, unless he had some evidence to sustain that 
statement; and therefore I did not question what he said. But 
looking at the report. I find that this soldier enlisted May 13, 
1861, and was killed on the morning of July 2, 1861, after only 
about fifty days of service. 

Now, the report of the committee of which my friend from In- 
diana [Mr. MARTIN] is the distinguished chairman, states em- 
phatically that the Pension Department rejected thisclaim upon 
the ground that the soldier didnot receive his death wound in 
the line of duty. I assume that the Pension Department, which 
examined all the testimony and was perfectly familiar with the 
law relating to the subject, having rejected this claim upon the 
ground that the soldier was not killed in the line of duty, I can 
say with a bg deal of propriety that this man did not die in 
the line of duty. 

Now, the claim is made upon the testimony of these two sol- 
diers, given twenty-one years apart, and upon a newspaper ac- 
count of the affair, which was published the very next morning. 
The newspaper states that several members of the regiment 
were arrested, and that one of them was strongly suspected of 
killing this man. That was the account given the very morn- 
ing after this affair took place. I take it for granted that the 
newspaper account, given the morning afterward, is more apt 
to be correct than the statement of this soldier, given twenty- 
two or twenty-three years after the occurrence; and as [ have 
already said, the soldier en? did not go into all the facts 
of the case. He was called upon to make this affidavit, and he 
made it for the purpose of helping this poor woman to get a 
pension. He stated nothing, I imagine, that would have oper- 
ated against her. 

Now, it is said that the records of the War Department do not 
show that this soldiercame to his death at the hands of his com- 
rades in an altercation with them, and that therefore what is 
said inthenewspaper isnot correct. I submit to my friend from 
New York (Mr. WARNER] that that is entirely negative evi- 
dence. It proves nothing atall. The records do not say that 
anybody was arrested, and therefore we are asked not to believe 
that anybody was. They simply say nothing about it. They 
are merely silent, as I understand, upon the subject. I do not 
think the fact that the recordsof the War Departmentare silent 
upon the subject is testimony to overcome the statement in the 
newspaper published the next morning. 

I do not put the utmost reliance in newspaper statements; but 
this stavement is published as a part of the record, as a part of 
the evidence upon which the report in this case is founded, and 
as gentlemen have accepted this asevidence and bring it in here 
in support of this claim, it does not lie in their mouths to ques- 
tion its correctness. And taking that evidence, as we must if 
we accept any, it shows conclusively that this man did not die 
in line of duty. The Commissioner of Pensions rejected the 
claim upon that Poss and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
MARTIN | has said that if the soldier did not die in line of duty 
this woman is not entitled to be pensioned. 

Mr. LANE. Mr.Chairman, I desire to suggest that this case 
strikes me as rather meritorious, and I want to suggest some 
few ideas in connection with the case. I know that a great 
many cases of this kind have been allowed by the Pension O:lice, 
and [ am surprised that this woman was not allowed a pension 
by the Pension Office. I remember several cases where com- 
rades were at play and one of them killed another, and the Pen- 
sion Office allowed pensions in those cases. They might well 
take this case and dispose of it in that way. In that line ita 
pears to me unanswerable. There is testimony bearing directly 
as to how this man came by his death. There is a presumption 
of law also, when you find a man as they found this min in the 
morning in the condition he was, that he was killed, that he was 
murdered. 

To sustain the gentleman’s contention he must show that this 
man broughton the altercation himself. There is nota particle of 
proof of that given here. The soldier had permission to go 
where he was. Supposing a soldier walks along the street and 
somebody attacks him, and in self-defense he assaults him and 
the party who assaulted the soldier absolutely kills him, Was 
he not in line of duty when he was defending himself? He is 
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‘ust as much in line of duty as if he were in battle when he de- 
ended himself. When this assault occurred he was in line of 
duty, just as much as if he were engaged ina battle. Who 
brought on this altercation? There is no testimony toshow who 
brought iton. The other party may have brought it on, and 
this man was killed in self-defense. This soldier defended him- 
self, but the next morning he was found dead. 

Now, under these circumstances the presumption of law is 
that he was murdered; and if he had the permission of his su- 
perior officer to be where he was, he was in the line of duty, and 
this claim could be admitted properly at the Pension Office. 
But they having refused to do so, we have the power, in the 
same lino, to allow this claim; and it seems to me that all the 
presumptions are in favor of the soldier, as they ought to be, 
and the claim ought to be allowed. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, as to the ruling of the Pen- 
sion Office, I find no fault with that. It is true that had he been 
engaged in an athletic game with his comrades and suddenly 
fallen dead, he would have been considered as having died in 
line of duty. Itis true that had hedropped dead at the commis- 
sary’s Office, to which he had been sent for the very rations he 
was senttothis very place in Georgetown for, he would have been 
considered as having diedin lineof duty. SofarasI know, how- 
ever, I believe that the Pension Office has acted a in mak- 
ing a ruling to accept nothing as death in line of duty until it 
has ascertained precisely what the circumstances of that death 
were. 

Now, sir, that may be right or it may be wrong, but I am in- 
clined to think that as we in this House can right the action of 
the Pension Office wherever the spirit of the law requires it, 
the Pension Office is right in holding very strictly to the strict 
letter of the law. 

Now, as to the nature of thisevidence. The gentleman from 
Virginia appears to forget that even if this man was slain by 
his own comrades—as, however, is not shown—it is none the less 
death in line of duty for the soldier, for which, unless he is 
shown to have brought it upon himself by his own crime, he is 
not responsible. 

Now, sir, we all know the condition of things existing in this 

‘district at that time. Here isa soldier with a few comrades, 
separated from their company in an essentially and thoroughly 
hostile community. He is found murdered when the morning 
lightenables his form to be discovered. The local paper—what 
would it do in every case? Whatdidit do here? It stated, not 
what the editor knew, not what he could have ascertained the 
truth in regard to, but a report that there was an altercation in 
which members of the soldier’s own regiment, or men wearing 
the uniform, were engaged. - 

That statement, sir, is an improbable one on its face; but it 
would naturally be the very first statement that would be made 
on behalf of the populace, who would naturally be afraid of ven- 

eance being exacted from the community in which the soldier 

ad been killed. Then the paper adds a statement, the truth of 
which it might have ascertained, that «1 number of his comrades 
had been arrested for causing his death; but upon examination 
that alleged fact is found not to exist. Now, the youth of the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. JONEs] (he being, I suppose, not 
older than myself) excuses his not knowing that in the Union 
Army, atleast the records were so complete as to the disciplinary 
record of every soldier in the service, that if any one of that 
man’s comrades had been arrested at that time the fact would be 
found on record at the War Department to-day. 

Now, sir, as to the length of service of this man; he did not 
serve throughtout the war, but I trust the gentleman from Vir- 

inia will accept his death as an excuse for that. |Laughter.] 

tis true, also, that Col. Ellsworth did not serve throughout 
the war. It is true, also, that a local Alexandria paper might 
have described him as having been shot down in an altercation, 
and as he was surrounded by his comrades it might have added 
— men dressed in the Federal uniform took part in that alter- 
cation. 

In this case we have this Georgetown paper stating certain 
things as towhich it could not have had knowledge except from 
rumor, and certain other matters as to which it could have as- 
certained the truth, and the only fact as to which the truth 
could have been ascertained is shown to have been the reverse 
of the statement contained in that paper. But there is other 
evidence. There are the records of the War Department, which 
are to the effect that, under date of July 2, 1861, John Holmes, 
Company A, Seventy-ninth Volunteers, was found dead on the 
streets of Georgetown, stabbed by some person or persons un- 
known. There is another affidavit, which was not made twenty 
years afterwards—the affidavit of the captain of this soldier’s 
company, who testifies to a number of the facts which we have 
been discussing here, and who testifies that the soldier died in 
the line of duty. 
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Now, sir, this was a man who volunteered—who was not drafted 
into the service, who volunteered at a date when there were no 
bounties given that could either be an attraction to him or any 
support for the wife he left behind him—a man who went 
promptly to the front and entered upon the service, and whose 
service was cut short by death. I believe, sir, that upon con- 
sideration of all the evidence, there is not a gentleman present, 
not even my friend from Virginia [Mr. JONES], who will insist 
upon it, as toa soldier who volunteered to defend his country, 


who did not wait for the inducement of the bounty but went vol- 
untariiy and promptly into the service, who is shown to have 
been performing laborious and faithful service and against whom 
no suggestion is made—I believe there is no man present who, 
in order to defeat the claim of that man’s widow for recognition 
by this Government will assume, without even a suggestion of 
evidence, that he must have committed some crime which in- 
duced somebody else to kill him. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying the bill aside 
to be reported tothe House with the recommendation that it do 
pass, 


Mr. JONES. lLask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 44, noes 5. 

So the bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


MARY E. TRICKEY. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar was a bill 
(H. R. 1196) to restore Mary E. Trickey and children of Hart- 
well M. Trickey to the pension rolls. 

The bill was read, as feilows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War of the United States be, and 
he is hereby, directed tu restore Mary E. Trickey, widow of Hartwell M. 
Trickey, late of Company I, One hundred and sixth New York Volunteer 
ey. and their children, to the pension rolls as of the date of December 


An amendment in the nature of a substitute, recommended by 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, was read, as follows 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is heroby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita 
tions of the act approved June 27, 1890, the name of Mary E. Trickey, as 
widow of Hartwell M. Trickey, late of Company I, One hundred ant sixth 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry. 


Mr. JONES. Lask that the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. HARE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R 
1196) to pension Mary E. Trickey, have carefully considered the same, and 
submit the following report: 

Asimilar bill was favorably reported in the Fifty-second Congress, but 
failed of pasar. The facts shown are as follows: 

Hartwell M. Trickey served as a private in Company I, One hundred and 
sixth New York Infantry, from July 22, 1862, until June 22, 1865. He was 

ee” $4 per month for gunshot wound of left forearm, and died 

une ll, , 

Mary E. Trickey applied for pensiun as his widow, and proved to the satis- 
faction of the Pension Bureau that she was married to the soldier July 2, 
1872, and pension was allowed her under act of June 27, 1890, at #8 per month, 
plus %2 for each of four children from July 2, 1890. Payment of pension was 
suspended August 15, 1891, on information tending to show that she was not 
the lsgal widow of the soldier, and a special examination was ha: to deter- 


mine the facts, which are as follows, asis fully shown by evidence now on 
file in the Pension Bureau: 
The soldier, while home on furlough, was married November 12, 1863, at 


Ogdensburg, N. Y., to one Jane Ritchey, and remained with her one or two 
weeks at thattime. Again, after his discharge, he lived with her as his wife 
for about one and a half years, when he went to Pennsylvania an! she did 
not accompany him, and never afterward did they live together. ‘he rea 

sons for this separation do notappear. This separation seems to hive been 


about 1867. 

In 1868 the present claimant, Mary E. (Montgomery), met the soldier at 
Pottsville, Pa., and on July 2, 1872, they were married at Wilkesb irre, Pa., 
and lived together continuously as man and wife from that time until his 
death, and they had five children. It appears, however, that the soldier was 
never divorced from Jane, his first wife, and hence his so-called m wtiage to 
Mary E. was not legal. Some two or three years after the separa'ion above 


referred to Jane commenced to live with one William Rogers, and they had 
lived and cohabited as man and wife, openly and publicly, since that time, 
and have a family of four children, one of whom is 20 years of age. and she 
is commonly knownas Jane Rogers. All this is shown by her own admis- 
sions and by other evidence. 

On November 29, 1890, Jane filed a claim for the accrued pens'on due the 
soldier at the date of his death, and although this had already been paid to 
Mary E., it was determined in the light of all the facts that it must be paid 
to Jane, as the former ra to Mary E. was illegal; this was accordingly 
done, and the name of Mary E. was aaa dropped from the rolls. 
The amount of accrued pension which was thus twice paid seems to have 
been not more than $13, and possibly not more than #1, if the soldier himself 
lived to draw the pension for the quarter ending June 4, 1889. 

Although it has been determined that Jane was legally entitled to the ac- 
erued pension, it does not follow that she is entitled \oacontinuous pension 
as widow. It is evident that she has lived as wife with Rogers both before 
and since the soldier's death, and even if acommon-law marriage does not 
arise on the death of a former husband, her relations with Rogers are 
clearly such as to defeat a claim by reason of the act of August 7,148”, as to 
open and notorious adulterous cohabitation. 

Inasmuch as the object of this bill is to pension the beneficiary as an act 
of justice rather than of strict legal right. and inasmuch asa considerable 
sum of money has already been paid her illegally, though perhaps through 
no conscious fault of her own, pension, if allowed, should date from the ap- 
proval of the act. 

Your committee therefore return the bil! and recommend that the bil do 
pass, after being amended as follows: 
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. Risto out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
owing: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is er, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roil, subject to the and limita- 
tions of the act anero, June 27. 1890, the name Mary E. Trickey, as 
widow of Hartwell M. Trickey, lateof Company I, One hundred and sixth 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry.” 

Also amend the title 60 as to read “ A bill to pension Mary E. Trickey.” 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I move that the amendment reported 
by the committee be adopted. _ : 

A MEMBER. For what time will the widow then receive pen- 
sion? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. From the passage of the bill. 

Mr. JONES. Asasuwbstitute for the motion, I move that the 
bill be reported to the House with the reeommendation that it 
lie on the table. [A pause.] I am informed that there are 
amendments pending; and I withdraw my motion till those are 











capone of. 
r. NEILL. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ohio 
Mr. OUTHWAITE] a question. If this bili should pass, will not 
th these women receive pensions? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No; it pensions simply the woman who 
met this man in 1872, and not knowing that he was married, 
married him low'ully, lived with him until his death in 1889, 
oe him children. The other woman does not get any pen- 
sion. 

Mr. NEILL. I thought I understood from the reading of the 
report that she would. 

r. OUTHWAITE. No, sir. 

Mr. NEILL. She is not now on the pension roll? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, She is not, She can not get a pension 
because of the law of 1882. She had been living with a man 
named Rogers as his wife for over nee years, and borne him 
five children who by that name. ut by a technical de- 
cision of the Pension Bureau it was held that in law she should 
be regarded as the widow, the Bureau not having at that time 
the information subsequently obtained as to her cohabitation 
with Rogers. 

Mr. LANE. Itseems to mo that itis not a matter of the least 
importance to pass this amendment. I think it clear that this 
women is not the widow of the soldier; and that is the question 
before the House. That is the point on which this case must 
turn, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The bill without the amendment pro- 
poses that the pension date back to the time of the death of the 
soldier, but the amendment of the committes —— to grant 
a pension under thé law of June 27, 1890, simply from the time 
of the passage of the bill. 

Mr. LANE. I understand that the bill proposes to pension 
her from the timo that it becomes a law, but my proposition is 
that she ought not to be — at all. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. LIapprehend gentlemen who are object- 

to this bill have not heard the meer 

r. LANE. Let ussee, then, whether I understand this case. 
I understand that this man was married at some former time; 
that he and his wife without any legal divorce; that he 
afterward met the applicant in this bill; they were married, 
lived together for many years, and had borne to them a family. 
In the mean time the other woman committed adultery; she went 
off and lived with some other man, without the marriage tie ever 
having been severed, and she is still a 

Now, when this woman married the soldier, there was an im- 
pediment in the way, and the was in lawan It 
was an adulterous cohabitation. So far as the testimony shows, 
all these children were born in adultery. The other wife after- 
ward applied for a pension and received it. The Government 

her a , as it was led to do. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Paid her $13 arrears. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Her husband's arrears of pen- 


sion, not hers. 
Mr. LANE. They ree the first wife as the widow of 
the soldier. There is no doubt in the world that she was the 


widow of the soldier. There is no question to-day but what she 
“el ceebnd naw tadelen tot law of 1882, which provides 
now e law w ro 
Gate Webber entes Sanble haopannten toy whadtorgs tab teak in in 
ae eaaas amee ame kee of 
cases W . w 
dhe aune <f 0 widow, sith Guan neste tuiethin Mens éu0 ar 
pone semne spe. They struck the name of a poor widow from 
the she happened to have been caught in a single 


act. Gen. Black, when he was name | 
from the roll. 1 was introduced in the to place her 
on the roll again. I was an and I 


the bill fa and it this House. She was 


vorably passed 
—— on the roll, notwithstanding the fact that she wascaught 
n adultery. 
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Now, my contention in this case is that this claimant is not the 
widow of the soldier, and it is of doubtful gropriety to attemp) 
to legalize this marriage by this act, and to recognize thes« 
children as the offspring of a lawful marriage. 

We have plenty of soldiers’ widows in this country who ought 
to be pensioned. There are hundreds and hundreds of claims 
in the Pension Office awaiting action, and it seems to me that 
those widows ought to be pensioned before you take up the cases 
of doubtful propriety. If the real widows, the real orphans, and 
the real scldiers were all pensioned, then there might be some 
equitable ground for taking up the cases of others. 

[am not disposed to blame this woman. She may have been 
deceived in this marriage, but the fact remains. Now, if the 
soldier had lived, and the first wife had died, the second mar- 
riage might have become law!ul bya change of relations: but the 
real widow is still living, and there is this impediment in the 
way, and it seems to me that a pension can sot be allowed ta 
this claimant, without a great injustice to the pension roll. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Ishould like to ask the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] a question. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Cortainly. 

Mr. STALLINGS. From what county in Ohio are these peo- 

le? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. They are not from Ohio at all. Mr. 
Trickey was born in the northern part of New York, and went 
into the army from the northern part. of New York, and married 
in the northern part of New York. 

Mr. STALLINGS. That was the first marriage? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That was the first marriage. After- 
wards, in 1857, he left New York and went down into the mining 
regions of Pennsylvania, where he met this woman, Miss Mont- 
gomery, who had no knowledge whatever of his previous mar- 


r . 

Mr. STALLINGS. How far was it from the place where he 
first married to the of his second marriage? 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. About 500 miles. 

Mr. STALLINGS. She had no way of knowing about the 
other marriage. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. She had no way of knowing anything 
about it, and had no knowledge of the marriage, and murried 
this manin good faith, lived with him as a good wife, raised his 
children as a mother, and is now in poverty, and asks 
through = b aie mag De allowed, from the - pon < = 

o e moath as the s sed widow of this 
Sides. Thetdnalidieee inte ts, — 

Mr. HUDSON. How long did she live with him? 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. Twenty-one years. 

Mr. CABANISS. Mr. Chairman, I think this is a very meri- 
torious case. It appeals to our sense of fairness. It appears 
from the statement of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ooru- 
WAITE] that this good woman is clearly not to blame. She had 
no knowledge of the previous marriage of her husbind. Accor1- 
ing to the strict letter of the law, the Pension Office could not 
regard her as the legal wife of the deceased soldier; but it is 
just such a case as we ought to legislate for, and po a private 
bill for the relief of the applicant. Therefore I hope this bill 


will be aa favorably. enapionnn.d 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I can not think that my friend 
from Georgia [Mr. CABANISS] has read this report carefully or 
I think he would not say that it isa meritorious case. In the 
first , I want tosay, Mr. Chairman, to the gentleman from 
Ohio {[Mr. OUTHWAITE] that if there is any evidence that the 
lawful wife of this soldier is not now drawing a pension at the 
hands of the Government, it is not to be found this report. 


On the eT sa 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Ihave my information from the Pen- 
sion Bureau, and this report was drawn by the committee; and 
if there be any question about it I will step over to the Pension 
Bureau to-morrow and have it stopped. But under the law of 
A 7, 1882, she can not draw a pension. 

Mr. JONES. I will ask the gentleman what he proposes to 
when he steps over to the Pension Bureau to-morrow? 
“— OUTHWAITE. [would any pension drawn, 
if she be d I have my information from the Pension 
eens ae be drawing any pension she can only be draw- 

t . 
2. . I have aoinformation from the Pension Bureau. 
All the evidence I have is contained in this report. I confess 
that these reports are exceedingly meager and uasatisfactory. 
I believe that when you can uce anything from the reports 
themselves which goes to show that the claimant ought not to 


have a pension that the committee ought to accept t testi- 
ibe, whch dewntied ts Gibsepet. ke the Sot the 
committee will understand that this woman who now to 


have her name put upon the pension roll as the widew of this 








1894. 


dead soldier has drawn the accrued pension due to him at his 
death, and that the actual widow, the tegal wife of this dead 
man, afterwards applied to the Pension Bureau and also drew 
that accrued pension. 

Mr. TATE. [t was only $13. 

Mr. JONES. Ido not know what the amount was. Whether 
it be large or small does not make any difference. If it had been 
$10,000 the principle would have been exactly the same. Both 
women have drawn the accrued pension; and the report goes on | 
to say that “ although it has been determined that Jane was le- 
gally entitled to the accrued pension, it does not follow that she | 
is enti:led to a continuous pension as widow.” Now, I take that | 
language to mean that she is drawing a pension which it does 
not follow she is entitled to. 

Mr. TATE. You take that language in opposition to the | 
statement of the gentleman from Ohio, who has information 
from the Pension Department thatshe is not drawing a pension. 

Mr. JONES. Iam putting aside entirely the statement of the 
gent'eman from Ohio. 

Mr. TATE. Ought we not to take the statement of the gen- 
tleman when he states that he gets his information from the 
Department. 

Mr. JONES. Well, the gentleman may take that view of itif 
he chooses. I am not questioning the statement of the gentie- 
man from Ohio. I am arguing this case from the testimony 
furnished us by the Committee on Invalid Pensions, whose duty | 
it was to investigate this matter and to get all obtainable infor- | 
mation from the Pension Department. . 

Mr. TATE. If the gentieman will allow me. Do I under- 
stand the gentleman to say to this House that when the Pension 
Department does not furnish the proper proof to that committee 
that it may not bs furnished by others? | 

Mr. JONES. I mean to say this, thatitisa very bad practice 
to base a, pension claim upon the testimony as set forth in the 
report made by the committee and then disregard that testi- | 
mony when it is found to be insufficient upon examin tion here | 
and base it upon a statement made by agentlem 1n on the floor of | 
this House, without at all questioning thestatement of the gen- | 
tleman from Ohio, because I am satisfied that he obtained that 
statement from the Pension Department when he says he did. | 
I may be permitted to say that the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 
sions which reported, and which is supposed to have examined 
the evidence in the case, should have put this testimony in the 
record. Itis of vital importance and could not have been con- 

.sidered otherwise by that committee. 

Mr. TATE. I want to understand the gentleman. Do I un- | 
derstand you to say that when a member of this House comes | 
before the House and states that he has received certain infor- 
mation from the Pension Department that this House is not to 
take that statement as absolutely true in theabsence of anything 
to the contrary. 

Mr. JONES. I say this: That ina case of that sort, in my | 

opinion, the report ought to be recommitted to the committee | 
that reported it, and I do not think that it ought to be spread 
upon the record and that it should go to the world that a pen- 
sion was granted upon it, when in factitdid not justify the grant- | 
of a pension. 
ow, we are asked to discredit the report of the committee; 
and that is why I repeat what I said when another case was up 
before thiscommittee thisevening, that we can not rely upon the 
evidence set forth in these meager and unsatisfactory reports. 
We are called upon every few days to pass upon pension cl iims 
upon the testimony set forth in these reports, and nearly always 
th >t testimony has to be supplemented by the statements of gen- 
tlemen on the floor before the claim can be favorably considered. | 
Mr. BRETZ. If the gentleman will allow me. Suppose the 
gentleman from Ohio should go before the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions and make the same statement that he has made 
to the House, and that fact was found in the RecorD, would it 
make any practical difference to the House in what connection 
the statement was made? 
Mr. JONES. It would ,be a part of the record in this case 


en. 

Mr. BRETZ. What is the difference between that and now? 
It yoes into the RECORD. 
Mr. JONES. It is not a part of the testimony in the case. 
Of course the statement goes into the RECORD as a part of the 
remarks of the member. 


Mr. BRETZ. Itgoes inte the REcorRD in connection with this 


ease. 
Mr. HARE. Will the gentleman permit a question? 
Mr. HARE Whee particular defect is ted 
ir. t ect is ex to or com- 
plained of in this report? ae 
Mr. JONES. The particular defect that I complain of is that 
the report seems toeconvey the idea, or to bear the construction, 


' 
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that the woman who was the lawful wife of this dead soldior 
but who is living in adultery is drawing to-day a pension from 
the Government, and that if we pass this bill two persons will 
be drawing pension on account of this dead soldier. He will be 


given just one more widow than a good soldier is entitled to lea 
behind him. 

Mr. CABANISS. Contld not the difficulty upon the gentle- 
man’s mind be obviated by providing that this woman should 
not receive a pension if the other wife was drawing pension? 

Mr. JONES. Possibly; but that question is not now before 


the committee. Now I, for one, have been looking somewhat 
into these reports, and when I examine one of them I want to 
feel that it contains all the evidence that is necessary to justify 


the granting of the pension, or at least all the eviaence that is 
obtainable. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. JONES. Yes. sir. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The gentieman will admit that 
Rogers is not entitled to a pension under the law? 

Mr. JONES. I will answer that by asking the gentleman 
another question. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Oh, that is the law, plainly and clearly, 
that the soldier's widow who is living in adultery shall not con- 
tinue to draw the pension. The very moment the Bureau is in- 
formed of that fact it is the duty of the Commissioner to suspend 
that pension, and it is very often done in such cases. Now that 
certainly ought not to operate against any wish of this House to 
do justice tothe other woman. She isnot to blame for the conduct 
of Jane Rogers. Since she has been living in my district she 
has been living at least 1,500 miles away from Jans Rogers, and 
is not responsible for her in any way. , 

Mr. LANE. Has this woman had a chance to be 
fore the committee? 
these statements. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE., 
mittee? 

Mr.LANE. Certainly. She might be abletodoit. She cer- 
tainly ought to have been heard before she was condemned. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The evidence was thxt she admitted 
that she had been living with Rogers for twenty years, and had 
had children by him. 

Mr. LANE. Was she there before the committee? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No; butin the papers before the com- 
mittee was ber admission of the fact, and upon that same ground 
her pension was stopped. 

Mr. JONES. The gentleman from Ohio asked me a question 
and my answer to it is this, that whether or not Jane Rogers, 
the lawful widow, can now draw a pension, she did go to th 
Pension Office and did draw the accrued pension of her dead 
husband after the other woman had already drawn the sam 
amount. The woman whose name is now sought to bs put upon 
the rolls had already drawn the acerued pension. Whether or 
not she knew of the existence of the lawful wife and informed 
the Department of it when she drew the pension I do not know, 
but I do know that she drew the accrued pension and that after- 
wards the actual widow of the dead man ¢ ume and drew the same 
amount of money out of the Treasury. Now, it may be that this 
woman, when she drew that acerued pension, knew of the exist- 
ence of the lawful widow, and it was her duty in that case to 
have disclosed the fact to the Pension Office. 

* Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr.Chairman, I think my friend 
from Virginia fails to properly comprehend the practice of the 
Department. It does not anywhere appear, nor is it reasonable 
to suppose, that this widow, as she is now claimed to be the 
beneficiary of this bill, had any knowledge of her husband's 
previous marriage, and upon the presentation of proof by her 
that she was the widow of the soldier, which presentation she 
made bonestly, the Department paid her thé accrued pension. 
Then, on the further presentation of the case by the actual 
legil widow. it was found that she was entitied to the pension 
and it was paid toher. Further investigation disclosed the fact 
that she was living in such a manner as not to be entitled toa 
pension, and she received no more, nor can she receive any more 
under the law. 

Mr. JONES. The report does not show that. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. No matter whether it does or 
not. It is to be assumed, I think, that an existing law continues 
to operate, and that it does not necessarily have to be expressed 
in every report of this kind,and my friend from Virginia, being 
a lawyer, knows that the law of 1332 prohibits the paymert of 
pension to a woman under such circumstances, and that it is not 

to set out the law in the committee's report. 

Mr. JONES. The objection is not that the law is not set out 
im the report. It is that the fact ought to be shown that the 
wife is not actually drawing 2 pension; that fat ought 
be stated if it is actually a fact. It ought certainly to appear 


Jane 


heard be- 
Beeause if she had she might disprove 


Disprove the evidence before the com- 
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in the report. 
anything on that subject, that she isenjoyinga pension. That is 
my construction of the language employed, and no gentleman 
has said that it isnota fair and just construction. 

Now, the gentleman from New York presumes that the woman 
who is now applying for a pension did not know of the existence 
of this true wllew. No such presumption is raised by any state- 
ment contained in the report. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. That is the natural presumption 
which everyone would adopt; and the Department has acknow!l- 

edged it. 

Mr. JONES. Ali these pensions are granted on that sort of 
presumption, That is what Lobject to. I want the conclusions 
that are drawn here to be based upon facts. I am not willing to 
stand here and vote away the public money to a wom in who was 
never the lawful widow of this man, but who has drawn the ac- 
crued pension thatthe Department decided to belong to another, 
and which has actually been paid to that other, who is unques- 
tionably the lawful and oaly widow, whatever may have n 
her conduct. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Thirteen dollars! 

Mr. JONES. I do not care whether the amount is $13 or $13,- 
000, the character of the act is precisely the same. If the sum 
were 13 cents the case would not be any better. That circum- 
stance would simply show the eagerness of this woman to get 
what she could as the widow of a man, when she was not in fact 
his widow. That, it seems to me, fully answers the question 
that the gentleman has asked. 

But what are th eequities in this case? In the first place, 

ou are asking the Secretary of the Interior to do an impossi- 
bility. Youare asking him by this amendment to put the name 
of this woman on the pension roll as the widow of Hartwell M. 
Trickey, when she never was his widow and can not be under any 
circumstances. You are requiring him to falsify the well-estab- 
lished and well-admitted facts in this case. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. The objectof this bill is to supply 
a defect in the provisions of the general law. 

Mr. JONES. The object of this amendment seems to be to 
contradict what is an absolute fact and to state as true that 
which could not by any ibility be true—that this woman is 
the widow of a man to whom she could not have been lawfully 
married and whose lawful wife she never was. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. We do not propose to declare 
that she is the widow; but to pension her as the widow. 

Mr. JONES. She is to be slaced upon the roll as the widow 
of Hartwell M. Trickey when she is not and never can be made 
his widow. even by an act of Congress. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. hy is not that all right? She 
is not declared to have been his widow. 

Mr. JONES. Now, I want to speak of the equities in this 


case. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Would not the marriage which appears 
to have taken place in this case be a good common-law marr ? 
If they announced themselves as man and wife, are they not to 
be considered as such under the common law, although there 
may have been no formal ceremony? 

r. JONES. With the legal wile living? 

Mr. STALLINGS. But this woman did not know that. 

Mr. JONES. Whether she knew it or not, I say it would not 
be a good common-law ; and I do not think there can 
be any two opinions eee on that point. 

But I want to discuss the led equities of this case. This 
soldier married this claimant July 2, 1872, at Wilkesbarre, Pa. 
She never was his wife, because at the date of that marriage and 
up to the moment of his death he was the husband of Jane Rog- 
ers. During the time that he served in the army she never 
shared any of his hardships, or privations, or discomforts, but 
iong after the war, when he had a legal wife living, married 
him; and although that woman is living to-day, and although 
my friend from Ohio says that if he finds out upon inves on 
at the Pension Office that she is drawing a pension he w we 
that pension, I say that this committee ought not to go ah 
and put this wom n on the pension roll as widow of this man 
when she never was his lawfal wife, and never could have been 


on which his legal wife was en- 
titled to, and obtained it. hy should she be placed upon the 
pension rolls? 


It seems to me this case is too plain for discussion; that there 
are no equities that can appeal to any member in behalf of this 
bill, that can appeal to the sense of justice and fairness of any- 
body in the world. I insist that this bill should not be 
upon favorably. There is nothing in the case that commends it 
to my judgment. The claimant married the 
the war, and whether she knew that he then had a la 
or not, there can not be two lawful, actual widows 


On the contrary the report states, if it states 


l 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


APRIL 6, 





The line must be drawn somewhere. Congress can not under- 
take to pension everybody who is poor and needy. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I desire to say just afew words. 
I do not desire to detain the committee long. Let me say in the 
first place that I take with the utmost kindness any criticism of 
any report made by our committee, and I invite criticism on 
every proper occasion; but I wish any gentleman who criticises 
the committee could be present at our meetings and see the care 
and the time taken by that committee in the discussion of these 
questions, going into all the evidence that can be obtained, in 
every shape and form, and oftentimes after we have considered 
all the evidence before us, seeing if we can not find still more, call- 
ing on the Pension Office, and calling on the member who intro- 
duced the bill, with a view, as far as we can, to conscientiously 
report all the facts with our honest judgment. 

Another thing. I think ineverycase reported from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions we have placed in the report all the 
facts, whether they be for or against the claim, as it might seem 
to a casual observer. We feel that the House and the Commit- 
tee of the Whole are entitled to a statement or a finding of the 
same facts ascertained by us. 

Now, what are the facts in this case? The soldier was mar- 
ried to some woman away in Northern New York. He served 
about three years in the war. The marriage, I believe, occurred 
in the town of Ogdensburg. He came home, and after living a 
short time with the woman he had married, with whom he had 
never lived previous to that for more than a few weeks, he went 
away down into Pennsylvania, a distance of some hundreds of 
miles, and there he met this other woman. He met her in 1868. 
An acquaintance sprang up. In 1872 shemarried him. He was 
drawing a pension asa soldier. She lived with him as his wife. 
She bore him five children. She lived with him and cared for 
him in his wounded condition for a periodof seventeen years. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I submit to every member of this com- 
mittee that the taint of wrong does notcome near this woman’s 
garments. We must look at her as she is and look at this case 
not —_ from our standpoint, but look at it as she did when she, 
in g faith, as she supposed she had the right to do, married 
this man, as she believed, and as far as she is concerned, in the 
eyes of her neighbors, and in the eyes of the great God himself, 
did marry him, and lived with him as a true and virtuous wife, 
earing for him and bearing him children. 

Now, another point in the case. After he died this woman, 
still supposing herself to be his widow, made an a to 
the Pension Office, proved her marriage, proved his death, ob- 
tained the pension, all indicating the best of faith on her part. 

After the soldier died, the woman whom he first married heard 
of it in some way, and she made application to the Pension 
Office, not for a pension, because she could not obtain that, and 
if she had obtained one as his widow and had then began the 
course of life which the evidence in this case shows she did 
begin, the very moment she began that kind of life the pension 
would not simply be suspended, but would terminate under the 
provisions of tne law. n the information given by her the 
Pension Office was obli to pay her under the act of March 1, 
1869, the arrears of her husband's pension, amounting probably 
to $1, possibly to $13, and no more. There is no law upon 
the statute book that could keep her ovtof that, no differ- 
ence how far she may have been sunken in the depths of her 
own d tion. ; 

But, Mr. Chairman, under another law, the act of August 7, 
1882, although she may draw the arrears due to her husband re- 
gardless of how she was living, yet when she comes to place her 
own case before the Pension Bureau, she has no standing. If 
she had succeeded and the facts had become known to the Pen- 
sion Bureau, at that moment her pension would have termi- 
nated; and had yo facts come ~ the ogee ee eo 
they passed upon the case, no pension cou gran to her. 

Won, another thing. I will not undertake to go into the ques- 
tion of whatconstitutesa common-law marriage. It is sufficient 
to say that this first wife of the dead soldier has been living for 
twenty or more with another man, has borne him four 
children, and that that fact shuts her out ‘or all time to come 
from the pension roll. 

But let us see another fact. If in point of fact, the marriage 
relationship existing between her and her second so-called hus- 
band has continued from the date of the soldi+rs death until 
now, I ask if that would not raise a common-law marriage or 
some presumption of it, which, aside from the question of adul- 
tery, would cut her outof a pension in the Pension Office? Now, 
then, briefly, here is a woman who appeared before the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions through the evidence obtained from 
the Pension Office, obtained not by ex parte affidavits, but by 
special examination into all the facts made under the law by a 


special examiner. 
These facts came before the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 








1894. 








| 
| 


They are now before the House, perfectly or imperfectly de- 
scribed as they may be in the reports, in support of this claim. 

The fact of the matter is that this soldier rendered more than 
three years’ service, that he came home wounded, that he took 
this woman in and took her to his arms as his wife, that she 
went to him and lived with himas his wife, cared for him, reared 
his children in the honest belief that they were the lawful chil- 
dren of that woman and this soldier. What is there in equity | 
that stands between her and granting her a pension? Let me 
say, further, before this report was made, although it does not | 
seem to appear specifically in the report, the matter was care- | 
fully examined as to whether any pension had ever been granted | 
to this so-called first wife. 

I desire to say to the committee now, upon the most positive 
information, that that woman has never drawn or applied for a 
pension, and if she does she can never receive it. In common 
justice what stands between the granting to this woman, pure in 
her life, needy as she is in her old days with this soldier's chil- 
dren to support —what stands between her and our sense of right 
in granting her a pension under the act of June 27, 1890? [Ap- | 
plause. | 
Mr. MEREDITH. Mr. Chairman,!I have no disposition to | 
criticise the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and I certainly do 
not criticise the honorable chairman of that committee; but I 
do think that this is a case in which the committee should have 
followed the good advice given by Mr. Weller to hisson Samuel | 
when he told him, ‘‘ Beware of the vidders.” 

Now, Mr. Chairman. there is a principle underlying this whole 
thing which is shown by the report of thecommittee. This re- 
port asks us to subscribe to a principle which I can not sub- 
scribe to, upon the ground that a woman must first have been a 
wife before she can bea widow. This report says that this 
woman was never the wife of this man Reina f and, therefore, | 
she can not be his widow. I think it is stretching it a little far 
when we are asked by the committee, and by the patron of the 
bill, or by anyone else, to put upon the pension rolls a woman | 
asthe widow of a man who never was her husband. The question 
may be asked when these people have passed away, as was asked 
on a former occasion, whose wife will this woman he when they 
are all under ground. 

But, Mr. Chairman, let me say to my friend who has asked | 
what stands between this woman and a pension in equity that | 
there is something which stands between them which was nec- 
essary. That was a marriage, alegitimate, not a bigamous mar- 
riage, as occurred between these parties. That is what stands 
between them; and it is sufficient to bar her from pension. And 
while in these little ditficulties between Jane and Mary we may 
sympathize with Mary, the bigamous wife, this committee can 
not now join in wedlock that man who has died and this woman 
who is claiming a pension and make them man and wife, because 
he did not seek the only remedy he could have sought in life by 
obtaining a divorce from his first wife before he committed the 
bigamous marriage. I say thatisa principle to which I can not 
subscribe. 

I have sympathy for this unfortunate woman, but I can not 
subscribe to such a principle as will allow this committee, by | 
this action to-night, to grant a pension to a woman who never 
was the wife of this man. That is the underlying principle | 


which controls me. I know of no principle of law which will 
ize a woman as a widow until she has been a wife. 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I desire to ask the gentleman a 
question. 
Mr. MEREDITH. [ will answer it with great pleasure. 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Suppose that we were a State Legis- 
lature having jurisdiction and an application were made in this 
case to pass a bill to declare, for property purposes, that these 


his lawful widow, would the gentleman from Virginia hesitate a 
ae under the circumstances to vote for the passage of such 
a bill? 

Mr. MEREDITH. I certainly would hesitate, not only for a 
moment, but for a lifetime. | would not vote for such a bill, 
and believing, as I do, thatit is wrongin principle, however much 
I may sympathize with this woman, I can not vote for the pas- 

of this bill. [‘*Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” “ Vote! ”] 
r. SMITH of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a few 
words upon this question. 

Mr. O THWAITE. I hope the gentleman from Illinois will 
let us have a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield? 

Mr. SMITH ef Illinois. If the gentleman from Ohio desires 
to have a vote regardless of whether there is a quorum or not, I 
have no objection. I never make the point of no quorum my- 


self by hae bills. 
Mr. O AITE. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a vote. 
Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Well, I will yield to the request of 
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| the gentleman from Ohio and withhold the remarks I desired to 


submit upon the bill. 

The question being taken on the substitute reported from the 
committee, it was adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on laying the bill as 


| amended aside to be reported to the House with the recommenda- 


tion that it do pass. 

The question being taken, the Chairman declared that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. JONES. Iask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—sayes 49, noos 4. 

Mr. JONES. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum is made, and the 
Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
OUTHWAITE] and the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. JoNgEs). 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, I am very much obliged 
to the gentleman from Virginia for his courtesy. I withdraw 
the bill. 

Mr. JONES. The gentleman is very welcome, if he puts it 
upon that ground. 


MARTHA A. HOLT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was a bill (H. R. 
3971) for the relief of Martha A. Holt, the widow of Thomas C. 
Holt. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, the introducer of that bill is 


| not present this evening, and I ask unanimous consent that it 


be passed over without prejudice. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
PICKENS T. REYNOLDS. 

‘The next pension business on the Privata Calendar was a bill 
(H. R. 5802) to increase the pension of Pickens T. Reynolds, of 
Hall County, Ga. 

‘The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby. 
authorized and directed to increase the pension of Pickens T. Reynolds, of 
Hall County, Ga., a soldier of the Indian war of 1837 and 1838, from #8 to #20 
per month. 

An amendment reported from the committee, striking out 
“twenty” before the word ‘‘dallars” and inserting ‘‘ twelve” 
was adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying the bill as 
amended aside, to be reported to the House with a favorable 
recommendation. 

Mr. PICKLER. In what war did this soldier serve? 

Mr. TATE. Heserved inthe Cherokee Indian war in 1836-'37, 
and lost one of his eyes. 

The bill as amended was laid aside, to be reported sto the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


WIDOW AND HEIRS OF MARCELLUS PETTITT. 
The next pension business on the Private Calendar was a bill 


| (H. R. 3722) for the relief of the widow and heirs of Marcellus 


Pettitt. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., Thatin adjudicating the pension claim of the widow and 
heirs of Marcellus Pettitt, of Company G, Twenty-first Missouri Infantr 
Volunteers, the fatal disease of the soldier, contracted in active service with 
the State troops prior to muster into the United States service, shall be 
deethed and admitted as having been contracted in the line of duty in the 
United States service. 


The report (by Mr. MARTIN of Indiana) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invaiid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R. 3722) 
granting a pension to the widow and heirs of Marcellus Pettitt, and submit 
the following adverse report: 

There is no record of the military service of this soldier, Marcellus Pettitt. 
A special act was passed in 1891 to place his name on the rolis of the Twenty- 
first Missouri Infantry, to date from February 1, 1862. The widow's claim 
for pension was then rejected by the Pension Bureau on the ground that the 
disease (measles) of which soldier died, February 10, 1882, was contracted 
prior to his entering the service, as fixed by the ial act. 

The widow has long since remarried to a Mr. Ruth, who is livin The 
one daughter of the soldier is over 3) years of age and also married. The 
pu of this bill is to give pension to the former widow for the period 

tween the death of the soldier and her remarriage, and to the daughter 
from the mother’s re ‘6 until she became 16 years of age. This would 
be an sum of considerabie amount in each case. It would be ar- 
rears of pension, pure and simple. and not in any sense a present pension 
for relie ges necessity—in fact it does not appear that any present 
necessity ts. 

The law (section 4720, Revised Statutes) provides that pension under spe- 
cial act, unless otherwise provided in the act itself, shall begin from the ap- 


| = of = act, andit has long been the policy of Congress not to 


avorably er any private legislation the effect of which would be to 
grant arrears of pensions in any form whatever. 

For these reasons, which appear to be well founded, your committee rec- 

ommend that the bill do lie on the table. 


The views of the minority were read, as follows: 
The minority of the Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the 


bill to the widow and heirs of Marcellus Pettitt (H. R. 3722) and sub- 
mit the f report: . 
In 1891, by act of Congress, the name of Marcelius Pettitt was placed 


on the muster rolls of the Twenty-first Missouri Infantry. to date from Feb- 
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ruary i, 1862, on the following statement of facts im the report of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs: , 

"In 1861 two regiments of Missouri Home Guards were called into active 
service and performed co active duty. They were calied the First 
and Second N. KE. Missouri Volunteers. These two regiments were consoli- 
dated in 1862 and mustered into the United States service as the Twenty-first 
Missour! Volunteers. 

‘Marcellus Pettitt enlisted in the Pirst N. E. Missouri Volunteers about 
October 1, 1861, and served in said regiment until the last week in January, 
1862. On or about February |, 1862, said regiment was m in as —_ 
of the Twenty-tirst Missouri Volanteer Infantry. That said Marcellus Pet- 
titt, at the time his regiment went to Canton, Mo., to be mustered in, was 
left behind at Memphis, Mo., in hospital sick with measles, and that he was 
unabie to go to Canton, Mo., for mustcr with his regiment. ‘That said Mar- 
cellus Pettitt died of measies February 10, 1962, at Memphis, Mo., in — 
That he was not mustered in with his comrades because of his illness. These 
facts appear from evidence filed in the Pension Office and supplemented by 
statement of Mr. LACBY, member of the House of Representatives.” 

The widow's claim for sion wasrejected Noveraber 3, 1801, on the ground 
that the soldier's fatal disease, * measies,” originated to commence- 
ment of his service as fixed by thes act of Congress, there being no 
record of his service in the organizations which were consolidated to make 
the Twenty-first Missouri Infantry. 

It thus appears that the special act referred to has failed of its purpose, 
to give the soldier's widow and children a pensionable status, and the pur- 
pose of this present bill ts to carry into effect the intent of the former act. 

The widow having remarried to one Ruth, the pensionable status would 
cease at date of remarriage. She filed her claim in due time, and the only 
reason why her claim was not allowed under the general law was because 
of the fatiure of her husband to be formerly mustered into the United States 
service before contrac disease, although he had for several months 
been engaged in actual service in the field with his command. 

We, the minority, respectfully recommend the passage of the bill, as it 
enly carries out the manifest intention of the Fiftty-firss oe ony 


J. A. PICKER. 
L. M. STRONG. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr, CLARK of Missouri). The question is 
on laying this bill aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommend tion that it do pass. 

Mr. JONES. The report of the committee is unfavorable. 

The CHAIRMAN, That does not make any difference. The 
bill having a place on the Calendar, the question is on laying it 
aside with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. TATE. I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with the recommendation that it lie on the table. 

Mr. LACEY. I think it is due to the Chair and to the com- 
mittee that this bill should be explained. I admit that there is 
an unfavorable report of the majority of the committee, but there 
is a favorable report by the minority, and I crave the attention 
of gentlemen to this case, because I think it appeals to their 
good judgment and their favorable consideration. It is not a 
case where the parties are asking charity; they are asking sim- 
ply : a right which they ought to have under the laws of 
the land. 

In June, 1861, there were organized in North Missouri a num- 
ber of militia companies who entered active service and served 
faithfully during that season and during the winter of 1861. 
They were en in battle at various places; many of them 
were killed. And, Mr. Chairman, I feel some special interest 
in this case because of the fact that I served in immediate con- 
junction with these men, al h I did not know the 
soldier in question. The first Union soldiers I ever saw dead 
were men of this organization. I remember seeing five of these 
men lying by the roadside stiff in death, with their faces cov- 
ered with their hats. It was anything but a cheerful sight as 


any other State. But they were not mustered unti 
ing February. They were ordered to report at the town of 
Canton, Mo., for muster. This particular soldier on the way 
was taken sick with the measles, and was left in the hospital at 
Memphis, Mo., where he died without ever having been mus- 
tered in. This matter was laid before Congress several years 
ago, and a bill was passed, which I will read: 


Be tt enacted, ete.. That the Secretary of War is and directed to 
enter the name of Marcellus Pettitt aan toe nies oon 
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failure of the officers to put upon the rolls a record of the serv- 
ices which he in fact did perform. 

His widow filed a claim for pension soon after his death, and 
his minor child -also tiled a claim after the remarriage of the 
widow. There would be several years of pension due them: this 
bill, which proposes simply to carry out the purpose of the act 
of the Fifty-first Congress, would give to these two persons that 
which in law they ought to have and of which they have been 
deprived only by the failure of the officers to make a proper 
record upon the roll of that regiment respecting the soldier's’ 
services. 

These being the facts the minority of the committee have in- 
structed me to present this matter to the Committee of the 
Whole. I believe it isan absolutely just and righteous claim. 

It is said, however, that it ought not to be allowed because the 
Government did not pay it long ago. Well, there is no interest 
claimed. The paymentwe now propose ought to have been made 
in 1863 or 1864 or 1865. It was not made at that time because of 
the defect in the rolls, which was no fault of Mr. Pettitt; for he 
died in the service; he sacrificed his life for the benefit of the 
country, lsaving his widowand child behind him; and they ought 
to receive the benetit pr. posed to be granted by this bill. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Is it nota fact also that the 
services of the Missouri Home Guard were recognized by the 
Government of the United States in issuing to them military 
bounty land warrants? 

Mr. LACEY. Yes; and this particular regiment became aft- 
erward Col. Moore’s regiment, the Twenty-tirst Missouri, the 
same regiment that commenced the battle at Shiloh, bringing 
- the engagement there and doing the most distinguished serv- 

ce. R 

The members of this body from the State of Missouri who 
happen to be here to-night will bear witness with me to the dis- 
tinguished services of the Twenty-first Missouri, both before and 
after the mustering. The honorable gentleman who now sits in 
the chair | Mr. Dockery] I see nods his he:d approvingly. He 
lives in the locality where that regiment was raised, and knows 
that the service of these men, performed prior to the muster. 
was just as honorable and just as much entitled to consideration 
as that of ae troops from any other part of the State. 

Mr. PIC . They were the safeguard of Southern Iowa. 

Mr. LACEY. They were the safeguard of Southern fow:. 
They threw themselves intothe service without uniforms, armed 
with their shotguns and squirrel rifles, and they served faith- 
f until February, 1862. 

r.HULICK. Was this soldier under the command and pay 
of the Government of the United States? 

Mr. LACEY. This soldier was not, because he died before he 
was ei er but after his death Congress passed an act 
directing the to be made up. A commission was appointed 
which sat at St. Louis and e up the rolls, and upon these 
rolis these regiments, including the Twenty-first Missouri, were 
paid for the service that they rendered prior to the muster, but 
this man had no one to speak for him then, and as a matter of 
tase whe oot ane the roll. . 

Mr. HULICK. ve his heirs or any persons interested been 
paid for his services to the Government? 

Mr. LACEY. No. 

Mr. WEVER. They could not be, because he was not mus- 


tered. 

Mr. LACEY. They could not be, because of this defect in the 
muster. Now, Congress attempted to act upon this case, but 
because of a technical ruling of Gen. Raum that action was inef- 
fectual. {Ido not complain of the action of Gen. Raum, because 
I believe he did what he believed to be right and what the rules 
of his office technically required him to do; but by a technical 
ruling upon his part the act of Congress was made inoperative. 

directed that this man be mustered, so as to give the 
benefit of his service to his heirs; but he was not put upon the 
pension rolls because of the failure to have his name recorded on 
the pay roll; and he could not have that done, because he was 
. Now, I ask that we report this bill back to the House 
with a faverable recommendation. Let it be said that this 
House views these cases with liberality and justice. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I think it is but due to this com- 
ttee, as well as to the majority of the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to make a very short statement. 

Lhave before me here the report, made September 26, 1890, 
but the bill was not until some time in 1891. 
Committee on Mili Affairs, * eye the 

mus- 


mustered in, but before he got 
ck and left<i Memphis, where, 
m of service was, all told, ten 
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Now, the effect of this act of 1891, reported from the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, was simply to direct that his name be 
entered on the muster roll; but here is the trouble about the 
bill: Suppose that in point of fact he had actually been mustered 
in; his widow and children could not have drawn a pension un- 
der the law anyhow, because, as the record in the Pension Office 
shows, he had contracted the disease from which he died before 
the date of the muster. 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly; but they put it upon the ground, 
though, that the rolls failed to show his prior service; but if 
the rolls had shown him to be entered as a member of that or- 
ganization prior to the muster, then he would have been entitled 
toa pension. The records of the two organizations failed to 


show his service prior to February 1; and yet this report to | 


which attention is called said that he enlisted on or about Octo- 
ber 1. He served four months. 


Mr. PICKLER. He was good enough to fight,and good enough | 


to die. 

Mr. LACEY. Asa matter of fact, I will say to the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. MARTIN] that Col. Ainsworth reports that 
some members of this company were enroiled as early as June 
15, i861. We do not know the exact date of this man’s enroll- 
ment, but we do know he was enrolled as early as October 1. 

Mr. MOSES. Was this gentleman at the battle of Shiloh? 

Mr. LACEY. No; he died before that. 

Mr. MOSES. Was he ever in any battle? 

Mr. LACEY. Oh, yes; his command was in several battles. 

Mr. MOSES. During the ten days” 

Mr. LACEY. They were at Blue Mills. That is the only 
fight I know personilly of their being in. I know five of them 
were killed just before entering the battle of Blue Mills. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Now, Mr. Chairman, the fact nev- 


ertheless remains that by this special act with reference to mus- 


ter his name was entered on the rolls February 1, 1862. 

Mr. LACEY. That is the date the others were mustered. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Now, then, suppose that in point 
of fact he had actually been mustered at that date and that no 
special bill was necessary, his widow and child could not have 
received the pension at any rate. 

Mr. LACEY. Oh, yes, they couid,if the rolls showed his real 
service; but the rolls failed to show it. 
missioner of Peasions says. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. 
they ean not go beyond that, because the disease was contracted 
prior to entering the service and he was reported as mustered. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Now, then, let me state another 
fact, if the gentleman from South Dakota willexcuse me just a 
little. This is not a bill putting the widow and child upon the 

nsion roll. It is not a pension bill of that kind at all. 
is a bill simply to pay arrears from the date of the death of the 
soldier until the child became 16 years of age, in the one case, and 


in the other case until the widow remarried. Both the widow | 
and the daughter have married. The daughter is nowawoman | 


of 30 years of age. Supposing that the widow had remained 


single, it might possibly have been made a stronger case in this | 


committee and the House; but here is a questien purely and 
ss as to whether this House will grant arrears. 

t has been, so far as I know, universally the practice of this 
House, under all administrations, no difference who constituted 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, not to recommend, if they 


knew it, the passage of any bill the effect of which would sim- | 


ply be to carry arrears. If you pass this bill this widow will 


receive no pension and the daughter will receive no pension; | 


butin the one case the widow and her husband will receive a 


lump sum, and in the other case the daughter and her husband | 


will receive a lump sum, representing what would be coming to 
them under the general pension laws of the United States from 
the date of the death of the soldier up to the time the widow 
remarried and up to the time the daughter became 16 years of 


e. 
“ee. STALLINGS. How much would that sum be? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Not a very large sum. I do not 
place it on the ground of the sum of money it would be, but it 
would be somewhit ofasum. I desire to call the attention of 
the committee simply to it on account of the fact that the 
—— are against the allowance of arrearsin this House. 
have no fault to find with the gentleman from lowa, and his col- 


leagues who joined him, but! bring it to your attention to deter- | 


mine whether you are now, by the passage of this bill, 
to establish a precedent which in the future will invite bill 
after bill for the nt of arrears of pension. 

Mr. PICKLER Now, while the tleman talks about ar- 
rears, that is not exactly the fact. This claim was filed in 1863, 
and ail that is sought here is to adjudicate this claim as if the 
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That is what the Com- | 


I take it as a matter of law that 


This | 


bedoded 


record showed that this man was really in tho service. 
not the object and the sole ob'ect, the only ob « 





Was 
; t t ct.of the act of 
1X91 to give this pensionable status to these people, and to t 
| soldier; and was not that the object of thatact, and the sole obiect 
| of that act, and ought not this Congress in good faith to carry 
out the intent of that act’ 
| Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. 
of the committee. 

Mr. PECKLER. The very object of the act was 
sionable status to these people. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I will tell you what wis the 


[ can not say what was in the mind 


.L1lVEe 


pen 


OD} ct. 


and a very laudable one. I take it that any widow or any child 
of a soldier who died in the service would not want to lose the 
honor of the fact that the father or husband had died, had, in 
| point of fact, died in the service: and that they would desire the 
| records of the War Department should show that fact, if by 
some misfortune or sickness or negligence of an officer his name 


was left off the roll. It was something that they would have 
the right to complain of, and they would hive the right to have 
a bill passed showing what his military status really was. 

Mr. STALLINGS. We have passed bills of that ver) 
to put their names on the rolls. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Another fact, in answer to the 
question of my friend as to the amount of the arrears. I see I 
made a mistake when I said the amount would be small. I did 
not think that the question whether it was a large or a smali 
| amount cut much of a figure in the matter; but since | made the 
| Statement that it would be a small amount, I desire to be correct 
| in my statement. This is the bill. 
| 
| 


kind, 


That in adjudicating the pension claim of the widow and heirs of Mar- 
cellus Pettitt. of Company G, Twenty-first Missouri Infantry Volunteers, 
the fatal disease of the soldier, contracted in active service with the State 
troops prior te muster into the United States service, shail be deemed and 


admitted as having been contracted in the line of duty in the United Statos 
service 


rvi 

Now, then, I take it, unless lam mistaken, that the effect of 

| that would be to give arrears of pension from the date of the 

soldier’s death until remarriage. 

| Mr. LAC&Y. Let me ask my colleague on the committee if 

| it is not a fact, under the act of 1873, if the service had been 

| proved upon the 4th of July, 1874, it would have carried arrears? 

| Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Possibly. 

| Mr. LACEY. So that this only carries out the intention of 

that law. They could not prove it up on accountof this want of 
| record of service. They were not to blamefor it. ‘That should 

| be considered as only cieaien the claim. Ithink they ought to 

| have it; and it is absolutely right. 

| Mr. PICKLER. It is a misnomer to call it arrears. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiwa. I am perfectly willing that the 
gentleman shall have a direct vote. 

Mr. LACEY. Imove that thecommittee report this bill back 
| to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
|} The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman withdraws the motion to 
lay the bill on the table, and the gentleman from lowa moves 
that the bill be reported back to the House with a favorable 
recommendation. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr.LACEY. Division. 

The committee divided, and there were—ayes 19: noes 20. 

Mr. LACEY. I ask for tellers. 

Mr. PICKLER. What is the motion? 
| The CHAIRMAN. The motionwas made to lay the bill aside 
| with a favorable recommendation. 
| Mr. LACEY. Iwill not make the pointofno quorum. Evi- 
| dently the committee seems to be interested in this bill, as the 
vote is 80 close, and I will ask that the bill bo laid aside without 
prejudice. 

Mr. STALLINGS. { ebiject to that. 
| TheCHAIRMAN. The geaotleman asks unanimous consent 

that the bill be laid aside without prejudice, retaining its place 

~ the Calendar. Was thatthe request of the gentleman from 

owa? 

| Mr. LACEY. That is it, sir. 
; Mr.STALLINGS. I object. 
| Mr. LACEY. Then, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
| that we take a vote on this bill in the House. 
| TheCHAIRMAN. That request can not be submitted. The 
| billcan only get into the House either on a favorableor adverse 
report from the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PICKLER. The bill will have to be disposed of in some 
way. It can not remain on the Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. Undoubtedly it will have to be disposed 
of. The motion of the gentiom in from Iowa thit the bill be 
laid aside with a fav report has been rejected, 19 gentle- 
men voting in the affirmative and 2) in the negative. 


j 
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Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr.Chairman, I rise to a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. If this bill is laid aside with an adverse re- 
port it will come up in the House in that way, will it not? 

The CHAIRMAN. It will. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. ‘Then I move that the bill be laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that 
it do lie on the table. 

Mr. PICKLER, Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that this 
seems to me pretty hard treatment for this widow and these 
children. If the committee lay this bill aside to be reported 
adversely to the House, they simply say that although thisman 
died in the service, although he went into the army and served 
four months and met his death there, yet, on account of the 
failure of the Government officers to do their duty, his children 
are to suffer. 

Further than that, this committee puts itself on record as un- 
friendly to the legislationof 1891. e former Congress passed 
upon this very question, and now this House takes the unfriendly 
position of undertaking, = this recommendation, to repeal the 
action of that Congress. want to say further in connection 
with what the gentieman from Iowa [Mr. LAacry] has said—be- 
cause I live upon the Iowa border and know what this Twenty- 
first Missouri Regiment was—that it saved Southern Iowa from 
being overrun by the guerrillas and others who were in the field 
from Northern Missouri and were adverse to the Union cause. 
These were brave soldiers, and not only in the State of Missouri, 
where so many loyal men volunteered to defend the Union, but 
allover the West the fame of Col. Moore and the Twenty-first 
Missouri Volunteers is asa household word. Now, although one 
Cougress has passed upon this question, and although that act 
was designed to give these people only what was honestly due 
them, yet now this House undertakes to reverse that action and 
to say that they were not entitled to what that Congress gave 


them. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Iliinois. If the other Congress gave it to 
them why can not they get it under that legislation? 

Mr. PICKLER. Because of the technicality which was ex- 
plained by the gentleman from Iowa. Simply because the Gov- 
ernment officers did not place their names “re the rolls as the 
ought to have done. It is notarrearage. It is simply adjudi- 
citing the case as filed in 1863. There is no arrea about it, 
but it is simply paying what is ey and justly due. If we 
are to stand eee upon such technicalities: ifit has come to this, 
that after a service like this and the death of the soldier in the 
service this widow and orphans can not have consideration 
here, then I think there is be little hope for any of these 

nsion bills. I bslieve thatif this committee thoroughly un- 

erstood the servica of that regiment they would not hesitate, 
especially in a case like this where the soldier lost his life, to 
grant these heirs what is honestly and justly due. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. How much pension would be 
granted by this bil! if it should pass? 

Mr. PICKLER. The chairman of the committee has stated 
that. I do not know the exact amount,and I do not care. The 
chairman of the committee has very well said that it is nota 
question of amount. Whatever the amount is, it would not 
. break the Government; it would not be as much as the increase 
allowed to the widow of a soldier of the Indian war of 1837 by 
this committee not more than ten minutes ago. 

Mr.WILLIAMSoOf Illinois. Mr.Chairman, I call for the regu- 
lar order. I enjoy these speeches very much, but I call for the 
regular order. 

r.PICKLER. Well, [have the floor. The gentleman from 
Illinois interrupted me, and I want to say to him in all friendli- 
ness that in dealing with the claims of these soldiers’ widows it 
scems to make ali the difference in the world what war the hus- 
band fought in. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. I throw back to the gentleman 
his remark in the same spirit in which he makes it. 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, the gentleman can throw it back. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. The 
regular order is demanded. The motion to report the bill with 
the recommendation that it lie on the table is not debatable. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Butit has already been debated on: the 
other side. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from South Dakota was 
proceeding by consent, and no point of order was made. 

Mf.STALLINGS. But the regular order was called several 
times. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOBN rose. 

The GHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman 
rise? 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. To make a motion which takes prece- 
dence of the motion now before the committee, I move to recon- 
sider the vote by which this bill was laid aside with an unfavor- 
able rerommendation. 
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Mr. MEREDITH. How did the gentleman vote? 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. I did not vote on the proposition. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I make the point of order that the gen- 
tleman has not the right to make the motion to reconsider. 

The CHAIRMAN. There was no record vote; and the rule 
which ordinarily requires a motion to reconsider to be made by 
some gentleman who voted on the prevailing side does not apply. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. I make a motion which under Rule 
XVIII takes precedence of the motion now before the committee. 

Mr. LANE. There is another motion pending, however—an 
intervening motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hardly thinks the motion to 
reconsider is in order at this moment. The Chair had put the 
other motion; and the gentleman from South Dakota was pro- 
Se ae unanimous consent. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. DoT understand the Chair to rule that 
the motion I make does not take precedent of the motion now 
pending? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit the question on 
the motion to reconsider the vote by which the Committee of 
the Whole decided to report the bill to the House with an un- 
favorable recommendation. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 27, noes 21. 

Mr. STALLINGS. No quorum. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama[Mr. STAL- 
es makes the point of no quorum; the Chair will appoint 

ers. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move that the committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. Pending the point of no quorum, the gen- 
tleman from South Dakota moves that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BROOKSHIRE, hav- 
ing taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DOCKERY re- 
ported that the Committee of the Whole House having had un- 
der consideration certain bills on the Private Calendar,the point 
of ‘no quorum” was made, and the committee, on motion, de- 
termined to rise. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. 
journ. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 
20 minutes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


I move that the House now ad- 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered tothe Clerk, and 
refer to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs: A bill 
(H. R. 836) for the relief of Prentice Holmes. (Report No. 672.) 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2133) to correct the military record of Capt. 


E. M. Ives. (Report No. 673.) 
Also,a bill (H. R. 854) to correct the record of H. Lofland. (Re- 
port No. 674.) 


By Mr. JOSEPH, from the same committee: A bill (H. R. 962) 
for the relief of Capt. Ceran St. Vrain’s company of New Mexico 
Volunteers. ps gr No. 675.) 

7 Mr. BR , from the same committee, with amendment: 
A bill (H. R. 1112) tocorrect the military record of Madison N. 
Thomas. (Report No. 679.) 

By Mr. MCDANNOLD, from the committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: A bill (H. R. 3033) granting a pension to Amanda J. Lane. 
(Report No. 681.) 

By Mr. APSLEY, from the same committee: A bill (H.R. 
oa granting a pension tc Harriet T. Vosburg. (Report No. 


-) 
By Mr. LACEY, from the same committee: A bill (H R. 6206) 
granting a pension to A. F. Neely. (Report No. 683. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills were adversely re- 
ported and laid on the table, as follows: 

By Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: A 
bill (H. R. 4749) granting a pension to W. A. Hayes. (Report 


No. 684. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4712) granting a pension to Almira Johnson 
(Report No. 685.) 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were disc from 
tion of the following bills; which were referred as 


Sane 
ows: 

The bill (H. R. 6533) donating the United States marine hos- 
pital in the City of New Orleans, La., to the corporation of said 
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city—-the Committee on Naval Affairs discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The bill (H.R. 4656) to execute the findings of the Court of 
Claimsinthe matter of William B. Isaacs & Co.—the Committee 
on the Judiciary discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
War Claims. 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 6593) to authorize 
and encourage the holding of a cotton States and international 
exposition at Atlanta, Ga., in the year 1895, and making an ap- 
propriation therefor—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. CURTIS of New York: A bill (H. R. 6594) to provide 
for the management of the jail in the District of Columbia —to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COBB of Alabama: A bill (H.R. 6595) to quiet the 
titles to land in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HALL of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 6597) to amend 
chapter 1 of Title LX of the Revised Statutes, relating to 
patents—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 6598) to provide for the de- 
struction and extermination of the noxious weed known as Rus- 
sian thistle (technically, Salsola kali tragus)—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: A joint resolution (H. Res. 161) re- 
quiring attorneys and claim agents having offices in the District 
of Columbia, and who have undertaken or shall undertake to 
prosecute claims for pensions, to advise each of the claimants 
once every three months as to the condition of his or her claim— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. COBB of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 6599) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Lena Peinemann--to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


By Mr. DINSMORE: A bill (H. R. 6600) for the relief of the | 


estate of Charles Crowell—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 6601) for the | 


relief of G. W. Evans—to the Committee on War Claims: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6602) for the relief of the heirs of D. G. 
Nave—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MCDEARMON: A bill (H. R. 6603) for the relief of J. 
M. Hines, Gibson County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. McCULLOCH: A bill (H. R. 6604) for the relief of 


Theophilus M. Hamilton, of Cross County, Ark.—to the Com- | 


mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NEILL (by request): A bill (H. R. 6605) for the relief 
of Charles T. Hyde, Clarendon, Ark.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. PATTERSON: A bill (H. R. 6606) for the relief of 


Benjamin Hahn, Fayette County, Tenn.—to the Committee on , 


War Claims. 

By Mr. REILLY: A bill (H. R. 6507) for the relief of William 
W. Clemens, late second lieutenant, United States Army Sig- 
nal Corps—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R.6608) for the 
relief of J. E. Welborn, of Clarke County, Miss.—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 6609) for the 
relief of Mrs. J. J. Flanagan—to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers | 


were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. AVERY: Petition of the Shoe Cutters’ Union, Carpen- 
ters’ Union, lron Workers’ Union, and the Bricklayers and 
Stone Masons’ Union of Detroit, Mich., and of F. A. Baldwin, 
E. J. Blanding, S. W.La Du, Abram N. Shook, R. A. Owen, and 
31 other citizens of Coral, Mich., in favor of the ge of the 
Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr.CARUTH: Petition and papers of Anthony McAndrew, 
to accompany House bill 6587, for his relief—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. COOPER of Indiana: Petition of Dr. J. P. D. John, 
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University, and 100 others, in behalf of 
bili—to the Committee on the Post-OMece 


president of De Pauw 
the Manderson-Hainer 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER 
Vail, Iowa, in favor of 


: Petition of citizens of Fort Dodge and 
the Manderson- Hainer bill—to tie Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of H. J. Townsend and others, of 
Hyde Park, Mass., favoring the passage of the Manderson-Hainer 
bill—to the Committee on the Post-Olfice and Post-Roads 


By Mr. HAYES: Petition of citizens of Muscatine, lowa, in 

| favor of allowing fraternal journals to goin the mails as second- 

class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Olfice and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. LANE: Petition of citizens of Tower Hill, [!)., in fa- 


vor of the Manderson-Huiner bill 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


| By Mr. MCDEARMON: Petition of | 
| 


to the Committee on the 
*. M, Newhouse, admin- 
istrator of W. W. Newhouse, deceased, of Gibson County, Tenn., 
asking reference of his claim to the Court of Claims~—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. NORTHWAY: Petition of Charles H. Lambert and 
124members of Ravenna Council, No. 376, Royal Arcanum, and of 
26 others, of Ravenna, Ohio; of the faculty of Hiram College, 
Hiram, Ohio; of American Order of Home Protection, of Helena, 
Ohio; of L. Crittenden and 32 others, of Burton, Ohio; of I. B. 
Taylor and 45 others, of Warren, Ohio: of T. C. Cowles and 39 
others, of Chardon, Ohio: of J. W. Brewer and 20 others, of 
Hubbard, Ohio; of W. G. Hurbert and 1) others, of Niles, and of 
J.D. Burnett and 28 others, asking the passage of the Manderson- 
Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Olfice and Vost- 


Roads. 

By Mr. PATTERSON: Petitionof citizensof Memphis, l'enn., 
in the interest of fraternal society and college journals—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: Seven petitions, signed by 461 citizens of 
Newcastle, Pa.; five petitions, signed by 770 citizens of Law- 
rence County, Pa.; four petitions, signed by 479 citizens of 

| Butler and Allegheny Counties, Pa.,in favor of an amendment 
| tothe Constitution of the United States recognizing God and 
| Jesus Christ—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

| Also, petition of 33 citizens of the Twenty-iifth district of 
Pennsylvania, in favor of an amendment to the Constitution of 
| the United States recognizing God and Jesus Christ—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 251 citizens of West Middlesex, Merce 
County, Pa., in favor of the Blair Sunday-rest bill—to the Com- 
| mittee dn the Judiciary. 

Also, a resolution adoptei by 150 members of the Presbyterian 
Church of Wampum, Pa., in favor of an amendment to the Con- 

| stitution of the United States recognizing God and Jesus Christ 
| to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
| Also, a petition of 694 citizens of Beaver County, Pa., in favor 
of an amendment to the United States Constitution recognizing 
God and Jesus Christ—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. REED: Petition of Fred. A. Springer and 37 other pe- 


| 


titioners, for the favorable consideration of House bill 4%97—to 

| the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
| By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: Petition of B. F. Cleve 
and 60 other citizens of Wartraice, Tenn.. 


| land, C. B. Murphy, 
f asking that there be no tax placed upon national and loc 1! build- 
'ing and loan associations—to the Committee on Ways and 
| Means. 
By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: Petition of citizens of New 

London, Conn., in favor of the Manderson-Hainer bill, admitting 
| to the mails as second-class matter publications of fraternal be- 
| nevolent associations—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
| Post-Roads. 
| By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: Two petitions of citizens of 
| Pennsylvania in favor of the admission of publications of frater- 
naland beneficial associations and college societies to the mails 
as second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post Offices 
and Post-Roads. 
| By Mr. TURPIN: Resolutions of Birmingham ( Ala.) Division, 
| No. 186, Order of Railroad Conductors; of [ron Molders’ Union 
| No. 130; of Liberia Council, United Mine Workers of America; 
of the United Mine Workersof Alabama; of Enterprise Couneil, 
No. 12, United Mine Workersof America: of Light-House Council, 
No.10, United Mine Workersof America, of Adger, Ala.: of Morn- 
ing Star Council, United Mine Workers of America, of Corona, 
Ala., and of Atlas Council, No. 11, United Mine Workers of 
America, of Johns, Ala., in favor of Senate bill 1136 and House 
bill 4478, providing for telegraph lines—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WAUGH: Papers to accompany 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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SENATE, 
SATURDAY, April 7, 1894, 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mr.BuRN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SQUIRE presented a petition of the Commercial Club, of 
Tacoma, Wash., praying for the early completion of the Nica- 
ragua Canal; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of New What- 
com, Wash., praying that fraternal society and college journals 
be admitted to the mails as second-class matter; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CALL presented the petition of G. Castellanos, A. R. 
Hernandez & Co., M. Rodriguez, Y. E. dela Cuesta, José Mo- 
rales & Co., J. A. Rowell, J. Vidal Cruz & Co., and others, rep- 
resenting cigar manufacturers doing business at Ocala, Marion 
County, lla., praying that the act of Congress regulating the 
transportation and delivery in bond of imported merchandise 
into the United States be extended in its provisions to the city 
of Ocala, Fla.; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 


merce. - 

Mr. VILAS presented the petition of Thomas Johnson and 
sundry other citizens of Lacrosse County, Wis., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to enable the States to enforce State 
laws regulating the sale of substitutes for dairy products; which 
was 'eferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. QUAY. I present a petition of the Pittsburg Presbytery 
of the Reformed Presbyterian Church, of New Galilee, Pa., 
praying for the prompt repeal of the MeCreary Chinese exclu- 
sion law, ani for the regulationof Chinese i ion accord- 
ing to the sacred obligations of the treaties made with China, 
and according to the golden rule of Christ. I move that the 
petition be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. QUAY presented the petition of A. J. Perry and 29 other 
citizens of Carbondale, Pa., g that fraternal society and 
college journals be admitted to muils as second-class matter; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


Roads. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I present a memorial of sundry citizens 
of Alexandria, La , favoring the exemption of national buildi 
and loan associations and local building and loan or homes 
associations from the operation of the iacome tax,and es y 
remonstrating against exempting from the operation of the tax 
only such building and loan associations as lend to their mem- 
bers for the of enabling the members to provide homes 
for themselves, I also present a memorial of citizens of Plaque- 
mine, La., to the same purport, and like memorials from citi- 


zens of Monroe and Lake in the State of Louisiana. I 
move that the memorials lie on the table. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. TURPIE ere a petition of the Farmers’ Mutual 
Bene ‘it Association of ——_ Ind., and a petition of the 
Journeymen Butchers’ Un of Logansport, Ind., praying for 
the governmental control of the telegraph service; which were 
referred to the Committee on Post-Odices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon presented a memorial of sundry 
citizens of Washington County, Oregon, remonstrating against 
the adoption of an amendment to the preamble of the Constitu- 
tion recognizing the Deity; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. - 


COLUMBIAN SYSTEM OF QUESTION BALLOT AND VOTING. 


Mr. PEFFER. I have here a paper which is peculiar in its 
nature and exceedingly interesting. It is entitled ‘‘The Co- 
lumbian System of Question Ballot and Voting.” It is a short 
treatise on a new system of voting, to use the mails 
for certain purposes in connection with taking the sense of the 
eek upon particular questions instead of the ballot box, and 

for its object the cinglins a our electoral customs and 
also the saving of ex and in addition to that the security 
of secrecy. W aile I have not examined it all,and while I have 
not carefully examined much of its phraseology, yet from an in- 
terviow with its author, I am confident that it would be very 
interesting to the members of. the Senate and to every 
for the sake of the philosophy that he gives on the pahboot of 
suff. . I present the paper, and move that it be printed asa 
miscellaneous document and lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMP?PTEES. 


Mr. BATE, from the Committee on 


Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill {S. 837) for the relief of Albert Locke, alias 
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Ghisiey mperted it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
ereon. 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1560) to authorize Prof. Asaph 
Hall, of the United States Navy, to accept a gold medal from the 
Academy of Sciences of France, reported it without amendment. 


EASTERN BRANCH BRIDGE. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Iam directed by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1112) to 
provide for a survey for a bridge across the Eastern Branch of 
the Potomae River, to report it with an amendment. As the 
bill is recommended by both the War and Navy Departments 
and the committee were unanimous in its recommendation, I*’ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendment of the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia was, in line 9, after the word “‘ report,” to strike out ‘‘ thereof” 
and insert ‘‘ thereon;” so as to make the bil! read: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed tomake asurvey, plan, and estimate of the cost of the construc- 
tion ofasubstantial and suitable bridge, with necessary approaches, from the 
foot of South street, or below it at the most available point, across 
the Eastern Branch of the Potomac River, in the District of Columbia, and 
to report thereon to the Congress of the United States with such recom- 
misndations as he may deem proper; and for said purpose the sum of 95,000, 
or so nvuch thereof as may be , be, and the same is hereby, appro- 
Priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concuired in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


SULPHUR RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 1917) authorizing the Texarkana 
and FortSmith Railway Company to bridge the Sulphur River, 
in the State of Arkansas or in the State of Texas. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Commerce with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 32, before the 
words ‘‘ the said opening,” to strike out ‘‘as nearly as practica- 
ble;” so as to read: 

And if the bridge over the said river shall be constructed as a draw or 
pivot bridge, the draw or pivot pier shall be over the main channel of the 
river at an accessible, navigable point, and the openings on each side of 
the pivot pier shall not be less than 10) feet in the clear, unless otherwise 
expressly directed by the Secretary of War. and ifso directed, shall be 

to such direction, and the said opening shall be accessible at all 
stages of water. 

The-amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, line 19, before the word 
‘*anproval,” to insert “ the;” so as to read— 
and should any change be made in the o- of said bridge during the prog- 
ress of construction, such change shall be subject to the approval of the 
Secretary of War. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CAREY. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 166) to provide for the punishment of 
offenses committed in the Yellowstone National Park. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask for the regular order. The routine 
morning business must be concluded before bills ean be consid- 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The regular order is demanded. 
The intoduction of bills and joint resolutions is next in order. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 1871) for the relief of the heirs 
of James Glover; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Military Af- 


rs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1872) for the relief of David T. 
Hayton; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
C tree on Military Affairs. 

Mr. M introduced a bill (S. 1873) granting jurisdiction 
to the Court of Claims, notwithstanding any statutory bar, of the 
claims of H. E. Collins & Co., and others; which was read twice 
by its we, — to the Committe on Claims. 

Mr. of Oregon introduced a bill (S. 1874) to define 
the crimes of murder in the first and second , man- 
slaughter and rape, mutiny and desertion, and punisb- 
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ment therefor, and to abolish the death penalty for other crimes; 
which was read twice by its title, and reierred to the Committee | 
on the Judiciary. , 

He also introdueed a bill (S. 1875) for the relief of Joseph Pen- | 
nig: which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Depredations. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of Joseph Pennig, of Linkville, Ore- 
gon, be taken from the files and referrei to the Committee on Indian Dep- 
redations, there having been no adverse report. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT SALEM, OREGON. 


Mr. DOLPH. I submit a resolution, which I ask may be 
printed and go over under the rule. 

The resolution was read, and ordered to lie over and to be 
printed, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Buildings andGrounds, towhom 
was referred the bill (S. 6) to provide for the construction of a publie build- 
at Salem, Oregon, be, and is hereby, discharged from the further con- 
eration thereof; and said bill is ordered to be placed on the Calendar for 
consideration by the Senate in its regular order. 


ISSUE OF BONDS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution of the Senator from Kansas |Mr. PerreRr], com- 
ing over from a previous day, which will be read. 

The Seeretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. PEFFER 
March 28, 1894, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be, and it is hereby, instructed 
to prepare and report as soon as practicable a bill to repeal all laws auther- 
izing or permitting the Secretary of the Treasury to issue bonds or other 
interest-bearing obligat’ >> of the Government, and to prohibit any and all 
such issues in the future without express authority by aet of Congress first 
had and obtained. 

Mr. PEFFER. Inasmuch as I expect to address the Senate 
this afternoon at some length, I prefer not to speak twiee dur- 
ing the day, and therefore ask that the resolution may go over 
and retain its place. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the resolution go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there ob/ection to the request 
of the Senator from Kansas? The Chair hears none, and it isso 
ordered. 

Mr. QUAY. If the routine business is concluded, I wish to | 
eall up a bridge bill, on which there will be no debate. 


PROPOSED REPHAL OF BOND PROVISION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. As part of the morning business, 
the Chair lays before the Senate the resolution of the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], coming over from a previous day. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. ALLEN 
on the 5th instant, as follows: 

Reso'ved, That the Committee on Finance, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 1457) to repeal a part of section 3 of an act entitled ‘An act to provide 
for the resumption of specie payments, approved January 14, 1875, and for 
other purposes,’’ be. and is hereby, dischar. from the further considera 


tion thereof: and said bil! ts ordered to be placed on the Calendar for consid 
eration by the Senate in its regular order. 


Mr. ALLEN. AsI am assured by the ehnairman of the Com- | 
mittee on Finance that the bill to which my resolution refers 
will be promptly reported, I ask that the resolution be passed | 
over. 


ae coe 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Nebraska? The Chair hears none, and it is so | 
ordered. 


MONONGAHELA RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. QUAY. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate for 
the present consideration ef the bill (S. 1750) to authorize the 
West Braddock Bridge Company to construct a bridge over the | 
Monongahela River from the borough of Rankin to Mifflin Town- | 
ship. I donot think there will be any objection to the bill, and | 
it will not take ten minutes to dispose of it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present | 
consideration ef the bill’ 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | 
Whole, to: consider the bill. 

Mr. AY. lEam instrueted by the Committee on Commerce, | 
to ee referred the bill (H.R. 5356) to authorize the West | 
Braddock Bridge Company to construct a bridge over the Mo- | 
nongahela River from the borough of Rankin to Mifflin Town- | 
ship to report it with amendments. and I am alse instructed by | 
the committee to ask that this bill be substituted in place of the 
Senate bill which has just been taken up. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Pennsylvania’ The Chair hears none, and 
House bill is before the Senate as in Committee of the 
~ The first amendment of the Committee on Commerce 


ssf 
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The SECRETARY. In section 4, line 11, after the word 
* bridges,” the committee report to insert ‘‘in the vicinity;” ae 
as to read: 

The said corporation shall submit to the Secretary of War for his examlt- 
nation and approval the plans and drawings of said bridge, and a map of 
the proposed location, giving. for the space of 1 mile each way the \opog 
raphy of the banks of the river and the shore lines at high and low water, 
the direction. and strength of the current at all stages, and the soundines, 
accurately showing tae bed of the stream, the location of any other bridge 
or bridges in the vicinity, and shall furnish such other information as may 
be required, etc, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the end of section 4, to add the 
following proviso: 

Provided, That the channe! span of said bridge shall be in length not less 
than 400 feet in the clear. 

The amendment was agreed te. 

The next amendment was,in section 8, line 4, after the word 
“date,” to strike out “hereof” and insert “of the approval of 
this act;” so as to make the section read: 

That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the bridge 


herein authorized be not commenced within one year and comp!eted within 
three years from the date of tie approval of this act 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed,and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

‘he bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. QUAY. Imove that Senate bill 1750 be indefinitely post- 
poned, 

The motion was agreed to. 

TENNESSEE RIVER. BRIDGE. 

Mr. BATE. [I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 5041) to extend the time authorizing the St. 
Louis and Birmingham Railroad to build a bridge across Ten- 
nessee River at Clifton, Tenn. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as'in Committee of the 
Whole, proeeeded to consider the biil. 

The bill was reported from the Committes on Commerce with 
an amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause, and 
fnsert: 

That the St. Louis and Birmingham Railway Company, being a corpora- 
tion created and organized under the laws cf the State of Tennessee, and to 
which authority was given by an act of Congress entitled ‘*‘An act to au 
thorize building abridge over Tennessee River,” approved June 6, 1#¥2, is 
hereby given the right to begin the construction of the bridge therein au- 
thorized according to the terms of said act within twelve months from the 
approval of this act. the said bridge to be compieted within three years from 
said date.. Itis hereby further provided thatif the construction of said 
bridge be not commenced and the structure completed within the times 
hereinbefore mentioned, then this act.aud that approved June 6, 14¥2, to 
which reference is hereinbefore made, shall be null an! void. 

Sec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly 
reserved without any liability on the part of the United States for any dam- 
ages on account of such alteration, amendment, or repeal. 

Mr. FRYE. That is the amendment reported by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce? 

Mr. BATE. Yes, sir; it was prepared by the committee and 


ray 


| is acceptable to those interested. 


Mr. FRYE. All rieht. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

BERING SEA AWARD. 


Mr. HOAR. Lask the consent of the Senate to put a question 
to the Senatcr from Alabama {[Mr. MORGAN], the chairman of 
of the Committee on Foreign Relations, and as preliminary to 
it I desire the Secretary to read a dispatch which is in the 
morning papers. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Im the absence of objection, the 
Seeretary wiil read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


SHIPS NOT RECEIVING NOTICE NOT LIABLE 


LONDON, April é. 

Many inquiries have been received bere from Canada concerning the status 
of a vessel umder the propose: Bering Sea act in case that vessel shall have 
proceeded on. its sealing voyage before the publication of the act at the port 
of departure. .The exact language of the Nering Sea bill on this point Is as 
follows: 

“Where, upon any proceeding against a person and slip in respect of any 
ofense against the act; it is proved that the ship sailed from its port of de 
parture before the schedule< provisions were pubiisbet | here, and that such 
#@ person or master of a ship did not. after sailing and be'ore the alleged of 
iall be acquitted 


fense, receive notice of those provisions, such a person 
and the ship shall be released and not forfeited.” 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I desire to ask the Senator from 
Alabama if he has any information whether that dispatch re 
eites correctly the text of the British act of Parliament on that 
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If that be a correct recital, then any sealing vessel 
which should sail before the passage of the British act and keep 
out at sea purposely or by design, it seems to me might easily 


subject? 


avoid the whole matter for this season, and probably hundreds 
of thousands of these creatures be detteayel in a single year 
without any restraint. 

It is true that the act requires the shipmaster to show in some 
way that he had not notice of the provisions of the act, but Cana- 
dian sealers had notice of the claim of the United States and had 
notice of the treaty, so that eight or ten months ago they knew 
that the twoGovernments had agreed that there should be some 
prohibition and limitation of the destruction of these creatures, 
and oe bound to expect legislation in both countries to pre- 
vent it. 

Therefore, it seems to me that it isa pure evasion of the act 
and of the treaty to allow a Canadian sealer to be protected in 
his business for this year by simply showing that when he 
sailed—it may have been yesterday or a week ago, the whole 
thing depending on that—he did not know that the British act had 
actually passed, or wht its provisionswere. Of course, nobody 
here would wish to utter any language which would impute a 
breach of faith to the administration in England which prepared 
the treaty, but rather that some en e has been used the ef- 
fect of which they did not duly weigh; but if that is to be the 
whole protection for this season it would seem to me that we 
need some prompt supplemental legislation and that we should 
take the matter into our own hands for this season. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Massechu- 
setts is quite right in his estimate of the danger to the Alaskan 
seal herds from the attitude which appears to be taken by the 
British Government in the act to which he refers. 

During the last seal-hunting season, when the tribunal was in 
session at Paris, there was no provision of law and no arrange- 
ment between the two Governments by which pelagic hunting 
in the North Pacific Ocean could be inany waycontrolled. The 
tribunal, of course, had no power to make any arrangement or 
declaration on that branch of the subject. So fur-seal hunting 
went on without restraint in the North Pacific Ocean last year; 
and my information is that over 90,000 pelts were taken by the 
Canadian and other poachers out of those waters, the hunters 
not going into Bering Sea at all, and that they were worth 
probably $10 apiece at the time they were taken. If there was 
0,000 of them, it is safe to say that involved the destruction of 
at least 500,000 seals, destroyed by the cruel and exterminating 
character of that hunting. 

During the preseat season, [ am informed by the newspapers, 
and I think there is some official information in the State De- 
partment to the same effect, that about forty or more Canadian 
sealers have outfitted from Vancouver, Victoria, and perhaps 
Port Townsend and other places there, and some American seal- 
ers have also gone out to raid the fur-seal herds, acting upon 
the idea that the agreement between the two Governments 
which was crystallized into an award, which award became an 
obligation of an international character between the two gov- 
ernments as obligatory as any feature of international law, was 
not operative or effectual until legislation had occurred in the 
Congress of the United States, and also in the Parliament of 
Great Britain, of a concurrent character, to prohibit this pelagic 
hunting, and also to punish violations of the award. 

That view of the subject has never been adopted by the Amer- 
ican arbitrators, nor do I understand that it ever been in- 
sisted =a by more than one of the arbitrators composing that 
tribunal, if by any one. The view taken by the American arbi- 
trators is and was that the award spoke from the moment of its 
delivery, with full effect in regard to the prohibition which it 
declared against pelagic hunting, at specified periods, and 
within certain defined areas; that is to say, as to the area north 
of the thirty-fifth meridian, up to Bering Straits—that means 
the Arctic Ocean—and east of the one hundred and eightieth 
meridian of longitude. The interpretation which the two gov- 
ernments have given to this particular feature of the award as 
to its obligatory nature from the time of its delivery and the ex- 
tent and character of that obligation, has not been as yet estab- 
lished perfectly by an agreement between the two governments. 

So we must now take our own view of it,and we have to act 
upon that view so far asmay be necessary. I shall not stop now 
in answering the question put to me by the Senator from Mas- 


sachusetts, to state my own position in regard to that matter or 
the reasoning of the state of facts u w it is founded; it 
is not necessary that I should do so, but with these preliminary 


observations I shall now try to answer the question of the Sen- 
ator from gmap so far - Nene sntinaiiaiae 
Some two weeks ago the pree w r 
has reod, as far as I am now ca ble of recalling, the substance 
of it unquestionably, was submitted to the State Department by 
Sir Julian Pauncefote, that being a part of a general measure 


which it was proposed to introduce into the Parliament of Great 
pn for the enforcement on the part of Great Britain of this 
award, 

There were some other features in the bill also which were 
even more opposed—I use the phrase with deliberation—to a 
full and complete and fair execution of this award and treaty 
upon which it was founded, than that part which the Senator 
from Massachusetts has just quoted. 

Those provisions in that proposed measure of legislation were, 
as I am informed, distinctly, formally, firmly, and finally re- 
jected by the Secretary of State, and the British Government 
wassoinformed. About the time that the informat.on on that 
sub'ect should have reached London, [ saw in the newspapers 
that the British Government had introduced into Parliament a 
bill for the purpose of carrying into effect this award. 

Of course I did not know, nor do I suppose that even the State 
Department knew, all of the provisions of that bill, whether it 
exactly coincided with the programme or formulated bill which 
Sir Julian Pauncefote had submitted to the inspection of the 
Secretary of State, but within a day or two after that, perhaps 
after the bill had passed to its second reading—I do not know 
now which—that bill was withdrawn from the Parliament by 
Sir Charles Russell, the attorney-general, who was also one of 
the counsel before the tribunal of arbitration. I infer from the 
fact of its having been withdrawn, that the objection stated toit 
by the United States Government had prevailed, and that it had 
been withdrawn to be remodeled upon the basis of those objec- 
tions. I still hope that that is the fact, and that the telegraphic 
account, which has gotten out in some way, refers to the first 
proposition of legislation and not to the one which would natur- 
ally be in answer to the legislation taken by the Congress of the 
United States in the last few days, our bill having been com- 
pleted, I believe, in its passage through the two bodies only on 
yesterday. 

It became necessary, Mr. President, that the Government of 
the United States should define in a measure of legislation what 
is its attitude in respect of the enforcementof thisaward. That 
attitude was presented correctly and fully in the bill which has 
just passed the Congress of the United States, and which I sup- 
pose is now in the hands of the President for consideration. 

It was esteemed by everyone concerned in this business to be 
a matter of necessity, of propriety, and of duty that the Govern- 
ment of the United States should, without any equivocation, 
manifest in its legislation its full intent and purpose to carry 
into effect this award in perfect good faith, and its equal inten- 
tion, of course, to ane from Great Britain a compliance in 
the same spirit with the duties imposed upon that Government 
by the award of this tribunal. 

In some remarks I had the honor to submit when that bill was 
introduced here, I mentioned the fact tbat the state of legisla- 
tion in the United States was completed by the act passed in 
1893. After the Paris tribunal had been agreed upon and ap- 
pointed and the commissioners were about to set out for the dis- 
charge of the duties of that tribunal, an act of Congress was 

for the purpose of placing in full effect all the existing 
aws of the United States then controlling the subject of fur-seal 
hunting or fishing in Bering Seain the area of the North Pa- 
cific Ocean, which should be included in such regulationsas that 
tribunal might establish. 

Our —— it will be remembered, antecedent to the meet- 
ing of this tribunal, in tof Bering Sea had been predi- 
cated on the assumption on our part that we had a right to ex- 
ercise jurisdiction within what we called the dominion of Bering 
Sea as described in the treaty of cession of 1867 from Russia to 
the United States; and in the exercise of that right and power 
of legislation we had prescribed penalties upon all persons, 
without any regard to nationality, who should go into those 
waters and there capture seals contrary to our statutes. I need 
not go into any description of those statutes. Senators will re- 
member what they comprehend and remember also the severe 
nature of the penalties which attend them; but the act of 1893, 
to which [ have referred, which was passed just before the mem- 
bers of the tribunal went across the water to participate in its 
labors, provided, as I have pointed out, that in respect of any 
area of the North Pacific Ocean that might be included within 
the purview of the award, so as to give to any government a 
right of jurisdiction there to prohibit fur-seal fishing, the laws 


of the United States having relation to Bering Sea and control- 
ling fur-seal fishing there should have full application to that 
area. 


Those laws are to be put in force upon a proclamation by the 
President of the Uni States; those are the only laws now 
w the statute book which authorize the President of the 
United States to send out fleets of war ships for the purpose of 

ing raids upon them. 


— the fur-seal herds and prevent 
ver action is now being taken by the Government of the 
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United States in tbat reg : 
ute, and that action doubtless will not transcend in the slight- 
est degree the limitations which are imposed upon the Govern- | 
ment of the United States by the award of the Paris tribunal; | 
but within those limitations, and controlled by those restraints, 
the power is conferred upon the President of the United States | 
to make arrests and to bring to punishmentall persons who may 
violate those laws. 

In the event that Great Britain should pass a statute which 
we consider to be concurrent and codperative with the law that 
we passed the other day and effectual for the purpose of protect- 
ing the seal herds, the Government of the United States of 
course would not attempt to exercise any of the powers which 
are reserved in our statutes and which are not touched by our 
recent legislation in respect of the protection of the fur seals. 

Of course, the act which was presented to the Secretary of 
State by Sir Julian Pauncefote is not a full compliance with the 
terms of that award, and it would scarcely need a suggestion on 
the part of the United States Government to satis'y Great Brit- 
ain that such was the fact. ButI have not any doubt, and have 
no reason to doubt, that in the event of a statute of that sort 
passing the Parliament of Great Britain, as being a compli- 
ance with the requirements of that award, the Government of 
the United States would have to consider what its rights are 
under the award, or whatits rights are in the event that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States should regard the concurrent execu- 
tion of the award as having been abandoned by Great Britain. 

That is a ground, of course, Mr. President, which I do not 
propose to touch upon in any manner that might be consid- 
ered in the least as going beyond a mere suggestion of my own, 
for [ represent no person but myself in what I now utter upon 
that question; yet I have not any doubt, I will repeat, that the 
Government of the United States will find itself in a full state 
of legal preparation, and animated with a very sincere determi- 
nation that all the benefits and advantages of that award shall 
be realized by our Government. 

It may be, Mr. President, that we did not get in that award 
an affirmative declaration of every principle of law for which 
we had contended, but we got, as I believe—yes, I may say 
that I am quite sure that we got—all the necessary regula- 
tions which are requisite for the protection and preservation of 
the seal herds, so as that we can go on and realize upon the 
Pribilof group of islands all the advantages of that seal herd, 
which naturally belong to us and have been confirmed by the 
award. Good faith now requires Great Britain to come forward 
and assist as freely, as ful y, as liberally, and as firmly as we 
have done and intend to insist upon, in the full and perfectcom- 
pletion of this award. 

I believe, sir, that is a full answer to the question which has 
been propounded to me. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the Senator from Alabama, the 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations and a mem- 
ber of the International Tribunal at Paris. makes very clear his 
understanding that the provision to which I have referred 
which purports to be an official statement of the actual language 
of the bill te reer by the Government of Great Britain, allows 
an entire evasion of the obligation of the award for the present 
season, and exposes our seal interests to great injury, if not to- 
tal destruction. 

If that be true, and that bill be all that the English Parlias 
ment will enact at present, Ishould be very sorry to leave our 
interests to the power of the Administration to protect our- 
selves at once inst these sealers, if there be any possible 
doubt in the mind of the President, or of the Secretary of State, 
or of the Attorney-General, that the existing legislation is sufti- 
cient. I think, therefore, it will be well within the next few 
days to introduce a measure making the powers of the President 
clear and distinct in that particular and removing all doubt 
aboutit. If it shall turn out that the bill passes the British 
Parliament in the form now os if nobody else intro- 
duces such a measure as I have indicated, I shall introduce one 
eo it to the committee of which the Senator from Ala- 


is rman. 

Mr. GRAY. Before the Senator takes his seat I wish to ask 
him whether he has any other information on the subject than 
that contained in the daily newspapers? 

Mr. HOAR. No, [have not; but thedispatch which I caused 
to be read purports to be a verbatim extract from the proposed 
British law. 

Mr. GRAY. I have no doubt thatit is, as the chairman of the 
Committee on Fore Relations has suggested, a copy of the 
bill originally in uced in the British Parliament and ob- 

to by our State Department. 

Mr. HOAR. The statement read from the Secretary’s desk, 
I think before the Senator from Delaware came in, is a little 
more than that. It says that, the Canadians being in doubt as 
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ard, is takenin virtue of our own stat- | to their rights, a message has been sent t» Great Britain to 


learn the exact terms of the law as it is now proposed, and that 
they have received, apparently from the Government its >lf, this 
information, which purports to be a verbatim extract from the 
bill introduced in the British Parliament. 

Mr. GRAY. I have no doubt thatinformation is as to the bill 


| originally introduced. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is closed, 
and the Calendar under Rule VIII is in order. 


VOLUNTEERS IN INDIAN WAR. 


The bill (S. 743) for the relief of the citizens of the States of 
Oregon, Idaho, and Washington who served with the United 
States troops in the war against the Nez Perces and Bannock 
Shoshone Indians, and for the relief of the heirs of those killed 
in such service, and for other purposes, was announced as first 
in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. DOLPH. That bill has been twice read at length and 
only remains to be voted upon. It simply proposes to pay the 
State and Territorial troops who were called out at the time of the 
Nez Perces war and served under Gen. Howard for the number 
of days they were in the service. It is limited to less than a 
month to all of them, I think. And where members of the vol- 
unteer troop were wounded or killed, they and their heirs are 
given the benefit of the pension laws. Where they lost horses 
or arms they are to be compensated for them provided the ree- 
ords of the War Department showthe loss. The bill passed the 
Senate in the last Congress on the same statement. It does not 
involve a large amount. 

Mr. BATE. I think the bill ought not to be taken up now. 
It will lead to discussion. I think perhaps it had better go 
over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Tennessee 
object to the consideration of the bill? 

Mr. BATE. The bill was reported from the Committce on 
Military Affairs after considerabie discussion before the commit- 
tee, and I see that some of the members of that committee, the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] particularly, who feel 
an interest in the bill are not here. I believe it is a bill that 
will draw forth a good deal of discussion and take some time, 
and I think it ought not to be considered now. 

Mr. DOLPH. The bill has been twice passed over when the 
Calendar was called, retaining its place. [was absent, and I 
was told it was passed over on that account. The bill is very 
short, and itis very simple in its provisions. There is a full re- 
port accompanying it; that is to say, there is areport giving the 
names of the persons who served, the number of duys they 
served, etc. 

Mr. BATE. It involves a great deal of money, as the Senator 
from Oregon knows. 

Mr. DOLPH. I think the Senator from Tennessee is mistaken 
about the bill. This is not the bill proposing to pay the claims 
of Oregon, California, and Nevada. It is a bill for the relief of 
| the volunteers who served in the Nez Perces war, and it does 
| not involve much money. I will send the report to the Senator. 
| Mr. BATE. I should like to see it. 

Mr. DOLPH. There is a bill for the relief of California, Ore- 
gon, and Nevada, which involves a good deal of money, but this 
is not the bill. This is a different case entirely. 

Mr. BATE. I understood this to be the bill to pay the claims 
of California, Oregon, and Nevada. 

Mr. DOLPH. Oh, no: it is not the bill. 

Mr. BATE. It seems to berr pretty much the same title as 
that bill does, and I assumed it to be the same. 

Mr. DOLPH. The report contains the namesof all the volun- 
teers. I see by it that the number of days served by one com- 
pany is given as eighteen. It is proposed to pay the men for 
each day’s service and for the loss of anima!s and guns, if they 
y, and to place upon the pension roll the heirs of those 
who were killed and wounded in the service, who served under 
Gen. Howard in the Army of the United States. This isnotthe 
bill the Senator from Tennessee referred to. 

Mr. BATE. Has the bill ever been before the Committee on 
Claims? 

Mr. DOLPH. No. It was reported by the Committee on 
Military Affairs. It was reported from the Committze on Mili- 
tary Affairs during the last Congress, and passed by the Senate, 
It does not involve a large amount of money. 

Mr. BATE. Very weli; I was mistaken in the bill. The bill 
I referred to involves an appropriation of a million or two mil- 
lion dollars. I supposed this was the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, no. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. BATE. I withdraw any objection I made. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection the bill is 
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Is there objection to the present 
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before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. The Chair 
understands that it has heretofore been read at length. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The bill is not long, and I should like to 
have it read. The title does not convey any idea of the purport 
of the measure. 

Mr. DOLPH. Let the bill be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That each volunteer who joined the forces of the United 
States from the State of Oregon, or from the Territories of Washington and 
Idaho, during the wars with the Nez Perces, Bannock, and Shoshone Indians 
im such Territories and in the Territory of Montana, shall be paid $1 per da, 
during the term of such service. from the time that he left his home until 
he was returned thereto, including all time spent in hospital under treat- 
ment by such as received wounds or other injuries in such service. 

Sue, 2. That ail persons who were wounded or disabled in such service, and 
the heirs of all who were killed in such service, shall be entitled to all the 
benefits of the pension laws, in the same manner and to the same extent as 
if they had been duly mustered into the regular or volunteer forces of the 
United States. 

Sec, 3. That all horses and arms lost in such service shall be paid for at 
their actual value: Provided, That no payment shall be made for such losses 
or for such service asa volunteerexcept upon the statement of the command- 
ing officer of the United States troops, or such other oficer of the regular 
Army as might be in control of the volunteers at the time of such loss or 
service, Or upon record proof thereof now in the Departments, and such 
other proofs as may be uired to establish the fact that such losses were 
made in the service of the United States. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I very rarely interfere with matters of this 
kind coming from the Military Committee or any other commit- 
tee having charge of them, but I appeal to Senators to reflect a 
moment until this precedent isexamined. It is proposed to pay 
a dollar a day for troops called into service to protect their own 
homes more especially, and to extend that pay during all the 
sickness that may hive been caused by their enlistment. Sup- 

se that principle had been applied to the citizens of Ohio 4 
oe early period, when our people were out constantly defend- 
ing themselves and their homes, and so to all the West that was 
gracualiy subdued and taken from the hands of the Indians? 

It does seem to me that it is a very dangerous bill; but unless 
some Senators who are familiar with it as members of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs see proper to arrest its passage and 
consider it further, I do not feel that I can do more than simply 
enter my protest. I can not vote for such a bill. 

Mr. DOLPH. Such volunteers have been paid in every State 
in the Union where there are Indians, and some of them have 
been paid more than $l‘a day. In the first placo, I see here that 
no officer or member of one company served over eighteen days. 
As Gen. Howard passed through with the troops after the out- 
break of the war, they were never in Oregon at all. There are 
very few Oregon people who are beneficiaries of the bill. These 

ople joined the army and put themselves under Gen. Howard. 

hey took their horses and their arms and helped him to foliow 
the Indians across the continent until they were met by Gen. Miles 
and captured. In the report thero is a statement of every man 
and aren who performed service, the number of days he 
served, the number of horses that were lost, and every detail 
from the records in the War Department. 

I undertake to say that Ohio has been reimbursed every dol- 
lar she expended for suppressing spares Meerseaen, and al- 
most every other State in the Union has been reimbursed. This 
is in the line of legislation that has prevailed for a hundred 


rs. i 
The bill has been examined twice by the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and it was reported at present session by the 
Senator from Minnesota!Mr. Davis]. It is but asmall acknowl- 
edgment of the debt the le of the United States owe to 
those people who risked lives and joined the service of the 
United States to suppress this Indian outbreak. 

Mr. HARRIS. 1 wish to ask the Senator from Oregon what 
committee reported the bill? 

Mr. DOLPH. The Committee on Military Affairs reported it 
at the present Congress and at the last oe It passed the 
Senateduring the lastCongress. I willsend tothe Senator from 
Tennessee the report, which will show him the name of every 
volunteer, the number of days of service, and everything else 
that could be added to give full information on the subject. 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to ask the Senator from Oregon if the 
bill dees not also make pensionab ea class of persons who are 
not pensionable under any law of the United States? 

Mr. DOLPH. That question can be answered in two ways. 
It does make pensionable a class of persons who were wounded 
ém this service. 

Mr. HARRIS. Without regard to the of service? 

Mr. DOLPH. Without regard to the length of service. But 
that has been done in regard to other Indian wars. This Indian 
war occurred in 1878. I believe all persons who served in In- 
dian wars down to 1855 are entitled to the benefit of the pension 


laws. 


The bill does not pension anybody for service. It pensions 
merely for disability on account of wounds. 

Mr. HARRIS. And the dependents of persons who served. 

Mr. DOLPH. Yes; the heirs of those who were killed. As 
I remember, all persons who served in Indian wars to 1855 are 
entitled to the benefit of the pension laws, and therefore I may 
ng ae bill does not pension a new class. 

r. HARRIS. Is that done by general law or by special act? 

Mr. DOLPH. 
States. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should rather have the bill go over for the 
present, so that we may look at ita little more carefully than 
we can do at this time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to the present 
consideration of the bill, and it goes over. 

Mr. DOLPH. The bill has been thoroughly examined by the 
committee, and the report is here. I ask to have the report 
printed in the Recorp. I wish Senators to have an opportu- 
nity to see it. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have no objection to that being done, if the 
Senator from Oregon desires it. 

Mr. DOLPA. t the report be printed, so that Senators 
“- be informed about it. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. 
hears none. 

The report (submitted by Mr. MANDERSON, on behalf of Mr. 
Davis, December 14, 1893) is as follows: 


The Comittee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 743) 
for the relief of the citizens of the States of Oregon, Idaho, and Washing- 
ton, who served with the United States troops in the war against the Nez 


It is now a part of the statutes of the United 


Is there objection? The Chair 


| Perces and Bannock and Shoshone Indians, and for the relief of the heirs of 


those killed in such service, having duly considered the same, respectfully 


rt: 

Pris bill is identical in terms with the amended bill before the committee 
at the last Congress, and which, as amended, received the favorable report 
of the committee. That report, hereto annexed, is readopted and the pas- 
sage of the bill is recommended. 


Senate Report No. 559, first session Fifty-second Congress. 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 876) 
for the re)ie! of the citizens of the States of Oregon, Idaho, and Washing- 
ton, who served with the United States troops in the war against the Nez 
Perces, Bannock, and Shoshone Indians, and for the relief of the heirs of 
those kilied in such service, and for other purposes, having duly considered 
the same, respectfully report: 

A bill similar in its provisions was introduced in the Forty-eighth, Forty- 
ninth, and Fiftieth Congresses, but no action by Congress seems to have 
been en thereon. 

The odject of this bill is to provide compensation for those persons who 
— military service in conjunction with the United States troops 

a the Nez Perces, Bannock, and Shoshone Indian wars in Oregon, 
Wash and Idaho in 1877-78, who furnished suppiies to said troops, 
who lost horses therein, who were wounded, and for the heirs of those who 
were killed in battle. 

The act of Congress approved March 3, 1881 (United States Statutes, vol- 
ume 21, page 611). provided for the relief only of those citizens of Montana 
who served in conjunction with the United States troops in the wars of 
1877—"78 with the Nez Perces, no provision being made therein for citizens 
of Oregon, Washington, and Idaho who served in the same wars. 

From sundry correspondence, attached to and submitted with this report, 
it will be seen that the volunteers provided for in the bill now under consid- 
eration served with the regular —— of the United States Army, under the 

4 of Gen. 0. O. Howard, United States Army, in said wars, and the 
omission to provide for them in the Montana act must have been an over- 
sight. The amended bill herewith reported seeks to do equal justice to 
those volunteers not included or provided for in said act, and thus place 
them allon an equal foo ‘ 

The bill as introduced, however, gives to the beneficiaries a much ter 
measure of relief than was afforded to the Montana volunteers by act 
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This amendment is substantially the same with act of 1881 the 
Hef of the Montana volunteers, except that in this act the Bannock and Sho- 
shone wars are named in addition to the war with the Nez Perces. 

The committee recommend the passage of the bill as amended. 

WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington, March 26, 1890. 

Sr: I return herewith Senate bili 67. ‘‘ Fer the relief of the citizens of the 

tate and the Territories of Idaho ee served 

States troops in the war the Nez and Ban- 


Indians, and for the of the heirs of those killed in 
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clos of the Adjutant-General, dated the 22d instant, and of 
the i ieee ct the tosoed and Pension Division of this office, sub- 
mitting the lists of such citizen volunteers from Oregon, Idaho, and Wash- 
ington who performed military services during the Nez Perce, Bannock, 
and Shoshone Indian wars of 1877 and 1878. 
In view of the many calls upon this Department for the information here- 
with furnished, | recommend that these papers be printed. 


Very respectfully, 
_— " REDFIELD PROCTOR, 
Secretary of War. 
Hon. WILLIAM M. STEWART, 
Subcommittee of Committee on Military Affairs, 
United States Senate. 


Lists of names of Idaho and Washington Territories Volunteers in Nez Perces 
Indian war of 1877. 


M. BRAYMAN, «¢ . , a 
Governor and Commander-in-chief Idaho Volunteers: 


I herewith submit my report for Company A, Idaho Volunteers. 
Boise Crry, Ipamo, July 7, 1877. 

















s isl 
fol Rank. Name. > | = | Expenses on trip. 
ts | 
ian | | 
i Issacs tia nanan eens aaa ites a niasiaaieaiata 
Days.| No. 
1 Captain.........-../ O. Robbins .....- 1; 2 — aa Valley to 
| Oise, $25. 
2| First lieutenant... John Hailey-.... | 18 oem 
3 | vanes a => , REY 18 1'| Horseshoeing, $5. 
1 irst serweant.--.- Yharles iwaion 
2} Second sergeant ..| James Stout.....) 18 
4| Third sergeant._..! EliasDowns.....; 18 1 es ferriage, and 
j | ' orseshoeing, §. 
4| Fourth sergeant --| D. L. Green __._- 18; 1 - 
5 | Second corporal --| E. R. Leonard... 18; 1 
6 | Third corporal ....| Joseph Joycee..... 18) 1 
7 | Fourth corporal -.| oo —o--) 2 1 
8 | Private .._.._.......<< | E. B. Gaylord --..! 
9 UR Oe | Isaac B. Cleek -- 18; 1 
10 |....do_.._...........|Owin Thompson; 18 
11 |....do..........-...-| John Campbell..} 18 | 
12 |__..do.........-.....| Charles Nelson. Be Vecceil 
18 |....do-..............] Harry Hussell._. 18; 1 
TT ae eee ey OT eae 
NER ER A. Jewell ........ 18; 1 
Sh a de Sv thnd hae | H. Mures ........ 18 | 
Re eek Aan IT. S. Beebe .....] 18 |... 
18 August Smith...; 18/ 1 
19 | E. B. Comley_... i einen: 
20 W. H. Oglesby - -- 18; 1 
21 |. (See me Bewias 
22 |. | B. Frere.___..... 18 |__. 
23 |... Charles Green...| 18] 1 
24 Le George White...| 18| 1 
25 | .. Pever Carney....; 18 | 
oe Ses M. T. Dowling...| 18 |... 
2 |----d0 . —------------| T. E. Logan _._.. - oar % 
28 |"--do SLegadeed aig A. P. Turner ....}| 18 |_... 
4 Se eae J.M. Munden...; 18} 1 
80 |....do_......_.......] George Bayley ..| 13 |__.. 
Es Si acs Seabed Thomas B. Smith] 138| 1 
4 i E. W. Beemer -..- 18 1 
et ae ee G. W. Gess......} 18] 2 
2 |. ...d0..-.-..-.-..-.j C. J. Small ...... |; i) 1 
Se Se ae mm Fe 
36 j....d0........--.....] Bryan Farley -..| 18 | 1 
PGi na cosa uaoe P.H.Kiussman_| 19 |__.. 
38 | ...do...._.........| Nelson Walling.| 18; 1 
ae ee L. S. Owens _...| 18/ 1 
40 | Private - J.H. Porttock..| 15| 1 
Pa Aa W. Hammersley | 15; 1 
Joseph Perault.|......| 1 
John Lemp......!......| 1 . 
Jo. Misseld_-___.|-.....| 1 
By Bh MNO E oascchwewe Ss 
ORLAND ROBBINS, 
Captain Company A, Idaho Volunteers. 
OFFICE ASSISTANT QUARTERMASTER, 
Boise City, Idaho, July 18, 1377. 
A true copy. 


G. W. BRADLEY, 
Captain and Assistant Quartermaster. 


GRANGEVILIE, IDAHO, June 15, 1877. 


We, the und , Citizens of the United States, residing at Grange- 
Idaho. and .do hereby individually and collectively agree to 
enroll ourselves as a body or company of volunteers, under the direction 
and command of his excellency M. Brayman, Governor of Idaho Territory, 
and in conformity with his proclamation for that purpose. 


1. A. H. Gordon. 16. W.C. Pearson. 31. M. P. Crooks. 
2. C. P. Clingan. 17. W.H. Sebastian $2. James § ce. 
3. A. Shumway. 18. J. Brown. 33. Robert Wilmot 
4. L. T. Silverwood. 19. J. B. Crooks x. John Fiynn. 

5. John Johnson 20. Wr. 5. Bloomer 3%. Patk. Cardin 
6. F. M. Hughes. a. J.J. R«xmington 3%. Frank Weiche! 
7. C.M. Redman. 22. Chas. Bentz. 37. E. W. ’ 

8. S. Weaver. 23. Jas. W. Crooks 38. John H 3 

9. W. M. Williams. 34. Sami. Harty. 39. John Weaver. 
¥. James Fienne. &. S. W. Reynolds 40. C. HH. Robinson 
ll. J. M. Crooks. 26. Chas. Crooks. 41. C.H. wn. 
22. John Fiekis. 27. £. S. Remington. 42. Albert Benching. 
13. J. H. Ranch. 28. John Byram. 43. John Mitchell. 
14. G. W. Hashagen. 29. D.C. Crooks. 

15. V D. Remington. 30. Jas. I... Crooks. 
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I hereby certify the foregeimg to be a correct list of the officers and 


duly enlisted and entered into service as the “Grangeville Volunteer ot 
which company I am captain 
W. B. BLOOMI 
Captain, Grange » Volun 
GRANGEVILAR, IDAHO, June 15, 1877. 
The following officers wers unanimousty elected ata meeting of the com- 
pany held June 1, 1877: W. B. Bloomer, captain; W. S. Williams, first lieu 


tenant; C. P. Clingan, orderly sergeant 


Mount IDAHO, IDAHO, August, 1877 


I certify that this is a true copy of the original roll of officers and volun- 
teers enrolled at Grangeviliec, Idaho, June 15, 1877 . 


JAMES P. CANBY, 
Major and Pay ter, United States Army. 
Roll of officers, noncommissioned officers, and privates enrolled at dahe, 
ldaho, June 15, 1877 
Officers Remarks } Value 
Rardall, D. B., captain - ..--.| 1 horse 8150 
C.iarley, James, first lieutenant...... a cenicaci iii anil 
Wilmot, L. P., second lieutenant | 
McPherson, John, sergeant Horse, #150; Henry rifle, $0__/ 200 
Rainey. J. W., sergeant aii Horse, bridle, and pistol | 150 
ee 
Eastman, J. W., sergeant. ‘ 
Nugent, Robert, corporal 
Smith. George, corporal..........-- 
Bower, John, corporal -... 
i. 4 3 ae = Hor usket, and pistol. 100 
White, K. W pawn awee Hor nd pist 
Riggins, George 
Auchinole, Jno 
Pri 
1. Aram, J.T 63. W m,J.A 
2. Aram, John. 64. Wall, T 
8 Adkinson, John K. 65. Miller. J. A. 
4. Adxinson, P. D. 66. Shearer, Geo. M 
5. Hemelspak, Joseph. 67. Girton, T. W. 
6. Barber, J. O 6s. Woodward, Geo 
7. Brown, R. C. 69. Smith, Ernest 
8 Beamer, W.B 70. Kennedy, Hugh 
9. Boeber, L. 71. Price, P. 
10. Bartley, A. D 72. Mallick, P 
11. Bunker, T. J. 73. Penny, B. 
12. Buchanan. James. 74. Ready. P. H 
13. Clark, W. 7+. Tilcher, D. H 
14. Crea, John. 76. Noyse, F 
15. Crea, Thomas. 77. Gano, T. 
16. Chapman, J. 76. Markham, N 
17. Croasdale, H. E. 79. Watkins, E. (Springfield rifie.) 
18. Dalles, Green. &). Crea. james 
19. Day, C. M. 81. Harris, A. A 
20. Erskin, C. H. 82. Adkinson, Elijah. (Horse,?1«* 
21. Eastman, J. W. 8&3. Ward,T. L. (Horse, 8200.) 
22. Eaton, C. T. &. Fenn, S. 5S. 


23. Flynn, Charles. 8. Brown, L. P. (Horse, #200 


24. Faxon, H. A. (Horse, pistol, and 86. Brown, Sydney B. (Horse, *150; 
carbine.) Henry rifie, 850, #200.) 
25. Grottie, William. 87. Mitchell, William 
26. Hall, George. 88. Fenn. Walter B 
27. Harrison, Joseph. &@. Paikington, A 
28. Harris, J.C. 90. Johnson, H. C 
29. Hansen, John. 91. Ragan, James 
30. Howser, D. H. 8. Woods, C. B. 
31. Jarrett, M. V. 98. Sherwin, E. K 
32. Jerome, M. E. 04. Sherwin, Eibert. 
33. King, Peter. %. Sherwin, Perry. 
BM. King, F.B 6. Johneon, Charies. 
35. Leland, A. B. 7. Odle, James. 
36. Morris. B. F. (2 horses, #00; Hen- 98. Dormein, J. M. 
ry Trifle, 050; 6150.) 99. Fountain, Ciyde. 
37. McPherson, Danie! 100, Surridge, Thomas. 
38. Overman, C. M1. Peterson, John 
39. Ott, Larry. 12. Shepley, Elias 
40. Ousterhoit, D. 108. Gaddy, William. 
41. Peasiey, Joseph 104. Sears, C. W 
42. Plummer, A. F. 10%. Van Buren, Henry. 
43. Poe. J.W. (Horse, $100; pistol, $25; 106. Richards, Joseph. 
€125.) 107. Myers, Henry 
44. Riggins, John. 108. Gould. Norman. 
45. Rice, F. M 108. Heimer, Phillip. 
46. Bice, M. H. 110. Cone, H. W. 
47. Rice. C. L. 111. Gibbons, John. 
48. Rice, James. 112. Orcutt, Isaac. 
49. Rice, J. N. 113. Getter. J. H. 
50. Rowton. J. G. 114. Mallory. N. B. 
51. Swarts, J. A. 114, Cone, Charles F. 
52. Shissler, T. 116. Cone, C. P. 
53. Swarts. T. D. 117. Van Sicle, A 
54. St. Clair, T. M. 118. Large. Samuel. 
55. Smith, Marion. 119. Kelley, John S 
56. Snodgrass. J. M. 120. Carey, James 
7. Sears, George. (Horse, $200, and 121. Wood, John 
Henry rifie, 350; $250.) 122. Howard, M. B 
58. Tellis, Vince. 123. Treiblecock, William. 
59. M. H. 12%. Ramsey. John 
60. Vansise, Frank. 12%. Stuart, John 
61. Wilmot. B. R. 126. Smith, Abner 
62. West, Wesley. 
Mount IpAno, Ipawmo, August 4, 1877 
I certify that this is a true copy of the original roll of oMicers and volum 
teers enrolled at Mount Idaho, Idaho, June 15, 1877 ' ' 
JAMES P. CANBY 
Major and Paymaster, United States Army 
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Lewiston Volunteers. 


——-—__— 





Date of | Muster 








































Name. Rank. Residence. enroll- | out of 
ment. | service. 
Ed. McConville...| Captain..........| Lewiston .......... June 28 | Aug. 28 
Martin Williams .} First lieutenant.|....do............... June28 ; Aug. 28 
Randolph Keen...| First sergeant...| ... Go ...............| June28 | Aug. 28 
ts API <nccacul SPOON. concnavalpesdll mochnansevanmas June 28 | July 29 
DE DEGREE. 22.0) FEO on cccéancclsendld «ascncacnneanen June 28 | July 2 
Ws Bh SEE cn Nasu s cence cocconsulpahil ROIS See June 28 | Aug. 28 
James Mustard...|.... Union Fiat ........ June28 | Aug. 28 
OD, Dee cca cscnvcicess oe ys a Val- | June28 | Aug. 28 
ey, Ca 
J. Cariton.........}.... OP unsosendsen Lewiston .......... June 28 | Aug. 28 
EN EE RE ESR bi labia diierea June2s | July 20 
CE on 0a nw cnn cntibanidcen aeatnieedietia June2s | July 20 
G. E. Colwell .....|.... 0 ccacn inca Go ...............j June28 | July 20 
Oliver Wishart....|.... 08 Diiecaces caine ic diissnaccontiie June 28} July 20 
Albert Wisner roi ahdsbae whan RES: June 28 | Aug. 28 
Thomas Norman .!.... -| Paradise Valley...| June 28 | Aug. 28 
George Gaunt...../.... Lewiston .......... June 28 | July 20 
Robert Bruee .....|.... .| Colfax, Wash...... June 28 | Aug. 28 
George Bickle ..../.... .| Watertown, N. Y_.| June 28 | Aug. 28 
Ridgely Howard..|.... .| Wallawalla........ July 2 | Aug. 28 
John Maxin...... ae Lewiston .......... July 20} Aug. 28 
Charles Adams Humboldt Bay, Cal) July 20 | A 28 
George Oglesby. ..|.... Paradise Valley...| July 20 | July 2 
James Saile.......).... a e elaine uly 20| Aug. 28 
RR ES EO re I on meraip ataieithinettlial June 28 | Aug. 28 
Richard Roberts ..|....do Lewiston .......... Aug. 3/| Aug. 28 
ee Meee... OD... A... sonclast sameseunnns ance July 29 | Aug. 28 
Porry Sherwin....).... is Beninkcemnea Slate Creek, Idaho | July 29 | Aug. 28 
PO TE «cc ce schenttlll acanmactaaiion Lewiston .......... July 20 | Aug. 28 
Company A, Columbia County Volunteers. 
Name, etc. Residence. 
Capt. George Hunter.......................- Dayton, Wash............. 
First Lieut. Sime Watrous. ...-..........--|------ AD ywiccinsacnecen cvsinee 
BOSSE EAOUS, DOOR Be PG ss ccceccccce coce}oo cnn ccc cccncten cee cocnes 
ay eee ee ee | ee 
Second Sergt. Charles N. Clark...........-|.....- 
Third Sergt. Milton F. Morgan. . 


Fourth Sergt. John H. Ling... 
Fifth Sergt. Joseph F. Haff... . 
First Corp). Isaac J. Schrivner.. 


RSS RBRSS 






Second nm Fred Kenvyn siikh sade snicshenennbeltis 

Third Corpl. William C. Vaughn...........|...... EE AE OEE 

Fourth Corpl. George P. Bickers...........'...-.. IEEE nition Ghia. cedaieatcadineasie 
Privates. 

EE TE DAGIRS....... .. acusvonanssecaensesessinaios ID isin nina biiecvinennhitan 

A 2 ea a eee __ ERS Hire 

TN Se ee Dayton, Wash............. 

Jerome R. Castle ........... meiutatnienie baaiiie Diet nen od oiinemmauliel 

Samuel Dillma .......... Paradise Valley, Wash... 

Newton Davis _.......... Dayton, Wash 

Dennis L. C. Edmondson ...................].-..< [NO muduunamie 

PRoeees BD. WAMGRESOR 6nc0e cnccnsceseeevcnsiesenss ee a TE 

EL SE. he, PONE, ok. nna narscnedinandiasinaene Wallawalla, Wash ........ 

SIE BN, GA ind kcdadnecepdevenccctdntieence SD a thd nin: iioeee he ewitaen 

Latham P. Freeman ........................ Paradise Valley, Wash... 

I te Cn aa, ceemen memeamenten Dayton, Wash ..... imaicdinee 

SE a IO ie cicticnads coca usinsagunnewenbibainel TY sinning a esedeahiel 


Jasper N. McLain . ...... 
Linga G. Sparks. ...... 
Salathael Stephens.... 
Alfred B. Standiford .. 


4RBEBRRSRUENETSSSBIBSL BSS RS 


i 
SE Di VOI x cncanccectibn tttecce snd | stripe iD jiutidhinetooncnmatade 
ORES, WP Oc cacienewevkncssnticnsitbasadonceed OD 5 hii ininntones 
SOIL TEE. TRIED ck nsisinto.n ectanrndtblisinian> ani enonsit <cinipautanieimliniiedonel 
ie TA RNID... ca secinne- deem anise eaeiadinsontiaantde ces Redieiaiiiiadlia dealin 
UE TOWED 6s. <ccn cchsndksennteueniends ccceiaail alow BP x coiettnsucdnigipatn 





John W. Elliot. John M. Salle. Newton Thomas. 
Suess = Wilson. Danl. McKay. Henry C. Able. 
Am A. Owsley. J ‘ rN Bie 
Thornton W. Owsley. Sami. Shawlay. LN. " 
Homer Bounds. Geo. Pitt. 

Willard Bounds, Edward Coe. John Bale. 

Robert Short. W. B. Tweedy. Dan Williams. 
——— Elliot. Bruce. Prank Cartwright. 
Frank McBrearnly. Lewis Tewalt. 

John M. Williams. Thomas r. 


ide scrempeng eee te the Secretary of War of this date 
rsa. J. C. KELTON, 
Adjutant- General. 


Oficial 
(3847 A. G. 


AINUTANT GENERAL'S OFFICE, March 22, 1890. 


The Grand Ronde and Wallowa Rangers, Oregon Volunteers, which came a 
service in June, 1877. 















Days’ | Days’ 

Names of members. lonrvise, | Names of members. aervice. 
1. W.R. Boothe (captain) -- 33 20. J. I. Sturgell...... 
2. J. W. Cullen (first lieu- $3 | 21. L. Wright......... 33 

tenant). | 22. Thomus Graham . -| 33 
8. A.C. Smith (second lieu- 35 98. Ls Craig ..........-.<...- 33 

tenant). |} 24. T. A. Rinehart_......... 14 
4. Thomas Barrett......... 21 || 25. A. Weekley.............-| 18 
5. William McOumsey...... Bh FOR. 0. BUR oo. cn ccnsecennes 15 
6. George McCumsey ....... 21 || 27. Harvey Rinehart ....... 21 
7. James Masterson........ 21 || 28. B. Thomas .............- 33 
ts See iadinlidimiondre nite 21 jj 2. C.F. Chattin............ | 17 
9. James Morrison......... 10 || 30. A. Terwillegar...._....- 10 
a 10 || 31. James Tully .........-.. | 22 
1}, Isaac Chrisman.......... 15 4 32. William Hudson... 20 
12. George Richardson 15 || 33. J. W. Wood ... 22 
13. Logan Schaffer.... 15 || 34 Nat. Gray...... 8 
14. Henry Schaffer .... “ 15 || 35. George Gray... cmon 8 
15. Eli Ostrander............ 83 || 36. Thomas Chandler ...-..- } 8 
16. Amos Gibbs.............. 10 || 37. William Macon......... 8 
17. William Masterson... .... 15 || 38. Stowell Paine_.......... 8 
18. William Richardson. .... 15 || 39. E. B. Morelock.........-. 10 
Seb Ga We POOR Ukenciccawnnsie 33 





Capt. A. J. Bowland’s company of scouts, Idaho Volunteers, which came into 
service in July, 1878. 














: | , 
Days | Days 
Names of members. aad. Names of members. oareine. 
1. A.J. Bowland (captain) - 67 | 11. James Sutton mibvaenk:| 59 
2. Albert Heed (private) 67 || 12. William Allison (pri- 
8. Harry Warbertson (pri- | cach asimcacinelitd 59 
I haath ise: diets Soca 67 || 13. Nelson Buel (private) | 59 
4. John Hart (private)... 67 || 14. John Atwell (private) __ 59 
5. Alonzo Jewell (private) - 30 | 15. Edward Jewell (pri- 
€. William F. Bair (pri- Ni nwa debicnienniies 38 
I a i ie falta 67 | 16. George Hopteller (pri- | 
7. H. M. Freeman (private) 67 | rie as Tana ose ne 18 
8 Amos Nettleton (pri- || 17. William South (private)| 18 
WE sts takin ue oad 67 || 18. Thomas L; ons (private)| 18 
9. Joseph Joice (private) .. 80 || 19. S. Fry (private)......... 18 
10. H. P. Linder (private) - .. 59 


l | 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. MORGAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. CAREY rose. 

Mr. MORGAN. Does the Senator from Wyoming desire me 
to withdraw the motion for the present? 

Mr.CAREY. I wish to_call up a bill for consideration. [ 
think it will take but a few minutes. 

Mr. MORGAN. I can not withdraw the motion for that pur- 


pose. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After three hours and two 
minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and 
(at 4 o’clock and 23 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until 
Monday, April 9, 1894, at 12 o’clock m. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate April 7, 1894. 
COMMISSIONER FOR ALASKA. 


Lycurgus R. Woodward, of Ferndale, Cal., to be a commis- 
sioner in and for the District of Alaska, to reside at Unalaska, 
vice Louis H. Tarpley, resigned; Lafayette F. Conn, who was ap- 
pointed and commissioned to said office, having failed to qualify. 


POSTMASTERS. 


Xelpho F. Beidler, to be postmaster at Mount Pulaski, in the 
county of and State of Illinois, in the place of Frank V. 
Nicholson, whose commission expires April 12, 1894. 

John M. H , to be postmaster at Connersville, in the county 
of Fayette tate of Indiana, in the yom of James H. Fearis, 
whose commission expired January 8, 1894. 

John Lynch, to be tmaster at Liberty, in the county of 
Union State of In a, in — of S. D. Byram, whose 
commission expired January 9, 189. 

William Clardy, to be tmaster at Purcell, in the Chicka- 
saw Nation, Indian Territory. in the of Robert Y. Man- 
gum, whose commission expires April 19, 1894. 

Bushnell Danforth, to bs postmaster at Williamstown, in the 
county of Berkshire and State of Massachusetts, in the place of 
James H. Eldridge, jr., whose commission expires April 11, 1894. 

Henry Roeser, to be postmaster at Marietta, in the county of 
Washington and State of Ohio, in the place of Eli R. Alderman, 
whose commission expired January 21, 1894. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, April 7, 1894, 


The House met at 120’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. BAGBY. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
ACCOUNT OF CHINESE INSPECTOR J. D. M’COY. 


. The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Act- 


ing Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy of a com- | 


munication from the Attorney-General submitting for an appro- 
priation the account of Chinese Inspector J. D. McCoy; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered 
to be printed. 

PATRICK MAHONEY AND ANDREW GLEASON. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a communica- 
tion from the First Comptroller relative to the payment by the 
United States of a judgment of the Court of Claims in favor of 
Patrick Mahoney and Andrew Gleason; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM L. TAYLOR, ADMINISTRATOR, VS. THE UNITED STATES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a copy of the find- 
ings of the Court of Claims in thecase of William L. Taylor, ad- 
ministrator of William M. Powell, deceased, vs. The United 
States: which was referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
SICKLES for three days, on account of sickness. 
SUMMONING OF ABSENT MEMBERS. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House a report 
from the Sergeant-at-Arms. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


OFFICE SERGEANT-AT-ARMS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington. D. C., April 2, 1894. 

Sir: [report herewith my action under warrant of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, dated March 29, 1894. 

The absentees were all summoned by telegrams except those known to be 
in the city, and those sick and excused. 

The following have been present in their seats: 

Mr. NEWLANDS, Mr. SPERRY, Mr. DAVEY, Mr. WALKER, Mr. BERRY, Mr. 
Mooy, Mr. SHERMAN. 

The following are sick or excused: 

Mr. Cooper of Wisconsin, Mr. LISLE, Mr. Stimpson, Mr. RANDALL, Mr. 
HEARD, Mr. BINGHAM. 

The following are reported as on their way to this city: 

Mr. FITHIAN, Mr. MCDOWELL. 

The following are still absent, some of whom are reported away from home, 
and others have not responded to telegrams: 

Mr. ALDRICH, Mr. ARNOLD, Mr. DOLLIVER, Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio, Mr. 
Lucas, Mr. SCRANTON, Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York, Mr. CALDWELL, Mr. 
Hovk, Mr. Linton, Mr. SNODGRASS, Mr. STORER, Mr. W RIGHT of Massachu- 
setts. 

Respectfully submitted, 
H. W. SNOW, 
Sergeant-at- Arms, House of Representatives. 
Hon. CHARLES F. CaisP, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. REED. I would like to ask, Mr. Speaker, if the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms has obeyed the orders of the House directing 
him to take into custody absent members? 

The SPEAKER. He has made a report. 

Mr. REED. I came in as it was being read, and would be 
glad to know if the Sergeant-at-Arms reports that he has taken 
| members into custody? ; 

he SPEAKER. The report speaks for itself. 

Mr. REED. Will the Chair cause the Clerk to read it again’ 

The SPEAKER. It has just been read. 

Mr. REED. I ask unanimous consent that it be again read. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. [ move that all further proceedings under 
this order be terminated. ; 

Mr. STALLINGS. I will not insist upon the objection to the 
reading. ‘ 

The SPEAKER. Objection being withdrawn, the Clerk will 
again read the report from the Sergeant-at-Arms. 

The report was again read. 

Mr. REED. Is thereany statement of fees there: any further 
statement in connection with the enforcement of the order? 

The SPEAKER. That is the whole report. 

Mr. REED. Then a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. REED. Does that discharge the order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it would require some 
further order of the House to do that. 

Mr. REED. And we are still operating under the former or- 
der? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so, and that an order of 
the House will be necessary to terminate it. 





Mr. SPRINGER. I move to dispense with all further pro- 
ceedings under the order. 

The question was taken: and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
REED) there were—ayes 62, noes 0. 

Mr. REED. No quorum. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 1 will withdraw the motion, then. 

Mr. REED. Canit be withdrawn in the present situation? 

Mr.SPRINGER. Ithinkso. Noaction has been taken uponit. 

The SPEAKER. But the House has just voted upon it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But no quorum voted, and no action was 
taken. 

The SPEAKER. 
without consent. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then I will insist on the motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine makes the point 
that no quorum has voted, and the Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. REED and Mr. SPRINGER were appointed tellers. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
it does not require a quorum to adopt the motion proposed by 
the gentleman from Illinois. This is a proceeding under a call 
of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The House is not now in call, and the House 
of course can not do any business without a quorum. 

Mr. KILGORE. Still, this is disposing of business that was 


The Chair thinks it can not be withdrawn 


| inaugurated without a quorum. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it would require a quo- 
rum to pass the order. The tellers will please take their places. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 85, 
noes none. 

Mr. REED. No quorum. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I call for the yeas and nays. 


4 


The yeas and 


nays were ordered. 


he question was taken; and there were—yeas 132, nays 7, 

not voting 214; as follows: 

| YEAS—i32. 

Abbott, Cooper, Fila Hunter, Paynter, 
Alderson, Cooper, Tex. Jones, Pence, 
Alexander, Cox, Kem, Pendleton, W. Va 
Bailey, Culberson, Kyle, Pigott, 

Baker. Kans. Davis, Lane, Reilly. 
Baldwin, De Armond, Lawson, Richardson, Mich 
Bankhead, Denson, Layton, Robbins, 
Barwig, Dinsmore, Lester, Robertson, La. 
Bell, Colo. Dockery, Lockwood, Russell, Ga 
Bell. Tex. Dunphy, Maddox, Sayers, 

ower, Edmunds, Mallory, Settle, 

Black, Ga. Ellis, Oregon Marshall, Shell, 

Bland, English, N. J. Martin, Ind. Snodgrass, 
Boatner, Enloe, McCreary, Ky Sperry, 

Boen, Epes. McCulloch, Springer 
Bower, N.C. Erdman, McDannola, Stallings, 
Bretz, Everett, McDowell, Stockdale, 
Brookshire, Goldzier, McEttrick, Storer, 
Burrows, Gorman, McKaig, Strait, 
Bynum, Grady, McLaurin, Swanson 
Cabaniss. Gresham, McNagny, Talbert, =. C 
Cannon, Cal. Haines. McRae, Tarsney, 
Caruth, Hall, Minn. Meredith, Tate, 
Catchings, Hall, Mo. Meyer. "raylor, Ind. 
Clark, Mo. Hare, Money, Terry, 

Clarke, Ala. Harris, Moon, Tucker 

| Cobb, Ala. Hatch, Morgan, Turner, Ga 
Cobb, Mo. Hayes, Moses, Turpin, 
Cockran, Heard, Mutchler, Warner, 
Cockrell, Henderson, N.C. Neili, Washington, 
Coffeen, Holman, O'Neil, Mass. Wheeler, Ala. 
— Hudson, Page. Williams, 11). 
Soom bs Hull, Patterson, Wise 

NAYS-—-7 

Hutcheson, Kilgore, Livingston, Outhwaite 

Izlar.” Latimer, Lynch, 
NOT VOTING—214. 

Adams, Ky. Bryan. Davey, Grout, 

Adams, Pa. Bundy, Ee Forest, Grow, 

Aitken. Bunn, Dingley. Hager, 
Aldrich, Burnes, Dolliver, Hainer. 

Allen. Cadmus, Donovan, Hammond 
Apsley, Caldwell, Doolittle, Harmer 
Arnold, Caminetti, Draper, Harter 

Avery. Campbell, Dunn Hartman 
Babcock, Cannon, [IL Durborow, Haugen 
Baker, N. H. Capehart, Dilis, Ky. Heiner 
Barnes, Causey, English, Cal. Henderson, IL 
Bartholdt, Chickering, Fielder Henderson, lowa 
Bartlett, Childs, Fithian, Hendrix 
Belden, Clancy. Fletcher, Hepburn 
Beitzhoover, Cogswell Forman, Herman: 
Bingham, Comptor, Funk, Hicks, 

Black, [IL Cooper. Ind Funston, Hines, 
Blair, Cooper, Wis. Fyan, Hitt, 

Boutelle, Cornish, Gardner Hooker. Miss. 
Bowers, Cal. Cousins, Gear, Hooker, N. ¥ 
Branch, Covert, Geary, Hopkins. ! 
Brattan, Crain, Geissenhainer, Hopkins, Va 
Breckinridge, Ark. Crawford, Gillet, N. Y. Houk 
Breckinridge, Ky. Cummings. Gillett, Mass Huilick 
Brickner, Curtis, Kans. Goodnight [kirt 
Broderick, Curtis, N. Y Graham Johnson, Ina 
Brosius, Daizell, Griffin. Johuson, N. Dak. 
Brown. Daniels, Grosvenor, Johnson, Ohio 
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Kiefer, Morse, Rusk, Turner, Va. 
Kribbs Murray, Russell, Conn. ‘Tyler, 
Lacey, Newlands, Ryan, U . 

am, Northwags, Schermerhorn, Van Voorhis, N. 
Leiever, Oates, Scranton. Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Linton O'Neill, Mo. Shaw, adsworth, 
Lisle, Paschal, Sherman, Walker, 
Loud, Payne, Sibley, Wanger, 
Loudenslagex son. Sickles, Waugh, 
Lucas, Pendleton, Tex. — Ww 
Magner, Perkins, Wells, 
peaguise, Phillips, Sanit, Wever, 

n, Pickler, Somers, Wheeler, [il 
Marsh, Post, Stephenson, White, 
Marvin, N. ¥ Powers, Stevens, Whiting, 
McAleer, Price, Stone, C. W. Williams, . 
McCall, Quigg, Stone, W. A Wilson, Ohio 
McCleary, Minn. Kandall, Stone, Ky. Wilson, Wash. 
McDearmon, Ray, Straus, Wilson, W. Va. 
MeGann, Rayner Strong. Wolverton, 
McKeighan, Reed, Sweet, Woodard, 
MeMillin, Reyburn, Talbott, Md. Woomer, 
Meikle ‘john, Richards, Ohio Tawney. Wright, Mass. 

Wright, Pa. 


Richardson, Tenn ee Tenn. 
Miliiien, Ritehte, Thomas, 


Montgomery, Robinson, Pa. Tracey, 


No quorum voting. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia with Mr. DALZELL. 

Mr. MCK#IGRAN with Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. BRowNn with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER with Mr. Wricut of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. KRrrBpess with Mr. Brostus. 

Mr. WEeaApDooK with Mr: HOOKER of New York. 

Mr. LISLE with Mr. Bou. 

Mr. HARTER with Mr. ADAMs of Kentucky. 

Mr. MCMILLAN with Mr. BURROWS. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. CALDWELL. 

Mr. Coss of Alabama with Mr. McCAu.. 

Mr. ELLIs of Kentucky with Mr. HAUGEN. 

Mr. BARNES with Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota. 

Mr. OaTxEs with Mr. PowERrs. 

Mr. BLAckK of Illinois with Mr. ALDRICH. 

Mr. SICKLES with Mr. WADSWORTH. 

Mr. MAGNER with Mr. Lucas. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 

Mr. BRICKNER with Mr. CHICKERING. 

Mr. VAN Voorais of Ohio with Mr. PEARSON. 

Mr. DAvy with Mr..STRONG. 

Mr. DuRBOROW with Mr. GROSVENOR. 

Mr. Firsian with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. FYAN with Mr. LINTON. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. Hopxens of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Somers with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. Rem.i.y with Mr. Hicks. 

Mr. Causey with Mr. GILuert of Massachusetts. 

Mr. ComPpToN with Mr. WOOMER. 

Mr. SCHERMERHORN with Mr. Morse. 

Mr. Stone of Kentucky with Mr. VAN Vooruis of Ohio. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to state that my colleague, Mr. Smmp- 
SON, is confined to his house by sickness. I ask that he be ex- 


cused. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman already has leave of ab- 


sence, 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker;I desire to know how 
Iam recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not recorded. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. I have not voted. This is a ques- 
tion on which I can not vote, because I am interested, but I de- 
sire to be recorded xs en 

The SPEAKER. There isno rule by which that can be done. 

Mr. ARNOLD. I have net voted on this roll call, because | 
was informed that 1 was not entitled to vote, being interested. 
I desire to say that on the 19th of March, on page 3095 of the 
RECORD, will be found an entry that leaveot absence was granted 
to Mr. ARNOLD, on motion of Mr. CLARK of Missouri, for two 
weeks, on accountof important business. As soon as I received 
Wasnt ‘that leaves of absence had been revoked I returned to 

, and have been es for the last three or four d 

be BB of Alabama. Mr. S . Lam paired, but 
the right reserved to vote to ea quorum. I have accord- 
ingly voted for that purpose. 

he result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


The SPEAKER. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move a call of the House. 

A call of the House was ordered. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following 
mauibers RAMEE taamemer to ahnht maaaae 
Adams, Ky. Belden, Biair, Brickner, 
Adams, Pa. Bealtzhoover, me. Brosius, 


Bundy, Goodnight, McMillin, Sibley, 
Bann, Graham, Milliken, Sickles, 
Burnes, Grosvenor, Montgomery, Simpson, 
Cadmus, ° Morse, Sipe, 
Caminetti, Harmer, Murray, Somers, 
Causey, Harter, Newlands, rry, 
Clancy. Heiner, Northway, Stevens, 
Cogswell, Hendrix, Oates, Stone, C. W. 
Comp Hermann, O'Neill, Mo. Stone, W. A. 
Cooper, Ind. Hicks, Paschal, Straus, 
Cooper. Wis. Hines, Pearson, Strong. 
Cornish, Hooker, N. Y. Pendleton, Tex. ‘Talbott, Md. 
Covert, Hopkins, Pa. Post, Tawney, 
Crain, Houk, Price, Taylor, Tenn. 
Cummings, Ikirt, Quigg, Tracey, 
Dailzell, Johnson, Ind. Randall, Tyler, 
Daniels, Kribbs, Rayner, Updegraf, 
Davey, Lacey, Reed, Van Voorhis, Ohio. 
De Forest, Lapham, Reilly, Wadsworth, 
Dunn, Linton, Reyburn, Ww er, 
Durborow, Lisle, Richardson, Tenn. Weadock, 
aa ToincSn,Pa.  Whidag 
er, - Robinson, Pa. t 
Fithian, Maguire, Rusk, Wilson, W. Va. 
Funston, McAleer, Ryan, Wolverton, 
Fyan, McCall, Schermerhorn, Woodard, 
Gardner, McCleary, Minn. Scranton, Woomer, 
Geissenhainer, McGann, Sherman, Wright, Pa. 


The SPEAKER. The doors will now be closed. The Clerk 
will call the names of absentees. 

e Clerk again called the names of absentees. 

Mr. BLAND. I ask that my colleague, Mr. FYAN, be ex- 
cused indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has been excused. 

Mr. BLAND. He was excused for ten days, but I do not 
know but that that time has expired. I ask indefinite leave of 
absence for him. 

The SPEAKER. On this call he can only be excused for to- 
day. He can be excused indefinitely afterwards. 

Mr. PERKINS. Iask that my colleague, Mr. LACEY, be ex- 
cused to-day, on account of sickness. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COX. Lam informed that my colleague, Mr. RICHARD- 
SON of Tennessee, is confined to his bed by sickness. I ask that 
he be excused. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DUNPHY. My colleague, Mr. STRAUS, requested me 
to secure leave ef absence for him until Tuesday, on account of 
very important business, 

The SPEAKER. On this call he can be excused only for to- 
= Without o oo leave will be granted. 

here was no objection. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I understand that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, Mr. WooMER, is absent to-day, on account of im- 
portant business. I ask that he be excused. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. APSLEY. I ask that the gentleman from South Carolina, 
Mr. MURRAY, be excused, on accountof sickness 

There was no objection. 

Mr. APSLEY. I also ask that my colleague, Mr. MCCALL, 
be granted leave of absence, on account of important business. 

here was no objection. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Iask thatmy colleague, Mr. COOPER of Wis- 
eonsin, be excused, on account of sickness. 

There was no ~~. 

Mr. O'NEIL of Massachusetts. [ask that my colleague, Mr. 
STEVENS, be excused. He is sick in bed. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Two hundred and twenty-three gentlemen 
have answered to their names. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to dispense with all further pro- 
ceedings under the call. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion 
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], to discharge the 
order heretofore made by the House. OQnthis question the yeas 
and nays have been ordered 

The question was taicen; and there were—yeas 152, nays 3, 
not voting 198; as follows 


VEAS--18, 
Alderson, Brauch, Cobb, Mo. Dockery, 
Alexander, Bretz, Coc! y Donovan, 
Allen. Broderick, Cochrell, Dunphy. 
Bailey. Coffeen. Edmunds, 
Baker, Kans. Bryan, Conn, English, Cal. 
Baldwin, Bynum, Coombs, English, N.J. 
Bankhead, Cabaniss, Cooper, Fla. Epes, 
Bartlett, Cannon, Gal. Cooper, Tex Erdmaa, 
ae Capehart, Cox, Bverett, 
Bell, Caruth, Crawford, Forman, 
Biand, Childs, De Armond, Grady, 
Boatner, Clark, De Forest, Gresham, 
Bower, N.C. Cobb, Ala. Dinsmore. Haines, 
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Hall. Minn. 
Hali, Mo. 
Hammond. 
Hare, 
Harris, 
Hatch, 
Hayes, 
Heara, 
Henderson, Dl. 
Henderson, N. C. 
Holman, 
Hooker, Miss 
Hudson 
uniter, 
Hutcheson, 
Izlar, 

Jones, 
Kiefer, 
Kribbs. 
Lane, 
Lawson, 
Layton 


Kilgore, 


Abbott. 
Adams, Ky 
Adams, Pa. 
Aitken, 
Aldrich, 
Apsiey. 
Arnold, 
Avery, 
Babcock, 
Baker, N. Hi 
Barnes, 
Barihboldt 
Belden, 
Bell, Colo. 
Beltzuoover 





Boutelile, 

Bowers, Cal. 
Brattan. 
Breckinridge, Ark 






Breckinridge, Ky. 
Brickner, 
Brosius, 
Brown. 
Bundy, 
Bunn. 
Burnes, 
Burrows, 
Cadmus, 
Caldwell, 
Caminetti, 
Campbell, 
Cannon, IIL. 
Causcy 
Clancy. 
Cogswell, 
Compton, 
Coorer, Ind. 
Cooper, Wis 
Cornish, 
Cousins, 
Cover? 
Crain, 
Cummings, 
Curtis, Kans. 
Curtis. N. Y. 
Dalzell, 
Daniels, 


Lester, 
Livingston, 
Lockwood, 
Lynch, 
Maddox, 
Mallory, 
Marshali, 
Martm, Ind 
Marvin, N.Y. 
McCreary, Ky. 
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Patterson, 
Pendleton, W. Va. 
Phillips, 

Pigott, 

Richards, Ohio 


McCulloch, Richardson, Mich. 
McDannold, Robbins, 
McDearmon Robertson, La. 
McDowell, Russell, Conn. 
McEttrick, Russell, Ga. 
McKaig, Sayers, 
McLaurin. Shel, 
McNagny, Snodgrass, 
Meredith, Sperry, 
Money. Springer, 
Moon, Stallings, 
Morgan Stone, C. W. 
NAYS—3. 
Latimer Williams, Miss. 
NOT VOTING—198. 
Davey, Johnson, Ohio 
Dingley, Kem, 
Dolliver, Kyle, 
Doolittle Lacey, 
Draper, Lapham, 
bunn, Lefever, 
Durborow, Linton, 
Eliis. Ky. Lisle, 
Ellis, Oregon Loud, 
Enloe, Loudenslager, 
Fielder, Lucas, 
Fithian, Magner, 
Fletcher. Maguire, 
Funk, Mahon, 
Funston, Marsh, 
Fyan, McAleer, 
Gardner, McCall, 
Geary, McCleary, Minn. 
Geissenhainer, McGann, 
Gillet, N. Y. McKeighan, 
Gillett, Mass. McMillin, 
Goodnight, McRae, 
Gorman, Meiklejohn, 
Graham, Mercer, 
Grosvenor, Meyer, 
Grout, Milliken, 
Grow, Montgomery, 
Hager, Morse, 
Hainer. Murray, 
Harmer, Newlands. 
Harter, Northway, 
Hartman, Oates, 
Haugen, O'Neill, Mo. 
Heiner, Outhwaite, 
Henderson, Iowa Paschal, 
Hendrix. Payne, 
Hepburn, Paynter, 
Hermann, Pearson, 
Hicks, Pence, 
Hines, Pendleton, Tex. 
Hitt, Perkins, 
Hooker, N. Y. Pickler, 
Hopkins, Il. Post, 
Hopkins, Pa. Powers, 
Houk, — 2. 
Hulick, uigg. 
Hull, Randal, 
Ikirt, Ray, 
Johnson, Ind. Rayner, 
Johnson, N. Dak. Reed. 





Stone, W. A. 
Stone, Ky. 
Swanson, 
Talbert, S. C. 
Tarsney, 
Tate, 
Taylor, Ind 
Terry, 
Tracey, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, Va. 


Van Voorhis, N. Y. 


Warner, 
Washington, 
Wells, 
Wheeler, Ala 
Whiting. 
Williams, [Ill 
Wise, 
Woodard, 
Wright, Mass. 


Reilly. 

Rey burn, 
Richardson, Tenn. 
Ritchie, 
Robinson, Pa. 
Rusk, 

Ryan, 
Schermerhorn, 
Scranton, 
Settle, 

Shaw, 
Sherman, 
Sibley, 
Sickles, 
Simpson 
Sipe, 

Smith, 
Somers, 
Stephenson, 
Stevens, 
Stockdale, 
Storer, 
Strait. 
Straus, 
Strong, 
Sweet, 
Talbott, Md. 
Tawney. 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Thomas, 


pdegraf, 
Van V oorhis, Ohio 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Wanger, 
Waugh, 
Weadock, 
Wever, 
Wheeler, [1l. 
White, 
Wilson, Ohio 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Wolverton, 
Woomer 


Wright, Pa. 


The following additional pair was announced: 
Mr. PAYNTER with Mr. VAN Voora#is of Ohio, for the rest of 


this day. 


TheSPEAKER. On thisquestion theayesare 152, the nays 3. 
No quorum has voted. 


Mr. SPRINGER. 


The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER. The noes seem to have it. 
it, and a call of the House is not ordered. 

Mr.SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the special 
order set for 2 o’clock may now be entered upon. 

The SPEAKER. There can be no unanimous consent in the 


absence of a quorum. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Then I call for a division on the motion 


for a call of the House. 


The SPEAKER. Itis too late; the Chair has announced the 


result. 


I move acall of the House. 


The noes have 


Mr. SAYERS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Division. 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 81. noes 43. 

Mr. REED. Tellers. 

The = was taken on ordering tellers. 

The SPEAKER. Thirty gentleman have arisen in pommers 
of the demand for tellers; not a sufficient number. and te 


are refused. 


Mr. REED. 


Tho yeas and nays, Mr. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was tike2n; and there were 


not voting 175: 


Abbott, 
Aldersun, 
Alexander 
Arnold, 
Balley, 
Baker, Kans 
Bankhead 
Barwig. 
Bell, Colo 
Bell, Tex. 
Berry, 
Bower, N.C 
Branch, 
Bretz, 
Brookshire 
Bynum, 
Cabaniss, 
Campbell, 
Cannon. Cal 
Capehart, 
Catchings, 
Clark. Mo. 
Clarke, Ala 
Cobb, Mo 


Apsley 
Avery, 
Baker, N. 


t 





Bryan 
surrows 
Cannon, Ill 
Caruth, 
Chickering, 
Cousins. 
Crawtord, 
Curtis, N. Y. 
Davis, 
Doolittle, 
Draper, 
Everett. 


Adams, Ky. 
Adams, Pa. 
Aitken, 
Aldrich, 
Allen, 
Babcock, 
Baldwin, 
Barnes, 
Bartlett, 
Belden, 
Beitzhoover, 
Bingham, 
Black, Ill. 
Blair, 
Bowers, Cal. 
Brattan, 
Soe, <*. 
reckinridge, Ky. 
Brickner, . 
Broderick, 
Brosius, 
Brown, 
Bundy, 
Bunn. 
Burnes, 
Cadmus, 
Caldwell, 
Caminetti, 
Causey, 
Childs, 
Clancy, 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cockran, 
Cogswell, 
Compton, 
Cooper, Fla. 
Ind. 


Cooper, Tex. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cornish, 
Covert, 
Crain, 
Culberson, 
Cummings, 


as follows: 


YEAS—06 
Cockrell, Hatch 
Coffeen Haves 
Conn, Heard, 
Coombs Henderson, N.C 
Cox, Hudson 
De Forest tiunter, 
Denson, Izlar, 
Dinsmore, Jones, 
Dockery, Kilgore, 
Donovan, Lane, 
Dunphy, Latimer, 
English, Cal Layton, 
English, N.J Lockwood 
Epes, Lynch, 
Erdman Maddox 
Forman, Mahon 
Goldzier, MeWulloch, 
Gresham McDannold 
Griffin, McLaurin 
Hall, Minn Meredith 
Hall, Mo Mutchler 
Hammond O'Neil, Mass 
Hare, Outhwaite 
fi age 

NAYS—82 
Funk, Martin, Ind 
Gear, Marvin, N. Y 
Gillet, N. Y McCleary, Minn. 
Gra ly, McCreary, Ky 
Grout, McEttrick 
Grow, McKaig 
Hainer, McRae, 
Haines, Mercer, 
Henderson, Il. Meyer, 
Hitt, Millikeu 
Hoiman Moon, 
Hooxer, Miss. Morgan, 
Hulick, Moses, 
Kem, Neill, 
Kiefer, Payne, 
Kyle, Pence, 
Lawson, Perkins 
Lefever, Phillips, 
Loud, Pickler, 
Marsh, Price, 
Marshall, Ray, 

NOT VOTING—175 


Curtis, Kans. 
Daizeil, 
Daniels, 
Davey, 

De Armond, 
Dingley, 
Dolliver, 
Duna, 
Durborow, 
Edmunds, 
Ellis, Ky. 
Ellis, Oregon 
Eniloe, 
Fielder, 
Pithian, 
Fletcher, 
Funston, 

F yan. 
Gardner, 
Geary. 
Geissenhainer, 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goodnight, 
Gormsn 


Graham, 
Grosvenor 
Hager, 
Harmer. 
Harter, 
Hartman, 
Haugen, 
Heiner. 
Henderson, Lowa 
Hendrix, 
Hepburn, 
Hermann. 
Hicks, 

Hines, 
Hooker, N. Y. 
Hopkins, fl. 
Hopkins, Pa 
Houk, 

Hull, 
Hutcheson 


Ikirt 

Johnson, Ind. 
Johnson, N. Dak 
Johnson, Ohio 
Kribbs. 
Lacey, 
Lapham, 
Lester, 
Linton, 

Lisle, 
Livingston, 
Loudenslager, 
Lucas, 
Magner, 
Maguire 
Mallory, 
McAleer, 
McCall, 
McDearmon, 
McDowell, 
McGann, 
MecKeighan, 
McMillin, 
McNagny, 
Metikiejohn, 
Money. 
Montgomery, 
Morse, 
Murray. 
Newlands, 
Northway, 
Oates, 
O'Neill, Mo. 
Paynter, 
Pearson, 
Pendieton, Pex. 
Pendleton, W.Va 
Post, 

Powers, 


Randall, 
Reyburn, 


So the motion to adjourn was agreed to. 


Mr. BRODERICK. 
The SPEAKER. 


name was called. und did he fail to hear it? 


Mr. BRODEE 


tICK. 


Paschal, 
Patterson 
Pigott, 
Russell,Ga 
Savers 
Shell 
Snodazt 
Sperry) 
3 ule, 
Stone, Ky 
Strait 
Swanson, 
Tal t. S. ( 
Tarsney, 
Tate 

Terry 
Tucker 
Turner, Va 
Curpl 
Wear 
W hit 
Willia M 
Vis 


Wwe 





Ria 1. M 
Richard le 
Ritchi 
Robinson. Pa 
Rusi 

Ryan 

Scher merho 
Scranto 
Settle 
Sherman 
Sibley 
Sickies 
Simpson, 
Sipe. 
Somers 
Stalling-~ 
Stephenson 
Stevens 
Storer 
Straus 
strong 
Sweet 
Talbott. Md 
Taylor, Ind 
Taylor, Tenn 
Thoma 

Tyler, 

U pdegraf, 

Van Voorhis Ohlo 
Wadsworth, 
Wanger, 
Washington, 
Waugh 
Weadock 
Wells, 
Wheeler, Li 
White, 
Williams, Ti. 
Wiison, W. Va. 
Wolverton 
Woomer, 
Wright, Pa 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote. 
Was the gentleman in the Hall when his 


I was near the door, but I do not know on 


which side of the door I was when my name was called. 


The SPEAKER. 
can not entertain the 


Mr.MEYER. Mr. 


Under the gentleman's statement the Chair 
entleman’s request. ; ’ 
r,1 rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 
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TheSPEAKER. The Chair can not entertain a parliamentary 
inquiry. The vote has not been announced. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the 
vote be recapitulated. 

The Clerk recapitulated the names of members voting. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr.Speaker, I desire to vote. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman inthe Hall, and did he 
fail to hear his name called? 

‘ Mr. WASHINGTON. I do not think I had got inside the 
oor. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chaircannotentertain the gentleman's 
request. 

Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, would it be in or- 
der for me to ask unanimous consent to have my vote recorded? 
[Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not allowed, under the rule, to 
submit the request. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded, 
and the House accordingly (at 2 o’clock and 11 minutes p. m.) 
adjourned. 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced,and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 6610) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Missouri River at some point within 
1 mile below and 1 mile above the present limits of the city 
of Jefferson, Mo.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana: A bill (H. R.6611) providing for 
the purchase of additional ground at the city of Evansville, Ind., 
adjoining the marine hospital site, and to cover additional ex- 
penditures thereby occasioned and appropriating $25,000 there- 
for —to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MEYER: A bill (H. R. 6612) to provide for the coinage 
of standard silver dollars, and for the issue of bonds in lieu of 
bonds heretofore authorized, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A concurrent resolution authorizing 
the printing of the report of the health office of the District of 
Columbia--to the Committee on Printing. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
t.tles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. R. 6613) inereasing the pension 
to Isaac Stephéens—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNTER (by ne A bill (H. R. 6614) for the re- 
lief of John S. May—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request): A bill (H. R. 6615) for the relief of Milton 
Smith—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6616) for the relief of Thomas 
R. Hill—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. oer for the relief of 
William Jack Haines—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. DOOLITTLE: Petition of Independent Order of Good 
Templars, praying for Sreieuen alcoholic liquor traffic—to 
the Committee on Aleoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of Ellsworth Post, Grand A ~ the Republic 
of Vancouver, Wash., making the 12th of February a national 
holiday—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, yonene. Lod _ 42 —— oeee of —— 
Workmen, of Kalama, Wash., p or aaa of the 
Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Seondinenen the Post-Office and 


Post-Roads. 
By Mr. EVERETT: Petition of the officers of American Hu- 
mane Association, in aid of House bill 4182—to the Committee on 


Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
By Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio: Petition of journeymen cigar 
makers of Cleveland, Ohio, against p increase of inter- 


roposed 
nal-revenue tax on cigars—to the Committee on Ways and 


Means. 

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of Upholterers’ Union, No. 63, of 
Boston, Mass., in favor of Government ownershi and control of 
the telegraph —to the Committee on the and Post- 
Roads. ; 

By Mr. PAYNTER: Petition of James H, Landreth for pen- 
sion and disch —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. PENCE: Memorial of the Grand Army Executive and 
Memorial Association, of Denver, Colo., urging upon Congress 
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the necessity of passing the bill granting by the United States 

to the State of Colorado the lands and buildings known as Fort 

a military reservation—to the Committee on the Public 
nds. 

Also, resolution of Fisher's Peak Division, No. 247, Order 
of Railway Conductors, in favor of the antiscalpers’ law—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the letter-carriers of the Denver pes 
favoring House bill 5291—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the Denver Post-Office Clerks’ Association and 
a letter from James S. McGinnis, favoring the passage of House 
bill 56—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post Roads. 

Also, resolution of the citizens of Pueblo, Colo., and protest 
of Rev. T. H. Juengel, against the so-called Christian amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States—to the Commit 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. REILLY: Evidence to accompany bill for the relief of 
William W. Clemmens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Petition of Manito, [ll., in favor of the 
Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TYLER: Petition for survey and to remove obstruc- 
tions from Lyons River, Isle of Wight County, Va.—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of I. J. Flanagan, of Tick Ridge, 
Limestone County, Tenn., asking that his claim be referred to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Caleb Huse for removal of his political dis- 
abilities—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILSON of Washington: Petition of 42 citizens of 
the State of Washington for the improvement of North River in 
said State—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of 32 citizens of Whatcom County, Wash., to- 
gether with resolution of Whatcom Lodge, No. 19, Ancient 
Order of United Workmen, favorable to the passage of the Man- 
derson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the Spokane Typographical Union, No. 193, 
of Spokane, Wash., favoring passage of bill for Governmental 
system of telegraph—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. ; 

Also, petition of 70 citizens of the State of Washington, to re- 
jectthe proposed God in-the-Constitution amendment—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the Commercial Club, favoring the con- 
struction and earlycompletionof the Niciragua Maritime Ca- 
nal—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, April 9, 1894. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was réad and 


approved. 
SENATOR FROM GEORGIA. 


Mr. GORDON presented the credentials of Patrick Walsh, 
—— by the Governor of Georgia a Senator from that State 
to fill, until the next meeting of the Legislature thereof, the va- 

in the term en March 3, 1895, occasioned by the death 
of H. Colquitt; which were read, as follows: 
STATE OF GEORGIA. 
By His Excellency W. J. Northen, governor of said State. 
To the Hon. PATRICK WALSH, greeting: 

Whereas, by the death of the Hon. Alfred A. Colquitt, a vacancy exists in 
the representation of this State in the Senate of the United States; and 

Whereas, in conformity with the Constitution of the United States, you 
have this day been appointed a Senator of Georgia, to fill the vacancy 

until the next —— of the General Assembly of this State: 
therefore to commission you, the said Pafrick Walsh, to take 
immediate session in the Senate of the United States, as a Senator of 
Georgia, eran 28 pe See ares H. Colquitt, deceased, and to use and ex- 
every the privileges and powers which of right you may or can 
the Constitution of the United States in behalf of this 


5 
5 
: 
& 2 


PHILIP COOK, Secretary of State. 
: Nose VICE-PRESIDENT. The credentials will be placed on 


Mr. GORDON. The Senator appointed is present, and I ask 
that he be now sworn in. 


- 








re’ < 


ee a 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator appointed will please 
come forward and receive the oath of office. 

Mr. Walsh was escorted to the Vice-President’s desk by Mr. 
GoRDON, and the oath prescribed by law having been adminis- 
tered to him, he took his seat in the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. 
dentials go on file. I have no doubt whatever of the due ap- 
pointment of the Senator who has just taken the oath, but it 
seems very desirable indeed that the State authorities should 
conform to the forms which have become tke custom of the Sen- 
ate, and which have been repeatedly held to be valid. 
wise, when the Senate is organized at the beginning of a Con- 
gress in times of party heat and excitement there are likely to 
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I desire to make 2 suggestion before the cre- | 


Other- | 


3049 





to the mails as second-class matter; which were referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HARRIS presented petitions of sundry citizens of Hunt- 
ingdon, Tenn., praying that national building and loan associa- 
tions and local building and loanassociations be exempted from 
the operation of the proposed income tax; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. VILAS presented the memorial of George C. Comstock, 
director of the Washburn Observatory, and other members of 
the faculty of the University of Wisconsin. M idison, Wis., re- 
monstrating against the abolishment ofthe United States Coast 
and Geodetic Survey; which was referred to the Committee on 


, Commerce. 


grow up uncom ‘ort: ble questions which will delay and interfere | 
| citizens of Nebraska, praying that the preamble to the Consti- 
| tution of the United States be so amended as to recognize the 


with Senators in entering upon their office. 

These credentials are not even addressed to the Senate of the 
United States, and they are not at all in the accustomed form. 
Some little while ago a form was prepared by the Secretary of 


the Senate and sent to the various State executives, and that | 


8 bjec- |, ; aa 
[have no obje | ings and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 150) for the 


form has since been very generally adopted. 
tion to the credentials being filed. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts 
submits no motion, the Chair understands. 
Mr. HOAR. No, sir. 
INDIAN AGENCIES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of the Senate of the 28th ultimo, a letter from 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, giving the names of all 
Indian agents, the compensation of each, his location, and the 
number of Indians at each agency, etc.: which, with the accom- 


panying papers, was referred to the Committee on Indian Af- | 


fairs, and ordered to be printed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills and joint resolution; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (1. R. 5293) concerning leases in the Yellowstone Na- 
tional Park; 

A bill (H. R. 5806) to authorize the city of Hastings, Minn., to 
construct and maintain a wagon bridge over the Mississippi 
River: and 

A jointresolution (H. Res. 150) providing for partial payments 
for work, etc., for vessels constructed under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. WILSON presented a petition of Atgus Lodge, No. 17, 
Legion of Honor, of Muscatine, Iowa, praying that fraternal so- 
ciety and college journals be admitted to the mails as second- 
class matter: which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post- Roads. 

Mr.CHANDLER. I present the petition of Ellen I. Sanger 
and 45 other citizens of Littleton, N. H., praying for the pas- 
sage of a bill to give efficiency to the moral legislation of the 

overnments of all the States for the prohibition of lotteries. 
This is accompanied by a petition,signed by Rev. Dr. Lyman 
Abbott, President C. K. Adams, Rev. Dr. George Alexander, and 
many others, making the same prayer. I move that the peti- 
tions be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I presenta memorial of the professors of 
the Ohio State University, remonstrating againstthe passage 
of the bill to transfer the Coast and Geodetic Survey from the 
Treasury Department to the Navy and Interior Departments. 
Iam at a loss to know to which committee the memorial should 
be referred, but I suppose it should go tothe Committee on Com- 
merce. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorial will be so referred, 
in the absence of objection. 

Mr. PALMER presented memorials of John R. Ross and sun- 
dry other citizens of Gibson City; of R. N. Dodds and sundry 
citizens of Springfield; of E. Williamson and sundry citizens of 
Carterville; of F. N. Albers and sundry citizens of Blue Island: 
of W. H. Rohe and sundry citizens of Crete: of David G. Plummer 
and sundry citizens of Bradford: of R. H. Traill and sundry cit- 
izens of Austin, and of Benjamin H. Donne and sundry citizens 
of Breese, all in the State of Illinois, remonstrating against the 
imposition of an income tax and also against an increase of the 
tax on distilled spirits; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Sonomauk, 
Paris, Harvey, Ivanhoe, over, Belleville, Quincy, Mar- 
seilles, Knoxville, and Jerseyville, all in the State of Tiinois, 
praying that fraternal society and college journals be admitted 


Mr. FRYE presented the petition of Nancy Allen and 27 other 


Diety; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. VEST. Iam directed by the Committee on Public Build- 


| erection of a monument and statue of Gen. Ulysses S. Grant on 





| 
| 
| 


ground belonging tothe United States Government, ia the city of 
Washington, D. C., to ask to be discharged from its further con- 
sideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on the 
Library. The bill came to our committee by mistake. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 4419) to authorize the Commissioner 
of the General Land Oifice to issue a patent for Mace Clements’s 
survey, No. 386, in the Virginia military district of Ohio, re- 
ported it without amendment and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committe on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred an amendment submitted by himsel/ on the 4th in- 
stant, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation 


: | bill, repor it favorably : ved that it be referred to t 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. | ill, reported avorably and moved that i referred to the 


Committeeon Appropriations and be printed; which was agreed 
to. 
BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (S. 1876) to provide for the 
payment of accrued pensions in certain cases; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. FRYE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. COKE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 


Mr. MILLS. I submita resolution proposing to amend the 
rules, which I ask be read and referred to the Committee on 
Rules. 

The resolution was read and referred to the Committee on 
Rules, and ordered to be printed, as follows: 


Resolved, That Rule XXII be so afnendei as to read as follows 
“RuLE XXII. 
“ PRECEDENCE OF MUTIONS. 


“When a question is pending no motion shall be received but 

“To adjourn, 

“To adjourn to a certain day, or that when the Senate adjourn, it shall be 
to a day certain, 

“To take a recess, 

“To proceed to the consideration of executive business, 

“To lay on the table, 

‘*For the previous question, 

“To postpone indefinitely, 

“To postpone to a day certain, 

“To commit, 

“To amend; 
“‘which several motions shall have precedence as they stand arranged; and 
the motions relating to adjournment, to take arecess, to proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business, to lay on the table, and for the previous 
question shall be decided without debate. And when any proposition shall 
have been considered by the Senate for ten days, and a motion for the pre- 
vious question shall pe made, it shall not be in order for the President to 
entertain any other motion, except one motion to adjourn, until the subject 
matter upon which the previous question is moved shall be finally disposed 
of by the Senate.” 


CONSIDERATION OF THE REVENUE BILL. 


Mr. ALLEN. I submit a resolution for which I ask present 
consideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resoloed, Thaton Monday, June 4, 1894, at 2 o'clock p, m., general debate on 
the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Govern 
ment, and for other purposes. shall cease and the Senateshall begin thecon- 
sideration of said bill and the amendments thereto under the five-minute 
rule, and that on Thursday, the 7th day of June, 1804, at 2 o'clock p. m., the 
final vote shall be taken by the Senate on said bill. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present. 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Lob ect. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. The resolu- 
tion will go over under the rule. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 5293) concerning leases in the Yellowstone Na- 
tional Park was read twice by its title, and‘ referred to the 
Committee on Territories. 

The bill (HL R. 58038). to authorize the city of Hastings, Minn., 
to construct and maintain a wagon bridge over the Mississippi 
River was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. ; 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 150) providing for partial pay- 
ments for work, ete., for vessels constructed under the direction 
of the Secretury of the Treasury was read twice by its title, and 
referred to tie Committee on Commerce. 


COINAGE OF STANDARD MEXICAN DOLLARS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoncortT], 
eoming over from a preyious day. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. Wot- 

cory on the 2d instant, as follows: 
. “ Resolved, That the Presidentof the United States-with a view to encour- 
age and extend our commercial relations with: and other Asiatic 
countries, be requested to enter into negotiations, with the Republic of Mex- 
ico, looking tothe coinage by the United States, atits mints, of standard 
Monico ante csiguiorage, Inethod and wnouns of said cotmmge, sma tas he 
be further requested to report. the result of his negotiations to-the Senate. ” 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr: President, when: this resolution first 
came up for hearing it was unavoidably crowded over. I was 
necessarily detained from. the Senate on Friday last when the 
resolution came up again im due course,and the remarks made 
by my colleague [Mr. TELLER] and others leave but little to 7 
upon thisquestion, Thereare, however, afew suggestions whi 
I desire to make. 

The resolution does not in the slightest degree touch or affeet 
the genera! question of bimetallism. It is simply a suggestion 
to a friendly sister republic. that our idle mints. in the West 
might be utilized upon fair terms for the coinage of the only 
dollars which have secured the confidence of the Orient as the 
medium of commercial exchange, to the advantage and profit of 
the three different nations concerned. If the seigniorage bill 
had become a law this resolution could not have been introduced, 
because our idle mints would have been busy. The veto of the 
seignio bill leaves us free to act. 

While the seigniorage bill was utterly unimportant the: les- 
sons of its veto are many. it was-unimportant eee the only 
end it could hope te accomplish in the interest of bimetallism 
was the coinage inte dolars-of the idle bullion now ly in the 
Treasury. It has been claimed by European countries that the 
vast mass of bullion in the Treasury of the United States might 
at any time be dumped by this country upon a and there- 
fore that it stood as a bar and an obsticle to the shaping of the 
silver question upon some renewed basis looking to international 
bimetallism. 

The seigniorage bill proposed further te provide for this coun- 
— some $55,000,000 or more-of , lawiul money, 
which a great many people of the country thought would be 
better to meet the gap caused by the impending deficit than 
that money shouid be borrowed by the people of the United 
States and inferest paid upon it. 

Although, however, the measure Was unimportant, yet its veto 
left a deep impress upon the country, and has shewn in a clear 
light the positionof the different sections of the country respect- 
ing our financial policy. Last summer in this Chamber and in 
another, members rose in their places and declared their undying 
= in the friendship of the President of the United States for 
Sliver. 

We were told by Senators upon this floor, including members 
of the Finance Committee, that as soon aa the infamous Sher- 
man act should be brushed aside, the first moment would be 
utilized in reintroducing a.bill for the free and unlimited coin- 
age of silver, for which the President of the United States would 
undoubtedly stand as sponsor. That has been some- 
what cleared. U any one thing has n made by this veto 
clear to the minds of the people of the United States, it is that 
its Chief Executive is the consistent and implacable and 
enemy of silver. He has been consistent throughout, and he 
had the courage of the convictions of the national banks and the 
trust companies of the United States, to all of which the name 
stench and an offense. 
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all the centuries. 


'| ard of value and its 
every ——— = the world has endeavored to introduce its 
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the rest.of the country the veto has: been viewed with sorrow 
and with indignation. In the New England States and in the 
Northeast. the unanimous feeling is that. the President of the 
United States is infinitely better than his party. So universal 
is this the prevailing sentiment that the Democracy of that sec- 
tion ently intend to indorse the openly expressed e ntempt 
of the President.of the United States for the Democratic party 
at large by voting overwhelmingly in favor of the Republican 
ticket; while in the West and South, irrespective of party, there 
is a prevailing and a unanimous sentiment that the President of 
the United States has betrayed not only the platform of his 
party but the interests of his people, and that he has treated the 
just claims of those great. States of the Union, which are de- 
voted to mining and to agriculture, which are borrowers and 
not lenders, with scorn and with derision. 

The veto has further taught us that during the incumbency 
of the present. Executive there is no hope whatever for the cause 
of bimetallism. And the self-respect. of those of us who believe 
that the day of prosperity will never come to this country again 
until silver is rehabilitated and restored to its place as 2 money 
metal should require of us that we advocate and vote for no 
makeshift and no temporary expedient. If the lesson is to be 
learned it may as well be learned during the present Adminis- 
tration as at any other time; and we owe it to our own dignity, 
and the respect due the cause, that we oppose upon this floor 
every measure which does not follow wpon the lines of the free 
and unlimited a silver at the ratio of 15+ or 16 to 1. 

L speak especially for those of us who believe that the United 
States alone can undertake and maintain the double stindard. 
There have lately arisen in the Eastern States'a number of bi- 
metallic leagues:and societies, which in their way are doing an 
infinite amount. of. h nee educating the people to be- 
lieve that the and the prosperity of the world must 
hereafter rest upon the use of silver as well as gold. They are 
of no immediate benefit tous who believe that the United States 
alene could maintain the double standard, and in a way they 
are an enemy within our gates. But the lessons they are im- 
parting, the beliefs that they are inculcating that prosperity 
will never return until silver is restored as a standard of value 
is doing an infinite amount of good throughout this country; 
and for one, I am ready to say to them that during the present 
unfortunate Administration we do not propose to advocate or 
vote for any half-hearted measure which does not reach the 
principle of bimetallism, and which does not look to the reés- 
tablishment and the reinstatement of silver as a standard of 
value equally with its sister metal. 

Whatever may happen, Mr. President, we want no further 
dallying with so-called seigniorage bills. We have been lately 
told through the public press that in another Chamber a meas- 
ure has been introduced which shall reconcile all parties, which 
shall convince their silver-loving cons ituents at home that its 
advocates are at heart the friends of silver, which shall couple 
with seigniorage that grotesque suggestion of the President in 
his veto message, that if the Congress of the United States 
would let the Government borrow what money it wanted on its 
interest-bearing bonds,.then the country coulit afford a further 
issue of silyvermoney which requires no redemption, except sil- 
ver itself. 

Such a suggestion, Mr. President, is too paltry to be fairly 
considered. we are to have bonds, let us meet a bond issue 
like men. I forone need no sop thrown. to me of a seigniorage 
bill in consideration thatI shal) give the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury my vote to issue unlimited bonds to meet unknown and un- 
certain deficits. We will cross that stream when we reach it. 

This resolution, then, is not introduced because it has.any re- 
lation whatever with the future of the silvér question in the 
UnitedStates. [thas nosort of connection with the great princi- 
ple of bimetallism. 

China, like all other nations doing business on a silver basis, 
and owing no debts the principal and interest of which are pay- 
able in gold, is in a most prosperous and nappy condition, with 
a rapidly increasing commerce and largely increasing exports. 
There has not been or in the history of that nation when 
its internal affairs its foreign commerce were in as 


a 
condition as now. That con hasbeen largely itated 
by the attitude of Great Britain toward India, to which I shall 


hereafter refer, but.it is a fact that the trade of China, internal 
and with the outer world, was never as prosperous as now. 


r That , with its ay septa of upwards of 400,000,090, 
is dominated by precedent; its methods of agriculture, of manu- 


and rtation have remained unchanged through 
sie first opened her ports unwilling! 

nations the Mexican dollar was adopted as the stand- 
has remained unchanged. Almost 


tion with the Mexican dollar, and has failed. 


The English Government for a time, at Hongkong, started the 


ee 
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coinige of a British dollar, and coined some 10,000,000 of them. 
Some of them were used in circulation, some of them as buttons, 
as bangles, and as ornaments; but they made no general impress 
upon the country, and their coinage was withdrawn. 

The French nation commenced the coimage of a dollar with 
which to transact its commercial business with China, but it was 
compelled to withdraw iv. 

The Japanese Government now coins its yen, with not quite 
so much silver in it as had the Mexican dollar. 
something of acirculation, but an extremely limited circulation, 
in China. 

Our trade dollar, of which we issued some $35,000,000, never 
became general in use throughout the Chinese Empire. 

The Senator from Ohio |Mr. SHERMAN| inadvertently made a 


suggestion the other day which is not in aecordance with the | 


fact, that the Chinese Government stamped the ‘‘ yen” upon the 


coin. and it then became currency. The “ yen” is the name of | 
Tt was the custom at the time our trade dol- | 
lar was intre duced in China for exeh business house receiving a | 


the Jap.nese coin. 


dollar to stamp its ‘‘ chop” or business mark or device upon the 
dollar, and then it would eirculate to the next. business house, 
which, in turn, would stamp its “‘chop” or mark upon it. 

After circulating a few times, it would become defaced, dis- 
figured, and light in weight, when it would be rejected by the 
banks, and after its rejection by the banks it would be coined 
into bullion. 
or was hoarded, as was the eustom in those years, as among the 


It has also | in! 
| mint about 3,000,v00 ounces of silver, and out of that amount 
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the importation of silver into Mexico fer the purpose of bei 
coined, but it is also shown by the fact that certain quantitik 
not large, of bullion are exported to China. 

We hear much of Chinese mints. There isa mint at Shang- 
hai known as the Royal Chinese Mint. Its business, its sur 
roundings are all shrouded in the greatest mystery. It isin the 
| hands of local mandarins under some contract with the Govern- 
ment. Our eousul made a report upon it | The only 


inst year 
information he could obtain was that there were coined in the 


, 

ne 
1M 
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there were 19,000,000 ten-cent pieces, which were utilized prin- 
cipally by the natives as buttons. The coinage of the Chinese 


| mint, however, amounts practically to nothing. 


China produces no silver. This bul'ion goes to China bec use 
there are not Mexican dollars enough to do the business, and it 
is from the fact that Mexican dollars in London and in New 
York bring a premium from a half per eent to% per cent; thatthe 
demand is for the Mexican dollar, and the supply is insult! f 





clent, 
The effect of the enlargement of the facilities 0: Mexico in the 
eoinage of its dollars must be.to enlarge our commerce as well 
as to facilitate tie world’s commeree with China. 
Mr. HIGGINS. Will the Senator answer a question at that 
point? 
Mr. WOLCOTT. 


With pleasure. 
Mr. HIGGINS. 


i ask if the premium on Mexican dollars is 


The bullion afterwards found its way into India | not owing to the Chinese demand? 


Mr. WOLCOTT. It is owing to the Chinese demand —not the 


assets of the retiring Chinese merchants who werein the habit | Indian, but the Asiatic demand for dollars. 


of running their silver into bullion and preserving it as part 
of their treasure or assets or fortune, but in all these attempts 
nothing has taken the place of the Mexican dollar. The Mexi- 


Mr. HIGGINS. They are not to be used in this country? 
Mr. WOLCOTT. They are wholly for shipment to Asia. 
I 
Our commerce with China is already great. Our exports to 


can Goverment started tochange the emblem on its dollar, but | China last year were $3,900,000; our imports were upwards of 
that change was unacceptable tothe Chinese Government, and | $20,000,000; of which sum %5,000,000 were dutiable and some 815,- 


the old Mexiean dollar still stands as the sandard of circulation | 000,000 were free. 


in that country. 

Disraeli has said that every precedent embalmed a principle; 
and it may be, Mr. President, that back of thispreeedent, which 
seems to us meaningless, the fact that while other countries 
coined a doilar for foreign circulation only, the Mexican Gov- 


ernment has issued to China no dollar which it repudiates at | 


home, may have had much to do with the fact that the Mexican 


dollar hasremained thestandard. This Mexicandollarisadollar | 


of 377 grains fine, known as the dollar marked with the cactus, 
the eagle, and snake. 
To meet this universal demand, the Mexican mints are more 


than overcrowded. The Mexican Government charges a seign- | 
iorage of 4.40 percent on every dollar whichit coins. Itcharges | 


an export duty of 2 per cent on all silver exported from the 
country. So that those producing silver in Mexico must either 
coin their silver at the mints of Mexico and pay its Government 
4.40 per cent, or they must pay the Government 2 per cent duty 
for exporting it. 

The Republic of Mexico produces some $50,000,000 annually in 
silver. Of this amount some $5,000,000 or more are exported in 
bullion in small amounts to meet the local demands of trade and 
commerce. Some %20,000,00) of the product of Mexico goes in 
matte tothe greatrefineriesof Swansea, in England, and is there 
coine 


d. 
It is within my memory, Mr. President, when no dollar of sil- 


ver was ever produced in this country to any commercial extent. | 


Since that time, in the last twenty years, we have built our re 
fineries, our smelting works: we have adopted different proc- 
esses, and we now smelt our silver into builion, but #20,000,- 
000 of the product of Mexico still goes to Engiand in the form of 
matte. 

The capacity of the Mexican mints is but twenty-five te twenty- 
six million dollars. Of this amount of twenty-five or twenty-six 
million dollars but $1,000,000 stays in the Republic of Mexico; 
all the rest of itis exported. The exportation is almostentirely 


to Ji , India, and other of Asia. Of this export about 
$7,500,000 on an average for the last tem years goes by way of 
San Francisco, a little less amount goes by way of England, from 


Liv | and London, direct to Asia and the rest of it proba- 
bly goes abroad inthe pocketsof returning Chinamen or through 
Chilean or Peruvian ports. Of the amount tht is coined there 
is already, owing to this demand, not only a scarcity of Mexican 
dollars, @ searcity of silver in Mexico for coinxge purposes. 
I saw in one of yesterday's news rs, the New York Tribune, 
I believe it was, a telegram from n saying: 


& dispatch tothe Herald from the City of Mexico says: “Silver bars re- 
fined in the United States from Mexican 
into dollars. t bars have been received, and more are 

of sending bar siiver here for the same 
to the demand for Mexican dollars in China, where 
@scanty has hindered trade operations.” 


The fact that the supply is insufficient is shown not only by 


ore are arriving here forcotnage | 


If these dollars shall be coined at our mints at Carson City 
and at San Francisco, it will create something of an active sil- 
| ver market on the Pacifie coast, and where the dollars are the 
' facilities for shipment and commeree will go also. There will 
| be a demand for these dollars from London mereh ints and from 
Engtish and fromSeotch merchants. They wil! send gold to this 
country in exchange for the dollars which will be shipped direct, 
and it will add much to the steamship commerce between the 
Pacifie coast and Asia. Many of thesedollars will find their way 
into the Indian market. They are handy; they will go up country 
be remelted and made into bingles and ornaments. There is 
always a certain demand in India also for Mexiean dollars. 

The total commerce of China has of late years assumed enor 
| mousimportance. Her foreign commerce last year consisted of 
| £27,000,000 of imports and £25,000,000 of exports. These ex 
ports are rapidly increasing in volume and in value and are very 
much facilitated, as I have said, by the action of England to 
| ward her eolonies in India. 

The attitude of Great Britain is most pregnant with interest 
in this country, for no matter what may be our legislation, the 
attitude of Great Britaim toward India, the prices at which her 
wheat and jute and cotton are to be sold, the facilities of the ex 
change into English money, must ever materially affect the 
prices of those products in this country whieh we raise in com- 
petition with that great people. 

« The silver difficulty in India which has followed from the 
| closing of the Indian mints is of this nature: The Indian gov 
ernment collects its revenue in silver rupees; the revenue col- 
lected since last June and remaining in the treasury amounts to 
somé 20 crores of rupees—in other words, to some 80,000,000 
ounces of silver. There are some 4,000,000 ounces to the crore. 
The erore is an East Indian word signifving 10,000,000, and 
10.000,000 rupees mean something over 4+,000,000o0unces of silver. 
These 80,000,000 ouncesof silver are now locked up in the English 
treasury in India, m»king a scarcity of actual rupees for com- 
meree in India. 
Now, the demand for these rupees, through sales of so-called 
* council drafts” in London, is the demand of English import- 
ers of Indian wheat, cotton, and jute, who require silver rupees 
to pay for their purehases from Indian farmers. But the gov- 
ernment of India by clesing the mints has said: * You can not 
any longer pay rupees by buying silver from America or else- 
where and eieien it in Bombay. therefore you must now buy 
these rupees fromour government treasuries, and at whatever 
| price we fix. True. the value of the silver in the rupee is now 
only 22 cents per rupee, but we will not sell our coins, our coun- 
cil drafts, for less than 28 cents per rupee; either take them at 
| that price or leave and go out of business.” This result bas fol- 
| lowed from this poliey of coercion. China, for example, is get- 
ting ‘silver—is getting Mexican dollars—for what she sells in 
Europe at their bu!lion value, but the Indian exporter is finding 
that the present artificially high price charged by the govern- 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Lob ect. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. 
tion will go over under the rule. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 5293) concerning leases in the Yellowstone Na- 
tional Park was read twiee by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Territories. 

The bill (Mi. BR. 5805). to authorize the city of Hastings, Minn., 
to construct and maintain a wagon bridge over the Mississippi 
River was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. ; 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 150) providing for partial pay- 
ments for work, ete., for vesselsconstrueted under the direction 
of the Secretury of the Treasury was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

COINAGE OF STANDARD MEXICAN DOLLARS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution of the: Senator from Colorado [Mr. Woncorr], 
eoming over from a preyious day. 

The ee read the resolution submitted by Mr. Wot- 
corr on the 2d instant, as follows: 

* Resolved, That the Presidentof the United States with a view to encour- 
age and extend our commier ations with China. and other Asiatic 
countries, be requested to enter into negotiations. with the Republic of Mex- 
ico, looking tothe coinage by the United States, at its mints, of standard 
Mexican dollars, under some agreement with the said Republic of 
Mexico as'to seig and amount of said coinage; that he 
be further requested to report. the result of his negotiations to the Senate. "’ 

Mr. WOLCOTT... Mr; President, when: this resolution first 
came up for hearing it was unavoidably crowded over. I was 
necessarily detained from. the: Senate on Friday lasti when the 
resolution came up again im due course, and the remarks made 
by my colleague [Mr. TELLER] and others leave but little to say 
upon thisquestion. Thereare, however, afew suggestions whi 
I desire to make. 

The resolution does not in the slightest degree touch or affeet 
the general question of bimetallism. It is simply a suggestion 
to a friendly sister republic. that our idle mints. in the West 
might be utilized upon fair terms for the coinage of the only 
dollars which have secured the confidence of the Orient as the 
medium of commercial exchange, to the advantage and profit of 
the three different nations concerned. If the seigniorage bill 
had become a law this resolution could not have been introduced, 
beeause our idle mints would have been: busy. The veto.of the 


The resolu- 


seignio bill leaves us free to act. 
hile the seigniorage bill was utterly unimportant the les- 
sons of its veto ave many. It was-unimportant use the only 


end it could hope te accomplish in the interest of bimetallism 
was the coinage into dollars-of the idle bullion now lying in the 
Treasury. It has been claimed by European countries that the 
vast mass of bullion in the Treasury of the United States might 
at any time be dumped by this country upon Europe, and there- 
fore that it stood as a bar and an obstacle to the shaping of the 
silver question upon some renewed basis looking to international 
bimetallism. 

The seigniorage bill proposed further te provide for this. coun- 
try some $55,000,000 or moreof a good, lawful money, 
which a. great many people of the country thought would be 
better to meet the gap caused by the impending deficit than 
that money shouid be berrowed: by the: people of the United 
States and inferest paid upon it. 

Although, however, the measure Was unimportant, yet its veto 
left 1 deep impress upon the country, and has shown im a clear 
light the position of the different sections of the country respect- 
ing our financial policy. Last summer in this Chamber and in 
another, members rose in their places and declared their undying 
a in the friendship of the President of the United States for 
Sliver. 

We were toid by Senators upen this floer, including members 
of the Finance Committee, that as soon as the infamous Sher- 
man act should be brushed aside, the first moment would be 
utilized in reintroducing a bill for the free and unlimited coin- 
age of silver, for which the President of the United States would 
undoubtedly stand as That has been some- 
what cleared. Uf any one thing has n made by this veto 
clear to the minds of the people of the United States, it is that 
its Chief Executive is the consistent and implacable and eager 
enemy of silver. He has been consistent throughout, and he 
had the courage of the convictions of the national banks and the 
trust companies of the United States, to all of which the name 
of silver is a stench and an offense. 

The veto has further shown us that the silver sentiment of 
the coun is leeal and not political. In the New Eng 


States and in the N 
other in adulation and praise of the President's action, while in 
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the rest.of the country the veto has. been viewed with sorrow 
and with indignation. In the New England States and in the 
Northeast. the unanimous feeling is that. the President of the 
United States is infinitely better than his party. So universal 
is this the prevailing sentiment that the Democracy of that sec- 
tion cagornnty intend to indorse the openly expressed contempt 
of the President.of the United States for the Democratic party 
at large by voting overwhelmingly in favor of the Republican 
ticket; while in the West and South, irrespective of party, there 
is a prevailing and a unanimous sentiment that the President of 
the United States has betrayed not only the platform of his 
party but the interests of his people, and that he has treated the 
just claims of those great. States of the Union, which are de- 
voted to mining and to agriculture, which are borrowers and 
not lenders, with scorn and with derision. 

The veto has further taught us that during the incumbency 
of the present. Executive there is no hope whatever for the cause 
of bimetallism. And the self-respect. of those of us who believe 
that. the day of prosperdly will never come to this country again 
until silver is rehabilitated and restored to its place as a money 
metal should require of us that. we advocate and vote for no 
makeshift and no temporary expedient. If the lesson is to be 
learned it may as well be learned during the present Adminis- 
tration as at any other time; and we owe it to our own dignity, 
and the respect due the cause, that we oppose upon this floor 
every measure which does not follow upon the lines of the free 
and unlimited coinage of silver at the ratio of 15+ or 16 to 1. 

1 speak especially for those of us who believe that the United 
States alone can undertake and maintain the double stindard. 
There have lately arisen in the Eastern States:a number of bi- 
metallic leagues:and societies, which in their way are doing an 
infinite amount.of They are educating the people to be- 
lieve that the wi and the prosperity of the world must 
hereafter rest upon the use of silver as well as gold. They are 
of no immediate benefit tous who believe that the United States 
alone could maintain the double standard, and in a way they 
are an enemy within our gates. But the lessons they are im- 
parting, the beliefs that they are inculcating that prosperity 
will never return until silver is restored as a standard of value 
is doing an infinite amount of good throughout this country; 
and for one, I am ready to say to them that during the present 
unfortunate Administration we do not propose to advocate or 
vote for any half-hearted measure which does not reach the 
principle of bimetallism, and which does not leok to the reés- 
tablishment and the reinstatement of silver as a standard of 
value equally with its sister metal. 

Whatever may happen, Mr. President, we want no further 
dallying with so-called seigniorage bills. We have been lately 
told through the public press that in another Chamber a meas- 
ure has been introduced which shall reconcile all parties, which 
shall convince their silver-loving cons ituents at home that its 
advocates are at heart the friends of siiver, which shall couple 
with seigniorage that grotesque suggestion of the President in 
his’ veto message, that if the Congress of the United States 
would let the Government borrow what money it wanted on its 
interest-bearing bonds, then the country could afford a further 
issue of silvermoney which requires no redemption, except sil- 
ver itself. 

Such a suggestion, Mr. President, is too paltry to be fairly 
considered. weare to have bonds, let us meet a bond issue 
like men. I forone need no sop thrown. to me of a seigniorage 
bill in consideration thatI shal) give the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury my vote to issue unlimited bonds to meet unknown and un- 
certain deficits. We will cross that stream when we reach it. 

This resolution, then, is not introduced because it has any re- 
lation whatever with the future of the silvér question in the 
United States. [thas nosortofcunnection with the great princi- 
ple of bimetallism. 

China, like all other nations doing business on a silver basis, 


and owing no debts the principal and interest of which are pay- 
able in gold, is in a most prosperous and happy condition, with 
a rapidly increasing commerce and 
/There has not been a 
its internal affairs 

‘condition as now. That con 
‘by the attitude of Great Britain toward India, to which I shall 


largely increasing expurts. 

iod in the history of that nation when 
its foreign commerce were in as good a 
nm has been largely facilitated 


hereafter refer, but-it is a fact that the trade of China, internal 
and with the outer worid, was never as prosperous as now. 
That country, with its population of upwards of 400,000,000, 
is dominated by precedent; its methods of agriculture, of manu- 
facture, and’ of tr: rtation have remained unchanged through 
all the centuries. n she first opened her ports unwilling! 


_toforeign nations the Mexican dollar was adopted as the - 
ard of value and its adoption has remained unchanged. Almost 

land | every other nation of the world has endeavored to introduce its 
orthexst both parties have vied with each | dollars in 


s in competition with the Mexican dollar, and has failed. 
The English Government for a time, at Hongkong, started the 
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coinige of a British dollar, and coined some 10,000,000 of them. 
Some of them were used in circulation, some of them as buttons, 
as bangles, and as ornaments; but they made no general impress 
upon the country, and their coinage was withdrawn. 

The French nation commeneed the coinage of a dollar with 
which to transaet its commercial business with China, but it was 
compelled to withdraw it. 

The Japanese Government now coins its yen, with not quite 
so much silver in it as had the Mexican dollar. It has also 
something of acirculation, but an extremely limited circulation, 
in China. 


Our trade dollar, of which we issued some $35,000,000, never | 
| mint, however, amounts practically to nothing. 
The Senator from Ohio {Mr. SHERMAN] inadvertently made a | 


became general in use throughout the Chinese Empire. 


suggestion the other day whieh is not in aecordance with the 
fact, that the Chinese Government stamped the ‘‘ yen” upon the 
coin. and it then became currency. The ‘ yen” is the name of 
the Jap.nese eoin. 
lar was intre duced in China for exeh business house receiving a 
dollar to stamp its ‘‘ chop” or business mark or device upon the 
dollar, and then it would circulate to the next. business house, 
which, in turn, would stamp its **chop” or mark upon it. 

After circulating a few times, it would become defaced, dis- 
figured, and light im weight, when it would be rejected by the 
banks, and after its rejection by the banks it would be coined 
into bullion. The bullion afterwards found its way into India 
or was hoarded, as was the eustom in those 
assets of the retiring Chinese merchants w 
of running their silver into bullion and preserving it as part 
of their treasure or assets or fortune, but in all these attempts 
nothing has taken fhe place of the Mexican dollar. The Mexi- 
can Government started tochange the emblem on its dollar, but 


It was the custom at the time our trade dol- | 
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ears, asamong the | L 
werein the habit | Indian, but the Asiatic demand for dollars. 


| 


jo? | 





the importation of silver inte Mexico fer the purpose of being 
coined, but it is also shown by the fact that certain quantities, 
not large, of bullion are exported to China. 

We hear much of Chinese mints. There isa mint at Shang- 
hai known as the Royal Chinese Mint. Its bus ness, its sur 
roundings are all shrouded in the greatest mystery. It isin 


< 


i106 


| hands of local mandarins under some contract with the Govern- 


ment. Our eonsul made a report upen it last year. The only 
information he could obtain was that there were coined in the 
mint about 3,000,000 ounces of silver, and out of that amount 
there were 19,000,000 ten-cent pieees, which were utilized prin- 
cipally by the natives as buttons. The coinage of the Chinese 


China produces no silver. This bul'ion goes to China bec .use 
there are not Mexican dollars enough to do the business, and it 
is from the fact that Mexican dollars in London and in New 
York bring a premium from a half per cent to3 per cent; thatthe 
demand is for the Mexican dollar, and the supply is insutlicient. 
The effect of the enlargement of the facilities of Mexico in the 
eoinage of its dollars must be.to enlarge our commerce as well 
as to facilitate the world’s commerce with China. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Will the Senator answer a question at that 
point? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. With pleasure. 

Mr. HIGGINS. i ask if the premium on Mexican dollars is 
not owing to the Chinese demand? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Itis owing to the Chinese demand—not the 

Mr. HIGGINS. They are not to be used in this country? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. They are wholly for shipment to Asia. 

Our commerce with China is already great. Our exports to 
China last year were $3,900,000; our imports were upwards of 


that change was unacceptable tothe Chinese Government, and $20,000,000; of which sum $5,000,000 were dutiable and some $15,- 


the old Mexican dollar still stands as the sandard of circulation 
in that country. 

Disraeli has said that every precedent embalmed a principle; 
and it may be, Mr. President, that back of thisprecedent, which 
seems to us meaningless, the fact that while other countries 


coined a dollar for foreign circulation only, the Mexican Gov- | 


ernment has issued to China no dollar which it repudiates at 
home, may have had much to do with the fact that the Mexican 
dollar hasremained thestandard. This Mexicandollar is adollar 
of 377 grains fine, known as the dollar marked with the cactus, 
the eagle, and snake. 

To meet this universal demand, the Mexican mints are more 
than overcrowded. The Mexican Government charges a seign- 
iorage of 4.40 per cent on every dollar which it coins. Itcharges 
an export duty of 2 per cent on all silver exported from the 
country. So that those producing silver in Mexico must either 
coin their silver at the mints of Mexico and pay its Government 


4.40 per cent, or they must pay the Government 2 per cent duty | 
| ward her eolonies in India. 


The Republic of Mexico produces some $50,000,000 annually in | 


for exporting it. 


silver. Of this amount some $5,000,000 or more are exported in 
bullion in small amounts to meet the local demands of trade and 
commerce. 


Some $20,000,00) of the product of Mexico goes in | 


matte tothe greatrefineriesof Swansea, in England, and is there | 


ver was ever produced in this country to any commercial extent. 
Since that time, in the last twenty years, we have built our re- 
fineries, our smelting works; we have adopted different proc- 
esses, and we now smelt our silver into bullion, but $20,000,- 


000,000 were free. 

If these dollars shall be coined at our mints at Carson City 
and at San Pranciseo, it will create something of an active sil- 
ver market on the Pacific coast, and where the dollars are the 
facilities for shipment and commerce will go also. There will 
be a demand for these dollars from London mereh ints and from 
Engtish and fromSeotch merchants. They will send gold to this 
country in exchange for the dollars which will be shipped direct, 
and it will add much to the steamship commerce between the 
Pacifie coast and Asia. Many of thesedollars will find their way 
into the Indian market. They are handy; they will go up country 
be remelted and made into bingles and ornaments. There is 
always a certain demand in India also for Mexican dollars. 

The total commerce of China has of late years assumed enor- 
mousimportance. Her foreign commerce last year consisted of 
£27,000,000 of imports and £25,000,000 of exports. These ex- 
ports are rapidly increasing in volume and in value and are very 
much facilitated, as I have said, by the action of England to- 


The attitude of Great Britain is most pregnant with interest 
in this country, for no matter what may be our legislation, the 
attitude of Great Britain toward India, the prices at which her 
wheat and jute and cotton are to be sold, the facilities of the ex- 
change into English money, must ever materially affect the 


coined. | prices of those products in this country which we raise in com- 
It is within my memory, Mr. President, when no dollar of sil- | 


petition with that great people. 
« The silver difficulty in India which has followed from the 


| closing of the Indian mints is of this nature: The Indian gov 


000 of the product of Mexico still goes to Engiand in the form of | 


matte. 


| ounces of silver. 


Thecapacity of the Mexican mints is but twenty-five to twenty- | 


six million dollars. Of this amount of twenty-live or twenty-six 
million dollars but $1,000,000 stays in the Republic of Mexico; 
all the rest of itis exported. The exportation is almostentirely 
to Japan, India, and other of Asia. Of this export about 
$7,500,000 on an average for the last tem years goes by way of 
San Francisco, a little less amount goes by way of England, from 
Liverpool and London, direct to Asia and the rest of it probs 
bly goes abroad inthe pocketsof returming Chinamen or through 
Chilean or Peruvian 
is already, owing to this demand, not only a seareity of Mexican 
dollars, a searcity of silver in Mexico for coinxge purposes. 
I saw in one of yesterday's news rs, the New York Tribune, 
I believe it was, a telegram from n saying: 


dispatch tothe Herald from the City of Mexicosays: ‘Silver bars re- 
in the United States from Mexican ore are arriving here for coinage 


fined 

into dollars. ‘ht bars have beer received, and more are expected. 
German are of sending bar silver here for the same 
purpose, to the incr demand for Mexican dollars in China, where 
@scanty has hindered trade operations.” 


The fact that the supply is insufficient is shown not only by 


Of the amount that is coined there | 


ernment collects its revenue in silver rupees; the revenue col- 
lected since last June and remaining in the treasury amounts to 
somé 20 erores of rupees—in other words, to some 80,000,000 
There are some 4,000,000 ounces to the crore. 
The erore is an East Indian word signifving 10,000,000, and 
10,000,000 rupees mean something over 4,000,0000unces of silver. 
These 80,000,000 ouncesof silver are now locked up in the English 
treasury in India, m»king a scarcity of actual rupees for com- 
meree in India. 

Now, the demand for these rupees, through sales of so-called 
* council drafts” in London, is the demand of English import- 
ers of Indian wheat, cotton, and jute, who require silver rupees 
to pay for their purehases from Indian farmers. But the gov- 
ernment of India by closing the mints has said: ‘ You can not 
any longer pay rupees by buying silver from America or else- 
where and coining it in Bombay. therefore you must now buy 


| these rupees from our government treasuries, and at whatever 


price we fix. True, the value of the silver in the rupee is now 
only 22 cents per rupee, but we will sot sell our coins, our coun- 
cil drafts, for less than 28 cents per rupee; either take them at 
that price or leave and go out of business.” This result bas fol- 
lowed from this poliey of coercion. China, for example, is get- 
ting silver—is getting Mexican dollars—for what she sells in 
Europe at their bu!lion value, but the [indian exporter is finding 
that the present artificially high price charged by the govern- 
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ment of India for the rupee is giving the China exporter a great 
advantage he never got before, 

Let me illustrate this point carefully. In India the govern- 
ment has fixed the value of the rupee at 28 cents, while the value 
of a corresponding weight of silver in China, say two-fifths of an 
ounce, is 22 cents. Now, if we suppose 1 pound of tea in India 
costs 1 rupee, then the Indian grower can sell some 17 pounds 
of tea for the gold sovereign. ut the Chinaman can afford to 
sell 23 pounds of tea for the sovereign. As this argument ap- 
plies to most of India’s exports, the balance of trade since the 
closing of the mints has gone strongly against India, and is 
greatly favoring China; and just as the rise in the Indian rates 
of exchange and the fall in the China rates has thrown the bal- 
ance of trade against India.and is favoring China,so also the fall 
in the rate of exchange between the silver-using countries and 
Europe since 1873 has tended to destroy our favo ‘able balance of 
trade with gold-using Europe, by stimulating the trade in wheat 
and cotton from Asia at the expense of our exports of these 
staples. 

So, following this, I desire to call the attention of the Senate 
briefly to an Indian opinion as te the effect which is being pro- 
duced in India by the floundering policy of the English Govern- 
ment towards India. I read very briefly from some recent re- 
marks by Hon. Robert Steel, who is the commercial member of 
the viceroy’s council in India. In an address which he deliv- 
ered at the meeting of the Bengal Chamber of Commerce he 
says: 

We may now judge of the result of the closing of the mints. The secre- 
tary of state can not sell his council bills. The balance of trade has disap- 
peared, Exchange is falling, and there seems to be no chance of the down- 
ward course being arrested until we reach the metallic value of the rupee. 
Money is at 9 per cent, and may go much higher, but the exchange banks, in 
view of the further expected fall in exchange, will not bring out one rupeé 
more than the amount they absolutely require to pay for the bills they have 
bought. By the presence of dear money and the prospect of still dearer 
money trade is paralyzed. The fact is that the action of government in 
closing the mints has caused silver to fall to a lower point than it otherwise 
would have done, and yet it appears that whether the mints be closed or 
open there is no chance that council bills can be sold on the scale of our re- 
quirements until exchange reaches the bullion point. 

Our trade is paralyzed in the hope of relieving the embarrassments of 

vernment, and yet the departure from a sound currency system is mak- 
ng the position of government worse than it was before. The present 
course can not rsevered in long. We can not go on borrowing gold and 
heaping upmoneyin our treasuries here The day of reckoning must come, 
and can not be far off. We find English statesmen are rene Beppe oe J the 
unanswerable charge that the Indian Government has entered into a gigantic 
epecuiaten in silver. This is serious enough in itself, but when it appears 
that the speculation is certain to be a Logg one. the clamor against it will 
be irresistible. What then must be done? 6 are, perhaps, on the eve of a 
crisis which may give a terrible shock to industry, to commerce, and to 
credit. We can not prosper withouta sound currency acting automatically. 
Let us open our mints, and we shall see a wave of prosperity flowing 
over the land like that which followed in gold-using countries the discoveries 
of gold in California and Australia fifty years ago. 


This, Mr. President, is an intelligent Indian opinion of the 
— policy which Great Britain is following towards India. 

he is animated naturally by her own selfish interest. 

The products of India and the products of China are muci 
alike, and whatever we can do to upbuild the commerce of Asia 
at the expense of the commerce of India must be to our advan- 
tage as showing England where her interests lie. 

We are met with the threat that England may sell her silver 
bullion on hand. It has been recently suggested by the English 
press that the 20 crores of bullion, or the 80,000,000 ounces of 
sliver, which England has on hand in India may be sold. If that 
unfortunate occurrence should take place, there is no doubt that 
the price of silver would be further depreciated; there is no 
doubt that it would add to the already untold disasters which 
have overtaken the’world bocause of the abandonment of silver; 
but I venture the prediction that England will never take that 
step, for when she does that she makes valueless hundreds and 
thousands of millions of dollars of bonds, the principal and in- 
terest of which are payable in gold, which silver-using countries 
have borrowed of her. Let her sell her silver on hand in India 
and add another attempt to degrade the metal, and you will find 
every ae country on earth repudiate every gold pay- 
= tit owes; and 90 percent of those payments are due to Great 


The question of the uction of silver is not to be settled by 
Great Britain and by country by selling silver in bulk, or 
by attempting to further degrede and dishonor it. Many of us 
have taken the position here Senate — 
that even if we rehabilitated silver and restored the free 
coinage at the ratio of 16 to 1, the production of silver would not 
be increased. We have said that the rise in the rise in 

. the limited and narrowing area for discovery and 
development of silver mines, would prevent in any event the 
further and larger Soveieeness and output of silver ores. But. 
Mr. President, there has lately been borvce f upon us a differ- 
ent condition of facts. 

We now face another proposition. Every one of these esti- 
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mates has been based upon the assumption that silver alone de- 
preciated. But one lesson that we are painfully and slowly, but 
surely, learning to-day, is that not only has the price of silver 
depreciated or the price of gold appreciated, but that wages are 
decreasing, that the cost of the necessaries of life is decreasing, 
that the food the miner eats and the clothes he wears are grow- 
ing less in cost, that the cost of machinery for the development 
of mines is less, that the cost of making roads is less, that the 
traffic upon the railroads will bear less, and out of the misery of 
it all there must come the inevitable fact that. as silver declines 
in value, so men with mouths to feed will be found to produce it 
for less wages. 

Our furnaces are cold, our fires are out, our mines are most of 
them closed; those which are kept open are kept open in order 
to prevent the timbers from rotting and the waters from flood- 
ing the mines; yet when these miners—intelligentmen who have 
up to this time found work at prices which remunerated them 
and enabled them to add to the glory of American manhood, to 
educate their children, to an them and to own their own 
homes—find that the monetary policy of this country prevents 
their receiving these wages, ond that it is starvation or noth- 
ing, we shall inevitably find that silver will continue to be pro- 
duced at some price. 

Great Britain, with the United States attending upon its pol- 
icy, seems willing to destroy four thousand millions of existing 
dior coinage in order that it may prevent the output of about 
one hundred millions of silver a year available for coinage. 
They are waiting for ariver to run by that will be fed by the 
eternal spring of man’s necessities. As you degrade silver you 
degrade American manhood, American wages, American labor, 
American prices; but you will find that silver will continue to 
be produced as long as that metal is found within the bowels of 
mother earth. 

This resolution, Mr. President, may come to nothing, but it 
is worth the trying, and out of the general impoverishment and 
stagnation which prevail throughout this country, I, for one, 
am glad to seek even some smali measure of relief from coun- 
tries whose faith in silver has never wavered, and whose people 
are prosperous and happy, because they have clung to the white 
metal through evil as well as through good report. 

If no other Senator desires to speak to the resolution, I trust 
it may be put upon its e. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. President, Ido not intend to partici- 
pate in any debate on this question, because I am inclined to 
think that the e of the resolution and the undertaking by 
the President of the United States to negotiate some measure of 
relief to silver would be at this time a wise measure to pass. I 
certainly would favor any proposition which would tend to give 
silver a larger use for commercial or financial purposes. It 
would be a Pp benefit to the human race, it would of vast 
benefit to all the nations of the world if, in some way or other, 
silver and gold might be 
they would stand at par with each other ata given ratio. 
is no doubt about that. ; 

There will be no opposition among any portion of our people 
to the use of silver to the extent where it will nut demonetize 
gold. Every one of those who are commonly classed by the po 
ular feeling as goldites would be glad to see silver and gold 
placed upon a fixed parity, so that they could be maintained at 
par with each other among all the nations of the world, and be 
used everywhere as the standards of money. Those of us who 
believe that the gold standard should be maintained also believe 
that the silver standard should be maintained, but it can be 
maintained only when the market value of silver at a given ra- 
tio is equal to the market value of goldat the same ratio. That 
is our belief. . : 

This proposition is, I think, a very taking one. If it is possi- 
ble for the President of the United States to negotiate a treat 
with Mexico, by which the United States might issue practi- 
cally the silver coin now known as the Mexican dollar, and that 
coin can be used for a commercial dollar to be exported, not 
made a legal tender and not to be coined to an unlimited extent 
except for exportation, then I can see that it would give em- 
ployment to probably a vast amount of silver. 

No man can estimate the amount which might be used insuch 
a country as China. China contains a population, it is said, of 
409,000,000, and many of them are very intelligentpeople. They 
are shrewd, active people, who understand precisely the value 
of the ee, and measure it to the last = esse — 

a treaty stipulation an arrangement wit exico, by 7 
a dollar may be coined in our mints for exportation, then un- 
doubtedly we should be able to give employment to a consider- 
able amount of silver: we should relieve Mexico from the bur- 
den, and need the expense, of coining that silver, and if we 
cum wend Uanh, 000 or as much as can be produced in this 
country to China or the eastern countries, it will tend to ad- 


ut in such relation to each other that 
There 
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vance the price of silver; and there is no one who does not desire 
to advance the price of silver nearer and nearer to the standard 
of gold. I shall, therefore, vote for the resolution. 

I wish, however, to call the attention of my friend from Colo- 
rado to the fact that he has probably overlooked the ordinary 
language which is used in addressing resolutions to the Presi- 
dent. There should be inserted in the resolution the words, 
‘if not incompatible with the public interests.” Those words 
should be inserted in the proper place in the resolution. I will 
ask the Secretary to read the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. WOL- 
coTtT. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I suggest to the Senator from Ohio that if 
we were calling for information from the President of the United 
States, it would be perfectly proper and most courteous that we 
should say, ‘‘if, in his opinion, not incompatible with the public 
interests;” but we do a great many things here which, in the 
opinion of the President of the United States, are probably 
quite incompatible with the public interests. I suggest, there- 
fore, that in a resolution directing something to be done, if it 
should not happen to meet with the view of the President and 
he did not want to doit, under the terms of the resolution he 
would not be required to doit. I am subject to correction if I 
am wrong. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The President of the United States has the 
sole power to make treaties, but we may express our opinion of | 
the expediency of his makingatreaty ofaparticular kind. That | 
woulitle right enough, and, therefore, we embody in such reso- 
lutions the ordinary terms. We merely ratify a 7 by a two- 
thirds vote, but the President makes the treaty. am, how- 
ever, rather indifferent about the form of the resolution, though 
I think the form I have suggested would be more courteous. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I certainly want to do whatever is proper | 
in the matter. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I understood the Senator from Ohio[Mr. | 
SHERMAN] to say that he proposed to offer an amendment pro- 
viding that the Mexican dollar should be coined for the purpose | 
of export. Did I understand him correctly? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I did not propose that. That would be left | 
open to negotiation. As stated by the Senator from Colorado, 
these dollars are for export, and the treaty, as a matter of course, 
would be based upon that idea. It could not be otherwise. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. So also the trade dollars were intended 
for export, and the law providing for the coinage of the trade | 
dollars expressly stated the purpose and use of those dollars 
to be for export to foreign countries. The Senator from Ohio | 
knows full well what the result was in regard to the trade 
dollars. We were obliged to take them back and recoin them, 
under the idea and impression which obtained possession of the 
people, that the Government was in some way bound to redeem | 
dollars which had been coined at its mints. 

As I read the pending resolution it seems that it is for the 
purpose of increasing commerce. It says: 

That the President of the United States, with a view to encourage and ex- 
tend our commercial relations with China and other Asiatic countries, be 
requested to enter into negotiations with the oo of Mexico looking to 
the coinage by the United States, at its mints, of standard Mexican dollars. 

Sir, to me it is a very humiliating admission to be found in an 
act of Congress that the Government of the United States, con- 
taining forty-four great States, its commerce greater by a hun- | 
dredfold than that of the Republic of Mexico, having commer- 
cial relations with China, Japan, and with the islands of the sea, 
are not able to put into circulation trade dollars of 420 grains | 
bearing the stamp or superscription of the United States. With 
all our commercial power and all our commerce with those na- 
tions we were not able to circulate trade dollars and keep them | 
in circulation in those countries, but, at the expiration of a short | 
time, found the coin returned to the United States and the Gov- 
ernment felt obligated to redeem them, and did redeem them in 
standard silver dollars. 

I do not understand, though perhaps the Senator from Colo- 
rado can instruct me, how it is possible by the coinage of Mexi- 
can dollars to increase our trade with China. If to-day a New 
York merchant buys a cargo of tea in China, he is obliged to 
pay for it by draft on England. The Chinese Government do 
not receive our silver coin. Why should they receive the coins 
of the Republic of Mexico? If a Chinese merchant owes a mer- 
chant in India a balance of trade, he is bound and obliged to pay 
the balance to the Indian merchant by a gold draft on London. 
So far even the silver countries themselves in making their ex- 
changes of products refuse to settle their balances in other than 


Now, can not conceive of any plan whereby an American mer- 
chant taking the Mexican dollars into China will be able to 
chase goods in China to any better advantage than he be 
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| SHERMAN] made an observation which may be misleading. 


bsdeded 


with American dollars, to say nothing of the great humiliatoin 
which I think the American people must feel that we must add 
to our money, consisting to-day of eight different kinds of cur- 
rency, gold and silver coins and their certificates, national-bank 
notes, Treasury notes, and United States notes, regardless of 
the fractional currency, another kind of currency having no 
legal status under the laws of the United States, which must of 
necessity return from China, and Japan, and India. If it issent 
there for the purchase of Chinese goods it will inevitably return 
here for the purchase and payment of American goods. There- 
fore we are simply issuing another kind of currency not recog- 
nized by our laws, not a legal tender, which it is very probable 
the Government of the United States will in the immediate 
future be obliged by all honorable considerations to redeem. 

I agree, so far as I can agree, with the wish of the honorable 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcoTT], to increase so far as we 
can without harm and without injury to the financial condition 
of this country as it exists to-day the use of silver in our cirecu- 
lation, but it seems to me that the plan contemplated by the 
resolution will not make a demand ora market for very much 
silver, except we are willing to admit at the same time that it 
will return to the United States to plague us. 

I have been so busy with other things that I have not been 
able even to read the resolution of the honorable Senator from 
Colorado until it was laid upon my desk this morning. I inquire 


of him if it would interfere :zith his purpose, plan, and wish if I 


should ask to have the resoluiion go over until to-morrow? | 
should like to present some observations on the subject. 

Mr. STEWART. Ishould like to submit some observations 
before the resolution goes over. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Very well; then I yield the floor to the 
Senator from Nevada. I am not prepared this morning to state 
the case as fully as I wish to state it. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr.President, the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
Ho 
says the advocates of gold are also the friends of silver, and 
that all they desire is to maintain the parity. I wish to repeat 
what I have often said, that bimetallism is not the result of 
parity, but parity follows bimetallism. It followed it for thou- 
sands of years on the simplest principle in the world, that as 
long as you can get a given number of dollars or other units of 
money for a given quantity or weight of silver for another and 
different weight of gold, the amount of gold required and the 
amount of silver required to obtain that number of dollars are 
always of the same value and at a parity. Parity was main- 
tained for thousands of years in that way, and whenever one of 
the metais became scarce, so that it was inconvenient to get it, 
they used the other, and the demand fell on the other until the 
parity was restored. It was automatic and worked for thou- 
sands of years. 

Those who say they are in favorof parity and refuse the only 
legislation which can produce parity are either ignorant of what 
they say or they do not mean what they say. Everybody who 
has any sense at all knows if you cut off the market for silver 
it is just like anything else. It wil: fall.- Tie market for ail- 
ver at the mints was unlimited through all the ages until the 
fatal act of 1873, and while the market was unlimited it made no 
difference whether there was more silver produced or more 
gold; the parity regulated itself. From the discovery of Amer- 
ica until 1803, von Humboldt tells us there were 44 ounces of 
silver produced for every ounce of gold, and it continued nearly 
the same up to 1850. There was a great preponderance of sil 


| ver through all the ages; but from 1850 to 1860 there were not 


more than 4 or 5 ounces of silver produced tol of gold. The 
parity remained. [f they could not get silver they used gold. 
As long as we had bimetallism we had parity. Nobody expects 
that we will have a parity while we have no bimetallism, which 
admits both metals to coinage. We do notcoinsilver. It isidle 
to talk about silver demonetized competing with gold mon- 
etized. Wehave made gold dear, and we have made labor and 
property cheap and produced stagnation because we have de- 
prived the people of their money. 

As to the pending resolution,I know no reason why it should not 
be adopted, except the fact that no opposition comes from the gold 
advocates. That makes it suspicious. SGutIam willing to act 
on my judgment. I fear, however, that Mexico will not con- 
sent, and it will amount to nothing. If they do consentand we 
coin some of these dollars and they are sent to China, they will 
augment the circulation of that kind of money in China, and it 
may possibly do some good. The mover of the resolution does 
notexpect any great benefit from it. It has nothing at all to do 
with the silver question in this country. 

But the Senatorfrom New Jersey | Mr. MCPHERSON] speaks of 
humiliating this country. Financially, it can be no more hu- 
miliated than to be at the beck and cal! of an English syndicate. 
We have reached the depth of humiliation when we have become 
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afinancial colony of Great Britain. That isdegradation enough. | Mr. SHERMAN. He acquiesces in it. 


He says further that he does not wish to disturb the present 
status. I think the majority of people in this country desire 
the pores status of things disturbed. They desire a change 
for the better. We see diseontent everywhere. We see a con- 
dition of things prevailing that has prevailed in every country 
before a great catastrophe happened—discontent; men tramping 
over the country starving for bread in this land of plenty. We 
may deride them, we may make funof them, we may put them in 
our jails, but that experiment is not a new one. m 


could, until the prisons were full. Thestarving multitude moved 
on. Death marked their progress to Paris until they came in 
such numbers that they made resistance impossible. 
against universal insurrection has alwaysfailed. A Frenchman, 
whose name! do not remember, when this multitude was coming, 
exclaimed, *‘ Force against universal insurrection is impossible.” 
We may go on contracting the currency; we may go on depriv- 
ing the people of money; we may goon reducing prices; we may 
go on intlicting calamities upon the country; but we already hear 
the murmurings coming up here. 

When any one speaks of the present satisfactory condition of 
the country, Lask to whom isit satisfactory? It isonly satisfac- 
tery to the owners of gold, and bonds resting upon undoubted 
security, and holders of offiee whose salaries have not been re- 
dueed. Those with fixed incomes may rejoice at cheap men 
and cheap labor and cheap preperty ands 
can realize what others: have lost. This thing may go on; the 
gold party may bs triumphant; they may be triumphant in the | 
coming election. Some of the elections we have had indicat 
that it will be; but let me tell Senators right here and now that 
if the gold party are triumphant in the next election they will 


have to select a man for standard-bearer whom the gold party | 


knows and the people do not know. 


r je hey were put | 
in jailsin Paris. The authorities put. in jail as many as they | 


Force | 


| Mr. MGPHERSON. Ishould like to offer an amendment to 
| be considered when the resolution comesup. I do notask avote 
| on it now.. After the word “‘ dollars,” in line 6, I move to insert 
| the words “ for exportation.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 
Mr. MCPHERSON.. I do not wish a vote upon the amend- 
| ment now, but I will. wait. until the resolution comes up to- 
morrow. 

Mr. HARRIS. Has the resolution gone over? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Ithas not. The Senator from 
New Jersey asks that. the resolution with the pending amend- 
ment and proposed amendment go over. Is there objection? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I have no objection to the resolution going’ 
| over until to-morrow. I hope that then, if there are no further 
| Senators to speak upon it,a vote may be had upon the resolution 
| and the amendment. It is very possible that I shall be glad to 
| accept the amendmentto-morrow. I should like to look it over, 

however. 
The PRESIDING OFfICER: The Chair hears no objection, 
and it will be so ordered. 


HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr: HARRIS: Mr. President, believing as I do that. there is 
no one question in which the 70,00),000 people whom we repre- 
sent here ave so deeply and directly interested as that of the 





tion, because they | early determination and final conclusion as to what the import 
duties of merchandise to this country are to be in the future, [ 


am exceedingly anxious: to reach some agreement by which we 


2 | can devote much more time to its consideration day by day than 


we have done in the t. There is certainly no one question 
more important, and tomy opinion no one question half as im- 

ortant, as: that the business of the country shall know, and 
| know at the earliest hour possible for us to inform them, what 


No man can go before the country in its suffering condition the rate of duties to be paid in the future are to be. In view of 
and ask for their votes in the next Presidential election on ac- | that fact | am tempted to ask the unanimous consent of the Sen- 


count of the repeal of the Sherman law and the adoption of the 
gold standard. If the gold ty go forward they must put forth 
a men whom they know and.can use, They dare not. put forth 
& man who has fallen on hisfaee before the money power. They 
dare not.do it.on either side; neither party willdoit. The gold 
party may be successful by the destruction of the Democratic 
party or otherwise. By the destruction of the Democratic party 
the gold party may succeed. It may be that thechains of slavery 
cam never be broken in this-country. Thatis-possible. But the 
nook must be kept in ignorance. It must be done by subter- 

uge, and other issues than the real one must be kept before the 
country. 

You must contend over the tariff question or something that 
does not affect the world generally. You must not let. them 
krow what is the matter. hen, by putting an equivocal candi- 
date before the people who can ae promises in public and 
break them when he gets into the White House, you may suc- 
ceed with the gold party; and when you get into power you may 
have Federal election. laws which will prevent the ple from 
uprising. You may have those laws; you may bind the people 
hand and foot; you may create insurrection and the necessity for 
a stronger Government; you may change the form of govern- 
ment; but you can not do itif you. will tell the people before- 
hand what you intend to do. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER(Mr. Pasco in. the chair). The 

uestion is on agreeing to the resolution. Doesthe Senator from 
ew Jersey |Mr. McPHERSON] wish to befurtifer heard upon the 
subject? 


the resolution go over until. to-morrow. 


Mr. McPHBRSON. I understand the Senator from Colorado | as to what. 


[Mr. WoLcort] agrees. that it shall go over. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Loffer the amendment which I suggested 
a few moments ago, so that it will read ‘‘ the Preside 
United States, if net incompstible with the public interests,” 
etc. I think those words ought to be inserted in the resolution | 

are ordinarily in such resolutions. 


| would do more harm to 


ate that we come to some agreement as to the hours that shall 
| be devoted to the consideration of this question each day with- 
out interruption. Consulting my own wishes and opinion and 
| that of a laxge-number of Senators upon this side of the Cham- 
ber, I will ask unanimous consent that after to-day the Senate 
meet at 11 o'clock instead of 12. 

Mr. QUAY. Lebject; Mr. President. 

Mr. HARRIS. The objection comes very: early. I have not 
finished, but.it appears that I need not finish. However, I will 
eee The Senator might. have withheld his objection until 
-he heard the full statement. 

Objection being made, I now ask the other side of the Cham- 
ber to tell me, and to tell this-side, whether there is any agree- 

| ment possible to devote more time, day by day, to the considera- 
tion of this great and vitally important question. 
I submit my proposition in order that it may be considered, 
and am ready to hear counter ee grees if counter proposi- 
| tions are to be made. IL apprehend there is no Senator on the 
| other side or on this side who does not appreciate the impor- 

tanee of prompt action and the earliest decision that can be 
| had, cons nt with a full diseussion and consideration of the 


| question, being more important, as | think it is, than all other 


| questions pending. 

| My propositionis, that we meetat11 o'clock and devote one hour 

| te the consideration of morning business, and that we take up the 

| tariff bill promptly at 12 o’clock, and for the present week at 
least. devote the whole time from 12 o'clock until 5 o’clock in 


the afternoon to ral debate of the bill. Now, if such a sug- 


gene 
r.GORMAN. TheSenator from New Jersey suggested that | — is not:agreeable to the other side of the Chamber, I shall 
gl 


ad to hear any suggestions from that side of the Chamber 
reement would be acceptable to them. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I canstate whatagreement would 
be aeceptable to me; and that is, that the further consideration 


nt of the | of the tariff bill should be postponed until next Decentber. 


Mr. HARRIS. That I understand. 
Mr. PRYE. Believing, as L do, thatits enaetment into law 
the industries and the people of this 


as they 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment. proposed by | country tham the war did, shall, whenever I am present, ob- 


the Senator from Ohie will be stated. 


ject te any unanimous consent whatever touching the progress 
the Senate. 


‘ | 
The SrEcrETaRy. It is proposed to insert after the. words | ofthe bill in 


‘United States,” in. the first lime, the words 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio 


Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I do not assume te speak for this 
see L. will state that I, for one, not voluntarily sit in the 


If not incompatible with the pubNe interests. side of the Chamber, but im onnig to the Senator from Tennes- 


desire to press his amendment new, or that it shall go over with 
the resolution? 


amendment. 
Mr. GORMAN. There is no objeetion to it. 


Mr. QUAY. lunderstood the Senator fromCelorado teobject ) 
to the amendment. 


: | ner inary hours, simply toexped 
Mr. SHERMAN. I think there will be ne objection tothe of 


: Chamber days when ordinarily no session is held, 


ite: the 
whieh I believe: will bring ruin to the State of 
Pennsylvania. 


Mr. « Mr. President, I see that no agreement is 
after the declarations of the Senators from Maine and 
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Mr. ALDRICH rose. ; 

Mr. HARRIS. I yield to the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, it does not seem to me that 
there is anything in the present situation of affairs in the Sen- 
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ate that should call for the adoption of unusual methods in the | 
conduct of the public business. The Senators in opposition to the | 


pending tariff bill appreciate as fully as the Senator from Ten- 


nessse can the importance of the discussion upon which we are 
aboutto enter. They are desirous, and only desirous, that the 
discussion shall proceed in an orderly manner, ina manner worthy 


of the traditions of the Senate and the importance of the sub- 
ject. There have been no obstructive or dilatory or filibuster- 
will be none unless we are forced by attempts to adopt some un- 
usual methods in the conduct of the business of the Senate 

We have had twospeeches upon this question during the week 
which has passed, and we are now entering upon a third speech. 


ing motions made upon this side of the Chamber, and there | 


bese 


was only urging the point that it is vitally important to the busi- 
ness of the country to know at the earliest moment that we can 
inform them what the policy in respect to taxation is to be in the 
future. No Senator on the other side of the Chamber iis 
side can for one moment doubt the absolute importanco of let- 
ting the country know so soon aswecan. I do not desire tos 


or ont 


bh. 


| ject any Senator on the other side or on this to the slightest in- 
convenience. I desire to accommodate the convenience of Sen- 
ators just as far as is consistent with the great importance of an 
early disposition of the question pending before the Senate. 

To accomplish this result [ am ready to subject myself to the 
inconvenience of coming here at earlier hours and sitting here 
to later hours. 

I, of course,do not know whether the bill will pass or not. 
That is a question to be determined in the future, and the sooner 
it is determined the better it will be for the business of the coun- 


There are some considerations pertinent to thisquestion which | 


make it impossible for the Senators in opposition to the bill to 
discuss it intelligently at the present time. 
explanation from any one familiar with the measure as to itsef- 
fects or results so far as revenue is concerned, or so far as the 
details of the bill are coneerned. We,upon this side of the 
Chamber, know nothing as to what form the bill is finally to 
take. Withinthe past twoor three dayssomething like thirty or 
fort ; amendments have been suggested by the majority members 
of the Finance Committee. We know from commonrumor and 
from statements of interested parties thatchanges-in rates and in 
the phraseology of the bill arenow being made from day to day for 
the purpose, apparently, of rewarding the friends of the meas- 
ure.or gaining the votes necessary to pass it, or for punishing 
those who are presumptious enough to oppose its provisions. 

| think the gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber, the 
friends of the measure, are bound at the outset of the discussion 
to tell us what in their opinion will be its effect upon the rev- 
enues, to explain its extraordinary provisions, applicable to 
every paragraph and to every section of the biil. They are 
bound to tell us.or give us some sort of an idea as tothe exact 
and definite provisions of the bill in the form in which they shall 
ask the Senate to passit. Until that is done therecan be no in- 
telligent answer from this side of the Chamber and no intelli- 
geut criticism about a bill whose provisions we do not as yet 
know. 

So itseems to me it comes with ill grace from the Senator 
from Tennessee or any other Senator to say at this stage of the 
discussion that we should adopt any unusual hours or any un- 
usu | methods. We on this side of the Chamber (and I think 
that is true of the opponents of the bill, whether upon one side 
ef the Chamber or the other) intend to treat this matter in a 
spirit which is worthy of this great question, affecting as it does 
vitally the interests of every man, woman, and child in the 
United States. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, it is the fact—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I rise to a question of or- 
der. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire will state his question of order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Icall for the regular order. 

Mr. HARRIS. Itis because of the fact that it is a question 
of vital interest to every man and woman in the United States 
that 1 have urged that we shall determine the question at the’ 
earliest possible moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair directs the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Tennessee to the fact that there is no 
motion pending. It is simply a request for unanimons consent. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have asked for unanimous consent, which 
thet with objection. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I rise toa question of order. I desire to 
know whether the Senator from Tennessee is inorder? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The discussion is proceeding 
by unanimous consent, as the Chair understands. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I leave it to the Senater from Tennessee 
himself whether he is inorder. We always submit to his de- 
cisions on questions of order. If he says he is in order I shall 
not object te his going on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
has the floor. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from New Hampshire was very 
patient while the Senator from Rhode Island {Mr. ALDRICH] 
was discussing the merits of this question, as to which I have 
not said a word. But I am going to make a motion to which 
the Senator from New Hampshire can raise no question of order. 
Of course he will oppose it. I move that on and after to-mor- 





The Senator from Tennessee 


There has been no | 


row, until otherwise ordered, the Senate meet at 1] o’clock a. m. | 


I wish tosny that 1 have no desire to enter upon the diseus- 
sion of the merits or demerits of the tariff bill at this time. I 


try and the whole people of the country. Thatis my point, and 
the only point that I propose to make at this time. Whatever 
its fate is to be let us reach it at the earliest hour that we can, 

Mr. LODGE. I desire to inquire of the Chair whether under 
the rule the motion does not go over under one objection? 

The PRESIDING OFFICFR. It does. 

Mr. LODGE. ThenI make the objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion will go over, under 
the rule. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is proper. 

ISSUE OF BONDS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before.the 
Senate a resolution coming over from a previous day, submitted 
by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Perrer]. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. PEF rer 
March 28, 184, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be, and it is hereby, instructed 
to prepare and report as soon as practicable a bill to repeal all laws author 
izing or permitting the Secretary of the Treasury to issue bonds or other 
interest-bearing obligations of the Government, and to prohibit any and all 
such issues in the future without express authority by act of Concress first 


had and obtained. 

Mr. PEFFER. Inasmuch as I expect to yield the floor to the 
Senator trom New York {[Mr. HILL] at 2 o'clock for tho discus- 
sion of the tariff bill, I shall occupy the remainder of the time 
until 2 o'clock with the discussion of the pending resolution. 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator from Kansas does not expect to 
conclude his remarks this morning? 

Mr. PEFFER. If Lam not interrupted, [ shall probably con- 
clude before 2 o'clock. This matter has been passed over so long 
that [I object to its being passed over any longer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senitor from Kansas 
yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. PEFFER. No, sir; not for the present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansis will 
proceed. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, thirty-two members of this 
body will complete their present terms of service within one 
year from the 4th day of last month, and their successors will be 
chosen by Legislatures to be elected in the mean time. 

it is reasonable that these Senators should desire to be re- 
turned, and that renders it proper that the voters of the States 
they represent should have some fresh and official testimony 
tending to show the attitude of the candidates toward the Gov- 
ernment’s bond-issuing policy, for that is going to be a leading 
issue in the election campaigns of thisyear. Thisresolution af- 
fords Senators a good opportunity to testify in their own behalf 
touching that important matter. 

‘The Secretary of the Treasury has once, and as a great many 
people believe, and as [ believe, without authority of law, issued 
a block of $50,000,000 in 5 per cent ten-year bonds when there 
was plenty of money in the Treasury to meet every lawful and 
legitimate demand against the Government. That, to my mind, 
is evidence conclusive that, unless Congress interferes to pre- 
vent it, that officer will again resort tothe same method of pledg- 
ing the public credit whenever in his opinion it ought to be done. 

it is not at all difficult to foresee that, in pursuing the policy 
which the Government has adopted, the condition of our finances 
will spon move the Secretary to sell another large amount ef 
bonds. 

The President, in his message vetoing the seigniorage bill, 
foreshadowed the situation which is soon to appear unless wise 
counsels prevail in the deliberations of this body. The Presi- 
dent suggests his willingness to approve any measure providing 
for silver coinage if the bill also provides that the silver coin 


nr 
il 


may be permitted to lie idle in the Treasury and bonds be suld 
for gold to defray the public expenses. The President uses these 
words: 

This leads me to earnestiy present the desirability granting » Sec- 
retary of the Treasury a better power than nowexiss to issue bonds Lo pre 
tect our gold reserve when for any regson it should be necessary. OUP CuE- 
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rency is in such a confused condition and our financial affairs are apt to 
assume at any time so critical a position that it seems to me such a course 
is dictated by ordinary prudence. 





The President understands the situation perfectly, and it is 
unfortunate that he does not acquaint the country with the fact 
that the Government finances are at the mercy of bankers and 
eee This great, humiliating fact the President leaves 
the people tolearn as best they may, while he proceeds to pledge 
their credit though they have provided an abundance of money 
to meet all demands and have just offered to furnish $55,000,000 
more, 

That the President does not speak as plainly in his public ut- 
terances as he is reported to have spoken privately in relation to 
this matter, and that he is not as prompt to act in the public in- 
terest as the situation seems to require, is particularly hurtful. 

The President is reported to have said, in an interview with 
a Southern Congressman recently, that the banks have the Gov- 
ernment within their control. I do not quote the exact words, 
but they are substantially the words reported, that the banks 
could drain the Treasury in twenty-four hours. I havesaid the 
same thing in this Chamber and was laughed at, my language 
being taken as the wild vagaries of a Populist. Now, the Presi- 
dent of the United States, speaking from the most exalted posi- 
tion among men, tells the people the same thing; and I do not 
believe that there is one well-informed man in every thousand 
in the country who does not believe that the President speaks 
truly. I have repeatedly charged upon this floor and elsewhere 
that¢he Government of the United States is in partnership with 
Wall street. 

I do not know but that I shall have to revise my estimate and 
say that the Government of the United States is absolutely at 
the mercy of Wall street. And now we are informed thata bill 
has been introduced into the House of Representatives provid- 
ing for the issuance of bonds and the coinage of some silver dol- 
lars. Heretofore it was to coin silver and toissue bonds. Now 
the object is to issue bonds and coin silver, and not only permit 
but require that the silver coin shall lie idle and unused in the 
Treasury, and that the public business shall be transacted on 
gold borrowed from the banks of New York City. 

The trend is toward a bond policy, and it is only because, to 
use the language imputed to the President, ‘‘ the banks have got 
the country by the leg. They can drain the Treasury in forty- 
eight hours.” 

ir Congress will perform its duty the hold of the banks will 
soon be loosened. If Congress is derelict, the people will take 
the matter in hand and the day of a just retribution will have 
come. 

It is an astounding declaration, sir, to come from the Presi- 
dent of the United States that the Government is at the mercy 
of bankers; it is more astounding that, knowing our condition, 
the President suggests nothing by way of relief. It is amazing 
beyond measure that the Senate, knowing the terrible facts as 
well as the President does, is not moved promptly to defensive 
action. 

Let us pass this resolution and require the Finance Commit- 
tee to bring in a bill to stop this dangerous proceeding. 

But there is another matter, Mr. President. Weare now dis- 
cussing a revenue bill. It involves great and permanent inter- 
ests. It is important that the people know what is to be the 
permanent financial policy of the Government so that we may 
conform our tariff legislation to it. If we are to go permanently 
ona gold basis and to become subservient to gold speculators, 
then it is a question whether we should not repeal all our tariff 
laws, abolish all our custom-houses, and open our harbors freely 
to the trade of the world. 

I am frank to say for myself, Mr. President, and the ple 
whom I have the honor to represent here that if it is to be the 
policy of the Government of the United States that we shall pay 
all of our debts in gold, whether we have the gold or not, that 
we are to measure all of our money of seven or eight different 
kinds by a gold standard, that we are no longer to use silver as 
money, I am then not only ready, but anxious to go at once to 
the other experiment. If we are to compete with the gold 
money and the gold labor of Europe, let us have trade free. If 
the farmers of foes are —— to sell their surplus grain, 
cattle, and wool in a market where the prices are dictated by 
gold, then let us have the benefit of the other side of the pro 
sition; let us have gold prices for clothing, and gold prices for 
all the supplies of the farmer and the farmer’sfamily. _ 

But, Mr. President, if we are to have the old policy continued, 
the policy that has descended to us from our fathers, with the 
difference between the gold and silver and what the people need 
to be made up by Government paper, then we can continue our 
eee *: policy. Then we can continue to bey. ate} wemee to 
abor. Then we can continue to soregulate our leg- 
aged that our people and our interests shall bear share and 
share e. 
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Hence I submit that as another view of this case. It is impor- 
tant from every point of view that we understand what is going 
to be the permanent policy of the Government. If, whenever a 
litthe flurry arises in Wall street, we are to issue bonds and 
pledge the credit of the poopie, have alittle discussion of a few 

ays and the passing backward and forward of a few dollars in 
gold, a few dollars in paper, and then continue the old revolu- 
tion over again, it is time the country should know it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adop- 
tion of the resolution of the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the resolution be read. 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is a positive direction to the committee 
to report a particular kind of bill. 

Mr. PEFFER. That is just what was intended, Mr. President. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is what I understand. I want the yeas 
and nays upon agreeing to the resolution. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. STEWART. Upon that motion I ask for the yeas and 


nays. 

Mr. PEFFER. And I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CAREY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. IrBy], who is not 
in the Chamber, and for the present I withhold my vote. 

Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. SrocKBRIDGE], and with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. MCLAURIN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon]. If he were 
present I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. WILSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. GorDoN]. Ido not see him in 
the Chamber, and therefore withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. FAULKNER (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
voted inadvertently, believing the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
WOLCOTT] to be present. I was paired with him while he was 
absent last week, and I suppose he regards the pair as contin- 
uing to-day. [ therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. GRAY. [I havea general pair with the senior Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM], but being informed that he would 
vote ‘‘ yea” on this question, I will vote. I vote ‘ yea.” 

Mr. BRICE. I had a general pair with the junior Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. WOLCOTT]. My place having been taken by 
the Senator from West Virginia {Mr. FAULKNER], I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. BERRY. Iam paired with the Senator from Colorado 
{[Mr. TELLER]. 

Mr. GALLINGER. A few days ago, when the Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN] left the city, he requested me to an- 
nounce that he is paired with the Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. VANCE]. I neglected tostate the pair on two or three votes 
that occurred in the Senate, and I desire to make the announce- 
ment now. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam paired with the senior Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], but I think under the circumstances I shall 
be justified in voting on this question, and I vote “‘ yea.” 

the result was announced—yeas 37, nays 13; as follows: 


YEAS—37. 
Aldrich, Davis, Jones, Ark. Sherman, 
Bate, Dolph, Lindsay, Squire, . 
Blackburn, e, ze, Turpie, 
Blanchard, Gallinger, McPherson Vest. 
Brice, rge, derson, Vilas, 
Butler, Gorman, Morrill, Voorhees, 
Camero: Gray, Murphy, Washburn. 
Cockrell, Harris, Pasco, 
Coke. Proctor, 
Daniel, . Ransom, 
NAYS—13. 

Allen, Mills, Power, Stewart 
Call, Mitchell, Oregon Pugh, 
Irby, Peffer, uay, 

Perkins, oup, 

NOT VOTING—3. 

Allison, Faulkner, Kyle, Smith, 
Berry, Gibson, McLaurin, Stockbridge 
Caffery, Gordon, McMillan, Teller, 
Camden, Hale. . ened, Wis. venee. 
Carey. Hansbroug organ, a 
Chandler, Hawley, Palmer, te, 
Cullom, Hoar, Pettigrew, ilson. 
Dixon, Hunton, Platt, Wolcott, 
Dubois, Jones, Nev. Roach, 


So the resolution was referred to the Committee on Finance. 
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THE REVENUE BILL. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o’clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
which is House bill 4864. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- | 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide | 


revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

Mr. PEFFER. I have been requested to yield the floor to the 
senior Senator from New York [Mr. HILL], with which request 
I have great pleasure in complying. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President- 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from New York yield to me 
one second? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. I simply desire to say that the debate has 
thus far proceeded by unanimous consent without reading the 
bill that is now submitted to the Committee of the Whole. I 
shall, upon the conclusion of the remarks of the Senator from 
New York, ask for the reading of the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not consent tothe statement of the law 
aslaid down by the Senator from Tennessee, but I do not care to 
discuss that point now. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Recorp will show the accuracy of my 
statement, that the debate has gone on thus far by unanimous 
consent; and after the conclusion of the remarks of the Senator 
from New York I shall object to further debate until the bill 
has been read. 
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The various Departments under Democratic control are rigidly 

enforcing economy and the pledges to the people are being rea- 

sonably fulfilled. In the main we are enjoying an era of good 
government. 

REPEAL OF FEDERAL ELECTION LAW 

That last relic of post bellum legislation known as the Federal 

election law has been repealed by the present Congress, thus 

promptly carrying out one of the important promises of the 

Chicago platform. The power to control all their elections 

without Federal interference or dictation, which the Stites al- 

| Ways enjoyed from the foundation of the Government down to 


1811, has been restored to them. It is a triumph fo 
| doctrine of State rights, under constitutional limitations: it i 
tribute to the unselfishness and patriotism of the Democratic 
party, which, discarding the patronage incident to the enforce- 
ment of this law, and insured to it by at least three more years 
control of the Federal administration, unhesitatingly asserts its 


2+ 
St 


the ju 


| devotion to u principle, and thereby relieves the people at once 


from further unnecessary annoyances, useless offices, and prodi- 
gal expenditures. 
REPEAL OF THE SHERMAN LAW 
The repeal of the Sherman silver bullion purchase law within 
the first eight months after its advent to power marked the ful- 


fillment of another pledge by the Democratic party. It evi 
denced our sincerity as well as prudence. It met the just de- 
| mands of public sentiment. While there were honest and re- 


| spectful differences of opinion among many good Democrats 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New York will | 


proceed. 

Mr. HILL. Mr, President, the political revolution which 
commenced in 1890 and culminated in 1892 was an emphatic ex- 
pression of the popular will in behalf of certain governmental 
policies. Measures, and not men, were largely the issues in- 
volved inthat movement. Rightly interpreted, it indicated the 


rights of the States through odious Federal election laws, some 
proposed and others then existing; it voiced the general demand 
for a discontinuance of the unwise and indefensible financial sys- 
tem of silver-bullion purchases by the Government, instead of 
the coinage contemplated by the Constitution, a system equally 
a hindrance to the return to bimetallism as well as a menace to 
a sound and stable currency; it manifested the desire for a bet- 
ter administration ofpublic affairs, greater economy in govern- 
mental expenditures, and the exaction of higher official stand- 
ards in the execution of public trusts; it demanded a more safe, 
dignified, and consistent foreign policy; and it condemned that 
abuse or perversion of the taxing power of the Government which 
is knownas the policy of protection ‘‘ for protection’s sake alone,” 
and declared in favor of a tariff for revenue. 

Invested with the responsibility of government, the prompt 
enforcement of these policies devolved upon the party in power. 
The wisdom of its action in discharging the duties thus assigned 
it by the suffrages of the people, may at least be partially con- 
ceded, even by its opponents. 

OUR FOREIGN POLICY. 

Itis not denied that some mistakes have occurred. Our for- 
eign policy, especially that relating to Hawaii, it must be ad- 
mitted, has not met the expectations of the people. A sense of 
humiliation prevailed when the project for the restoration of a 
deposed monarchy was unfolded by the Administration, and‘ 

ratification ensued when its abandonment or failure was re- 

uctantly announced, influenced largely by an aroused public 
sentiment. 

That unfortunate contemplated policy was a blunder, and a 
blunder is sometimes worse than a crime. 


charge of a Republican statesman, distinguished and estimable 
though he may be, whose public services have always been 
identified in opposition to the Democratic party, who was with- 
out sympathy for its traditions and purposes, and whose political 
convictions upon the disputed public questions of the day, if 
changed at all, are carefully concealed. — 

It is to be regretted that the President should not have been 
able to find in his own party some safe and honored statesman in 
whom he and his party could have placed confidence, one of Dem- 
ocratic instincts and training, whose management of foreign 
affairs would have reflected credit upon the country, and would 
have avoided the promulgation of that un-American policy— 
a departure from Democratic precedents—which was sought to 
be forced upon an unwilling people. In this view of the situa- 
tion our opponents must accept some share of the responsibility 
for the blunders committed in our foreign affairs. 

GOOD GOVERNMENT. 

In other respects the present administration of our Govern- 

ment affords scant grounds for ust criticism. 


It was, however, the | 
natural consequence which might well have been anticipated | 
from that other mistake in placing the Department of State in | 





here and elsewhere as to what other or further legislation ought 
to take the place of the repealed law, or to precede, accompany, 
or follow such repeal, there were never any substantial differ- 
ences as to the inadequate, illogical, and indefensible character 
of the Sherman lawitself and the desirability of the redemption 
of the party pledge for its abolition. 


That result has been accomplished. Whether that high de 


public sentiment in opposition to intrenchment upon the reserved | gree of prosperity has ensued from such action which some of 


our Officials anticipated and others predicted is another and a 

different question, not now necessary to be considered. It 

is sufficient that we have speedily removed the objectionable 

legislation which our opponents had fastened upon the country. 
REVENUE REFORM 

The duty which now especially confronts us is the revision of 
the sum and methods of Federal taxation, consequent upon a 
transfer of the political control of the Federal Government 
from the custody where it had been lodged for thirty-two years. 

That revision should be approached with circumspection, and 
with a realizing sense of the changed condition of the country 
since 1887 and 1890. 

Anextreme reductionof tariff duties at a time when the Treas- 
ury was swollen with a surplus of a hundred million dollars, 
when the country was reasonably prosperous, when all our in- 
dustries were in motion, and all our workingmen were employed, 
assumes a different aspect and presents a different question 
when proposed now witha large and growing Treasury deficit, 
instead of a surplus, staring us in the face, with our industries 
paralyzed, our manufactories closed, our workingmen idle, and 
following upon the heels of one of the most disastrous financial 
panics in our history. 

W hat was safe and prudent and wise then it would be crimi- 
nal folly to attempt now. 


THE RECENT MONETARY PANIC 


A month prior to his inauguration the President was fore- 
warned of the approaching monetary panic. He convened Con- 
gress six months later,when the panic was subsiding which 
should have been averted. 

[t is feared that this Congress does not keenly appreciate the 
awful devastation which the financial cyclone of last summer has 
inflicted upon the business interests of our country. It has 
made havoc of our prosperity, private and public. It has 
slaughtered private incomes. It has paralyzed private indus- 
tries. It has forced bankruptcies without precedent in number 
andsum. It has diminished all domestic and interstate trade, 
until a fifth of our railroad mileage is in the hands of receivers, 
and all our banks are gorged with money unemployed. It has 
struck down by hundreds the captains of ovr industry who have 
been wont to organize profitable enterprises, borrow capital, and 
lead the great army of labor. 

The past savings of our skilled workmen are drawn down. 
They think themselves lucky to get half-time employment in 
these dark days; and less skiiled laborers by the hundred thou- 
sand are suffering hunger, willing but unable to earn their daily 
bread. It is heartbreaking as a pestilence. 

NO TIME FOR PARTISANSHIP 

This is no time for partisan reproaches, however just. This 
is no time for Democrats to say to Republicins, ‘‘ Your bad laws 
did it.” This is no time for Republicars to say to Democrats, 
‘* Your remedies would increase trouble.” [tis a time te fling 
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partisanship to the winds if that will speed the deliverance of 
our fellow-countrymen and revive our prostrate business inter- 
ests. 

This Senate is nearly equally politically divided, and it is ap- 

arent that if prompt remedial legislation isexpected, then rad- 

calism in any direction must be discarded. The critical situa- 

tion demands wise and conservative action speedily secured. 
The extreme features of the McKinley bill must be eradicated 
in obedience to the people’s mandate, but patriotism alike de- 
mands that extremes in the opposite direction must also be 
avoided. 

On the 4th of March, 1893, the President became vested with 
exclusive power to convene Congress earlier than the law day, 
for the purpose reaffirmed in his election. He decided to pro- 
long the operation of the McKinley tariff for at least another 

ear. The delay thus imposed upon the poms’ reforming zeal 

tis vain to regret. In the mean time the monetary panic un- 
fortunately precipitated upon us has not only made havoc of our 
private industries, but has dried up the public revenues. 
THE TREASURY DEFICIT. 


The size of the Treasury deficit at the close of the current fis- 
cal year has twice beon estimated by the Secretary of the Treas- 


ury. 

On the 19th of December he took its measure. On the 15th 
of January he took its measure, the measure of the same deficit, 
to accrue on the 30th of June, 1894. 

These two measures of the same thing, taken twenty-seven 
days apart, are not ee identical. Im his annual report 
the Secretary of the Treasury informed Congress of a deficit for 
the current fiscal year of $28,000,000. 

A short month later, in his letter to the chairman of the Sen- 
ate Finance Committee, the same Secretary of the Treasury 
finds the same deficit to be $78,000,000. 

It may be unjust to the Secretary of the Treasury, as well as 
absurd in itself, to assume that suggestions in his annual report 
made when he thought the deficit of the current fiscal year to be 
$28,000,000 stand good afterhis discovery a month later that the 
size of the deticit is $78,000,000. 

The same observation would apply to the President's message 
last December 4, dealing as he said with ‘‘ existing conditions,” 
which in fact have ceased to exist, and prefigur a bill ‘‘on 
the lines herein suggested ” (to wit, in his message), warranted 
by him ‘‘ to produce sufficient revenue to meet the needs of the 
Government,” when those needs were underestimated $50,000,- 
000. Yetthe Wilson bill, framed originally upon the theory sug- 

ested by these high officials in their annual communications to 

ngress, underwent no material change during its progress 
through the House, notwithstanding the altered situation. The 
theory survived its conditions, 

In the face of the prostration of private industries, and in the 
presence of such a paralysis of all general business as the Treas- 
ury deficit attests and peelenan: this bill as framed by its authors 
and as passed by the House sought to double the deficit by dis- 
carding customs revenue and to fill the void with an income tax. 

THE PROTEST OF NEW YORK. 

Against such a scheme—unne , ill-timed, and mischiev- 
ous suddenly sprung upon the country in the hour of its dis- 
tress, un-~Democratic in its nature and socialistic in its tenden- 
cies -I enter thé protest of the people of the State of New York. 
They utterly dissent from any —— to get revenue for the 
General Government by taxing incomes. Their dissent is prac- 
tically unanimous and al ther implacable. 

Neither am I satisfied t the people of the country agree 
with the President ia desiring the undebated change, sudden 
reversal, and complete transformation in the character of our 
Federal taxation, from indirect to direct, involved in the pro- 
posed plan toestablish asort of taxation notnow championed by 
either of the parties who would have to administer it; by all par- 
ties for three-fourths of a century justly believed to be inhibited; 
then after trial in the war stress, denounced by one party and 
discarded Se other party; and found odious throughout the 
Northern States without distinction of party. 

NOT RECOMMENDED BY THE PRESIDENT. 

The recommendation in the President's annual message is 

cited in justification of the proposed tax. It is as follows: 


A measure has been prepared by the appropriate Congressional commit- 
tn eed tune tacit fatices sovtke tat torn which will be 


| 
| 
l 
| 


segetmeksevense taxes, ineh asmall tax upon incomes derived from 
corporate invesiments, * * 
measure IT can not 


It will strike the thoughtful observer familiar with the history 
of the Government as a strange and unusual 
President of the United States should 
of what one of its own committees has been doing im the prepa- 
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ration of a bill. It might be safely assumed that Congress 
already had such information unless the bill had been prepared 
in the executive department and had been submitted to the 
committee concurrently with the transmission of the message 
to Congress. In these latter days the distinctions between the 
functions and prerogatives of the executive department on the 
one hand and the legislative department on the other do not 
seem to be always observed. The truth is that the first infor- 
mation which Congress had of the alleged details of the pro- 
posed bill was in the message itself. 

But the strangest part of this unprecedented proceeding was 
that in fact at the very date of the message, to wit, December 
4, 1893, neither the full Committee of Ways and Means nor the 
Democratic members thereof had agreed upon amy income tax 
or upon other internal taxation. Tho President's information 
was therefore inaccurate as well as premature. 'Chis awkward 
situation was not improved by the President’s expression of his 
“‘ desire for the success of this measure,” being a measure not yet 
perfected, a bill in an inchoate state. 

But aside from any question of impropriety involved in the 
recommendation of a particular measure or of an incomplete 
measure, instead of a general recommendation of tariff reform, 
leaving details to the discretion of Congress, and while conced- 
ing that the President in the first suggestion of a limited income 
tax injected the poison which has now spread until it has de- 
veloped intoa general income tax, nevertheless the latter scheme 
can not find any real justification in the President’s message. 

He does not recommend a general income tax upon all the in- 
come of individuals, but only a tax upon such limited income as 
may be ‘‘ derived from certain corporate investments.” 

NEITHER BY SECRETARY CARLISLE. 

Secretary Carlisle in hisannual report is equally guarded and 
insists upon the same limitation. His report assumed that there 
was no possibility of the adoption of a general income tax such 
as formerly existed, and while apparently conceding the odious 
and inquisitorial character of enh tax and its liability to eva- 
sion, he defends a limited tax upon incomes derived from corpo- 
rate investments, upon the plausible ground that— 

The assessments or returns need not be based upon information ex torted 
by the law from the persons charged with their paym ent, but upon the public 
records and the regular and authentic accouats of the corporations and companies 
in which the investments have been made; and they have the additional 
merit of bsing imposed entirely upon that part of the citizen's income which 
is not earned by his labor or skili, but which in the cases of legacies and suc- 
eessions, is acquired by mere operation of law, or by gratuitious bequests, 
and in the case of incomes from investments in corporations and joint stock 
companies, by the simple earning capacity of his capital as such, without 
personal effort on his part. 

Yet disregarding or exceeding the recommendations of the 
President and the Secretary of the Treasury this bill proposes 
to tax all the income of an individual, whether ‘‘ earned by his 
labor or skill,” or otherwise, and to obtain the necessary infer- 
mation not from an inspection of public records, but from an in- 
vestigation of all his private books and papers. 

A Federal income tax, whether limited as suggested by the 
President and the Secretary of the Treasury or general, as pro- 
vided in this bill, is equally objectionable. 

THE “FRANCHISE” ARGUMENT. 

The argument that a Federal tax upon incomes derived from 

corporate investments may with propriety be imposed, because 
corporations are invested by law with valuable franchises not 
enjoyed by the individual citizen, would have more weight if 
such franchises were usually granted by Federal instead of Stato 
authority. Thereverse is just the fact, however, and while State 
authorities might with much reason upon such ground tax the 
franchisesas well as the earnings and dividends of such corpora- 
tions for the support of their State governments, the Federal 
Government has no particular standing or equities for such pur- 
pose. It is immate to the General Government whether itis 
an individual or a oy vebernae that is in receipt of income, as 
the rightor propriety of taxing such income is no greater inone 
case than in the other, except in the rare instances where the 
corporation — have received its charter through national 
favor. This bill taxes both individual and corporate incomes 
alike. 
In New York a in several or Se a Viton one Ayan 
is imposed upon the earnings of ce n corporations, and an 
income tax, such as is posed in this measure, would dupli- 
cate the taxation al y ee the States to aban- 
don their State taxation. is is a most important and serious 
objection to this feature of the bill. 

New York alone there was last year received from State 
taxation on the capital and earnings of corporations the sum of 
$1,605,047.45, excluding, of course, the taxation of their real es- 
tate and porsonal pee. and any local taxation. Inthesame 
State there was also received last year the sum of $3,071,687.09 
from the State inheritance and gift tax. These taxes from 
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which the State derives these enormous sums could not well be 
maintained or collected without the most extreme hardship in 
the event of the enactment of this bill, which taxes the same 
sources 2 per cent. 

It follows that the State taxes would necessarily have to be 
abandoned, and the amounts heretofore received would have to 
be collected from real estate or in other ways. 
interest in opposition to this feature of the proposed bill can 
thus be appreciated. 

7 THE INJUSTICE NOT MITIGATED. 

Neither is the injustice of the proposed corporate tax miti- 
gated by the fact that it is against corporations rather tha 
against individuals, because, although in form imposed upon 
the corporations, the amount thereof is deducted from the divi- 
dends paid to the individual stockholders, and it is virtually a 
tax upon individuals, for all practical purposes. 

The individual stockholders are not necessarily therich, but 
they usually include all classes, and frequently among them are 
found widows, orphans, trustees, and executors, and persons of 
ordinary means who have invested their all in these corporate 
securities, relying upon their dividends for their support. 

If the suggestion for the taxation of incomes ‘ derived from 
corporate investments” was largely based for its acceptability 
to the people upon the well understood popular prejudice 
against corporations, the proposition has a very weak moral 
support, because after all it is the individual stockholders whose 
dividends would be diminished, and who would be seriously in- 
jured by the proposed tax. 

A Federal tax upon the earnings or dividends of corporations 
is no more defensible than such tax upon the earnings of indi- 
viduals. 

THB TAX TOO LARGD. 

This bill neither follows the recommendations of the Presi- 
dent and the Secretary of the Treasury as to the kind of income 
tax desired nor as to the amount or rate of the tax itself. 

The President aang not to be specific, but cautious, rec- 
ommended simply ‘‘a small tax upon incomes.” The Secretary 
suggested a tax of 1 per cent. The bill repudiates both sugges- 
tions and adopts a tax of 2 per cent on all incomes over $4,000, 
no matter how large the excess may be. 

AN INDEFENSIBLE EXEMPTION, 

This exemption of so much as $4,000 necessarily leads tocon- 
siderable criticism. If an income tax is justifiable at all, itis 
difficult upon theory to defend any exemptions, at least of any 
material amount. Exemptions are merely a matter of govern- 
mental charity or favor, and not a matter of strict right; and 
being in derogation of a general principle, they should not be 
unreasonably enlarged. If incomes are properly taxable, then 
all incomes should be taxed, of whatever amount, taxed propor- 
tionally, without favoritism to any individual orclass. The man 
of moderate means should pay as well as the man of wealth, both 
according to what income they actually receive, no more and no 
less, and no matter what the amount may be, great or small. 
This must be the correct theory of an income tax, if any it has. 

Such a tax being largely of foreign origin and having been 


be expected that the exemptions would follow foreign prece- 
dents. Prussia only tolerates an exemption of $225. 
many the exemption varies from $70 to $600. In Denmark it is 
$215, and in Austria, $113, and in England $750. Yet here tht 
roposed exemption is to be the liberal sum of $4,000, a figure 


large an exemption necessarily creates a numerous class receiv- 
ing a respectable income, twice as much as is ordinarily neces- 
sary to furnish a fair living, who pay no tax whatever. This 
necessarily creates a privileged or exempted class on the one 
hand as against a taxpaying class on the other. 

When real estate is taxed all that the individual owns is taxed 
without the exemption of any part. So with personal property 
aside from a few unimportant exceptions. So with the earnings 
of corporations—all are taxed, or none atall. Thesame principle 
applies to the oleomargarine and the State-bank tax—there are 
no exemptions tolerated. But in the strenuous effort to popular- 
ize this war tax in timeof peace every just principle of taxation 
is either violated or unreasonably extended. 

DAVID A. WELLS'S VIEWs. 


The Hon. David A. Wells, of Connecticut, contributes an able 
and interesting article in the Forum of last month in opposition 
to an income tax. His attitude upon this question may create a 
suspicion of his loyalty to the cause of tariff reform in the minds 
ofa select coterie of overzealous professional reformers with 
which the country is afflicted, but not in the mindsof the Améri- 
can people. Mr. Welis was a sincere and radical friend of reve- 
nue reform many long years before any politician or official 
selfishly sought to monopolize it as his own particular hobby, 


| 
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and his sentiments will carry much weight with thi 


yu “ning men, 
Upon the precise point which I am discussing, he writes as fol- 
lows: 

The authors of the proposed income tax now before Congress clally 
proclaim that the chief objectsought by them in this measure is to transfer 
the burdens of the State fron the shoulders of the poor to those of tha rich. 
It is, therefore, interesting to note where they propose to draw the line in 


respect to charity and as to the amount of property the possesston or en- 


| Joyment of which, in their opinion, constitutes riches 
ifwe assume 5 percent as about the present ann tal average profit on 
money, land, or other property in the United States over and above all 


poco ; aoe : rar alr ; | detriment of the people. 
imported into this country and injected into this bill, it might | pial is searcely denied even by the distinguished Senator from 
ie G | Indiana, and is only attempted to be palliated by the pretense 
n Ger- | 










charges and taxes, then an exemption of 4,000, in an asse lent under a 
ine Xx, Would represent an accumulation, or busins or profession, o! 
the 1e of $80,000. If we take the rate at which the United t 1 bor- 


money, namely, 3 per cent, then an exemption of 4,000 would r 





row 

an accumulation of a citizen invested in United States secur 

And according to any fair interpretation of the action of u ir 
reporting a $4,000 exemption, aci vho is worth less than #80,.000 of ordl- 





33,00) of property invested in United 
of nationalcharity; the above sums rep 
United States botween those who are en- 
as poor and those who are entitled to be considered 


mary property ylelding income, or #1 
States bonds, is a legitimate object 
resenting the dividing line in the 
titjed to be regarded 


rich. Such an assumption finds no precedent in fiscal history. Such an ex- 
emption is unwarranted favoritism to nine-tenths of the well-to-do people 
of the United States, who are abundantly able to pay any just proportion of 
the taxes which the Government finds it necessary to impose for its support. 

No man is a freeman whose industry and capital are subject to exaction 
and from which his immediate competitors are entirely exempt. Equality 
of taxation of all persoas and property brought into open compotition un- 


der like circumstances is necessary to pro luc 
in all production, and im all the enjoymen 
And government, whatever name it may 
mits acts of flagrant spoliation, if it grant 
or less rate of tax from one man than from another man, on account of the 
one owning or having in his possession more or less of the same class of 
property which is subject to the tax. 

If it Were proposed to levy a tax of 2 per cent’on annual incomes below 
$4,000 in amount and exemp? all incomes above this sum, the unequal 
and discriminating character of the exemption would be at once apparent; 
and yet an income tax exempting all incomes below $4,000 is equally unjust® 
and discriminating. In either case the exemption can not be founded or de 
fended on any sound principles of free constitutional rernment, and is 
simply a manifestation of tyrannical power under whatever form of govern- 
ment it may be enforced. The creat republican principle of equality before 
the law and constitutional law itself alike preclude any exemption of in- 
come derived from like property. 


s equality of condition for all, 
3: of life, liberty, and property. 
assume, is a despotism, and com- 
3 08 rempti m Or 6xacts & greater 







I can add nothing to the force of these observations. 
IT IS INQUISITORIAL. 


An income tax is objectionable because from its very nature it 
must be inquisitorial in itsimposition and collection. The senior 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] calls this allegation a 
‘*noisy and resounding charge.” Let me tell him that it is not 
half so noisy as the constant vituperations which we hear on 
every hand from blatant demagogues who are abroad in the land 
loudly inveighing against the wealth of the country and impu- 
dently demanding its confiscation through every means which 
their devilish ingenuity can invent. 

The charge isindeeda‘‘ resounding” one! It washeard years 
ago in France against unjust and arbitrary taxes when Talley- 
rand and others declared that “ every system of taxation which 
necessitates pe sonal and arbitrary inquisitions for its execu- 
tion is inconsistent with the maintenance of afree people.” The 
charge has“ resounded ” all over the world whenever despotisms 
have attempted to enforce similar taxes to the annoyance and 
The charge that thistax is inquisito- 


that other taxes are equally so; but there is no foundation even 


| for this pretense. 


| 


: ‘ | tainable, and its taxation presents no offensive features. 
or which there is no precedent anywhere in the world. So | ; : 


Real estate is open and aboveboard; its value is easily ascer- 
Under 
ordinary laws the assessors have no right to enter and ransack 
your premises. Your home is your castle and it is sacred from 
intrusion. The taxation of personal property presents difficul- 
ties, of course, but visible personalty may be readiiy reached 
without annoyance to the owner. The taxation of corporate 
property is easily effected by general inquiry and an inspection 
of public or other records usually accessible. 

The fact that in a few States of the Union tax laws have been 
adopted which unnecessarily pry into the taxpayers’ private af- 
fairs and are unusually harsh and offensive furnishes no argu- 
ment why they should bs selected as models for the whole United 
States. They are exceptional in their character and should not 
be followed. 

If they are cited to show their acceptability to the people, I 
might, on the other hand, point to the fact that income taxes 
are so distasteful that they have been tolerated in only a very 
limited number of States. 

‘Neither does the circumstance that the Government in the 
collection of our customs duties insists upon the inspection of 
the baggage of passengersentering the country, in order to pre- 
vent frauds upon the revenue—and sometimes searches their 
persons—afford any justification for the enactment of an income 
tax, the collection of which must largely depend upon inquisi- 
torial proceedings. One procedure is necessary and unavoidable, 





=e aE ERIS Siena 





3560 


the other is not. One law is framed principally to reach for- 
eigners and strangers entering the country, while the other 
applies almost entirely to our own citizens. One has the safe 
precedents of centuries to support it, the other is the modern or 
at least the bad invention of monarchical governments. 

A municipality his the right to compel individual vaccination 
in the interest of the public health, but this reasonable and in- 
dispensable exercise of authority would afford no excuse for the 
establishment of an elaborate system for the enforced general 
attendance of public physicians upon individual citizens and 
their families. There is reason in all things, and one necessary 
and proper encroachment upon the absolute personal freedom 
of the citizen should not be made the pretext for other and more 
extensive ones, which are obnoxious to a free people and con- 
sistent only with despotism. 

ITS BAD FEATURES. 

This bill compels the taxpayer, under severe pains and pen- 
alties, to make a return under oath of his income, whereby he 
discloses all his private affairs and business to the agents of the 
Government; and if in theopinion—‘he mere belief—of such agents 
the return is false, fraudulent, or contains any misstatement, 
they may arbitrarily summon the citizen before them with all 
his books and papers, and compel him to submit to examination 
under oath. They may question, cros3-examine, and annoy him 
to their heart's content. There is no limit fixed anywhere. 

The hearing is conducted in secret; there is no tribunal or 
judge to regulate or check them; no one to prevent improper, 

mpertinent, or insulting questions; no one to protect the wit- 

ness in his rights—he refuses to answer at hisperil. Neither is 
that all; they may ‘‘enter into and — his premises,” and pre- 
sumably into the very sanctity of his home to obtain ‘‘ from their 
own view,” as the statute says, any additional information they 
may desire. aie 

All this is to be tolerated and sanctioned by a free people to 
enable the Government in time of peace to extort from a limited 
class engaged in laudable occupations, who, by reason of their 
good fortune, their brains, their enterprise, or their pluck, have 
accumulated a little more of this world’s goods than their fel- 
lows, when other and ample and better sources of revenue are 
always accessible. The provisions of this bill are dangerous in 
theextreme. What temptations they offer; of what abuses they 
are capable; what vast powers they confer! 

These officials of the Government, intrusted with these enor- 
mous powers, would not hold their positions for life or during 

behavior as in European countries where income taxes are 

fostered, but, they would be partisans, subservient and anxious 
to please —removable at pleasure. 

hat opportunities such laws and such officials would afford 

to an unscrupulous administration desiring to assail and injure 

its political adversaries or to build up a personal faction of its 


own! 

This bill also provides for the official supervision of the busi- 
ness of corporations by a all their transactions to be 
spread upon their books and to be open to the inspection at all 
reasonable times of ‘‘any internal-revenue officer or nt.” 
The House bill sought to restrict such inspection so that it 
should only be had whenever necessary for the purpose of veri- 
fying the returns made by such corporations, and at no other 

me, but the Finance Committee, presumably under the lead 
of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES], whose zeal in 
behalf of this tax seems to have outrun his discretion, have 
amended the House bill so as to remove all such restrictions 
and to place the books of such corporations absolutely at the 
disposal of the officials qt ali times. 

ITS POWERS WILL BE ABUSED. 

But it is said that these extraordinary powers and privileges 
may not be abused, and it is also urged that the provisions pun- 
ishing by a fine not qe fey te or by imprisonment not 
exceeding a year, or both, atthe discretion of the court, any offi- 
cial who makes public any information obtained by him in the 
discharge of his duties, are sufficient to prevent disclosures of 
the citizen's business and private affairs. 

ao has demonstrated that such penal provisions af- 
ford little protection te the people. There are statutes which 
forbid the disclosure of the contents of telegrams, but leaks are 
constantly discovered. Grand juries are sworn to secrecy, but 
their proceedings often prematurely reach the public ear. The 
executive sessions of our Senate are secret, but the Sewenn 
generally manage in some mysterious way to find out al 
ought to know. 

ur post-office officials are human and curious, and hence se- 
vere statutes do not prevent frequent complaints of the opening 
of letters. It is evident that the chief reliance of the citizen for 
the secrecy of his business and private affairs must be upon the 
absence of any law, no matter how strict, compelling their dis- 
closure to any one. 
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The ple of this country nearly everywhere enjoy the priv- 
ilege of a secret ballot, but they would regard that privilege as 
abridged and that secrecy as absolutely destroyed if the con- 
tents of their ballot were required to be exhibited to the inspec- 
tors, although such inspectors were sworn to secrecy and a dis- 
closure were made a penal offense. It is immaterial to me how 
Senators, unmindful of the personal rights and liberties of the 
people, may regard the conceded inquisitorial features of this 

ill But it is a satisfaction to know that the best thought 
and the fairest minds of the nation are opposed to them. 

The Supreme Court of the United States, in the case of Boyd 
vs. United States (116 U.S. Rep., 631) expressed its opinion of 
similar legislation in the following vigorous language: 

Any compulsory discovery, by extorting the party’s oath or compelling 
the production of his private books and papers to convict him of a crime or 
to forfeit his property, is contrary to the principles of a free government. 

It is abhorrent to the instincts of an Englishman. It is abhorrent to the 
instincts of an American. It may suit the purposes of despotic power, but 
poe not abide the pure atmosphere of political liberty and personal free- 

I commend thes: patriotic and pertinent utterances to the at- 
tention of the apologists for this bill. 

_ The provisions of this bill violate the spirit of the constitu- 
tional provision which declares that ‘‘ the right of the people to 
be secure in their persons, houses, papers, and effects against 
unreasonable searches and seizures shall not be violated.” 

The appliances of compulsory examination and inspection 
which the bill invokes render its provisions extremely odious 
and antagonize the citizens’ sacred right of privacy. The re- 
cent experiences in South Carolina illustrate the difficulties 
often attending the enforcement of an unpopular law. 

ELEMENTS OF INJUSTICE AND INEQUALITY. 

The public should not be misled into the belief that only those 
whose incomes exceed $4,000 are affected by this bill. That is 
a mistaken idea. 

In the first place, all those having incomes less than $4,000 but 
more than $3,500 are put to the annoyance of making sworn re- 
turns, and they neglect it at their peril. (See section 56.) 

In the second place, it may reasonably be apprehended that 
some portion of the tax paid will reimburse itself by an increase 
of rents where the income was derived from that source. State 
taxes upon land regulate to some extent the amount of the rent 
demanded by the landlord. So poor tenants may be affected in 
some degree as well as rich landlords. The bill seriously af- 
fects the rights and interests, as they have been heretofore en- 
joyed, of building and loan associations throughout the country 
ncorporated under State laws. The Senate amendments donot 
cure the defects complained of. 

The salaries of State, county, and municipal officers are ex- 
empt (necessarily so, as is alleged), while the salaries of faithful 
employés in private employment—their next-door neighbors 
perhaps—are subject to the tax. 

The professional man will feel more keenly the tax upon his 
salary than one whose income is derived from invested property. 

At every point there is an element of injustice and inequality 
which renders an income tax indefensible except as a war tax. 
That portion of the act which provides for a tax upon live- 
stock, wool, butter, cheese, beef, etc., and general productions 
from real estate, “ less the amountexpended in the purchase or 
production of said stock or produce,” and which allows ‘ neces- 
sary expenses actually incurred in carrying on any business, 0c- 
cupation or profession,” to be deducted in estimating the income, 
opens the door for evasions, virtual frauds, fictitious or extrav- 

t expenses, overcharges, and a hundred different means 
whereby the income will be reduced, without actual fraud or 
perjury, and there is no practical remedy. The enforcement of 
the law will descend into a system of favoritism, will lead to 
endless litigations, and the revenues derived will be disappoint- 
~~ IT IS UNDEMOCRATIC AND UNJUST. 

Let me inquire whence came this recent and unnecessary 
clamor for the imposition of an income tax as the policy of the 
Government? Nothing was heard in its behalf on the part of 
either of two great political parties in the campaign of 1892. 
N ither the Republican nor Democratic platform proposed any 
such method of raising revenues. No prominent Democrat or Re- 
publican suggested any such measure. Its approval was limited 
to the platform of the newly formed Populist party, and its ad- 
vocacy was restricted to Populist orators. 

But po sooner was the campaign of 1892 ended than we find it 
seriously proposed by a Democratic Congress to steal the thun- 
der of the Populist party by adopting one of its principles. I 
object to becoming a particeps criminis in any such larceny. 

test tthe Democratic party being made a tail to the 

Popalist te. I deny the right of a Democratic Congress to 

new — es for our y not sanctioned by its repre- 
sentatives in na conven uly assembled. 
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We must look in vain to find a single utterance in favor of the 
scheme of Federal income taxation in any Democratic national 
platform from the organization of the Government down to the 

resent hour. Yet in spite of this record this scheme has been 

jected into a revenue-tariff bill (so called) and the support of 
the measure as a whole is sought to be made the test of our 
Democracy. For one I repudiate any such doctrine and decline 
to recognize any such test. 

The Constitution of the United States may well be invoked in 
this discussion. 

A careful perusal of that instrument shows that its framers 
contemplated that the revenues of the Government should be 
mainly derived from duties upon imports. 

It is true that the power to impose internal taxes and direct 
taxes was conferred upon Congress, together with the power to 
collect import duties, yet it was only the latter field of taxation 
that the States were forbidden to encroach upon. 

Article I, section 10, subdivision 2, of the Constitution, pro- 
vides as follows: 

No State shall, without the consent of the Congress, lay any imposts or 
duties on imports or exports. * * * 

This source of revenue being thus expressly and exclusively 
reserved for the General Government, while all other sources 
were permitted to remain open to the States, it indicates the 
intention of our early statesmen that the needs of the Govern- 
ment should be or were expected to be supplied practically from 
tariff taxation alone. 

From that sole source they have always been supplied during 
all Administrations from the early history of the country, save 
during the war period, with the addition, however, since then 
of internal taxes upon liquors and tobacco (and one or two minor 
articlesor sources), which for exceptional reasons, apparent to all, 
have been approved or tolerated. But aside from these excep- 
tions the policy of the Government has been uniform in favor of 
taxation upon imports rather than internal taxation or direct 
taxes, as a means of supplying the necessary revenues. 

PRESIDENT CLEVELAND ON RECORD. 


President Cleveland in his second annual message in 1886 ap- 
proved this course in the following language: 

It has been the policy of the Government to collect the principal part of 
its revenues by a tax upon imports; and no change in this policy is desirable 

Yet the fact can not be disguised that notwithstanding these 
accumulated evidences of Democratic sentiment, the authors of 
this bill in the House deliberately set themselves at work to 
make extreme reductions, unnecessary changes, and violent al- 
terations in existing tariff rates—rates not warranted by exist- 
ing business conditions and lower than in the Mills bill—for the 
very purpose of creating a necessity for the imposition of a tax 
upon incomes. 

DESIGNED AS A PERMANENT POLICY. 

This proposed tax is not advocated as a temporary expedient; 
there is no limitation fixed to its duration, but it is boldly pro- 
posed as a permanent policy of the Government; its injustice is 
vigorously defended, its discriminations are heartily approved, 
and its illy-concealed sectionalism is unblushingly excused. 

The Ways and Means Committee of the House, as well as the 
House itself and the Senate Finance Committee, refused to fix 
a definite term for the continuance of this tax. 

It is clear thatit was notdesigned for temporary relief merely, 
but if once enacted will stand, like every other portion of the 
bill, until repealed. 

The country should not be deceived upon this subject, nor be 
misled by specious promises of relief not contained in the meas- 
ure itself, nor indulge in the vain hope that if once established 
the clamor for its continuance will soon die out. Thecharacter 
of the speeches made in the House in its favor, the appeals of 
that portion of the press which favor it, and all the reasons 
which are publicly and privately urged for its enactment, pro- 
ceed upon the theory that it ought to become and is intended 
to become a part of our permanent system of Federal taxation. 
That is the goal for which its friends are struggling, and they 
will be satisfied with nothing less. 

The plain issue which we are to meet is indirect versus direct 
taxation. 

Mr. Thomas G. Shearman, of Brooklyn, a theoretical reformer 
and an intelligent and earnest disciple of Mr. Henry George’s 
single-tax theory, as well as an advocate of anincome tax, began 
his able address before the Ways and Means Committee on Oc- 
tober 16 last, as follows: ' 


It is high time that some form of practically direct taxation should be re- | 


sorted to by the Federal Government. 

It should, however, be stated that Mr. Shearman opposed an 
individual income tax, but favored the taxation of incomes from 
certain corporate investments. I have not been informed who, 


— a favored an individual income tax before that com- 
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We do not contend that the system of taxation upon imports 
absolutely prevents all inequality or injustice. It is of course 
| notaperfect system. Equal and exact justice to each individual 

citizen is not possible under any method of taxation likely to ba 
devised. But Federal taxation upon foreign importations —tax- 
ation upon consumption, if you please—indirect taxation imposed 
| upon what you buy and use—is preferable to direct taxation of 
any kind. The fathersof the Republic so regarded it when they 
adopted tariff taxation as the best means for securing Federal 
revenues. They may have been mistaken, and possibly we are 
wiser than they were. 
But it has proved reasonably satisfactory for over a hundred 
years, producing ample revenues for the national necessities, ex- 
cept during the crisis of war,and no political party has ventured 
openly to declare for its total abandonment, and to propose di- 
rect taxes in place thereof. It answers a twofold purpose, to 
wit: First, the direct or principal purpose of providing reve- 
nue; second, the indirect or incidental purpose of protecting 
home producers, manufacturers, and laborers from ruinous for- 
eign competition. 
Revenue is the primary object of a tariff, and allelse is merely 
secondary or incidental thereto. 
I do not propose at this time to discuss the difference or the 
merits of the two policies arising out of tariff taxation, to wit, 
a tariff for revenue and a tariff for protection, the one the Dem- 
ocratic, the other the Republican policy. These points of dis- 
pute I am not now considering, but expect to do so ata future 
day. 
The point which I am now endeavoring to make is that under 
tariff taxation in general, ample revenues have not only been de- 
rived, but at the same time the industries of the country have 
augmented, manufactures have prospered, workingmen have 
| found remunerative employment, labor has been properly 
| Shielded from foreign competition, and the best and highest in- 

terests of the whole country have been subserved; many of which 
| beneficent results would have been impossible under any sys- 
| tem of internal or direct taxation. : 

In fact, Iam here to declare my belief that the complete sub- 
stitution of internal, direct, or income taxes for tariff taxes 
would prove utterly ruinous to the business interests of this 
country under existing conditions abroad. A partial substitu- 
tion at this time would be proportionately disastrous. 

This bill proposes a suicidal policy when it seeks by its ex- 
treme provisions to discard numerous reasonable tariff duties 
and thereby imperil many industries and create a deficiency in 
necessary revenues, aoe for the purpose of affording an op- 

rtunity or excuse for the substitutionof anincometax. There 
is an ample field for genuine tariff reform without a resort to 
such an unwise and dangerous experiment. Innumerable re- 
ductionsin existing rates—reasonable and necessary reductions— 
are perfectly feasible, such as will not create any further defi- 
ciency nor jeopard a single industry. 

WHAT IT MEANS. 


The substitution of internal or direct taxes for custom-house 
taxation, means the reduction of the wages of American work- 
men to the European standards. It means the degradation of 
American labor; it means the deprivation to our workmen of the 
comforts and luxuries of life to which they have been accus- 
tomed. 

Deny it or disguise it as we may, no other result is possible 

under existing European conditions. It is a self-evident prop- 
osition that well-paid labor can not successfully compete with 
underpaid labor. In Europe wages sre low and labor is de- 
graded; in America wages are high and labor is prosperous, 
| elevatéd, and dignified. The General Government being vested 
with the exclusive power of custom-house taxation and the 
States being prohibited from resorting to it, the Government 
should exhaust that field before intrenching upon others. 

Let me not be misunderstood. Not one dollar of tariff taxa- 
tion should be imposed except what is necessary for the needs 
of the Government, economically administered; but whatever 
those needs are, the necessary revenues therefor should be sup- 
plied from tariff taxation and thatalone, save and except the taxes 
upon liquors, oleomargarine, and tobacco, to which the country 
has long been accustomed, and which for obvious reasons need 
| not be disturbed. 

Such a policy is a reasonably consistent one, and should be 
| continued. It would be manifestly unfair tothe States todiver- 
| sify Federal taxation. It is nowcondensed, simplified, and prac- 
tically exclusive, and should remain so. 

IT DUPLICATES TAXATION. 

A Federal income tax involves multiple taxation in several 

States, where State income taxes already exist. This bill also 
roposes to tax the dividends of corporations and gifts and in- 
eritances, which are already taxed under State laws in New 
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York and many other States, thereby compelling such States to serving the purpose, or best serving the purpose, of a pivot for 


either abandon such form of taxation altogether or to enforce 
and sanction what would clearly be oppressive taxation. The 
duplication of taxes is always objectionable. 

The threadbare argument is urged that wealth escapes taxa- 
tion and that it can best be reached through an income tax. If 


this be true it does not necessarily require a /ederal/ income tax. | 


Let those States where wealth is believed to be insufficiently 
taxed reach that wealth through State income taxes or any 
other methods which their ingenuity can suggest, and no one 
outside of those States will be heard to objeet. Surely States 
which refuse to apply the means within their power to equalize, 
diminish, or render more equitable their own State and local 
taxation ought not to ask the assistance of the General Govern- 
ment to relieve them. 

State and local taxation rather than Federal taxation com- 
pees the principal burden of our taxpayers, and to each State 

conceded the right to frame and execute its own tax laws, 
whereby it can compel the wealth within its own borders to con- 
tribute whatever share of taxation it may determine in its dis- 
cretion to be proper. 

This is all that any State can reasonably ask. Certainly no 
State can consistently demand that its own prerogatives shall be 
encroached upon and its own revenues imperiled by the General 
Government in order that the State’s own wealth may not escape 
taxation. 

PEDBRAL VERSUS STATE AND LOCAL TAXATION, 

The records of the Census Bureau show that in 1890 the State, 
county, and local taxation of the several States of the Union 
amounted in the aggregate to $470,476,927. The total Federal 
taxation (ord nary expenditures) for the last completed fiseal 
year (1893) only amounted to $383,477,954.49, and including ex- 
treordinary expenditures amounted to $461,916,561.94. Of this 
last sum only $205,355,016.73 were realized from customs. It is 
the custom-house taxation particularly which the friends of di- 
rect Federal taxation claim is not d opens. by the people, 
and is so burdensome to the poor man; and yet such taxation is 
not equal to one-half of the State and local taxation. 


WHAT STATES WILL PAY THE TAX. 


From 1863 to 1873 the former income tax extorted from the 
poopie an aggregate sum of $347,220,897.86. Of this sum the 
tern States paid 18 per cent, the Middle Stutes 53 per cent, 
and together they — Pi per cent. New Yorkalone paid 3. per 
cent. It has not n claimed that these percentages will be 
materially changed if this bill becomes a law. . 

These figures speak louder than words. They are significant 
of the selfish purposes of thjs bill, the real motives behind it, 
and the source or section from which the votes necessary for its 
passage are expected to be secured. . 

Further comment becomes unnecessary. I will only add that 
Iam not ashamed of the faet—on the contrary, I am proud of 
the fact—that New York is the wealthiest State in our Union; 
but I protest that this circumstance should not make her citi- 
zens the target of every vicious scheme which discriminates 
against her interests, especially that the blow should not be 
struck by those political friends who have never appealed to 
her in vain when they have needed evidences of her friendship. 

A STEP TOWARD SOCIALISM. 

It is charged against the friends of a Federal income tax that 
they are artfully driving in the thin edge of a wedge to effect a 
forced redistribution of ee 

Toward such a purpose, were it fixed in the minds of a major- 
ity of voters, the efficiency of every kind of an income tax is un- 
deniable, whether spelied: in State laws to the profit of classes, 
or in a Federal law to the ee of sections. : 

I feel bound to concede that the sincere object of the great 
body of the friends of a Federal tax on incomes is not an experi- 
ment in socialism, is not a swift political suicide, but is the 
straightforward furtherance, after great discouragement and 

delay—the furtherance of tariff reform. 

e choice of a pivot for tariff reform in this bill responds to 
the firm tenacity of the people for relief, but not wise y- The 
choice follows, to be sure, a notable British precedent, but that 

ent is quite irrelevant for America, where Federal and 
tate taxes J gm y no analogy to the foreign agglomeration of 
imperial and local 


taxation. 

British Kingdom is strain to-day in the pangs of de- 
centralization. A Federal income would lay in the United 
States the great corner stone of future centralization. The 
choice of some pivot of tariff reform in the United States—that 


is, obtaining revenue from one source in order to discard revenue 
a ee — er Oe 
chosen re expediency. choice may have been 

ake Great Britain. An or different choice in 


identical 
the United States uceds to be shown expedient here. Alone 


tariff reform, must be the test of expediency for an income tax 
in the United States, even by those who deem it an inoffensive 
and lawful Federal tax. 

It is obviously inexpedient, if unnecessary. Evidence that it 
is unnecessary for the purpose of its friends has been and is now 
offered to their consideration. 

THE ENGLISH PRECEDENT. 

Praises of an income tax which are quoted in the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD from British books will be found upon inspee- 
tion to be relative to the demerit of the discarded taxes. Mr. 
Gladstone himself desired to renounce the income tax after it 
had served its turn, conceding thus its injustice and inequality. 

I do not misstate his position. The following letter written 
by him in 1892 to a London newspaper explains itself: 

GLADSTONE’S OPINLON OF THE INCOME TAX. 
[From the London Pall Mali Gazette. ] 

Iam not aware of any practicable method of reforming the inequalities 

and injustices of the incomes tax. For this reason, I with my colleagues pro- 


posed its abolition in 1874; but the country decided otherwise. 
W. E. GLADSTONE. 


JANUARY, 1892. 

That statesman’s act praises good tariff taxation over bad tariff 
taxation, and over income taxation, too. The United States can 
find, upon reflection, a better pivot of tariff reform, and onewhich 
will not need to be renounced for its own demerits. Praises of 
an income tax and theoretical arguments for it, quoted in the 
RECORD from the British treatises of political economy, will be 
found to rest on the assumption that it be the sole and single 
tax—that it be the exclusive means of defraying government 
expense, from the highest imperial to the lowest police fune- 
tions, and that it tolerate no exemptions. 

All such quoted arguments are obviously irrelevanthere. No 
British statesman of rank, so far as I know, differs from Mr. 
Gladstone’s opinion that, as a supplementary tax, the income 
tax in Great Britain, where upon constitutional grounds it is 
eligible, it is as indefensible as it is odious in time of peace, and 
that there it must find its only warrant in the necessities of 
war. 

No American statesman of rank, except Mr. Cleveland, has 
deemed it eligible, since our war experience ef an income tax 
made manifest that here too, in the Northern States, it was gen- 
erally odious. It is a novelty in American politics to make its 
conclusions and procedures deliberately offensive. It is like 
making religion immoral and urbanity noisy, in order to com- 
mend and propagate them. 

IT VIOLATES STATE RIGHTS. 


No such Federal aggrandizement was ever projected—no such 
insidious and deadly assault upon State rights, State powers, and 
State independence, as a Federal income tax. 

Mr. Calhoun would have thought it wasted breath to discuss 
the Autonomy of States or the limits of their sovereignty under 
an income tax put up and put down by the Congress in Washing- 
ton. 

Praises of an income tax on the ground that it reaches accu- 
mulated wealth assume that such wealth goes untaxed unless 
reached by Federallaws. The assumption is absurd. 

Arguments for a Federal income tax drawn from the existence 
of State taxes on incomes admit that accumulated wealth is 
reached without Federal laws and confess incroachment upon 
State sources of revenue. 

Accumulated wealth looms up large in the imagination of the 
foreign socialist. Hisestimate of individual fortunes, published 
in New York newspapers, is always absurdly excessive. His 
moral quality is frankly betrayed in his constant preoccupation 
with the least noble possession of his fellow-creatures. 

A better point of view for the American legislator is the fact 
that the total realized material wealth of the human race is 
oo by the best economists at less than four times its an- 
n consumption. Every step of progress destroys wealth to 
recreate more. Old printing presses, old cotton-mill machines 
are worthless. 

The constant personal redistribution of realized accumulated 
wealth is a commonplace of the moralists. But its physical and 
economical redistribution is even more swift and general. It 
can not taxation in the ceaseless consumption and repro- 
duction which are the condition of its continuing to be wealth. 

THE HOUSE ARGUMENTS. 

To these income-tax arguments sifted from the debate in the 
House, I pay the respect of refutation, because of my entire sym- 
pathy with the tenacious pur to advance tax reform, which 
is ostensibly behind them. But I must also beg permission very 


to warn the devoted champions of every Democratic 
to neglect ote constitutiona. and economic 
e) convictions of Northern 

ion of the present Exec- 


not 
which are deep-seated in the 1} 
Democrats, merely because of the om 
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utive to wholly share, remember, or represent them. No hon- 
est and clear-headed man can possibly define adirect tax in terms 


which shall be capable to exclude any sort of income tax from | 


the eireumseription of the definition. 

Nobody ever had a doubt before the war that the constitu- 
tional inhibition, upon that ground alone, was peremptory and 
conclusive. I do not quarrel with the decision of the Supreme 
Court in the Springer case; but the doctrine may hereafter be 
repudiated by the present court. Such things have happened 
before. 

The income tax proposed by the President, or that incorpo- 
rated in the House bill, or any other sort of Federal income tax, 
is unsuitable for apportionmentamong the several Statesaccord- 
ing to the census of their populations; and neither pretends to 
be uniform, applied to all the net income of each and every citi- 
zen, nor can be. Direet taxation, by definition, making argu- 
ment superfluous, is taxation not shifted, distributed, and divided 
by repercussion. 


A single tax on land has enlightened advocates on the ground | 
that it would be distributed, divided, and repercussed with free- | 
dom and therefore with equity; that being advanced by the oc- | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Od 


the toesin of that revolution in the black midnight f 
general slaughter-day of all private incomes. 


> 
THE FOREIGN PRECSZDENTS. 3 
The State Department through our consuls in Europe has made 
a collection of income-tax laws—every hideous octop t is 


sucking out the life-blood of the people of Europe to su; 
navies and war armies—and fetches them over for model « 
ples to this land of liberty, this continent of industrial p 
it models, fine examples! The 


I y have taught the draftsmen of 
this bill one lesson too many. They have taught the draftsmen 


| of this bill with just what form of words to constitute a class of 
official highwaymen for blackmailing or plundering every man 
of property in the United States. Isthatharsh? ThenI say that 
were the teachers angels and the pupils better than the best of 
men, no form of words their wit could contrive would fail of 
spawning just that infamy. It is inherent, intrinsic; it sticks 
in the very nature of any Federal income-tax law whate 
JEFFERSON'S SENTIMENTS. 
Jefferson's Fontainebleau letter has been quoted in this dis- 


cussion. That letter was written on the eve of the Freneh Rev- 


cupier of the land it would be distributed according to the use | olution. It was written in the presence of those awful social 
of the land, which use is variable while universal—thus resem- | wrongs and the political inequality, injustice, and oppression 
bling in this point a tax on sugar, for example, which being ad- | from which that historic convulsion ensued. Itis actually quoted 
ranced by the importer, would be distributed according to con- | as helpful authority by men favoring an income tax, inacentury, 
sumption—another form of use, variable while universal. | a hemisphere, and a state where exists not one of all the affect- 

Direct taxation, on the other hand, of which the poll tax and | ing circumstances that Jefferson's kind heart grieved over, and 
the tax on all incomes atone per centage are perfect illustrations, | his philosophie mind scanned all the darkening sky for peaceful 


is like an acid which musi eat where it falls. 


Arguments for an income tax assert moreover that Congress | 


is empowered to apply a rule of inequality and a principle of in- 
justice in order to distribute the rewards of industry and thrift 
otherwise than they are distributed among men acting with in- 
dividual freedom under equal laws. 
Congress has not yet been cited. But if such a grant of power, 
after long litigation were found there, or after the long process 
of constitutional amendment were put there, nevertheless the 
test first to be applied just now in the search for sources of rev- 
enue would preclude income taxation. 

It is not the most immediate and most adequate remedy for 
the existing lack of revenues and would not aid the revival of 
our prostrate industries. 
It jeopards genuine tariff reform for another decade. 

AN UNWISE COURSE. 


much in other ways; to ‘‘embody tariff reform” as the Presi- 


dent imagined himself to be doing in his scheme to substitute | 


direct taxes for the tariff taxes which were to be reformed: to 


one group at a time, the worst first and each upon its own de- 
merits; to disturb and distress as many business men as possi- 
ble and all at once, instead of few at a time, isnot a programme 
perfectly matured and suited to conduct the policy and princi- 


‘iff reform unimpaired through a period of general | ->, : - 
ple of tax : id I tof generat | from the traditions and habits of thought of the Old World was 


| so complete that the Declaration of Independence ratified an old 


business prostration, public deficit, and private bankruptcy. 
For my own part, as a Democrat, I prefer indirect taxation 
and tariff reform above direct taxes and tariff extinction. I pre- 
fer taxing fore ign products rather than taxing home products. 
I follow Jefferson in regarding even the species of indirect taxa- 
tion on home products by internal revenue war taxes as not good 
to be extended and the first to be rid of when their need is 
t. 
In the language of the Democratic national platform of 1884: 
From the foundution of this Government taxes collected at the custom- 
house have been the chief source of Federal revenue. Such they must con- 
tinue to be. 
In the language of the New York Chamber of Commerce, Jan- 
uary 12, 1894: 
The Chamber of Commerese * * * believe without distinction of party 
Mnes * * * thatin addition to an internal-reventie tax now in force, the 


mecessary expenses of the Government should be collected through the cus- 
tom-house. 


The President’s proposal to invert the method of our Federal 
taxation runs precisely counter to the principle and the practice 
preferred by the founders of our Republic, and to which after 
every aberration the apostles of Democracy have led the re- 
turn. But were all this otherwise, nevertheless, I would first 
and foremost consider how to add sufficient revenue best and 
soonest. 

I would remember the captains of industry. I would remem- 
ber the breadwinners. And if our Federal revenues, bottomed 
heretofore upon customs duties on foreign products, were here- 
after to be bottomed upon taxes on home products and a few in- 
comes, I could never counsel a President or a Congress to sound 


Such a grant of power to | 


Itis not the best pivot of tariff reform. | 


| periment of individual freedom should go on. 





| methods to relieve. 


The Fontainebleau letter reveals him anew in those power- 
ful yet winning traits which make his life and character the ad- 
miration of every American. Indeed the most impressive ar- 
gument against an American income tax is foreshadowed from 
his thrilling page. It isa fit “ prologue to the swelling act of 
the imperial theme” of the great inaugural address. 

OUR AMERICAN PRINCIPLES OF GOVERNMENT 

The United States of Awerica have hitherto received and are 

now receiving from the best races of other States, nations, and 


| empires, the tribute of a surpassing praise, without precedent 


in history—the praiseof the desire of their young men and young 
women to assimilate their lives to ours, and their children’s 
blood with the blood of our children, the praise of their desire 
to escape the burdens of past and future wars and be at peace, 


| the praise of their desire to escape from the inequalities of priv- 
To double the deficit of $78,000,000 by way of ending it; to dis- | 


card $76,000,000 of annual revenue in order to collect twice as | 04S, hierarchies, classes, and castes, political, ecclesiastical, or 


ilege to an equality of rights, from European thrones, domina- 


social, to an American individual liberty and civil equality, to 
our forms of government, founded upon popular elections, ex- 
pressed in written constitutions, embodied in a permanent union 


reconstruct all the schedules instead of amending or discarding | ®! Permanent States. 


[It may be impracticable that our distinctively American ex- 
Its novelty, as 
known by experience to the earlier immigration, can hardly be 


| expected to receive full appreciation even from the most in- 


telligent immigrants of the present generation. Our separation 


fact rather than accomplished a new fact. The Constitution of 
the United States confirmed us in the possession of that inde- 
pendent tradition and a complete individual freedom. 

The States which it united, the Federal Government which 
it established, are chiefly remarkable for their inhibitions of 
power, for their limitation of granted powers, for the strength 
and multiplicity of their safeguards of individualfreedom. ‘he 
sovereignty of the people, incontestible, possessed, fresh like 
the dew of morning in the beginning of our day and not like the 
dust and sweat of centuries of strife, was here first asserted and 
made manifest throughout the whole area of its jurisdiction, in 
its reservations and self-denials, in those limits set to its control, 
in those fortified safeguards of civil equality and individual lib- 
erty. 

Porkege it isa dream that such a paradise as we have pos- 
sessed could be secure from change. The pick of the foremost 
races of mankind still are streaming hither, but now they bring 
another tradition. They come from that groupof crowded, con- 
tiguous armed camps called Europes. They have not had train- 
ing for generations in self-government. Some few have had a 
little training in getting possession of large governmental pow- 
ers, existing and long used in disregard of popular rights. 
They have not had the habitude of popular sovereignty uncon- 
tested, popular rights enjoyed like air and water; they have not 
lived in civil equality and individual liberty like ours, guarded 
with eternal vigilanceagainst the very governments our f 
hands and our own have made, and put bounds to, and unwea- 
riedly repressed. 
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Across the water, among European peoples, human freedom 
enlarges, if it is enlarging, slowly. Out of armed camps not 
et has grown a civil polity which refuses powers to the state 
n order to guard freedom for the man, State powersgrow. If 
individual freedom anywhere is broadening there, its growth is 
subject to an inheritance from which we completely at one 
stroke escaped, and to hazards hitherto unknown by us. The 
growth of human freedom in Europe is subject to hazards from 
extensive, minute, searching, inquisitorial governmental pow- 
ers, existing, organized, and predominant. 

It is that sort of an inheritance, not our New World sort, 
which the peoples of Europe are called to administer, as one by 
one, after long wrestling with intermarried dynasties, through 
wars and revolutions, they succeed to the substance of sover- 
eignty. Interferences with individual freedom are customary, 
and breed their own tradition. The governments are of mili- 
tant and not industrial pattern. Their machinery is organized 
for repression; has had interference and control for means and 
end. That which was and is the interest of monarchies and 
aristocracies, in becoming the inheritance becomes the tempta- 
tion and the hazard of their democracies. 

THE WEAPON OF MONARCHIES. 

Taxation of all sorts, taxation at every turn, taxation upon in- 
comes, with all the necessary bureaucracy, machinery, and in- 
quisition, aas ne been the appropriate and most perfected in- 
strument with which European governments have multiplied 
their functions and peer their supervision, their control, 
their repression of the people’s doings. While the founders of 
our democratic Republic, hiding the taxgatherers in a few sea- 
board custom-houses, bade them remember they were the peo- 
ple’s servants and stick to an inoffensive obscurity, the tax- 
gatherers of Europe became a fat official class, leaders of the 
an society, parasites, pupils, and servants to every occupant of 
a throne. 

The leaders of the democracies who are approaching sover- 
eignty slowly and clutching for the handle of every power whose 
edge they have felt, dreading the reaction that has followed con- 
fiscation of privileged estates, perceive, or think they see, in the 
taxation of incomes a safer and attractive weapon of redress. In- 
stead of the settled supremacy here of man versus the state, 
there we see survivals of an earlier, almost a barbaric, phase of 
human progress, and the war of a class—the poor and the un- 
privileged—to capture the state in order to make reprisals upon 
another class, the privileged and the rich. 

Taxation is even the favorite organ of more advanced Euro- 
peans who would bottle into the political and corporate struc- 
tures of society those innumerable limitless fountains of social 
beneficence which here have found their widest, deepest flow 
through free lives from the free hearts of free men. So it hap- 
pens that local troubles and a passing rm of thesecular prog- 
ress of Democracy in the Old World take on the aspect of 
socialism, whereas in this new world of United States our de- 
mocracy has always been freedom. 

OUR EUROPEAN ADVISERS. 

The nonmigrating European feels a parental superiority and 
duty toward us. Euro rofessors announce to American 
professors, who publish and believe it, the birth of a brand new 
political economy for universal ane From the midst 
of their armed camps between the ube and the Rhine, the 
professors with their books, the socialists with their schemes, 
the anarchists with their bombs, are all instructing the people 
of the United States in the organization of society, the doc- 
trines of democracy, and the principles of taxation. Little 
squads of anarchists, communists, and socialists cross the ocean 
and would have us learn of them. No wonder, if their preach- 
~ can find ears in the White House. 

neditor residing in Europe, of Hungarian birth, in his New 
York ewe vocates an income tax designed ultimately 
to put upon nine States between Cape Cod and the Mississippi 
77 per cent, and upon New York alone 30 per cent of the ex- 
nses of the Federal Government. 

That taxation of incomes in the United States would be sec- 
tional and class taxation is precisely why it commends itself to 
some men of the European tradition. Their advocacy is sincere, 
and has one small excuse, that through our own stupidity and 
negligence some parts of our tariff schedules have been shaped 
to enrich a few Carnegies with texts for sermons on triumphant 
democracy and the best use of wealth. : 

If McKinleyism is socialism for the benefit of the rich, and in- 
come taxing is socialism for the benefit of the poor, no true 
American Democrat will look to the hair of the dog to cure his 
bite. American Democrats will reject socialism of both kinds. 

THE AGGRANDIZEMENT OF GOVERNMENTS. 

It is not to be overlooked, moreover, that the chief cost of our 

war of secession is accruing now, not so much in the pension list 
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es in the usual war expansions and war aggrandizements of gov- 
ernmental power first usurped in the name of patriotic neces- 
sity, defended in the unrighteous decisions of courts, unrenounced 
by Congress, and tolerated because customary by the people. 

Yet if all the expense of the Federal Government could be as- 
sessed upon the income of two hundred and fifty multimillion- 
aires who would never know the difference, and if all their for- 
tunes had been acquired otherwise than by free competition un- 
der equal laws, there could be no compensation for wrecking 
our American experiment of individual freedom by giving to 
the officers and taxgatherers of the Federal Government con- 
tact with the contracts, business, or property of individuals 
within the States. 

In the official class our fathers saw the natural magnifiers of 
government and expanders of its functional areas. They es- 
chewed its systematic domination and espionage. They gave 
the Federal taxgatherers no mission to draw up all things to a 
central head atthis Capitol. They virtually dissolved that Old 
World institution, the standing army of tithe-takers. They es- 
chewed direct taxes to punish thrift and penalize prosperity. 
They derived the revenues of the Federal Government from 
taxes levied at the seaboard upon things of foreign origin 
brought forconsumption here. Thusavoiding every ~ of du- 
_— or overlapping taxation, they left to the undiminished 

tate, city, county, neighborhood authority, also undiminished 
all the great sources of revenue. 

Europeanizing this America, the lovely cynosure of nations, 
would soon make it worth no man’s while to climb the sea wall 
of our paradise. Its natural, almost unavoidable, invasion by 
foreign traditions, unfamiliar to our vital air of perfect liberty, 
is already great, continuous, increasing. While we welcome 
the immigrant, let us keep safe the inestimable though unvalued 
jewel of our great state. If we owe that which is unique in our 
American freedom to that which is unique in the partition, the 
limitation, the inhibition of government powers, let us now stand 
fast for the confines of that sovereignty ‘‘ within whose circuit 
is Elysium.” 

THE PRACTICAL QUESTIONS. 


The House bill created a deficiency in the revenues necessary 
for the Government. 

It then became the duty of the Senate Finance Committee to 
supply that deficiency, which they proceeded to discharge. 
What were the questions which presented themselves to that 
committee at the outset of their endeavors and which now con- 
front this Senate in its final action? 

I conceive them to be these: 

What imported articles, if tariffed, will best and soonest end 
the growing Treasury deficit, and so remove a chief hindrance 
to the release of capital and employ of labor? Can one or more 
be found from which revenue will be immediate, continuous, 
sufficient, of unquestioned legality so as not to be delayed = 
years of strife in the courts, of use and distribution universal, 
possible, so that the burden may be least felt? Can the revenue 
therefrom be collected in the lump at the seaboard, and final 
payment made by 66,000,000 consumers at the most convenient 
time and way, namely, just before consumption in a small addi- 
tion to its price? 

Can the whole addition to the price of the tariffed article be- 

ond its price if not tariffed, being all the tax, go to the Federal 

reasury, without abatement, stop the growing deficit and re- 
lease the deadlock of our industrial energies? I would hazard 
no steps in the mere revision of taxation except secure and solid 
steps, each one justified by the result of the previous step, and 
accompanied every one by the confidence of the mass of the peo- 

le instead of by their dread and fear. If my counsels were 
heeled I would garprise and satisfy the country by the conser- 
vatism of our progress in revenue reform. The McKinley bill 
lost the country to our opponents by its extreme features in one 
direction, and we should avoid the opposite extreme. 


TAX ON CONSUMPTION. 


‘Tax on consumption” is another current phrase that shuts off 
light. It puts blinders on men and prevents their seeing how 
many considerations should have weight in choosing a tariff 
tax, and that if a tax be a tax on consumption, thatis no reason 
for rejecting it, even if there were twenty good reasons for re- 
jecting it on other grounds. 

All tariff taxes, and ninety-hundredths of all possible internal- 
revenue taxes, are taxes on consumption. The time of consump- 
tion varies. An anchor take twenty years—an orange two 
minutes. Just as the correlative of bu is selling, justas the 
counterpart of money is commodity, so the correlative of con- 
sumption is production, and in enon of these two correlatives is 
the other's being, end, and aim. It is to consume that we pro- 
duce; it is to produce that we consume. Neither process can be 

; yet a man live, or a state, or the race. 
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Whereabouts in the eternal round shall we tap for taxation? 

How plain it is now, when a mere phrase no longer shuts off 
vision, that for purposes of taxation toward the public expense 
and general welfare, consumption should be tapped and not pro- 
duction. Increased production of whatever is good and neces- 
sary for consumption is palpably everybody’s interest. Other 
things being equal, price falls as production increases, making 
consumption less costly. Wantsare satisfied by production, and 
nobody can contract himself out of everybody’s similar interest 
in its increase. 

But there is no such universal and similar interest of every- 
body in anybody's consumption. Thatis the individual’s affair, 
and his consumption offers the least injurious point of taxation 
for him in every individual case. Another merit of taxes on 
consumption is that they are surmounted in detail, and paid 
at the will of the consumer in the enhancement of price. If 
noted, they are self-assessed, with the least inconvenience at the 
best time, in the smallest sum; or they are declined and avoided 
without illegality. 

If athing were homogeneous, and its consumption were univer- 
sal, if its bulk were considerable but its cost small, such qualities 
combined would make that thing the most perfect distributor, 
through voluntary consumption. of an equitable taxation. Assur- 
edly in our Federal Government we may well regard a distribu- 
tive equality as the best character of its taxation, leaving to 
State, municipal, and local taxation exemptions of burdens which, 
as varying from the general mass of our citizensbip and prop- 
erty, or for reasons apart from revenue, or for considerations 
other than common and equal toall, local authorities with local 
knowledge and closer watch-care for any exceptional purpose 
may impose. 

THE HOUSE VERSUS THE SENATE. 

The Finance Committee, in their effort to modify the House 
bill so as to realize a sufficiency rather than a deficiency of rev- 
enue, selected sugar as one of such articles deemed proper for 
tariff taxation, and provided for a moderate duty thereon. Ido 
notquestion the wisdom of their ie action. But such con- 
clusion should have been fo llowed by an elimination of the in- 
come tax rendered doubly unnecessary by the imposition of a 
sugar duty. : 

It is difficult to reconcile the House bill with correct princi- 
ples of revenue reform or with the previously expressed senti- 
ments of some of its authors. The cultured chairman of the 
Waysand Means Committee [Mr. WILSON] in his article pub- 
lished in the North American Review of January last, criticising 
the McKinley bill, said as follows: 


Raw sugars were our chief pee me pat yey | articles on the customs 
list, and so it (the McKinley law) wiped out the duties upon them with the 
virtuous cry of ‘“‘afree breakfast table for the workingmen.’’ Both these 
taxes (tobacco and sugar) were in a just and proper sense revenue taxes. The to- 
bacco tax should not have been touched, because it went directly into the 
Treasury from the pocket of the taxpayer and was burécnsome upon no one. 
The sugar tax might very properly have been reduced, but should not have 
been entirely abolished, because of all the items in the tariff it carried the 
largest proportionate amount of what the people paid into the Treasury. 


Yet the House bill which bears Mr. WILSON’s honored name | 


actually followed the McKinley bill in rejecting a duty upon raw 
sugars. 

n that same article Mr. WILSON mildly advocated a corporate 
income tax, but did not favor an individual income tax. In 
speaking of the latter he admitted that it would be “universally 
evaded” and ‘‘easily lend itself to fraud, concealment, and per- 
jury,” and its administration would be ‘** necessarily accompanied 

y some exasperating and some demoralizing incidents.” He 


favored a corporate income tax because ‘“‘such a tax would not be | 


a tax upon individual thrift, energy, or enterprise, but in the main 
upon the earnings of invested capital.” 

Mr. WILSON, in hiseloquent speech in the House on February 
1 last, admitted that he ‘‘ had some doubt as to the expediency 


of a personal income tax at this time,” and expressly stated that | 
he “did not concur in the policy of attaching an income tax to 


the tariff bill.” 


Yet in spite of his own personal judgment and evidently sin- | 


cere protestations, an individual income tax, which taxed not 
only “invested capital” but also ‘individual thrift, energy, 
and enterprise”—was actually attached to this tariff bill, and 


Mr. WILSON was persuaded to support it. 
NO CLASS SHOULD PAY ALL THE TAXES. 

I have no patience with the demagogic clamor which is con- 
stantly demanding that the rich shail pay all the taxes. 

Those who thoughtlessly repeat this cry need to be reminded 
that this Government is not aplutocracy, but a Republic. Here 
manhood suffrage almost universally prevails, and property 
qualifications for political positionsof honor and trust are nearly 
everywhere prohibited. e highest positions in the land are 


open to the aspirations of the rest and most obscure youth 
anywhere to be found. - . 


1894. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


~~ 
3965 
It is fitting that it should be so. But the poor man who owns 
no real estate or personal property pays nothing directly toward 
State, county, or municipal taxation—nothing toward the free 
schools which his children attend, nothing toward the mainte- 
nance of the highways over which he travels, nothing toward the 
expenses of the courts where his rights are vindicated and his 
wrongs redressed, nothing for lighted streets, police protection, 
public hospitals, jails, or almshouses, and nothing for the church 
at which he worships, because here we have no established re- 
ligion; and if it were not for custom-house tixation—taxation 
upon consumption—he would pay not a farthing toward the 
| support of the Government which protects him and under which 
| he enjoys the blessings and privileges of a free and independent 
| citizen. 
Itis through this much-abused system of tariff taxation— much 
| abused by its enemies, and misused or carried to extremes some- 
times by its friends—that we areenabled to equalizesomewhat the 


burdens of government. It may be safely asserted as an equitable 
principle, involving no hardship to anyone, that citizens with- 
out ownership of real estate or taxable personal property, con- 
stituting the most numerous ciass in every community, and who 
pay no State or local taxes, ought tocontribute something toward 
the expenses of the General Government under which they live; 
and to enforce the performance of such patriotic obligation the 
system of indirect taxation based on duties upon foreign imports 
affords the least offensive method. 

If the contention that the rich should pay all the taxes and 
the poor be exempted therefrom is well founded, then it may 
well be urged that the rich should monopolize the suffrages and 
offices of the country. 

The very fact that every citizen is obliged to contribute some- 

| thing, no matter how little, toward the expenses of govern- 
ment, whether he owns property or not, fortifies his right to the 
elective franchise and augments his claim for political prefer- 
ment. He should regard it as a privilege conferred upon him, 
a shield against political ostracism; it increases his dignity and 
influence; and he naturally takes a keener interest in public af- 
fairs. The true welfare of the community is subserved by this 
system of indiregt taxation which reaches all, but oppresse S 
none. 

I am opposed to any income tax which wholly or in part pro- 

poses to supersede this wise and useful method of taxation. 

In the year 1875~76 a commission of most distinguished and 
| reputable gentlemen appointed by the governor of New York 
| reported to the Legislature of that State in favor of a scheme 

of municipal government whereby only those who owned prop- 
erty and paid local taxes should be entitled to vote for the mu- 
nicipal officers vested with the control or disbursement of pub- 
lic funds. 

it was plausibly argued that citizens who contribute nothing 

to the support of the municipality ought not in common fairness 
| to be permitted to control its improvements, to authorize its 
public works, or to spend its revenues, while the class who pay 
| all the municipal taxes, if in the minority, are compelled to ac- 
quiesce. The argument, if carried out to its legitimate conclu- 
sion, would favor a plutocratic, rather than a democratic, form 
of government, and additional weight would attach to it if citi- 
zens who pay no local taxes should also be exemptfrom all Fed- 
eral taxation. 

Itis asignificant fact that the Constitution, which requires 
noproperty qualification and recognizes manhood suffrage, should 
at the same time provide for tariff taxation as a source of reve- 
nue which is set apart exclusively as the property or function 
of the General Government, and conveying the idea that such 
suffrage and indirect tariff taxation were intended to be insep- 
| arable—one to mitigate or to justify the other. 

THE POPULATION VERSUS THE TAXPAYERS. 


The comptroller of the city of New York semiofficially in- 
forms me that the number of individual taxpayers in the city of 
| New York is about 109,000. Yet that city has a population of 

1,801,739 according to the State census of 1892, and of 1,515,301 
according to the Federal census of 1890. 

The disproportion between taxpayers and population may not 
| be so large in some other cities, but it is believed that in almost 
| every city and section of the country the population is ten times 
greater than thenumber of individual taxpayers. The fact that 
nine-tenthsof our population pay nothing directly toward State, 
county, and local taxation adds force to the argument that they 
| should continue to be reached indirectly through tariff legisla- 
| tion. 


NO NEED OF A¥ INCOME TAX 


The next point which I desire to submit is that the necessi- 
ties of the Treasury do not require an income tax. This propo- 
sition can be easily and clearly demonstrated. } 

The Secretary of the Treasury in his annual report estimates 
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that the amount needed for the support of the Government for 
the next fiscal year will be $448,305,789.93. He also estimates 
that wpor the basis of existing laws the revenues for the sarae 
period will be as follows: 


From customs...... . 
From internal revenue -_..__.- ce siebiaaiall 
From miscellaneous sources...-.............--. --cese-----0---- 
Pron? postal service __...........- isus"acupielitateouintbek dc asatieulcedhe naa diva 


waceeceececencecee eee $190) 000, 000.60 

ceecce-ceee---. nee 100,000,000. 00 
20, 000, 009. 00 
84, 427, 748. 44 





eveewecssnne “S51, 437,748.44 


Permit me to observe at the outset that this (Wilson) bill as 
it passed the House, discarded existing tariff revenue to the 
amount of $73,680,418 80, as accurately figured by Treasury ex- 
aah Senator VOORHEES in his speech states the amount to 

e $76,670,000, and for the purposes of this discussion we will 
assume the latter amount to be correct. This large reduction 
created a deficiency in the amount absolutely necessary to be 
realized for the support of the Government. The Ways and 
Means Committees recognized that fact and in their report to 
the House accompanying the tariff portion of this bill declared 
that they intended thereafter to provide ‘‘ internal-revenue tax- 
ation, which will make up any deficit of publie revenue.” (See 
their report of December 19, 1893.) 

Thereafter and before the bill passed the House, the income 
tax ($30,000,000) and an additional tax on spirits (310,000,000) 
were added, but even this increase left a large deficiency, ac- 
cording to then official estimates. 

Yet many overzealous friends and impatient —— rs de- 
manded that the Senate should immediately pass this bill—with 
its conceded defects—exactly as itcame from the House, regard- 
less of the embarrassments to the Government which it might 
hereafter create. 

With them a surplus or deficiency was an entirely immaterial 
cons deration. 

The Senate Finance Committee, realizing the insufficiency or 
inadequacy of this bill, proceeded to amend it by making provi- 
sion for additional revenus. The able chairman of that com- 
mittee, in his recent speech, said: 

The criticisms which assailed the bill as it came from the House because it 
created a deficiency in the Treasury no longer apply. We present a measure 
full freighted with reyenue for every call that can be made on the Republic 
at home and abroad, and with a surplus besides of $29,389,245. 

According to this statement the bill has “ jumped out of the 
frying pan into the fire.” From a deficiency there has arisen an 
immoderate surplus. Ove extreme has been succeeded by an- 
other. The committee made many changes, taking sugar, iron, 
coal, lead, and other articles from the free listand mak them 
dutiable, and providing for a tax upon sugar estimated offi- 
cial experts to realize $41,822,623.61, and an additional tax on 
spirits from which $10,000,000is anticipated. Yet, notwithstand- 
ing these large additionso! revenue sburces to the bill, the com-: 
mittee still retained the income tax. 

Let us sce how the figures now stand. Secretary Carlisle’s 
estimate in his annual report was as follows: 


Total estimated revenues __...... 


Expenditures. 

COlvil and miscellaneous... 22... ccc n nce sc ennc ne eccwsscccssecee 6888, 795, 0098 

I nice din ecmasninli taithiocasieonctad ste siniatigpesiclaietn <piienatdeasiiathanibenis etd dink) 

I. as otitis einige inane civeslet wietataiertieaneneiuibgicsaansiendacorsdseceiiitiandiieadiaitatil 6, 981, 156. 61 

ID — «asst cu ihwevicnann pbb naddalcbianabbilisun quneuiichingiiaeals ee 

I lhl tase ih nes ident 6 sgninntn sieht niet ibldsbies-astilaiaicaanenligss ieen 

ECR TROD, Go ecicw cnc enttin tmedimnchinenaentantineinntinn ae 
BEIT xawisici:sve:cinmnsjpitresbciinineciTaapinge ngiablilanaiiniigaatiteenahisagiinceheiite icatiaas a 

Here are the revenues expected to be realized under this bill: 
: Receipts. i 

Internal revenue (under existing laws) ...... cinapamnsapenieseenegeiutitinil $160, 000, 600. 00 

POs) Caer SUE BN og tene cnn swtdnec. qe concsecasvasucnp 84, 427, 766. 00 

Miscellaneous (umé@er existing laws):.......................-..... 20, 000, 000. 00 

Customs under pending bill as estimated by Treasury ex- 

perts, ineluting 941,822, 631. 61 fers ORO screens sittin 1638, 351, 000. 09 
Additional internal revenueto bill, as follows: 

ATED. «x cissinen wm eos adcetiinn aibieainaidiedlilitliediniacanaiedasintinginanaaties : <a 
isan uid wei thianses aime slide a elsaitigsilic chenaincin-aldaeaaiieaiaonaidil 3, 000, 000. 00 
Total ipnsciipnciligeibiitaasaia bihchiatinpye natal ciate anes ieteinda, ae 

Summary statement. 
OD iss cpdsnncomnnnnakiiiiastengiiidintneiwigmipiainiinattnrcenbanineetin 8480, 78S, 766. 00 

sins nnn cre ctaneselictnienaeedidlh gach ainheln sain cae 448, 305, 00 
CGI. an cn dnkiihecnnrtins seamen g: SG 


These figures thus show an excess of revenue over expendi- 
tures of $32,481,977, being $3,092,732 larger surplus than admit- 
ted in Senator VoOORHEES'’s unofiicial statement. 

They establish the fact that the income tax, esti- 
mated at $3,000,000, is not required for any legitimate purposes 
of the Government. 

Anamendment to the bill striking out that tax would still 
leave a surplus of $2,481,977. 
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Besides, it is now apparent that the estimate of $162,631,570 
for pensions contained in Mr. Carlisle’s report was inaccurate, 
and may be safely reduced to $140,000,000 or $145,000,000. Sen- 
ator VoOORHEES’S speech virtually concedes as much, and his 
own st tement of the sum required reduces the amount to $145,- 
000,099 (see CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, volume 26, No. 92, page 
4157), being $17,631,570 less than previous estimates, which sum 
added to the $32,481,977 surplus before mentioned makes a total 
surplus of $50,113,547 under this bill as amended by the Finance 
Committee. 

Upon reflection it may be confidently asserted that the pension 
expenditure for the next fiseal year will not exceed $140,000,000, 
as there has been a steady decrease of late under the present 
vigilant administration of our pension laws. The expenditures 
for the first nine months ef the present year have been only 
$107,151,496,and at that rate for the remaining three months the 
amount for the whole year will be only $142,858,661. A conserv- 
ative estimate, therefore, would deduct the further sum of $5,000,- 
000 (over and above the $17,631,570 previously deducted) from 
the amount originally announced, which should be added to the 
surplus already assured ($50,113,547), making a grand total of 
$55,113,547. Mr. Edward Atkinson estimates that the amount 
required for pensions for 1894-'95 will not exceed $135,000,000. 

The situation, then, may be summarized as follows: 


Receipts under Senate bill_..._.. ................................ $480, 788, 768. 0 
Expenditures for fiscal year 1895................-....-..----.... 425, 675, 219.00 
 iibbiniekinnwpbendgnestncmpnadpecdines <nendonei 55, 113, 547. 00 
chine nites watWite cacdeaiecaiytberlipoaioc death wéedeie 30, 000, 000. 60 
Surplus without income tax...................--......... 22,113, 547.00 


If Mr. Atkinson is correct, then, $5,000,000 more may be 
added to this surplus. 

Two points should not be overlooked bearing upon the ques- 
tion of increased revenues: First, that under these figures no al- 
lowance has been made for the possibility of increased importa- 
tions under reduced duties; second, no allowance has been made 
for the probability of such increase under anticipated revived 
conditions of trade. Neither of these important considerations 
can. well be ignored. 

The estimates of importations anticipated under this bill are 
based upon the actual importations during the last complete 
fiscal year ending June 30,1893. The extreme duties imposed 
under the existing MeKinley law during that year are alleged 
to have largely prevented importations which would otherwise 
have been received or at least been possible under lower duties. 
Of course, enormous duties—oftentimes styled prohibitory du- 
ties—tend to prevent importations, while experience has shown 
that frequently the imposition of lower duties has increased the 
revenues by materially increasing the 2+ abe nace 

Commercial depression nat y diminishes importations, as 
it blocks the wheels of trade and invites economies of every 
eharaeter. The latter half of the fiscal year 1892-93 was largely 
affected by the a and it is not unreasonable to be- 
lieve that the business disturbances incident thereto may have 
materially diminished the importations from what they other- 
wise would likely have been. 

No official nor semiofficial estimates have been furnished us— 
nor have I undertaken to make any figures at this time—of the 
increased revenues which may reasonably be anticipated under 
this bill, as now amended, on account of the two considerations 
which I have mentioned. It is sufficient, however, to declare 
that increases of revenue are probable, which will swell 
the surplusto huge proportions if the income tax or the — tax 
shall still be retained. Neither have I ventured to consider the 
economies and reforms which are likely to be instituted in the 
various departments of the Government, and which are al 

ble under a Democratic Administration, from which large 
reductions in expenditures may be — 

Mr. President, these figures which [ have submitted speak for 
themeelves. They demonstrate that the only plausible ground 
upon which the income tax was first sought to be imposed, to 
wit, that it was actually needed to meet the necessities of the 
Government, has beer theroughly exploded. 

This is not my individual conclusion alone. The country so 


it. 

Mr. Edward Atkinson, of Massachusetts, a distinguished polit- 
ical economist, in a recent article to the Boston Herald, in speak- 
ing of the Senate amendments to this bill says: 

i be needed that 
ee to cover a deficiency , 


Concerning this tax, he then adds that— 


es ae Rao tax ef last resort when all the 
other sources failed. 


If im the face of these facts—if in the light of ae 
if in spite ef the honest and sincere which tax 
naturally engenders from the people of that great seetien of the 
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country which I have the honor in part to represent on this 
floor—a people as patriotic, as loyal, as generous, and as philan- 
thropie as those of any other section, I repeat if notwithstand- 
ing these things which ought surely in common fairness to lead 
to the elimination of this obnoxious feature of this bill, its re- 
tention shall still be insisted upon by the unwise and misguided 
and assumed chamypions of tariff reform in this Congress, and 
defeat shall await the whole bill, let the responsibility fall upon 
the heads of those where it properly belongs. 


A DEFENSE OF NEW YORK’'S BUSINESS MEN. 


[ listened the other day with considerable interest to the dis 
tinguished Senator from Indiana in his fierce denunciations of 
the — in this country who have been fortunate enough to 
accumulate a competence. He nearly exhausted the voeabulary 
of abuse in the anathemas which he hurled against them. 

He rebuked their ‘‘ narrow and corroding selfishness,” their 
“dangerous pretensions and intolerable arrogance;” he described 
their** brutal dictation; he upbraided “ their unjust, relentless, 
unsparing, and insolent” conduct; he pictured their wealth as 
the ‘‘illegitimate offspring of governmental paternalism,’ and 
characterized them as without ‘‘gratitude or love of country:” 
he imputed to them an intention and willingness to commit per- 
jury and other crimes “‘ for which the convict stripes of the peni- 
tentiary are the only punishment,” and then having summarily 
adjudged them guilty without court or jury he declares them 
to be ‘* fit associates for thieves, housebreakers, forgers, and cut- 
throats,” and not satisfied with this terrible humiliation which 
he inflicted upon them, and notwithstanding his: well-known 
amiable and forgiving disposition, with one fell swoop he con- 
signed them all ‘‘ to everlasting hell.” 

Then, Mr. President, he calmly and seriously said to us, ‘‘T 
am loth to say these things.” He need not have given us that 
assurance; of course, we all keenly realized it. We knew with 
what reluctance he assumed his unpleasant task, and with what 
lack of eagerness he embraced the afforded opportunity. Mr. 
President, these violent and unseemly denunciations—these 
arguments, if they can be dignified as such—may answer for the 
hustings of Indiana, but I regret to hear them in the Senate of 
the United States. 

Notwithstanding this terrible arraignment of the men of 
wealth, to which I have briefly alluded, I venture to speak a 
few words in their defense. I speak more especially of the men 
of means of my own State. I can not, of course, speak for those 
of Indiana—they may be all that theyare painted by the senior 
Senator from that State. While, however, I doubt that fact, I 
have such respect for him and his statements that I can not 
safely contradict him. The men of wealth of New York, as a 
general rule, are among our best, most esteemed, and reputable 
citizens. They are not thevilerascals they have been depicted, 
and their riches have not been acquired by questionable means, 
governmental favors, usury, nor extortion. 

Some inherited their wealth from honorable ancestors, others 
obtained it by fortunate investments; others by great business 
ability, tremendous industry, and remarkable sagacity. They 
have largely contributed to the greatness and glory of the 
State, building wp its industries, augmenting its commercial 
supremacy, sustaining its finances, and assisting its great and 
varied undertakings. 

The strong and solid financial institutions which they control, 
the great life and fire insurance companies which they manage, 
the admirable loan and trust associations which they direct, the 
magnificent lines of railroads whieh they operate, not only in 
New York, but elsewhere, the splendid manufactories which they 
conduct, wherein tens of thousands of working men and women 
are employed in honest labor, the immense shipping interests 
which they represent, the tremendous wholesale and retail! es- 
tablishment$ of trade which they maintain, and the hundreds of 
other business enterprises of vast magnitude which they honor- 
ably and successfully manage, are the evidences of their ability, 
their genius, their prudence, and their integrity. 

The institutions of learning which they have founded, of 
which Cornell University, Vassar College, Cooper Institute, 
Vanderbilt University are conspicuous instances; the public li- 
braries which they have endowed, of which the Astor Library, 
the Lenox Library, the Tilaen Library are notable examples; 
the free hospitale which they have instituted, of which the 
Roosevelt Hospital, the Arnot-Ogden Hospital, and seores of 
others throughout my State which do not now oecur to me—all! 
these benefactions attest their widespread and noble generosity, 
and disprove the contemptible charge of their supreme “ s<if- 
ishness.” 

Whenever famine, pestilence, or fire has afflicted their coun- 
teymen in any locality or section of the Union, the wealthy 
business men.of New York always speedily came to the rese:ie 
and liberally responded. 
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n great political carmpaigns, when the life of political } 


has been deemed to be at stake, even Indiana and some por 3 
of the South have not refused assistance from t 
tisans of New York. 

When the nation’s credit is in peril and funds are n o 
meet the daily wants of its Treasury, and it must bor \ 
its citizens. where else exe pt to the bank of Ne \ 3 
your Secretary of the Treasury with confidence apply: 

When the country’s very life was in danger, when the fate of 
the Government hung trembling in the balance, when money 
was sorely needed to defend the Union, what su “ibe to the 
nution’s securities more quickly and cheerfully res 


hour of emergency than the moneyed men of my S 


Mr. President, [ need say no more. This speaking in . 


| of wealth isa new ré/e to me. The record of myo 
shows that my public utterances as wellasservices } 
been in other directions—in defense of the poor, in vi ion 
of the oppressed, and for the amelioration of labor. 1 oO 
entangling alliances nor particular sympathies with those at 
whom this income-tax scheme is principally aimed; they have 
never beon any especial friends of min But I trust that TI a 


fair-mindedand broad-minded enough to defend any class o 
fellow-citizens—rich or poor, high or low, white or blac 
or naturalized—whose fair fame is unjustly assailed ( 
rights are threatened, and whose interests are end 
what I believe to be hostile and vicious legislation. 
[ have yet to learn that poverty is a cardinal virtue and that 
wealth is anabominable crime. All classes have their righ 
and one class must not be permitted to encroach upon th 
The demagogue who seeks to stir up class prejudices and class 
resentments in order to win the gratitudo or the applause of the 
mischievous and the unthinking. who are essentially his dupes, 
deserves only execrations at the hands of all led m 


» other 


right-minded men. 
THE TILDEN INCOME-TAX CASE. 

\ momentsince I mentioned the Tilden library. This reminds 
me of the fact that the distinguished citizen.and Democrat 
whose memory we all revere—Samuel J. Tilden, one of the 
wealthy men of New York who generously donated his millions 
to the establishment of a great free public library—a portion of 
which fund, however, it was only deprived through the techni- 
calities of the law—was himself the victim of the injustice, the 
oppression, and the persecution permissib!e under an income ta 

We have not forgotten the annoyances to which this vener 
able apostle of Democracy was subjected, the opprobrium which 
he endured, the bitter litigations and prosecutions which he 
encountered at the hands of a few unscrupulous political oppo- 
nents vested with a little brief authority, in their pretended « 
forcement of the law, endangering his feeble health and embit- 
tering his old age. 

It was not enough that he had been deprived of the Presi- 
dency, to which a majority of a quarterof a million of the popu- 
lar vote had desired to elevate him—deprived bheeause of the 
crimes of fraudulent and purchased returning boards in three 
States, but he must be branded and denounced as a wealthy and 
selfish politician seeking to fraudulently evade the payment of 
his just share of governmental taxation. 

And now, within less than ten years after his lamented death, w 
are told by these new apostles of Democracy that this Populist 
rider toa revenue tariff bill, with all the enormities and inquisito- 
rm! features which pertain to it, is the very quintessence of 
modern Democracy, and without which all else is valueless. 

THE TRUE ENEMIES OF TARIFF REFORM 

The enemies of tariff reform are those who imperil the pas- 
sage of this bill by arbitrarily insisting upon the retention of an 
income tax therein. They refuse to present a separate measure 
embracing this feature. They even decline to fix any date—one, 
two, or three years—when the income tax shall cease, but they 
seek to incorporate and establish it as a permanent policy of the 
Government. 

They shut their eyes to the fact thata believer in tariff reform 
is not necessarily a believer in an income tax. A tariff tax is 
altogether a different matter from an income tax. They are 
neither identical, homogeneous, nor consistent witheach other. 
Tariff reform means tariff reduction—not tariff extinction nor 
direct nor internal taxation. These widely divergent methods 
should not be confused nor conglomerated. The first notable 
effort for tariff reform since the war was embodied in the Mo 
rison bill; but there was no suggestion of an income tax. 

Then came the famous tariff message of President Cleveland, 
which simply invited a reduction of tariff duties to prevent a 
further surplus, but there was no recommendation for the res 
toration of war taxes, to wit, taxes upon incomes. Then fol- 
lowed the Mills bill, which passed a Democratic House of Rep- 
resentatives, and was distinctly approved by the national Den- 
eeratic convention of 1885, but nothing was heird ofany inco 
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tax. But now at this late day, after a third party has adopted 
it as its shibboleth, we are told that it is the sine qua non of tar- 
iff reform and true Democracy. I deny the right of any man, 
without the sanction of a national convention, to add this new 
tenet to the Democratic faith. 


OUR DUTY. 


Mr. President, I do not need to be reminded that it is the duty 
of the present Congress to revise the tariff. I appreciate that 
fact as keenly as any Senator here. We are pledged to that 
course; the country expects it. We are pledged to a tariff for 
revenue; we are not pledged to pass an income tax. We are 
pledged to pass a tariff measure which will produce sufficient 
revenue for the support of the Government, not one insufficient 
for that purpose. 

We have no moral right to deliberately discard seventy-six 
millions of tariff revenue and thereby create a deficiency to be 
supplied by other and more objectionable taxation. Thatis not 
reform; it is folly, it is impotency, it is scarcely less than crim- 
inal under the existing conditions of the country. It is experi- 
menting with and hazarding all our vast and varied business 
interests now demanding our watchful care. 


MY POSITION BRIEFLY STATED. 


I stand ready to support any reasonable measure for tariff re- 
form framed within the lines and based — the principles which 
I have here partially indicated, and which were fully set forth 
in my speech in opening the political campaign in Brooklyn on 
September 19, 1892. I stand to-day where [stood then. I have 
a to add and nothing to retract. 

I will cheerfully vote for the Mills bill, and join with you in 
making many material reductions of duties therein. I am read 
to waive all minor differences of details which do not involve a 
question of principle. 

Having spoken to-day especially upon the income-tax feature 
of this bill, I reserve the expression of my views upon its other 
features until near the close of the discussion. 


CONCLUSION. 


Mr. President, this is an important crisis in the history of the 
Democratic party. The failure of tariff revision at this time 
means the defeat, the demoralization, if not the division and anni- 
hilation of our party. Moreover, it means, as we believe, injury 
tothe best interests of the country. Let those who insist upon 
injecting into this bill this odious and un-Democratic feature of 
an income tax—a relic of war eae and refiect upon 
the possible consequences of their unwarrantable demands. 

They should realize that it means the loss of the control of 
this Senate, now nearly equally divided between the two great 

arties; it means the loss of the next House of Representatives; 
t means the loss of the electoral votes of New York, New Jer- 
sey, Connecticut, and pos every Northern State; and finally, 
it means the loss of the next Presidency and all that it implies. 
They should recollect that this income-tax feature is justly re- 
garded in New York and many other Northern States as a 
scheme of spoliation, an unwarranted sectional attack upon 
their citizens of means. 

They should consider whether there is anything about an in- 
come tax so sacred, so desirable, so popular, so just, and so de- 
fensible that its maintenance is worth the risk which they are 
precipitating. Let them remember 1860 and the ultra demands 
then made upon the Democratic iy, towhich it could not hon- 
orably accede; demands which led to our division and defeat; let 
them remember the triumphs of ouropponents, the civil war that 
followed, the devastation, the suffering, the humiliation which 
ensued, the military and ee A ype eee which flour- 
ished, the force bills which threatened, and all the incidents of 
the terrible years which darkened our party’s and our country’s 
history from 1860 to 1884, when, through waa counsels, moder- 
ate action, conciliatory methods, and restored confidence, we 
were intrusted with power again; and, reflecting upon all these 
things, let them say whether it is the part of wisdom, by the in- 
sistence upon me Loneed ee to im = the ——_ Fer 9 

ty again, and thereby tend to re @ progress, 
the glory, and endanger the best and highest interests of our 
common ant” 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I ask that the bill may now be 


read. 
Mr. GRAY. Let the bill be read. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I rise to a parliamentary in- 
uiry. 
The Sate Sees S ae Senator from Rhode Island 
will state his ge tary . 
Mr. ALDRICH. T desire 00 suk ot the Chute what reading of 
the bill it is that is called for by the Senator from Tennessee, 
and then [ desire from the Chair and from the Senator from 
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—aeneenes their idea of the statns of the bill at the present mo- 
ment, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will answer.the Sen- 
ator. The bill is before the Senate as in Committee of tha Whole. 
The Senator from Tennessee heretofore asked unanimous con- 
sent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with, to which 
objection was interposed. The debate thus far has proceeded 
by unanimous consent, without the reading of the bill. The 
Senator from Tennessee now calls for the reading of the bill, 
which the Chair holds to be in order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Chair decide that it is the) first 
reading of the bill which is now to be had? 

i: Mr. HARRIS. Will the Chair allow me to make a sugges- 
ion? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will hear the Senator. 

Mr. HARRIS. LI suppose there has not been an instance in 
the history of thisGovernment where the Senate has considered 
a bill until the bill has been read to the Senate. It is true that 
the pending bill has been read by title a first and second time, 
that it was referred to the Committee on Finance, and was re- 
ha back to the Senate; but the experience of the Senator 

rom Rhode Island every hour of every day since he has been in 

the Senate has been that when a bill is to be considered, the 
Chair announces that ‘‘ the bill is before the Senate, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and will be read at length.” The Senate 
is _ presumed to proceed to consider a bill until it has been 
read. 

There are many instances in voluminous appropriation bills 
where unanimous consent has been asked to dispense with the 
formal reading of the bill, but except in cases where unanimous 
consent has been obtained, bills are always read asin Committee 
of the Whole. When the pending bill was laid before the Sen- 
ate just a week ago to-day, I asked that its formal reading be 
dispensed with, in order that the Senator from Indiana | Mr. 
VOORHEES] might at once proceed with the remarks he pro- 

dtosubmit. That request was objected to by the Senator 
rom Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. Then I asked that the Sena- 
tor from Indiana might proceed and the bill be read after he 
concluded his remarks, for which request unanimous consent 
was granted, and the debate has proceeded by unanimous con- 
sent up to this hour. 

I now demand, according to the uniform custom of the Senate, 
that the bill be read. 

Mr. HALE. Before the Senator sits down let us see what he 
is trying to get at and what he gains by this formal reading. 
Every bill before it passes is entitled to three readings. It takes 
its first and second readings formally, nominally, and is reported 
to the Senate, as this bill has been. Rule XV provides, and I 
ask the attention of the Chair to it: 

1. All bills and joint resolutions which shall have received two readings— 


As this bill has— 
shall first be considered by the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, after 
which they shall be reported to the Senate; and any amendments made in 
Committee of the Whole shall again be considered by the Senate, after which 
further amendments may be proposed. 

All to be done before the third technical parliamentary read- 
ing is reached. Does the Senator from Tennessee, an old and 
accomplished parliamentarian, expect by a formal reading of 
this bill now to put it in such a state that it can not be amended 
afterwards? 

Mr. HARRIS. By no means, nor is any such thing possible. 

Mr. HALE. I wanted to get that answer, because, crediting 
the Senator not only with a knowledge of parliamentary law, 
but with candor and fairness in his methods, it did not seem 
possible that that was what he sought. Then the Senator does 
not claim that the reading of this bill now will be in any sense 
one of the three technica] readings? 

Mr. HARRIS. Ido not, but the Senator from Maine knows, 
as I know and as every other Senator knows, that the third and 
last reading of a bill is invariably by title. as are the first and 
second readings. 

Mr. HOAR. That is only by consent. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ofcourse, by consent. But when the pend- 
ing bill shall have been read, as all bills are read as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole, then there is not a line of it that is not open 
to amendment. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator claim that, by the formal read- 
ing on the part of the Secretary any right to offer or consider 
amendments as reached would be wholly cut off? 

Mr. HARRIS. On the contrary, I wholly disclaim any such 
idea. 

Mr. HALE. Then what does the Senator gain by his de- 


mand 
Mr. HARRIS. When the bill has once been read, every line 
of it, as I before stated, will be open to amendment, and then 


every Senator will be at liberty to select the precise line or point 
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at which he proposes to amend. We shall have accomplished 
that much, however. When the bill has been formally read, as 
all bills are formally read when considered as in Committee of 
the Whole, it will be read no more except by title, but every 
Senator will have a right to offer amendments to any section, to 
any provision, to any line of the bill. The suggestion I have 
made does not affect the right of amendment in the slightest 
degree. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator has two or three times stated that 
the future readings of the bill will be by title and that is, of 
course, according to the ordinary custom of the Senate; but I 
wish to ask the Senator from Tennessee if he claims that any 
reading of a bill whatever can be by title if its full reading is 
demanded by any Senator? 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I quite agree with the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts. If that Senator shall upon the third 
reading of the bill demand that every line of it be read, I 
think he has the right to make the demand, and it will be the 
duty of the Chair to so order; but the bill must be read. In 
every appropriation bill, where the formal reading has been 
dispensed with by unanimous consent, the reading has proceeded 
line by line and paragraph by paragraph, and amendments have 
been considered generally by unanimous consent while the bill 
was being read. All of that, however, is by unanimous con- 
sent. 

I now demand that the pending bill be read. When it has 
been read, the Chair doubtless will announce that ‘‘ the bill is 
before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and open to 
amendment,” and every line of it will be subject to amendment. 
Senators need not apprehend the remotest possibility of my un- 
dertaking to object to any legitimate amendment or any amend- 
ment which is in order, for I concede to the fullest and broadest 
extent that the bill is amendable. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ifthe Chair will permit me, before he makes 
a final decision upon this question, I should like to say a few 
words upon what has been uniformly the practice of the Senate 
in cases of this kind. 

I will say that perhaps on the surface the rules and the prac- 
tice of the Senate are somewhatin conflict. I have had, asthe 
Senator from Tennessee has had, more or less experience in the 


treatment of tariff bills in the Senate, and without exception, | 
within my knowledge, which goes back to 1883, whenever bills 


of this nature have been before the Senate, they have always 
been considered by paragraphs for amendment the first formal 
reading of the bill having always been dispensed with by unani- 
mous consent for that purpose; but I supposed that when that 
stage was reached, when what is called in the other House 
‘general debate ” should be closed, this bill would be taken 
up and read by paragraphs, dispensing with the first formal 
reading for amendments, and then that the amendments sug- 
gested by the committee and amendments offered by individual 
Senators would be considered as the bill was being read. That 
course has not only always been adopted with tariff bills, but 
with all the great appropriation bills. It is eminently proper, 
it seems to me, that that course should be pursued in this case. 

I do not understand that there is any rule which permits the 
Senator from Tennessee, or any other Senator, to demand that, 
as a matter of right, this bill shall be read at any particular 
time in the course of the discussion. Parlimentary rules pre- 
scribe that a bill shall be read on three different days, but this 
bill apparently has had two readings by title, and now it is pro- 
posed to read the bill through for the information of the Senate 
and for amendment. 

I will suggest to my friend from Tennessee that that course be 
followed with this bill. It certainly will suit the convenience, 
it seems to me, of Senators on both sides of the Chamber, be- 
cause, if the bill is read through now it will be open to amend- 
ment at every stage, and no particular progress will be made in 
the reading of the bill. We can offer amendments to the first 
paragraph now and discuss those amendments ad infinitum, if 
we please; and the Senator from Tennessee gains nothing in the 
discussion of the bill. The first paragraph may be read, and we 
can offeramendmentsand the discussion can proceed, if we please, 
upon those amendments as long as we choose tocarry iton. It 
seems to me, however, the more orderly manner, which has 
been followed heretofore, would be, after general discussion was 
exhausted, for the bill to be read through by paragraphs for 
amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President—— 
ane MANDERSON. Will the Senator allow me a sugges- 

on? 

Mr. HARRIS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Are we to understand by the reading of 
the bill that the Senator asks that the bill is to be read as it 
came from the House of Representatives, or as reported by the 
Committee on Finance? 
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Mr. HARRIS. The usual course on a bill, under the practice 
of the Senate, is to read the bill as it comes to the Se 
whether from the other House or from a Senator by direction 
of a committee; and when the bill has boen read through, the 
Chair announces, according to rule and according to practice, 
that “ the bill isin the Senate as in Committee of the Whole 
and open to amendment.” 

When the debate shall have practically closed I shall ask 
that the first committee amendment be reported, and when re- 
ported by the Secretary it isamendable. Any Senator oneither 
side of the Chamber may move to amend the amendment re- 
ported by the committee, and may test the sense of the Senate 
upon an amendment to the committee amendment. [inally, 
when the amendments to the committee amendment have been 
agreed to or rejected, and that amendment has been agreed to 


nate 


or rejected, the Senate passes on tothe next committee amend- 
ment. The same rule will be applied to that and to every other 
committee amendment; and when the committee amendments 


have been disposed of, the whole bill, except those amendments 
which have been disposed of in Committee of the Whole, will be 
open toamendment. When the bill is reported to the Senate, 
every amendmentmade as in Committee of the Whole. and every 
other feature of the bill, will be open to amendment in the Sen- 
ate. So there is not the slightest shadow of possibility, by carry- 


ing out my suggestion and reading the bill now, of excluding 
any legitimate amendment any Senator desires to offer. Cer 
tainly I shall interpose no objection, nor will any Senator on this 
side, I take it for granted, interpose an objection to any amend- 


ment that is not out of order for some other reason than the 


fact that the bill has been read. 


Mr. MANDERSON. DoT understand the Senator from Ten- 
nessee to propose to impose upon this bill an additional consump- 
tion of time, which is not usual with tariff bills heretofore con- 
sidered, or with the general appropriation bills: that is, that 


| the bill as it came to the Senate beforeits reference to the Com 





mittee on Finance shall be read at length, and then be 
paragraphs for amendments of the committee? 
Mr. HARRIS. I made no such suggestion. 


read by 


Mr. MANDERSON. Then I misunderstood the Senat nd 
I think he was generally misunderstood on this side. 

Mr. HARRIS. I wasanswering the suggestions of the Senator 
from Rhode Island. I donot care tosay more than this: Neither 
the Senator from Rhode Island, nor the Senator from Nebraska, 
nor any other Senator can name a time when any bill has been 
considered as in Committee of the Whole without first being 
read to the Committee of the Whole, unless the reiding was 
dispensed with by unanimous consent. I asked that consent 


when the bill was first laid before the Senate, and the Senator 
from Massachusetts[Mr. HOAR] objected. I thenasked consent 
that the reading might be dispensed with until the Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] could submit his remarks and 
that it might then be read, and that consent was given. 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator whether the course has 
not been that the general debate has gone on until terminated 
either by agreement or the exhaustion of the Senate; and when 
the real contest upon the bill comes up, has it not then been cus- 
tomary for the Senator in charge of the measure to ask that the 
formal reading of the bill be dispensed with in order that it may 
be considered for amendment, and then whatever arrangement 
is to be made for the conduct of debate during the consideration 
of the bill is don» at that time? If the Senator will allow me to 
make a suggestion, if instead of projecting this question now he 
would wait until the general debate has terminated, and then 
make the proposition, I think he would find no difficulty in the 
same course being agreed upon that has been pursued on other 
tariff bills; and he and the Senate would, by reason of the read- 
ing of the bill being dispensed with, save the time which would 
be taken up by the reading. If the Senator is willing to with- 
draw that point at present and content himself with bringing it 
up, with all his rights, when the general debate is ended, every- 
body will be satisfied. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Maine will refer to his 
own experience (for he has long been a very prominent member 
of the Committee on Appropriations, and has often been in 
charge of very large and voluminous appropriation bills), he 
will find the fheconp shows that immediately upon his asking 
the consideration of the appropriation bill he and every other 
Senator similarly situated has asked unanimous consent that the 
formal reading be dispensed with, and that the committee amend- 
ments be acted upon as reached in the reading of the bill. 

Mr. HALE. But there is a distinction between the two cases. 
In the first place, we have no system or practice of general de- 
bate upon appropriation bills. We plunge at once in nvdia res, 
and there is no such course pursued as upon a tariff bill. Be- 
sides, the Senator will find—and perhaps on the whole it would 
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be better—thnt this matter should go over to-day in order that 
the precedents may be examined—— 

Mr. ALDRICH, I have them here and will have them read. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator will find that the course is not the 
same upon tariff bills that it is upon appropriation bills. I do 
not mean to say the courses are so different that we should have 
any difficulty in coming together on an agreement, for I believe 
we st ould come to an agreement; but I think the Senator from 
Tennessee will find—the Senator from Rhode Island perhaps has 
the precedents here—that the course in relation to amendments 
ae precisely the same on tariff bills that it is on appropriation 
pills, 

Mr. HOAR. With great deference to the Senators who have 
this matter more immediately in charge, it seems to me that 
there is one question to be considered, and only one; and that is 
a practical difference between an appropriation bill and a tariff 


Isuppose there is no doubt whatever that the Senator from 
Tennessee has a right to have the bill read whenever he de- 
mands it, as it has not yet been read, and the right has been re- 
sorved. When itis read, does he — that the committee 
amendments upon all parts of the bill are to be voted on first 
before an amendment offered by any Senator is considered at 
all? I understand that is the course on appropriation bills, and 
for obvious reasons the Senate always consents toit. If the 
Senator from Tennessee has an amendment to the first line of 
an appropriation bill of 100 pages, he waits until the one hun- 
dredth page has been amended by the committee, if they want 
to amend it. But in tariff legislation, as far as I remember 
(and [ have been in this and the other House nearly twenty-six 
years), the course is the other way. It is not convenient to 
amend, for instance, the income-tax provision, or the metallic 
schedule, without knowing somewhat how much revenue the 
Senate expect to raise, or what oa theyare going toapply 
in the early sections of the bill. e might strike out at the 
end of the bill a duty, or legislate in regard toit, sothatit would 
result in a decrease of $10,000,000 of revenue. 

It seems to me, therefore, that the true way is the course sug- 
gested by the Senator from Rhode Island, which is the usual 
way always, and that is, that everybody shall have his opportu- 
nity tomoveamendments in regard to one paragraph or schedule 
or portion of tho bill before we proceed to another raph. 
I suggest to the Senator from Tennessee that he had better let 
this matter go over. It is now 5 o'clock, and he had better; if 
he can, come to some agreement with the members of his com- 
mittee on our side of the Chamber. None of us on this side of 
the Chamber want to let so important a matter be disposed of in 
two minutes or five minutes when we only half understand it; 
but of course I suppose the Senators on this side of the Chamber 
would expect to follow advice on this point in regard to which 
the committee is in substantial accord. I therefore suggest to 
the Senator that instead of insisting on a proceeding which we 
do not half understand and do not see the effect of at this mo- 
ment, he let it go ever until he can have some understanding 
with his associates on the committee. 

Mr. AARRIS, [f the Senator from Massachusetts just a week 


ago hod entertained the same opinion that he seems to enter- 
tain now, the formal reading of the bill would have been dis- 
pensed with. It was his objection, and his objection only, that 


prevented it. 
If the Senator will on me, l understand that 


Mr. HOAR. 
he wanted to do then what he is trying to have done now, with- 


out an agreement with those who have the special charge of 
our interests on this side of the Chamber: he wanted, as a two 
minutes’ question, to have this whole matter d of. 
lentertained then the sameopinionfentertainnow. I thought 
then that it was better to save the Senate a day’s fatigue by hav- 
ing to listen to the reading of the bill, which would take several 
hours, and [ objected to anything being done. I object now, 
but I expect, unless there is something which is ae 
to myown judgment, to follow the advice of the Sena: on this 
side of the Chamber who have this matter specially in charge. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HARRIS. Ienly yielded a moment to the Senator from 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. President, I know of no reason why the consideration of 
& tariff bill should bo treated ey from the consideration 
of an appropriation or other bills. The reading of the bill is 
not going to change a punctuation mark or a word in it, and we 
will have accomplished that much. 

In answer to one clause of the inquiry of the Senator from 
Massachuset's, I will state that the usual custom is to go through 
with the committee amendments, each one of which is amenda- 
ble, after which every word and every line in the bill is subject 
toamendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will myfriend from Tennessee allow me to 
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say a word? I am assured, and it isin accord with my recollec- 
tion for thirty-odd years, that in the consideration of tariff bills 
the bill has been taken up and read, not clear through, but when- 
ever an amendment is olfered by aScnator at any stage it iscon- 
sidered and voted upon. No preference whatever is given to 
amendments from the Committee on Finance. Nor would it be 
justand fair to have that done, because if preference were given 
toamendments by the Committee on Finance alone we would run 
through the whole bill, and then we would have to go back 
and go ali through it again, in order to give other Senators a 
chance to offer amendments. 

If the Senator from Tennessee will let the matter goover until 
to-morrow and look at the precedents he will find that in all the 
debates on tariff bills, and we have had several of them ina com- 
paratively recent period, the usual course has been, if I am not 
mistaken, to take up the bill: the Secretary reads one item, and 
if there is no amendment offered he goes on to another, and so 
on until he comes to a committeeamendment. Then the vote is 
taken on the amendment; and so he goes on through the whole 
bill. But a Senator has at any time a right to offer an amend- 
ment, especially an amendment to a committee amendment, and 
those are often the most important questions in dispute. 

Mr. HARRIS. I will state to the Senator from Ohio that 
whatever conclusion may be arrived at as to the order of amend- 
ments does not affect the present question. That comes up 
subsequently. The usual and uniform practice has been, and 
Jefferson's Manual laysdown the rule, that the committes amend- 
ments are first to be acted upon. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no. 

Mr. HARRIS. But I undertake to say to the Senator from 
Ohio, as I have said to other Senators, you can not find an in- 
stance where the formal reading of a bill has been dispensed 
with except by unanimous consent. It has usually been done on 
appropriation bills | grant, and it may have been done on tariff 
bills, in view of which fact I proposed a week ago that it be done 
in this case, but it was objected to. Now we are asked to sit 
here and debats and considera bill no line or word of which has 
ever been read to the Senate except the title. 

The uniform practice of the Senate has been to read the bill. 
It is not for time-comsuming that l ask for the reading of the 
bill; that is the vocation of my friend; I will not name him; he 
isin my eye, however. Itis with a view of economizing time 
that I ask it, and I shall insist upon it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In order that the Senate may be advised as 
to what has been done in similar cases I ask that the RecoRD 
may be read showing the proceodings on the act of 1890. T ask 
the Secretary to read the portion which I have marked. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator from Rhode Island, before 
that is read, allow me a moment? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr¢ BUTLER. I should like to inquire, if I have a right to 
inquire, what his object is in objecting to the reading of the bill? 
He put a question of that kind a while ago to the Senator from 
Tennessee, and [ should be obliged to him if he would state his 
object in objecting to the reading of the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH, My object is that tho Senate shall follow the 
practice which it has followed invariably from the commence- 
mentof the Government, in my opinion. It certainly has fol- 
lowed the practice within my knowledge, and the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] says it has done so within his knowledge, 
which goes back to 1853; that is. to have the bill, whenit is read, 


read Pree | for amendment. — 

Mr. BUTLER. Is that the proposition of the Senator from 
Rhode Island now? 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is my proposition now. 

Mr. BUTLER. To take up the billand read it by paragraphs 
for amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That whenever it is taken up it shall be 
taken up and read by paragraphs for amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER. Do I understand the Senator from Rhode 
Island to consent to the bill being taken up? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Isis up now, and my proposition is that it 
shall be proceeded with by paragraphs whenever the general 
debate is closed. I ask for the reading of what I send to the 


desk. 

Mr. PASCO. I think there isa misapprehension as to the 
views of Senators on the different sides of the Chamber. I[ 
think that what the Senator from Tennessee asks is exactly what 
the Senator from Rhode Island is willing to concede, that there 
shall be no formal reading of the bili, but that the matter shall 
go over until the Senate is ready to take up the bill by para- 


— 
r. ALDRICH. That is my position exactly. 

Mr. PASCO. I think that is exactly what the Senator from 
Rhode Island desires to accomplish and I understand that is 
what the Senators on this side are willing to concede. Itseems 
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to me that a waiver of the formal reading of the bi!l will accom- 
plish all the results desired, and that there need be no further 
misunderstanding about the matter. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President— 

Mr. ALDRICH. If Senators will allow the debate on the tariff 
actof 1890 to be read, it seems tome it isso instructive that ther 
will then be no question between the two sides of the Chamber. 

Mr.GORMAN. Will the Senator from Rhode Island permit 
me for a moment? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr.GORMAN. Ithink with the Senator from Florida, that 
there is a misapgrehension on both sides. I understood the 
Senntor from Tennessee to ask that the formal reading of the 
bill be waived 

Mr. MANDERSON. 
bill. 


Mr. GORMAN. 








Oh, no; he asked for the reading of the 


And that when we come to consider it in de- 
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have always pursued in reference to tariff bills; that when the 
first item is read it is subject to amendment by any Senator. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is right. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator allow me to state that he 
misapprehends what I ask? I did ask a week ago that the for- 
mal reading of the bill be dispensed with. It was objected to. 
I now ask that the bill be read. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iask for the reading of the matter I have 
sent to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

uested. 

. Mr. GORMAN. I merely want to finish my sentence. I un- 
derstand the Senators on the other sideare now willing to make 
thatarrangement. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We are perfectly willing. 

Mr. GORMAN. The very arrangement suggested by the 
Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. HARRIS. I prefer to have the bill read. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
from Tennessee from filibustering against the passage of the 
bill if he wants to do it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the Senator 
from Rhode Island. The Secretary will read as indicated. 

The Seeretary read from the proceedings of the Senate July 
1890, as follows: 


The Secretary will read as re- 


on 
, 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on imports, 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Before the Senator from North Carolina proceeds, I ask that 
the formal reading of the bill be dispensed with, and that it be read by para- 
graphs for amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The amendments of the Committeeon Pinance to be con- 
sidered first? 

Mr. Anpric#. The amendments of the committee to be considered first. 

Mr. McPHEeRSON. Does theSenator ask unanimouscon ent that the formal 
reading of the bill be dispensed with and that the committee's amendments 
be acted upen? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask thatthe bill be read by paragraphs for amendment, 
the committee amendments to be considered first. That isthe course which 
has been followed in the consideration of every tariff bill within my knowl 
edge, and it is the course which is always followed in the consideration of 
appropriation bills. 

Mr. McPHERSoO®. I still do not understand the Senator. DoI understand 
his request to be that the bill be read by paragraphs for amendment before 
the committee amendments are considered? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The bill to be read by paragraphs, and thecommittee amend- 
ments to be considered first, and then other am endments in order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. After that? 

Mr. ALDRICH. After that, of course. very pesogragh of the bill will be 
open to amendment both in Committee of the Whole and in the Senate 

Mr. McPHRERSON. Then it is the purpose of the Senator to have the bill 

ad by paragraphs in order to amend the paragraphs as we go along’ 
ALDRICH. For the purpose of acting upon the committee amendments 
as we go along. That is the course which has always been followed with 
tariff fis and with appropriation bills invariably. 

Mr. McPHeEerson. Then, { submit totheSenator, why is it necessary to pro- 
ceed with the reading of the bill by paragraphs if the purpose be to take up 
the committee amendments and consider them first? The Senator will not 
fail to observe how difficult it will be for the Senate to understand this tariff 
bill by first considering the committee amendments. The action of the Sen- 
ate and the judgment of the Senate upon the committee amendments should 
be and will be entirely dependent upon something which precedes. If weare 
not permitted to amend each paragraph as we go along, taking up the com- 
mittee amendmentsin their order as they come, we certainly can make no 
very intelligent revision of the tariff. 

Mr. ALDRICH. As nearly as i could state it, that was my object in making 
the request which I did, that the bill should be read by paragraphs, the com- 
mittee amendments to be arted upon first, and then any other amendments 
which might be offered. 

Mr. ALLISON. The whole bill will be open to amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The whole bill is open to amendment at every stage. 

Mr. McPHERSON. If it be the purpose, then, to consider the committee 
amendments first—if that be the determination—why not consider the com- 
mittee amendments first, and omit the reading of the bill for information? 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is exactly my ep as 

— MoPusenos. And then go back and take up the entire bill for amend- 
ment by Se 

Mr. ALDRICH. t is exactly the proposition which I made. 

Mr. McoPuEnrson. Then I want to say that I do not understand how the 





I hope we will not prevent the Senator | 
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“an make any intellige r f th t by 1b. 
ipon n ) . 
mace e i ve 
na che qr t f . 1 
te n th ww k v 
1 we know te 

a ill ? n A l ‘ > 
wools Wlil certainly be Ld OY: 1 tt imen 

Mr. MCPHERSON. But the comm d nts do not ich 

Mr. ALDRICH. Subject to ame Senator f 1 Nev v 

rany other S 1e chooses to t ’ 
graph with regar i up I n 1g 
what the Senat n I ; id 
is anxious to have done 

Mr. MePrERson. Ifiu tl Senator the 
bill and first to consider: te Finance Com ‘ ’ 
pt ses to omit the fi 1 , r of the bill until the 1 

ents are considered 

tr. ALDRICH. Not at al! 

} McoPHERSON. Then to begin the reading of the bil 5 n 
the ginning 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir 

Mr. MCPHERSON. And all the 1 tphs will be s 

Mr. ALDRICH. Cert ily 

M [CPHERSON. An i > amen s will be re l weir 
orde 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. MCPHEZRSON. | am perfect 

Mr. PLUMB. There is one ind thas 
is whether after a paragray in the 
same particular again, or wi on 
sider the adoption of that amen nt Im case some member of th ste 
should desire to move to amend what had already been amen 

Mr. ALDRICH. Undoubtedly; the rules of the Senate would apy t uat 
If anamendment to a paragraph had been agreed to the same th! ild 
not be changed except by a reconsideration in Committee of the W) it 
would be open to amendment in the Senate. 

Mr. Hiscock. It will be open to amendment. 

Mr. PLvUMB. Open to amendment in the Senate? 

Mr. Hiscock. Certainly. 

Mr. PLUMB. The whole of it? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. McPuEerson. Under the rules of the Senate, after two days have 
passed, when an amendment has been agreed to, to wit, if you please, a com- 
mittee’s amendment, it will not be in order even to move 4 reconsideration 

Mr. SPOONER. You do not have to move a reconsideration 

Mr. MCPHERSON. If, then, general consent be given that all the amend 
ments will be subject again to amendment as they are reached in proper 
order, I have no objection. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is the understanding, I think, fully 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will excuse me a moment, I s! ld sito 
understand, for my own convenience respecting this bill, whether o twe 
have reached the point suggested by the Senator from Rhod sla whieh 
Iunderstand to be that the formal reading of the bil ali t i 
with, and that it shall be read by paragraphs for amendment 
tee amendments being first considered 

Mr. SHERMAN. All through! 

Mr. ALLISON. All the cor ittieq@amendments. That is the usua re 
and I think it might as well be unterstood now as at any time 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Why not let thecommittee amendments | in 
their order and considered then? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is what I propose 

Mr. HARRIS. That is itexa« 

Mr. ALDRIcH. That is exactly the proposition which I have ul is 
clearly and as plainly as I could state it,that the paragraphs be read s¢ ‘ 
and that whena committee amendment was r edit should be Lupon 
first, and if any other amendment wera proposed, of cours t woul ve 
to be acted upon. 

Mr. Pappock. We can not hear the Sen rover here. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The amendments of the Finance Committ« aré Open to 
az 1dment themselves ithen the paragraphs are open to 21 ndmen 
without any limit whate It is not the intention of t o tee 10 
limit amendments in any form, but merel » follow the has 
been invariably followed in tl ills of this nat 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Then 

Mr. Harris. Will the Senat yw me + suze 
gestion to ? 

Mr. McPHERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. Hagris. Under the rules the bill would have to be read, e ft 
it, before any action is taken upon any 2 iment. The Ser om 
Rhode island asks unanimous consent that the formal reading of the ibe 
dispensed with; that the bill be read from the first line down to the lirst 


amendment be acted ap 


re reading of the bill 


committee amendment, and that that 
reached, and so on through the 
Mr. MANDERSON. There seems to bea 


ant 


great deal of this 


matter. Had we not better have it printed in the Reconp of 
to-morrow morning so that we can ail read it at our conven- 
ience? And, if the Senator from Tennessee will yield to me, I 


will move that the Senate adjourn. 
Mr. HARRIS. I hope that we shall dispose of this matter 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Nebraska, that the Senate do now adjourn 
Mr. QUAY and Mr. VEST called for the yeas and nays, and 


they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was calied). 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPuH]. 
should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). I have a 
air with the senior Senator from Michigan[Mr. STrock 
n his absence I withhold my vote. 

Mr. GRAY (when his name was called). I 
forthe present, as I am paired with the senior 
nois [Mr. CULLOM], unless my vote 
@ quorum, when I shall cast it. 


Iam paired with 
If he were present, I 
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Mr. HARRIS (when his name was es Iam paired with 
the Senator from Vermont{Mr. MORRILL]. [should vote “‘ nay ” 
if he were here. I do not know how he would vote. 

Mr. HUNTON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]. If he were here I 
should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 
present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from Nebraska that 
we transfer our pairs and both vote. 

Mr. MANDERSON. [am perfectly willing to doso. The 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] will then stand paired 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. [ vote ‘ yea.” 

Mr. HARRIS, I vote “nay.” 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). 
Senator from Alabama a MORGAN]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BUTLER (after having voted in the negative). 
paired with the Senator from fp 
therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr.GALLINGER, 1am paired with the junior Senator from 
Texas [Mr. Mrivs}. I should vote “ yea” if he were present. 
J will state further that I was requested by the Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN] to announce that he stands paired 
with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 

Mr. GORDON (after having voted in the negative). I have a 
general pair with the Senator from lowa[Mr. WiLSON]. He is 
not present, and I therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. CHANDLER (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
am paired with the junior Senator from New York [Mr. Mur- 
PHY], and therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. COCKRELL (after having voted in the negative). I am 
paired with the senior Senator from [owa[Mr. ALLISON], and 
presuming that he might vote “‘ yea” if present I will withdraw 


Iam paired 
If he were 


Iam paired with the 


I am 
ennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. I 


7 vote. I should vote ‘‘ nay” if he were here. 
he result was announced—yeas 13, nays 31; as follows: 

YEAS—13, 
Aldrich, Hawley, Pettigrew, Washburn. 
Carey, ns, Power, 
Frye, Manderson, Proctor, 
Hansbrough, Perkins, Sherman, 

NAYS—31. 
Allen, Daniel, Lindsay, Ransom, 
Bate, Faulkner, McPherson, Stewart, 
Berry, orman, Martin, Turpie, 

ce, Gray, Morgan, Vest, 
Caffery, Harris, Palmer, Vilas, 
Call, Irby, ‘asco, Voorhees, 
Camden, Jones, Ark Peffer, alsh. 
Coke, yle, Pagh, 
NOT VOTING—4I1, 
Allison, bo! McLaurin, Smith, 
Blackburn, Galliuger, MeMillan, q ‘ 
anchard, rze, 1s, Stockbridge, 
Butler, Gibson, itchell, Oregon er, 
Gordon, Mitchell, Wis. Vance, 
Chandler, Hale, oO \ 
Hill, M 

Cullom, Hoar, Plat Walcott. 
Dav unton, y; 
Dixon, Jones, Nev. ‘ 
Dolph, ge, Shoup, 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the Secretary proceed with the 
reading of the extract from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading will be continued. 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator from Rhode Island yield to 
me for a moment? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I can not yield now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e reading will proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Now, when the committee amendments have been acted uw and the bill 

marge pte hi ae acted upon as s te may 

then the ii will sul bein Committee of ths Whote pand open to amend: 
and qmaniubents to every ~~ of it. ” 
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which exists 
L object now to the Senate to acourse of proceeding which it may 
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find hurtful to the public interests and its own proceeding, for the Senate 
will undoubtedly accommodate itself to whatever is the best way of doing 
business as it Foes along. I have no objection to reading the bill in the man- 
ner stated, and it will undoubtedly happen that as a pr is reached 
the amendments of the committee will be first disposed of and the discussion 
will ensue with relation to them; but that we should drop that paragraph 
so far as amendments individually are concerned, and go on to the next, 
and then on clear through the bill, creating a necessity to go back in an ir- 
regular way through the bill again for the pu of individual amend- 
ment, seems to me to be against the proper way of doing things and liable 
to make a great deal of confusion. 

I object to so much of the request as relates to the consideration of 
enenesneete. That can be determined after we arrive at them from time 

me. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ThenI ask that the formal reading of the bill be dispensed 
with, and that it be read by paragraphs. Of course then it will be open to 
amendment, the committee amendments coming before all others. 

Mr. PLuMB. That is right. 

Mr. Hiscock. I understand the Senator from Kansas objects that the 
committee amendments should be acted upon first. 

Mr. PLUMB. As to a particular paragraph? 

Mr. Hiscock. Yes. 

Mr. PLUMB. Not at all. 

Mr. Hiscock. Does he consent that the committee amendments shall be 


acted upon first in respect toeach paragraph, and then other amendments 
to follow? 


Mr. PLUMB. That will be subject to this qualification: There might be an 
amendment which some one would desire to propose to take the place of 
the entire paragraph. 

Mr. Hiscock. But the suggestion I make is that the paragraph should be 
perfected, if the Senate choose to perfect it, by the adoption of the commit- 
tee amendment, and that should be the basis of further amendment then 
and there to be offered by Senators. 

Mr. PLumsB. This matter will ust itself accordi to the convenience 
of Senators as a along; and I think the fewer hide- md rules we have 
in the beginning the better we shall be off. I shall object to that, because 
there may be cases in which it would not be the easiest way to proceed and 
it might get us into parliamentary embarrassment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to have the request I made submitted to the 
Senate to see if thereare other objections. I ask that the formal reading of 


the — be dispensed with and that it be read for consideration by para- 
aphs. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT Is there objection? 

Mr. HARRIS. Let me understand exactly what. the Senator means by be- 
ing ‘‘read for consideration by paragraphs.” Does he desire that each 
paragraph shall be open to amendment, or that the committee amendments 
shall first be acted upon? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I desire that the committee: amendments should first be 
acted on. My present request is that the formal reading of the bill be dis- 
pensed with and that the bill be read by paragraphs for consideration. Of 
course, in the presence of objection, I know of no way by which the commit- 
tee amendments can be necessarily acted upon first or by which we can go 
on in the usual course. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have no objection to either method, but I desire to under- 
stand exactly what method the Senator proposes to adopt. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I preferred the method suggested by the Senator from 
Tennessee himself, but the Senator from Kansas objected to that. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have no objection to the other. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I now ask simply that the formal reading of the bill be dis- 
pensed with, and that the bill be read by paragraphs for consideration. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. And when read by paragraphs for consideration the 
Senator means by that the paragraphs will be open to amendment as they 
are reached? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly; under the rules of the Senate they are open to 
amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request made by the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island? The Chair hears none. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Those are the precedents which were estab- 
lished in 1890. I now ask to have the debate on the act of 1883 
read to show—— 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senatorfrom Rhode Island allow me 
to call his attention to the fact that he himself recognized the 
exact rule I have insisted upon here, according to that record? 
He stood here for one hour asking the unanimous consent of the 
Senate and reasoning to get that unanimous consent to dispense 
with the formal reading of the bill so that the bill could be read 
for amendment. Does the Senator want to go further in con- 
suming the time of the Senate in reading the CONGRESSIONAL 


RD? 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senatorfrom Tennessee, and the Sena- 
tors he represents, will accept the rule which was adopted in 
1890, I shall have nothing more to say upon the subject. 

Mr. HALE. That is fair. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Rhode Island is insis 
now upon contro the methods of considering this bill. 

refer that the bill s be read. That will not it general 
ebate; it will not change a line of the bill, and there is not one 
word or line in it which will not be open to amendment after- 


wards. 
Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Rhode Island is not at- 
tempting to control the action of the Senate upon this question. 


Mr. HARRIS. Then I should like to know what he is at- 
temp to do? 
Mr. RICH. Iam calling the attention of the Senate to 


the precedents which have been adopted and to the rule which 
thon bowen laid down in the discussion of every tariff bill for the 
last th 


Mr. HARRIS. Only by unanimous consent. 
Mr. ALDRICH. ~—— by unanimous consent, the Senator 


from Tennessee RecorD shows that there was no 
Senator on either side of this Chamber who at that time did not 
concede the fairness of the rule. It was done by unanimous con- 





1894. 





sent every time, and I am only surprised that the Senator from | 


Tennessee should not agree to follow the rule which he assisted 
in making in 1890, and that this debate should go on forever 
upon a question, if I understand the Senator from Tennessee, 
which is of no consequence at all; but if he has any meaning be- 


hind it it is of the utmost consequence to the discussion of this | 


question, and we shall stay here until it is decided properly. 
Mr. HARRIS. Very well. 
Mr. PALMER. Mr. President 
Mr. ALDRICH. I have not yielded the floor. 
to have a paper read. 
‘Mr. PALMER. Ordinarily 
Mr. ALDRICH. 
desires to make a motion I will yield. 
Mr. PALMER. Ido notask the Senator to yield for a ques- 





I am asking 





tion. 
Mr. ALDRICH. ‘The Senator from Illinois seems to be under | 


a misapprehension. [ had the floor. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair had recognized the 
Senator from Rhode Island. The Senator from Rhode Island 
asks that a certain portion of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD be 
read. 

Mr. PALMER. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 

Mr. HALE. 
for a formal motion? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 


I object to the reading of the RECORD. 
‘’hen I shall read it myself. 


tion of executive business; and upon that motion I call for the | 


yeas and nays. ; 

The yeas and nays were ordered: and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Oregon {[Mr. DotpuH]. If he were present, I 
should vote ** nay.” 
be necessary to make a quorum. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. HUNTON (when his name wascalled). I am paired with 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], and shail not vote 
unless my vote be necessary to make a quorum. 

Mr. IRBY (when his name was called). 1am paired with the 
Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY]. 

Mr. MCLAURIN (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon]. 
present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. PERKINS (when his name was called). 
tion Iam paired with the junior Senator from North Dakota 
[Mr. RoacH}. 
vote. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator transfer his pair? 
paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. That will leave the Senator from Vermont 
paired with the Senator from North Dakota, and [ will record 
my vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. PERKINS. I vote “nay.” 

The roll cali was concluded. 


I am paired with 


If he were 


I am 


Mr. HOAR. I rise to inquire if the Senator from Tennessee | 


[Mr. HARRIS] has voted? 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Tennessee has | te 
te. 


voted, the Chair understands. 

Mr. HOAR. 
tor from Tennessee. I understood the Senator toannounce that 
he was paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorrRILw}, 
and that he had transferred that pair to a Senator who voted the 
same way he did. 

Mr. HARRIS. 

Mr. HOAR. 
Senator would vote before he transfers his pair. 

Mr. HARRIS. I always desire to do so. Can the Senator 
from Massachusetts tell me how the Senator frém Vermont 
would vote? 

Mr. HOAR. I have nodoubt he would vote ‘‘yea.” He has 


I do not know how the Senator would vote. 


gone home, and I think, therefore, he would like the Senate to | 


go home. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator from Massachusetts know 
that the Senator from Vermont would vote “yea” if here? 

Mr. HOAR. I have no doubt whatever of it. The Senator 
from Tennessee, when anhouncing that he was paired with that 
Senator and transferring the pair, ought undoubtedly to know 
how the Senator would vote. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ido not know. I announced my pair because 
I did not know how the Sena‘ur would vote; but when I took the 
liberty of transferring the pair I will say to the Senator from 
Massachusetts that I was very much surprised to find that he 





I will yield to a question, or if the Senator | 


Will the Senator from Rhode Island yield to me | 


| present, I should vote 
I am paired with 


I am at liberty, however, to vote if my vote | 


| a right under the terms of my pair to vote. 
I am paired 


| rum. 
Upon this ques- 


Not knowing how he would vote, I withhold my | 





I should like to have the attention of the Sena- | 


I think the Senator should find out how the other | 
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would agrees with me in anything. I shall, however, have no 
question about the propriety of my pair, and withdraw my vote 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Tennessee with- 
draws his vote. 

Mr. PERKINS. I withdraw my vote, and stand paired with 
the Senator from North Dakota. 

Mr. RANSOM (after having voted in the negative). I voted 
inadvertently. I am paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HALg&}, and withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I desire to know whether the senior 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Then I withdraw my vote, because [am 
| paired with that Senator. 
Mr. GALLINGER. [again announce my pair with the junior 
Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLs]. 
Mr. BUTLER. I announce my pair with the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. If he were present, I should vote 


“nay,” and he, I suppose, would vote “ yea.” 

Mr. CAFFERY. Iam paired with the Senator from Montana 
[Mr. POWER], and withhold my vote. 

Mr. CALL (after having voted in the negative). I desire to 
know if the Senator from Vermont{Mr. Procror] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr.CALL. I am paired with that Senator, and therefore 
withdraw my vote. 

Mr. GORDON (after having voted in the negative). I voted 
inadvertently. I withdraw my vote, as I am paired with the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. GIBSON. I desire toagain announce my pair with the 
senior Senator from Michigan|Mr. StocksripGE}|. If he were 
‘*nay.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. Lam paired with the senior Senator from 
lowa | Mr. ALLISON], who has been called away from the Senate 
for a few days. If he were present, I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. HILL. Lam paired with the junior Senator from Massa- 


| chusetts |Mr. LopGE]}. 


Mr. GORDON. If a quorum has not voted, I reserved the 
right with my pair to vote to make a quorum. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. No quorum has voted. 

Mr.GORDON. Then I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senate being without a quorum, I have 
I vote ** nay.” 

Mr. MCLAURIN. Under the agreement with the Senator 
with whom I am paired, I h@ve the right to vote to make a quo 
I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. HUNTON. I understand that no quorum has voted, and 
for the purpose of making a quorum I vote “ nay.” 

Mr. CALL. I donot know whether I have the right to vote 
or not. As announced, I am paired with the Senator from Ver- 
mont[{Mr. Procror]. I will leave the question to the Senators 
on the other side. If any of them object to my voting to make 
a quorum, I shall not feel at liberty to vote. 

Mr. QUAY. It seems to me, Mr. President, if the 
from Florida has no reservation as to his right to vote in the ab- 
sence of a quorum, he ought not to vote. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I insist upon the point of order I made some 
time ago, that during the roll call debate is not in order. 

Mr. HARRIS. Letthe result be announced. No debate is in 
order now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


senator 


The Chair is not entertaining de- 
The Senator from Florida will have to determine for him- 
self as to whether or not he will vote. 

Mr. CALL. I do not feel at liberty to vote without some 


| further understanding with the Senator from Vermont. 


The result was announced—yeas 2, nays 31; as follows: 
YEAS—2 
Mitchell, Oregon Squire. 
NAYS—31. 


| Allen, Fauikner, McLaurin, Pugh 
Bate, George, McPherson, Stewart 
Berry. Gordon, Martin. Turple 
Blanchard, Gray, Mitchell, Wis Vest, 
Brice, Hunton, Morgan, Vilas 
Camden, Jones, Ark Palmer, Voorhees 
Coke, Kyle, Pasco Walsh 
Daniel, Lindsay, Peffer 

NOT VOTING—52 

Aldrich, Dolph, Irby, Quay, 
Allison, Dubois, Jones, Nev tansom, 
Blackburn, Frye, Lodge. Roach. 
Butler, Gallinger, McMillan, Sherman, 
Caffery, Gibson, Manderson, Shoup 
Call, Gorman, Mills Smith 
Cameron, Hale, Morrill, Stockt 
Carey, Hansbrough, Murphy, Teller 
Chandler, Harris, Perkins, Vance 
Cockrell, Hawley, Pettigrew. Wash 
Cullom, Higgins, Platt White 
Davis, Hill. Powe! W ison 
Dixon, Hoar, Proctor Wolcott. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed 
to request the attendance of absent Senators. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Chair refuse to entertain the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Tennessee? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. What is the motion to which the 
Senator refers? 

Mr. HARRIS. The Chair having announced that no quorum 
had voted, ! moved that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to 
request the attendance of absent Senators; but perhaps under 
the rule a call of the Senate should first be had. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair ordered the roll call, 
which, under the rule of the Senate, is imperative, as the Chair 
upd arstands, when the absence of a quorum is shown. 

idr. HARRIS. The Chair is correct. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Aldrich, Coke, Kyle, Pettigrew, 
Allen, Daniel, ndsay, Pugh, 
Bate, Gallinger, McLaurin, guy: 
Berry, George, McPherson, som, 
Blackburn, Gibson, Martin, uire, 
Blanchard, Gordon, Mitchell, Oregon Stewart, 
Brice, Gorman, Mitchell, Wis. Turpie, 
Butler, Gray, Morgan, Vest, 
Call, Harris, Murphy, Vilas, 
Camden Higgins, Palmer, Voorhees 
Carey, Hunton, Pasco, Walsh, 
Chandler, Irby, Peffer, 

Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Perkins, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Fifty Senators have answered to 
their names. A quorum is present. 

Mr. HARRIS. The last roll call shows that there is a voting 
quorum present. There is no doubt a querum present, and the 

uestion therefore recurs on the motion made by the Senator 

rom Maine. I will withdraw my motion, to see if we have a 
voting quorum upon the question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs upon the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hae}, that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business, upon which the 
yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry, which I 
desire to make now. I have noticed the habit of the Senator 
from Tennessee 

Mr. HARRIS. The question is not debatable. 

Mr. ALDRICH. At odd intervals when the rules of the Sen- 
ate provide that no debate shall be had, of getting up and ad- 
dressing the Senate, giving notice of what he intends to do and 
what he does not intend to have somebody else do in the future. 
I desire that hereafter the rules of the Senate be enforced. 

Mr. HARRIS. I will undertake toenforce them now. I rise 
to a guestion of order. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheChair willstate that the pend- 
ing motion is not debatable. The Senator from Rhode Island 
stated to the Chair that he rose to a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I did, and that was that debate was not in 


order. 

Mv. HARRIS. The question is not debatable. No debate is 
in order on a motion to go into executive session. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The question I desire to put to the Presid- 
ing Officer —— 

r. HARRIS. The Senator from Rhode Island is out of 
order. I call for order: 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will hear a parliamen- 
tary inquiry. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then it must bea parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Tennessee is out of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If the Senator from Rhode Island 
has a parliamentary inquiry to propound to the Chair, the Chair 
will hear it; but the Chair will not hear debate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Rhode Island desired to 
knew whether the remarks maile by the Senator from Tennessee 
pending the roll call upon we aga question were in order? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e Secretary will call the roll on 
the motion of the Senator from Maine. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. ; 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. If he were 
presont, I thould vote * nay.” : 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. Procror]. lf he were present, I 
should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. COCKRELL (when his name was called), I am paired 
with the senior Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], and there- 
fore can not vote. I should yote “nay” if at liberty to do so. 
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Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was eat I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILts}. 

Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. STock- 
BRIDGE], and therefore withhold my vote. If I were not paired 
I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Witson]. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. GORMAN (when his name wascalled). I am paired with 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE]. 

Mr. GRAY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Illinois {Mr. CULLOM}], but I had an under- 
standing with him that where my vote is necessary to make a 
quorum I may vote, and I therefore vote “ nay.” 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morriu}. 

Mr. HILL (when his name was called). I will state, once for 
all, as I do not care to repeat it again, that I am paired with the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopes}. 

Mr. HUNTON (when his name was called). I shall vote on 
this question, notwithstanding my pair with the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], the understanding being that either 
one of us is at liberty to vote to make a quorum. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. PERKINS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Roacu]. 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Maine |[Mr. Hauer}. I should vote “ nay” if 
he were here. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (after having voted in the negative). I 
withdraw my vote, as the senior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
MANDERSON], with whom I am paired, is not present. 

‘ a result was announced—yeas 2, nays 32, not voting 51; as 
ollows: 


YEAS—2. 
Mitchell, Oregon Squire. 
NAYS—32. 

Allen, Daniel, McLaurin, Peffer, 
Bate, George, McPherson, h, 
Berry, Gray, Martin, Stewart, 
Blanchard, Hunton, Mitchell, Wis. Turpie, 
Brice, Irby, Morgan, est, 
Camden, Jones, Ark. Murphy, Vilas, 

ey, le, . Palmer, Voorhees, 

8, ay, Pasco, Walsh. 

NOT VOTING—i1. 

Aldrich, Dubois, Hoar, Ransom, 
Allison, Faulkner, Jones, Ney. Roach, 
Blackburn, Frye, L Sherman, 
Butler, Gallinger, McMillin, Shoup, 
Caffery, Gibson, Manderson, Smith, 
Call, " ordon, Mills, Stockbridge, 
Cameron, Morrill, Teller, 
Chandler, Hale, Perkins, Vance, 
Cockrell, Hansbrough, Pettigrew, Washburn, 
Cullom, Harris, Piatt, White, 
Davis, Hawley, Power, Wilson, 
Dixon, Higgins t Wolcott. 
Dolph, Hill, - Quay, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. A quorum has not voted. 

Mr. QUAY (at 5 o'clock and 58 minutes p.m.). I move that 
the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. BLACKBU. I suggest that the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. QUAY] is not here to make a motion. 

Mr. QUAY. The Senator from Pennsylvania, I presume, has 
the privilege of a after the roll call. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the motion of 
the Senator from Pennsylvania that the Senate do now adjourn. 
[Putting the question.] The “ noes” have it, and the motion is 
not agreed to. 

Mr. QUAY. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Chair has announced his decision. 

Mr. VEST and others. Too late. 

Mr. QUAY. Ido not think it is too late to call for the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President-— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that debate is 
not inorder. The last roll call disclosed the lack of a quorum. 
The Secretary will call the roll for the purpose of ascertaining 
whether a qurom be present. 

Mr. QUAY. Dol understand that the Chair refuses to en- 
tertain my motion? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair did not refuse to enter- 
tain the motion, but, under the rule, the Chair had made the an- 


nouncement before the yeas and nays were called for. The Chair 
is enf the rules of the Senate. 
Mr. CKBURN and others. That is right. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 
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The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called), 
answered to their names: the Senator from Pennsylvania {[Mr. CAMER 











Co! J Arl Perkir present, | should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Aldrich, Yoke, Jones, Ark. ‘rkins, in aoe a ee ee y aor eee ee 
Allen, Daniel, Kyle, Pettigrew, - Mr. CALL (when hi nal 18 Was Called), [ am paired w i the 
Bate, Gallinger, Lindsay, Pugh, Senator from Vermont |Mr. Procror). If he were p nt, I 
Berry, George, McLaurin, Seth should vote “‘ nay. 
Blackburn, Gibson, {cPherson, ansom, Mtr CP I at RM eh ai , oe re : 
Blanchard, Gordon, Martin. Squire, " as< GR 1 Wil 1! SS name Was . l I am put a n 
Butler, Gorman, Mitchell, Oregon Stewart, the senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM], but believing 
one arey, a hell, Wis. Lael gun there is not a voting quorum present, I vote “ nuy.’ 

. arris, Morg est, NAN neat ar arniginers ve) ] ean —— 
Camden, Higgins, Murphy, Vilas, Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). Lam paired with 
Carey. Hill, l Voorhees. the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MoRRIL 
a. eee, | Mr. PERKINS (when his name was called). I again an- 
Cockrell, Te 4 | nounce my pair with the Senator from North Dakota | Mr. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Fifty Senators have responded to ROACH]. 
their names. A quorumis present. The question recurs on the — roll call was concluded. ; ; 
motion of the Senator from Maine {Mr. HALE] that the Senate | Mr. Cor KRELL, [am paired with the senior Senator from 
proceed to the consideration of executive business; upon which | Towa (Mr. ALLISON], or I should vote ‘‘n Ly. 
motion the yeas and nays have been ordered. The Secretary The result was announced—yeas 5, nays 30; as follows: 


will call the roll. 











KAS 5 
The Secretary proceeded wo call the roll. & we ; Py 
Mr. BLACKBURN (when his name was called). Iam paired | To oregon Pettste’ Quay, Squire 
with the senior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]. In| 3" ™ NAYS—30 
his absence I withhold my vote. If he were here I should vote | Alle (hi at aati etait , 
6s nay.” Bate,’ Gorman, M ete Ste wart, 
Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). [am paired with | Berry, Gray, Martin, Ve 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. {-- hard, Hunton Mitchell, Wis. Vilas 
Mr. CAFFERY (when his name was called). Iam paired gen- | Gin fon. eee ae Patner. ee 
erally with the Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER], with the | Coke, Kyle, Pasco, - 
understanding, however, that whenever his or my vote may | nic! Lindsay, Peffer 
make a quorum, or may tend toit,either may vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” | NOT VOTING--50 
Mr. CALL (when his name was called). [ am paired with the | ,) Dubois Suen Wwe a 
Senn:tor from Vermont [Mr. PRocTor]. If he were present I | Faulkner Lodg Shoup 
should vote ‘‘ nay.” | Butier, erye, SeOnenesey S| 
Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). I again announce Cal Gina — Wether 
my pair with the senior Senator from Michigan (Mr. STOCK- | Cameron, Gordon Morril rarpie 
BRIDGE]. If he were present I should ‘‘nay.” | Carey, ule - Murphy Vance 
Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). [ am paired with | bee ca. fais hate sf “ 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. | Cullom, Hawley, Power Wilson 
Mr. PERKINS (when his name was called). I am paired with | Davis, Hige = rOCtor Wolcott 
the junior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Roacu]. Deke oat Rom 
Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). Iam paired with Se a : : 
the Senator from Maine |Mr. Hae}. 30 the senate reius od to ad jou i : 
The roll call was concluded. Mr. HARRIS. | [ know it is not in order at thi 3 stage of the 
Mr. GALLINGER. Lagain announce my pair with the junior | Proce ding to enter upen anything in the form ee ut | 
Senator from Texas [Mr. Muuus]. trust I may be allowed to make a statement a minute or a min- 
Mr. GORDON. [I inquire if a quorum has voted? ute and a half long. Satiacliies ey s 
Mr. ALDRICH. Iobject. Debate is not in order. } The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is th re objection: Che ( ir 
Mr. GORDON. 1 have decided to vote to make a quorum. I | hears none, and the Senator from Lennessee “lil proc 
vote “ nay.” ; Mr. HARRIS. Under Rule V, when the 1ate vot wen a 
Mr. COCKRELL. Iam paired with the senior Senator from “vestion and less than a quorum votes, it the duty of the 


Iowa[Mr. ALLISON]. If he were present I should vote “‘ nay.’ Chair to order a call of the Senate. Upon that call if there ap- 
I.do not know how he would vote. ‘3 to be less than a quorum, then it is in order to move that 
The result was announced—yeas 3, nays 32; as follows: the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to request the attendance of 














absent Senators. But if upon the call of the Senate a quorum is 
YEAS—3. | present, then, under Rule V, it is not in order to make that mo 
Mitchell,Oregon Pettigrew, * Squire. | tion. Now, we find ourselves in a condition at this h: of the 
NAYS—22 evening where there is not a quorum voting upon any question 
ae on which the Senate divides, but upon a call of the Senate there 
Allen, paaee. Lind d are seven Senators more thana quorum. Therefore we can not 
Berr~. Gordon, Mc} « | send for absent Senators, because a quorum is presen 
Blanchard, Gorman, Martin, In view of that condition of affairs l intend to-morrow morn- 
+ a ee, — ing to notify my pair that | can stand paired no longer, unless 
Camden, Sones. Ark. Murpl it is with the distinct understanding tnat I have a rightto vote 
Coke. Kyle Pz whenever I apprehend thereis a wantofaquorum. [| think the 
NOT VOTING-—10. | only ‘thing left for us to do is to give notice that our pairs exist 
Aldrich, Dubois. Jones, Nev. Sherman. | no longer, so that we who are here and stay here shall! all be free 
Allison, Faulkner, Lodge, Shoup to vote. ; 
Blac’sburn, Frye, McMillan, ith After making that statement as to the present condition of af- 
aos , ee — — ige, | fairs (and I hope before to-morrow night there will be a very dif- 
a Geos Morrill, Tur pic, ferent condition of affairs), 1 move that the Senate do now ad- 
Carey, Hale, Perkins, Vance | journ, as I do not wish to vibrate between the call of the roll 
ore oo a | upon the pending question and then a call of the Senate which 
Cullom, " Hawley, Proctor, Wilson, develops the presence of a quorum. 
Davis, Higgins, Quay, Wolcott. The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
Dolph; Toa i | the Senator from Tennessee that the Senate do now adjourn. 





The motion was agreed to: and (at 6 o’clock and 15 minutes p. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. No quorum has voted. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, April 10, 
Mr. QUAY. I move that the Senate adjourn. 1894, at 12 o'clock m. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Pennsylvania, thatthe Senate do now adjourn. 
Mr. QUAY. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary pro led Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate April 7,1 


to call the roll. 


CONFIRMATION 


viv 


Mr. BLACKBURN (when his name was called). I am paired | Pe eee PS POSrorr! as 
with the senior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON], who George A. Howard, of Tennessee, 1 .uditor of the Treag- 
is absent, 2nd [ withhold my vote. ury for the Post-Office Department 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MonDaAY, April 9, 1894, 


The House met at 120’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. Baasy. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read and ap- 
proved. 
PAY OF ASSISTANT ATTORNEYS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the Housea letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a communication from 
the Attorney-General submitting an estimate of deficiency in 
the appropriation for pay of special assistant attorneys, 1894; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES DEAL. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a communication 
from the Commissioner of Customs submitting the claim of 
Charles Deal, late deputy collector, and recommending an ap- 
propriation therefor; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. STRAUS, until next Tuesday next, on account of im- 
portant business. 

To Mr. Cooper of Fiorida, indefinitely, on account of impor- 
tant business. 

To Mr. CANNON of Illinois, for one week, on account of impor- 
tant business. 

To Mr. GoLDZIER, for eight days, on account of public busi- 
ness, 

To Mr. CORNISH, for one week, on accountof sickness in family. 

To Mr. ENGLISH of New Jersey, for one week, on account of ill 
health. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the committees for re- 
ports. 


The committees were called, but no reports were submitted. 
REPRINT OF THE RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


On motion of Mr. CATCHINGS, a reprint of House bill 6518, 
making appropriation for the construction, repair, and preserva- 
tion of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other 
purposes, was ordered, the supply being exhausted. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HEARD. Mr.Speaker,I call forthe regularorder. This 
is District day under the rules, and I understand the regular 
order to be the consideration of business reported from the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is in some doubt as to whether 
the regular order is not the proceedings that we had on Satur- 
day. There is a motion pen 3+ 

Mr. HEARD. Well, if the Chair holds that that is the regu- 
lar order, of course it will have to be disposed of first, but my 
impression was that that being a contest as to whether or not we 
should have a quorum as to the business of that day, it died with 
the proceedings of the day. 

The SPEAKER. There was a motion made by the gentleman 
from Illincis [Mr. SPRINGER] to discharge an order previously 
made for the arrest of absent members. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to submit that 
that is not necessarily thé regular order. I understand the rule 
to be that a motion may be withdrawn at any time prior to ade- 
cision upon it. 

The SPEAKER. There has been no suggestion to withdraw 
this motion. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I was merely aotng, met statement as a 
predicate for what I was about to say. it be true that the 
mover of that motion could withdraw it at this stage—and I 
think it is quite clear that he could do so—it would seem to fol- 
low that it is not such a matter of privilege as the House must 
necessarily pass upon unless it is withdrawn. In other words, 
it may be such a proceeding that the gentleman who made the 
motion could insist upon the House acting upon it by calling it 
up, but if he chooses to withdraw it, or not to call it up, then I 
submit that it does not stand asa question _aee which 
necessaril poe itself to the House for action at this time. 

Mr. BURROWS. The gentleman from Illinois is not present 
to withdraw his motion, even if the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Mississippi is one that he would acquiesce in; and I sug- 
gest to the gentleman from Mississi and to the Chair that 
there be no objection this matter might go over for the present, 

and the House proceed with the District bastmess. 


. 
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The SPEAKER. 
over without any decision of the question. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


METROPOLITAN RAILWAY COMPANY. 
Mr. HEARD. Now, Mr. Speaker, Icall for the regular order. 


If there be noobjection, the matter may go 


The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Missouri indicate 
the bill which he desires to call up? 

Mr. HEARD. I desire to call up the unfinished business. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The bill that is pending. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The bill (H. R. 6171) to authorize the Metropolitan Railroad Company to 
change its motive power for the propulsion of the cars of said company. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It will be found on ex- 
amination that the amendment pending on last District day was 
one offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER], 
to insert the word “electric” after the word “ underground ” in 
the first section of the bill, line 11. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, is this bill in the House or in 
committee? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. This bill was being con- 
sidered in the House by unanimous consent, under agreement 
that the debate should be limited to fiva minutes on each amend- 
ment. The amendment thatI have indicated was pending when 
the House adjourned. 

The SPEAKER. The arrangement to which the gentleman 
refers was by unanimous consent. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It was. The debate had 
progressed for fifteen or twenty minutes under that agreement 
when the House adjourned. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DocKERY). The Clerk will 
report the pending amendment. 

he Clerk read as follows: 

Between the word “underground” and the word “system,"’ in section 1, 
page 1, line 11, insert “electric.” 

The SPEAKER pre tempore. The question is on this amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I would like to hear an explanation from 
some gentleman of the committee as to their reason for opposing 
the insertion of this word “ electric.” They have told usin their 
report and the arguments they have made that of the two per- 
missible methods of propulsion—the underground trolley and 
the cable system—the cable system could in no event be used, 
leaving only the other. Now, in view of those statements what 
is the objection to this amendment? — 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, as I stated when this bill was up 
for consideration on the last District day, the only object of the 
committee in recommending striking out the word “ electric” 
was that while the committee believed, and continue to believe, 
that the underground system of propulsion as contemplated to 
be used ‘is feasible, yet by striking out this word the company 
would bé enabled, without coming to Congress for further au- 
thority, to use the cable on the Ninth street line if the other 
system should be demonstrated to be a failure. 

The gentleman from Iowahas repeated a statement which was 
made on the last District day, that this company has insisted it 
is not practicable to use the cable system on this line. On that 

int t wish to say the gentleman isinerror. The contention 
s, and always has been, that by reason of the great number of 
curves in the main line running from Georgetown to the Capitol 
it is impracticable to use the cable; but it is considered by the 
engineers feasible to use the cable on the Ninth street line. 

But allow me to add that the committee is not here to-day re- 
sisting the insertion of the word “electric.” On the contrary, 
I state to the House that there is not a single member of the 
committee who objects to an amendment which will limit this 
company to the use of underground electric propulsion. There 
is no opposition on the partof the committee to this amendment, 
and I hope it will be adopted et: 

Mr. MBS. Mr. Speaker, I decidedly approve of insert- 
ing the word “electric ” after the word ‘‘ underground ” in this 
bill, for the reoson—— 

A MEMBER. We all agree to the amendment. 

Mr. COOMBS. Very well; if there is no opposition to the 
amendment, I waive further remarks. 

The question being taken, the amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next 
amendment. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

On 3, strike out the seven last words of line 5, ali of line 6, and three 
words of line 7 and insert-—— 

The SPEAKER prot The section to which this amend- 


ment es has not been reached, as it was that the 
whee d be considered in the House as in Committee of the 
2. 
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Mr. HEPBURN. I move to amend by striking out the last 
word. I make this amendment for the purpose of giving notice 
of a motion which I desire to make and shall make at the proper 
time to recommit the bill with instructions to report a measure 
resuming all the rights that the Government conferred upon 
this company and providing some method for the use of the fran- 
chise. 

I do this (and I may refer to the matter now, as it is a month 
since the subject was under discussion) because I believe this 
company has shown absolute and wanton contempt of the legis- 
lation of Congress. It has been the effort of Congress for five 
years to compel this company to furnish the people of this Dis- 
trict adequate street-car facilities. Under various pretenses 
the company has refused to do this; and it now comes here ask- 
ing for a further extension of time within which, as it says, it 
expects to comply with the mandates which were put upon it 
five years ago and which it ought to have obeyed four years ago. 
It has refused to pay a debt due to the District, not a debt, as 
has been said, of $147,000, but a debt of $234,000—a debt that has 
been adjudicated and determined to be due—a debt which, in 
my humble judgment, any man who investigates the question 
must decide that this company owes to the District. 

You will remember that during the progress of the debate four 
weeks ago on this subject a gentleman during that discussion 
claimed that there was not the shadow of even anequitable claim 
against this company. 

A MEMBER. Who was it? 

Mr. HEPBURN (continuing). And yet here is the unques- 
tioned fact of the existence of a statute that declares that they 
shall do certain work, which they have utterly refused to do, or 
at least omitted to do, that was done by the city and that they 
up to this time under various pretexts have repudiated. 

These gentlemen told us the other day that these improve- 
ments made were made in streets mainly before the roadbed 
was laid. Thatis true. But when they were laid the company 
was then in default. This incorporating act was passed in 1864. 
The company was required to build the various street railways 
within a year. They secured an extension of the time, and 
when that expired they secured another extension, aggregating 
in all nearly five years, bringing the time when they should 
have furnished these facilities tothe year 1869. Theseimprove- 
ments were not made by the District until 1870, 1871, 1872, and 
1873—years afterwards. There was during all of this time an 
obligation on the company to give the facilities and build the 
road which had not been complied with. 

Now, they set up the fact of their own default as a reason why 
they should not be required to participate in the expense of the 
paving of these streets, notwithstanding that at their request 
their stringers and ties were laid in the pavement as it was being 
laid. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. 
ment? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, I have but a short part of five min- 
utes remaining, but will be glad to hear the gentleman. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. 1 suppose the gentleman from Iowa 


Will the gentleman allow me a mo- 


would hardly take the position that a duty was on this company | 


to do the work (after Congress had extended the time) within 
the time for which the extension had been allowed; and, second, 
the gentleman is utterly mistaken in the assertion that it was 
who iy done at the expense of the company. It was a sugges- 
tion that came primarily from the board of public works, and 
when the improvement was made, on streets not occupied by the 
company, it was done under a solemn contract between the com- 
re and the board of public works that they were not to do it 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DoCKERY). The time of the 
gentleman from Iowa has expired. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I ask that the time of the gentleman 
from Iowa be extended for ten minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Alabama? 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I am forced to object. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. You will not save any time by it. 

Mr. HEARD. Iam perfectly willing to yield to the gentle- 
man an additional five minutes; but in response to the gentlo- 
man from Indiana let me say we do not pro to make any- 
thing by objecting. Wedesire if possible to keep this debate 
strictly within the rule that we have agreed upon. I am per- 
fectly willing that the gentleman from lowa may have an addi- 
tional five minutes. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama | 


requested that he be allowed ten minutes’ additional time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Does the gentleman from 
Towa ask an extension of ten minutes? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I should like to have that time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I hope there will be no 
objection to that. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
tleman from Missouri to object. 

Mr. HEARD. I did object, but did not know the gentleman 
had made application for the extention or desired it, in fact. |] 
have no objection to that if he wishes it. 

But I hope I may be’ permitted to suggest to the House, in 
the consideration of this question, that I shall feel compelled 
| to object hereafter to any extension beyond the time allowed by 

the rule. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

recognized for ten minutes. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, four weeks ago when the dis- 
cussion of this question was had three gentlemen of the com- 
mittee occupied nearly all of the day in presenting the railroad 
side of the question. In view of that fact, I think it only fair 

that we may have an opportunity’to give the other side of it. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman will allow 
this correction. I, as chairman of the committee, occupied less 
than ten minutes that day, but the gentleman from Iowa! Mr. 
HEPBURN], when I was about to move that the House proceed 
under the five-minute rule, indicated that he wanted more time, 
and he was permitted to proceed for an hour if he wanted to. 
He had no limit, and he certainly can not complain. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, [am not complaining now. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I donot want to take issue 
with my friend, but I do not think he ought tosay that the gen- 
tleman who spoke on that day presented the railroad side of 
the case. I tried in the time that I occupied to present both 
sides of the case. 

Mr. HEPBURN. 
tleman’s remarks. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentleman admitted 
thathe was not in the Hall, paying attention to what I[ said, be- 
cause I had to correct him on that day. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Very well; we shall not quarrel about that 
if we can get the case presented now. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee in a sense is correct, in the correction that he made. In 
another he is not. This road came to Congress in 1864 and asked 
for thesefranchises. They weregranted. They wereexclusive. 
For more than eight years a portion of them were held in this 
way, they refusing to go on with the improvements, refusing to 
give the facilities for travel, and prohibiting anybody else from 
getting in. Again the gentleman is partially correct. I[t is 
true that the Commission&rs, for fear that there might be some 
pretense on the part of the company that they were not con- 
sulted, notified them, and then they made the request that they 
be permitted, or that the authorities of the District should lay 
the stringers and the cross-ties in the pavement as it was being 
constructed. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Right there, if the gentleman will 
permit me, that was done under a solemn contract between the 
road and the board of public works, that no part of the work 
| then done should be at the expense of the road. 

Mr. HEPBURN. There was nocontract at that time at all, 
the gentleman will permit me. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. But the record shows it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The presidentof the road, in one of the let- 
ters, put in that proposition. There was never any acceptance 
of that atall. There was no waiver, and there never has been 

@ waiver, on the part of the authorities of the District, of the 
duty of the company to put in this pavement, and there could be 

none. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. But the letters to which the gentle- 
man refers constitute the contract. 

| Mr. HEPBURN. They do not. 
| Mr. COBB of Alabama. In law they do. 
| 


The Chair understood the gen- 


The gentleman from Iowa is 


I did not observe the latier part of the gen- 


if 





Mr. HEPBURN. They do not. There is no agreement of 
| that kind. 
Mr. COBB of Alabama. And that agreement was that the 
| road should proceed, provided it should not be held responsible 
for any of the paving. 
| Mr. HEPBURN. And the court has passed upon that matter, 
| and has refused to recognize that. They could not have done it 
| if they had wanted to. Here was an act of Congress requiring 
them to pave their tracks, imposing upon the railroad company 
that duty, but that is a part and parcel of all the other special 
pleadings that we have heard here in behalf of this railway com- 
pany. There is no foundation in fact for it, nor is there in law, 
nor is there in justice. They are here simply pleading now the 
effect of their default for all these years. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, in my judgment they ought not to be per- 


| mitted to have this benefit for themselves. Other railway com- 
panies have responded to the obligation of the law, and they hav 
made payment. ican not exactly tell you the amountof the pay- 
ments they have made, but one corporation, the Washington and 


Georgetown Railroad, has paid $60,000. Others have paid sums 
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aggregating in all, with the interest, perhaps, $100,000. These 
other companies stand in precisely the sameattitude toward the 
taxpayers of this District as does the Metropolitan road. Now, if 
you wipe out this indebtedness, if you say it shall not pay, why 
in justice and in equity are you not required to make restitution 
to the companies that have paid? {ff this thing is done, it will 
be but a little while—— 

Mr. KYLE. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes. 

Mr. KYLE. Isit nota fact that the Commissioners of the 
District, and the District attorney, and everybody connected 
with the government of this city and its affairs, is protesting 
against the passage of this bill? 

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman is correct. They are all 
protesting against it. It is the District Committee against the 
whole — of the istrict. ‘That is the issue. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentleman ought 
not to make as broad a statement as that. That is not the case. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Who else is on your side of the contention? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I wantto state that what 
the gentleman has said is not the case at all. Ido not wish to 
occupy his time now. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Iwill be very glad to be corrected if I am 
wrong. 

Mr. KYLE. Has not the gentleman a copy of a letter from 
the attorney of the District here ae against it? 

Mr.PAYNE. The gentleman has said the amount involved 
is $234,000, instead of $147,000. I should like an explanation of 
that. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The original debt at the time judgment 
was rendered was $147,000, with*ten or eleven years’ interest. 
Tho interest amounts te more than $80,000. 

It is true that in the efforts toward compromise, I believe, 
nothing was said about that interest; and yet it is as much due 
to the District and to the Government as anything else. 

Mr. KILGORE, Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question for information? 

Mr. HEPBURN. If I can answer it I will. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand that there is a sition in 
this bill to extend the time fixed for requiring this road to 
change its motive power? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KILGORE. From mule to some other power? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes. 

Mr. KILGORE. And coupled with that is a proposition to 
pay 2 debt it owes to the city? 

Mr. HEPBURN. There is nothing of that kind in this bill. 

Mr. KILGORE. And you contend that there ought to be? 

Mr. HEPBURN. There ought to be a proposition of that 
kind in it. Heretofore there has been on of that kind. 

Mr. KILGORE. Is there question in the courts bearing on 
that question? : 

Mr. HEPBURN. WNotnow; that hasall been adjudicated. It 
was lost to the District, because'of the plea of tho statute of 
limitation. Now, there was a time, Mr. Chairman (and allow 
me to explain that), when the authorities of the ict did 
not believe the three years’ statute of limitation applied to the 
District; that there was some element of sovereignty in the 
District as the representative of the Federal Government that 
prevented ‘the operation of the bar of the statute. They went 
on under that theory until the three — e le 

Again, there is a reason for the failure to bring suits at the 
proper time. There was an attempt being made by the city au- 
thorities and the railroad corpora’ to seeure an amicable ad- 
judication and to secure an agreed statement of facts. One of 
theattoraeys for the Government says that the facts were agreed 
upon; and there was a belief that there would be no @ifliculty 
about securing an authoritative agreement in writing; butafter 
atime the authorities on thepart of this railroad company re- 
fused to make that agreement, waiving the bar of the statutes. 
Gentlemen tell us that there has been no litigation on the mat- 
ter. My understanding is that every question has been prop- 
erly investigated and that upon question except that of 
the statute of limitation the city authorities have recevered in 
the actions that have been t. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Cortainly. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. And was not the case taken to 
the Supreme Court, and upon one of the was not 
the decision of the court below reversed by the Supreme Court? 

Mr. EEPBURN. The Supreme Court reversed on the point 
of the statute of limitation. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. And if the court below made an 
error in one proposition, is it not possible that they made errors 
with reference to other parts of the question? 
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Mr. HEPBURN. Of course,I take it for granted that all 
courts may possibly commit errors. 

Mr.COBB of Alabama. Without taking the time of the gen- 
tleman, I simply desire to enter a denial. 

Mr. HEPBURN. A denial of what? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. That there has been an adjudication 
agreed upon by the courts. 

Mr. HEPBURN. De you say that there wasno adjudication? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. There was no adjudication. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Did not the court below pass upon every 
one of the twelve questions presented to them? 

Mr.COBB of Alabama. Yes, it was passed upon by the court 
withdrawing the main question from the jury and preventing 
substantially any adjudication upon it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The court adjudicated it. It wasone of the 
questions that the court could withdraw from the jury, but there 
was no reversal of that action. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. That is where we differ. 

Mr. HEPBURN. There has been no conflict in the evidence 
between these parties until within these latter days. When 
they were attempting to agree upon a statement of the facts 
there was no controversy about the facts. The refusal upon the 
part of the railroad company was based upon the waiver of the 
plea of the statute of limitation. 

The eer The time of the gentleman from Iowa has 
expired. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, in consid- 
eration of the interruptions, I ask that the gentleman be al- 
lowed ten minutes more. 

Mr. HEARD. I hope that the gentleman will not press that 
motion until the Committee may have an opportunity to be 
heard. The House knows that the gentleman has been treated 
liberally with regard to time. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I will withdraw it with the 
understanding—— 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is unable to hear the statement 
of the gentleman. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I will withdraw the mo- 
Soe with the understanding that I may renew it at a later pe- 
riod. 

Mr. HEARD. The gentleman from Iowa asks for a few min- 
utes more time to conclude his remarks. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Ido not ask it now. I will ask it later. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. 5S er, [am now going to ask an indul- 
gence of the House which I rarelyask. I feel, however, impelled 
by a sense of duty to the District Committee, and to myself as a 
member of that committee, to ask the House to indulge me for 
ten minutes, or for as much time as it gave to the gentleman 
from Iowa {[Mr. HipsBuRN], who is not a member of the commit- 
tee, in order that I may present the side which the committee 
desire to have presented to the House. I ask ten minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask tho 
gentleman a question for my own information and the informa- 
tion of other gentlemen sitting around me. Isit nota fact that, 
owing to the decision of the higher court not one cent of this 
$147,000 can be collected from the railway company? 

Mr. HEARD. Thatistruve. There has been adecision of the 
pen yoo Court based upon the plea of the statute of limitation, 

that has never beendenied by anybody. Thatis the present 
status of the case. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Then I understand there is no 
— to collect that money from the company, as the case now 
stan 

Mr. HEARD. I think that is generally conceded. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. How, then, I ask the gentleman 
if it is mot true that this company has offered, in the event of 
its charter being extended, to waive the plea of the statute of 
limitations, and go into court aud let the whole question be de_ 
termined irrespective of that plea? 

Mr. HEARD. That is correct. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Is it not true, further, that the 
District Commissioners, relying upon their power to use Con- 
gress to squeeze something out of this company that it is not 
—~ le for, declined that proposition? 

. HEARD. I declinetoanswer thatquestion. Thegentle- 
man can draw his own inference. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Is it not a fact that the company 
offered to submit the question to the courts, waiving the plea of 
the statute of limitations, and that that offer has been refused by 
the District Commissioners? 

Mr. HEARD. Thatis true. Now, Mr. Speaker, in that con- 
nection I desire to read a ion submitted by the —s 
company to the District ioners and their attorney. 
hope gentlemen will give me their attention, for if the District 
Commissioners and their attorney rely upon the equities as 
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established in this suit which they talle of so much, then this} Mr. HEARD. Here is the record wpon which the Dis 


ought to be acceptable to them. Here is the proposition: 


Whereas, in the case of the District of Columbia against the Metropolitan 
Railway Company, @efendant at law, No. 22458 on the docketof the supre 
court of the District of Columbia, the Supreme Court of the United Stat 


reversed the judgment entered in said case by the said supreme court of the | 


District of Columbia and gave judgment in favor of the said Metropolitan 
Railway Company on the pleas of the statute of limitations, but did not pass 
upon or express any opinion as to the other pleas filed in said case: 

The said court of appeals of the District of Columbia ishereby authorized 
and empowered and is given jurisdiction to consider and determine all the 
pleas filed in said case by the said railroad company, except the said pleas 
relating to and setting up the statute of limitations, and to consider, deter- 
mine, and adjudicate all the issues raised by said pleas, except the issues 
relating to the statute of limitations, as presented by and contained in the 
record of the Supreme Court of the United States; acopy of said record, duly 
authenticated, shall be certified by the supreme court of the District of Co 
lumbia to the said court of appeals, which said court shall have jurisdiction 
thereof, as though the same came before the said court of appeals upon ap- 
peal duly taken from the judgment of the supreme court of the District of 
Columbia holding a special term. 

The compaay further proposed to file a written waiver of all 
rights accruing to said company by the decision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States upon the statute of limitations, and 
admitting and acknowledging the jurisdiction of the court of 
appeals under the act of reference, thus reéstablishing thiscase 
in the courts of the District with full jurisdiction in them totry 
it upon the record, on which it is claimed that the District is en- 
titled toa judgment. That proposition was rejected bythe Dis- 
trict Commissioners and their attorney. Then they said they 
wanted anarbitration. The railroad oe said, ‘* Very well, 
we will have an arbitration,” and the stipulation prepared by 
the Commissioners and the railroad company is in the hands of 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON]; but the Com- 
missioners demanded, as a preliminary to agreeing to an arbi- 
tration, or the attorney of the District demanded, that the com- 
pany should waive their right to plead the question of notice, 
and, practically, the question of original liability, and should 
also agree to pay, in any event, the sum of $39,000. 

Now, in view of that fact, and in view of the fact that the 
Commissioners demanded that the $147,000, the whole amount 
of which the committee did not believe was justly due, should 
be paid, the committee declined to recommend the payment of 
any sum of money by the railroad company, because we could 
not conscientiously recommend the full amount, and the recom- 
mendation of any less amount would put us in the position of 
trying to scale down what the Commissioners said was due; so 
we reported this bill back with the provision that the legislation 
herein contained should not interfere with any pending rights 
of the District, thus leaving the matter.as we knew it would be 
left, in the hands of Congress to amend the bill in any way it 
should deem proper and require this company to pay $39,000 or 
$50.000, or the whole $147,000, or any other sum that they should 
finally believe to be due. 

The gentleman from [owa proposes to recommit this bill, and 
I would ask him in whose interest such a motion can be made? 
It is conceded by everybody that the legislation which is asked 


here ought to be enacted if it can be passed without injury to | 


the public interests. Now, if the gentleman from Iowa wants to 
serve the public by improving the transportation facilities of 
this District, why does not he propose to amend this bill so as to 
compel the company to pay all the money which he says is due, 
and let the re get the benefit of the improvement in trans- 
portation facilities which will result from this legislation? The 
committee agrees, the House agrees, the District Commissioners 
agree that the company should be authorized to make the change 

roposed in motive power, and all that anybody has demanded 
s that the money claimed to be due should be paid by the com- 
pany; therefore, why is not the gentleman’s motion to make this 
company pay all this money, or whatever sum the House may 
think proper, and let the public get the benefit of the proposed 
change in motive power which the bill was originally designed 
to give them? 

Mr. LACEY. Iwill ask the gentleman whether he thinks the 
clause that he has just read would be sufficient in and of itself to 
carry out the purpose? 

Mr. HEARD. Certainly not. 

Mr. LACEY. Would it not be proper to require the company 
to file a stipulation of waiver? 

Mr. HEARD. We made that suggestion and the railroad 
company assented to it, and the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. CoGSWELL]} preferred this amendment to the one we rec- 
ommended. The company said they were willing to amend this 
proposition so that it should compel the company to file that 
waiver and alzo to acknowledge the jurisdiction of the court, as 
before stated. 

Mr. BLAIR. I would like to know why it is that this com- 
ews if it has rights under the judgments of the courts, is to 

compelled to surrender them inorder to get useful and le- 
gitimate legislation 





wuthorities claim that they were entitled toa judgmon i upon 
which a judgment was obtained in the supreme court of the D 
trict: but that judgment was avoided in the Supreme Court of 


the United States, to which the case was carried on app 

the plea of the statute of limitations. Now, the proposition . 
sented by the railroad company in our committee, and to which 
the gentleman from Indiana | Mr. JOHNSON] has referred, was 
that Congress in connection with this bill shali confer upon the 
court of appeals full jurisdiction to try this controversy upon 
all pleas except the statute of limitations; and in order that 
there may be no question about the authority of the co » try 
the issues, it is proposed that the company shall « | 
waive the rights secured to them under former liti 
this the company is willing to do 


Mr. BLAIR. Was the case tried yn the pleas to the 
its? 

Mr, HEARD. That is a matter which I must leave to my 
learned colleague on the committee, the gentleman from Ala- 
bama (Mr. Coss]. I will simply say that according to his opin- 
ion all discretion on the part of the jury was taken away by the 
instructions of the court. I must be excused, however, from 


going further into that question. 

Mr. Speaker, how much time have [ remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. One minute. 

Mr. HEPBURN. If the gentleman will allow me, I think |] 
can answer the question of the gentlemanfrom New Hampshire 
{[Mr. BLAIR]. 

Mr. HEARD. The gentleman may do so in his own time. 
Having but one minute left I have no time to pursue this dis- 
cussion now; I will resume it later. I now surrender the floor 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Speaker, I opposed this bill when it ; 
under consideration by the House heretofore; and subsequent 
investigation has convinced me that I was right in taking that 
position. The more this question is investigated the more in 
defensible seems to be the position of the committee, which is 
urging Congress to waive certain rights that the District of 
Columbia has in relation to this railroad company, and to gi 
life again to the charter that the company has forfeited. 

[ find that the Fifty-second Congress appointed a committe 
to investigate the franchises of the District; and that commit 
tee, in closing their partial report, said in relation to street 


railways: 


w 
Pending the conclusion of this investigation, they strongly urge that no 
new legislation be had on any of the following matters—granting any nev 


charter or extending charters to existing lines 


I find also in the tabulation of that committee a statement to 
which I beg to call attention, because of its importance. The 
Washington and Georgetown Railroad Company—inother words, 
the cable road—which has issued stock to the amount of $500),- 
000, received into its treasury only $200,000 for that $500,000 
worth of stock; in other words, only 40 per cent of the amount 
of the stock was paid into the treasury. 

A MEMBER. And the stock is now worth 400. 

Mr. COOMBS. The stock is worth, as the gentleman sug- 
gests, 400. We find that in ten years that stock has paid an an- 

vual dividend of over 50 per cent on the amount invested. Th: 
interests of the District have certainly not been preserved in 
this case. 

I find that the company that is before us now asking certain 
favors, the Metropolitan, with stock issued to the amount of 
$735,000, received into its treasury only $435,000; in other word 
about $300,000 went into the pockets of somebody. That road 
has paid,on the amount of the money paid in, an annual divi- 
dend of over 124’per cent. I find that the Columbia Railroad 
Company.which has issued stock to the amount of $400,000, re- 
ceived into its treasury for that stock only $100,000, and it has 
paid dividends of 8.6 per cent per annum for the last ten years. 
We find that the Capitol and North O Street Railroad, which 
has issued $500,000 worth of stock, has received into its treasury 
only $223,144, and it has paid dividends of 74 per cent on the 
amount paid in. Then follows a list of roads which have made 
no report and paid, so far as we can understand, no dividends. 

Now, I claim, Mr. Speaker, that we have come to the dividing 
issue, which is of immense interest to the District of Columbia, 
in determining what shall be the future of these franchises. It 
is undoubtedly the policy of these men, whose stock is worth 400, 
300, and 225, to buy up these railroads which are now paying no 
dividend, to make a consolidation, and then issue millions of 
dollars’ worth of stock and bonds. Asa result of this, the city 


of Washington will be in the same condition in which n y of 
the cities of this country find themselves to day. 

[ say that members of Congress owe it to the Distri f Co- 
lumbia to listen to the voice of the people and the voice of the 
Commissioners, and see that the wrong now eI d is not 
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erpetrated. And, gentleman, I call upon*you not only to vote 
lor the amendment I have offered, that this company be com- 

elled to pay its honest debt to the city for which a judgment 
= been rendered, but that, finally, the bill shall be sent back 
to the committee until the joint committee of the House and 
Senate shall be heard in relation to this matter of the franchises, 
and soine policy decided upon which shall, while dealing fairly 
by the companies and paying reasonable returns upon their in- 
vestments, secure to the District all remaining advantages. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

fr, COOMBS. May I have about two minutes more? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of objection the 
gentleman will proceed. 

Thore was no objection. 

Mr. COOMBS. This investigation is going on and it will soon 
be completed; and I say that this House should stop where itis, 
give no new rights to this railroad which it does not now pos- 
sess, nor settle any difficulties in which it is involved until the 
whole question can come up de novo before the House, and the 
attitude of all these transportation companies be settled in the 
interest of the people of the District of Columbia. 

We have a city that is growing rapidly. It is fast becoming 
the center of the polite and scientific population of the country. 
It is increasing rapidly in numbers and wealth, and in a very few 
years these charters will be of enormous value. Let us then re- 
servefor the people of the District of Columbia, as has been the 
case with some few other cities throughout the country, these 
rights and benefits. and not, as in the majority of cases, surrender 
them into the hands of private corporations regardless of the 
justrights of the citizens. 

Mr. ALLEN was recognized. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
call the attention of the Chair to the fact that we are proceeding 
under the five-minute rule, reading the bill by sections for de- 
bate and amendment. ‘There is no amendment pending. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentlemaniscorrect. The 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] withdraws the pro forma 
amendment. 

Mr. ALLEN. I move to strike out the last word. 

I just desire to be heard for a few moments on what seems to 
have been elaborated somewhat during this discussion—the 


ances system—an expression which gentlemen are using 


rile engaged in the discussion of this bill. 

I have been here asa member of this body for several years, 
and I have been watching with much interest this Washington 
street-railway system. I remember when I first came here 
there was a proposition made to incorporate a competing line to 
the two great street railways now in existence and running east 
and west through the city, and we saw the influence of these 
roads in this House that prevented that line from ever being 
constructed. 

Mr. HEARD. Will the gentleman allow me a suggestion for 
his own information? This House passed a bill after a hard 
fight, by 20 votes more than 2 to 1, granting a charter to this 
new ° 
Mr. ALLEN. It has never become a law. 

Mr. HEARD. No; we passed it, but it did not get through the 
Senate. 

Mr. ALLEN. And there was a great deal of filibustering in 
the House to keep it from passing. 

Mr. HEARD. It passed all the same, though. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then they undertook to make the roads give 
the people of the District of Columbia better facilities, and they 
Po this bill that required them originally, within a certain 

ength of time, to improve their traction system and give the fa- 
cilities that the people required. Neither of them complied 
with the requirements of the law. Both of them were compelled 
to have some extension of time; and one of them finally did es- 
tablish a different system. This railroad, the Metropolitan 
road, is here now for the second or third time, asking an exten- 
sion of time, while it has done nothing towards carrying out the 
provisions of the bill that Congress passed requiring it, under 
pain of forfeiture of its charter, to do this work many years 
ago. 
Now, there has been some talk of the ‘‘ squeezing” process on 


w 


these roads during this discussion. re Speaker, the street. 
e 


railways of this District, and all over the country, are employ- 
ing that method towards the people, and have obtained from the 
authorities charters for their roads worth millions and millions 
of dollars: and still they go on with their squeezing process. 
This road is in a condition now that it must have further legis- 
lation or its rights will disap ; and the proposition is to 
make them do what in justice they should have done years ago, 
in building up the streets in this city, in order to entitle them to 
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their franchise. They wentinto the courts. Theyare very anx- 
lous to do the right thing now. 

When the devil was sick the devil a monk would be: 

When the devil got well the devil a monk was he. 

Laughter. ] 

‘hen this railroad gets sick then it becomes quite saintly and 
is willing to waive all statutes of limitation. We do not want 
anything of thekind. Thereis no necessity for having any fur- 
ther trial about the matter. I have no disposition as one mem- 
ber of this House to oppress this road or any other road, but I 
am unwilling to see the re the House until they have shown 
an effort to comply with their obligations and restored to the 
people of the District the rights to which they were entitled un- 
der the law. I do not care about their technicalities now—and 
they are standing on many of them—as to whether they owe the 
moneyornot. They have a franchise from Congress worth much 
more than the money —_ owe the people of the District. They 
have practically forfeited the charter to Congress, in failing to 
do what the law required them todo. Now, I say, without con- 
sidering the valueof the franchise—you may call it squeezing if 
you wish—if anybody had known what the value of the franchise 
would be, probably they would not have gotten it as easily as 
they did. But they did get the franchise, and I am not disposed 
to take it away from them. 

But I do say it is the business of this Congress, before any fur- 
ther privileges are extended to them, before any further rights 
are given to them, to see that they be made to do what they 
ought in equity and good conscience to do, and what the bill in- 
“ee them required them to do. 

r. JOHNSON of Indiana. I want to congratulate the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. ALLEN] upon the accuracy of his 
quotation. He seems to be about as correct in respect to that as 
he is with respect to his knowledge of the facts of the matter 
now before the House. 

The gentleman’s opposition to the extension of time asked for 
this street railway company seems to be predicated upon a gen- 
eral antipathy to corporations, rather than upon any particular 
knowledge of the circumstances of this case. 

Mr. Speaker, I confess that I started out in this inquiry with 
my prejudices against this railway company; but when I came 
to examine the facts with some little care, | was obliged, in jus- 
tice to myself, to reverse my opinion. 

The gentleman talks about the company having failed to take 
any step toward complying with the law passed five years ago. 
[ understand the fact to be that this company was given three 
ways in which it might apply its motive power. In endeavor- 
ing to apply one of these methods it has expended nearly $400,- 
000, about one-fourth of which sum is absolutely lost toit. This 
as the result of attempting to put in what is known as the stor- 
age-battery system. 

[ understand also that experts who are conversant with this 
subject say that on the pooger = of the line of the company 
it is absolutely impossible for it to operate a cable system and 
at the same time to make anything in running its cars. Does 
the gentleman expect the company to run its road at a loss; are 
either the private or the public interests to be subserved by re- 
quiring it to run its cars without profit? 

This leaves simply the third method. It has made a bone fide 
effort to comply with the law, and it is not simply to the inter- 
est of the company and the stockholders—many of whom I un- 
derstand to be persons in ordinary circumstances in life—but it 
is to the interests of the traveling public that this company 
should not be stopped, but that it shall have its time extended 
in which to comply with the law. 

Now, from the way gentlemen talk upon this floor, it would be 
imagined that this ary is attempting to escape a legal lia- 
bility to the District of Columbia. It is true that an inferior 
court of the District decided against the company upon all points, 
in a suit arenes against it to recover for these street assess- 
ments; but it is also true thatwhen the question came before the 
the higher court on appeal, that higher court reversed the de- 
cision of the court below, and held that the company did not owe 
the District of Columbia a single solitary dollar. I know it is 
said that this decision was put upon the ground that the plea of 
the statute of limitations which the company had plead would 
lie; but I want gentlemen to understand that the lower court 
which made a mistake in one matter of law, as to the statute of 
limitations, would be very likely to make a mistake upon other 
questions of law which involved the other facts and the merits 
of the case. 

The truth about the matter is, that there is no equity in this 
claim that is made against this company for $147,000 for street 
improvements. Under what was known as the Boss Shepherd 
régime the company’s line, with the cobble-stones that it laid 
between the rails, which was a good and serviceable pavement, 
was taken up and a block pavement put down without the con- 





1894. 








sent of the company—a substituted pavement which was worth- 
less, and which in less than two years had to be taken up, and the 
company was put to an enormous expense to replace it. 

Mr. COOMBS. Were not the people of the District-—— 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I hove the gentleman will pardon 
me. I have but five minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
yield. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I understand further that the 
District of Columbia, without the request of the company, put 
down this same worthless pavement on those streets which were 
not then occupied by the company; and when the company came 
to put down its line and run along those streets, it lost the ben- 
efit of those improvements because of their worthless character, 
as they had to be taken out, and at an enormous expense to 
them the company had to put down a good pavement. And yet 
the court below held, and this Congress is asked virtually to 
sustain that holding, that this company in justice and equity is 
bound to pay for those improvements which were absolutely 
worthless to it, and which in at least one instance has actually 
taken a large sum of money out of its treasury. The long and 
short of the whole thing is that the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia have come before this committee, and have 
sought to take an unconscionable advantage of this company. 
The company has offered to do everything that was right and 
fair. 

Now, I have confidence in the manhood and integrity of the 
committee which has had this bill in charge and which brought 
it before this House. This committee tell us thatit isa fact that 
the street railway company has said to the District, ‘‘ We do not 
owe you a dollar; the courts have held that you can not hold us 
for a cent, but we are willing to do what is reasonable and right 
by way of a compromise with you. Permit us to have our time 
extended, and we are willing to waive the question of the statute 
of limitations, and to gointo the courts and let the whole question 
as to whether or not we owe you be settled and determined.” 
They have said more than that. They have said, ‘‘If you will 
not accept this proposition, then we will pay you about $35,000 
or $40,000 by way of settlement;” but these District Commis- 
sioners, expecting that prejudice against corporations can be 
used here to aid them {fn their nefarious purposes, have said 
‘*No; we will not take one dollar from you by way of compro- 
mise, but we will squeeze the life out of you, now that we have 
an opportunity. No compromise will be accepted. You must 
pay every dollar and dime of this money for this street paving 
from which you got scarcely any benefit, and which money the 
courts have held you do not owe, or else we will come in and 
ask the American Congress to be small enough and contempti- 
ble enough and unconscionable enough to refuse and extension 
of your charter. 

I am against any such infamous and unconscionable proposi- 
tion as that, and will neither give my vote nor my influence to 


The gentleman declines to 


ort it. 

r. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Iask that the next section 
be read. 
Mr. HEPBURN. Iwanttosayaword here. I move tostrike 
out the last word. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair willstate thatfurther 
debate is not in order on this amendment. Does the gentleman 
from Mississippi withdraw the proforma amendment? 

Mr. ALLEN. I do. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I desire to renew it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee 
is recognized. . 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I will yield to the gentle- 
man if he wants to be heard, but I wanted to read the next sec- 


tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee desire to offer an amendment? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I want to go on with the 
bill, but if the gentleman wants to be heard I will yield. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. TheChair has agreed to recog- 
nize the gentleman from Mississippi next. Does the gentleman 
offer an amendment? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
word. 

Mr. Chairman, I listened with a great deal of interest to the 
remarks made by my colleague from Mississippi [Mr. ALLEN] 
and also to the remarks made by the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. JOHNSON]. Mycolleague made two statements which have 
not been controverted, and which I desire to say will not be con- 
troverted here. The first statement is to the effect that this 
company has a very valuable franchise, and that it has now been 
before Congress two, three, or four times for the purpose of get- 
ting an extension of the time within which to do things which 


I move to strike out the last 
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Congress ordered it to do long since, and which long since ought 
to have been done. That is the first statement. The second 
statement is that they are now here for a valuable franchise, an 
extension of time; and when they come here they are not pro- 
| posing anything at all as a quid pro quo so far as the public are 


| concerned. 

Now, I heard the gentleman from Indiana say that the com- 
pany had been imposed upon, and that the District Commis- 
sioners were trying to squeeze money out of it that the District 
was not entitled to; and he made the usual plea, and I for one 
have become tired of that plea, sick of it, sick of fancy and sick 
of hope. Whenever a corporation is brought into this Congress 
and anything is said about it, some gentleman rises and pleads 
for it as if a lot of widows and orphans and decent people, in or- 
dinary circumstances, are being affected. I do not think that 
that has anything to do with this; but if it has, I want to bring 
out these plain facts, which are true, because the facts were 
given to me by the president or secretary—one of the Metropoli- 
tan Company. 

This stock, the par value of which is $50, was obtained by the 
present stockholders for the payment of $30 in cish, and that Is 
allit has ever cost. The matt value ofit isninety odd centson 
the market; and in addition to the fact that the company has 
increased its facilities and added to its plant very much and has 
spent three hundred and odd thousand dollars experimenting on 
the storage-battery system, it has paid an average of 12} per cent 
dividend right along. Now, I do not think that they have been 
abused to any large extent. 

Mr. Chairman, [ for one do not consider that a man standing 
in his place here as a Congressman has any right to give away 
the public property for nothing. He would not give away his 
own property for nothing; and he should treat the public in the 
same manner. It isan idea of mine that whenever a franchise 
is granted, whether it shall be an increase, an extension, or an 
original franchise, it should be granted upon conditions that the 
party receiving it should pay a higher proportion of the gross 
receipt of income from the operation of that franchise than any- 
body else is willing to give; that they should come in and bid, 
and the bidders who tax themselves, or the party who volun- 
tarily gives the highest amount, should receive the franchise. 
But gentlemen reply that thiscompany already has its franchise. 
They say it has been granted. Are you going to take it away 
from them? Gentlemen, it has not the franchise that it is ask- 
ing. It has acertain franchise, and that franchise is in litiga- 
tion. That franchise has been virtually forfeited. Now, to en- 
ter into the facts of the case—— 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. 
low me to ask him a question? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. In a moment. 

The gentleman from Indiana Mr. JOHNSON | says that it is an 
inequitable claim, because the pavement which the District or- 
dered put down in the place of the old one was a worse one than 
the old pavement, and ultimately they had to take it up and put 
down the old pavement in its place. What does that argu- 
ment amount to, Mr. Chairman? It means, if it means any- 
thing, this: that when the law provides that these people shall 
pave within their tracks and 2 feet outside in such a manner as 
shall be determined by the District Commissioners that it does 
not mean what it says, but means simply that they shall obey the 
order unless they think that it is inad visable, unless they think 
that the pavement ordered to be laid is worse than the old one. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the time of my col- 
league be extended for five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. 
tleman from Mississippi a question, 
the franchise is forfeited? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Well, sir, I claim that the 
franchise was forfeited in this way: There was a plain provision 
of law with which the company were compelled tocomply. At 
the time they were called upon to comply with that provision 
je: 2 me refused, or failed, or omitted to do so; I care not 
which. 

Mr. VAN VOORGHIS of New York. But can a franchise be 
forfeited without a judgment of a court? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Just wait till I get through. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. No. I wouldlike to have 
an answer now. Can a franchise be forfeited without a judg- 
ment of a court? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Oh, well; what I meant was 
not that there had been a judgment of forfeiture, but that there 
had been an equitable forfeiture, that there was ground for for- 
feiture. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. You do not mean, then, 
anything more than that the company are in a situation where 


Will the gentleman al- 


I wish to ask the gen- 
How does he claim that 
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the Attorney-General may file a bill and ask fora judgment of 
the court declaring the franchise forfeited? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. What I mean is that we are 
in exactly the same position that I would be in if I stood in court 
with the right to demand the foreclosure of a mortgage whether 
the court had actually decreed the foreclosure or not. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. But would not the mort- 
gagor have the right to come into court and show that he had 
paid the mortgage? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. There might possibly be 
a defense, and if there was a defense the party would have aright 
to present it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
your questions? 

Mr. VAN VOORGIS of New York. Yes, sir; I want to treat 
you respectfully and I want you to treat me in the same way. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Iam trying to do it, but you 
ask ine one question after another before | have answered the 
preceding ones, and I have not completed my answer to any of 
them yet. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I know you have not. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, Mr. ny Congress 
undertook to make a legislative forfeiture of that franchise, 
thereby showing the understanding of this matter by Congress. 
Then the matter went into court and two successive courts held 
that the franchise was forfeited, or rather decided against the 
company, and then, and then only, the company got the statute 
of limitation considered in its favor and the case went off on 
that plea. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. What is the gentleman 
talking about when he says that two courts have held that this 
charter was forfeited? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
and the supreme court. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Therenever was any such 
decision of the courts. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The court held that this 
company owed the District that $147,000, and if the company 
owed the $147,000 for that paving and has not paid it, then there 
would have followed a legislative forfeiture upon proper pro- 
ceedings for that purpose. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
the courts had decreed a forfeiture. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Ididnotmean that. I meant 
that the courts had decreed facts and conditions upon which a 
forfeiture necessarily would have followed. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. But the existence of a debt, if that 
debt did exist, was not the foundation of a forfeiture, and could 
not be. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The fact that the company 
had refused to comply with the requirements of the law and lay 
this pavement, was a proper foundation for the forfeiture of the 
charter upon a proper proceeding. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. But the pavement had been laid, 
and the only question was one of indebtedness. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It had been laid by the Dis- 
trict and not by the company. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I was proceed when I was interrupted 
to show the fallacy of the argument of the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. JoHNSON}. If this company could be allowed to judge 
for itself and to say that a given pavement which it was ordered 
to lay dovrn was not the right sort of pavement, and that there- 
fore they \vould not lay it, if they could be the judge of that mat- 
ter in one case they could be the judge in all cases, and thus 
they would have power to nullify the very law under which 
their franchise exists. Now, the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
Cosa] says that the charter could not have been forfeited under 
these proceedings, and yet the gentleman from Alabama and 
the other members of the committee come in here and offer, as 
a condition from the company, that they will agree to pay this 
money provided the courts decide in this litigation that the 
charter is forfeited. 

Mr.COBB of Alabama. That is an entirely different litiza- 
tion. The gentleman evidently does not understand the facts 
of this case. 

_ Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Oh, 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. The proceed 
rate, different, and distinct. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. What, then, does your argu- 
ment on the oor mean, and your proposed amendment provid- 
ing that this com shall pay the $147,000 if the courts decide 
that the charter is forfeited? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. That refers to an entirely different 
proceeding from that to which the genileman is directing his 
att-ution now—just as different as night is from day. 


Now, are you through with 


I refer to the District court 


But my friend said that 


es; Ido. 
gs are entirely sepa- 
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Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Ifitappliestoan entirely dif- 
ferent proceeding, the gentlemn can not be correct in his other 
contention that the fact of the company never having paid this 
nae could not be made a cause of forfeiture. The gentleman 
says they can not be made to forfeit their charter because of that 
failure to pay; yet he has offered an amendment providing that 
v the court shali decide the charter to be forfeited the company may 
2¢ permitted to pay the money and escape the forfeiture. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I did not 
care to go into the merits of this question again. I discussed it 
four weeks ago when this bill was up. But so many statements 
have been made which do not fit this case at all nor the facts 
connected with it, that I feel constrained to occupy a moment or 
two in going back and restating the merits of this proposition. 

There have been two acts of Congress in reference to this rail- 
road company. One, the act of March 3, 1889, requires the sub- 
stitution of grooved rails on all these roads. This company has 
literally and absolutely compiied with that actof Congress; and 
it took $209,084.23 to doit. Here isthe affidavit of the president 
of the company to that effect; and the truth of the statement is 
not pannees. The law in that respect, then, was complied 
with. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman allow me—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. [I can not be interrupted 
now. I can not make any sort of an argument if I permit my- 
self to be interrupted. 

Mr. HEPBURN. In regard to thelmatter to which the gen- 
tleman is now referring, I want to make an inquiry. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. If it is in regard to. this 
matter I yield. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I want to ask the gentleman whether that 
expenditure wage not made from the proceeds of certain bonds 
that the company was authorized to issue? And I will ask the 
gentleman further in this connection whether every other ex- 
penditure that this company has made in these later days has 
not been the expenditure of the proceeds of bonds that the com- 
pany was authorized to sell on the market? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The issue which the gen- 
tleman makes is that this company—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. I ask for a statement of the facts. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I am going to answer the 
gentleman. The issue that he makes is that this company ob- 
tained this $209,084 by issuing bonds, and that thus the company 
was enabled to comply with the act of Congress. Whatif that 
be true? The gentleman will not insist that the money paid to 
the company for these bonds was a mere gift. The bonds repre- 
sent a debt for which the company is liable. There was no do- 
nation; nogift. Thecompany incurred aliability for the amount 
of the bonds, and in this way complied literally with the act of 
Congress. 

Now, another act of Congress, which gentlemen do not seem 
to understand fully and clearly, was yeanen August 6, 1890, re- 
quiring the substitution of mechanical power for horse power. 
It required these companies to do away with horses and adopt 
mechanical meansof propulsion. There were but three kinds of 
power they could use—one the cable, another the storage bat- 
tery, another the underground electric system. Now,I showed 
by incontrovertible evidence that the line of this company is so 
crooked that it can not use the cable upon it; that the cable is 
a physicaland financial impossibility. They thought they could 
use the storage battery; and within thirty days after Congress 

assed the act I have just mentioned, this company through its 
Sonat of directors be its experiments with the storage-bat- 
tery system; they made an honest effort to use that system and 
in this effort expended $384,713. I stated four weeks ago in de- 
tail how the company expended this money. 

Mr. HEARD. Of that amount $100,000 will be a loss. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I do not insist and never 
have insisted that this whole sum of $384,713 would be a loss to 
the company; but I do insist that this expenditure shows that 
the company was in earnest in its efforts to adopt the storage 
battery thus comply with the requirements of the act of 
Congress. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Will my colleague allow me—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I can not now. Of the 
$384,713 expended-by this company in an honest effort to use the 
storage battery, it is proved by the officers of the company that 
nearly $100,000 has been an absolute loss to the company. 

PS a COOMBS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask a ques- 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No, sir. This loss has 
arisen because the storage battery has proved a complete failure; 
after expending this vast sum the company was unable to use the 
stor, ttery. I mention these facts to show that the com- 
pany as been honestly endeavoring to conform to the act of 
Congress. It has been only recently developed that the storage 
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battery can not be used: and $100,000 of the amount expended 


will be an absolute loss to them, as they find themselves obliged | 


to adopt some other system. 


In this condition of affairs, the company comes to Congress 
and asks for additional time in which to adopt some other power. | 


What other power? 
age-battery system has proved to be unsuccessful. 
permitted to use the overhead trolley, and only one other sys- 
tem remains, because they can not emply horses under the law. 
So they must turn to the underground electric current system. 
All that they ask, then, is additional time to enable them to 
make experiments to ascertain the best method of applying that 
system. ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
Tennessee has expired. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
to have a few minutes longer. 

Mr. HEARD. I ask unanimous consent that my colleague 
may be permitted to proceed for five minutes. 

Mr.COOMBS. There will be no objection to that if the gen- 
tleman will allow me to ask him a question or two. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentleman has had 
his ten minutes. He hasargued his side of the question and yet 
did not touch the case after all. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Missouri? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COOMBS. Now, if the gentleman will permit me—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Ican not yield in the few 
moments have. The gentleman has presented the question 
from his standpoint. He is probably interested in, or is in fa- 
vor of overhead trolleys or somethingelse. I do not know what 
the gentleman prefers and do not undertake to say, but all of 
that has nothing whatever todo with the question that I am pre- 
senting. 

I ask again what has this road done? It has expended the 
sums already mentioned, and in addition tothatit has paidsince 
1878 up to 1890 for special assessments and street paving $103,- 
171.08. Sinee 1878 it has paid in general taxation $153,552.62, 
ma!inga total, with the items! havealready suggested, of $850,- 
520.95 paid by them. In addition to all this the company pays 
annually into the District treasury about $16,000 for taxes on its 
gross receipts. 

Now, it is insisted that there is a judgment against this com- 
pany which they ought to pay. Gentlemen talk of forfeiture 
suits. We are perfectly willing for the bill to pass Congress re- 
serving all the rights of the District asagainst the company for 
forfeiture on any ground whatever. Nobody seeks to get rid of 
the forfeiture suits. It is simply to give them additional time 
to comply with the act of Congress and change their motive 

wer. 

It is argued by gentlemen that before the company asks any- 
thing at the hands of Congress it must pay whatitowes. The 
company is willing to do that. It has paid what it owes, and 


They can not use the cable system; the stor- 


L should like very much 


there is nothing against the company now of any kind of assess- | 


ment except the sum of about $300, which was presented to them 
within the last ten days. Nota dollarof taxation or assessment 
for any purpose, except this small sum just presented, stands on 
the booksof the Districtof Columbia against this company which 
has not been paid in full. We must not allow ourselves to get 


confused with reference to the attitude of the company on this | 


question, and accept the suggestion of gentlemen that the com- 
ny is dodging some of its obligations. They tell us that there 
a judgment against the company of $147,000. I wish to ad- 
dress myself to that briefly. I undertook to answer that when 
this question was up four weeks ago, and dislike very much to 


Fe through it again, because it seems wholly unnecessary, but | 
iefly, for theinformationof gentlemen who do not seem familiar 


with the subject, let me state exactly what the condition is. 
There is no judgment against the company. Itisimproper to 


call it so because the Supreme Court of the United States de- | 


cided that the company did not owe the debt. Hence there is 
no judgment. But you say the company got rid of it by plead- 
ing the statute of limitations. 


day, and I do not like to repeat his arguments for [can not make 


them as clearly as he did. But the company insisted that it did | 


not owe the debt and submitted ten meritorious pleas, and two 
additional pleas which were the bar of the statute of limita- 
tions. The Supreme Court of the United States, after the case 
got there, decided in favor of the company, not considering the 
meritorious pleas, because, as the courts usually do, when they 
find the plea of the statute of limitations in favor of the com- 
pany, they do not consider the others. 

Mr. WILLIAMSof Mississippi. Butthe two lower courts did 
consider the merits and decided against the company. 
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They are not | 


The time of the gentleman from | 


My colleague on the committee | 
from Alabama, Judge Coss, made that perfectly plain theother | 


] 
| 
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| Mr. COBB of Alabama. Oh, no; they did not. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That is le. 
| T can not get the gentleman to understand 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I stated that the two 
courts had decided agai t the company on the 
|} case. Inorder to reach that d ioa they had to e 
merits. 
| Mr. COBB of Alabama. I deny the proposition : 
| Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The judgment b ; 
| rendered for $147,000. But what did it grow out of [t grew 
out of paving between the rails and 2 feet outside the tracks of 
thecompany. The company insisted thatit ought not to} 1 
|on to pay it. Why? ltw wtween the yeurs of Lsil a 
that the paving was done to which that reference is 1 
lt was done not only on the streets alone occu 
company, but it was done on the streets of this city where the 


company had its chartered right to go, but where it had not 
then gone and where it did not go for years afterwards. 
amount claimed for the pavement upon the streets where the 
company was then running its road is about $39,000. That was 


> 


on the lines from Seventeenth street through F street and up to 
this Capitol building. The whole amount of that paving comes 


to $39,000. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, in equity and good conscience, would g 
tlemen here insist, if you have the power to “ 


»” them, 
that this road shall pay for laying down that pavement on 
streets which they did not then occupy, and which they did not 
occupy for years afterwards? 

A MemBer. Did they pay the $39,000? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessea. No, they did not pay the 
$39,000. The District would notaccept that, but went into court 
with a claim for the whole amount, and under the statute of 
limitations the company were relieved from paying. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Do you say the company did not occupy 
these streets for years afterwards? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 

Mr. HEPBURN. 


SG uce Ze 


[ do. 
Did they not occupy those streets with their 
stringers and their cross-ties concurrently with the laying of 
the pavement? 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
man to argue that a few minutes ago. 
Mr. HEPBURN. Is not that true? 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 


] 


[ understood the gentle- 


c 


| They did, and with the 

| distinct stipulation that they should not be liable, and would not 
incur the expense of the paving. Now, here is the letter of the 
president of the company, which I hold in my hand. Itis dated 
October 26, 1871, and signed by J. W. Thompson, president of 
the Metropolitan Railroad Company. I will not read all of it, 
but he was discussing that very question, and he says: 

| 

| 

| 


Weare willing to anticipate the putting down of the sleepersand ihe cross- 
ties of our contemplated extension, provided the paving be done by your 
contractor, without charge against us, and should be pleased if the sugges- 
tions herein contained should meet with the favor of your board 


Mr. HEPBURN. Isit your contention that the act of Con- 
gress imposing upon them the duty to lay these pavements could 
| be waived by an agreement? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Why, there was no act of 
Congress, and the gentleman can not produce it between the 
lids of any book. There was no act of Congress that required 
them to doit. It was a ruling of the old board of public works. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr SAYERS. Before the gentleman takes his seat I should 
like to ask him a question. 

The SPEAKER protempore. 
expired. 

Mr. SAYERS, 


But the gentleman's time has 


} ask unanimous consent that the gentleman’s 
| time be extended five minutes longer. 

| There was no objection. 

| Mr.SAYERS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask the 
| gentleman from Tennessee this question: I understood the gen- 
| tleman to say that in order to make up this sum of $147,000 
against the railroad it was necessary to make charges against 
the railroad for pavement upon streets not then occupied by the 
road. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. SAYERS. This is the question I wish to propound to 
the gentleman: Did not the railroad have a charter to construct 
its line along the streets which were so improved? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman answers yes. Now, in view 
of the charter that had been granted to that railroad to con- 
struct its line along those streets, could Congress have granted 
a charter to any other company to construct a road along the 
same street? 
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Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I think it could. They 
do it constantly, requiring the two companies to use the same 
track. 

Mr.SAYERS. You think that could have been done after 
this company had already been chartered? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Certainly. They use the 
same lines concurrently in many places. 

Mr. SAYERS. But they could not take the street away from 
this company? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Ishould like to ask the gentleman a 
question. 

Re RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
time. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. We will give you plenty of time if you 
will discuss this question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I will do my best. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. You have read aletter from the presi- 
dent of this company, making a proposition tothe District Com- 
missioners, as Iunderstand, that they shall pave certain streets in 

_ advance of the occupation of those streets by this railroad com- 
yany upon the condition that the railroad company shall not 
be assessed for that paving. Is not that clearly an effort on the 
part of this some to avoid their scone responsibility, and 
the proper charge for the paving of those streets when the 
teook was laid? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Thatis a pereee uestion. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Thatis the milkin the whole thing. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Now, right upon that point, 
if the gentleman will examine all the facts in this case he will 
find that when these steps were taken in 1871, this railroad had 
complied absolutely and perfectly with the laws of Congress which 
required them on the line where they were running cars to put 
down cobblestones between the rails. That cobblestone pave- 
ment was in perfect order, but this old board of public works, 
not Congress, said to them, ‘‘ You must take up your cobble- 
stones and must put down this wooden Nicholson pavement,” 
that was then substituted. 

They protested against it, and said, ‘‘ We have complied with 
the act of Congress and have got our road in perfectorder.” The 
board of public works, without their consent, tore up their 
tracks and substituted the old wooden pavement, and, as we all 
know, in two years it had rotted to such an extent that this 
company had to go to work and pave again with these cobble- 
stones. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Is it not also a fact that the com- 
pany never did get any benefit from that pavement? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Never. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. On the streets that they did not 
then occu zr 

Mr- RIC ARDSON of Tennessee. Never; and they got no 
benefit of those cross-ties which my friend from Iowa refers to, 
on those tracks where they contemplated running their road in 
the future. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. 
bring out. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. They got no bevefit from 
it, because by the time they were ready to run their tracks on 
those streets the wood pavement which had been put down was 
rotten and gone, and ar were compelled to incur the expense 
of putting down this rock. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Will my colleague yield to me fora 
question in? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Has the statement ot facts been car- 
ried to the court, and has the yea been adjudicated as to 
whether or not the company is liable for the pavement of those 
streets? Has that question been settled in courts? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It has not. 

Mr. WASHINGTON (continuing). Irrespective of the ques- 
tion as to whether this charter shall be forfeited unless this 
ormpeny does certain ~~ 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It has not. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Then you should amend your bill and 
allow the proper law officer to institute suits in the court, and 
make them A every dollar. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. That is the very thing the com- 
pany offered to do. 

- RICHARDSON of Tennessee. One at a time. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. That is far better than to forfeit char- 
ters, because Congress does not want the charter of any road; 
but we do want to make this company, as well as every other 
company in this District, pay every do. it owes on every tax 
La ag ee ts property. 

r. RICHA N of Tennessee. We had that very iden- 
tical proposition, word for word as the gentleman has made it, 


Ihave only a very little 


That is the point I wanted to 
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before the Committee on the District of Columbia. We had be- 
fore us the representative of the District, Mr. Thomas, the Dis- 
trict attorney; the representative of the United States who 
brought this forfeiture suit, Mr. Birney; we had the officers of 
the railroad corporation; and there and then this proposition 
was made, to submit it to the courts, waiving the plea of 
the statute of limitations; and the officers of the District of Co- 
lumbia, and the Commissioners of the District of Columbia de- 
clined to do it. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. It should go to the court, because the 
court has the power to summon witnesses and determine the 
matter. You can not get at the facts and dispose of the matter 
in a committee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That is right; but the 
representatives of the District of Columbia refused to do it. 

fr. HEARD. Then there was talk about arbitration. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Then a proposition was 
made of arbitration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
expired. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, as much of the gentle- 
man’s time has been taken up by interruptions, I ask that his 
time be extended. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. 
utes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee 
asks unanimous consent that the time of his colleague be ex- 
tended ten minutes. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. REED. Would it not be a good idea to make a proviso 
that nobody should plead the statute of limitations? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It looks a little that way. 
The old board of public works tore up the old pavement, which 
was a good one, conforming exactly with the requirements of 
the charter of this company, and put down a wooden pavement, 
which in a few years became rotten, and then they took that up 
and required this railroad to again put down cobblestones, which 
“7 did, and paid every dollar of it. 

ow, then, itseems to me that inasmuch as they got no bene- 
fit from the extension of the line of cross-ties on the streets 
where they contemplated extending their road, they ought not 
to be required to pay for it. What does it amount to? The 
whole amount incurred by the city in taking up their good track 
and in substituting a bad one along the line where they have 
actually operated the railroad was $39,000, and the District of 
Columbia paid it. Now, the very utmost that can be required, 
under any circumstances, it seems to me, would be to make this 
railroad pay that $39,000. They offered to do that. They of- 
fered in the presence of this District Committee, if the c »mmit- 
tee would agree to it, to pay this $39,000. They offered to do 
that in the presence of the full committee, in presence of the 
representative of the District of Columbia, Mr. Thomas, in the 
presence of the representative of the Government, Mr. Birney, 
the Assistant Attorney-General. Was not that fair? 

Mr. SAYERS. I had information that they were willing to 


ee 

r. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I will answer the gentle- 
manonthat point. I am sure [ donot wantanything except what 
is right in this matter, and I have given, and the District Com- 
mittee have given, more attention to this question than to any 
other single question pending before them in this Congress. 
Now as to the #50,000, some gentlemen present had suggested a 
payment of $39,000, and Mr. Thomas, the attorney of the Dis- 
trict, an able lawyer, said to the representatives of the company, 
“You ought to pay $50,000 to get this bill through.” The Dis- 
trict Committee, after hearing those gentlemen and discussing 
the matter,agreed to require the company to pay $50,000 by way 
of compromise. ; 

We went to the officers of the company and they said: ‘‘If you 
gentlemen, representing the interests of the United States, if 
the District Committeelfix the amount at $50,000 we will en- 
deaver to comply with the requirement and pay that amount.” 
The attorney for the District, Mr. Thomas, was willing, the As- 
sistant Attorney-General, Mr. Birney, was willing, and publicly, 
in the presence of the committee, those gentlemen agreed that 
the amount was sufficient. The committee were willing to recom- 
mend that amount, and those gentlemen agreed to it, but the 
Commissioners of the District alone said: ‘‘ We do not think the 
case ought to be compromised in that oe Mr. Birney, rep- 
resen them, said: ‘ You will get nothing if you go on with 
your li tion; you will lose not only this #50,000 which the 
company are now willing to pay, but you will lose the whole 
ee nota dollar of that money will go into the Treas- 

at all.” 
¢ gentleman now facing me, Mr. COGSWELL, my colleague 
on the committee, and others. said: ‘‘ Let us leave it to arbitra- 


The time of the gentleman has 


Task that it be extended ten min- 
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tion; in other words, let us leave it to the court of appeals of 
the District of Columbia.” The third proposition was to refer 
the whole question to the court of appeals of the District, the 
plea of the statute of limitations being withdrawn. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. That is where it ought to go, to be 
tried upon its merits. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The railroad company said 
they would agree to that; but again the District Commissioners 
interposed and said they would not agree to it. After all three 
of these propositions were rejected, then this provision, the third 
section, was put into the bill by the committee. 

This bill, if you pass itas it is, leaves them free to goand pur- 
sue their legal remedy in the courts of the District. On the 
other hand, if Congress believes that the company ought to be 
made to pay the $39,000 or the $50,000, I, for one, speaking for 
myself only, will not object to that amendment. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. big not the $147,000? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Be 
that amount. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
why do not they owe that amount? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. They do not owe that 
amount, and I have tried to show you why. The $147,000 is ar- 


If they owe anything at all 


rived at by charging this company for paving streets that they | 


did not occupy. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. How is the $50,000 com- 
puted, which you are willing to accept as a compromise? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. On the basis of thestreets 
that the company did occupy. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
that that is the proper proportion? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
submitted them. 

Mr. ALLEN. The gentleman says that the company did not 
‘occupy certain streets, but did they not have a charter author- 
izing them to occupy those streets; were they not required to 
occupy them before that time, and were they not permitted to 
leave them unoccupied merely as a matter of grace? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No, sir; the charter, ac- 
cording to my recollection of it, was merely permissive. At 
that time there was no period fixed in the charter within which 
the company should construct the road. They were merely 
given permission to occupy those streets. Congress could have 
tuken the right away from them, but did not. 

Mr. COOMBS. The gentleman has claimed that because this 
company were not occupying certain streets which they had a 
right under their charter seen they should not be required 
topay forthe paving. I would ask the gentlemanif it is not true 
that property holders on those streets whose property at that 
time was unavailable on accountof the lack of grading and other 
facilities were obliged to pay for the pavement; and what right 
has this railroad company to be exempted from burdens which 
fell upon the private citizen? I have in my hand a letter from 
a gentleman stating that he was compelled to pay $1,400 of «s- 
sessment on property which did not come into the market until 
years afterwards. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentleman from New 
York asks me whether certain citizens were not compelled to 
pay for these pavements—— 

Mr. COOMBS. Whether all the property owners were not 
compelled to pay. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I suppose property hold- 
ers in all parts of this city were compelled to pay for pavements 
upon streets upon which their property was situated and where 
pavements were laid down; but why charge this company for a 
pavement that was absolutely worthless and which was laid 
down upon streets which the company did not use? 

Mr. COOMBS. The gentleman made another point—that the 
—_ had suffered a loss of $100,000 out of nearly $400,000 
that it 
Now, is not the gentleman aware that the larger part of this 
money was spent upon a motor which the company itself owned 
and out of which they expected to make a large amount of money? 


Have you figures showing 


Certainly; and we have 


In other words, was not this an outside speculation on the part | 


of this company? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No, there was no evidence 
of that kind before the committee—not a particle. 

Mr. COOMBS. I have that evidence before me. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. What evidence has the 
gentleman of that fact? 

Mr. COOMBS. The evidence of persons who were themselves 
stockholders in the company at that time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Will the gentleman give 
me the name of some man who will testify to such a thing? 
7 Mr. COOMBS. No; I will not, becauseI am not permitted to 

0 80. 
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cause they do not owe | 


spent in introducing the storage-battery system. | 
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Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I believe there is nothing 

| in any such allegation. I do not know any fe :ts sustaining it. 

In my remarks four weeks ago I set out in detail how this com- 

vany had expended $384,713 in an earnesteffort to use the storage 
uttery, and had failed to make it a success. 

Mr. HUDSON. I would like to ask the gentleman one qu 
tion. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I will yield. 

Mr. HUDSON. Is it nota fact that the United States courts 
in this District tried the question between the city and the Met- 
ropolitan Railroad Company, and that it was determined on due 
trial in a court of competent jurisdiction that this Metropolitan 
Railroad Company owed the District of Columbia $147,000? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Now, I will say+hi 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr.HUDSON, I hope the gentleman’s time will be extended. 

Mr. ABBOTT obtained the floor. 


| 


Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. The point which the gentleman 
| from Kansas |Mr. HUDSON] undertakes to make has been an- 
| swered half a dozen times already. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. If I am toanswer the ven 


tleman categorically, I say-‘‘ No,” that there is no judgment in 
| any court of, the United States against this railroad company for 
| wu dollar. 

Mr. HUDSON. Why? Because the company interposed as a 
legal defense the statute of limitations. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 

never tried on the meritorious pleas. 
Mr. HUDSON. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; I can show 
| that he is mistaken. | have just sent for the book. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gent!eman from Texas [Mr. 
ABBOTT] has been recognized. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. [ will not occupy further 
time: I did not intend to consume so much time as LI have occu 
ried. e 
Mr. ABBOTT. Mr. Speaker, there scems to be some confu 
sion and misunderstanding in regard to the vital question in 
volved in this case. I believe that I can explain in a few min 
utes the situation and the issues as now presented to this House. 
Iam a member of this committee, and whils some gentlemen 
have been disposed to criticise the committee I wish to say that 
I am the only member in the minority. 
Now. that this case may be perfectly understood, [ wish to 
| state that there is now pending before the court of appeals of 
the District of Columbia a suit for the forieiture of this charter. 
That suit is based upon two grounds. The first is 


1. For faliure to so change its motive-power within one year fron 
joint resolution of July 22, 1892. 

There was a joint resolution passed rejuiring this company 

| within the period of one year to change its motive power. Sub 
sequently. I believe, the time wasextended. The second ground 
upon which this suit is based is— 

2. For failure to pay a certain canceled judgment obtained by the Dis 
trict of Columbia against it for paving between and adjoining its tracks in 
the years 1871-75, in accordance with the provisions of the appropriation 
act of March 3, 1891. 


This suit was instituted in the supreme court of the District 

of Columbia, and Judge Bradley, of that court, rendered a deci- 
sion adverse to the Gevernment. From that judgment an ap- 
peal was taken to the court of appeals, where the case is now 
pending. 
- Now, my position is that if we pass this bill in its present form 
it will necessarily waive the rights of this Government as against 
the company. In my judgment, we might as well passa charter 
unqualitied in its terms as to passthis bill. The provision which 
says that the forfeiture shall depend upon the action of the court 
of appeals of this District is in itself inconsistent with the other 
provisions of the bill. 

Now, the majority of the committee wasfrank enough to admit 
that if this bill be passed, it will vacats the forfeiture proceed- 
ings in so far as the first ground of forfeiture isconcerned. The 
language of the committee is: 

The passage of the pending bill will necessarily vacate the suit pending on 
the first cause of forfeiture, thai is for failure of the railroad to chinge its 
| motive power within the time mentioned. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this is the only ground upon which this 
suit can rest. The other ground of forfeiture is not sound, in 
my judgment, and such is the opinion of able lawyers on this 
floor. If, therefore, we pass this bill we thereby vacate the only 
ground upon which forfeiture may be had in this case; and hence 
we might just as well pass a straightforward bill vacating the 
court proceedings at once. Now I wish to call attention for a 
moment to the opinion, of Judge Bradley, of the supreme court of 
the District of Columbia, as delivered in this case, and to the au- 
thorities which he cited: 


In the case of the Attorney-General vs. the Petersburg and Roanoke R. R. 
6 Ired., 456, the court says upon this subject: 
“it the sovereign, with us the lawmaking power, wit) a distinotive knowl- 


Because the cases were 
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edge of the breach of duty by the corporation, knowledge declared by the 
Legisiature, or so clearly to be inferred from its own archives that the con- 
trary Can not be, thinks proper by an act to remit the penalty, or to con- 
tinue the corporate existence, or to deal with the co ration as lawfully 
and rightfully existing, notwithstanding such known default, such conduct 
must be taken as in other cases of breaches of conditions to be intended as 
&@ declaration that the forfeitureis not insisted on, and therefore as a waiver 
of the previous defaults.” 

To the same effect are the following cases: 

People os. President, etc., Manhattan Company, 9 Wend., 351. 

The State vs. Fourth New Hampshire Turnpike Company, 15 N, H., 162. 

Central Cross Town Railroad Company ve. Twenty-third Street Railroad 
Company. 54 How. Pr., 186. 

White Creek Turnpike Company vs. Davidson County, 3 Tenn. Ch., 326. 

Now, if you recognize the right of this company, as is pro- 
posed to be done in this bill, I do not care how many qualifica- 
tions you mag place on it, it will be a recognition of the exist- 
ence of the corporation and of its right to continue in power, 
and indeed we establish their right to continue on a condition, 
and therefore the Supreme Court of the United States would 
doubtless hold,in any event, that this legislation would mean a 
vacation of any forfeiture proceedings. 

I wish now, Mr. Speaker, to call my colleagues’ attention—the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] and the gentile- 
man from Alabama [Mr.Coss]—especially to the decision of 
the Supreme Court of the United States in this very case. 

{Here the hammer fell]. 

Mr. CULBERSON.,. I ask unanimous consent that my col- 
league be allowed ten minutes additional time. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ABBOTT. I want to call attention to the language of 
Judge Bradley in rendering the. decision of the Supreme Court 
of the United States in this case and reported in 132 United States 
Supreme Court Reports; 

The defendant filed twelve several pleas to the action, the eleventh and 
twelfth being pleas of the statute of limitations. Issue was taken upon all 
the pleas except these two— 

Why, gentlemen have bgen asserting that the issues were not 
tried in this case-— 

Issue was taken upon all the pleas except these two, and they were demurred 
to The court sustained thedemurrer and the case was tried on the other 
issues, and a verdict found for the plaintiff. 


Now, that is the language of Judge Bradley himself in ren- 
dering the decision in that case. [am reminded by the discus- 
sion had to-day, especially by the ition taken by my friend 
from Tennessee | Mr. RICHARDSON], that his argument amounts 
to just as much as might be made in a collateral proceeding be- 
fore a court of justice, wherein he undertakes to go behind the 
judgment taken, and the facts on which the judgment was ren- 
dered. 

Why, any lawyer knows that whatever facts may be involved 
in the trial of the cause, when the cause is settled on the facts 
they ce°se to be facts any oe, as having any bearing on the 
case. They are, so to speak, functus officio. Everything is 
merged and gone into judgment, and the judgment is the high- 
est. best, and only authority. It is conclusive. 

But T will go back for a moment and state that this suit was 
brought originally in the district courtof the District of Colum- 
bia and tri-d in that court with a jury in the box, on ten issues 
presented, two of them having beeneliminated by the demurrer. 
The case was tried on the other tenissues. The jury heard the 
evidence, heard the case tried, and they rendered a judgment 
against the company for $147,000. 

An appeal was taken from that judgment of the district court 
of the District of Columbia to the supreme court of the District 
of Columbia, and there that judgment was affirmed, as may be 
found in 4th Mackey's Reports, which was referred to by Jud 
Bradley in rendering his opinionin thecase. That is the whole 
question; and I say, therefore, without going bsck to the facts 
as to whether the company occupied the streets at that time or 
did not occupy them, or whether the work done by the District 
of Columbia for the benefit of the company was of value to them 
or not, that is not the question. These facts were adjudicated 
and settled by the district court and by the supreme court of 
the District, and we have no right to go behind the judgment 
and gather up the facts which we may gather from the attorneys 
in the case. 

It has been said by my friends from Tennessee and Alabama 
that the jury was not properly instructed. I ask my friends 
from Alabama and Tennessee how do they know that? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. From the record. 

Mr. ABBOTT. Have you presented the record? 

‘Mr. COBB of Alabama. es, sir. 

Mr. ABBOTT. [f you will show that I will be very much 


obliged. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. That was an admitted fact before the 
committee. 

Mr. ABBOTT. The supreme court of the District affirmed 
the judgment of the court below, and after this lapse of time we 
can not go back and criticise the judgment of the courts of the 
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District, especially in the absence of the record. Everything 
merged in that judgment of the court, and we have nothing to 
do with the facts behind it. 

Now, I want to further read from the same decision of Judge 
Bradley, of the Supreme Court of the United States, who says: 

The case is brought here by writ of error, which brings up for considera- 
tion the bill of exceptions at the trial, and the ruling upon the demurrer to 
the pleas of the statute of limitations. It isconceded that if the court below 


erred in sustaining the demurrer the judgment must be reversed. That ques- 
tion will therefore first be considered. 


Now, they never considered the issues in the case. They 
merely passed upon the ruling of the court below in sustaining 
the demurrer to the statute of limitations. 

The officers of the District of Columbia had always heretofore 


| held to the old rule, that the statute of limitations did not run 


against the sovereign. Nullwm tempus occurrit regi. So you see 
that was the only question that was considered. The equities in- 
volved in the case were untouched by the Supreme Court of the 
United States. 

Mr. ALLEN. The only courts that have passed on the merits 
of the case decided against the railroad company and in favor 
of the District? 

Mr. ABBOTT. Yes; twocourts of the District decided against 
the railroad, and that judgment stands unsatisfied. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. How could that judg- 
ment stand unsatisfied if it was reversed by the Supreme Court? 

Mr. ABBOTT. It was reversed on the statute of limitations. 

Mr. VAN VOORGIS of New York. Then there is no judg- 
ment in force? 

Mr. ABBOTT. It is not such a judgment as an execution 
could be issued upon. My friend and I understand that. I am 
too good a lawyer not to know that. 

Mr. VAN VOORHISof New York. The judgment is utterly 
worthless now, is it not? 

Mr. ABBOTT. The judgment is dead as a judgment; but 
here isa railroad company coming in and asking valuable fran- 
chises at the hands of this Congress, and we say to them, ‘*‘ You 
have taken advantage of a technical exception and have secured 
a reversal of a judgment; but you have not answered upon the 
merits of the case.” 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Thenif we are proposing 
to give them a new franchise that is worth something, why not 
let them pay for it and let past history go? 

Mr. ABBOTT. If they will pay off this judgment without in- 
terest, I would vote to recharter them. 

Mr. VAN VOORGIS of New York. But there is no judg- 
ment. Letus have them pay for what they are getting now, 
and let the dead past bury its dead, and get rid of this litigation. 

Mr. ABBOTT. I know that is a railroad lawyer's plea. 

Mr. VAN VOORHGHIS of New York. Oh, no. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Were there not errors assigned 
by the railroad company on other grounds than the plea of the 
statute of limitations, which errors the court above did not 
examine? 

Mr. ABBOTT. That is true. 
errors. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. in other words the company, out- 
side of the statute of limitations, was insisting tothe court above 
that repeated errors had been committed by the court below un- 
der the other ; 

Mr. ABBOTT. Yes, but those were not passed upon. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Will it interrupt my col- 
league a the committee if I ask him a question? 

Mr. ABBOTT. No. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I understand my colleague 
to say he would be in favor of allowing the bill to pass, provided 
— —— the $147,000? 

r. AB T. Yes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Uponthe ground that that 
is the exact amount that they would owe for this pavement. 
Now, I should like to ask my colleague upon what principle he 
would seek to them with any more than the neni on 
the lines of road at that time in o tion? 

Mr. ABBOTT. My colleague does not seem to understand 
me. That isa matter that bas already been adjudicated. I am 
not going behind the judgment to ascertain the facts. Isimply 
rely + the a That is the way lawyers do, rely upon 
the judgment, and not go behind it. 

Mr. REED. If the gentleman from Texas will allow me 
would not a lawyer recognize the right, or rather the duty, of 
the attorney of a corporation to the statute of limitations? 

Mr. ABBOTT. Certainly. 

Mr. REED. Would it not be his absolute duty? 

Mr. ABBOTT. Yes. 

Mr. REED. Then why should that be ht into the case? 
If this company are asking for a franchise which Congress con- ~ 


I believe they assigned ten 
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siders valuable, and if Congress wants to charge them for it, 
why should not that be done, and this matter of the statute of 
limitations be buried? In other words, is the statute of limita- 
tions a right given to anybody to be exercised at his peril, or is 
it a right to be exercised necessarily 
poration? Would a corporation officer have any right to doany- 
thing but plead the statute of limitations under such circum- 
stances? 

Mr. ABBOTT. I think not. 

Mr. REED. Then ought not that to be ancient history, in- 
stead of being rehashed into modern history? 

Mr. ABBOTT. I will answer that by saying that this com- 
pany is seeking a very valuable franchise, and it is seeking to 
avoid another statute which in my judgment will forfeit its 
charter. Now, if it wants to save its life, letitgoand doequity, 
because the statute of limitations ought not to run against 
equitable claims—— 

Mr. REED. I know the gentleman will be kind enough to 
allow me to make the point-—— 

Mr. ABBOTT. Yes. 

Mr. REED. Supposing there was no other defense except the 
statute of limitations, there is noconnection between the amount 
which is barred by that statute and the value of the proposed 
franchise, is there? And one is not in any sense the measure of 
the other. is it? 

Mr. ABBOTT. 

Mr. REED. 
upon their paying an amount which has no relation whatever to 
the transaction under consideration? If you believe—— 

Mr.ABBOTT. Let meanswer that. Ido that because I know 
of no other measure of damages for the failure of the company 
to comply with the requisites of the actof Congress. And while 
this may not be an accurate measure of damage, I know of no 
other way by which to put it in the situation that it ought to 
have been in if it had done justice. 

Mr. REED. Do not you think that that matter beclouds the 
thing and narrows it too much—— 

Mr. ABBOTT. No, I think not. 

Mr.REED. And therefore, isit not rather unfair to present it? 

Mr. ABBOTT. Ido not think it is unfair. 

Mr. REED. If you have anysum that you think the company 
ought to pay before Congress should grant further franchise, that 
is one matter; but why should you tell them they must waive 
the statute of limitations, which they had a right to plead, and 
which they did plead successfully? 

Mr. ABBOTT. Ithink that if a company is to be rechartered 
it ought to do justice before asking further favors. 

Mr. REED. You are assuming that in pleading the statute 
of limitations it did not do justice, and that is an assumption 
contrary tolaw. The presumption of law is that the plea of the 
statute of limitations is a proper thing to do, it being the duty 
of the attorney to plead it. 

Mr. ABBOTT. The gentleman will not contend, because he 
loans his neighbor $1,000 and he permits the statute of limita- 
tions to be perfected against him, that the neighbor ought not 
in some way to remunerate him for his indulgence. Hisneighbor 
would not be honest if he took advantage of the statute. 

Mr. REED. The law says not. 

Mr. ABBOTT. Iam talking about your conscience as well as 
the law. 

Mr. REED. 
statute. 

Mr. ABBOTT. The lawyer is. 

Mr. REED. And the corporation officers are obliged to plead 
the statute. 

Mr. ABBOTT. Butthe stockholders and officers behind them 
ought to do justice to the public before they demand anythin 
from the Governmont. 

Mr. REED. But the presumption of law is that they did do 
justice. 

Mr. ABBOTT. 
tions. 

Mr. REED. Certain it is that that is the presumption of 
law, or else the law is unjust. 

Mr. ABBOTT. The gentleman must know that all the law 
books tell us the plea of the statute of limitations is not a meri- 
torious plea. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 


[Mr. COBB of Alabama withholds his remarks for revision. 
See Appendix.] 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, in the discus- 
sion of this question we are too apt to get aside from the funda- 
mental matter—the act of incorporation of this company. In 
order to discuss the question intelligently we need to know the 
initial rights of this company; and knowing those rights we can 


No, accurately speaking, it is not. 


A corporation attorney is obliged to plead the 
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y, by the attorney of a cor- | 
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proceed with proper knowledge in the consideration of subse 
quentevents. This company was incorporated July 1, 1854; and 
the first corporator mentioned in that act was the chairman of 


the board of public works, who thus appears to have madea 
contract with himself according to the statement of the gentle- 
man from Alabama. Mr. Alexander R. Shepherd is th 
corporator—— 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. The fact is that this work was given 


out by contract. There was a board of public works that let out 
work of this kind by contract. 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. And tho board of publie 
works superintended the contractor, did it not? 

Mr.COBBof Alabama. Yes,sir; [suppose so. Idon Ww; 
but I think that is the truth. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Section 4 of this act of in- 
corporation is as follows: 

And be il further enacted, That said corporation hereby created shall be 
bound to keep said track, and for the space of 2 feet beyond the outer rall 
thereof, and also the space between the tracks, at all times well paved and 
in good order without expense to the United States or to the city of Wash- 
ington 

Observe the language— 

Without expense to the United States or the'city of Washington, 


Mr. COBB of Alabama. Certainly; but the gentleman should 
remember in this connection that they had already paved the 


| whole route that they had occupied. 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Not in 1864, because this 
pavement was not laid untileight or nine years later. Now, see 


tion 5 of this act goes farther and says: 

Nothing in this act shall prevent the Government at any time at their 
»ption from altering the grade or Otherwise improving the avenues and 
upled by said roads, or the city of Washington from so altering 
or tmproviug such streets and avenues and the sew +srage thereof as may be 
under their respective authority and control; and in such event it shall be 
the duty of said company to change their railroad so as to conform to such 
grade and pavement. 

Now, there is one other section, Mr. Speaker, which I will 
read here in connection with this matter—section 6: 

Andbde it further enacted, Thatthisact may atany time be altered, amended, 
or repealed by the Congress of the United States. 

Again, it has been stated in the discussion before the House 
to-day that there was no limit of time in this original act of_in- 
corporation. But section 17 of the act provides as follows: 

ind be it further enacted, That unless said corporation shall make and com- 
plete their street railways between the Capitol and Seventeenth street west 
within four months after the company shall have been organized, and the 
ae on the other routes herein described within one year after the com 
pany shall have been organized, then this act shall be null and void, and no 
rights whatever shall be acquired under it. 

Now, they did not do the work within the time specified. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Will the gentleman allow me just 
there? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I will stato the mattor 
plainly first. They came before Congress in 1865, by the act of 
January 3, 1865, and got an extension of time for one year with 
a proviso— 

That the line from Seventeenth street to the Capitol be completed, oceu- 
pled, and running within thirty days from the passage of this act 

Did they do that? Notatall. Again they came on March 3, 
1865, with still another amendment, and in section 3 of the act 
of March 38, 1865, we find this language: 

That section 17— 

That is the original actof incorporation— 
be and hereby is so amended-as to allow said corporation three years 
from the date of the approval of this act in which to complete the railways 
herein described and those described in the act to which this ts amenda 
tory. 

Mr 
tion? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Certainly. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Do you suppose that Congress would 
have allowed the extension of time if the company had not been 
able to show good reason; and does not this extension of time to 
the company put it in the same position as if in the original act 
the same time had been given for the completionof the work as 
was given to them by the new act of extension? 

Mr. ALLEN. It has beenstated during the discussion of this 
question that there was no limitation at all. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. That was a mistake of my colleague. 
But it did not put the company at any disadvantage that thero 
was an extension. It was the presumption that the extension 
was granted to them for good reasons, and it puts them in pre- 
cisely the same position as though the extension had been em- 
bodied in the original act. 

Here the hammer fel!.} 

r. HEPBURN. Iask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
man from New Hampshire may be permitted to proceed for ten 
minutes. 

There was no objection. 


sSireets oct 


. COBB of Alabama. Will the gentleman allow a ques- 
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Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. In response to the gentle- 
man from Alabama, let me state that this actcertainly does show 
that the Congress of the United States, at that period at least, 
was dealing with care and with favor towards the Metropolitan 
Railroad. 

Now, what is this claim in regard to the $147,000, when it is 
divested of all mysticism, and broughtdown to plain, legitimate 
facts, and notfancies? The facts are these: that the railroad had 
not, in any of these extensions of time, completed the road west 
of Seventeenth street, and that it was not completed when the 
board of public works came into power; for then they were sim- 
ply claiming that they were about to do it, and under that au- 
thority Mr. Thompson wrote the letter which has been read here 
on the floor, asking permission to putin the cross-ties andsleepers, 
provided the pavement was not to be charged to the comp.ny. 

But the board of public works then in authority had no right 
or power to make any such contract; and if they had had au- 
thority to doso it would notin the slightest degree disturb the 
equities of the case, for the reason that the only purpose of the 
suggestion was that there should not be an additional expense 
to the District of Columbia, which otherwise would result from 
the delay. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Will the gentleman permit another 
question? Do you suppose, if nothing had been said, and the 
board of public works had gone on paving the unoccupied streets, 
that they could have come on the company finally and made them 
pay for this work in advance of the occupation of the streets? 

Mr. BAKERof New rere Thatis not a question which 
pertains to the subject at all. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Oh, yes. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. For if the contract, as you 
call it, which was illegal in its inception and illegal in its pur- 
pose, had not been made, and the company had gone on at any 
time to complete the tracks, it would have torn up the pave- 
ments right through the center of the streets, and the whole 
cost would have been charged to them and not to the city, ex- 
actly as the preliminary matter was assessed, the only difference 
being that the methods adopted were less expensive to the rail- 
road company. It was for the benefit of the railroad company 
that that was done, and I understand that that reduced charge 
is just what the court passed upon when they found that this 
company owed the District $147,000. 

Now, still further, the company hasalready been granted every 
privilege which it has asked for. It has not come before Con- 
gress for one = which it has not received. It has been per- 
mitted to godawdling along, in defiance of the act of 1890. hy? 
Under the pretext that it was trying to introduce a storage-bat- 
tery car. ow, so long as the gentleman has been in the city 
he has not seen more than one or two storage-battery cars ever 
run on the route of the Metropolitan road. He never has seen 
that more than once or twice a week; and more than two years 
ago the company knew just as well as it knows now that the 
storage-battery system was a failure. And yet it has kept up 
this pretextof running acar nowand then, in order that it might 
make before Congress just exactly the claim that itis making 
here to day. 

Now, why did the statute of limitation run out? Because all 
the three years during which the statute ran in this District, 
the company was suggesting this and suggesting that to the au- 
thoritiesof the District of Columbia, and in the change of-those 
authorities they let the three years lapse, a mere neglect on 
their part. Now, should we come in here and give thiscompany, 
which has not done or attempted in good faith to do what the 
Congress of the United States has demanded of it, the right to 
go scot free from the expense which the District of Columbia 
has been put to on its account? There is not a solitary instance 
where the authorities of the District of Columb): have done an 
injurious act toward the Metropolitan Railroad Company, and 
the gentleman can not point out any. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I can point out half a dozen. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Letus have them. If you 
will extend my time I will be glad to hear of them here and now. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Was it not imposing on the company 
to make them tear upa good track and make them put down one 
that was not worth putting down, and which they had to take 
up in a year or two and put down the old track again? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I answer the gentleman’s 
question by saying that there was not any track there. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Oh, yes; that was on the line of track 
which they were occupying with their cars, from Seventeenth 
street to the Capitol. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. If that is not satisfactory, 
I will ae to the gentleman one thing in direct answer, and that 
is that the Metropolitan Railroad Company suffered in conjunc- 
tion with every property holder in the city of Washington, no 
more and no less, and that it was no more of a fraud and no more 
ofa hardship on the Metropolitan Railroad Company than it 
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was upon every property holder along the line where that pave- 
ment was laid, and if you propose to relieve the Metropolitan 
Railroad Company, it is high time that you propose to relieve 
the citizens of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. But you are shifting your ground 
now. You said I could not point to a single instance in which 
there a an imposition upon the railroad, and now you say the 
imposition was the same as upon the citizens of the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. But I have not admitted 
that it was an imposition upon the railroad company, or upon 
the citizens. Itwas an honestattemptupon the part of the board 
of public works of the District of Columbia to make this city a 
beautiful city, and put upon the streets the very best pavement 
that the board “Jena works knew of at that time. 

; Mr. HEARD. Willthe gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Yes. 

Mr. HEARD. Does the gentleman from New Hampshire 
know that at the time that wooden pavement was put down the 
law required that the cost of putting down the pavement should 
be assessed, one-third against the abutting property owners (one- 
— on each side)and two-thirds against the District of Colum- 

la? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Yes; I am aware of that. 

Mr. HEARD. Now, doesthe gentleman know further thatthe 
assessment was made according to law, and that the property 
holders on either side of the street paid that assessment, and 
that the law fixed the other part on the District of Columbia? 
That was the law at that date and the law was pursued. 

Mr. BAKERof New Hampshire. Now, if in pursuance of that 
istrict of Columbia did not deduct 
from the whole expense of that pavement the amount which was 
chargeable to the Metropolitan Railroad or any other railroad 
running through the streets of Washington or anywhere in 
the District of Columbia, it committed a fraud upon the Govern- 
ment and the people, and the Metropolitan Railroad Company 
is not entitled to the benefit of it. 

Mr. HEARD. The gentleman will not insist that they com- 
mitted a fraud under the law; the law did not authorize them to 
do it; the law did not authorize the assessment of the amount 
against the company. 

Mr. ALLEN. Read the charter. 

Mr. HEARD. The charter authorized them to do what they 
had done; and the record affirmatively shows that they did make 
a pavement, according to the requirements of the charter, and 
kept the pavement in repair. 

Mr. BAKERof New Hampshire. But this very charter which 
I have read shows that the authorities had the right to change 
that pavement as often as they'wished. [tis also evident that 
they made a mistake in puttiag down the wooden pavement, and 
that subsequently they had to put in some other pavement. In 
accordance with section 5, which I have read, of the charter of 
the Metropolitan Company, and under section 4, that aaeeeeey 
was bound to keep the space between its tracks at all times well 
paved and in good order without expense to the United States 
or to the city of Washington, and a space of 2 feet from the 
outer rail on either side. 

Mr. HEARD. The pleadings show that the District authori- 
ties admit that the company had, in compliance with the pro- 
visions of the charter, put in a pavement and kept it in repair. 
Now, the District, through the board of public works, too 
that pavement and put in a wooden pavement, and within two 
or three years that was rotten, and then the company again had 
to repave between its tracks, which it did, and = for it. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Now,I willask the gentle- 
man a question. Does he claim that under the charter or any 
provision of law the Metropolitan Company’could dictate to the 
authorities of the District of Columbia what kind of pavements 
they should use? 

Mr. HEARD. I contend that under the provisions of the law 
they had complied with their charter requirements, and that 
when this wooden pavement was put in by the board of public 
works, about which it has been stated there was some job and 
which turned out to be of no account, they then required the 
oan to put in another pavement. They required them to 
put e same pavement that they had laid before. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


expired. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. [ask that the gentleman's 
time be extended so that he may answer that question. 

Mr. HEARD. Lask that the gentleman be given as much 
time as I have taken from him. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
gentleman ask? 

Mr. HEARD. I ask that he have five minutes. 

There was no objection. 


law the authorities of the 


The time of the gentleman has 


How much time does the 
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Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Now, it does not matter tions was a proper legal plea, and further it has beer claimed 


what the mistakes of twenty-five years ago were or were not. | here that such a plea raises a presumption of payment. 


The rights of the company are established by their charter and 
by subsequent acts of Congress. The charter required them to 
do this paving, and there is no subsequent act of Congress which 
relieves them from it. That is my answer. 

Now, [ want to ask the gentleman from Missouri another ques- 
tion. It is usual to hear the report from the Commissioners 
read when a bill reported from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia is pending in the House. I would like to know if 
the Commissioners of the District have reported on this bill, 
and if so, why their report has not been given to the House? 

Mr. HEARD. I will state to the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire that the Commissioners’ report, I suppose, has been read 
to the House. If it has not been itis the privilege of the gen- 
tleman from New Hampshire, or anybody else, to have it read 
in his time. 

Mr. COBB of Alubama. I will say to the gentleman that the 
Commissioners when before the committee said they were per- 
fectly willing and wanted this improvement done. They said 
we do not want to interfere with this company; we do not want 
to forfeit their charter; we do not want to organize a new com- 
pany; we want thiscompany to remain asit is, and we want them 
to do this work, but we want them to pay us the $147,000. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. And that$147,000is simply 
the amount that the government of the District of Columbia 
has expended on this railroad company, a company which has 
always paid good dividends, a company whose stock is away 
above par, two or three times, and a company which can well 
afford to pay its honest debts to the District of Columbia; and 
if the company can not pay its honest debts to the District, its 
charter ought to be repealed. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. It is willing to pay its honest debts, 
and the question is whether this amount is an honest debt. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker,I call at- 
tention to the fact that there is no amendment pending. 

Mr.HUDSON. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out the last word. 


1 do not know whether [ can say what I want to say in five min- | 


utes, but I willtry. AslIunderstand this question, without going 
over the legal grounds that have been stated to the House, the 
charter of this company, which was granted in 1864, I believe, pro- 
vided that it should be subject to the police regulations of this Dis- 
trict, and the company accepted its charter with that condition, 
and it is a part of the contract between the company and the 
District. An effort has been made here by gentlemen defending 
this company in its efforts to have its elapsed time extended, to 
argue that an injustice has been done the company, and toclaim 
that it was perfectly justifiable in pleading the statute of limita- 
tions against the claim of the District government. Thereare 
courts in the District, properly organized, and there is no ques- 
tion but that they are presided over by just, fair, honest judges. 

The matters in dispute between the District and this company 
were brought before the courts by a suit against this company 
for a certain amount of money claimed to be due to the District. 
Twelve grounds of defense were set up by the company. The 
last two grounds were based on the statute of limitations. The 
court overruled that plea and the issue was tried upon its merits. 
Now, I do not think it can be charged that there was anything 
wrong done by the District. The court wasa fair court, and 


* its judgment on the main question unimpeached. Of course, it 


may be argued, as attorneys on one side or the other will argue, 
that the matter was not tried fairly, but the decision has not 
been reversed by the Supreme Court, nor has there been any 
unfavorable comment upon that decision. Consequently I feel 
justified in saying that it was determined by the court that this 
re did owe the District $147,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The District and the United States together. 

Mr. HUDSON. Yes; the District and the United States. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Oh, no; not one dollar to 
the United States. 

Mr. HUDSON. Well, I donot want my time taken up by a 
side discussion. Now, Mr. Speaker, it is claimed that the com- 
pany had a perfectly legal right to plead the statute of limita- 
tion. That is granted upon our side. But, upon the other hand, 
it has always been considered that when a man pleads the stat- 
ute of limitations against a neighbor, he contemplates going out 
of business relations with that neighbor, and ordinarily where 
a man has plead the statute of limitations as a defense in a suit 


for money borrowed, he does not go to the same source to bor- 
row mone ain, because if he did the party would not lend 
him until he had paid the old debt. 


Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Who made that statute 
of limitation? 

Mr. HUDSON. The State of Maryland, as I understand; but 
that makes no difference. Now,I want to answer another prop- 
osition. It is contended that the plea of the statute of limita- 


Chat 
not so at this time in the United States. Itisnotsoheld by any 
court of respectable jurisdiction in this country. Under the 
common law the period was a long one, not less than twenty-one 


is 


yess, and the English courts did hold that the lapse of sucha 


ong period, bringing a case under the statute of limitations, 
presupposed payment, but in this country the statute of limita- 
tions has notthateffect. Itissimply astatute of repose, by which 
the law says to the claimant, ‘‘ You have lost your remedy by 
delay.” 

The courts everywhere deal with it-in that way, holding it to 
be simply a statute of repose, carrying with it no presumption 
of payment, Now sir, it may be true that this company had 
the right to plead the statute; but if that be so, then it ought 
not to complain of this Congress when we exercise the right to 
invoke a statute of limitation against it, nor ask us to refrain 
from doing so unless it is willing to waive its plea and pay the 
debt which it owes this District. If a man undertakes to vindi- 
cate his rights in the courts he has to stand or fall by the law; 
but when a corporation comes in here and asks a mere gift as a 
matter of grace, asks this Congress to grant it an extension of 
time within which to do something which it is required by law 
to do, it ought to come with clean hands, and I will never con- 
sent to the passage of a bill of this kind until this company 
agrees to pay what it owes the District. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Mr. Speaker, as a member of the District 
Committee I yielded a reluctant assent to the reporting of this 
bill; I yielded that assent because I thought some legislation 
was imperatively demanded in the interest of the public busi- 
ness. The bill was not fully satisfactory to me, and I reserved 
the right to vote for any amendments which might be offered 
to it. If this bill passes, in my judgment the result will be that 
the public will get the legislation and facilities which it requires, 
and this corporation will escape entirely and forever from the 
payment of any money that it now owes this District, if it does 
owe anything. In my judgment the saving clause in this bill 
which allows those proceedings for forfeiture now pending to go 
on is absolutely worthless, because I do not think that those 
proceedings are of any value at all. They are based upon an 
amendment to an appropriation bill passed in the Fifty-first 
Congress, an attempt to collect the debt which the court had 
said, in view of the statute of limitations, this company did not 
owe, and I do not believe that by legislation of the kind we can 
revive a judgment of the court below and compel the company 
to pay this money. 

he saving clause in this bill provides that those proceedings 
for forfeiture may go on, but, as I have said, | regard that as 
wholly worthless, and for that reason I repeat that if this bill 
passes the result will be togive the public the legislation that is 
needed, but the company will escape from the payment of what 
it owes this District, if itowes the Districtanything. Now there 
is a fair contention, to put it mildly, that this road does owe the 
District a considerable sum of money. As has been stated sev- 
eral times in this debate, two courts have held that that sum was 
one hundred and forty-seven thousand and odd dollars. Those 
courts have so held on the merits of the case, and there has been 
no reversal of that judgment on the merits. 

The Supreme Court, however, gave judgment for the road on 
the technical plea that the suit was barred by the statute of 
limitations. My own idea is that possibly—yes, probably—this 
company owes the Districtsomething, and aconsiderabie amount; 
but it is a question so involved in matters of law and matters of 
fact and matters of ancient history that no committee of this 
body, with the time at its disposal for the consideration of these 
questions, can fairly consider and adjust and report upon the 
equities of the case and the amount which may justly be claimed; 
and it is much more difficult for this House to do it in the way 
that we discuss bills here. My own position in the committee 
was, as it is now in the House, that if this company owes the 
District a dollar it should pay every cent that it owes. 

Here the hammer fell.} 

r. HENDERSON of Lowa. 
yield my time to the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. How much more time does the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. COGSWELL] wish? 

Mr.COGSWELL. Ten minutes. 

Mr. HEARD. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman, 
who is a member of the committee, have ten minutes additional. 

There was no eer 

Mr. COGSWELL. My own position is that this compuny, if 
it owes the District of Columbia anything, should pay every dol- 
lar of its indebtedness. On the other hand if it does not owe 
the District a dollar, we should not take advantage of this op- 
portunity to make the company pay a dolar. 

Now, Fentiwotedl there is to be submitted a proposition 


If I may be recognized, I will 


-it 
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was originally suggested by the corporation itself—that juris- 
diction be given to the new court of appeals to consider a case 
which shall be made up, leaving it to that court to determine 
whether this company owes the District anything and if any- 
thing how much, and that the amount found due by the court 
shall be paid by thiscompany before this legislation takes e‘Tect. 

Mr. HEARD. The pleaof the statute of limitations being 
barred and there being filed also a written waiver of all rights 
accruing to the company by virtue of the judgment rendered 
heretofore. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Does that also waive this question of no- 
tice? . 

Mr. COGSWELL. As I understand, it does. The amend- 
ment is in the hands of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY], 
who changed in some respects the proposition as submitted by 
the company. Of course, the proposition ought to: be as care- 
fully drawn and as well guarded as possible. This was one of 
the original propositions of the road; but whether it were or 
not, itseems to me it is a fair way tosolve this question. I do 
not see — reason why this company should not be given this 
additional | gisiation. I am opposed to forfeiting the charter of 
the company. ‘There is seareely ground for such action; and it 
seems to me it will be fair to the company and fair to the Dis- 
trict if we give the newcourtof a jurisdiction to try these 
questions of fact and determine the case upon its merits, as was 
not done when the Supreme Court of the United States ren- 
dered a judgment in favor of the company upon the purely tech- 
nical plea of the statute of limitations. That is my position in 
vegard to this bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Does the gentleman say 
that proposition will be offered? 

Mr. COGSWELL. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacgy] 
showed me a while ago a proposition to that effect—similar to 
the one which was before the committee, but with some modi- 
fications added by himself. I understeod him to say that this 
proposition would be offered as an amendment. If it should be 
adoy ted eee ought to be no further opposition to the passage 
of this bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That is substantially the 
amendment whieh my colleague supported in the committee. 

Mr. COGSWELL. It ‘ox bans includes additional safeguards. 
If this amendment should be adopted there will be no need of 
the third section; and there will be ne need of the amendment 
providing for the payment of the sum of $59,000. No one of us 
in this House knows whether $50,000 is within $90,000 or $30,000 
or $10,000 of what this company ought to pay. It may be that 
the company ought not to y anything. I confess that upon 
hearing the last statement, P thought there was strong merit in 
the argument of this road against the payment of this large 
amount; yet the fact stared me in the face that two courts of 
competent jusisdiction had declared the company liable. With 
such an amendment as the gentleman from lowa proposes to 
offer, I think, as L have said, that the bill should pass without 
further objection, 

Mr. HENDERSON of lowa. Will the gentleman allow me a 

uestion? 

’ Mr. COGSWELL. Certainly. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I have not heard all the discus- 
siou on this matter, and I wish information upon a few points, 
on which, no doubt, my eol ie cam answer me. As I under- 
stand, this company was requ to abandon horse power and 
adopt a new system of propulsion. I would like to know whether 
it has been shown by the investigations of the committee that 
this company has acted in good faith in trying tecomply with 
that requirement? 

Mr. COGSWELL. I think the committee was unanimous in 
the belief that the company had made a fair explanation for 
their delay. ‘They showed that they were obliged to adopt with- 
in a limited time one of three systems—the cabie, the storage 
hattery, or the unde und electric system. They found, or 
thought they found, t there were mechanical objections to 
the adoption of the cable system. 

r Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. By reason of their meandering 
ne? 

Mr. COGSWELL. Yes, sir. They also thought at that time 
that the underground electric system was not sufficiently de- 
veloped to warrant them in attempting it. Sol think it may 
be fair to say that in good faith they took the remaining alter- 
native—the storage-battery system. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Did they test it? 

Mr, oe They tested ie system for two or a 
years, ut three times as long, in my opinion, as they ought 
to have tested it, for they cae sheen only persons in this 
eountry who did not know that the storage- system up to 
thisday was a dead failure. But all the same teok their 
money to the extent of about $400,000 and putit into that experi- 
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ment. Not allof itis waste, because a great part of the expendi- 
ture can be used for other purposes. Butitis a fact thatthey did 
expend something like $400,000 in experimenting with this stor- 
age system. 

So [I repeat to my friend from Iowa that I think I can say the 
committee were unanimousin believing that they offered a fairly 
reasonable explanation for their delay in not changing the mo- 
tive power of the road. For one I am perfectly willing on their 
statement to acquit them. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I do not know when the time ex- 
pires within which they must change the mode of propelling 
their cars; but I would ask the gentleman from Massachusetts , 
if it is possible, in his opinion, to completethe change within the 
time required by the law? 

Mr. MEREDITH. It is impossible. 

a HENDERSON of Iowa. Lask if it is possible or impos- 
sible? 

Mr. HEARD. The time has expired. 

Mr. COGSWELL. The time is up. They are now in con- 
tempt of Congress. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Then another question: Was 
the corporation, and also the city, represented before the com- 
mittee in respect to this question? 

Mr. COGSWELL. Yes. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. And the committee looked into 
the matter thoroughly? 

. Scene eane Wodid, thoroughly, patiently, and at great 
ength. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Then,if I understand your posi- 
tion, you believe that the company acted in good faith, trying 
to comply with the law without being able to do so; that the 
time has expired without a compliance with it; that they ought 
to be given additional time, or time enough to allow them to 
supplement their past experiments with an experiment to de- 
termine the best mode of using the remaining systems of car 
propulsion, leaving the matter of any claim against the com- 
pany in abeyance. 

Mr.COGSWELL. That is about my position. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. It seems to me to be a sound 
cone. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Who will object to that? 

Mr. COGSWELL. I do not know. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to make a suggestion 
to the gentleman reporting this measure, and that is. that the 
bill be for the present withdrawn. Let it then come up two 
weeks from to-day, and in the meantime the parties interested 
could agree to a statement of facts which may be acceptable to 
both of them for the trial of thiscase. It must be evident to the 
company that they can not get the extension here, at least to-day, 
without ae the kind being done. 

Mr. RICHAR WN of Tennessse. What is the objection to 
the suggestion made by my colleague on the committes from 
Massachusetts? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I do not think it is possible for an amend- 
ment, that would be prepared by any person here not familiar 
with all-the facts, to cover all the propositions that ought to be 
covered in an ed staten.ent of facts. 

Mr. RICHAKDSON of Tennessee. Then allow this sugges- 
tion: The proposition my colleague [Mr. COoGSWELL] has sug- 

ested was carefully drawn, and was discussed at least three, 

our, or five different times in the committee; it isfull and com- 
ete and is in print. The gentleman can read it if he desires. 
hat is the objection to that? 

Mr. HEPBURN. A statement was made a little while ago 
that this oer objected to a waiver of certain questions of 
notice. Now, I think that might be important. I do not know 
that it would be, but I want it waived for the reason that the 
gentleman who first a in the list of incorporators, and 
who I understand was ngely interested in this corporation, at 
the time was chairman of the board of public works of this 
Distriet; that he had a divided interest in the matter, and with- 
out impugning him or anything of the kind, it may be thatthere 
has been a neglect on the part of some one to give such notice 
that a court.may regard as important; and I want to guard all 
these points. It will not ereate any delay in the passage of the 
bill. can be withdrawn now and properly prepared, to be 
presented on thenext District day. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. If my friend will permit 
me, the gentleman from New Hampshire[Mr. BAK&R] stated that 
Mr. Shepherd was mentioned as an incorporator when this com- 
pany was chartered in 1864—— 

. HEPBURN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. And you must remember 
that it was sevenor eight years after that that this legisiation 
occurred when-he was presidentof the board of public works. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I am remembering it. 




















1894. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee (continuing). Whether he 
was connected with the Metropolitan road then, nobody believes 
now. I donot know. 

Mr. COGSWELL. I ask the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HEPBURN] if, at the next District day, we present an amend- 
ment which sha)l leave this to the court of appeals, sufficiently 
guarded, will that satisfy his opposition to the bill? 

Mr. HEPBURN. So far as 1 am concerned, it will. 
can be an adjudication of the real merits of this matter-—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Of the indebtedness? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Of the indebtedness, without the interposi- 
tion of any technical defense, for the want of notice or the stat- 
ute of limitations, etc. : 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Now, I want to say, and 
if these gentlemen represent the opposition to this bill on the 
floov of the House—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. I merely ropresont myself. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. If they make that propo- 
sition, I do not object to it, so far as I am concerned, as a mem- 
ber of this committee; because, if this road owes the District 
$147,000, they ought to be made to pay. We all concede that. 
But if we are to bo met here on the next District day with the 
same kind of opposition—not from these gentlemen, but from 


other gentlemen—it seems to me that it would be hardly fair to 


ask that the bill go over now. If other gentlemen, on this side 


of the House particularly, will make the same agreement, I be- | 


lieve I am authorized to say for the committee that they will 
consent that the bill be laid aside until the next District day. 
Mr. COGSWELL. Let that be the understanding. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. But if gentlemen have 


other objects in view, if it is intended to defeat all legislation on | 
the subject, then it will do no good to let the matter go over. | 


I, of course, do not intend to impugn the motives of anybody 
when I say this. 


Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr.Speaker, before any kind of agree- 


mentis had to withdraw this bill to-day and present it two weeks | 


from now, | want to call the attention of the House to another 
feature which has not as yet been discussed, at least not while 
I have been on the floor, and that is the proposition, as I under- 
stand it, from the reading of this bill, toextend for nearly three 
years the timein which this company are allowed to put on an 
electric motor. 

Mr. COGSWELL. One year, on Ninth street. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. And then two years more on the bal- 
ance of the line. 

Mr. HEARD. Doesthe gentleman think one year on the other 
pa: t of the line will be sufficient? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Nearly two years ago this same com- 


pany came into this House and asked an extension of one year | 


in order to be allowed to change from its present horse power to 
the storage-battery system. I predicted then that they would 
only waste their money and their time, and they would not get 
rapid transit, but that at the end of that extension they would 
come and ask another year for the same purpose. 

Now, I do not claim to be aprophet, but my words have proved 
absolutely true; and now, more than two years afterwards, they 
ask a further extension. ‘They ask for three years more in 
which to disgrace the capital of the United States by running a 
horse car line from this Capitol to the most populous and im- 
proved parts of the city. 

Now, [ say that when this bill is withdrawn it shouid come 
back here with an amendment, allowing the Metropolitan road, 
if you please, the underground system of electric propulsion; [ 
have no ob,ection to that for one, but we ought not to give 
them more than one year in which to apply it. They can do it 

he entire Washington and Georgetown system was cabled in a 
little over twelve months. 

Tam not an electrical engineer nor an expert in the propul- 
sion of strest cars, but I believe that the Metropolitan system 
eould have applied a cable to their road if they had earnestly 
desired to do so; bit instead of that they preferred to experi- 
ment with a storage battery, which all the world knew was a 
failure, save and except the directory of that road. They ex- 
perimented with it for nearly three years. They threw away 
the money of their stockholders, and they fooled with the Con- 
gress of the United States. Nowit is time to make them put on 
the proper system of propulsion. 

I believe that the underground system is practicable. I have 
believed it for two years, and it is not ve to the objections which 
have been urged to the overhead trolley, which I then said could 
be used for two years or eighteen months, and then taken away 
without detriment to anybody. But [ insist that itisan outrage 
on the traveling public of this District to allow this street-ear 
company three years longer in which to put a little electrical 
appliance on a railroad not more than 3or 4 miles long. 


If there | 
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i as well in twelve months as they can do it in twelve years. | 


| proposition comes in. 
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A MEMBER. The combined mileage is greater than that 


Mr. WASHINGTON. Take yourcombined mi nd how 
long is it? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. About8 miles. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. How long is the road from re to 
Georgetown? Not over5 miles, and twice 3 miles are 6 miles: 
and up and down Ninth street it may be 3 or 4miles. But 
whether it be 3 miles or 30 miles, a corporation of that size, and 
certainly with its command of capital, can put inan underground 
system in less than three years. 

Mr. ALLEN. Coxy's army will be here next month. [Laugh 
ter. | 

Mr. WASHINGTON. And we want to get it out of the city 


as rapidly as possible. 

Now, when this bill is withdrawn I hope it will be with the un 
derstanding that there will be an amendment presented by the 
committee and offered to this House cutting down the timefrom 
three years to twelve months. I want to seo this line prosper 
just as well as the Avenue car line prospers. We ought to 
have some such system applied to all the car lines in the Dis- 
trict. There is nota city of the size of Washington to-day that 
is cursed with so abominable a system of slow horse street cars 
as this city, and there is no place where the time is a greater 
object to those who are compelled to use those cars. Now, if this 
bill is to bo withdrawn, let it be withdrawn with a perfect un- 
derstanding that I for one, like my friend from Mississippi {| Mr. 
WILLIAMS!, do not desire to see the company pay a dollar into 


| the District treasury unless it properly and justly owes it to the 
| District, but if it does owe it to the District of Columbia, then 


it ought to be made to pay to the uttermost farthing. And, also 
like my friend from Mississippi, I believe that the best tribunal 
to try that question is a court, like the court of appeals of this 
District, and not a committee of this House, and not the House 


| in Committee of the Whole. 


Mr. ALLEN. As I have had some connection with the oppo- 
sition to this bill, so far as any agreement on my part is con- 
eerned, I want to state that before any more ‘legislation favora- 
ble to this road is granted it should do justice to the District of 
Columbia; and I am going to be the judge of that when the 
[ think we can come nearer arriving ata 
proper conclusion as to that when the committee meets again 
than we can to-day. Ido not think there is any probability of 
this bill passing this evening; and therefore I think it would be 
a good suggestion to lay it aside. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I only want to say one 
word. Gentlemen have stated the grounds upon which they 
are willing that this bill should go over. 

Mr. WILLIAMSof Mississippi. I desire to interrupt the ¢g 
tleman there. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. And as [ understand, itis 
agreed to on the ground contained in the proposition submitted 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. COGSWELL}, who is 
a member of the committee. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I want to interrupt the gen- 
tleman only for the purpose of not having you mislead yourself. 
So far as my opposition is concerned, whether it would cease 
would depend upon the character of the amendment offered to 
the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
gentleman? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I do not know that [ am pre- 
pared to state what would exactly meet my views, but I will state 
in a few words what I think about the matter. [ am unalter- 
ably opposed to Congress dealing with these matters seriatim, 
corporation by corporation. I believe that that isa corrupt and 
wrong principle, but I also believe in reeommitting this bill to 
the committee with instructions that they shall bring into the 
House a general ee icable to all the streetraiiroad com- 
panies seeking a new franchise or an increase of franchise or 
an extension of franchise. or any further benefit from the public— 

roviding that such privilege shall be granted, such further 

ranchise extended after being put up at public auction and sold 
to the highest bidder, to that one whe will pay the largest per- 


n- 


What would satisfy the 


centage of the gross receipts to the District of Columbia. [| am 
unalterably opposed to giving away public property, and [ am 
opposed to this bill for that reason among others. 


r. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentleman's position 
is based wpon a reasonable ground; but I want to say—— 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I only said that because I 
do not want you to understand that I had agreed to anything. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. There is already a bill 
pending in the Senate which has in view the ascertainment of 
and providing for all the equities of the United States, if there 
be any, and of the District of Columbia as against these corpo- 
rations. There is a general bill like that pending at the other 
end, and it seems to me that the gentleman will find it utterly 
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impracticable to apply such a general bill, with these general 
provisions, to this individual case, and I submit to my friend 
that if this bill passes and this additional time be given this 
road, that the general bill which he speaks of will cover every 
point that he has mentioned, and will apply to this the same as 
to all other railroads. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It would apply to this rail- 
road only after this extension had been granted and after it had 
gained a new vested right. [am willing that any bill which is 

‘produced here shall do nothing but what is just and right; and 
that a bill shall contain provisions for safeguarding the inter- 
ests and the equities you want to protect. [am willing that a 
bill shall be introduced regulating all. I want a bill regulating 
this particular corporation and the balance of the railroads cor- 

yorations exercising valuable franchises; and we can not do that 

ff we pass this bill, which would be discriminating in favor of 
this corporation, because it is asking substantially a new fran- 
chise in the way of an extension or an increase in the time. 
— would be unjust to the other roads involved in the general 
bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I would remind my friend 
from Mississippi that in every single charter that has hereto- 
fore been granted, in every charter which is upon the statute 
booksof the United States granting franchises to these railroads, 
the express right is reserved to alter, to modify, and change 
them, or to repeal them. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I understand that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee.’ Congress has plenary 
power over them. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I understand that, and I un- 
derstand, on the other hand, thatalthough Congress would have 
power tocome in after this bill was passed and repeal this very 
charter, yet, as a matter of human nature and asa matter of 
fact, Congress would not doit. The gentleman knows that as 
wellasI. And Congress would be right in not doing so, be- 
cause it would see that after having vested these people with 
certain ee upon certain conditions it would be wrong 
now to divest them of those privileges. ThereforeI would have 
the law to apply to as many corporations as possible, and this 
being one of the chiefest, as St. Paul says, I would frame it so 
as to apply to this corporation. 

Mr. HARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, in view of 
all that has been said, I ask that this bill be iaid aside until the 
next District day. 

Mr.SIBLEY. Mr.Speaker, I would like to explain briefly 
why I am found in the ranks of the opposition to this measure. 
I have examined the question without prejudice, and it seems 
to me that this is very clearly a case wherein we can exercise a 
vast amount of caution with great benefit to the public interest. 
There is something in average human nature which revolts at 
the idea of a — ee ne being permitted to willfully defy 
the opinion of the public, the decrees of Congress, and the judg- 
ment of the courts, and [ hold that the plea of the statute of 
limitation is one of the weakest pleas ever interposed in any just 
cause. 

If there was $147,000 due to this District—and two courts have 
found such to be the fact upon a trial of the cause upon its mer- 
its—that raises presumption enough in my mind that the claim 
was a just one; and further, this corporation dared not appeal to 
the higher court upon alleged errors of fact or of law, but were 
constrained to go to the Supreme Court —- the baby act— 
the statute oflimitations. Under this liability of $147,000, with, 


t 
as T understand, eleven years’ interest, there i. a vast fund com- 
ing to this District. I am notanxious or willing to see this Con- 
gress step in and divest these people of any rights or any equi- 


ties Ger may possess, but it is a matter of notoriety within the 
knowledge of every member of this House that the rights to the 
streets now occupied by this railway company are immensely 
valuable. 

If they would take away their rails and their cars,and the 
franchise was placed at public auction, it would be worth at 
least a half a million dollars. The city of Buffalo put up at _ 
lic auction in the way that is suggested by the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. WrLLiaMs]a franchise inferior to this, and the 
traction companies bid 14 per cent of the gross receipts. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. As high as 43 per cent has 
been bid in New York. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Yes. But the lamentable fact in the Buffalo 
case is, that although those ple did offer 14 per cent of the 

receipts, competing with legitimate bidders, when it came 
—e — ny ey went to the a, than =~ t 
e » pa ractically nothing for Laughter. 
Now, Mr. aahen f think this bill had better go over, 
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this company comes here and asks for a valuable franchise, or 
for the extension of a valuable franchise, let them first show 
their confidence in the justice of Congress by paying into the 
hands of the courts the amount of the judgment which the Dis- 
trict obtained against them. When they have done that, they 
can come here with better grace and ask for this extension. 
Let the matter be settled in any form that will protect the in- 
terests of the people of this District, but let this company not 
come in here and plead the statute of limitations as a ground 
for condoning their past misdoings. Ishall oppose this measure 
in its present form. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have read for in- 
formatiop the amendment I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read for information, as follows: 

Add at the end the following: “Provided, however, That this act shall not 
take effect until the said company shall have paid into the Treasury of the 
United States the assessment of $147,000, madeagainst it by authority of the 
District of Columbia for street improvements, the said sum to be placed to 
the credit of said District.” 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I ask permis- 
sion to have an amendment read for information. 

The amendment was read for information, as follows: 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi moves to recommit with instructions to 
report a general bill applicable to all street-railway corporations seeking 
franchises, renewal of franchises, extensions of franchises, increase of fran- 
chises, or amendment of charters, —s for the sale at public caution 
for terms of years, to the highest bidders, after due advertisement, of all 
such street-railway franchises to be hereafter exercised within the District, 
subject to provisions for existing equities. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, if on next 
District day we are to have the same fight that we have had 
here to-day, what is the use of having this matter laid over? I 
do not understand that gentlemen who have been antagonizing 
the bill express themselves as satisfied with the substitute pro- 
posed by my colleague on the committee [Mr. COGSWELL]. I 
understand that some gentlemen do, but a number of other gen- 
tlemen do not, and I now ask them what will satisfy them? If 
nothing will be satisfactory, we ought to know it at this time. 

Mr. ABBOTT. I will say to the gentleman that I will be sat- 
isfied 'vhen the company pay the money that they owe the Dis- 
trict. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Are you willing for the 
court of appeais to ascertain what the amount is? 

Mr. ABBOTT. Iam. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Now, if other gentlemen 
agree to that we can arrange this without difficulty. 

Mr. HUDSON. I wish to ask the gentleman a question. Do 
the committee think they can offer an amendment to this bill 
that will be legally binding upon the company? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I will state in reply to my 
friend's question that the company agreed to this in the presence 
of the whole District committee. They agreed to the very propo- 
sition which my colleague on the committee [Mr. COoGSWELL] 
has ope they were perfectly willing to agree to a refer- 
ence of the controversy to the court of appeals for any sort of 
investigation, promising to abide by the judgment of the court 
on the merits, withdrawing the plea of the statute of limita- 
tions. 

Mr. HUDSON. That is not my question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I understood the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. SIBLEY] to take the position that 
if the plea of the statute of limitations (which is odious to him) 
be waived, and if the case be tried by the court of appeals upon 
its merits, that will besatisfactory tohim. I would like to know 
whether that is his position? 

Mr. SIBLEY. If the company will deposit the money, subject 
to the decision of the court. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Oh, the company is sol- 
vent. 

Mr. SIBLEY. So is the Government. 

Mr. HEARD. I wish to say a few words for the benefit more 
especially of my friend from sas[Mr. HupsON]. When this 
matter was before the committee an amendment was presented 
which has been read here to-day providing in substance for send- 
ing this matter to the court of appeals for trial upon the record, 
barring the _— of the statute of limitations. Under this 
amendment the company is to gointo court and waive all rights 
under the judgment rende by the Supreme Court of the 
United States; in addition to that they are to consent in court 
to the mene, so that there may be no question about the 
authority of the court to render judgment for or against them 
on the record. 

Mr. HUDSON. And ifthe plea of the statute of limitations 
is inte , itis not to avail 

Mr. HEARD. There will be no difficulty on that ground; the 
condition in to the waiver of the plea of the statute of 
limitations is to be put into the bill. 
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Mr. HUDSON. In the gentleman’s judgment, can we legally 
bind the railroad company, even if they agree to it? ; 

Mr. HEARD. Ihave no question on the earth that if they 
file such an agreement as I have referred to, an agreement | 
waiving their rights under the decision of the Supreme Court 
of the United States, withdrawing their plea of the statute of 
limitations, and binding themselves further to consent to the 
jurisdiction of the court and acknowledge the binding force of 
the judgment to be rendered, such an agreement would he ef- 
fectual to bind the company. 

Mr.HUDSON. [have nocaptious objection to permitting this 
company to operate its road. On the other hand, I want it un- | 
ders that [ am willing to consent—and will not consent un- 
less the majority be against me—to a further extension of time 
in behalf of this company unless they pay what they justly and 
equitably owe this District or the United States. 

Mr. HEARD. I will say to the gentleman from Kansas that 
his ition is not different, I hope, from that of every member 
of the committee. 

Mr. HUDSON. I hope not. 

Mr. HEARD. The difficulty, as the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts |Mr. COGSWELL] has aptly said, is that no member of 
the committee and no member of the House can tell at present 
how much this company does equitably owe. Therefore, I was 
not in favor of reporting from the committee of the proposition 
allowing the company to pay $50,000. As I have already stated, 
if such a proposition had been presented by us, captious critics 
would say that we were offering to accept from this company 
less than it was right they should pay. On the other hand, we 
were unwilling to recommend the amount insisted on by the 
Commissioners, because we did not believe the company owed so 
much. 

If the case be referred to the court of appeals under the ar- 
rangement suggested, the company binding themselves to ac- 
cept the decision of the court, we can ascertain just what this 
company should pay; and no man should stand before this House | 
or anywhere else and ask that the company should be permitted | 
to pay any less amount than would thus be adjudged against it 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. But why should we stand 
here upon this new proposition when two courts have already 
decided the question? 

Mr. COOMBS. And why should the interests of the District 
bo put in peril by another adjudication? 

r. HEARD. The gentleman from Alabama has shown, as I | 
think, very clearly and satisfactorily that in the trial had be- 
fore the supreme court of the District, the discretion of the 
jury on material points was instructed away; and I believe that if 
the case had been reviewed by the Supreme Court of the United 
States upon the eight meritorious pleas instead of the two pleas 
of the statute of limitations, the ees of the court below 
would have been overruled on said pleas to the merit, as it was 
in the two pleas considered. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
try it on those meritorious pleas? 

Mr. HEARD. The gentieman from Mississippi [Mr. WIL- 
LIAMS], who is a tawyer, knows that when the case went to the 
Supreme Court it was the duty of the court to firstconsider those 
pleas of the statute of limitations, because if they were sustained 
the court would not have jurisdiction to render judgment upon 
the other pleas. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I understand that. 

Mr. HEARD. Now, the gentleman asks me why the case was 
not tried upon those meritorious pleas. The reason was this: | 
The company insisted that the judgment in the court below was | 
for an exorbitant amount, which it did not owe, and therefore | 
took advantage of this plea of the statute of limitations. 

Mr.WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The gentleman did not under- | 
stand me. I was criticising not the court but the railroad com- 
pany for not submitting the case upon the meritorious pleas. 

Mr. HEARD. I ask the gentleman whether he would not | 
have done the sameif he felt that the judgment was oppressive? | 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Undoubtedly, whether I | 
thought the judgment oppressive or not, if I had been a railroad 
company I would have interposed any plea that I considered 
might beeffectual. 

Mr. HUDSON. Isitnottrue that the Supreme Court, in pass- | 
ing upon the decision of the lower court, does not attempt to | 
criticise any other Se of the decision? 

Mr. HEARD. T 
Court of the United States to pass upon any other question. The 

leas of the statute of limitations being sustained there was noth- 
Ing lett for the court to act upon. 

r, HUDSON. The gentleman does not answer my question. 
I say is it not a fact that this company had a right to raise any 
other question that was at issue in the lower court—— 

Mr. ABBOTT. Judge Bradley, in rendering the decision of 





Why did not the company 
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the Supreme Court in this case, said that the case was tried on 
its merits on the issues presented on the other pleas. 

Mr. HEARD. Certainly, but it does not affirm the correctness 
of the judgment below, but overruled the lower court on the 
It overruled the decision as to the plea of 
the statute of limitations, and thereby nullified the judgment of 
the court below. 

Mr. ABBOTT. But the point is that it was tried also on the 
merits in the court below. 

Mr. HEARD. And as Judge Coss of Alabama insists, and 
justly in my opinion, the case was killed below by the instruc- 
tions of the court, and the case was not properly tried on its 


| merits—— 


Mr. ABBOTT. The Supreme Court says it was. 

Mr. HEARD (continuing)—and was not correctly or jus 
posed of under the instructions of the court below. . 

Mr. ABBOTT. There isa difference of opinion about 
The Supreme Court says that it was tried on its merits. 

Mr. HEARD. Of course, this is a matter of history, and there 
need be no question about it. 

Mr. HUDSON. I desire to ask the gentleman from Missouri 
this question: Is it not true that the railroad company had the 
right to go to the Supreme Court of the United States on every 
question submitted to the court below? 

Mr. HEARD. Not after the plea of the statute of limitations 
was sustained. Thesustaining of that plea determined the whole 
question. 

Mr. HUDSON. The gentleman does not understand me. | 
ask if the company did not have the right to go to the Supreme 
Court and aska ruling on every question submitted to the court 
below? 

Mr. HEARD. In answer to my friend I will say that no law- 
yer ever saw such a proceeding in the Supreme Court. 

Mr. HUDSON. The gentleman evidently does not get my 
question correctly. 

Mr. HEARD (continuing). Because if they ruled against the 
company, and for the city on all the other pleas, and then for 


t 5 dis- 


that. 


| the company on the two pleas of the statute of limitations, of 
| course the case would be thrown out of court. 


Mr. HUDSON. I understand that, but I wish the gentleman 
would answer the question in the form I putit: whether it is not 
a fact that the company had a right to raise any question at is- 


| sue in the lower court, and that they did not raise any question 


except on the statute of limitations? 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. SIBLEY. lIhope the time of the gentleman will be ex- 
tended. 

Mr. HEARD. I do not care to submit anything further, Mr. 
Speaker. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I now renew 
the proposition that I made a short time ago. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. What is the suggestion of the 
gentleman? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I propose to withdraw this 
bill from consideration to-day, to be called up again on the next 
District day, two weeks from now, with the understanding that 
in the mean time the Committee on the District of Columbia 
will mature as fully as it can and as carefully as possible the 
substitute or amendment proposed by the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. COGSWELL] to refer the whole question at issue to 
the court of appeals of the District of Columbia, the railroad 
company to waive any benefit that it may have by reason of the 


| statute of limitations in the pending case; and thatthe question 


be there tried by the court of appeals on its merits. 

We propose to draw an amendment in the general form | have 
stated, with the understanding that it is acceptable to gentle- 
men; at least to those who have said so on the floorof the House, 
and we hope it will be acceptable to all others. Of course gen- 
tlemen who have not said so will not be bound by the agreement. 

| withdraw the bill, then, with that understanding. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of objection, the 
bill will be withdrawn. 

There was no objection, and the bill was withdrawn. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senats, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed the bill (S. 112) to provide 
for a survey for a bridge across the Eastern Branch of the Po- 


ere was no opportunity for the Supreme | tomac River; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 


quested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, with 
amendments, bills of the following titles, in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested: 

A bill (H. R. 1917) authorizing the Texarkana and Fort Smith 
Railway Company to bridge the Sulphur River, in the State of 
Arkansas or in the State of Texas. 
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A bill (H.R. 50641) to extend the time authorizing the St. Louis 
and Birmingham Railroad to build a bridge across Tennessee 
River at Clifton, Tenn. 

A bill (H.R. 5356) to authorize the West Braddock Bridge 
Company to consiruct a bridge over the Monongahela River 
from the borough of Rankin to Mifflin Township. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
bill (8.1757) to provide for the sale of the old custom-house 
building in the city of Erie, Pa., in which the concurrence of the 
House was requested. 


GAMBLING IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HEARD. I now call up for consideration the bill H. R. 
6109, to amend an act approved January 31, 1883, entitled “An 
act to more effectually suppress gambling in the District of Co- 
umbia.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacied, ete., That the proy aeons s of the act of Congress @ ees the 
Sist day of January, 1888, entitled ‘“‘An act to more effectually suppress 
gambling in the District of Columbia, * shall not apply to bookmaking at 
the oes and fall meetings of any jockey club or other racing association 
conducted beyond | mile from the limits of the cities of Washington and 
Georgetown, Provided, however, That such meetings occur between the Ist 
day of March and the 15th day of December, and do not exceed the period of 
eighteen days each. 

The Committee on the District of Columbia recommend the 
following amendment: 


Insert after the word ‘‘ beyond” in}jline eight, the words, ‘three-fourths 
ot.” 


Mr. BURROWS. This, I understand, is a bill to authorize 
gambling at horse races? ‘ 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It is a bill amending the 
bill for the suppression of gambling. 

Mr. BURROWS. Is not that the object? The title is very 
shrewdly drawn. 

Mr. RLCHARDSON of Tennessee. I do not knowabout that. 
I - not draw it. lt is drawn by the Commissionersof the Dis- 
trict. 

Mr. BURSOWS. I will say nowthat you need not spend any 
time with that bill, for it will not pass to-day 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It ie drawn by the Dis- 
trict Commissioners and recommended by them. 

Mr. BURROWS. Well, Iam sorry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman withdraw 
the bill? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I suppose the gentleman 
understands that the bill simply authorizes horse racing at Ben- 
nings and at Ivy City? 

Mr. BURROWS. Horse races and betting and gambling. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Ithink they ought fale 
the right “ run horses if they wish. I never goto races myself. 

Laughter 
Mr. BURROWS. I have no objection to debating the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I do not care to debate it 
atall. I have never been to the races at Bennings or at Iv 
City. Ido not attend them, but here is a bill reported unani- 
mously from the committee, I believ am drawn and recommended 
by the District Commissioners, and it sim — authorizes that 
which is authorized, I believs,in the State of Michigan. I know 
it is in the State of Tennessee, and I believe in every other State 
of the Union. If there isa State in the Union that prohibits 
horse racing on regular tracks, I do not knowit. This simply 
— that-horses shall berun, as in all the States, and it locates 

hree quarters of a mile from the Districtline in order to limit 
it to the two places, Bennings and Ivy City, as I understand it. 

Mr. BURROWS. What did the original statute do, which 
this seeks tommend? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I am not red to say. 

Mr. BURROWS. lt prohibited certain + id it not? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No; they have had racing 
all the time, but there has been some decision, I believe. I am 
not informed about it. I understood that there has been some 
decision of the courts in some way affecting the question of 
horse racing, and this statute was deemed necessary in order to 
obviate that decision of the court, whatever it was. 

Mr. BURROWS. What was that decision? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I am not prepared to say 

Mr. COOMBS. I suggest that the gentleman withdraw the 
bill until he bas further information about it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I should like to ask the gentleman from 
Tennessee a question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I will answer it if I can; 
— 1 eee of these gentlemen who are horse racers will do 
t. ughter 

Mr. SVENOR. The distinguishing provision of this bill 
ix to make it lawful to bet on horse racing at certain times as I 
understand. At what special time is it to be lawful to bet, and 

at what special times criminal to bet on horse racing? 
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- RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It provides for racing 
auri an the spring and fall, two meetings a year. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It actu: ally proposes to legalize betting. 
That is the effect of the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Have you no race tr 
in Ohio? I do not think this is any different from the k ws “of 
the other States. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Does it provide for recovering the money 
when the pool selier does not happen to have it? Does it pro- 
vide for any lien on the property? 

Mr.RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Does your law in Ohio pro- 
vide that? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee 
my opinion. 

Mr. BURROWS. Let us vote. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentleman from Mich- 
igan {[Mr. BorRows] has stated positively that the bill can not 
pass this evening. 

Mr. BURROWS. We can tell by voting. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Beeause we have no 
quorum, and if that is true 
ra protempore. Does the gentleman withdraw 
the bill: 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No, I do not. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Tho question, then, is on the 
amendment reported by the committee. 

The question was taken on the amendment, and the Speaker 
pro tempore announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 18, noos 1. 

Accordingly, the amendment reccommended by the committee 
was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The question is on the engross- 
ment and third reading of the bill 

The question was taken, and the Speaker pro tempore an- 
nounced that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr.CARUTH. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 35, noes 27. 

Mr. BURROWS. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro ieamare The Chair will appoint as tel- 
lers the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS] and the gen- 
tleman from Tennesse [Mr. RICHARDSON]. 

Pending the division, 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee said: Mr. Speaker, I with- 
draw this bill from consideration, and the gentleman from Mich- 
igan withdraws the point of no quorum. 


HARBOR REGULATIONS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I call up for consideration the 
bill (H. R. 5443) to establish harbor regulations for the District 
of Columbia. - This is a bill which has been drawn by the Dis- 
trict Commissioners and sent to the House with the request that 
it be introduced. It was introduced by the gentleman from 
West Virginia [Mr. ALDERSON]. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, etc.. That ever, vessei coming to anchor in the Potomac 
River between the junction of the Washington and Georgetown channels of 
said river and the extension of the south line of P street southwest, in the 
city of Washington, shall anchor as near the flate in said river as possible, 
so that the channel of said river will not be obstructed; and if such vessel is 
to remain over twelve hours it shall be moored with both anchors, so as to 
e — for passing vessels and so as not to swing and obstruct said 
channe 

No vessel shall be permitted to anchor in the Washington channel of the 
Potomac River between the extended lines of P or K street south. Vessels 
coming to anchor abore the lines of K street south aforesaid shall come to 
anchor as near the flats as possible and so that the channel will not be ob- 
structed; and all vessels coming to anchor shall be so moored by the use of 
both anchors as to prevent obstruction of the channel within feet of the 
nearest wharf, the said anchorage to continue only twenty-four hours, un- 
less otherwise ordered or directed by the harbor ter. 

No vessel shall be permitted to lie in Seventeenth street canal, New Jer- 
sey avenne canal, or “ae ik canal, or at the entrance thereof, 80 as to 
obstruct the passage of = vessel going into orout of the same or moving 

to unless such obstructing vessel is actually 

engaged in loading or renbenting. and shall then, if deemed expedient by the 

a master, be removed to such place me shall be necessary to give room 

to passing vessels. Any captain or owner of, or me para in —— of, any 

barge, sand scow, or ay vessel that may sink in said canais shall Yaise and 
remove the same in five days. 

Any vessels at the end of wharves or in docks shall, when uired by the 
harbor master, haul nay! to accommodate vessels going in or eg 
out from such wharves 0 . They <ul St Qooupy requiee etentner 
or sailing Fn nange berths without nfrom the sgocgmses occupants 
of such Wharves and docks. And _——_. required to rig in all fore and aft 
spars, spars, have boats hoisted up under the bow, and davits turned up, as the 

harbor 


may t. 

Vessels, when noteng im load congo eee give place 
to such vessels as areready to eee deliver freights. And ifthe — 
or person in charge of any vessel refuse to move said vessel when notified by 
the the wharf at which she is lying, the harbor master shall order 
him to haul to some other berth or into stream. 

The powers and author mony | herein conferred upon the harbor master may, 
in his absence or temporary disability, be exercised by the pilot of th the harbor 


Any person refusing to obey tho instructions of the harbor master, or, io 


This does not either, in 
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case of his absence or temporary disability, the said pilot of the harbor po- 
lice boat, or any person failing to comply with any of the provisions of this 
act, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof in 
the police court of the District of Columbia shall be punished by a fine not 
exceeding $100, or by imprisonment not exceeding six months,or by both 
such punishments, in the discretion of the court. 


Src. 2. That all acts or parts of acts inconsistent herewith are hereby r 
pealed. 

Mr. HEARD. Iask that the report, containing a letter from 
the Commissioners, be read. It is very short. 

The report (by Mr. HEARD) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the 
bill (EH. R. 5443) to establish harbor regulations for the District of Columbia, 
report the same back with recommendation that the bill do pass. 


OFFICES COMMISSIONBRS DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, January 24, 1894 

DEARSIm: The Commissioners of the District of Columbia havethe honor 
tosubmit herewith a draft of a bill entitled ‘A bill to establish harbor regu 
lations for the District of Columbia,” and recommend its early enactment 
The present laws on the subject are too meager to give the harbor master 
power to regulate movements of vesselsin the harbor forthe due protection 
of the public and private int:rests involved. The regulations contemplated 
by this bill are substantially those that prevail in nearly every port of entry 
in the United States. 

Very respectfully, 
JOHN W. ROSS, | 
President Board eof Conwnissioners District of Columbia. 
Hon. JOHN T. HEARD, ; 
Chairman Committee on the District of Columbia, 
House of Renresentatives. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, there is no amendment to the 
bill, and I desire to say just a few words. The Commissioners 
report that the District laws are not sufficiently strong to enxble 
the harbor master properly to protect life and property in the 
harbor. The harbor master himself was before our committee 
and explained the bill fully to us, and in such a manner that 
our committee was convinced of the absolute necessity for the 
adoption of the amendment to the law which is embodied in 
this bill. It is especially important that during the summer 
season, when there are so many excursion boats running, and 
when there is so much risk of loss of life and property, that the 
harbor master shall be furnished with sufficient authority to in- 
sure their protection. I hope the bill will pass without opposi- 
tion. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading: and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. : : 

On motion of Mr. HEARD, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


ILLUMINATING GAS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I call up the next bill on the Cal- 
endar, which is the bil! |H. R. 4279) relating to the sale of gas 
in the District of Columbia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Washington Gaslight Company is authorized 
to charge and collect, after the passage of thts act, for illuminating gas fur- 
nished to and paid for by the Government of the United States and other 
consumers in the District of Columbia, at the rate of $1 per thousand cubic 
feet: Provided, That if consumers other than the Government shall not pry 
monthly any gas bill within ten days after the same shall have been pre 
sented said company may charge and collect from said consumer so failing 
to pay said bill as aforesaid $1.25 per thousand cubic feet for the gas fur- 
nished to said consumer during said month. 

The first amendment was read: 

In line 7 of section 1, after the word ‘‘ of,” insert:the words, 
‘*not exceeding.” 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Iwish to offer an amendment or two to 
this bill. I suppose this is just the first reading of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There are the amendments of 
the committee that have not yet been reported. The Clerk will 
first report the amendments of the committee. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The amendment I wish to offer is to the 
first section. 

The SPEAKER pyro tempore. The gentloman will have an op- 
portunity to offer his amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill appears to be on the 
House Calendar; but it should be considered in the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. Without objec- 
tion, it will be considered in the House as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. HEARD. The point was not raised. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands the gen- 
tleman from Ohio to say that he has an amendment to the first 
section. 

Mr. HEARD. Iask that the committee amendment be first 


dis of. 
The Clack read as follows: 


Amend in line 7 by inserting the words “ not exceeding;"’ so as to read: 
“At a rate of not exceeding $1 per thousand.’ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, this amend- 
ment will beconsideredasagreedto. [{Afterapause.} TheChair 


e 
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hearsnone. The Chair would suggest that the gentleman from 
Ohio nowoffer his amendment to the first section. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. 1am prepared to offer my amendmen 

The Clerk read as follows: 

_ Insert after the word “company” in line 3, the words “And all o 
‘ightcompanies doing business fa the District of Columbia ) 
‘That the Washington Gaslight Company, and all other gaslight 
Going business in the District of Columbia 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, thi 
ment will be considered as agreed to. 

Chere was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. COPFEEN. Mxr. Speaker, before we leave that ion, 
[ notice that it is necessary, to make it grammatical! 
that the word ‘is’ should be changed to *‘ are,.”’ 

rn . -- 

The SPEAKER pro t mpore. 
yield to the amendment? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Oh, certainly. I desire it to! 
matically correct. 

The SPRAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the gram 
matical construction will be improved in the direction suggested 
by the gentleman from Wyoming. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

r ~ r r 7 sy , , 

The SPEAKER pro tempor Che Clerk will report the other 
committee amendments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add after section 1 the following additional sections 

“Sec. 2. That section lof an act entitled ‘An act regulating gas works, 
approved June 23, 1874, is amended so as to readas follows: ‘That from and 
aiter the 30th day of June, 1874, the illuminating power of the gas furnished 
by any gaslight company, person, or persons in the District of Columbia 
shall be equal to sixteen candles by the Bunsen photometer, using the Eng 
lish parliamentary standard Argand burner, having fifteen holes and a 7-inch 
chimney, consuming 5 cubic feet of gas perhour; and such gassha!! not con 
tain more than 20 grains of sulphur in any form in 100 cubic feet, nor more 
than 5 grains of ammonia in any form in 100 cubic feet, and shall be free of 
the impurity known as suiphureted hydrogen, said tmpurity to be deter 
mined by passing the gas through a glass vessel containing strips of bibu 
lous paper moistened with a solution of the acetate of lead, and if any dis 
coloration of the test paper is found to have taken place, this is to be held 
conclusive as to the presence of sulphureted hydrogen in the gas. When the 
illuminating gas supplied by any company, person or persons in the D 
trict of Columbia shall at any one times be of less illuminating power or of 
less purity than according to the standard just heretofore given, it shall b 
so reported by the inspector of gas and meters to the company, person, o1 
persons supplying the same, who shall be subject to a penalty of #100, to be 
recovered before the proper tribunal and paid into the treasury of the Dis 
trict of Columbia aforesaid for each and every day during which such viola 
tion shall continue: Provided, however, That if it shall appear that such de 
viation from the above-named standards could not have been prevented by 
ordinary care and prudence, but was occasioned by some unavoidable cause, 
then the said penalty shall not be enforced.’ 

“Sec. 3. Thatany gascompany or person placing a gas meter in service in 
the District of Columbia that has not been inspected, proved, and sealed, as 
provided for by the act of March 3, 1873, entitied ‘An act making appropria 
tions for the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia forthe 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, and for other purposes,’ for each and every 
such violation of said act shall be subject toa pena!ty of $100, to be recovered 
before the proper tribunal of the District of Columbia. 

“Sec. 4. That a clerk shall be appointed by the Commissioners of the Dis 
trict of Columbia to perform clericai services and assist generaily in the 
work required inthe laboratories of the inspector of gas and meters, and 
his compensation shall be $1.000 per annum. Thatan additional inspector 
of lamps shall be appointed by sald Commissioners, and his compensation 
shall be $900 per annum.” 


The SPEAKER protempore. Sections 2,3, and 4 are all amend- 
ments, and have just been reported. Without objection, the 
second section will be considered as agreed to. [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I desire to offer an amendment to it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 2, line 7, in section 2, strike out “ aixteen,”’ and insert ‘ 
two.’’ so as to read: 

“The illuminating power of the gas furnished by any gaslight company 
person, or persons in the District of Columbia shall be equal to 22 candies by 

he Bunsen photometer.’ 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. My reason for offering that amendment 
is this —— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the amend- 
ment will be considered as agreed to. 

Mr. HEARD. I want to hear the explanation of the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The explanation of my amendment is 
this: The gas company has been furnishing us, that is, the peo- 
ple of the District of Columbia, of whom I am one, with gas 
which measured according to this measure, und according to 
their statement averages about 17 candle power. Now, we are 
paying for 17 candle power, and I have never seen a week, or 
six days in succession, in which the light was sufficient to read 
by; and I think that by making a little higher requirement as 
to the candle power we will get gas that we can use and gas that 
will be satisfactory to the people. 

I have not complained about the price fixed in this bill. It is 
$) per thousand feet. I saw itstated in the Scientific Americin 
some official connected with the manufacture of the gas fur- 
nished in Boston had recently said that the actual cost of that 
gas, with the cost of distribution added, amounted to 60 cents 


Does the gentlemun f 1 Ohio 
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per thousand feet. I believe that this company can make avery 
nice profit at a dollar a thousand, and furnishmus with a better 
quality af gas, gas with more illuminating power than we now 


get. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. How many candle power did the gentle- 
man say this Washington gas represented? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It is said to average about 17 candle 


power. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. I should say that the gas furnished where 
I board is about 3 candle power, or 24. [Laughter.] 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. If the gentleman desires to increase the 
requirement up to 24 candle power, I will accept that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. CARUTH. Dol understand the gentleman from Maine 
to say that he has to use a candle to see the gas? [Laughter.] 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, after a careful examination of 
the question of the cost of making gas, and the operation of this 
company, the committee concluded and reported to the House 
that they believed it to be practicable for the company to fur- 
nish gas of the quality which they now furnish, at $1 per thou- 
sand feet. I feel it my duty to say that the ers the com- 
mittee, and I think the entire committee, believe that this is 
as cheap as the company can furnish gas of the present quality. 

Now, if we are going to raise the standard to so great an ex- 
tent as the gentleman from Ohio proposes, that necessarily in- 
creases the cost of the manufacture, and I feel it my duty to say 
here that I do not believe it will be fair or just to the company. 
I believe that the regulation proposed in this bill, reducing the 
present price 20 per cent, bringing it down toa dollar per thou- 
sand feet, is as great a reduction as, in justice to all parties con- 
cerned, the committee can recommend or as the House ought to 
adopt. It is only just to the company to say that according to 
the statement submitted by Dr. Ford, the Government gas in- 
i and by other witnesses, Mr. Lansden, Mr. Dickson, and 
Mr. Dodge, the quality of the gas furnished in thi. city is at 
least equal to the average of the gas furnished in other cities. 
The statement of Mr. Lansden, who is an expertin the business, 
who has had charge of making gas in this city, in St. Louis, and 
elsewhere, is that if the company reduces the eee to $1a thou- 
sand, and furnishes as good as it now supplies, there will be 
no reasonable ground for complaint, and I believe that is true. 

The Government inspector, Dr. Ford, is an officer appointed 
by the President and confirmed by the Senate, and he gives an 
official bond in double the amount of his salary. He impressed 
the committee as being a a fair and intelligent witness, 
and his statement was, and the concurrence of testimony was, 
that alarge majority of the complaints about the gas were due 
to local obstructions in the pipes, and not to the quality of the 

where there was a sufficient supply. Dr. Ford also states 
that in his opinion at least one-fourth of the cases of complaint 
are due to defective burners. [ think the evidence before the 
committee justifies the statement which is contained in the 
committee's report, that the quality of gas furnished in this city 
is reasonably good, and, according to the testimony of these 
witnesses, is as good as the average gas furnished in other cit- 
ies, and that when the price is reduced, as it will be if this bill 
becomes a law, to $1 per thousand feet, it will then be lower 
than the price at which an — quality of gas is furnished in 
other cities of the country, with three or four exceptions. 

I believe, therefore, Mr. Speaker, that it would unjust to 
compel the company to reduce the price of their gas to this ex- 
tent, and at the same time to raise the quality up to 22 candle 
power from 16 candle power, which the law now requires. The 
gentleman from Ohio says it is in evidence that the gas now fur- 
nished equals 17 candle power. Thatistrue. The statementof 
Dr. Ford shows that it has averaged for about two years 18 can- 
dle power; but when you fix the standard as high as 22, four 
points above 18, which is the present maximum, and attach a 
a to the failure to supply that quality, then you are likely 

largely increase the cost of manufacture, and I think that as 
a matter of justice to the company and to the public, who, in my 
jn ment, will be satisfied with gas of the present quality at a 

ollar per 1,000 feet, we ought not to adopt the amendment, but 
ought to be content with the maintenance of the present quality 
and the reduction of price which the committee recommends. 

Mr. HEPBURN. hat is the value of the stock of this com- 
pany now? 

Mr. HEARD. The Poe I think, are about $46.50 a 
share. The aoe value is $20 a share. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Supposing the par 100, that is equivalent 
to nearly 300. 

Mr. HEARD. Oh, no; over 200, but less than 250. 

Mr, HEPBURN. What dividend did the company pay last 
ear! 

Mr. HEARD. I can not give the gentleman the figures, but 
if he will send to the document room and get the report made 
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by the committee accompanying this bill it will give him all 
these details. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Does that report show theentire payments 
by the stockholders into this company? 

Mr. HEARD. [ think it does. It was intended to be abso- 
lutely complete upon that point. 
~ i HEPBURN. The amount paid in is about $100,000, is it 
not 

Mr. HEARD. More than that. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I believe the entire amount paid in in cash 
by the stockholders is something over $100,000, and that all the 
betterments have been made out of the earnings of the company. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentleman is mis- 
taken. He will find that at one time when the stock was in- 
creased the stockholders paid in $500,000. 

Mr. HEPBURN. In cash? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
what the officers of the company state. 

Mr. HEARD. Ido not need to state (for the observation of 
every member here makes the statement unnecessary) that it is 
avery thankless task for a member of a committee to rise here 
and make a statement (even when such a statement is necessary 
as one of the duties of his position) where the interests of any 
corporation are supposed to conflict with those of the general 
public, and he feels obliged to defend the interests of such cor- 
poration. I hope I need not say that the committee tried to 
make, and did make, a full and fair investigation of this subject. 
I believe that members who may examine the report made by 
the committee will be satisfied by the efforts which we made in 
that direction. The report states our belief that to reduce the 
price of gas 20 per cent—that is to $1 per thousand feet—and re- 

uire the gas to be equal to that which is now furnished, is as 
ar as we can properly and justly go in that direction at this time. 

Mr. COOMBS. What is the present price? 

Mr. BABCOCK. One dollar and twenty-five cents. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Speaker, [ have not had, as my friend 
from Missouri [Mr. HEARD] has had, an opportunity to investi- 
gate the details of this subject in committee, but I believe we 
should not cut down the price to be paid for this gas if at the 
same time we are going to reduce the quality, I do not know 
whether the trouble is in the obstruction of the burners or in the 
quality of the gas itself; but judging by the amount of light act- 
ually produced, I think my friend from Missouri has stated the 
pn Sata of this gas quite as high as it is entitled to be 
stated. 

Of course, considering the amount of the material produced 
in this House, gas ought to be pretty cheap in the city of 
Washington. 

Several MEMBERS. ‘‘Oh, no!” 

Mr. MILLIKEN. But at the same time I believe it would be 
better for us to pay a fair price foran article of good quality and 
have gaslight that we can see by, rather than reduce the amount 
paid and have aa which are such only in name. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe that we, asa Congress, should provide 
good light for this city. Here is where members of Congress 
get light; and judging from the effect which we see all over this 
country from the legislation of this Congress sinca our sessions 
commenced, I believe that if there is anybody on God's footstool 
that needs light it is the American Congress; and I believe the 
people will vote to pay all the money that may be necessary to 
give light to this House and to the other. 

Mr. BABCOCK, Mr. Speaker, I desire to referin afew words 
to the testimony taken by the committee in reference to the 
quality of the gas furnished in this city. Numerouscomplaints 
had been made to the Commissioners, to the gas company, and 
to the committee on the subject; but investigation showed that 
in nearly all cases the fault was either in the supply pipe or in the 
burner. I can speak from experience in my own house, where 
on some of the fixtures there are new burners, giving as strong 
and clear a light as any a Lever saw, while the light sup- 
plied by the old burners is dim and hardly so good as 3 candle- 

wer. 
ae shown before the committee, there is used in some of the 
Government buildings here an economical arrangement for 


Yes, sir, in cash; that is 


Togas the flow of gas. Now, the gas company claims that 
ere this 


wh arrangement is used it is impossible w get the full 
benefit of the volume of gas furnished. It simply takes off the 
pressure and regulates the supply. If the pressure is a certain 
number of pounds, this reduces it toa minimum and keeps it 
there, regardless of pressure, and it is impossible to get the 
pressure on the burners that would otherwise be supplied 
through the gas main. In the Arno Hotel, for instance, where 
the gas was so poor at one time, it was found onan eeenece 
when complaint was made, that it was supplied from an old pi 
which been put in years and years ago, and not sufficient in 
size to supply one-half of the gas that was used in the house. 








1894. 
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Mr. HEARD. Andif the gentleman will allow me, in that | 


connection, I would say that when the complaint was made, the 
gas company sent their men up there, madeanewconnection and 
put in two new meters, and for some time the lights were good; 
and whencomplaint was again made further investigation showed 
that the proprietor of the hotel had cut off both of the new me- 
ters and half of the supply from the old one. That was the casé 
in some other complaints which were investigated. It was want 
of supply and not the quality of the gas. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Now aword as to the illuminating power. 
Here the standard is 16 candle-power, 

Mr. COOMBS. 
country? 

Mr. BABCOCK. No,sir. The illuminating power of gas is 
measured by different standards. In New York the standard 
1 understand, according to their mode of measurement, would 
be betwegn 27 and 28 candle power for about 17 candle power ac- 
cording to our standard. There are different standards. The 
one which we use here is the most rigorous and arbitrary, be- 
cause, as I have said, it would show between 27 and 28 candle 
power by the New York standard. My experience here is that 
with a good burner the gas is just as good, burns as bright and 
clear, and furnishes as good light as the gas in any other city 
which [ have visited. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. You have not been in many cities. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes; quite a number. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Because I think it is the meanest gas 
that I have ever seen in the United States. 

Mr. BABCOCK. As to the earnings of the company, a ques- 
tion has been made here. I will state that it was 22.7 per cent 
last year on the capital stock. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
{[Laughter. ] 

Mr. BABCOCK. That I am unable to say. 

-Mr. WILSON of Washington. I would like very much to 
know what else they want. [am surprised. Only 22 per cent! 
[Laughter. | 

Mr. BABCOCK. That was at the rate of $1.25 per thousand 
feet for their gas. This reduction, proposed by the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, in price would reduce the earning 
power of the stock to about 11 per cent on the original capital, 
after paying interest on bonds. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman allow me to say that 
if the quality of the gas represents the capital stock at my house, 
22 per cent would be a small amount. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I would suggest to the gentleman from 
Maine that if he invests in a few new burners he will probably 
change his mind as to the quality of the gas. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I have the Lest I can get. 

Mr. BABCOCK. The committee after duly considering the 
reduction and after thinking on it for many sessions were of the 
unanimous opinion that, admitting the 16 candle power to be 


How much did they want? 


the test, putting the gas at $1 per thousand feet was as great | 


a reduction as they could justly recommend at this time. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. Mr.Speaker,I do not relish very much 
giving my own personalexperience with regard to this question, 
but as I have learned from those about me that a large number 
of other members of Congress hold the same opinions, and have 
had the same experience, I feel that there is no special objection 
to my doing it. 

Frequently the gas supply ut my home is so poor that I have 
to give up either reading or writing or else get a lamp te light 
the house with. I have called the attention of the company to 
the inferiority of the gas, and they have come and put new 
burners in; they have come and blown out the pipes, and they 
have come and a gy me with a Welsbach burner, which re- 
mains on approval, and sometimes the gas is sufficiently bright 
to read by and sometimes to write by upon a table situated 
within 2 feet below the burner. 
to. see to either read or to write. 


been tested. Nor can it be in the burners, but it is in the kind 
and quality of the gas supplied to the burners. 

The gentleman from Missouri, the chairman of the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, >xtols the virtues and ability of 
the public gas inspector of this city, Dr. Ford. I find in their 
own report he states that it might be well to raise the legal 
standard for gas to 20 candle power by the new Argand gas 
burner. This is his report. 

Mr. HEARD. Not the present Argand burner, but the new 
A d burner, which is considerably different from the old. 
= r.OUTHWAITE. Or 25 candle power with the flat-flame 
urner. 

Mr. HEARD. Which is equivalent to about 18 of the other. 

ae te There is nothing in this report to indi- 
ca at. 


Is that the usual standard throughout the 





| it I have no doubt he has stated it correctly. 


At other times it is impossi- | 
| adequate supply. 
Now, it can not be that the defect is in the pipes; for that has | 
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Mr. HEARD. Iam sure there is. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. What does he mean by saying “raise it 
to 20 candle power?” If he meant simply a change of figures, to 
deceive somebody, if he meant simply that it was calling 20 
candle power by some other standard, he would not have used 
the expression ‘ raise.” 

Mr. HEARD. Most clearly not, and nobody, unless it is the 
gentleman from Ohio, wants to mislead anybody. Iam sure I 
do not. The statement of Dr. Ford is to raise, that is, to in- 
crease this power, and he suggests 20 candle power by the new 
Argand burner. Now, if the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OuTH- 


WAITE] were to propose to raise this to 20 candle power by the 
new Argand burner, then he would have the authority of Dr. 
Ford for the practicability of the suggestion; but his proposi 


tion is 22 candle power by the old Argand burner, which isa 
much more severe test. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. My proposition is that we shall increase 
the illuminating capacity of this gas at least one-third. That 
is my proposition, clear and straight. It shall be me isured 
just as it is now, and it shall be one-third better than it is now, 
and then it will not be any too good for use, nor for the price 
we ars paying. 

I du not care to go into the question of the profits made by 
this company. I want them to have reasonable profits. I do 
not care to go into the question of the savings that have been 
made, and the investments that have been made by this com- 
pany out of their surplus earnings; but now we have reached 
the time when we are shown by the investigation of this com- 
mittee, as far as it went, that this company is making water gas, 
pouring water onto something hot and dissolving it into its con- 
stituent gases, and running it through some naphtha, probably, 
or something of that kind, and conveying it off and selling it. 
That kind of gas can be made for 38 cents a thousand, and it can 
be distributed for 22 cents per thousand, and still make money. 
This Congress legislates for the people of the District of Colum- 
bia, 26,000 of whom are patrons of this company, and legislates 
for the Government, which uses this gas in all the offices, where 
the employés have suffered in their eyesight for years from the 
inferior gas; and there is no reason why, when you come to re- 
form this thing, you should not go to a reasonable length. All 
I ask is that we shall require them to improve the quality of 
their gas, as well as to reduce the price to a figure which is suf- 
ficient. 

Several MEMBERS. That is right. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, | desire the attention of the 
House for just one minute. I regret being obliged to take issue 
with my friend from Ohio, but on a matter of fact I deem it my 
duty to state to the House that the gentleman, in my judgment, 
has not been entirely fair in his statement of the case. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. In what respect? 

Mr. HEARD. In regard to hisownexperience. The gentle- 
man has made a statement with regard to his own experience, 
with which he certainly is familiar; and so far as he has stated 
He stated that he 
had had occasion to make frequent complaints about the quality 
of the ligbt, and that the gas company have sent to his house 
repeatedly and have looked over his pipes and put in burners, 
etc., and that still the light is insufficient. The gentleman has 
further stated that itis not the fault of the burners or of the 
pipes in the house. - 

Yow, the gentleman knows that it was stated before the com- 
mittee, and the gentleman himself stated it, I think, certainly 
confirmed it, that the company told him that the fault was not 
in the pipe in the house, after they had tested the matter, or in 
the burners, but that it was inadequate service pipe outside of 
the house. And when they had offered to put him in anew 
pipe, the gentleman refused it, because he said he did not want 
his front yard torn up to put in the pipe which the gas com- 
pany thought necessary and offered to put in to give him an 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. if the gentleman will permif me. ‘he 
company had not stated at any time that it was on account of 
that. But in doing something to have me accept it, as an ex- 
cuse, they proposed to do that thing; and [ did not let them do 
it. Some of the complaints have been made since my testimony 
was taken; and have been made necessary because they are still 
furnishing an inferior quality and an insufficient supply of gas. 
I have called their attention to it, and they wanted to send a 
man there, but I told them no; that I merely wished them to 
furnish better gas, and until they did it was no use, and they 
need not send a man there. 

Mr. HEARD. I have nothing to say so far as that is con 
cerned. I have no interest any further than I am charged with 
it as a matter that comes before our committee, and | desire to 
discharge my duty in that respect without regard to anything 
else. Asa member of that committee I made an investigation, 
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and during that investigation it was developed and stated to the 
zommittee by the officials, not the officials of the gas company, 
but the officials of the United States in charge of inspecting the 
gas, that the complaint as to the insufficiency of the light wason 
account of the inadequacy of the supply. Asto that I think Mr. 
Ford and all the other witnesses were agreed. The remedy they 
suggested was an increase in the size of the supply pipes. Now, 
when the company discovered this they attempted to correct 
that trouble in the house of my friend from Ohio, where there 
was an inadequate supply, and they suggested putting in a new 
pipe for him, and he would not permit it, but still complains. 
ir. OUTHWAITE. Lf the gentleman will just pardon an in- 
terruption there? 

Mr. HEARD. Certainly. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Wiil you explain to me, if there was not 
an inadequats amount to give good light, how it happens that 
two or three days in the week there is a sufficient supply and 
two or three other days in the week it is not sufficient? 

Mr. HEARD. I would say to the gentleman that, of course, 
the pressure varies at different times, and what might be asuffi- 
cient pressure to give an adequate supply at one time might not 
be at another. As stated before the committee by Mr. Ford, the 
larger the een the lower pressure required. The pressure 
migh be sufficient to give ample light with a pipe of adequate 
size, but it might not supply it if the pipe was of an inadequate 





size, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I would say, just to dispose of any sug- 
gestion of that kind when advanced, that I went out the last 
night when the gas was -poor, went around to the stores in the 
neighborhood and looked at their supply and the gas supply 
in the lamps on the street, and I found that they were all . 
The lights were all about as miserable as in my own house. 

Mr. HEARD. Of course,I knownothing about that. I know 
that at times the light everywhere is worse than at other times; 
whether it is from inadequate pressure or not, I do not know. 
But I want to say that the statements made by the witnesses 
before our committee induced the committee to believe, and 
convinced us, that with adequate pive service and good burners 
there was no reasonable ground for complaint. hen I lived 
at the Arno for awhile, and Governor SAYERS, Mr. Coss, and 
other members were there, complaint was made that the gas 
was poor. The company sent a man there and found that the 
service pipe from the street was grossly inadequate, and they put 
in a new service pipe; and after that was done I never saw a bet- 
ter light anywhere than we had up to the time [ left there. 

But later a similar complaint was made about poor lights, and 
it was testified before our committee, on oath, that when the 
company’s man went back there he found that the proprietor 
had cut off two of the new meters, which it had been necessary 
to put in to make a sufficient suppl , and half cut off the old one; 
and you might just as well ut getting sufficient light 
from any incombustible substance as of getting it through pipes 
where there is not a sufficient space for an adequate supply of 
gas to flow. I am notadefender of this company; butasa mem- 
ber of the committee, and having ascertained these to be the 
facts, I state them simply as a matter of duty to all concerned. 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Speaker, I do not think it can be denied 
that at many times the gas in the city of Washington is very 


r. I think, however, that in many instances it results from 
the bad pressure. There is one other thing Lam afraid we shall 
find, that is that the lowe of the price of the gas will not 


necessarily lower the size of bi I know that in the city of 
Brooklyn, when we had the price of gas lowered from $1.80 to 
$1.25 a thousand, the bills were just the same, and in some cases 
a little more, the reason being, I think, that put on an ex- 
traordinary pressure forced the gas through so that it could not 
be consumed. 

The cost 6f gas is so small that they can afford to do that. 
Now, it seems to me that the jump from 1¢-candle power to 22- 
candle power, a by the gentleman from Ohio, is too large. 
if we had the information before us to guide us in that matter, 
if we knew just what the additional cost would be, we might take 
the - step; — a not —_ knowledge, and a a 
cause company power of Congress we do not desire 
oo extreme a with it, or eS a We 

re to consider company's r ow, I repeat, we 

us in a an advance in the 

— by eman from Ohio. I 

have listened to the ussion and tried to get definite informa- 

tion as to the actual cost, but I haved failed to obtain it, and 

while I think that the candle power that is now required should 

not be reduced, I am afraid that the onentenes ener. 

man from Ohio proposes a which is altogether large 
under the circumstances, jetties to all parties concerned 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker. are always 
excited by a struggling corpuvalian tee fie wont endeavor 
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to exist under adverse circumstances, and of course they must 
be very actively moved in this case in view of the statement 
furnished in report number 629, second session Fifty-third Con- 
gress, to which I now direct the attention of the House. This 
report was made by the gentleman from Missouri {[Mr. HEARD]. 
I find on page 60 a statement of the receipts and expenditures of 
the company for the year 1889. I find three items which indi- 
cate the net profit of the company for that year, aggregating a 
total of $401,000. For the next year the same three items, which 
indicate the net profits, aggregate $370,000. For the next year 
they aggregate $484,000, and in the fourth year they amount to 
$380,000. The total of the net prolits made by this corporation 
on a capital of $2,000,000 (much of it I have heard never paid in) 
is $1,653,000, made in four years of time. It seems to me that 
that showing does not appeal very urgently to our sympathies. 
Mr. HEARD. I will say to the gentleman that the reduction 
which the committee propose amounts, on the basis of last year’s 
receipts, to about $237,000. 

Mr. HEPBURN. That would still leave a profit, on the basis 
of last year reported in this document, of $187,000 on a capital of 
$2,000,000, or 9 per cent, which it seems to me would be pretty 
good. Remember, this net profit that I have spoken of is arrived 
at after deducting $72,000 to pay the interest on the company’s 
debt at 6 per cent. This report shows that they are able to pro- 
cure the capital they need in their business at 6 per cent, yet 
they are exacting from the people of this District 18 per cent on 
the capital that they claim to have actually invested, thus mak- 
ing the public first repay the interest that they pay on their 
debt, and then pay about 18 per cent on the capital invested. 
Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I hope the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Ohio will prevail. The testimony 
taken by the investigating committee convinced them that it 
would be possible to furnish a satisfactory light to the citizens 
according to the present test. It appeared that in some places 
there was sufficient light, while in others there was not suffi- 
cient light furnished toconsumers. I think that aspecial effort 
was made by the oomaeny during the time the investigation 
was going on to furnish good light. I think that undoubtedly 
a higher pressure was puton. There were times when the gas 
fairly whistled through the burners, and when the ceilings were 
blackened by the carbon which escaped without being consumed. 
That was evidently done for the purpose of furnishing a good 
light to those who had an insufficient supply. I think ahigher 
quality of gas ought to be required. I will read an extract from 
the statement on this subject of an expert, Mr. Ford, who ap- 
peared before the committee: 

The CHAIRMAN. In the resolution under which we are working, one of the 
allegations is that the gas is of inferior quality. It is only justice to the 
community, and the company, that the public should know the facts, 


and I ask you as one not only qualified, but authorized and directed by rea- 
a official duty, to state the facts as to the quality of the gas fur- 


Mr. Forp. The burned by the Bray burners, which is a flat flame, 


averages about 21 to 21.50 candles. The burners now used in New York and 
in Baltimore are the same. They give a high candle power. We have run 
as high as 25 candles by a flat-flame burner. 

‘The CHAIRMAN, That isthe kind of test made in other cities? 
Mr. Forp. Yes, sir. 
The CHAIRMAN. Then would your 18-candle test here make an equivalent 
in to the other burners’ Is that your statement? 
r. Forp. It would make 21 to 22.50 candles. I have mae a test in the 
last two days. 


Now, the recommendation made by this gentleman is to make 
the gas from 21 to 22} candle power; and I understand that the 
amendment of the gentleman from Ohio is to make it 22, and I 
— that amendment will be adopted. 

r. SMITH of Illinois. In the five minutes that I have I do 
not expect to enter deeply into the discussion of this gas ques- 
tion, but I do desire to say that I am in favor of the amendment 
offered by the tleman from Ohio. I have no-sympathy, indi- 
vidually speaking, with any gas company or with any individual 
fu ng gas unless it gives a sufficient light. I doknow from 
personal experience that the gas furnished in the District of 
Columbia during the last five years is not equal, so far as giving 
satisfactory light is concerned, to the old grease lamp that we 
used back in my les a days. Possibly not many of you gen- 
tlemen know anytb about that, but I would cheerfully take 
the old grease Pp, stuck up in the corner of the jamb of the 
fireplace, in exchange for the gas lights that we have in this 


city. 
me PAYNE. Why do not you doit? [Laughter.] 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Oh, I can not talk satisfactorily to a 

man from New York on this subject. [Laughter.] I presume 

my friend to the class of gentlemen who have D 
the light or get in the fine hotels. I have 

never beenable to find shelter within the —_— of those estab- 

sees osteceat eStpNca Seeyer ee 

we supp every way, 
gas isfurnished. I do know, however. the character of the gas 
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in the ordinary boarding houses that I have been compelled to 


frequent since I have been in Congress. And although in my 
efforts to seeure better light I have bought burners which were 
larger than those furnished by the boarding-house keepers, yet 
so far as my individual experience has gone, I can say that our 
lights in the boarding houses are very poor, and I would will- 
ingly exchange them for the old tallow candle or the grease 
lamp in the corner of the jamb. 

Now I think the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Ohio is a proper one to be adopted. All of us want light of good 
quality at a reasonable price; and I believe it is a matter of ex- 
perience, confirmed by the testimony of gas companies in various 
cities, that 20 candie-power gas can be furnished at $1 per thou- 
sand cubic feet, and allow 40 per cent profit on the investment. 
This I believe to be a fact from the statements of those engaged 
in the business: and if this be true there is no reason why Con- 
gress should not so legislate as to secure to the people of this 
District better light at a reasonable price. 

[ understand the bill of the committee proposes a 16 candle- 
power light, while the amendment is for a22 candle-power light, 
at $1 per thousand cubic feet. Without taking time to discuss the 
subject in detail, I believe from statements of those engaged in 
this business, that while it is the interest of citizens that such an 
amendment should be adopted, it will still leave a large prolit to 
the gas company. 

[Here the hammer fell. | 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. OUTH- 
VAITE, it was agreed to. 


quent sections, the bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HEARD, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


NEW TICKETS ON STREET CARS, ETC. 


Mr. HEARD. I now call up the bill (S. 443) to provide for 
the sale of new tickets by the street railway companies of the 
District of Columbia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That from and after the passageof this act no street rail 
way ticket received for fare onany street railway in the District of Columbia 
shall again be sold to any passenger, but shall be canceled by the com) iny 
issuing such ticket. 

Sec. 2. That any strect railway company doing business in the District of 
Coitumbia whieh shail violate the provisions of this act shall be liable to a 
fine of not to exceed #10 for each offense, to be recovered in any court of com 
petent jurisdiction. 

Mr. HEARD. Iask that the amendment reported by the com- 
mittee to the first section be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all of the first section after the enacting clauseand insert the 
following: 

“Phat from and after the passage of this act. each street railway and street 
herdie transportation oe in the District of Columbia shall issue its 
own tickets, and sell no tickets issued by any other company. Such tickets 
shall be printed and sold in sheets of six tickets each, and after having been 
once used shall be canceled by the company which issued the same.”’ 


Mr. HEARD. This amendment in the form of a substitute 
for the first section makes the provisions of the bill applicable to 
the herdic lines as well as the street-car lines. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Will the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
HEARD] explain the necessity for this measure? F 

Mr. HEARD. The purpose of the bill is to require the street- 
ear and herdic companies to sell their ticketsin clean new sheets 
and to provide that when tickets have been once used they shal! 
not be sold again. Under our present system tickets sold origi- 
nally in clean sheets are, after being thus used, put again in en- 
velopes and sold again and again until they become filthy and 
unfit to handle. There are some companies in the city that sell 
tickets in new clean sheets and do not sell the tickets after hav- 
ing been once used. The object of this bill is to compel all the 
street-car and herdic companies to do the same. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Will not this measure necessitate the pre- 
paring of tickets on much thinner paper? 

Mr. HEARD. Not at all. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The expense of furnishing tickets on card- 
board must be considerable. 

Mr. HEARD. The railroad companies now print their own 
tickets. I believe. The herdic companies have not been in the 
habit of doing so, but have been tiekets printed by the street- 
car companies. Now, it is the opinion of persons qualified to 
know that disease is frequently communicated by the handling 
of old and filthy tickets. 
great tax upon the railroad and herdie companies. 


celed when once used. 
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passage or approval. 
ration of these tickets. 
Mr. HEARD. They will have time enough. 
Mr.POST. They are all ready now. 
Mr. FUNK. Will the gentleman allow a 
Mr. HEARD. Certainly. 
Mr. FUNK. Do vou know of any case where 


It would not give any time for the prepa- 


. 


qu tion 


wy disease has 


been communicated from the handling of unclean street-car 
tickets? 

Mr. HEARD. Ido not know of any such record. [am neither 
an expert nor a physician; but many men of good sense and in 
formation believe that disease is communicable by filthy tickets. 
I do not see why itis not. I think it is conceded by all that dis- 
ease is sometimes communicated by handling unclean paver 
money. 

Mr. FUNK. [apprehend that the street-car companies have 
in interest in furnishing the community with respectably clean 
tickets. [ donot believe they will impose on the public by re 
issuing their tickets until they become filthy or diseased, im 
pure, or unfit to be circulated. I have never seen any street-car 
tickets but what were fairly clean. In other words, it seems to 
me to be an imposition on the street-car companies and an un- 
necessary hardship toforce them to comply with this law 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I want to say that everyone 
that travels on the cable road here, as I do every day, knows 


that he gets these little packages of unclean, dirty tickets over 
and over again. There is nobody who does not knowit. They 


| are used again and again, and come back to the company and 
No further amendments being offered to the first or subse- | 


are put up in these little packages and again sold to the public; 


whereas if you go up on the F street line and call for a package 
of tickets, you get new tickets every time. They do not use 
| them but once. They are punched then, and are kept or de- 


stroyed by the company; witereas on the cable line you are very 
apt to get these dirty tickets that have been used so often that 


| they are not fit to handle. 


The requirement of this bill will be no | be none, the court 
They should | 
furnish theircustomers with clean tickets, which should be can- | 


Now, occasionally you do get a package of cleun tickets, or a 
strip of them, on the cible road, which shows that they areable 
to print their own tickets and have the facilities. It does not 
impose, then, any hardship on the cable company or the other 
street-car companies, for they all print their own tickets any- 
how. They ought to be required to furnish clean tickets, and 
therefore there is no reason in the world why the bill should not 
pass. (Crics of * Vote!” ‘* Vote!”| 

The question being taken on the amendments proposed by the 
committee, they were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrosse.l and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HEARD, a motion to reconsider the 
vote was laid on the table. 


ADOPTION OF CHILDREN IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HEARD. Iyield to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 

Coss}, who desires to call up a bill which was agreed to by the 
committee, and a report authorized upon it, but which has not 
been formally reported at this time. 
Mr. COBB of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent to consider 
and pass the bill which I send to the desk, the bill (H.R. 5711 
to authorize the adoption of children in the District of Colum- 
bia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Bett enacted, ete. That jurisdiction is hereby conferred on any judge of 
the supreme court of the District of Columbia to hear and determine any 
fees te that may be presented by a person residing in the District of Co 

um bia, praying the privilege of adopting any mtnor child as his or her own 
child, and make such minor child an heir at law. If the judge shall find, 
upon the hearing of such petitioner, that the petitioner is a proper person 
to have eustody of such child, and that the parent or parents or guardian of 
such child have given their permission for such adoption, he shall enter an 
order upon the records of the court, legalizing such adoption and making 
such child an heir at law of such petitioner, the same ae if such child was 
born to such petitioner. If the child has no parent or guardian the judge 
may 2ppoint a guardian ad litem. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I would like to have an explanation of 
this bill. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. The only object is to provide, as is 
provided in most of the States, that children may be adopted and 
made heirs at law of the petitioner. 

Mr.CULBERSON. [did notnotice that anybody was required 
to have notice of the proceedings. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. The guardian or parent, and if there 

a a guardian ed litem. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I would like to havethat bill read again. 
The bill was read at length. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I do not observe that there is any notice 


ast 


Is there objection to the present 


Mr. DINGLEY. I notice that the bill takes effect from its | provided for. 
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Mr. SPRINGER. It requires the consent of the parent or PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


guardian, mae : ° Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous con- 
Mr. ¢ ULBE RSON. Suppose it is an orphan. 5 sent topublish some letters and a statement, in addition to what 
_Mr. SPRINGER. Then the court appoints a guardian ad | ] have already published, in reference to a personal explanation 
ye : : . | I made some time ago. 
Mr. F ICKLER. Where has the jurisdiction been heretofore? The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request 
Mr. SPRINGER. There has been no power to do it. of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HUNTER]? 
Mr. BROSIUS. I would like to ask whether there has been There was no objection. 





any legislation in the District on this subject heretofore? The letters and statement referred to are as follows: 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. None in the District. Sicdiiannuns Gay Wilde Ah Vien 

Mr. SPRINGER. There is no law on the subject. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE UNITED STATES, 

Mr. BROSIUS. Certainly then some such provision should Washington, D. C., March 22, 1894. 
be enacted. DEAR SiR: My attention having been called to the statement that you 


: voted against the Alderson amendment to i ase the duty on di nds, i 
Mr. RAY. I would ask the gentleman from Alabama if the justice to youl will simply state that, peing interested in the fate of the 
bill could not be so amended as to permit a man and wife both | amendment, I took pains to notice the vote, and can say I know you voted in 
to adopt a child? | favor of the Alderson amenament to increase the duty. 
Mr. COBB of Alabama. That, I think, would be covered by | SS Sy OER, GEO. P. IKIRT 
the provisions of the bill as it is reported. Member, Kighteenth Ohio District. 
Mr. RAY. As I understand it, the bill says “any person” | Hon. A. J. Hunter. 
may adopt a child. 
Mr. COBB of Alabama. Anybody who has the qualification 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE UNITED STATES, 


| 
Mr. RAY. But the bill is in the singular. It says ‘sc any per- | I was present at the time of passing through the tellers on the question of 


for adoption. Washington, D. 0., February 16, 1894. 
a increasing the tariff on diamonds, and my recollection is that the Hon. A. J. 
son. | HUNTER passed through the tellers with me, and thereby voted in favor of 
Mr. SPRINGER. That would mean person or persons. mneroqsins this ee 
Mr. RAY. I know in New York State we have a similar law, | aUy CONQOCENY. 


and it reads almost like this, ‘‘any person,” and this question | 
has come up. LIapplied tothe court within the last month, in be- 
half of aman and wile, thatthey might both adopt achild, so that 
it — become the child of both, and inherit the property of 
both. 
Mr. POST. Move an amendment. 
Mr. RAY. The question was raised by the court, and the 
court held that under ourstatute the child could only be adopted 
by one. I think it very wise, in cases where the husband and 
wife both desire to adopt the child, so that it shall be the child 
of both, and be adopted by the survivor in case of the death of 
one, and so that it may inherit the pprenerty of both, that there 
should be a provision that the child may be adopted by both. If 
there is any doubt about the bill in that respect, I should like to 
have it amended. 
Mr. SPRINGER. The committee have followed the legisla- 
tion of the States. Perhaps a judicial construction has made it 
n cessary that this amendment should be adopted. Certainly 
there is no objection to it. 
Mr. RAY. If the bill is broad enough to cover that, I am 
heartily in favor of it. 
Mr. WANGER. I move to strike out the word ‘‘may” in the 
last line and to insert the word “shall.” 
Mr. SPRINGER. That means the same thing. The courts 
have construed that. 
Mr. WANGER. That would make it more clear. 
Mr. COBBof Alabama. Wedonot object to that amendment. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the 
amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 16 strike out the word “‘may”’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“shall;” so that it will read, “the judge shall appoint a guardian ad litem.”’ 


The amendment was agreed to. Hon. A. J. HUNTER. 

Mr. RAY: Now, I offer the amendment which I suggested, |, Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, I voted to reduce the duty on 
In line 5, after the word *‘ person,” insert the words “or hus- | farm implements, the tools of the carpenter, blacksmith, brick- 
e 


U. S. HALL, 
Member of Congress, Second District of Missouri. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., February 16, 1894. 
My DEAR Sir: I am much surprised to learn that some question has been 
raised as to your vote on the amendment raising the duty on diamonds from 
that proposed in the Wilson bill. I was sitting near you at the time, and 
was specially attracted to the question, and I do not hesitate to say that you 
voted for it, and do not think I can be mistaken in my recollection. 


Truly, your friend, 
H. 8S. G. TUCKER, 
Member, Tenth Virginia District. 
Hon. ANDREW J. HUNTER. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES UNITED STATES, 
WASHINGTON, D. C., February 20, 1894. 
MyY DEAR Sik: In response to your inquiry as to my recollection as to how 
ou voted on the question known asthe Alderson amendment to the Wilson 
ll, I have to say that when the vote was taken by tellers you went down 
the aisle with me and passed between the tellers as Idid. On that vote I 
am positive that you voted for the amendment increasing the duty on 
diamonds. And from frequent conversations with youduring the pendency 
of the bill I know that your inclinations and sympathies were in perfect ac- 
cord with that vote. : 
Sincerely yours, 
ARTHUR H. TAYLOR, 
Member Congress, First District of Indiana. 
Hon. A. J. HUNTER, — 
Washington D. C. 


, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES UNITED STATES, 
WASHINGTON, D. C., February 21, 1894. 
DEAR Sire: Referring to the gaseten of your voting for the Alderson 
amendment to raise the rate of duty on diamonds, I am surprised that any- 
one should question the fact. Sittingnextto you while the amendment was 
pending, I remember that you voted forthe amendment, and favored it with 
more than ordinary case during the close vote that threatened for a time 
the defeat of the amendment. 
HENRY A. COFFEEN 


Member Congress for Wyoming. 


band and wife.” mason, painter, plasterer, plumber, the tools of all mechanics 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the | and laboring people toa revenue duty. I voted against making 
amendment. any discrimination between taxpayers. I hold that the people 


should pay taxes according to the amount of property they own; 
that wealth, not want, should pay the expenses of the Govern- 
ment. .I believe that taxation should be uniform. In every in- 
stance I have voted for a tariff for revenue only, as commanded 
by the people and directed by the Democratic platform. The 
people can judge from this record whether I am a Democrat or 
a demagogue. 
PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO THE RULES, 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask leave to introduce arule, and that it 

be referred to the Committee on Rules, and printed in the 


The Clerk read as follows: 
fa line 5, after the word “person,” insert the words “or husband and 
wife.” 


Aliso, in line 7, after the word ‘‘her,”’ insert “ or their,” so thatit will read: 
‘"That jurisdiction is hereby conferred on any judge of the supreme court 
of the District of Columbia to hear and determine any petition that may be 
— by & person or husband and wife residing in the District of Co- 
umbia, pra ing the privilege of adopt any minor child as his or her or 
their own child, and make such minor child an heir at law.” 


Mr. BROSIUS. I ask that the bill be reported again, as it 
will read when amended. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection the Clerk 
will report the billas it will read if amended by the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from New York({Mr. Ray]. 

The bi!l, as pro to be amended, was read. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. We accept the amendment. 

The amendment offered by Mr. RAY was to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. COBB of Alabama, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


RECORD. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. SPRINGER] asks leave to introduce a rule, and that it be 
rinted in the RD, and referred to the Committee on Rules, 
s there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The proposed amendment is as follows: 
RULE XLVI. 
CONCERNING A QUORUM. 


1. Whenever, on a yea-and- yote upon any question, the record shows 
that no quorum has voted, the Clerk 8 


hall again call the names of those not 
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voting. When the name of any member who is present is called the Speaker 
shall state the question to him and ask him how he desires to vote. If he 
votes his vote shall be recorded, but if he refuses to vote his name shall be 
entered on the Journal as “present and not voting.”’ In determining the 
resultof the vote those present and not voting shall be counted with those 
voting in the —- If those voting and those present and not voting 
shall Be amajority of the whole House, a quorum shall be deemed as consti- 
tuted and the question shall be decided by the record as thus ascertained 

2. If those voting and those present and not voting sh ill not constitute a 
quorum the Speaker shall immediately issue his warrant to the Sergeant- 
at-Arms for the arrest of all members who may be absent without the leave 
of the House, who, when arrested, shall be brought to the bar of the House, 
and the Speaker shall state to each member thus brought to the bar of the 
House the question pending and ask the member how he desires to vote. If 
he votes his vote shall be recorded, but if he refuses to vote he shall be re- 
corded as present and not voting; and when a quorum is thus constituted the 
result shall be announced. 

3. If a quorum is not constituted as provided herein when the House shall 
have adjourned, the question pending shall be the tirst business in order 
when the House meets again. And the members who have not voted, or who 
have not been recorded as present and not voting, and those who may be 
brought to the bar of the House, shall be called upon to vote asif originally 
present,and the same course shall be pursued as in the first instance untila 
quorum is constituted. 

4. After a quorum appears and the subject-matter which was pending is 
disposed of, the House may require any member whose arrest was ordered 
as provided in this rule to show cause at the bar of the House why he should 
not be punished for being absent without leave of the House. 


MESSENGER FOR COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair desires to state to the | 
House that on the 6th of the present month a resolution was | 


adopted allowing an additional messenger for the Committee 
on Agriculture; but the resolution failed to provide in the usual 
terms that the money should be paid out of the contingent fund. 
If there be no objection, the words ‘‘ to bo paid out of the contin- 
gent fund of the House” will be inserted after the word ‘‘ month” 
in the resolution. Is there objection? 

Mr. REED. Does the chairman of ;the Committee on Agri- 
culture regard that as important? 

Mr. HATCH. I make it as a personal request. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous cousent, leave of absence was granted: 

To Mr. EVERETT, for ten days, on account of important family 
business. 

To Mr. DRAPER, for ten days, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut, indefinitely, on account of 
sickness in his family. 

To Mr. WHEELER of Illinois, for two weeks, onaccountof im- 
portant business. 

To Mr. CAMINETTI, for three days, on account of sickness. 


REPRINT OF A REPORT. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky 
Mr. PAYNTER] requests a reprint of Report No. 337, the same 
oe been exhausted. Without objection, that order wil! be 

made. 

There was no objection. 

And then, on motion of Mr. HEARD (at5o’clock and 10 minutes 

p.m.), the House adjourned. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. MEYER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs: A 
= L \ 2629) for the relief of Augustus G. Kellogg. (Report 

0. le 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs: 
A bill (H. R. 1578) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Henry W. Freedley, late major in the Bnited States Army. 
(Report No. 689.) : 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a resolution of the fol- 
wang titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 6618) 
to provide for the maintenance in the Treasury of a safe gold 
reserve, for the coinage of standard silver dollars, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 
By Mr. RICHARDS: A bill (H. R. 6619) to forbid contracts 


ae ee payable in gold only—to the Committee on the 


By Mr. DE ARMOND: A resolution to amend 
Rule XV—to the Committee on Rules. 


XXVI——226 


paragraph 1 of 





} 


| der, 








CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIT, the Committee on Invalid P 
sions was discharged from the consideration of the bills 
6433) granting a pension to Julia Weeks, and (H. R. 6433) for 
relief of William Jaci Haines; and the same were referred 
the Committee on Pensions. 
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PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. PRICE: A bill (H. R. 6620) for the relief of G. A. Har- 
ris, St. Marys Parish, La.—to the Committee on War ¢ } 

By Mr. RLCHARDS: A bill (H. R. 6621) granting a pension 
Anna E. Botsford, widow of Eli W. Botsford, late major of 
Sixteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteers—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TUCKER: A bill (H. R. 6622) for the relief of the heirs 
of Henry Erskine, deceased—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. v623 
lief of W. B. Olive, of Florence, Ala.—-to the Committee on War 


Lo 


thier 
vile 


y +} - 
for the re- 


Claims. 
By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 6624) to enable Henry Hemel- 
right and Edmond Guest, of Pottstown, Pa., to make application 


to the Commissioner of Patents for extension of letters patent 
for improvement in nut locks—to the Committee on Patents. 


PETITIONS, ETC, 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: Protest of citizens of Colorado 
Springs against any amendment to the Constitution tending to 
thecommingling of the church with the state—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of Fisher’s Peak Division, No. 247, Order of 
Railway Conductors, of Trinidad, Colo., in favor of the passage of 
what is known as the antiscalper law—-tothe Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Petition of Brewers’ Union, of Detroit, 
Mich., for a governmental system of telegraphs—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Petition of Joseph Bogen, J. Alexan- 
N. Goldstein, Theodore Pohl, H. Wilezinski, and many 
other citizens of Greenville, Miss., protesting against the pro 
posed amendment to the Constitution by inserting God in it 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COGSWELL: Petition of S. L. Sawyer and others, of 
Danvers, Mass., for legislation favorable to the fraternal beneti- 
ciary press—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post 
Roads. 

By Mr. CRISP: Petition asking that building and loan asso- 
ciations be exempt from income tax—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Kansas: Petition of 36 members of the Lu 
theran Church at Herrington, Kans., protesting against the pro- 
posed amendment to the preamble of the Constitution—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of Roger Brown and 40 other citizens 
of Rockford, Lll.; of H. S. Morrison and 20 other citizens of 
Seales Mound, I1l.; together with memorial and resolution of 
Star Camp, No. 1130, Modern Woodmen of America, of Scales 
Mound, Ill., praying for the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill, 
to admit to the mails as second-class matter fraternal society 
journals—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HOOKER of New York: Petition of 29 residents of 
Sheridan, and 16 of Haskel, N. Y., in favor of the Manderson- 
Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. IZLAR: Papers to accompany House bill 4621—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Petition of Fred Schweizer, Andrew Gild- 
erman, Derpe Brothers, and other citizens of St. Paul, Minn., 
protesting against raising the tax on cigars—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By. Mr. MCDANNOLD: Petition of J. M. Babb, and 40 other 
citizens, of Clayton, Ill., asking the passage of the Manderson- 
Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan: Petition of Henry Baar, 
J. Vanderveen, and 27 other citizens, of Grand Haven, Mich., 
in favor of the Manderson-Hainer bill—-to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Koads. 

Also, resolution of the Firicklayers and Stonemasons’ Union, of 
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Detroit, Mich., infavorof governmental control of the telegraph 


systems—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

jy Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: Petition of Rapids Par- 
ish and town of Alexandria, La., protesting against the applica- 
tion of provisions of income tax to building and loan associa- 
tions—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Petition of the Brewers’ Union and 
Carpenters’ Union, of Detroit, Mich., in favor of governmental 
ownership and control of the telegraph systems—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: Resolution of the Grocers 
and Importers’ Exchange, in favor of the Torrey bankrupt bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of Philadelphia ‘Typographical Union, in favor 
of the establishment of governmental telegraph lines—to the 
Committee on the Post-Ojlice and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the Grocers and Importers’ Exchange, pro- 
testing against an income tax—to the Committee on Ways and 

feans. 

Also, resolution of the State board of agriculture of Pennsyl- 
vania, in favor of continued appropriations to agricultural ex- 
perimental stations—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WELLS: Petition of George C. Comstock and 70 oth- 
ers, protesting against the passage of House bill 6338—to the 
Committee on Education. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, April 10, 1894. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MiILBuRN, D. D. 
THE JOURNAL. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read. 

Mr. PASCO. I notice at the foot of page of 4363 of to-day’s 
RECORD that my name is omitted from the list of those voting 
in the negative on the motion to proceed to the consideration of 
executive business, and I presume the same mistake appears in 
the Journal. I was not occupying myseat, but was si back 
of it when I responded to my name, and probably I did not re- 
spond loud enough for the Secretary to hear me. I desire to 
have the correction made. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal will be corrected in 
accordance with the suggestion of the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. PASCO. At the foot of page 4363 the nays should be 32 
instead of 31, and the numbor not voting should be 50 instead 
of 51. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection the Journal as 
amended will stand approved. 


STATISTICS RELATING TO SUGAR. : 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of the 28th ultimo, a letter from the De- 

rtment of Justice relative to prosecutions under the act of 

uly 6, 1892, together with a letter from the Commissioner of 
bor in charge of the census in regard to the prosecution of 
sugar refiners, persons, or corporations engaged in refining 
sugar in the United States for refusal or neglect to comply with 
the reguirements of the act of March 1, 1889, to provide for the 
taking of the eleventh and subsequent censuses, etc.; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was ordered to lie on the table, 

and to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. QUAY presented a memorial of the faculty of Lehigh 
University, South Bethlehem, Pa., remonstrating against the 

roposed transfer of the Coast and Geodetic Survey to the Navy 

partment: which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also presented a petition of Council No. 129, JuniorOrder 
of United American Mechanics, of Fa Pa., praying 
for the passage of House bill No. 5246, providing for the inspec- 
tion of immigrants by United States censuls; which was referred 
to the Committee on Imm n, 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of Union No. 744, United 
Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, of ee, Ind., 
and a petition of Local Union No. 78, National U of the 
United Brewery Workmen, of Ind., praying for the 

vernmental controlof the telegraph service; which were re- 

to the Committee on Post- Post-Roads. 

Mr. LINDSAY presented the petition of Jefferson K. Clark, 
teen poenes en Se ee eee ted to 

ulia L. Davidson Clark, widow of Meriwether Lewis Clark, a 
Boldier of the Binck Hawk Indian war, and the Mexican war; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


. 


—_ —— 


He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Hickman, 
Ky., praying that fraternal society and college journals be ad- 
mitted tothe mails as second-class matter; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Otlices and Post-Roads. 

Mr, LODGE presented a petition of Upholsterers’ Local 
Union No. 53, of Boston, Mass., praying for the governmental 
control of the telegraph service; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Rvads. 

He also presented the petition of S. L. Sawyer and 31 other 
members of Arcadian Council, No. 249, Royal Arcanum, of Dan- 
vers, Mass., praying that fraternal society and college journals 
be admitted to the mails as second-class matter; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BUTLER presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Charleston, S.C., praying for the maintenance of the 
United States Naval War College and Torpedo School, as a 
means of re efficiency of the Navy and continuing its 
prestige among the nations; and also a petition of the Charles- 
ton (S. C. ) Chamber of Commerce, praying for the purchase of a 
site for a depot and for the erection of buildings thereon for a 
light-house depot at Charleston, S.C.; which were referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. GORDON presented the memorial of John K. Donaldson, 
of Donaldsonville, Ga., remonstrating against the passage of the 
Wilson tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of Dan Talmadge’s Sons, of 
New York City, N. Y., remonstrating against the passage of the 
clause in the Wilson tariff bill relating to rice; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of 21 druggists of Georgia, re- 
monstrating against an increase of the internal-revenue tax on 
cigars; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BRICE presented a petition of Pressmen’s Union No. 62, 
of Columbus, Ohio, praying for the appointment of a foreman of 

resswork in the Government Printing Office; which was re- 

erred to the Committee on Printing. 

He also presented a petition of Hiawatha Council, No. 308, 
Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of Martins Ferry, 
Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation regulating for- 
eign immigration into the United States; which was referred to 
the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a memorial of Mount Nebo Grange, No. 664, 
of Columbiana County, Ohio, remonstrating against placing wool 
on the free list; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of 21 cigar manufacturers of 
Cleveland; of International Association of Machinists, of Toledo, 
and of the Trades and Labor Assembly of Springfield, all in the 
State of Ohio, spomemmgee | against an increase of the internal- 
revenue tax on cigars; which wereordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce and 
Merchants’ Exchange of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for the pas- 
sage of the Torrey kruptey bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Healso presented a petition of 10 citizens of Champaign County, 
Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation to suppress the 
lottery traffic; which was referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

He tea presented a memorial of the faculty of the Ohio State 
University, Columbus, Ohio, remonstrating against the proposed 
transfer of the Coast and Geodetic Survey to the Navy Depart- 
ment; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Healso presented a petition of Lodge No. 175, Brotherhood of 
Railroad Trainmen, of Columbus, Ohio, and a petition of Divi- 
sion No. 292, Order of Railway Conductors, of Chicago Junction 
Ohio, pray for the enactment of legislation to abolish ticket 
scalping; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Produce Exchange of To- 
ledo, Ohio, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the in- 
terstate-commerce law, to ee greater power of enforcement to 
its primary objects, —— lily that carriers be required to ex- 
tend. toall shippers uniform ‘reasonable public rates of freight, 
equitably adjusted to the protection of all localities and com- 
munities; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of Bee Hive Tent, No. 53, Knights 
of the Maccabees, of Spencer; of Gustavus A. Hyde, of Cleve- 
land, and of 3! citizens of Spencer, all in the State of re 
praying that fraternal society and college journals be admi 
to the mails as second-class matter; which were referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of Joseph P. Keating, of Akron, 
Ohio, praying for the governmental control of indies 
service; which was referred to the Committee on 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented petitions of the Machine Wood- 
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workers’ Union; of the Shoe Cutters’ Union; of the Marine En- 
ineors’ Benefit Association; of the Steamfitters’ Union; of the 
ronworkers’ Protective Union, and of the Bricklayers l 
Stonemasons’ Protective Union, all of Detroit, Mich., praying 
for a governmental telegraph service; which were refe 1 to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of S. M. Wright, and sundry other 
citizens of Grand Haven; of Tent No. 399, Knights of the Mac 
cabees, of Shabbona; of Unity Tent, No. 82, Knights of the Mac 
cabees, of York, and of Lodge No. 25, Ancient Order of United 
Workmen, of Saginaw, all in the State of Michigan, praying 
that fraternal society and college journals bo admitted to the 
mails as second-class matter; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Koads. 


n¢ 


| 


Mr. MCMILLAN (for Mr. STOCKBRIDGE) presented a petition | 


of Goldsmith Lodge, No. 167, Ancient Order of United Work- 
men, of Grand Rapids, Mich., praying that fraternal society and 
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college journals be admitted to the mails as second-class matter; | 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offiees and Post- | 


Roads. 

He also (for Mr. STOCKBRIDGE), presented a petition of the 
Shoe Cutters’ Union, of Detroit, Mich., and a petition of the 
Carpenters’ Union, of Detroit, Mich., praying for the govern- 
mental control of the telegraph service; which were referred to 
the Commitiee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also (for Mr. STOCKBRIDGE), presented a petition of 41 citi- 
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consideration of the Senate providing that these Indians may 
be admitted to citizenship if the present law is indeed insufi- 
clent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection the p will 
be. printed as a document and referred to the Co n- 
dian Affairs. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTE: 
Mr. VEST. Iam directed by the Committee on Finance, to 


whom were referred certain amendments intended to be pro- 
posed to the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide rev- 
enue forthe Government, and forother purposes, to rt them 


repot 


favorably. I move that the proposed amendments be printed, 
| and that they may lie on the table. 
The motion wasagreed to. 
Mr. VILLAS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
| referred the bill (H. R. 3318) granting a pension to Mrs. Fannie 
M. Norman, reported it without amendment. 
Mr. KYLE, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to 


whom was referred the bill (S. 1563) to prevent the abuse of the 
writ of injunction and other legal process, and for other pur- 
poses, asked to be discharged from its further consideration and 


that it be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary; which 
was agreed to. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 


| bill (S. 1628) to protect the first day of the week, commonly called 


zens of Oakland County, Mich., praying that the. preamble to | 


the Constitution of the United States be so amended as to recog- 
nize the Deity; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr.CALL. I present a petition of the Board of Trade of 
the County of Duval, State of Florida, setting forth that they 
have bonded the county for $300,000 for the improvement of the 
navigation of the St. Johns River, and also stating that it is 
the duty of the Federal Government to make the improvement, 


and praying that an appropriation of $100,000 be made for the | 


improvement of the St. Johns River. 
be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. I presenta petition, sent tome from Florida, of the 
Indiana Yearly Meeting of the Religious Society of Friends, of 


I move that the petition | 


Sunday, as a day of rest and worship in the District of Colum- 
bia, asked to be discharged from its further consideration and 
that it be referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia: which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S.1787) to provide for public improvements and employ- 
ment of the citizens of the United States, asked to be discharged 
from its further consideration and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Finance; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1788) to provide for the improvement of public roads, 


| and for other purposes, reported adversely thereon; and the biil 


Richmond, Ind., praying for the repeal of the so-called Geary | 
Chinese law. I move that the petition be referred to the Com- | by omn LD A 
| was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 66) providing additional 


mittee on Foreign Relations. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. PEFFER. I have two letters in the form of petitions. 
They are really letters to my colleague in the House of Repre- 
sentatives [Mr. BRODERICK of Kansas], but they request certain 
action in relation to the tariff bill. 


I move that the letters be | 


laid on the table with the petitions and other matters relating 


to that subject. 
The motion was agreed to. 


METLAKAHTLA INDIANS IN ALASKA. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I appreciate that some of the Senate are 
familiar—but I know that other Senators are not familiar—with 
the history of a settlement in Alaska knownas New Metlakaltla. 
I think there is nowhere an account of greater self-abnegation, 
indeed of utter self-sacrifice than that of William Duncan, an 
Englishman, who nearly forty years ago went to a barbarous 
tribe of Indians in British Columbiaand started the work of their 
reformation and civilization; nor is there anywhere an account 
of greater religious bigotry andof strait-laced oppression than 
some persons in high places in British America were guilty of 
towards Duncan and those interesting Indians which compelled 
them to take refuge in Alaska. 

The Government of the United States granted to the Indians 
what is known as Annette Island, and they have formed there a 
ene Christian community. There are no better people 

the district of Alaska than the Metlakahtla Indians. 
they have been permitted to acquire the land upon the island 
and to embark in many industries, even extending their saw- 


was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 459) for the relief of B. F. Myers, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WOLCOTT, from the Committee on the Library, to whom 


clerical force for the Librarian of Congress, reported it without 


| amendment. 


Mr. PEFFER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill {S. 1876) to provide for the payment of accrued 
pensions in certain cases, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. HANSBROUGH (by request) introduced a bill (S.1877) to 
authorize the purchase of a site for the Government Printing 
Office; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. WOLCOTT introduced a bill (S. 1878) for the relief of 
Meyer B. Haas; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 1879) to amend an act to 
regulate the sittings of the courts of the United States within 
the district of South Carolina; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MCMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 1880) to authorize the 


| Metropolitan Railroad Company to change the motive power 


While | 


mills and canning establishments to places outside of Annette | 


Island, by the construction of the law by the courts of Alaska 
they have been refused admission to citizenship, for the enjoy- 
ment of the rights of which and the performance of the duties 
of which they are so well fitted. 

I have in my hand a communication from Dr. Sheldon Jack- 
son, a gentleman of repute, who has devoted many years to 
excellent service in Alaska among the natives, setting forth 


briefly the action of the courts in this regard and giving a brief | 


history of this most interesting people, and important subject- 
— I ask unanimous consent that I may be permitted to 
ve the paper printed as a document and that it be referred to 


the Committee on Indian Affairs, with instructions to that com- | 


for the propulsion of the cars of said railroad company; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. HUNTON introduced a bill (S. 1881) for the relief of Ed- 
ward H. Murrell; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 


AMENDMENTS TO SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILLe¢ 


Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin submitted sundry amendments 
relating to the National Soldiers’ Home, intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which were 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered tobe 
printed. 

Mr. HOAR submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

TARIFF HEARING. 


I submit a resolution and ask for its immediate 


Mr. QUAY. 


mittee, if in their wisdom it seems best, to bring in a bill for the | consideration. 








Silas Reh ener ET b 
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The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate will hold a session on Saturday, 2ist instant, 
from 12 o'clock noon untill p. m., to hear a committee of the working- 
men's organizations of the United States in opposition to the bili (HL R. 
464)entitied ‘An act to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Gov- 
ernment, and for other purposes.” : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it go over, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection, and the reso- 
lution will goover under the rule. 


SUSPENDED PENSIONS. 


Mr. ALLEN, I submit a resolution for which I ask present 
consideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed 
and required to inform the Senate of the names and post-office address of all 
pensioners of the Government whose pensions have been suspended or can- 
celei since the 4th of March, 1893, and the cause of such suspension or can- 
cellation. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that go over, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection, and the resolu- 
tion will go over under the rule. 


COINAGE OF STANDARD MEXICAN DOLLARS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution of the Senator from Oregon |Mr. DoLPH], coming 
over from a previous day. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I ask for information whether that resolu- 
tion takes precedence of the resolution which I hope to have dis- 
posed of to-day, and which I think can be disposed of merely by 
a vote. I refer to the resolution respscting the coinage of stand- 
ard Mexican dollars. 

Mr. HALE. And which is the first resolution in order. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. It is the first resolution. ‘ 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that the re 
lution to which the Senator from Colorado refers went to the 
Calendar under the rule. Unanimous consent was not asked that 

it should be continued. 

Mr. DOLPH. My resolution will occupy only about five min- 
utes. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. [ask unanimous consent that the resolution 
submitted by me (which if it went to the Calendar went by inad- 
vertence) may be taken up for the purpose of being put upon its 

acs ige, 
5! The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator simply desires a vote on it? He 
does not understand that it is to be further discussed? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I understand that it is not to be discussed 
further. 

Mr. DOLPH. I do not object. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I may state that the Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. McCPHERSON] with very great consideration has 
stated that he will not press his amendment, and as I believe 
there is nothing more to be said on the resolution, I ask that it 
muy be put upon its pa e. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Colorado? The Chair hears none. The 
resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. WoL- 
cor? on the 2d instant, as modified yesterday, as follows: , 


Resolved, That tho President of the United States, if not incompatible 
with the public interests, with a view to encourage and extend our commer- 
cial relations with China and other Asiatic countries, be requested to enter 
into negotiations with the Republic of Mexico, looking to the coinage by the 
United States. at its mints, of standard Mexican dollars, under some proper 
arreemen: with the said a. of Mexico as to orage, method and 
amount of said coinage; that he be further requested to report the re- 
sult of his negotiations to the Senate. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, before the vote is taken 
on the pending resolution, in favor of which I shall be very glad 
to cast my vote, I desire to ask permission, without , to 
have printed in the RECORD a communication which I find in 
yesterday's New York Press from the pen of Moreton Frewen, a 
noted bimetallist of England, discussing question very in- 
terestingly and intelligently, and giving his adherence to the 
proposition of the Senator from Colorado. : 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to printing the 
matter referred to in the REcoRD? 





im 
Mr. GORMAN. I trust the Senator from New Hampshire | ter 


will not make that request. 
Mr. GALLINGER. It is a brief and exceedingly interesting 


communication. 


Mr. GORMAN. I know, but -—— ‘ 
Mr. ALDRICH (to Mr. GALLINGER). Read it yourself. 
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Mr. GALLINGER. I will read it myself. The Senate will 
be interested in hearing it read, and then it will go into the 
RECORD. 

Mr. President, before reading the paper I will say that while 
I cast a very reluctant vote in favor of the repeal of the pur- 
chasing clause of the Sherman silver law, I felt then, as I feel 
now, that the time is near at hand when some action will have to 
be taken by the national Congress to give the country more cur- 
rency than there is in circulation at the present time. When 
business revives in this country, as it will sooner or later revive, 
the country will need more currency, and it will then become a 
very serious question for the Congress of the United States to 
determine in what form it shall be granted. 

When that time comes I may have some thoughts on the sub- 
ect which I shall desire to put on record,even though they may 
2e to a certain extent in opposition to the public sentiment of 
my own State. I believe most thoroughly in bimetallism, and 
will never give my consent to any legislation in favor of gold 
monometallismin the United States. Thiscountry widely differs 
from England, France, and Germany in its monetary wants. 
Those countries are, so far as population is concerned, practi- 
cally finished countries, while this country is constantly increas- 
ing its population at the rate of nearly 2,000,000 a year. That 
increasing population will demand and should receive increased 
currency with which to carry on the business operations of the 

ople. The repeal of the purchasing. clause of the Sherman 

w contracted the currency, and it is evident to every thought- 
ful mind that that contraction must in due time give way to an 
expansion of our currency. But I will not discuss that now. 
The communication to which I have referred is dated Washing- 
ton, April 6, and is as follows: 

MEXICAN DOLLARS IN AMERICAN MINTS—MORETON FREWEN, THE ENGLISH 

BIMETALLIST, WRITES THE PRESS—FUTURE OF SILVER AND FOREIGN 


TRADE—HE EXPLAINS THE POSSIBLE INTERNATIONAL SIGNIFICANCE OF 
SENATOR WOLCOTT’S RESOLUTION INTRODUCED IN THE SENATE LAST WEEK. 


To the editor of the Press: 


Str: A resolution was moved in the Senate to-day by Senator TELLER for 
his colleague, Mr. WOLCOTT, that by agreement with the Mexican Govern- 
ment the free coinage of Mexican dollars should be permitted at the United 
States mints of Carson City, Nev., and San Francisco. Assthe immense 
area over which these dollars are to-day legal tender is not very generally 
appreciated by those interested in the silver question, will you allow me to 
point out the several trade developments likely to follow if this proposal is 

to 


our readers will bear in mind that while the French trade dollar and the 
American trade dollar have failed to obtain circulation in China, the Mexi- 
can dollar, on the other hand, is the current legal-tender money of a large 
portion of China and the Malay re as also of England’s straits set- 
tlements, Borneo and Ceylon. he Mexican mint reports show that duri 
1892 the coinage of these dollars aggregated twenty-six millions, of whic 
mass all but a million were exported from Mexico. Messrs. Page & Gwyth- 
er’s report for 1893 shows that some five millions of these coins passed via 
Suez to Singapore, while not less than eight and a half millions took ship at 
San Francisco for China. It becomes important, in view of the Colorado 
Senator's proposal, to know what became of the $12,000,000 exported from 
Mexico, but not accounted for. Doubtless a considerable portion went west 
from your Pacific ports in the trunks of home-going Chinese. 


SILVER MONEY IN GREAT DEMAND. 


It must be borne in mind that the mint charge or “seigniorage "’ on silver 
dollars levied by the Government of Mexico is 4} per cent. The export duty 
on bar silver is only 2 per cent. It says much therefore for the demand of 
silver in the form of coin rather than bars that, while some 21,000,000 ounces 
left Mexico as dollars, only 4,000,000 ounces left as bars. The direction of 
Senator WOLCOTT’s ees now becomes evident. The great fall in silver 
causes the Mexican dollar, which used to be exchanged at the rate of 4} sil- 
ver dollars for | gold sovereign, to now exchange at the rate of 10 silver dol- 
lars for a gold sovereign. This operates asa great stimulus to China’s ex- 

rts to Europe and as a contraction of her imports from Barone and Amer- 
ca. This revolution in the Chinese and Indian trade, which has followed 
from the British Government's recent ‘tampering with” the Indian stand- 
ard, promiess to be the most interesting economic and social problem of the 
coming years. 


China, favored as against India by uhe present very low rates of exchange 
with gold-using nations, is about to increase very largely her exports, and 
will therefore import silver on an Seqeeeane seale. 

It seems probable, then, that with the mints of Carson and San Francisco 
open to the free coinage of Mexican dollars the silver product of the Roc 

ountains to-day hunt an outlet at heart-breaking ioing may go di- 
rectly west across the Pacific to find a ready demand in C in return for 
imports of tea, silk, jute, and many other commodities. 

CHINA'S GREED FOR SILVER. 


That there is a great scarcity of currency in China is not doubtful, as also 
that the Chinese can absorb silver in the form of coin very rapidly. The 
imperial mint at Canton, its operations jealously guarded from all scrutiny, 
a to be the monopoly of certain high place mandarins, 
when a a sup of pocket money. This mint coined last year 
for all Ch than 3,000.00) ounces, of which two-thirds was issued in the 
Rare of 19,000,000 ten-cent pieces. These coins also were bably used for 
bu As suggesting the amount of currency which 
if she could get it, contrast this colnage of only 3,000,000 ounces with the 
40,000,000 ounces British India, a poorer and less populous country, has fre- 
C Seater Me ont Se codoost theret to be of international 

OLCOTT'S pro may therefore ve ° 
B San Francisco ee im t 


portance. It must make of exc cen-. 
— such a dearth of Mexican dollars in a as seermataloe, 


it is on merchants i from China may order these 
dollars by cable and give bills on on in exchange for dollars to be 
8 irect from 0 to K and elsewhere. I am as- 

that San Francisco banks wo make loans on the secu- 


here 
rity of coined dollars, which are wanted at h rates of interest in China, 
whereas With the silver market in its present condition, mere bar silver i¢ 
by no means a negotiable security. 
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EFFECT IN INDIA. 

’ be worth while to consider the British Indian interest in 
this em | aoretmens of your silver policy. The Government of India has 
recently imposed a duty of 5 per cent upon imports of silver bullion—a duty 
unprecedented, I believe, in the history of civilized governments. But would 
this bullion duty be payable also on Mexican dollars? I think not, and if 
not, then these dollars will be imported in great quantities into India for 
melting, the * per cent seigniorage leaving the coins still one-half per cent 
cheaper than bullion silver. But even if the duty should still be collected, 
these dollars might supply the raw material of the Indian silversmith’'s 
trade, seeing that the rupee being now worth more than its bullion value, 
just as your dollars pass for twice their actual value in silver, has become 
too valuable to be sent to the melting pot. 

And, further than this, itis not impossible that the government of India, 
now in sore straits as to her currency condition in India, might do worse 
than make the same proposal to the Mexican Government that Senator W OL- 
COTT proposes the United States Senate should make. 

IS HISTORY REPEATING? 


I have ventured to write to you very fully as to this new silver departure, 
because it seems to foreshadow results that may become of international 
importance. Your silver party, after defeat at home, after repeated disap- 
pointments at Paris and Brussels, is now looking for help westward across 
the Pacific to that mysterious nation which, if it would absorb even an 
ounce of silver per capita,can at least mitigate for tae world of trade the dis- 
aster threatened by the present exchange convulsions of Europe with Asia. 

But what a strange commentary it all is upon the conditions of modern 
*progress”’ that this stream of abundant money, rejected by Europe, al- 
though in the very throes of a currency contraction, should be diverted to 
flow westward, and be destined, perhaps, to awaken China from a sleep of 
ages, even as that immense flow of silver from Potosi vivified the industries 
of Europe and in the short period of sixty years quadrupled all prices. As 
Prof. Cairnes has written of that mighiy flow of silver during the sixteenth 
century from Potosi, ‘it rendered possible the remarkable expansion of 
Oriental trade which forms the most striking commercial fact of the age that 
followed.” 

Yours faithfully, 
MORETON FREWEN. 
WASHINGTON, April 6. 


Mr. President, I rose simply to secure the insertion in the 
REcORD of this valuable contribution to the pending question, 
and this is all I now say on the subject. I trust the resolution 
submitted by the Senator from Colorado may be adopted. 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to ask the Senator from Colorado 
a question which I did not ask him when he was address- 
ing the Senate yesterday, because I did not care to interrupt 
him. I presume everybody here understood what the Senator 
meant, but for fear there might be some misunderstanding else- 
where or among the people, I desire to ask him if, when he said 
yesterday that Mexican silver dollars are at a premium of from 
1 to 3 per cent, he did not refer to the premium over the com- 
mercial value of the silver bullion they contained, and did not 
compare the Mexican dollar with any dollar of our issue? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Oh, certainly, above the present bullion 
value of silver, or above silver coin in any other form except 
in the country where circulated; for instance, as above rupees 
they would be at a premium. 

Mr. DOLPH. That is, above the silver coin of the countries 
which are upon the silver basis? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Yes. 

Mr. DOLPH. Onemore question. AslIunderstand the Sena- 
tor’s resolution, the proposition is simply for the United States 
to contract with Mexico to do the work of coining Mexican dol- 
lars? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Turning over the mechanical portion of our 
mints for the purpose of increasing the silver circulation under 
their supervision. 

Mr. DOLPH. It is not supposed or intended that the United 


States will in any manner assume any responsibility for the value | 


of or for the circulation of the Mexican dollar? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Not the slightest in any way. 

Mr. DOLPH. I understood that, but I desired before the vote 
to make it plain. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair desires the attention of 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. Is the amend- 
ment which he proposed withdrawn? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Idonotinsistonmyamendment. I think 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Ohio |Mr. SHER- 
MAN], which was accepted by the author of the resolution, will 
cover the whole ground, and therefore I shall not press my amend- 
ment. 

_ The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution as modified on motion of the Senator from Ohio | Mr. 
SHERMAN]. 

The resolution as modified wns agreed to. 


COINAGE LAWS OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. GORMAN. lam directed by the Committee on Printing 
to report a concurrent resolution, and I ask for its present con- 
sideration. 

The concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
td esinnge ates of tho Glia’ states es So Nak prepare under 
direction of the Committee on Finance, United States sbnat with the A> 


Rion co of which number 1,500 copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 
500 copies for the use of the House of Representatives. 
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| furnished at once. 
| motion, or does he desire me to do it? 
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The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
concurrent resolution. 
Mr. DOLPH. I should like toask the Senator from Maryland 


a question and to make zs proposition. I think about an 
ago the Senate ordered the usual number of this publication 
printed. It was then suggested that it would be more valuable 
with an index, and it was ordered to be printed with an index. 
The gentleman who has, [ understand, prepared the document, 
and who is a to prepare the index, has beenso much en- 
gauged over other important and pressing matters, the tariff bill 


ionth 


and matters connected with it, that he has been unable to pre- 
pare the index. I have received a great many requests for the 
document, and I ask the Senator from Maryland whether it 


would not be well to modify the resolution which ordered the 
usual number printed, so that the usual number may be printed 
without the index, and we may have some copies for immediate 
distribution before the index is prepared. I suggest that it 
would relieve the situation somewhat, as I think the Senate 
would get 400 copies, which might be sent out to those who re- 
quest them. 

Mr. GORMAN. It is true, as stated by the Senator from 
Oregon, that the resolution ordering the printing of the usual 
number, 1,900 copies, did require an index, and that index has 
not yet been prepared, and I do not think it will be prepared for 
the next two weeks. I understand it will require about two 
weeks longer to complete it. 

Mr. DOLPH. All the type is set up, and the document is 
ready to be struck olf, but it is held up until the index is fur- 
nished. 

Mr. GORMAN. The document itself is in type and could be 

Does the Senator from Oregon make the 


Mr. DOLPH. If no one objects to the request, let it be done 
by unanimous consent. 
Mr. GORMAN. Lask that the usual number be printed with- 


| out the index. 





| direction of the Committee on Finance, United States Senate 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
be so ordered. 

Mr. GORMAN. I now move to amend the pending resolution 
so that the 5,000 copies of the document ordered by it shall be 
indexed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
if there be no objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In the pending resolution I move to insert 
**6,000” instead of ‘* 5,000,” and to give the Senate, according 
to the usual rule, 2,000 copies and the House 4,000. The resolu- 
tion proposes only 1,500 copies for the Senate and 3,500 copies 
for the House. 1 think we ought to stick to the old rule, and I 
hope that change will be made. 

Mr. GORMAN. [have no earthly objection to that amend- 
ment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Missouri? ‘The Chair hears 
none, and it is agreed to. 


In the absence of objection it will 


The resolution will be so amended, 


Mr. SHERMAN. I ask that the resolution be read as 
amended. 


The concurrent resolution as amended was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the Hous: of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 6,000 additional copies of the fourth edition of the document en 
titled ‘‘Coinage laws of the United States, 1792 to 1894," prepared under the 


with the Ap 


| pendix and an index to the same, of which number 2,000 copies shall be for 


i 





the use of the Senate and 4,000 copies for the use of the House of Representa- 
tives 


Mr. SHERMAN. I supposed the Senator from Maryland had 


| joined in the resolution the loan laws and the currency laws. 


They ought to be printed either together or separately, do not 
care which. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is the very point I wanted to call the 
attention of the Senate to. Weshould haveone publication con- 
taining all the laws in regard to loans and currency, all the laws 
in regard to the United States bank, and national banks, and all 
the laws in regard to coinage, and they ought all to be in one 
volume. I brought that mutter up when the first resolution was 


| introduced, and I understood the chairman of the Committee on 


Finance to say that they were preparing that kind of a docu- 
ment. It ought to be prepired, and all these laws ought to be 
together. 

We have one volume, which has been printed twice, entitled 
** Loan, Currency, and Coinage Laws.” It contains most of the 
laws in regard to the loans and currency and most of the laws 
in regard to the United States Bank and the national banks, 
and also in regard to coinage, but it is not complete. Some few 
of the laws are left out. I know I have a copy of it, and | have 
obtained the old laws which were omitted, and inserted them 
init. It isa very valuable document, butitis not well arranged. 
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We ought to have one volume containing all these laws. It 
would not make a large volume, it would be avolumeof ordinary 
size. Some committee—the Committee on Finance is the proper 
committee—it seems to me, ought to take charge of the work 
and havs it done. 

r. SHERMAN. I think the proper authority to codify these 
law$ would be the Treasury Department, because all the laws 
are there being administered upon daily. If it would be agree- 
able to the Senator from Maryland, I hope he will ask the See- 
retary of the Treasury to make such a ification. It could be 
very readily done. All the laws have been codified except for 
the last ten or twelve years, and those are but few in aumber, 
comparatively. Then they could all be put in a volume and it 
would be of immense value. I think the circulation of such a 
book among the people of the United States would be a better 
distribution of public documents than hundreds of those that 
are now being distributed, because the whole public mind is now 
directed to our coinage and currency, and every intelligent man 
would be happy to have an op ty to get one of these books. 
Probably it would be the most instructive document that could 
be furnished to the people at this time and would be the most 
gratefully received. 

Mr. GORMAN. I quite agreewith the Senator from Missouri 
and the Senator from Ohio, but the Senate will remember that 
the distinguished Senator from Indiana, the chairman of the 
Committee on Finance, presented this codification of the laws 
relating to the coinage. I will say to the Senate that I under- 
stood the remainder of the Jaws referred to by the Senator from 
Ohio and the Senator from Missourj were being prepared under 
the direction of the Committee on Finance. Se when a resolu- 
tion was referred for the printing of the usual number of this 
document the Committee on Prin reported in favor of it. 

The only difficulty now is that the index has not yet been pre- 

ared by the compiler, and the Senator from Oregon and other 
nators have urged me to have the original order providing 
for the index rescinded, so that 1,900 copies may be printed 
without the index. I should be very glad to have the remainder 
of the laws compiled, but I do not want to interfere with the 
matter under the chargeof the Committeeon Finance, of which 
the distinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] is a 
member. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I understand the gentleman who has charge 
of that subject-matter has been constantly at work, and is now 
employed in dealing with the tariff question and making in- 
dexes for the tariff bill and other documents necessary in the 
discussion of that measure, so that he probably will not be able 
for a couple of weeks, at least, to undertake the work. 

Mr.GORMAN. I have no complaint to make of that. If the 
Senator from Ohio desires the resolution to lie over and wait 
for the compilation of the laws relating to the currency, I have 
no objection; but there is a very great demand now for the par- 
ticular publicat on referred to in the resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest, as this matter is already in 
type, that we print it. 

Mir. GORMAN. The matter will be cmt gg 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, it will be stereotyped. 

Mr.SHERMAN. The great trouble in separating these laws 
is that the same law often contains provisions about coinage and 
about currency; for instance, the resumption act has certain 
— which have been omitted in the volume already pub- 


hed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Each law should be printed in full. That 
is one of the criticisms I made of the volume already in exist- 
ence, that section after segtion has been taken out, which leaves 
the whole thing indefinite and uncertain, and we have to turn 
to another volume to ascertain what is the law. Wherever 
there is contained in one law provisions which embrace cur- 
rency and cotengs, the law should be published in full in each 

e. That will not take any considerable additional space, 

t ovly a few additional pages. Each law should be perfect in 
porte na it is printed, and diseretion should not be exer- 
cised in ting these things. 

I shall introduce a resolution, as soon as I can have it pre- 

d, providing that the publication shall be made under the 
Sestion of the Secre of the Treasury, but I hope that the 
laws covered by this ution will be printed. 1 suggest to 
the Senator from Oregon that we had better have all these laws 
printed with an index. If we send one applicant a copy of this 
volume without an index, and he should see another man have 
a copy with an index, he will write immediately and ask for a 
second . That is my experience. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Oregon, as I understand, 
only requests that 1,900 es ae Se without the in- 
dex, that the 6,000co: prev or in the resolution shall 
have an index. 

Mr. DOLPH. I shall not discuss that proposition if the Sena- 
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tor from Missouri objects te it. The only object I had was to 
get afew copies to be sont out before the indexed edition was 
published. 

Mr.COCKRELL. Iknow that. [have applications for it also, 
but I think we had better have the index with this publication. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison agreeing to the 
concurrent resolution as amended. 

The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN. Isend to the desk a report, with an esti- 
mate of the cost of printing, to accompany the resolution, which 
I ask may be printed in the usual form. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made, in the ab- 
sence of objection. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


Mr. MCPHERSON. I desire, according to the custom which 
has grown up in this body, to give notice that my colleague 
[Mr. SmrrH], with the indulgence of the Senate, desires to sub- 
mit some observations upon the tariff bill on Monday next at 2 
o'clock, provided it does not interfere with the notice given by 
any other Senator. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let me suggest to the Senator from New 
Jersey that it is probable that the tariff bill on Monday will be 
taken up at 1 o’clock. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Then, [ will say at whatever hour the 
tariff bill is taken up for consideration on Monday next. 

Mr. ALDRICH. [ask unanimous consent to submita sug- 
gestion to the Senate in regard to the order of business. 

Mr. DOLPH. I hope, if the Senator refers to the tariff bill, 
that he will first allow morning business to be transacted. 

Mr. HARRIS. This matter will take but a few moments. 

Mr. DOLPH. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Rhode Island? The Chair hears none. 

Mr.ALDRICH. Mr. President, Senators upon this side of 
the Chamber are very anxious to proceed to the discussion of 
the pending tariff bill in an orderly manner, in a manner which 
will at the same time consult the convenience and comfort of 
Senators, and in response to a ——— made yesterday by 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], and after conference 
with the Republican members of the Finance Committee, I sug- 
gest that we are willing upon this side of the Chamber for the 
present, atleast for a week, that the Senate shall meet at 12 
o'clock, the regular hour; that the tariff bill shall be taken up 
for consideration at 1 o’clock and remain before the Senate until 
5 o’clock each day; that there shall be no dilatory motions and 
no votes of any kind, and that the discussion shall proceed 
within those hours. 

In view of this suggestion, I trust the Senator from Tennessee, 
who is in charge of the bill, will consent, for the ——— at least, 
not to call up his motion to change the hour of meeting to 11 
o'clock, and t he will also withdraw his demand for the read- 
ing of the bill, with the and belief that when that matter 
comes up again there may be some arrangement made between 
the two sides upon the subject. 

Mr. HARRIS. If wecan have unanimous consent to take up 
the tariff bill at 1 o’clock each day for a week, as suggested by 
the Senator from Rhode Island[Mr. ALDRICH], and proceed with 
the general debate —_ the question until 5 o’clock each day 
without interruption, I shall consent to let my motion made yes- 
terday, oes the hour of meeting from 12 to 11 o’clock, lie 
over, and Is also consent to withdraw my request for the 
— of the bill, and let those matters go over, to be 

etermined hereafter, not to be, however, suggested during the 

Tee al this consent ment. 

I think, all things considered, that it is a fair and reasonable 
adjustment; and so far as I am personally concerned, I hope the 
Senate will give unanimous consent to it. 

Mr. COC L. I desire the attention of the Senator from 
Rhode Island as well as of the Senator from Tennessee. Letussee 
if we exactly understand the proposition. The pees as I 
understand, is for this week and not for one week from this day. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I stated for ‘‘at least a week,” but I am not 
very particular about that. 

Mr COCKRELL. I wanted to understand it, because neither 
Senator specified with sufficient definiteness to my mind; but I 
understood the agreement was for this week. 

Mr. HARRIS. I am perfectly satisfied to limit the agreement 
to the present week. I should not object, however, if it were to 
be for one week from to-day. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that it be one week from to-mor- 


row, if that is perfectl ble to the Senator. 

Mr. BUTLER. Make t one week from to-day. : 

Mr. ALDRICH. To to-morrow. The arrangement will 
have to begin to-morrow in any event. I am not, however, par- 
ticular about that. 
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Mr. HARRIS. Very well. 
N ny. 

“The WIC &-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. DOLPH. Before the sense of the Senate is taken on the 
question, Lask if that agreement will exclude executive sessions? 

Mr. HARRIS. It will exclude executive sessions except after 
5 o'clock. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And before 1! o'clock. 

Mr. HARRIS. And before 1 o’clock. 

Mr. DOLPH. 
may be now pending in executive session. 

Mr. BUTLER. Not at all. 

Mr. HARRIS. By no means. 








Let the arrangement be until 


It would exclude a motion for 


an executive session, unless it was made before | o’clock or after | 


5 o’clock. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]? 
hears none, and it isso ordered. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT SALEM, OREGON. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the rosolution of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH!, coming 
over from a previous day, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. DOLPH 
on the 6th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 65) to provide for the construction of a public build- 
ing at Salem, Oregon, be, and is hereby, discharged from the further con- 
sideration thereof; and said bill is ordered to be placed on the Calendar for 
consideration by the Senate in its regular order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to hear some reason why the 
committee should be discharged from the further consideration 
of the bill named in the resolution and the bill be brought before 
this body for passage without any report and without any action 
of the committee? Itis a very strange proceeding. 

Mr. DOLPH. Iam going to state the reason for the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. President, I wish to disclaim any disrespect for or dis- 
courtesy to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
So far as I know, there has never been any opposition in the com- 
mittee to the bill referred to in the resolution, and there has 
been substantially no opposition to it in the Senate. 


The Chair 


The bill referred to was introduced in the Fiftieth Congress; | 


it was then Senate bill 21, introduced by me December 12, 1887, 
reported March 19, 1888, and passed the Senate April 17, 1838. 
It was not reported in the liftieth Congress in the House of 
Representatives. In the Fifty-lirst Congress the bill was again 
introduced by me; it wastnen Senate bill 78. It was introduced 
December 4, 1889; reported February 10, 1890; passed the Sen- 
ate March 13, 1890; reported to the House of Representatives 
April 22, 1890. In the Fifty-second Congress it was Senate bil! 
534, introduced by me on December 10, 1891, reported January 
12, 1802, and passed the Senate January 20,1892. <A similar bill 
was introduced by my colleague in the other House, and was re- 
ported in the Senate March 24, 1992. 

The bill was again introduced by me on the Sth of August last, 
more than eight months ago, and was referred to the Senate 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. It has not been 
reported by that committee at the present Congress. It will be 
seen that the bill has been heretofore three different times fav- 
orably reported by that committee, and has passed the Senate 
three times. 

There have been seventy public building bills introduced in the 
Senate at this session and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. None of them, I believe, has been re- 
ported, and what the committee proposes to do in regard to the 
reporting of bills for public buildings at the present session of 
Congress or during the present Congress I am not advised. 


Is there objection to the request of 
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The senior Senator from Missouri |[Mr. CocKRELL], when I 
was discussing the bill for a public building at Salem during the 
last session, said in the Senate—or if not, he said to mo privately 
afterwards, I think he made the statement in the Senate —that 
the rule of the Senate had always been to authorize t “on- 
struction of a public building at a State capital. 

Mr. President, of course my constituents hold me responsible 


for the success of this measure and for other similar measures 
which I have presented to the Senate. 
The ebject of the resolution ia to ascertain whether the policy 


lof the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, which 
| has been followed for the eight months since the bill red 
to was introduced, is to be the policy of a majority of the Senate. 
I desire a vote of the Senate upon the resolution, without any 
| desire to cast any reflection whateverupon theecommittee. Ido 
not quarrel with any policy the committee may see fit to adopt 





} 


owing to the condition of the Treasury or otherwise. 
Mr. VEST. Mr. President, this is an extraordinary resolu- 


tion; and I ask the attention of the Senate to the statement [am 
about to make, as there are a great many of these bills author- 
izing the construction of public buildings pending before the 


Joint Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds of the two 
Houses of Congress. 

When I[ became chairman of the Committes on Publie Build- 
ings and Grounds of the Senate, the Secretary of the Tre as 
Mr. Carlisle, called upon the chairman of the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds of the House and upon me, and 
requested, if compatible with our views of the necessities of the 
public service, we should not recommend the passage of bills 


PY» 


which made original appropriations for new public buildings 
until the monetary depression, which was then threatening the 
country, should either pass away or its oxtent be ascertained. 
He apprehended then—and subsequent events showed that he 
was correct—a large deficiency in the Treasury of the United 
States, a deficiency which he afterwards estimated at $29,009,00), 


| and subsequently at $76,000,000, and the extent of which to-day 


can not be definitely stated by anyone. 
How long this is to continue, and what is to be the effect of 


legislation had by Congress in regard to taxation, no one who 
does not possess the gift of prescience can possibly state with 


any exactness to the country. 

We know very well the condition of business; we know the 
condition of the Treasury; we know the financial uncertainty as 
to the future, and [ perfectly agree with the Seeretary of the 
Treasury that, until the clouds have passed away, until we can 
see our pathway with some sort of certainty, it will be reckless 
and almost criminal to pile up additional indebtedness when we 
do not know the sources from which the money can be had with 
which to meet it. 

If the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds had been 
guilty of discrimination against the bill of the Senator from 
Oregon, there would be some sort of pretext for his action here 
to-day. No bill for an original aypropriation has been reported 
from that committee; no discrimination has been had. We are 
simply waiting to know what will be the financial legislation of 
Congress and the probable condition of the Treasury bef rea we 
assume the pecuniary obligation which would arise from pass- 
ing any of these bills. 

There has been a rule adopted by our committee—and one 
which has my entire assent—that the capital of every State in 
the Union shall have a Federal building. It is just as certain 
as the existence of this Government, that the capital of Oregon 


| will have a Federal building in the near future; but until we 


I do not propose toquarrel with the committee about any pol- | 


icy they may think it necessary to adopt in regard to the sev- 
enty bills providing for the erection of public buildings which 
are now before the committee. There are four bills relating to 
public bills in Oregon before the committee. Oneis toincrease 
the further limit of cost of the public building at Portland, Ore- 


gon; anotheris the bill referred to in the resolution, for the con- | 


struction of a public building at Salem, Oregon; another is for 
the construction of a public building at Baker City, Oregon, a 
bill introduced by ree and reported favorably during the 
last Congress; and stillanother is for a publie building at The 
Dalles, Oregon, introduced by my colleague. 


know how much money will be in the Treasury, until we can see 
our way,as any ordinarily prudent business man would in the 
transaction of his own business, it would, I repeat, be not only 
reckless, but almost criminal for us to pile up enormous indebt- 
edness on this or any other account, unless it be absolutely nee- 
essary. 

As to the public buildings which are incourse of construction 
or for which Congress has already made appropriations, as a 
matter of course we are compelled to furnish enough money to 
preserve those buildings in their present condition, in order 
that the effects of the weather and the wear and tear will not 
destroy the investments already made in that regard by the 
United States, 

Mr. President, lam glad that the resolution of the Senator 
from Oregon gives me an opportunity to make an official exhibit 
in regard to the condition of the public buildings of the United 


The bill which I have selected, with which to test the sense construct hereafter. 


of the Senate, is a bill which has not only been three times 
favorably reported in the Senate and twice favorably reported 
in the House of Representatives, but has three times passed the 
Senate. Besides, itis a bill for the erection of a public building 
at the capital of the State. 


I 


States, those already constructed and those which we propose to 
I have in my hand a paper sent to me from the Tre y De- 
partment by the Supervising Architect, giving the number of 
ublic buildings finished and paid for by the United States. 


hey amount to 251 now completed, for which the Government 
has expended $109,798,187.97. 
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Mr. FRYE. What is the total number of buildings? 

Mr. VEST. The total number is 251, excluding the build- 
ings in Alaska, which are inconsiderable in number. 

I ask that this statement be printed as a miscellaneous docu- 
ment for the convenience of Senators. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Missouri? The Chair hears none, and it is 
80 ordered. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, now I come to a question more 
pertinent to the resolution offered by the Senator from Oregon. 

I have also here a list of buildings now on the books of the 
Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department, embracing 
buildings not commenced and those in course of erection, giving 
the limit of cost under existing legislation, and the total amount 
appropriated. There are of those buildings in number 104, and 
I have a list of them in the respective States, with the limit of 
appropriation as to cost and the amount already appropriated. 
Congress has So for the erection of these buildings 
the sum of $22,802,317.69. 

Mr. PASCO. Is that the amount appropriated or the limit of 
the appropriation? 

Mr. VEST. That is the amount appropriated. 

Mr. PASCO. What is the limit of appropriation? 

Mr. VEST. The limit of appropriation is $32,827,664.69. 

I call the attention of the Senate to the fact that we have one 
hundred and four buildings, some of which have been com- 
menced and some of which have not been commenced, for which 
the Government has already pledged its credit to the amountof 
$32,827,664.69. Is it prudent, is it safe, with this enormous in- 
debtedness ete by us, and the way hg is true not 
taken out of the Treasury, but liable to be taken out at any 
time —to rush blindly forward, without any immediateand actual 
necessity for it, in a time of the greatest possible distress, gov- 
ernmental and personal, to make appropriations until we have 
ascertained the exact policy and resources of the Government 
in the near future? That is the whole of this question. 

Mr. DOLPH. Will the Senator have that statement pub- 
lished with the other? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. I shall ask that this statement be 
published as a separate documert. 

Mr. DOLPH. Will it not be better tc have them published 
together? 

Mr. VEST. Very well, let them b> published together. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Missouri? The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. 

Mr. VEST. Let me say to the Senator from Oregon that the 
claims of his State will be fairly and equitably met. There has 
been no discrimination on the part of our committee, and no such 
intention. I know but one rule in regard to my public action, 
and that is to conduct the business of this Government, its im- 
portance and magnitude considered, upon the same principles 
of prudence and discretion which I wouldapply to my own. If I 
found myself in embarrassed circumstances, with a limited 
amount of money at my command, and contemplated the erection 
of a residence or a business house, and a great panic like that 
from which the country is now suffering should come, I should 
consider myself unwortay of the name of a prudent business man 
if I rushed on blindly and incurred obligations which I saw no 
immediate chance of meeting. 

If the Senator from Oregon will but wait, it is the intention 
of the committee, us soon as we find out exactly how much money 
we are to raise and what is the condition of the country and the 
Government financially, to meet the demands for other public 
buildings, and in the mean time, atall events, to preserve those 
buildings which are now in process of construction and to re- 
deem the promises of the Government as to appropriations al- 
ready made. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, [ call the attention of the Sena- 
tor from Missouri to the promise he makes to the Senator from 
Oregon, which may not be acceptable to that Sena‘or, and that 
is, that justice, and only that, shall be done to the State of Ore- 
i. ith the persistence, energy, and determination of the 

nator from Oregon in behalf of appropriations for that State, 
if the Senator from Missouri enseende in preventing the Senator 
from Oregon from  eige more than twice what justly his State 
may be entitled to, he will bosmarterthanI think heis. [Laugh- 


ter. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I of course duly acknowledge 
and duly appreciate the compiiment intended to be paid to me 
concerning my energy; but I think the Senator from Maine is 
doing me an jajustice. I never ask anything but justice, and 
the Senator from Missouri will bear me witness that I did not 
complair of any discrimination by the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. I stated that there were seventy bills before 
that committee for public buildings, and I procured copies of 


them in order that I might know that fact. I have been treated 
peer like the Senators who introduced those seventy bills. 
said it wassimply aquestion of policy, and all I desired to ascer- 
tain was whether a majority of the Senate agreed with the ma- 
jority of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds that 
all appropriations for public buildings must for the time being 
be stopped. 
I oak for the yeas and nays on the resolution. 

Mr. QUAY. Before the question is put, as a member of the 
minority of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, I 
think it proper to mention that I agree with the policy adopted 
by the committee, and do not believe that committee should be 
discharged from the consideration of this bill. There is cer- 
tainly no reason why a discharge should be effected such as that 
proposed by the Senator which would notapply to almost every 
one of the public building bills before the committee. 

I assented to this policy, Mr. President, because in view of the 
imbecile financial m ement of the present Administration, 
the apparent inability of the majority in the other House of 
Congress and in this to get together upon any satisfactory finan- 
cial agreement, and the probable passage of what is known as 
the Wilson tariff bill, I believe there will ba a vacuum in the 
Treasury, and it will be safer not to go forward with any new 
public improvements, but to husband our resoureas for the pro- 
tection of those already in the course of construction; in other 
words, that we should not load upa probably bankrupt Treasury 
with Sopnpneeese not certainly necessary. 

I shall therefore vote against the readtation of the Senator 
from Oregon. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to make one statement somewhat personal 
to aarer and simply to accentuate my sincerity in what I have 
stated. 

There are three towns in the State of Missouri, all equally 
anxious for the erection of public buildings, and their people 
consider it a great outrage that such buildings have not been 
commenced. Ata former session of Congress bills were passed 
for the erection of those buildings. Under existing circum- 
stances, I have declined to reintroduce those bills. I have stated 
to my constituents frankly the condition of the Treasury, and 
that I could not, with my views in regard to official duty, ask 
Congress under the circumstances to enter upon new appropri- 
ations. 

In addition to that, there is a public building now being 
erected in the city where [ live. I have notasked any addi- 
tional appropriation to carry on that work. I simply mention 
this to uit myself of having any selfish or sinister design or 
object, either now or hereafter, in regard to this matter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution proposed by the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. DOLPH. Task for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MORRILL. I think the pending resolution had better 
be referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
At the last meeting of the committee we were not able to have 
&@ majority present; but I think it was very clearly indicated by 
those present that before the adjournmen’ of the present Con- 
gress there will be appropriations for buildings at the capitals 
of States which have not buildings already, and also for build- 
ings in process of construction where further money is neces-- 
sary to complete them. I therefore move that the resolution be 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, I was a member of the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds during the extra session 
of Congress and for the most part of the present session, al- 
though I ain not now a member of that committee, and I rise to 
state that I agree entirely with the views expressed by the 
chairman of the committee. 

There are two buildings in my own State in which we are very 
much interested, and bills for their erection have sed the 
Senate at previous sessions; yet the committee has taken no ac- 
tion whatever, either favorable or unfavorable, with reference 
to those buildings simply because of the existing condition of 
the : 

There has’ been no disposition on the part of the committee to 
discriminate against the Senator from Oregon, and [ think if 
the list of the public buildings now in process of erection had 
been read through, it would have been seen that Oregon cer- 
tainly has secured her share, if not more than that. 

Under these circumstances, I shall be compelled to vote against 
the resolution. Oregon has been treated as fairly as any other 
State, and the Senator from Oregon has been treated with the 
same courtesy that other Senators have been. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator should vote, then, tohave the 
resolution referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 


Grounds. 
Mr. VEST. I thought the motion was to discharge the com 


- 














1894. 





mittee from the further consideration of the bill referred to by We do not wish to report against these public buildings 


the Senator from Oregon. 4 
Mr. COCKRELL. The Senatorfrom Vermont[Mr. MORRILL] 


has moved to refer the resolution to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and that is the pending motion. 

Mr. PASCO. I did not understand that to be the motion. 

Mr. DOLPH. On that motion I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BATE. We do not understand in this part of the Cham- 
ber what is the proposition under consideration, whether to 
discharge the committee or to refer the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state the condition 
of the question. The question is oa the motion of the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] that the pending resolution be 
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| have an indebtedness of $32,000,000 now upon us, and we simply 
want to wait to see what will be the financial legisiation of Con 
gress, which will very soon be determined, and what will be the 
financial condition of the country, in order to decide whether 
we shall recommend so many buildings e yuitably distributed 


| or adversely? 


referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. | 
Do 


Upon that motion the Senator from Oregon asks for the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, i am not usually in very hearty 
accord with the ambition of the Senator from Oregon, especially 
upon the question of appropriations; but there isa principle in- 
volved in his motion which I think ought to be considered by 
the Senate. 

I say, with all due respect to the Senate and its rules, that in 
the year I have been here I have been constantly impressed with 
the thought that the rules of this body are so constructed as 
to impede rather than to facilitate the public business. A bill 
introduced in the Senate when it once leaves the hand of the Sen- 
ator who introduces it passes hurriedly into the possession of the 
committee organized toreceiveit. Thatcommitteevery rarely, 
if a majority of it are against the measure, report it or report 
progress upon it until they are called upon by a resolution such 
as the Senator from Oregon has introduced in this case. 

I have introduced a number of bills, which to me at least have 


amongst the States and with a view to their importance and 
need in the respective States. Thatis all. Does the Senator 
want us to report the bills back now without recommendation 
We are unwilling todo that. There is no 
necessity for these buildings and the country will not s 
cause they are not commenced. We are now trying to co 
those which we have commenced. 

If the doctrine advocated here to-day, or which seems to be 
advocated,should prevail, we should go on and make app 
tions without looking at the condition of the Treasury, 
considering the probabilities of the future, and pass every bill 
which has an appropriation in it. [donot understand why we 
should do that, and [ shall certainly not act upon an) 
sumption or argument. 

I hope that the motion of the Senator from Vermont will pre- 
vail. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to remind the always garrulous and vol 
uble Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] that the form of argu- 
ment which he himself says ought not to be introduced was in- 
troduced by him. It was he who suggested that the Senat 


rreant 


* be- 


opt 


without 


such as 


| could not go on with the ordinary provisions for the convenient 


some importance, whether they have to other Senators or not. | 
Those bills have been referred to committees, and I suppose | 


pigeonholed months ago. 
far even an unfavorable report upon them so that I might have 


an opportunity to place the bills upon the Calendar with the un- | 
| Office, where they are several years behind as to so 


favorable report attached to the end that they can be considered 
by the Senate. These bills seem to be suspended in the air. 
There is no possibility of getting a favorable reportand no possi- 
bility of getting an unfavorable report; but the purpose seems 


I have never been able to obtain thus | 


| 
| 


to be to have them die a quiet death in the pigeonholes of the | 


committee room, so that the country will not know what has be- 
come of them. 

While I say that ordinarily I should not be in sympathy with 
the motion of the Senator from Oregon, I am in favor of it in 
this instance, becauss I want to see the rule introduced here of 


reporting some time in an ordinary lifetime upon bills that may | 


be introduced and referred to committees. 

Mr. DOLPH. I wish to say again that the purpose of this res- 
olution is not to gain advantage over any other Senator or over 
any other public building bill. It is simply to get a vote of the 
Senate to see if a majority of the Senate approve of the policy 
of the committee. 

Mr. HOAR. I was sorry tohear the announcement of the pol- 
icy of the committee by the Senator from Missouri, and I hope 
Congress will proceed in itsordinary way providing for the pub- 
lic wants and the reasonable expenditures of the Government. 
Iam sorry that that Senator seems to think that the mischievous 
schemes which he is supposed to be favoring, and is to some ex- 
tent the father of, are going to keep the country in its present 
condition for along time. I suppose these public buildings will 
not be built by very large expenditures during the present year. 
It takes some time to get the designs from the Supervising Ar- 
chitect, some time to purchase the land and to agree upon the 
site. I think we had better act as if we all hoped and believed 
that the threats which are now filling the people of the country 
with alarm will soon pass by, and we had better legislate as if 
the country was going to recover its accustomed prosperity very 
speedily. 

PMr. Vis. It is absolutely impossible for the Senator from 
Massachusetts |Mr. HOAR] to discuss any sort of measure here 
without injecting his partisan feelingsandopinions. The ‘‘ mis- 
chievous schemes” which I am advocating could be very well 
discussed when the tariff bill comes before the Senate. KEvery- 
body who knows the Senator from Massachusetts knows that no 
rules of the Senate will insure hissilence upon that or any other 
question. When the tariff bill comes up for discussion [ shall 
be very glad to discuss the question submitted. I care nothing 
for that sort of talk. 

I wish to say, in answer to the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
ALLEN] that he seems to be under the impression that there is 
—T of stifling legislation going on in the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds and other committees. He is 
very much mistaken. 


transaction of the public business because of certain very painful 


and disturbing conditions of the public finances. I observed in 
answer to that only that I thought those conditions would pass 
away. I had said nothing about the tariff, and the Senator, likea 
small boy who is defeated in a contest, runs off and hurls back 


personality as he disappears. 

Mr. PEFFER. While thissubjectis before the Senate, I wish 
to again call the attention of the Committes on Public Buildings 
and Grounds to the fact that there is a resolution now before 
that committee, referred perhaps five months ago, in re!ation 
to the backwardness of work in the Supervising Architect's 
© buildings, 
and especially as to one in the State of Kansas, where they are 
some five or six years behindin the matter of preparing designs 
and specifications for the building, for which appropriations 
were made long ago. I think if the committee would exercisea 
spirit of inquiry in that direction perhaps some good would re- 
sult from it; at any rate I think it would help us a little in our 
part of the country. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to say, in reply to the Senator from Kan- 
sas, that the matter to which he refers is under consideration 
by the Supervising Architect and the Secretary of the Tr 
ury. I have had interviews with themand correspondence with 
them. The difficulty seems to be in regard to the method by 
which relief can be given to the Bureau of the Supervising 
Architect. It is a mere question of method and of detnil. | 


is- 


| agree with the Senator from Kansas that that Bureau should be 





thoroughly reorganized. There is a joint committee now at 
work, appointed by the two Houses of Congress to investigate 
the methods of business in the Executive Bureaus and Depart- 
ments, and we have been awaiting their report, especiall; upon 
the Supervising Architect's Bureau, hoping that we could agree 
in regard to the remedy that should be applied. 

Mr. PEFFER. I am very glad to hear it. 

Mr. VEST. As soon as possible that matter will be attended 
to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Vermont {|Mr. MORRILL] that the pending 
resolution be referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. Upon that motion the yeas and nays have been or- 
dered, 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. If his col- 
league will state how the Senator from Peansylvania would vote, 
if present, I shall be obliged to him. 

fr. QUAY. I donot know, but I take it for granted that my 
colleague would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). I have a general 
yair with the Senator from Iowa[Mr. WILSON]. I do notknow 

ow he would vote upon this question, and I withhold my vote 
on that account. 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from North Carolina{Mr.VANcE]. [| do not 
know how he would vote, and I withhold my vote. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). [ am paired 
with the Senator from Kentucky {[Mr. BLACKBURN}, who is ab- 
sent. 
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Mr. POWER (when hisname was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from California {Mr. Ware}, and withhold 
a 

he roll call was concluded. 

Mr.McMILLAN. My colleague |Mr. STOCKBRIDGE] is paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GIBSON]. 

Mr. BERRY. Lam paired with the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. TELLER]. 

The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 14; as follows: 


YEAS—29. 
Bate, Faulkner, McPherson, Proctor, 
Blanchard, George, Martin. Pugh, 
Brice, Gorman, Mitchell, Wis. Quay, 
Butler, Harris, Morrill, Ransom, 
Call, Hill, Murphy, Vest. 
Camden, Irby, Palmer, 
Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Pasco, 
Coke, Lindsay, Peffer, 

NAYS—M. 
Aldrich, frye, Higgins, Sherman, 
Alien, Gallinger, Hoar, Washburn. 
Chandler, Hansbroagh, Lodge, 
Dolph, Hawley, Pertrins, 


NOT VOTING—42. 


Allison, Gibson, Mitchell, Oregon Teller, 
Berry, Gordon, Morgan, Turple, 
Blackburn, Gray, Pettigrew, Vance, 
Caffery, Hale, Plats, Vilas, 
Cameron, Hunton, Power, Voorhees, 
Oarey, Jones, Nev. Roach, Walsh, 
Cullom, Kyle, Shoup, White, 
Daniel, McLaurin, Smith, Wilson, 
Davis, McMillan, Squire, Wolcott. 
Dixon, Manderson, Stewart. 

Dubois, Mills, Stock briage, 


So the resolution was referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 


CONSIDERATION OF THE REVENUE BILL. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, [ ask that the short 
time before 2 o’clock be devoted to the consideration of the bill 
(S. 1545) to provide for the destruction aud extermination of the 
noxious plant or weed known as Russian thistle or Russian cac- 
tus, technically Salsola kali tragus. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Presideat—~ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that morning 
business has not yet beencompleted. The Chair lays before the 
Senate the resolution of the Senator from Nebraska|Mr. ALLEN] 
coming over from a previous day, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. ALLEN 
on the 9th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That on Monday, June 4, 1894, at 2 o’clock p. m., general debate on 
the bill (H. BR. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide revenue forthe Govern- 
ment, and for other purposes, shall ceasesand the Senate shali begin the con- 
sideration of the bill and the amendments thereto ander the five-minnate 
rule, and that on Thursday, the 7th day of Jume, 1894, at 2 o’cloek p. m., the 
final vote shall betaken by the Senate oa said bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Will the Senator from Nebraska yield 
to me for a moment? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
yield to the Senatorfrom North Dakota? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir; for a moment. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I desire toask the Senator if it would 
not be convenient for him to have the resolution considered at 
some other time, so that the bill Thaveindicated may be consid- 
ered? ' 

Mr. ALLEN. I prefer to have the resolution disposed of this 
morning. J shall occupy the time of the Senate for but a few 
minutes. 

Mr. President, I was induced to offer this resolution for the 

pose of fixing a time when the very important measure that 
Core nding before the Senate cam bs finally considered. [ 
am well persuaded that under the rulesof the Senate as they now 
exist it is impossible to reach a final conclusion or a final vote 
pending before the Senate as long as anything 

like reasonably active opposition may be inter i 

Mr. ALDRICH. I desire to make an objection to the resolu- 
tion on a — of order; but I do not care to doit now, 
Whenever it comes up again I desire to object to it on that 

round. 

Mr. ALLEN. That there is a necessity of dispesing of the 
bill within a reasonable time I thimk there can be no doubt. 
The condition of the country is such as to require reasonably 
prompt and efficient action upon the part of the Senate, and 
after a sufficient time has been granted to Senators to discuss 
the measure as fully as may be or necessary, I think a 
time ought then to be fixed, or it ought to be fixed now, when 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





APRIL 10, 





the final vote upon the bill shall be taken, and the country re- 
lieved in some degree from its present distressed condition. 

Mr. President, I desire to repeat in substance what I had oc- 
casion to say a few minutes ago upon another measure: that in 
the short time I have had the honor of occupying a seat in this 
Chamber I have been convinced more and more of the fact 
that the rules of this body are so constructed as to obstruct 
rather than to expedite the public business. There are intro- 
duced in the Senate a great many measures of considerable im- 
portance, or at least their authors think them important and a 
respectable portion of the people of the country think them im- 
portant, and they suddenly go out of sight. They go into some 
committee organized and constructed for their reception. They 
go into a pigeonhole in the committee room and the people are 
never informed, either by a favorable or an adverse report upon 
them, of their destiny unless they meet the approval of a ma- 
jority of the committee. 

[ wish to enter my protest against the rightful authority of 
any committee to pigeonhole a measure and refuse or neglect 
to report it. When a bill is introduced tothe Senate and is 
sent to a committee, it is the duty of that committee, in my 
judgment,-to make a report upon it one way or the other 
within a reasonable time after its reference. ‘he people have 
a right to know what has become of the measure; they have a 
right to know what action the committee will take upon it; they 
have a right to have it brought back to the full Senate and to 
take the sense of the Senata upon it. 

But as business is transacted here, if a bill introduced by me 
or by any other Senator, reaches a committee, a majority of 
whom are not favorable to it, they do not do us the honor and 
justice of reporting adversely upon it: they will not give us an 
opportunity to place it before the Senate and take a vote upon 
it; they will not put it in the arena of debate here, where the 
country ean understand its merits and the disposition to be 
made of it. It is run inte a committee room, into a closet, ora 
percents where no Senator in this Chamber ean reach it un- 

ess he shali arise here and introduce a resolution to discharge 
the committee from the further consideration .of the bill and 
have it returned to the Senate. 

It is evident that the people of this country want prompt and 
efficient action upon the tariff measure. I do not say that they 
want the bill passed og that they want it defeated. They want 
action. I do not commit myself to the bill, nor am I committed 
against its passage. I dobelieve that the people of this country 
want and I think they are entitled to a decisive vote in this 
Chamber upon this important measure after the lapse of a month 
or two for its proper consideration and debate. If there is any 
expectition upon the partof the party in power in this Chamber 
to reach a vote upon the measure, prompt action must be taken 
now looking to the consummation of that vote. 

Last summer when we had under discussion the bill to repeal 
the purchasing clause of the Sherman act, the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], the senior Senator from Massachu- 
chusetts [Mr. Hoar}, and the senior Senator from New York 
[Mr. EHtruu] all introduced resolutions or propositions to amend 
the rules looking to a prompt vote uponthat measure. [take it 
for granted that the Republican side of the Chamber is com- 
mitted to the doctrine of the revision of the rules, so that with- 
in a reasonable time after debate the Senate may come to a vote 
upon this or any other important measure pending before it. 
That there is an unalterable determination upon the part of the 
other side of the Chamber to defeat the tariff measure I have 
not the slightest doubt. I would not say there is any dispo- 
sition, or will be, to filibuster, but there is a disposition to 
lengthen out the debate and to prolong it to such an extent that 
there can not be a final vote upon it during this Congress. 

On the 25th day of October, 1893, the Hon. THOMAS B. REED, 
of Maine, an apostle of the doctrine of high protection and one 
of the chief actors in one of the greatest shows upon earth at 
this time, in delivering a speech in Boston used this language: 

And let me tell you— 

Speaking to his audience— 
right here, that there is no State sodeeply interested as the State of Mas- 
sachusetts. 

He was then talking u the question of the tariff and the 
industrial prosperity of New England. 

If it were not for its condition I should say: “Let these men try it. Let 
us have the lesson of trade burned into the quick; and then let us have 

” But when Massachusetts sits around to mourn her destroyed fac- 

. her ruined industries, her ruined machine shops, she sits around to 
mourn for eternity; for if they are once destroyed, the omnivorous West will 
do the manufacturing for the country. You have the start, you have the 
power, you have the prestige. You can keep it, or youcan throw it away; 
and the only way in which you can keep it is by making the voice of the ma- 
jority of your people to be heard, and to be heard across the country. 


This ex ion was met by applause by the audience. 
Mr. President, I cite this excerpt from the speech of Mr. 
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Rzxp for the purpose of showing the bitter opposition that is to be 
Offered to every measure that has for its purpose the reduction 
of the tariff, and to every measure that is designed in any re- 
spect to modify the existing law. There the people were told, 
at that great meeting, that New England had it in her power 
in effect to crush out the ambition of the West; that if she did 
not look out for her interests in keeping the act of high pro- 
tection a law the great, ‘‘omnivoreus West” would destroy her, 
and would become the manufacturing center of this country. 

When this question is looked upon in that light, when it has 
become a sectional question, when New England and the Eastern 
States are told that they have the entire manufacturing interest 
of the country in their own hands, that they have all of the 
glory and the prosperity which result from it, are we not to ex- 
pect bitter, determined, and relentless opposition upon the part 
of the other side of this Chamber to the pending tariff biil? 

Now, it strikes me that it is the part of wisdom for us to fix 
early in the discussion, by proper resolution or amendment of 
the rules, a time when the final vote upon the pending bill shall 
take place. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In the absence of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Rules, I do not intend to enter upon a defense of that 
committee in regard to any action or want of action which they 
may have taken or failed to take upon certain amendments to 
the rules which have been referred to them. Neither do I now 
intend to answer the suggestions made by the Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. ALLEN] as to the position of New England in regard 
to this question. 1 will merely say to that Senator, for his in- 
formation, that he is entirely mistaken as to the attitude of the 
people of New England upon this question and as to the eilects 
of the proposed legislation upon them in comparison with its 
effects upon the other sections of the country. 

However, I rose simply to enter my objection to the resolu- 
tion, which proposes, in the form ofa resolution, a change in the 
rules. Such a change can be made only by notice as provided 
by the fortieth rule. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
Chair. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
the resolution first. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I donot care about a motion toamend. I 
think it can be disposed of. I ask for a ruling of the Chair upon 
the point of order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
of order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Chair understands it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Chair or the Senator will state the 

int of order, I may want to speak upon the question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
The Chair understands the Senstor from Rhode Island to make 
the point of order that the resolution now under consideration 
by the Senate proposes to change the rules of the Senate, and 
that under Rule XL it is not in order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is the point exactly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will have Rule XL 
read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

RuLe XL. 
SUSPENSION AND AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 


No motion to suspend, modify, or amend any rule, or any part thereof, 
shall be in order, except on one day's notice in writing, specifying precisely 
the rule or part proposed to be suspended, modified, or amended, and the 
purpose thereof. Any rule may be suspended without netice by the unant- 
mousconsent of the Senate, except as otherwise provided in clause 1, Rule XII. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I do not think the resolution is a proposi- 
tion to change or amend the rules. It is entirely an indepen- 
dent resolution, as I understand it. I move that it be referred 
to the Committee on Rules. Prior to that motion I suggest to 
the Senator from Nebraska certain amendments. He fixes 
Thursday, the 4th day of June, 1894, at 2 o’clock post meridian, 
as the time when the general debate on the bill shail cease. I 
move to strike out ‘‘ Monday, June 4,” in the first line, and in- 
sert “ Monday, April 30”; so that it will read: ‘* That on Mon- 
day, April 30, 1894, at 2 o’elock post meridian. general debate 
on the bill,” ete. Then, in line 7, I move to strike out ‘* Thurs- 
day, the 7th day of June,” and insert ‘‘ Monday, the 14th day of 
May.” I hope the Senatorfrom Nebraska will accept the amend- 
ments and let the resolution be referred to the Committee on 
Rules. 

Mr. ALLEN. 
them correctly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. [I ask for a ruling upon the point of order I 
raised. I have no objection to the resolution going to the Com- 
mittee on Rules, but if it is to be considered I shall insist upon 
my point of order. 

r. ALLEN. The amendments are acceptable to me. 


Mr. President—— 
I ask that the point I raise be decided by the 


I should like to submit a motion to amend 


I do not understand the Senator’s question 


I will aceept the amendments, if I understand 


| 





Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Nebraska has a rightto 
aceept the amendments. Then my motion is to refer 

ition to the Committee on Rules. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair un s 
Senator from Nebraska to accept the amendments, 
ater from Rhode Island withdraws the pointof ord I 
ator from Missouri moves to refer the resolution to tire ¢ 
tee on Rules. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I rose to move certain amendments tothe 
resolution. I waited to have the point of order decided by the 
Chair. Pending its decision the Senator from M rio d 
the floor and moved to refer the resolution to the Committee on 
Rules. After moving to refer it to the Committee on Rules he 
offered certain amendments to the resolution, and 
veeeptance by the mover of the ution. That, [ think, isthe 
parliamentary status of the resolution, the Chair not yet having 
ruled upon the point of order raised by the Senator from Rhode 
Island. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheChair understood the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island to withdraw the point of order made, as 
the Senator from Missouri had moved the reference of the reso 
lution to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If unanimous consent can be given now to 
have the resolution go to the Committee on Rules [ will waive 
the point of order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I only desire tomove my own amendment 


and then | shall be willing to have the resolution with the pro- 
posed amendment go to the committee. I have been alittle dis- 
concerted, as I am apt to be, by the Senator from Missouri get- 
ting the floor and amending the resolution with the consent of 
the Senator from Nebraska, so that I am put rather in the back- 
ground in offering my amendment. Senators will exc 
dilatoriness; I know the Chair will do so. 

Now, ifmy amendment can be received and be referred with 
the resolution to the Committee on Rules I shall be entirely sat- 
isfied with that disposition of the subject. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Unquestionably the Senator from New 
Hampshire has a right to offer an amendment and have it goto 
the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam only explaining my own momentary 
disturbance that before I could offer my amendment the Sena- 
tor from Missouri succeeded in getting the resolution amended. 
I move to strike out in line 6 the words ‘‘ under the five-minute 
rule,” and in the seventh line to strike out ‘‘ Monday, May 14,” 
and insert ‘‘ Thursday, the 22d day of November,” as the date 
when the final vote shall be taken upon the bill. With that 
amendment I have no objection to the resolution. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to inquire of the Senator whether he 
meant November, 1894, or November, 1895? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I was proposing 1894, but I am entirely 
willing, if the Senator from Tennessee desires it, to substitute 
In05. Lalways like to accommodate the Senator from Tennes- 
see. 

Mr. HARRIS. My desire has been to understand the Senator 
from New Hampshire, if possible. I do not desire the postpo: 
ment to either date. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest that the resolution and the amendment shall be referred 
to the Committee on Rules? The Chair hears none, and it is se 
ordered. 


ise the 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A messago from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. 
L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President 
had on the 6th instant approved and signed the act (S. 18:6) to 
give effect to the award rendered by the Tribunal of Arbitration 
at Paris, under the treaty between the United States and Great 
Britain concluded at Washington, February 29, 1492, for the 
purpose of submitting to arbitration certain questions concern- 
ing the preservation of the fur seals. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o’clock having 
arrived, it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate t 
unfinished business, which is the bill H. R. 4864. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, twoquestions are involved in this 
bill. One is the effect upon our business prosperity, the wages of 
our workingmen, and the welfare of our people of a given set of 
tariff schedules and duties on imports. The other is a much 
wider and deeper question and involves nothing less than a con- 
fliet between two hostile theories of government upon the outcome 
of which is staked the social and political fabric which embodies 
our modern civilization. The first question is domestic and of 
the gravestand mostimmediate impertunce. But it neither 
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litties nor underrates it tosay that it falls far short of the second 
in its scope and in its influence upon the fortunes of civilized 
man. 

In what I shall say I propose to discuss the second and larger 
question first, for on that I think the cause in which I believe 
most surely reats. Protection and free trade are merely ex- 
pressions in oue direction of the theories of society and govern- 
ment which have been struggling for recognition and accept- 
ance during this century with the control of the affairs of the 
civilized world as the great prize set between them. They 
serve, however, to illustrate and exhibit the conflict of the con- 
tending forces of which they are only the outward sign and 
manifestation. In examining the history of these two opposed 
tariff policies we are able as readily as in any other way to reach 
the great principles which underlie them, and of which, as I 
have said, they are merely one expression. 

At the outset in treating of protection and free trade, it is 
well to clear our minds of cant. A tariff policy in its largest 
sense as a part of a general theory and system of government, 
and in its farthest results may affect a nation socially, morally, 
and politically; it may so modify the distribution of wealth as to 
give it a wider and better scope and by defending wages and 
standards of living may influence the whole arrangement and 
growth of society. On the other hand a tariff policy in the 
usuai and narrow sense and especially from the standpoint of 
the free trader, is purely an economic matter, a question of the 
pocket, of dollars and cents, and of the national method of doing 
business. In this latter aspect there is nothing sacred or mora! 
about a tariff system. 

I have had the pleasure in recent years of hearing a number 
of persons discourse about free trade as a great moral issue. 
This attitude of mind has all the imperishable charm of spring- 
time, and these same people have been very fond of likening 
themselves to the early Abolitionists and Free Soilers, as the 
forerunners and, if need be, the noble but not suffering martyrs 
of a great moral movementfor the redemption of mankind. No 
one likes to lay an irreverent hand upon such beatitude as this, 
but it seems unavoidable todo so. There is nothing moral about 
the tariff question, in the narrow sense just described, nor is the 
morality of free trade greater than that of protection. It seems 
hardly necessary to quote authority on this cae but if authority 
isneeded, we have thatof the great heroof the free traders, Adam 
Smith. That eminent man wrote the ‘‘ Wealth of Nations,” a 
very remarkable book, containing much of great value and 
pointing out the pathway to be pursued by enlightened selfish - 
ness in its search for national prosperity. 

That book has been widely read and greatlyadmired. Its au- 
thor however looked upon it as covering only half of the scheme of 
human society and human action, for seventeen years before the 

ublication of the ‘‘ Wealth of Nations” he had written another 
ok which was complementary to the ‘‘ Wealth of Nations ” and 
whichcovered what that omitted. This earlier book he entitled 
**Moral Sentiments.” It is quite forgotten now. I have never 
meta free trader who had read it and very few who had heard of 
it. The ‘* Moral Sentiments” have not proved as attractive as 
the methods of enlightened selfishness for getting rich, but the 
book demonstrates that Adam Smith knew that moral sentiments 
were not necessarily involved ina mere system of money-making 
and established the distinction so broadly and clearly that he was 
justified perhaps in hoping that his followers and worshipers 
would understand it. 

Let us rest, then, if we need to do so, on the authority of 
Adam Smith, that ‘‘ moral sentiments” are a thing apart from 
the ‘‘ wealth of nations” or from tariff policies merely as such. 
To suppose otherwise, ‘indeed, is as great an error as another 
theory which I have seen advanced, to the effect that the Ameri- 
can manufacturer is a ‘‘robber baron,” who ought to be as des- 
titute of rights as a black man under the Dred Scott decision, 
while the New York importer, generally of foreign birth and 
often with “no fatherland but the till,” is a disinterested being 
so pure and good that if it were not for the imperfection of our 
earthly state we might expect to see — wings springing 
from his shoulders. The truth is that both are men with the 
usual supply of human nature and of enlightened selfishness 
about them, although I greatly ae the American manufac- 
turer, because his enlightened selfishness is more profitable to 
his own countrymen than that of the importer. 

It is always well to look at things as they are, even if the thing 


. be free trade, to which some persons in beautiful language have 


consecrated themselves. It is best, if we would treat it intelli- 
gently, to know that by itself and of itself the tariff is a business 
auestion and that protection and free trade only take on a differ- 
ent and far deeper meaning when ere Ba considered as ts 
of a question between far-reaching principles, which I ve 
involves the future of our raceand the existence and progress of 
the highestcivilization. It isin the latter and far —— aspect, 
as I have already said, that I prefer first to treat them. 
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To the practical man of affairs the theoretical and convinced 
free trader is generally extremely exasperating. But to the 
student of history and to the disinterested observer, to men of 
philosophic minds and blessed with a sense of humor, he is one 
of the most interesting and entertaining of human phenomena. 
These convinced free traders generally have some education 
and invariably think they have a great deal. They are pro- 
vided with a set of little sayings and aphorisms which can be car- 
ried without intellectual strain in a very small compass and 
which to their thinking are complete solutions of all social and 
economic questions. These they draw forth on all occasions and 
present them to the world with entire confidence in the finality 
of their little sentences and a profound contempt for all persons 
who venture to differ with them and who do not think that the 
difficulties of humanity can be so easily dealt with. Their at- 
titude reminds one of Touchstone, who unlike them was both a 
wit and a humorist but who had a similar way of sententiously 
disposing of the troubles of mankind. Everyone remembers 
the description of Touchstone by the melancholy Jaques: 

And then he drew a dial from his poke; 

And looking on it with lack-lustre eye, 

Says, very wisely, ‘‘It is ten o'clock; 

“Thus we may see,’’ quoth he, ‘how the world wags: 
*Tis but an hour ago since it was nine; 

And after an hour more ‘twill be eleven; 

And so, from hour to hour, we ripe and ripe, 


And then from hour to hour, we rot and rot, 
And thereby hangs a tale.”’ 


And so the free trader, not in the forest of Arden, but in the 
busy, eager days of the nineteenth century pulls out his little 
memorandum and says ‘‘ The tariff is a tax,” ‘‘ You can not be- 
come rich by taxing yourself any more than you can lift yourself 
by your boot-straps,” and so on, and soon. It is very interest- 
ing to know that there are men who really think that the com- 
plex affairs of humanity can be disposed of by a collection of 
epigrammatic half truthsand watch-pocket memoranda, and who 
firmly believe that they can regulate the vast mechanism of 
modern society with a latch-key because that simple instrument 
suffices to open their own front doors. They are interesting 
also in another way, for to use the expressive slang of the day, 
‘They know it all.” The curious thing about it is that they 
really do know it all, if by “it” you mean free trade. It is pos- 
sible for anyone to know everything about free trade, because 
its doctrines reached maturity fifty years ago and have stood 
still ever since, untaught by history and unchanged by facts. 

The only condition necessary to this complete knowledge, be- 
sides being able to read, is that you should know nothing else ex- 
ceptfreetrade. You mustclose youreyes and shut your ears to 
everything that has ares since the time of the Manchester 
school; you must take English opinion as the ultimate expres- 
sion of human wisdom, and then \ou know all about free trade, 
and that is all you willknow. Thus the free trader and his doc- 
trine stand stationary and immovable. You can not affix to 
them Galileo's sentence, which an American wit declared to be 
the proper motto for [talian locomotives, ‘‘And yet it moves.” 
There is no motion about the free trader or his doctrine. To 
him human wisdom culminated and found its complete expres- 
sion in the free-trade measures of the Manchester school—doc- 
trines which Thomas Carlyleirreverently christened ‘‘ The Dis- 
mal Science ”’ and the ‘‘ Calico Millenium.” 

To the average free trader nothing has happened since. His 
mind is as tightly shut to new ideas or new facts as that of the 
average Englishman on the currency question, or as a rock bar- 
nacle at low tide. He still believes that his doctrine is not only 
as scientifically true as the law of gravitation, but that it is ab- 
solutely new, although it is wrinkled with age and bent by the 
failures of fifty years. When the astronomer, calculating the 
orbit of Uranus, finds perturbations for which no known condi- 
tions account, he reasons that there must be some hidden cause 
which is the origin of these uncalculated deviations. He ob- 
serves and watches, and presently a new planet swims within 
his ken. His problem is solved, and he adjusts his calculations 
to meet the new conditions. 

Not so the free trader. The orbits that he calculates are full 
of variations, and facts conflict with his theories. He folds his 
arms and says, ‘*So much the worse for the facts if they do not 
conform to my doctrines.” Look at anything they write or say, 
and you will find that they always begin by telling us what Sir 
Robert Peel did, what laws were passed in England from 1841 to 
1846, or what Cobden said, or what were the views of the league 
against the corn laws. To them that was and now is both the 
beginn and end of all wisdom, and yet it was all a half cen- 
tury back. Much has happened since then; many facts have 
appeared which contradict all their theories; many. of their 
prophecies have failed of fulfillment. They neither know nor 
care. The world has been moving steadily forward, with many 
strugglesand much suffering, along the dusty high road of human 
progress ever since 1840; but the free trader, perched like a wee 
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bird on the fence rail by the roadside, chirps and twitters his 
little song in bland unconsciousness of the great procession which 
has been marching steadily onward for fifty years in a direction 
quite different from that upon which the Manchester school de- 
cided that it must move. 

Let us try, without prejudice and frankly confessing the enor- 
mous complexity of the social and economic difficulties which 
face and perplex humanity—let us try, I say, to trace the course 
of the movement of mankind upon the great bottom principles 
involved in this question, and see whether we can not get some 
light upon the particular phase of it which is now before us. 

The breakdown of the feudal system was the defeat of the 
forces of separatism, disorder, and petty tyrannies. The force 
which prevailed over feudalism was that which made for order 
and the consolidation of power. Law and order were in the in- 
terests of the Crown,which was the central authority, and of the 
great lower and middle classes of the population, who wished 
peace and quiet and who preferred one ruler to many. 


| 
| 
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interference and paternalism as shown in the case of a personal 
monarcny were wholly bad. On this precise state of facts the 
let alone theory in politics rested, and from it the same theory 
in economical questions took its widest extension. 
The foundation was insecure and the glittering formula soon 
began tobreak down. It could not do otherwise, for it depended 
ona half truth. Men began to perceive as time went on and the 
steady progress of the democratic movement was assured, that 
there was more than one kind of state, and that it did not atall 
follow because the meddling tyranny of a personal monarchy 
was bad that the limited and intelligent interference of every 
other kind of government mustbe bad too. The wide difference 


| between the action of a state composed of Louis XIV and a 


At the | 


same time the great feudal nobility, with all their vices, had 1n | 


their day acted as an important check upon the power of the 
Crown, and their overthrow meant the removal of this check. 
The danger to be apprehended from the destruction of the 


feudal system, a destruction so necessary to human progress, | 
was that the central authority would become too powerful, and | 


that for a tyrranous oligarchy would be substituted a personal 
despotism. On the continent of Europe, and in England as well, 
this was the line of development which followed upon the fall 
of the feudal system. The powers of the Crown began to grow 
with great rapidity, freed as they were from the resistance 


which the great nobles had formerly made, while the people | 


were not ready to appreciate the situation or offer any opposi- 
tion to the growth of royal power. In England the body of 
the people, who were by nature independent and impatie nt of 
control, soon learned their lesson. When the power of the 
Crown reached the point where Charles [ undertook to set 


up a personal monarchy the people were ready for the conflict. | ) 
Th | alone theory has been proved in this way to be unsound in many 


e great rebellion ensued, and all danger of the establishment 
of a personal despotism in England disappeared with the execu- 
tion of Charles at Whitehall and in the smoke of Cromwell's 
guns, when he won the ‘‘ crowning mercy” at Worcester. From 
that period the Engiish-speaking people everywhere have ad- 
vanced steadily and with but little bloodshed to the complete 
control of their own Governments. 

On the continent of Europe the case was widely different. 
There, personal despotism was established almost unchecked, and 
Louis XIV was able to say truthfully that he was an absolute 
King—that he wasthe state. Such adevelopmentcould have but 
one result, and the abuses of despotism went on until no remedy re- 
mained but a social and political convulsion. This came in the 
French revolution, which shook the civilized world from one 


end to the other and plunged all Europe into war for a quarter | 
ofacentury. It notonly revolutionized government and society, | 
but thought and opinion as well, and we still feel its effects. | 


These personal governments which then were overthrown were, 
of course, paternal in their character; that is, they interfered 
with the lives and the property and the affairs of their subjects 
in every possible way. The physical revolt against them car- 
ried with it an intellectual revolt against state interference of 
any kind, and paternalism came to be regarded as the equiva- 
lent of the hideous despotisms which the French revolution de- 
stroyed. 

The confusion of the two things was natural and perhaps at 


| to bs correct at any. 


} 
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the time wholesome. In any event it had an immense effect | 


upon the philosophy and theory of government, for out of this 
period came the doctrine that the least government is the best, 
and the economic theory known as laissez faire and lasesez aller. 
The pendulum under the influence of this great movement 
against personal government, as was to have been expected, 
swung with corresponding violence to the opposite extreme. 
Men swiftly concluded that, because the interference of the 
state under the monarchies of the eighteenth century was evil, 
the true secret of freedom, happiness, and success was to be found 
in going as far as possible in th 


e opposite direction, in reducing | 


government to its lowest terms, and in getting as near as pos- | 


sible to no government at all. 

In other words, the world in its political and economic theories 
rushed from the system of tyrannous interference by a personal 
eeretcens, under which it had sorely suffered, to extreme in- 

ividualism and unrestrained competition as asure haven where 
all would be e, gentleness, and prosperity. -All this was very 
natural, but like all extremes very dangerous, and like all Utopias 
in practice very uncertain and disappointing. The theory that 
state interference is always and necessarily a wholly bad thing, 
of which we must have as little as possible, was in reality a too 
hasty generalization. It depended on the proposition that state 


state composed of the people themselves began to be apparent. 
In proportion as this truth has grown visible to men, so has the 
reaction agains: state interference which began at the close of 
the last century and culminated in the adoption of free trade by 
England declined. 

Except to the English free trader and his imitators in this 
country, for whom history ended fifty years ago, and to whom 
the observation of historic and economic facts which do not fit 
their theory appears a mere impertinence, this change of opin- 
ion and advance of knowledge are very obvious. Men and na- 
tions have alikediscovered that unrestrained individualism and 
unrestricted competition are capable of producing a social sys- 
tem more cruel and oppressive than the darkest forms of feud- 
alism, to which some free-trade orators are fond of likening pro- 
tection, apparently with the notion that feudalism was an eco- 
nomic policy. Having made this discovery men have revolted 
against the doctrine which denied that any relief could be ob- 
tained by invoking the strength of the whole community united 
in government to remedy the glaring evils and miseries which 
unrestricted individualism and unrestrained competition were 
helpless to modify or cure. 

This revolt has been successful at various points, yet its im- 
portance rests not on its success, but on the fact that the let- 


directions. This fact is fatal, for if the general let-alone doc- 
trine is notsound and correct at all points, it can not be assumed 
[It is no longer sufticient to say that any 
given social or economic policy rests on the let-alone theory, 
for that theory has broken down completely as a general truth, 
and therefore no part of it and no expression of it is neces- 
sarily correct. 

Free trade rests entirely on the let-alone doctrine—that is, 
upon the doctrine that the least interference of the state is best; 
or in other words, that the state ought not to interfere at all in 
the affairs of its individual members, except to maintain order 
at home or abroad, or in defense of public morals and public 
health, and even these are logically infractions of the doctrine 
of absolute individualism. Free trade, comparatively speaking, 
is not a very large question. It is merely the expression in one 
limited direction of a much broader principle. If the let-alone 
theory is correct as a general economic principle, and if the ex- 
perience and practice of mankind show that it is correct, then 
free trade is of course correct as one of its parts. But if, on the 
other hand, the let-alone doctrine can be proved in many direc- 
tions to be incorrect, if it has been abandoned again and again 
in practice by the most civilized nations, then the presumption 
is against free trade or any other single expression of the cen- 
tral principle. Let us see, first, how far this let-alone doctrine 
has been invaded since it found its last expression in England a 
half century ago. 

In the direction of free trade itself the case is very readily 
summed up. England has maintained that tariff system since 
she adopted it. France, under the Second Empire, perhaps the 
worst government which that country has ever had, made a 
spasmodic effort to imitate England’s example. It was, how- 
ever, quickly abandoned, and France is to-day a country of high 
protection. It may be added that France is the strongest coun- 
try in the world, except our own and Great Britain, both finan- 
cially and economically. The wealth of the people was demon- 
strated in a most marvelous manner when the French, out of 
their own savings, paid the enormous indemnity to Germany 
after the Franco-Prussian war, so that to-day the public debt of 
France is practically held by her own citizens. Without going 
into details, it may be said that no civilized nation has adopted 
the English system. All are protectionist countries. 

England’s own colonies, where her doctrines might be sup- 
posed to have peculiar strength, have all one after another 
abandoned the free-trade system and are to-day protectionist. 
Ifam quite aware that the free trader sets aside all opinion that 
is not English as quite worthless, but I do not think that intel- 
ligent persons who are unswayed by the provincial subservience 
to English opinion characteristic of most American free traders 
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ean afford todo this. The general opinion of mankind to which 
Jefferson appealed in the Declaration of Independence must al- 


ways be regarded and has great weight in determining what 
men think is practically best for their respective countries. If 
that opinion is considered, it shows that the experience and the 
practice of civilized men are adverse to the let-alone doctrine as 


expressed in free trade. 

But, as I have said already, free trade is only a part of a prin- 
ciple and, if free trade is founded upon the rock of everlasting 
truth, the doctrine of which it is the expression must hold good 
in every direction. Looked at in this way the practical aban- 
donment of the theory, which is proof that it is not an economic 
truth and that it does not in human opinion work beneficially, 
is ane It is not necessary to enter into the long list 
of legislation, which in its very being flatly contradicts the sound- 
ness of the let-alone doctrine. A very few examples will suffice. 
I will take England for consideration, because England is still 
the great exemplar of the theory. If the let-alone theory is cor- 
rect, why does England pass factory acts and mine acts? It may 
be said that this is done for moral or sanitary reasons, but this 
explanation is insufficient. It is perhaps possible to stretch it 
80 as to cover the labor of young children, but ii certainly can 
not cover the regulation of the hours of labor for adults. I[t is 
& monstrous invasion of the let-alone doctrine to say that it is 
economically correct for government to interfere with the num- 
ber of hours that a man or woman should work either in mines 
er factories. Surely, under that doctrine people should have the 
right to sell their labor when and how they vlease. Yet the 
English Government is interfering in this — direction, and 
the free trader does not live in ingland whois hardy enough to 
rise up and demand the repeal of these acts because they inter- 
fere with individual freedom or the doctrine on which free trade 
is founded. 
~ At this very moment the English Parliament is discussing the 
eres liability act. Either the let-alone doctrine is radi- 
eally unsound or this legislation is as gross an invasion of it 
as ever was attempted. On the theory of the free trader, what 
right hasjthe Government to interfere between the employer and 
the employed? By so doing they set at naught one of their most 
precious shibboleths of ‘‘ supply and demand.” Yetthe Liberal 
perty, led until recently by the venerable statesman who be- 

ie ved that all financial and economic knowledge culminated fifty 
years ago in the Manchester school, is endeavoring to force 
through this very act of employers liability. What becomes of 
the let-alone doctrine in the Irish land legislation, where the 
Government takes land from the landlord and sells it to the 
tenant? No greater interference of government was ever un- 
dertaken, no more gaping breach in the let-alone theory was 
ever made—yet both political partiesin Great Britain have sup- 
ported or enforced in turn this land legislation of Ireland. 

Let us come a little nearer to free trade. There is no form of 
protection so extreme asa bounty. Yet England has fostered 
and built up her eS a system of bounties, under the 
name of mail subsidies, w ch has been of the most extreme 
character. 

I shall give elsewhere a table which shows in detail what she 
has done in this direction. It is enough to say here that from 
1848 to 188), inclusive, England spent in mail subsidies $190,027 ,- 
789. It is perfectly idle, it is worse than begging the question, 
to say that these are not protective bounties because they are 
called mail subsidies. To pretend indeed that these subsidies 
are not protection in a high form is not merely a subterfuge, it 
isa pure falsechoed. Such vast sums for such a pu are an 
absurdity on any other theory. If proof were d of their 
true character it may be found in the discussion which arose 
when under the last Administration we entered on a policy of 
mail subsidies and the encouragement of American steamships 
as an auxiliary naval force. Our measures were identical with 
those of England, the Republican party adopted them as meas- 
ures of protection to develop our merchant marine and would 
not have enacted them if a had not been of that character. 

All the American free traders who had been eagerly saying 
that England did not protect her commerce or give it bounties, 
that she only paid mail subsidies, cried outagainst our mail sub- 
sidiesas anotherexample of Republican protection. If England's 
mail subsidiesare not protective bounties, then ours were not and 
they should have been cordially supported by English-minded 
and free-trade persons in this country. But our mail subsidies 
were protective and so are England’s, and no one knew it so well 


as land, who found in our cause for hostility 
to the blican and affection e Democratic party. The 
only difference between the two systems was that we honest! 
Scckues our subsidies to be while can 


about hers in order that the faith of those who work in her in- 
terests in other countries might not be 
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If you would have further light on this, contrast what we 
have paid for carrying the mails with what England has paid and 
you will see wnat the actual cost of mail transportationis. The 
vast sums spent by England in addition to the actual cost of mail 
transportation are protective bountiesand high atthat. -I think 
her policy in this direction has been very.wise. While sho 
maintains free trade, because she thinks it will pay, and pro- 
claims in the name of truth and righteousness that everybody 
else should have free trade and open their markets to her goods 
because she knows that will pay, too, she is very careful to use 
protection in its most extreme form where she is sure that it 
will pay her best of all. Nothing is more laughable, it may be 
said in this connection, than to see the way in which the con- 
vinced American free trader is taken in by this English cant 
shrewdly used for business purposes. England is always talk- 
ing in astrident voice about her generosity and her anxiety that 
other nations should adopt this or that system because it will be 
beneficial tothem. The truthis that England as a nation is 
selfish, as every other nation is. She masks her selfishness in 
loud protestations of complete disinterestedness, but why any- 
body should believe these protestations who was not born in Eng- 
land, I have never been able to see. If, however, her general 
theory on which she rests free trade is correct, then her sys- 
tem of subsidies for steamships lines is all wrong. If the theory 
is incorrect, as she proves it in practice, then it does not lie in 
the mouth of the nation that protects commerce to talk about 
the eternal verity of her free-trade policy. 

You can find laws in other civilized countries similar to those 
in England to which I have referred, but I will not dwell upon 
them. I willcome nearerhome. The public-school system and 
the post-office are absolute violations of the let-alone theory. 
Yet who disputes their value or who proposes to give them up? 
In almost ours ae of the Union there are statutes regulating 
the hours of labor, employers’ liability, the management of rall- 
roads, and a thousand other acts great and small which inter- 
fere more or less directly with all the force of the Government 
in the affairs of individuals. It is the same with the nation as 
with the States. -Our statute book is filled with provisions 
which utterly disregard the let-alone theory of government, and 
every time we dredge a harbor or deepen a river or open a car 
nal we set it at naught. 

There is no need to go on and pile upexamples. They occur 
every day, and stare at us from every page of our constitutions 
and statutes. If the let-alone doctrine on which free trade rests 
is correct, then these laws from those providing for public edu- 
cation down are all wrong. They should be swept from the 
statute books. In the jargon of the Democratic orator, they are 
fetters upon freedom. ey set at defiance the darling epi- 
grams that the free trader carries in his pocket and produces 

ear in and year out, with the comfortable belief that they are 
th new and true, instead of being the damaged utterances of 
half a century ago. 

Let us look for a moment at two of these precious aphorisms, 
these beautiful expressions of the let-alone doctrine to the effect 
that you must “‘ buy in the cheapest and seli in the dearest mar- 
ket,” and that everything must be settled by the unrestrained 
and unqualified economic law of supplyand demand. Let us see 
how these profound antitheses bear the test of actual legislation 
in the United States. We have upon our statute books at this 
moment a law to prevent the importation of contract labor, a 
law very imperfectly enforced I am ey tosay. What putthat 
law upon the statute book? The demand of the laboring menof 
the United States that they should be protected against that 
form of competition. The workingmen of the United States 
called for and secured this legislation in order to prevent the 
lowering of their rates of wages by the introduction of large 
masses of labor, which brought with them by contract the rate 
of wages of other countries where wages were lower than in the 
United States. 

On what portion of the let-alone doctrine do you rest the 
economie correctness of these laws supported by both political 

ties and questioned in their soundness by noone? If the free- 

© doctrine be sound, by aus peace do you step in and 

say to the employers of the United States, “You shall not buy 
our labor in thecheapest market.” If that principle of buying 
th the cheapest market is a sound eens t is just as applica- 
ble to a manufacturer or an employer of labor as it is to anyone 
else. But we properly deny them the unrestricted right because 
in this instance we recognize in tice that the doctrine is ab- 
surd. No grogser violation of the general principle on which 
free trade rests can be found Shas Sit, SN en ere is nota 
t or a free trader with any r bility who would 

dare to rise in this Senate or anywhere else and ask for the re- 
peal of these contract-labor laws. If the let-alone principle is 
right these laws aro wrong. If these laws are right—and they 
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are tnoroughly right—then the let-alone principle is fatally | to the influences of association or to standards of living. The 


wrong in thatdirection; and if itis wrong in one direction there 
is no reason to suppose that it is right in any other. 

Take another case. \ 
ingmen of California, this country entered upon a policy of 
Chinese exelusion. 
The scholars, the economists, the philanthropists, the profes- 
sors. the colleges at the start were all against it; but the work- 
ingmen triumphed and to-day no party and no representative of 
any party dares to suggest the free admission of the Chinese. [ 
have heard free traders say that we kept out the Chinese be- 
cause they werenotclean and their habits were not good. Never 
in the world was there a great popular uprising to keep men out 
of acountry because they were dirty or because their habits 
were unattractive. The trouble was that the Chinese brought 
with them a rate of wages with which our workingmen with 
their standard of living could not compete. The instinct of the 
laboring men of California was right. They saw in the China- 
man a competitor who would drag them down. 
his exclusion and we shut him out, Australia, an English col- 
ony. where the labor organizations have exercised a greater in- 
fluence perhaps than anywhere in the world—Australia, too, has 
shut him out. Howdo you make it agree with the doctrine of 


buying in the cheapest market to exclude the Chinese labor from | cept? 


this country? ' 

In China, as the cheapest labor market and the greatest res- 
ervoir of low-priced labor in the world, on the theory of free 
trade we should have the right to buy our labor; and yet every- 
body is agreed that it iswell to put a stop toit bylaw. What be- 
comes of the precious theory of free trade in the face of a fact 
like that? We areright to exclude the Chinaman, whobrings his 
cheap labor with him and lowers our standard of living and de- 
grades our working people. If it is right to do so, then by what 
theory do you admit free of duty the product of this same Chi- 
naman made in his own country to compete with our product 
here? The product brings its rate of wages with it just as much 
as the man, and ocean freight no longer gives protection. If it 
is right to exclude the Chinaman, it is right toexclude the chair 
eane which he makes and which brings his rate of wages and 
standard of life to compete with our workingmen just as surely 
as if the Chinaman came over himself and made his chair cane 
in New York or Philadelphia. 

The underlying proposition of the free trader is that it is idle 
to attempt to modify by legisiation the working of immutab!e 
economic laws. He forgets, or has never learned, that scarcely 
any thing is immutable into which enters the heart and mind 
and emotions of wrongs The personal equation plays a large 
part in all things which human beings affect by their own 
actions. “Raise wages by law, make yourself richer by tax- 
ation,” says the free trader, bringing out again his little col- 
lection of epigrams, ‘It is like lifting yourselves by your boot 
straps.” And then he fancies that he has answered the whole 
case. And while he thinks he has settled the universe in this 
simple fashion, the plain sense of the American workingmen has 
shut out Chinese labor and contract labor, and will in no long 
time shut out the imported produets of thatsame labor. 

Let us pass beyond the action of the Government in regard to 
the let-alone theory and consider the action of men. Let us 
look for a moment at the attitude of the individual man when 
the let-alone doctrine meets him in practice. Do workingmen 
wait and rely upon the operation of these so-ealled economic 
laws on which free trade rests to regulate their affairs? They 
combine, as they ought to combine, to bring about an increase 
in their wages, to elevate their own condition, to prevent by 
artificial means destructive competition. Every labor union 
that is formed flies in the face of the doctrine of free trade. 
But none the less men are going to form them. They wield 
to-day a vast power, they will keep on growing, and they exist 
because they represent the instinct of human nature to unite for 
self-pro on. No free trader dares to denounce them as in- 
fractionsof his theory. His theory, then. is either faise or cow- 
ardly when it faces a trades union; in reality it is both. 

Iam aware that one wiseacre repeating what another wise- 
acre has said, will reply, ‘You admit labor free, while you cry 
for protection against manufactured s.” It is almost as 
easy to answer this statement as to make it. In the first place, 
it is not true that we admit all labor free. Some we exclude 
absolutely, like contract and Chineselabor. In theseeond place, 

labor that we do admit free comes from Europe, and the im- 
migrant from Europe does not bring his rate of wages with him. 
On the contrary, a few weeks ora few months make him as anx- 

for eet Monee as his Ameriean brethren. Our standard 
of li his and he ceases to lower our rate of living 
and of life. The European immigrant does not bring his 
rate of wages with him: but the bale of goods from Europe does 
bring its rate of wages, and the bale of goods is not susceptible 


Seme years ago, in response to the work- | 


i 


| 


| 


bale of goods brings its rate of wages with it and keeps it, and 

| works in that way towards the lowering of all American ratos. 
Lastly, it is no argument to say that because you do not have 
protection in one direction where it would be good you should 


The men who began it were denounced. | 


They demanded | 


SSS 


So I freely admit 


give it 7 in another where itis also good. 
ailure to give suitable protection against the labor 


that our 


which comes in the human being is a grave defeet. The prin- 
ciple embodied in the contract-labor law should oe enlarged, be- 
cause the protection we now give by the duty on the bale of goods 


should be extended. There is nogreater need at this time than 
stringent laws tosift and restrict the immigration to this country 
for the protection of our rates of wages and of the quality of 
ourcitizenship. This protection against excessive European im- 
migration will come as theexclusion of the Chinese and contract 
labor came, from the good sense and unerring instinctof the peo- 
ple, which will lead them to measures to guard their homes, their 
future, their race, and their civilization against forms of com- 
petition which they can not meet if it is left unrestricted. 

What, then, becomes of a doctrine which all the legislatures 
in the world continually evade? What becomes of a doctrine 
with a hundred violations staring it in the face from every 
statute book, violations which even its devotees support or ac- 
What becomes of a doctrine that the instinct of man- 
kind in his efforts for improvement setsat naught? All history 
proves that the let-alone doctrine can not stand the shock of 
facts or the ordealof practice. The truth is that in these modern 
times the civilized world is entering upon a new period. The 
temperate zone, in which experience shows that the most highly 
eivilized races to which we belong can alone thrive and multiply, 
is very nearly absorbed. If there is still much to be converted to 
the uses of man, the limits are well within sight. Over against 
us are the crowded massesof the tropics. Relieved in many in- 
stances by the rule of our superior races from the effect of the 
wars, famines, and floods which formerly decimated them, they 
are multiplying with enormous rapidity. 

In Natal, for example, when the English first took possession, 
the proportion of blacks to whites was something like 3 to 1. 
To-day, under the strong British rule, and after a large British 
immigration, the blacks are to the whites as 13 tol. The same 
rule holds good everywhere, and the crowded masses of the 
tropical regions are becoming ever more crowded. ‘They have 
standards far below ours. Theylive under conditionsof climate 
and habits impossible to us. Millions of men in India subsist 
on from fourteen to twenty dollars a year, and those men in 
India as wel: as inJapanare S inning to manufacture, thus clos 
ing to us theirown markets aul Gechtening our markets with an 
industrial competition which is deadly if you do not shut it out. 
You may lower wages and reduce conobepehd the wildest dreams 
of the free-trade orator, andin this temperate zone, where we 
and those like us dwell, you nevercan meet that tropical stand- 
ard of living. 

Are we to sit down with our greatcivilizationand bringabout 
free trade in order to be gradually overwhelmed by the labor of 
the tropics after a desperate struggle with the overcrowded 
people of our own race in Europe? Are we to be told that the 
laws of supply and demand. of buyingin the chenpest and selling 
in the dearest markets are eternal truths and that everything 
would be right if we only adhered tothem? Are we to accept 
these shattered dogmas of fifty years ago and yield without a 
struggle to the ruin of our labor and the degradation of our 
standards of living? 

Very fortunately there is a sound instinct in the great races 
who have made civilization, which protects them from such 
visions as these. They will not submit; they have already be- 
gun to resist. They have excluded the Chinaman from Aus- 
tralia and the United States. They will exclude every sort of 
low labor brought by the man himself and they will in process 
of time equalize that same labor with their own by proper duties 
when it is brought down the ship’s gangway, not in the form of 
a human being but in the form of a bale of goods and carrying 
the same low rate of wages. The law of self-preservation is a 
higher law than any that political economy has ever invented, 
and, although itis the outcome of human nature, itisimmutable. 
That law will in the lapses of the years, if not now, give us the 
protection which the free trader playing with his wrinkled 
.ittle puppets would deny. 

The fundamental error of the supporters of the let-alone 
theory, as I have already said, is that they believe that what 
they call economic laws are fixed and certain, like those which 
govern the motions of the stars. But, although men like stars 
may differ from one another in glory, they are unlike stars in 
most other respects. Lawswhich are grounded upon the action 
of humanity are not fixed,but empirical. With rare exceptions, 
the most that we can hope for in this field is an approximation, 
some general rule with many excentions. Human policies of 
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society or government are subject to infinite variations. That 
which is most wise at one time may be most unwise at another. 
That which is excellent for one people would be ruin to another. 
Soil, climate, situation, the size of the country, the race and 
character of the people, the conditions of the moment, and the 
possibilities of the future must all be considered in the adoption 
of any policy. The States and the people who have recognized 
this great controlling truth and have gen a priori theories be- 
ns have been the successful and governing races of the 
world. 

The Abb5 Sieyés drew one ideal constitution after another for 
France. They were all perfect in theory and they all perished 
from the face of the earth. Washington and hisassociates made 
but one constitution. It embodied few theories and much prac- 
tice. It had inconsistencies and compromises, but it met the 
wants of the time and of the people, and it has stood strong and 
flourishing for a hundred years. The free trader is like the 
French Abb‘; he would bind human eee in the tight 
bandages of a theory without regard to the infinite complexity 
of all things at humanity. He may by so doing attain 
symmetry, but it will be the symmetry of the Egyptain mummy 
and the result will be quite as lifeless. That which applies to 
constitutions and government applies also to economic policies. 
We must look for guidance not to closet theories, but to the great 
book of history and experience and see what has been done and 
attempted and what results have been achieved. 

Men are learning the lessons of history. They have long 
since put those lessons into practice. They are now beginning 
to formulate them as a theory and to understand the philosophy 
which underlies them. It is apparent to all whose eyes are not 
hermetically sealed by the traditions of a fading past that, be- 
cause a personal monarchy or state socialism is bad and op- 
pressive, it does not therefore foilow that unrestrained individu- 
alism and unrestricted competition are always and everywhere 
the only good things. Because some state interference is hurt- 
ful, all forms of it are not necessarily so. It is a question of de- 

ree, not of kind. Somewhere between the extremes of unlim- 

ted individualism on the one hand and personal monarchy or 
state socialism on the other can be found the golden mean in 
which it is possible to use the united power of the community 
expressed in the state for the benefit of mankind and the pro- 
tection of civilization. 

Just how far we can go profitably in the use or in the refusal 
to use the powers of the statecan be determined only by patient 
and cautious experiment through which all the slow steps of 
civilization have been thus far painfully won. It is no doubt 
true thatitisa ——- mistake to suppose that we can cure by 
law every evil which afflicts humanity and that it is a weakness 
tolook helplessly to legislation for everything we desire, But 
it is equally true, and has been proved in practice, that legisla- 
tion and government can in many cases be employed with ad- 
vantage to help the affairs of men. 

In other words, the aggregate power of the community can 
sometimes bring beneficial results which individuals by their 
divided efforts can never reach. If it be said. as it always is 
said, that this is a futile attempt to overbear natural laws by ar- 
tificial devices, the answer is that the so-called economic laws 
are neither natural nor final; that statute law can often modify 
or call into action economic laws, and is constantly doing so, and 
that the whole fabric of human civilization to which those sup- 
posed laws are thought to apply is artificial. If we putaway from 
us everything that isartificial, everything which man has estab- 
lished by means of law and custom, we should sink back to the 
condition of the men of the caves and the river drift. 

As we see those animals whose instinct compels them to live in society 
and obey a chief are most capable of improvement, so it is with races of 


mankind. Whether we look at it as a cause ora consen eemice. the more civ- 
ilized always have the most artificial governments. Tierra del Fuego, 


uired ad- 
van , such domes animals, it seems scarcely possi 
the tical eunte of the cunuey can be Raseeretes Voyage of opted 
volume I, page 296. 

These are the words of Charles Darwin, a very great man, and 
one who has exercised a more profound influence upon human 
thought than probably any man who has lived in the nineteenth 
century. He marks here as characteristic of savages in the 
very lowest scale of humanity an absolutely unres ed indi- 
vidualism, and points out that all civilization is highly arti- 
ficial. Speaking with the unimpassioned voice of science, he 
formulates a great truth. 

Everything that we have which makes up our civilization is 
the outcome of custom hardened into law and public opinion, or of 
law, pure and simple, embodying the capirallens and the hopes 


of . Go t and , the of the : 
peg spent Sr 2 oo eens 
ment of crimes, are artificial, the slow upbullding by man 
throug and disheartening failures. 


From the most sacred rights of humanity to trivial questions 

of manners and of dress, all is artificial; all is the work of man’s 

brains seeking to do by the concentrated force of society what 

nd poor scattered atoms of individuals could never accomplish 
one. 

In view of the marvelous work which men by their union 
with other men have been able to achieve, how pitiful is a doc- 
trine which would hold that this united force, which has raised 
us slowly from the deep darkness of prehistoric times, must be 
reduced to its lowest proportions and that the less we employ 
the agency which has raised us, the agency of the united force of 
a nation or community, the better it will be for us. How more 
than absurd to standin the midst of civilization, the work of our 
hands, artificial throughout, created by men acting in large 
masses and represented by States and governments, and sa 
that the laws of thatcivilization made in this way and with suc 
a history demand the entire negation and abandonment of the 
very power which created the entire fabric, merely because that 
pee is capable of abuse and can be forced to an evil extreme 
ike personal despotism or state socialism. 

It is a marvel that such a doctrine should have had any meas- 
ure of success for fifty yearseven in theory, for it has never been 
accepted, except in a small degree, b 7 people in practice. 
Men have always employed their united force, which for con- 
venience we call the State, sometimes wisely, sometimes un- 
wisely ,tosecure or to try tosecure ends for which their individual 
strength was unequal. There has never been a time when the 
have not done so. There never will be, for the instinct which 
first united a band of naked savages for mutual defense is un- 
dying, and is as strong to-day as ever and far more intelligent. 

he let-alone theory, as a complete guide, when tried by the 
broad history of man, fails utterly. It has no oupper'. Tried 
even by the standards of the limited application of it attempted 
in this century in new directions, it fails and can have no other 
fate, for it gives the lie to all that men have done and suffered 
in order to reach the point they have -now attained and sets at 
naught all the es of history. 

If, then, as I have said, the general doctrine breaks down, no 
single expression of it can stand except on itsown merits. The 
general doctrine of let-alone in government has been invaded 
abandoned, and disproved in hundreds of, cases even since it 
reached its highest point fifty years ago. Free trade is one ex- 
pression of the let-alone doctrine. The general theory can not 
sustain it. It must, therefore, stand on its own merits alone as 
one expression of a principle broken at a hundred points, and 
must prove by the benefits it confers, its right to exist as an ex- 
ception to the t law of human development through which 
all civilization has been reached. 

The next point, therefore, is to determine whether free trade, 
contrary-as it is to the general pete on which human so- 
ciety has been built up, can justify itsexistence. We can settle 
this by examining the results of free trade, and, as only one civ- 
ilized country has adopted it, that is easily done. 

England took up free frade, not because she was suddenly con- 
vineed of its scientific truth and believed that it ought there- 
fore to prevail, even if the heavens fell. She adopted it, as 
nations generally adopt an economic policy, because she was sat- 
isfied after much discussion that it would pay. It is important 
to us to know under what conditions she adopted it, whether our 
conditions are like hers, and whether inthe long run free trade 
has proved such a benefit to England as to make it obvious that 
it must be beneficial to every other nation. 

First, as to the conditions. England is a small country witha 
limited icultural area and no great variety of natural re- 
sources. e United States is a very large country with an 
enormous agricultural area and an almost unequalled variety of 
natural resources. The population of England fifty years ago 
was dense. It is still more so to-day. e population of the 
United States at large, tried by European standards, is sparse. 
Thus we see at the outset that the natural conditions and those 
a also in England and the United States are wholly 
different. 

Atthe time of the free-trade movement England had been living 
and had built up her industries and her merchant marine under 
oe high protection, which had endured for centuries. 
All the industries practically which she could hope to have 
were firmly es and the skilled labor necessary to carr 
them on had been te, We, on the other hand, have 

tection of a varying and with some large intervals of 

w tariff for less than a century. Many of our industries are 
not yet firmly established nor the necessary labor for them 
developed, and others to the flourishing existence of whic 
there are no obstacles do not exist at all. England in- 
vented the steam engine, and in 1840 had carried the applica- 
tion of steam power to industrial production hg eee the point 
reached at that time by any other nation. is lead in the ap- 
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am power gave her an enormous advantage in 
na ae and put her far beyond the reach of 
competition. We to-day have no such advantage, for the appli- 
cation of steam power to industrial production is now at the 
equal command of all the great civilized nations. 
he most important difference, however, still remains to be 
considered. England to-day and fifty years ago was unable to 
feed herself. She was obliged to import food products or starve 
her people. At the same time she had corn laws, which levied 
a heavy tax on the great food staples. This tax, for, as I shall 
resently show, it was not a protective duty, benefited only the 
and owners of England, a small and in the main an aristocratic 
and very rich class. It puta heavy burden upon all the people 
of England and especially upon the industrialclasses. The great 
popular agitation, which ended with the establishment of free 
trade, began in the attack on the corn laws and at the time the 
repeal of the corn laws was regarded as the leading feature of 
the free-trade movement. In reality that repeal was demanded 
and would be demanded to-day as part of the policy of protec- 
tion. 

The protectionist theory is to discriminate by duties in favor 
of every article which can be grown or manufactured in the pro- 
tected country in sufficient quantities for the use of the people, 
and everything which can not be grownor manufactured in suf- 
ficient quantities according to the protectionist should be placed 
upon the free list. Corn could not be raised in England in suffi- 
cient quantities to feed her people. There was no ground for 
giving a bounty as has been done so largely by European nations 
to stimulate the production of sugar, for it was a physical im- 
er to raise corn and wheat beyond certain well-defined 

imits. A certain proportion of food products had to bs imported 
and, as the importation could not be avoided, there was no pos- 
sibility of lowering the prices by developing a home competition, 
and the duties imposed became a direct tax which no one could 
escape. 

Therefore, according to the protectionist theory, better un- 
derstood to-day than it was then, the English corn laws ought 
to have been swept away long before it was actuallydone. There 
is no defense for their existence in protection. If it is possible 
to defend a tax upon food products which can not be raised in 
the country in sufficient quantities for its needs, that defense is 
not to be found in protection, butin free trade, which in England 
to-day taxes coffee and tea. Hence it follows that the repeal of 
the corn laws, which established free trade in England, has ab- 
parece no bearing on the question now before us, except as an 
example of the soundness of the protectionist theory. Moreover 
it must be remembered that we are in no way — as Eng- 
land was on outside suppliesof food products. e notonly raise 
all we need and all we ever shall be tikely to need, but we are 
large exporters. 

There is still another side to this matter, which must not be 

assed over, as it has an important bearing upon the action of 
ngland. The English manufacturer had reached the point 
where the miseries of the industrial population were such that 
it was necessary either to raise wages or run the risk of revolu- 
tion, which was foreshadowed in the Chartist movement. The 
English manufacturer raised wages by repealing the corn laws, 
and thus cheapening the food supply. It was an easy matter to 
excite popular feeling against the corn laws, for there never was 
a subject so susceptible of successful popular agitation. The 
class against which it was directed and which benefited by the 
‘corn laws was unpopular, numerically small, and, although still 
powerful, was so crippled politically by the reform bill of 1832 
that it could not oppose a successful resistance. 

The manufacturer raised his wages at the expense of the Eng- 
lish landowner.- The industrial population was directly benefited. 
The manufacturer was not obliged to increase by outof his own 
pocket, and the farmer and the agricultural laborer were no 
worse off, because the corn laws were not protective duties to 
them and they received none of the benefit which accrued tothe 
com tively few landowners of England. The manufacturers 
having carried their point on the corn laws and with afull sense 
of the advantage of their position owing to centuries of protec- 
tion and to their early application of steam power, were not only 
ready but willing to remove all other duties, believing that their 
home market was safe and that free trade would give a wider 
circulation and hence an increased value to their products. 

Thus it was that the manufacturers of England with practical 
unanimity petitioned Parliament for the removal of all protect- 
ive duties. These English manufacturers did not take this step 
because they thought that a scientific truth ought to prevail, 
but because they believed it to be for their own best interests in 
the direction of a money profit. Their opinion deserved to be 
and was regarded by Parliament. Contrast their attitude with 
that of our own manufacturers to-day. Our manufacturers with 
practical unanimity favor protection, and are opposed to free 
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trade, and their opinion ought to be regarded by us as of great 
importance in the wisest business settlement of this question. 
The reply to this always is that our manufacturers sustain pro- 
tection because they are selfish and make money by it. [t is 
undoubtedly true that the manufacturer sustains protection be- 
cause he hopes to makes money. That is the object of business, 
and the number of persons who are in business with any other 
purpose is, think, extremely small. If, however, the American 
manufacturer does not make money it is quite certain that he 
will not employ labor, and therefore the workingmen will not 
make money either. Our manufacturers believe that under free 
trade they must either go out of business or reduce labor costs. 
They naturally do not care to do the former, for that is ruin, and 
they are very unwilling to try the latter, because reducing labor 
costs means lowering wages, which means in turn vast industrial 
disturbances; and that is ruin too, or something very near it. 
How widely different isour situation to-day from that of England 
fifty years ago, so far as the manufacturers areconcerned. Most 
striking of all these differences, moreover, is the fact that while 
the English Parliament listened to English manufacturers, a ma- 
jority of the American Congress not only turns a deaf ear to 
American manufacturers, but treats thera as ifthey were onemios 
of their country. 

Having found that the conditions in England at the time of 
the adoption of free trade were wholly unlike our conditions 
here to-day, it now remains to inquire whether the English pol 
icy has produced results which make it beyond question the 
proper policy for every other country. 

After the adoption of free trade those who brought it about 
immediately proclaimed, in the fashion of the English when they 
have entered upon some scheme which they think profitable, that 
the new scheme was a great and eternal*truth; that every other 
nation ought to adopt it; that everyone who did not agree with 
them was either vicious or ignorant, and probably both. This 
outcry had but little effect upon other nations, but in the 
United States there is a class of persons who are still intellee 
tually in the colonial stage of development and who are eadly 
distressed by any disagreement with the views of England. 
Hence has arisen among usa free-trade propaganda. It wassus- 
tained at first by the existence of slave labor, which condemned 
a large section of our country to the production of a single great 
staple, and which, where it flourished, checked all industrial de- 
velopment. With the fall of slavery the gospel of free trade 
passed out of sight, and only in late years has regained its lost 
ground. But now that, sustained by a desire for sectional re- 
taliation, it again has a political standing, we havea right to 
demand, when it asks us to imitate the British policy, an exhi 
bition of British results. 

I have referred to the acclamation with which the adoption of 
free trade was hailed in England. Theclamor grew 80 loud that 
it seomed as if oné general feeling of delight and satisfaction 
pervaded the whole people. The classes who were directly ben- 
efited, or thought they were benefited, by free trade were loudly 
vocal, while the masses were silent. Yet with all this apparent 
unanimity, one of the greatest men then living in England, un- 
bribed by mercantile profits, unawed by the noise of Birming- 
ham and Manchester, and looking with prescient eyes beyond 
the passing day, announced to the unheeding world about him 
that there was no divine salvation in free trade. Here is what 
Thomas Carlyle said in the very heyday of the Manchester 
school, and his words may well be pondered, as showing how 
far short the new movement came even at that moment of ful- 
filling its promises: 








The world, with its Wealth of Nations, Supply and Demand, and such 
like, has of late days been terribly inattentive to that question of work and 
wages. We will not say the poor world has retrograde! even here; we will 
say rather, the world has been rushing on with such flery animation to get 
work and ever more work done, it has had no time to think of dividing the 
wages; and has merely left them to be scramvled for by the law of the 
stronger, law of supply and demand, law of laissez faire, and other idle 
laws and un-laws, saying, in its dire haste to get the work done, ‘' That is 
well enough.’’— Past and Present, page 26. 

All this dire misery, therefore; all this of our poor workhouse workmen, 
of our chartisms, trade strikes, corn laws, Toryisms, and the general down 
break of laissez faire in these days—may-we not regard it as a voice from 
the dumb bosom of nature, aes to us; “Behold, supply and demand is 
not the one law of nature; cash payment fs not the sole nexus of man with 
man—how far from it. Deep, far deeper thansupply and demand, are laws, 
a ae sacred as man's life itself; these also. if you will continue todo 
work, you shall now learn and obey. He that will learn them, behold Na- 
ture is on his side, he shall yet work and prosper with noble rewards. He 
that will not learn them, nature is against him, he shall not be able to do 
work in Nature’sempire—notin hers. Perpetual mutiny, contention, hatred, 
isolation, execration, shall wait on his footsteps, till all men discern that 
the thing which he attains, however golden it look to be, is not success, but 
the want of success.’’— /’ast and Present, e 232. 

With our present system of individua ammonism ani government by 
laissez faire this nation can not live. Andif in the priceless interim some 
new life and healing be not found, there is no second respite to be counted 
on. The shadow on the dial advances thenceforth without pausing. What 

vernmentcando? This, that they call ‘organizing labor "' is, if well un- 
ferstood. the problem of the whole future, for all who will in future pretend 


to govern men.— Past and Present, page 318. 
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England has many more doubters of the truth of free trade 
now than she had then. If Thomas Carlyle were to come back 
to life, instead of crying in the wilderness it the ‘‘ calico 
millenium,” he would find many allies even in his native land. 
Among others noless a person than a late prime minister of Eng- 
land, Lord Salisbury, who has not hesitated to sneer in public 
at the dogmas of free trade. And if Carlyle were to look across 
the North Sea to the land of one of his heroes, he would find an- 
other German, Prince Bismarck, worthy to stand by the side of 
the great Frederick, declaring that the prosperity of the United 
States was largely due to the policy of protection, and himself 
embodying that policy in the legislation of the mighty empire 
which he has created. 

According to the Manchester school free trade was to become 
straightway universal, and was to bring in the place of war peace 
on earth and good willamong men. Free trade has not become 
universal, for nonation but England has adopted it, and England 
herself has hada war on her hands on anaverage of about once a 
year ever since. As propbets- of peace and universal free trade 
the Manchester school has been a failure. 

Let us turn now to the immediate effect upon England. That 
the repeal of the corn laws, which was in accerdance with pro- 
tectionist theories, was o! great benefit to the English industrial 
population cin not be questioned. But the important point is 
te know whether free trade by itself has been able to maintain 
wags and to keep the working people of England more con- 
tented and b.tter provided than they are elsewhere. 

On this subject 1 propose to quote the testimouy of Mr. J. C. 
Fielden before the royal commission on the preeious metals in 
1887. Mr. Fielden isa peculiarly valuable witmess, for he is an 
expert on the subject of labor, a free trader, and attributes the 
facts to which he testifies solely to the currency question. Mr. 
Fielden went into a cotton mill at 13 years of age, and in 1887 
he had been connected with the cotten trade for thirty-six 


years. He is a cotton manufacturer, the manager of a large 
mercantile business in Manchester, has been conneeted with all 
movements in the cotten districts amemg the working classess 
since 1859, and has also beem the arbitrator fer the operatives 
in all the great wage questions where: the question has been set- 
tled by arbitration. t now give some extracts from his testi- 
mony showing the condition of wages and labor im England in 
1387: ’ 
comes tani mes ee selling prices of these companies, 
price; they are nearly all at a dis- 
discou averag 


Answer. Not only the present sell 


count, some of them at a v 5 mt; but the @ 
yearly dividends are only about I per cent ten enone during 
this t some very large dividends: have been in out.of the 
work that should be done in Oldham, because are very much better 
and cheaper producers in Oldham than in Bombay. 

72845-7648. ‘This second report is a report made by Mr. John Mielding, sec- 
retary of the Operatives S ers’ Provincial Bolton: 


*Wazgesa,” he says, “or rather prices, in every department of a spinning 

mill have been reduced [5 cent since 1874, and stand at that point to-day. 
rally speaking, the is have been kept.on full time during this period, 

except in 167% 1888, and 1886, whem short and total 

sarte to in a great many instances, Until 1889 none but loafers need be out 

of work many weeks to , but since then work has gradually been more 

difficult to obvain, and it is quite common. for aspinner to be out of em- 


more. 
rice. You can have a mill to-day and I can sella 
Both part of itscost. Thatis, a mill engaged in the 
and working now. 
would the mill be? 





as ; see. by the return 
onank “—y se cent ¢ 
ment, who, although comalnered in work, in many clase Darely oxint 
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who are at work, many of them, are only working art time.’ I have the 
next report for the trades of Wolverhampton an trict, from Mr. W. F. 
Mee, the to the trades councils, Wolverhampton. 

7686. > Does that cover all the trades in Wolverhampton? 

4. Tt does practically. He gives a general description of how bad they 
are first, and then he goes on to say that “ wages have been reduced in the 
building trades 4s. 6d. a week during the last ten years.’’ That is a con- 
siderable reduction. esays, ‘‘In the tin-plate trades wages have been re- 
duced by a process of discounts’ that is, taking a discount of wages, so 
much ) ed cent off his list prices of work; ‘‘locksmiths are the same, only the 
trade is worse. The average wages of a locksmith wil! not exceed from 12s. 
to l4s. per week, and not that for fifty-two weeks in the year.’’ In thecoal and 
iron trades things are worse now t they ever were, so far as wages go. 
Well, of course, I need not mention the case of the chain-makers—which is 
worse than slavery; it is, as far as wages go, aboutés. or 8s. a week for men 
and women—and the nailworkers of the district, embodying about 30,009 
ee. Putting these two trades together, the average wages for a long 

ay 8 Work is about ls. to 13d. and i4d. aday. Hesays: “In the iron trade, 
millmen, who roll the iron into sheets for galvanizing, are about the best olf 
for trade, but I believe their wages are regulated by either the selling prices 
of iron, or by the _— wages.’’ Then he goes on tocompositors: ‘*‘ Com- 
positors_ have had areduction of about 10 per cent during the last two 
— Shoemakers are pretty fair for trade, but prices have gone down. 

can not give any figures of the number employed in the various trades, as 
I haveno means of obtaining the statistics in the limit of time. 

“The number of Unemplore’ is farin excess of what it was ten years back 
and although it is not so bad, the number is increasing. There are also # 
considerabie number on short time. This information in greater part I 
obtained from a.member of the Burslem school board. It applies to the 
principal branches of the pottery trade.” 

7700. The report of Mr. John Weir, of the Fife and Clackmannan Miners’ 
Association, says: ‘‘In 1874 our men were earning between 6s. and 7s. per 
day. At present they are only getting between 3s. and 4s. I could not ven- 
ture a comparative statement as to employment.’ 

7935. (Mr. Chaplain.) Q. I think you said last 
s four times as fast.as employment. 

A. In é, in the cotton districts. 

964, Q, Of course, you are aware that quite apart from any currency ques- 
tions there are other causes which are suggested may have contributed to 
that, such as imcrease of industrial activity in Germany, and of late years 
arentiy increased activity in America, too, and consequently more compe- 
t 


A. Well, I have paid avery great amount of attention to foreign com pe- 
tition and I may say this, that we have never had a successful competitor 
in a neutral market for the cotton trade before this silver difficulty. Ger- 
many may manufacture under her tariffs, the United Stavesmay manufac- 
ture under their tariffs; thatis the point toconsider. The United States, like 
India, grow their own cotton, but they are obliged to protect themselves by 
ty cemt duty against our goods or else we should invade them com- 
. Q. Amounting I think ze Said to 700,008 or 900,000 unemployed ont 


8003. 
of 9,000,000 employed 
A. estimate of 700,000 ts based on the strict proportion of the ten so- 
| cleties put in, but at the trades conference at Wolverhampton the delegates 
7 all the ~ thn wy hy peated 008, 


t.’* 
time that the population was 


comes to this, that on the balance you think the 
class are the losers? 

A. ft on. the balance they are the losers, and I think, to show this 
clearly, that on considering the question for the working classes, whenever 
had — cheapness, eee avery Smenennt thing, ooo te oe — 
portant thing, but employment is more important. - . 

From Mr. Fielden’s testimony, drawn as it is from the secre- 
taries of the great labor organizations and from manufacturers, 
tioned, we find that during the last 
twenty years there has bee. a serious decline in wages in 
land, ameunting to from 12 to 15 per cent, and a large falling off 
in business. In this country, during the same period, the Al- 
drich — shows that there has been an advance in industrial 
uae about bt percent. Mr. Fielden attributes the decline 
in England te the demonetization of silver, which on his theory 
affeeted wages and prices ali ever the world. Yet our wages, 
assuming that Mr. Fielden is correct. in his theory, despite this 
currency difficulty, which was pushing them doewnw all the 
time, nevertheless rose 14 per cent. 

Thus we see that if itis the abandonment of silver which has 
ee prices, free trade was helpless to resist 
the decline, 6 in the United States was able not 
only to resist the adversa force, but to keep wages on an ascend~- 
ing seale. During thedebatesof last summer many free traders 
supporting the gold standard claimed that it 
had not. lowered es the United States had 
been risingsines They are therefore estopped from now 
denying the fact of the rise. On the other han 
silver met this 
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ngland. So tar as the question of free trade or protection is 
Semen the result is > amine and in favor of protection. If 
silver caused declining wages the statistics show that protection 
was able to resist the decline. If silver had nothing to do with 
the decline in wages then, according to statistics, wages have 
been rising for twenty years past under American protection and 
falling under English free trade. _ ; 

I will not bring forward any additional testimony in support 
of the evidence of Mr. Fielden. There is no need to do so. 
The general facts more than sustain all the details. The Lon- 
don dock strike of a few years ago, followed as it was last 
summer by the strike of 300,000 miners, against a reduction of 
wages, demonstrates the continued decline of wages in England. 
No general decline of wages took place in the United States 
until the protective tariff was threatened with destruction. 
Most significant of all is the fact thatthe stream of immigration 
flows from England to the United States. English immigrants 
conic here to better their condition, and the instinct which leads 
them to do so is conclusive proof that the peopie who live by 
wages know them to be higher in protected America than in 
free-trade England. Thus we see that in fifty years free trade 
has proved utterly unable to maintain wages in England, much 
less to increase them. At this point, also, free trade as a prac- 
tical system has broken down. , 

Turn from industry to agricalture. Has English agriculture 
bene ‘ited by free trade, as Cobden and others of his school pre- 
dicted? It is a matter of public noteriety that the record of ag- 
riculture in England of late years is little but a record of disis- 


ter. Itis estimated that 2,500,000 acres of land have been driven 
out of cultivation. Rents have fallen from 30 to 50 per cent and 
the market value of farming land has decreased in like prepor- 
tion. In 1862 England grew 17,000,000 quarters of wheat, and in 
1892, 7,000,000 quart.:s. Within six months the landownersand 
farmer's of Essex have been obliged to reduce the w of their 
laborers to $s.a week. How would our farmers and farm labor- 
ers like to live on $104 a year? But ofcourse, according to the 
free trader, the agricultural laborers go into some more profita- 
ble employment. Let us see how they go, and where: 

The Tanten Truth says: 

A vast Dumber of agricultural laborers found it difficult to work and 
so became coal-miners. In 1886 there were 619,106 miners; in 1892 there wore 
963,000. in order that this large number should find work the working days 
of the week, were reduced, with a consequent reduction of wages. 


To this movement of labor from the field to the mines the 











reat coal strike of last summer was the terrible answer. This 
what would happen here if our industrial wage-earners were 
forced out of their present position by increase n impor- 


tations on to the lands or into the mines. It is nota pleasant 
picture to contemplate, and yet a great party in this —— is 
actuallystruggling to bring itabout. Butin England, while her 
newspapersare urging us to adopt free trade and her manufactur- 
ers, like Mr. Fielden, are waiting breathlessly to rush into our 
markets, some Englishmenare once more recalling the words of 
one of England's great prime ministers, uttered to deaf ears in 
the hour of the free-trade triumph. 

On the third reading of the repeal bill in 1846, Mr. Disraeli 
said: 

. f their intoxicati tell them the 
otlne tn avenue = pn ong te may be idle now. an the aguingts “ of 
their economic frenzy, to warn them that there will be an ebb of trouble. 
But the dark and inevitable hour will arrive; then, when their rit is 
ee ee ee eae ciples which e Eng- 
land great, and in our belief can alone keep E great. They may then 
perchance remember, not with unkindness, those who, betrayed and de- 
serted, were neither ashamed nor afraid to struggtie for the old canse— 
the cause with which are associated principles tue most popular, sentiments 
the mont utterly national—the cause of labor, the cause of the people, the 
Cause 0} * 

Nothing remains but the free-trade promise to increase trade. 
From official figures, which I will give in detail in a table, I will 
show the percentage of increase in English from decade 
to decade since 1830. I will also place by the side of this table 
asimilar one showing the percentage of increase in American 















exports during the same period: 
Increase of exports 
over ng 
Decade. oe 
English. |American. 
1900 : . Per cent. 
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These tables, which exhibit accurately the volume of trade, 
require but littl comment. It must be remembered in consid- 
ering them that the principal argument of the free trader is that 
by his system we shall expand trade and increase the volume of 
exports, thereby widening the circulation of our products, and 
thus stimulate and enlarge production. A glance at these tables 
shows that the average rate of increase in British exports dur- 
ing six decades was 42.2 per cent, while for the same decades 
(five of which were under a high and one under a low tariff, but 
none under absolute free trade) the average rate of increase in 
the exports of the United States was 58.5 per cent. In these six 
decades | have included the war decade from 1860 to 1870, which 
was of course wholly abnormal and ought not to be included in 
getting the true average increase. Excludmg tho war decade, 
the average increase of exports from the United States by dec- 
ades since 1830 is 68.4 per cent against 42.2 per cent in free-trade 
England. 

In other words, on the most vital point made by the free trader 
we find that under protection the United States has beaten Eng- 
land over 25 per cent in the rate of increase in exports. What 
becomes of the free trader's promises, that by his system we are 
to get larger markets and wider circulation for our products, 
when for sixty years we have increased our exports under pro- 
tection so much more rapidly than free-trade England? If we 
can increase our exports more rapidly under protection than 
England can hers under free trade, howabsurd it is to ask us to 
adopt free trade in order to enlarge our market. [t will also be 
observed from these tables that the decline in English exports 


has been steady since the decade from 1850 to 160, when all 
trade was so enormously stimulated by the gold discoveries of 
California and Australia, and that during the last decade all in- 
crease has practically ended. 

I will now give a series of tables showing how Eng!and raises 
her revenue. I will not pause tocommentupon them. Anyone 
who will take the trouble to examine them can see how much 
more the English methods of raising revenue hurden the poorer 


classes of the population than our methods do under our exist- 
ing system: 





[Whittaker’s Almanack, 1894.] 





Public net revenue of Great Britain, 1993, and the sources from which it ia de 
rived. 
ID ite ihe datas dideils bebe <biedatblediien dubéne 898, 575, 000 
a le 126, 800, 060 
Stamps (excluding fee, etc., stamps) -.....-. 69, 025, 000 
I Silat icicdid datas owe ieee dene 5, 200, 000 
Bowseduty...................... ak 7, 050, 000 
Property and income tax wa bshbavens 67, 350, 000 
SS ee eussede 52, 000, 000 
aii dha id cowttn AMawuwiwuwentieewdeee’s . 12,400, 000 
ae « 5 
Stamps in lieu of fees____.................. pheitdubdbnesehinages . 44, 162, 810 


I  teuubonen ne I 
Interest on Suez shares................ 


101, 980 
OOF, 145 


Rh Rc daliglne Misde stresses iashs dialininee iia awtstnasiiasenintom emitt 4, 313, 570 
Allowance from the Bank of Pngland .............................. 854, 850 
aes Bisons cwandichadendhadvatasmsedeenenmuihman . 86,071,010 


The total revenue of Great Britain for 1892-'93 _ 488, 018, 395 


The custom duties are collected as follows: 








Ih hits td heii h idee elnechadad senadhintdahec nee khndicnaaemaind 66, 955 
i ciehhiel eliatuieninieidibndinhescameusettindieadsiue tiemmewee cans BOB, 445 
ON SO SEE Ee: BM, 455 
carters etree oninimbiinnen ttineseuinusudieoe we 867, 136 
ati ete neiabiilisn-tnean caretininennmesacbensneabnwsupinen eudaedeun 501, 340 
| gg gmemmmeananeemmaatanatenaanneneaneennnenatennneen 271, 350 
REE SE I I 957, 815 
Spirits— 
EE RES LT LT a a a ea --- 6,671,106 
eel enact «acres caboeramait sition iss 764, 490 
hh A lie ilies sith odianicin atcberubiiminiagesioneininniiewwae 2, 629, 350 
Sheesh hed etm anididiage nue 17, O31, 125 
Tobacco, 80.cents to $1.25 per pound.._..................-........... WO, 622, 1% 
Ee encenail etna hbhiinwatbaithen > centibiien weddbabdbliinn Seaanentacéuae 6, 351, 240 
scala i i hk ec mililtichion ond . 15, 840 
a oe . 97,980,160 
A trifling change of duty was made when the chancellor intro- 


duced his budget for the year. 
Another contributory item is that of woods, forests, and land 
revenues of the Crown; the produce for the year, including a 
balance of $110,755 brought forward, was $2,577,980; of this $1,- 
er was paid into the exchequer same as in the years preced- 
ng. 
‘he miscellaneous contains the following items: 





Small branches of the hereditary revenue........................... $130,880 
Bank of England (profits of issue) -........ 854, 855 
Naval SCS ee ee ee 1,000 
Contributions from Indian revenues ___.. 90, 135 
Expenses of administration of local loan 207, 665 
civil departments _............. 4, 064, 310 

revenue owes tie ol 152, 

ae Die tihis dee cian ok secknewaeoesccoose 255, 
wings banks... ............ . Lo} 
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Greek loan............. bu + repaint tne éjtitals sant die tae 


nin. < . . : 1 6ng cepa kasnniadbeutheerebtibnvedinonda 11,540 
OE REMIT ME nc vccecconccosenene haan 75, 470 
Bankruptcy act, 1883 .__.......-. cdi tiene tlcidde » ic anpatemiabdcdaiontneaa oad 153, 090 
City of London parochial charities act, 1883... ....-................- 11, 935 
Casual receipts .._.. p ernnpdbgidiinsdusdhitenvqannainhietmaimiiinline 6, 085 
IID «>. w nuiheguide cn ieuniiniiniaas ond wetalasisiie iniilindinnts colieestanmeds 4, 162, 840 

Total miscellaneous revenue ........... 10, 308, 755 


Stamps are bought at the Somerset House, and placed on all 
bills and deeds according to value. 

House duty: On inhabited houses, occupied as farm houses, 
colee shops, warehouses, and shops of the annual value of not 
less than $100. From 4 cents to 18 cents on each 50 cents of 
value, amounting to $7,050,000. 

The excise portion of inland revenue heads the list. The 
chief items of this are intoxicants. This item amounts to 
$126,800,090, or more than one-fourth of the entire revenue of 
the country. 

The chief items contributing to the excise portion of the in- 
land revenue, net, are for 1893, as follows: 


io os altel lel dala en at ie lal ia algal aad iad 876, 420, 335 
iid Rates peas opin piaiehibemabanmidnvelaiad adienetaanienammaaain 47, 229, 465 
Pi inn desc geass be dilohbe taddebodssimetiadtuenidiraeies eames 1, 171, 400 
icin ins bas Ses arn ditch itatees thtiiecieats dies Selieninnty sii idegtindbaion neidinanee hiatal 1, 551, 625 
NN aa. 5. nc nw dike usebbacchatendeaiti te alieins aatiies sckidiines onesies teammates 126, 372, £23 


STAMPS, 189°. 

Stamps are next inorder, They produce the very respectable 
sum of $69,025,000, the largest portion of which comes from the 
deaths, probate, legacy, and succession duties. 

Death duties: 





SD MIU RODEN. .< ntinn cig nine ¢pcnces ubneadenessondensepnuans CHT 
I ac ceotesnhabiibbe ds betintbbeebbbadetie desidesanepeatnn 17, 210, 455 

ee ae a Na ee Tees 
Estate duty, personalty ........ ots Minin centedlites silence dihbaceeiaesittainbinindiidiatadinanss 5, 458, 800 
ED as CE 4 nals ss. cane dntbanee sanmmnnnss aeneeianhcebnin 814, 510 
ee sel apie ecb eimai dip A cd ai ae alia ice 54, 743, 090 


The above are some of the largest items under the head of 
stamps (excluding fee, etc., stamps). These amounts were ac- 
tually received and form a part of the net annual revenue. 

PROPERTY AND INCOME TAX. 

All modern chancellors bave found this elastic tax most useful. 

The following gives the amount obtained from the several 
classes: 


A (lands, tenements, etc.) ............----.-..------ sactehuatinbiatsned #20, 501, 230 
B (eocupation of 1aDGs, G26.) .. .-.. 20... cccccccccecccccncesesccoseee 61,50, Oem 


C (annuities, dividends, Otc.) .. ........c.ccesccceeccsessccccecseees 4,801,890 
D (trades, protesslons, GtC. ) ... 2... 22.0 cn cceccnccceccccces-cccccces cco 36, 114, 890 
ge ee.) eee SF 

OGG cnccesanenassncdinanigetnns haha natininpdtisiatincinsn, 


STAMPS IN LIEU OF FEES. 
Stamps under this heading are affixed to all bills, bills of lading, 
bills of exchange, checks, certificates of birth and marriage, etc. 
amounting to $4,162,840. 


GROSS REVENUE OF THE BRITISH EMPIRE FOR 18%. 


TONE REROORB... ccncne cc cv cnc vs vcsibinndincatbucninnemideetipescacutdes $488, 048, 395 
COST TO COLLECT. 
CMBCOUIS .. «6 ooo ner sn cece cc nces cc ccmece sccevsccscesenccee ditinieamnstn actemne 4, 252, 970 
PIOIE SOVOED 2.6 coda conccocusccenes: covatsasncenivencbbbhnenatnhine 8, 825, 000 
PRRIIEED,. ,. wntasncoucpdteoonennbuctnantotued ynencapenitniiiaantaad '. nn 
I i incnaudonentinee thie inp sceneanenennciabineinnasrtetas i an 
POS BOR FEDS... .nccdnen none secre cennccecesansqasvondckahneesdios > Se 
Total gress revenue received by the British Government 

SIGE CE BUSES wen cc ce cnnpiiisccnccctcatinncobtatesbemmaneine 550, 271, 775 


This is collected from the poor as wellas the rich. The duty 
on tea is 8 cents a pound, coffee 4 cents per pound, and there 
is no discrimination in the tax on tea or coffee as to quality. 
Ths rich and poor pay the same tax on the commodities. 
PAUPERS IN THE BRITISH EMPIRE, AND WHAT IT COSTS TO MAINTAIN THEM. 

The total number of ones in England, Wales, Ireland, and 
the Kingdom of Scotland is 979,440. (Twenty-eight persons in 
every one thousand are paupers.) Population, 35,000,000. 

One person in every twelve needs relief to keep him from 
starvation. In London two persons out of every nine die in the 
workhouse or other public institutions. In Manchester one out 
of every five. 

The cost to maintain the paupers of Great Britain for the past 
year was $46,273,915. 

The London Christian says: 
— out of every two laboring men over 6) years of age comes under the 

Ww. 


PAUPERS IN THE UNITED STATES. 


The number of paupers in the United States is 97,265 (one 
and one-isalf persons in every one thousand). Population, 62,- 
000. 


000,000. 
Mr. John Morley, sec for I in the 
ee ep 
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declared: “It is an awful fact—it is really not short of awful— 
that in this country, with all its wealth, its vast resources, and 
all its power, 45 per cent—that is to say, nearly one-half of the 
persons who reach the age of 60—are or have been paupers.” 

What, then, do we find in the experience of Great Britain or 
in the condition of her population under free trade to warrant 
our making the vast industrial change with which we are 
threatened? We not only do not get anything to show that the 
change must be obviously and surely beneficial, but, on the con- 
trary, all the evidence points strongly the other way. 

We find that their natural conditions are wheily different 
from ours, that no other civilized nation has adopted the Brit- 
ish system, and that even her own colonies have abandoned it. 
We find that England does not hesitate to apply protection 
where she thinks it profitable. She gives vast subsidies, which 
are protective bounties, to her shipping. She has just imposed 
import duties in India, but she has excepted cotton goods and 

arns, nearly half the imports, thus giving a protective discrim- 
ination in those vast possessions in favor of the Lancashire 
mills, proving in this way that her eagerness to have other 
nations adopt free trade is simply that she may have markets 
which are now closed to her. We have found also that wages 
have been declining in England under free trade during a period 
of twenty years. By the tables of exports we learn that exports 
increase faster under American protection than under British 
free trade. 

We see from other statistics that she has 28 paupers to every 
1,000 against 14 in the United States. We know that thestream 
of emigration flows from England tothe United States; we know 
in one word that wages are better here, the standard of living 
higher, and the opportunities of life larger than in England. 
All this we are ashe to abandon in order to try the free-trade 
system, which the British Colonies have thrown aside, and about 
the merit of which England herself is hesitating to-day. If we 
make such a change Hamlet's reproach might well be made to us: 
**Could you on this fair mountain leave to feed, and batten on 
this moor?” 

Such in outline bave been the history and results of free trade 
in the only country which has adoptedit. Let us see now what 
it promises and what rewards it offers when it asks for adoption 
in the United States. No one will deny that under protection, 
and especially during the last thirty years, this country has en- 
joyed a great prosperity, and that its progress and material de- 
velopment have been little shortof marvelous. When we are 
asked to lay aside a system under which we have be<ii so suc- 
cessful the inducement ought to be very great and the reward 
very sure. © In coming to a decision so momentous and a change 
so far reaching, we ought to understand well what we are to gain 
by it. Free trade, as its name implies, makes trade of the first 
importance as a condition of natural wealth and prosperity. It 
starts, therefore, with a misconception. 

Dr. Johnson, who was not an economist, but who had a great 
deal of robust :0mmon sense, said once to Boswell: 

Depend upon it this rage of trade will destroy itself. You and I shall not 
see it, but the time will come when there wiil be an end of it. Trade is like 
— . Ifa whole company are gamesters ths play must cease, for there 
nothing to be won. hen all nations ara traders, there 1s nothing to be 


ed by trade, and it will stop first where it is brought to the greatest per- 
ection. Then the proprietors of land only will be great men. 


No one would think of quoting Dr. Johnson as an authority on 

litical economy, and his vigorous statements generally ran, as 
fn this instance, to extremes. Yet none the less hisstrong sense 
of the relation of things has here gras the fundamental truth 
that production is far more essential thantrade. I do notin the 
least underrate the importance of trade, but as a source of wealth 
and national wellbeing it is secondary to production, and if we 
give it the first place in our consideration we begin with a 
serious error and one capable of leading us far astray. 

The true and lasting source ot wealth is production, and trade, 
even though it enhances the value of the product, is at the same 
time a tax u production, on account of the cost of transporta- 
tion. A nation withouttrade may be permanentiy rich and pros- 
perous, but a nation without production and dependent solely on 
trade holds riches and prosperity by a frail tenure. This propo- 
sition is susceptible of historic proof. The Venetians were at one 
time the richest le in Europe. They “‘held the gorgeous 
e trade between the east and west 
through the city of the lagoons. Their wealth came from the 
cost of transportation which was paid to them and from the tolls 
and taxes which they ap ee upon the vast quantities of mer- 
chandise which passed ugh their hands. They were suffi- 
ciently powerful to combat for years the power of the Turkish 
Em and they fought with Europe banded against them in 
the of Cambray. They were not producers. They had 
no agriculture, and, except for the manufacture of glass, lace, 
and certain stuffs, they had no industries. The route to the 
East by the Cape of Good Hope was discovered and the eastern 








1894. 





trade passed into new channels. With the departure of her 
trade, Venice sank to rise no more. She had no industries, no 
production to fall back upon. She became a second-rate Italian 
city, with nothing left of the days of her glory but the manu- 
facture of lace and glass, the pictures which her artists had 
painted, and the palaces and churches which her merchant 
princes had built. 

The Eastern trade passed to Portugal, and passed away leaving 
the country with only her native products for support. 
built up her trade, threw off the yoke of Spain, and for a cen- 
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Holland | 


tury wasone of the first powers of Europe and the rival of Eng- | 


land inthe narrow seas. Yet Holland, despite her splendid peo- 
ple, was not large enough in territory nor strong enough in 
numbers to hold out against larger countries and more numerous 
races. She ceased todominate in trade, and when trade failed 


shesank to what she is to-day, one of the lesser powers of Europe. | 


She was saved from the fate of Venice not by the trade that 
remained, but by the fact that although trade had been her prin- 
cipal source of wealth, she was also a producer and a colonizer of 
productive countries, and it is her industries and her agricul- 
ture—in one word, her production—which has maintained her 
even as she is at the present time. 

These examples show that trade alone can not assure to a peo- 
ple lasting prosperity, and if we look at it carefully we can see 
that there is no reason why itshould be otherwise. Take trade 
in its last expression and it is but the exchange of existing 
values or their representatives. Trade is very brisk at Monte 
Carlo, and large sums of money are made and lost there b 
exchange of what represents real values. Yet the peaueeelt 
Monte Carlo is not desirable. Trade is most active in the Paris 
Bourse, the London Stock Exchange, and on Wall street. In 
all those places that which represents real values passes rap- 
idly from hand to hand, and vast fortunes are lost and won. In 
no place is barter, so beloved of the free trader, carried to such 


an ideal height, yet the stock exchanges of the world add noth- | 


ing to the real wealth of the community. They are conven- 
iences, but they create nothing. They deal in the symbols of 
wealth, but the wealth itself is made elsewhere—on the farm 
and in the factory, in the mine, and the workshop. 

Trade is really valuable only as a means of giving wider circu- 
lation to products. In this capacity it is of very great impor- 
tance, but in no other, and the cost of transportation isa tax 
which production pays for this wider circulation. It is of the 
utmost importance that a nation should pay this tax toiteelf and 
not to others. We suffer from the fact that we pay the cost of 
transportation of our imports and exports largely to other na- 


tions, and we shall continue to do so until we give to our foreign | 


commerce the same protection which other nations give to theirs, 
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does not enter inio it, for we do not take breadstuffs from any- 
one. We are simply being pushed out of foreign markets for 
breadstuffs by tis competition of a labor so cheap that we can 
not meetit. In this connection I desire to give some statistics 
| from a business journal of the highest statistic»! authority, the 
Boston Commercial Bulletin: 
OUR FUTURE EXPORTS 
There is ons feature in American industry that haa failed to ¢ tthe 
ii denereca 
Weare exporting lesa of the old familiar American at ‘ The tal exports 
for 1893 show that in many of them there is a mark . i, not only from 
last year's exportation but from the average exportation of the years 
preceding. as follows 
Exports of calendar year 1592. 
Decrease in 
i 
Articles, ete = 
Fr aver 
ag f last Fr sv 
fiv ars 
aii ' 

' Cattle HM, 163, 226 12, 411, 472 
Sahl AE 3,711, 212 {, 441, 312 
‘ opper ore 2 2B. Al oe) A) 
Cotton a ee 43, 723, SS : 7, 5 
Fish socceescs 1, 706, 642 1, 0M, 787 
Prait........ 1, 606, 016 b 270. 418 
Mineral oils 

Crude 4 Mibdetiheabisbhhbwebetihschbesedeoeel 1, 670, 572 720, 568 
Manufactured _..... , i 4, 972, 4 125, 26 
Dairy products _.. iideatmate Riicsilaniene 2, 147, 107 1, 605, 561 


the | 
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and which we have extended to our domestic industries and to 


our coastwise trade. 

We have protected the shipbuilder but not the shipowner, and 
an incomplete system can not do otherwise than fail. We have 
refused protection to our commerce the precise point where Eng- 
land has bestowed it with lavish hand. Now we are asked to 
give up the system under which our industries and coastwise 
trade have flourished, and replace it by that under which our 
foreign carrying trade has been ruined. 

The wider circulation of products then is, as I have said, the 


only thing in trade which enhances their value, and free trade | 


promises us this by saying that if we adopt-it we shall obtain 
the markets of the world. This is highly desirable, but we 
ought to know first just what we are going to get. and, second, 
what price we are going to pay, for itis quite possible to pay too 
high a price for anything, even the markets of the world, and 
we can get nothing under present earthly conditions without 
paying forit. When a free trader isasked what our immediate 
advant ge is to be from the adoption of his policy, he glibly re- 
plies, ‘‘ The markets of the world,” and feels, after the manner 
of his school, that the whole matter is settled by a well-sound- 
ing phrase. Unfortunately we can not stop there. We must 
farther and have something more eee than a glitter- 
generality, the favorite hidi lace of delusions. The 
**markets of the world” sounds delightfully, but what mar- 
kets? At this point the free trader gives out, and yet it is the 
very essence of the whole question. 

Let us run over briefly these markets of the world and see 
just what they are. To Eu we now sell cotton and wheat 
and a few great staples. ‘takes what she must and no 
more, and the same is true of the continent. No change of tar- 
ane would enlarge our E market for breadstuffs or 
food products. Our great and familiar exports, or staples, are 
in reality seriously owing to the competition of India, 
Egypt, and the Slavonic countries in the markets of Europe, 
w in the past we have tically controlled. This situa- 
tion can not be affected by trade or protection, because the 


i 
i 
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Our friends the enemy have assumed that the United States will always 
continue to be the ee and shipper of certain crude products, but with 
the exception of wheat, where we are still holding our own as yet, such is 
not the care 

Within the last twenty years other hitherto undeveloped countries har 
been making thetr presence felt in the most unpleasant fashion 

A typical instance is found in our exports of corn and wheat to Germany 
In 1892 Germany bought from us 14,576,216 bushels of corn, in 1493 sh ught 
but 7,652,002 bushels. In 1892 she purchased from ws 5,73).422 bushels of 
wheat, in 1498 only 2.341.302. 

Now. in 1693 Germany tucreased her purchases over those of 1492 of corn 
enormously from Bulgaria, Roumania, and Servia, and though she pur 
chased a smaller total of wheat she increased her purchases from Roumania 
and the Argentine Republic 

The Argentine Republic is competing with us in wheat and meat. In the 
first six months of 1993, her exports of wheat to England alone were valued 
at 96,500,000. 

There are 5,000,000 cattle in the Argentine Republic, and twenty-six estab 
lishments that find to —, an abundant business in shipping live cattle, ex 
clusive of those occupied in shipping jerked and frozen Beef 

British India is competing with us in cotton and cereals 
the imports of wheat from india into England increased in value by 
(00,000, though this year there has been a falling off 

Egypt is competing with us as araiser of cotton, not only in European mar 
kets but inourown. The Egyptian cotton ts fesh coloredandsiiky We 
imported cotton to the value of 83,715,421 in 1893, against #190,487 five years 

‘0. 

Russia is a strong competitor not only in breadstufs, but in petroleum 

As our exports of corn to Europe have declined the exports of cheap wheat 


e 


@ te 


In five years 
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from Russia have increased. In 1847 the exports of mineral oils from Kas 
sia were but 6,120,000 cwt.. in 1891 they had increased to 17.198.3) cwt 
Canada is our bitterest foe on dairy products and her exports of cheese to 


England, particularly, have increased as ours have diminished 


This is the condition that confronts us. Weare competing in the raleing 
of breadstuffs and cotton not only with the poor Sclavonic peasants. vu 
with Hindooryots and the Egyptian fellaheen. Weare inailour crade prod 
Ucts competing with a human element of proluction that will live and be 


happy with far less than will content our people 

From this it is apparent that we can not even hold our foreign 
market for breadstuffs, much less enlarge it: and it is also true 
that, with the exception of pork and other meat products. there 
is practically no market in Europe or in England, so far as we 
are concerned, for anything else. They are all industrial or 


manufacturing countries with large surplus production. and all 
except Great Britain have protective tariffs. Australia is pro- 
tected, and so is Canada. There remain, then, the countries of 


the East and of South America, valuable markets, [ have no 
doubt, but of limited purchasing power, and, as Mr. Reep said 
in the House, * with three generationsof Englishmen, French- 


men, and Germans camped in possession of every avenue of 
trade.” The markets of the world, therefore to 
this, that under free trade we are to have au opport 

cording to the free-trader. a better opportunity t! pres nt 
of s ruggling with England, France, and Germany for entrance 
into the Eastern and South American markets: that is, of 
eting for certain limited foreign markets ag:inst nations whose 
abor costs and standardsof living are lowerthanourown. This 
does not seem a very magnificent opportunity. even as I have 
stated it, and yet I have made no referenc: to the price whic 
free trade proposes to make us pay for this privilege, altho 
the price must be considered before the case is complete 


come cown 


ian a 


corm- 


Under Republican rule we entered upon a policy intended to 
ve usa share of the South American market. We proposed 
reciprocity to get the South American countries West 
India Islands to admit us to their markets on better ters than 


markeisfrom which weare beingdrivenare notourown. Barter other nations by offering them in return the free admission to 
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our mar«ets of certain of their products which we were bound 
to import in any event from some country, because we did not 
preduce them ourselves. In other words, we paid them for ad- 
mission to their markets with a preference over our competitors 
by favorable admission to our own. The policy was sound in 
theory and has begun to produce good results. The article in 
the Commercial Bulletin, from which I have just quoted, shows 
also that the decrease in our exports of breadstuffs is being re- 
placed by an increase in the exports of manufactured articles of 
a higher value than the great staples, and that this is largely 
due to reciprocity. 

The Bulletin says: 

It is cheering to know that against this decline in one direction there has 
een an increase in another. Thereare certain products of the United States 
that have been steadily increasing their hold on foreign markets. The ex- 
ports of 1898 exhibit them as follows: 





Increases— 








Over aver- 
Articles, etc. 

age of 

receding Over 1892. 

ve years. 
Agricultural implements................-..-..-... $1, 682, 912 $080, 
Books slit doch ean 0: cst selienentntasicipiiiblaliaaaaaiaeitliiasiiiiied 538, 614, 573 
ET SRC Ee A Oe eS 117, 564 1, 033, 681 
a I ie ea beeline 4, 659, 432 8, 528, 616 
ae niceinsinaiasbinbeeeiaainiil 10, 389, 949 10, 992, 402 
a aencitiaeiliaeiiaial 1, 181,626 252, 287 
a 1, 787, 648 1, 719,568 
Scientific apparatus, etc... .... 22... cece escenneee 321, 891 463, 147 
I es ae 4, 873, 389 2, 268, 288 
Leather manufactures ......................-.-..-/ 1, 721, 128 2, 109,833 
Paper manufactures ._.......... diadpraieioaiecheeasna tiie ais 416, 615 229, 382 
Parafiin ihiihis bo nainetennbthiedwatls Reumediacealsinoe’ 1,462, 431 893, 005 
Te ae 3, 464, 513 2, 808, 044 
EEE RE TS 2, 690, 107 2, 182, 646 
Tobacco saa ieeane sc ae 3,039, 091 2, 075, 495 


The increased use of electricity of course accounts for our increased ex- 
ports of copper ingots, and Canada West is the purchaser that has been ab- 
sorbing so large an increase of Yankee coal. 

Generally speaking, it will be seen that thirty years of protection have 
transformed us from a country ex little but the natural products of 
the soil into a country of vast and varied industries. The home market is, 
of course, much the more valuabis, for, as the Boston Journal so admirably 
summarized the situation the other day, the United States consumes —— 
cent of all the sugar, 25 per cent of all the cotton, 30 per cent of all the 
and copper, 83 per cent of all the steel and iron and wool and rubber, 40 per 
cent of all the coal, and 50 per cent of all the'tin 








The future of the foreign trade of the United Grates lies not in shipping 


cotton to England, but flour to Cuba and cloth to Brazil. 

it is an interesting fact that though the number of yards of cotton cloth 
exported from the United States dropped to 159,417,827 in 1893 from 171,754,- 
O46 i) 1892, the value of our exports increased from 10,209,220in 1892 to 10,347,- 
$21 in 1893. China's purchases of plain brown cottons fell off one-half, but 
the W cst Indies, Brazil, and Central America increased their purchases of 
colored and hich-cost cottons to such an extent that the value of the total 
exported increased. ‘The quantity of Brazil's purchases increased one- 
third, the value increased one-half. 

‘The increas in our exports of manrifactures of iron and steel is notably 
large; two-thirds of this represents engines and machinery. Cuba is our 
largest customer for machinery; Mexico and Brazil are liberal purchasers, 
as indeed is Great Britain, but whereas, except in hardware, England shows 
a decreasing disposition to buy, our Latm American neighbors have been 
increasing their purchases. 

Is it not profit to keep customers and ent the group of customers 
who buy our most expensive ducts and puta duty on those of European 
manufacture’ The present use of Representatives does not think so. It 
has voted to abandon these new foreign markets for our manufa azred prod- 
wets and to let down the bars of our own markets to the foreign producer. 

The future historian of the United States will wonder at the folly of a 
nation thus ready to surrendernot only its possessions but its prospects. 


THEY CASH VALUE OF RECIPROCITY. 


in the last two editions of the Bulietin we have shown statistically how 
the European markets for our staples are slipping away from us. The very 
valuable annual report of the Chief of the Burean of Statistics makes it pos- 
sible to show also how American exports have blossomed in the new Latin 
American countries under the influence of reciprocity treaties. 

The year 1892 is given for co son because that year is the latest avail- 
able for the French and English statistics. The German statistics are not 
wt hand for a later year than 1891: 
























United States exports. 
To— rs90. ‘Tee? 1893. 
Guatemala -.....................-.---..| ‘81,326,888 | 81,809,577 | ‘81,713,142 
Salvador cc) eantem | atgesien | — 1,1180054 
British West Indies .................... 8, 074, 433 7,995, 185 7, 912, 341 
ae | ales] alee hoes 
Buerto Rico --00 000k oo sae 2) 808, 2, S08, 783 
British Guiana 227777-77—| “Sontsee | “eensa] “1'ss'or 


The two countries of prime importance are Cubaand Brazil. 
heavy increase is Que to an enormous relative increase in our exports of 
weet. boots and shoes, wheat flour, hog ‘umber. 

In Brazil the articles that have jumped 
@hinary and hardware, bacon and pork, Doaris and 
cently there has been a growth in the value of cotton cloths, 
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The reciprocity destroyer carefully covers up these figures and exults 
over the fact brought out by the above tables, that our exports to certain 
smaller countries with whom we have reciprocity treaties have apparently 
declined. Among these are Honduras, British Guiana, Nicaragua, and the 
British West Indies. 

In the case ofthe British West Indies the imports of Bermuda from the 
United States are includedin the Department's figures for 1890 and excluded 
in 1882. As the annual imports of Bermuda are 1,500,000, the bulk being 
food supplies from the United States and Canada, the apparent small de- 
crease in the years selected is more than accounted for. 

As to the genuine decreases, let us see how other countries have fared in 
Latin America. Great Britain's exports to Central America were £987,168 
in 1890, and but 2829,152in 1891. France’s exports to Central America were 
1,836,329 francs in 1890 and 1,127,911 francs in 1892. 

Both these countries show a net loss for all Central America. Taking all 
Central America together, the United States shows a very handsome rela- 
tive net gain. 

Great Britain exported tothe British West Indies goods to the value of 
£2,624,472 in 1890, and but £2,184,349 in 1892. We are really gaining upon Eng- 
land in her own colonies. 

Haiti and San Domingo areunfortunately classed together, one being out 
of and the other in our reciprocity arrangement. England's exports to the 
two fell sage two years in question from £528,357 to £247,971, France’s 
from 13,474,176francs to 9,201,461 francs. Oursubstantial gain in San Domingo 
almost offsets the loss in Haiti. Ourexports tothe two have fallen but from 
$6,028,115 to $5,947,618, a trifling decline when compared with England's. 
(When three pee are considered American exports show a gain.) 

England sold to the Spanish West Indies goods to the value of £1,;876,756 in 
1890, and but £1,478,1711n 1892. France's exports fell from 11,671,054 to 4,792,878 
francs in thesame year. As noted above, our exports in the two years in- 
creased 40 per cent, and in three years nearly 100 per cent. 

Engiand did increase her exports to Brazil from £7,458,628 to £7,910,826 
—, in jute goods and ‘telegraph wire). Wrance, however, fell from 81,- 
010,705 francs in 1890 to 69,520,091 francs in .892. The United States gained 
more ——~ than England. 

More than this, President Harrison prociaimed a specially hostile tariff 
against Colombia, Venezuela,and Haiti. It has been represented that the 
injury thus ampenee to be dene our exports has more than counterbalanced 
the gain sec in the other countries. 

Now, ourexports to Colombia have risen from $2,522,851 in 1890 to $3,047,620 
in 1893; our exports to Venezuela rose from ‘$3,984,280'in 1890 to $4,142,051 in 
1893. Our exports to Haiti, as noted above, did decline a little in 1892, but 
from 1890 to 1893 they rose from $5,101,464 to $5,170,634. 

As'compared with 1890 we have in 1893 increased our exports to six out of 
the ten Latin Americancountries under reciprocity treaties and lost in four. 
The political uneertainty in Brazi) in 1898 and the removal of Bermuda 
from the general classification of the West Indies make the apparent less 
than the actual gain. 

However, as it stands, we have gained net in our exports to these coun- 
tries $12,527,520 since 1890. We thave lost but $577,897, and the countries that 
are buying less of us have become even more niggardly customers of Euro- 
pean countries. 

These now Latin American markets have in part at least offset the dwin- 
diing Bu n demand for our old-time staples. The great Sclavonic coun- 
tries with India and Egypt may break down the European demand for our 
petroleum, our wheat, and our cotton. Here, however, are markets they 
can not control. 

Will President Cleveland civilly hand them also to Great Britain? 


The free trader on seeing such figures as these is always 
prompt to exclaim that a manufacturer who can export ought 
not to have any protection. They forget that such manufac- 
‘turers have reached this exporting point because the home mar- 
ket was secure. If you throw down the barriers which protect 
them at home you force them to struggle for the home market 
as for the foreign market, weakening their hold on the former 
and thereby losing the latter. More important still than the 
general proposition is ‘the fact, which by itself is conclusive, 
that this increase of the export of manufactures is chiefly to 
countries with which’we have lately formed reciprocity treaties, 
impossible without a protective tariff, for without protection 
you will have nothing to give for the advantages you ask and 
receive. 

As reciprocity of ‘this sort can not exist without protection, 
the Democratic party proposes to destroy it, as they do not 
seem to care for any extension of trade where the foreign coun- 
try is obliged to make concessions to us. Under their scheme 
nothihg is to be exacted from the foreigners, but we are to give 
everything. The — which we are to pay is not a limited ad- 
mission to our market, but our market itself. ‘They promise us 
an opportunity to compete, not for the markets ef the world, 
but for a limited number of foreign markets, with nations hav- 
ing lower labor costs than-ours. In return they ask us to aban- 
don rocity, Which is increasing ourexports of manufactured 
products, and to throw our ewn market open to those same na- 
tions as well as to all others. The iscertainand enormous, 
while the vague promise, even if ‘fulfilled, is as not! ing to 
it; and when we add to all this the fact just shown, tiat our 
exports have increased faster than those of England, it seems 
incredible that anyone can be found to even attempt to argue 
that we shall enlarge our market by free trade. e not onl 
sacrifice our home market, ‘but sacrifice it for a system whic 
increases exports less than protection. 

And what a vast sacrifice the home market would be. Our 
‘own market is the ‘best in the world, because we are the richest 


with the largest —— wer. If the statistics of 
are-correct, our “aon oe, tg wal in consumption 
700,000,000, or half the population of the world outside our bound- 


aries. This great home market is now our own, The free 
‘trader proposes to abandon it and throw it open to other na- 
‘tions from whom heasksnothing in return, and merely promises 
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that we shall have a cnance to compete on equal terms for the 
markets which we are already getting under reciprocity in the 
West Indiesandin South America. Asa business proposition no 
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larger wages here. Dol understand my friend, that the remedy which he 
would propose topreventthat immigration would be by decreasing the w ages 
ofthe American workingman by bringing him intocompetition t With the 


half million who come to our borders annually from abroad i. With the 


madder scheme was ever proposed and no more insane policy was | !abor of the two hundred millions on the other side, who wou! l their 


ever urged upon an intelligent people. 
to give up the American market, the most valuable material 

session on the face of the earth, and we are not even offereda 
Sofinite price. We are promised nothing but the vague result 
of a doubtful theory, and if English experience may be trusted 
a consequent diminution of exports. 

This is literally all that free trade offers to the people of the 
United States in the direction of a wider circulation for our 
products. They have, however, on the domestic side another 
promise. They tell us that if we throw our market open to the 
world we shall be able to buy cheaper, or in other words that 
our purchasing power will be increased. This assumes that 
rates of wages will remain unchanged, for you can not enlargea 

urchasing power by cheapening the thing purchased if you 

iminish the original purchasing power from other causes in an 
equal or greater ratio. 

To put it a little more plain|y, if a man earns $2 a day, and by 
chepening what he buys youenable him toget for adoilar what 
now costs him a dollar and a half, you have increased his pur- 
chasing power; butif while you cheapen the article purchased 

ou lower his: wages.from $2 to $1 a day, the net result is a dim- 

ie of his purchasing power and consequent privation. It 
is too often forgotten that two things go to make up purchas- 
ing power. One is the amount earned; the other is the cost of 
the thing purchased. The first is the more important and is 
generally neglected by the free traders. Yet purchasing power 
really rests.on the power to earn—that is, upon production. If 
we do not produce we do nat earn, and if we do not earn it is of 
very little consequence whether the things we desire to pur- 
chase are cheap or dear. 

The proposition of the free trader’that by the removal of du- 
ties we shall be enabled to buy cheaper, involves of necessity 
increased importations and a corresponding decrease either in 
the amount or the prices. of the home product. If we increase 
importations, just so far do we replace American products with 
those of foreigners and just-so far we proportionately narrow the 
opportunitiesfor Americanlabor. Here of course the free trader 
is ready with an answer. ‘‘ You forget,” he says, ‘‘the great 

rinciple of barter. If we buyforeign goods, where we formerly 

Cooame American goods, we pay for them with other products, 
and so, of course, the sum of production remains the same.” 
Having thus completed his phrase, he siops just as he does 
with ‘‘the markets of the world.” But we can not stop there. 
We must look farther. What are the American products with 
which weshall pay for these increased importations from Eu- 
rope? Obviously not the great staples, for we now sell all that 
Europe can take. Obviously, again, not manufactured goods, 
for Europe has a large surplus production of thosealreaty. 
Nothing practically remains, then, but money; that is, our coin 
reserves and the product of our mines, to pay for these increased 
importations. In other words, we should enter upon a process 
of stripping ourselves of our gold and silver in order to pay for 
these increased importations which have replaced American 

‘oods. 

Be But let us go-still further into this matter. By replacing 
American products with foreign products we throw the labor 
normally employed in making those American products out of 
employment. That labor must gosomewhere. The free trader 
says that it will find its way into those employments where we 
have a natural superiority and where it is most profitable. As 
usual, he stops short on a half truth, for this is not all. This 
labor, by going into fields already occupied, increases the sup- 
ply of labor in those fields and reduces wages. The more you 
concentrate labor in a few fields of a and the more you 
narrow its opportunities and diminish the diversification of in- 
dustry the smaller will be the demand for labor and the greater 
will be the reduction of wages. 

But there is still another side to this. Instead of narrowing 
the opportunities of labor we can prevent increased importations 
by making them unprofitable. But unfortunately the only way 
we can make them unprofitable is by making our own costs lower 
than those of the foreignersand there is no way to lower costs, 
omg the lowering wages. Thus we come back at every turn of 
the free-trade policy to a reduction of wages, and every free 
trader who knows anytifing of his subject and is not talking for 
“political effect, will admit this to be true. 

Sometimes he forgets himself, and ina moment of frankness 
not-oaly admits that free trade will reduce wages but defends 
‘the reduction. Such was the case with the Hon. JoHN C. BLAOK, 

of Tilinois,-on the 9th of January last, during the tariff debate in 
‘the House. I quote from the RECORD: 


“Mr. CANNONoOf Illimois. Mycol ‘to.ahalf millionof imm 


leaguerefers 
coming to this country each year, the "most of whom are attracted the 





We are gravely asked 


products here free, in competition with our labor? 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Well, the question is ponderous, but fair, and I 
will try to reply to it. If Iwas being chased by bees, | would throw the 
honey down. If I was being set upon by wolves, I would get the fresh meat 
out of their sight. 

Mr. Reep. «ven if the children also did not get it? 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. If I was certain that the American workingman of 
to-day was being overwhelmed by a vast mass of men seeking these shores 
because they believed that wages were higher—a belief which ts false tn the 
long run—and if I believed that that delusion depended upon a system of 


misleading laws, I should seek to repeal those laws, to let wages have thelr 
natural place allaround the world, and let — move alleround the world 
in their own way. I would not toll them oven here by a system of laws, the 


effect of which is to drive American workingmen from thoir place 
delude into starvation those who are thus attracted here 
Mr. REED. Then the gentleman favors an equality of wages bet we 


. and to 


*n this 
country and others from which we have immigration 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Thatis nota fair way to put the question 

Mr. Rep. You can make it fair in answering 

Mr. BLack of Illinois. I make answer by the removal of the artificial 


means by which we create a fictitious value of the article of wages. and let 
wages have its natural level, as it does elsewhere. 

Here is a complete confession which no subsequent explaua- 
tion could disguise, and the simile used to defend it is quite per- 
fect. We have honey and are to throw it down because the 
bees pursue us. We have meat and are to get rid of wolves by 
throwing it — Why not keep the honey and drive off the 
bees? Why not keep the meat and shoot the wolves? Yet this 
typical free trader asks us to give up a good thing because other 
people want it and advises our lowering wages because other 
peoplecome here in search of them. No more complete picture 
of what free trade means and to what it leads could possibly be 
devised. 

Sometimes the free trader will say more ad roitly but less truth- 
fully that the reduction of wages will bemet by the cheapening 
of articles to be purchased. but statistics show that this is false. 
In the comparisons made by Col. Wright between the Massa- 
chusetts industries and those of England, it was proved that 
after every allowance made for greater cheapness of commodi- 
ties and of the necessaries of life, the Massachusetts workingman 
had a net advantage of between 45 and 50 per centover his Brit- 
ish competitor. Therefore, under free trade we must have an 
actual net reduction in our wages, whether we force our labor into 
other channels of employment or whether we compete with for- 
eignindustries. Thismeansalowering of the standard of living, 
which will be little shortof arevolution. We pay foreverything 
in this world, and this reduction of wages and diminution of earn- 
ing power is the heavy price we must pay for the greater che p- 
ness promised by the free trader. 

There is in this connection another most important point to 
be considered. Whether under free trade goods would be 
cheaper and the purchasing power of a dollar increased, it is cer- 
tain that the price of labor would be greatly reduced. Now, the 
labor cost is the chief and indeed nearly the whole cost in every- 
thing we have. All our railroads and factories have beon built, 
our farms cleared, our mines developed at a certain labor cost. 
Reduce suddenly the value of labor by free trade and the whole 
of our vast industrial and transportation plant will be reduced 
in value. It must come down to the level of the new and lower 
labor costs at which future competitors could be constructed. 
This would mean a revolution in the value of all the machinery 
of industry and transportation and would involve a vast liquida- 
tion and gigantic losses, coming as this change would come with 
such asudden shock. The loss to business and capital of such a 
rapid change would be incalculable, and the further loss tolabor 
which this destruction to capital would cause would be more in- 
calculable still. 

The wealthof a country is in production and the strength of 
a country is in its producers. Itis worse than idle to taik about 
consumers as if they were a vast proportion and distinct part of 
the population, who ought alone to be considered. The mere 
consumers constitute not only an insignificant but wholly unim- 
portant fraction of the eommunity. Everybody is a consumer 
and at the same time a producer, or Gugeotiens upon production 
for hissupport. The first object of our policy, therefore, should 
be to dowhat is bestfor the producer, because production means 
both wealth and wages, and consumption depends upon the ca- 
pacity for production. If,in a search for other markets, we give 
up our-own, we lese more than we gain, and instead of ae 
we narrow the circulation of our products and thereby diminish 
their value and limit production. 

Our first object should be to hold our own market, because it 
is the largest and best; and that being done and our own market 
securely guarded, our next object should be to increase our out- 
side markets by any possible device. By means of invention 
and,protection we have been enabled thus far to maintain high 
wates.of wages in the United States, while lowering the price of 
*themecessaries and comforts of life and raising the standard of 
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living. If we abandon protection we shall probably in many 
directions increase prices by withdrawing American competi- 
tion from the competition of the world and thereby raising the 
world’s prices. In any event we shall lower wages. Protection 
does not make high wages, but it helps to prevent their reduc- 
tion. We have high wages in the United States, and our labor 
costs are consequently high. So far as natural resources go, we 
are more richly endowed by nature than any country in the 
world. It is only when we take from the earth its manifold gifts 
and touch them with the handsof labor that they become higher 
priced than elsewhere. 

The entire difference between our prices and those of Europe, 
when such difference exists, really lies in the labor costs. From 
the man who digs the clay, quarries the stone, or mines the 
iron from which the factory is built, to the operative who guides 
the most complicated machinery in the completed buildings, 
the labor cost is greater than in Europe, and the labor cost 
practically constitutes the whole cost, so far as any question of 
compstition is concerned. With a duty cqual to the difference 
in labor costs, our rates of wages can be maintained against out- 
side competition. With the rémoval of such duties we must 
bring our labor costs down to theirs or we must cease to manu- 
facture and compete. To maintain these rates of wages is the 
whole purpose of protection after we have got beyond the stage 
of establishing our industrial independence. 

To maintain high rates of wages and to give, if possible, the 
fullest scopes for their increase, I believe to be essential, because 
I believe good wages absolutely vital to the stability of our insti- 
tutions and of our society. rotection and free trade present 
a social far more than an economic question, for on high wages 
and high standards of living depends the ‘stability of society, 
and especiaily in a republic where every man has a vote, and 
where no privileged classes exist. Protection in its widest as- 
pect is something far more than a mere question of schedules 
or of national bookkeeping. It is an effort to defend by legisla- 
tion our standards of living, just as the exclusion of the Chinese 
and of contract labor was. Protection is one feature of a great 
policy of self-preservation, which I believe to be essential to the 
future of this Republic. To abandon it is to enter on changes 
which will go to the very bottom of our social and political fabric. 

Look at this country since the threat of free trade has hung 
closely over it. Look at the miseries and losses and wage re- 
ductions of the past year. If this is the result o; the menace, 
what will the reality be? The reductions of wages thus far made 
are trifling to what will come if this bil! becomes law and men 
seek to adjust themselves to the new conditions. Such a low- 
ering of wages is not to be contemplated without the deepest 
alarm. The country is agitated and frightened as at no pre- 
vious time. ‘There is darkness before and danger’s voice be- 
hind.” While we debate rates of duties, the threat of this bill 
is really breaking down an important t of a broad general 
policy of-society and government on which we must rely unless 
we are prepared to meet the shock of changes, which it would 
be difficult to protray. I have no fear of the ultimate result. I 
believe that the mighty forces which have brought the great 
races of man to their present position will not cease to operate. 
I feel sure that in the end we shall not cast aside the policies 
which are to protect us from the lowering and deadly competi- 
tion of races with lower standards of living than our own. 

But however confident I may feel of the ultimate result, I do 
not wish to see my country go through the wretchedness which 
even at2mporary abandonment of these policies will cause. It is 
too great a risk to take, too high a price to pay. Any great in- 
dustrial change, no matter how fair its promises, is a grave 
peril and sure to entail grievous losses. Let me quote on this 
point one of the first of American political economists, Gen. 
Francis A. Walker, who is not a protectionist. In a recent 
pamphlet on the subject of bimetallism, Gen. Walker says: 


These are the economists who say that what one loses another will gain. 
They are the same economists who used to assert that it would not matter 
if wages were at any time unduly depressed combinations of employers, 
inasmuch as the excess of profits resulting would infallibly become capital, 
and as such constitute an additional demand for labor; and so the wrong 
would tend to right itself. 
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industry, readjustment will peemeey and surely take place, is exactly on a 
ae with the physiology which should assume that a tall, lank man could, 
y the pressure of a certain number of “ atmospheres,” be made over at 
will intoa short, stout man of the same weight, without loss of life or energy. 
The Democratic party has undertaken to make a revolutionary 
change in our industrial system, and the effects pointed out by 
Gen. WALKER have followed hard upon the threat. Yet the 
Democrats have lost heart as they have proceeded. One con- 
cession has followed another until it would be a mockery to call 
this bill the expression of any economic doctrine, still more so 
to represent it as carrying out the principles declared by the 
Democratic party at Chicago. A broad and equal policy of free 
trade might be defended on theoretical grounds. It would at 
least have meaning and could be understood. Buta bill which 
wrecks a protective policy only to put in its place a set of sched- 
ules which slaughters some industries and gives premiums to 
others is wholly indefensible. To replace a protective system | 
with free trade is at least intelligible, but to destroy by threats 
of industrial revolution such a prosperity as we enjoyed under 
the protective system in 1892 is as wanton as it is ignorant and 
cruel. If we are to have protection let us have it for every in- 
terest, equal and fair to all. If we are to have free trade let us 
have the real thing and have it for everybody, for that at least 
will be fair. But an ignorant mixture of these two systems is in 
practice as impossible as itis unjust. 
I reserve what I have to say on the details of this measure for 
some future occasion. I do not propose to spend eny time 
now in discussing the bill before us. As I have said, it em- 
bodies no policy andhasno system. Itis not protection; it isnot 
freetrade. Itisa mere collection of preferences and revenges. It 
is filled with injustice and inequality. Itshuts the door upon any 
hope of union with Canada, for it gives to Canada every advan- 
tage of union without exacting any return, and frees her from all 
inducements to become, asshe ought to become, part of the United 
States. It is a reactionary movement to an outworn system 
resting on a general doctrine which finds no defense in practice 
anywhere. It has no element of stability, and its enactment 
promises nothing butcontinued change and agitation. Thestock 
jobbing and speculation of Wallstreet have been with it fromits 
cradle, and soon, I trust, may weep beside its grave. The great 
trusts are guarded by its provisions, but there is no line to show 
that the farmer, the workingman, or the manufacturer have been 
heard or regarded in its schedules. 
I turn from this printed deformity to the broad principle which 
the party to whom we owe this bill pretended to advocate and 
which I have already discussed. That is the principle of let 
alone in the Government, the refusal to use the power of the 
state to benefit the community. Protection rests on the broad 
doctrine that the power of the community can be wisely used 
in certain cases for the benefit of the whole body politic. There 
is no magic init. We leave to the free trader the privilege of 
claiming that he has a panacea for all human ills in a patent 
tariff err 
We uphold a system of tariff protection because we believe 
it is one important method of defending the standards of living 
in the United States from a fatal and degrading competition. 
We believe in maintaining, defending, and uplifting the stand- 
ards of living of the American people, because upon those stand- 
ards rest our civilization and the onward march of our race. 
Men have struggled up from the darkness which shrouds their 
beginnings by slow and strenuous endeavor. They have fought 
their way to the light through many defeats and with much sore 
labor. They have not done it by any doctrine of ‘‘ laissez faire” 
or ‘‘let-alone,” but by united and unresting effort. The same 
force which has created great nations has created civilization, 
and great nations are the denial of the let-alone theory. ‘ Lais- 
sez faire, Supply-and-Demand, one begins to be weary of all that. 
Leave all to egoism, to ravenous greed of money, of pleasure, of 
A as It is the Gospel of Despair.” [Applause in the gal- 
leries. ; 


APPENDIX A. —Su)sidies and payments for ocean mail service by Great Britain 
and the United States. 
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1t has been the teaching of the economists of this sort which has so deep] Pr United States. 
discredited political economy with the laboring men on the one hand, ritain. 
with practical business men on the other. The political economy of to-day She nae ee an Penne eearmrareerinioneeibeegnmentetresaman 
rec zes the industrial structure as of the est importance; it teaches Year. Subsidy. Subsidy and mail payments. Percentage paid. 
that tndustrial injuries remain, deepen, and to become permanent; that mopar age svete errr mresrorreneeas --—~ -]-_—— a 
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APPENDIX A.— Subsidies and payments for ocean mail service, etc.—Continued. 
































Great 
Britain. United States. 
Year Subsidy. Subsidy and mail payments. Percentage paid. 
To To | To Total To To 

British |American | foreign | amount |American) foreign 
steamers. | steamers. |steamers.| paid. (steamers. steamers. 
. eee aes praennare ; 
a $5, 713,560 | 1,886,766 |............ $1, 886, 766 ais cir 
1857 .......| 5,133,485 | 1,589, 163 |............ 1, 589, 153 BE Cehienibe cans 
1858.......| 4,679,415 | 1,177,303 $833,758 | 1,211,061 97.2 $2.8 
1859 ......-| 4,740,190} 1,079, 220 125,350 | 1, 204,570 89.5 10.5 
1800 .......| 4,349, 760 707, 245 147, 085 854, 330 82.7 17.3 
1861 .......| 4,703, 285 570, 953 235, 932 806, 885 70.7 29.3 
oo 4, 105, 353 80, 686 293, 932 374, 618 21.6 78.4 
en 4, 188, 275 79, 397 | 336, 677 416, 074 19.1 80.9 
ee 4, 503, 050 64, 356 | 376, 085 440, 441 14.6 8i4 
1865 ....... 3, 981, 995 66, 572 | 403, 856 475, 428 14.0 86.0 
St ccnseee | 4,227,018 245, 605 468, 324 713, 929 34.4 65. 6 
RR | 4.079, 966 411, 065 456, 138 867, 2 47.4 52.6 
re 4, 047, 586 625, 239 390,907 | 1,016, 146 61.5 38.5 
<a 5, 481, 690 757, 343, 72 1, 101, 690 68.8 31.2 
1870... .... | 6, 107, 761 791, 389 315,944] 1,115, 383 70.9 29. 1 
SR Genkees | 6,070,741 | 699,661 | 275,364) 975, 025 71.7 28.3 
Ses caetee | 5,693,500 805, 7: 221,103 | 1,026, 891 78.4 21.6 
1873 ....... | 5, 665, 206 815, 400 228,757 | 1, O44, 157 78. 1 21.9 
WG ic tees 5, 697, 346 750, 206 238, 098 988, 394 75.9 24.1 
1875.......| 4,860,000 740, 361 236, 283 976, 644 75.8 24.2 
1876 _. sees] 4, 420, 261 580, 173, 547 753, 610 76.9 23. 1 
1877 .......| 3,976, 580 386, 835 162, 061 448, 896 63.8 36, 2 
IOV aosd nas | 8,914,990 40, 152 159, 828 199, 980 20. 1 79.9 
1879 _- --| 3, 768, 230 | 41, 251 158, 775 200, 026 20.6 79.4 
1880 .......| 3,873,130 38, 780 161, 029 199, 109 19.4 80. 6 
1881.......! 3,601, 350 42, 552 197, 515 240, 067 17.5 82.5 
TBR2 _ --| 3, 588, 835 40, 645 239, 856 280, 501 14.4 85. 6 
| ee 3, 608, 800 48, 077 268, 281 316, 358 15.2 84.8 
1884 _. 3, 608, 355 53, 170 279, 051 332, 221 16.0 84.0 
WO cremate 3, 642, 065 49, 048 282, 855 331, 903 14.8 85, 2 
ie oe 8, 662, 505 43, 319 286, O72 329, 391 13.1 86.9 
1887 . | 8,625,915 76, 727 335, 946 412, 673 18.5 81.5 
1983 _......| 3,490, 864 , 890 376, 528 463, 418 18.7 81.3 
IOP ok sacs 3, 184, 425 109, 828 405, 573 215, 401 21.3 78.7 
txewe | 1 120, 170 420, 507 540, 077 22.2 77.8 
1891 . “i 1 147, 561 443, 204 590, 765 2.9 75.1 

APPENDIX B.—Table showing value of British exports since 1830. 
| } 1 
Year. Exports. | year. Exports. ||Year. Exports. | Year. Exports. 
j | { | 
i} 

1830._| £44,574, 749 | 1846.| £57,786,876 | 1862_| £123, 992, 264 || 1877_| £198, 893, 065 
1881..| 37, 164, 872 || 1847. 58, 842, 377 ] 1863.| 146,602,342 || 1878. 192,848,914 

1232..| 36,450,594 || 1848.| 52,849,445 || 1864.| 160, 449,053 || 1879.; 191,531, 7 
1833..| 89, 667,347 || 1849.| 63,506,025 || 1865_| 165,835,725 | 1880. 223, 060, 446 
1834..| 41,649,191 || 1850. 71,367,885 || 1865_| 188,917,536 || 1881.; 234, 022, 678 
1885..| 47,372,270 || 1851_' 74,448,722 || 1867.) 180,961,923 || 1882.| 241, 467, 162 
1836..| 53, 293, 979 1852_| 78, 076, 854 || 1858.) 179, 677, 812 1883.| 239,799, 473 
1837 _. 42, 070,744 || 1853.| 97,933,781 || 1869.) 189,953,957 || 1884.) 233, 025, 242 
1838 . 50,060,970 || 1854.| 97,184,726 || 1870.| 199,640,983 || 1885.| 213,115,114 
1889..| 53,233,580 !| 1855.) 95, 669, 880 || 1871.| 223,066, 162 || 1886_| 212,725, 200 
1840..| 51, 406, 430 | 1856.| 115,826,948 || 1872.| 256,257,347 | 1887. 221, 913, 910 
1841_| 51,545,116 || 1857.) 122,066, 107 || 1873.| 256, 164,603 || 1888.| 234,534, 912 
1842..| 47,284,988 || 1858_| 116, 608,656 || 1874.) 239,558,121 || 1889.| 248, 935, 195 
1843.__| 52,206,447 || 1859_| 130,411,529 || 1875.) 223,465,963 || 1890.) 263, 530, 595 
1844_.| 68,534,705 || 1860.| 135,891,227 || 1876.) 200,639,204 || 1891.) 247,235, 150 

1845..| 60,111,082 || 1861.) 125, 102, 814 
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Mr. HALE. Mr. President, after the attractive and fascinat- 
ing way in which the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopcE} 
has presented his subject, [ do not think any other Senator will 
desire to address the Senate to-night. I pu to follow; but, 
as my speech will be very plain, I should like to get as near 
twenty-four hours away from the effect of the eloquent speech 
of the Senator from Massachusettsas is possible; andI therefore 
su, t that an executive session be now held. 

r. HOAR. If the Senator will withdraw his suggestion, I 
should like to make a speech of about three seconds. 

Mr. HALE. Whenever the senior Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. HOAR] has in mind a speech of three seconds or three 
minutes or more we are always glad to hear him, and therefore 
I yield to the Senator. 

r. HOAR. I ask to have my speech read from the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 
Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


(The Associated Press bulletin. } 
NEw YORK, April 10, 1594. 








The New York Legislature, by a vote of 102 to 3, on motion of Ainsworth, 
blican, ado a resolution thanking Senator HILL for his opposition 
to Wilson bill. 
ifestations of applause in the galleries. ] 


VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair desires to remind the 
occupants of the galleries that expressions of approval or disap- 
proval are not permitted under the rules. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President—— 
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Mr. HALE. I yield to the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr, GRAY. I merely desire to state, what was not read from 
the desk, that the house of assembly of the State of New York, 
which passed that resolution, is overwhelmingly Republican. 

Mr. HALE. But not by any such majority as that by which 
the resolution passed. 

Mr. HOAR. Nearly half are Democrats. 

Mr. GRAY. The body is overwhelmingly Republican. 

Mr. ALDRICH. To be historically accurate in regard to the 
political complexion of the New York assembly, I understand 
that there are 14 Republican majority in that body, and that the 
resolution which it passed must have received about 40 Demo- 
cratic votes. ; 

Mr. HOAR. And there were but 3 votes against it. 

Mr.GRAY. Itisan overwhelmingly Republican house. The 
Republican side of this Senate approves of it also. 


URGENT 


Mr. COCKRELL. The Committee on Appropriations, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6556) to provide for further 
urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the service of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, and for 
other purposes, have instructed me to report it favorably with 
sundry amendments. 
Mr. MANDERSON. [I desire to make a suggestion in con- 
nection with the appropriation bills. We are nearing the time 
when there will be action in both Houses in reference to such 
bills, and I suggest that we should add to the Calendar, as is 
usual about this time of the session, a list of the appropriation 
bills, showing their status. It would be a very grent conven- 
ience to the Senate, and [ hope it may be done by unanimous 
consent. 
Mr.COCKRELL. The Senator simply desires to have a state- 
ment on the Calendar showing the status of the bills? 
Mr. MANDERSON. Exactly. ; 
| Mr.COCKRELL. Thatcan be readily done. The fortifications 
and pension appropriation bills are already upon the Senate 
Calendar. 
| Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations when it is the intention of the 
committee to take up the fortifications appropriation bill? 

| Mr. COCKRELL. Just as soon as an opportunity cain be ob- 
tained. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I can not tell. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator kindly give a day or 
two's notice before calling the bill up? 

Mr. COCKRELL. [shall give notice as long in advanes as | 
can. 

Mr. MANDERSON. [ask action on the suggestion made by 
me. I suppose there will be no objection to it. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Nebraska? The Chair hears none, and it 

| will be so ordered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. As the bill [ have reported is an urgent 
deficiency bill, and provides the machinery for the United States 
courts, jurors, and witness fees throughout the United States, | 
ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr.CHANDLER. Unless the bill is printed with the amend- 
ments, [ shall certainly object. The Senator can call the bill up 
to morrow morning or we can come here to-night to consider it 
if the Senator desires. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to the request 
of the Senator from Missouri, and the bill will be placed upon 
the Calendar. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS, 





Whether this week or next week’? 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. HALE. I have not yielded the floor, Mr. President. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest, with the consent of the Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS}, that the tariff bill go over until 
to-morrow at 1 o’clock, the Senator from Maine [Mr. HAs] be- 
ing entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is now twenty minutes to 5 o'clock, and as 
various Senators desire an executive session this evening, I 
shall accede to the request of the Senator from Rhode Island, so 
far as I am concerned, and move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion wasagreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. Afterone hour and thirty 
minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopen d and 
(at 6 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to- 
morrow, Wednesday, April 11, 1894, at 12 o'clock m. 
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NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations reecived by the Senate April 10, 1894. 
THIRD ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF STATE. 


William Woodville Rockhill, of Maryland, now chief clerk of 
the Department of State, to be Third Assistant Secretary of 
State, vice Edward H. Strobel, nominated to be envoy extraor- 


dinary and minister pleiipotentiary of the United States to | 


Beuador,. 


ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER 


Edward H. Strobel, 
retary of State, to be envoy extraordinary aud minister plenipo- 
tentiary of the United States*to Ecuador, to fillia vacancy. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. 

James F. O’Brien, of North Dakota,'to be attorney of the 
United States for the district of North Dakota, vice E. W. 
Camp, resigned. 

Lewis ©. Vandegrift, of Delaware, to be attorne 
States for the district of Delaware, vice Beniah 
removed. : 


of the United 
Vatson, to be 


POSTMASTERS. 


John Buckmaster, to be postmaster at Alton, in the county of | 


Madison and State of Illinois, in the place of Wilbur T. Norton, 
whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 
Willard L. Giltham, to be postmaster at ‘Upper Alton, in the 


county of Madison and State of Illinois, in the place of Joseph | 


H.' Weeks, whose commission expired March 24, 1894. 

John I. Hoover, to be postmaster at Wabash, in the county of 
Wabash and State of Indiana, in the place of William W. Woods, 
removed. 

John D. Bills, to be postmaster at Corinth, in the county of 
Alcorn and State of Mississippi, in the place of William F. Elgin, 
whose commission expired March 12, ‘894. 


John McGowan, to be postmaster at Brookfield, in the county 


of Linn and State of Missouri, in the place of Warren D. Cran- 
dall, whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

Allen T. Frederick, to 
county of Lehigh and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of John 
Stopp, whose commission expired January 21, 184. 

Robert G. Howerton, to be postmaster at West Point, in the 
count 
Hansford Anderson, whosecommissionexpired February 19, 1894. 


Earl Bronson, to be postmaster at Spencer, in ‘the county of | 


Clay and State of Iowa, in the place of A. ¥. McConnell, whose 
commission expires April 30, 1894. 
Enos L. Stephenson, to be postmaster at Garden City, in the 


county of Finney and State of Kansas, in the place of David W. | 


Pitts, whos: commission expires April 19, 1894. 
CharlesO. Mouton, to be postmaster at Lafayette, in the couaty 


of Lafayette and State of Louisiana, in ‘the place of Paul De-. 


manade, whose commission expired March 12, 1894. 

Nathaniel A. Swett, to be postmaster at Westbrook, in the 
county of Cumberland and State of Maine, inthe place of Charles 
B. Woodman, whoze commission expires April 11, 1804. 

James M. Daugherty, to’ be tmaster at Carterville, in the 
county of Jasper and State of Missouri, in the place of Alba T. 
Fountain, resigned. 


Thomas J. francisco, to‘be postmaster at Cuyahoga Falls, in | 


the county of Summit and State of Ohio, inthe place of John C. 
Reid, whose commission expired March 24, 1804. 

Pratt K. Mapel, to be postmaster at Columbus Grove, in the 
county of Putnam and State of Ohio, in the place of Charlie H. 
Jones, whose commission expires April 12, 1894, 


Andrew C. Harkleroad, to be postmaster at Bristol, in the | 


county cf Sullivan and State of Tennessee, in the place of George 
T. Hammer, whose commission expired February 4, 1894. 

Charles W. Brooks, to be postmaster at Georgetown, in the 
county of Williamson and State of Texas, in the place of James 
Knight, whose commission expires April 16, 1894. 

J. H. MeGehee, to be ter at San Mareos, in the county 
of Hays and State of Texas, in the place of John M.'\Cape, whose 
commission expires April 16, 1894. 

Fannie 8. Williams, to 


be eae at Lexington, in the 
county of Rockbridge and § of Virginia, in ‘the place of Mrs. | 


Fannie S. Williams, whose commission expires April 16, 1804. 
John Passage, to bo postmaster at Delavan, in the county of 
Walworth and State of Wisconsin, in ‘the:phace of Hiram T. 
Sharp, whose commission expired March 29, 1694. 
George H. Wehausezn, ‘to be ter af Two Rivers, in the 
county of Manitowoc and ‘State of Wisconsin, im the ‘place of 
William Hurst, removed. 
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PLENIPOTENTIARY. | 


of New York, now Third Assistant Sec- | 


postmaster at Allentown, in the | 


of King William and State of Virginia, in‘the place of | 


APRIL 10, 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 
Lieut. (junior grade) Roy Campbell Smith, to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from February 22, 1891, vice Lieut. Charles D. Gal- 
loway, retired. 
| inasign George P. Blow, to be 1a lieutenant (junior grade) in 
| the Navy from february 22, 1894, vice Lieut. (junior grade) Roy 
| C. Smith, promoted. 


didlo 
WITHDRAWAL. 


Executive nomination withdrawn from the Senate April 9, 1894. 


M. Y. Rusk, whose nomination was sent to the Senate Decem- 
ber 20, 1893, to be postmaster at Brookfield, Linn County, Mo. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmetl by the Senate April 5, 1894. 
| SURVEYOR-GENERAL. 


William H. Milton, jr., of Marianna, Fla., to besurveyor-gen- 
eral of Florida. 


CONSULS. 


James H. Dinsmore, of Texas, to be consul of the United 
States at Cienfuegos, Cuba. 

Richard M. Burke, of Illinois, to be consul of the United 
States at Chihuahua. 

John Bidlake, of North Dakota, to be consul.of the United 
| States at Barranquilla. 

Walter R. Henry, of North Carolina, to be consul of the Uni- 
ted States at Curacao, West iniflies. 

William C. Foster, of Arizona, to be consul for the United 
| States at Trinidad, West Indies. 
| George R. Ernst, of Wiseonsin, to ‘be consul of the United 
| States at Reichenberg, Bohemia. 

RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC “MONEY. 

| Frank B. Proctor, of Buffalo, Wyo., to be receiver of public 
| moneys:at Buffalo, Wyo. 

Newman D, Wainright, of Starke, Fla., to be receiver of pub- 
lic moneys.at-Gainesville, Fla. 

David H. Hall, of Eureka, Nev., to be receiver of publica 
moneys at Carson City, Nev. 

Louis Grasmuck, of Gunnison, Colo., to be:receiver of public 
moneys at Gunnison, Colo. 
| Edward K. Hawkins, of Aberdeen, Wash., to be receiver of 
| public moneys at Olympia, Wash. 
| William H. Dunphy. of Takea, Wash., to be reeeiver of pub- 
| lic moneys at Wallawalla, Wash. 


PENSION AGENT. 


| ‘Thomas Cogswell, of Gilmanton, N. H., to-be pension agentat 
Concord, N. H. 


ASSISTANT TREASURERS OF THE UNITED STATES. 
Michael Ryan, of Ohio, to be assistant treasurer of the United 
States at Cincinnati, in the State of Ohio, 
Delos P. ‘Phelps, of Tllinois, to be assistant treasurer of the 
United States at Chicago, in ‘the State of Illinois. 
SUPERINTENDENT (OF THE MINT. 


J. W. Adams, of Nevada, 'to be superintendent of the mint of 
the United States at Carson, inthe State of Nevada. 
SURVBYORS OF CUSTOMS. 
J. N. Harris, of Tennessec, to be surveyor of customs for the 
| port of Memphis, in the State of Tennessee. ” 
Clay C. MacDonald, of Missouri, ‘to be surveyor of customs for 
| the port of St. Joseph, in the State of Missouri. 
REGISTERS OF THE LAND OP#I0E. 
Joseph F. Heiner, of Gunnison, Colo., tobe-register of the ‘land 
| Office at Gunnison, Colo. 
| Irving H. Mulholland, of Indepeniience, Cal., to be register of 
| the land office at Independence, Cal. 
Jesse F. Murphy, of Olympia, Wash., 'to‘beregister of the land 
office at Olympiu, Wash. 
| John A. Harmon, of O'Neill, Nebr., to‘be register of ‘the land 
office at O'Neill, ‘Nebr. 
Thomas J. Foster, of Kearney, Wyo., to be register of the land 
office at Buffalo, Wyo. ‘ 


PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 


Passed Assistant E r James H. ‘Perry, United States 
Navy, to be a chief engineer in-the ‘Navy. 
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PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 


Medical Department. 
Capt. James’C. Merrill, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon. 
Infantry arm. 
Capt. Abram A. Harbach, Twentieth Infantry, to be major. 
First Lieut. Frederick D. Sharp, Twentieth Infantry, to be 
captain. 
Artillery arm. 
Capt. Carle A. Woodruff, Second Artillery, to be major. 
First Lieut. Alexander D. Schenck, to be captain. 
Second Lieut. Herman C. Schumm, Second Artillery, 
first lieutenant. 


to be 


Quariermaster’s Department. 


First Lieut. Frederick G. Hodgson, Sixth Cavalry, to be as- 


sistant quartermaster 
COLLECTORS OF ‘CUSTOMS. 


J. S. Gottrell,-of Florida, to be collector of customs for the 
district of St. Marks, in the State of Florida. 

Daniel 'G. Brent, of Mlorida, to he:colleator of customs for the 
district of Pensacola, in the State of Florida. 

John D. Davis, of North Carolina,:to be collector of customs 
for the district of Beaufort, in:the State of North Carolina 

W.A. Pitch, of Texas, to becollector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Saluria, in the Stato of Texas. 

‘George H. Houck, of New York, to-be collector of customs for 
the: district. of Genesee, in the State of New York. 


POSTMASTERS. 


John C. Swallow, ‘to be postmaster at Peterboro, in the county 
of Hillsboro and State of New Hampshire. 

John F. Bartlett, to be postmaster:at ‘Suncook, in the county 
of Merrima¢ck:and State of New Hampshire. 

Charles H. Proctor, to be postmaster at Bristol, in ‘the county 
of Grafton and State of New Hampshire. 

Levi'S.:\Chase,‘to be postmaster at Walton, in the county of 
Delaware and State of New York. 

George Roger, to be postmaster at. Millerton, in the county of 
Dutchess and State of New York. 

P. J. Clarke, to‘ be postmaster at Greene,.in the county of But- 
Jer and State of Iowa. 

Martin Barrett, 'to be postmaster at Dunlap, in the county of 
‘Harrison and State of Lowa. 

Albert iL. Rider,'to be postmaster:at Rhinebeck, 
of Dutchess and State of New York. 


in the county 


William A. Lewis, to be postmaster at Hvart, in the county of | 


Osceola and State of Michigan. 
James D. Harrington, to be postmaster at Ida Grove, 
county of Ida and State of lowa. 


in the 


W. H. ‘Peterson, to he;postmuster at Dllensburg, in the county | 


of Kittitasand State of Washington. 

William :f. Hooker, ito be postmaster at Port Angeles, 
county:of ‘Clallam. and ‘State.of Washington. 

Jere I. Brown, 'to'be:postmuasierat South Bend, in the county 
of Pacific and State of Washington. 

Osear E. ‘Rea, to be postmaster at iverett, in the county of 
Snohomish and‘ State of Washington. 

William Wallace, to be postmaster at Columbia, in the 
cof Richland:and State of South Carolina. 

James. K. MeGavern, tobe postmaster at Missouri Valley, in 
the county of Harrison and State of Lowa. 


in the 


county 


Edward J. Brown, to be postmaster at Framingham, in the 
county of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 
Roberts. Jordan,'to be postmasterat Jersey City,in the county 


of Hudson anil State of New Jersey. 
Mark G. Harris, to be postmaster at Joliet, in the county of 
Willand State of Illinois. 
W.T. Dunean, to be postmaster 


Monterey and State of California. 
E.B. 


county of Monterey and State of California. 

Septimus D. Rice, tobe postmaster at Florence, 
of Lauderdale and: State df Alabama. 

George :P. Walker, to he;postmuaster at Warsaw,in the county 
sof Hanceck.and State of Ilinois. 

‘Clyde 'M. Snow, ‘to be postmaster at Marlville, in the county 
of Lasalle and State of Illinois. 

John H, Engel, to be postmaster at Pranklin ‘Grove, in the 
county of Lee and Statecf Illinois. 

Daniel Drischel, to be postmaster at Cambridge C 
eouwity df Wayne. anil. State of Indiana. 

Robert E. “Whitlock, to be postmaster at Reedhouse, in the 
county of Greene and State of Illinois. 


at Salinas, in the county of 


City, 


ngerfield, to'be postmaster iat Pacific:'Grove, in the | 


in the county | 


RECORD—SENATE. 3627 


—__——_»— 





Irvin H. Wangelin, to be postmaster at Belleville, in the 
county of St. Clair and State of Illinois. 
W. W. Smith, to be postmaster at Colby, in the of 
| Thomas and State of Kansas. 
George F, Ritze, to be postmaster at Brookville, in the county 
| of Franklin and Stateof Indiana. 
| Joseph A. Hixson, to be postmaster at Fowler, in the co 
of Benton and State of Indiana. 
| ‘Thomas..A. McCleary, to be postmaster at Medicine Lodge, in 
| the county of Barber and State of Kansas. 
| George C. Pearce,'to be postmaster at Shenandoah, in the 
county of Page and State of Iowa. 
Oscar Williamson, to be postmaster at Voevay, in the county 


of Switzerland and State of Indiana. 
John H. Dyer, to be postmaster at Winchester, in the « 
of Scott:and State of Lilinois. 
Edward L. Smith, to be postmasterat Towanda, 
of Bradford and State of Pennsylvania. 
B. HH. Blackston, to be ee at Frederick, in the county 
of Frederick and State of Maryland 
Patrick Morrissey, ‘to be postmaste rat Alta, in the county of 
Buena Vista and State of Iowa. 
Richard B. Hall, to be postmaster at Red Oak, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of Iowa. 
Kdward L. Simpson, to be postmaster at Carrollton, 
county of Greene and State of [llinois. 
George W. pore! to be postmaster at Chanute, in the county 
of Neosho and State of Kansas. 
A. J. Davis, to be pusimester at Wa Keeney, in the county of 
Trego and State of Kansas. 
George A. Collett, to be postmaster at Ellsworth, in the county 
of Ellsworth and State of Kansas. 
Ebenezer M. Lockwood, to be postmaster-at Burlington, in the 
county of Coffey and State of Kansas. 
George Innes, to be postmaster at Law vence, in the county of 
Douglas and State of Kansas. 
George Hill, tobe postmaster at Independence 
Montgomery and ‘State of Kansas. 
Emma J. Grafft, to be postmaster at Orleans, 
Harlan ‘and State of Nebraska. 
Will E. Stoke, to be postmaster at Great Bend, in the county 
of Barton and State of Kansas. 
Frank B.:Ober,'to be postmaster at, Washington, in the county 
of = fereae ot and State of Kansas. 
Bnech Lamb, ‘to be postmaster at Elizabeth City, 
couuty of Pasquotank and State of ‘North ‘Carolina. 
Wiiliam E. Harrison, to be postmaster at Rockingham, in the 
county of Richmond and State of North Carolina. 
A. T. Hill, to be postmaster at Lyons, in the county of Burt 
ma State of Nebraskn. 
W. Ramsay, to be postmaster at Gonzales, 
Gass ales and State of Texas. 
a H. Cranford, to be ga at Alvarado, in the county 
i Johns son and State of Tex 
. D. Bates, to be postm: one rat Denton, in the county of Den- 
ton and State of Texas. 
. £. B. Budlong, tobe postmaster at Clinton, in the county 
of shoes and State of Wise sanadin, 
Henry 'G. Creuch, to be postmaster at Kingston, in the county 
| of Ulster and State-of New York. 
| ‘William J. Russell, to ‘be postmaster at Brownsville, 
county of Cameron and State of Texas. 
Arnold W agener, to be postmaster at Sturgeon Bay, in the 
county of Door and Stute of ‘Wiseonsin. 
| Gottfried FH. Ely, to be postmaster at Mauston, 
of Junesu and State of Wisconsin. 
Moses J. Downey, to be postmaster at Portage, in the county 
of Columbia and State of Wisconsin. 


ounty 


in the county 


in the 


, in the county of 


in the eounty of 


in the 


in the county of 


S. 


in the 


in the commty 


KEJECTION. 


Executive nomination rejected bythe Senate April 5, 1894. 
REGISTER OF THE 


Henry W. Long, of Martel, Florida, 
office at Gainesville, Fla. 


LAND OFFICE. 


to be register of the land 


CONFIRMATION. 
| Brecutive nomination confirmed sythe Senate April 10, 1894. 
| SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 


| Albert.J. Barr, of Pennsylvania, to be surveyor of customsfor 
| 'the district of Pittaburg. in the State of Pennsylvania. 


in the | 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, April 10, 1894, 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. 
E. B. BAGBY. 
The Journal was read and approved. 
BRIDGE ACROSS SULPHUR RIVER, ARKANSAS, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 1917) au- 
thorizing the Texarkana and Fort Smith Railway Company to 
bridge the Sulphur River, in the State of Arkansas or in the 
State of Texas, with Senate amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

Mr. REED. Is not the first thing in order the Sergeant-at- 
Arms’ report? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not, but the Chair will 
hear the gentleman on the question. 

Mr. REED, It seems as if that would come up directly after 
the reading of the Journal, because the House was dividing on 
the subject. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question had not been or- 
dered upon it. . 

Mr. REED. Oh, no; the previous question was not ordered. 
But this isa privileged report, a report of the Sergeant-at-Arms, 
and came in before any other business; and it is privileged until 
Oe of. 

The SPEAKER. The report came in after the business on 
the Speaker's table had been disposed of. 

Mr. REED. Even in that case it is privileged business until 
finished. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Would it not then be in the nature of un- 
finished business? The matter had not been called up. The 
matter was suggested yesterday, and it went over without de- 
cision. It has not been called up this morning. 

Mr, REED. It seems to me thai will make no difference, be- 
cause it is a privileged question. 

The SPEAKER. So is a contested-election case a privileged 
question; but it does not come up from day to day without being 
called up. 

Mr. REED. 
cided, is it not in order? 
journed on Saturday. 

The SPEAKER. But that does not bring the matter up the 
next morning unless the previous question is ordered. 

Mr. REED. It seems tome thatit would. Would it not be 
like any other unfinished business? 

The SPEAKER. Suppose it is not privileged, it would not 
come up the next morning without the previous question had 
been ordered. 

Mr. REED. I do not know that it would; but being a report 
of the Sergeant-at-Arms, it must be disposed of before you pro- 
ceed to other business, it seems to me. 

The SPEAKER. Yes, when the Sergeant-at-Arms reports 
the matter. 

Mr. REED. But the Sergeant-at-Arms’ report is up for dis- 
posal by the House. The Sergeant-at-Arms’ report represents 
certain members not arrested still subject to arrest; and the 
House ought to have an opportunity to dispose of the question 
and to determine whether it will vacate the order, because the 
spectacle is now presented to the House of a certain number of 
members ordered to be arrested. They are not yet arrested, 
and the Sergeant-at-Arms’ duty isnot concluded. Ido not know 
how large a number of members are under threat of arrest by 
the Sergeant-at-Arms, and that can not be a condition of things 
which is seemly, in my judgment; but the House ought to take 
it up and dispose of it. 

The SPEAKER. The only question now is whether it comes 
up without being called up. 

Mr. REED. It seems to me as if it must. 

The SPEAKER. Whether it comes up without being called 
up, the previous question not having been ordered? 

Mr, REED. Itize not a question of the previous question, the 
House having been dividing on the subject. 

The SPEAKER. The fact that the House divides on a sub- 
ect does not give it any standing whatever more than it would 
nave if the House had not divided. 

Mr. REED. No; but this is a quesiion to which privilege is 
attached, and we stop right in the midst of a roil call, 

The SPEAKER. Unless the privi'eged matter were called 
up it could not come up of itself unless the previous question was 
ordered, which has been held to bring matters up immediately 
after the reading of the Journal. 

Mr, REED. I think it has been held—though I am not pre- 
pared with an authority at present, the matter seemed to me so 
clear—that when the House is dividing on a question on a mat- 
ter of privilege and adjourns on a division, that matter must 
come up and be disposed of. I[tcan not be laid aside in this way. 





Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


If the House is dividing on it, and it has not de- 
The House was dividing when it ad- 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that would only make it 
what is known as unfinished business. 

Mr. REED. In that case it ought to come up at once. 

The SPEAKER. Unfinished business, the gentleman will 
recollect, comes up at a later period under the rule. The Chair 
will cause the rule to be read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Paragraph 5 of Rule XXIV is that which 
relates to unfinished business. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk wil! read the rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


5. After the hour under the preceding clause shall have been occupied, it 
shall be in order toproceed to the consideration of the unfinished business 
in which the House may have been engaged atan adjournment, ana at the 
same time each day thereafter, other than the first and third Mondays, until 
disposed of; and it shall be in order to proceed to the consideration of all 
other unfinished business whenever the class of business to which it be- 
longs shall be in order. 


The SPEAKER. Now, this business is unfinished business in 
which the House was engaged at the hour of adjournment, but 
unless there is something to bring it up other than the ordi- 
nary rule it would come up only after what is known as the sec- 
ond morning hour. 

Mr. REED. But it was privileged business, and if the Chair 
decides that it must be brought up, I desire to have it brovght 
up and disposed of. I think the question ought to be settled 
about these members who are now under liability of arrest. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. Does the Chair decide that it should 
come up after the second morning hour? 

The SPEAKER. No; the Chair did not make any decision. 
The Chair merely had the rule read. The Chair will hear gen- 
tlemen.gon the a. The inclination of the Chair would be 
to hold that this matter would not come up unless it was called 
up, although it might bea privileged matter. Evena contested- 
election case, which is a matter of the highest privilege, does 
not come up of its own motion. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. If this be a privileged matter at all, its 
privilege is not of such a character that the House must cease 
all other business and turn aside to consider it. 

Mr. REED. I think it will bs found that when the House is 
dividing we must continue the division. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. No; Ido not think there isany authority 
for that. In all my experience here I do not recall a single oc- 
casion when such a proposition was held to be correct. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, this is a privileged question 
to the members who are affected by the order of arrest. Itisa 
privileged matter as to the members whose names are embraced 
in the report of the Sergeant-at-Arms, and any of them can call 
it up; but it is not privileged as to me or as to the gentleman 
from Maine, because we are not affected by it. 

Mr. REED... It is a matter which concerns the House of Rep- 
resentatives. May I inquire, Mr, Speaker, how many members 
were ordered to be arrested? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that there were 28, 

Mr. REED. Then 28 members of the House are under lia- 
bility to arrest, and if this kind of proceeding be correct—I am 
quite sure it is not, but if it be—then 28 members of this House 
have this arrest held over them by the mere whim of the Ser- 
geant-ut-Arms, and the doctrine which would leave that matter 
undisposed of can not possibly be sound. It is not a doctrine 
which gentlemen can afford to establish in view of the near 
future. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Well, if the gentleman from Maine has no 
objection I will ask unanimous consent for the discharge of the 
order for the arrest of those members. 

Mr. REED. You have a motion now pending for that very 
purpose, which motion is now before the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. ButI say, if the gentleman does not ob- 
ject, we can have unanimous consent to have the order dis- 
charged. 

Mr. REED. I should prefer.the regular course. And if this 
is not “i question of the highest privilege, I do not know what 
could be. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Did anybody call this up? If not, I call for 
the regular order. 

Mr. BURROWS. MaylI call the attention of the Chair to 
three paragraphs on 486 of the Digest which I hold in my 
hand? Ido not know whether the paging of the Speaker’s copy 
agrees with this. These three paragraphs, which are found 
under the head of ‘‘ Practice,” throw some light, I think, on this 
question. 

The SPEAKER. They do. 

Mr. BURROWS. [refer to the language: 

A privileged proposition pending at an adjournment does not necessarily 


recur eee order of business after the approval of the Journal on 
the following day until called up. 


The SPEAKER. That was the idea of the Chair. This de 











1894. 


cision, in the first session of the Fifty-third Congress, as just 
read by the gentleman, is to the effect that— 

pending at ournment d ssaril 
wl priviet eerie of eas are ae “he Jouraal on 
the following day until called up by a member. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If nobody calls this up, I ask for the regu- 
lar order. 

The SPEAKER. The idea of the Chair was, that as the pre- 
vious question was not ordered upon this matter, it did not come 
up unless called yl 

Mr. SPRINGER. Nobodyhascalleditup. I ask for the reg- 
ular order. 

Mr. REED. There is a decision of Mr. Speaker Carlisle to 
this effect: 


A privileged proposition once considered remains privileged from day to 
day until disposed of, subject, of course, to questions of higher privilege. 


The SPEAKER. Undoubtedly; if a matter be privileged, it 
does not lose its privilege because its consideration is not fin- 
ished when first taken up. 

Mr. REED. It must be plainly a question of privilege, or else 
it could not have come in. 

The SPEAKER. No point was made in that respect at all. 
All that the Chair holds now is that this matter does not come 
up unless called up. 

Mr. REED. Then I think I will call it up. 

Mr. McRAE. The gentleman can not call it up pending the 
consideration of the matter already before the House. 

Mr. REED. I interposed at once. 

Mr. MCRAE. Not untfl this matter had been submitted. 

Mr. REED. Well, I do not care to make any question about 
this particular matter in which the gentleman from Arkansas is 
interested. 

The SPEAKER. Thisis onlyaformal amendment to abridge 
bill. Without objection, the Clerk will report the amendment 
and it will be disposed of. 

The amendments of the Senate were read. 

Mr. MORAE. I ask that these amendments be concurred in. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, these amendments, be- 
ing merely formal, will be concurred in. The Chair hears no 
objection. The gentlemanfrom Maine now calls up the question 
which was before the House on Saturday last at the time of the 
adjournment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I withdraw the motion to discharge the or- 
der. E 

Mr. REED. I make the point of order that the motion can 
not be withdrawn. 

Mr. DOCKERY. There has been no vote. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There has been no vote—no decision of the 
House upon it. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Is 
this motion pending in any sense of the word? Did itcome over 
to this time? Is it necessary that it should now be withdrawn? 

The SPEAKER. If it is a privileged matter it can be 
called up. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. But is the motion poate? Is the re- 
port of the Sergeant-at-Arms a privileged matter in such asense 
that it may be called up and another motion must be made for 
the disposal of it? 

The SPEAKER. The motion was to discharge the order, and 
on that the yeas and nays were ordered. The gentleman from 
Maine makes the point that the gentleman from Illinois can not 
withdraw his motion. 

Mr, OUTHWAITE. But I understand the gentleman from 
Maine calls up, not the motion which was made, but the report 
of the Sergeant-at-Arms. 

The SPEAKER. Oh, no; the motion. The report is not be- 
fore the House; that is not the question to be voted on: it isthe 
motion. 

Mr. REED. Now, it-would not be contended for an instint 
that the gentleman from Illinois would have the right to inter- 
rupt a roll call for the purpose of withdrawing a motion which 
the House was commencing to decide. It will not be pretended 
that the rule goes to the extent that it can make any difference 
whatever in regard to the question that it goes over to another 
day. Weare in the midst of a roll call. The House was on the 
point of expressing its opinion on the subject presented by the 
motion of the gentleman from Illinois; and I have never known 
an instance where it was permitted, under the practice of the 
House, to interrupt a roll call for the purpose of withdrawing 
the motion on which the question was being taken. In fact, the 
Chair has held, in regard to the interruption of a roll call the 
other , with such severity the opinion that it could not be 
interrupted, that I can hardly see how the Chair could hold that 
such an interruption would be permissible at this stage of the 


re 
The SPEAKER. But how does the gentleman from Maine 
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There is no roll call in 


regard this as interrupting a roll call? 
rogress. 

Mr. REED. There is. We are in process of dividing upona 
question. 

This is the status of the alfair: The gentleman from [Illinois 
{[Mr. SPRINGER] made a motion to discharge the proceedings 
under a call of the House, and on that motion we were dividing, 
and the roll had been called once, no quorum having been dis- 
covered. Nothing was to be done under the circumstances ex- 
cept to adjourn, or to obtain the presence of a quorum. When- 
ever the subject is resumed, therefore, it is resumed exactly at 
the point where it was left off; that is to say, at the roll call. 

6 were dividing on that question; we were testing the sense 
of the House on it, and the fact that there was no quorum pres- 
ent does not give the right of withdrawal to the mover of the 
resolution any more than he would have the right to withdraw 
it in the middle of any other proceeding or division for obtain- 
ing the sense of the House. ‘That seems to be clear. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But we are not in the midst of a roll eall 
now. 

Mr. REED. We are, most assuredly. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No quorum voted on the 
was presented 

Mr. REED. When the question is again before the House 
the first thing in order for the Chair to do will be to direct the 
Clerk to call the roll. 

The SPEAKER. A great many questions—or many ques- 
tions—might arise between roll calls that could not be enter- 
tained pending them. That is simply a rule of practice, ora 
custom of the House. Asa matterof the orderly transaction of 
business, the rule provides thata roll call shall not be inter- 
rupted. For instance, you could not interrupta roll call to make 
a motion to adjourn, and yet between roll calls on the same sub- 
ject the motion is permissible and may be made. So also with 
other motions which may intervene. 

So there is a distinction between an actual roll call, when itis 
beingcalled,and a case where the roli call has only been ordered 
to be taken. 

Mr. REED. I beg to submit that nothing would be in order 
after the roll call has been commenced, except an effort which 
could bs made for securing a quorum or anadjournment. Andin 
any event the House is in the midst of a division onthe subject. 
It is dividing on the question, and the only thing that can in- 
terrupt it properly, without general consent, or a mistake in 
calling it too quick, or something of that sort, would be pro- 
ceedings under the rule to obtain a quorum; and the purpose of 
this proceeding is to make this very roll call effective. It con- 
corns the roll call being taken and nothing else. 

The proposition is simply this: The roll call isinterrupted by 
the failure to secure the presence of aquorum. Thereupon the 
House proceeds at once to obtain it, or else the House adjourns 
in the expectation that there will be a quorum present on the 
next day. 

When the question comes up we are still left with the yeas 
and nays ordered, and the Clerk should be directed to goonand 
call the roll. It seems to me that the only thing that the Chair 
can do is to continue the proceeding which the House had 
ordered, which is only partially completed. Anything else 
would lead to confusion and to the introduction of other reso- 
lutions, and to stop the House in the midst of a division. 

Now, there is only one thing that I know of that can stop the 
House in the midst of a division, except by general consent or 
by the Speaker’s hiving made an error which he rectifies. The 
only other thing that can stop it, it seems to me, is the lack of 
aquorum; andthe quorum having been obtained, or an adjourn- 
ment having taken place and a quorum being supposed to be pres- 
ent, why then the division must go on. 

On the first division, not on yeas and nays, but on a rising 
vote or a vote by sound, if only one side has been called and 
somebody still desires to address the House, under parliament- 
ary law he is entitled so to do; but that is because only one side 
hus been called. ina yea-and-nay vote both sides are called at 
the same time, and hence there is noopportunity for discussion, 
and there can benoopportunity fora motion; and the withdrawal 
of a motion is itself in the nature of a motion. 

Under ordinary parliamentary law, a motion once submitted 
to the House can not be withdrawn. It requires a motion to 
withdraw it. Under our rules it is stated that it may be with- 
drawn at any time before adecision by the House or amendment. 
The word ‘‘ decision” of course must have some signification or 
other, either a full signification or a signification pro tanto. It 
seems to me that I have never known it to be given the full sig- 
nification that a roll call could be interrupted on account of it. 

Now, the roll call is not simply the voice of the Clerk calling 
the names. A roll cal] is commenced and discovered to be fu- 
tile on account of the absence or supposed absence of a quorum; 


question when it 











ition 
the roll 
My colleague {[Mr. DINGLEY] 


but when you resume again, you resume upon the su 
ofaquorum. Youhave the yeas and nays ordered, an 
call is virtually on —absolutely on. 
has a precedent, I understand. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call attention to a 
precedent, a ruling by Speaker Carlisle in the first session of 
the Forty-ninth Congress, to be found on page 566 of the Man- 
ual, which may be considered in disposing of this matter: 

Whore the yeas an | nays are ordered and taken on a pending proposition 
and no quorum appears, the order of the House for the yeas and nays re- 
mains in force until reconsidered; and should the House adjourn without 
disposing of such pending question, it would come up after the reading of 
the Journal on the following day. 

That was held by Speaker Carlisle at the first session of the 
Forty-ninth Congress. That seems to have a bearing on the 
questions which have been raised. 

Mr. REED. I was quite sure that was the ruling. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention 
of the Chair to Rule XVI, clause 2: 

When a motion has been made, the Speaker shall state it, or (if it be in 
writing) cause it to be read aloud by the Clerk before being debated, and it 
sha}! then be in possession of the House, but may be withdrawn at any time 
before a decision or amendment. 

That is the text of the rule. 
it is said in a note— 

Whether a motion may be withdrawn after an-order for the yeas and nays 
thereon, which may be demanded by one-fifth of those present, seems to 
an open question. As, according to oo Fy aamecnnn this is but a method of 
taking a vote, it is not clear that it should be so construed as to deprive the 
mover of his control of the position. 

It may be withdrawn while the House is dividing on a demand for the 
previous question. 

There is a citation to the Journal of the second session of the 
Twenty-ninth Congress, page 241: 

And all incidental questions fall with such withdrawal. 

Citing the Journal of the first session of the Twenty-sixth 
Congress, page 57. 

Here it is stated in the Digest that it has not heretofore been 
decided whether a motion can be withdrawn after the previous 
question has been ordered upon it, but the inference is clearly 
held out that it may be withdrawn, from the fact that it was de- 
cideé on two occasions, as I have already stated, that a motion 
may be withdrawn while the House is dividing on a demand for 
the previous question, and all incidental questions fall with such 
withdrawal. Ordaring the yeas and nays is a mere incidental 
question, and when the question upon which the yeas and nays 
were ordered has been withdrawn, that order for the yeas and 
nays falis, being an incidental question. 

n this case there has been no decision and no amendment; 
and the rules provide im so many words that it may be with- 
drawn at any time before a decision or an amendment. What 
isadecision’ It is a decision upon a motion; a decision by the 
House. The House must have passed some judgment upon the 
proposition. That is a decision; or it must have been amended. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman is of long experience here. Can 
he recollect a single instance where a motion was withdrawn 
after the yoasand nays had beencalled? Yousee what that would 
lead to. That would lead, if this proposition be acce , to the 
abuce that a member could try a measure herein the House, and 
when the House had virtually decided, he could learn from the 
Clerk’s desk what the vote was, and if it was against him he 
could withdraw it after the House had virtually gone a 
the whole matter. That can not possibly be the meaning of the 
rule, it seems to me, unless some pre nt can be found for it. 

I must say that, while there is nothing so treacherous as the 
human memory as to events that occur in the House, I may say 
I reeollect no instance where anything of that kind was ever at- 
tempted; and I challenge the gentleman from Illinois to know 
if he has any recollection of any such specific action whatever. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have no recollection of any case that I 
can at nt recall. ‘ 

Mr. REED. I have no recollection of any such case, and I 
have been here for a long time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have thecitation contained in the Digest, 
which I will read again, thst it has been regarded by the com- 
ees an o question whether a proposition may be with- 

rawn after the yeas and have beenordered. The practice 
has been that it hae been wi rawn. while the House was divid- 


Now, on page 434 of the Digest 


on order the vious q' which is an incidental 
ao The Speaker has it to be withdrawn be- 
ore a was announced. 

That was decided in the Twenty and in the 
decision in the Twenty-second Congress it is stated that all in- 
cidental questions with such he 

ineid do arise between the 
of the motions, su and the time when 
they are decided; and ifsuch q 
inte it does net prevent the withdrawal of the 
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main proposition, which, according to this ruling, provides that 
these incidental questions shall fall with the withdrawal of the 
motion. Therefore, there can be nothing to fall or nothing that 
can fall unless there had been intervening and incidental ques- 
tions; and the ordering of the yeas and nays is an incidental 
question. 

A motion for the previous question is an incidental question, 
and they stand precisely upon the same footing. They are inci- 
dental; they are not the main question; not the question upon 
which the House is called upon to decide; but questions leading 
to it, and incidental to it; and if they may fall, if they do fall 
with the withdrawal of the main proposition, it is fair to assume 
that the main proposition can be withdrawn. So that, if it be 
in conformity with the rule that such incidental questions do 
fall when the main question is withdrawn—which is what I pro- 
pose todo by withdrawing the main proposition; when that is 
withdrawn, the incidental questions—the demand for the order 
of the yeas and nays and the demand for the previous question— 
would fall with the withdrawal of the main question. 

The SPEAKER. The question suggested is a very important 
one in the practice of the House. The Chair has before him-—— 

Mr. REED, If the Chair desires any further opportunity to 
examine into the matter I have no objection to its going over to 
another day, none whatever. 

The SPEAKER. Itisa very important question. 

Mr. REED. If the Chair would regard it as a desirable thing 
I will consent to it going over. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will be very glad to have it go 
over. The Chair has before him the only two decisions that he 
has been able to find, and they are not very clear. It is avery 
important matter—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would like it to go over. 

The SPEAKER. It is a very important matter as to the right 
of a member to withdraw his motion. Without prejudice to 
any right, then, the matter will stand over, as it did yesterday, 
until to-morrow. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE TENNESSEE RIVER. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a bill (H. R. 5041) to 
extend the time authorizing the St. Louis and Birmingham 
Railroad to build a bridge across the Tennessee River at Clif- 
ton, Tenn. 

Mr. COX. Mr.S er, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Senate amendment be concurred in. 

The amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: Thatthe St. Louis and 
ony Rel wer Compeny. ing a corporation created and organized 
under the laws of the State of Tenn , and to which authority was given by 
anactof titled ‘‘An act to authorize building a bridge over Tennes- 
see River,’ approved June 6, 1892, is hereby given the right to begin the con- 
struction of the bridge author according to terms of said act 
within tweive months from the ne of this act, thesaid bridge to be com- 

eted within three years from date. It is hereby further provided that if 
t said bridge benot commenced and the structure com 
within the times hereinbefore mentioned, then this act, and that approved 
June 6, 1892, to which reference is hereinbefore made, shall be null and void. 

Seo. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly 

without on the'part of the United States for any dam- 
ages on account of such alteration, amendment, or repeal. 


The amendment was concurred in. 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 
The SPEAKERalso laid before the House a bill (S, 1112) to pro- 


vide for a survey for a bridge across the Eastern Branch of the 
Potomac River; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (8S. 1757) to 
provide for the sale of the old custom-house building in the 
city of Erie, Pa.; which was referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. ALDERSON, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
To Mr. SNODGRASS, indefinitely, on account of important busi- 


ness. 
To Mr. Ixrrt, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
To Mr. HAIngs, until ay, on account of important busi- 


ness. 
JOHN I. PATMAN. 


Mr. CABANISS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the consideration oi the House bill No. 5111, for the relief of 
John I. Patman. This bill has been considered by the Housein 


Teneo t or a substitute for 
The bill was read, as follows: : 
adn Benastek, te, “Tuan the of War be, and he is hereby, author. 


place the of Capt. William 
James Woods's Battalion of Georgia : 


Georgia Volunteers, in the Indian war 
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ame L Patman as 2 priv and recognize his service in said 
pate mb ay nt the 10th day of June, | when mustered Into service, to 
the — day of August, 1836, when mustered out and honorably discharged. 
The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: : , 
Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place upon the pension rol! the name of John J. Patman, late a 

vate in Capt. William U. Anderson’s company, Maj. James Woods's Bat- 
Ration Georgia Volunteers, in the Indian war of 1836, and allow him a pen- 
sion rated at #8 per month. 

Mr. STALLINGS. DoT understand the gentleman to say that 
this bill has been considered by the Committee of the Whole at 
a Friday night session? 

Mr. CABANISS. Yes, sir, and reported ae. 

Mr. KILGORE. My wnderstanding is that this is a case in 
which the applicant named in the bill does not appear on any 
muster roll. 

Mr. CABANISS. That is the fact, as I understand. 

Mr. KILGORE. The gentleman says that this bill was re- 

rted favorably by the House in Committee of the Whole. 
as there any proof that this man had really served in the com- 

] 

i, CABANISS. There was the testimony of some of his 
comrades and also of his captain. 

Mr. KILGORE. But the muster roll shows nothing. 

Mr. CABANISS. No. The original roll, [ understand, was 
lost. 

Mr. KILGORE. And the theory is thatin making the dupli- 
cate he was left out. 

Mr. CABANISS. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider- 
ation of this bill? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I did not quite catch the contents of the bill 
from the reading. I will ask the gentleman who calls it up 
whether the original bill was not to correct a military record? 

Mr. CABANISS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And itis proposed to amend that bill by a 
bill granting a pension? 

Mr. CABANISS. The bill was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions and they reported this substitute. 

Mr. DINGLEY. at is, as a substitute fora bill to correct 
the military record of this man they reported a bill granting a 

=. hat seems * aero an unusual oa and is 

y parliamen . I make no objection to the bill itself. 
I simply call othontion to the irregularity. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and ne engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and . 

On motion of Mr. CABANISS, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


BIRDS AND ANIMALS IN YELLOWSTONE PaRK. ? 


Mr. LACBY. Mr. Speaker, [ ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 6442) to protect the birds 
and animals in Yellowstone National Park and te punish crimes 
in said _ and for other purposes. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. LACE Mr. Speaker, this bill was read at length, to- 
gether with the report, on last Friday, and I ask unanimous 
consent that the reading of the bill now be dispensed with. The 

ntleman from Ohio Ptr. STORER}, who had objected, with- 

ws his objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendments 
recommended by the committee. 

The amendments were read, as follows: 

/ Section 6, line 6, page 3, strike out “ State,” and insert “ district.” 

Line 8, page 4, strike out “State” and insert “district.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. COFFEEN. Mr. ee I desire tooffer the amendment 
whichIsendtothedesk. I[thas been agreed to by the committee. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Amend bz at the end of section 5, page 3: ‘‘The said United State s 
court ta commissioner to enforce the provisions of this 
act, and the said district court shall hold one session of said 


States 
a the town of Sheridan, in the State of Wyoming, at such 
the court may order. 


amendment was agreed to. 
bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 


time; and being engrossed, it was aceordingly read the | 


third time, and “ 
Mr. moved to recousider the vote by which the bill 
was — and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 


on 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed the following resolution; 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

Reaoloed by the Senate (the House of Representatives coacurring), That there 
be printed 6,000 additional copies of the fourth edition of the document en- 
titled ** Cotnage Laws of the United States, 1782 to 18M,’ prepired uncer the 
direction of the Committee on Finance, United States Senate, with the ap- 
pendix and an index to the same; of which number 2,000 copies shall be for 
the use of the Serate and 4,000 copies for the use of the House of Represent- 
atives 


AMBROSE GISEBURT. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Task unanimous consent for the considera- 
tion of a bill which has been reported favorably by the Commit- 
tee of the Whole at a Friday night session. 

Vhe bill (H. R. 3309) to pension Ambrose Giseburt was read, 
as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is hereby, 
authorized and dtrected to place on the pension roll, subject to the limita 
tions and provisions of the pension laws, the name of Ambrose Giseburt. of 
Company K, Thirty-third Regiment of enrolled Missouri Militia, 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as fol- 
lows: 

Add to the bill the following 

“ Atarate proportionate tothe degree of disability from injury to right hip 
and right shoulder: Provided, Said injury be shown to the satisfaction of 
the Pension Bureau to have been incurred fn an engagement with armed 
enemies of the United States."’ 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consicd- 
eration of the bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. DOCKERY, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


JESSE S. MORRISON. 


Mr. FLYNN. lask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 2710) for the relief of Jesse S. Morri- 
son. When an effort was made heretofore to have this bill con- 
sidered, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] called for 
the regular order, not understanding that this is a bill which 

| has been favorably reported by theCommittee on Indian Affairs, 
of which he is a member. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That a patent in fee simple be issued to Jesse S. Morr! 
son, his heirs and assigns, for the northeast quarter of the south west quarter 
and lot 7, section 8, township 12 north, range 7 west, Indian meridian; the 
south half of the southeast quarter, section 29, township 13 north, range 7 
west, Indian meridian; the southeast quarter of the southwest quarter and 
lot 8 section & township i2 north, range 7 west, Indian meridian; and the 
north half of the southeast quarter, section 29, township 13 north, range 7 
west, Indian meridian, Okiahoma Territory, said patent being tn Lieu of pat 
ents issued on March 6, 1892, to “ Ben-nank” (or Edward Morrison, and to 
“*Wo-ca-sa-now-ka”"’ (or Nellie Morrison), now deceased, the children of said 
Jesse S. Morrison and allottees under section 13 of the act entitled ‘‘An act 
making appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the In 
dian Departmert and for fulfilling treaty stipuiations with various Indian 
tribes for the year ending June 90, 1892, and for other purposes,"’ approved 
March 8, 1801. 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as fol- 
lows: 

In lines 3 and 4 strike out the words “ Jesse S. Morrison, his heirs and a 
signs,’ and insert “ the heirs of Edward Morrison and Nellie Morrison, late 
of Oklahoma Territory, now deceasoed."’ 

Mr. SAYERS. On account of the noise I could not catch the 
purport of the bill as read. I will ask the gentleman from 
Oklahoma whether the bill is designed merely to perfect the 
title to a piece of land? 

Mr. PLYNN. That is all. The bill has been favorably ro- 
ported by the Committee on [Indian Affairs. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the con- 
sideration of the bill. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Indian Affairs 
was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

The amendment of the Committee on Public Lands to the 
title, making it read, A bill for the relief of the heirs of Kd- 
ward Morrison and Nellie Morrison, now deceased,” was agreed 
to 











Mr. STEPHENSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was , and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid om the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PROOF IN LAND CASES. 


Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Lask unanimous consent for the + pom 
ent consideration of the bill (EH. I. 4606) granting the chief jus- 
tice of the United States courts in Territories power to appoint 
commissioners to take proof in land cases, etc. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the chief justice of the court exercising Federal 
jurisdiction in the Territories shall have power to appoint commissioners in 
the several judicial districts, to be known when appointed as United States 
court commissioners. 

Sec, 2, That said commissioners shall have power, and it shall be their 
duty on application by proper person, to receive desert-entry and homestead 
filings, and also to take evidence in contest cases and final proof, and trans- 
mit same to the proper local land office. 

Seco. 3. That no commissioner shall be appointed who resides within 30 
miles of ny local land office, nor shall any commissioner be appointed who 
resides within 30 miles of any other commissioner. 

Sec. 4, That this act shall take effect from its passage. 


The SPEAKER. 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I should like to hear some explanation of it. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. This bill has been submitted to the 
Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office. Its sole purpose is to permit the chief justices of 
Territorial courts exercising Federal jurisdiction, to have the 
same power that is exercised by Federal courts in the States in 
the appointment of commissioners to take proof in land cases. 
It has been decided that these Territorial courts are not Fed- 
eral courts in the technical sense of the term, and they can not 
under the general statute appoint these commissioners. It is 
necessary that power of this kind should be conferred in order 
that parties may not be obliged to travel hundreds of miles in 
order to take the proof required at the Land Office. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The bill has been unanimously reported? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. It has been. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the bill. ‘ 

The followingamendment reported by the Committse on Pub- 
lic Lands was read and agreed to: 


In the second section of the bill strike out the words “to receive desert en- 
try and homestead filings, and also totake evidence in contest cases and final 
proof. and transmitsame to the proper local land office,”’ and insert the words 
‘to administer the oaths in preliminary affidavits and al proofs required 
under the homestead, preémption, timber-culture, and desert-iand laws in 
their respective districts, in like manner as provided for in reference to 
United Statescircuit courtcommissioners, in the actof May 26, 1890. Twenty- 
sixth Statutes at Large, page 121." 

The x»mendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ——— to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read a third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MCRAE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 


was laid on the table. 


NAVAL VETERAN ASSOCIATION, BALTIMORE, MD. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. By direction of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs I ask unanimous consent that, the bill (H. R.164) 
donating cannon to the Naval Veteran Association, Baltimore, 
Md., be recommitted. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection that order will 
be made. 

There was no objection. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will cal! the committees for re- 
ports. 
The committees were called in their order. 
GOVERNMENT PROPERTY, NEWPORT, KY. 


Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, re- 
ported back the bill (H. R. 2586) granting certain property to the 
city of Newport, Ky.; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I move that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union for the turther consideration of general appropriation 
bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. Harca in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole for the further consideration of appropriation bills, and 
the Clerk will report the unfinished business. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (8. R. 6016) making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office 
Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask that the 
Clerk shall read the amendmentof the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. DuNpPHY], on which the point of order is pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheClerk will report the pending amend- 


ment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

5, line 20, strike out the words “two hundred and forty-three 
dollars,”’ and in place thereof insert the words ‘‘ one hundred and 
t of these stamps shall be 

of Engraving and Printing.” 


Is there objection to the present considera- 


On 
tho 
sixty-three thousaud dollars; and no 
factured, engraved, or printed by the 
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Mr.SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to submit, for the 
consideration of the Chair, some remarks in regard to the ques- 
tion of order raised by the chairman of the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads on thisamendmentof the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. DUNPHY]. 

It will be seen on an examination of the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from New York that he has endeavored to 
bring it within the provisions of the rule by striking out a por- 
tion of the sum provided in the text of the bill, and following 
that reduction with a proposition to the effect that no part of 
the money appropriated by the bill shall be paid to the Bureau 
of Engraving coll Printing for printing and engraving stamps. 

Thoid that this is not only an evasion of the rule, but that it 
does not comply with that provision of the rule which would 
bring the amendment within its spirit and admit it to the bill as 
being germane. 

Ineed not repeat the provisions of the rule, which are well 
known to the members. It is to the effect that no proposition 
in = appt opriation bill or amendment proposing new legisla- 
tion shall be in order unless it be germane to the subject-matter 
and ‘‘shall retrench expenditures.” I will not devote any time 
to the question as to whether this is germane; but desire to call 
the attention of the Chair exclusively to the fact that this amend- 
ment does not upon its face, or according to the rules established 
by the committee in determining the question, retrench expend- 
itures. I call the attention of theChair particularly to a deci- 
sion rendered by the Hon. Michael C. Kerr, Speaker of the House 
of Representatives in the Forty-fourth Congress, on a proposi- 
tion in the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill 
totransfer the Indian Bureau from the Interior Department to 
the War Department. 

On that proposition a point of order was submitted and the 
+ ace was reported from the Committee of the Whole to the 

ouse. Speaker Kerr, after carefully considering the whole 
subject, decided that the proposition in the bill was obnoxious 
to the point of order and ruled it out. That proposition not 
only abolished the office of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
but it abolished all the offices in the Indian Bureau and trans- 
ferred the whole Bureau to the War Department. It made no 
provision, however, for the disposition of the Indian Bureau in 
the War Department and it required subsequent legislation to 
make the proposition effective. 

On that question the Speaker held: 


In the first place, to what considerations, in the making of a ruling, has 
the Chair a right tolook? Can he go outside of this bill and inquire gener- 
ally, as it is the right and duty of a member upon the floor of this House to 
do, what will be the effect of this fourth section; or is it his duty to limit 
his inquiries to the face of the bill, to the specific terms of the section in 
question, the law of the land so far applicable, and the parliamentary rules 
and practices of this House? In the judgment of the Chair the range of his 
investigation is the latter, and he can not properly go beyond these three 
considerations. 

Then he quotes this rule now in force, and which was first 
adopted in the Forty-fourth Congress when he was Speaker of 
the House of Representatives. And this decision is, Mr. Chair- 
man, the first interpretation of this rule by a Speaker of the 
House. It was interpreted at the very session in which the rule 
was first adopted. 

After quoting the rule and after referring to the germaneness 
of the proposition, he says: 

The embarrassment of the Chair arises out of the latter portion of the 
amended rule, ‘‘shall retrench expenditures.’ Does this section retrench 
expenditures? 

And that is just the proposition I desire to call to the atten- 
tion of the Chair now, ‘‘ Does this proposition retrench expend- 
itures?”’ Speaker Kerr goes on to say: 

To answer that inquiry the Chair can only look at the section itself, to the 
existing law, and to the rulesof parliamentary practice and proceedings in 
this House. The Chair sees that in this biil there is no provision for the 
=. management of this Bureau of Indian Affairs, if it shall be trans- 
erred as proposed by this section; there is no eee for that pur- 
pose, no regulation of, and no indication how, the duties of that Bureau, 
after it is transferred, shall be performed, or by whom those duties shall be 
pees, other than in the somewhat general language of the section it- 
self. 

Then he goes on to quote a portion of the section under con- 
sideration, and concludes as follows: 

Tt can not be said, therefore, that, it enacted, it will be suchan amendment 
as ‘‘shall retrench expenditures” as the mere result of its own enactment 
in this bill, unaided by future essential and appropriate legislation. 

Now, that is just the condition that we find in the proposed 
amendment. It is simply an amendment to reduce the amount 
covered by the bill, by the amount indicated by the amendment, 
and a provision that no part of the money appropriated here for 
the manufacture of adhesive + awe stamps shall be paid to the 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing. If not to the Bureau of 

ving and Printing, to whom shall the money be paid, and 
what amount shall be paid? ‘ 

Wecan only go, therefore, to the Departments of the Govern- 
ment to know whether stamps are going to be printed by some- 








1894. CONGRESSIONAL 





body as a matter of gratuity and without expense to the Govern- 
ment, or whether we must pay somebody else for this work if 
we do not allow the work to be done by the Bureau of Engrav- 
ing and Printing. There isa provision of the law of the land 
with reference to this, and therefore this proposition changes 
existing law. Section 3914 of the Revised Statutes provides: 

The Postmaster-General shall prepare postage stamps of suitable denomi- 
nations, Which, when attached to mail matter, shall be evidence of the pay- 
ment of the postage thereon. 

This is all the authority the Postmaster-General has, except 
in reference to submitting bids asking for proposals for furnish- 
ing supplies. Now, the Postmaster-General is required by law 
to do this work, and under the law he may doit wherever he can 
get it done the cheapest, and the decision of the Solicitor for the 
Treasury Department is to the effect that the Bureau of Engrav- 
ing and Printing can do the work much cheaper than it can be 
done by private parties. : : : 

The honorable gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. HENDER- 
SON], chairman of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, has allowed me to use in this connection, and I shall ask 
the Clerk to read, a letter addressed to the Secretary of the 
Treasury by Mr. Reeve, the Solicitor of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, upon the very question as to whether the law as it now 
exists authorizes the Postmaster-General to have this work 
done by the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, and whether 
the Bureau can do the work cheaper than it can be done else- 
where. And that is the very question involved here. He holds 
that the law now provides that the Postmaster-General may con- 
tract with the Bureau of Engraving and Printing for the doing 
of the work that he is required by law to have done for the Gov- 
ernment, and that he has done that which the law allows. 
Therefore, to take this power away from him is new legislation, 
and this new legislation does not provide any other place for 
doing it, and we are left in the dark as to how much it is to cost 
us for having it done elsewhere. It must be done somewhere. 
I now ask the Clerk to read, as a part of my remarks, the letter 
from the Solicitor of the Treasury Department, which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, Washington, D. C., January 31, 1894. 

Srr: Referring to my recent opinion relative to the power of the Post- 
master-General, with the concurrence of the Secretary of the Treasury, to 
award to the Bureau of Engraving and Printing .the work for furnishing ad- 
hesive postage stamps for the use of the Post-OfMice Department, in which it 
was assumed that the Bureau had submitted bids in response to the advertise- 
ment issued by the Postmaster-General, I am nowinformed that the Bureau 
did not submit a bid in response to such advertisement, but subsequent to 
the date set for the opening of such bids did submit an estimate of the cost 
of executing the said work, and made a proposition, approved by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, to the Postmaster-General, to execute the work at a 
cost less than the lowest of said bids for the four years commencing July 1! 
next. 

My opinion is now requested as to whether this condition of facts makes 
any difference in the conclusion reached by me relative to the legality of 
having the work executed by said Bureau. 

Section 3414 Revised Statutes prescribes that the Postmaster-General shall 
prepare postage stamps of suitable denominations, which when attached to 
mail matter shall be evidence of the paymentof postage. The actapproved 
March 8, 189%, a the money necessary to carry into effect the power 
conveyed by this section and appropriates for the manufacture of adhesive 
postage stamps and special delivery stamps the sum of $376,200. There is no 
restriction in these laws upon the Postmaster-Generalas to how the stamps 
shall be prepared. 

The Postmaster-General advertised for proposals for the execution of this 
work, expressly reserving in the specifications accompanying the advertise- 
ment the right to reject any and all bids if in his judgment the interests of 
the Government shall require it; and expressly stipulating in case it should 
be decided by the Secretary of the Treasury to submit bids or estimates for 
doing the work of furnishing the stamps by the Bureau of Engraving and 
Printing, the Postmaster-General shall have the right to make the award 
under said bids or estimates to said Bureau if its bid should be found to be 
lower or more advantageous to the Government than the bids submitted by 
vee bidders, the work to be performed in such event in general conform- 

ty with the specifications and under such regulations as might be adopted 
—— Postmaster-General, with the concurrence of the Secretary of the 


asury. 
In response to the adverti sement of the Postmaster-General bids were re 
ceived as follows: 


Charlies F., itn ssiteitataians--+> 0-0 2-novnen ==ty van AENENO.- $146, 454. 93 


American Bank Note Company........ i beun Gone wabceenn niacin dont 162, 401. 61 
Hamilton Bank Note Company.........................-...- pe 179, 204. 40 

Su uently the Bureau of Engraving and Printing submitted an esti- 
mate of the cost and a proposition, approved 


by the Secretary of the Treas- 
, to execute the work at an aggregate of $139,487.52. 

e bids received under the advertisement being unsatisfactory, the Post- 
master-General has not accepted any of them. As to the first named and 
lowest bidder, Charles F’. Steele, it appears that he has no facilities for the 
execution of such work, and that it is not deemed advisable to risk his abil- 
ity to procure such facilities in time to make deliveries of stamps by the Ist 
of July next. Besides, his bid is about $7,000 more than the amount named 

the Bureau of Engravingand Printing. The next lowest bidder is nearly 

6,000 more than the lowest bid, and about $23,000 more than the estimate of 
the Bureau of Engraving and ae The third bid is $17,000 greater than 
the second bid, 000 more than the lowest bid, and $40,000 more than the 
estimate of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. 

It is estimated that the saving to the Government by awarding the con- 
tract to the Bureau of Engraving and Printing would amount during the 
on Bh oye for which the contract is to run, to the handsome sum of $100,000 

The object of advertising under the statute is to invite competition in or- 
der that the work of the Government may be done at the lowest price. But, 
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where it is apparent that the work can be done as cheap, or cheaper, by the 
Government itself, then the reason for advertising no longer exists, and the 
Government has, in my opinion, an absolute right to do its own work 

For the present purpose, however, my consideration is con! i 
facts in this case, and these are: It appearing. after complying h 
provisions of section 3709, Revised Statutes, none of the bids made in re- 
sponse thereto being satisfactory to the Postmaster-General, and i! ‘ 
quently appearing that the Bureau of Engraving and Printing cin exe 
cute the work at a much lower cost to the United States, Ido not hesitate to 
declare it as my opinion that the contract may be lewally made with the 
said Bureau, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, for the ex 
ecution of said work. 











to the 


the 


| 
| 
| 


Whether in any case the Government has not the inherent power to use 
its own agencies for the performance of its own work, without inviting 
competition among private parties, is a question which neo! t be con- 
sidered at this time. 

As stated in my former opinion with regard to this matter, a great deal 
of work has been done for the various Departments of the Government by 
the Bureau of Engraving and Printing without regard to the statute re 
quiring advertisement to be made for all purchases and contracts for sup- 
plies or service in any Executive Department of the Government 

By act of March 3, 1875, entitled ‘An act making appropriation for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, (876, and 
for other purposes." it is provided that the national-bank notes shall be 


printed under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, and that said 
notes, currency, and other securities of the United States should be executed 
with not less than three plate printings; and ‘that the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall have executed one or two such printings by such responsible 
and capable and experienced bank-note companies, or bank-note engravers, 
as may contract for the same, at the lowest cost to the Government, and at 
prices not greater than those heretofore paid for the same class of work; no 
company or enzraver to execute more than one printing upon the same 
note or obligation, and the final printing and finishing to be executed in the 
Treasury Department.” 

This provision would seem to imply the necessity of advertising for the 
proposed work, but I understand that this was not done, but that the work 
was done by the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. 

The act of March 3, 1877, provides, among other things, for theengraving 
and printing of notes, bonds, and other securities of the United States, 
“Provided the work be performed at the Treasury Department, and, pro 
vided further that it can be done as cheaply and perfectly and safely; and 
all contracts already made shall be faithfully carried out.” 

This provision would also imply the necessity of advertising in order 
to ascertain whether the work could be done as cheaply, ete., at the Treas 
ury Department; but I do not understand that any such advertisement has 
ever been made. 

Therefore, taking into consideration what has been the practice of the 
Department with regard to work in the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, 
of various kinds, and where advertising would seem to have been contem- 
plated by Congress, and in view of the fact that in the present case the Bu 
reau proposes to print said adhesive stamps for tha Postmaster-General at 
a large saving of money to the Government, Iam constrained to hold that 
in my a a legal contract may be made between the Postmaster-Gen 
eral and the Chief ofthe Bureau of Engraving and Printing, with the con- 
currence of the Secretary of the Treasury, to do this work 

Very respectfully, 
F. A. REEVE 


Solicitor 
Hon. J. G. CARLISLE, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


During the reading of the foregoing, 

Mr. SPRINGER said: I suggest that the portionof the letter 
referring to the various acts of Congress need not be read, but 
may be printed in the Recorp. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to hear the whole let- 
ter. The Clerk will proceed. 

The Clerk completed the reading of the letter. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to call attention now, in view of 
the decision which has been read, to the application of the rule 
laid down by Speaker Kerr, that there was no provision in the 
amendment for printing these stamps elsewhere, and, there- 
fore, according to this statement from the Solicitor of the Treas- 
ury Department, that it would cost in the four years $100,000 
more to print these stamps at private offices than it would cost, 
to print them at the Bureau of iavevine and Printing. There- 
fore the amendment of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
DUNPHY] does not retrench expenditures. but increases them, 
according to the estimates of the Department, at least $100,000 
in the four years to be covered by the contract which we would 
force the Postmaster-General to make with private parties, tf 
we deprive him of the right to use any of this money to pay for 
this work at the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. The 
amendment, therefore, is new legislation. It deprives the Post- 
master-General from doing that which he may now lawfully do, 
and it does not “‘retrench expenditures,” but actually largely 
increases them. The point of order is well taken, and the 
amendment should be ruled out of order. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I should like toask the gentieman one 
question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to make a statement. 
The Chair will have no difficulty in applying the rule, if the 
Chair can secure from gentlemen upon the floor, who desire to 

speak upon this point of order, the exact legal situation. The 
Chair will not iook to the merits of the amendment in any way 
in deciding this point of order. What the Chair desires to do is 
toascertain from the statute, or from some other source, what 
the existing law is, and then to determine whether the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from New York changes that ex- 
isting law. The Chair hopes that if any other gentleman seeks 
the floor for the purpose of speaking upon the point of order he 
| will confine himself to that particular point. 
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Mr.COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say in the begin- 
ning of my remarks that I have no personal interest in this mat- 
ter; neither have any of my constituents. Any opposition that 
I may have to the proposal is based upon my repugnance to 
further extending the field of operations of the Government in 
the direction indicated. I shall address myself as far as possi- 
ble to the point of order, but that will involve the proposed 
—— in this case. It comes before the House in rather a 

ifficult way to be treated as a point of order, for the reason that 
the bill itself makes no mention of the fact that one Department 
of the Government proposes to contract with another Depart- 
ment of the Government. 

We have that only from outside information. I will call your 
attention, Mr. Chairman, to the fact that thisamendmentsimply 

rovides that the Post-Office Department shall noi depart from 

ts previous practice and inaugurate a new one where by one 
Department of the Government shall proceed toenter into a con- 
tract with another Department. Ido not think that this has 
ever before been attempted, or that we have any precedents 
which will indicate how such a contractcan be enforced as in the 
case of a private firm or individual. 

Then I would goa littlefurther, and suppose that this arrange- 
ment, because it can not be a contract, is made between the 
Post-Office Department and the Bureau of Engraving and Print- 
ing, to whom is the money to be paid? Certainly not tothe Bu- 
reau of Engraving and Printing, as to an outside party. They 
have no right to accept any such money. To whom shall it be 

aid? Into the Treasury Department. Then by what author- 
ty can the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, without the ac- 
tion of Congress, withdraw that moneyfrom the Treasury? That 
invo!ves« practical question that Iam told has never come up 
before. I also ask, Mr. Chairman, if in the future we desire to 
have competitive bids, how it can be made fair and equitableas 
between private parties, who have to guard against possibility 
of loss, and a bureau of government which incase of miscaicula- 
tion can call, as is customary, upon Congress to make the loss 
good by appropriations for delcloncies? 

For instance, the Bureau of Engraving and Printing this year 
calls for deticiencies to the amount of 15 per cent above the ap- 
propriations made. In other words, $1,028,000 were appropri- 
ated for that Bureau, and they call fora deficiency of $150,255.66. 
There can be no fair ee between a Department of the 
Government which has the right, if they make a loss on their 
contract or arrangement, to call upon the General Govern- 
ment to make that loss good and a private party who has no 
right to call upon the Government to make good such a loss to 
him. I make this point of order, after this statement, that it is 
notlimiting the expenses of the Government for postage stamps, 
that it has contracted for or arranged for with another Depart- 
ment of the Government. I[t isan impossibility. You can not 
limit the expenses of the Government in that respect. 

Now, look at itas a business proposition, if I may be permitted 
to speak on that point. There is not a man in this ouse who 
does not know that the Government printing, as wellas-the Gov- 
ernment engraving and priuting.costs more than such work 
eosis private individuals. How could it be otherwise, when we 
pay our printers 25 per cent more wages and ask 25 percent less 
service? How is it possible that the Government, under such 
circumstances, can do the work for less than private individuals? 

Now, so far es my judgment is concerned, there are certain 
things that the-Government ought todo in the way of engrav- 
ing and printing for its ownsecurity, and there are certain other 
things it ought not to attempt to do under the unfavorable con- 
ditionsexisting. It is also generally conceded that economy and 
good government would be secu by limiting the operations 
of ovr Printing House to those — necessary for the con- 
venience of Congress, viz, bills, reco and reports, and leav- 
ing to general competition the printing of beoks, etc. 

Fao not think that any of you will question the statement that 
the Government would save money,and that there would be less 
extravagance. Weall know that wecan getour + eng aa: 
by outside establishments very much cheaper than at Gov- 
ernment Printing Office, where they do it atcost prices. How 
can it be otherwise under existing conditions of wages and hours 
of service? 

Mr. Chairman, I am not favorable to adding to the work which 
is already boing done such as can be better done outside, pro- 
viding always that sufficient competition can be secured to pre- 
vent the Government from being imposed | 

I have always supposed that it was good ratic doctrine 
to leave to private enterprise everything thatoan tely 
be left there, and avoid concentration into the hands of Govern- 
ment. Every addition to the functions of any t is 
there for all time. It is ne:ct to impossible to w So 
we ge on, adding one thing after another, complicating the op- 
= of Government, and impeding necessary and proper leg- 

ion. 
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It would seem to me to be wiser to retire from some of the in- 
dustrial enterprises in which Government has engaged than to 
venture further inthat direction. You will observe, sir, that my 
objections are not so much directed against the specific propo- 
sition as against the principle involved. 

Mr. CABANISS. Mr. Chairman, I propose to rddress myself 
to the point of order now before the House on the pending 
amendment, offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
DUNPHY], which reads: 

That no part of these stamps shall be manufactured, engraved, or printed 
by the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. 

The section of the Revised Statutes read by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. SPHINGER], and cited by the Postmaster-General 
in his letter, states that the Postmaster-General ‘‘ shall prepare 
postage stamps of suitable denominations, which when attached 
to mail matter shall be evidence of the payment of the postage 
thereon.” 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if this is the only section which refers to 
the providing of postage stamps by the Postmaster-General, then 
there is no limitation upon his power. 

This is the only one, which I will endeavor to show before I 
conclude, that does give him power to prepare postage stamps; 
and there is no limit upon his power in thesectioncited. Then, 
if this amendment offered by the gentleman from New York at- 
tempts to limit his power, itis achange of law. Doesit attempt 
to limit his power? Ciearly. Why? Because it forbids the 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing from doing that work. 

But we are told by another gentleman from New York [Mr. 
BARTLETT] that section 3709 provides that ‘all purchases and 
contracts for supplies or services in any of the Departments of 
the Government, except for personal services, shall be made by 
advertising, etc.” Now, if postage stamps were technically and 
generally considered ‘‘as supplies,” the point made by the gen- 
tleman with reference to that section might have some weight 
as going to show that this amendment was in order. But are 
postage stamps supplies? In the ordinary acceptation of the 
term they might be so considered, but legally and technically, 
as shown by another section of the Revised Statutes to which 
I shall call attention (section 5413), they are defined to be ‘‘ obli- 
gations or securities of the United States.’’ That section refer- 
ring to forgery and frands upon the Government, says: 

The words “obligations or othér securities” of the United States shall be 
held to mean all bonds, certificates of indebtedness, national bank currency, 


co . United States notes, Treasury notes, fractional notes, certificates 


of deposit, bills, checks or drafts for money drawn by or upon authorized 


officers of the United States, stamps and other representatives of value, of 
whatever denomination, that have been or may be issued under an act of 
Congress. 

There in that section defining “obligations or other securi- 
ties” you find ‘stamps ” included. 

Mr. VAN VOORGHIS of New York. 
envelopes? 

Mr. CABANISS. It does not say so. It says ‘‘stamps.” It 
does not say _—— cards or — envelopes, because into those 
something enters besides the stamp, namely, the paper 
which has to be furnished by contract. But the stamp itself is 
an obligation, a security of uzhe Government, which is redeemed 
whenever presented, and which passes to some extent as money. 
It seems singular to me that the matter has never been consid- 
ered heretofore by the Post-Office Department of entering into 
a contract with the Bureau of oe | and Printing for sup- 
png oe. Stamps are in the similitude of money. They 
are obligations of the Government, and the same restrictions 
and protection against forgery ought to be thrown around them 
that is thrown around money, and nowhere else can that be done 
as securely and thoroughly as in the Bureau of Engraving and 
Printing under the Government control. 

The point I make, then, is that the power of the Postmaster- 
General is not limited or restricted by law, and if it is sought to 
be limited or restricted by the amendment of the gentleman from 
New York that amendment is new legislation, and is therefore 
subject to the point of order. 

r. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, I think the concluding 
remarks of the gentleman from Georgia settles this question 
almost entirely. He has quoted the statute under which the 
Postmaster-General may furnish vy oa Section 3914 pro- 
vides that the Postmaster-General shall furnish stamps 
of suitable denominations, etc. That is e ng law. It is 
no use for gentlemen who are supporting this amendment to say 
that it is a proviso with regard to the appropriation, or with re- 
— to the expenditure of the money under the riation. 

t goes further. A proviso of that character may be entirely 
new legislation, and this docs go further. 

Take the two amendments. one offered by the chairman 
of the committee and the other offered by the gentleman from 
New York, and the Chair will observe that the first portion of 
the of each is the same 


Does that include postal 


but the second is this 
limitation, which is nota limitation on the expenditure of the 
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ymoney, but a limitation as to where and how the Postmaster- 
rGenoral may prepare postage stamps. * And no part of these 
stamps shall be manufactured, engraved, or printed at the 
Bureau of Engraving and’Printing.” We would have had these 

entlemen on our side on this point of order if the language had 
read in this way: “ And no part of these stamps shall be manu- 
factured,engraved, or printed at any other place than the Bureau 
of Engraving and Printing.” 

I have called the attention of the House to these two amend- 
ments for the purpose of showing also that they are divisible; 
thot, virtually, this proposition which I have read is the only 
amendment that is being considered on the pointof order. They 
can be divided upon a vote and they are divisible as to the point 
of order. ZTheamendment must first, in itself, make a reduction 
in expenditures before it can be in order. This amendment 
germane I will admit, but it must upon its face show areduction 
of expenditures. Does it doso? Notone penny. But suppose 
these gentlemen were to remodel their amendment and make it 
$10,000 lower than the reduction proposed by the chairman of 
the committee, then the question comes up, 1s that reduction 
the result of their amendment? Is itin anywise the result of 
the language upon which we make ‘the point of order? No one 
will claim that itis. I wish to call the attention of the Chair to 
a decision which I find on page 268 of the Digest: 

To an item appropriating ‘for free-delivery service $10,450,000,"’ an amend 
ment was submitted striking out that sum and inserting ‘$10,449,000 to be 
disbursed in such manner” (the manner prescribed being a new provision 
of law). It was held that the amendment was germane; that while it 
changed existing law, it reduced the amount appropriated by the bill, and 
it was thereforein order. (RECORD, 1,52, pages 4909,4911.) Uponappeal this 
decision was,.after full debate, sustained by the Committee of the Whole. 
(RECORD, 1, 52, page 4920.) 

It wiil be noted that the point of order was made against the amendment 
asa whole. The propositions contained in the amendment were divisible, 
viz: (1) the substitution cé $19,000 for $50,000; and (2) the provision ‘to be 
disbursed inssuch manner,” etc. ‘Che second branch of the amendment did 
not of itself resultin a reduction of the amount carried by the bill 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I made that point at 
the beginning. ; 2 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The chairman of the committee says 
that the point was madeat the beginning, but I think it is worth 
repeating and emphasizing. 

Again, on page 269, there is another paragraph to which my 
attention has just been called, and which I will read: 

To an item of appropriation for inland transportation of mails by star 
routes, an amendment was offered requiring the Postmaster-General to 
provide routes and make contracts in certain cases, with the further pro- 
vision, ‘‘and the amount of appropriation herein for star routes is hereby 
reduced to $590." A point of order made against the first or legislative part 
of the amendment was sustained, which decision was, on appeal, affirmed 
by the committee. 

The rule I have stated to the Chair is a familiar one—that the 
reduction of expenditures must appear as a necessary result in 
order to bring a provision within the exception ofthe rule. No 
gentieman who has discussed this question has claimed thatthe 
reduction which this amendment is expected to produce isa 
necessary result of the proposition. It is true the gentleman 
from New York but a moment ago went into the question of 
eontracts—to whom the money was to be paid, howa fair competi- 
tion shou!d be secured,etc. Such considerations donot concern 
the:Chair in deciding the parliamentary question. 

Theremight be another point.:made; and that is, that this pro- 
wision isin the:form of permanent law. It is virtually the same 
as if it said— 

Hereafter no part of these stampsshall be manufactured, engraved, or 
printed at the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. 


is 


The omission of the word ‘‘ hereafter ” is notat all significant. 
-Mr.HAYES. Withoutthat word the provision applicssimply 
tothe present appropriation, and doses not become a permanent 


appropriation. 
Mr. OUTAWAITE. On-page 265 of the Manual I find this 
statement: o 


But on examination of the provisoin the bill the Chair finds that itis 
something more than a limitation upon the appropriation made in this ap 
Se bill; forit proposes tomake a permanent law, the language of 

proviso being, etc. 


I desire to call the attention of the Chair particularly to the 
fact that this provision proposes to change a permanent low. 
‘The provision of the permanent law has been that the Postmas- 
ter-General should prepare these stamps—without any limita- 
tion, as the gentleman from Georgia has said, as to how he shal! 
‘prepare them, where heshall prepare them,or who shall do the 
‘work. The: present provision proposes to make a limitation on 
‘that permanent law. 

1I-do not-know anything and do not care anything about the 
merits of thiscase. I believe from the statements which have 
been male'that this limitation is calculated to increase the ex- 
‘penditures- of the Government. But the essential point is that 
the proposition doesnot come within the requirements of the 
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rule, because in order to do so it must necessarily sh : ite 
face a reduction of expenditures. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I wish to address t com- 
mittee for a few minutes on this question of law. } of the 
speeches which have been made on the other side have n ad- 
dressed to the merits, that is, the question of economy ha n 
considered. At the proper time that question may arise; f 
it should, I think itcan be shown on our side, that is, on the 
side of those who believe in the amendment offered by my col- 
league | Mr. DUNPHY], that there can be no certainty, no surety 
that the Bureau of Engraving and Printing can perform this 
work as cheaply as it can be done if there be competition in the 
open market, for two reasons—— 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Does the gentleman claim it is in i 
bent on us to show that, in order to sustain our point of ord 

Mr. BARTLETT. Not at all. In making the statement I 


have just made I except the gallant gentleman from Ohio {Mr 
OUTHWAITE]. He has addressed the Chair and the 
strictly with reference to the point of order. 
speeches which were made the other day 
attacked the American Bank Note C 
dressed to the point of order. 

The gentleman who spoke a few moments ago, in referring to 
the remarks which I had the honor to make the other day, 
comes back to this definition of “ obligation or other security 
of the United States” contained in a penal statute, contained in 
the statute known as chapter 70, and entitled ‘‘ Crimes aguinst 
the operations of the Government.” 

Now, this revision of the Federal statutes was made in 1873; 
und this first section—section 5413—seems to have been designed 
as an introductory section to that chapter—appliable to that 
chapter alone and to no other part of the Revised Statutes. <A 
careful examinationof thissection will show thatit was designed 
to have even a more restrictive operation than even that for 
which I have hitherto contended. It does not refer even to the 
whole of thatchapter. The wordsare in quotation marks ob 
ligation or other security of the United States”; and in that 
order they are found in but one other section of the chapter 
that is, in the section which makes it a penal offense to procure 
or make an impression taken from a tool for muking—what? 
‘‘Any kind or description of "—of what? These words occur in 
the same order—‘"‘ obligation or other security of the United 
States.” So section 5413 was designed to refer to section 5432. 

Mr. CABANISS. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Inonemoment. My reasou for the assump 
tion [ have just made is this: We find in section 5414 the words 
** Any obligation or security of the United States ’—not ‘‘obliga 
tion or other security,” and a different penalty is imposed for 
counterfeiting an ‘‘ obligation or security of the United States’ 
from that which is imposed for counterfeiting a postage stamp. 
Later in the same chapter—and T call the attention of the Chair 
to this—— 

Mr. CABLNESS. 
tion? 


Mr. BARTLETT. 


committee 
But some of the 
, especially one which 
ympany, were hardly ad- 


Will the gentleman now yield for a ques- 


I can not be interrupted now. 

Mr _CABANSSS. It is right on this point. 

Mr. BARTLETT. In the same chapter you will find the sub- 
heading * Postal crimes,” and in section 5464 a penaity is im- 
posed—a fine of not more than $500 or imprisonment of not 
more than five years, or both—whereas in the earlier part of 
the chapter the penalty for counterfeiting the notes or securi- 
ties of the United States—the word “ obligation” being used 
is $5,000 and imprisonment for not more than fifteen years, 4 
radically different penalty being imposed. Sol say it was the 
intention of the lawgiver to keep these offenses distinct; and 
this peculiar definition, ‘‘obligation or other security of the 
United States,” was meant to cover only this other section 

133)—not the whole of that chapter. 

But gentlemen are not content with making it applicable to 
this whole chapter on crimes, but it is sought to make it appli 
cable to all the securities of the United States—to everything 
printed for the Treasury Department or any other Department. 
Now, I say, with all respect for the Solicitor of the Treasury 
with all respect for that eminent lawyer who adopts one view on 
given day in January, another view five days later, and proba 
bly another view in March, for we have three separate and dis- 
tinct opinions based on different views of the law—I say with all 
respect:for that gentleman that it is notsound law; and nogood 
lawyer inthis House familiar with criminal law will say there is 
any authority for incorporating a provision of a penal statute 
into acts referring to other matters. 

Mr. CABANISS. Before the gentleman takes his s 
permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Certainly. 

Mr. CABANISS. Does not that section to which the gentle- 
man thas referred (section 5413) define what ‘obligations ar 
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other securities” of the United States means? Iask himif that 
is notthe wholeextent and purpose of the section—to define what 
these terms actually mean? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I will answer the gentleman—— 

Mr. BROSIUS. Permit me to ask the gentleman if in his 
judgment it is to have a general or a special application? 

Mr. BARTLETT. The only definitions which havea general 
application in the Revised Statutes are those which are found 
at the beginning of the revision. These special definitions found 
at the head of the various chapters are applicabie only to what 
is within the legitimate purview of the chapter, and can not be 
extended to anything beyond. Now, although it does not say so 
in express terms at the beginning of the chapter that it shall 
apply only to crimes therein considered, every lawyer knows 
that is the meaning which must be inferred. ‘‘ These defini- 
tions are to apply to the subsequent sections of this chapter, or 
to such sections of this chapter as may properly be considered 
to be affected by the definitions.” 

That is all. These words should be held to be there just as 
much as if they were actually expressed in the language itself. 
It is a fair inference in regard to every criminal statute that 
the definition beginning at the commencement of the chapter, 
referring to the crimes embodied in the chapter , can not be ex- 
oor beyond what is legitimately embraced in the chapter 

teelf. 

Furthermore, I desire to call the attention of the Chair to 
what is pretty good Democratic construction upon this subject, 
and as to the view of what the existing law was on the subject 
in 1881 and in 1885, on two occasions when the subject matter 
came up for consideration both in the House and the Senate. I 
call your attention, Mr. Chairman, to the opinion of Mr. BLACK- 
BURN, now a distinguished Senator from the State of Kentucky, 
who at that time was a member of the House of Representatives. 
The question was, as I indicated the other day, the repeal of a 
provision which by some mistake the enrolling clerk had in- 
serted---a measure permitting the printing tobe done by the Bu- 
reauof Engravingand Printing, which provision crept into the 
statute of l8S79and was assumed to be the law although it was never 
formally adopted by either House, In 1881 a proviso was in- 
serted looking to the repealof the power which the previous act 
appeared to confer, and Mr. BLACKBURN, then speaking in favor 
of the rule, used this ianguage—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let me ask the gentleman from what he is 
reading. 

Mr. BARTLETT. 
which took place in the House and Senate. 
said: 


There is no responsible party to insure that the work shall bedone at the 
bid of the Bureau without loss tothe Government. I repeat, all that this 
proviso does is to repeal a provision in the former bill, which provision was 
never agreed to by either House of Congress. 

Why repeal it if it did not affect the law? Why have this 
discussion in the House of Representatives, and in the Senate, 
if there were no need of it? 

It crept in by mistake; it has worked so inequitabl y and unfairly as to shut 
out all competitive bidding ‘arouses’ the country, and eX the contract 
to the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, provided it woul. bid lower than 


existing rates. i hope that the amendmentof the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia will not be adopted, and that the proviso in the bill will remain. 


It did remain, and that is the proviso that repealed the act 
which was assumed to have been passed years earlier. And so 
it still remains, 

There was an effort made in 1885 to give permission to the 
Postmaster-General to reject other bids and without regard to 
any bid to give the work tothe Bureau of En —— and Print- 
a That proposition failed to pass. Mr Beck, n objecting 
to it, used this language: 

It séems there was fair competition and very open competition in regard 
to all these matters, and it was thought we should not undertake it, espe- 
cially under the latter clause of the paragraph which provides thatthe Post- 
master-General may reject any or all bids of private parties and award the 
contracts, or any of them, uponthe bid of the Secretary of the Treasury, if, 
in his penenee) itshall be for the best interests of the Government to do 
so. That would be giving a power to the Secretary of the Treasury and to 
the Postmaster-General to increase the employés of this Government al- 
most @d infinitum. 


So it was rejected and failed. Now, Mr. Chairman, if the law 
be as these gentlemen assert to-day, under the provision giving 
the Postmaster-General the power'to prepare postage stamps, 
why was there ever any need to come to Congress or to come to 
the House or Senate and ask for the enactment of a law in terms 
allowing the Bureau of Engraving and Printing to do the work? 
What a farce, what a waste of time, toask for supererogatory 
legislation, to ask for what is unnecessary. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. BARTLETT. In one moment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The discretion is left with the Postmaster- 
General, and thatact of Congress referred to in that case simply 
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directed him to have it done at the Bureau of Engraving and 
Printing. 

Mr. BARTLETT. If that beso, Mr. Chairman, if this power 
to prepare postage stamps can be extended so that it gives the 
Postmaster-General the power to abrogate all the rules as to 
competitive bidding, and make a new rule, and have the stamps 
prepared wheresoever he pleases, and if it can be extended so 
that he can have this work not done in his own Department,but 
done by a bureau within a co%rdinat Department, I say, Mr. 
Chairman, that it is extriordinary that this power has never 
been asserted or claimed before, that we have its first assertion 
any where, in January, 1894, and then again in March, 1894. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, [ have the highest regird and esteem 
for the Secretary of the Treasury and for the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral. When I said the other day that they proposed to violate 
the law, I said it not in any harsh criticism of either of those 
gentlemen, for I know that neither of them would wish to do 
anything which he deemed contrary tolaw. But I assert sim- 
ply this, that their legal advice is mistaken; that it is the dis- 
position of every executive officer, of every head of a department 
allover the world, in any government, to assume, just as any 
court would assume, that it has all the necessary power to do 
almost anything; and that, starting with that natural tendency, 
and receiving faulty advice from the Solicitor of the Treasury, 
they have been led to contemplate this mistake. but it seems 
to me, Mr. Chairman, that in view of the fact that the distin- 
guished gentleman from Illinois[Mr. SPRINGER] succ2eded the 
other dayin having a declaration incorporated into a bill in 
reference to post-office matters, of morefar-reaching magnitude, 
that it hardly is appropriate for him toobiect toadeclaration of 
what is existing law in regard to this matter. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. HatcH). As the Chair has already 
indicated to the committee, the only difficulty the Chair en- 
countered in very promptly deciding this point of order has been 
in ascertaining to what extent the existing law has been con- 
strued by cor-petent and proper authority, and what action has 
been taken by the Department under that construction. 

The only provision of law that gentlemen upon the floor have 
been able to cite to the Chair as bearing directly upon this 
power of the Postmaster-General, is that contained in section 
3914 of the Revised Statutes, which provides that— 

The Postmaster-General shall prepare postage stamps of suitable denomi- 
nations, which, when attached to mail matter, shall be evidence of the pay- 
ment of postage thereon. 

The only authoritative declaration, in interpretation or con- 
struction of this statute, comes from the Department of Justice, 
and issigned by the Solicitor-General, in a letter addressed to 
the Secretary of the Treasury. In that hestates: 

There is no restriction in thess laws upon the Postmaster-General as to 
how the stamps shall be prepared. 

The Clerk will now read the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. DUNPHY]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 5, line 20, strike out the words “two hundred and forty-three 
thousand dollars,’’ and in place thereof insert the words ‘one hundred and 
sixty-three thousand dollars: and no part of these stamps shall be manu- 
factured, engraved, or printed by the Bureau of Engraving and Printing.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now report the amend- 
ment previously offered by the gentleman from North Carolina 

Mr. HENDERSON). the chairman of the Committee on Post-Of- 
ces and Post-Roads, in charge of the bill, an amendment to 
perfect the text of that section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the paragraph on page 5, line 20, by striking out the words “ two 
hundred and forty-three’ and insert the words ‘*‘one hundred and sixty- 


three;’’ so that the paragraph in lines 19 and 20 shall read: 
For manufacture of postage stamps and special delivery stamps, $163,000. 


The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from North Carolina J Mr. 
HENDERSON] offered this.as an amendment to the text of the 
bill, and the gentleman from New York [Mr. DUNPHY] offered 
his amendment in the nature of a substitute. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is prepared torule. The only 
question for the Chair now to determine is whether the lan- 
guage in that proviso of the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. DUNPHY] is in the nature of a direc- 
tion or control, simply, of the appropriation made, or whether 
in effect it changes existing law. 

In view of the decision of the Department of Justice, to which 
the Chair has alluded, the letter to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury —. from a coirdinate branch of the Government, and 
one upon which the Secretary of the Treasury or the Postmaster- 
General had the right tocall for such interpretation, and in the 
absence of any further legislation, or any other interpretation 
of it, the Chair is compelled to sustain the point of order, and 
rules that part of the amendment out of order. 








1894. 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. DUNPHY. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
DuNPHY] is recognized. 

Mr. DUNPHY. Mr. Chairman, I have another amendment 
to offer, which is to be inserted at the same page and line as my 
last. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is it offered as another amendment? 

Mr. DUNPHY. It is offered as an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Asan amendment to the amendment of- 
ferred by the gentleman from North Carolina{Mr. HENDERSON |? 

Mr. DUNPHY. Asan amendment to the amendment of the 
gentleman from North Carolina. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided, That no part of this appropriation shall be used to pay for print- 
ing or engraving done by any bureau of the Government. 


Mr. SPRINGER. That is the same thing. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I make the point of 
order upon that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be compelled to sustain 
the point of order. Iitisin effectthe same. The question now 
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ison the amendment submitted by the gentleman from North | 


Carolina, which the Clerk will again report. 

Mr. DUNPHY. Mr. Chairman, there is quite a difference be- 
teen the amendment I offered last and the amendment I offer 
now. The first amendment provided for a limitation on the use 
of the money, the other provides for a limitation on the manu- 
facture of stamps. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that the effect will be 
the same and will come within the ryle laid down by the Chair 
in the opinion upon the prior point of order. It restricts, in 
other words, the authority that the Postmaster-General has un- 
der the section of the Revised Statutes, as interpreted by and 
cited by the Solicitor-General of the United States. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a single word 
upon this question which is being discussed here. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from North Carolina. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I amaware whatthe question is. The amend- 
ment reduces the appropriation for manufacture of postage 
stamps, with a view of having the Bureau of Engraving and 
Printing do this printing, on the assumption that by so doing 
there will be a saving ofexpenditure. Itappears that under the 
genera! authority of law, which hasbeen read by the Chairman, 
the Postmaster-General invited proposals for printing these 
stamps; that certain private parties made proposals which have 
been alluded to, being a large reduction from the previous con- 
tracts. That after all the propositions had been submitted, the 
Postmaster-General decided, under the authority which he had, 
that neither of the proposals was such that the Department could 
accept. 

Teareapon what did the Postmaster-General do? In justice, 
if not with due regard to law, he should have invited new pro- 
posals, even on the assumption that the Bureau of Engraving and 
Printing was tobeone ofthe bidders. Butinstead of that, hedid 
not invite new proposals, but allowed the Bureau of Engraving 
to come in and make a proposal of its own, with knowledge be- 
fore of whit all the private proposals had been and without any 
competition. 

Now, it seems to me, in justice to all the parties and with due 
regard to the spirit of the law, if the first proposais were not 


satisfactory to the Postmaster-General, he should have invited | 
new proposals; and if the Bureau of Engraving was to have an | 


opportunity to come in for the purpose of making proposals, he 
shovld have given private parties the same privilege. 


Itappears that the Superintendentof the Bureau of Engraving, | 


with all this knowledge before him, made a proposal of only 
$7,000 less than the lowest bid of the other parties, which would 
be a saving of $28,000, on the assumption that the Bureau of En- 
graving could do printing and engraving of this kind. 
the assumption that has run through all this discussion is that 
because the Bureau of Engraving has proposed todo this print- 
ing and engraving for the Government for this reduced sum that 
therefore it will be done for that amount. 
that amount so far as the Post-Office Department is concerned; 


but who can give us any assurance, founded on reliable estimates, | 


that the Bureau of Engraving will be able to do this printing 
for any such sum? 


There is not a gentleman in this House acquainted practically | 


with this business, as 1 am somewhat, that does not know that 
the Bureau of Engraving and the Printing Establishment of this 
Government can not do its work ascheaply as it cin bo done by 
—— parties; and why not? Because, in the first place, these 

ureaus of the Government pay 25 per cent more in wages than 
are paid by private parties. In the next place, they work 20 per 
cent less number of hours per day; and in the third place they 


Now, | 


It will be done for | 
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Now, there is no one who 
is acquainted practically with the business who does not under 
stand that the Bureau of Engraving in doing this work will 
certainly expend more than private individuals would. 
Thers is no doubt that there must be an extension of the 
and enlargement of the buildings of the Bureau of Engraving 


give a leave of thirty days with pay. 


plant 


if this new work isto be done. I have visited that Bureau re 
peatedly, and I know something about the manner in which tke 
machinery is crowded there while it is doing its present work. 
So that I say, if the Bureau of Engraving and Printing is to do 
this work, it must have an appropriation of 325,000 or 830,000 
for additions to the building and plant. There isnodoubt about 
that. Then the work must be done at greater cost than it can 
be done by private parties. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me, before entering on a mat- 
ter of this kind, there ought to be a little more considerationof 
the point as to whether the change proposed is really in the in- 
terest ofeconomy. The printing of this Government must in 
large part be done here by the Government Printing ONice, be- 
cause it is exigency work; but this postage-stamp printing is 
not exigency work. 

This work can be done in large quantities and ahead of the 
demand for it,and being work of that character it can be done 
cheaper by private parties than by the Government. Now 
| whether these proposals were as low as they ought to be, I do 
not undertake to say; but if they were fot, there are several con- 
cerns in this country doing just such work, and the proper course 
is to invite proposals and go ahead. 

Mr. BRYAN. Whatdid it cost to do this work last year? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ido not know; but [ know that the new bids 
are very much under the old bids. 

Mr. BRYAN. Then there must have been a great deal of 
money made by the contractors. 

Mr. DiINGLEY. Possibly. But this is not a business that is 
monopolized by one concern, or by any five concerns in this 
country. ° 
| Mr. BRYAN. How many bids were made? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think there were four or five bids. I think 
they varied in amount nearly $25,000. All that I desire, Mr. 
Chairman, is simply to call the attention of the committee to the 
fact that because the Bureau of Engraving and Printing has bid 
$7,000 a year less than the lowest bid by outside parties, it does 
not at all follow that the work is going to be done for any such 
sum. And I predict, and predict with some knowledge of the 
subject, that the cost of the work will be vastly in excess of the 
amount that is estimated. 

Mr. HUDSON. I will ask the gentleman from Maino if he 
knows whether or not there was a large pro‘it growing out of 
the printing of these stamps under the last contract? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I donot know. It was done by private par- 
ties. 

Mr. HUDSON. You do not know anything about the profits 
| of those private parties? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I do not know what the profits were. 

Mr. HUDSON. I did not know but that the amount of the 
protit might enable the Government to do the work cheaper 
than it could be done by private parties. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The last bidsare very much lower than those 
made four years ago, and in fact the work can be done cheaper 
| now than it could have been done some time ago. 

Mr. SAYERS. In reply to what has been said by the gentle 
man from Maine, I will say to the committee that a subcommit- 
tee of the Committee on Appropriations had the superintendent 
| of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing before it, and he told 
them that with the amount he had proposed he could not only 
manufacture all the stamps that were necessary, but that he 
could expend about $25,000 out of it in the purcbase of such ma- 
chinery as would be required to manufacture stamps, and that 
| thereafter he would be able to save some forty to fifty thousand 
dollars a year by doing the work in the Bureau, as compared 
with the cost of having the same work done by private parties. 
| The committee will remember that there was anitem of about 
} 











$38,000 in the sundry civil bill for the construction of a third 
story over that portion of the building which is now known as 
| the boiler house. 

The construction of that third story would be necessary even 
if the Bureau were not authorized to manufacture stamps. An 
estimate of $140,000 was asked for by the bureau, and the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations allowe ' only $38,000 for the purpose, 
as [ have said, of constructing this thirdstory. The remainder 
of the estimate, over $100,000, was not intended for the construc- 
tion of that story, but to replace wooden buildings thit wre now 
being used, with brick buildings, so as to make the Burea\t more 
secure. It was not intended to secure increased spice, but 
| merely to substitute brick for wooden buiidings. _ ; 
| By reference toa statement which has been furnished ms, it 
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will be found that in 1890 the New York Bank Note Company 
received $155,874 for the manufacture of stamps, the number 
then required being much less than now. 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman tell me what restrictions there 
are on the company that prints these stamps, to prevent coun- 
terfeiting? 

Mr. SAYERS. Iam not able to give the committee any in- 
formation on that subject. The manufacture of the stamp has 
been entirely in the hands of the company iiself. 

Mr. COX, Is not the risk much greater when the stamps are 
printed in that way, than if they were printed by the Govern- 
ment? 

Mr. SAYERS. Unquestionably. Now, in 1891—— 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Has the Government ever suffered from 
the counterfeiting of these stamps? 

Mr. SAYERS. I can not say. 

Mr. DUNPHY. But the Government has never complained 
at any rate. 

Mr.SAYERS. It is impossible to detect a counterfeit postage 
stamp as readily as you would detect a counterfeit Government 
bond or note. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. But has there ever been any complaint 
made or any suspicion—— 

Mr.SAYERS. I have never heard of any complaint. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Then it does not seem necessary to antici- 
pate trouble until there has been some suggestion or suspicion 
of that kind. 

Mr. SAYERS. It is very desirable that the manufacture and 
—— of postage stamps should be made as secure as pos- 
sible. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

r. SAYERS. 1 ask for a couple of minutes more. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SAYERS. In 1893 the Governmentexpended $192,773.82 
for the manufacture of stamps; and in 1893 when that heavy 
speculation was to take place by which the Government was to 
make two million and a half of dollars net from the manufacture 
of Columbian stamps, though according to the report of the Post- 
master-General it has not in fact made a dollar, we find thatthe 
sum of $312,110.93 was paid by the Government—— 

Mr. DUNPHY. For altogether different stamps. 

Mr. SAYERS. Al ther different stamps, I admit. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Of course it could not be expected that an 
engraving of the Landing of Columbus could be furnished as 
cheaply as an ordinary stamp. 

Mr. SAYERS. Having said thus much, I will not detain the 
committee longer. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I would like to make a single suggestion in 
connection with the remarks of my colleague on the committee 
{[Mr.Sayers]. That gentleman has said that the superintend- 
ent of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing stated that he 
would eee in any event to have the building enlarged. 

Mr. SAYERS. es. ; 

Mr.DINGLEY. In that connection itshould be borne in mind 
that the work ordinarily to be done in the next fiscal year by the 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing will be less than has n 
done in the past. In view of the repealof the purchasing clause 
of the Sherman act which authorized the issue of new Treasury 
notes, the work to be done will be less than in the past; and it 
hardly seems to me possible that with less work of ordinary 
eharacter to be done this Bureau would be obliged to have an 
enlargement of the building unless some additional work were 
imposed upon it. Hence I am to assume that the Bu- 
reau was pre in advance an excuse in reference to theen- 
nana of the building which would come with this additional 


work. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will state to my colleague on the committee 
{Mr. DINGLEY] that the subcommittee who prepared the sundry 
civil bill was very careful in its examination of that estimate. 
There were twoof us certainly who went over and examined the 
building themselves; and I received the assurance—I believe 
the statement will be found in the hearings before the subcom- 
mittee—that for the comfort of the men now working in the 
building of the Bureau of oe and Printing, the construc- 
tion of the third story would be absolutely necessary; and that 
the balance of the catiaeuta, angen 


to something over $100,- 
000, was needed to replace old wooden 





ings. Itis also that I should sa Tiaeeahanend: 
. Itis also proper say 
eat of the Baresu oid state in the hearings that one of the 
grounds on which he based his estimate was the anticipation of 


the postage stamps- 
PT. DINGLEY I think that is the sole ground. 
Mr. SAYERS. He did not say the sole ground; he said it was 
one of the grounds. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I move to strike out the last word. The 
gentieman from Maine | Mr. DINGLEY] has stated that it will be 
necessary to enlarge the building of the Bureau of Engraving 
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= Printing in order to do the work of printing the postage 
stamps. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The building and the plant generally. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now [I have here a statement furnished b 
the Chief of the Bureau to the Committee on the Post-Office und 
Post-Roads. In this statement he uses this language: 

The Bureau is amply able to do the work on the postage stamps. There 
is no kind of work on these stamps that the Bureau is not now doing on the 
stamps for the Internal Revenue Bureau; and surely, if it has without in- 
terruption successfully executed these stamps for the past sixteen years, it 
can execute the work on the postage stamps. 

The Chief of the Bureau further says that no further appro- 
priation will be necessary over and above the estimate uilenit- 
ted to the Post-Olfice Department. 

Mr. REED. That is to say this officer wants the extension on 
account of the pressure upon him; and some more pressure will 
not make any difference? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ido not understand the force of the gen- 
tleman’s remark. Does he refer to the Chief of the Bureau? 

Mr. REED. Yes. There has been demanded from the Ap- 
propriations Committee an appropriation to enlarge the accom- 
modations; and now the gentleman says that a work requiring 
one hundred and fifty men will not require any further enlarge- 
ment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. So far as printing the stamps is concerned 
the Chief of the Bureau has stated to the committee that this 
work can be performed in the Bureau with the present plant. I 
will reply to the goatee from Maine by reading the words of 
the Chief of the Bureau, Mr. Johnson, who is more competent 
than either of us to settle this question. 

He says that “the Bureau of raving and Printing thor- 
oughly understands the work that it has entered upon and will 
faithfully carry it out.” 

Mr.COOMBS. Whose letter is that from which you have 
been quoting? : 

Mr. SPRINGER. It isa memorandum or statement made to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads by the chief 
of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. He goes on to say: 


It is not necessary to enter into a detailed explanation of how he proposes 
todoit. It issufficient to accept his guarantees that he will do it. 


That statement was made to a committee of this House for its 
guidance by an officer of the Government, and we are bound to 
— the statement as true, because it is the only source from 
which we can get information upon the subject. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But will the gentleman pardon me a mo- 
ment? Does not he know, does not his own common sense teach 
him, that it would poostes moremen, more machinery, and more 
room to do this additional work than todo the work the Govern- 
ment is now doing? If you have too many men they, of course, 
will have to be discharged. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will answer that. Of course, the addi- 
tional force will be provided for in the appropriation of the 
money which is asked for this office and which was made here- 
tofore to private parties. That amount of money is now to be 
given to the employés of the Government, ins of to outside 


a 
ee. REED. But there must be more people employed. 

Ma. SPRINGER. But the Bureau will have the money ap- 
propriated in this bill with which to pay them. But the gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] says that we pay higher 
wages and that it will cost the Government more to do this 
work in the manner here proposed. The answer is that we have 
carey plant which is, according to all intelligent statements 
upon the subject. nearly if not quite sufficient to do the work 
now. We have all the motive power that is nece for the 
purpose of doing the work, and practically we have all the t 
that is needed forit. Now, the additional amountto be paid for 
a few additional employés will not increase the expense so much 
as it would if you gave the whole contract to private parties. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman, I think, is mistaken in that. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I not. It is simply a question be- 
tween the right of the Government to perform its own printing 
or compel it to let it to private contractors, who can make as 
lor remuneration for mselves as the contracts will permit 


m to make. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Not at all. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And I propose, and this provision is in- 
tended for that pu , to give the benefit of the contract to 
the Government, ins of to private parties. If private parties 
did not get benefit from it they would not be insisting on having 
it as the Government. The Postmaster-General is ea- 
dea to have the work of the Department done in the best 
possible manner and at the lowest possible rates, and ress 
ought to encourage him instead of throwing obstructions in his 


the hammer feli.] 
r. DUNPHY. It is a very serious question, Mr. Chairman, 
whether the Bureau of Engraving and Printing is able to-day 
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to do this work atall. The Secretary of the Peney has com- 
municated to Congress on this question, and I will ask the com- 
mittee to listen to his language, which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ing needs of this Bureau is additional room for the 

One of the moe’ Peork, which has increased eusrmousty since the original 
peiiding in which it is located was designed in 1878. In that year thetotal 
number of sheets produced was 13,098,756, while in 1893 the number produced 
Was 48,853,528, or an increase very nearly fourfold. Manyof the employés 

uired to execute this very large increase have been obliged to work in 
the cellar and other unsuitable places, and they have been greatly over- 
crowded in other parts of the building. 

Tam informed that this has resulted in a condition of affairs that would 
not be tolerated In manufacturing establishments by many of the States. 
The best work can not reasonably be expected from such conditions. ‘The 
remedy is for Congress to provide for the completion of the outbuilding of 
the Bureau, in which —- the processes now carried on in the main buiid- 
ing can be conducted, and for an enlargement of the central projection of 
the building, plans for both of which have been prepared and estimates of 
the cost of which will be submitted to Congress. Thecompietion of the out- 
‘pbuilding would also provide for the proper accommodation of branches of 
the work that are now performed in temporary wooden sheds, and for the 
storage of valuable material. I earnestly urge upon Congress the appro- 
priation of the necessary money for this work. 

Mr. DUNPHY. The Secretary of the Treasury claims, it will 
be seen, that on account of insufficient room the Chief of the 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing was not able to bring the 
work up to the high grade of efficiency that he desired. And 
he tells us that it is necessary for Congress to take into con- 
sideration the —— as to whether an appropriation for extra 
building should not be made. 

Mr. Johnson, the Chief of the Bureau, came before the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, or rather before the subcommittee in 
charge of the preparation of the sundry civil bill, and he gave 
some testimony there as to just what the condition of the Bu- 
reau of Engraving and Printing was. He said they did not have 
room enough to do even the work now in his Department. He 
said that the increase for next year would be about 8,000,000 
sheets. He said he was not taking into consideration the ques- 
tion of printing stamps at all, but that in order to bring his work 
up toa high grade--the work now in the office—he ought to 
have additional room. Heestimated the cost of a new building 
to be $130,000. 

Instead of cepropriating $130,000 for the new building, we 
appropriated $28,000 with which to repair the old one; and that 
isall that has been done. Mr. Johnson testified that in order 
to print the postage stamps it would be necessary for him to 
employ one hundred additional men. He makes that statement 
in answer toa direct question. He saysfurther, that ‘‘in order 
to print these stamps it will be necessary to put in ten printing 
presses, and I am informed that the space required for the gum- 
ming, cutting, perforating and printing the stamps will at 
least 12,000 square feet.” ; 

Now, under the circumstances, Mr. Chairman, how is the 
Bureau going to do the work at all? Where is it going to get 
the room to do the work in? 

These, Mr. Chairman, are very serious questions indeed, and 
I bring them to the attention of the committee just now, citing 
the evidence of the two best witnesses that could be called, the 
Chief of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing himself, and 
his superior officer, the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from North Carolina[Mr. HENDERSON], 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I have an amendment to that 


ee Or. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 

WHEELER] offers an amendment which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the word ‘‘three,” and insert the word “two” in lime 20, page 5, 
and after line 20, page 5, insert the following: 
- section 3 of 


of the Department for the fiscal year 
Other purposes, be amended to read as follows: ‘That a 
face valuation of 10 cents may be provided and issued. 
visable or in such form and 
of Postmaster-General, which, 
to the lawfal eae Seren, shall entitle said letter to immediate 
t 1 mile of the t-office to which it fs addressed; 
are to a letter, in addition to the law- 
be entitled to immediate delivery at any point 
to which it is addressed; and when three of 
such —— are to a letter, in addition to the lawful tage, such 
letter be entitled to immediate a t within 3 miles of 
to which it is addressed; of the sum received 
Stamaps shall be used for the manufacture of adhesive 
stamps.” 


Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman,I make 
the point of order against that amendment that the second por- 
tion of it a law and does not reduce expendi- 
tures, and I ask that it be divided. The object of the first part 
evidently is to to bring it within the rule. 

The . The demands a division of the 
The Chair will the tleman from Alabama 
r. WHEELER] for five minutes on the point of order. 





tions for the service 
June 30, 1986, and for 
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Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. If a division of this amend- 
ment is allowed, then there can be no possible way of o‘lering 
an amendment to an appropriation bill reducing expenditures, 
without having the part which does not reduce expenses sub- 
ject to the point of order. If that position is sound, then it 
is absolutely impossible to ever have any reduction of expenses 


upon an appropriation bill, and at the same time enact new legis- 
lation, no matter how beneficial and necessary such new legisla- 
tion may be. 

That amendment as it now stands does reduce the amount of 
money covered by the bill, and therefore the amendment is not 
subject to the point of order. 

All the members of this House will admit the propriety of a 


mexsure of thischaracter. We have been legislating altogether 
too much for cities. The law as it now stands provides that a 
letter addressed to any point within 1 mile of a post-office, 
which nearly always is inside of a city, may be immediately de- 
livered, provided a special delivery 10-cent stamp is attached. 
Now, I say that the Democratic party is pledged to do its full 
duty to the whole people, whether living inside or outside of 
cities. The Republican party has been legislating for corpora- 
tions and people who live in cities for a third of a century. 

ee legislation has given these favored people innu- 
merable privilegesand advantages. The Democraticparty must 
now be just and fair to all people, and we must begin without 
delay to enact legislation for the benefit of these neglected peo- 
ple who live outside the sacred precincts of acity. 

I do not wish to take from cities any of the advantages or 
privileges which they now have, but the purpose of this amend- 
ment is to extend these advantages to the peopleof the country 
who have been so long neglected. For years we have had free 
delivery of all letters and mail matter five or ten times a day 
which is addressed to the residents of cities, and in addition to 
this all letters on which a “special delivery” stamp is affixed 
are delivered immediately to all points within amile of the post- 
oflice. 

If it is _—— to allow a letter to be delivéred within | mile, 

rovided it has a special delivery stamp costing 10 cents upon 
t, it is just as proper to deliver a letter 2 miles off, with two 
stamps of 10 cents each upon it, and again it is just as proper to 
extend the privilege so that a letter with three stamps of 10 
cents each may be delivered ata point 3 miles from the point of 
delivery. 

The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. HENDERSON] vir 
tually admits that his point of order is not well takenjwhen he is 
driven to the necessity of asking a division upon my amendment. 
The amendment reduces the appropriation by $1,000, and at the 
same time extends the business of the Post-Office Department 
in such a manner as to make a profit of 20 per cent upon every 
special delivery letter. I call the especial attention of the Chair to 
section 6 of the act of March 3, 1545, which is not repealed or 
affected by this amendment. It will be seen that this section 
taken in connection with the amendment I have offered would 
prevent ee expense to the Government. This set- 
tles the t of order. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, while [ am on my feet, [ want also to al- 
lude to an attack which has been made upon the Post-Office De- 
partment by the gentleman from Oklahoma {Mr. FLYNN]. This 
gentleman complained that the people of his Territory have 
been demanding the establishment of post-offices and that the 
Department refuses to give them postal facilities. He says: 


For the last six months cities have existed in the Territory of Oklahoma 
having a population of from 1,000 to 2,000 ane and the Post-Office Depart 
ment have been refusing flatly to establish post-offices in those places. 


I was very much surprised at this statement from the gentle- 
man from Oklahoma, as I happened to be somewhat familiar with 
the extraordinary efforts of the Post-Oflice Department to es- 
tablish post-offices and mail routes in Oklahoma and give the 
people of that Territory every postal facility. 

My position as chairman of the Committee on the Territories 
has brought me in close connection and frequent correspondencs 
with the people of that Territory, and I have not heard any coin- 
plaint of that character from those people. In order to remove 
any doubt I have made inquiry and I find that the Department 
is establishing post-offices in Oklahoma as fast as it is possible 
‘to get the necessary information which must always be had be- 
fore issuing commission to postmasters. During the six months 
sere March 27, 1894, eighty-eight post-offices were estab- 

ished in Oklahoma, and many more have been established since 
that time. 

I wrote to the Postmaster-General and received from him a 
letter, which I send to the Clerk’s desk to have read, which 
shows that the statementof the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. 
PLYNN] is unjust and unwarranted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., March #7, 1804. 
Str: Ihave your communication of the 27th instant requesting informa 








tion as to the establishment of post-offices in the Territory of Oklahoma, and 
in reply will «| that there have been established in that Territory since 
March 4, 1893, 98 offices, 88 of which were established during the past six 
months, There are 125 casos not yet ready for action because of the fact 
that papers sent out by the Department asking for necessary information 
have not been returned by applicants and others interested, or that we have 
not been advised in regard to some important feature of the case. Our rec- 
ords show no town in Oklahoma whose case has been completed before the 
Department that has not been supplied with mail facilities. 

I might add in this connection that there were in existence in Oklahoma 

on the 30th of June last 241 post-offices. 
Very respectfully, 
W. S. BISSELL, 
Postmaster-General, 
Hon. JosurnH WHEELER, M. C. 
Washington, D, C. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I regret very much this dispo- 
sition on the part of the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. FLYNN] 
to make unjust and unwarranted charges. 

And now, Mr. Chairman, I hope every member of this House will 
have enough regard for the people living in rural districts to give 
them this slight privilege, a thing which so far from being an ex- 
pense, will be a source of profit to the Government, because my 
amendment provides that one-fifth of the amount of the sale of 
these stamps shall go into the Treasury, or be used to defray 
other expenses of the Post-Office Department. 

Theexperience of our Government shows that every additional 
»0stal facility given to eo has resulted ina large increase 
. our postal revenues. ‘Twenty-five years ago our Post-Office 
appropriation was only $19,133,000, and even with that amount 
the revenues failed to reimburse the Government the amount of 
the appropriation. Last year our Post-Office appropriation was 
$84,004,314.22, and I am informed the revenues of the Post-Office 
Department almost reimbursed the Government, for this enor- 
mous appropriation, and I am very glad to hear from most reli- 
able sources that economies and g¢ administration which have 
been devised and introduced by the present able Postmaster- 
General will result in still further improvements in our postal 
system. 

And now, Mr. Chairman, in conclusion I desire to press upon 
the House this amendment as directly in line with the estab- 
lished policy of the Government to extend its postal facilities so 
as to give the poor every convenience poasible; and I repeat, 
if it is proper to allow people in cities to have their letters de- 
livered immediately upon the payment of 10 cents, if they live 
within 1 mile of the post-office, it is much more proper to give 
the game privilege to people living outside of cities and living 
within 2 milesof a post-office, by having 20 cents’ worth of stamps 
put upon a letter; and still further by placing 30 cents’ worth of 
these stamps on a letter, it is proper to have such a letter de- 
livered to a person living within 3 miles of a post-office. 

If this amendment is adopted it will in a measure answer as 
a substitute for the free delivery in the rural districts. How 
many members of this body desiring to write to a constituent 
who lives two or three miles away from the post-office would 
gladly place two stamps, of 10 cents each, on the letter, so as to 
have it delivered immediately upon receipt at the post-office. I 
hope the members of the House will give that consideration to 
the farmers and other people in the rural districts that is af- 
forded inthis amendment. I hope and trust that there will not 
bs one dissenting vote upon a measure which is important to a 
zreat class of the people who have not been treated fairly by the 
egislation of Congress. 

TheCHAIRMAN. However meritorious the amendment sub- 
mitted by the gentleman from Alabama may be, it would effect 
an entire change of existing law and set up an entirely new sys- 
tem of prompt delivery. It changesexisting law on its face, and 
the Chair can not sustain it. Itis claimed that it reduces ex- 

nditure, because it reduces the amount of the appropriation; 

ut that is not a guaranty that it would not cost a greater 
amount before it is put into execution even on the face of the 
bill. The gentleman says that a bill has been introduced for the 
same purpose and is now before the committee. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I will amend that by inserting 
“three” instead of ‘‘ two.” 

The CHAIRMAN. That will not bring it within the rule. 
It is so clearly a change of the who'e existing system of law, that 
the Chair can not entertain it. The Chair sustains the point of 


order. 

Mr. WHEELERof Alabama. I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks in the RECORD. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

wu ure of st d letter 

i ye re of stamped envelopes, newspaper wrappers, and lette 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I wish 
to offer an amendment. Itis an amendment that reduces the 
ee from $1,150,000 to $1,000,000, a reduction of 
$150,000. I willstate that the amendmentis at the request 
of the Postmaster-General, and after the amendment is read I 
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will ask for the reading of a letter to me from the Postmaster- 
General. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend lines 24 and 25, on page 5, by striking out the words ‘‘one hundred 
and fifty thousand; so as to read: “one million dollars.” 


Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Now, I will ask that 
the letter of the Postmaster-General be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
WASHINGTON, D. C., March 29, 1894. 

Sir: Upon the opening of proposals yesterday for furnishing steno en- 
velopes to this Department for the four years beginning October 1, 1494, the 
prices offered were so much below those of the present contract as to war- 
rant me in suggesting a reduction of the estimate heretofore submitted for 
the manufacture of those articles during the next fiscal year. 

I have not yet made an award of the contract upon these proposals, but I 
have no doubt that I shall be able to make arrangements under them by 
which a sa to the Government of at least 12 per cent in the prices of all 
stamped payee a to bef hed will be effected, amounting, it may be, to 
over half a million dollars during the contract term, but certainly justify 
ing a reduction of $160,000 in the estimate referred to. 

have, accordingly, the honor to request that to the post-office appropria- 
tion bill now pen the House of Representatives, an amendment be 
proposed by your committee reducing the item covering the manufacture of 
stamped envelopes and newspaper wrappers from $1,160,009 to $1,030,009. 

ours, very respectfully, 
W. S. BISSELL, 
Postmaster-General, 
Hon. JOHN S. HENDERSON, 
Chairman Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads 
of the House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

OFFICE OF THE FOURTH. ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL. 

For mail depredations and post-office inspectors, $300,000: Provided, That 
not exceeding %,0000f this amount may be expended for fees to United States 
attorne marshals, clerks of courts, and special counsel necessarily em- 

loyed in prosecuting civil suits instituted by the (Sixth) Aud.to: of the 

asury for the Post-Office Department, through the Solicitor of tae Treas- 
unr: — the sureties on the official bonds of late postmasters, as pro- 
vided for by section 292, Revised Statutes of the United States. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr.Chairman,I desire to o‘fer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out in lines 17 and 18, page 6, the words ‘‘three hundred th usand 
dollars,’’ and insert “ two hundred and fifty thousand dollars.” 


Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, the object of this amend:rent 
must necessarily commend itself to this House, as it has shown 
heretofore that it has been engaged in the work of economy in 
the reduction of expenditures in ths various Departments. By 
looking at the appropriations the House cin readily understand 
that a very large increase has been made this year in the item 
for post-office inspectors. Two years ago this Post-Office Com- 
mittee, in substantially the same House, engaged in the same 
work, recommended an appropriation for this work, under a Re- 
publican Administration, of $200,000. The Senate did subse- 
quently increase that amount to $235,000, but now, when we come 
into a Democratic Administration, and this money is to be ex- 
pended under a Democratic Administration, it seems that the 
committée have turned from the line of strict economy to what 
might be termed ruthless extravagance. 

his is properly known in the Post Offico Department, Mr. 
Chairman, as the ‘‘slush fund.” Thecommittee have increase 
the amount $65,000 over the appropriations of last vear. O 
course that will provide places for from fifty to sixty good Dem- 
ocrats. I suppose that will commend itself to a great extent to 
the favorable consideration of this House, but I think when you 
come to ee this matter carefully from all its stand- 
ints you will find that it is too great an increase in one year. 
The amounts appropriated heretofore have varied from $200,000 
to $235,000. 

Now, I desire once more to call your attention to this mat- 
ter. You have cut some of these appropriations to the extent of 
a million and a half of dollars; you have cut these items which 
must necessarily be carried out by the Government, and for such 
contracts as must be carried out by the Government, but here, 
where you have an item in which it is discretionary with the 
Department as to whether they employ these extra inspectors 
or not, you make a ruthless expenditure of the people's money. 
Of course if this House is unwarranted in extravagant appro- 
priations I could hardly recommend it; but if you are meeeay 
engaged in that work of retrenchment of expenditures whic 

ou have heid out to the country so constantly and insistently, 
Task you to adopt the amendment that I have proposed, which 
gives an increase of $15,000 over the amount appropriated last 


ear. 

. Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. The increase in this 
item is made at the requestof the Fourth Assistant Post- 
master-General, and he says it is absolutely necessary for a due 
administration of the law that the amount of $300,000 should be 
appropriated for the next fiscal year. I admit that that is an 
increase over what has usually been given, but it is not much of 
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an increase over what has been sometimes appropriated. In 
1888, for instance, the amount appropriated was $300,000. That 
was under a Democratic Administration. In 1891 the amount 
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tions may be best realized by 2 comparison of official statistics for a period 
covering the last ten years. 

The records of the Post-OfMfice Department for the fiscal year ended June 
30, 1883, show that there was a total of 2,143 Presidential post-offices. while 


was $250,000, That was undera Republican Administration. In | thetotal number of offices of this class in 1893 was 3,360, an increase of over 
| , . 


1892 the amount was $270,000. That was under a Republican 
Administration. 

Mr. LOUD. And made by a Republican Congress. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Yes; itwas under a 
Republican Administration and made by a Republican Congress. 
The $300,000 in 1888 was under a Democratic Administration 
and was made-by a Democratic Congress. Now, Mr. Chairman, 
I do not care to go into the details of this matter, but 1 would 
like to have printed in the RecorpD the reasons submitted by the 
Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General for making this appropria- 
tion, and with the permission of the House [ will incorporate 
them in my remarks. ? 

The following is taken from the report to this House of the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, February 27, 1894: 


88, Mail d-predatione and post-ofice inspectors.—The amount asked for is 
$300,000. The committes recommends $300,000. For a series of years the ap- 
propriations have been— 





Under section 4020 of the Revised Stattites post-office inspectors employed 
in the money-order service are paid out of the proceeds of the money-order 
business. The expenditure for such service for the year 1891 amounted to 
$57,441.03: for the year 1892 it amounted to $58,639.05, and for the year 1893, #57,- 
862.54. This is inaddition tothe ordinary expenditure. 

The following statement, furnished by the Fourth Assistant Postmaster- 
General], shows the annual appropriations for mail depredations and post- 
office inspectors from the fiscal year ended June 30, 1885, to the fiscal year 
ended June 30, 1894, inclusive; and also the several amounts paid to post- 
office inspectors during said period from the appropriations for the free- 
delivery service, and from the proceeds of the money-order business. 


Annual appro | Paid from | Paid from 
riation mail| appropria- | proceeds of 













Year. epredations | tion free- money- Surplus. |Deficiency. 
and post-office; delivery order 
inspectors. service. business. 

Si sedassvec $200, 000 87,748. 18 926,628.51} $13.75 |...........-. 
Si nttpide- tah 200, 000 8, 847.71 29, 399. 41 
| OS 200, 000 11, 336, 12 35, 752. 03 
| ESE 300, 000 15, 156. 20 36, 575. 47 
| Se 200, 000 27, 394. 82 41, 931. 27 L 
Si ath ceee 200, 000 26, 440. 00 50, 845. 12 ; 
Bib isiden sien 250, 000 27,776. 91 b7, 441. 93 EE DEP Dice wentctsnns 
Sid sas ccm 270, 000 12, 068. 87 58, 639.05 |............| 10,565.00 
Ws iadate ante NS eee 57, 862. 54 TM ie ta secinnsimatbcli 
GE vstiani-cad 235, 000 | | 


' 
‘ 
' 
’ 
' 
‘ 
‘ 
‘ 
‘ 
‘ 
' 
' 
' 
‘ 
' 
' 
' 
' 
‘ 
‘ 
‘ 
' 
‘ 
' 
. 
‘ 
. 
‘ 
‘ 
' 
‘ 
‘ 
‘ 
' 
' 
‘ 
. 
' 
' 
‘ 
‘ 
‘ 
' 
‘ 
‘ 
' 
' 
' 
‘ 
‘ 








The sum of $5,000 from the annual soupenssation for “‘ mail depredations 
and post-office inspectors’’ is applicable for the payment of the fees of 
United States attorneys and marshals. 

By direction of the Postmaster-General the payment of inspectors from 
the a priation for the free-delivery service was discontinued from and 
after mober 1, 1891. 

The eens amounts paid as rewards for the arrest and conviction of 

bers 


mailr for the respective years are as follows: 

EG ied ok Latin sows bascwdnbibdscckdsvdbbuiidasbad seriiavedesowde $600. 00 
inka Dikceednventnnbtied pets vancd neta geedoswudsesebhile Sikh 554. 82 
AS ike teste epainabbenbadsadnduiicdnbinbnlistines tenbecbane 406. 97 
RR eae sn. tile debahindc aside pocwasindlansndudiives sued 808. 00 
RNs Bate hoe walt cic cndun iauicdbhdquvee dibenn qiowRéasieds 8, 000. 00 
i iia ins dina dang cede covedotess tuducsiiadedeesnene 10, 500. 00 


Claims $3,500 for rewards earned during the fiscal year ended 
June a 1 have already been stated up for a deficiency appropriation. 
Incomplete claims amount to $3,000 or $4,000 for rewards earned during 
the same years are still approval in this Department. 

The claims for reward ae nearly the entire amount of the defi- 
ciency for the fiscal year of 1832, for which anappropriation was made by 
Congress in February, 1893. 


APPENDIX D. (Page 39.) 


Statement showing the necessity for and benefils to be derived from the increased 
appropriation Jor post-office inepectore and mail depredations (#300,000). 

At no time during the last ten has the appro: tion for this purpose 
deen less than $200,000. Itshould be remembered that the service grows every 
year in all its branches. Its needs multiply with the increase o popalesson 
and the demands of advancing civilization. That the postal service is a busi- 
hess enterprise of vast proportions needs no demonstration at this time. 
The wonderful development of the service, the corresponding increase of 
labor entailed upon the division of post-office inspectors and mail depreda- 


56 per cent. The total number of post-offices of all classes in 1883 was 47,863, 
while the total number of post-ofices of all classes in 1893 was 68,408, an in 
crease in number of 20,540, or 41 per cent. 

The total revenues of the Post-Ofice Department for the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1883, amounted to $45,508,692, while the total revenues for the fiscal 
year ended June 30, 1893, amounted to $75,896,933, an increase of $30,388,241, or 
more than 66 per cent. 

The total number of star routes in 1883 was 11,327, and the total number in 


| 1893 was 18,659, an increase in numbers of 7,332, or 64 per cent. The total 


number of railway post-office routes in 1883 was 830, and the total number in 
1893 was 2,529, an increase in numbers of 1,690, or 200 per cent. The total 
number of railway post-office clerks employed in 1883 was 3,487, and the total 
aaaeyer employed in 1803 was 6,645, an increase in number of 3,158, or 90 per 
cent. 

The total number of free-delivery offices in operation in 1883 was 154, and 
the total number in operation in 1893 was 609, an increase in number of 555, 
or 360 per cent. 

It will be readily understood that this wonderful growth in the postal serv- 
ice has carried with it a corresponding increase of demands for the services 
of post-office inspectors. -The proportion of this increase is indicated in the 
following table: 


Work referred to post-o fice inspectors and completed, and arrests made, ete. 








ad 5 ; 
Year Cases | Cases | Arrests Convic | —— 

_— referred. pomeetes made. | tions. tris 
anita sisting teehee 47, 736 45, 346 596 277 171 
iD Gnine dusiadisin madaeadaie ida 90, 935 93, 01 1,181 406 605 





1893 was only 6 per cent greater than for 1883, there was an increase of * 
cent in the total number of cases referred, and an increase of 105 per cent in 
the total number of cases completed. But, notwithstanding the services 
reudered, there were 26,768 cases in the hands of inspectors awaiting inves- 
tigation on June 30, 1893. it will also be observed that the total number of 
arrests has increased 108 per cent, and the total number of convictions 46} 
per cent. 

It would not appear that additional argument was necessary to show that 
the present force of post-office inspectors is inadequate .to perform the serv- 
ices required of them. The importance of the Work performed by the divt- 
sion of post-office inspectors and mail depredations is not secondary to that 
of any other branch of the public service. This division is charged with the 
preparation, issue, and investigation of all cases relating to depredations 
upon the mails and losses therein, including complaints and inquiries relat- 
ing to mail matter passing between the United States and foreign countries, 
and across the territory of the United States from one foreign country to 
another. The beneficial results of the:e services extend to every business 
interest and individual in the country. 

The last annual report of the Postmaster-General shows that the collec- 
tions made for that year through the division of post-office inspectors (C 
cases) amounted to #148,267.39, a trifle over 63 per cent of the entire amount 
(8235,000) appropriated for said division. There was also collected by the in 
spectors from mail thieves, and for losses occurring through the careiessness 
of pestal employés during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1803. the sum of 
$11,753.84, and du the same year there was disbursed to the rightful 
owners the sum of $10,585.61 from the money recovered as above stated. 

From the foregoing it will appear that there is a direct and important 
financial benefit accruing to the Government continually as the result of 
the services performed by post-office inspectors. The thefts and general 
devredations which are averted in consequence of the constant survelllance 
. this force over the great army of postal employés deserves full considera 
tion. 

The moral effect of the services rendered by post-office inspectors upon the 
service generally can not be too highly estimated. If this force was with 
drawn from the service there would be no check or limit tothe depredations 
upon all classes of mail matter. There is no branch of the pubil> service 
that is of greater importance, that is actually nearer to the people. or that 
is as useful and necessary to all as the postal service. Every American be 
lieves in the absolute sanctity of the seal, and it is the sworn and constant 
duty of the post-office inspector to see that this constitutional guaranty of 
the people is not violated. 

Among the important duties of the inspector is that of instructing new 
postmasters and employés in the postal laws and regulations and the usages 
ofthe service Such instructions prevent errors ani avert losses, and thus 
a ——_ is done the service than would result from the subsequent 
labor necessary to locate losses and fix responaibility. 

With the present limited force of inspectors important work is constantly 
postponed, if not omitted entirely, simply because itis impossible for the 
same men to be in two places at the same time. Inspectors engaged in one 
line of work are repeatedly called away and interrupted to take up some 
matter of an er different nature which the Department considers 
special and urgent; this, too, not infrequently when they are engaced on 
depredation work, which requires time, patience, and skill to achieve suc 
cess, remove cause for complaints, and detect a dishonest employé or other 
depredator. 

he matter of the inspection of all post-offices is another line of duty of 
the greatest importance to the general service. With the present limited 
force itis only possible to inspect the larger offices and such others as de- 
mand attention on account of shortages or other irregularities. With a suf- 
ficient force of inspectors to undertake the work of generai inspection of all 
offices, a great portion of such shortages and irregularities would be cor- 
rected in their incipiency, if not altogether avoided. 

The total number of post-offices at the close of the last fiscal year was 
68,403. It is manifestly impossible for the force of inspectors toclosely watch 
all of these offices or to be upon the ground immediately after a burglary 
has been committed. This would be true even if the force were increased to 
the limit possible with an spore wiation of $300,000; hence the necessity for 
a special appropriation of $25,000 for rewards for the arrest and conviction 
of t-office burglars and highway mail robbers. 

re has been a steady increase in the number of post-offices burglarized 
during several years past. Thisis particularly true of fourth-class offices. 
They are generally located in a store in a small village, or even more ex 
in the country, and are particularly tempting to the lawless, as af- 
ording much better opportunity for ill-gotten spoils than the larger offices 
or banking establishments in cities, which are ordinarily watched ang 


While the force of post-office inspectors employed during the fiscal yes 
per 
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guarded, while the former have no protection except that afforded by ordi- 
nary locks. 

local police authorities appear to have a general on that the rob 
bery of a United States post-office is no concern of t and that such 
am aN come under the jurisdiction of the United States courts 
and o ls. It is also generally understood that the loss resulting from a 
robbery is sustained by the Government and not the postmaster, and 
this consideration has a tendency to make local au ties less zealous in 
thetr endeavors to pursue and arrest criminals of this class. The offer of a 
small reward for the arrest and conviction of post-office burglars would 
spur local officers to an active pursuit of these offenders, and would un- 
doubtedly result in the capture and conviction of a large majority of them. 

Police officers have stated that if they had the least assurance that even 
their actual expenses would have been pwid, they would have made vigorous 
efforts to apprehend burgiars ef this class, but — that they would be 
compelled to incur e in the pursuit of an er against 
the United States statutes, they have preferred to leave such pursuits to 
United States officers. There can be no question but that the offering of a 
reward will act as an incentive to a better effort on the part of the police, 

vate detectives, and others, and we could also doubtless secure valuable 
formation from confederates if we were able to hoid out some substantial 
inducement, such as a reward. - 

Attention is called to the Increase in the number of post-office burglaries 
reported in the last ten years. The number for the fiscal year 1883 
was 464; the numberreported for the 1893 was 1,195, an increase in num- 
ber of 727, or more than 64 percent. Although 1,195 burglaries were reported 
last year my 228 arrests were effected, which is certainly a very small per- 
centage. It is believed that the offering of a small reward would more than 
double the number of arrests of this ciass. 

The recent frequent and bold train robberies are familiar to every reader 
of the dally papers, and the Post-Office Department is constantly in receipt 
of telegrams announcing the robbery aaa in every section of the 
country. It is believed that Congress feel, as does the Postmaster-Gen- 

* eral, that the public service would be greatly benefited by the appropriation 
of the sum of £5,000 to be expended in rewards as herein indicated, and that 
the Government would be fully compensated by the results secured. 

R. A. MAXWELL, 
Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General. 


ARREST OF POST-OFFICE DEPREDATORS. 


The inspectors’ force of the Post-Office Department has made a most cred 
itable showing during the month of January, i894. In the on of its 
duties of investigatsng complaints losses in the ordi 


of 
registered mati, and of all irregularities 


nary and 3 the 
postal service, a total of 145 arrests were made d Of this 
Dumber 6 were posepnens 5 assistant postmasters, 8 post-office clerks, 3 

carriers, er. 29 


mail carriers, and 1 
the 


toms duties and postage , lottery and the use of the mails for 
fraudulent while 31 of the 

some of of the most desperate and daring class. Dur 
ing last fiscal only arrests were made of offenders of the class 
last mentioned. , therefore, that professional post-office bur 
giary is decidedly on the probably due to some extent to the great 
army of the unemployed. 


The question was taken on the amendment offered by Mr. 
Loup, and it was rejected—ayes 12, noes 55. 
The Clerk read as follows, concluding the reading of the bill: 
2. shall be insuffi 
SK 8 SE ee a se : = 
ee the ee = penn oyenrgee ine sey oo be- 
Piy said deficiencies tn o Post Ome for the 
year ending June 30, 1895. 


the revenue the 
Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I de- 
sire to offer a new section, to come in at the end of the bill 
The amendment was read, as follows: 
Amend by adding at the end of the bill on page 7, a new section, as fol 


"Sc. 4. That all blicati ons ne to be insued one 
be issued 6 nplove or in parts, Whether they be bgund of unbound. ‘or 
a or ney to andl chall’ be pmudect to postage at the rates prescribed for 
third-class matter. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. I reserve the point of order 
on that until I hear an e tion of it. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Carolina. I will say that this is 
exactly the lang of a bill introduced by the gentleman from 
New Hampshire [Mr. Bua), sad favorably re to the 
Bouse by the Committee on Post-Office and 
believe, unanimous! committee. 

Mr. PICKLER. How does ite the present law? 

Mr. DINGLEY. What will be the effect of it? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. The effect of it will 
be to stop the transmission at the cheap rate of periodical pub- 
lieations in the form of books, novels, and matter of that sort, 
that are now going through the mails in such enormous quanti- 


ties at 1 cent per 

Mr. W: , when he was Postmaster-General, recom- 
mended this change, and Pestmaster-General Bissell also rec- 
ommends it. 


Mr. DINGLEY. This is the same proposition that has been 


heretofore recommended by the Department? 

Mr. HENDERSON of Carolina. Yes, sir; fora good 
many years. 

Mr. PICKLER. Does it increase the 


on magazines? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. No; it does not inter- 
fere with them at all, and it does not interfere in any way with 
the amendment adopted the other day in regard to fraternal 
and industrial journals. 


Mr. PICKLER. On what kind of publications does it increase 


6 neo 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Publications in the 
form of periodical books which pass through the mails as if they 
were journals or monthly magazines, such as the Seaside novels 
and many other such like nee. 

Mr. PICKLER. The Chautauqua Magazine—would that be 
included? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Oh, no; it does not 
touch the magazines. 

Mr. LOUD. Thereare papers published in this country which 
send outevery month with their own publications a Seaside novel 
or some other cheapform of publication, and they all go through 
the mails at the cheap rate. 

Mr. QUIGG. Why should they not go through the mails? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Well, school books, 
prayer books, Bibles, and other good books have to pay 8 cents 
a pound, and I think these other publications or periodical books 
ought ar the same. 

Mr. PICKLER. As I understand, the class of publications to 
which the gentleman refers often includes the best literature. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Sometimes; but school 
books and prayer books and Bibles have to pay 8 cents a pound, 
and Ido not see why these other books should be carried any 
cheaper. The following report, No. 513, made by me to the 
House from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
March 1, 1894, will explain the reasons why the change proposed 
is desirable: 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina, from the Committee on the Post-Of 
se E Post-Roads; submitted the following report (to accompany H.R 

The Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 5188) to fix the rate of postage on periodical publicatiohs con- 

the print of reprint books, submitted the following report: 

Abill of e character passed the House of Representatives, Fiftieth 
Co and Mr. re Georgia, submitted the following report: 

" under the act of March 3, 1879, second-class matter embraces news- 
ae and other periodical publications which are issued at stated inter- 
v as frequently as four times a year. 

“The object of as shown by the debates, was to 
——— and cals. ue of an opinion of the Attorney-Gen- 
eral am in the nature of a book, provided it be without sub- 
stantial binding, may be admitted to the mails at second-class rate of post- 


Phe Third Assistant Postmaster-Genoral, tin his report, on pages 901 and 
902 of the report of the Postmaster-General, presents correctly the abuses 
grown up under that construction very fully, as follows: 

we the law the conditions upon which a publication shall bo ad- 
mitted to class of mail matter are as follows: 

“"(1) It must be issued at stated intervals as frequently as four 
times a year, and r a date of issue, and be numbered consecutively. 

“*(2) It must be issued from a known office of publication. 

printed sheets, wi 


ts, mut board, cloth, leather, 
such as distinguish printed books for preser- 
vation periodical pu ns. 

‘**4. It must be originated and published for the dissemination of infor- 
mation of a public , or devoted to literature, the sciences, arts, or 
some having a legitimate list of subscribers: Provided, 
con shall be so construed as to admit to 


blications desi primarily for advertis- 
On, or for circulation at nom: rates. (Act 


ich were intended to disti what are 


rovide for 


law le 
“** Let it be supposed, for example, that a publisher wishes to issue the 
of jpeare in such a way as to secure the Reiveege of the pound- 
rate of postage when the book is sent in the mails. one knows that 
such a publication is a book, no matter how it may be published; it is cer- 
tainly not a newspaper or a psriodical in the uni sense of 
ws acunngesto ous it somtnty, giving each part's wuniber aude Gave 
so % mon , giv @ num a : 
places upon the title-page a statement of the place of and binds 
6 parts in covers. He thus easily complies with three of the above- 
ons. Next, he publishes a in which the publi- 
cation is claimed to be devoted literature, and he secures his 
bscribers to the work,in this way complying with the fo con- 
o . 
“*Tt must not be supposed that this is a hy, othetical case. 
stances of this exact character have Sareea Beepaltaaien at New ‘York 
called attention to the fact that a dictionary—nothing more or less—is- 
eee ot ‘ 


ed a of this character 
of pu ions, reference to which is made h , has 
that the intelligent and careful handling of it at many offices 


@: 
so that there is little doubt that a great deal of matter unquestionably sub- 
ject to a higher rate of postage is constantly smuggled through the mails as 


second-class ‘ 
“*Tean not believe that the law was ever intended to allow this class of lit- 
erature—some of it of very 


. : value—to through the mails at 
op I sy 
“*aga remedy for the evil I suggest the passage by Congress of the follow- 


‘rnat hereafter no publications shall be admitted to the mafis as second- 
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class but books or reprints of books, whether they be issued 
Sa wee ate, whether t be bound or unbound, or whether they 


or 
ve To admits all books at second-class rates would involve an immense loss of 


reven deemed desirable at this s 
7 edehciency in revenue is now over $2,000,000. If this promises soon to 
. itis believed more desirable to reduce the rates of postage on 
PenwReee eaaster. This would be of advantage toall of our citizens, instead 
of to a limited class, as illustrated by the citations from the Third Assistant 
Postmaster-General. 
“The Postmaster-General in his report pages 43, 44, 45, and 46, for 1888, 
submits the following: 
“ DEFECTS OF LAW GOVERNING SECOND-CLASS MATTER. 


“The press has become the leading contributor to the volume of the mails. 
The specially favored class are newspapers and periodical publications 
issued by known offices of publication and sent by publishers or news agents 
toregular subscribers or news agents. These are gnated as second-class 
matter, and postage is ch bie atl cent per ae When circulated 
within the county of publication, this matter is entitled to transmission free 
of posta: The total quantity of second-class matter carried in the mails 
during the last fiscal year was about 95,000 tons, of which upward of 14,000 
tons were sent free of postage. The receipts from second-class matter 
amounted to $1,616,351.27, or only 2.9 per cent of the entire postal revenue. 

“The class next in favor are books, circulars, and other miscellaneous 
printed matter. These are styled third-class matter; and they are subject 
to a charge for pestage of 1 cent foreach 2 omnces or fraction thereof. To 
realize the beneiit of the cheaper rate of postage a fertility of expedients has 
been developed to evade the law and to secure the admission to the second 
a = Ne thee he ew The — at- 
ee be y the t uring the past three 
years the average rate of increase of revenue from second-class matter 
was 13.7 cent, as against an average annual increase of 8.17 per cent in 

Roser of the postal revenue, derived in the greatest part from post- 
ages on the other classes of matter. The effects are not only hurtful to the 
revenue, Dut ——— opposed to the interests of legitimate journal- 
The principal e calling for a remedy are the following: 
“MAILING OF BOOKS AS SECOND-CLASS MATTER. 

“The revenue suffers a serious loss through the evasion of the law by which 
certain publishers secure admission to the mails as second-class matter of 
paper-covered volumes issued in complete form as books, but under the 
semblance of periodical 


blications. ugh this evasion carriage is se- 
cured at 1 cent per po instead of 1 cent for each 2 ounces, the rate for 
third-class matter, to which class the books in question properly belong. 


The means by which this is effected is a nominal compliance with the con- 
ditions of the law erning the admission of publications to the second 


class, Which condi are substantially as follows: 

“1. That the publication shall be issued ———s not less than four 
times a year, shall bear date of issue, and be num consecutively. 

“2. That it must be issued from a known office of publication. 

“3. That it must be ted on sheets of paper, and be not bound in cloth, 
leather, or other tial binding. 

“4. That it must be originated issued for the dissemination of infor- 
mation of a character, or in the interests of literature, science,art,or 
some industry. 

5. That it must have a legitimate list of subscribers. 

**6. Thatit shall not be primarily for ae purposes,or for 

rates. 


at nominal 

“The manner in which these conditions are complied with isshown 
a publi in Bosto! a . repeation tothe. easements the 

ring: Apu er m makes ap ent for 
admission to the maiis as second-class matter of what he terms the ‘ Blank 
Library,’ stating in the form of cation that the library is to be issued 
ere a. tis to be dev to the science of law; and that it hasa 
bona fide of subscribers; and he submits, as the first number of the li- 
— ‘i are — of a 2 entitled and an ak i" ~ es 
aring 2n extra title-page and as r cover, a- 
tion ‘Blank Library, Ko 1, volume 1,’ the date of issue, the office of publi- 
cation, and the price of subscription. Upon this of facts the Blank 
Library is entered as second-class matter, and the er continues his 
issue with ‘Adams on Equity,’ ‘Sharswood’s Blac e,’ and any other 
law books that he may, for the ttme being, find ft profitable to issue in this 
way. it may be well to say that these books are all so prepared that the 


purehasercan have them bound in the customary law binding at his pleas- 
ure, without mutilation of them. - 

*“ Another r in New York, desiring to issue a series of novels, 
adopts as a of them the ‘Blank Series,’ devoted to 


general designation 

literature, makes application in the same way as the law publisher, gets 
the series entered as second-class matter, and then goes on to issue a multi- 
of books of fiction, differing In no — from ape map aa 

they are designated the ‘ Blank Series,’ bear a num- 
and date regular subscribers. 
some room for doubt as to whether 
lfbraries or series have a bona fide list of subscribers; that is 
in the subscription price for a year or any part 
issue of the publication, 
as ‘bers retail dealers who buy 
without any reference to regu- 
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“This Practice has, it seems, been in existence some nine or ten years, be- 
understand, with a neeaiepe who mailed but a compara- 
ay coe Ember of books, and increasing year by year until the num- 


Eat & peeiaes erenene of the looseness of the law and its very 
interpretation by er oe eens. These 
apeee nthe and 


publishers nearly all coun they mail 
annually an > gg appt 
also, that not are books mailed as periodicals in the first instance 
from the = house, bat they are transmitted over and over again 


mails newsdealers % the ev one of 
iia ee ery o 


Fee cone SEae of acane cannes at Rostendes series of books and bears 
sue a ‘Butler's or ‘Newton's a 
Book,’ is at eight times 
cause sloth and lssued withows altaged connection with any other 
“ Besides its illegality it about an unfair discrimination t 
Sonveabions tees 


publishers whose not allow the issue of single wo at 
stated periods, or whose conscience, or good taste, or weaterel-aih wu te 
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the animating motive, will not alow them to resort to this class of business 
to benefit themselves at the expense of the Government. 

“Itit be asked why, feeling as I do concerning this, I have allowed it to 
continue, and even to increase, the answer is that the length of time the 
practice has lasted gives it some claim to oition, and that the great 
number of additions to it oMcially authorized ore my entrance into office 
prevents the exclusion of new claimants without manifest unfairness 
Under all the circumstances I feel It to be only proper that I shouki present 
the case and urgently ask that Congress be called upon to provide aremedy."’ 

In letter under date of March 7, 1800, Postmaster-General Wanamaker thus 
addressed the chairman of Committee on the Post-Oflice and Post-Roads 
who reported favorably a similar bill to the House during the first session 
of the Fifty-first Congress: 

OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. U., March 7, 189°. 

Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge receipt of a letter, dated the 6th in- 
stant, * * * transmitting a copy of bill H. R. 7858, applying the third 
class rate of postage to books issued in the guise of jodicals 

After a careful consideration of the purpose and aseology of this bill, I 
am convinced that it meeds no alteration, but that in its present form it 
should be favorably reported by your committee; and I respectfully recom 
mend that that be done, and that such further steps be taken as will tend to 
secure its early passage the House of Representatives. 

The wrong which the bill is intended to remedy I need not now discuss; 
my annual report to the President presents fully my views concerning it, 
and to them I respectfully direct your attention. But I may not inappro 
priately add that since that ees was written the experience of the De- 
partment has been such as to fully justify everything that was therein said 
relative to the evil, and to satisfy me that it is a growing one deserving of 
prompt attention. 

ours, very respectfully, ete., 
JNO. WANAMAKER, 
Postmaster- Genera! 
Hon. HENRY H. BINGHAM, 
Chairman Committee on the Post-Ofice and Post- Roads, 
House af Representatives.” 

The following letter from the Postmaster-General is herewith mae a part 
of this report: 

OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., January 31, 1894 

Sir: In response to the request contained in your letter of the 24th in 
stant, I have the honor to submit the following as my views upon bill H. R. 
5188, ‘To fix the rate of postage on periedical publications containing the 
print or the reprint of books.’ 

Under the practice that now prevails, paper-covered books and pamphlets, 
issued periodically and numbered and dated, are allowed to be transmitted 
in the mails at a cent a pound—the rate prescribed by law for newspapers 
and periodicals—instead of a cent for every 2 ounces, which is the rate fixed 
for matter of the third class. 

Just when this practice originated I do not know; norapparently have 
several of my predecessors been able to state precisely its origin. [ts in 
cipiency was probably connected with some seemingly meritorioas case—a 
single work, perhaps, issued in parts or numbers, and presenting the out 
ward characteristics of a periodical—where, no one atthe time looking upon 
the matter as one of importance, the benefit of the doubt, if any, was given 
to the publisher. This was, of course, followed asa precedent in al! simi- 
lar eases, and these by others less meritorious, until finally, in 1877, the pub- 
lishers of a known as the Lakeside Library, in which sometimes 
complete novels were issued as entire numbers, claimed the right of having 
it go through the mails as a periodical, and this claim, under an opinion of 
Attorney General Devens, was allowed. After that entire books with none 
of the real characteristics of magazines or periodicals were offered and ac 
cepted as periodicals, and the present condition of things was inaugurated 

hatever may have been the foundation and history of the practice, how- 
ever, and no matter how long it may have existed, it has so grown that tho 
oe on in — mailed aaaaiben yoni invol an —_— la 

r ng w @ correspo ex, e for employés and trans- 
portation, and a loss to the postal revenue of somewhere near $1,000,000 a 


year. 

It seems to me absolw necessary that this evil, for such it is, should be 
suppressed; and as the bill submitted by your committee proposes an ef- 
fectual means of do: this—by relegating to the third class of mail matter 
all books now sent er the newspaper rate of postage, whether they be 


issued entire or in parts, ly or not, and regardless of whether they 
pont = the unessential of second-class matter—I am heartily in 
avor © 


assage. 

A few of the reasons that may be urged in support of this bill are these: 

1. Under the law, all books are third-class matter, and therefore charge- 
able with postage, when mailed, at the rate of a cent for every 2 ounces or 
fraction thereof. To allow those that now go at the second-class rate of a 
cent a pound to retain this great privilege is in violation of the spirit of the 


law. 

2. There is no good ground for regarding the books in question as peri 
odicais. It is in fact absurd to call them by this designation. They are 
simply books, known universally as such —ome "peat anes and publishers, 
with seldom more than a nominal List of su rs, devoted to nothing in 
particular, and in many cases issued ames But for the fact that the 
subject now properly comes under the on of Congress, I should my- 
self rule them out under the discretion which the law seems to confer upon 
me relative to the entry into the mails of second-class matter. 

3. The books that now go through the mails under the practice in ques- 
tion are generally not of ahigh class of literature. They are largely works of 
fiction, and many of them are of a very low order, both ina moral and an 
intellectual sense. Besides, three-fourths of them are probably of foreign 
authorship. It would seem, therefore, that their continuance in the enjoy- 
ment of an exceptional privilege in the mails is in the interest neither of 
nor good taste, and certainiy not encouraging to the growth of 


paper-covered books a pene which bound books do 
be any discrimination at all it 
ought to be in favor of the good book, which is usually put up so that it will 
be rather than the one, which is generally covered with 
paper and has but an ephemeral existence. 
(6) The evil involved in the practice under discussion is constantly grow- 
. Not cnet pre see ay of -covered books increasing their out- 
under the methods of but newspaper publishers all over 
country are lending themselves, in one way or another, to the circula 
of this class of literature. The publisher of a daily newspaper in Chi 
who lately circulated immense numbers of these books under what 
has come to be known as the “ newspaper co ” system, now announces 
a further distribution of 1,600,000 volumes. Other newspaper publishers are 
likewise, someof them to quite as great an extent. With net 
a few, the distribution of the books seems to be 2 part of the scheme of issu- 
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It might be said that the Post-Office Department itself can, to some ex- 
tent at least, prevent the increase of the evil by refusing. to admit any ad- 
ditional or new issues of these books to the cent-a-pound rate of postage. 
But this could hardly be done with fairness. As long as the many series of 
books that are now in continue to be treated as second-class matter, new 
ones of like character must be given similar treatment. The proper course 
to pursue is to exclude them all as periodicals and charge them hereafter 
with third-class postage. 

Yours, very respectfully, 











W.S. BISSELL, Postmaster- General. 
Hon. J. 8. HENDERSON 


Chairman Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
‘ouse of Representatives. 


The committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. PICKLER. It seems to me that if the House is rising to 
a high standard of morality and wants to cut off some of the 
trashy novels that are circulated among the people it ought not, 
at the same time, to cut off the better class of literature. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Well, it is not possi- 
ble to provide for everything by a general law. And there is 
no reason why these books should pass through the mails at 1 
cent a pound, when it costs the Government 8 cents a pound to 
carry them, 

Mr, PICKLER. For instance, if any house is publishing 
Dickens or Scott or other such standard works I should like to 
have those works go through the mail as cheaply as possible. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Well, I suppose the 
other books to which I have referred and many others might go 
through the mails at the pound rate, but yet the Government 
can not afford to carry them all at the cheapest rate. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentieman from Maine with- 
draw his point of order? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ido not insist upon the point of order, Mr. 
Chairman, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I would 
like to have printed in the Recoxrp the report of the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads relating to the section just 


adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. It can be printed as a part of the gentle- 
man’s remarks on that amendment. The Clerk will now report 
the section of the bill sed over by unanimous consent. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For necessary and special facilities on trunk lines from Springfield, Mass., 
via New York and Washington, to Atlanta and New Orleans, $196,614.22; 
Provided, That no part of the appropriation made by this paragraph shall be 
expended unless the Postmaster General shall deem such expenditure nec- 
essary in order to promote the interest of the postal service. 

Mr. KYLE. I now offer the amendment which I submitted a 
few days ago for the information of the House. 

The Clerk read the amendment of Mr. KYLE, as follows: 

Amend by striking out lines 23, 24, and 25, on page 4, and lines 1, 2,3,4, and 
5, on page 5. 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the committee, unanimous 
consent being given thereto, this paragraph was passed over 
and general debate closed on the remainder of the bill. This 

ragraph is now open for general debate. ; 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, an 
item of this kind has been in seventeen different appropriation 
bills. The first appropriation was made in 1878 and it his been 
continued consecutively down to 1894. I will publish the 
amount of these several appropriations without now reading 
the figures: 

Appropriation for special facilities. 


BOI ine cw en cove cn ocscccoswens $150, 000.00 | 1887 .................-...... Pal, 000, 00 
SE iaionn 5 aLencednn vba bane 125, 000.00 | 1888 ........................ 205, 987.00 
RR See ae SD CT OE ose dnccudee tant nevenatce 295, 987. 09 
DE io dnine sncanesiccacsncuns FE cc wccebabncd sees senate 295, 655. 38 
SUR Vaiicas pacn wa nwesivandiat * 425, 00 | 1901 ....2..... oRibexcue neds 295, 421.79 
WEE ndinn sn we te cosdvensshsuen NN A. Se een 196, G14. 22 
SOE cdc ns nccsn a chan dencmnte 185, 000.00 | 1803 ..............-..... ... 196,614.22 
SIRO vn assenncnchdhen souhabee DE SS 1 WIOO a on cdicpcnnceatnpss vine 196, 614, 22 
SOUS i. 5 cans ssnnsvddsantunteun 268, 764. 00 


The appropriation for the current year is $196,614.22; buta 
year ago the item was changed somewhat so as to provide that 
this appropriation should be made for lines from Springfield, 
Mass., via New York and Washington to Atlanta and New Or- 
leans. Now, the gentleman from Mississippi {[Mr. KYLE] stated 
in the course of his remarks the other day, asI understood him, 
that under this provision mail facilities have not been expe- 
dited in any way, that there are no better mail facilities to-day 
on account of this appropriation than there were one year ago; 
and he went on to say that the sched le time between New York 
and New Orleans had absolutely been reduced ten minutes. 

The gentleman, unfortunately for the House and unfor- 
tunately for himself, omitted to tell the committee that there 
has been an entirely new fast mail train put on, which goos 
all the way from New York to New Orleans. That was not 
alluded to. Now, I wish to call attention to the fact that while 
the Postmaster-General has not in direct terms made an 
recommendation about this appropriation, yet on page 19 of h 
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last annual report he alludes to this identical fast mail, and to 
no other fast Southern mail. Here is what he says: 

The fast mail service between the North and the South has recently been 
much enlarged. Following the coast line, its extent and rapidity will (com- 
mencing with December) be more complete than heretofore; and by means 
of the interior lines, it has recently been made possible to inaugurate a 
double daily fast mail service connecting the great business centers of the 
North with New Orle*as, by way of Atlanta and Montgomery. The hours 
of these trains are those most preferred by the Department, and it has 
thereby been rendered possible to accomplish connections which provide 
equally well for both letter and daily newspaper mails. 


There is nota syllable in this language of the Postmaster- 
General that does not refer to the fast mails which have been 
made possible by this special appropriation. Theallusion there 
to the coast line is not the coast-line companies but to the rail- 
roads which by reason of this appropriation have made fast mail 
facilities possible. 

What has been the advantage of the new facilities? One year 
ago on the coast line there was a fast mail train leaving New 
York at 4:20 in the morning and going over the coast-line roads 
by Washington, Richmond, Charleston, and down to Jackson- 
ville and to Tampa, 

Now, the gentleman from Mississippi says those coast-line 
companies are giving to the Government and the people better 
mail facilities—better facilities for letter mail and for newspaper 
mail—than they did a yearago. What is the fact? The truth 
is that after the coast-line companies relinquished this appro- 
priation a year ago they changed their schedules, and instead 
of leaving New York at 4:20 in the morning so that they could 
carry out the newspaper mail, they left at 9:30 in the morning, 
and they now leave at that hour, reaching Jacksonville, Fla., at 
1:35 in theafternoon, four hours and fifteen minutes later than 
the Richmond and Danville fast mail train. 

And the verysame maii that these coast-line companies carried 
one year ago—the very same Florida mail—is carried now from 
New York via Washington and over the Richmondand Danville 
and its connections to Klorida, much sooner than the coast line 
companies carry the mail to Florida points. The Richmond and 
Danville train gets to Jacksonville by its present schedule at 
9:20 in the morning. The coast-line trains do not get there un- 
til 1:35 in the afternoon, or four hours and fifteen minutes later. 

Mr. KYLE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I will. 

Mr. KYLE. I wish toask the gentleman whether the train 
running through from New York to New Orleans does not run 
upon a schedule ten minutes slower than it did before it received 
this appropriation or any part of it. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Now, I wish tosay—— 

Mr. KYLE. Answer that question. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Is that all the gen- 
tleman wants answered? 

Mr. KYLE. That is one question. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I was going to say 
there are now two schedules—— 

Mr. KYLE, The gentleman says we have two trains; I ex- 
pectéd such an answer, and I want to ask him this question— 
whether this second train does not make the run in forty-nine 
hours instead of thirty-nine hours, which it formerly took to 
make the trip from New York to New Orleans before they got 
this ee. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I will state the facts 
about those two trains. The gentleman stated positively to the 
House that there were no additional mail facilities by reason of 
these special appropriations, and he omitted to tell the Houseand 
thecountry that there was a new fast train that left New York in 
the morning at 4:30 o’clock and carried the through mail to the 
extreme southern coast of Florica and to New Orleans. 

Mr. KYLE. Now,ifthe page will permit aninterruption, 
my statement was that it did not facilitate the mail; that the 
train did not move faster now than it did before, and to that 
statement Ladhere. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. The gentleman, I 
think, will hardly adhere to that statement. How is it, or what 
is the effect of it, if it does not facilitate the mails? You have 
two trains instead of one, to begin with. [ can show you exactly 
from gaia here what the time is and how the mails are 

ex ‘ 
r. SWANSON. Let me ask the gentleman if they are not 
run entirely under the orders of the Post-Office Department, to 
make mail connect'ons? That is my understanding of it. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Both of these trains 
from New York to New Orleans have to run according to sched- 
uies that are made by the Posi-Office Department. 

Mr. LOUD. So does every train that carries the mail. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. No, sir; you can not 
show that. 

Mr. LOUD. Yes, I can. 











1894. 








Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. The gentleman can | 


not show it. 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. 


terhe CHAIRMAN. The Chair must request gentlemen to 


reserve order on the floor. The gentleman from North Caro- 

inaisentitled to proceed without interruption. 
for.the officers of the House—the reporters—to perform their 
duties in the midst of such confusion. The Chair must insist, 
if gentlemen want to interrupt a gentleman occupying the floor 
to ask questions, that they must proceed in an orderly manner 
under the rule to do so. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
has already yielded to me. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I was only waiting for the 
Chair to subside until I could get an opportunity to address the 
gentleman. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. 
man for a question. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I desire to ask the gentleman 
from North Carolina if what you call “additional mail facilities ” 
appropriated for in this bill is not a subsidy? Lf it is not a sub- 
sidy, what would you call it? I want to have some information 
on that point. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. It is pay for service done. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I decline to allow the gentle- 
man from Tennessee to interrupt me without asking consent of 
the Chair. [Laughter.} I hope the Chair will protect me in 
a to the floor. 


I would like to ask the gen- 


Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 


I yield to the gentle- 


entitled to the floor. 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. I want to know why gentle- 
men are so suddenly in favor of subsidy. What has caused the 
change? I want to get one out West for additional mail facili. 
ties myself. 
Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. 


Washington wants to knowif this is not asubsidy. I answer 


Itisimpossible ; 
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Mr. COOMBS. I can not discover that he does recommend 
it. How, then, does it get into the bill; by what influence 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I will tell the gentle 
man that this appropriation has been in the bill for seventeen 
years, and it stavs in because the additional facilities afforded 
are needed and desired by the people and the communities who 
receive the advantages the apr ropriation affords. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. May I suggest to the gentleman from 
North Carolina that the highest evidence that the Postmaster- 


General has approved this is that it was left discretionary with 
him whether he would utilize the appropriation or not, and he 
| did it? 


Mr. COOMBS. Oh, I do not suppose that is a good reason 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina, It ought to be » good 
reason. 

Mr. QUIGG. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from North Carolina 


| yield to the gentleman from New York? 


Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I will, with pleasure. 

Mr. QUIGG. [should like to suggest, in reply to my colleague 
[Mr. CoomBs], that it is not necessary, in order that New York 
should have a fast mailservice to the South, that the Postmaster- 
General should do any recommending. The fact that this com- 
mittee have recommended it is sufficient for me, as a Represen- 
tative from New York. [Applause.] 

Mr. COOMBS. Ido not think New York has anything in 
articular to do with this matter. Iam not necessarily oppos 
ing it; but I know that when these matters come before appro- 
priation committees they generally come from some authorita- 


7 : ,. | tive source, and I want to know how this gets into this bill. 
he CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina is | — - c 


Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I[ want to answer the 
gentleman, and I willanswer frankly. This appropriation has 
been in this bill for seventeen years, and no chairman of the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads before me has 
ever had itstricken out, and it comes in exactly now as it has 


| done heretofore. 


The gentleman from | 


him by telling him that in my judgment the railroad companies | 
carrying these mails by order and under contract with the Post- | 


Office Department earn every cent that is given them for theex- 
pedition of the mails over their road. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. But is ita subsidy? That is 
the question. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. In my opinion it is 
not a subsidy; but suppose even that it were asubsidy. Does 
the gentleman want to take away this little pittance that gives 
the people of the Southern States fast mail facilities? The gen- 
tleman said nothing of the ‘‘subsidy” in this bill of a million 
dollars to the steamship companies- neither he nur any other 
gentleman. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
these additional facilities shall be general? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Icall the gentleman to order. 
not addressed the Chair to get permission. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I took that for granted. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. 
made in this bill for steamship ‘‘ subsidies” for carrying the for- 
eign mails, and they are called ‘‘ subsidies,” but they are made 
in pursuance of the law by the Post-Office Committee. It was 
the duty of that committee to recommend the appropriations 
under the law. And I say to the gentleman that it is the very 
same thing in regard to these special mail facilities. The ap- 
Se for them are continual under the law. They have 

nin the Post-Office appropriation bill for seventeen years. 
This will be the eighteenth time. At one time, for the year 
1883, the appropriation ran away up as high as $600,000. We 
have cut it down now as low as $196,614.22, Two years ago the 
same committee, of which I was chairman, reported a reduction 
of this item to the amount of nearly a hundred thousand dollars. 

I have been trying to show the benefit of these maii facilities, 
and I say that by means thereof there are two fast through mail 
trains for newspaper mail and for letter mail from New York to 
New Orleans. ere are also two fast daily mail trains from 
New York to Tampa, Fla. So, as compared with the facilities 


of one year ago, under former a the present ap- | 


propriation is accomplishing for t 
us much. 

Mr. COOMBS. Will the gentleman permit an inquiry? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Yes; I would like to 
answer ak uestion. 

Mr. © BS. I would like to ask the gentleman for infor- 
mation. Does the Postmaster-General recommend this appro- 
priation? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I have read exactly 
what he said. 


e people at least four times 


Why do you not provide that | 


The appropriation is | 


He has | vored by this appropriation. 





Mr. COOMBS. Then itis a sort of habit. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Well, it is a habit 
that is sustained by the evidence that itis for the good of the 
service. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Itisa habit, like free delivery. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. | will state to the gen- 
tleman that one year ago the gentleman from Maine | Mr. DING- 
LEY], who is a most careful man, and who looks after appropria- 
tions as carefully as any man in this House, offered an amend- 
ment which provided that the Postmaster-General should not 
use this fund unless it was to promote the good of the service; 
and the Postmaster-General can not expend this fund unless he 
deems it necessary to promote the interest of the postal service. 
I hold in my hand and will have printed in the Recorp—I have 
not time to read them now—many of the contracts that were 
made by the Postmaster-General with the parties who are fa- 
The contracts themselves provide 
that if certain schedules are not maintained, and if certain con- 


| nections are not made, that on ten days’ notice the Postmaster- 


General shall have the right to revoke any of these contracts: 


POSsT-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., October 2, 1898 


Sir: The act of Congress making appropriations for the service of the 
Post-Oftice Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, contains the 
following paragraph: 

“For necessary and special facilities on trunk lines from Springfield, Mass., 
via New York and Washington to Atlanta and New Orleans, $16,614.22 
Provided, That no part of the appropriation made by this paragraph shall 
be expended unless the Postmaster-General shall deem such expenditure 
necessary in order to promote the interest of the postal service." 

Acting under the authorization as above recited, the Postmaster General 
has directed the assignment, from July 1, 1893,to June 30, 1894, of #142,716.26 
per annum to the railroad mail carriers hereinbelow mentioned, with the 
understanding that at least two continuous daily mail train schedules hav- 
ing connection from the North, shall be maintained between Washington 
D.C., and New Orleans, La., via Atianta, Ga., which schedules shall be 
known as trains 35 and 37 over the Richmond and Danville system and their 
connections south of Atlanta, and with the further understanding that these 
schedules shall not, without the Post-Office Department's approval, be 
changed. 

The payments will be made pro rata to the following routes 


Miles.| Pay 


Route. | Termini. 
SS Se 4 | 
114002 | Washington to Lynchburg .............. waseanee}| 174.04 | 921,755, 00 
114016 | Lynchburg to North Damville__.................... | 65.74 8, 217.50 
114038 | North Danville to Charlotte... ............. ----| 142.80 17, 850. 00 
121001 | Charlotte to Atlanta Medd dd nab wcbancise conceeh Oe O1 33, 463. 75 
121008 | Atlanta to West Point.............................. 86. 32 10, 790. 00 
124001 | West Point to Montgomery ....................... 86. 40 10, 800. 00 
124012 | Montgomery to New Orleans .............. .| 318.72 39, 40. 00 
ite edit endé tdndetoedts we cede 142, 716. 





ie ED 





PT 34 


|e pes pce cenit organs mans fp 


> 


2, Y 
ke 
i 
bs 
s 
PP 
SS 
T 
3 

4 
ee 
4 

as 


3646 


The Postmaster-General reserves to himself the right to modify, or dis- 
a altogether, the payments upon —- to the Ricamond and Dan- 

ille Ratiroad Company ten days’ notice of such intention. 

Yours, respectfully, 

J. LOWRIE BELL, 
Second Assistant Postmaster-General. 

Col. A. B. ANDREWS, 

Vice-President Richmond aad Danville Railroad Company 

and Agent for the Receivers, Raleigh, N. C. 


Post-OFfPICE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE SECOND ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
RAILWAY ADJUSTMENT DIVISION, 
Washington, D, C., October 9, 1893, 

Sir: The folk ane eeceny ofan, order issued this day on route No. 114002, 
Wognington, D. C., to Lynchburg, Va.: 

“Prom July 1, 1893, to June 30, 1804, pay the Richmond and Danville Rail- 
road Company, quarterly at the rate of $21,755 per annum, for maintain- 
ing special mail facilities, consisting of two daily ‘ast mail trains between 
Washington, D. C., and Lynchburg, Va., in connection with the mail serv- 

from Springfield, Mass., via New York and Washington to Atlanta and 
vew Orleans, subject to future orders and to fines and deductions. Charge 
to appropriation for necessary and special facilities on trunk Lines.”’ 

Similar orders have been issued on routes 114016, Lynchburg to Danville 
Junction (n. o.), allowing at the ratce of $8,217.50 per annum; 1! . Danville 
Junction (n.o.) to Charlotte, N. C.. —- at the rate of 617,860 per an- 
= , and 121001. Atlanta, Ga., to Charlotte, N.C., allowing at the rate of 833,- 

75 per annim. wae 

ery respectfully, 
. J. LOWRIE BELL, 
Second Assistant Postmaster-General. 
RICHMOND AND DANVILLE RAILROAD COMPANY. 
(Through Col. A. B. Andrews, Raleigh, N. C.) 


CONCERNING THE SPECIALIFACILITY SERVICE DEDUCTIONS. 


Post-OFFIGE LBPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE SECOND ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
WASHINGTON, D. C_,. October 24, 1893. 
Stir: In connection with the allowance of $142,716.25 for special facilities 
between Washington and New Orleans, supplied by trains known as Rich- 
tTond and Danville Nos. 35.and 37, you will be — by the following: 
Whenever the line between Was ton and Atlanta accomplishes its con- 
nections, via Montgomery at Atlanta, it will be considered as having fulfilled 
‘the requirements of the rtment. Failure to accomplish such connec- 
tiens will be ground for d ting the trip value of the extraordinary allow- 


ance. 

In like manner, the line Atlanta to Montgomery and that from Montgom- 
to New Oriecans will be treated independently, each interest being held 
untabie for its own portion of the through service. 

The failure of No. 37 to at New Orleans the rail connection for 
Houston, Tex., via routes Nos, 149003, 149010, and 150012, known as train No. 
20, at 9:30 a.m., will constitute a failure. 

The fact of delay in leaving ane eet or elsewhere, has been caused b 
Waiting for the connections can no given weight by the Department if 
there is failure to accomplish the connections at Atlanta or beyond. The 
special allowance is extraordinary and-s fically for the accomplishment 
ofa special service, the failure of which is good gronnda for the deduction of 
the proportionate value of the service. 

Yours, respectfully, 
J. LOWRIE BELL, 
Second Assistant Postmaster-General. 
Mr. JoHN A. CHAPMAN, : 


Chief Division of Inspection, Post-Ofiice Department. 


WASHINGTON, D.C., October 24, 1898. 
Sm: Herewith I band you three of the instructions issued the in- 
spection division concerning thea cation of deductions from the special 
facility allowances between W. m and New Orleans via Atlanta. 
Please acqnaint your connections with the same. : 


Yours, respectfully, 
J. LOWRIE BELL, 
Second Assistant Postmaster-General. 
Col. A. B. ANDREWS, 


Vice-President Richmond and Danville Railroad Company, 
and Agent of the Receivers, Raleigh, N. C. 


Post-OFFiGE DEPARTMENT, 
OPFIGR OF THE SECOND ASSISTANT ‘POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., October 30, 1893. 
DEAR SiR: Primarily the extraordinary compensation is ‘allowed for the 
accomplishment of a continuous service to New Orieans, and it has been 
found diMcult to modify the which heretofore has whereby 
the failure toaccompiish the uous service req’ the deduction of 
the full value of the trip, irrespective of the interests ble for the 
failure. In other words, the has been to treat of the lines be- 
tween termini as one interest in d with e allowances, and 
the fact of there being a failure to ve on time at the tive point, has 
resulted in a deduction for the full vaine over the entire of the special 


allowance. 
‘My letter of the Mth instant was a , experimentally, from . t 
a Atlanta and Mon ery here 


Briporsitdenestinfoues aaithe Department mean to seer’ broad 
ug ts; mean Very bro: 
svith the sitmation, at least for a time, or until it is found advisableto gentore 


the old practice. 

Unless, however, the Washington connection is mate, the through service 
is valueless in the event of failure to enforce the other connections; and the 
Department wiil not make the extraordinary payments in such instances as 
there ue an absoiut* — over the entire route. 

ours; tfully, 
ae " J. LOWRIE BELL, 
Second Assistant Postmaster-General. 
Co). A. B. ANorEws, 


-President Richmond and Danvilie Railroad Company, 
and Agent of the Receivers, Raleigh, N.C. 


DEPARTMENT, 
OFPrrokg OF THE SECOND ASSISTANT POSTMASTBR-GENBRAL, 
Washington, D. C., November 17, 1898. 


Sr: It being our understanding that 
nitely at Washington for their direct 
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of October 24, 1893, will be so far modified as shall admit of the giving 
weight to the shortening of your time whenever you wait at Washington 
more than forty-five minutes for the northern connections, rather than leave 
on time, and thereby occasion a day’s delay to the mails from the north. 


Yours, respectfully, 
J. LOWRIE BELL, 
Second Assistant Postmaster-General. 
Col. A. B. ANDREWs8, 


Vice-President Richmond and Danville Railroad, 
and Agent for the Receivers, Raleigh, N. C. 


Post-OFfFICE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE SECOND ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., November 20, 1893. 

Str: Answering yours of the 18thinstant: 

If, because of late arrivals from the north, you have to wait more thay 
forty-five minutes at Washington, and because of such delay you are unablé 
to accomplish your connections south of Washington, you will not be sub- 
jected to deductions from your special pay, provided, of course, that upon 
your own lines not any more time is occupied than is called for in your own 
— 

yours, respectfully, 
J. LOWRIE BELL, 


Second Assistant Postmaster-General. 
Col. A. B. ANDREWs, 


Vice-President Richmond and Danville Railroad Company, 
And Agent for the Receivers, Raleigh, N. C. 

= GEAR. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion: 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from North Carolina 
yield to the gentleman from Lowa? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Yes. 

Mr. GEAR. Is it-not also truc that these contracts provide a 

nalty for failure to:make connections? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Yes; notonly may the 
contracts be revoked, but there is a penalty for failure to make 
connections, and the ae is made in this:\way: They divide 
the amount that is paid to the railroad company by the number 
of days.in the year; and if there are two trains a day, then they 
average the amount for every train; and if one train: misses con- 
nection the Postmaster-General deducts from the amount that 
the railroad is entitled to for that trip the pro rata amount that 
it.would: have reeeived if it had earried the mail. 

Mr. SWANSON. As I understand—the remark was made 
that this was a-subsidy—is it not .a fact: that the Atlantic Coast 
Line atone time had this econtract,and it was so unprofitable 
that it. gave it up, and that there is no provision in this bill for 
any special railroad having the contract? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. The mail gocs over 
certain lines. 

Mr. 5WANSON. The Southern mail. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Nerth Carolina. lt isa fact, so far as I 
know.and believe, that the Coast Line companies voluntarily re- 
linquished the aapenpseemen. As:long as they were willing to 
carry themail and as long as: they enforced the schedules made 
by the Postmasier-General, there was no opposition in the House 
here—except the general opposition to anything of this sort— 
to'the Coast Line companies continuing to reeeive the contract. 

Mr. SWANSON. And it was not profitable enough for them 
to.continue it. 

Mr. HENDERSON. of North Carolina. I do not know why 
they gave it up, but I understood they gave it up because they 
that the Departmentexacted too much from them and ham- 
peredthem in many ways. 

Mr.SWANSON. And asl understand, under this provision 
the Post-Offiee Department prepares the schedules for these 
trains to. run by. 

Mr. BRENDERSON of ‘North Carolina. The Post-Office De- 
partment makes the schedules. 

Mr.SWANSON. And the schedules are made so.as to make 
eonnections for the mail, and not for passengers. 

Mr. HENDERSONof North Carolina. The Post-Office author- 
ities make the schedules,and if the railroad com miss con- 
nections, then there isa penalty imposed for failure. The 
schedules ave the ones:most: preferred by the Post-Office Depart- 
ment. 

Mr.GEAR. May Lask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Certainly. 

Mr. GEAR. Is it nota fact thatallthe coast-line towns re- 
eeive their mails by this fast mail? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Very many of them 


do. 

Mr. GEAR. Andall the South, at the coast points, get their 
mail by this fast line? 

Mr. DERSON of North Carolina. All the through mails 
that were formeriy carried over the coast-line roads are now 
carried by the other companies under this appropriation. 7 
earry the mails right :through to Florida and carry the mails 
right th to Orleans, there being double fast mails 
to Florida where there was but one fast train before, and a 
ne to New Orleans where there was but one 

fore. 











1894. 


I wish to say another thing. This mail that was formerly 


carried over the Coast Line is paid by weight, and the Coast 
Line Company receives to-day the same pay for such weight 
that it received a year ago, for the weighing only takes place 
every four years, and with the other companies the weighing 
took place two years ago; and all this Florida mail that is di- 
verted from the coast-line companies from New York to Tampa, 
and is carried over the new line and its connections, is trans- 
ported without any compensation, and no compensation on ac- 
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| 


count of the increased volume of mail matter will be paid the 


present contracting lines until the next weighing, some two 
years hence. ‘ 

Mr. GEAR. Is it nota fact that places like Charleston and 
Savannah are supplied by this new coast-line route. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Charleston, 
nah, and Florida points are all supplied by it. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. 
a question? : 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Certainly. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Is it not a fact that if this appropriation 
is cut out it will largely reduce the fast mail facilities to the 


South? 
Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. 


bavan- 


Will the gentleman now yield to me for | 
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Line Company, that formerly carried the mails from New York to 
Tampa and other points, is now four hours and fifte nut 
later at Jacksonville and Tampa than the other train h 
carry the mails through? Is it not because they are not 
pelled to run by schedules made by the Post-Office Dep art 
Mr. LOUD. If the gentleman asks me that question 
would deny the assertion that they are four hours later at 
Tampa. This road is carrying the mails under an agreement 
| and the scheduleof time is made by the Post-Ollice Departmen 
Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. But the Coast Line 
Company was running on schedules made by the D a 
year ago, and the same company is carrying t 19 f- 
ferent schedule now. The Government is not maki 
schedules. That company now makes its own scl 
Mr. LOUD. There is an agreement. 
Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. What is th 
ment? Here is the idea. Under the arrangement with th 
| Coast Line the Government had a special schedule und compelled 
the railroad to expedite the mails, according to schedul iade 


If the appropriation is | 


eliminated I do not believe that the Southern cities, as a whole, | 


will have fast mails ary longer, and for this reason: The Coast 


} contract 


Line Company, which formerly received thisappropriation, have | 


a splendid lime of road, and the trains over this route could make 
as fast time as they do on the Richmond and Danville and the 
other roads that now carry the fast mail; but the coast-line 
roads run their trains now for their own convenierice, for the 

urpose of getting passengers, and not for expediting the mails. 
They start from New York at 9:30 in the morning—too late for 
the newspzper mail—so that when they get down to Jacksonville, 
Fla.. at 1:35 in the afternoon, the Richmond and Danville train 


by the Department. The Coast Line relinquished the appro- 
priation and the Government no longer requires that line to ex- 
pedite the mails. 

I want to callattention to this fact. 
panies were r 


+ 


W hen the Coast Line com 
juired to carry the fast mail they made a special 
with the Post-Oflice authorities, and the Post-Office a 
thorities required them to expedite the mails by certai: 
ules which the Department insisted upon. When the ( 
Lines relinguished the appropriation, then the Department let 
them make their own sikaiilies, It no longer made any « 
tract or agreement with them. If permitted them to make 
their own schedules in their own way, whether they expedited 


| the mails or not, and as a matter of fact the schedules they have 
| mide have not expedited the through mails. 
Mr. MALLORY. At present has not the Coast Line a right 


has been there four hours and fifteen minutes earlier with all | 


the Northern mails. 

Mr. LOUD. Before'the gentleman gets through speaking of 
these contracts, I would like to.ask the gentleman if there isany 
different or special or specific contract with this Richmond and 
Danville road from that which exists with all the other roads 
carrying the mail? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Undoubtedly there is. 

Mr. LOUD. The Post-Office Department informed me that 
there was no contract. I do not care about it particularly; but 
there is a different statement. I have been informed that there 
is no contract, but simply an agreement. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. An agreement is a 
contract. What is the difference between an agreement and a 
contract? 

Mr. LOUD. The gentleman has laid some stress upon the 
passengers carried by these trains. I will ask'the gentleman if 
any railroad carrying mail does not have to pay penalties if 
their trains are late? Does not the same rule of law apply to 
all other railroad lines as applies to that to which you have re- 
ferred? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. 

Mr. LOUD. ‘You do not think so! 
it does. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. 
eral has the power to make this schedule? 

Mr. LOUD. You will find that every railroad carrying the 
mails is subject to pay a penalty if their trains do not arrive on 
schedule time, without they can show good and sufficient reason. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I will ask the gentile- 
man what the penalty on the other roadsis? [have stated what 
‘the penalty is on this road. 


I do not think so. 
You ought to know that 


The Postmaster-Gen- 


Mr. LOUD. The penalty is stated in the present law; I can | 


not tell exactly what it is. The gentleman does not mean to say 
that the penalty applied to this road differs from that applied 
to any other road. 
Mr.GEAR. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 
Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Certainly. 
Mr.GEAR. The difference between these fast mail trains 


and ordinary trains carrying the mail is this, is it not: In the | 


to change its schedules whenever it chooses for its own purposes 
without any penalty? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. y- Tam glad 
the gentleman called attention to that. The difference between 
the lines operating under this appropriation and every othe 
line that is required to carry the muils is this, every other rail - 
road company can make its schedules to suit itself and change 
them whenever it pleases, whereas the companies that carry the 
mails in pursuance of this appropriation are compelled to carry 
them in such a manner as they may be directed to do by the De 
partment and by such schedules as the Department may adopt. 

Does not everybody know that the Richmond and Danville 
Railroad would. great deal rather get this appropriation and 
have only one train from here to New Orleans, or from New York 
to New Orleans if the Post-Office Department would permit it’ 
The Department not only insists on two through fast mails from 
New York via Washington and Atlanta to New Orleans, but 
also on two fast mails by Washington and Columbia, S. C., on 
down to Florida points. The gentleman from Mississippi {Mr. 
KYL&E] stated here in his opening remarks that no Postmaster 
General had ever favored this appropriation—that it had been 
in the bill for seventeen years, but that no Postmaster-General 
had ever favored it. What is the fact? The first appropria 
tion, $150,000, was made in 1878. Ind879 it was $125,000; in L889 
itwas $150,000; in 1881 there was an appropriation of $350,000; 
in 1882 there was an appropriation of $425,000, and in 1583 the 
appropriation was $600,000. Does anybody suppose that those 
appropriations would have gone on increasing from $150,000 up 
to $500,000 unless the Post-Oilfice authorities favored them? But 
that is not all. This appropriation started under Postmaster- 
General Key,and in his report for 1879, page 11, will be found 
these remarks: 


Certatnly. 


The appropriation of $150,000 to enable the Postmaster-General to obtain 
proper facilities for the prompt transmission of the mails by the raitroad 
companies has enabled the Department to prevent injury to the service upon 
the most important lines and has in several instances enabled the Depart 
ment to secure the running of special trains of great value to the business 
interests of the country. would therefore recommend that this approprt- 
ation be renewed for the next fiscal year, and that the amount be increased 


| according to the estimate submitted by the Second Assistant Postmaster- 
| General 


ordinary train the company makes its own time and its own | 


schedules, and in these fast trains the schedule is made by the | Mr. Thomas J. Brady, of Indiana. 


Department. 


Mr. LOUD. The Department makes the schedules of the 


trains on-every trunk road of the United States, and that the | 


gentleman will find if he only investigates. 
Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. 
entleman from California that I think that is a point on which 
e is mistaken. 
Mr. LOUD. Iam not mistaken. 
Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Then I want to ask 
the gentlemanfrom California why it is that this road, the Coast 


I want to state to the | 


The Second Assistant Postmaster-General at that time was 

Mr. KYLE. Will the gentleman tell us where that fund was 
used at that time? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I take for granted that 
a partof it was used over this very same line we are providing 
for now. 

Mr. LOUD. What year was that? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. 
and seventy-nine. 

Mr. LOUD. Fifteen thousand dollars was used there at that 
time. 


Fighteen hundred 
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Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Here is what the 
Second Assistant Postmaster-General said upon that subject: 

By the use of this fund the Department has succeeded in preventing any 
injury to the postal service on the most important Lines, and in several cases 
has secured special trains of great value to the business interests of the sec- 
tions interested. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, the idea of these gentlemen seems to be 
that this appropriation is bound to do harm, and has done harm 
all the time from the beginning; but I say it has done good all 
the time. I will show before I get through that only one Post- 
ms‘er-General ever directly and emphatically opposed this 
item in the Post-Office appropriation bill; and even Mr. Wana- 
maker himself, under the very same authority now proposed to 
be conferred on Postmaster-General Bissell, used the fund be- 
cause he believed that its use promoted the good of the service. 

Mr. COX. As I understand the gentleman, under these con- 
tracts with the Postmaster-General the roadscarry the mails at 
a certain speed and deliver them? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COX. And there is faster delivery and better mail serv- 
ice on these roids than upon the roads on which the mail is 
carried in the ordinary passenger trains; so that the whole point 
of the question is as to paying this compensation for fast mail 
service, as compared with that rendered by carrying the mails 
on the ordinary passenger trains? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. That is all there isin 
it. 

Mr. COX. Well, that is entirely satisfactory to me. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Now, Mr. Chairman, 
here is what was said by Mr. Horace Maynard, of Tennessee, in 
his report as Postmaster-General for 1880, I read from page 13: 


It would be impossible to maintain the service at its present state of effi- 
clency without this appropriation. 


Then he adds: 


It is the desire of the Department to extend this service t> business com- 
munities where it is needed and would be most valuable. 


In 1880 the General Superintendent of the Railway Mail Serv- 
ice stated: 

The special fund placed at the disposal of the Postmaster-General for the 
present fiscal year is $350,000, which has proved of incalculable benefit to the 
service and enabled him to continue and extend the benefits of fast mail 
service. I would, therefore, respectfully recommend that there be appro- 

riated $350,000, and such further additional sum as will enable him to estab- 
ish, maintain, and continue the fast mail service. 

When Mr. Thomas L, James, of New York, was Postmaster- 
General, he said: 


Appropriations have been made each year since 1878 to enable the Depart- 
ment to secure from railroad companies facilities for the transportation of 
the mails for which compensation could not be made under the general law. 
The advantages secured to the public by this expenditure are very great. 


And he adds: 


The appropriation for this object for the current year is $425,000; and I 
one that $500,000 be appropriated for the fiscal year ending June 30, 


As a matter of fact $600,000 was appropriated for that year. 

I have here a eae ———— extracts. Here is the lan- 
guage of Hon. Thomas O. Howe, of Wisconsin, in his report as 

ostmaster-General for 1882. He favors this special appropria- 
tion. So did Mr. Gresham when Postmaster-General. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I would like to ask a couple of questions 
pertinent to the matter now under consideration. " 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I yield to the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. At the time the recommendations which 
the gentleman has just read were made, what was the weight 
pay of the railroads receiving the subsidy? 

tr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Thesame as it is now. 
an GROSVENOR. Ah; but how much did it amount to per 
mile? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Of course I have not 
the data which the gentleman wishes in regard to all these rail- 
roads. I will state to the gentleman that, as a matter of fact, 
the weight of the mail in many instances has increased with the 
business and prosperity of the country in different parts of the 
United States, while in some parts there has been no increase. 
On some of the railroads in the South, especially, there has 
been very little increase. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Is it not a fact that on the very roads 
now receiving this subsidy the pay by weight amounts in some 
instances to upwards of $400 per mile; away above the average 
mail pay on trunk lines eoweet the country. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina: I am not able to tell 
the gentleman how much the average is per mile. I will say it 
varies on the different railroads, but I will say to the gentle- 
man it can not ae be that the railroads from Washington 
to New Orleans and Florida carrying the mails now under dis- 
cussion are recziving extraordinary rates from the Government 
There are some railroads in this country that carry 20,000 pas- 
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sengers per mile per year; there are others that carry only 200 
passengers per mile per year. Some railroads receive as much 
as $1,500 per mile per annum and others as little as $50 per mile 
per annum. 

Mr. LOUD. If the gentleman from North Carolina will allow 
me, [ will state some figures in answer to the inquiry of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Very well. 

Mr. LOUD. In relation to this system of roads I will! state 
that the increase in the weight of the mails in three years has 
been 74 per cent. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. ThenI will ask the gentleman this ques- 
tion: While formerly, when the mail matter carried was so much 
less than now, it may have been necessary to give these roads 
this subsidy, is not the necessity removed by the vast increase 
of their weight pay? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I want to be perfectly 
frank and candid with the gentleman about this mitter. As I 
stated some time ago, the amount we now appropriate is only 
$196,622.14. Three years ago the amount was about $292,000. 
The first report made to this House by the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads at the first session of the Fifty-see- 
ond Congress, when I was chairman of that committee, reduced 
the amount from $292,000 to $196,000, as in this bill. 

Mr. LOUD. Because that was all there was expended the 
preceding year. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Exactly, and why was 
it not all expended? Because the authorities of the Post-Office 
Department, and the Postmaster-General were not spending 
all the money and have not been spending all the money that 
has been aperepeiates for this service. They have been very 
careful and scrupulous about it, and it is accordingly being re- 
duced year after year; and I will state here and now that the 
present Postmaster-General, who is a most excellent business 
man and a aay able lawyer, has failed, up to this time, to use 
some $25,000 of the pepreenmon made for the current year, 
and if at the end of the current poe this question comes up 
again, and the Postmaster-General shall not have used $25,000 
of the $196,000 appropriated, the effect will be that the next 
time a report comes to the House on this subject from the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Offics and Post-Roads the appropriation 
will be reduced by that amount or whatever amount the Post- 
master-General may fail to expend. 

And that of itself shows conclusively to the people and to Con- 
ress and the country thatthe Postmaster-General is very care- 
ul about how he expends the fund. He does not spend it just 

because it is given to him for that purpose, but if he can make 
suitable contracts with the railroad companies for proper expe- 
dition of the mails he does so. If he can not make satisfactory 
contracts with them, then he refuses to expend the money. So 
that, in my opinion, $25,009 of this appropriation for the current 
year wili be unexpended at the end o/ the year. 

Now, I call attention to what Mr. Gresham said when he was 
Postmaster-General, upon this subject. See his report for 1883, 
page 15: 

Tne large expansion of the system in late years and its general use for 
postal purposes render the question of just and reasonable rates for the 
service of vital importance. 

I refrain from discussing the question at present, as a views will be 

ven in a separate report, when the committee now considering it shall 

ave submitted their conclusions. 

I can not find the special report referred to by Mr. Gresham, 
but I understand he went before the Post-Office Committee at 
that time, and in consequence of what he said to the committee 
the appropriation made for 1884 was $600,000. 

Mr. LOUD. In 1884? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I am mistaken. Six 
hundred thousand dollars was the appropriation for 1833. 

Now, here is what the Second Assistant Postmaster-General 
said in the report for 1883—Mr. R. A. Elmer, of New York: 

SPECIAL FACILITIES. 

Thecost of * ial facilities "on railroad routes for the year ending June 
30, 1883, was $185,000, and a like amountis appropriated for the current year. 
The results secured by this expenditure are very highly appreciated by the 
communities interested, and I therefore recommend that a like sum be ap- 
propriated for 1885. 

In 1884 Postmaster-General Hatton recommended this appro- 
priation, and the Second Assistant Postmaster-General at that 
time, Mr. Henry D. Lyman, of New York, recommended it 
strongly. 

In 1885 Postmaster-General Vilas recommended it, and his 
Second Assistant Postmaster-General, Mr. A. Leo Knott, of 
Maryland, recommended it earnestly. The Second Assistant 
Postmaster-General said: 


Learnestly approve there commendation of the Superintendent of the Rail- 
way Mail Service for the maintenance of railway facilities, and for the rea- 
son so fully set forth by me. 


In 1886 Mr. Dickinson gave a qualified recommendation, but 








1894. 





his Second Assistant strongly recommended it. Mr. Dickinson 
has been quoted here as being opposed to the appropriation. [| 
will show you exactly what Mr. Dickinson said, so that his views 
may be placed exactly before the Committee on that subject. 

I quote from page 25 of his report for 1888: 

Appropriation for special facilities.—I desire to’ call attention to the settled 
application of the appropriation made for extra facilities and to the absence 
a any means to improvements of the service in portions of the country and 


on lines equally if not more deserving than those for which special appro 
priations are made. These special appropriations are not sufficient for 
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proper distribution and create an indisposition on the part of railroad | 


companies to codperate for the best attainable service. 


Dissatisfaction is | 


natural enough when the Government pays one road more than others, and | 


for no better or more necessary service than is expected or required from 
many others. 

I do not venture an opinion as to whether or not the rate of compensation 
allowed by law is sufficiently liberal to secure for the Government adequate 
and the best service. Itis certain that the dissatisfaction caused by extra 


compensation to some and not to others has prevented in some instances 
cordial coéperation with the Department to secure much needed improve 
ment. 


So that Mr. Dickinson's objection was not to the fact that the 
appropriation was made, but that it ought to be made general. 
He did not deny that the appropriation of itself was a very use- 
ful appropriation. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. And he made that remark, 
too, after a recommendation for an appropriation had been made 
and indorsed by his Superintendentof the General Railway Mail 
Service and by the Second Assistant Postmaster-General. 

Mr. HENDERSON of NorthCarolina. Thatistrue. I willsay, 
further, that in 1889 the Second Assistant Postmaster-General, 
Mr. Bell, then, I believe, General Superintendent of the Rail- 
way Mail Service, recommended an appropriation for special fa- 
cilities. He raised a question against it in 1890. He opposed 
the appropriation in 1891 and again in 1892, but in the last re- 
port made by him as Second Assistant Postmaster-General, in 
1893, after longer experience and more knowledge of postal af- 
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obstacle, I should like to be informed of it, that I may have it removed if 
possible. 




















Our mail arrangements now for Augusta and up the Georgia Ral ud are 
in a worse condition for the convenience of the people than they have been 
for twenty years. 

Yours, most respectfully, 
ALEXANDER H. STEPHENS 
Me er (an yress of ¢ 

Hon. THOMAS L. JAMES, Postmaster-General. 

The other letter referred to is as follows 
LETTER OF HON, A. H. STEPHENS TO THE EDITORS OF THE AUGUSTA 4.) 

CHRONICLE AND CONSTITUTIONALIS7 
NATIONAL HorTen, Washing! D. ¢ / § 
Editors Chronicle and Constitutionalist: 

DEAR Sirs: Inclosed I send you a letter received Ine Ve 1 
Hon. Thomas L. James, Postmaster-General at the time of its d 

It was written December 31, though not received by me until ) 
stated. I send it to you for publication, as an ar tor 
date December 15 last, in relation to the mail faciliti of Aug 

The letter of Mr. James very fully explains itse Your cit 
country readers will doubtiess be interested in its perusa lL ha 

|} earnest and constant attention to this sub t since tt per 
ent session of Congress After personal confer with th 
officials who have charge of railroad mail se I m due 1 to 
say that the fault of the irregularities in our mai 1 Aucusta 
Georgia Railroad is not attributable to then ny W nor i 
ble to anyone connected with the Post-Onice |! rtm 

The trouble is with the railroad syndicates. Mr. Terr ‘ At 
perintendent United States mail service in our and ac img S Lam 
satisfied, is an able, diligent, and efficient officer, looking quit \ 
after the interests of Augusta as of Atlanta, Charleston, or Sava Ch 
failures of the mails at Augusta, Atlanta, and elsewhere are ow th 
railroads notcoming up totime. Upon anexaminat 1ofatrar r 
the records it is proper for me to state here that I find the fallur 
mails at Atlanta have been much more frequent than Aug 


fairs, he expressed no opposition to the special facility appro- | 


priation. 

Mr. KYLE. Who was that? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Bell. 

Mr. KYLE. You are not arguing that he is in favor of it 
now, are you? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. If the gentleman had 
listened to what I stated, he would have understood my argu- 
ment. The Second Assistant Postmaster-General opposed it 
twice, but he failed to oppose it in his last report. He said 
nothing about it, and I must take it for granted that he thinks 
it is useful. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. He is not opposing it. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. He has not opposed 


| could and would be done if the necessary appr: 


| liver the New York 


Upon my urging the Department to have a fast mail train leave ¢ lotte 
upon the arrival there of the fast mail train to Atlanta, the reply that 
such train from Charlotte to Augusta would have t main Charlot 
until the arrival of the fast train from the East, and this very often w 
from one to two and three hours behind time rt i 
of mail service could thereby be ured to 
mail on the Coast Line, as I believe it is calle 
Charleston, Savannah, and Florida, via Richmon 
and Florence, S.C. The mail on this route, owing to the n 
and the condition of the roads, seldom fails 

I proposed to the Department to put a fast train from Florence. S, ¢ 
to Augusta, in connection with the fast mail on the Coast Lin If this w 
done, Augusta would receive the New York mails in t! rning at 7 
two hours sooner than she now does. This, [ ur ym t } 


se4 





ie 
werstood 
ypriation 
eur 
the Georgia Rh 


it att 


Be assured I shall do all in 
Should this be done, Augusta and all the towns on 
have all the facilities, it seems to me, that are at 
train on the Georgia Railroad can leave at 7:30 or § at farthest every morn 
ing, taking the Northern as well as the Augusta City paper 
for distribution before noon half-way up to Atl 
mail in Atlanta daily soone 
done by the Air-Line road. 


my power to s¢ 
} 





reeer 


mito 
, ler than 
trust this result may |} 1ccom 


I earnestly 


| plished. 


it in any communication to this House this year, that I know of. | 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to call attention to the fact, that | 


as far back as 1881, before we had any special fast mail facili- 


ducing Congress to give a special mail facility appropriation | 


was Alexander H. Stephens, of Georgia. I want to read his 

















ities in the South, the one man in Congress instrumental in in- | ovement, and from that time down to the present we have 


Yours, truly, 


ALEXANDER H 


STEPHEN 


In consequence greatly of the influence of Mr. Steph: of 


Georgia, Postmaster-General James entered heartily into th 


these fast mail facilities. 
Mr. Chairman, [ dosnot care to prolong the diseussio 


call attention, however, to the fact that train 35 





letter. This isa short letter which I will read, and I will pub- | ©*'" i ver. ee ae | 3O, as it is ¢ led, 
lish another as part of my remarks. This letter is addressed to | Which leaves New York at 4:30 in the morning, expedites the 
the Postmaster-General, Hon. Thomas L. James, and is dated | mails over w hat they were expedited one year ago to 1- 
National Hotel, Washington, December 15, 1881. lowing extent: Sk 
MEMORANDA. 
SOUTHERN MAIL FACILITIES. Prior to July, 1893, there was but one continuous mat 
LETTER OF HON. A. H. STEVENS TO THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL. | New York and New Orleans: 
. . . - Leaving New York 4:30 p. m.; passing Atlanta 4:10 p. m arrivin tN 
NATIONAL HOTEL, Washington D. C., December 15, 1881. Orleans 7:35 2. m. . 
DEAR Sir; Linclose you a communication received by me several days | There are now two through schedules over that route as folloy 
ago from several of the most prominent business citizens of Augusta, in- | Leaving New York at 4:30 p.m. and 4:30a. m.; arriving at Atlan a-ER Y 
eludingthe mayor, upon the subject of mail facilities in that city, and espe- | m. and 5:20. m.; arriving at Montgomery 9:20 p. m. and 11:05 a. m.: arriv 
cially the arrival there of the New York mail. I also inclose an editorial | ing at New Orleans 7:35 a. m. and 10:25 p. m 
which I clipped from the leading paper of Augusta to-day; it wasthe issue | The 4:30 p. m. train is unchanged 
of the 13th instant of that paper. | ‘The 4:30 a. m. train has been made continuon 
This is a subject upon which the people of that city and section of country The Department now avails itself of both of the existing Ri nd and 
have a deep interest; we feel it as high up as I live on the Georgia Railroad | Danville schedules to advance mails for the State of Florida, via Charictte 
(64 miles), and even higher. If any additional appropriation is necessary to | and Columbia, the following being the Florida schedule via Cha 
enable the N York mail to be put in Augusta by 7 o'clock in the morning, Leave New York at 4:20 p. m.; arrive at Jacksonville 9:00 p. n 
I should like to know it and the amount, or whatever the impediment isor! Leave New York at 4:30 a. m.; arrive at Jacksonville 0:2 a 
Statement showing comparison of mail schedulea in 1993 with 1894, and the advantages the appropriation of necessary and special facilities o slur 
given for expediting the United States mail to Southern and Florida points. 
oceania papemnemmase ee 
ge a Train No. 37. Train No. 35, ‘‘ Fast mail.” Atlantic Ce. Lit 
rom— 
nae a —_ mene RE ney aaeaae — 
1893. 1894. 1893. | 1894. De- 1893 1804. 
New | Wash-| | crease : 
York. ington. | TERY REE DT — eee |e a 
| Schedule. |Time | Schedule. |Time.| Schedule. |Time.| Schedule. |Time.| time. Schedule. Time. Schedule. Tim 
|-——- -— Bae | Sadie deiaisibaivens | | —____——_ | -—__—_ me “- 
} i - 
Leave: | a. a. | a. M.| |. M.| H. M.\ H. M. UM LM 
New York......... tie ahah ope ae eee 12:15a.m.|....-.- | 4:30 a m.j....... at | 4:20 a. m_!......- 9:30a.1 
Philadelphia... 2°25 | 6:55p.m..| 225 | 3:50a.m_.} 335 | 7:20a.m.| 250] 02% /........... 
Baltimore. ........ aiden 45C | 9:20p.m..| 450) 6:30a.m..; 635 | 9:42am...) 5 12/ 1:13 )............ ; aa 
Washington ............ 613! 10:43p.m.| 613) 8:30a.m..| 815! 11:0la.m.| 681] 134! 10:50a.m. 6 87/3:26p.m.. 5 
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Statement showing comparison of mail schedules in 1893 with 1894, and the advantages the appropriation of necessary and special facilities on trunk lines have 
given for expediting the United States mail to Southern and Florida points—Continued. 


| Distances 


from— Train No. 37. 
ree oe eee | 
New | Wash-| 1893. 1894. 


York. ington. 





Schedule. |Time. | Schedule. 








} | } 

Arrive | Miles. | Miles. | | iM. | HM. 
Charlottesville ........- 342 113 | 1:55a.m..| 9 25 | 1:55a.m_.| 9 2% 
Lynchburg ........... 402 173 | 3:49a.m_-| 11 10 | 3:43a.m_.| 11 18 
Danville ................| 468| 239 | 5:40a.m__! 13 10 | 5:40a.m__| 13 10 
Greensboro ............- | 517] 288] 6:59a.m. | 14 29 | 6:54a.m..| 14 24 
OS | aaa, 328 | 8:17 a.m_.| 15 47 | 8:13 a.m_.| 15 43 
Asheville...... ‘iciapiarasie Leiaiahe elas a Ne 4:% a.m_.| 23 55 | 4:00 a.m_.| 23 30 
| ae 610 381 | 9:2% a.m..| 17 5 | 9:25 a.m ij 5 
Greenville ............ NT #88 | 12:28 p.m.| 19 58 | 12:28 p.m_| 19 58 
Atlanta ...... senecemenl 877 618 | 3:55 p.m. | 23 25 3:55 p.m...) 23 25 
Montgomery ....... ---| 1,052/ 823 | 9:20p.m_.| 28 50 | 9:20 p.m_.| 28 50 
EC alactekniadtecneteythadecdasl 1, 251 1,002 | 3:05 a.m...) 34 36 | 3:05 a.mv_.| 34 35 


New Orleans: 
S. Pacific depot... 








Canals Street depot ..)......../.....-.. 7:35 a.m..|....... | 7: a.mi..}......- 
Georgia Pacific. } 
Arrive: 
Anniston ....._. ; peneaeill Chin chan otaienmaietate 
Birmingham... ........ 1, O54 72 10:20 p.m} 29 50 
Coluimbus wanda icons Sieglechletabargnpeell aceite dllinincimereles detain Cm nei 
I a debiintinpromtnnsdine wutieal elpe cin 
Greenville............. a adi sie & eee 
Central Railroad of } 
Georgia. | } | | 

Arrive: | 
I hos aiise siecle beryl ween eteinaivcdsdniln anaibccmins witareclenunainn ae 
CE icininntinitae casi Bektiethens Ata ees ae ee Tue 
ita encaninaaitibiee 990 631 | 8:10 p.m__| 37 40 | 7:35 p.m_.| 27 5 
IE cdethdcivesthidib« cute cic Ibeecs aeliaateainie Rae sane Selita al ie a 
istered ie nk i eae e st Sd 
Tifton Laaeal hee t aeddbscipdimactinate 
Nashville, Chattanooga, 
and St. Louis Railroad. | 

Arrive: i 
ITED n.titis acsheutinitinnantedmaiiveninsd cians allie wiimsinaingmal bested 
Bis inainasenieserediamegremadsibéistins-lmedabtigthisabyiimidiin tn btiba hoibonas teal acne 
rr iteresirtitencadiadiias at oeiaia an lll ahs abil annlaniatetha sith > Sr 
Chattanooga .......... iit iain ied ois whesntleytitaas ais hlsibentearhlisioes Mgt : 
PETE vk cote cqvnnnaheousnniiett- deaibytietaidpesed nonaell oan 

Florida points. } 

Arrive: : 
GI vinciednccntemess! 718 489 | 1:20p.m_.. 2050 1:009p.m_. 2 3 
Charleston ............ 848 | 619 | 8:45 p.m_.| 28 15 | 8:45 p.m_.| 28 15 
SAVARMSG .........-.2- ; 860 631 | 5:10 p.m..; 24 40 | 4:00 p.m_.) 23 30 
Jacksonville oe 1, 000 771 | None...../.......| 9:00 p.m..| 28 3 
St. Augustine...........) 1,088 800 | None ...../......-. 10:50 p.m.) 30 20 
SED tiindta42 cacknwn 1, 056 SEE Fis clMiies cick Fae wadbubowaies penitih asen 
ORB ions. ones a eccw cose ween bens loses -ctihen onde encees i tcoamiawason commbels cance 
nia: ictisrnnoninatiinl } 1,209 | 980 | None...../.......| 7:30a.m1..} 33 56 
POE kn tkndvccutoncsaltdduaniel>sonseel ic ca Rit a cial ie cncoelige | -a-- 2--+ -=--|o- aero 


Pallahawee ..... .......-}---.--20]-s00eene| ---enne none! nieuleieknd ie ciel 








No. 37. No. 35. 
Leave New York.......-......- I, icin cinicianiinidic 4:20 a. m. 


3:55 p. m—23 h. 3 m.| 6:20 a. m—2h. 
| 7:35 a m—39 h. 5 m-__) *10:25 p. m—42 h. 5 m. 


Arrive Atlanta................. 
Arrive New Orléans....- 


Arrive Birmingham... .........- | 10:20-p. m—30 h.50 m_.| *12:50 p. m-—-32h. 25m. 
Arrive Memphis ............--.- 7:23 a. m-—-38 h. 55 m. 

Arrive Kansas City .........-.- | 7:25 a. m—62h. 55m 

Arrive Jacksonville, Fla....... | 9:00 p. m—23 h. 30 m_| *9:20 a. m—29 h. 

Arrive TaAMPSs............s<--2- | 7:45 a. m—30 h. 15 m.| *5:45 p. m—S37 bh. 5 m. | 





Schedule of Atlantic Coast Line trains, 1892. 








Fast mail. Southern Express. Fast train. 
i 
|__| ; 

Leave: } 

New York ...| 4:20 a. m..........-. | 9:00 p. m ........ 2....| 9:30 a.m. 

Arrive: | i 
Jacksonville .| 9:00 a. m—28 h. 40m} 12:20noon—39h.20m_) 7:55 p. m—3# h. 55m 
Tam Fils..) 4:55 p. m—35 h. 25 m) 8:55 p. m—47 h. 55 m_; 7:46 a.m—26 hb. 45 m 
Port ‘Tampa. 5:35 p. m—37h. 15 maj 9:40 p. m—48 h. 40 m_) 8:5 a. m—37h. 5m 

Fla. 
' | 








While I am upon this subject I will state to the gentleman 
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Mr. KYLE. I know the gentleman does not intend to do me 
an injustice. I will ask him if he got the information from the 
Post-Office Department, and if that information further does 


| not show that there is a difference of ten minutes, according to 


| 


the statement of the Postmaster-General? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I will state to the 
gentleman that I have not personally examined the schedules at 
the Post-Office Department. It may be they may show that; 
but if they do show it, I will state to the gentleman that itisa 
mistake. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. ~ It is a mistake. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. And itis utterly im- 
material anyway, because the schedules are made by the Post- 
Office authorities themselves, and if they think it ought to be 
ten minutes less than it was a year ago, that is theiraffair. The 
railroads do not make the schedules. The railroads‘are willing 
to carry the matls even faster than they are now carried, if the 
Postmaster-General should insist upon it. 

Mr. KYLE. The time is ten minutes slower than it was be- 
fore they got this additional payment. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. No; the gentleman is 
mistaken. 

Mr. KYLE. I get the schedule from the Post-Office Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. The Post-Office Department 


from Mississippi |[Mr. KYL&]thatthetrain he referred to, which | is mistaken. 


he says is ten minutes slower in its run from New York to New 
Orleans, makes the same schedule identically, minute for min- 
ute, that it made a yearago. Inaddition to that we have the 


Mr. KYLE. The Post-Office Department may be mistaken, 
but Tam relying upon them. 
Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. I want to state to the gen- 


fast train besides, No. 35, which makes continuous through | tleman, with the permission of the gentleman from North Caro- 
schedules and connections to New Orleans from New York, via | lina, that I went over this road about two weeks ago, and on this 


Washington and Atlanta. 


train, and that I arrived in New Orleans, at the Morgan depot 
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at 7:25 in the morning and Canal street at 7:35; and I know that | ier _ Post-OFFIck DEPAR 
the train was on time. I was on it, and I went all the way from CES OF SES GROUND Ameren? Doemas ' 
Washington. I know we got there exactly at that hour, as was Sre: In reniy to your letter of the 224 

verified by several watches on the train. ~ the mail service between New + 1d Was 


Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Is not the hour for the depart- | Orleans, I would sa) 


ure of that train fixed by the Department instead of by the rail- | ,, o ee ee a wane + 
road? thew pet a I nor 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. It is fixed by the De- {the mo isfa y tl ' New 
partment; and if any of these fast trains do not run fast enouch a ” Lene) sage 8 - 
the Department is to blame, for they fix the schedules they most | ranged, commencing with F 
prefer. the advancem t. of a considerable ext 

Mr. KYLE. Then if they do not expedite the mail,it is of no | ° eee rem the Piedmes line at ¢ 
service. i a ov rou 3 | | 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. The gentleman does | tm h-mail ser " t of the 
not seem to understand ¢hat there has beenanother train put on | M°! renee schedu e imp t 
from New York. One in addition to the train of a year ago y. on 9 


Does not the gentleman from Mississippi call that expediti 

the mails when it arrivesthirteen hours and ten minutes earlier 

in New Orleans and fifteen hours and six minutes earlier at Col. A. B. ANDREWS 
Birmingham than was possible ayearago? Because in one case : 
the schedule is just the same as it was a year ago, is that an 
reason why, putting tnis other train on, the mail has not been 
expedited? The gentleman does not seem to understand that 

















. , . e i 4 
that there are now two fast trains a day instead of one. = eee 
Mr. KYLE. Oh, yes. | oth gdh ae mening Foo gp 
Mr. LOUD. At what time does it arrive at New Orleans? | serviee between New York and Atlanta and New Orlea . 
Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. At 10:25 p. m. | epemette the ports oe m Washi ith, an ‘ stion 
Mr. KYLE. I deny it. er a ia te eine ae, 
Mr. LOUD. Is thata good time for distributing the mail? ervice that met the requirements of its general bu sa 
Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. The time is fixed by | £°°¢ 7 "letras — ee. a 
the Post-Office Department for the purpose of facilitating the No. 9 left Washington at 8:30 a. m.. arrived at Atlanta int . , 
mails. one-half hours, at § a. m. next d and had no cou 1 whatever , 
Mr. LOUD. Oh, no. rey i tte penny pret apt pe Aandi 
y > ’ r s , ‘ . ow rate ol speed W ou ‘ bh Lo I : ’ it i 
Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. It does not go to all | jo vnenbure to Atlanta. arriving at At t 107 
other places in the night. It has to go to some place in the | South Western Vestibuled Limited, left New York at 4:50 p 
night, [ would say to my friend. Now, the schedule time is ex- | ‘°°! aa at ten < Be on _ ne oe See Be 2 
pedited to Macon six hours and five minutes; to Columbia, | é3+;7 months of 19. eae ee 
eight hours and thirty minutes, and to Savannah eleven hours | _ Congress desiring to meet the posta ; “eftenive 
* . : : yu an lependent regions, made appropr mn effective 
and twenty minutes. I will not detain the committee longer, | Sout! and depen POGPOMS, BASS RT ORT Ose 
‘ . . a eae ; * . . 7 ior & Spectai Imali service | Ne YOrK ana VV 4 
Mr. Chairman, but will publish the following for information: New Orleans, and the great c ov end taeee bonatn 
Special facilities on trunk lines. Texas beyond. The advantages to be rea from ser y 
Post-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, eee ae ——— a a 
OFFICE OF THE SECOND ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL a ee ees a be nie 
Washington, D. C., February, 8, 18994 tha mmiment t i oa 
ae Be s : . rhe Richmon lle system and nnectiions ap 
Sir: The existing orders provide for the following per annum paymen purpose of Congr ‘ iring to < ibu } ' . 
on account of the special-facility appropriation for the present fiscal year great contemplated postal impr 16 y I 
— -—__—_—— _ ing a special fast mail between New Yor nd New Oriea: ‘ 
No. of Tormit ae ee Pay per 14. 1893. This fast mail train No. 35 ives Né : catd 
route rermint Railroad company annum on at 11:01 a. m.. and arrives at Atlanta at 5:20a 1 
at New York a Boston connection that leaves | i j 
y » . . ; : ; ia » oc | the arrival of all rail post-office lines from all par otf New E 
109004 New ¥ ork to Philadelphia Pennsylvania ...... . eae ett, 7 ! 1 ke ar es New York with 2 very laree mail for the $0 " oe : 
113001 | Philadelphia to Washington.} I hiladelphia, _Wilming 17,191.25 | ors in the mail from Philadelphia, Baltimore, and W ington 
, | tonand Baltimore. it throughout the South, far in advance of all former « 
ae } i* The Richmond and Danville system has arra i 
11408 Washington to Atlanta ......| Richmond and Danville $1, 286.25 | fliary a at ey eye 1 between Charlotte and | ‘ h 
—— i mail is delivered at Columbia at 1:35 a. m., Savannah at 4:20 
121001 |} | | ‘ t0:30 a 1 being twenty-nine hours from New Yor ‘ 
121003 | Atianta to West Point........| Atlanta and West Point...) 10,790.00 hor ‘ st time ever made between the es oin! 5 1 he wr val tn 
124001 | West Point to Montgomery ..; Western of Alabama 10, 800.00 | isin time for distribution to the whole State of Florida. Com o 
124012 | Montgomery to New Orleans Louisville and Nashville.| 39,840.00 | ;,a4e for Charleston. arriving there at 9:30 a. m 
m ——-———— | ‘To be more explicit and point out especially the advanta 
| BUCRE «+ owen cone oon . ~ sercconccccesccce 171, 238.75 | now performed, in comparison with last year, I will give you thenu ! 
ovaas dieiiaitieen - - a —_ Rasie | hours the mail has been facilitated. The New York letter and paper mall 
No orders have been made as yet for the payment of any part of the ap- | the Boston and New England mail, the Central and Western N ’ 
ropriation to the railroads between Springfield, Mass., and New York, N. | /’euns; lvania mall, which left New York at 4:30 a. m., in 1893, rea iv 
’., because no schedules have been agreed upon that would warrant any ex- | ington after the train for Atlanta, Montgomery, and N O : 


traordinary allowance. It is, however, notunlikely thatthe schedules will, | 4nd it was delayed until 10:43p. m. before leaving Washin 

















at an early date. be so modified as shall cause the payment of a part, at least, Under the present fast mail service the New York mail 
of this year’s appropriation to the railroads east of New York, N. Y. | mail from ali parts of New England of the previo 
Yours, respectfully, | 5:50 p. m. of the same day, Greensboro at 7:50 p. m., Char @a 
: J. LOWRIE BELL, | Atlanta 5:20 a. m. the following morning; Montgomery 11:05 a. m 
Second Assistant Postmaster-General | ham at 12:59p.m., New Orleans at 10:25 p. 1 to point } ( ail 
Hon. JOHN S. HENDERSON, | road of Georgia, which includes Macon, Albany, Columbus, Tifton. « : i 
Chairman Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, | before 2 p.m, and points in Georgia between Atlanta and Chattar 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. | Tenn., before 1 pm. Thus, by this increased facility | 9 1 N 
one oa and oe Greensb ro, Salis ry. Cha e 
von > aren mnta,. the malis are expedited twelve hours, Monts leryv f 
OFFICE OF THE SECOK : Post-Orric 7B DEPARTMENT, New Orleans thirteen hours, Birmingham fifteen hours 
FFICE OF THE SECOND Asciename FOSRMAREED GREERAL, ' It will not be amiss, I think, to draw a comparison between the time ma 
ashingten, D. C., January 31, 1894 to Florida points in 1898 and now. The mail which le lew ¥ ot 4°20 
Srr: In reply to your note of the 30th instant, requesting information re- | m. was put in Jacksonville at I! a. m. in [893, and , La 
specting the expenditure of the special facility item of the current yea p | it nowreaches Jacksonville at 9:20 a. m., Tampa at 5 
propriation ‘for necessary and special facilities,"’ 1 would say to make connection with theCuban steamships. It will be 1, t re 
The per annum rate thus far expended is $171,238.75, all of which has been | that in addition to expediting the malls ! veen New Y t inla 
awarded tothe railroad mail carriers between New York, N. Y., and vy | and the far South and Southwest, the Richmond and Danvil! lecreased 
Orleans, La., via Washington and Atlanta. the time consumed to all Florida points from oneto three hour 
Our negotiations for the head of thespecially designated route, Springfield, | It ig obvious that this special fast mail train No. 35 ramifles and expedit 
Mass., to New York, N. Y., have not, as yet, resulted in the establishment of | mails from twelve to twenty-four hours to a vast area of country bout 
a schedule warranting the payment of any portion of the special facility | on the east by the Atlantic and ng far out into the great d 
sum in that direction, because of which we have as yet made no orders of | regions of the Southern States, in w 2 is included the principa 
allowance. It is worth while to add, however, that the negotiations are still | business and population of the South. Thus, a service of tt 
in progress with the eastern railroads for an expedited sehedule that will | dinary value is being rendered the great Southern country by a 
admit of the expenditure of the difference between $171,238.75 and #196,614.22, | from Atlanta which 1s direct and very fast to Montgomery 
equals $25,375.47. New Orleans, where connections are made for transmississippt 
Yours, respectfully, J. LOWRIE BELL, The service north-bound is very fast, and has proven en y y 
Second Assistant Postmaster-General, to the postal authorities; and it will doubtiess be clear to : ers 
Hon. JOHN S. HENDERSON, who may consider the subject that it would be impract! ble 
Chairman Commuttee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, conditions for a railroad company to maintain such « 4 rvics 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. without substantial recognition on the p of the G ind this is 
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manifested in the strongest possible manner by the present prostration of 
all business, which renders the reduction of train service everywhere a ne- 


cessity. 
Very respectfully, 


: : A. B. ANDREWS, 
Vice-President, and General Agent of the Receivers. 
Hon. Jouns S. HENDERSON, 
Chairman of the Committee on Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman—— 

TheCHAIRMAN, TheChair desires to recognize some gen- 
tleman in favor of the amendment. If there is any gentleman 
who desires to speak in favor of the amendment the Chair will 
recognize him, and the Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Georgia afterwards. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already recognized the 
gentleman on this amendment. If there is any other gentle- 
man—— 

Mr. LOUD. I beg to differ with the Chairman on that ques- 
tion. The Chair has not recognized me on this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair begs the pardon of the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. LOUD. I spoke in the general debate on the bill, but not 
on this provision. of 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will, then, recognize the gen- 
tleman from California. 

Mr. LOUD. I desired only to make a suggestion to expedite 
debate. There is only one to be heard on this side, and I sug- 
gest that they go ahead on the other side. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi makes this mistake. There was one fast train on this 
line prior to this appropriation that made the time in thirty-nine 
hours and five minutes. The second mail train makes the time in 
fifty-five hours and twenty-five minutes. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Between what points? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Between New York and New Orleans. 

Now, when this appropriation was made and given to this line 
of railroad the Postmaster-General required another train put 
on its line, and this extra fast train that was put on at the de- 
mand of the Post-Ofice Department, makes the time from New 
York to New Orleans in thirteen hours and ten minutes less than 
the train of which it took the place. These are the facts. The 
gentleman has only to lookat the schedule and discover the facts. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, our people are interested in this matter, 
aie ma this communication to the Clerk’s desk and ask that 

t be read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Hon. Lon. LiviIncsTon and other Members Georgia Delegation, 
United States Congress, Washington, D. C.: 

At a meeting representing the Chamber of Commerce, the Commercial 
Ciub, and citizens generally, held in the hall of the Chamber of Commerce 
to-day, Mr. Stewart Woodson, president of the chamber, was called to the 
chair, On motion, the following preamble and resolutions were unani- 


mously adopted: 


Whereas the citizens of Atlanta and of this portion of Georgia are vitally 


interested in the continuance of the fast-mail service now in operation be- 
tween Boston and New York and New Orleans via Atlanta; an 

Whereas this service is dependent upon a continuation of the appropria- 
tion which expires in June next; 

And whereas this question is now pending before the present Congress, to 
be acted on at an early date: Therefore 

Be it resolved, By this joint meeting of the Chamber of Commerce, the Com- 
mercial Club, and business men of Atlanta, that the Senators and Represent- 
atives from Georgia be, and they hereby are, earnestly requested to give 
their support to the continuance of the fast mail. 

Resolved further, That the Chamber of Commerce be requested to appoint 
acommittee to visit Washington in the interest of the fast-mail service 
should it become necessary. 

H. G. SAUNDERS, Secretary. 


APRIL 2, 1894. 


From every section of our Southland this demand comes up, 
from individuals, from conventions of business men, and from 
boards of trade. The gentleman from Mississippi (Mr. KYLE} 
says that this appropriation is of no use, that this railroad is 
doing no extra work for this appropriation. This committee 
will ce to do only one thing to discover the gentleman’s mis- 
take. These fast trains are put on by the Department and con- 
trolled by the Department. Their schedules are made gy the 
Department; they are positively forbidden to do any local busi- 
ness on the line between New York and New Orleans that would 
interfere with scheduleas fixed by the Department. They donot 
stop long enough at towns of three, four, or five thousand inhab- 
itants for a passenger to get on; the Department does not per- 
mit it. They are precluded from doing anything to develop 
their passenger traffic. And cS the gentleman from Mississippi 
says that these trains are giving no better mail facilities to our 
people than they gave without this appropriation! 

If the gentleman had traveled on the lines in question he 
would never have made such a s hon this floor. I do not 
know where or how he got his information, but I am sure that 
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when he sees the mistake he has made he will be willing to cor- 
rect it. Mr. Chairman, this line for which this appropriation 
is made is a feeder to every prominent Southern city down to 
Tampa, Fla., and over to Galveston and New Orleans. But if 
the appropriation should be withdrawn there is not a railroad 
man in the United States nor a man on this floor but can see at 
once that these fast trains must come off. If they are to be con- 
fined to schedule time, if they are to be confined to the mail 
business, as they are now confined, these fast trains must come off. 

Then, you get your old slow mail trains from New York to 
New Orleans, taking fifty-five hours and twenty-five minutes, 
making a difference of thirteen hours and ten minutes. Talk 
about a subsidy to the railroad company! Why, Mr. Chairman, 
it is a known fact on this floor—although we have not the offi- 
cial records to establish it—that the Sea Coast Air Line gave up 
this appropriation rather than submit to the conditions imposed 
by the Department. In other words, they knew that they could 
make more money by seeking to develop the passenger traffic 
along their line than by submitting to the conditions and re- 
strictions imposed by the Post-Office Department. 

his ic no subsidy for another reason. Itis an effort on the 
part of one great arm of the Government, the Post-Office De- 
partment, to supply the people of this country with fast mail 
service. Benefiting whom? Benefiting the business men of 
the East, the business men of the Middle States, the business 
men of the Southern States. How can this be called a subsidy 
when these mail trains perform a specific duty under contract 
with the Government and receive this amount as a considera- 
tion for the work performed? 

It is not for the benefit of the passenger traffic. It is not to 
shorten the time in which a man can travel between New York 
and New Orleans, or between Washington and New Orleans. 
Nobody can get on these special trains except at such large 
cities as Montgomery, Atlanta, and Charlotte, where the trains 
are compelled tostop to change engines and the other outfit that 
isnecessary torunthem. Only atthcse great pointscan a passen- 
gergetonatall. Subsidy! You mightas wel! describe the free- 
delivery system in New York City or in Cincinnati as a subsidy. 
You mightas well make the charge of subsidy against anything 
else that we do here to facilitate the mail service? 

Mr. LOUD. The gentleman claims that this additional train 
is a fast mail train. Can he inform us what time this train 
makes to New Orleans, and also what time the slow train makes 
to New Orleans? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I have just stated it; and I want to say 
to the gentleman from California and to the gentleman from 
Mississippi that I hold in my hand the schedule made by the 
Department. 

Mr. LOUD. Well, what is the time of those two trains? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The slow train takes fifty-five hoursand 
twenty-five minutes. 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. That is the train that leaves at 8 
o’clock in the morning? 

Mr. LOUD. Iam speaking of the present schedule. 

Mr.LIVINGSTON. Iunderstand. Thisis the present sched- 
ule. Now, the fast train, which is controlled by the Post-Ojfice 
Department, makes that same distance in forty-two hours and 
five minutes. 

Mr. LOUD. What time does the other train make to New 
Orleans? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The original train that I alluded to, and 
to which my friend from Mississippi [Mr. KYLE] made a mis- 
take, takes thirty-nine hours and five minutes. 

Mr. LOUD. Soyour ‘‘ slow” train is faster than your “fast” 
train? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON.,, Itis not. There is the same mistake 
again. The gentleman ignores the fact that we had one fast 
train on the line before and one slow mail train, but when the 
appropriation was made and was applied by the Department to 
this line of service they required an extra fast train which 
made the time in forty-two hours and eight minutes. 

Mr. LOUD. That train is simply extra between Atlanta and 
New Orleans. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. No, sir. 

Mr. LOUD. LI beg the gentleman's pardon. That train for- 
merly ran from New York to Atlanta, and there it stopped and 
made its connection with the regular vestibule train. Eines the 
extra subsidy has been given that train has run through from 
Atlanta to New Orleans, and that is the only difference. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The gentleman is mistaken. I am just 
as familiar with the line from Atlanta to New Orleans as with 
the line from here to my home. The connections were not made 
at Atlanta, prior to the putting on of this fast mail train, by the 
slow mail train. : 

Mr. LOUD. That is just what I have said. 
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Mr. LIVINGSTON. Now the connection is made. Prior to 
this appro yriation this train left New York, as the gentleman | 
from North Carolina has said, too late for the Southern mail. 
At Washington City it made no connection with the New York 
mail. It made noconnection with the mails at any points. Now 
it makes every connection from Springfield, Mass., to New Or- 
leans on the one line, and Tampa, Fla., on the other. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I would like to ask a ques- 
tion for information. What is this thirty-nine-hour train to 
which gentlemen have been referring? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. It is called the fast train. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. When was that in opera- 
tion? 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. It is the vestibule limited. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. It has heretofore been called the vesti- 
bule limited. 

Mr. WLLLIAMS of Mississippi. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Certainly. 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. It is a passenger train which 
leaves New York at an hour unsuitable for the mails. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Does that train run now? 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. Certainly. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. It not only runs now, but it is made up 
for passengers, not for the mails. | 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Doesit not carry the mails? 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. Yes, sir; but it does not carry through 

mail. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Still it makes the through | 
trip in thirty-nine hours, which is three hours faster than what 
the gentleman calls the fast train. 

Mr.LIVINGSTON. Let me say this: Suppose that the mail 
leaving New York is sufficient in bulk and weight to load down 
six, eight, or ten mail cars to New Orleans; it would exclude 
every passenger car on the fast mail—not a single passenger 
could be hauled. 

Mr. LOUD. That is nota supposable case. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. 


Is it in operation now? 


ay ene ores if necessary—without a single passenger on 
t, if necessary. 

Mr. LOUD. I want to call the gentleman's attention to the 
fact that this thirty-nine-hour train is a regular mail train ar- 
riving in New Orleans at 7:25 in the morning, and making con- 
nection at 9:15 with the train running to Texas, New Mexico, 
Arizona, and California. The other train makes no western 
connection whatever. 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. 
that at this late day this appropriation should be objected to. 
As the gentleman from North Carolina has stated, for seventeen 
years the Appropriations Committee in this House in charge of 
this matter has reported an appropriation of this kind, and it 
has been indorsed by every Postmaster-General and every As- 
sistant Postmaster-General except one, for seventeen years; and 
only objected to once by the Second Assistant Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, Mr. Bell, and, although he objected in 1891 and 1892, he 
does not object to-day. 

Mr. KYLE. Does the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Livina- 
STON] intend to say to the House that every Postmaster-General 
save one during the last seventeen years has recommended this 
appropriation? 

r. LIVINGSTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KYLE. Does not the gentleman know that Mr. Dick- 
inson opposed it and Mr. Wanamaker opposed it—— 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Neither of them opposed it. 

Mr. KYLE. And that the present Postmaster-General does 
not indorse it? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, it has not been twenty 
minutes since the chairman of the committee [Mr. HENDERSON 
of North Carolina] read on this floor the declaration of Mr. 
Dickinson in favor of an appropriation of this sort; yet the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi rises now and asks me whether I do not 
know that Mr. Dickinson opposed this appropriation. 

Mr. KYLE. I get my information from the report of the 
Postmaster-General himself. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The report has just been read, and it 
does not sustain the gentleman. The only pointthat Mr. Dick- 
inson made on this appropriation was that it was exclusive and 
partial; that it was not broad enough to encourage a policy 
which he indorsed and approved, and he asked that the ap- 

ropriation be made general, not specific. This is the correct 
nference from Mr. Dickinson’s report. 

As to the present Postmaster-General, the highest evidence 
that he approves this appropriation is this: Whenit isleft to 
his discretion to decide whether he will use this money or not, 
he puts the appropriation in the estimates and then with the 
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In other words, I want gentlemen to un- | 
derstand that this is a special mail train dedicated to that pur- | 


Mr. Chairman, it is very singular to me | 
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power left discretionary in his hands he uses the money { 





yr this 

purpose. 
In answer to the gentleman from New York who propounded 
® question to the chairman of the committee, i say tiat the 
highest evidence that the present Postmaster-General approves 


this policy and this appropriation is that he has included in his 
estimates the amount necessary for this purpose. Besides, he 


has the power at any moment to discontinue this service, and 
he has notdoneso. Yet the gentleman from Mississippi stands 
up hereand says the present Postmaster-Ceneral does not ap- 


prove this appropriation. Whether that officer has ever opened 


his mouth on the subject or not makes no difference; take his 
acts. What has he done? He sendsthe money in the direction 
| that the committee authorizes him toexpend it and in conform- 
ity to the appropriation made, which is conclusive evidence that 
| he approves of the scheme and expenditure. He has the pow 
| to spend it or not to spend it, as he may deem advisable. Th: 
| matter is within his discretion. 
Mr. KYLE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. Yes. 
Mr. KYLE. Iwillstatethat I holdinmy hand the paper which 
the gentleman from North Carolinaread in his speech: [ do uot 


know whether it is the one he read from or not, but I tind this 
| Statement: 

Postmaster-General Don M. Dickinson opposed the appropriation 
5. See attached Senate Document No. 257. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I would ask the gen- 
tleman not to read my private memoranda to the House. 

Mr. KYLE. I read exactly what Mr. Dickinson said. 

Mr. LLVINGSTON. Who made that memoranda? 

Mr. KYLE. I find it in these papers, and I stated that I got 
it from the Postmaster-General’s report, too. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Now, the gentleman from Mi 
mistaken again. How can we trust him—— 

Mr. KYLE. The gentleman from Georgia does not mean to 
intimate that I am endeavoring to mislead the House in this 
matter? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Certainly not. I said that you were 
| mistaken, and I am going to show you that you are mistaken. 

The gentleman said he got the information from the Postmas- 
ter-General. He takes up a paper with a memorandum mde by 
the chairman of the Committee on the Post-Otlice and Vost- 
Roads, and reads that as the indorsement of the Postmaster- 
General. Unfortunately he found the memorandum there. I 
do not know how the chairman came to make such a thing, but 
| it is there and has fallen into his hands. 

But thechairman says now thathe was mistaken when he made 
the memoranda, while the gentleman from Mississippi read it 
and charged it to the Postmaster-General. There is the whole 
question. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
from the Postmaster-General. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. And let me say again, and as sensible 
men you must take my conclusions, that if Mr. Bissell is opposed 
to the appropriation why does he spend it? He has an option in 
the matter. It is not incumbent upon him to do so unless he 
thinks the Government is deriving a benetit from it. 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. Will the gentleman from Geor, 
gia allow me to read what the present Postmaster-General does 
say with especial reference to this appropriation? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Iwill yield to the gentleman with plenas- 
| ure. 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. He says: 


The fast-mail service between the North and the South has recently been 
much enlarged. Following the coast line its extent and rapidity will, com- 
mencing with December— 


That is last December— 
| be more complete than heretofore. 
And then, as to the interior lines, he says: 


And by means of the interior lines it has recently been made possible to 
inaugurate a double daily fast-mail service connecting the great business 
centers of the North with New Orleans by way of Atlanta and Montgomery 
The hours of these trains are those most favored by the Department, and it 
has thereby been rendered possible to accomplish connections that provide 
equally well for both letter and daily newspaper malis. 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. [am very much oblig gentle- 
man. That does not sound very much like the gentleman from 
Mississippi. If that does not show beyond all question that my 
friend from Mississippi is mistaken, I shall not endeavor to en- 
lighten him on that point any further. 

But I was saying when interrupted that for seventeen years 
this mail service has gone on with appropriations ranging from 
$125,000 up to four hundred and odd thousand dollars. It is the 
only fast mail we have to the South and Southwest, while the 
North and the great Northwest have four great trunk lines that 
carry with lightning speed their mails from East to West and 
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Northwest and back again. We have one,and but one only. 
to rob us of that. 

[ want to suggest, while perhaps it has nothing to do at all 
with the matter under consideration, Mr. Chairman, that very 


armament go in another direction; the appropriations for build- 
ing, arming, and equipping the new Navy for the country go in 
another direction. The little pitiful amount in the river and 
harbor bill is the only expense the Government of this great 
country is called on to-day to incur on account of special favors 
to the people of the great South and Southwest. 

But I would not stand here to-day to ask that this appropria- 


tion be made if the Government did not get value received for | 


every single dollar which itspends for these lines. I am no ad- 


vocate for charity to my people nor charity to any ean. 
istrib- | 


But it is the purpose and the duty of this Government to 
ute these mails iato every nook and cornerof this great country. 
I want to say if that is apolicy which is advisable, as it has been 
shown to be in the past, we want to participate in it. 

the policy, and has been in operation for many years. 

If that policy is to continue, why should you shut out one sec- 
tion of this country, and give itto another. If it is necessary to 
make a small appropriation to accomplish that purpose, why is 
that asubsidy? Lf the word subsidy appertains to this appro- 
priation, it appertains to nine-tenths of all the appropriations 
made by this House. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, lam going tostop. I want to say that 
we have 150 Democratic votes in the Electoral College in the 
section of the country which this line traverses, and if the Dem- 
ocratic party has been or is to be in the future worth anything 
to this great country of ours, we should have some recognition 
by this House, 

But Lam not asking it on that line. I will suggest that the 
great bulk of the exports that help to make up the wealth of 
this country are scattered all along this line, from Washington 
to New Orleans and Galveston. And if we do business success- 
fully and satisfactorily with New York, and with the East, we 
must have this mail facility. Therefore, from a business stand- 
point, leaving out the question of politics—and I am more than 
willing that that should be left out of this matter entirely—we 
aro entitled from a business standpoint to these fast trains and 
these mail facilities. I yield the balance of my time to my friend 
from Nebraska | Mr. BRYAN]. 

M», BRYAN. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Gear]. 

Mr. GEAR. Isimply want to say, Mr. Chairman, that in my 
judgment it is bad policy to adopt the amendment offered, and 
thereby strike a blow at this fast-mail service. I myself live on 
aline of road, the Chicago, Burlington and Quincy, over which 
is carried the great transcontinental mail of the United States. 
Practically the whole of Iowa is supplied by this great service. 
These roads are compelled to build special cars. Their time is 
scheduled by the Government, and if they fail to make their 
connections and can not give a good excuse they are fined. 

Now, I take it for granted that the striking out of this amend- 
ment is a blow to the commercial and economic interests of the 
country over which this North and South fast mail runs. In my 
country every iateral road accommodates its schedule to these 
fast trains. At my right here sits a gentleman who gets his 
mail at a post-office 100 miles from my town, through which this 
fast-maii train passes. The road leading to his town has accom- 
modated its time to the schedule of the fast mail. 

Mr. LOUD. But that fast-mail line does not got any extra 

ay - 

Mr. GEAR. It gets a large amout of pay, but none too much. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair hopes the gentleman from Iowa 
will not be interrupted without his consent. 

Mr. GEAR. My friend from Fort Dodge [Mr. aenereen 
lives 263 miles from my town. Hegets his mail by the fast mai 
running through my towneight hours earlier than he would get 
it on the line of road on which he is, because that road has not 
adopted the fast-mail schedule. 

Mr. KYLE. To what road does the gentleman refer? 

Mr. GEAR. To the Chicago, Burlington and Quincy. Now 
I take it for granted that this North and South fast mail line 
is of equal benefit to the people of that country. I understand 
that the lateral roads crossing and connecting with this line ac- 
commodate their schedules to it, so that the coast cities away 
down to Florida and throughout that country are equally bene- 
fited by the system. [assume that the great transcontinental 
mail through Texas and Arizona to California is also benefited 
and expedited by that system. The times demand, the busi- 
ness interests of the country demand that ‘he mails should be 
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| priation for the fast mail service of the South. 
| judgment the prosperity of the country has been measured by 


That is | 





APRIL 10, 


expedited; that they should have the very best service they can 
And now the proposition of the gentleman from Mississippi is 


have. 
Your Post-Office Department to-day is actually burdened with 
applications for the establishment of new post-oflices, ‘Two hun- 


| dred and fifty applications a day are coming in, far beyond the 
little money comes from the Government in our direction. The | 
groat bulk of the pension appropriations go in another direc- | 
tion: the great bulk of the appropriations for fortifications and | 


capacity of the Department to grant, in accordance with the 
wishes of the people. Anything that strikes a blow at this fast 
mail service is, in my judgment, bad policy and bad business 
principle. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. DOLLIVER] for five minutes. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Chairman, I should be surprised if the 
House should indorse an amendment striking out the appro- 
In my humble 


the development of our postal system. It is of the greatest im- 
portance not only to the business interests of the country, but to 
the distribution of general intelligence, that the fast mail routes 
should be multiplied and not diminished. I have no special in- 
terest in the fast mail service along the Southern coast; and yet 
it can not, it seems to me, be good policy for the Congress of the 
United States to take from the growing and prosperous com- 
mercial centers of the South the facilities that have forso many 


| years been granted to them by the extension of the fast mails. 


In our Western country we know by nearly every man’s ex- 
xerience the advantages of this system. Throughout the great 
Mississippi Valley these mail trains have become a permanent 
and beneficial part of the business system of our people. They 
facilitate business in every department, and it would appear that 
the South needs thesead vantages even more than any other part 
of the country. Iam amazed that my friend from Mississippi 
[Mr. KYLE], representing a section of the country that, accord- 
ing to all accounts that come tous from that section, shares in a 
less measure than other sections in appropriations of the public 
money, should be found here seeking to take from his own peo- 
ple business conveniences that can not be supplied in any other 
way. 

And so, speaking for my own people, I am in favor, not of 
abolishing these fast-mail facilities, but of extending them. I 
would like tosee a fast mail put on every trunk line, so that the 
remote hamlets of the West and South may be given the bene- 
fits that come from speedy and regular mail service. We ought 
not too “sepbespN look to the amount of the expense. The 
whole theory of the postal service is that, regardless of whether 
the thing is profitable or not, the United States shall distribute 
the mails to the people of every section and even to the remote 
villages of the country. I do not desire to see the policy grow 
up here of curtailing the postal system and defeating every im- 
provement that is suggested by arguments drawn from the fact 
that it will increase expense. In these things we can easily 
overwork the virtues of economy, and do more harm than good 
by unreasonably disabling a postal system which is fast becoming 
in speed and efficiency a model for the world. 

Mr. GEAR. I omitted to say that it is stated that these roads 
receive subsidies. That is a mistake. Theysimply receive pay 
for what they carry. They are compelled to construct cars un- 
der the supervision of the Department, fitted up specially as 
railroad post-offices, These mails are distributed in these cars 
by a corps of clerks, in my country, and the mails are thrown 
out when the train is running at a speed of 40 or 50 miles an hour 
all ready to take to the post-office and distribute in the boxes. 
And they are forbidden, in my country, to carry any passenger 
in the mail car. The road can not give a permit, and only the 
Department can give a permit to ride in the mail car. 

Mr. LOUD. They only receive the regular pay. 

Mr. GEAR. They only receive the regular pay. It amounts 
to a large amount of money, but it is only ee up pari passu 
with the growth of the country and the growth of the service. 

I yield to my friend, Mr. DOLLIVER. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr Chairman, what I desire to say is not in 
connection with this bill. [I have been trying for several days 
to get an opportunity to present a matter of personal interest; 
and I ask unanimous consent that I may be allowed a few mo- 
ments just to present this matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska asks unan- 
imous consent, in addressing the committee, that he be per- 
mitted to go out of the rule and not confine himself strictly to 
the matter under debate. Is there objection? (After a pause.) 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr.Chairman,the matter is this: On last Sat- 
urday there gt syste in the Times of this city a letter given to 
the public by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Rep] in which 
he criticised the use I had made, at Denver and other places, 
ofa =. or a portion of a speech, made by him at Boston on 
the 25th of last October. I do not want the House to feel that 
I have done the gentleman any injustice, and I desire to have 
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placed in the RECORD the pertion of the speech which I quoted 
and the criticism. The gentleman says in the letter (which I 
will ask the Clerk to read in a few moments): 

You will notice that the member of Congress in question, instead of quot- 
ing the paragraph in question here in Washington, where it could be met, 
went 2,000 miles west to air it. 

The reason the matter was not presented before Congress in 
the tariff debate was that the speech did not come to my notice 
until nearly a mouth after the bill had passed the House. I did 
not conceive that it was any injustice to a member of this 
House, especially to so prominent a member as the gentleman 
from Maine; to quote in any part of the country a speech made 
under the circumstances at Boston, ata banquet given by the 
Massachusetts Republican Club. But since I came back I kept 
the clipping in my desk, and sought an opportunity to pre- 
sent it in the RecoRD, not in order that it might be met, be- 
cause it can not be met, but that the whole public might be able 
to ses What a distinguished member said in a speech made to fit 
one part of the country, and how strangely it sounds in another 
part of the country.. The gentleman said in the letter: 

It was first started by a member of Congress in a speech in Denver. I was 
somewhat surprised when I read it, for, of course, separated from the con- 
text it conveys an entirely incorrect idea. 

I will ask the Clerk to read the only part of that speech that 
I could find touching upon the tariff question, and if there is any 
other part that throws any light upon the part read I shall be 
very glad to have if put into the Recorp. The speech from 


which I quoted was reported, as I supposed, in full in the Boston | 


Herald of October 26, 1893, and in the Boston Journal (a Repub- 
lican paper), of same date, it was reported in identically the 
same language. Not only does it give the words, but gives the 
expressions of “applause,” “laughter,” and “ great applause,” 
ete., with which the speech was punctured by the audience. I 
ask that the extract be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

This is only one of its phases and one of its forms. If you people in Max- 
sachusetts desire toretain the system under which for thirty years you have 
been prosperous and great, you have got to show it by your votes on election 
day, and by no uneertain sign. {Applause.] 

And let me tell you right here that there is no State so deaply ifiterested 
as the State of Massachusetts. [Applause.| If it were not for its condition, 
I should say, ‘Let these men try it. Let us have the lesson of free trade 
burned into the quick; and then let us have peace.’’ |Applause.| But when 
Massachusetts sits around to mourn her destroyed factories, her ruined in 
dustries, her ruined machine shops, she sits around to mourn for eternity 
for if they are once destroyed, the omnivorous West will do the manufactur 
ing for the country. |Applause.} You have tho start; you have the power; 
you have the prestige. You can keep it, or you can throw it away; and the 
only way in which you can keep it.is by making the voice of the majority of 
your people to be heard, and to be heard across the country. [Applause. | 

Tho Democratic party to-day is ruled by the South. [donot care anything 
about the geography of their position—when I say ‘‘the South,’’ lLmean by 
men Who have no conception whatever of a Northern industrial city {ap- 

lause}, Who have no idea of Lowell or Lawrence. That wealth which is 

iffused from one end of our great towns to another they donot understand; 
and if you who do understand it—and some of you are dependent for your 
livelihoods upon it—neglect your duty, you must not be surprised if these 
men carry out their ideas. [Laugh 


ruth is mighty, but so is ignorance. 
ter and applause. } 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr, Chairman, in this letter the gentleman 
says, ‘‘ The passage occurring in ashortextemporanocous speech, 
with no point elaborated.” I hardly think that it can be said 
that because a speech was extemporaneous, therefore one should 
not quote from it. Sometimes an extemporaneous speech will 
present @ man’s real thoughts better than a prepared speech, 
and I think that those who read the speech made by the gentle- 
man in Boston will perhaps agree that if he had ever thought 
it would be reported or read in the West it might have been 
somewhat modified. 

But, extemporaneous as it was, it probably expressed the real 
sentiment and the real belief of the gentleman who made it. 
To show that the gist of it was not much changed upon reflec- 
tion, let me read what the letter says. The letter, I presume, 
was not extemporaneous. [Laughter.] In the letter he says: 

I poineen out to them that the legislation tendered them was foolish; that 
the low duties of the Wilson bill would destroy their manufactures in com- 
mon with others, and that when they were once destroyed they would be re- 
built under reéstablished protection, nearer the market and nearer the ma- 
terials, as cheaply as in New England. 

Now, of course, that letter is notextemporaneous. Itis acalm 
statement of a supposed condition that, under equal circum- 
stances, the ‘‘ommiverous West” would do the manufacturing 
for the country; that if we could once take away the advantage 
which New England has in tLe system now existing and start 
upon an equal footing, the manufactures of New England would 
be re’stablished in the ‘‘omniverous West.” A little further 
on he says: 

As I said to Massachusetts, I say to all other ts of the country, that en- 
lightened selfishness teaches the doctrine of ‘live and let live.” 


Task these who desire to pursue the subject to read that 
speech and see whether they can find in it anywhere the idea of 
*‘J.ive and let live.” No,sir. It is an appeal to sectionalism. 


= 
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‘*You have the start; you have the power; you have the pro 
tige; youcan keep it or you can throw it away.” In oth 
words, if you keep it you can have the advantage of the ‘‘o 

nivorous West,” but if you do not not make your \ d 
across the country you will lose the artificial advantage given 


you by law, and when it comes to natura! advantages th o 
nivoreus West” will get ahead ef you 
In another place the gentleman says: 
Of course such a free list would be very attr I 
acted from pure selfishness 
If you read the portion of the speech devote to the tariff 
- . 


question you will imagine that pure selfishness is th rine 
that can be appealed toin Massachusetts, because it 
thing the gentleman appeals to there. He ecallsup the ‘i 
ance” of the South— Massachusetts must beware H 
up the great ‘‘omnivorous West”—Massachusetts must } 
fulaboutthat. Inthisspeech hesays that*' no State is so de 
interested (in protection) as Massachusetts.” Now, si 
sounds strange in the West. We 


is 


of that. 


have been toid out there t 
every State is just as much interested in protection as Ma 
setts is 
We have been told that protection is just as importent to the 
West as it is to the East, but here is a gentleman who is the 
acknowledged leader of the Republican party not only in this 
House, but in the nation, a gentleman who may go some day to 
| the ‘‘omnivorous West” and ask its support for the Presidenc 
says that ifit were notforthe condition of Massachusetts he 
| be willing to have free trade. But for that—not 
of the country, but the condition of Massachusetts—he would bo 
willing to say, ‘‘Let these men try it. Let us have the 
of free trade burned into the quick, and then let us have peace,” 
but for Massachusetts’ sake he will not have it. [Laughjer.] 
But the strange thing about the explanation—which may re 
quire more explanation than the original speech—is what the 
gentleman from Maine, looking back, supposes he had said. 
have quoted the portion of the letter in which he says that h 
‘**pointed out to them that the legislation tendered them was 


- 


} 


wou 


the condition 


iesson 


| foolish; that the low duties of the Wilson bill would destro 


| 
| 
| 


their manufactures,” ete. Now, Mr. Chairman, it is a strange 
thing that that speech not only did not contain a mention of the 
Wilson bill, not only did not warn them against the *‘ bribe” of 
free raw material, but the speech was made more than a month 
before the Wilson bill was reported by the majority of the com- 
mittee to the minority; it was made ata time when there wa 
no Wilson bill, and when the Democrats did not know what t 
schedules would be. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 

Now, is it not strange that in a prepared criticism, which not 
only attempts to explain the speech, but even criticises me for 
using it—is it not strange, that in that prepared letter, the ge 
tleman should have thought that he spoke of a bill which was 
not in existence until a month after the 
[Laughter on the Democratic side. ] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I will ask the Clerk to read 
which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
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House OF REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STATES 


Washington, D. ¢ ipril 6. 1804 
My DBAR Sik: Your favor received. I have noticed the paragraph you 
send me making its way over the West. It was first starte’ by a memb 


r 
of Congress in a speech in Denver. I was somewhat surprised when I read 
it, for, of course, separated from the context, it conveys an entirely incorrect 


idea. The passage occurred in ashortextemporaneous speech, with no point 
elaborated. It was when the attempt was being made to secure the aid of 


New England by sacrificing the interests of the West under guise of gi 
— England free raw material by removing the duty on coal, tron 
woo. 

Of course such a free list would be very attractive to New England, if she 
acted from pure selfishness. But I took occasion in a few words of incom 
plete statement, but which the andienee I addressed perfectly understood, 
to point out how short-sighted it was for New England to accept the bribe. 
Already many Massachusetts manufactures had legitimately gone West, 
and more must do so, the coarser going first. Under these circumstances. 
verfectly understood by my audience, some short-sighted men were trying 
by the promise of free coal, free iron ore, and free wool, to persuade New 
England that shecould monopolize the manufacturing. 

inted out to them that the legislation tendered them was foolish: that 
the low duties of the Wilson bill would destroy their manufactures, tn com 
mon with others, and that when they were once destroyed, they would be 
rebuilt under reéstablished protection, nearer the market and nearer the 
materials, as cheaply as in New Engiand. In short, if New England men 
helped ruin the country, the ruin would be first and most complete for them 
on their unkindly soil. Such, in my judgment, would be the facé, and this 
ruin the country can not afford,no matter where the destroyed manufac- 
turesare. An idle factory goes to pieces in five years, and to destroy ex 
pensive plants and to throw away all the capital involved would mean th 
the United States, and, most of all, New Engiand, would have to halt in its 
progress until all these vast sums were reéarned and reinvested 

Manufactures are now steadily and legitimately advancing westward and 
southward under the present system, and doing so as fast as is consisten 
with solid material growth. Massachusetts men and other men are aire: 
transferring a part of their capital, and in due time, without shock, 
Western and Southern manufactories will do their full share of the mann- 
facturing business of the country. The manufacturing of coarse cotton 
cloths has already gone from New England to the South 
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The mighty and ‘‘omnivorous’’ West is truly great in all that will make 
riches and consumable weaith, and if this destruction called the Wilson bill 
can be stayed all parts of the country will prosper and capital and labor will 
not be wasted. 

As I said to Massachusetts J say toall other parts of the country, that en- 
lightened selfishness teaches the doctrine of “ live and let live.” 

fou will notice that the member of Cengress in question, instead of quot- 
ing the paragraph in question here in Washington, where it could be met 
went 2,000 miles west to airit. I am surprised that any man East or West 
should deem it worth while to credit me with opposition to the Wilson bill 
because it would build up manufactures in the West, when everybody knows 
it will destroy all manufactures. 

It is the desire and expectation of protectionists that the West and South 
will follow or evensurpass the example of New England in developing man- 
ufacturing industries, as they are now fast doing. The Wilson bill will bring 
the South and West into comp6tition in manufacturing, with wages much 
lower than their wages, instead of into competition with the higher wages 
of New England, as now. 

Very truly, yours, 


T. B. REED. 

C. L. VAUGHAN, Esq., Hutchinson, Kans, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Sa will state it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Is this debate upon the Wilson bill or 
upon the Hill substitute? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman, if 
he was not present at the time, that the Chair recognized the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. LIVINGSTON] in his own right 
for an hour, under the rules; that after speaking for fifteen 
or eighteen minutes the gentleman from Georgia yielded the 
remainder of his time to the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. 
BRYAN]. The gentleman from Nebraska yielded a few minutes 
to the gentleman from Iowa[Mr. GEAR] and the gentleman from 
Iowa[Mr. DOLLIVER]; and when the gentleman himself took 
the floor he asked unanimous consent—in violation of the rule, 
as the Chair stated—to speak to this matter. There was no ob- 
jection, and the Chair so stated. The gentleman is in order. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then it is “this matter” that is under 
discussion, 

The CHAIRMAN. It does not make any difference what the 
‘* matter” is; the gentleman has the consent of the committee 
to speak. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. 
the matter? 

A MEMBER (on the Democratic side). You will find out. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Chairman, this is put in the REcorD be- 
cause I would not have the House and the people to whom that 
letter was addressed by the gentleman (for it was given to the pub- 
or done any injus- 
tice to the gentleman from Maine, I thoughtit wise to put both 
the speech from which I quoted and the letter which explains 
the speech in the Recorp for these reasons, in order that those 
who read the letter may have the means of knowing whether I 
was guilty of taking a sentence out of its — connection, and 
thereby making it convey an erroneous idea; and also that they 
may know that I had not spoken of this speech 2,000 miles away 
and was unwilling to speak of it here ‘‘ where it could be met.” 

{ wanted the matter put in the Recorp ‘‘where it could be 
met,” for fear that some Western Republican might take up the 
line of argument which the gentleman followed in Massachusetts 
and address the people on the same line of selfishness. I was 
afraid that some protectionist out there might appeal to his 
people, and a the gentleman as authority say, ‘We have 
not the start, we have not the power, and we have not the pres- 
tige; but if we can once wipe out the tariff, we will get the 
start, and get the power, and got the prestige.” For fear they 
might do that, [ wanted to bring the matter forward here where 
the gentleman could explain it; so that no protectionist in the 
West would have an excuse for misunderstanding him or for 
applying to the Westerncountry the argument which has been, 
and is, applied to the Eastern country. 

We have told them out there that the real purpose of protec- 
tion is to give the East anadvantage; but we never before found 
the leader of the Republican party willing to say that no State 
in the Union was ‘‘so deeply interested as Massachusetts” in 
maintaining protection. e have told them that if it were not 
for the great ‘‘combines” which have been built up and which 
have enabled trusts to drive out new industries, and then under 
the protection of a tariff recoup themselves out of the pockets 
of the people, there might be great industries built up in the 
‘“‘“omniverous West;” but we never had a great Republican so 
nearly tell us so before; and I wanted this put in the Recorp 
so that if there is an explanation of it the people of the West 
may have it; and if there is no explanation, then let them know 
that the people who go before them and advocate protection on 
the ground that it is for the whole country, go down to Massa- 
chusetts, and raising up the ‘ignorance ” of the South and the 
‘‘omniverous West,” plead for special privileges for their own 
industries. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I suppose the House at this time 
must wonder what possible connection there is between the 


That is what we want to know—what is 


lic) think that i have done anything eee, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


APRIL 10, 


speech of the gentleman from Nebraska and the text which he 
was kind enough to cause to be read. So far as any misappre- 
hension or misrepresentation by the gentleman from Nebraska 
of what I said was concerned, I ber to assure him that I should 
have regarded it as of the slightest possible human consequence, 
left by itself. The only significance which the matter had arose 
from the fact that in his discourse at Denver he undertook to 
turn what had been said by me into a declaration as it were on 
my part that the Wilson bill would result in building up manu- 
factures in the West to the destruction of manufactures in the 
East—obviously not what I had said. But if the matter had 
confined itself to that discourse I should not have thought it 
worth while to pay any attention to it. 

But I found that various Western papers, amid the ruins of 
the Democratic party, were making a specialty of that little por- 
tion of his text. It is necessary for the Democratic party, 
whether it be in its Populistic form, in the shape of the gentle- 
man from Nebraska [Mr. BRYAN], or in tlhe New York or “ gold- 
bug” form, or whatever forin it may be in, to have some start- 
ling lie to come and go on; and I thought therefore that it was 
simply worth while to state whut the facts were in the case, and 
let the people confront them. I didso. Now, the truth is that 
anybody here would have laughed at the suggestion, if made on 
this floor. It became necessary to back it up by making it ata 
very great distance, and having it have some circulation, to 
which the gentleman desires to add some further circulation 
arising from the advertisement which he gives it now. 

That is all there is to it; and nobody here would havedreamed 
of my advocating the destruction of the Wilson bill, or any- 
thing that was suggested in the way of a Democratic bill, for 
the purpose of retaining manufactories in New England, and 
preventing them from being built up in the West. The gentle- 
man, in onesentence, inone gentle quiver of his voice, suggested 
that I said it in Massachusetts, and that other people would now 
have a chance to repeat it elsewhere. I beg leave to say that I 
have some slight consciousness that what I say gets printed, 
and that gentlemen from the West and other portions of the 
country are quite capable of reading it, and consequently the 
idea does not occur to me that what I say is said in a remote 
corner. I said it with perfect freedom to that audience as it 
stood, inan extemporaneousspeech, in which I referred to their 
peculiar condition. 

Now, the truth is that long before the Wilson bill was out 
everybody knew what would be one feature of it. That feature 
was intended to cajole New England. That was intended to 
satisfy some gentlemen who had felt that the tariff bill could be 
modified for their advantage. It proposed to give them free 
trade in certain raw materials used in manufacturing. I took 
occasion to point out to that audience—and everybody perfectly 
understood me—that as they were situated, this boon which it 
was proposed to give them was utterly unsatisfactory and de- 
lusive; that the fact actually would be that if the manufactures 
in this country were wiped out, from one end of it to the other, 
that they would naturally be rebuilt nearer to materials, a large 
portion of them, and consequently if they desired to retain the 
position which they at present had until it was changed legiti- 
mately and satisfactorily to the nation, that they ought to reject 
that bribe. 

Now, was thata disadvantage to the rest of the people of the 
country? Why, plainly not. It is for the advantage of the peo- 
pie of this country that the present manufactures-as they exist 
shall not be destroyed. There is no danger that the course of 
empire will cease to take its way westward. There is no doubt 
about that whatever. Only it ought to do it and will doit ina 
perfectly legitimate way, without the destruction of capital, and 
without the ruin of established manufactures, and at the same 
time to the advantage of the consumer as well. 

Just take into account for an instant what would be the result 
of reverse action. The destruction of manufactures in the United 
States involves the tremendous destruction of plants. AsI have 
stated once before in this House, one single manufacturing com- 

ny that I named has — * worth five or six millions of 
cy Destroy that industry, and that property is not worth 
$50,000. 

Now, under reorganized and retstablished protection, sure to 
follow in ease this miserable bill is passed—it is only a question 
of time—if you are going to rebuild manufactures, you have got 
to rebuild them with the loss of that capital which already ex- 
ists, and which no nation in its senses would be foolish enough 
to throw away. 

So far as the increase of manufactures in the West is con- 
cerned, that is taking place every day, and is taking place as the 
result of the increase of wealth made by capital in manufactures 
in New England and in New York; and pretty soon money which 
has been earned by manufactures in the State of Illinois will be 
used to establish manufactures beyond the Mississippi. That is 
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the natural process, sure to go on, and to go on to the great ad- 
vantage of the whole people of this country. 

The Republican doctrine of protection is not a doctrine of the 
preservation of special interests. That kind of a doctrine is 
manifest in the present bill that is pending before Congress. 
The doctrine of the establishment of classes is in that bill; but 
that is not the doctrine of the Republican party, which is a very 
simple one. It is the preservation of the American market to 
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the American people, or, stated in other language, that the | 


American people shall do their own work. 
Republican side. | 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. 
mittee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. HaTcH, chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee, having had under consideration the bill H. R. 6016, had 
come to no resolution thereon. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted: _ 
To Mr. MONEY, for ten days, onaccount of important business. 


{Applause on the 


I move that the com- 


To Mr. TAWNEY, for ten days, on account of sickness in family. | 


Mr. SAYERS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to. < 
And accordingly (at 5 o’clock p. m.) the House adjourned. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs: A 
bill (H. R. 6570) for the relief of James L. Townsend. (Report 
No. 691.) 

By Mr. APSLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
A bill (S. 920) to pension Mary Brown, of Berlin, Vt. (Report 
No. 692.) 

By Mr. HARE, from the Committee on Public Lands: A 
bill (S. 79) to authorize a corrected patent to be issued for the 
donation land claim of Wheelock Simmons and wife. (Report 
No. 693.) 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Pensions was 
discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R.6613) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Isaac Stephens, and the same was 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

B r. GRIFFIN: A bill (H. R. 6625) to amend the act pro- 
hibiting importation and immigration of foreigners and aliens 
under contract to perform labor in the United States, etc.—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 6626) to provide for the allot- 
ment of the lands of the Quapaw Indians in the Quapaw Agency, 
in the Indian Territory,and for the sale of surplus lands of certain 
— and for other purposes—to the Committee on Indian Af- 


airs. , 

By Mr. MARTIN (by request): A bill (H. R. 6627) concerning 
the payment of accrued pensions and other matters—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6628) concerning the execution of pension 
vouchers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A bill (H. R. 6637) to limit the duration 
of receiverships, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McLAURIN: A bill (H. R. 6638) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘An act niaking appropriations for the construction, re- 

r, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and har- 
rs, and for other purposes,” approved September 19, 1890—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A joint resolution (H. Res. 162) pro- 
poving an amendment to the Constitution, to enable the Presi- 

ent to veto items in appropriation bills and to enable Con- 
gress to pass bills over the veto by a majority vote—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COBB of Missouri: A resolution asking the assign- 
ment of a clerk to the Committee on Railways and Canals—to 
the Committee on Accounts, 


| 
| 


| 
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PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the followin 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 6629) for the relief of Chris- 
topher C. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COCKRAN: A bill (H. R. 6630) to remove the char 
of desertion from the record of Andrew Govan—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HATCH: A bill (H. R. 6631) granting a pension to 
Annie Beach—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (A. R. 6632) for the relief 
Mathias A, Culnan—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MORGAN (by request): A bill (H. R. 6 


of 


99 
0 or tt 


6 re- 


lief of George W. Harbaugh—to the Committee on Military Af 
fairs. 
By Mr. MARTIN of Indiana: A bill (H.R. 6634) to grant a 


pension to Edwin Overman, an insane child 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NORTHWAY: A bill (H. R.6635) for the relief of 
Charles Baker—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RAWLINS: A bill (H. R. 6636) granting to the Wil- 
low Creek and Strawberry Canal companies the right of way 
through the Utah Indian Reservation, in the Territory of | 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


to the Committee 


tah— 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARWIG: Petition of members of the faculty of the 
University of Wisconsin, against the passage of House bill 6338— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BLAIR: Petition of Alvih P. Dutton and 6 others, let- 
ter-carriers of Dover, N. H., praying for the passage of the Ma- 
guire bill, providing for notice, hearing, pel appeal by letter- 
carriers before removal on accusation—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Charles W. Eager and 34 others of Manches- 
ter, N. H., in favor of the passage of the Manderson-Hainer 
bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CANNON of Illinois: Petition of Bartleson Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Joliet, Ill., asking the honora- 
ble discharge of John Davis, to accompany House bil! 74056—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Petitionof W.H. Chapin 
and 6 other residents of Springfield, Mass., in behalf of the In- 
dians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: Resolutions of the following organizations, 
to wit: The Council of Tradeand Labor Unions; Stone Mounters’ 
Union; DetroitTypographical Union, No. 18; Railway Teamsters’ 
Protective Union No. 5872; International Brotherhood of Brass 
Workers’ Local Brotherhood No. 2; National Brotherhood of 
Electrical Workers’ Local Union No. 17; Machinery Molders’ 
Union No. 244; Metal Polishers, Buffers, and Platers’ Union of 
North America; American Federation of Labor Local Union 
No. 1; Operative Plasterers’ International Association No. 16; 
Painters und Decorators’ Union, No.37; Detroit Bricklayers Pro- 
tective Association; Coopers’ Union No. 54; Local Union No. 98 
of United Association of Journeymen Plumbers, étc., in favor of 
amending the act prohibiting importation and immigration of 
foreigners and aliens under contract to perform labor in the 
United States, so as to prohibit nonresident alien labor—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. ‘ 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa: Resolution of Johnson Divi- 
sion, No. 67, Order of Railway Conductors, Waterloo, [owa, in re- 
lation to railroad-scalping tickets, and other matters—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. IZLAR: Resolution of the Charleston Chamber of 
Commerce, relating to a light-house depot at Charleston, S. 
C.—to the Committee on Interstate and oreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Charleston Chamber of Commeree, re- 
lating to the maintenance of the United States Naval War Col- 
lege and Torpedo School—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

y Mr. KIEFER: Petition of Sprangenterg & Schlechting, 
John Brancet, Dix & Uliman, and many others, citizens of St. 
Paul, Minn., protesting against raising the tax on cigara—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MALLORY: Petition of citizens of the city of Pensa- 
cola and Escambia County, Fla., praying the passage of Senate 
bill providing for a shell road between Pensacola and the na- 
tional cemetery near Warrington, Fla.—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MARTIN of Indiana: Affidavits and papers to accom- 
pany bill to pension Edwin Overman, an insane child—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. McKEIGHAN: Petition of 15 citizens of Lebanon, 
Nebr., in the interest of the fraternal society and college jour- 
nals—to the Committee on the Post Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MUTCH AUER: Protest of the professors of Lehigh 
University, South Bethlehem, Pa., against House bill 6338—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. PERKINS. Petition of 21 citizens of Larchwood, 
Towa, in favor of the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to 
the Committee on the Post-Olfice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky: Memorial of citizens of Hick- 
man, Ky., in the interest of fraternal and college journals—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WANGER: Petition of 16 ladies of Port Providence, 
Montgomery County, Pa., for the submission of an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States in the preamble thereol, 


fairs—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


SENATE, 
WEDNESDAY, April 11, 1894, 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MiILBuRN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 


Tow.us, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill(S. 443) to provide for the sale of new tickets by the street- 


railway companies of the District of Columbia, with amend- | ; L l 
Mass., late a private in Company D, Twentieth Regiment Maine 


ments; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 
The message also announced that the House hadagreed to the 
amendments of the Senute to the following bills: 


A bill (H.R. 1917) authorizing the Texarkana and Fort Smith | 


Railway Company to bridge the Sulphur River, in the State of 
Arkansas or in the State of Texas; and 
A bill (H.R. 5041) to extend the time authorizing the St. Louis 


and Birmingham Railroad to build a bridge across the Tennes- | 


see River at Clifton, Tenn. 


the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 5443) to establish harbor ragulations for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; and 

A bill (A. BR. 5711) to authorize the adoption of children in 
the District of Columbia. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. GALLINGER presented the pztition of Charles E, Page 
and 31 other citizens of Manchester, N. G., praying that fra- 
ternal soc ety and college journals be admitted to the mails as 
second-class matter; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. WASELBURN presented a memorial of sundry importers 
of tin and terne plates, of St. Paul and Minneapolis, in the State 
of Minnesota, remonstrating against a change from specific to 
ad valorem rates of duty on those manufactures; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DANIEL presented a memorial of sundry cheroot manu- 
facturers of Virginia, remonstrating against an increase of the 
internal-revenue tax on cheroots; whick was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Tobacco Association of 
Danville, Va., praying for the repeal of the free-leaf clause of 
the Wilson tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of Spencer Bros. and sundry 
other citizens of Henry County, Va., remonstrating against the 
retention of raw leaf tobacce on the free list; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of A.J. Moose, W. J. Wyatt, and 
other citizens of Virginia, praying that fraternal society and 
college journals be admitted to the mailsas second-class matter; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. : 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, towhom was re- 
ferred the amendment submitted by Mr. COCKRELL on the 4th 
instant, intended to be pro a to the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill, reported favorabiy thereon, and moved that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which 
was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1525) for the relief of G. H. Norton, surety on the bond of 
M. I, Martin, late postmaster at Arkansas City, Kans., asked to 
be discharged from its further consideration, and that it be re- 
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ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom were referred two amendments submitted by Mr. 
SHERMAN on the 28th ultimo, intended to be proposed to the 
District appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and 
moved that they be referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS. I present communications from the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia and other officers of the Dis- 
trict government in respect to the amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. MARTIN], heretofore reported from 
the Committee on the District of Columbia and referred to the 
The papers are to accompany 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The papers will be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 489) for the relief of Mary A. 
on reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon, 

OTIS SMITH. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Iam directed by the Committee on Pen- 


| sions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1640) granting a pension 


to Otis Smith, to report it favorably, without amendment; and 
as this soldier is 84 years of age, I ask the unanimous consent 
of the Senate to consider the bill at the present time. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Otis Smith, of North Cambridge. 


Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month, 


| in lieu of that which he now receives. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time 
and passed. 

E. T. CRESSEY. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas, from the Committee to Audit and 


¢ | Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was 
The message further announced that the House had passed 


referred the following resolution, submitted by Mr. PETTIGREW 
March 9, 1894, asked to be discharged from its further consider- 


| ation and that it be referred to the Committee on Printing; 


which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate is hereby directed to pay to E. 
T. Cressey the sum of $1,500 out of the contingent fund of the Senate, for 
services performed by him in preparing a catalogue of beoks in the library, 
including these stered in the basement, and in searching for certain docu- 
ments of the earlier Congresses, in order to complete the files of the Senate 
from the beginning of the Government. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. WASHBURN introduced a bill (S.1882) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary Shumate; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 1883) to amend sec- 
tions 4818; 4821, 4822, and 4823 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, and sectior 4 of an act approved March 8, 1883, 
entitled ‘‘An act prescribing regulations for the Soldiers’ Home 
located at Washington, in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes;” which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 1884) for the relief of the 
administrator of the estate of John Kelly, deceased, late of Al- 
leghany County, Va.; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 1885) to extend the privileges 
of the transportion of dutiable merchandise without appraise- 
ment to the city of Ocala, in the State of Florida; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


AMENDMENTS TO SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. MANDERSON submitted two amendments intended to 
be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
. Mr. CHANDLER submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 
LITTLE RIVER BRIDGE, 


Mr. BLANCHARD. Iask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 1916) authorizing the Texar- 
Kana and Fort Smith Railway Company to bridge Little River, 
in the State of Arkansas. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Commerce with an amendment. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read. | 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The bill is in the usual form. It has 
already passed the House of Representatives and has been re- 
ported favorably to the Senate by the Committee on Commerce 
with one small amendment. I do not think it necessary to take 
up the time of the Senate by reading the bill in full. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That would be a very startling depart- 
ure, I think, from the custom of the Senate. The bill being up 
for consideration, it should be read at length. 1 have no objec- | 
tion to its consideration, but certainly it should be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair had directed the read- 
ing of the bill. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Committee 
on Commerce will be stated. , 

The amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in sec- 
tion 1, line 28, after the words “such direction, and,” to strike 
out the words ‘‘as nearly as practicable;” so as to read: 

And if the bridge over the said river shall be constructed as a draw or 
pivot bridge the draw or pivot pier shall be over the main channel of the 
river at an accessible navigable point, and the openings on each side of the 
pivot pier shall not be less than 130 feet in tho clear, unless otherwise ex- 

ressly directed by the Secretary of War, and, if so directed, shall be accord- 
ng to such direction, and the said openings, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third timo. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

HOUSE BILLS REFE 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia: 

A bill (H. R. 5443) to establish harbor regulations for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; and 

A bill (4. R. 5711) to authorize the adoption of children in the 
District of Columbia. 

URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS. / 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask tho Senate to consider 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wish to call up the urgent deficiency ap- 
propriation bill. I believe it isa question of privilege. I hope 
the Senator from South Dakota willnotdelay it. I think it will 
take only a few minutes to dispose of it. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I yield to the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iask the Senate to proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (H.R. 6556) to provide for further urgent 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the service of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, and for other pur- 

oses. It is necessary that the bill should be passed at once. 
There are a great many courts practically suspended for want 
of funds. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Appropriations with amendments. 

The Seeretary proceeded to read the bill, and coatinued the 
reading to the clause on page 5, line 2, beginning: 

The Commissioner of Labor in charge of the Eleventh Censusis herety di- 
rected, etc. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to inquire if that phrase is a proper de- 
scription of the officer, *‘the Commissioner of Labor in charge 
of the Eleventh Census?” 

Mr.COCKRELL. That is the proper description. 
Commissioner of Labor. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand; but the phrase used in the bill is 
**the Commissioner of Labor in charge of the Eleventh Census.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Commissioner of Labor is simply de- 
tailed to take charge of the census. 

Mr. HOAR. He is not charged with the census? 

Mr. COCKRELL. He is absolutelyso. Thereis no ofher Su- 
perintendent of the Census. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. I did not know that. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I should like some information with ref- 
erence to the proposed printing of the census. My recollection 
is that by legislation heretofore had we have ordered printed a 
very large quantity of what is known as the Compendium of the 
Census, and one volume of that Compendium has been issued. 
I understand there are to be in all three volumes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Three large volumes, I understand. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Three large volumes. We are also to 
have, I think by legislation heretofore had, a digest or abstract. 
or is it proposed to furnish another abstract or digest such as 

recited in the paragraph in relation to the census? If so, 
what is the necessity for it? I really think the Treasury is 
groaning, and those who are to be the recipients of those vol- 
umes for distribution will groan under the tremendous number 
of these books in different forms, which are to be issued for dis- 
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tribution to the public. 
necessity for this provision and just what the character of 
work is to be. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Maine [Mr. HAtwer] is a 
member of the Committee on the Census and is familiar with 
the subject. As I understand this is to be a compendium to be 
prepared, giving the results of the comparisons of the entire 
census in such form that it will be of practical use to everyho 
and it is to be printed at an early date. 

Mr. HALE. The situation is just this: Old Senators will re- 
member that the great trouble about any of the census work has 
always been that we do not get at the results for the peop! 
years and years after the census is taken. It is now ; 
four years since the census was taken. 

As the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] has said 


I should like some explanation of the 


the 
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there is a compendium provided for, which will cover pretty 
much all that anybody will want of the work. Then there is a 
digest. 

The trouble, however, about these is that neither will be 


ready for from a year to two years from now, and it was thoucht 
by the House of Representatives and by the Senate committee 
in conference with Mr. Wright, who has charge of the census 
it all having been turned over to him by law—that if a conven- 
ient, handy volume, not over 250 pages, covering population 
statistics and things sought by everybody, could be prepared 
and issued during the next three months it would meet a great 
want, not being expensive, although additional to what was 
originally contemplated. The Houseand the Senate Committe 
approved it, and that is what is in the bill. 

Chere will be 100,000 copies of this little work ready for dis- 
tribution in August, and in ninety-nine cases out of a hundred 
it will answer the calls and letters which Senators have 
ceived. 

The great census work, covering 80 many volumes, will only 
be valuable to students, scholars, libraries, and specialists: but 
no man can tell when it will be ready. I have had some experi- 
ence in trying to run two of these different census works, and 
unless when the next census comes around something is done to 
limit the scope of the work, we may as well understand that the 
great volumes comprising the whole will be only used by a few 
people, and will not be got out for five or six years after the cen- 
sus is taken. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I presume the bill is being read not for 
amendment, but that the reading is as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
mittee of the Whole. ‘ 

Mr. MANDERSON. When the proper time shall come for 
amendments to be proposed, I shall either move to strike out the 
clause to which I have referred or to very materially amend it. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not wish to enter into a general discussion 

of this very important matter of the census on a deficiency bill, 
and when this comparatively small matter is up; but after what 
has been said by the Senator from Maine {Mr. HALE] and the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON |], I desire to say that 
in my judgment, the sooner we can reform our census policy in 
the direction in which it is tending every day the better. © 
I think we ought to have acensus of the population of this 
country once in five years,unless the States will supplement 
the national census,as the State of Massachusetts does, by a 
State census in the middle of the decade; and that the census 
in regard to all other matters of public information ought to be 
going on all the time; that we ought to have frequent bulletins 
announcing the new information, so that we should have, by the 
highest authority and at the Government cost, all the tables of 
information we depend upon for our economic, financial, and so- 
cial legislation brought up to the latest time. Now we have 
them but once in ten years, and we do not get the result of aten- 
years’ census till four or five years after the time to which it re- 
ates. So that practically we depend upon mugazines, private 
enterprise, and statistical societies for very often inaccurate and 
always imperfect information upon which our most important 
legislation is to depend. 
If we comply with the Constitution by having our census of 
population once in ton years, the improved modern methods can 
give us the result of the mere ascertainment of population ina 
very few weeks, certainly in a very few months,lafter the Ist of 
June, or whatever date is fixed, of the year in which the census 
is taken, so that it would not be necessary, as now, to postpone 
our new apportionment for Representatives for two years. 

Then, it seems to me, we ought to have a bureau in the Inte- 
rior Department, which during all the time is collecting the in- 
formation that we need uptodate. Itwould somewhat increase 
the direct and immediate expense, but it would save a hundred 
expenditures which we are authorizing constantly frum time to 
time. 


re- 
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Mr.STEWART. With regard to the same matter, I think 
that a permanent bureau of statistics is one of the most impor- 
tant subjects that can be taken under consideration. Thereare 
partial bureaus of that kind scattered through all the Depart- 
ments. We have in the Treasury Department, in the Interior 


Department,and inthe Agricultural Departmentvariousschemes | 


for collecting statistics, and when we get them, they relate to 
isolated subjects which do not give us the advantage of using 
the information, because we have not the whole question before 
us jor comparison. 

I believe that the statistics should be consolidated under one 
head, and the investigation of statistics should be going on all 
the time, because we want to know at each session how different 
legislation is operating and what the condition of the country is 


at the time we legislate. That is impossible under the arrange- | 


ment we now have. 

As to the taking of the census of population, that should be 
done separately. Nothing else should intervene with the at- 
tempt to take the censusof population. To ask people toanswer 
along list of questions defeats the entire object. The people 
do not understand the bearing of many of the questions, and 
they do not like to be catechised in such a manner. 

Tf the census related merely to the number of people, and no 
other information was gathered on that occasion, the census of 
population could be taken with great accuracy; it could be done 
expeditiously, and the collecting of other information to be 
used here should go on constantly. If the work of the census is 
to be of any use, we want to have current information which we 
can use in legislation. To go back ten years to ascertain the 
condition, when there has been an entire change, is obviously 
useless. We makevery little use of the census reports from the 
fact that they are ancient whea the work is completed. 

If the census could be consolidated under one head and the 
different bureaus engaged in collect.ag statistics could be con- 
solidated, I do not think that the expense would be greatly in- 
creased. I believe it could be done at the present cost; and I 
think we could-get useful information with regard to all the 
sub ects and have it current when Congress meets. 

We are expending a large amount of money in collecting in- 
formation now in the various Departments by various individ- 
uals, and this scattered work is — unsatisfactory. It does not 
give us the information we need. If wehad the kind of organi- 
zation I have suggested going on all the time, it could arrange 
for enumerating the population at the proper time; we should 
have a nucleus from Gulch to start, and machinery which would 
employ the requisite number of persons to take the census, with- 
out incurring nearly as much expense as we now incur. I think 
the scattered way of ostiooting statistics which the country has 
fallen into is a great error. he collection of statistics should 
be systematized under one head. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator from Nebraska permit 
me to make a statement in response to the suggestion he has 
made? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr, COCKRELL, The Senator from Nebraska referred to 


the digest which the existing law requires to be made, and 
seemed to think that this preparation would be an unnecessary 
expense beyond and above the digest. I want to read to him 
what Col. Wright, in charge of the census, said of this in con- 
hection with the digest, and the Senator will then see the pro- 
priety of the provision in the bill. Col. Wright's statement is 
in response to questions by Mr. CANNON, Mr. HENDERSON, and 
other members of the Appropriations Committee of the House 
of Representatives. Col. Wright said: 

You see, the law of the census now vides for 50,000 copies of the digest; 
my plan then would be to make this abstract so complete, as far as it went, 
so it would form the plates, type, etc,, for that digest already provided by 
law, so that there would be no extra expense so far asthatgoes. If you give 
me until the Ist of August I can go pretty near through. 

So what is provided for in the bill will only be a part of what 
will be in the digest. 

Mr. MANDERSON, Does Col. Wright say how many copies 
of the Compendium are to be published? 

Mr. COCKRELL. No; he does not give the number, because 
he does not refer to the Compendium; but there are three vol- 
umes, the same number now authorized by thecensuslaw. The 
Senator will, therefore, see that this provision isonly to get this 
part of the digest out so that we may have itfor use this summer. 

Mr, MANDERSON, The census of 1860, taken with very con- 
siderable care, ran into a very large number of volumes in the 
completed work. The Compendium, as I will call it, was, as to 
that particular census, but one volume. I think that was true 
also of the Compenditm of the census of 1870. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Compendium of the Census of 1870 
was in one volume, 
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Mr. MANDERSON. When we came to the Census of 1880, 
the Compendium was a two-volume octavo work. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It was a work of that size [indicating]. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Yes; that is an octavo in two volumes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It was printed so as to make two volumes, 
but I think some were issued in one volume. ‘I'wo volumes were 
contemplated. 


Mr. MANDERSON. The form in which it was issued was a 
two-volume octavo work, but the general census reports had 
swollen to be an immense number; my recollection is, some 
eighteen or nineteen volumes in all. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Twenty-odd. 

Mr.MANDERSON. Yes; perhaps twenty volumes. One very 
great complaint in the debate that ensued upon the legislation 
incident to the Census of 1890 was that these two works were so 
voluminous, and that there were so many of them, that their 
extent prevented their speedy issue. The experience of every 
man after a census is taken is that it shows the Government 
work to be very poor in comparison to that which comes from 
private enterprise. 

To-day, if a man wants to consult some matter pertaining to 
the census he does not pick up the Compenium; he does not pick 
up any of the volumes already issued, only two or three in num- 
ber, evenif he knows that within their voluminous extent he 
would probably, after much searching, find the particular matter 
that hedesires. He picks up that which comes by private enter- 
prise, the almanacs of the different daily newspapers of the 
country. They contain within their lids just the information 
that is needed, and it comes quickly. Take the almanacs pub- 
lished by the great newspapers of New York City, those of the 
World, the Times, the Tribune, and you will find in them ex- 
actly what is needed as to the general statistics of population, 
and running into a degree of detail that is of enormous value, 
affording, as I say, a very unpleasant contrast to the work that 
is being done under Government direction. 

Now, the thing seems to grow on that upon which it feeds. 
Here, instead of a Compendium is a volume that has assumed the 
form of a quarto, almost as large in its dimensions as any one of 
the main census reports. We are told that this first volume of 
Compendium is oneof three tremendous volumes that are to be 
issued, and to be issued during the next three or four years (the 
final volume probably coming to us when we are making prep- 
arations for the Census of 1900); to an extent, for distribution, 
as I recall it, 100,000 to 150,000 copies. The Senator from Maine 

Mr. HALE] can probably give the exact number that we are to 
issue of this ponderous three volume Compendium. 

In addition to the census we are to have 50,000 copies of a 
digest. It is a most extraordinary thing that here is a Compen- 
dium that is supposed to take the cream of the census and give 
it to us in convenient form, and that Compendium is to be di- 
gested and the digest is then tobeabstracted. Here, in addition 
to the twenty or thirty enormous volumes that shall constitute 
the census and shall come to us through the coming generations, 
we are to have these numerous volumes that are to be called the 
Conipendium, the Digest, and the Abstract. What is to be the 
name of the fourth volume that shall contain the cream of that 
which is in the Digest, I for one can not imagine, but I presume 
some apt term wil! hereafter be found, and in an marge 
bill we shall have perhaps provision made for a syllabus of the 
digest; and we shall haye the Compendium, the Abstract, the 
Digest, and the Syllabus for distribution. 


It seems to me that this is a waste of the public money—that 
the better thing to have done would have been to publish this 
Compendium, which should be in one volume, and let that be 
the end of it. . 

I am glad to see this limitation as to the time when the ab- 
stract shall be completed, that it shall be ready for distribution 
on or before the Ist day of August. I wish, if this paragraph is 
to be retained in the bill, that the limitation shall be made more 
imperative, and that the preparation of the abstract shall not 
go on in the Census Bureau unless it is positive that the book 
can be printed and ready for distribution within the next three 
months. I think the Government of the United States would do 
better work if it would take some of the numerous publications 
that have emanated from the private presses of the country and 
distribute them, in preference to this weary waiting to get that 
which is so voluminous and comes from the Census Office. 

Mr. COCKRELL. While this discussion is not pertinent to 
the provision in regard to a permanent Census Office and what 
character of books the Census Office should publish, I have no 
doubt the distinguished Superintendent of the Eleventh Census, 
Col. Porter, did the very best he could under the circumstances, 
and he literally followed the regulations and prescriptions of 
Congress. Here is the law that authorized and required him to 
make these publications, and authorized them to bein parts. It 
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is the faultof Congress if they permitted or directed him to g 
on and make such publications. — , a 

Mr. MANDERSON. If the Senator from Missouri will allow 
me, I will state that my reflection is upon ourselves; it is upon 
the Congress of the United States rather than upon the ex- 
ecutive officers who have followed out the behests of Congress. 
But what I protest against is that we should go further in this 
objectionable legislation and compel additional and unnecessary 
work by those whu are in charge of the census and must execute 
the recorded will of Con; 

Mr. COCKRELL. We are not compelling additional work, 
but as I read from this extract, and as the Senator will recall, 
we are only requiring this work to be done by the Ist of August, 
and furnished to us. It will then be completed in the Digest. 
It is simply a publication of a part of the Digest at an earlier 
date than we would otherwise get it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be con- 
tinued. = 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill at line 16, on 
page 5, and read to line 22 » 6, 


22 on page 
Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from Missouri 
a question at this point. 


Oo 


7Tess. 


What likelihood is there of the Cen- 
sus Bureau performing its work and going out of existence at the 
expiration of the time fixed in the bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think we can rely upon it with absolute 
certainty. Col. Wright, who is in charge of the work, thinks 
he can complete it by that time. That is the period allowed 
him, and judging from the work that he has heretofore done | 
should say he will finish it by that time. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from Missouri 
another question. Does he know of any data, plates, or material 
gathered for the census reports which have been destroyed or 
are being destroyed? 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
considerable time. 


That is a question that would take up somo 
| suppose I know to what the Senator from 
Nebraska refers. I spoke to Col. Wright on that identical sub- 
ject, and I have an explanation from him. The Senator from 
New Hampshire {[Mr. CHANDLER] I believe has the paper. If 
the Senator from Nebraska will read the explanation he will be 
satisfied on that question. There has been no destruction I un- 
derstand, but I do understund that Col. Porter in certain publi- 
cations of the census where copious extracts had been made from 
Government publications already published and issued, simply 
had them stsicken out in order to save space and reduce the 
volume of the work. I hope the Senator will look at the letter 
i have referred to. I have not got it; I gave it to the Senator 
from New Hampshire. 

Mr. HALE. What is it the Senator from Nebraska is inquir- 
ing about? We on this side of the Chamber could not hear a 
word he said. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iasked the Senator from Missouri if he knew 
of any destruction of plates, reports, or data of various kinds in 
the Census Bureau and the failure to publish them as required 
by the original census act: and to that question the Senator 
made his reply. 

Mr. COCKKELL. Ido not understand that there has been 
any destruction. I suppose I know to what the Senator from 
Nebraska refers. It is about the Indian publications. I stated 
to the Senator that I spoke to Col. Wrightabout it, and he wrote 
me a letter, which I had and which the Senatorfrom New Hamp 
shire now has, explaining exactly what was done, and showing 
the whole thing. There was no destruction. 


Mr. HALE. I donot understand that any valuable and com 
pleted information of any kind has been destroyed. In the 


course of the work certain statistics, which it was expected 
would be made move complete, cover more ground and cause 
the publication of larger volumes, were restricted a 
‘but I have yet to learn that any valuable information or statis- 
ties have been either destroyed or suppressed. I do not think 
that is the case, I will say to the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. HAWLEY. As the Senator from Missouri intimates, 
this matter will probably be discussed later. I think there h 
been an unwarranted liberty taken with some of the reports 
that were entirely completed and approved by the Superintend- 
ent of the Census and the Secretary of the Interior before the 
beginning of this Administration. They have been re ‘dited and 
cut down, and yet I suppose the. name of the original compiler, 
the officer responsible, remains attached to them. Some of 
those geutlemen who are of the very highest character and pre- 
pared under Mr. Porter's direction what they considered very 
valuable revorts have felt themselves very much aggrieved. I 
do not propuse to spend time upon that matter now, but a few 
weeks ago [ offered a resolution of inquiry asto the delay in the 
publication of the reports on manufactures which were going 
= - a are greatly needed in the discussion of the pending 

riff bill. 


nd cut down; 
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The answer to the resoiution adopted by the Senate is unsat- 
isfactory and indefinite. But Mr. Wright orally assured me 
that he would make haste, and we have had in pieces some very 
interesting reports on manufactures. But the regular annual 
report of the Secretary of the Interior submitted last Decem- 
ber shows that on the 3ist day of July, 1893, nearly nine months 
ago, of the report on manufactures there were 328 pages com- 
pleted and 328 pages in type; and we are just getting extracts. 
{am not at all satisfied with various things of that kind done 


in connection with the report, but we can discuss that question 
hereafter, if it be necessary. 
Mr. COCKRELL. In connection with this matter, and in 


explanation of the inquiry made by the Senator from Nebraska 
1 will not take the time this morning to read the commu 


n ic 
tions from Col. Wright, but I will ask that they be pr in 
the Recorp. I have no objection to their being printed as a 
separate, little miscellaneous document. I think they had bet- 
ter be printed in that way, but I prefer that they should go in 
the RECORD, as they simply explain how he has been editing 
this matter and what has been left out. 

Mr. HOAR. I think, after the question which has been put 
and after what has been said by the Senator from Connecticut 
Mr. HAWLEY], those statements, which are very brief and clear, 
should not only be printed in the ReEcoRD, but should be read in 
the hearing of the Senate. I should think it would be more 
economical in the way of time to go on and dispose of this sub 
ject now instead of cutting it in two, between two days. If th 
Senator from Maine [Mr. HAL] will wait fifteen minutes before 
he es the floor, we might dispose of the appropriation bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I prefer not. The Senator from Maine 
[Mr. HALE] gave notice that he intended to address the Senate 


+} 


‘ iis time. I give notice that I will a 
the bill again immediat 


sx the Senate to take up 


y after 5 o’eclock. 











Mr. HALE. Let me say to the Senator from Missouri that I 
nm entirely willing he shall have his way. 

Mr. COCKRELL! L prefer not to go on with the bill now 

Mr. HARRIS. I prefer that at 1 o'clock we shall go on und 
the unanimous-consent agreement. 

Mr. COCKREL L shall not ask the Senate to set aside the 
unanimous-consent nvreement. 

Mr. HOAR L did not rise to inte re with t to 
control of the time or munner touching his own bil 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand that. 

Mr. HOAR. But I should li to have the mat ad to 
which the Senator from Missouri has alluded. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We shall have it read immediately after 5 
o'clock. 

Vir. HOAR. I should like to have it read in the h ne 
the Senate at some time in the debate 

HE REVENUE BILL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 1 o'clock hay r- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
which i: House bill 1864. 

; » Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the co 
sideration of the bill (H.R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to ovid 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President- 

Mr. MORGAN, I wish to ask the Senator from Mair oO al- 
low me to occupy the attention of the Senate for just a momen 
on a matter that is somewhat personal 

Mr. HALE. I yield to the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not know whether the exnlannution « 
th tement that I feel called upon to make is a personal or 
a political one, but at all events I think it is ealled for. 1 ote 
from the New York Evening Post of a recent date as follo 

the Hill-Gorman-Pugh school of Democrats inthe Senate ) ry 
ing to block tariff reform, ought to have thelr eves cpened by t vddress 
issued by the Minneso ta Democratic Association yesterd 1y. This is exactl 
the sort of pronunciamento which is needed. because it name iffend 
ers, the two Democratic Senators from New York, the two froin Jer 
sey. the two from Maryland, the two from Alat the twort t 
ana, Camden of West Virginia, and Brice of Ohi These are 1 i 
says the address 

Quoting from that address— 

‘who wear the mask of Democrats that they may the better bets LuSe 









These are they who have wrought this m 
in the attitude of defeat, and giving to our 

r . . 

The New York Post proceeds: 

There is no doubt that the sentiment of Democrats generally throughout 
the country is expressed in the denunciation of these offenders, and it is to 
be hoped that this sentiment may find similar expression from many 
States. 

That is the French methodof trying a man in his xbsence and 
without serving notice and a copy of the indictment upon him. 
I have the opportunity now, however, and I think it is my duty, 
to enter a plea of not guilty to that accusation from Minnesota, 
which was doubtless manufactured here and sent to Minnesota, 


velous change, puttin 
opponents that 


- our party 
of victory 
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I am satisfied with the bill now taken up by the Senate as it came 
from the Senate committee. I propose to vote for it withoutany 


amendment whatever, so far as | now know, and if our friends on | 


the other side want to unnecessarily delay action on the bill or pro- 
ceed in the line of filibustering, and will notify me of that pur- 


pose, [ will take occasion to do as I have done oftentimes before | 


with them, I will sit up several nights consecutively, in order 
to ace 
ing upon the bill. 


i was a tariff reformer, ! suppose, before the gentlemen who | 
against me were born,and I have never | 
in the least degree relaxed my purpose or my desire to have in | 


have issued this diatribe 
the United States a fair, equitable, just system of tariff taxation 
which shall bear equally upon all persons as far as we can make 
it do so, and which shall not contain one single item of bounty 
to any person in this country. 

Mr. LIALE. If any other Senator who is in this Minnesota 
list desires to state his position upon this important bill, I will 


yield with pleasure, even though it should consume considerable | 
» and be open possibly to the suggestion that those Senators | 


tim 
may be filibustering. Iam not anxious to go on if anything of 
that kind is sought to be put before the Senate. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator from Maine yield 
tome for morning business? 

Mr. HALE. For a personal explanation? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. For morning business. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. He is not one of them. 

Mr. HALE. I beg the Senator’s pardon. [I yield to the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas. 

{[Mr. JONES of Arkansas submitted a report, which appears 
in its appropriate place in to-day’s proceedings. | 

Mr. HARRIS. 1 wish to give notice that I shall hereafter 
object to morning business or any other business being injected 
while we are proveeding under the consent rule of yesterday. 

Mr. HALE. 
exclude the confessional, if any Senator desires to make a per- 
sonal explanation. 

Mr. HARRIS. When the Senator from Maine yielded to the 
Senator from Alabama it was in the nature of debate upon the 
tariff bill, I understand, and not a violation of the rule. 

Mr. HALE. I so considered it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine will pro- 
ceed, 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, since my service in Congress be- 
gan six different general tariff bills have been reported to Con- 
gress, and discussed by its two brancaes, awakeningalwaysadeep 
interest among the people whose business and everyday life and 
prosperity were atfected by the provisions of the different bills. 

[t is not possible that any tariff bill, dealing with the diversi- 
fied industries of the United States, and changing existing laws 
under which business and labor haveadjusted themselves, could 
be reported and discussed in Washington without awakening 
this deep interest. But I think I am entirely safe in making the 
statement that atno time during these twenty-five years, has 
any wiriff billl, or, indeed, 1 may say all tariff bills, aroused so 
deep afeeling among the American people and sc strong and 
earnest and determined opposition as the tariff bill now before 
the Senate, known the world over as the Wilson tariff bill. 

Nearly every Senator about me will bear me out in saying that 
his mail is loaded with protests against the provisions of the bill; 
that he is waited upon daily by delegations of his constituents 
who are alarmed at the effect of the bill should it ever pass; and 
that by private correspondence, by the newspapers, by visits to 
Washington of thousands of people at whose material interests 
the bill strikes, the whole country has lifted up its voice where- 
ever the bill has to this time been considered in a loud but thus 
far ineffectual protest against the bill. 

The reasonsfor this are not hard to discover. Aside from the 
theories and doctrines upon which it is claimed that the provi- 
sionsrest, and beyond the indignant opposition which some of its 
remarkable features have evoked, the people of the United 
Statesare being educated by observation and experience in the 
conditions of everyday life toa more thorough understanding 
of the relation which all of our industries bear to each other. 

The doctrine of protection to American labor and American 
industries, as affected by competition with foreign labor and 
foreign industries, is every year more and more plainly seen to 
involve no preference for one kind of laboraboveanother. The 
system of protection is seen to be not one for the manufacturer 

one; but as manufactures are inbred with the life and inter- 
ests of all the people, other great industries have been learning 
the lesson that whon you strike atthe manufacturer, you strike 
at the merchant who sells his wares, at the carrier who trans- 
ports the product, at the farmer who finds, in the home market 
which prosperous manufacture opens tohim, his best resort when 
he neve to dispose of the product of his own labor. * 
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The Senator from Tennessee of course would not | 
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The better understanding to-day of the interdependence of 
all American industries, each upon the other, and the menace 
which overhangs these industries, thus connected by a common 
in the calamitous accession to power of tbe 
Democratic party through the elections in 1892, all this has 
brought out from the lakes to the Gulf and from seashore to 
seashore such an expression of wrathful denunciation of the 
provisions of the bill now before the Senate as neither Houss 
nor Senate nor the American people nor the world has ever be- 
fore seen. 

I do not propose, Mr. President, in what I may say to-day, to 
address myself to the general considerations that underlie the 


| doctrines which animate the two great political parties of this 
| country. 
| that so admirably, in the speech which he delivered here yes- 
That is what I have to say about it. | 


The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGnr] did 


terday, that I do not need to go into that domain. I shall 


| rather give my attention and try to bring to the consideration 


of Senators certain, thus far, unexplained weaknesses of the 
bill, certain manifest and unpardonable inconsistencies in its 
make-up, and certain deplorable cases where, if the bill is not 
changed but passes as reported by the Senate committee, destruc- 
tion of home industries will be the result and waste and desola- 
tion will be substituted thereby for comfort and prosperity which 
now prevail under existing law. 

Before this debate shall come to an end, Mr. President, I de- 


| Sire and in this I express ageneral wish, or perhaps what [ may 
| call curiosity, that some Senator, who stands in the relation of 
| sponsor to this bill, shall state to the Senate and to the country 
| the general theory or doctrine or proposition or party dogma 


upon which the bill is framed and presented to the Senate. 


| Going more into detail, I ask that some Senator who undertakes 


this task shall tell us upon what ground the Senate committee 
has adopted certain changes which have been made in the Wil- 
son bill as it passed the House. 

For myself, Mr. President, I am free to say that while I am 


| familiar with, and believe that I can fairly construe, the tariff 


plank in the last platform of the Democratic party, as pro- 


| pounded by the Chicago convention of 1892, and the letter 


of acceptance of President Cleveland which followed, I find 
myself hopelessly confused and lost in the attempt which [ 
have made to reconcile either or both of these with the pro- 
visions of the bill, either as passed by the House of Representa- 
tives or as tinkered and manipulated by the Senate committee, 
which has upon its back the burden of the bill which is now be- 
fore us. 

I read here the tariff-for-revenue plank adopted by the last 
Democratic national convention at Chicago, with no further 
comment upon it except to say, what everybody knows, that it 
was passed by a large majority vote over the report of the com- 
mittee which had charge of the subject, which in its report 
recognized the existence of American industries, their depend- 
ence im some degree upon the protective system, and the differ- 
ence in the price of labor in this and in foreign countries: 


We denounce Republican protection as a fraud, a robbery of the great 
majority of the American people for the benefit of the few. We declare it 
to be afundamental principle of the Democratic party that the Federal Gov- 
ernment has no constitutional power to impose and collect tariff duties, ex- 
cept for the purposes of revenue only, and we demand that the collection 
of such taxes shall be limited to the necessities of the Government when 
honestly and economically administered. 

I also read that portion of President Cleveland's letter of ac- 
ceptance of the nomination touching this question: 

We wage no exterminating war against any American interests. We be- 
lieve a readjustment can be accomplished in accordance with the principles 
we or without disaster or demolition. Wecontemplate a fair and care- 
ful distribution of necessary tariff burdens rather than the precipitation of 
free trade. We will rely upon the intelligence of our fellow-countrymen to 
reject the charge that a party comprising a majority of our people is plan- 
ning the destruction or injury of American interests. 


I might ask, Mr. President, contenting myself with that, and 
awaiting reply, before going into details, that some Democratic 
Senator should inform me upon which propositions or upon what 
combination or intermixture of these two charts, laid out for the 
course of the Democratic party, this bill, either in the House of 
Representatives or in the Senate committee, has been built up. 
But I will go further and try to point out some of the things in 
this bill which the business interests of the country and its la- 
boring population are to-day contemplating with a spirit of re- 
sentment and indignation which, wherever it has had an oppor- 
tunity, has already made itself known, and which will speak in 
thudder tones in the national elections of the coming autumn. 

he doctrines of the authors of the Wilson bill and their pur- 
poses, and the dangers attendant thereon, were well known to the 
American people in November last, and they gave voice to their 
distrust and apprehension, in no uncertain way, in the elections 
of that month; but it needed the embodiment of all the vicious 
and offensive propositions, to which the free-trade Democracy 
is committed as found in the Wilson bill, to produce a situation 
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in that Gibraltar of Democracy, New York City, when that party 
barely succeeded in carrying the day in a Congress district 
where, at the last election, it prevailed by 11,000 majority, and 
lost another district, which it had carried by more than 9,000 
majority, and.a little later, in the State of Pennsylvania, w 
the normal majority of the Republican party was more than 
trebled,and the Democratic party, as represented by the Wilson 
tarift bill, was buried in the avalanche which the people of that 
State piled up to the extent of nearly 200,000 majority. The 
overwhelming defeat of the Democratic party in Rhode Island, 
which State it carried last year, is due to the same causes. 

Mr. MANDERSON. And in New Jersey yesterday. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Nebraska calls my attention 
to the elections in New Jersey yesterday. SoI might refer to 
the elections along the Hudson River. In fact, from the time 
that this bill has been reperted to the present hourand moment 
in which I speak there has been noday in which electionsmight 
not be pointed toshowing the revolt ofan aroused peopleagainst 
the provisions of the bill that is now before the Senate. 


Before, Mr. President, going into details touching the re- | 


markable provisions of this bill, let me say that [, in common 
with other Senators and with thousands of the American people, 
have studied the bill with painful attention in order to find out 
any reason or cause for its provisions, and | am compelled to say 
that from this study three things become to me apparent. 

First, it is a bill to protect the South and to punish the North; 

Second, it is a bill for the benefit of the European manufac- 
turer and producer at the expense of our own manufacturer and 
producer; 

Third, and this touches my own State, itis, inevory paragraph 
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here | 


that deals with the products of the Dominion of Canada, as | 


brought in competition with the products ef our own people 
along the Canadian border, a simon-pure, almost unadulterated 
bill for the benefit of Canada and to our corresponding hurt. 

After the bill reached this House, tillthe day that the Finance 
Committee reported it, the people of the North apprehended 
these results. The make-up of the Finance Committee of this 
body and the evident determination that every item in the bill 
shouid be settled by the action of the majority members of the 
committee, a determination carried out as I am informed, to 
this extent, that upon not a single amendment wasa formal vote 
of the whole committee taken, but that everything was settled 
in the conclave of Democratic members, was all inline with these 
propositions; and itisno wonder that a profound feeling of alarm 
penetrated the entire country whenit was realized thatthe con- 
sideration of a tariff bill touching the industries of 70,000,000 
people was committed practically to the hands of three or four 
Senators from Southern States, who, whatever may be their 
merit and their high character, had not, either from their own 
observation or the conditions of their people, had any opportu- 
nity to realize the magnificent growth and extent of the manu- 
facturing industries of the North. 

{ give here some of the statistics, showing the result of the 
great national census of the year 1890. 

The value of the manufacturing product of all the States in 
the Union, as shown by this census, is $9,370,000,000. 

The total value of the product of the fifteen Southern States, 
including Maryland, is 31,202,000,000, or about 12 per cent of the 
whole. 

The product of the State of New York is $1,712,000,000, or 
$500,000,000 more than the product of the entire South. 

The product of Pennsylvania is $1,331,000,000, or more than 
$100,000,000 in excess of all the Southern States. And there are 
several cases where the product of two other Northern States 
exceed that of fhe entire South. 

The wages paid to the manufacturing industries of the entire 
nation amounted to $2,253,000,000, of which the Southern States 
paid a little less than one-eighth. 

New York paid twice as much for wages as the entire South. 

Pennsylvania, alone, exceeded all payments made in the South 
for wages. 

It is no wonder, in the face of these figures, that the country 
has viewed with alarm the fact that the construction of this biil, 
and of every amendment which has thus far been added to it, 
were in the hands of men representing a section of the country 
which has alimited interest in its great industries, and who may 
be presumed to have devoted their lives to other investigation, 
and to be in condition where it is impossible to appreciate the 
magnitude of that swelling tide of manufacturing industry which 
has made the Northern portion of this Republic the wonder and 
the praise of the civilized world. 

Mr. President, not to take up too much of the time of the Sen- 
ate, let me present a few only of the instances in which this pill 
discriminates in favor of the South and against the North, al- 
though the bill is full of them, from its beginning to its end. 

A prominent agricultural product of the South, but a product 
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to a large extent also of other countries, and therefor 
made the subject of tariff legislation, is the article 
much condemned and denounced McKinley bill, which lo 
with an equal eye upon the products of labor North and South 
provided for a duty on this article, as follows: ‘* Cleaned 
cents per pound; uncleaned rice, 1} cents per pound: padd 
quarters of acent per pound; rice flourandrice meal, 
of a cent per pound.’ 

The Wilson bill, wh provisions in this matter have been 
followed by the Senate committee, as found in the bill 
fore us, provides for the following duties: ‘*C 
cents per pound,” a reduction of one-fourth o 
cleaned rice, 1 cent per pound,” a reduction of one-fi 
duty; ** paddy, three-quarters of a cent per pound,” which i 
same as the McKinley bill: ‘rice flour and rice meal, 
ter of a cent per pound,” also the 

In looking over, for some corresponding agricultural produ 
of the North, out of several I select the article of h T 
treatment of this great staple product, under the MecKii 
bill and the Wilson bill and the Senate committee, show 
follows: Under the McKinley bill the duty upon hay is # per 
per ton. The Wilson bill, as it the House, reduced th 
to 32 per ton, and the Senate committee has laid its destructive 
hand on this product and, not content with the reduction which 
the Wilson bill had made of 50 per cent of the duty, has substi 
tuted, for the House provision of $2 per ton, an ad valorem duty 
of 20 per cent, whieh, under the invoicing which will be made 
in foreign ports, from which these articles will be imported, 
would be an equivalent of from $1 to $1.40 per ton. <A revenue 
of nearly half a million of dollars annually is almost all 
up on this article. 

In the article of sugar, which the McKinley bill presented f 
te every breakfast table in the land, providing a bounty for the 
Southern producer for this almost entirely Southern prod 
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the Senate committee has largeiy restored the old duty, thereb: 
putting up the price of the article to every consumer: has re- 
pealed the bounty given to the Southern platter, upon 


avowed plea that the revenue tariff from taxed sugar is needed 
in the Treasury, and upon the consideration, well understood 
by everybody, that if this should not be done the votes of th 
two Senators from the sugar-planting State of Louisiana could 
not bs reckoned upon in aid of the passage of the bill through thi 
body. 

in looking for a corresponding article largely of Norther 
production, as is sugar largely a Southern production, | find the 
great industry of lumber, and I contrast the treatment which 
this article has received at the hands of the Democratic Hous 
of Representatives and the Democratic Committee of Finance o 
the Senate with what I have just stated has been accorded to 
sugar. In magnitude, indeed, the Southern industry bears no 
comparison with the Northern industry. 

The total value of the sugar product, including all refining, is 


4 


$123,000,000, while the great lumber industry of the country, 
largely found in the Northern States, amounts to the enormous 


sum of $585,349,127, standing at the head of the great product 
of the country, being higher than either iron and steel, slaugh 


tering and meat-packing, and flouring, while the yearly wag: 
paid rise to the high figure of $135,754,513. 
Upon this great article the House of Representatives and th 


Finance Committee of the Senate have given up the revenue of 
$1,100,000 yearly from foreign importations and have. with 
ruthless hand, placed every form of lumber, with the exception 

| of a trivial portion known as planed lumber, upon the free 

This act is made the more unreasonable and cruel by the 
that the McKinley bill, in dealing with this great product, in- 
stead of increasing the duties largely reduced them, in many 
cases to the extent of 50 per cent, before that bill was made up. 

Later on, when I come to consider the provisions of this biil 
which our Canadian neighbors, if they did not formulate, have 
at least most gratefully accepted, I shall speak more fully of 
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| this great industry. 


RECIPROCITY. 
The provisions of the bill which strike down the whole scheme 
of reciprocity, under which additional trade has been growing 
up with foreign countries, strike most severely at the Northern 
wheat-grower and the Northern miller, and will at one blow 
destroy the trade which has grown up with Cuba, and will be- 
sides shut out from the German market the already established 
and increasing exportation from the Northern packing estab- 
lishments of pork to that country. 
The whole scheme of reciprocity and the marked success at 
tending it since it was first adopted during President Harrison's 
| Administration, and under the guiding hand of Secretary Blaine 
| in the State Department, will be fully aired later in the debate, 

and Ido not at this time go deeply into this subject, content- 
ing myself with illustrating the view in which it is held by our 
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Southern neighbors on the American continent, by quoting from 
the utterance within the last two or three days of Mr. Samuel 
Well, a leading merchant of Bluefields, Nicaragua, who has just 
arrived in this country for the purpose of laying the situation 
there before the Administration. 

This is what Mr. Well says,and his indorsement of reciprocity 
is all the more pregnant because it comes as an incident to his 
errand: 

It is not gener..:!y understood in this country that Americans have inter- 
ests in the conmunitv valued at $2,000,000, and that the amount of the ex- 
port and import trade between that country and the United States reaches 
the sum of $4,000,000 annually. Not only that, but this trade has been in- 
creasing by leaps and bounds. It will, with anything like protection for 
ourselves, reach an enormous sum annually in comparatively few years. It 
is really a trade worth onereene, and we think that this Government, 
which has been pronounced for reciprocity and encouraging Pan-American 
Congresses, can carry out those ideas in no better way than to protect its 
citizens who have gone there and invested their all in trade which is to ben- 
efit not only themselves, but that country and this country. 


The merits of the reciprocity scheme, which has already in- 
creased our trade with Cuba from $11,000,000 to $24,000,000, and 
with Brazil from $7,000,000 to $16,000,000, without going into the 
figures in other countries, will be fully considered and thor- 
oughly discussed when that part of the bill is reached. 

‘he same curious feature of so framing tariff legislation as to 
get votes in the Senate, to which I have referred in treating of 
the sugar duties, is again found in the conduct of the committee 
in its treatment of reciprocity, where the ax has been made to 
descend in such a way that the Hawaiian treaty has been saved 
in order that the vote of a Democratic Senator from the Pacific 
Slope should not be lost when the bill comes up for passage. 

INCOME TAX AND WHISKY. 

The revival of the war income tax, with all its offensive fea- 
tures, of inquiry into private business, of increased swarms of 
Mederal officers, of enforced visits of the tax collector, with its 
inducements and invitations to frauds, imposes its burdens al- 
most ontirely, with only exceptions enough to prove the rule, 
upon Northern incomes and Northern business and Northern 
families and Northern property. 

The Senator from New York [Mr. HILu],in the remarkable 
speech which he delivered here on Monday, a speech to which 
ot Senators listened with respectful attention, and which once 
for all established the courage and ability of the man who made 
it, went so fully into the discussion of the details of the income 
tux that I do not need to say more now upon it. 

in contrast to this, the Kentucky distiller and producer has 
his interests most carefully guarded and protected, and his ac- 
cumulated stock is cared for by the provisions of paragraphs 82 
to 100, inclusive, as found in the Senate amendment to the House 
bill, the operation of which has been already explained by the 
Senator from Lowa. 

Upon the proposition, Mr. President, that this bill discrimi- 
nates generally against American eee American manu- 
factures, and American labor and in favor of European products, 
manufactures, and labor, [ will not here gointo the details of the 
different schedules of the bill, because I desire to approach and 
consider at some length my last proposition that the bill is 
made wp wholly in the interest of our Canadian neighbors and 
rivals; but, speaking generally, the portions of the bill that re- 
late to the manufactures of cotton and wool, including the pro- 
duction of raw wool, agricultural implements, tin plate and tin- 
ware, leather, knit goods, iron and steel, glass and glassware, 
pottery, and numerous others, all show the abandonment of our 
own labor and the preference given to the foreigner. 

The utterances of English newspapers, and their gushing ap- 
yroval of the Wilson bill when its provisions became known « 
Barapa, show clearly how these things areregarded. The Lon- 
don Standard declared that it would be the fault of English 
enterprise and English industry if that country did not derive 
the fullest benefit from the bill. The London Daily Telegraph, 
after learning what was contained in the bill, gave vent to the 
following utterance: 

The reforms proposed in the new tariff bill are of the highest importance 
to the commerce of the world. They mean an economic revolution in the 
United States. i 

That economic revolution means the reduction of wages in this 
country, the gradual adoption of free trade, and the basis of our 
social fabric established after the English fashion. 

Perhaps the best proof of the effect of this bill upon the great 
manufacturing industries of the country, which are to be affected 
by European competition, is found in the — blight which 
has already fallen upon manufactories of the different kinds 
which I have mentioned, owing to the apprehension of the pas- 
a of the bill, and the conviction of the dire results which 
will attend its passage. 

I have an incomplete list of these establishments which, under 
the menace of the Wilson bill, have either stopped work or cut 
down their product and their wages; but I will not here put this 
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| could do so at less cost. 
| consulted were willing to work under a reduced scale for a little while; but 
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upon record, only illustrating their extent by reading from a 


| dispatch, dated Fall River, Mass., April 1, showing the fate of 


the largest manufactory of fine cloths in the whole country. 
The authors of the Wilson bill in the House of Representa- 
tives, and the Senator from Indiana and his associates on the 
Finance Committee, may find this interesting reading, as show- 
ing the result of their work upon the tariff: 
FALL RIVER, MAss., April 1. 


It is not expected that the King Phillip mills will resume to-morrow, as 
notice was given Saturday to a portion of the help that for an indefinite 
poe their services would not again be required. The position of the King 

hillip Mills Company is different from that of any other of the forty cor- 

orations here. here are but three or four mills in the country making as 

ne grade of products, and it is one of the few mills in this section whose 
goods are made to compete with those of foreign countries in the New York 
market. The discriminations against fine fabrics in the Wilson bill caused 
a continuation of the dull, uncertain market for its products. It went on 
manufacturing them, however, storing them in its warehouse until, it is 
said, to now have at least three-quarters of a million dollars’ worth on hand. 
its managers began alternately shutting down its different mills, until its 
two best mills were wholly closed for an indefinite period. 

Thinking that the operatives might consent to work for smaller wages until 
the times grew better. Agent Chase called a delegation of them together 
and went over the situation, concluding by saying that he had confidence 
enough in the future to continue manufacturing for storage, provided he 
He understood that a majority of the operatives 


when they went to their union for permission to dosothat body gave orders 
for them to stop work rather than submit to a reduction. 

That was some weeks ago, and before a reduction was generally feared in 
the rest of the mills. Since then the Spinners and Weavers’ Union have 
been paying out large sums in support of idle members. Last week Agent 
Chase again renewed this proposition to reduce wages. ‘To-morrow night 
the spinners’ executive committee expects to act on this proposition. The 
stopping of the rest of the mill came as a general surprise to the help. 


CANADIAN RELATIONS. 

I come now, Mr. President, to the consideration of that por- 
tion of the bill which more nearly affects my own constituency, 
and which falls with destructive force upon the farmers and 
manufacturers and laborers of that entire portion of the United 
States which stretches across tae continent from Maine to Ore- 
gon and Washington, and which finds sharp competition and a 
dangerous rival in the Dominion of Canada, which lies along its 
entire border. 

I do not hesitate to charge that, as affecting this region of our 
own country, this bill is made up after a fashion that could not 
have better satisfied the Canadians had a committee of their own 
taken the subject in charge and fixed their own schedules and 
duties. Iam not unaware that in making this statement I am 
assuming a grave responsibility, and I certainly should not make 
it if I did not believe that a study of the bill bears me out in this 
strong assertion. 

Before taking up the different paragraphs of this portion of 
the bill I wish, first, to say a word upon its calamitous effect 
upon our general relations, present and prospective, with the 
Dominion of-Canada. No man can acquaint himself with the 
conditions of life found upon the two sides of the line which 
separates us from Canada without becoming convinced that at 
no distant day that line must disappear and the two countries 
be made one. The United States will absorb Canada. Seventy 
millions of people will not go to five millions, but the five mil- 
lions will come to the seventy millions. In the near future 
T should desire to see the consummation of this union, I think 
this is the general feeling of intelligent and patriotic men in 
the United States, and I am entirely confident that this feeling 
is growing with the business men and the industrial classes of 
our northern neighbor. 

I incline to the belief that the middle-aged men of this body 
whom I now ‘see before me will witness the extension of this 
Republic northward to that impenetrable ice-barrier into which 
no life nor industry can-makeits way. But this union ought to 
and will result from natural causes and by peaceful processes. 
There will be nowar. There will be no invasion of Canada. 
There will be no strife and no battlefield wheré the Anglo-Saxon 
will meet his brother of the same blood. It will be annexation 
desired by Canada, based upon the sentiment of all her people, 
the place-holding class being the last to give way; and this senti- 
ment will be founded upon the spectacle of a greater prosperity 
upon this side of the border which the Canadian people will de- 
sire to share and enjoy. They will desire to enjoy all the privi- 
leges which are secured to each State in this Union in its deal- 
ings with the others, and will not be content till every barrier 
which prevents the two nations from being one shall be removed. 

Such a union will be beneficial to both. The entire market of 
the United States will be thrown open to Canada, and her un- 
developed resources, commercial, mineral, and agricultural, will 
open an immense field to our enterprise, our capital, our skill 
and our labor. Nothing but political union can give this equal 
benefit to both sides. No tariff bill can do thir, for while you 
may, as in the present bill, open the market of the United States 
to and give to the 5,000,000 of people the market of the 
70,000,000, you can not and do not attempt to give to the United 
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States the great benefit which would come to us from annexation 
in the opening of Canada’s great domain to our own enterprise 
and capital. 

So it has heretofore been the work of statesmanship in deal- 
ing with this question to give no present advantage to Canada’s 
interests, but to apply the protective system to all Canadian 
products by such a scale of duties as would stimulate the indus- 
triesof ourown border andshutout those of Canada,thereby bring- 
ing day by day with added force to the minds of the Canadians 
the consideration that only by political union, and the advan- 
tages which the United States would derive from it, could Canada 
be given the open markets of our own great people. 

So it has come about that reciprocity treaties which have been 
negotiated with Canada, and which had at their bottom what 
has been called commercial union, have proved failures and have 
been abrogated or allowed to die by expiration of law. 

The provisions of the McKinley bill were based upon this 
theory, and whoever has been in the Dominion in the last three 
years must have seen the effect of these provisions upon public 
sentiment there. The McKinley bill added to our own indus- 
tries upon this side of the line, and under it the importations 
from Canada materially diminished, thus bringing before the 
Canadian farmer and manufacturer and laborer the inevitable 
proposition that to annexation alone they must look for relief. 

Mr. GRAY. Does the Senator from Maine object to an inter- 
ruption? 

Mr. HALE. I do not. 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to ask the Senator what would be- 
come of that beneficent result if we had the political union which 
he thinks is so desirable? 

Mr. HALE. I have stated (I am sorry the Senator from Del- 
aware did not listen to me) that political union gives to the 
United States the benefit of that great domain in Canada found 
in her commercial, her agriculture, her mineral resources, all 
of which by annexation-would be open toour capital and ouren- 
terprise, and would therefore be an offset against the markets 
that we should give to them; but that no tariff bill can give 
them, and it does not attempt to give them. 

Mr. GRAY. But still, political union would open our mar- 
kets, as the Senator and his school of political economists call 
them, to the agricultural products of Canada, without stint, let, 
or hindrance of any kind at all. 

Mr. HALE. Which we could very well afford to do with an- 
nexation, but which we can never afford todounder a tariff bill, 
end which we will never get under such a tariff bill as the Wil- 
son bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In answering the suggestion made by the 
Senator from Delaware, I will say that this bill practically and 
substantially opens up the markets of the United States to the 
agriculturists of Canada and to all the producers of Canada, 
without any compensation to the people of the United States, 
without any reciprocity whatever, and with no conditions asked 
or expected evidently by the framers of this bill. They have, 
in other words, given to Canada, without any offset or any com- 
pensation, all that the people of Canada have asked for at any 
time within the last ten years. 

Mr. GRAY. Ia3k the indulgence of the Senator from Maine 
for a single inquiry. 

Mr. HALE. LI yield tothe Senator. 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode 
Island what possible reciprocal benefit would come to the farm- 
ers along the border, in the case of political union, if these un- 
stinted imports—which the Senator from Maine says in that case 
would be a blessing—of barley, wheat, flour, and lumber come 
into the United States, to be consumed here by those who need 
them? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Canadian market would be open to 
American producers and the customers of the American agri- 
culturists, and the only profitable customers they have are the 
American producers. The markets of the United States would 
be enlarged indefinitely by such a policy. 

Mr.GRAY. My question was, What benefit would come to 
the farmers along the Canadian border? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think I answered that. 

Mr. FRYE. There would not be any border then; it would 
be our country. 

Mr.GRAY. Exactly. Lagree with the Senator. 

Mr.HALE. The Senator from Delaware persists in ignoring 
what I stated in the beginning of this subject, that the benefit 
to us in giving to Canada our great market would be that they 


would become a part of the Union; that all their resources would | 


be open to us; that all our industry, all our enterprise, all our 
capital would penetrate Canada; the border would disappear, 
as my colleague has said, and that would be an offsetting ad- 
vantage, which we could not gain, I repeat, under any tariff 
bill. Take, for instance, the annexation of that great territory 
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which came tous from treaties following the Mexicanwar. Has 
anybody any doubt that the advintages we derived were com 
mensurate with any advantage that small population got from 
our markets. It gave us a new outlet for our enter so, for 
immigration; it enlarged the borders of the Republic, and made 
us grander and nobler. So when we go in our northward pro- 
gress toward the ice barrier and make Canada by peaceful pro 
cess°*s a part of this country, then the border disappears ‘and 
other considerations besides the advantages of trade come in. 
That can not be done, I repe:t, without political union, es Sena- 
tors will see. It can not be xccomplished by a mere ta 


Mr. GRAY. I quite agree with the Senator about th sir- 
ability of enlarging the area of free trade in this cour , and 
extending it not only from the Gulf to the Lakesand from ocean 


to ocean, but extending it as far as civilization and human life 
can exist tothe northward, and, as the junior Senator from Maine 
|Mr. FrY«&] said, abolish the border. My question was, how- 
ever, what specific compensating benefit would come to the 
farmer, whose products enter into competition with the agricul- 
tural products that would come over what was before the border? 
He must contemplate this glorious prospect of an enlarged coun- 
try and an enlarged area over which free trade would range, and 
resort to his patriotic impulses and feelings in order to yet any 
benefit whatever; but no specific benefit would come to the farmer 
himself, so far as I can see from the argument of the Senator 
from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator believes in the general benefit of 
free trade the world over. He believes in extending free trade, 
not by the annexation of other countries and making them part 
of ours, but by tariff legislation which gives up our markets and 
geis nothing for them. 

Mr. MORRILL. Will the Senator from Maine allow me a 
moment? 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. MORRILL. I want to say that in case of annexation the 
large amount of immigration that now goes to Canada would 
stay there and consume all of their agricultural products, and 
there would be none to come across the border. 

Mr. HALE. I give a table here showing the difference in 
Canadian importations the first year of the McKinley billand the 
year before its enactment, showing a decrease of imports from 
Canada in thirteen different articles of more than six millions 
of dollars, all of which was made up by increased supply in the 
United States: 


Erports to the United States from Canada in the two years 1890 i 1892 
Articles. 1820 1802. Decrease. 
BOrses........ sbeivaredudater+ncaietap eit $1,887,895 | 81, 004, 461 #793, 434 
tlorned cattle 104, 623 21, 327 83, 206 
Poultry P 105, 612 44,5237 61, 075 
“Zes a 1, 793, lu 494, 409 1, 208, 605 
Wool ; : 235, 436 200, 125 35, 311 
Flax : . ihc Rieaktolltiaede thal 175, 563 | 112, 300 63, 203 
Apples...... a | 149, 479 27, 661 121,818 
Barley | 4,582,561 | 1,954,485 | 3, 298 076 
Split pease ; ree 74, 215 20, 460 53, 755 
| Seay ‘ oth dee 922, 797 598, 567 324, 230 
Malt a cewek 149, 310 20 149, 290 
| Potatoes : iz J : 303, 915 41, 886 267, 029 
Vegetables pi eo 80, 976 68, 948 12, 028 
ED os coon ot ¥ see 10, 570, 486 4, 3079, 246 6, 491, 240 


The Wilson bill and the amendments reported by the Senate 
committee throw over all this advantage and indefinitely post- 
pone political union of the two countries, and in fact establish 
i. policy so favorable to the Canadian that I should look to see 
the growing sentiment for annexation die out, and that in the 
generation to come we should find ourselves with a growing and 
possibly hostile rival along our entire Northern border. ‘This 
consideration alone, in the broad domain of statesmanship, 
ought to be in itself the deathblow of the bill. 

l propose now, Mr. President, somewhat in detail, to show 
where and to what extent the offensive provisions of this bill to 
which I have alluded in this branch of the subject are found. | 
give here a table of different articles, showing the duty under 
the McKinley bill, under the House bill, and under the bill as 
submitted to the Senate by its committee, to be printed at the 
close of my remarks. 

The difference between the House bill, as passed by that body, 
and the bill reported by the Senate commitiee, will be found in 
each case, where the changes made by the Senate committee are 
| inserted in italics, the corresponding provisions of the House 
bill being stricken out. Rach paragraph shows by itself the 
| changes made by the Senate committee. 

In approaching the details of this part of the bill certain gen- 
| eral considerations bearing upon the competition of Canadian 
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labor and products with ours should be keptin mind. When 
our labor is put into this competition with Canadian labor ithas 
not the advantage, in the way of transportation, which it is 
claimed applies to other countries, 

The geographical conditions of the Dominion of Canada, her 
reat water ways furnishing cheap transit to the seacoast, the 
ong line of that coast which includes the maritime provinces, 

fully balance any advantage which the industries of the border 
belt of the United States might have in gaining the great mar- 
kets of this country. 

The New Brunswick and Nova Scotiashipper, with his home- 
built vessel, can compete with the Maine vessel in reaching the 
Boston, Providence, New York, or Philadelphia market, and, 
indeed, can give odds in freight. And, in the same line, the 
system of Canadian railways has been made so complete, by the 
liberal investment of British capital and the subsidizing aid of 
the British Government, that the same advantages which apply 
to the shipper by the sea are enjoyed by the shipper from the 
interior, over the lines of Canadian railways. 

But beyond all this the conditions of life throughout Canada, 
the different manner of living, the different scale of advantage 
enjoyed, result in different rates of labor paid upon the two sides 
of the border, varying from 25 to 40 per cent. Nowhere, per- 
haps, in the world, is the consideration of cheaper labor enter- 
ing into manufactured products so clearly presented to the eye 
as in the comparison of wages between the United States and 
Canada. 

In some parts of the Dominion the wages paid in correspond- 
ing branches of labor, will not vary much from one-half of those 
paid on this side. 

Now, Mr. President, I desire to make some further comment 
upon some or all of these articles. They embrace, to begin with, 
almost the totality of the industries of my own State and, in set 
form, they pitilessly legislate against all the interests of the 
State of Maine and in favor of her Canadian rival. If do not 
think that such an instance of oppression of the industries of a 
State by legislative enactment, can be found in any tariff bill 
that has ever been adopted in the United States. 

The House and the Senate committee have hewn to the line, 
and nothing is left. Lumber, in all its divers forms, pulp, gran- 
ite, fish, starch, potatoes, lime, horses, sheep and horned cattle, 
wool, buckwheat and oats, hay, butter and cheese, and eggs; 
these, Mr. President, when to them are added woolen, cotton, 
and plush manufactures, cover almost all the occupations of the 
pecple whom my colleague and I represent upon this floor. 

In some of these items the oppression of the billis very marked, 
and considering that both in the House and before the.commit- 
tee of the Senate, all the facts were presented, it is difficult to 
see how the conclusions arrived at in the bill, in either branch, 
have been reached. 

LUMBER. 

1 take first, as boing the greatest subject, the memorial of the 
Maine lumbermen touching the lumber business of the country 
which, nearly two months ago, I introduced in the Senate, and 
which was referred to the Finance Committee, and which was 
afterwards laid before each member of that committee individ- 
vally. To thisisadded a collection of practical statistics upon 
the subject prepared by Mr. George A. Priest, in charge of forest 
industries in the last United States census. I read from both of 
these, and they will be printed at the end of my remarks. 

Beyond the fierce thrust which this bill makes at the lumber 
interest in Maine, so well brought out in the memorial which I 
have just read, it will be seen from these statements and figures 
that this industry is one of the greatest, perhaps the greatest, in 
the United States, it being found in more than half of the States 
of the Union, having in the last forty years extended itself from 
the forests of Maine to the States of the middle Northwest, thence 
to the Pacific, and of late years has advanced steadily through 
that beltof the Southern States, including Arkansas, Tennessee, 
Alabama, North Carolina, West Virginia, Virginia, and Georgia. 

In seven Southern States more than $80,000,000 have been in- 
vested in this enterprise, and from nearly every one of those 
States protests have come up against the hostile action of the 
House and the Senate committee. 

Tne Treasury receives annually from duties on imported lum- 
ber something more than $1,100,000. The Houseand the Senate 
committee propose togive this up entirely and have placed lum- 
ber, with the exception of the small item of planed lumber, on 
the free list. 

The growth of this industry in the South is qratitying and 
significant, and the lumberman of Arkansas ‘ennessee and 
out for the market of 


Alabama and West Virginia is 

St. Louis and Cincinnati, and lumbermen of West Virginia and 
Virginia and North Carolina are al driving Maine out of 
the markets of Norfork, Washington, and Philadel- 
phis; and, under the provisions of this bill, the New Brunswick 
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lumbermen can in turn drive these out of the markets of those 

great cities. I can not believe, Mr. President, that when we 

approach this feature of the bill, the Senate will deliberately 

one the action of the committee in relation to this great in- 
ustry. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Will the Senator allow me? 

‘ Mr.HALE. [have no objection to the Senator asking a ques- 
on. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I failed to distinctly understand the last 
remark made by the Senator from Maine. I understood him to 
say, in speaking of the vast number of articles imported from 
Canada, that they were placed upon the free list, and I under- 
stood him to refer to agricultural products; perhaps he may 
have been speaking of lumber instead, because the Senate bill 
does not place those articles upon the free list, but gives a fair 
aoeare of duty upon all Canadian products coming to the United 

tates. 

Mr. HALE. I have not reached the agricultural feature yet. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I understood the Senator to refer to it. 

Mr. VILAS. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine to 
reflect on the very true statement which he has just made of the 
effect of the Wilson tariff bill so called upon lumber, and con- 
trast it with what he said a little while ago about the sectional 
character of this bill as coming from a committee of Southern 
Senators. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the treatment which the rela- 
tively small lumber interest in the South receives in this bill 
only emphasises my proposition—that Southern lumber interest 
is not large enough to save it from the blow which is aimed at a 
great Northern interest. I do not suppose if things had been 
reversed, and the Southern product had been $500,000,000 against 
$80,009,000 in the North, that lumber would have been put upon 
the free list; but where it is only a fraction of the entire trade, 
and there is nobody to represent it, then lumber is put upon the 
free list, and the few interests in the South suffer with those of 
the North. 

Mr. VILAS. I simply wish to add, if the Senator from Maine 
will permit me, that no section of the country has complained 
more or louder in respect to the subject of lumber, or pressed 
harder upon their representatives, than the lumber interests of 
the South inaddressing the Senators who represent the Southern 
States, and they have yielded in the interests which have been 
pressed upon them in that manner to their sense of the common 
goodof the entire country. 


LIME. 


Mr. HALE. The production of lime in this country, an im- 
portant partof the industry of Maine, but by no means confined 
to that State, affords a singular example of the necessity for a 
protective duty inorder to maintain the industry in this country. 

Within the last few years lime quarries have been bought and 
opened in New Brunswick and in the Province of Quebec, largely 
by citizens of the United States, who have made these ventures 
inorder to get the benefit of the low rate of wages paid in Canada 
as compared with our rates. It was found in 1890 that so great 
was the advantage which tLese low wages gave to the Canadian 
manufacturer of lime that he could soon close every quarry and 
lime kiln upon this side and drive the manufacturer outof busi- 
ness. T'o prevent this the rate was fixed by the McKinley bill 
at 6 cents per hundred pounds of lime, including the barrel or 
covering, which would be at the rate of about 13 cents a barrel. 

The House bill eut this down to 10 per centum ad valorem, not 
including the barrel or covering, which would be equal to about 
3 cents perbarrel. This provision has been somewhat improved 
by the Senate committee, which has fixed the duty at 15 per 
cent, including the barrel or covering, or an equivalent of 
about 6cents per burrel—less than half the duty in the McKinley 
bill. 

I do not think, Mr. President, that under the bill of either the 
House of Representatives or the Senate committee the lime man- 
ufacturers of Maine, New York, Pennsylvania, and Virginia can 
keep in business two years longer. : 

The case is well stated in the memorials and in the circular 
answers which were laid before the committee, and which I 
read, and will have printed at the close of my remarks. Sena- 
tors will see that in this matter Maine and Virginia speak in the 
same voice. 

Mr. GRAY. What was the duty before? 

Mr. HALE. Thirteen cents. 

Mr. GRAY. Per barrel? 

Mr. HALE. Per barrel, including the covering. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HALE. 1 have occupied so much time that I fear I shall 
never through if I yield to further interruptions. . 

Mr. GRAY. | wanted to knowif the Senator knew about how 
many people were dependent on that industry in his own State? 








1894. 








Mr. HALE. I can not tell exactly how many, but thousands 
of our people are dependent upon it. 

Mr. GRAY. Iwant to remind the Senator that there is nota 
farm on the Atlantic seaboard which can be profitably cultivated 
without purchasing lime each year. 

Mr. HALE. I have said the price of lime was not advanced 
one cent by the duty in the McKinley act. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. May I ask the Senator a question at 
this point? 

Mr. HALE. I think I shall follow the precedent which has 
been set thus far in the discussion and go on without further 
interruptions. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. This is an important matter, and we 
ought to settle it as we go along. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the c 
The Senator from Maine declines to be interrupted. 

Mr. HALE. I will yield to the Senator, as the Senator is al- 
ways very good himself in yielding. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I only wanted to inquire if there isa 
State in the American Union which does not produce as much 
lime as is needed for the purposes of its people? When, as | 
believe is the case, the whole labor cost of the burning of a bar- 
rel of lime in the State of Maine does not exceed 6 centsa bushel, 
and when you add to that the freight from Canada and the other 
expenses in the shape of natural protection, I can not imagine 
how 15 per cent duty will not cover the whole. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator’s question contains so much infor- 
mation that is wrong upon subjectsthat he knows nothing about, 
that I can not answer him. 

I think [ know something more about the cost of the produc- 
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It is not often, Mr. President, that a petition so « 
as this, which I have borrowed from the files of th i 
Committee of the Senate, to whom it was referr 


before Congress. It is not a petition manufactured otten up 
toorder. Thesurprise and anxiety and dismay whi 
that part of my State take voice in this petition. The m ) 
signed it, whose names as | unroli it here appear 

their signatures with a full sense of the gravity of the s 

as it affected their everyday life and prosperity, and the \ 
fare of their wives and children. They: 1e : t 
laborers who are found in so many of the towns of that hitherto 
flourishing county of Aroostook, which, by the bill now before 
the Senate, are threatened with a deathblow. 

Should this bill pass, Mr. President, I should not like to ¢ 
upon myself the task of addressing the people of A 
County, in the coming political campaign. in the interest 
Democratic party and in the advocacy of its candidates b 
that people. 

I read here two letters, one to my colleague and the other to 
myself, from parties thoroughly informed as to these industri 


and I call special attention to the clear summing up of conc! 
sions as to the disastrous effect of this billas given in Mr. Phair’s 
letter: 


OFFIce or T. H. PAIR 
MANUFACTURER OF POTATO STARCH AND LAMBER 

Presque Isle, Me., M 10, 1804 
DEAR SiR: I see the Senate committee have changed the duty on starch 
from the House bill of 1 cent per pound, to 30 per cent ad valorem. F gn 
| Starch is in the market at $1.85 per hundred pounds: that would make tho 

price delivered in this country less than 2} cents per pound 
It takes 225 bushels potatoes to make | ton starch, and | cent per poundt 
manufacture and deliver in Boston, s0 you see we should have to buy pot 


tion of lime and the effect of it upon my own constituents than | 


does the Senator from New Jersey, and [ am notdepending upon 


my own statement alone; but I should like to ask the Senator, | 


if he has time from his many duties and in the burden that | 
know is now oppressing him of sharing in the responsibility of 
the make-up of this bill (which I think he is careful tosay he 
had very little to do with), toread these memorials which are 
presented, but I will not press him to do so. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I care ncthing about the memorials and 
the statement of the question as the Senator from Maine seems 
to be stating it now, because to my mind they are hardly worthy 
of consideration upon a subject of this kind. 

POTATOES AND STARCH. 

Mr. HALE. The potato industry of Maine and the starch in- 
dustry, the latter product being made from the potato, are so 
closely associated that I will deal with them together, and the 
papers which I put in will bear upon starch and potatoes. 


By the McKinley bill the duty on potatoes was made 25 cents | 


» 
~ 


per bushel and upon starch 2 cents per pound, and upon dex- 
trine, or burnt starch, gum substitute, or British gum, i+ cents 
per pound. 

The House bill cut down potatoes to 10 cents per bushel, and 
starch and dextrine to 1 cent per pound, and the Senate com- 


toes for 10 cents per bushel or less, if the bill passes as it is now 
There would not be a pound of potato starch made in this country 
The potato- grower must raise only what he can safely raise and cellar 
There are over fifty milis in this county and they would not be worth a 
cent apiece 


This bill simpiy ruins the industry of raising potatoes and manufacturing 


starch, and afterwe are outof the business and our mills have rotted down 
the consumer will pay more for his starch than he dodés now 
Yours, truly, 
: - T. H. PHAIR 
Hion. EUGENE HALE, 
Washington, D. C 
Boston, March 9, 1894 
DEAR SiR: Yours of the &th received and contents carefully noted We 


ful 
In regard to your inquiry will say that it takes 12 bushels 
an average, to make 100 pounds of starch—12 bushels of potatoes at 20 cent 


ly agree with you in your remarks in relation the Wilson bill 


of potatoes, on 


82.40; cost of manufacturing 30 cents, commission and freight 40 cents, pa: 
age 15 cents, making in all $3.25 net cost, say nothing about wear and tea 
and interest on the plant. The vais in the factories rot out every five yea 


and have to be rebullt new. 
In the above estimate We have been very conservative, and put down ever 
thing at the lowest possible cost, The farmers say that they can not raise 







potatoes at under 2% cents, but we have put them down to cents. Wesny 
| pose that every gentleman on the Finance Committee knows ugh 
| farming to know that potatoes can not be raised in this country at und: 0 


mitiee has further reduced the duty on potatoes to 30 per cent | 


ad valorem, which would be about 6 cents 
25, according to the present law, and has 
trine at 30 per cent ad valorem. 

These reductions, so far as Maine goes, mean the entire de- 
struction of the starch industry, and render it impossible for the 
Maine farmer to compete with his New Brunswick rival in rais- 
ing potatoes for the large markets of the country. 

i hold inmy hand theappealing protest of eleven hundred men 
in Aroostook County, who, without regard to politics, have 
signed their names tothis protest against action which, as they 
say, will drive an important industry from our side of the line 
into Canada. > 

The heading of the petition is as follows: 

To ihe Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled: 

We, the undersigned, citizens of the county of Aroostook, in the State of 
Maine, respectfully represent that said county is the largest in area and is 
capable of the greatest agricultural development of any in New England; 
that potatoes. are the chief agricultural produet of said county; that the 
manufacture of starch from said potatoes is one of the most important in- 
dustries of the State of Maine, and is principally carried on in said county; 
that upon the r of potatoes and the manufacture of starch the agri- 
cultural weifare of said county depends; thatsince said industries have been 
protected by an adequate tariff said county has increased in population and 
Wealth more rapidly than any other agricultural district in New England; 
that said county extends along the ‘border of the Dominion of Canada for 
nearly 300 miles, and thatif the so-called Wilson bill becomes a law the starch 
manufacturers of Aroostook will he thrown into direct competition with the 
richest agricultural districts of the lower provinces; that the cheapness of 
labor in, and the superior natural advantages as regards the transportation 
of merchandise of, that portion of Canada lying along our borders, together 
with the fertility of its soil, will place the starch manufacturers of Aroos- 
took at such a disadvantage as to rendersuch competition hopeless, and the 
important industry which our agricultnral prosperity depends will 

8s from Aroostook to be carried on for the benefit of the farmers of New 


= bushel instead of 
eft starch and dex- 


ick on Canadian soil. We therefore pray that your honorable body 
will continue the manufacture of starch such a measure of protection 
as the welfare of our industries and the prosperity of our county require. 


—_—_—_—_— rrr +> > 


cents per bushel. 

The McKinley bill did notraise the duty on potato starch 
duty was 1 cent per pound an‘ 20 per cent ad valorem. 
that year it was put up to 2 cents per pound. 
present duty depends on the crop of potatoes. 
enough to keep itdown to areasonable price. Last year the price ran from 
4} to4g. This year business has been so very dull and the demand so licht 
that the price has been 3} to 3}. 

We wrote you the other day that we could import the in starc! 
$1.85 per 100 pounds to-day, and if the Finance Committee bill rule 
we could import that starch, duty paid, at #2.40 per 100 pound 

There is one thing that we wish the committee to understand, and that ix 
there is a great difference between potato starches and any of the other 
starches made in this country. Wedo not need much of any duty oncorn 
and wheat starches, as this is the greatest corn and wheat growing countr 
in the world, and we can and do export both corn and wheat starch 

A few years ago about all the glucose made in the world was mude from 
potato starch In Germany, and we used to import all our glucose from that 
country; but now our country can beat the world in the article from corn 
This isthe reason why German potato starch is so low and why potato starch 
should be protected. 

The potato-starch people are willing to take their share of the cut, and 
could probably go on under a duty of 1} to 1} cents per pound, but the pro- 
posed cut of 30 per cent ad valorem, as we have said, would close every fac 
tory in the United States. There are about 130 potato-starch factories in 
this country, 45 in Maine, 15 or 20 in New Hampshire. about 50 in New York 
10 in Minnesota, 4 or 5in Wisconsin, and | or 2in North Dakota 

About the whole cost of this starch is made up of labor. We believe if 
your committee fully understand the situation that they will be giad and 
willing to right this wrong. 

We do not own one single dollar of stock in any potato-starch factory; we 
only handle their starch, but we are fully posted on the business, and we 
give you the truefacts. We have been in the business for the past thirty 
years. 

Very truly, yours, 


Before 18838 the 
In the revision ot 
The price of starch under the 
There is always competition 
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EUSTIS & ALDRICH 


Hon. Wa. P. FryY#, Uniled States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. ALLEN. I should like to make a suggestion to the Sena- 
tor from Maine in this connection. In the State which I have 
the honor to represent in part inthis Chamber, during the ex- 
istence of the present McKinley act, potatoes of the very finest 
character by the thousands of bushels have rotted in the ground 
and were not dug simply because they were not worth being 
sent to market. 





— 


Mr. WASHBURN. I should like to ask the Senator from Ne- 
braska how recently that condition of things has existed in his 
State? 

Mr. ALLEN, 
year. 

Mr. WASHBURN. 
me —— 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I will state thatin the neighboring State 
of Minnesota potatoes have not been worth less than 50 or 60 
cents a bushe! since the passage of the McKinley act, and that 
the farmers of our State have become largely enriched by the 
production of potatoes. 

Mr. ALLEN. Tho Senator's State 
product. 

Mr. HALE, 
about their States afterwards, for I am taking up more of the 
time of the Senate than I intended to do. 

GRANITE. 

An important product of Maine, found sometimes in the ints- 
rior of the State, but move largely along its coast, is found in the 
divers manufactures of granite, and, as will be readily seen, al- 
most every form in which this manufacture is used is made up 
in its cost almost entirely of labor. The slender shaft or the 
sarcophagus inthecemetery, the ornamentations and surround- 
ings of private estates, the stately buildings which are reared 
in so many of our towns and cities, all find their value in the 
hand of labor which has wrought upon the original material em- 
bedded in the quarries. 

It is a matter of some pride to our people in Maine that great 
public buildings in Philadelphia, and as far in the interior as 
Cincinnati and St. Louis, have been constructed, upon slver- 
tisement and bidding ia which the whole country compsted, 
from Maine granite; but this could only be done by the best 
business management, by the employment of the best and most 
skilled labor, and under conditions where a moderate duty dis- 
criminated in a small degree against the graniteof Canada and, 
indeed, of Scotland. I have been told that the Aberde2n gran- 
ite, with no duty upon it, can be shipped in ballastand drive out 
of the market the red granite from the quarries of Maine; and 
certainly the Canadian granite can do this under like condi- 
tions. 

‘he House bill upon this article, and the Senate committee has 
rdopted the House provisions, instead of a duty of 11 cents per 
ton upon rough stone, including granite and other stone, has put 
it upon the free list; and upon hewn and dressed granite has 
cut down the duty from 40 per cent ad valorem to 20 per centad 
valorem. 

I never have been able to discover any reason for this reduc- 
tion and this blow at this important branch of labor in Maine, 
but Iam sure that the stonecutters and quarrymen of my own 
State will entirely appreciate the act and will suffer from its re- 
sults. 

In the same lineof reduction slate and roofing slate have been 


It has existed since 1890; that is, not each 


lf the Senator from Maine will pardon 


per cent in each case. 
FISH, 


The interests of the hardy fishermen of the Maine and Massa- | 


chusetts coast were, from an early day, the subject of the foster- 
ing care of the Government, and, for many years under Demo- 
cratic and Whig administrations, aconsiderable bounty was paid 
directly from the Treasury and divided among the owners of 
fishing vessels and the crews, to encourage and stimulate them 
in their dangerous vocations, and since this bounty was taken olf 


the competition betwen the fishermen of those States and those | 


of the maritime provinces of Canada has been recognized in 
reasonable duties imposed in different tariff bills. 

The schedules which I have submitted show, in almost every 
class of this product, a reduction of the specific duty provided 


for by the McKinley bill, an ad valorem rate ranging from 40 | 
| lantic Dynamite Company, the Hecla Powder Company, and 


to 60 per cent reduction, and in the large industry of the pack- 
ing of sardines and other fishin oil and in tin boxes, where the 
McKinley bill provided specific duties according to the size of 
the boxes sufficient to 
House bill has substituted for this a duty of 30 per cent ad valo- 
rem, and the Senate committee, not content with this, has 
further reduced it to 26 per cent, which is only equivalent to 
about one-third of the former duty. 

Mr. GRAY. What wis the duty before—40 per cent? 

Mr. HALE. It ranged from 40 to 60percent; and upon packed 


fish, which is a grext industry, there was a specific duty accord- | 


ing to the size of the box. For that there has been substituted 
an ad valorem duty, which only amounts to about one-third of 
theformerduty. Why itisthat this most meritorious industry— 
an industry involving labor, danger, risk, everything that a 

pearls not only te sympathy, but to ordinary good sense, it would 
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| 800,000 packing boxes, at 10 cents 
is not a good one for this | 


I hope the Senators will settle this controversy | 








drive 
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seem, in legislating upon tariff bills—hzs been selected, we have 
not been able to find out. 
_ Lread here a statement as to the effect of the bill upon this 
industry: 

The magnitude of the domestic sardine industry is not generally known. 
There are 58 factories, large and small. There are about 8,700 people em- 


ployed. Theannual product amounts to about $2,600,000, and is made up as 
follows: 


a I I nn cbncecsnonbebeedccsnsnanie $600, 000 
24,000 pounds solder, at 12% cents...................----.---.-----.------ 300,000 
700,000 gallons of oil, at 40 cents. ....................--.---.-.- 280, 000 
300,000 gallons of mustard, at 20 cents 60, 000 
309,000 barrels fish, at $1.25 375, 000 
80, 000 


Decorating 40,000 cases of tin plate, at $2 ..............-....-..-.-.--.- 80, 000 


2, 600, 000 

The present duty is satisfactory to all. No reduction has been asked by 
anybody. ‘The tariff of 1883 proved so satisfactory that no attempt has here- 
tofore been made to change it. not even the Mills bill, which left it as fixed 
in 1883. The Wilson bill proposes to reduce from £2.50 per case quarter-oil 
sardines to 30 per cent ad valorem. 

The domestic sardine packed on the coast of Maine, that sells for $3.50 to 
#4, are not in competition with what is commercially known as foreign 
sardines; but there is an article packed in Spain and Algiers that is nowin- 
voiced in Marseilles at 19 francs in small lots. If the Wilson bili is passed, 
they would find their way to this market in large quantities, and invoiced 
at 15 francs or less, with duty, freight, insurance, and interest added, ba 3 
would be laid down in New York at about#4. This is the article with which 
we can not compete at any decent remunerative rate for labor, unless we 
could reduce the cost of the manufactured article. You will observe that of 
the costof the manufactured article, 3825,000 is for labor. The materials en- 
tering into the manufacture are figured close. If any reduction in our cost 
is to be made, it must bein the labor. This is substantially our case. 

I also, as in the case of the farmers and starch manufacturers 
of Aroostook County, present the petition signed by 800 citizens 
of Washington and Hancock Counties, remonstrating against the 
reduction of duties on foreign sardines, and call attention to the 
fact that without distinction of party the signers represent the 
interests of this industry, established upon the coast of the two 
counties of Washington and Hancock, in the State of Maine, and 
as in the cass of the Aroostook petition, these signers lift their 
voice in protest against the provisions of this bill which inter- 
fere with their labor and with the comforts of their everyday 
life. 

There are some very strange and curious features in this bill, 
and one is found in the treatment which the Senate committee 
has given to the manufactures of high explosives and gunpow- 
der. The McKinley bill placed a duty of 5 cents per pound on gun- 
powder and explosives valued at 20 cents or less per pound, and 
8 cents per pound on all gunpowder and explosives valued at 
above 20 cents per pound. 

In attacking this manufacture the House of Representatives, 
recognizing the importance of this manufacture, left the duty 
as it was fixed by the McKinley bill; but the Senate committee, 
for some unaccountable reason, has determined to destroy this 
manufacture and has cut the duty on all gunpowder and explo- 
sive substances, used for mining, blasting, artillery, or sporting 


; . | purposes, to 10 per cent ad valorem. 
cut down as shown by the schedule from 30 and 25 percent to 20 eden . 


My attention has been specially called to this because in the 
western part of Maine, upon one of our most accessible rivers, 
there has been establishea for years a gunpowder manufactory, 
in which a large capital has been invested for land and build- 
ings and machinery. The work is hazardous and there have 
been several explosions; but, notwithstanding this, the manu- 
facture has been kept up, and has given employment to many 
mechanics and laborers, 

I have here a protest against the action of the Senate com- 
thittee on this article, which I will read, as it states clearly the 
whole case, and calls attention to the important consideration 
that our Government, having no powder manufactories of its 


| own, must depend upon the establishments in this country, and 


that nothing could be more unpatriotic than to discourage and 
ut of business these establishments. The protest is 
signed by the Du Ponts and Hazard Powder Companies, the At- 


others, covering most of the manufactories in this country, who 
are, even under present duties, the subject of close competition 


rotect our own establishments, the | on the part of the powder makers of England, France, Germany, 


and Canada. 
POWDER. 


To the Commitice of Finance, United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


Dear Sires: The undersigned, manufacturers of gunpowder and high ex- 
plosives inthe United States, find that the proposed reduction of duties on 
gunpowder and explosives from 5 cents per pound on gunpowder and ex- 

losives valued at 20 cents and under, and 8 cents per pound on all gunpow- 
der and explosives valued at over 20 cents per pound to 10 per cent va- 
lorom, will seriously injure their business, and respectfully submit the fol- 
lowing reasons, among many, why the duty as proposed in the Wilson bill 
oir 7 "Wices ta tee camency paid to employés engaged in the manatac 

rst. i 
ture of gunpowder and high explosives are twice’ as great as received for 
like employment in England, and amount to fully 50 per cent on the cost of 
manufacturing gunpowder and explosives; consequently a 10 per cent ad 


‘ * 











valorem duty will be no protection to the manufacturers in the United 
States. and if anad valorem duty of 10 per cent is placed on gunpowder and 
explosives it will require wages to be greatly reduced. 

Second. There are no Government powder mills in the United States, con- 
sequently the Government must rely on private manufacturers, and if by 
reason of foreign competition they are compelled to abandon the business, 
the Government would find itself unable to meet requirements for explosives 
in time of war. : 

Third. Genpowser manufacturers in Canada will be enabled to send their 
powder into this country if the duty is reduced to 10 per cent ad valorem 
and unless the tariff on gunpowder be reduced by the Canadian Government 
to the same amount as now proposed in the Senate, the manufacturers of 
the United States can not retaliate by sending their goods into Canada 

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] suggests to me 
that a relief for the Government, should we ever find ourselves 
in conflict with any other power, would be to put into effect the 
free-trade theory and ask the hostile power to suspend hostili- 
ties until we might learn in what market of the world we could 
buy gunpowder the cheapest. I do not see any other process 
that we could resort to. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Will the Senator from Maine pardon me? 

Mr. HALE. 
Kentucky. x 

Mr. LINDSAY. [ understand the position of the Senator to 
be that gunpowder may be legitimately protected because the 
Government is interested in it. 

Mr. HALE. I give that as one reason. 

Mr. LINDSAY. 
ing the civil war when there was not a powder factory in the 


Yes; I am always glaé to hear the Senator from | 
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| Mutton and lamb, fresh 
I ask the Senator if it is not a fact that dur- | 


South at the commencement of the war, enough powder was | 


improvised to protract a four-years’ war, and if he heard any 
complaint in the South for want of powder? 

Mr. HALE. I was not there, but I have heard from our peo- 
ple, who in some way or other did succeed in getting down South, 
that there was great complaint; and I will say to the Senator 
from Kentucky that as great a task as we found in putting an 
end to the rebellion and restoring the Union, if there had been 
gunpowder manufactories sustained throughout the South by a 
good protective system it would have made our task of conquer- 
ing the South infinitely harder than we found it. I never want 
to see the country put into the condition that the Senator has 
suggested, where in the time of war we would have to resort to 


the process of slow manufacture and small establishments in | 


order to defend the country; and I do not think the Senator 
himself desires that; I know that he does not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
if I do not interrupt him, that gunpowder came over there very 
freely from England. 
States was made in England and shipped over. 

Mr. HALE. There was undoubtedly free trade then between 
the South and Europe in gunpowder. 

Mr. LINDSAY. My recollection is that the free trade was 
very much interfered with by blockades at all the ports of the 
South. 

Mr. HALE. But it was not cut off. 

Mr. LINDSAY. It was only inrare instances that a blockade 
runner could getin. It wasnearly asmuch benefit to the South 
as the tariff now to the North. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ishould like toinquire whether the Senator 
considered it anindustrial advantage to the South that it actually 
had no powder manufactories? 

Mr. LINDSAY. No; but it did prove that it is not necessary 


{ wish to remind the Senator from Maine, | 


Nearly all that was used by the Southern | 


to protect powder mills in time of peace in order to have ample | 


powder in time of war. 

Mr. HALE. In other words, the Senator says that the South 
managed to get along without it. 
trade is that a people under it can manage to ‘get along,” can 
live, as the Southern Confederacy did, can struggle and struggle 


gallantly, but in the end go to the wall, if that is all that can be | 


said in favor of free trade, it is nota very convincing argument. 

Other items in which we are interested in Maine show for 
themselves in the schedule which I have submitted, contrasting 
the McKinley bill with the legislation which is here urged upon 


us, and in each instance the hostility to Maine’sinterest is mani- | 


fest, as in the cases which I have specifically noted. 


As showing the encovragement which is given by this biil to | 


the introduction of Canadian agricultural products which com- 

pete with like products of the United States farmer in the en- 

tire belt of Northern States, I give the following figures: 
Entire exports of Canadian produce in 1892, $113,963,375, which 

is largely made up of the following items, which come in direct 

competition with our own products and our own labor: 

Lumber and other forest Other agricultural prod- 









products................. ©, 288, 067 | a -- $10,767, 657 
Cities. see. ot: A cane 3, 180, 726 
Horned cattle_............ 7, 748,949 | Fish of other kinds....... 6, 494, 672 
Tse ictodcebsndicess 1, 364,027 | Coal___..__- ESS 
Since ich Pntitinenennee 1,385, 146 | Wood, and manufactures 
BR. cribenaantinduitininnsine 1, 089, 7% Cs ciitseghodtlinenda 18, 080, 080 
Other animal products... 5,364,580 
Wheat and wheat flour... 8, 732, 264 
BE évcensevccscouaue 2, 613, 383 OT onan waded $86, 957, 166 


| of the provisions of this bill. 


| and detailed statement. 


If all that can be said for free | 
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Four-fifths of these products, the result of cheap labor, and, 
with the transportation as I have heretofore explained at least 


on an equality with ours, come in direct competition with the 
farmer of the United States. While the House of Ri presenta 
tives and the Senate committee have, in almost every inst 
struck down the duties upon all these products, thereb: 

our markets the dumping ground for the Canadian, it 

esting to know that, in the adjustment of the Canadian tariff 
which is proposed by the present ministry of the Dominion, the 
rates upon corresponding articles, as shown by the amendment 


hee, 
Y 


cing 


inter- 


which Mr. Foster, the Canadian minister of finance, has sub- 
mitted to the Committee of Ways and Means in the Dominion 
Parliament, asthe programme which wi!! undoubtedly be cirried 


out, show the following as against the rates in the Wilson bill 
as amended: 


Articles. Canadian. Senate bi 


Live animals 

Beef, salted, in barrels 
Live hogs _... 

Meats, fresh ........... 
Bacon and ham... 


20 per cent ad valores 
2 cents per pound 
25 per cent 

3 cents per pound 


20 per cent ad valorem. 
Free 

celeveicn 20 per cent 
Free 

35 per cent 

Beef, mutton 


Bb 25 per cent. 
Poultry ... 


20 per cent. 


, and pork 
eee ‘ 20 per cent 


Butter 4 cents per pound Do 
Cheese 3 cents per pouna 25 per cent. 
Apples 40 cents per barrel, in- | 20 per cent 
cluding barrel 

Beans 15 cents per bushel Do 
Buckwheat 10 cents per bushel Do 

| Pease 10 cents per bushel Free 

| Potatoes 15 cents per bushel 30 per cent. 
Rye 10 cents per bushel 20 per cent. 

| Rye flour 50 cents per barrel Do 
Oo he Ae ae ® per ton Do 
Vegetables | 25 per cent 10 per cent 
Corn meai | 40 cents per barre! 20 per cent 
Oats 10 cents per bushel Do 
Rice l cent per pound 1} cents per pound. 


Wheat 

Vheat flour ome 

Starch, including all prepa 
rations of starch 


15 cents per bushel 

75 cents per barrel 

1} cents per pound, in 
cluding weight of 
package 

6 cents per pound 


20 per cent 
Do 
0 per cent 


-aee- 20 per cent 


Those are specific duties? 

Mr. FRYE. All their duties are specific. 

Mr. HALE. As further good reading to the authors of the 
Wilson bill and the majority members of the Senate Finance 


Committee, I read the following extract from a New Brunswick 
newspaper: 


Mr. LODGE. 


[From the St. John Telegraph.} 


The people of New Brunswick, and especially of St. John, will 


be pro 
foundly affected by the tariff changes inthe new bil! F 


The limeindustry. for 


instance, may be cited as an example ofa business which may be expected 
to increase enormously under the changed tarif conditions There are 
about forty kilns in the vicinity of St. John, and of these all but five or six 


were closed in consequence of the high tariff imposed by the McKinley act 
Now, with a return to the former rate of duty every lime kiln in St. John will 
soon be in active work, and many new kilns will be built by men who have 
been engaged in the lime business elsewhere, but whosee in St. John a more 
— fleld for their enterprise than that in which they have been oper 
ating. 


There are some persons intimately acquainted with the lime business of 
St. John, who predict that in a very short time after the new tariff 
operation, the production of lime here will be giving employment 
sands of men, and the export of lime will reach more than $1,000-000 in valine 
annually. It is needless to say that such a result would give a boom to the 
business of the city such as it has not experienced since the decline of ship 


building, and that every interest in St. John will be favorably affected by i 


sinto 


to thou 


A similar improvement, although on a smaller scale. will resuit from the 
removal of the duty on lumber and the export of that article may be ex 
pected toincrease. The reduction in theduties on potatoes and other vege 
tables, on agricultural products and oncattle and horses, and the making of 
eges free will also be of great benefit to our farmers. who will thus have a 
market of which they have been forsome time deprived, restored to them 
Agriculture in New Brunswick will become more profitable than it has been 


heretofore, and our young men will be encouraged to remain on th 
rather than become servants of others in a foreign country 


ir farm 


Now, Mr. President, [ do not propose to take up more of the 
time of the Senate. There has been nothing from the other 
side that could be considered in the least degree an explanation 
I do not suppose that any budget 
resented to the House of Commons without a labored 
[am sure that no general tariff bill 
was ever before presented to either branch of Congress without 
such statement. 

But in this case this great bill, revolutionary in its scope, 
avowedly an entire change in the principles upon which duties 
should be laid, has been put before the Senate, and neither Con- 
gress nor the people has been vouchsafed one word of explana- 
tion of its provisions. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOorR- 
HEES], in opening the debate upon the bill, only dealt in gener- 
alities and in sweeping denunciations of the opponents of his 
theory, and of his bill, and of himself and his party politically; 


was ever 
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but no man has condescended upon the other side to come forth 
and declare upon what reasons these things which I have men- 
tioned and which I might go on and multiply indefinitely are 
found in the bill. 

Mr. President, the oppression of this bill upon the industries 
of the State of Maine is so great that neither I nor my colleague 
will allow it to rest with the protest which I am entering here. 
So indefensible are these provisions that, when the different 
paragraphs are reached in the bill, we shall present to the Sen- 
ate in greater detail the merits of these Maine industries and 
the destructive nature of the provisions which work their ruin 
in the bill. 

It is given to no man to predict what will be, in this body, the 
outcome of this bill. As I have said, the anxiety and solicitude 
of the country with regard to it are most profound. No tariff 
bill has evoked such a storm of protest and indignation, and as 
the days go by and the provisions of the bill are more com- 
awed understood the voice of the country rises higher and 

1igher against it. 

I have already alluded to the public expression of this feeling, 
as shown in the elections which have taken place since October 
last. It needs no prophetic ken to see what measure of punish- 
ment will be dealt to the authors and upholders of this measure 
whenever they fall into the people’s hands. 

If a straight-out vote could be had to-day in the Senate, repre- 
senting the real convictions of Senators upon this bill, it would 
meet its death here without further word of debate. 

Whether party pressure and the feeling that some bill must 
be passed or the party will bediscredited will finally carry this 
bill through, I nor no man can say; but it will be debated and 
discussed in every paragraph till all its provisions are laid 
bare, and no man in the country, whatever may be his party or 
his employment, will be left without a full knowledge of all its 
defects and enormities. Whatever may happen, Mr. President, 
shou'd the bill becrowded through by Administration and party 
pressure, [ do not envy the task and the fate of the Senator 
upon this floor, or the iepresentative in another Chamber, who 
goes before the people and lifts in his hand, before them, the 
Wilson bill, with the Senate amendments, and upon it puts his 
fate to the touch of that public sentiment which will mete out 
to him and his course here exact justice. 


APPENDIX A. 
LUMBER. 
(McKinley bill. } 
SCHEDULE D—WooD, AND MANUFACTURES OF. 


216. Timber, hewn and sawed, and timber used for spars and in building 
wharves, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

217. Timber, squared or sided, not specially provided for in this act, one- 
half of 1 cent per cubic foot. 

218. Sawed boards, plank, deals, and other lumber of hemlock, white wood, 
sycamore, white pine, and basswood, #1 per thousand feet board measure; 
sawed lumber, not specially provided for in this act, 8 per thousand feet 
board measure; but when lumberof any sort is planed or finished, in ad- 
dition to the rates herein a. there shall be levied and paid for each 
side so planed or finished 50 cents per thousand feet board measure; and if 
planed on one side and tongued and ved, $1 per thousand feet board 
Measure; and if planed on two sides, an es grooved, $1.50 per thou- 
sand feet board measure; and inestimating measure under this sched- 
ule no deduction shall be made on board measure on account of planing, 
tongueing and grooving: Provided, That in case a: foreign country shall 
=e an export duty upon pine, spruce, elm, or other } or upon stave 
bolts, shingle wood, or heading bloc to the United States from 
such country, then the duty wpon the sawed lumber herein provided for, 
when imported from such country, shall remain the same as fixed by the 
law in force prior to the of this act. 

219. Cedar: That on and after March 1, —_, some posts, railroad ties, 
and telephone and telegraph poles of cedar, s be dutiable at 20 per cent 
ad valorem. ° 

220. Sawed boards, plank, deals, and all forms of sawed cedar, lignum- 
vitae, lancewood, ebony, box, granadilla, mah ny, rosewood, satinwood, 
and all other cabinet-woods not further manufactured than sawed, 15 per 
cent ad valorem; veneers of wood. and wood, unmanufactured, not spe- 
cially provided for in this act, 20 cent ad valorem. 

221. Pine clapboards, #1 ~ 1,000. 

222, Spruce clapboards, $1.50 per 1,000. 

223. Hubs for wheels, posts, last-blocks, wagon-blocks, oar-blocks, gun- 
blocks. heading-biocks, and all like blocks or sticks, rough-hewn or sawed 
= 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Laths, [5cents per 1,000 pieces. 

225. Pickets and ngs, 10 per cent 24 valorem. 

226. White pine s les, 20 cents 4 1,000; all other 30 cents per 1,000. 

227. Staves, of wood of all kinds, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

228. Casks and barrels (empty), sugar-box shooks, and packing-boxes and 
paceiag toe shooks, of wood, not specially provided for in this act, 30 per 
cent ad valorem. 

229. Chair cane, or reeds wrought or manufactured from rattans or reeds, 
and whether round, square, or in any other =. 10 per cent ad valorem. 

230. House or cabinet furniture, of wood, wholly or finished, manu 
factures of wood, or of which wood is the component ma lof chief value, 
not specially provided for in this act, 35 per cent ad . 


PREE LIST. . 


734. Woop.— , and round unmanufactured timber not specially enu- 

ah Fine Good, cooaee Sein Sotinn pelin: tave bolts, shingle-bolts, ho 

; e- stave 

poles, fence-posts, railroad ties, ship timber, and ship-planking, not specialty 
Provided for in this act. 
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755. Woods, namely, cedar, lignum-vitw, lancewood, ebony, box, grana- 
dilla, mahogany, rosewood, satinwood, and all forms of cabinet woods, in 
the log, rough or hewn; bamboo and rattan unmanufactured; briar-root or 
briar-wood, and similar wood unmanufactured, or not further manufactured 
than cut into blocks suitable for the articles into which they are intended 
to be converted; bamboo, reeds, and sticks of partridge, hair-wood, pimento, 
orange, myrtle, and other woods not otherwise specially provided for in this 
act, in the rough, or not further manufactured than cut into lengths suit- 
able for sticks for umbrellas, parasols, sun-shades, whips, or walking-canes; 
and India malacca joints, not further manufactured than cut into suitable 
lengths for the manufactures into which they are intended to be converted. 


{Wilson bill} 


Free list. 
Wood: 


672. Logs, and round unmanufactured timber not specially enumerated or 
provided for in this act. 

673. Firewood, handle bolts, heading bolts, stave bolts, and shingle bolts, 
hop poles, fence posts, railroad ties, ship timber, and ship planking, not 
specially provided for in this act. 

674. Timber, hewn and sawed, and timber used for spars and in building 
wharves. 

675. Timber, squared or sided. 

676. Sawed boards, plank, deals, and other lumber. 

677. Pine clapboards. 

678. Spruce clapboards. 

679. Hubs for wheels, posts, last blocks, wagon blocks, oar blocks, gun 
blocks, heading, and all like blocks or sticks, rough hewn or sawed only. 

680. Laths. 

681. Pickets and palings. 

682. Shingles. 

683. Staves of wood of all kinds, wood unmanufactured: Provided, That 
fany] ali of the articles mentioned in [paragraph] paragraphs 672 to 683, in- 
clusive, when imported from any country which lays an export duty on (the 
same or] any of them, shall be subject to the duties existing prior to the pas- 

e of this act. 

84. Woods, namely cedar, lignum-vits, lancewood, ebony, box, granadilla, 
mahogany, rosewood, satinwood, and all forms of cabinet woods, in the log, 
rough or hewn; bamboo and rattan unmanufactured. briar root or briar 
wood, and similar wood unmanufactured or not further manufactured than 
cut into blocks suitable for the articles into which they are intended to be 
converted; bamboo, reeds, and sticks of partridge, hair wood, pimento, 
orange, myrtle, and other woods not otherwise specially provided for in this 
act, in the rough, or not further manufactured than cut into lengths suita- 
ble for sticks for umbrellas, parasols, sunshades, whips, or walking canes; 
and India malacca joints, not further manufactured than cut into suitable 
lengths for the manufactures into which they are intended to be converted. 


Dutiable. 
SCHEDULE D.—W0ooD AND MANUFACTURES OF. 


178. Lumber of any sort, planed or finished, for each side so planed or fin- 
ished, 50 cents per 1,000 feet, board measure, and if planed on one side and 
tongued and grooved $1 per 1,000 feet, board measure; and if planed on two 
sides and tongued and grooved, $1.50 per 1,000 feet, board measure; and in 
estimating board measure under this schedule no deduction shall be made 
on board measure on account of planing, tonguing and grooving. 

179. Osier or willow, oe for basket-makers’ use, 20 per cent ad va- 
lorem; manufactures of osier or willow, 25 per cent ad valorem; chair cane, 
or reeds, wrought or manufactured from rattans or reeds, [seven] ten per 
cent ad valorem. 

180. Casks and barrels, empty, sugar-box shooks, and packing boxes and 
packing-box shooks of wood, not specially provided for in this act, 20 per 
cent ad valorem. 

181. House or eabinet furniture, of wood, wholly or partly finished, manu- 
factures of wood, or of which wood is the component material of chief value, 
not speciatly provided for in this act, 25 per cent ad valorem. 


LIME. 


LMcKinley bill.] 
96. Lime, 6 cents per 100 pounds, including weight of barrel or package. 


{Wilson bill.] 


80. Lime, including the value of the covering or barrel, \ten] fifteen per cent 
ad valorem. 
FISH. 


whe [McKinley bill.] 
Tish: 

291. Anchovies and sardines, packed in oil or otherwise, in tin boxes meas- 
uring not more than 5 inches long, 4 inches wide, and 3} inches deep, 10 cents 

r whole box; in half boxes, measuring not more than 5 inches long, 4 

ches wide, and 1§ inches deep, 5 cents each; in quarter boxes, measuring 
not more than 4} inches long, 3} inches wide, and 1} inches deep, 2} cents 
each; when imported in any other form, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

292. Fish, pickled, in barrels or half barrels, and mackerel or salmon, 
pickled or salted, 1 cent per pound. 

293. Fish, smoked, dried, salted, pickled, frozen, packed in ice, or other- 
wise prepared for preservation, and fresh fish, not specially provided for in 
this act, three-fourths of 1 cent per pound, 

204. Herrings, pickled or salted. one-half of 1 cent per pound; herrings, 
fresh, one-fourth of 1 cent per pound. 

205. Fish in cans or packages made of tin or other material, aon ancho- 
vies and sardines and fish packed in any other manner, not specially enu- 
merated or provided for in this act, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

296. Cans or packages, made of tin or other metal, containing shellfish ad- 
mitted free of duty, not exceeding 1 quart in contents, shali be subject to a 
duty of 8 cents dozen cans or packages; and when exceeding | quart, 
shall be subject to an additional duty of 4cents per dozen for each additional 
half quart or fractional part thereof: Provided, That until June 30, 1891, such 
cans or packages shall be admitted as now provided by law. 


Free list. 


571. Fish, the product of American fisheries and fresh or frozen fish (ex- 
cept salmon) caught in fresh waters by American vessels, or with nets or 
° devices owned by citizens of the United States. 

572. Fish for bait. 

673. Fish sk‘ns. 

[Wilson bill.) 


Fish: 
208. Anchovies, enodines. and other fish packed in oll, in tin boxes, or in 
any other form [thirty], ?wenty-fve per cent ad valorem. 











209. Fish, smoked, dried, salted, pickled, or otherwise prepared for preser- 
vation {three-fourths of one cent per pound], fifteen per cent ad valorem. 

210. Le eeaaaes pickled, frozen, or saited, and salt-water fish frozen 
packed in ice [one-half of one cent per pound), Afteen per cent ad valorem. 

211. Fish in cans or packages made of tin or other material, except an- 
chovies and sardines and fish packed in any other manner, not specially 
enumerated or provided for in this act, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

(212. Cans or packages, made of tin or other metal, containing shellfish 
admitted free of duty, not exceeding one quart in contents, shall be subject 
toa duty of eight cents per dozen cans or packages; and when exceeding 
one quart, shall be subject to an additional duty of four cents per dozen for 
each additional half quart or fractional part thereof. ] 


Free list 
481. Fish, frozen or packed in ice fresh. 
482. Fish for bait. 
483. Fish skins. 


or 


HAY. 
[McKinley bill.] 


[Wilson bill.] 
199. Hay [two dollars per ton], (wenty per cent ad valorem. 


277. Hay, & per ton. 


HOPS. 
[MeKinley bill.} 
279. Hops, 15 cents per pound. 
{Wilson bill.] 
201. Hops [eight cents per pound], fwenty per cent ad valorem. 
STONE. 


{[MeKiniey bill.} 
Stone: 

126. Burr-stones manufactured or bound up into mill-stones, 15 per cent ad 
valorem. 

127. Freestone, granite, sandstone, limestone, and other building or mon 
umental stone, except marble, unmanufactured or undressed, not specially 
provided for in this act, 11 cents per cubic foot. 

128. Freestone, granite, sandstone, limestone, and other building or mon- 
umental stone, except marble, not specially provided for in this act, hewn, 
dressed, or polished, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

129. Grindstones, finished or unfinished, 91.75 per ton. 


[Wilson bill. } 
Stone: 
108. Freestone, granite, sandstone, limestone, and other building or monu 
mental stone, except marble, not specially provided for in this act, hewn, 
dressed, or polished, 20 per cent ad valorum. 


107. Grindstones, finished or unfinished [one dollar and seventy-five cents | 


per ton] ten per cent ad valorem. 
Free list. 
638. Stone and sand: 
bound up into millstones; cliff stone, unmanufactured; freestone, granite, 
sandstone, limestone, and other building or monumental stone, except 
marble, unmanufactured or undressed, not specially provided for in this 
act; pumice stone, rotten stone, and sand, crude or manufactured. 


POTATOES. 
{MeKinley bill. ] 
283. Potatoes, 25 cents per bushel of 60 pounds. 
[Wiison bill.] 
204. Potatoes [ten cents per bushel of 60 pounds], thirty per cent ad 


valorem. 
BUTTER. 


[McKinley bill.} 
268. Butter, and substitutes therefor, 6 cents per pound. 
. [Wilson bill.] 


194. Butter, and substitutes therefor [four cents per pound] twenty per cent 
ad valorem. 
CHEESE. 


(McKinley bill] 
267. Cheese, 6cents per pound. 
[Wilson bill.] 
195. Cheese, 25 per cent ad valorem. 
LIVE ANIMALS. 


[McKinley bill.} 
Animals, live: 
247. Horses and-mules, $30 per head: Provided, That horses valued 
and over shall pay a duty of 30 per cent ad valorem. 
248. Cattle, more than 1 year old, $10 per head; 1 year old or less, $2 per 


head. 
249. Hogs, $1.50 per head. 
250. Sheep, 1 year old or more, $1.50 per head; less than 1 year old, 75 cents 
per head. 7 3 ; 
251. All other live animals, not specially provided for in this act, 20 per cent 
ad valorem. : 
Free list. 


482. Any animal imported specially for breeding purposes shall be admit- 
ted free: Provided, That no such animal shall be admitted free unless pure 
bred of a recognized breed and duly registered in the book of record estab- 
lished for that breed: And provided further, That certificate of such record 
ana of the pedigree of such animal-shall be produced and submitted to the 
customs officer, duly authe nticated by the proper custodian of such book of 
record, together with the affidavit of the owner, agent. or importer that 
such animal is the identical animal described in said certificate of record 
and podignee. The Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe such additional 

ations as may be required for the strict enforcement of this provision. 

. Animals brought into the United States temporarily for a period not 
exceeding six months for the = of exhibition or competition for prizes 
offered by any icultural or racing association: but a bond shall be given 
in acc ance with regulations prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury; 
also, teams of animals, including their harness and tackle, and the wagons 
or other vehicles actually owned by persons emigrating from foreign coun- 
tries to the United States with their families, and in actual use for the pur- 
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Wilson bill.) 
Animals, live 
189. All live animals not specially provided for 
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valorem 
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eign countries to the United States with their families, and inact 
the purpose of such emigration under such reculations as the Secreta 
the asury may prescribe; and wild animals intended for exi lo 
zOblogical co! ections for lentitic and ed a nal purpo wd not ft 
Sale or profit 
POULTRY 
MeKinley bill 
| 815. Poultry, live, 3 cents per pound; dressed, 5 cents per pound 
[Wilson bill 
25. Poultry, [twocents per pound; dressed, three cents per pound 


T 
7 I 
undressed, twenty per cent ad vaiorem 


EGGS 


MechKinley bill. 
75. Eggs, 
276. Ege 


5 cents per dozen 
8, yolk of, 25 per cent ad valorem 


[Wilson bill 
Free list. 
471. Eggs and yolks of, and eggs of birds, fish, and insects 


| STARCH 
[MeKinley bill 


323. Starch, including all preparations, from whatever subst 


ince produced 
fit for use as starch, 2 cents per pound 


324. Dextrine, burnt starch, gum substitute, or British gum, 1} cents per 
} pound. 
| Wilson bill.} 
| : ‘ . 
|} 232. Starch, including ail preparations, from whatever substance pro 
duced, commonly used as starch [one cent per pound], thirty pe i 


valorem, 
233. Dextrine, burnt starch, gum substitute, or British gum [one 
pound), thirty per cent ad vulorem 


cent per 
APPLES 
[McKinley bill. | 
. Apples, green or ripe, 25 cents per bushel. 
298. Apples, dried, dessicated, evaporated, or prepared in any manner, and 
not otherwise provided for in this act, 2 cents per pound, 
Wilson bill. 
Free list by House bill 
Senate committee amendment: 


297 


| 213. Apples, green or ripe, dried, dessicated, evaporated, or | ' ‘ my 
| manner, twenty per cent ad valorem 
BARLEY 
{McKinley bill. 
252. Barley, 30 cents per bushel of 48 pounds 








Barley malt, 45 cents per bushel of 
Barley, pearled, patent 


34 pounds. 
or hulled, 2 cents per pound 
{[WlUson bill 
191. Bariey, and barley, pearled, patent, or hulled [twenty-five], ¢hirty per 
cent ad valorem; barley malt |thirty-five|, forty per cent ad valorem 


254. 





BUCKWHEAT, CORN, OATS, RYE, 
[McKinley bill 
Buckwheat, 15 cents per bushel of 48 pounds. 
Corn or maize, 15 cents per bushel of 56 pounds 
Corn meal, 20 cents per bushel of 48 pounds. 
Macaroni, vermicelli, and all similar preparations, 2 cents 
Oats, 15 cents per bushel. 
Oatmeal, 1 cent per pound. 
Rye, 10 cents per bushel. 
Rye flour, one-half of | cent per pound 
W heat, 25 cents per bushel. 
Wheat flour, 25 per cent ad valorem. 
[Wilson bill.] 


190. Buckwheat, corn or maize, cornmeal, oats [oatmeal], rye, rye flour, 
wheat, and wheat flour, 20 per cent ad valorem, but each of the above prod- 
ucts shall be admitted free of duty from any country which imposes no im- 
port duty on the like product when exported from the United Stat« pate 
meal, fifteen per cent ad valorem. 


WHEAT, Bi 


oz 


wh), 
256. 
257. 
258. 
259. 
200. 
262. 
263. 
264. 


265. 


PLUSHES. 
{McKinley bill.} 

350. Plushes, velvets, velveteens, corduroys, and all pile fab 
of cotton or other vegetable fiber. not bleached, dyed, c 
painted. or printed, 10 cents per square yard and 20 per cent ad \ 
all such goods if bleached, 12 cents per square yard and 20 per c 
rem; if dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, 14 cents per 


composed 
lored, stained, 
Llorem; on 
nt ad valo 
square yard 
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and 20 per cent ad valorem; but none of of the foregoing articles in this 
paragraph shall pay a less rate of duty than 40 per cent ad valorem. 

396, On clothing, ready made, and articles of wearing apparel of every de- 
scription, made up or manufactured wholly orin part, notspecially provided 
for in this act, felts not woven, and not specially provided for in this act, 
plushes and other pile fabrics, all of the toregoing, composed wholly or in 
part of wool, worsted, the hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other animals 
the duty per pound shall be four and one-half times the duty imposed by 
this act on a pound of unwashed wool of the first class, and in addition 
thereto 60 per cent ad valorem. 

411. Velvets, plushes, or otner pile fabrics, containing, exclusive of selv- 
edges, less than 75 pe cent in weight of silk, $1.50 per pound and 15 per cent 
ad valorem; containing, exclusive of selvedges,75 per cont or more in weight 
of silk, 83.50 per pound, and 15 per cent ad valorem; but in no case shall any 
of the foregoing articles pay a less rate of duty than 50 per centad valorem. 


[Wilson bill.] 


259. Plushes, velvets, velveteens, corduroys, and all pile fabrics composed 

of cotton or other vegetable fiber, not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, 
yainted, or poe. 35 per cent ad valorem; on all such goods if bleached, 

dyed, colored, stained, painted, or guinness. 40 per cent ad valorem. 

284. On clothing, ready made, and articles of wearing apparel of every de- 
scription, made up or manufactured wholly or in part, not specially pro- 
vided for in this act, felts not woven, and not specially provided for in this 
act, aad plushes and other pile fabrics, and imitations of fur, all the forego- 
ing, composed wholly or in partof wool, worsted, the hair of the camel, goat, 
alpaca, or other animals, including those having India rubber as a compo- 
nent material, [forty-five] forty per cent ad valorem. 

299. Velvets, plushes, chenilles, or other pile fabrics 45 per cent ad valo- 
rem. 

PULP. 


(McKinley bill.] 
Pulp and paper: 

415. Mechanically ground wood pulp, $2.50 per ton dry weight; chemical 
wood pulp, unbleached, 8 per ton dry weight; bleached, 87 per ton dry 
weight. 

i6i. Manufactures of leather, fur, gutta-percha, vulcanized India rubber, 
known as hard rubber, human hair, papier-mache. and indurated fiber wares 
and other manufactures composed of wood or other pulp, or of which these 
substances or either of them is the component material of chief value, all 
of the above not specially provided for In this act, 35 per cent ad valorem. 

463. Masks, composed of paper or pulp, 35 per cent ad valorem. 


[Wilson bill.] 
Pulp and paper: . 

308. Mechanically-ground wood pulp and chemical wood pulp unbleached 
or bleached, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

353. Manufactures of leather, fur, gutta-percha, vulcanized India rubber, 
known as hard rubber, human hair, papler-mache, plaster of Paris, indu- 
rated fiber wares, and other manufactures composed of wood or other pulp, 
or of which these substances or either of them is the component material of 
chief value, all of the above not specially provided for in this act, 30 per cent 
ad valorem. 

355. Masks, composed of paper or pulp, 25 per cent ad valorem. 


SLATE, 


{McKinley bill.] 
Slate: 

130. Slates, slate chimney pieces, mantels, slabs for tables, and all other 
manufactures of slate, not specially provided for in this act, 30 per cent ad 
valorem. 

131. Roofing slates, 25 per cent ad valorem. 


{Wilson bill.] 
Slate: 
108. Slates, slate chimney pieces, mantels, slabs for tables, and all other 
manufactures of slate not specially provided for in this act, 20 per cent ad 


valorem. 
109. Roofing slates [ten] ¢wenty per cent ad valorem. 


APPENDIX B. 


MEMORIAL FROM MAINE LUMBERMEN. 


This memorial, presented by certain citizens of Maine, relates to that part 
of the tariff bill which places lumber on the free list. 
The cut of logs in the State of Maine for the year 1893 is as follows: 


Feet. 
TIED... .conncodzontunhspreccesinensie Sunwannes cewmcancecepecceenquss 573, 811, 627 


Hemlock 
Cedar ‘ 
Hard wood 7,177, 147 


TORR ... nnccnccccccscdscccnncntonnaseonusdesenseedereoncisnssnsece) OEey OnEp eee 


To haul these logs to the nies during the winter months requires the 
use of 5,666 pairs of horses and 30,000 men; making amount expended for 
labor in gettiag logs to landings about $6,000,000. 

The cost of getting logs from the stump to the various sawmills, includ- 
ing cutting, hauling, driving, boomage, shorage, tolis, and other expenses, 
is, on an average, from $8 to $8.50 per thousand feet. The average cost of 
stumpage is $2, which makes the cost to the manufacturer of spruce logs de- 
livered at the sawmilis from $10 to $10.50 per thousand feet. 

From 75 to 80 per cent of the cost of a cargo of sawed lumber is expended 
for labor, which is a larger percentage than on almost any other manufac- 
tured article. 

American citizens doing businessat St. John, under the act of Congress of 
March 16, 1856, have from 15,000,000 to 20,000,000 feet of sawed lumber on hand, 
and from 90,000,000 to 100,000,000 feet of 1 cut in 1892 and 1898, which are to 
be carried over and marketed in 1844. About 90 per cent of this amount is 
sprace. 

PAbout the usual cut is being made during this winter under the above act 
on the St. John River and its tributaries, which will add largely to the stock 
cn hand to be marketed by American citizens at St. John in 1894. 

American spruce logs lying in booms atSt. John, side by side with provin- 
cial logs of same qual wy sell in the open market from $1.50 to 82 per 1,000 
feet more than provincial logs, and this notwithstanding that under the law 
as it is to-day ronnd logs are admitted free of duty. 
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In proof of this fact you will find statement of American consul attached, 
marked ‘‘ Exhibit A.” 

American citizens engaged in the manufacture and shipping of lumber to 
the States, under the act of 1866, will be placed at a great disadvantage 
should sawed lumber be immediately placed on the free list. 

The effect for the next few years will be to transfer the greater part of 
the business now done in Maine under the act of 1866 to the provinces and 
into the hands of the provincials. 

The cost of getting these State of Maine logs is considerably greater than 
on the provincial side, as we pay more for labor and supplies. Provincial 
logs cost from $1.50 to 82 less in the St. John market, as already shown by 
statement of American consul. 

You will find statement attached, signed by American lumber manu- 
facturers doing business in St. John under act of 1866, marked “ Exhibit 
B.” 


There are now on hand 300,000,000 feet of logs and manufactured lumber 
cut in 1892-93 on the Penobscot, Kennebec, St. Croix, Union, Machias, An- 
droscoggin, and other rivers of Maine, which, had it not been for the panic, 
would nearly all have been marketed in 1893. 

The cut of logs being made in Maine during the present winter will be 
about two-thirds as large as last year. This will give of stock on hand, cut 
in 1892, 1893, 1894, 879,000,000 to be marketed in 1894. 

The price of sawed lumber, especially spruce, is lower than at any time 
during the last twenty-five years, thus showing that the present tariff has 
not been a hardship to the consumer. 

In answer to certain theorists, who urge free lumber for the purpose of 
preserving the forests, we will say that our Eastern timber lands are dif- 
ferent from those in any other part of the country. In fact, the trees grow 
like any other produce of the soil, and it is estimated by experts in the lum- 
ber business that a single Maine township of 22,000 acres renews its growth 
equal in amount to what six or eight horses, kept constantly at work, can 
haul to the landings. 

In no other part of the world does the woods growth on land that has been 
cut or burned over recuperate as it does in the State of Maine and New 
Brunswick. 

In the great forest fire of 1825, extending from the Penobscot waters in 
Maine to the Miramichi in New Brunswick, 600,000 acres of timber land was 
burned over, and so rapid was the new growth that large lumbering opera- 
tions have been conducted on this same territory for a great many years, 
and to-day it is equal in value to the same number of acres in any other sec- 
tion of the Maine forests. The second growth was largely sapling pine. pop- 
lar, birch, and other hard woods which are valuable to-day for home and ex- 
port trade. 

Townships which have been cut upon constantly are to-day reckoned as 
the most valuable, for a judicious cutting of the large trees makes possible 
the more rapid growth of the smaller trees. 

Our Maine forest lands produce spruce all the way from the seedling afoot 
high to the mature trees fit for the market, and we follow the practice of cut- 
ting the mature trees only. 

A few years since many supposed that our spruce forests would be de- 
stroyed by the. beetle, but it is now admitted by those who are familiar with 
this subject that the worms or beeties only attack the old trees which have 
commenced to decay. On townships where the old trees had been carefully 
cut none of this trouble existed, but it did to a great extent on townships 
which had not been operated upon. In no case, however, were the young 
and thrifty trees attacked by the worms. 

That you may understand the extent of the lumbering interests in the 
State of Maine, will say that the books of the board of State assessors show 
that there are in the State of Maine 13,214,027 acres of timber land, and val- 
ued, for the purpose of State and county taxes, at $34,204,634, as per attached 
statement of the chairman of State of Maine board of assessors, marked 
“Exhibit C.”’ 

This does not include the large amount of capital invested in sawmills, 
machinery, etc., and in conducting lumbering operations which employ 
thousands of men, to whom higher wages are paid than by those engaged in 
the lumbering business in foreign countries. 

We believe that sawed lumber can as well afford, without any hardship to 
the consumer; to pay the present reyenue to the Government as any other 
article of merchandise upon which duty is placed. 

To place sawed lumber upon the free list, especially during the existing 
panic, would cause great financial loss to many of our citizens who have a 
large amount of capital invested in lumbering operations. 

With free sawed spruce, the New Srunswick and Nova Scotia lumbermen 
will not only compete to a ater extent than at present against the New 
England lumbermen, but also against those who are cutting spruce in West 
Virginia, and against the hard-pine interests of the Southern States. 

If we are to have free lumber, our lumbermen should be placed upon an 
equality with those of New Brunswick. We should not be obliged to pay a 
duty upon hay, as under the present law, of 4 and under the proposed tariff 
of $2. 

We should be allowed tobring our teams in bond for the purpose of cutting 
lumber in winter as we did during the reciprocity with Canada. 

We should not be prevented by the contract labor law from contracting 
for our labor in Canada. : 

We know there are manufacturers in some of the States who are clamor- 
ing for free sawed lumber upon the ground that it is raw material. We ob- 
ject to their putting it upon this ground, as we have shown to you conclu- 
sively that the amount paid for labor on a cargo of lumber is from 75 to 80 
per cent of the cost. 

The lumber business of Maine makes the State a great consumer of West- 
ern products. 

There is probably no State in the Union where Western farm products 
are so largely used, or the average is so high per capita, as in Maine. 

The following amounts of Western farm products were brought into Maine 
during 1893 over the Maine Central Railroad's Ogdensburg division, and 
this does not include the amount of pork and beef in barrels: 332,429 barrels 
of flour; 1,630,433 bushels of corn; 572 772 bushels of oats; 18,486 tons of feed; 
463 carloads of fresh beef. 

We are not able to give the amounts brought by the Canadian Pacific to 
Greenville and other points on their road; nor by the Grand Trunk Rail- 
road; nor of Western st coming by ry of Boston, but taking the 
large amounts brought by the Maine Central, it must be readily seen that 
the combined amount of all transportation companies would be very large, 

The shipment of spruce deals from New Brunswick to transatlantic ports 
for 1893 was 312,000,000 feet; from Nova Scotia, 109,252,930 feet. About 50,000,- 
000 feet of spruce has been shipped annually from the provinces to the New 
York mark: t, and a large amount of laths and long and short lumber has 
also been shipped to other American ports. 

There is no market at transatlantic ports for laths and short lumber 
which are manufactured from the slabs or sidings of provincial logs, and 
whole products have been shipped for a great many years to American ports 
wholly. 








1894. 





Admitting this short lumber free of duty would be practically making the 
lumbermen of the maritime provinces a present of that amount. 

The selling price for provincial logs at the sawmills in St. John during 
the last year has averaged 88 per thousand feet, which is less than the aver 
age cost of getting logs from the stump to the Maine sawmills, without tak 
ing the cost of stumpage into consideration. - 

The following is the clause in all Government permits in New Brunswick, 
touching the right to raise the price of stumpage: 

“Sec. 16. All timber licenses shall be subject to the right of the lieuten 
ant-governor in council to increase the mileage on licenses and the stump 
age on any class of lumber when deemed expedient, on due notice thereof 
being given in the Royal Gazette; such increase to take effect at and after 
the date of the next following annual renewal; and also to any further regu- 
lations that may be made by order of the lieutenantgo-vernor in council, for 
the purpose of expeditiously enforcing the payment or adjustment of 
stumpage on any logs or other lumber cut within the limit described in any 
license, or otherwise giving effect to or enforcing the conditions of the li- 
cense.”’ 

Our provincial neighbors are able, on account of less cost of labor and 
eheaper supp ies, to deliver their logs from the ae to the sawmills at 
about 25 per cent less than we can in Maine, and for this reason we believe 
that they should not have the right to compete and distribute in our market 
unless subject to a revenue tariff; otherwise they would have a great ad- 
vantage over Maine lumbermen. 

For proof of this fact, we again refer to statement of American consul, 
marked * Exhibit A.” 

For miles and miles their lumber lands are contiguous to ours as the pro- 
vincial forests bound the east, north, and west lines of our State, situated 
upon good, navigable waters and offering good harbors for shipment. 

he bill provides that in case any foreign government imposes an export 
duty on lumber shipped to the States, in the way of retaliation a duty shall 
be placed on it. This would be inoperative, so far as New Brunswick is con- 
cerned. as their government sells timber ‘* limits,’ charging, at present, #1 

r thousand feet stumpage, and, in addition to this, a small sum for taxes. 

he government reserves the right to raise the price of this stumpage at 
any time, which they can doand receive an additional revenue. as they would 
if they should impose an export duty. 


EXHIBIT A. 


UNITED STATES CONSULATE, 
St. John, New Brunswick, December 27, 1893. 


DEAR Str: In wenn Se your inquiry of even date, as to logs cut 1n the for- 
est of the State of Maine, on the St. John River and its tributaries, and 
floated down said river, to be sawed or hewn by American citizens in the 
province of New Brunswick, and thereafter shipped to the United States 
free of duty, under law of the United States passed by Congress March 
the 16th, 1866, I have to say that, having examined the records on file in this 
consulate, I find the cut of logs under the above act to average from £0,000, - 
000 to 100,000,000 square feet each year for several years. 

Of this amount 3,500,000 is pine, 7,000,000 cedar and the balance spruce. 

And, further, upon inquiry of the manufacturers of lumber of this port, 
poth provincial and American, I find that American logs, lying in booms 
side by side with provincial logs, sell from $1.50 to $2 per thousand square feet 
more than provincial logs, and this, notwithstanding that manufactured 
provincial logs can be imported into the United States free of duty. 


Yours truly, 
JOHN S. DERBY, 
United States Consul. 


Hon. Jonn P. Bass, Bangor, Me. 


Another bad effect of placing lumber upon the free list would be to stimu 
late overproduction in Canada and a consequent oversupply in our mar- 
kets, which, on account of our present overstock, could not do otherwise 
than cause serious loss to our lumbermen. 


EXHIBIT B. 


Sr. JOHN, NEW BRUNSWICK, December 27, 1893. 


GENTLEMEN: We understand that you are making an effort to have the 
free-lumber clause in the Wilson bill killed, or at least amended so that it 
will fall lighter on the lumbermen of Maine, and as fellow sufferers desire 
to make the following statements: That we as American citizens engaged 
in the cutting of logs in the forests in the State of Maine, situated on the 
St. John River and its tributaries, and in the manufacture of those logs at 
St. John, New Brunswick, as provided for in the act of Congress, March 16, 
1866, which provides for the free importation of the product of these logs 
into the United States, desire to have your committee represent to the Com- 
mittee on Waysand Means that should sawn lumber—especially spruce—be 
placed on the free list the effect will be to transfer the business now in 
Maine to the provinces and into the hands of the provincialists; that we have 
between 15,000,000 and 20,000,000 of said American sawn lumber ready to be 
marketed in 1894. We alsohave instock of American logs cut in 1892 and 1893 
from 90,000,000 to 100,000,000, which, on account of the general trade depres- 
sion, the result of the panic, we have been obliged to carry over. In addi- 
tion to this the present stock will be largely added to by the operations of 
this winter, 1893-'94, the po for which were made last spring, and 
the work being now well along, many of these logs it will be impossible to 

et marketed before July 1, 1895. The labor cost of getting these State of 

aine logs is considerably greater than on the provincial side, as we pay 
more tor labor and supplies. Provincial logs cost from $1.50 to #2 per thou- 
sand feet less. 

Should lumber be placed on the free list as proposed by the Wilson bill it 
will cause the Americans manufacturing American logs in New Brunswick 
great financial loss. 

Sawn lumber has sold the past year at less price than any time during 
the last twenty-five years, and the season of 1894 does not look at all encour- 
aging, and with free lumber would be ruinous to us. 

It would be a great injustice, as well asa hardship to the American citt- 
zens who are led to make large investments here to do business under the 
act of 1886 to put lumber on the free list before we have time to market our 


present stock, 
MILLER & WOODMAN, 
F. R. WARNER & CO., 
ANDRE CUSHING & CO., 
E. G. DUNN, 
For self and Dunn Brothers. 
E. L. JEWETT, 
S. F. KING & SONS, 
L. M. JEWETT. 


Hon. J. P. BASs and others, 
Of the Committee af Maine Lumbermen. 
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Exursir C 


[Copy of letter, on official paper, from Hall C. Burleigh, chairman of State 
of Maine Board of Assessors, to Hon. J. P. Bass, Bar r 
fon. J. P. Bass, Bangor 





I Ve.: 
MY DEAR Sir: On my arrival here this a. m.I find your letter t 1 
instant and hasten to reply. as follows 
The timber lands in the State of Maine amount to the following num 
of acres, and values: 
Acres. Values 
Four hundred and eighty townships__...........-.- 9,263,138 | 817, 795, 680 
Public lots on same_____. a a 415,214 
Eighty plantations, about three-fourths timber 2, 644, 400 
In the incorporated towns, estimated 13, 350, OVO 
Total. 13, 214, O27 4, 204, 634 





The number of acres of timber lands in the incorporated towns not being 
fully returned, I have made acareful but conservative estimate of number 
of acres and value, which I feel sure is considerably below a fair value 
Yours, very truly 











HALL C. BURLEIGH, C/ man, 
Dated at Augusta, Me., December 27, 1893 
Statement of loge cut in Maine, 189 
District. Spruce. Hemlock.| Pine | Cedar = 
| vo 
Aroostook County ..| 100, 405,440 | 7,600,000 | 4,545,392 | 24,791, 647 
Union River.... §, 200, 000 5, 600, 000 2, 700, 000 100, 000 
Kennebec River 202, 5 72, 000 | 12,935,717 | 13,001, 284 | 1, 248, 837 
Saco River and west 3, 000, 000 | 35, 700, 000 
PRR NS: 14, 469,892 | 8, 281, 502 100, 000 
Penobscot 32, 228, 879 | 30, 396, 312 >, 400, 000 
Androscoggin ....... 2, 100, 000 4, 000, 000 8. 000. 000 
Calais 35, 086, 550 8, 771, 959 328, 310 
TOUR cscacocees | 573,811,627 100, 357, 101 |107, 330, 822 | 60,904,701 | 7,177, 147 
RE ES TLE EE a ae ae Ee ey ee eS 60, 904, 701 
a eee eae ee si 107, 330, 822 
ee ee anid eenmianetionn 100, 367, 101 


Spruce 573, 811, 627 


849, 581, 398 


Total cut in 1893 


Cost calculated tojdraw logs 
One pair horses average 150,000 for the wirter; 849,000,000 would re 
quire 5,666 pairs, at #0 per month, including teamster, each four 
months, would cost dsiebieinen eons : 
Four men to tend each pair, 818 per month, four months 
nr SOI, Wn NO GU oon ins ce unesicnnscavssses a 
Board men, 40 cents per day, four months_......... siti 1, 


#006, 540 
Senin 1, 631, 708 





359, 8410 


4, 578. 028 

No account is taken of wood, or fuel. 

The above would give an average cost of 85.39} per thousand feet for labor 
expended in getting logs to landings. All agree that the estimate is low 
enough; some maintain that in place of four mea to each pair of horses, in 
addition to teamster, it takes six and one-fourth, which would enhance the 
cost. 

It is somewhat difficult to get an estimate of exact cost of labor to get logs 
from landings to the various mills, including driving, boomage, shorage 
tolls, and other expenses, but $8.50 is considered a very safe and conserva- 
tive estimate of the cost of labor expended altogether on the logs when 
landed at the mills. 

In the lumber mills of the Penobscot Valley there is a value of ful! 
$905,000, employing 1,977 men at an average daily pay of 81.93 per man, mak 
ing a daily pay roll of $3,815.80. This for 150 days would give $572,370, or for 
a total sawing season of seven months, an amount of $702,107.20 disbursed 
for labor only in the various mills in the Penobscot Valley 

We have a large amount of property in coasting vessels built for the 
transportation of lumber, and any legislation tending to decrease the ship 
ments of lumber would cause this interest tosuffer. The Provincial pe 
build a cheaper class of vessels, and would, to a great extent, do their own 
freighting. 

The eastern ports of the maritime provinces have a great advantage over 
the New England States in transatlantic shipment,while the western px 
are able to ship to American ports at about the same freight rates as fr 
our own ports. 

The lumbermen of New Hampshire cut between 200,000,000 and 390,000,000 
feet of spruce logs each year, and their interests will be affected the same as 
Maine and West Virginia. 

The old growth pine has been largely cut off in the Eastern States and also 
in New Brunswick, the eastern lumbering business being largely confined to 
spruce, which is five times greater than either hemlock, pine, and cedar 
combined, as shown in statement attached and marked “ Exhibit D 


STATISTICS OF FOREST INDUSTRIES, 1890. 


[Prepared by George A. Priest, special agent, United States Cer 
THE UNITED STATES. 


opk 


Number of mill establishments -............... >» O87 
CR ln ccd vnsdecncccesee Lcsittenvinswatouiati : 13, 429 
Average number of hands employed......... ¥7. 168 
I se dain ioe puns. daes snenescnennnsene $215, 235, 28 
Ve IE BOO a nnn cccecccnscescosneess Sadichieponinaies : 8, 4 
Quantity of principal products. 
Sawed lumber, feet, board measure -............-. 4 WO 
Laths, number -. 2 tanekethpibanmeadchdnia . wi 
Pickets and palings, number ............ deal ores saibe ; 110, 000, 000 
Shingles, number -... Sebuiebbebatbudaduena =n 000 
i .... 04 cdi ein ndd elek aus cacdcoee 2, 000 
Headings, number of sets _...............-...- +, 000 
Railway ties, number..........................---- 0), 000, 000 





«acca ea ni Ril A PNA eS 


ce ee hae Plans Whe 
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Kinds of material used, 


ttithinaneuenpetiinitn. 2 
nasutsishets Gentiniagiitin atiiumeindh came ae 
emlock...._. 


1 
a 
Schdsbe oeme danpuaaeneninnnrn elites 
Hard woods, etc.. oskambuanetn winsaeliin 5. 
Hard pine__... : do... 5, 
California redwood.........-.. SILT ER ~~~ 


White pine...... ans 
Spruce and fir__...... 


Total annual consumption of timber._..... sated oi -do... 30, 592, 446, 000 


Hutent of an average establishment. 


The average mill establishments in the United States has #24.131 capital, 
it employs 22 persons, pays $5,058 wages, and turns out annual product valued 
at $16,856. These figures, however, only include the census returns for mills 
having a product valued at #00 or more. There were, besides, nearly 3,000 
sinaiier mills, the inclusion of which would considerably reduce the aver- 
age stated. It will, therefore, be readily seen that no industry has a wider 

ffusion of petty establishments. To illustrate the proportion of largeand 
small mills, it may be stated that only 2} per cent of the total number (23,- 
287) used 5,000,000 feet and upwards of logs or bolts annually; 164 per cent 
used from 1,000,000 to 5,000,000 feet and 81 per cent used less than 1,000,000 feet. 

The industry is conducted in every State and Territory of the Union, the 
ones increase in the number of establishments having recently occurred 

n the South and on the Pacific coast. 


STATISTICS OF LUMBER MANUFACTURE, 1890. 

The production of lumber in the respective groups of States was as fol- 
lows in 1890; 

The distribution of lumber mills by States composing each group is as fol- 
lows: Eastern group: Maine, 831; New Hampshire, 531; Vermont, 736; Mas- 
sachusetts,464; Rhode Island, 29; Connecticut, 157; New York, 1,664; Penn- 
syivania, 1,855; New Jersey, 110; Delaware, 47. 

Central group: Ohio, 1,427; Indiana, 1,608; Lliinois, 357; West Virginia, 428; 
Kentucky, 595; Tennessee, 787; Missouri, 748. 

Lake group: Michigan, 1,918; Wisconsin, 853; Minnesota, 317. 

Southern group: Maryland, 212; Virginia, 638; North Carolina, 688; South 
Carolina, 328; Georgia, 424; Florida, 202; Alabama, 437; Mississippi, 338; 
Louisiana, 122; Arkansas, 523; Texas, 284. 

Pacifie group: California, 221; Oregon, 300; Washington, 310. 


Sawed lumber. 


Groups. 


Eastern group 
SPD POU: 6 5ee cucccecsancs cncvesnsansecoeeh 
Lake group | 


Southern group 
Pacific group 
Miscellaneous group 


Short lumber. 


Laths. 


Quantity. Value. 


Eastern 661, 852, 000 
Central... a 212, 988, 


2, 263, 308, 000 | 3, 519, 924 


Headings. 


Eastern 


EE Sen din cinowis 
Southern.......... 
Pacific 


ONE sci cased 


AMERICAN CITIZENS VS. THB CANADIAN GOVERNMENT. 


The forests in Canada are all owned by the Government, which selis trees 
to the manufacturer as they are uired for use. In the United States the 
forests are Gwned by the individual, such ownership from the few 
acres of woodland found on every farm to the larger areas held by manu- 
facturers. No other industry covers such a wide range of territory or in- 
volves the interests of so r people as that rela to forest products. 

The forests of Maine and of New mswick, of Washington and of British 
Columbia, are only separated by an imaginary line, but the conditions af- 
fecting their utilization are widely divergent, as has been shown. 


IMPORTATIONS OF SAWED LUMBER. 
(United States Treasury Statement. | 


——— 


LONG LUMBER. 
Total quantity, both rough and plain 


Duty collecteé on white pine, iemiock, and bass- 
PROS BR OE i wows cnksnccednnceceses ae 
Additional for dressing 


APRIL 11, 


IMPORTATIONS OF SAWED LUMBER—continued. 


- 
LONG LUMBER, ETC.—continued. 


por collected on spruce, oak, elm, etc., at 82 per M_| $300, 367. 24 | $325, 910. 16 
Additional for dressing 8, 311. 61 7,194.75 


4,797, 116.29 | 869, 650. 37 


Total duty on long lumber 


} 
SHORT LUMBER. } 
Gupeent 
ne, 105,300 feet, at $1 per M $67. 94 
Spruce, 6,143,489 feet, at $1.50 per M.............. 9, 215. 33 10, 496. 19 
Hubs for wheels, etc., rough hewn or sawed, valued 
at. $29,823, at 20 percent 5, 964. 60 5, 645. 46 
Laths, 258,157 M, at 15 cents per M 38, 873. 67 49 116. 34 
Paving posts, railroad ties, and telephone and tele- 
graph poles of cedar, valued at $259,583.39, at 20 per 
SRN Ras SS ER ER ea ME 54, 247.19 
Pickets and palings, valued at $22,678.93, at 10 per 
SITE inhncisidbdndenctiieniadibhiaiinbaimitieitle wintieueke naserpers endina'd 2, 267. 89 3, 670. 
Shingles: 
e, 178,831 M, at 20 cents per M...... .........--. 35,706.20 | 43, 356.1! 
All other, 133,720 M, at 30 cents per M 55, 116.13 75, 966. 
Sugar box, shooks and packing boxes, and packiag- 
box shooks, valued at 962,981, at 30 per cent 18, 894, 35 13, 723. 
Staves, valued at $551,574.50, at 10 per cent...........| 55,157.45 64, 661. : 


273, 277.46 | 820, 850. 58 


1, 070, 393. 75 ie 190, 500. 95 


Total in short lumber 


IMPORTS OF UNMANUFACTURED WOOD. 
Free of duty. 


Value. 
Kind. sib 


NI ik sitet int ataal Naa is elie ilaidenindenchenaenmnitnbbubioti 
Briar root or briar wood, etc 


Handle bolts and heading bolts 
Hop poles Lh 38, 968 
7 2, 164, 273 
97, 857 
Shingle bolts and stave bolts 53, 505 
Ship planking 2 8, 405 
timber : 29, 865 


22, 337 
Molacca joints 75 13 
Rattan and reeds { 778, 781 

121, 398 


5, 468, 641 6, 506, 312 


APPENDIX C. 
LIME. 
(No. 1—Manufacturers.] 
CIRGULAR LETTER OF INQUIRY. 


COMMITTEE ON FINANCE, UNITED STATES SENATE, 
Washington, D. C., December 20, 1893. 


My DEAR Sir: In former years when the question of the tariff was upper: 
most in the consideration of the people, circular letters were addressed to 
merchants, manufacturers, and producers representing the industrial ele- 
ments of the community, and others, making ——— as to the character 
and amount of their output, the capital invested, prices, wages, rates of im- 

rt duties, etc. This was notably the case in 1845, er the direction of 
Roceetazy Walker; in 1882, through the Tariff Commission; and in 1885, under 
the direction of Secretary Manning. 

The replies to such interrogatories furnish valuabie statistics and other 
data, and materially aid in 1 lating upon the subject of customs duties. 

With a view to securing such information, the Committee on Finance sub- 
mit to you the following questions, which, they trust, you will formulate 
replies to, adding such general or al matter as you may be possessed 
of, and which, in your judgment, l be of value to the committee: 

i, State name of corporation, firm, or individual, and character of manu- 
facture. 

2. State location of plant. 

3. What amount of capital is invested? 

4. When was the industry established? 

5. State the amount of production, kinds, and value of articles manufac- 
tured annually since the establishment of your industry; description, value, 
and quantity for each year. 

6. ve you at any time during the past two years been running less than 
full time, and if so, when, and why? 

7. What rate of ad valorem (or —— duty is necessary to place domes- 
tic a on an equal footing with foreign producers, and your reasons 
why 

8. If the rate of duty upon your class of manufacture were reduced one- 
oo reduction in cost of production would be necessary? 

9 state the domestic wholesale price of your goods in 1884, 1890, 
and 1892, and at the date of your answer. 

10. To your arene = has there been an increased competition in your 
line of manufactures, foreign or domestic, during the past four years? 

11. Do you desire a specifie or an.ad valorem duty, and why? 

12, Are you manufacturing or producing as many goods or commodities as 
you were in 1892, and if not, why not? 

13. What has been the tendency of wages during the past twelve months? 

14. If possibile wili you — am estimate of the exact cost of living of the 
families of two or more of your skilled workmen, specifying as near as may 
be items of expenditure? 

15. Have you any difficulty in construing the existing law in regard to im- 








1894. 





portations of the class of articles you produce, and have you any sugges- 
tions to make? 

16. Has the price of living in your locality increased or decreased during 
the past four years, and to what extent? 

17. What in your opinion is the cause of the present depression in trade, 
and what would be your remedy to correct it? 

18. What component materials of your manufacture are, to you, raw ma- 
terials? d : 

19. Are the goods you manufacture luxuries or necessities? 

20. What rate of interest are you compelled to pay on loans? 

21. What effect has immigration had on your business? 

22. What proportion of skilled labor do you employ? 

23. How do you propose to meet any reduction of duty on the goods you 
manufacture? 

24. Give the number of men, women, and children employed, and state the 
Ww s you pay for ordinary and skilled labor. 

oS How many hours per week are they employed? 

26. Do foreign articles of like kind enter into competition, and to what ex- 
tent? 

27. What proportion of your manufacture is exported, and do you realize 
a less price therefrom than from domestic consumption? 

28, Has the cost of manufacture increased or decreased since 1883, and to 
what extent? 

29, Has the increase or decrease been in materials or labor? 

30. Have your selling prices increased or decreased since 1830? 

31. What amount of the agricultural 


roduction of the country is con- 


sumed in your manufacture, or through it, indirectly or directly, and what | 


amount of other domestic productions? 


32. What component materials are used in your manufacture on which you | 


pay a specific or an ad valorem duty? Give the rates of duty. | 
, 83. If your raw material were free would there be any necessity for a cus- 
toms duty on the manufactured product? 

84. Please state the wholesale prices for 1884, 1890, and 1892. Have these 
prices increased or decreased since 1892? 


administrative customs laws? 
The committee are desirous that your reply shall give afull expression of 
our views and not be restricted to merely answering the questions categor 
cally. It, however, should be confined to your specific business and ex 
pressed as concisely as possible. 


Publicity will not be given to names or locations of business if you so de- 


sire. 


Please make your reply on the inclosed blanks and return it in the accom- 


panying envelope. 
Very respectfully, - 
D. W. VOORHEES, Chairman. 
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22. About four-fifths of labor employed receives the highest rate of wa 


paid by us, owing to the peculiar mixed conditions of our lime-rock dep 

23. By reducing price of labor. 

24. About 90 to 100 men when running full capacity. (See answer to7 
25. On kilms 8 hours. In quarries and other work 60 hours 

26. Yes. In 1890 the value of foreign lime sold in our markets was 
$145,000; 1891, something over $100,000; 1892, between 860,000 and #70, 
$14,418.50. 

27. None since the imposition of a specific duty of 20 cents per barr 
the Dominion of Canada and Americans introduced into that country 
methods for manufacturing lime 

28. Increased slightly, owing to labor combination 

29. Labor. 

30. Decreased. 

31. Such as would be consumed by the number of employés 

32. None. 

33. Raw (wood) materials are free 

34. (See answer 9.) 

3%. The existing rate of duty on lime is very satisfactory to us. 


2 


RIVERTON, WARREN Counry, Fe? ry 12, 1894 

DEAR Str: We respectfully submit the following answers to your 
No. 1, dated December 20, 1895: 

1, Carson Lime Company 

2. Riverton, Warren County, Va 
. Capitalized at $150,000, and ful'y paid up certificates issued for thi 
amount. 

4. The industry was established in 1869; incorporated in 1891. 

5. Beginning in a small way in 1869 our business has increased year b. 
year until 1892, in which year we sold (computing bulk lime as 2} bush« t 
barrel) 93,731 barrels. In 1803 our sales fell off to 88,979 barrels, or over 5 px 
cent. The value of building lime in 1892 was 61 cents per barrel at the kil: 


K 


nag | while in 1893 the price had fallen to 58} cents per barrel ona diminished ov 
35. What changes, if any, do you recommend of existing rates of duty or | 


REPLY TO CIRCULAR LETTER OF COMMITTER ON FINANCE, UNITED STATES | 


SENATE, RELATIVE TO CUSTOMS LEGISLATION. 
Answers to questions. 


1. S. E. & H. L. Shepherd; manufacturers of lime, organized 1892, includ 
ins S. E. & H. L. Shepherd and O. P. Shepherd. 

2. Rockport, Me. 

3. One hundred thousand dollars, and fully paid-up certificates issued for 
this amount. 

4. Established 1845. 

5. Lime was manufactured from 1845 to about 1860 in asmall way, operating 
Curing the last-named year three old-fashioned kilns, with a possible capac- 
ity of 500 barrels per week for the three kilns. About 1860 one patent kiln was 
builtin place of one of the old-fashioned ones. This made the possible capacity 
about 25,000 to 28,000 barrels per year: these were operated until 1868, when 
another patent kiln was added to the plant in place of the two remaining 
old-fashioned kilns. This gave a possible capacity of about 45,000 barrels per 
year. From 1868 to 1873 the average output, as near as we can estimate it 
without going into details, was from 28, to 33,000 per year. The business 
then dropped off from 1873 to about 1883, part of which was due to the fact 
that the Dominion of Canada placed a specific duty of 20 cents per barrel on 
our lime, which resulted in closing those markets to us. Notwithstanding 
this, by persistent efforts we were enabled to increase our trade in the United 
States, so that in 1886 we built an additional kiln. Ip 1887 another kiln was 

urchased in connection with O. P. Shepherd, and in 1801 we purchased the G 

. Burgess lime plant, consisting of two kilns, so that at the present time we 
have six kilns in all, witha capacity, if werun every day in the year, of 240,000 
to 250,000 barreis per year. But the largest amount we have been able to 
find a market for in any one year was 1892, when our output was about 160,000 
barrels. We manufactured 1893 120,000 barrels. The average price for 
on yom. as near as we can estimate it, would not exceed 70 cents per 

arrel. 

6. During the winter months very little lime is used, comparatively, which 
makes it necessary to close nearly our entire works from about the 15th of 
December to the middleof March. Eighteen hundred and ninety-two proved 
to b#an exceptional year; but owing to the condition of business in 1893 
our sales dropped off materially. 

TA es duty of 6 cents per 100 pounds is not an excessive rate to place 
domestic products on an equal footing with foreign producers, by reason of 
their natural advantages and the fact that labor can be secured at a very 
much lees rate in the Dominion of Canada and province of Quebec than 
here—the rate there (as shown by letters in our possession, which we here- 
With attach) ranging from 90 cents for very coarse to $1.50 per day for skilled— 
and the fact that about 90 per cent of the cost of a barrel of lime is labor, 
ve are obliged to pay here from #8 to 82.50 per day for same kind of 
work. 

8. A corresponding reduction in the rate of wages. 

9. Wholesale price, free on board at kilns: 1884, 75 cents; 1890, 77 cents; 1892, 
70 cents; 1893, 70 cents. . 

10. During the years 1889 and 1890 there was a large increase in competi- 
tion. From 1890, owing to increased protection, competition has not been 
s0 great. (See answer to question 26.) 

1l. We desire a specific duty, as we can better determine by it the actual 
amount of duty that will be collected on a barrel of lime. 

12. No; on account of decreased deniand and competition from business 
stagnation. 

13. Uniform. 

a Average earnings about $500; $300 for food and clothing; %60 to #75 for 
rent. 

15. No; perfectly satisfied with present law. 

16. Not materially; if ee slightly decreased. 

17. Agitation of the tariff and financial question. Speedy disposition of 
the bill pending, with a view of protecting American industries. 

18. The whole. 

= he 
. Usually 6 per cent; t year 6 per cent to7 per cent 
21. None. cited - 





turn. 

6. In 1893 we ran less than full time owing to the financial stringency 
general depression of business. 

7. As regards the increase of disaster to our Virginia lime industries (an 


v 


speak of fourteen such throughout the State), acomparative statement of 
the cost of foreign lime from New Brunswick with our Virginia lime on tid 

water of Virginia and the Carolinas will afford the most concise information 
As labor is about the same in either case I willleave that outof the computa 
tion. Taking the statements cf the Whitney syndicate as to their ability 
with improved methods to put coal on vessels at $1.10 per ton, the fuel in a 
barrel of lime would be, allowing 50cents freight or $1.00 per ton at St. Joho 
New Brunswick, 4.88cents per barrel; freight to Virginia tidewater. Nor 
folk, 18 cents; customs duty, 3 cents; total, 25.88 cents per barre! 

Lime made at Riverton, Va., costs with coal of like character at $2.95 per 
ton for fuel, 9 cents per barrel; freight to Norfolk, 22 cents per barrel; tota 
31 cents per barrel, or a difference of 5.12 cents in favor of the New Bruns 
wick lime. 

If you take Charleston, S. C., the case is even worse for the Virginia lime 
manufacturers. 

St. John lime 


Cent 
Bs ited as ‘ iercendithoarteaediet cieaiaaal tesa es iglies sl iain gare ‘ 

a a ee a ce pagtecgheatanteneds 25, 00 
ac i a - idetenddwed 3. 
a eee aiid 8 

Virginia lim Cent 
ee a a ee ae 9. 00 
Eee a ea a ais sn Rit diaawens ma 9. { 
, ee Se ee a a 48. 90 


Difference against Virginia lime, 16.02. 

Looking these facts in the face, an ad valorem duty of 10 per cent as pro 
vided by the Wilson bill ts insufficient. As Democrats committed to the 
tariff reform we are willing to submit to an equal fight, but we do not expect 
to be smitten in the house of our friends, and therefore wiil accept a cut of 
25 per cent on the McKinley bill, or 4} cents per 100 pounds, which would 
give us 9.75 per barrel. This is not enough to maintain the present prices of 
labor and do the expected fighting with the Frank Jones syndicate and its 
unlimited capital, but we shall ask the railroads to do the rest 

8. The reduction with a tariff cut of one-third would need to be 10 per cen 
in cost of production. 

9. Thisis partly answered under question 5 
was 12} to 15 cents more than in 1892 to 1893. 

10. Competition has greatly increased within the last five years. 

11. We desire a specific duty because the cask or barre! is two-thirds the 
value of a barrel of lime under an ad valorem duty. This will be imported 
absolutely free. enhance the value of the Wilson bill to the foreigner, wit 
a corresponding disadvantage to us. It would take an ad valorem duty of 
35 per cent to put us on an equality with the New Brunswick people, as 
shown under question 7. 

12. See question 6. 

13. The tendency of wages has been downward. 

14. We employ common labor, and cangnot answer with anything like ac 
curacy. 

15. We suggest that the law as aflecting lime be guarded so as to apply the 
duty to the barrel or cask as well as the contents. 

16. Living expenses have decreased in bread, sugar, and clothing. Meat 
are no lower. 

17. Lack of confidence brought about by speculation and overtradine 
More simplicity in living, greater honesty, and especially less politics 

18. All raw material. 

1% Necessities. 

20. Six per cent 

21. None. 

22. Virtually none. 

23. Reduced below the rates asked for we must cut the laborers’ wages 

24. We have between 0 to 100 men and boys employed. 

2. Ten hours per day, average about fifty hours per week. 

26. Not now, but with a reduction of over 400 per cent in duty the foreign 
will have the matter pretty much his own way at our ports. 

27. We export none. 

28. Cost has decreased 7} to 10 per cent. 

29. Decrease in materiais and improved methods 

30. Decreased 

31. Indirectly, we would say 50 per cent through our men's livir 

32. Nothing. 

33. Do not apply to us. 


From 1834 to 1832 the pri 


g and fel. 
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&. Already answered. 

35. We recommend none, but will sacept what we have named under ques- 
tion7. If the Wilson bill levied dutieS upon all alike, we would not have one 
word to say against it, but when it leaves cement, an article used for the 
same purpose, at McKinley rates and reduces the rate on lime 400 percent it 
is not fair. Again, the Wilson bill protects pig iron 20 per cent. There can 
be no sufficient reason why lime should be singled out for slaughter when 
other and similar articles are taken care of and these articles thus cared for 
are not as liable to suffer as the lime industry, because of the natural ad- 
vantages of the New Brunswick quarries and the gigantic moneyed corpora- 
tion =a is behind them, as shown by the following from the St. John Tele- 
graph: 

There are some persons intimately acquainted with the lime business of 
St. John who predict that in a very short time after the new.tariff goes into 
operation, the production of lime here will be giving employment to thou- 
sands of men, and the export of lime will reach more than $1,000,000 in value 
annually. It is needless to say that such a result would give a boom to the 
business of the city such as it has not experienced since the decline of ship- 
ene and that every interest in St. John would be favorably affected 

vy 9 

Respectfully submitted. 

RICHARD McCOY, Vice-President. 
To Hon, D. W. VOORHEES 


Chairman Finance Committee, United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


To the Ways and Means Commitiee: 

The undersigned petitioners respectfully represent that without exception 
they are all citizens of the United States and residents of Knox County, 
Me.; that their principal and particular business is that of manufactur- 
ing lime for domestic sale, and that the great bulk of the population of their 
section has depended for more than one hundred years, and depends now 
upon the lime-burning industry for its material welfare and prosperity. 

our petitioners also represent that the lime market in the New England 
States and in New York isnot nowcontrolled, nor has itever been controlled, 
by the output of Knox County lime, and in support of this statement submit 
that lime is manufactured in more than twenty States in the Union, and 
that Knox County furnishes only about one-thirty-seventh of all the lime 
produced in the United States. 

Prior to the year 1890 a very considerable amount of foreign lime was 
manufactured and imported to the United States. This was made possible 
by the low price of foreign labor; and had such manufacture and importa- 
tion continued to increase, as it did from the year 1885 to the year 1890, your 
petitioners represent that all their markets would have been lost to them, 
or they would have been compelled to reduce their scale of wages to corre- 
spond with foreign labor. 

Your petitioners further represent that the lime market is not now, nor 
has itever been entirely controlled and manipulated by a combination or 
trust composed of lime manufacturersin Knox County. They submit that 
lime is a perishable article, and that the lime market is variable, owing to 
uncertain competition and uncertain periods of building activity, To pre- 
serve the industry from losses growing out of these causes, a portion of the 
lime manufacturers at different times have undertaken in a lawful and pru- 
dent way to restrict the production of lime to correspond with a healthy and 
legitimate demand. 

Your petitioners deny that either an artificial demand ora higher price 
has ever been created by the curtailing of production of lime in Knox 
County or by the shutting down of all the kilns. At no time has curtail- 
ment of production accomplished more than arrene | normal prices for 
lime, and the nonexistence of a trust has, as a matter of fact, rendered the 
shutting down of all the kilns for the alleged purposes absolutely impossi- 
ble. 
Your petitioners further represent that the lime manufacturers of Knox 
County have never been without local competition, and submit this fact as 
additional evidence in support of their statement that there has never been 
any arrangement whereby it has been possible to close all the kilns for the 
purpose of creating a higher price or an artificial demand for lime. yr 
submit also that because of this inevitable local competition and competi- 
tion from sections outside of Knox County there has never been a time 
within their recollection when the markets would take the whole produc- 
tion of the kilns of Knox County if all the kilns were in operation. 

Your petitioners deny that rates of freight on lime shipped from points in 
the Provinces to lime markets in the New England States are in every case 
more than the rates paid or obtained by the manufacturers of Knox County 
to those same markets; and submit that in many instances the rates of 
freight are decidedly in favor of the foreign manufacturer, and that this 
statementof fact applies particularly to lime manufactured in the Province 
of ones and shipped by rail to the interior cities and towns in New Eng- 
land. 

Your petitioners further submit that, with the possible exception of fore- 
men, alithe labor entering into the cost of producing lime can properly be 
called coarse labor; that sach labor in Knox County is paid from 82 to $2.50 
per day, and in the provinces from $1 to $1.50 per day, and that in bot): sections 
a working day on the kiln consists of twelve hours. There has been noma- 
terial change in the relative cost of labor since the last revision of the tariff, 
and for the details of such cost your arts respectfully refer to the 
tables prepared and printed on pi 1 to 492 of the Hearings Before the 
Committee on Ways and Means, Fifty-first Congress, first session, 1889 and 
1890. They further state that a considerable portion of the lime manu- 
factured in Knox County is burnt over a fuel of coal andalso of oil, and that 
they see no cause for alarm over the —— of the Dominion Govern- 
ment to place an export duty on Ww b our petitioners declare also that 
since the revision of the tariff, lime has been and is to-day selling in open 
markets at a price 5 cents to 10 cents per barrel less than was obtained 
prior to that date, and that Canadian lime has been, and is to-day, selling in 
certain markets at a higher price than a considerable portion of the lime 
manufactured in Knox County. 

Your petitioners deny that enormous fortunes have been made by the 
manufacturers of lime in Knox County, as has been represented to your 
body, but admit that labor in Knox County is well paid, and that its busi- 
ness men and its laborers view with well-founded alarm any movement to 
restrict the present scope or growth of the lime industry. 

Your petitioners further submit that the statements herein expressed 
have been made only after the utmost care in collec facts; that a most 
thorough and candid examination and investigation of their truth is ear- 
nestly invited and desired, and your petitioners pray that such an examina- 
tion and investigation may result in the preservation of the lime industry 
under the existing tariff laws. 

F. COBB & CO., 


A. F. CROCK ETT COMPANY, 
S. E. & H. L. SHEPHERD COMPANY, 
and others. 
Nore.—This petition was signed by all the manufacturers of Knox County, 
some twenty-five or thirty in number, with but one exception, which was 
due to the manufacturer in question being absent at the time. 
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Mr. PEFFER addressed the Senate in continuation of the 
speech begun by him on Friday, April 6. After having spoken 
for some time, 

Mr. QUAY (at 4 o’clock p. m.) said: Mr. President, I suggest 
that there is not a quorum of the Senate present. 

Mr. HARRIS. I regard that suggestion as a violation of the 
consent rule that was agreed upon yesterday. But the Senator. 
from Pennsylvania will judge for himself as to the course he 
should take. The consent rule was thatthe consideration of the 
pending bill should proceed from 1 until 5 o'clock without inter- 
ruption. 

Mr. QUAY. I didnotso understand the agreement, butif that 
was the intendment of the proposition made by the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] and accepted by the Senator from 
Tennessee, of course I will withdraw the call. 

Mr. PEFFER. Certainly. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I agree with the Senator from Tennes- 
see that that was the agreement, and yet I have been surprised 
at the suggestion made by several Senators that they thought 
it would not be a violation of the agreement. I do not want to 
take up any time, but [ think it would be well to have the con- 
sent agreement read from the Clerk's desk. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam sure that such was the intention of the 
Senator from Rhode Island and myself, who perhaps had more 
to do with the consent agreement than any other two Senators. 

Mr. QUAY. Iask the unanimous consent of the Senate to 
withdraw the suggestion. I suppose the only way in which it 
can be withdrawn is by unanimous consent. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I have noobjectiontothat. I feel, how- 
ever, that it is rather a novel position we have gotten ourselves 
into, that one member on the majority side and three members 
on the minority side, besides the speaker, making five present, 
as was the case some time during the afternoon, should be con- 
sidered the Senate of the United States to listen toan exposition 
of the bill. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Will the Senator from Nebraska permit me 
to interrupt him? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Certainly. [am through. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The Senate is notin half as bad condition 
as the Senator from Nebraska would have us understand. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Not now. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I suppose the arrangement between the 
Senator from Rhode Island and the Senator from Tennessee does 
not bind anybody who was not consulted or did not have any- 
thing to do with it; and I tnink many of us would feel at perfect 
liberty to move that the Senate adjourn or proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business, or that the roll be called to se- 
cure the presence of aquorum. But the Senator from Kansas 
is proceeding in such a happy manner in his remarks that I my- 
self do not care to interpose for the purpose of securing a quo- 
rum or for any other purpose. 

Mr. MANDERSON. 1 think there is one matter that should 
be understood. We have always considered that a unanimous- 
consent agreement made in the Senate would bind the entire 
Senate, even those who might be absentat the time it was made. 
T am sure that has been the usual practice in the Senate. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. That is true, but as I understood the agree- 
ment made yesterday, it was an agreement between the Senator 
from Rhode Island, who said he represented the one side of the 
Chamber, and the Senator from Tennessee, assuming to repre- 
sent the other side of the Chamber. I sounderstoodit. I heard 
the announcement, and my impression is the RECORD so sfates. 

Mr. HAWLEY. But unanimous consent was asked by the 
Chair, and given, as has always been done in such cases. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I did not so understand it. 

Mr. VEST. There was unanimous consent given. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Chair put the question, and unanimous con- 
sent was given. I beg to suggest to the Senator from Colorado 
that during the few years I have been here a unanimous-consent 
agreement has been held invariably to bindall Senators, whether 
present at the time the agreement was entered into or not, just 
so far as any Senator is bound by it. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I beg to say that during the many years I 
hope the Senator from Tennessee will continue to adorn the 
Senate he will find those agreements treated with the same in- 
violability. I am stating what I understood to be the arrange- 
ment made the other day. If there was a consent agreement, of 
course I should not think of interfering with it. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I rise to a point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. ALLEN in the chair). The 
Senator from Oregon will state his point of order. 

Mr. MANDERSON. [If I may be permitted, I think I can re- 
fer to the page of the RECORD stating the agreement. . 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I accept the statement of the Senator from 
Tennessee in to it. 

Mr. DOLPH. My point of order is that everything that has 
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occurred since the Senator from Pennsylvania suggested the 
want of aquorum has been contrary to the rules; that the Senate 


can not transact any business, and no discussion is in order after | 


that suggestion was made. It may be that the Senator from 
Pennsylvania would like to withdraw it, but it is a suggestion, 
as was determined by the Senate a day or two ago, which can 
not be withdrawn. ‘The rules are imperative that when there 
is a suggestion made of the lack of aquorum there must be a call 





| 


of the Senate. If it should affect this case only I should notsug- | 


gest this point of order, but I should not like to have it become 
a precedent for the future. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oregon 


makes the point of order that the suggestion of the want of a | 


quorum can not be withdrawn? 

Mr. DOLPH. That is the point of order. 

Mr. MANDERSON., Ithinkitcan be withdrawn unless there 
be objection to its withdrawal. I do not understand the Sena- 
tor from Oregon to object to the withdrawal of the suggestion. 

Mr. DOLPH. Ido not. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Pennsylvania has asked 
leave to withdraw it. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Here is the unanimous-consent agree- 
ment as it appears in to-day’s Recorp. That there may be no 


misunderstanding, I read from the suggestion made by the Sen- | 


ator from Rhode [sland [Mr. ALDRICH]. I read only that part 
which refers to it. 

That the tariff bill shall be taken up for consideration at 1 o’clock and re 
main before the Senate until 5 o'clock each day; that there shall be no dila- 
tory motions and no votes of any kind, and that the discussion shall pro 
ceed within those hours. 

That seems to have been the gist of the unanimous-consent 
agreement. 

Mr. HOAR. If there is no one to speak at a particular time, 
we could adjourn of course. 

Mr. DOLPH. Allow me to say that the Senator from Maine 
when in the chair only two or three days ago ruled that the sug- 
gestion of the lack of a quorum can not be withdrawn. 

Mr. QUAY. Iask the unanimous consent of the Senate to 
withdraw the suggestion of the absence of a quorum. My un- 
derstanding is we can by unanimous consent do anything here 
that is within the Constitution of the United States and the laws. 


Mr. HOAR. It seems to me the trouble with the suggestion | 


as a matter of order is that when it is made there isno evidence 
that there is any Senate to consent unanimously or otherwise to 
anything, except to do what the rule provides can be done when 
a quorum is not present. [donot myself object personally to 
the withdrawal of the suggestion, but I do not think the pro- 
ceeding is correct. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The judgment of the Chair is, | 


on the point of order made, that the suggestion of the lack of a 
quorum can not be withdrawn. The Chair thinks it is its duty 
to order a call of the roll. The Secretary will, therefore, call 
the roll. 

Mr. QUAY. ThenI have only to say that I regret exceed- 
ingly to have interposed the suggestion, and I apologize to the 
Senator from Tennessee for violating the agreement, which I 
did not understand at the time was meant to covera call of the 
roll. 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not think the Senator from Pennsylva- 
nia is suspected of having intentionally violated the agreement. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allen, Dolph, Hunton, Sherman, 
Bate, Dubois, Kyle, Squire, 
ant Frye, Lindsay, Turpie, 
Blackburn, Gallinger, Manderson, Vest, 
Brice, Gibson, Martin, Vilas, 
Butler, Gordon, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Caffery, Gray, Pasco, Walsh, 
Call, Hale, Peffer, Washburn, 
Chandler, Harris, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 
Coke, Hawley, Power, 

Daniel, Hill, Proctor, 

Davis, Hoar, Quay, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-five Senators having an- 
swered to their names, a quorum ispresent. The Senator from 
Kansas will proceed. 


Mr. PEFFER resumed his speech; and after having spoken al- | 


together nearly two hours, 
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Mr. VILAS. WilltheSenatorfrom Missouri yield to me leaye 
to make a request? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

COMMITTEE SERVICE. 

Mr. VILAS. Iask tobeexcused from further service as chair 
man of the Committee on the Quadro-Centennial. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Wisconsin? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Wisconin still remains 
a member of the committee, of course, but resigns the chairman- 
ship only? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. GORMAN, Isend a resolution to the desk, for which I 


| ask present consideration. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That Senator WALSH be assigned to the following com 

Quadro-Centennial (Select), chairman. 

Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Relations with Canada (Select) 

National Banks (Select). 

Private Land Claims, 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move that the Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. VILAS] be made the chairman of the Committee on Post- 


| Offices and Post-Roads. 





Mr. QUAY (at5clock p. m.)said:- Idesire to call the attention | 


of the Senator from Tennessee to the fact that the term of the tariff 
discussion for the day has expired. 

{Mr. PEFFER’S speech will be published entire after it shall 
have been concluded. See Appendix.} 

Mr. HARRIS. I think the Senator from Missouri {Mr. Cock- 
RELL] desires to occupy the attention of the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that the Senate proceed with the 
consideration of the urgent deficiency appropriation bill. 


The motion was agreed to. 

TARIFF COMPILATION, 

Mr.GORMAN. [ask leave at this time to report from the 
Committee on Printing a concurrent resolution, which I send to 
the desk, for which I ask present consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The concurrent resolution will be 
read. 

The Secretary read the concurrent resolution, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 10,000 copies of the compilation prepared under the direction of 
the Committee on Finance, embracing a reprint of House bill No. 4854 with 
Senate amendments thereto, suggested by the Committee on Finance, to 
gether with the existing tariff law and the Mills bill of 1888, with compara 
tive statement as to rates of duty, etc., for the use of the Senate 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
concurrent resolution. 

Mr. GORMAN. I desire to state to the Senate that the reso- 
lution is reported from the Committee on Printing for the rea- 


| son that there seems to be in quite a number of the standing 
| committees a misapprehension in regard to orders which have 


been heretofore passed by the Senate authorizing committees to 
have such printing done as they may desire. The law and the 
rules of the Senate provide that not more than $500 worth of 
printing of additional copies of documents shall be made on any 
such order. Our attention in the Committee on Printing has 
been called by the Public Printer to the fact that in some cases 
committees have exceeded the amount. His attention hus been 
called to the act of Congress, and he has been instructed not to 
exceed the amount of $500 in any case. Hence the necessity for 
the passage of this resolution. ' 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think perhaps it should be stated, in 
addition to the statement made by the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Printing, that as to certain committees of the Senate 
there was special authorization by the body that they might 
print such matter as they desired; but certainly that consent or 
authorization of the Senate would not permit an expenditure for 
any one purpose to exceed the amount of $500. I do not think 
that this consent was needed. Certainly under the practice or 
custom of the Senate any committee has the right, within that 
limit, to print matter that it is supposed to need for purposes of 
the intelligent investigation of any subject, and it isa privilege 
that I do not understand has ever been abused. I take it, how- 
ever, that the Committeo on Finance, in the publication of the 
important matter which they have given to us, have probably ex- 
ceeded that limit, and I think there ought to be some corrective, 
at least a reminder, that no committee has a right to exceed an 
expenditure of $500 for printing even under the authorization 
of the Senate. 

Mr.GORMAN. My colleague on the committee will remem- 
ber that sections 4789, 3794, and 3795 of the Revised Statutes pro- 
vide that neither House of Congress shall order more than $500 
worth of printing of additional copies without the concurrent 
action of the two Houses, and that all orders from committees 
raust of necessity pass through the office of the Secretary of the 
Senate, the estimate to be filed there. 

i desired to call the attention of the Senate to the subject at 
this time, because there has been some difficulty, not alone with 
the Finance Committee, but with other committees, as appears 
from statement of the accounts of the Public Printer. 

I ask that the resolution may be passed. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
concurrent resolution. 
The concurrent resolution was agreed to. 


HOWARD’S PAPER ON THE LABOR PROBLEM. 


Mr.GORMAN, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the resolution submitted by Mr. KYLE on the 2d instant, 
reported it without amendment; and the resolution was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Committee on Education 


and Labor 1,000 copies of Senate Miscellaneous Document No. 96, entitled A 
Solution of the Labor Problem. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. COCKRELLs I now ask unanimous consent that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the consideration of the urgent deficiency appro- 
priation bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6556) to pro- 
vide for further urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for 
the service of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1894, and for other purposes. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask what disposition was made con- 
cerning the paragraph last read. Of course I understand the 
bill is not subject to amendment at this reading. I understood 
from the Senator from Missouri that there would be some mat- 
ters to which he desired to call the attention of the Senate in 
connection with the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest to the Senator from Nebraska 
that we finish the reading of tife bill and act on the committee 
amendments, and then we can take up the question to which he 
refers. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will pro- 
ceed. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill, beginning on 
page 6, at line 23, under the head of ‘‘ Department of Justice.” 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The first amendment reported by 
the Committee on Appropriations will be stated. 

The Secretary read the first amendment reported by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, which was, on page 7, after line 21, to 
insert: 

District attorneys: For fees of United States district attorneys, $101,000. 


Mr.MANDERSON. This, I think, is the fifth—if not the fifth, 
the fourth—urgent deficiency appropriation bill which has come 
to the Senate originating under the law in the House of Represent- 
atives sinee the Fifty-third Congress commenced its session. 
I have sent for the different bills which have heretofore passed 
and was engaged in a computation of the amounts appropriated 
by them. They run certainly into several millions of dollars, 
and I think it would be of value to the Senate and of great in- 
terest to the country if the Senator from Missouri, in charge of 
the bill, would give us a statement of the amounts involved in 
and the necessity for these constantly recurring deficiency bills, 
which in number and in amount, I think, are unprecedented. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Nebraska knows just as 
well as I do the necessity for them. 

Mr. MANDERSON. No; I do not believe I do. 

Mr. COCKRELL, They are necessary simply because the 
House of Representatives does not in the regular appropriation 
bills make sufficient appropriations to carry on the operations 
of the Government during the fiscal year. That is all, and the 
deficiency has to be supplied. I do not know whether this will 
be the last of the urgentdeficiencies. I can not tei! that. Iam 
not responsible for it. 

I have not had any calculations made as to the amounts in- 
volved {n these urgent deficiency bills, because they come on us 
as this bill comes, in an emergency, and we are compelled to 
pass them. 

I will say, however, to the Senator from Nebraska, that long 
before this sossion closes and leng before the election, when he 
wants to use the information, he will have all the data; and [ 
shall furnish them to him, showiig exactly how much has 
been orereneen in these deficiency bil!s. 

We ali know perfectly well to whom tiie deficiencies are 
charged. They are charged to the Congress wiiich makes the 
appropriations for that fiscal year. Of course there is no dis- 
position on this side of the Chamber to evade responsibiiity for 
anything of the kind. We shall have a full statement when the 
time comes; but I did not think it was a ow thing to waste 
time and labor in preparing astatementof deficiencies now. We 
have not yet received the general deficiency bill, which is the 
mainone. The bills which have been passed are only urgent 
deficiency bills. The Senate Committee on Appropriations has 

added to the items already in the pending bill a number of other 
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items necessary for running the United States courts and pro- 
viding for certain expenses connected with the Senate. 

Mr.MANDERSON, I hope the Senator from Missouri, whose 
honesty of purpose and whose entire candor no man ever ques- 
tions, will not suppose for an instant that my inquiry was meant 
as any reflection upon him. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly not. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Or even upon the party of which he is 
such an honored and efficient member. 

The Senator says that at some time in the dim and distant fu- 
ture there will be prepared for us a statement showing what 
these deficiencies are. It seems to me that one might retort to 
that statement that ‘‘ Now is the accepted time,” now is the day 
of deficiency bill No. 5, and we are told that these are simply 
preliminary skirmishes to the great deficiencies which shai! 
come with what is known as the general deficiency bill. 

I think, Mr. President, that it is unprecedented that at any 
Congress there has come this repotition, an interminable repeti- 
tion of deficiency bills. [ask the Senator whether he remem- 
bers, in his long experience in this body, that during a session 
of Congress, before the general deficiency bill came to us, there 
were four or five urgent deficiency bills, and especially have 
there been urgent deficiency bills, in small or great number, 
which have involved the large amounts which are incorporated 
in these different bills? 

I have here one which passed the Senate on the 21st day of 
December, 1893, and that was the third deficiency bill of this 
Congress. In running my pencil over the amounts involved I 
find, though Iam only half through the bill, I have ‘already 
reached about $950,000 in this one bill. 

It is important, it seoms to me, for the proper consideration 
of this bill to vindicate the Congress of the United States be- 
fore the country for these enormous appropriations, that we 
should know the reason for this shortage, not in general terms, 
for we all know that. We know that these deficiency bills, 
small or large, whether they are few or whether they are nu- 
merous, are necessary because the Congress of the United States 
did not in passing the appropriation bills last year provide, as 
Congress should have provided, for the absolute necessities of 
the Government. That isa general answer that does not need 
to be made. Weall know that. What we wish to know is the 
reason for the shortage of appropriations made for the fiscal 
year 1894, ending June 30, which requires that we should pass 
these numerous bills coming to us at the extra session and com- 
ing to us at this session, which is the first regularsession of this 
Congress. 

I hope the Senator will not at all reflect upon me as desiring 
to make political capital from my inquiry. I desire the infor- 
mation not only for my own benefit and for the benefit of other 
Senators who may be interested in this behalf, but it is due to 
the country that it should know why it is these great deficiency 
bills, running into millions of money, should come here in con- 
stant parade and procession, and why we can not wait until the 
— general deficiency bill comes, which we are promised here- 
after. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, we have already passed 
four deficiency bills. The first was the urgent deficiency bill 
for the recoinage of silver coin, carrying an appropriation of 
$306,000. Then there was passed an urgent deficiency bill for 
assistant custodians of public buildings, ete., amounting to $370,- 
688.33; a further urgent deficiency bill for customs, census, etc., 
for $1,889,455.86; and a further urgent deficieney bill for the 
United States courts, amounting to $768,268, making an aggre- 
gate of $3,334,322.19 which has already been appropriated. ‘The 
pending bill, as it passed the House of Representatives, carries 
$1,242,255.66, The Senate Committee on Appropriations has 
added to it some $500,000. 

r. President, as I understand and asthe Senate, I hope, will 
undérstand, these deficiencies in the appropriations of the last 
Congress are largely because the estimates of the expenditures 
of the Government were not covered by the appropriations ac- 
tually made. In other words,the amount estimated and the 
amount that was deemed necessary to carry on the Government 
by the Executive Administration then in existence was not ap- 
propriate. 

As a matter of course I can not speak for others. I can not 
tell why certain bills are prepared ina certain way. I do not 
know. IfI were preparing an ree bill I would Sapre. 
priate the exact amount I thought necessary for that branch of 
service for the entire fiscal year, and then if I could I would 
make it a criminal offense for the Executive Administration to- 
expend more than thatsum. But we do not originate the ap- 

riation bills and we can not control the amount. We fre- 

uently inc,ease the amount, and sometimes we are charged with 
bei extra’ nt and prodigal; the Senate is called the House 


of Laat and it is emarged that we are not careful and mindful 








1894. 


of the people's interests and their pocketbooks. I know, and 
all the Senate knows, that has been done repeatedly somewhere 
or other in the world and the responsibility has been attempted 
to be thrown upon us for any increase of the kind. 

Not a Cabinet officer, but an administrative officer, in speak- 
ing before a subcommittee the other day, in explaining why 
only a certain amount was appropriated, said that he had been 
requested to give the amount that would be necessary up to the 
4th of March or the Ist of March; that that was all the bill was 
intended to cover. Iwas not present,and I donot know by what 
authority he made that statement; but, nevertheless, he made the 
statement to us that in the preparation of the bill it was only 
intended to cover the time up to the 4th of March. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Was not thata practical violation of the 
law which requires that the estimate made shall be one that 
will carry to the end of the fiscal year? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The estimate made in the Book of Esti- 
mates is always for the entire year, but this is what was neces 
sary for a certain time; the time was fixed at the Ist of March, 
and it was the amount necessary up to that time. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Thenit was purely a violation of the 
law. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
intended in the bill only to cover up to that time. 
knows perfectly well, if that be the case, that at the next ses- 
sion of Congress we shall be called upon to appropriate an ur- 
gent deficiency for the remainder of the year. As a matter of 
course we can not avoid these things. This is an urgent defi- 
ciency bill; we have simply added to it those items; we have 
given tue amount absolutely necessary to carry on the courts, 
and we have added a few other items. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I certainly do not wish to decry my own 
profession of the law, but it does seem to me that the item which 





He was under the impression that it was 
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in the 





tionofthem. But when the other House refuses, 
instance, to make the necessary appropriations of 
when the fourth or fifth deficiency bill passes the H and 
when the Senate Committee on Appropriations come in here and 
ask that these » sums of money shall be added by 


ate tothe bill, to be charged up to the Senate, in 


} . 
are 
eet Bt 


judgment, it does seem as if there ought to be a written 
ment or an oral statement putting the blame for this de 
where it belongs, either upon the executive branch of the Go 
ernment or upon the House of Representatives, taking the 
off from the Senate and taking the blame off from thee} n 
and the other members of the Senate Committee on Ay 
tions 

Lrespectfully ask the Senator from Missouri w! 
give us any intelligent and satisfactory reason why we 
appropriate these sums, $101,000, $10,000, $21,000, and ¢ 


the district attorneys of the United States, paving them) 
which we have not yet appropriated [ 
during the present year? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ifthe S 


or servic 


nator WL! take up hil ry « 





bill heewill find, lines 15 and 16, on page 7, as follo 
Feesof marshals: For fees andexpenses of marsha Unit 
¥),000 
That is a deficiency, but not as startling as any of the defi 
| cies which the Senate committee has added to the bill. Th: 
tor from New Hampshire asks me why we propose to ap 
ate for feesof United States district attorneys $101,000, w th i 
not one-third as much as thatappropriation. Then w 
| ate for special compens ition te United States district atto: 
| $10,000; for regular assistants to United States district atto 
| neys, $21,000; for special assistants to United States district at- 


the committee have inserted in the bill for the payment of fees | 


of district attorneys ought to be explained more satisfactorily 
than the chairman of the committee has yetexplainedit. Now, 
look at the propositions which are not contained in the bill as 
it passed the other House, but which the Senator from Missouri 
brings in here as Senate amendments. 

District attorneys: For fees of United States district attorneys, #101,000. 

Is that a deficiency which could have been foreseen, or is it a 
deficiency which could not have been foreseen? That is a very 
large sum to add to the fees of forty-four district attorneys of 
the country. How it happens that the regular appropriation 
bill for the expenses of the judicial department of the Govern- 
ment was $101,000 below the amount necessary to pay the fees of 
district attorneys for the year, it seems to me, requires explana- 
tion. 

For special eompensation to United States district attorneys, $10,000. 

That is a very large sum. 

For regular assistants to United States district attorneys, #21000. 

Yor special assistants to United States district attorneys, $30,000. 

In these days of poverty and distress I think that these items 
in this appropriation bill for extra compensation to the United 
States district attorneys and the regular assistants to the United 
States district attorneys and the special assistants tothe United 
States district attorneys ought to be explained. 

Iask the Senator from Missouri to tell us, when he next ad- 
dresses the Senate, whether any report is made that explains 
why these enormous deficiencies have occutred in the appropris- 
tion for the payment of the district attorneys of the country 
and their regular assistants and special assistants. I can under- 
stand that there might be a deficiency for fees of clerks. 

For fees of clerks, United States courts, $116,000. 

For fees of commissioners, United States courts, $187,200. 

Those are very large appropriations. 
possible, when making an estimate, to tell exactly how much 
would be required for fees of clerks or fees of commissioners; 


but I can not understand why there should have been such a | 1 ; . 
| year 1894, but it was not appropriated by the House in the last 


miscalculation as to the fees of the district attorneys and their 
special and regular assistants. 

There is another appropriation here that is equally unintel- 
ligible to me: 

aoe of court rooms: For rent of ccart rooms, United States courts 


Is that for court rooms to be hereafter rented, oris it for court 
rooms which have been already rented; and if they have been 
already rented, by what authority have court rooms been rented 


torneys, $30,000; for fees af clerks, United States courts, $116,00% 
for fees of commissioners, United States courts, $187,200, and 
for rent of court rooms, United States courts, $42,000. TI t 


ator will see that the other House made provision fo 


| expenses of marshals, United States courts, $550,000. Wh 


I can see that it is not | 


| will permit me. 


| the three items. 


to the extent of $42,000 more than the appropriation for the year | 


authorized? 


I say, as does the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON], | 


that in asking these questions we make no imputation upon the 
chairman of the Senate committee himself. We are inclined, 
of course, to vote for the passage of an appropriation bill that 
he reports, even if there are almost no other members of the 
Committee on Appropriations upon the floor to make explana- 


| 


that large expenditure? It was because in the last Con 
the amount estimated for the fiscal year 1894 was not app 
ated and this amount is within the estimates of the approp: 
tions for that object. Then we come to fees of 

Mr. MITCHELLof Oregon. 
mittee leaves that point, may I ask him a qui 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 

I understand. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes. 

Mr. MITCHELLof Oregon. There are appropt iations in t] 
bill under the head of “district attorneys” on pages 7 
for fees of United States district attorneys, SLOL,QU0U; for sp 
compensation to United States district attorneys, $10,000; 


» , ,Juro ” 
Before the chairman 


4] 
VU. ft c } 


stion? 


This is an irgentdefici ney b 


regular assistants to United States district attorneys, $21,000; 
for special assistants to United States district attorneys, $30,000 
Are those appropriations to pay something in the future or to 
pay for services already rendered? 

Mr? COCKRELL. They are to pay for services for the pr nt 


fiscal year, up to the close of it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Services already renders 

Mr. COCKRELL. Services already rendered and to be r 
dered during the remainder of the year. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. ‘To be rendered up: 
day of June next? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Up to the 30th day of June next. In fw 
ther explanation [ will say thet the other House has appro 
priated $50,000 for fees of jurors. That is within the amount 
estimated for in the estimates for the fiscal year 1894, but the 
appropriation was not made by the House. Now, we come to 
fees of witnesses. Thereare $200,000 appropriated by the House 
in the bill for that purpose. That is within theamount that was 
estimated for in the estimates of appropriations for the fiscal 


“7 
‘ 


Li 


‘ 


in ie i 


Congress. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I wish to ask a question, if the Senator 
[see that there are appropristed here for fees 
of marshals, jurors, and witnesses $600,000. That is the total of 
Are we to understand that in the appropria 
tion bill for the running of courts for the present fiscal year 
there was no money appropriated? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, there was money appropriated. 

Mr. MANDERSON. +Can the Senator give us the amount of 
that appropriation? How much was the appropriation for the 
present fiscal year? It is $600,000 short. How much was the 
amount appropriated for those three items? 


e 
i 
! 


Mr. COCKRELL. The amount appropriated for 189! 
$600,000. 
Mr. MANDERSON. So this will make $1,200,000 for the 


three items—marshals, jurors, and witnesses? 
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Mr. COCKRELL. They were different estimates. There 
was appropriated for the marshals $475,009; for the fees of jurors, 
$60),000, and for the fees of witnesses, $750,000, Those are the 
amounts appropriated, and these are in addition to those sums. 
It is the same way precisely with the items for the United States 
attorneys and district attorneys. These amounts were all esti- 
mated for. Every one of these items was covered by the esti- 
mutes for the fiscal year 1894. The last Congress did not make 
the appropriation up to the amount of the estimates; and the 
estimates, it seems, were nearly correct, and the deficiency has 
to be rt for. 

Mr. HARRIS. ILIask the Senator from Missouri to state that 
these deficiency appropriations barely come up to the estimates 
for the year 184. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is not asolitaryitem here that goes 
over the estimates that were made for the fiscal year 1894. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I simply want to impress the fact, then, 
that by the appropriation bill which passed Congress in 1893 
making the appropriations for expenses of United States courts, 
confined to three items of marshals, jurors, and witnesses, there 
was appropriated $2,025,000, and that now there is founf to bea 
shortage of $600,000, which will make the fullappropriation for 
courts $2,625,000 for these three items. So, in fact, the appro- 
priation made in 1893 was an appropriation for three-fourths of 
a year instead of the full year, and it is by that practice that 
somewhere else the country is led to believe that appropriations 
had been reduced over appropriations made by former Con- 
gresses. What I desire is simply to emphasize the fact, so that 
nobody may be deceived by it, that this pretended reduction in 
appropriation bills is one that has the pps sere sequence to it 
that we come in thereafter with urgent deficiency bills that in- 
crease the amount beyond that of former years. 

Mr. STEWART. This isaverylargeamount. The total de- 
ficiency under the head of ‘*‘ Expenses, United States courts,” as 
I figure it, is $1,380,000, The Appropriation Committee ought 
to have come nearer the ordinary court expenses of the Govern- 
ment in making the appropriations than $1,380,000. That shows, 
it seems to me, a very strange mode of conducting business. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does the Senator from Nevada know why 
thes Senate Appropriation Committee of the last Congress did 
not insist upon the full appropriation and make the bill truly an 
appropriation for a year instead of, as it should have been en- 
tit ed, an appropriation for three-quarters of a year? 

Mr. STEWART. I have no information on the subject. I 
merely say this amount is so very large—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. Was not the Senator a member ofothe 
committee? 

Mr. STEWART. I was a member of the committee. 

Mr. CHANDLER. A distinguished lawyer, alive to the ne- 
cossities of the United States courts, did he allow this omission 
to go unrebuked? 

Mr. STEWART. I supposed we were making appropriations 
to cover the running expenses. I do not think that the Senate 
committee added much if anything to the House appropriation, 
but I supposed the sum required would ‘be figured closer than 
that. y recollection is not very distinct as to the bill last 
year. I think the Senate passed the appropriation about as it 
came from the House, but I was not aware that so large a mis- 
take had been made. 

Mr. CHANDLER. What has been the intention or the prac- 
tice of the Sénate Committee on Appropriations when a bill has 
come from the House making appropriations for three-quarters 
or two-thirds of a year—a deliberate cutting down of the esti- 
mates which the Executive Departments have made, giving the 
amounts which they have insisted upon would be necessary 
properly to carry on the Government for the whole year? Have 
the Senate committee intended to acquiesce in this deceptive 
system of appropriations, or have they intended to insist upon 
it that the appropriations shall be brought - in the Senate 
until they reach the amounts necessary for the full year? 

Mr. COCKRELL rose. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask not the Senator from Missouri, but 
the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr.STSWART, I think it was the intention of the commit- 
tee while I was a member of it ae ing e the appropriations as 
near the actual expenses as possible. That was the effort on the 
part of the Senate committee so far as I know. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Why was it not done in this case? 

Mr. STEWART. Lamsurel did oer that anything 
would psss through where it would leave as large a deficiency 
as this. It rather surprised me, and that is why I made the re- 
mark I did. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the Senator will just refresh his mem- 
ory, he will remember how the distinguished chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations in the last Co , the senior 
Senator from lowa[Mr, ALLISON], explained time and again 
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that the appropriation bills did not cover the amount of the 
estimates, and in his judgment appropriations would have to be 
made to cover the estimutes. We do the best wecan on the Ap- 
propriation Committee—we have done it in preceding Con- 
gresses and will do it hereafter—to make an appropriation 
sufficient to cover the service; but somebody will not accede to 
that; we can not force it; and when the bill is passed and the 
full appropriation is not made, it comes in in a deficiency bill. 
That is all there is about it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suppose the Senator from Missouri con- 
siders the practice that has prevailed as a vicicus one, and now 
we have noremedy. We mustacquiesce in the lamentable fact 
that a system has prevailed of appropriations made in the House 
of Representatives entirely inadequate to the necessities of the 
Government for the fiscal year. Attempts have been made by 
the Senate to increase the amounts, which have been only par- 
tially successful; and now we are confronted with the necessity 
of voting for these enormous sums in repeated deficiency bills. 
Now that a change has been made in the political character of 
all the branches of the Government, that the millenium has ar- 
rived and the era of reform has come, I sincerely hope that the 
Senator from Missouri, with his accustomed ability and energy, 
will see to it that for the next fiscal year the appropriation bills 
shall carry a sufficient amount to conduct the Government not 
for nine months, but for twelve months. 

Mr. President, when the fortifications bill comes before the 
Senate I shall have occasion to renew this discussion, because I 
think we shall find in the fortifications appropriation bill as it 
has come from the other House that the same vice of which we 
have been speaking is continued, and that there has been a de- 
liberate appropriation of from two-thirds to three-quarters of 
the mene that it has been estimated by the Executive Depart- 
ments will be absolutely necessary to carry on the Government 

for the next fiscal year. 

Icertainly hope that the Senator from Missouri, the whole of the 
Senate Committee on Appropriations, and the Senate itself will 
insist upon it that this kind of fraud upon the people of the 
country shall come forever to an end. I do not undertake now 
to — the blame for this system between the two political 
parties. 

If [ should undertake to blame the one party more thin the 
other, if I should undertake to blame the Democratic party more 
than the Republican party, I know I should draw upon the Sen- 
ate a long address from the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gor- 
MAN], a member of the Committee on Appropriations, in vindi- 
cation of the policy of his party, which | regret to say there is 
not time for the Senate to listen to to-night. I shall not under- 
take to blame either political party, but I say it is time that 
there should be courage enough in the House of Representatives 
and in the Senate of the United States to deal honestly with 
the American people when political campaigns are approach- 
ing by telling the people exactly how much money will be 
needed to carry on the Government during the current fiscal 
year, and not go into those political campaigns with lying ap- 
propriations, and with the full knowledge on all hands that the 
appropriation bills are not appropriation bills for the whole 
fiscal year, but are appropriations only for three-quarters of the 
year, and must be followed up during the session of Congress 
which succeeds the election by large deficiency appropriations, 
which come in here one after another to the utter discreditof the 
whole system upon which appropriation bills are constructed 
and reported and peased in Congress. 

Mr. ALLEN, should like to ask the Senator from New 
Hampshire a question. Have any lying appropriation bills been 
passed heretofore to the Senator’s knowledge? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ido not understand the Senator's ques- 
tion. 

Mr. ALLEN. I understood the Senator from New Hampshire 
to say that it was the custom to pass lying appropriation bills for 
the purpose of deceiving the people of the country. I should 
like to know to what extent that custom has prevailed hereto- 
fore? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think it has always been done. when 
there has been a Democratic House of Representatives. There 
has been a Democratic House of Representatives in this country 
now for twenty years, with two exceptions. 

Mr. ALLEN. Has it ever been done under a Republican Ad- 
ministration? 

Mr. CHANDLER. There have been but two Congresses in 
which the House of Representatives, as the Senator knows very 
well, has been Republican since 1874. 

Mr. ALLEN. Have any bills of that character been passed 
during that time? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think certainly there were such bills 
— du those two Congresses, and that is why we are 

aving a Populist party growing up in this country. Neither 
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party is wholly to blame for this system of appropriations. We | 
might say, if the Republicans have had the ouse of Repre- 
sentatives fouryearsin twenty, the —— is four-twentieths 
to sixteen-twentieths and because this system has prevailed as 
to the two old parties is possibly one reason for the rapid growth 
of the party towhich the Senator from Nebraska belongs, who, | 
I am happy to see, divides his time pretty impartially between 
the other side of the Chamber and this side of the Chamber, 
and we are always glad to see him on this side of the Chamber. 

Mr. STEWART. Wili the Senator from New Hampshire 
allow me? 

Mr.CHANDLER. I had entirely forgotten my friend, the 
Populist Senator from Nevada, who so recently announced the | 
transfer of his political allegiance; and Lam glad to welcome 
him into this field of reform. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a 


question? 
Mr.CHANDLER. Certainly. 
Mr. STEWART. Is the fact that the two old parties have be- | 


come so corrupt that they even pass lying appropriation bills 
an argument why there should not be a third party? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly the mistakes which the old | 
parties have made form a legitimate argument for the construc- | 
tion of a new party and for the appearance in the Senate of the 
Senator from Nebraska as a greatreformleader. I welcome, as 
I said, the Senator from Nebraska to that field, and we expect 
great things from him when he gets fairly settled into the Sen- 
atorial harness. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to have an answer from the Sen- | 
ator to another question, with his permission. Does he not be- 
lieve that the passage of lying appropriation bills by both the 
Republican and the Democratic parties, as well as other high 
crimes and misdemeanors committed by them, fully justify the 
existence of a new political party in this country? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I make merely this admission: [ think it | 
fully justifies the Senator's election to the Senate and the con- | 
version of the Senator from Nevada from the Republican party | 
to the Populist party. That is asfar as Iam willing to admit | 
the two old parties deserve affliction on account of their past de- | 
linquencies. To that extent I am willing to go. 

r. MITCHELL of Oregon. Does the Senator think that is 
an agreeable affliction? 

Mr. CHANDLER. So far as we are concerned here it is an | 
entirely agreeable incursion into the Senate. I certainly wel- 
comed the Senator from Nebraska when he came here. I did | 
not part without great regrets with the Senator from Nevada. | 
I think it would have been better for him if he had retained his 

} 





a agg affiliation. 

ow, Mr. President, I will make no further admissions to- 
night, because the day is passing; but until this appropriation 
bill comes up again I shall take into careful consideration the 
inquiry of the Senator from Nebraska, and ifI think that the 
two old parties have deserved any worse infliction than they | 
have already received throug’: the Populist party, I will frankly | 
say so to him in some future discussion. [ have to say to the 
Senator that I always desire to be frank and keep nothing back, 
and if I come to a conclusion that would gratify him on this sub- 
ject, I will make the admission candidly and frankly on some 
future occasion. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator will know better the deserts 
of his party after awhile. It will be on trial nowfor awhile. It 
may be that they will get something that will not be as agree- 
able as what has occurred if they keep on in their iniquitous 
ways. , 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question isonagreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations, inserting lines 
22 and 23, on page 7. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 
was, on page 7, after line 23, to insert: 

For special compensation to United States district attorneys, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 8, to insert: 

For regular assistants to United States district attorneys, 321,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, after line 2, to insert: 

For special assistants to United States district attorneys, $30,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, after line 4, to insert: 
Fees of clerks: For fees of clerks, United States courts, $116,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, after line 6, to insert: 


eee et toners: for fees of commissioners, United States courts, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 8, after line 9, to insert: 

Rent of court rooms: For rent of court rooms, United States courts, 
$42,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to ask the Senator from Missouri 
whether he understands that these appropriations will be en- 
tirely sufficient to carry the Department of Justice through tho 
present year? 

Mr. COCKRELL. They are sufficient. They cover the esti- 
mates, and are within them, for the remainder of the fiscal 
year, 


Mr. CHANDLER. They are the complete amount of the 
| origina! estimates? 
Mr. COCKRELL. They are within the estimates. 
rhe nextamendment of the Committee on Appropriation 
on page 9, after line 2, to insert: 
SENATE. 
- For compensation of officers, messengers. and others in the f tho 
Senate, $13,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
lhe next amendment was, on page 9, after line 5, under the 
heading ‘‘ Senate,” to insert: 
For materials for folding, $3,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Che next amendment was, on page 9, after line 6, to insert: 
To enable the Secretary of the Senate to pay to Sarah B. Colquitt, widow 
of the Honorable A}fred H. Colquitt, deceased, late a Senator from the State 
of Georgia, %,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
lhe next amendment was, on page 9, after line 10, to insert: 
CONGRESSIONAL DIRECTORY. 
For expenses of compiling, preparing, and indexing Congressional Direc- 


tory for the second session ofthe Fifty-third Congress, to be expend 
the direction of the Joint Committee on Printing, $1,200 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ House of 
resentatives ” on page 9, after line 17, to insert: 

For compensation and mileage of Members of the House of Representa- 
tives, and Delegates from Territories, $14,234. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire of the chairman of the 
committee why we are to put.in the Senate an appropriation 


d under 


Rep- 


| for compensation of membersof the House if the House does not 


ask for it? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will state very frankly that it was done 
because the Committee on Appropriations of the House re- 
quested us to putitin. It was omitted by an oversight in the 
bill there and they requested it specially. It has always beena 


| custom of the Senate committee that whenever the committee of 


the House come and make a request of this kind we have com 
plied with it. It has been done repeatedly. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire whether it has been the 
custom of the House committee to do it when the committee of 
the Senate makes a request of that kind in the same way? 

Mr. COCKRELL. We do not originate the appropriation 


| bills. 


Mr. HOAR. I know; but that does not make any difference. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Butif anything is brought up in commit- 
tee of conference that was overlooked, and we request that it be 
inserted, I think the House has always complied in regard to a 
matter concerning the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. That has not been my observation. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think now the House show us the same 
courtesy we show them. They have been disposed to do so for 
some little while. 

Mr. HOAR. That has not always been the case, as the Sena- 
tor knows very well. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I know; but I think we had that matter 
settled in the beginning of the session. 

Mr. HOAR. While the Senator is on his feet I wish he would 
state, if he has it in his memory, the entire aggregate of the es- 
timates for the next year. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator refers to the next fiscal year? 

Mr. HOAR. [refer to the next fiscal year. Itis not in ref- 
erence to this one thing, but I should like to have that for my 
own information. It has been stated once or twice in the dis- 
cussion of the tariff bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. As we have it here it is $395,232,109.93. 

Mr. HOAR. Without pensions or including pensions? 

Mr. CCCKRELL. That does not include the permanent ap- 
propriations. 

Mr. HOAR. How much are they? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The permanent and indefinite appropria- 
tions are estimated at $101,074,6890. 

Mr. HOAR. So thatthe estimates of the present Adminis- 
tration are about $500,000,000. Do those two items include the 
whole amount? 
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Mr. COCKRELL. It comes to something like $496,306,000. 

Mr. HOAR. Then if we have any deficiency bills,I am afraid 
we shall get a billion.dollar Congress, if we do not look out. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That may be. [can not tell yet. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is onagreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 
was, on page 10, to insert as a new section at the end of the bill 
the following: 


Sec, 2. That the act entitled ‘An act to amend section 370) of the Revised 
Statutes relating to contracts for supplies in the Departments at Wasning- 
ton,” approved January 27, 1894, be, and the same is hereby, so amended that 
the provisions thereof shall apply only to advertisements for proposals for 
fuel, ice, stationery, and other miscellaneous supplies to be purchased at 
Washington for the use of the Executive Departments and other Govern- 
ment establishments therein named; and all advertisements made and con- 
tracts awarded or to be awarded thereon since January 27, 1894,in accord- 
ance vie the laws in force prior to said date, are hereby declared to be legal 
and valid. 


Mr. MANDERSON. It seem to me that is a practical repeal. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Notatall. The Senator will understand 
it. The law to which this is an amendment intended to confine 
its operations to the Executive Departments in Washington and 
to the materials that they bought here in Washington; but the 
accounting officers of the oncnan have construed itdifferently; 
they say it embraces all the bids throughout the whole eountry. 
This is simply to limit the law to what it was originally in- 
tended to be. 

Mr. HOAR. What is it? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The bids for supplies. 

Mr. HOAR. I know; but what is the provision of the act. re- 
ferred to? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The law to which this is an amendment 
was intended to require all the notices of bids for aa to be 
furnished here in Washington to be published by all the De- 
partments at the same time, and the bids to be opened on the 
same day,etc. The Treasury Department now construes that 
law to mean the advertisement for all the bids throughout the 
country, for Indian supplies, Army supplies, and everything of 
that kind, which was never intended; and they have gone on 
and advertised through the country for the supplies, and have 
received the bids. That is the reason why the last clause is put 
in, to confirm the bids. Thesection is in the formsuggested by 
the Secretary of the Treasury. I think it wasa misconstruction 
of the law. I do not think the law was ever intended to be con- 
strued the way it was. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Has the attention of the Senator been called 
to the contract for stamped envelopes for the Post-Office Depart- 
ment? 

Mr. COCKRELL. There are a large number of different bids 
of that kind. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Bids have been made for stamped envelopes 
for four years, but the Department discover this technical ques- 
tion and the awarding of thatcontraethas been suspended. Will 
the adoption of this amendment relieve them from the embar- 
rassment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The last clause of the section reads: 

And all advertisements made and contracts awarded or to be awarded 
thereon since January 27, 1894, in accordance with the laws in force prior to 
said date, are hereby declared to be legal and valid. 

That confirms everything. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If it confirms what has been done, ifit con- 
firms the advertisement for stamped envelopes, it will change 
very much that business, for that usually has been done undera 
four years contract, and they will now do it differently. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I do not know as to the oxact terms of the 
advertisements. It will make valid whatever they have done. 

Mr. HAWLEY. They have not actually awarded the con- 
tract. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then it will depend upon whether they 
do award it or not. 

Mr. HAWLEY. They are waiting for an affirmation of the 
construction the Senator speaks of. 

Mr.GORMAN. When the recent act was passed, and it is a 
recent act, having been passed in January, 1894, the draft of the 
bill eoming from the Treasury Department, the officers of the 
Department went on with nearly all the purchases outside of 
the city of Washington, as under the old law. 

Mr. HAWLEY. They did advertise as under the old law, but 
now the bids being in they are met by this construction. I un- 
derstand the Postmaster-General does not know precisely what 
he ought to do. 

Mr. BRICE. This validates the advertisements? 

Mr. GORMAN. That is all. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And it will leave the Postmaster-General 
perfectly free to go on and complete the contracts just as he 
would have done if the law had never been misconstrued. 
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Mr. HAWLEY. He will have to advertise over again? 

Mr. COCKRELL. No; everything that has been done is de- 
clared valid, just as if the law had never been misconstrued. 

Mr. HAWLEY. So he will then make his awards just as he 
would have done under the old law? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Precisely. 

Mr. QUAY. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator from Pennsylvania will 
not make that motion. It will only take usa few moments to 
pass this bill. 

Mr. QUAY. Idonot think the Senator from Missouri can 
make much further progress with the bill to-night. However, 
if he expects a final vote upon the bill I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the motion will not be made. I do 
not think, when we have spent just an hour now and spont an 
hour this morning and this is the last amendment, that it is fair 
treatment, I say that very frankly. I hope the motion will not 
be pressed. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I desire to say that there is one amend- 
ment at least—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania withdraw the motion? 

Mr. QUAY. I withdraw it for the purpose of enabling the 
Senator from Nebraska to make a statement. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Thereis one amendment at least that I 
intend to propose to the bill, an amendment having reference to 
the census reports. [ do not think that we can becharged with 
evincing any disposition to delay matters. Here is a bill that 
runs, [ should think, at a rough estimate, into $3,000,000. It 
must involve about that sum. What is the amount involved in 
the bill, I ask the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. COCKRELL. One million seven hundred thousand dol- 
ars. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I thought it was more than that, for it 
runs to over $1,000,000 for courts alone—$1,300.000, I think. I 
believe the bill should be rather carefully considered, and by a 
full Senate. Of course it is very easy, if we desire so to do, to 
insist upon a voting quorum to pass the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the Senator from Nebraska desires to 
discuss the question further in regard to the census, as a matter 
of course I will yield. I supposed he had probably seen some of 
these letters. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That is what I wanttodo. I want to 
prepare an amendment to the census portion of the bill, and I 
think by to-morrow morning, with a full Senate, we can conclude 
it very speedily. 

Mr. COCKRELL. [I have no objection, then, to the motion of 
the Senator from Pennsylvania. I shall call up the bill in the 
morning immediately after the routine business. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. SQUIRE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration Of executive business. 

Mr. GORMAN and others. Oh, no. 

Mr. SQUIRE. There is only one matter to be considered, and 
we can dispose of it in a few moments. 

Mr. HARRIS. We might have a short executive session, it 
seems to me. 

Mr. QUAY. If the Senator from Washington desires an ex- 
ecutive session, I shall not renew my motion to adjourn. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I niake that motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Washington that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and .the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After fifteen minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o’clock 
and 20 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Thursday, April 12, 1894, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate April 11, 1894. 


POSTMASTER. ‘ 


J. B. Smither, to be postmaster at Nicholasville, in the county 
of Jessamine and State of Kentucky, in the place of Samuel M. 
Anderson, whose commission expired February 13, 1894. 


MEMBERS OF BOARD OF REGISTRATION AND ELECTION, 


Jerrold R. Leteher, of Salt Lake City, Utah, to be a member 
of the board of registration and election in the Territory of 
Utah, vice Robert S. Robertson, resigned. 

Albert G. Norrell, of Salt Lake City, Utah, to be a member of 
the board of registration and election in the Territory of Utah, 
vice George L. Godfrey, resigned. 

Hoyt Sherman, jr., of Salt Lake City, Utah, to be a member 
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of the board of registration and election in the Territory of | 
Utah, vice Abner B. Williams, resigned. 

Erasmus W. Tatlock, of Salt Lake City, Utah, to be a member 
of the board of registration and election in the Territory of 
Utah, vice Henry C. Lett, deceased. 

George W. Thatcher, of Logan, Utah, to be a member of the 
board of registration and election in the Territory of Utah, vice 
John A. McClernand, resigned. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 7, 1894. 
MELTER AND REFINER. 


Hirsch Harris, of Nevada, to be melter and refiner at the mint 
of the United States at Carson, in the State of Nevada. 


PENSION AGENT. 
Henry B. Lovering, of Lynn, Mass., to be pension agent at 
Boston, Mass. 





PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. | 


Artillery arm. 
Second Lieut. Alfred M. Hunter, Fourth Artillery, to be tirst 
lieutenant. 
POSTMASTERS. 
EF’. E. Gillchrest, to be postmaster at Thomaston, in the county 
of Knox and State of Maine. 
Melville M. Folsom, to be postmaster at Old Town, in the 
county of Penobscot and State of Maine. 
John R. Johnson, to be postmaster at Sterling, in the county | 
of Whiteside and State of Illinois. 
John G. Smith, sr., to be postmaster at Boundbrook, in the 
county of Somerset and State of New Jersey. 

William J. Wallace. to be postmaster at Norwood, in the 
county of Nerfolk and State of Massachusetts. 
Ai J. Rewe, to be postmaster at Norway, in the county of 
Oxford and State of Maine. 
Clarence S. McClellan, to be postmaster at Mount Vernon, in 
the county of Westchester and State of New York. 

Frederick G. Wiese, to be postmaster at Bordentown, in the | 
county of Burlington and State of New Jersey. 

John W. Thompson, to be postmaster at Cape May, in the | 
county of Cape May and State of New Jersey. 

Hosea E. Doughty, to be postmaster at Haddonfield, in the | 
county of Camden and State of New Jersey. 

Calvin D. Van Cleave, to be postmaster at Irvington, in the 
county of Essex and State of New Jersey. 

Charles I, Balch, to be postmaster at Manchester, in the 
county of Hartford and State of Connecticut. 

Patrick Kelly, to be postmaster at Devils Lake, in the county 
of Ramsey and State of North Dakota. 

Joseph J. Irwin, to be postmaster at Park River, in the county | 
of Walsh and State of North Dakota. 

Forrest A. Rice, to be postmaster at Flemington, in the county 
of Hunterdon and State of New Jersey. 

Dennis McLaughlin, to be postmasterat Waseca, in the county 
of Waseca and State of Minnesota. 

Otto A. Kohler, to be postmaster at Hutchinson, in the county | 
of McLeod and State of Minnesota. 

Hiram W.George, to be postmaster at Pipestone, in the county 
of Pipestone and State of Minnesota. 

Frank H. Daniell, to be postmaster at Franklin Falls, in the 
county of Merrimack and State of New Hampshire. 

John H. Twombly, to be postmaster at Auburn, in the county 
Androsscoggin and State of Maine. 

Emerson 8S. Beeman, to be postmaster at Miles City, in the 
county of Custer and State of Montana. 

Thomas L. Wadleigh, to be postmaster at Meredith, in the | 
county of Belknap and State of New Hampshire. 

Thomas E. Fletcher, to be postmaster at Tilton, in the county 
of Belknap and State of New Hampshire. 

Edward Finerty, to be postmaster at Milford, in the county of 
Hillsboro and State of New Hampshire. 

James H. McKeeman, to be postmaster at Rumford Falls, in | 
the county of Oxford and State of Maine. 

Alonzo B. Poole, to be postmaster at Rochelle, in the county 
of Ogle and State of Illinois. ~ 

Samuel R. McElroy, to be postmaster at Chicago. Heights, in 
the county of Cook and State of Illinois. 

L. P. Carr, to be postmaster at Fairmont, in the county of 
Marion and State of West Virginia. 

James R. Neely, to be postmaster at Franklin, in the county of 
Williamson and State of Tennessee. 

George R. Theobald, to be postmaster at Richmond, in the 
county of Sagadaho: and State of Maine. 
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Lida J. Cooper, to be postmaster at Uniontown, in the county 
of Union and State of Kentucky. 
William Mearns, to be postmaster at Buckhannon, in the cow 
of Upshur and State of West Virginia. 
George H. Flagg, to be postmaster at Charlestown, the 
county of Jefferson and State of West Virginia. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 11, 189 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
James A. Munday, of Vancouver, Wash., to be receiver of 
public moneys at Vancouver, Wash. 
POSTMASTERS. 
John L. Thompson, to be postmaster at Georgetown the 


county of Sussex and State of Delaware. 
Adeline Edwards, to bo postmaster ut Durant, in the county 
of Holmes and State of Mississippi. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, April 11, 1894. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. 
K. B. BaGsy. 
The Journalof yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


SERGEANT-AT-ARMS'S REPORT. 

Mr. REED. Before the Chair passes on the question which 
was postponed for this morning, I desire to call his attention to 
what was not presented in the last discussion, namely, the dia- 
logue on page 3545 of the RECORD, where the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] says: 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will withdraw the motion, then. 

Mr. REED. Can it be withdrawn in the present situation 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think so. No action has been taken upon it 

The Speaker having announced that the ayes were 62, the 
none— 

The SPKAKER. But the House has just 

Mr. SPRINGER. But no oe voted, 

The SPEAKER. The Cha ent. 

So that the matter has been practically decided by the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, from such examination of the 


noes 


voted upon it. 
and no action was taken 
r thinks it can not be withdrawn without con 


| question as he could make, in light of the suggestions made on 


the floor, thinks that where the yeas and nays are ordered di- 
rectly upon a proposition pending (that is a resolution), that it 
is not then in the power of the movant to withdraw the resolu- 
tion. If itwere on ordering the previous question, or some mat 

ter that was not directly upon the resolution itself, that might 
or might not present a different question; but where the yeas 
and nays are ordered directly on the resolution, as in this case, 
and where a vote was taken or attempted to be taken, it seems 
to the Chair that unless it was held that this was such a deci- 
sion as prevented the introducer of the resolution fyom withdraw- 
ing it, that it might create great confusion and establish bad 
The Chair therefore holds in this case that it is not 


withdraw this resolution. 

The Chair thinks that is the best disposition to make of it, in 
view of the orderly transaction of the business of the House. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I would like to have it understood, if such 
be the opinion of the Chair, that there is no intention to rule 
that it necessarily comes before the House. 

The SPEAKER. That question is not involved in this case, 
because the gentleman from Maine called it up. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I simply wanted it to go over on that 
soint. 
, The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine made the point 
that it could not be withdrawn. The Chair thinks the gentle- 


| man’s point is well taken. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. [ understand that. I just simply wanted 


| this statement to go along with the decision. 


Mr. REED. If it is necessary to call up the proposition, I 


| wish to do it. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine calls 
resolution. 

Mr. REED. Ithinkso. I should rather have a decision of 
the Chair that it comes up itself, unless the Chair thinks other- 
wise, because it seems to me that the decision of Mr. Carlisle 
covers the ground; and I feel quite confident that that question 
was repeatedly before the House in the Fifty-first Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Wiil the gentleman please refer to the de- 
cision of Mr. Carlisle? 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] read 
the Digest yesterday. It is in the Rrecorp. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That decision referred not to the right to 


up the 
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withdraw a motion, but to the fact of it coming over from day 
to day. 

The SPEAKER. That point is made now by the gentleman’s 
colleague, that this matter comes up of itself. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think that-the decision I read covers that 
int, It was Mr. Carlisle's decision, in the first session of the 

‘orty-ninth Congress. I will turn to it ina moment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will get the Journal of the first 

session of the Forty-ninth Congress. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I know that the reference in the Manual is 
incorrect. Isent for the Journal and could not find it at that 
point. There isevidently a misprint in it. 

Mr. REED. You will find it on page 4422 of the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Does the Chair understand the gentleman 
to say that the reference to the Journal of the first session of 
the Forty-ninth Congress is incorrect? 

Mr. DINGLEY. ‘The reference to the Journal in the Manual 
is incorrect, but I remember the decision that was made by Mr. 
Carlisle. His decision was to the effect that a questionof privi- 
lege like that went over from day to day; and whenever any 
ee matter had been assigned to a “ plerageme. day, for instnce 
the District of Columbia, that it would not come up of itself on 
that day, but that it would come up the nextday, when the ordi- 
nary business was to be considered. 

Mr.CATCHINGS. Wasthat not where the previous question 
had been ordered? 

Mr. DINGLEY. 
oe was said about the previous question having been or- 
dered. 


Mr. REED, The House has divided on the question, and that | 


of itself ought to control the matter. You can not have an in- 
completed division. Just think of it for a moment. You stop 
all aaeneoie in a roll call, simply because you can not have 
an incomp 

by an adjournment would lead to very strange results. 


Here is a question partly decided and partly not decided when | 


the House has undertaken to decide it. The situation here is 
really a great advance upon the previous question. The pre- 
vious question only orders that all other matters be laid aside 
and this one be disposed of; but here is a matter that has got 
beyond the previous question and is half resolved already. It 
can not be debated, and there can not be anything done with it 


except to go on and dispose of it. Of course it must come up at | 


once, 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, I should like to submit a sug- 
gestion on this point. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr.WALKER, It wouldseemthatata given point in a discus- 
sion, or in settling a question, the House can not proceed to a 
vote if anyone objects unless the House itself determines to vote 
by ordering the previous question. Now, when we enter upon 
a vote without the previous ae being actually ordered, 
then, as the gentleman from Maine has said, we go on by unan- 
imous consent that the previous question is understood to have 
been ordered. Thatis soineverycase. Therefore, the moment 
that we enter upon a roll call and are proceeding with a call, we 
are in precisely the same position that we would be in had the 
previous question been directly ordered; that is, we have, by 
unanimous consent, entered upon doing the thing that we are 
doing exactly as if the previous question had been ordered upon 
it. I think that is the universal parliamentary law. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I call the attention of the Chair to an 
extract from Jefferson’s Manual, found on page 163 of the Di- 
gest, which I read: 

When a question is interrupted by a vote of ournment it is thereby re- 
moved from vefore the House, and does not stand ipso facto before them at 
their next meeting, but must come forward in the usual way. So when itis 
interrupted by the order of the day. Such other privileged questions also 
as dispose of the main question (¢. g.,the previous question, postponement, 
or commitment) remove it from before the House. 

It would seem that that statement of parliamentary law is ap- 
plicable in this case, and it is to the effect that this matter does 
not come up unless it be called up. This report, or this motion 
upon the report, having been interrupted by an adjournment, 
does not come up again until such business is again in order and 
until it is called up. 

Mr. REED. That is not a case of a division of the House. A 
division is a totally different thing. The House was in the act 
of dividing on this question when it adjourned. The House is 
in the midst of a roll call—a division—and there can not be any 
other result than to goon at once and finish that division. The 
case is even more pressing than where the previous question 
has been ordered. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The gentleman states the case ver 
strongly when he says ‘‘in the midst of a roll call—a division.” 
A roll call had been taken and the result announced. 

Mr. REED. But we were dividing. Suppose that instead of 
adjourning we had been able to produce a quorum? Nothing 


I do not know whether that was involved. | 


ete division. The idea that it could be interrupted | 
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a have been in order except to go right on with that mat- 
ar. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. Then it would have been disposed of. 

_ Mr. REED. But nothing else could have been taken up until 

it was disposed of. Now, adjournment can not make any differ- 
| ence. 
| Mr. OUTHWAITE. Well, that is an assertion and nothing 
| more, 
| The SPEAKER. The decision of Mr. Speaker Carlisle, if cor- 
rectly reported in the Digest, seems to cover the question: 

Where the yeas and nays are ordered and taken on a pending proposition 
| and no quorum appears, the order of the House for the yeas and nays re- 
| mains in force until reconsidered; and should the Houss adjourn without 

disposing of such pending question, it would come up after the reading of 
the Journal on the following day. 
| That seems to be this exact situation. The Chair has not 
| found the decision in the Journal, because the reference given 
| seems to be incorrect, but if the decision is correctiy stated in 
| the Digest, it covers this case exactly. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Probably the reference is to the page of the 
RECORD instead of to the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. No. The decision is notfound at that page 
of the REcorD. There has evidently been a mistake in citing 
| the page of the Journal. Although this decision is contrary to 
the impression which the Chair had as to what had been the 
practice, the Chair accepts it as a correct statementof the prac- 
| tice which has been established, and will act upon it. 

NORTH AMERICAN COMMERCIAL COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER. Unless the regular order is demanded at 
once the Chair will clear the table. 

There being no objection, 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Act- 
| ing Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting the papers in the 
claim of the North American Commercial Company for trans- 
portation and subsistence afforded the surviving officers and 
crew of the whaling bark Sea Ranger, wrecked at Kyah Islands, 
May 26, 1893; which was referred tothe Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE OVER MONONGAHELA RIVER. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5356) toauthorize the West Brad- 
dock Bridge Songeny & construct a bridge over the Mononga- 
hela River from the borough of Rankin to Mifflin Township. 

Mr. DALZELL. I move that the House concur in these 
amendments. 

The amendments were read, as follows: 

> page 2, in section 4, line 11, after the word ‘‘ bridges,”’ insert “in the vi- 
i 2, in section 4, line 15, after ‘‘ built,” insert “ provided that the 
channel span of said bridge shall be in length not less than 400 feet in the 
“Tee 4, line 4; strike out “ hereof,” and insert ‘‘ of the approval of this 
act.”’ 





There being no objection, the amendments of the Senate were 
concurred in, 
COMPENDIUM OF COINAGE LAWS. 


The SPEAKER also laid »efore the House the following res- 
olution of the Senate; which was referred to the Committee on 
Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 6.000 additional copies of the fourth edition of the document en- 
titled “ Coinage Laws of the United States, 1792 to 1894," prepared under the 
direction of the Committee on Finance, United States Senate, with the ap- 
pendix and an index to the same; of which number 2,000 copies shall be for 
the use of the Senate and 4,000 copies for the use of the House of Represent- 
atives. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. HARRIS, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence 

for ten days, on account of sickness in his family. 


SUMMONING OF ABSENT MEMBERS. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is the further consider- 
ation of the motion of the gentleman from Illinois{Mr. SPRINGER] 
respecting the report of the Sergeant-at-Arms. The motion of 
the gentleman was to discharge the order of arrest; and on that 
motion the yeas and nays were ordered. The question is upon 
agreeing to the motion. 5 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iask unanimous consent that the order for 
the yeas and nays be vacated. 

Mr. REED. I object. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 142, nays 5, 
not voting 206; as follows: 

YEAS—142. 
Cabaniss 
Campbell, 


Abbott, 
Alexander, 
Allen, 


Clark, Mo. 
Cc 


B ‘ 

a" 

Bailey, Boen, : Cannon, Ca 
Capehart, 


Baker, Kans. Branch, 
Baldwin, Brookshire, Caruth, 


me Bryan, Catchings, 
Bell, slo. Bunn, Causey, 
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Cooper, Ind. Holman, MeMillin, Settle, 
Gooner, Tex. Hooker, Miss. McNagny, Shell, 
Covert, Hudson, McRae, Sibley 
Cox, Hunter, Meredith, Springer, 
Cummings, Hutcheson, Meyer, Stallings, 
Davis, Izlar, Montgomery, Stockdale, 
De Armond, Jones, Moon, Stone, Ky. 
Denson, Kem, Morgan, Strait, 
Dockery, Kyle, Moses, Straus, 
Dunn, Lane, O'Neil, Mass. Swanson, 
Dunphy, Latimer, Outhwaite, Talbert, S. C 
Edmunds, Lawson, Page, Talbott, Md. 
Enloe, Layton, Paschal, Tarsney, 
Epes, Lester, Paynter, Taylor, Ind. 
Erdman, Livingston, Pearson, Tucker, 
Fielder, Lynch, Pence, Turner, Ga. 
Forman, Maddox, Pendleton, Tex. Turner, Va. 
Geary, Maguire, Pendleton, W. Va. Warner, 
Geissenhainer, Mallory, Pigott. Washington, 
Grady. Martin, Ind. Price, Wheeler, Ala. 
Gresham, McCreary, Ky. Richards, Ohio Williams, Tl. 
Hare, McCulloch, Richardson, Mich. Williams, Miss 
Harris, McDannold, Richardson, Tenn. Wise, 
Harter, McDearmon, Robbins, Wolverton,’ 
Hatch, McDowell, Robertson, La. Woodard, 
Hayes, McEttrick, Rusk, Wright, Mass, 
Heard, McKaig, Russell, Ga. 
Henderson, N. C. McLaurin, Ryan, 
NAYS—5. 

Culberson, Neill, Sayers, Tate. 
Dinsmore, 

NOT VOTING—206. 
Adams. Ky. Curtis, N. Y. Hopkins, Ill. Rayner, 
Adams, Pa. Dalzell, Hopkins, Pa. Reed, 
Aitken, Daniels, Houk, Reilly, 
Alderson, Davey, Hulick, Reyburn, 
Aldrich, De Forest, Hull, Ritchie, 
Apsley, Dingley, Ikirt, Robinson, Pa. 
Arnold, Dolliver, Johnson, Ind. Russell, Conn. 
Avery, Donovan, Johnson, N. Dak. Schermerhorn, 
Babcock, Doolittle, Johnson, Ohio Scranton, 
Baker, N. H. Draper, Kiefer, Shaw, 
Bankhead, Durborow, Kilgore, Sherman, 
Barnes, Ellis, Ky. Kribbs, Sickles, 
Barthoidt, Ellis, Oregon Lacey, Simpson, 
Bartlett, English, Ca). Lapham, Sipe, 
Belden, English, N. J. Lefever, Smith, 
Bell, Tex. Everett, Linton, + Snodgrass, 
Beltzhoover, Fithian, Lisle, Somers, 
Bingham, Fletcher, Lockwood, Sperry. 
Black, Il. Funk, Loud, Stephenson, 
Blair, Funston, Loudenslager, Stevens. 
Boatner, Fyan, Lucas, Stone, C. W. 
Boutelle, Gardner, Magner, Stone, W. A. 
Bower, N. C. Gear, Mahon, Storer, 
Bowers, Cal. Gillet, N. Y. Marsh, Strong, 
Brattan, Gillett, Mass. Marshall, Sweet, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Goldzier, Marvin, N. Y. Tawney, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Goodnight, McAleer, Taylor, Tenn. 
Bretz, Gorman, McCall, Terry, 
Brickner, Graham, McCleary, Minn. Thomas, 
Broderick, Griffin, McGann, Tracey, 
Brosius, Grosvenor, McKeighan, Turpin, 
Brown, Grout, Meiklejohn, Tyler, 
Bundy, Grow, Mercer, Updegraff, 
Burnes, Hager, Milliken, Van Voorhis, N.Y. | 
Burrows, Hainer, Money, Van Voorhis, Ohio | 
Cadmus, Hains, Morse, Wadsworth, 
Caldwell, Hai, Minn. eeeee Walker, 
Caminettt, Hall, Mo. Mutchler, Wanger, 
Cannon, Ill. Hammond, Newlands, Waugh, 
Chickering, Harmer, Northway, Weadock, 
Childs, Hartman, Oates, Wells, 
Clancy, Haugen, O'Neill, Mo. Wever, 
cockran, Heiner, Patterson, Wheeler, Ill. 
Coffeen. Henderson, Ill. Payne, White, 
Cogswell, Henderson, Iowa Perkins, Whiting, 
compton, Hendrix, Phillips, Wilson, Ohio 
cooper, Wis. Hepburn, Pickler, Wilson, Wash. 
cornish, Hermann, Post. Wilson, W. Va. 
cousins, Hicks, Powers, Woomer, 
crain, Hines, . Quigg, Wright, Pa. 
crawford, Hitt. Randall, 


ourtis, Kans. 


Hooker, N. Y. 


Ray, 


The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia with Mr. DALZELL. 

Mr. BRETZ with Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 

Mr. MAGNER with Mr. Lucas. 

Mr. SICKLES with Mr. WADSWORTH. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois with Mr. ALDRICH. 

Mr. OATES with Mr. POWERS. 

Mr. BARNES with Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota. 

Mr. Euuts of Kentucky with Mr. Cooper of Wisconsin. 

Mr. IKIRT with Mr. TAWNEY. 

Mr. MONEY with Mr. DRAPER. 

Mr. Coss of Alabama with Mr. McCALnt.. 

Mr. SNODGRASS with Mr. Houx. 

Mr. WEADOCK with Mr. HOOKER of Ne 

Mr. KRIBBS with Mr. BRostus. 

Mr. BROWN with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. MCKEIGHAN with Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. LOCKWooD with Mr. VAN Vooruis of New York. 

Mr. BOATNER with Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. 

Mr. CADMUS with Mr. MERCER. 

Mr. BRICKNER with Mr. ADAMs of Kentucky. 

Mr. DURBOROW with Mr. HOPKINS of Lllinois. 

Mr. ALDERSON with Mr. WHEELER of Illinois. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 

Mr. ENGLISH of New Jersey with Mr. VAN Voornuts of Ohic. 

Mr. BANKHEAD with Mr. SWEET. 

Mr. SCHERMERHORN with Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. 

For this day: 

Mr. REILLY with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania, 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. SCRANTON. 

Mr. SOMERS with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. FYAN with Mr. LINTON. 

Mr. FITHIAN with Mr. MORSE. 

Mr. DAVEY with Mr. STRONG. 

On this vote: 

Mr. TERRY with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Iam paired with the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, but voted tomake a quorum under anagreement 
with him to that effect. 

Mr. SWANSON. I desire to ask leave of absence for my col- 
league, Mr. MARSHALL, who is absent on account of sickness. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DAVIS. My colleague, Mr. Simeson, is very sick, and I 
ask that he be excused indefinitely. 

There was no objection. 

Mr.STALLINGS. Mr. Speaker, I wish toask leave of absence 
for the day for my colleague, Mr. TURPIN, whois sick and unable 
to be present. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COOMBS. I ask that my colleague, Gen. Sickles, be 
excused on account of attending the funeralof his most intimate 
friend. 

There was no objection. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The rojl was called, when the following members failed to an- 
swer: 


York. 


No quorum voting. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask leave of absence 
for my colleague, Mr. HALL, for ten days, who went home on 
important business. 

here was no objection. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have my vote re- 
corded. 

The SPEAKER, Did the gentleman from New York vote? 

Mr. COCKRAN. I did not. JI was in the Hall during the 
roll call, but could not say positively—for I was out in the cor- 
ridor for a few moments—that I was here when my name was 
reached. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair could not entertain the request 
unless the gentleman was present and failed to hear his name. 

Mr. COCKRAN. I cannot say that I was present, although I 
was sitting here almost entirely through the roll call. I was 
here substantially during the entire call. But I ask unanimous 
consent to record my vote. 

The SPEAKER. The rule does not permit the Chair to en- 
tertain a request for unanimous consent. 


Adams, Ky. Davey, Johnson, Ind Reilly, 
Alderson, DeForest, Johnson, Ohio Ritchie, 
Aldrich, Dingley, Kilgore, Robinson, Pa 
Babcock, Donovan, Kribbs, Russell, Conn. 
Baldwin, Draper, Lapham, Schermerhorn, 
Bankhead, Durborow, Linton, Scranton, 
Barnes, Ellis, Ky. Lisle, Sherman, 
Bell, Tex. English, N. J. Lockwood, Sickles, 
Beltzhoover, Everett, Lucas, Simpson, 
Bingham, Fithian, Magner, Sipe, 

Black, Dl. Fletcher, Marshall, Snodgrass, 
Boatner, Funk, Marvin, N. Y Somers 
Boutelle, Fyan, McCall, Stevens, 
Bower, N.C. Goldzier, McCleary, Minn. Stone, C. W 
Brattan, Goodnight, McGann, Stone, W. A 
Breckinridge, Ark Graham, McKeighan Sweet, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Griffin, Mercer Tarsney 


Bretz, Haines, Milliken, Tawney, 
Brickner, Hall, Minn. Money, Taylor, Tenn. 
Brown, Hall, Mo. Morgan, Terry, 
Bundy, Hammond Morse, Thomas 
Burnes, Haugen, Murray, Tracey, 
Cadmus, Heiner, Mutchler, Turpin, 
Caminetti, Hendrix, Newlands, Tyler, 
Cannon, Ill. Hermann, Oates. UV) pdegraff, 
Chickering, Hines, O'Neill, Mo Wadsworth, 
Clancy, Hooker. N. Y. Paschal, Waugh 
Coffeen, - Hopkins, ll. Payn:, Weadock 
Compton, Hopkins, Pa. Pence, Wheeler, Lil 
Cooper, Wis. Houk. Phillips White, 
Cornish, Hulick, Powers, Whiting 
Crain, Hull, Randall, Wilson, W. Va, 
Crawford, tkirt, Rayner, Wright, Pa. 
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his family. 
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to-day on a call 
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I esk that my colleague, Mr. RITCHIE, be ex- 
cused for to-day; and also for ten days, on accountof sickness in 


of the House. 


Leave of absence can onl 
If there be no objection, the gen- | 


tleman will be excused for the day. 
There was no objection. 
‘R. ‘Two hundred and twenty-one members have 


TheSPEAKE 
answered to their names 


Mr. DOCKERY. 


under the call. 


The motion was agreed to. 


The SPEAKER, 


more than a quorum, 
[ move to dispense with further proceedings 


be granted for 


The question recurs on the motion of the 
gentleman from Illinois to discharge further proceedings under 


the order of the House directing the Sergeant-at-Arms to ar- 
rest absent members. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 130, nays 14, not | 
voting 208; as follows: 


Abt wt t ' 
Alexander, 
Allen, 
Avery, 
Bailey, 
Baker, Kans. 
Baldwin, 
Bartlett, 
Bell, Colo. 
Berry, 
Black, Ga, 
Black, Ill. 
Bland, 
Boen, 
Branch, 
Brookshire, 
Bryan, 
Bunn, 
Cabaniss, 
Oampbell, 
Cannon, Cal. 
Caruth, 
Catchings, 
Causey, 
Clark, Mo. 
Ciarke, Ala. 
Cobb, Ala. 
Oobb, Mo. 
Cockran 
Cooper, Fla. 
Cooper, Ind. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cox, 


Barwig, 
Cockrell, 
Conn, 
Culberson, 


Adams, Ky, 
Adama, Pa. 
Aitwen, 
Alderson, 
Aldrich, 
Apsley, 
Arnold, 
Bavdcock, 
Baker, N. H. 
Bankhead, 
Barnes, 
Bartholdt, 
Belden, 
Beli, Tex. 
Beltzhoover, 
Bingham, 
Blair, 
Boatner, 
Boutelle, 
Bower, N. C. 
Bowers, Cal. 
Brattan, 
Breckinridge, Ark. 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Bretz, 
Brickner, 
Broderick, 
Brosius, 
Brown, 
Bundy, 
Burnes, 
Burrows, 
Bynum, 
Cadmus, 
Caldwell, 
Caminetti, 
Cannon, Ill. 
apenas’. 
ckering, 
Childs, 
Clancy, 
Coffeen, 
Cogsweil, 
Compton, 
Coombs. 
Cooper, ‘Wis, 
Cornish, 


YEAS —130, 


Orain, 
Crawford, 
Oummings, 
Davis, 

De Armond, 
Denson, 
Dinsmore, 
Dockery, 
Dunn, 
Dunphy, 
Edmunds, 
English, Cal. 
Enloe, 

Epes, 
Krdman, 
Fielder, 
Forman, 
Geissenhainer, 
Gorman, 
Grady, 
Gresham, 
Hare, 

Harris, 
Harter, 
Hatch, 
Hayes, 
Beard, 
Henderson, Ill. 
Henderson, N. C, 
Hooker, Miss. 
Hudson, 
Hunter, 
Tzlar, 


Jones, 

Kem, 

Kyle, 

Lane, 
Latimer, 
Lawson, 
Layton, 
Lester, 
Maddox, 
Maguire, 
Mallory, 
Martin, Ind. 
McAleer, 
McCreary, Ky. 
McCulloch, 
MeDannold, 
McDearmon, 
McDowell, 
MeEttrick, 
McKaig, . 
Mexaurin, 
MeMillin, 
McRae, 
Meyer, 
Montgomery, 


Page, 

Patterson, 
Pearson, 
Pendleton, W.Va 


NAYS—15. 


Geary, 
Hutcheson, 
Johnson, Ohio 
Lynch, 


Neill, 
Outhwaite, 
Paynter, 
Sayers, 


NOT VOTING—208. 


Cousins, 
Oovert, 
Curtis, Kans. 
Curtis, N. Y. 
Dalzell, 
Daniels, 
Davey, 

De Forest, 
Dingley, 
Dolliver, 
Donovan, 
Doolittle, 
Draper, 
Durborow, 
Bliis, Ky. 
Ellis, Oregon, 
English, N, J. 
Everett, 
Fithian, 
Fletcher, 
Funk, 
Funston, 
Fyan, 
Gardner, 
Gear, 

Gillet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goldzier, 
Goodnight, 
Graham, 
Griffin, 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 
Grow, 
Hager, 
Hainer, 
Haines, . 
Hail, Minn. 
Hall, Mo. 
Hammond, 
Harmer, 
Hartman, 
Haugen, 
Heiner, 
Henderson, Iowa 
Hendrix, 
Hepburn, 


Hermann, 
Hicks, 

Hines, 

Hitt, 
Holman, 
Hooker, N. Y. 
Hopkins, Ill. 
Hopkins, Pa 
Houk, 
Hulick, 

Hull, 

Ikirt, 
Jvhnson, Ind. 
Johnson, N. Dak, 
Kiefer, 
Kilgore, 
Kribbs, 
Lacey, 
Lapham, 
Lefever, 
Linton, 
Lisle, 
Livingston, 
Lockwood, 
Loud, 
Loudenslager, 
Lucas, 

M er, 
Mahon, 
Marsh, 
Marshall. 


Milliken, 
Money, 
Morse, 
Murra Y 
Mutchier, 
Newlands, 
Northway, 


Pigott, 


ce, 
Richards, Ohio 
Richardson, Tenn. 
Robbins, 
Robertson, La. 
ry Ga. 
an, 
Shell, 
Soean é 
ger, 
Stallings, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Strait, 
Straus, 
Swanson. 
Talbert, $. C. 
Talbott, Ma. 
Taylor, Ind. 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, Va. 
eee 
ashington, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Williams, Il. 
Wise, 
Wolverton, 
Woodard, 
Wright, Mass. 


O'Neill, Mo. 
Paschal, 
Payne, 

Pence, 
Pendleton, Tex. 
Perkins, 
Phillips, 
Pickler, 

Post, 

Powers, 


Quigg, 
Randall, 
Ray, 
Rayner, 


Reed, 

Reilly, 
Reyburn, 
Richardson, Mich. 
Ritchie, 
Robinson, Pa. 
Rusk, 

Russell, Conn. 
Schermerhorn, 
Scranton, 
Settle, 

Shaw, 
Sherman, 
Sibley, 
Sickles, 


Stephenson, 
Stevens, 
Stone, C. W. 
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) Turpin, Wever. 
Wheeler, Ill 
White, 
Whiting, 
Williams, Miss 


Wilson, Ohio 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Woomer. 


Wright, Pa. 


Wadsworth, 
Tyler, Walker, 
Updegraff, Wanger, 
Van Voorhis, N. Y Waugh, 
Van Voorhis, Ohio Weadock, 

No quorum voting. 

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 

For the rest of this day: 

Mr. HOLMAN with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. TERRY with Mr. SCRANTON. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 1 o'clock and 38 minutes p.m.) the House ad- 
journed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. STONE of Kentucky, from 
the Committee on War Claims, reported the bill (H. R. 4417) for 
the relief of Charles P. Chouteau, survivor of Chouteau, Harri- 
son & Valle; which, with the accompanying report (No. 695), 
was ordered to be printed, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. HUTCHESON, from the 
Committee on Claims, reported adversely the bill (H.R. 3308) 
authorizing and directing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to 
John MeBride, late postmaster at Woodville, Tex., certain money 
lost in tramsit by mail; which, with the accompanying report 
(No. 694), was ordered to be printed, and laid on tho table. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were 
introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 6639) to provide for the or- 
ganization of interstate banks—to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

By Mr. MCRAE: A bill (H.R. 6641) to regulate the compen- 
sation and duties of United States attorneys, marshals, and com- 
missioners, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clawse-l of Rale XXII, a private bill of the following 
title was presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. COOMBS: A bill (H.R. 6640) granting an increase of 
pension to Mary Doubleday, widow of Bvt. Maj. Gen. Abner 
Doubleday—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BOEN: Petition in the interest of the fraternal society 


and college journals—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. COX: Petition of J. H. Fussell, of Columbus, Tenn., 
in regard to the tax in the tariff bill discriminating against 
home loan associations—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of S. E. Rose and other citizens of Pulaski, 
Tenn., in regard to local loan building associations—to the Com 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Affidavit to accompany House bill 6613, 
granting an increase of pension to Isaac Stephins—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolution of Pittsburg Council, No. 234, 
Royal Society of Good Fellows, in favor of the Manderson-Hainer 
bili—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of Saratoga Council, No. 262, Junior Order 
United American Mechhnies, in favor of laws restricting immi- 
gration—to the Committee on the Judiciary. P 

By Mr. GEISSENHAINER: Petition of the New Jersey State 
Board of Agriculture,in favor of the passage of a bill for the 
free delivery of mail matter in country districts—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition in favor of the bill for additional 

priation for public buildings at Davenport, lowa—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. ' 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Lowa: Petition of Joseph Bott and 

32 other citizens of Dubugue, Lowa, favoring the passage of the 
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Mandoerson-Hainer bills (S. 1353; H. R. 4897)—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post Roads. 





| the financial depression in the mineral regions of tl 
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mining claims be suspended for the current year on ac 


Also, petition of F. T. Phelbrook and 37 other citizens of Gold- | caused by the low price of silver, which preven 


field, Iowa, opposing the Louisiana lottery, ete.—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of Mathias A. Cullnan, of Bel- 
fast. Me.—to the Committee on Claims. 


| year, 


By Mr. REYBURN: Petition of Philadelphia Council, Order | 


of United Friends, in faver of the Manderson-Hainer bil!—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
Also, resolution of the Haverford Loan and Building Associa- 


tion, against that portion of the Wilson billwhich imposes a tax | 


upon such association—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Petition in favor of House bill 
No. 4897, signed by citizens of Jefferson County, Ill.—to the Com- 
mitteeon the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


SENATE, 
THURSDAY, April 12, 1894. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MrLBurn, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its ChiefClerk, announced that the House had agreed 


to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 5356) to au- 
thorize the West Braddock Bridge Company to construct a 


bridge over the Monongahela River from the borough of Ran- | 


kin to Mifflin Township. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 2710) for the relief of the heirs of Edward Mor- 
rison and Nellie Morrison, now deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 3309) to pension Ambrose Giseburt; 

A bill (H. R. 4279) relating to the sale of gas in the District 
of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 4605) granting chief justices of United States 
courts in Territories power to appoint commissioners to take 
proof in land cases, etc.; 

A bill (H. R. 5111) for the relief of John J. Patman: and 


A bill (H. R. 6442) to protect the birds and animals in Yellow- | 


stone National Park, and to punish crimes in said park, and for 
other purposes. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. PASCO. I present the petition of John M. Pike and 137 
other citizens of Florida, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to prohibit the carrying on of any lottery business in the 
United States, and particularly recommending the passage of 
the bill having that purpose in view recently introduced by the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. I move that the pe- 
tition be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, before 
whom that bill is pending. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. QUAY presented a memorial of the Haverford Loan and 
Building Association of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating 
against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Assembly No. 234, Royal So- 
ciety of Good Fellows, of Pittsburg, Pa., praying that fraternal 
society and college journals be admitted to the mails as second 
class matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of Camp Curtin Council, No. 629, 
Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of Harrisburg: of 
David Mead Council, No. 628, Junior Order of United American 
Mechanics, of Meadville; of Council No. 421, Junior Order of 
United American Mechanics, of Coatesville; of Reliance Council, 
No. 787, Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of Phila- 
delphia; of Edwin M. Stanton Council, No. 910, Junior Order of 
United American Mechanics, of Hites; and of Iroquois Council, 
No. 525, Junior Order of United American Mechanies, of Somer- 
set, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment 
of legislation providing for the inspection of immigrants by 
United States consuls; which were referred to the Committee 
on Immigration. 

Mr. HARRIS presented the petition of J. P.Grey and sundry 
citizens. of Newbern, Tenn., praying that national building and 
loan associations and local building and loan associations be 
exempted from the operation of the proposed income tax; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SHOUP nted.a petition of 30 mine owners of Idaho, 
praying that performance of annual assessment work on 





| legislation to enable the States to enforee 
| the sale of substitutes for dairy products; 


and for the further reas: 

ssment work for 1893 was passed 

eason that most the it work was done fo 

and therefore but few mineowners were benefited thereby 

which was referred to the Committee on Mines and Mining 
Mr. HILL presented p-titions of sundry citizens of Livi 


being worked at a profit: 
law suspending ass 
the 


s te in 


ot 


assessme! 


ivingston 


County, St. Lawrence County, and Ogde! sburg, all int state 
| of New York, praying that the preamble to the Constitution « 

the United States be so amended as to recognize tt} Deoit 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judic 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Cas ) 
eca Falls, Nyack, Elmira, and Williamsbridge, all in 
of New York, praying that fraternal society and college jou 
be admitted to the mails as second-class matter; which w 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Ron 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Brooklyn 


Fly Creek, and New York City, all in the State of New York, 
praying for the passage of the so-called Hill oleomargarine bill 
which were referred to the Committeeon Interstate Commerce 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Utica and 
Paris, in the State of New York, praying for the enactment ¢« 
State laws reculatin 
which ve refer 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of H. B. Dahle and sundry oth 
citizens of Mount Horeb, Wis., praying for the passuge of the 
so-called Hil! oleomargarine bill: which was referred 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented petitions of Rev. Frederick S. Root 
and 43 other citizens of Hartford, Conn.:of John R. Pe ! 


we 


to the 


rKkins and 
li othér citizens of Counecticut, and of Francis C. Benedict anc 
5 other citizens of Connoeticut, praying for the enactment o 
legislation to suppress the lottery traffic; which were refer 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of H. J. Nettleton and 19 other 
citizens of Durham, Conn., praying for the enactment of logisla 
tion to enable the States to enforce State laws regulating the 


red to th 


ul 
sale of substitutes for dairy products; which was refer 


| Committee on Interstate Commerce. 


Mr. HALE presented the petition C. W. Porter and sundry 
other citizens of Lincoln, Me., and a petition of Hall of Stand- 
ard Lodge, No. 28, Ancient Order of United Workmen, of Lin 
coln, Me., praying that fraternal society and college journa 
be admitted to the mails as second-class matter; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. FRYE presented the petition of C. H. Davis and 44 other 
citizens of Somerset County, Me., praying for the enactment o! 
legislation to enable the States tu enforvse State laws regulating 
the sale of substitutes for dairy products; which was roferred to 
the Committee on Inierstate Commerce. 

METHODS OF TREASURY ACCOUNTING. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have a statement prepared by Mr. J. R. 
Garrison, late deputy first comptroller of the Treasury, in op- 
position to the proposed legislation to improve the methods ot 
accounting in the Treasury Department; which I ask |! to 
present and have printed as adocument, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Organization, Conduct, and Expenditures of the Ex- 
ecutive Departments. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, : 
the statement will be printed asa document, and referred as in 
dicated. 


ive 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1117) for the relief of William Loring 
Spencer, reported it without amendment, and submitted a r 
port thereon. 

Mr. COKE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred an amendment submitted by himself on the Sth instant 
intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill, 
reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred ‘the bill (S. 1843) to authorize the Philadelphia and Cam- 
den Bridge Company to construct a bridge across the Delawa: 
River, and for other purposes, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. WASHBURN, from the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R.6110)toauthorize the const 
tion of a bridge across the Mississippi River at Red Wing, 
Minn., reported it without amendment and subm l a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to wh: 
bill (H..R..5806) to authorize the city of Hasting 


uc- 


‘red tho 
Ww ¢or- 


m W reve 


3, Minn. 
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struct and maintain a wagon bridge over the Mississippi River, sent that the resolution may retain its place until to-morrow 


reported it without amendment and submitted areport thereon. 

Mr. BATE,from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1857) granting an honorable discharge 
to William B. Barnes, reported it without amendment and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom the 
subject was referred, submitted a report accompanied by a bill 
(S. 1886) to facilitate the entry of steamships; which was read 
twice by its title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 


amendment submitted by Mr. HoOAR on the 10th instant, in- | 
tended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill, re- | 


ported favorably thereon and moved that it be referred to the 
Cominittee on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. WOLCOTT introduced a bill (S. 1887) providing for open- 
ing the Uncompahgre and Uintah Indian Reservations in Utah; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HILL introduced a bill (S, 1888) granting a pension to Eu- 
enia R. Sweeny, widow of Brig. Gen. Thomas W. Sweeny, 
Jnited States Army, retired, deceased; which was read twice 

by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Fle also introduced a bill (S. 1889) granting a pension to Mason 
H. Stewart; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. KYLE introduced a bill (S. 1890) for Sunday rest; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Kducation and Labor. . 

He also introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 73) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States relating to 
marriage and divoree; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

Mr. MCMILLAN submitted four amendments intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to 
provide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes; 
which were ordered to lie on the table and to be printed. 

Mr. BUTLER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. VILAS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Select Committee on the Quadro-Centennial, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PRINTING FOR COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY. 


Mr. GEORGE submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry be-authorized 
to have printed so much as they may deem necessary of the evidence taken 
and other information obtained by them, or any subcommittee thereof, or 
through the State Department, in relation to the condition of agriculture 
and other subjects referred to said committee by the resolution of the Sen- 
ate of April 19, 1892, and of subsequent resolutions of the Senate, and also 
any report or reports which said committee may make on the same subject. 


TARIFF HEARING. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QuAy], 
coming over from a previous day. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. QUAY on 
the 10th instant, as follows: 


Resoived, That the Senate will hold a session on Saturday, 2ist instant, 
from 12 o'clock noon until 1 p.m., to hear a committee of the work en's 
organizations of the United States in opposition to the bill (H. R. ) en- 
titled “An act to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, 
wnd for other purposes." 


Mr. QUAY. I ask unanimous consent that the resolution 
may go over until to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears nono, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
ALLEN] to let his resolution go over also. 

SUSPENDED PENSIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], com- 
ing over from a previous day. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. ALLEN 


on the 10th instant, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed 
arid required to inform the Senate of the names and poeta ress of all 
pensioners of the Government whose pensions have been suspended or can- 
celed since the 4th of March, 1893, and the cause of such suspension or 


eancellation. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Iask the Senator from Nebraska to con- 


Aprin 12, 


| morning. 
| Mr. ALLEN. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
hears none, and it is soordered. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (EH. R. 2710) for the relief of the heirs ef Edward Mor- 
rison and Nellie Morrison, now deceased, was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 4279) relating to the sale of gasin the District 
of Columbia was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

The bill (H. R. 4605) granting chief justices of United States 
courts in Territories power to appoint commissioners to take 
proof in land cases, etc., was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill (H. R. 6442) to protect the birds and animals in Yel- 
lowstone National Park, and to punish crimes in said park, and 
for other purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Territories. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 3309) to pension Ambrose Giseburt; and 

A bill (H. R. 5111) for the relief of John J. Patman. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Lask the Senate to proceed to the consid- 
eration of the urgent deficiency appropriation bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6556) to pro- 
vide for further urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the 
service of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1894, and for other purposes, the pending question being on the 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations to add to the 
bill as an additional section the following: 


Sec. 2. That the act entitled “Anactto amend section 3709 of the Revised 
Statutes relating to contracts for supplies in the Departments at Washing- 
ton,’ approved January 27, 1894, be, and the same is hereby, so amended that 
the provisions thereof shall apply only to advertisements for proposals for 
fuel, ice, stationery, and other miscellaneous supplies to be purchased at 
Washington forthe use of the Executive Departments and other Govern- 
ment establishments therein named; and all advertisements made and con- 
tracts awarded or to be awarded thereon since January 27, 1894, in accord- 
—— — the laws in force prior to said data, are hereby declared to be legal 
and valid. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I trust the Senator from 
Missouri will make an explanation of this section which wili 
justify its incorporation in the bill. I do not understand either 
the necessity of it or the wisdom of repealing section 370) of 
the Revised Statutes, which forbids making purchases and con- 
tracts for supplies or services, except for personal services, un- 
less after due advertisements therefor. The law was put upon 
the statute book in 1861, and has remained unaltered ever since. 
I do not understand that there was any good reason for chang- 
ing the construction of the law. 

Moreover, if the law is to be changed, I certainly should ob- 
ject to making valid by stxtute any contracts which have been 
made or which may be made in nonpursuance of the statute. 
That I conceive to be a most remarkable provision to introduce 
into any statute. It is a statutory aflirmance of the validity of 
certain contracts with no list of the contracts, so far as I know; 
with no explanation of what the contracts are that we are by 
statute to make and to fasten upon the Government. I may bos 
speaking in eer of some list of these contracts which may 
have been submitted to the Senate. I have not, however, read 
anything in any report made to the Senate by the committee 
which gives usa list of the contracts which the committee want to 
make binding law, whether they are now lawful or not, by this 
amendment toa deficiency appropriation bill. [If the Senator 
from Missouri,or any other member of the committee can state 
what these contracts are and can show that they are wise and 
judicious, it may be possible that a reason can be given why we 
should undertake to make them valid or add something that is 
lacking of validity to them by statute; but as I now read the last 
clause of the section, it is a most singular provision to put into 
any law proposed for adoption by Congress. 

And all advertisements made and contracts awarded, or to be awarded 
thereon since January 27, 1894,in accordance with the laws in force prior to 
said date, are hereby declared to be legal and valid. 

If they are valid now, there is no need of this provision. If 
they are illegal now, I submit thatif we are to go to making con- 
tracts valid we ought to know what those contracts are. I do 
not think the committee ought toask us to make valid by specific 
law any contracts unless we know what those contracts are. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I confess that I am ver 
greatly disappointed. We all know the diligence and care wit 
which the distinguished Senator from New Hampshire always 
listens to all the discussions in which he is a participant. Yas- 


The Chair 











terday evening after 5 o'clock we had this question up. It was | 


discussed fully; the character of the contracts was explained 
fully; particularly one of them was explained by the distin- 
guished Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], and now the 
Senator says that this is a provision repealing the law which 
requires advertisements. 

I will explain it again, as I did yesterday evening. It is the 
simplest proposition in the world. Here is the law of January 
27,1894, which was enacted for the express purpose of requiring 
all the Departments here in Washington, in advertising for pro- 
posals for supplies, to advertise that all proposals should be re- 


all to be opened and the bids for supplies for each Department 
were to be accepted, so that there would be a uniformity in price 
for the various articles needed for the Executive Departments 
herve. It was found that one Department was paying 10, 20, or 
even 30 per cent more for certain articles than another Depart- 
ment was paying, and there was a diversity of prices. 

When that bill was reported nobody anticipated that it would 
be applied to the advertisements for purchases of supplies for 
the various branches of the public service outside of the limits 
of Washington City, such as the proposal for printing stamped 
envelopes for the Government, such as the proposal for In- 
dian supplies to be furnished at certain other places, and ali the 
various materials that the Government has to purchase for its 
service beyond the confines of the Executive Departments here. 
But when the bill became a law the Treasury officials decided 
that it was applicable to all advertisements for all kinds of sup- 
plies in the entire service. 

Now, that was a new thing to the heads of Departments. The 
Post-Office Department and other Departments had gone on and 
advertised for proposals; the proposals had been received, and 
some of the contracts had been awarded; some were about to ba 


awarded and some of the advertisements were pending. This 


amendmentsimply proposes toamend the law of January 27, 1894— 


not to change the law whatever in regard toadvertisements—so | 


as to leave the old law operative outside of the Departments at 
Washington; that is all. It only makes binding and valid these 


peceneenns> which, if the intent of the law of January 27, 1894, | 


ad been carried out, would be valid. It simply confirms themin 
order that there may be no difficulty in the adjustment at the 
Treasury. The advertisements will have to-be made in accord- 


ance with the existing law; the old law to which the distin- | 
guished Senator from New Hampshire refers. The amendment | 
does not repeal that law; it simply prevents the law of January | 


27, 1894, from amending and changing the old law. It is a mat- 
ter of very great convenience to all of the Executive Depart- 


ments that the amendment should be made just as it has been | 


reported by the committee. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, the explanation made by 
the Senator from Missouri, in charge of the biil, is, I think, ex- 
tremely lucid and certainly satisfactory. I can see very readily 
how contracts and advertisements may have been made under this 
construction of the law, which perhaps is not a misconstruction, 
for maybe the law was lamely worded in the first instance, and 
should have correction; but I think it would be a matter of satis- 


faction if the Senator would give us some idea of the extent of | 
the contracts, which are hung up in the air, which would be | 


validated by this action. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have no idea about that. They are just 
the ordinary advertisements which have been made from time 
to time. Isuppose one of the principal difficulties is about the 
contract that the Senator referred to in the Post-Office Depart- 
ment, and some others for the supplies of the various Depart- 
ments. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Indian supplies probably. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I do not think Indian supplies, although | 


they may be included. I am not sure about that. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think so. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think that probably the Indian supplies 
and others may be included. The section refers to the regular 
annual supplies which had been advertised for at the time. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The advertisements for bids for stamped en- 


velopes invited a contract for four years. The act of January 27, | 


1894, would change that contract very much, and make it a con- 
tract for asingle year. That contract will amount to $600,000 
or $700,000; I think $600,000 is a low estimate. 

»Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President. I beg pardon of the Senator 
from Missouri for not having heard the prior explanation of this 
section, which I understood him to say he made to the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY|. In this connection I take oc- 
casion to say that [ have noticed many colloquies on the floor 
between two or three Senators which could not be heard by other 
Senators who had the misfortzne to sit in the wings of the Sen- 
ate and not in the body or front of the Senate, which may have 
been entirely satisfactory to the Senators engaged in the col- 
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loguies, but which afford no foundation whatever for safe and 
| judicious votes for other Senators to give,and which did not re 
move from those other Senators the responsibility of arraign- 
ing and criticising to some extent billsreported here, especially 


amendments to House appropriation bills reported by the Com- 
| mittee on Appropriations. 

Notwithstanding the explanation of the Senator from Mis- 
souri, I am unwilling myself to vote to declare to be legal and 
valid any contracts whatever unless [ know what those contracts 
are. The Senator from Missouri knows nothing about them. 


| The declaration which he propane is nota mere declaratiun 
ceived on one day for all the Departments, and then they were | 


that no advertisement shall be deemed to be legal and valid, but 
it isa declaration that all contracts made shall be legal and 
valid. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that the Senator's remedy goes 
much further than he ought to ask us to go, and I therefore in- 
quire of the Senator whether the purpose which he seeks to ac- 
complish will not be reached by the amendment which I shall 
move as follows: In line 19, before the word ‘ advertisements,” 
strike out the word ‘‘all” and insert ‘no;” in the same line, 
strike out ‘‘and,” before *“ contracts,” and insert ‘‘or:;” and in 
line 22, strike out the concluding words, ‘‘are hereby declared 
to be legal and valid,” and insert *‘ shall be declared to be illegal 
or invalid for noncompliance with said law of January 27, 1894;” 
making the provision a negative one and not an affirmative one, 
| Mr. HALE. How would it stand then? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Making the provision that no advertise- 
ment or contract shall be declared to be illegal and invalid be 
sause Of failure to comply with the law, but omitting to aflirm 
that all contracts mude in pursuance of such advertisements 
shall be legal and valid 

Mr. HALE. How will the clause then read? 





} Y . . 

Mr. CHANDLER. The clause will then read, beginning at 

| line 19: 

| Andnoadvertisements made or contracts awarded or to be awarded thereon 
since January 27, 1894,in accordance with the laws in force priorto said date 
shall be declared to be illegal or invalid for noncompliance with said law of 


January 27, 1894. 


| The result which the Senator from Missouri desires to xccom- 
| plish is the same, and there is no undertaking in that provision 
to declare the validity of contracts which may hereafter avise to 
plague the Senate and Congress and the Senator from Missouri; 
because in such cases it may be pointed out to him that this stat- 
ute made valid by affirmative law every one of those contracts, 
no matter what may have been the defects or deficiencies therein. 

[ hope the Senator will consent to change the form of declara 
| tion made in these cases. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What would be the effect of that upon the 
bid for stamped envelopes to which the Senator from Connecti 
eut [Mr. HAWLEY] has referred? 

Mr. CHANDLER. It will be a valid contract, even although 
there has not been a compliance with the law concerning adver- 
tisements, provided it is otherwise made in accordance with law: 
but if the section stands as it now reads, if a contract has been 
made that is invalid for a dozen other reasons than a failure to 
comply with the law concerning the advertising, it will be made 
valid by act of Congress. I submit that the amendment as re- 

yorted by the committee goes altogether too far for safe legis- 
fation. 

| Mr. COCKRELL. Conceiving that the amendment of the 
Senator from New Hampshire is precisely in legal effect the 
same as the provision we have already in the bill, and does not 
change its operation or effect one particle, I will accept the 
| amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. [donot concede the effect to be exactly 
| the same, but I will suggest-—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have accepted the amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Missouri mide a short 
argument in accepting the amendment, to which I shall reply. 
I will say to the Senator that if the amendment should not be 
all he desires in its effect, it will go to conference in the House, 








being a Senate amendment, and then the Senator can exercise 
the privilege in conference committee and fix it so as to make it 
exactly what he wants. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think it is all Iwant. It is perfectly 
satisfactory. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I beg the Senator not to omit in confer- 
ence to so fix this clause as to accomplish exactly what he wants 
and to guard us all against making contracts valid by law which 
are objectionable in a great many other particulars than be- 
cause they have not been properly advertised for. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have no doubt the amendment will be 
agreed to by the other House. 

Mr.CHANDLER. I hope the Senator will see that it is made 
right. 

fr. HILL. I would like to ask the Senator from New Hamp- 
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shire a question. Does he understand that the effect of his 
amendment is simply to validate those contracts which other- 
wise would be invalid by reason of the omission of advertising? 
I understand thatthere is more than that to be reached by the 
amendment proposed by the committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The amendment of the Senator fronr New 
Hampshire makes it all right. I donot think there is any doubt 
in the world but that the amendment will operate practically 
precisely the same as the other. 

So far as these contracts are concerned, there are none of them 
but what.are open, just, and notorious, and this amendment says 
that they are not illegal and not invalid by reason of noncom- 
pliance with the law. By complying, therefore, with the old 
law they will be valid. The amendment will cover every con- 
tract; I think there is no doubt about that, and I accept it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire to the amend- 
ment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question now is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Committeeon Appropriations as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr.COCKRELL. At theendof line 9, on page 10, I offer an 
amendment which | send to the desk, the Senator from Florida 
[Mr. CALL] not being in his seat and desiring the amendment to 
be made. I hope the amendment will be agreed to. Itisa very 
small matter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The amendment will be stated. 

The SrorevaRy. At the end of line 9, on page 10, it is pro- 
posed to add: 


/ Library of Congress: To enable the Librarian of Congress to employ a 
laborer for the care of the library room containing the law books of the 
Library of Congress, at the rate of #80 per month, $75. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON. If there are no other committee amend- 
ments, I move to strike out on page 5, from line 2 to line 15, in- 
elusive. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Nebraska will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On pago 5, itis proposed to strike out the 
paragraph from line 2 to line 15, inclusive, in the following 
words: 


The Commissioner of Labor in charge of the Eleventh Census is hereby 
directed to prepare forthwith an abstract giving the state and other totals 
of the main facts collected at the Eleventh Census, with comparative data, 
which abstract shall not exceed 250 octavo pages, and shall be printed at the 
Government Priuting Office, and be ready for distribution on or before the 
ist day of Aucust next. There shall be printed and bound in cloth of such 
abstract 100,000 copies, of which 60,000 copies shall be for the use of the mem- 
bers of the House of Representatives; 30,000 copies for the use of the members 
of the Senate; 7,500 copies for the use of tho Department of the Interior, and 
2,500 copies for the use of the Census Office. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, I have moved to strike 
out this piece of proposed legislation upon the pending appro- 
priation bill because I do not think it is a proper placo for any 
legislation upon this subject, even if such legislation wore de- 
sirable. Ihave received this moc a letter from the Com- 
missioner of Labor, now in charge of the Census Office, which I 
shall read, as it presents the considerations which have urged 
themselves upon him why this additional expenditure should 
beincurred. It is dated to-day and addressed to myself, and is 


as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, CENSUS OFFICE, 
Washington, April 12, 1894. 


My Dear Str: Noting your remarks last evening in the Senate that you 

roposed to offer an amendment to-day to strikeout or modify the provision 

nthe deficiency bill, 6556, relating to an abstract of the censns, I simply 
have to say that that provision was put into the bill at the — request 
of Mr. Josera G. CANNON, of the House, and approved by the House Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

If the provision carries, it does not increase the expense of the census ex- 
oon for press work and paper, for the plates used for the abstract would bo 
utilized for the digest which can not be brought out until the last totals of 
the census are obtained. The ge yee of the House committee was to se- 
cure an abstract which should be complete as far.as possible by July, so 
as to have a popular edition of the final conclusions of the census at that 
time, so far as they have been obtained, 

It seems to have been forgotten by those who discuss the apparent delay 
in the census publications, that the office has published nearly 450 bulletins, 
comprehending over 6,300 pages, and 12 monographs; so that the chief facts 
of the census have long since gone forth to the public. The great volumes 
| gen are simply for the permanent preservation of all the details of 
the census. 

Of the Compendium there are to be by law 50,000 copies. The inclosed 
copy of an act gives you the provisions of Congress for the publication of 
the reports. 

am, sincerely, 
CARROLL D. WRIGHT, 
Commissioner of Labor.in Charge. 
Hon, CHARLES I’. MANDERSON, 
" United States Senate. 


I have a very high regard tor the wisdom, based upon ex- 
tended experience, of Commissioner of Labor Wright. Asastat- 
istician he stands very high. I wish that in the letter he had 
given the Senate the benefit of his own views.as to the advisa- 
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bility of publishing this abstract. He says in his letter that it 
is in the bill at the urgent request of Mr. CANNON, of the House 
of Representatives, and was approved on his, Mr. CANNON’S, 
urgent reguest by the Committee on Appropriations. Commis- 
sioner Wright carefully abstains, as it seems to me, in his letter 
from any recommendation that this abstract be published. It is 
true, he states how it can be published, and makes suggestions 
as to the limited expenditure that will be incident to its publi- 
cation; but he does not recommend it, and I do not wonder that 
he abstained from such recommendation. 

Turning to the act which he incloses with his letter, I find 
that there is to be printed and bound at the Government Print- 
ing Office the reports of the Eleventh Census, and they are to be, 
first, a digest of the leading stavistics, not to exceed 200 octavo 
pages, a digest that shall be less in amount of matter and less in 
number of pages than the abstract of 250 octavo pages proposed 
to be published by this bill. s 

The Commissioner says that the plates which will be used for 
the abstract which is to be speedily obtained, will be utilized for 
the digest, and, therefore, there will be no expense except for 
the presswork and paper. If thatis to be the course of pro- 
cedure, if we are to pubiish this abstract within a short time, 
and after a greater length of time simply reproduce it under an- 
other name, then I submit that, in addition to this legislation 
which provides for the printing of the abstract, there should be 
a repealing clause abolishing the publication of the digest. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator let me say a word there? 

Mr. MANDERSON. With pleasure. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. Wright says explicitly—and I know 
the Senator does not wish to misinterpret him or misconstrue 
him—in his testimony before the Committee of the House of 
Representatives, which I read last evening, that this abstract 
will be only a part and parcel of the digest which the law con- 
templates. The matter will all be put in the digest, and will be 
that part of the digest which can now be completed. The di- 
gestentire can not be completed until the last work of the cen- 
sus is finished, because it must bo a digest of the entire cen- 
sus, and this will probably bo a fourth or a half of the digest, but 
no more. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I have been in the habit of realizing as 
an aphorism that the greater included the less. How can it be 
possible that the digest, which is to contain 200 pages, will in- 
clade all that there is in the abstract, which is to contain 250 
pages, and probably more? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Where is there any law requiring the di- 
gest to contain only 200 pages? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I have just referred to the act. It is 
the law passed February 23, 1893, which provides that there 
shall be printed and bound ‘‘a digest of the leading statistics, 
not to exceed 200 octavo pages.”’ That is the law. 

Mr.COCKRELL. As. matter of course, the pending bill will 
change that law, because this provides that the abstract is to 
contain not exceeding 250 pages. E 

Mr. MANDERSON. We are publishing the digest of the 
leading statistics.of 200 octavo pages, and no more, 50,000 copies. 
I take it that that digest, come when it will, will cost: probably 
from 50 to 75 cents per volume to publish. It means, therefore, 
an expenditure of from $25,000 to $30,000. Then we are to pub- 
lish in addition a compendium to the extent of 50,000 copies. 1 
sent yesterday afternoon during the discussion for the work 
which is entitled ‘‘a. compendium,” and there is one-third of it. 
[Exhibiting.] I suggested yesterday how it had increased its 
proportions from a single volume, which was contained in the 
compendium of 1860 and the compendium of 1870, to two octavo 
volumes in 1880, until it has now assumed these tremendous pro- 
portions. Here is volume 1 of the compendium of the last cen- 
sus. [Exhibiting a large volume.j We are to have three great 
tomes like that, which are to be a compendium of the Eleventh 
Census. It seems tome that with thiscompendium, so immense 
in its proportions, and with the digest that is to come after 
awhile,we do not need anabstract. It is urged, however, that it 
is needed because it is something that can be speedily procured. 

The purpose of the House committee was to secure an abstract which 
should be complete as far as possible by July, so as to have a popular edi- 


tion of the final conclusions of the census at that time, so far as they had 
been obtained. 


Thereare to be, I understand, twenty-four quarto volumes that 
shall constitute the census reports of the Eleventh Census. Of 
these twenty-four volumes not to exveed three or four have yet 
been issued, and the other twenty or thereabouts are to come 
with the coming years, the final volumes probably to reach us 
after the closeof the present century. How can there be an ab- 
stract of the final conclusions of the census by July that will be 
of any great value.or importance to the country? 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will allow me, I do not suppose it 
is intended that the abstract shall be anything like a condensed 


. 
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statement of the subjects-matter that will be contained in the Iam not ina position to say that anything of that k 
later volumes. It is intended to bean abstract covering popu- been done, nor am I ina position tosay that it has not been done 
lation and some other things of everyday use to the people, not | | have been informed from what I take to bea credible source 
going into the volumes which may be termed to be more of a | that work which has been set up, plates which had been made 
scientific order; ‘and the material -is ready for it. I agree with | upon material subjects, are absolutely being torn out and 
the Senator somewhat as to the point he makes that both an ab- | stroyed, und that the Interior Department or the Census bu- 


stract and a digest will not be needed. If the abstract is pro- | reau refuses to publish the matter. I do not think the Gever 
vided for I should doubt considerably the great need of the di- | ment ought to pay for the publication of a mutilated census re- 
gest when we have the compendium. port. I think the people of this country have a right to know, 
Mr. MANDERSON. I think there is no doubt about that | and they ou¢ht to know, everything tobe known with reference 
proposition. But the Senator from Maine states that this ab- | to our country, and that the Census Bureau ourht not to consti- 
stract is to be a popular edition, not of the final conclusions, but tute itself a censor of the.matter that is to appear in the census 
of the preliminary matter, containing perhaps the statistics to | reports. Before any vote is taken upon the pending mea 1, I 


some extent as to population, the statistics as to manufactures, | for one should like to have this matter fully and thoroughly « 
not going into the particular reports; for instance, the report on | plained. im 

special classes—on fish and fisheries, on educational and church Mr.COCKRELL. All cansuay is thatCol. Carroll D. Wright 
statistics, pauperism and crime, social statistics, Alaska, In- | who has the reputation of being a truthful, reliable gentleman 
dian, etc. Probably it is not to include any of these particular | says positively that there has been no such mutilation. Now, 
branches of investigation thature of great value, and the issu- | can not go there and examine it. 


ance of which speedily is of great importance not only for the Mr. HAWLEY. What does he say? 

satisfaction of a laudable curiosity extant in the country, but for Mr. COCKRELL. He says there has been nosuch mutilation 

the better understanding by Congressof matters:incident toleg- | as the Senator from Nebraska refers to. I have the letters hore 

islation. | from him, and I have a letter from one man whose record Col. 
If it is the idea simply to obtain speedily for the use of the | Wright is charged to have mutilated, stating that there ha 

general public information of the general character described | been no mutilation, and that is Mr. S. N. D. North. 

by the Senator from Maine, I submit that it has already been Mr. HAWLEY. I have here forty-two pages of Mr. North's 

toe thatdit has been issued in advance of Government pub- | report, with a blue pencil memorandum on them, marked 

lication in many cheap forms, in many methods of gratuitous “omit.” They are right here on my desk. 

distribution. There is not a live, energetic newspaper in the Mr. COCKRELL. Here is a letter from North in which he 

United States that did not in its issue of an almanac on the Ist | says it is entirely right. 

day of January, 1891, give to the public for an expenditure per- Mr. HAWLEY. I understand thecase precisely. Mr. North 


haps of 10, 15, or 25 cents, the very information thatit is pro- | was not willing to do it, but thought it best to submit. 

posed to publish in this abstract; and when 1892, 1893, and 18‘4 Mr. ALLEN. I hope the Senator from Missouri will be kind 
came and increased matter could be obtained from the reports | enough to put into the RecorD the letters from Col. Wright on 
of the Census Office, and the files of that office, these publica- | this subject, or have them read ut the desk before the vote on 
tions, so cheap in price, have increased in value. I think that | this measure is taken, so that we may be fully informed as to 
the public demand has been thus supplied, and that it is unnec- | the truth of the matter. 

essary that we should go intothis:additionalexpenditureoffrom | Mr.COCKRELL. I shall havethem published as a separate 


$50,000 to $100,000, an expense not warranted, so farasthe letter | document. 
from Commissioner Wright is concerned, by any recommenda- THE REVENUE BILL. 
tion of the Commissioner. The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 1 o'clock having ar- 


Mr. President, I hope that this paragraph will be strickenout. | pived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
I think with the compendium to be issued during the next two or | peine House bill 4864. 
three years, and with the digest that is to come to us, we donot The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
need an abstract. I donot know where the matter is to stop. | sideration of the bill (H.R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
Perhaps after the abstract is obtained there will besomething +e enue for the Government, and for other purposes. 
else needed in the way of tables. or what not. If the motion to Mr. PEFFER resumed the speech begun by him on Friday 
strike out the paragraph should not obtain I shall seek to very | a pril 6, and after having spoken four hours— 
materially amend it tothe extent of the repeal of that partof |“ Wy QUAY (at 5 o'clock p. m.) said: Will the Senator fr 
the law which provides for the publication of the digest and ab- | Kansas permit me to interrupt no 
solutely requiring that this matter shall be ready for the printer Mr. PEFFER. Not if it is for any purpose that would del: 
in the office of the Superintendent of the Census by the Ist day | 4), proceeding. I think we shall probably be here anyway an 
— atleast. ButI hope the motion to strike out will ob- | pour yet, and I can conclude in thirty minutes if the Senate will 
ain. -emain-wi 5 the , 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think there will be ao objection to let- | man with me thatlong. sv wnunimous consent was that 
ting the paragraph be stricken out. Let the question be puton | gohate upon a i hak 
the amendment of the Geuntor from Nebraska. Mr. PEFFER. I shall vield, of course, if it is insisted upon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thequestion ison the amendment | yyy, MANDERSON. Tho unanimous-consent agreement was 


agen a ene eee ene out the para- | that the debate upon the pending bill should begin at 1 o'clock 
=% ca Pere and close at 5. 
The amendment was agreed to. The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


Mr. MANDERSON. =I simply desire to suggest that with the Mr. MANDERSON 
extraordinary unanimity of action in the Senate on the motion |; amtite ‘ 
to strike out I feel well content that the Senate conferees upon | Kansas that he himself does not desire to proceed, and it is in 
the bill, when it gets into conference will succeed in convincing | violation of the unanimous-consent agreement. 
the-House conferees that the amendment should obtain. = =—_— Mr. PEFFER. It is this way, Mr. President: If I were to con- 
Oo pea oe ar { have no doubt the other House will agree | 5.111 my own comfort and convenience [ should prefer to discon- 

ee aeons em tinue my remarks and continue them to-morrow; but I have » 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there mp ne further amendment greater respect for the Senate than I have for myself, and | do 
Se in Committee of the Whole the bill will be reported to the | jot wish to inflict myself upon it hereafter if I may be permitted 

enate. : to proceed now. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. Mr. GRAY. 

Mr. ALLEN. esterday I had the honor to make an inquiry y 
of the Senator from Missouri upon the subject of the destruc- 


ery ‘ s 

Che Chair so understands. 

L ask for the enforcement of that unan 
imous-consent agreement. I understand from the Senator from 


The obvious meaning of the unanimous consent 
as understood, it seems to me, by every one—certuainly by my- 
self—was that the bill should be taken up at 1-o’clock, and that 


tion of certain tions of census data. . 1 = 1 
REL d a the debate should continue until 5 o’clock, unless some one 
Mr. COCKRELL. I have some letters here that explain the wished to speak after that hour, and then I suppose the rule and 


—— ie To matter explained courtesies of the Senate would obtain in regard tothe individual 
a thoroughly before this measure comes toa vote. My in- —_ uM ANDERSON. 


. A That was not the unanimous-cons 
ormation may be entirely incorrect; I do not know how that is: es — 


but if any material portion of the data gathered for the census | ee foal j , ‘ ; it 
is being destroyed and is not being printed in its proper place | [Mr. PEFFER’S speech will be published entire after it shall 


in the census bulletins and reports, the country ought to be in- | have been concluded. 

formed.of that fact. It occurs to me that an amendment ought URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS. 

to be attached to the bill which would require the publication Mr. COCKRELL. I ask the Senate to proceed to the con- 
of all the data. sideration of the urgent deficiency appropriation bill. 
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By unanimous consent, the Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 6556) to provide for further urgent deficiencies 
in the appropriations for the service of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, and for other purposes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is in the Senate, and the 
question is on concurring in the amendments made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. HALE. I move to amend an amendment made asin Com- 
mittee of the Whole. In line 4, page 8,I move to strike out 
“thirty thousand” before “dollars” and insert ‘‘ forty thousand 
three hundred and forty;” and to insert after line 4, ‘‘ ten thou- 
sand three hundred and forty dollars.of which amount shall be 
available for deficiencies for the years 1892 and 1893;” so as to 
make the paragraph read: 


For special assistants to United States district attorneys, $40,340, $10,340 of 
which amount shall be available for deficiencies for the years 1892 and 1893. 


[ offer this amendment because Executive Document, No. 159, 
being the regular estimate from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
makes it in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no objection to the amendment. 
It was not presented to the committee, and therefore was not in- 
corporated in the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Maine. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in 
the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole as amended. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Leask for a reservation of the amendment 
moved by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that amendment be reserved. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. No other amendment being re- 
served, the question is on coneurring in the remaining amend- 
ments. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask that the reserved amendment be 
read, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. On page 5, beginning atline 2, the Senate, 


as in Committee of the Whole, struck out the following para- 
graph: 


The Commissioner of Labor in charge of the Eleventh Censusis hereby di- 
rected to prepare forthwith an abstract giving the state and other totals of 
the main facts collected at the Eleventh Census, with comparative data, 
which abstract shall not exceed 250 octavo pages, and shall be printed at the 
Government Printing OMce, and be ready for distribution on or before the 
ist day of August next. There shall be printed and bound in cloth of such 
abstract 100.909 copies, of which 60,000 copies shall be for the use of the mem- 
bers of the House of Representatives; 30,000 copies for the tse of the mem- 
bers of the Senate; 7.500copies for the use of the Department of the Interior, 
and 2,500 copies for the use of the Census Office. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in 
the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole, striking 
out the paragraph which has just been read. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. GALLINGER,. I submit an amendment which I ask to 
have read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from New Hampshire will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the bill by insert- 
ing, after line 9, on page 10: 

To pay the list of Judgments of the Court of Claims rendered since March 
4, 1895, on which there has been no appeal and the time for appeal has ex- 
pired, $?,€33,212.11. 


Mr.GALLINGER. In support of my amendment I hold in 
my hand a list of judgments of the Court of Claims which have 
been rendered since the date named init. These judgments 
cover various claims of citizens of the United States. The pres- 
ent deficiency bill provides for the payment of certain claims 
for amounts due officers of the Government, which I take it are 
of comparatively recent origin. But some of these claims at 
least are more than thirty years old; and yet they have been 
submitted to the Court of Claims of the United States and had 
their validity passed upon, and many of them have been ap- 

aled to the Supreme Court of the United States and the man- 
Fate of the Supreme Court has issued in their favor. 

Some of these claims are amounts due men who have acted as 
letter-carriere of the United States, and they have not been paid 
the full amount that was due them. I notice that one claim is 
for fees as chief supervisor of elections of the eastern district 
of Pennsylvania, one is for fees as United States commissioner, 
another for fees as United States clerk of court; again—— 

Mr.HALE. Whatdocument is the Senator reading from? 

Mr. GALLINGER. This is a ‘‘ Letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury transmitting a list of oa of Court of Claims 
since March 4, 1893,” and it is dated December 20, 1893. 

Mr.HALE. What is the number of the Executive Docu- 


ment? 
Mr. GALLINGER. Itis Executive Document No. 11. There 
are claims such as for fees as United States commissioner, fees 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


APRIL 12, 


as United States clerk of court, fees again as United States com- 
missioner, extra pay ofa general service messenger of the Army, 
extra pay of a soldier of the United States Army on certificate 
of merit; and then other claims for services rendered by hum- 
ble citizens of the Republic. There is one claim that has been 
passed upon by the Court of Claims and affirmed by the Supreme 
Court, by which itappears that we owe the Pottawatomie Indians 
of Michigan and Indiana $104,626, which amount is due under 
various treaty stipulations of the United States and has been 
due for a considerable number of years. Again, there isaclaim 
on the part of a United States clerk of court, another of a 
United States naval officer, and again another of a United States 
clerk of court. There is a claim on a ccntract to furnish beef at 
the Fort Peck Agency, in Montana. : 

I presume the beef was consumed a great many years ago. 
This citizen of the Republic, although the Court of Claims has 
decided in his favor, and the Supreme Court likewise, if his case 
was appealed, has affirmed the judgment, is refused payment, it 
seems, for that food product which he furnished to the Govern- 
ment of the United States. Again, there is a United States 
commissioner; again, there is a chaplain in the United States 
Army, who has not been paid for the services he rendered in be- 
half of the souls of the soldiers of the Republic. There is an- 
other letter-carrier who seems to have been, defrauded, another 
clerk of a court, and still another clerk of a court. <A citizen of 
the Republic, the Public Printer, rented buildings. I notice 
the name of John C. Rives. His administrator brought suit. 
The Court of Claims says that a certain amount is due him, and 
the Supreme Court affirms that judgment. 

We come here, as we have during the present Congress, with 
four deficiency bills for the purpose of paying sums that are un- 
doubtedly due citizens of the Republic, but the claims for which 
are comparatively fresh, and yet we have this document before 
us, where the Court of Claims has decided and the Supreme 
Court has affirmed its decision, that the Government owes this 
money to citizens of the United States. To my knowledge, a 
friend of mine has a claim in this list that is thirty-two yearsold. 
I submit, if we do not include these claims in the pending de- 
ficiency bill, we are doing ourselves a wrong, as well asthe men 
in whose behalf I nowappeal. I trustthat there may be no mis- 
take about this matter, and that the distinguished chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations will not only see the justice 
but the urgency of paying these men the amounts that are due. 
This is all [ care to say just now. 

Mr. HALE. Let me call the Senator's attention to the large 
item found at the beginning of the third page. I suggest tohim 
that before more his amendment ho should strike that out, 
because that would certainly give rise tocontroversy and pre- 
vent favorable action upon his amendment. It is the large sum 
of $800,000 for the ‘‘ Old Settlers” or Western Cherokee Indians. 
I suggest to the Senator that he will disembarrass his amend- 
ment if he strikes that out. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have noobjection to having the amend- 
ment modified by reducing the amount, and stating the sum in 
the amendment exclusive of that claim. 

Mr. HALE. Yes, exclusive of that claim. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Ido not see why there should be a dis- 
tinction made among these judgments. 

Bg GALLINGER. There should not be, as a matter of jus- 
tice. . 
waa If one should be paid, surely all should 
aid. 

r. HALE. There is a distinction, I will state to the Sen- 
ator. Certain claims areof a class that always give rise to con- 
aaron and this isone. lt always hasdone so andalways will. 
Itis so large a sum, being nearly a million dollars, that the prob- 
able sense of the Senate would be that without investigation 
by a committee it should not be put on the bill, The others, 
which are smaller, do not raise that objection. I should think 
the Senator himself would see the propriety of striking out this 
large item and taking the question upon the others. 

Mr. GALLINGER. While off-hand I suggested that I would 
be willing to eliminate this claim from the list, I call the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Maine to the fact that not only has this 
claim been passed upon by the Court of Claims, but that the 
mandate of the Supreme Court, under date of May 29, 1893, af- 
firms the judgment on that claiin. SoI think really the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska is right when he says we ought not to dis- 
criminate against a claim that has run the gauntlet of the Court 
of Claims and the Supreme Court of the United States, and elimi- 
nate it from the amendment. 

Mr. HALE. I can only say that on this old claim and the 
class of claims which a great many of us know about, until I had 
examined the papers and the judgment of the court to see what 
it covers, and read the mandate, as the Senator calls it, [ should 
not for one be willing to vote for the amen:.ment. 
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Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, I do not think that any | 
difference in principle can be recognized between these differ- | and according to law. 


ent claims, such as is suggested by the Senator from Maine. If 
a debt is large there is perhaps the larger reason why it should 


be paid. Here are alarge number of judgments that have upon 
full investigation of the demands been obtained in the Court of 
Claims. hy should they not be paid? Whyshould the United 


States continue in the position of being as dilatory, not to say as 
unprincipled and as dishonorablea debtor as there is in the world? 
Its reputation is so odorous and notorious that even the play- 
writer harps upon it and bases plays upon the facts, and we have 
represented upon the stage by great actors the position of the 
claimant who year after year presents himself appealingly at the 
doors of Congress and onke that an honest debt shall be paid. 

I have heard it stated by some of those who have grown gray 
in Congressional service that if they had aclaim against the 
Government of the United States which had to undergo the 
scrutiny and receive the action of Congress, rather than permit 
their heirs to proceed in an effortat recovery they would destroy 
every paper connected with the claim; that economy would dic- 
tate such a course, that peace of mind would promptit. It is 
notorious that year after year and session after session of Con- 

ress, because of a fear to appropriate enough money to pay the 

onest debts of the Government, they are not paid and deserv- 
ing creditors suffer shame and loss. 

No reason can be urged, it seems to me, why a single one of 
these claims should not be paid, and no reason can be urged 
why the vast amount of money due the frontiersmen, due the set- 
tlers of the Western country for Indian depredation claims, 
should not be paid. Year after year those claimants appealed 
to Congress. At last in response, in feeble response to their 
demands, we organized a court; Indian depredation claims were 
sent to the court for trial; and although they had become so 
old under these enforced delays that it was difficult to prove 
them, they have in many instances been proven and judgments 
have been obtained. Yet uponno appropriation bill is there a 
single dollar ever appropriated for the payment of those just 
claims and in satisfaction of the judgments obtained against 
the United States. They ought to be paid, in common decency 
and fair honesty, and I am very glad to see that upon this ap- 
propriation bill, an urgent deficiency bill, there is an effort on 
the part of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] 
to reach even in part this honest and decent result. If I had 
the matter within my reach, so that I could present it as an 
amendment to his amendment, I should move to add every In- 
Cee claim upon which a judgment has been ren- 
dered. 

Mr.COCKRELL. I hope theSenator will not insist upon the 
amendment. The Senator from Maine — HALE] made aclear 
statement in regard to this old Indian claim known as the “Old 
Settlers’ ” claim. 

Here is an other item for the Pottawatomie Indians in Michi- 
gan and in Indiana of $104,626, which, it is said, is under a 
treaty stipulation. The committee have not had time toexamine 
it so as to see out of what fund it should be paid, or whether it 
is to come directly outofthe Treasury. We know nothing about 
it. This is simply an estimate. All of these matters belong to 
the general deficiency appropriation bill which will soon come 
from the House of Representatives, and upon that bill we shall 
consider them and investigate all these items. 

Here are several items for losses and damages under contract 
for work in connection with the water supply of the District of 
Columbia, proposing to make the United States pay. That sum 
should come out of the treasury of the District of Columbia, and 
not out of the Treasury of the United States. 

There is no urgeney about these matters, and when the gen- 
eral deficiency bill comes up they will all be duly considered and 
be put under the proper headings, so as to come out of the proper 
fund. The amount of several thousand dollars which ought to 
be paid by the District of Columbia will not then come out of 
the Treasury, and the $104,626 will come out of the trust funds 
which belong to the Indians and be properly designated. The 
item of $800,386.31 to the ‘‘ Old Settlers” will come out of moneys 
due them under treaty stipulations for lands belonging to the m. 
As the matter stands now it can not be done, and I hope the 
Senator will not insist upon the amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I understand the distinguished Sena- 
tor from Missouri, the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, to say that he will insist upon including these claims in 
the regular deficiency bill? 
ware COCKRELL. I say they belong to the regular deficiency 


Mr. GALLINGER. 


° 


What hope have we that they will be in- 
serted? 


Mr. COCKRELL. I have not investigated the claims. I am 
in favor of paying them, so far as that is concerned, but I am in 
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favor of paying them according to the judgments of the courts 


The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] talks about 
the ‘‘ Old Settlers” as though they were the old pioneers. They 
are Indians known as the ‘Old Settlers’ or Western Cherokee 
Indians. Their claimsarise under a treaty withthem. I would 
insert a provision to pay them according to the treaty out of the 
money and lands due them, and I would put in the other items 
to be paid out of the proper funds; but [ would not put all the 
claims contained in a document ia this way. The Senator from 
Maine, who is a member of the subcommittee of the Committee 
on Appropriations on the general deficiency bill, will give at- 
tention to these matters. The committee always does that. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The tirst man I met whom I knew when 
I came to the other House of Congress from my State, was a man 
who had a claim against the Government of the United States. 
I did not know of it until I met him on Pennsylvania avenue. 
He explained to me that he had aclaim against the Government 
that was about thirteen years old, for $400. He had been here 
at every session of Congress, he said, during those thirteen years, 
and he had spent about three times as much as the amount of 
the claim in endeavoring to get it adjusted. He had eight or 
ten different unanimous reports, but he never could get his 
claim through Congress. I took the matter in hand, and in 
about six months I succeeded in getting his claim through the 
other House, and in about three months more it passed the Sen- 
ate of the United States. He was a very poor man, and when 
the bill passed and was sigved by President Cleveland I spent 
25 cents to reach his boarding place, only to learn there that 
he had died three days before and had been buried by chavity 
in the District of Columbia. 

If the Government of the United States, Mr. President, could 
be treated as a private citizen is treated in regard to its pecun- 
iary obligations to its citizens, it would be in State’s prison con- 
stantly for larceny. 

The Senator from Nebraska |[Mr. MANDERSON] truly says that 
a man who has a claim against the Government of the United 
States, however just it may be, might better toss itinto the Po- 
tomac River or into the furnace in his house, rather than to under- 
take to prosecute it before the Congress of the United States. 
In my opinion it is a shame and a disgrace that we sit here year 
after year and allow claims adjudicated, as these claims have 
been adjudicated, to remain unpaid. 

My only desire is to call the attention of the Senate to this 
matter in the hope that the Committee on Appropriations may 
either now consent to have these claims included in thi 
ciency bill, or that they may certainly include them in the next 
deficiency bill, urgent or otherwise, which may come before the 
Senate for its consideration . 

I am inclined to think that the objection made by the chair- 
man of the committee is wellfounded. [I have no disposition to 
make the United States pay money which ihe District of Colum- 
bia should pay. I think the United States paysits full share 
in these matters. 

So far as the large Indian claim is concerned, I have a great 
deal of sympathy with the poor Indians, who have been cheated 
by this great Government out of nearly a million dollars. The 
fact that they are Indians is an added reason why I should in- 
sist that they should be dealtfairly with and not be defrauded 
and cheated by a Government which has driven them from pil- 
lar to post until now they are almost outcasts in the United 
States, 

In view of the objection which has been urged and the sug- 
gestions which have been made by the chairman of the commit- 
tee calling attention to the fact that these claims can not very 
well be allowed in lump, and as I have not had time to consider 
them in detail and am not prepared to offer amendments on each 
separate item, I will withdraw the amendment, trusting to the 
generosity and, as we are all glad to testify, to the fair dealing 
of the distinguished chairman of the committee, that he may 
himself endeavor to get these claims put into the next deficiency 
bill that comes before Congress. 

Mr. COCKRELL, We shall take them up in the general de- 
ficiency bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
amendment is withdrawn? 

Mr. GALLINGER. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr.HAWLEY. Mr. President, [ have noamendment to offer, 
but I propose to put on record now some criticisms as to the 
management of the census reports. When Mr. Porter left the 
Census Bureau last year, on the 2Ist of July, he reported that 
328 pages of the report on manufactures were completed and that 
those 328 pages were stereotyped. 

As to the report of Mr. North upon woolen manufactures and 
upon the whole wool industry, I think it is one of the most val- 
uable reports ever printed,and that Mr. North is one of the most 
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competent men in the country to do such work. He gave great 
labor to it and took great pride in it, and made what I think is 
an exceedingly valuable report. I suppose the criticism of Sec- 
retary Smith upon the historical portion of the report was as to 
its length. 

In the census of 1860, during Democratic control, there was a 
report on the condition and the history of the woolen industry 
from the beginning of the Government to that time. It was a 
valuable historical sketch, but it was imperfect. The returns 
were imperfect, difficult te make, and it is almost impossible to 
make anything like a correct history of that industry, because 
the censuses taken in early years were themselves very imper- 
fect, the subjects were not sufficiently classified, and perhaps 
capable men were not always employed. 

Mr. North, notat too great length, but I think in a condensed 
way, has made a very admirable history of the progress of the 
woolen industry. He does not say anywhere that its condition 
was owing to good times or times when certain changes 
were made, but that manufactures went down during crises of 
extraordinary disaster. It is evident to me on reading, not that 
paper alone, but others, that many of the troubles of our manu- 
acturers during the last seventy-five years were due toa vi- 
tinted currency and general catastrophes and calamities which 
overtake business from time to time without any satisfactory 
explanation. 

I think there was an undue jealousy of Mr. North’s report, 
lest there should be some material in it for a protective argu- 
ment. At the close of this historical sketch the following para- 
graph has been eliminated: 

We find the domestic wool manufacture in 1890, in the point of or 
ment, where itis fairly comparable with that of European countries. It is 
exceeded by that of Great Britain in the quantity of wool consumed, and 

robably in the value of product. It exceeds the wool manufacture of 

rance, Germany, and every other continental nation in both particulars. 
Its advance during the last thirty — has been far more rapid than inany 
other country. This fact may be demonstrated by a comparison with Great 
Britain, whose statistics of wool consumption are moreaccurately compiled 
than those of any other European nation. 

Before 1860 we imported more woolen goods, in duty-paid value, than we 
made in our own factories. Our woolen manufacturers consumed but 98,- 
379,785 pounds of greasy wool in that year. In 1890 their consumption had 

wn to 434,000,000 pounds. In 1869 the British manw was consum- 
cal che tao pounds of woolannuailly. three times as much as our own. In 


the British manufacture consumed about 470,000,600 pounds, or but 8 
per cent more than our own. 


A change from threefold to only 8 per cent more. 


In these 30 years our manufacturing hae of wool has increased 


nearly 340 per cent, while that of Great Britain grown 57 per cent. 


That was not an incidental sum , but a compact history. 
If that be stricken out, it is because lam really afraid that it 
does furnish material for a protective argument. 

Ishall not trouble the Senate with selections from the forty- 
two or forty-three pages which I have here that have been 
stricken from the report. The pencil marks on the pages I have 
here show how the work of elimination has been done. 

This was a work completed and approved as much as any work 
was approved. If it was not approved by any formal record in 
the Department, it was certainly by the oral approval of the 
order to go to print by Mr. Porter, and it was approved by Mr. 
Secretary Noble. I hold in my hand the completed work of the 
previous Administration. 

That is notall, Mr. President. The report upon iron and steel, 
a under the direction of Superintendent Porter by Dr. 

illiam M. Sweet, of Philadelphia, one of the most competent 
men in the country for such work, has been cut and expurgated, 
and portions showing the development of the industry in com- 
pavison with that of othercountries, Dr. Sweet has been informed, 
will be omitted from the report. The special agont of the Cen- 
sus Bureau called on Dr. Sweet within a week to show him the 
eliminated portions of his report. To thismutilation of his report 
Dr. Sweet strenuously objected, and is still earnestly protest- 
ing against it. 

That was a completed work. I do not know what authorit 
Secretary Smith had to take that completed work, after it had 
been approved by a previous Administration, eliminate and re- 
mold it and still leave the name of Dr. Sweet to it, and publish 
it as the census report collected under the law for that purpose. 

I do not know precisely the particulars, but there is fault to 
be found, in my judgment, in the treatment of the report upon 
the Indians. © law for the census of 1800, departing a little 
from the usual path, instructed the officer in c of that work 
to report not only the mere figures of the population, industries, 
ete., but, to use a general phrase, concerning the condition of 
the Indians. From what I know of the man who did the work, 
Mr. Donaldson, of Philadetphia, and from what I know of the 
list of men he employed and the care he took, I believe that is 
a document of inestimabie value, and it should be as he 
wrote it; itis necessary that it should be so b 
be any little repetitions in it they should be corrected, but the 
document as he wrote it would a historical document, and 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


APRIL 12, 


would be looked back to ten, twenty, thirty, or forty years hence 
as giving more correctly the status of the Indian at this time 
than any similar work has ever done. It was accompanied with 
photographs. 

The proposition has been made—I do not know how much has 
been done—to cut down that work very largely and destroy its 
usefulness. The criticism made upon that work is that there 
are quotations in itfrom the reports of Secretaries of the In- 
terior or Commissioners of Indian Affairs from time to time. 
So there are, but those quotations are indispensable, as anyone 
can see in a moment by examining the work for anything like 
a historical statement or description of the present condition of 
the Indians. 

These are not the only criticisms I might make. I might 
make many more from the rather imperfect information I have, 
but those 1 have stated 1 believe to be just criticisms upon tho 
conduct of the pease Secretary of the Interior in changing 
work that had been completed by a previous Administration, 
without sufficient authority, or without any authority. 

Mr. MORGAN. I should like te inquire of the Senator from 
Connecticut whether the report made by Mr. Donaldson has 
actually been cut and mutilated? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I suppose it has boen. 
tion. 

Mr. MORGAN. Is there any official statement to that effect? 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDER- 
SON] knows, perhaps, better than I about that. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I understand that about 400 pages of 
the final work treating upon the genera! subject of Indians taxed 
and not taxed has been or will be eliminated from the work. I 
might state that this work of Mr. Donaldson, who was the ex- 
pert special agent, was performed under this authorization of 
the statute: 

The Superintendent of Census may employ special agents or other means 
to make an enumeration of all Indians living within the jurisdiction of the 
United States, with such information as to their condition as may be ob- 
tainable, classifying them as to Indians taxed, and Indians not taxed. 

Proceeding under that statute, Special Agent Donaldson pre- 
= certain reports—and I have one before me—on the Mo jui- 

ueblo Indians. These bulletins, some three or four in number, 
were printed and issued exactly as they were prepared by him. 

The only parts of the whole work not yet issued are a report 
on the Five Civilized Tribes, that I understand is partly printed 
and in the hands of the printer and the final work, treating gen- 
erally upon the subject and called Indians Taxed and not Taxed, 
which is also printed and in the hands of the printer. I under- 
stand both these works have been somewhat mutilated or cut by 
the blue pencil of a reviser. 

The manuscript of the work known as the Five Civilized Tribes 
having been examined by the Committee on the Five Civilized 
Tribes of the Senate, was seen by them to bo of such very great 
importance, and it was felt that it contained information so val- 
uable; that that committee before departing for the expedition 
to the Indian Territory, where they now are, ordered it printed: 
and that work, without any of the illustrations, has been printed 
for the use of that committee. I was told by the Senator from 
Connecticut and the Senator from Colorado that that work 
would be of very great value to them in making their explora- 
tions of the Five Civilized Tribes. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator is referring to my colleague 
[Mr. PLATT], who is on the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Yes; to the colleague of the Senater, 
and to the Senator from Colorado. 

Theother work, which has not yet been issued, although partly 
printed, known as Indians ‘Taxed and Not Taxed, [ have ex- 
amined with great thoroughness. As it was originally written, 
it was a most valuable publication. It seems to me that ‘it isa 
very full and at the same time a careful and exact compliance 
with the law. It gives the condition of these Indians. There 
is nothing that I can see of surplusage in it, and nothing that 
ought to be omitted. Much of it, as | say, is already in print in 
the Printing Office, and if there is to be any revision or cutting 
down of this final report it will be the elimination of that which 
is already in type, and much of which, I understand, is already 
electro in the Public Printing Office. 

The value of that work will appear from what I shall read. 
Dr. Daniel G. Brinton is known, perhaps, to every student of 
ethnology, and there is no more exact observer of the American 
Indian than he. 

I will read a letter from him on the character of these works 


addressed to the author: 
PHILADELPHIA, PA., September 78, 1808. 

DEAR Sig: I wish to express to you the very great interest and pleasure I 
tok es fo T report on the Indian tribes, as shown to me in 
proof. It is full of most valuable, because fresh and accurate, - 
tion on the native race. I sincerely trust that it will be issued by our Gov- 
wi t omission or diminution. There is 
either by the historian cr the scientific 
student. It furnishes what we so much need—calm, clear, 0 ve 
information about this race, concerning whom, in spite of centuries of con- 


That is my informa- 








1894. 








tiguity, we really know so little. It would be difficult to overestimate the | 


value of such work as you present; 
tunity to repeat it atany future census will notexist. 
changing so rapidly in every respect that another decade will forever ob 
literate many a peculiarity which you have so successfully noted and 
chronicled. : 

All that I have said above of the final report is equally true of the bulletin 
prepared of the Five Civilized Tribes. itis an excellent stady of these im 
portant nations, and I trust that its contents will soon be available both to 
scholars and those practically interested in the welfare of these peoples. 


because, as everyone knows, the oppor | 
The Indian tribes are | 
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In conclusion, I wish to repeat what | have previously expressed to you | 


personally and inscientific journals, that the Census bulletins relating to 
our Indian population issued by you must always rank among the very best 
of our Sees hand sources of information, and will be referred to as such by 
all future ee of the aboriginal race of our country. 
very truly, yours, 
ae DANIEL G. BRINTON. 
Mr. THOMAS DONALDSON. 


Mr. Donaldson, who was selected for this work, won his spurs 
in an exploration and labor akin to this when, years ago, he was 
selected to compile the treatise on the public lands of the 
United States. There is no public document, there is none that 
“in the West, at least, has been so largely sought as this four- 
volume edition showing the history of the public domain of the 
United States and giving a compilation of the laws and the de- 
cisions. It is found in the library of every practicing lawyer in 
the West who has proper regard for the duties devolving upon 
him incident to his profession, and I have no question but that 
there will be a demand very speedily for some supplemental 
work of the same character and a reprint of the publication to 
which I refer. 

Afterwards Mr. Donaldson issued under the direction, I think, 
of the Bureau of Ethnology or the Smithsonian Institute a work 
upon the Indian, which, while small as compared with thislater 
exploration, is also uf great value. He is a very exceptional 
man in his ability to pursue intelligently these subjects, and is 
recognized among those who are interested in them as perhaps 
better fitted and qualified for such work than any other man in 
the country. 

Whoever may be disposed to eliminate and use the blue pencil 
in cutting down this work should doso with great caution, for | 
do not believe there isany man in the country so well qualified 
to write upon the subject as this expert, and he who proposes to 
expurgate or expunge his work should do it with exceeding 
great care and make haste very slowly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to state merely a single fact and then 
I shall be done. I want to add to my previous statement thatit 
will be surely found upon examination, I think, that the matter 
already set up and stereotyped at acost of from $50,000 to $75,000 
has been thrown away by reason of the expurgations to which 
reference has been made. 

Mr. MORGAN. I want to know whether this compilation of 
historical evidence and examination of facts has been submitted 
to and approved by the predecessor of Mr. Wright? Ido not 
know how thatis. Did Mr. Porter approve of this work? 

Mr.HAWLEY. He did. Mr. Porterapproved of the woolen 
report and of the Indian report. 

Mr. MORGAN. According to my understanding of the law 
governing the Departments in matters of that kind, his succes- 
sor in office has not any right to disapprove it after it becomes 
a record of the Department. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is what I supposed. 

Mr. MORGAN. I understand also that the matter has been 
printed, or that the printing is nearly completed. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I believe itis all stereotyped. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I object very seriously to the 
cutting out from the Census Report that part of tho report 
which [ happen to have looked over with some care—not all of 
it, but a part of it—and which [ consider to be the most credit- 
able part of the entire production so far as I have observed it, 
especially with regard to the matters of special examinations 
which are required to be ascertained and reported upon by spe- 
cial agents. 

I should with great reluctance reject anything that Mr. 
Donaldson has done in the way of investigation of the laws or 
conditions relating to the public lands or the Indians of this 
country. He, I believe—I think Iam correct about that—was 
the editor of the Catlin collection of the Indian tribes and their 
historial reminiscences published by the Smithsonian Insti- 
tution? 

Mr. MANDERSON. That is true. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is a very great work. There is not a 
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Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Alabama 
if he is aware that Mr. North, the gentleman who prepared the 
report on wool, stated that the changes were mide in it for good 
reasons, and with his full consent and approval? 

Mr. MORGAN. [am not sveaking of the wool report 
speaking of the Indian article. 

Mr. HOAR. I thought the Senator was speaking of the other 
report. 

Mr. MORGAN. 
the wool report. 


t 


tin 


Not at all. Ido not know ibout 


[ am speaking of the Indian r 


anything 


nort. 
i 


[ think it is a ruthless act to thrust a knife into those pages 
and cut out any part of what Mr. Donaldson has put there, | do 
not care whether it be original matter that he himsel! wrote or 


whether it has been collected from the reports of different Gov 
ernment officers and agents from time to time and edited by him 
and thrown together in connection with his own observation, so 


| a3 to make this narrative complete in its historical character 





book which has been published by the United States which re- | 


fleets more credit upon the Government than that, unless it may 
be the Public Land Laws or the Public Domain, which was gotten 
up and published by the same gentleman. 

So he, having been employed as a special agent, having made 
his a and it having been approved by the predecessor of 
Mr. right, I can not © anything more improper than 
for him to thrust his hand here and cut out pages and pages. 


As a member of the Committee on Public Lands, I have often 
had occasion to refer to the book on the Public Domain asa 
standard work. I do not think there is a Senator who ever 
looked at it who did not regard it as of the highest authority on 
the subject of the history and condition of the public lands. 

As a member of the Committee on Indian Affairs also, what- 
ever this gentleman has published [ have always taken as being 
the very best exposition possible of the question: and I should 
feel very reluctant indeed to find that anything had been done 
to take those contributions out of the census reports. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, [ will read the fol!owing 
letter: 
RooM 21, MALTBY BUILDING, Westington, D. C., Apri 

DEAK Stk: Referring to the article in the New York Tribune of April 2, 
1804, with reference to my report on wool manufactures for the Kleventh 
Census, | want to say that so far as the article reflects in any way upon you 
in connection with the revision and publication of that report, it is entirely 


rol 


withont foundation. Without referring to anything that occurred respect 
ing the report prior to the date upon which you took charge of the census, I 
have no possible ground for complaint in the manner of your treatment of 


me or of the report. On the contrary, I shall always be grateful for the 
kindly consideration I received at your hands. The report was published 
n substantially the shape in which I prepared it, except as to the prelimi 
nary historicai sketch, which was omitted for reasons explained in the let 
ter of the Acting Secretary of the Interior dated October 13, 1893, and with 
my full consent and approval. 
Very respectfully, 
S. N. D. NORTH, Speciat Agent 
Hon. CARROLL D. WRIGHT, 
Superintendent of Census 


L have another letter, which reads as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, CENSUS OPTICS, 
Washington, April 11, 1894 

DEAR SiR: Some remarks were mace this morning on the floor of the Sen 
ate in the discussion on H. R. 6556, so far as it relates tothe Eleventh Census, 
which would indicate that the facts relating to the publication of the Eley 
enth Census ought to be in your hands when the bill comes up for further 
debate. 

I have the honor, therefore, to inform you that the publications of the 
Eleventh Census, consisting of twenty-four quarto volumes, are being 
brought out in accordance with the act approved February 23, 1893; that 
they are being brought out in the integrity 6 the intention of that act, and 
is Originally planned by my predecessor In office. No report is being sup 
pressed; nostatements of factsare being changed or in any way mutilated; no 
plates have been destroyed, and no delay has been allowed in the final prep 
aration of this vast amountef material. Some of the reports have under 
gonerevision undermy actministration of the Census Oifice, but only insuch a 
way as to make the reports of far more value to the Congress and to the pub 








lic. This has been done without the slightest violation of the rights of the 
authors of the reports and without any violation of the matter reported 
One report has been revised to snch an extent that the original plates can 


vill ha 
Will D 


not be used in full used so 
destroyed. i 

Of the whole twenty-four volumes only three have been published; twenty 
one, therefore, remaining to be published. The general clerical work on 
these twenty-one volumes will be practically finished in June. Theremain- 
der of the work will be the completion of parts of three volumes, and the 
immense amount of progf-reading and revision essential to the integrity of 
the census. 

With respect to the abstract provided for ta H. R. 6556, I would say that it 
is a suggestion of the House, and will be practically the digest provided for 
in the act to provide for the publication of the Eleventh Census, approved 
February 23, 1893. The plates for the one can be used for the other; but a 
complete digest can not be published until the last page of the copy of the cen- 
susreportsis ready. Theabstract is tocomprehend allthat ts ready by July 
1, and inno way displaces anything else. 

Of the Compendium, one volume was issued prior tomy taking charge of 
the census, and the other volumes must be wniform with it; the second is 
nearly ready. 

rom these statements you can readily judge of the condition of the pub 
lications of the Eleventh Census and of the necessity of the legislation asked 
for. 


but they far as possible and in noc 


Lam, very respectfully. 
CARROLL D. WRIGHT, 
Commissioner of Labor, in Charge 
Hon. FP. M. COCKRELL, 
Chairman Communit {ce ippr opriations, United States Senate. 


, 


I also take occasion in connection with the same matter to 
read another Ictter, which is as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE [INPERIOR, CENSUS OFFICE, 
Washington, April 6, 1994. 


My Dear Sir: At the hearing on the urgent deficiency bill, in which there 
are some items relating to the census, which you so courteously accogded 
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me this morning, you made an — relative to some statements which 
had been made to the effect that the report on Indians was being changed 
in some way or valuable matter suppressed from it, and the publication of 
the report delayed. 


[ know something about that report. I had a long talk with 
Col. Thomas Donaldson in regard to it, and I have just as much 
interest in having his report published, without any improper 
mutilation, as any one else. 1 know it will be a valuable work, 
and it was in consequence of the conversation I had with Col. 
Donaldson that I called on Mr. Wright face to face, to know 
what he was doing. This letter continues: 


Iam exceedingly obliged to you for calling my attention to this matter, 
for it enables me to put re in possession of the facts. 

When I took charge of the Census Office, October 6, 1893, I found that the 
report on the Five Civilized Tribes and the final report upon the Indians 
were under revision. In order to have the revision systematic, just to the 
author, Mr.Thomas Donaldson, and the report creditable tothe Government, 
and in order to have all the reports which were left for me to publish conform 
to the plans laid down by my predecessor, and further to meet the require- 
ments of law under a liberal construction, issued to the editors of the census 

seneral instructions (a copy of which is inclosed, marked ‘‘A’’), and special 
nstructions relative to the report on Indians (copy inclosed, marked *B’’). 
The necessary revision has delayed the publication ofthe works in question 
for the reason that in the final work on Indians there are over pages 
(printed), or nearly one-quarter of the whole report, taken almost bodil 
from the reports of the Commissioners of Indian Affairs and others, and 
have not felt warranted in putting the Government to the expense of re- 
ublishing somuch matter. Great blocks of this material have been taken 
rom the reports of the Commissioners of Indian Affairs without credit. 

The whole work is now precmeeey completed, but it will be indefinitely 
delayed until a question of copyright is settled. I assure you that no at- 
tempt has been made, or will be made, to suppress any of the material facts 
collected by Mr. Donaldson or his assistants for the sy ee of the Eleventh 
Census. oO statements of facts Lave been or will be changed or altered in 
any way; but wherever errors appear, such as are found in additions, etc., 
pains have been taken to secure accurate statements. No violence is being 
done to Mr. Donaldson's report in anyrespect. I am simply doing my duty, 
which is to see that the reportis broughtout in such a way that the Govern- 
mentshall be assisted and notinjured. I may further state that [ huve ever 
reason to believe that my efforts in the way of the revision of Mr. Donald- 
son's report ‘have been thoroughly acquiesced in by him, because I notified 
him at once of the revision and its method, and sent him copies of my let- 
ters marked ‘A’ and “ B," as inclosed, and I have never as et, to this day, 
received a word of objection or protest from him. I can therefore assure 
you that, so far as the records of this office are concerned, Mr. Donaldson 
fully acquiesces in the revision that has taken place. 

Afurther matter which causes ~oongien She ublication of Mr. Donaldson's 
re trelates to a claim which has filed here by Mr, Charles F. Lum- 
mis, of San Francisco, the author of several illustrated works on the In- 
dians. A copy of Mr. Lummis's letter orclaim is filed herewith, and marked 
“Oo.” In this the Government is notified that it will be held responsible in 
damages for the ange use by Mr. Donaldson of various copyrighted illus- 
trations. Mr. Donaldson hasinformed me that hecandefeat any such claim. 
I have called upon him to furnish a waiver of the claim of Mr. Lummis or 
others, and I presume he will furnish this release, but he has not yet done 
so. I find, upon examining some of the works of Mr. Lummis, that Mr. 
Donaldson has used illustrations printed therein, and furthermore, that the 
records of the copyright office of the Government show that Mr. Lummis’s 
claims are valid; but whether the copyrights really belong to Mr. Lummis 
or now has not yet been settled. 

I should be Saas derelict in my duty as an officer of the Government 
if [allowed any work to be issued the publication of which would result in 
a claim for damages against the Government. This claim for damages for 
the illegal use of copyrighted matter by Mr. Donaldson will necessarily delay 
the publication of his report, independent of the delay caused by the re- 
vision. 

Tam happy to inform you that the copyright matter isin the way of speedy 
settlement, for since dictating the foregoing I have received a letter from 
Mr. Lummis making a most liberal offer for the release of his claim for dam- 
ages under the copyright act. 

Mr. Donaldson's report on the Five Civilized Tribes is now in the hands of 
the printer, and proofs of this and of the final report will be forwarded to 
him as promised. 

Tam, very respectfully, your obedient servan 
CARROLL D. WRIGHT, 
Commissioner of Labor, in Charge. 


Hon. F. M. COCKRELL, 
Chairman Committee on Appropriations, United States Senate. 


Mr. President, I ask that the exhibits referred to in the letter 
may be printed in connection with it. That is all the informa- 
tion I have on the subject. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request? 
The Chair hears none, and it will be so ordered. 

The exhibits referred to are as follows: 


A 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, CENSUS OFFICE, 

Washington, October 14, 1893. 
Sir: The editors are directed to examine the reports submitted and not 
beyond revision, with a view to reducing to the lowest consistent limits all 
matter not strictly growing out of the census. In so far as possible the text 
it os th t bl sw Seariy intelligiole aaa 7 

as 6 the tables c aanlye 
The tables should be clear in tand nottoo minutely attenuated, 
the box h should be dis' ve and express clearly the contents 


SE SP pepeena seiaiom, 
cagpeetions te us and other 
es of the Government, and of debatable questions. The 
Census Report should be a of facts. 

Matter from other pu ns is to be excluded where not essential for 
elucidation of the statistical matter, such matter as is already 
availiable to the public in other current reports. Due acknow nt 
should be in every case where it seems necessary to use ex ts 
from other publications. 

Your especial attention is called to my letter to the honorabie Secretary 
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of the Interior of the 10th instant, and his approval thereof. Also iv. my 
letter of the 13th instant, to Mr. Steuart, in charge of the Division of Manu- 
snerares. 

ery respectfully, 

en . CARROLL D. WRIGHT, 
Commissioner of Labor, in Charge. 
Mr. JAMES H. BLODGETT, 
Editor in Chief, Hleventh Census. 


B 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, CENSUS OFFICE, 
Washington, October 14, 1893. 

Sim: The editors will prepare the material for reports on Indians in con- 
formity with the directions in a general letter of this date, and follow these 
special directions: 

1. Prepare the manuscript on the Five Civilized Tribes for issue asanextra 
bulletin. The illustrations already printed, forty-five pages, are in posses- 
sion of this office. 

2. Prepare all Indian matter in hand, including the extra bulletins (Six 
eens, Eastern Cherokees, Moquis, Five Civilized Tribes) for issue in one 
volume. 

3. For this latter, exclude worthless pictures. 
illustrations except colored lithographs. 

4. At theearliest practicable date, the editors will report to the Commis- 
sioner of Labor, in charge, on the necessity of a new edition of the colored 
lithographs to be used in the final report. 

ery respectfully, 


The Office has plates for all 


CARROLL D. WRIGHT, 
Commissioner of Labor, in Charge. 
Mr. JAMES H. BLODGETT, 
Haitor in chief, Eleventh Census. 


JANUARY 6, 1894. 

DEAR Sir: Upon my return from South America I find herea copy of your 
“Extra Census Bulletin, Moqui Pueblo Indians of Arizonaand Pueblo Indians 
of New Mexico.’’ [fancy youpersonally can not be aware of the astoundingly 
impudent robbery it brings under your name. In the illustration of that 
volume twenty-eight of my photographs (which cost me time and money, 
besides other things) have been used without my permission and contrary 
to my wish, in itself a sufficiently indecent performance. But that is not 
the worst. Let me call your attention tothe fact that twenty of those photo- 
graphs are copyrighted, and not for amusement, but for the express purpose 
of protect: them. Twenty vioiations of the copyright law in one book is 
certainly doing pretty well. Linclose a list of the copyrighted pictures that 
you may, if you desire, search the records of the Librarian of Congress and 
satisfy yourself to what extent a sworn officer of the United States has suc- 
ceeded in breaking United States law. My photographs are made to illus- 
trate my own work, not to be sold or stolen; and I purpose tosee this matter 
to its logical conclusion. The illegal publication of these photos shuts me 
out from using them for my own work, and is as tangible a loss to me as 
would be the theft of so much cash from my pocket. I must insist thatthey 
be paid for; and then omitted from the report altogether, or each must bear 
my name and date of copyright, as you are well aware the law demands. 


+ * 
Yours truly, 
CHAS. F. LUMMIS. 


ROBERT P. PorRTER, Esq., 
Superintendent of the Census, Washington, D. C. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, CENSUS OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., October 14, 1893. 


ae following correspondence is published for the information of all con- 
cerned, 
J. H. WARDLE, Chief Clerk. 


‘s DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, CENSUS OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., October 10, 1893. 
Sir: I have the honor to inform you that, subject to your approval, I will 
direct that the text of all reports on the Eleventh Census,whether general or 
special, must be confined tv the analysis and explanation of the tables com- 
prehended in each report. Tuis rule | subject to modifications when 
comparisons may be essential for a full understanding of the work in hand. 
Iam, very respectfully, 
CARROLL D. WRIGHT, 
Acting Superintendent of Census. 


The honorable the SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, D. C., October 13, 1892. 


Sir: The recommendation contained in your letter of the 10th instant, 
that the text of all reports on the Eleventh Census, whether general or spe- 
cial. must be confined to the analysis and explanation of the tables compre- 
hended in each report, is approved. This rule being subject to modifica- 
tions when comparisons may be essential for a full understanding of the 
work n= hand. wie 

ery res y; 
vi toa WM. H. SIMS, Acting Secretary. 


ACTING SUPERINTENDENT OF THE CENSUS. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Will the Senator kindly state, if he 
knows, what publication it is that is so greatly revised that the 
electrotype or stereotype plates in the Printing Office can only 
be used in small parts? 

Mr, COCKR . I do not know. .I did not know anything 
about it until I read this report. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Unquestionably that refers to the two 
works I have spoken of, the work upon the Five Civilized Tribes 
and the work upon Indians Taxed and Not Taxed. 

Mr. COCKR . Ido not think it can possibly refer to the 
Five Civilized Tribes, because he says that work is going on, 
and he makes no objection to it. 

Mr. MANDE N. Then it probably refers to the other 
work, Indians Taxed and Not Taxed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I could not say, because I did not know 
that work was under discussion, and never heard of it. My im- 
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pression is that itdoes not refer toeither oneofthem. I did not 


ask anything about it, and I think he simply puts this in inci- | to the works already issued. 


dentally. Lasked about the Indian matter. 

Mr. MANDERSON. He is speaking, however, of the reports 
of Donaldson. 

There is no question but that the proposition stated by the 
Senator from Alabama is a correct one. It may be that there is 
not a statute law, but there certainly is a practice and custom 
inthe Executive Departments that where action has been taken 
upon a matter by an executive officer his successor does not over- 
rule him and take contrary action. Undoubtedly Commissioner 
Wright (for whom I have the very highest respect, whose abil- 


| 


ity we all recognize, and whose honesty of purpose is unques- | 


tionable) is laboring under a mistake when he says that these 
works of Donaldson, prepared under the direction of Porter, his 
predecessor, were not approved by Porter. There is the gist of 
this whole matter. I have here a copy of a letter from Porter, 
in fact, I have two letters from Porter. 
1894,addressed to Mr. Donaldson. 
sonal matters that are between them, he said: 


Both Secretary Noble and myself feel outraged at the treatment which 
your report has received. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I do not understand that Mr. Wright said 
anything about that. There was noapproval or disapproval of 
Mr. Donaldson's report. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I understand he places his action upon 
that, that it is yet subject to revision by him because it was not 
approved. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That may be, but he did not mention the 
ae He did not discuss that question in this letter, as I re- 
call it. 

Mr. MANDERSON. 
makes reference to that matter. 
through. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator pardon me? 
ought to be known. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Here is what he refers to, probably, if the 
Senator will let me read it: 

When I took charge of the Census Office, October 6, 1893, I found that the 
report on thé five civilized tribes and the final report upon the Indians 
were under revision. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Under revision? 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is what he says. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That shows he did not consider them 
approved, because the revision of a work is not proof-reading. 

Mr. HOAR. Let us have the facts as we goalong. I do not 
suppose the honorable Senator from Alabama, or any other Sen- 
ator, would suppose that the action of the successor was a re- 
vision or overruling or judging of the work of the predecessor, 
whether he had approved it formally or not. It was found that 


In one of the letters read he certainly 
I will find it before I get 


I think the facts 


One is dated March 10, | 
After speaking of some per- 


in a certain report there were great blocks of matter repeated | 


from other Government publications, and that to a large extent 
they had been repeated without credit. Second, that there was 
aclaim made that a larger number of illustrations were a viola- 
tion of the copyright of an individual who threatened a suit, and 
whose claim, whether well founded or not, was apparently sup- 
ported by the copyright records. Now, does any Senator say 


that whenever those circumstances have been brought for the | 


first time to the knowledge of the Department they should not 
be acted upon? I grant if this knowledge had been brought to 
Mr. Porter and he had acted upon the validity of the copyright 
or the importance of this claim—— 

Mr. MANDERSON. Which he did. Let me interrupt the 
Senator far enough to say—— 

Mr. HOAR. Let me finish my sentence and then I will let 
the Senator state it, and he will no doubt do it better. 

Mr. MANDERSON. All right. 

Mr. HOAR. I grant if that was true, and this question now 


being passed upon had been considered, adjudged, and acted | 
upon by Mr. Porter, then we should have to take the next step | 
| approved. 


and determine whether, under any such circumstances, his suc- 
cessor should deal with it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Allow me to say that a 
—- upon a matter which has been of recor 
can a oa set it aside for fraud. 

Mr. HOAR. Or because of newly discovered evidence. 

Mr. MORGAN. Or upon newly discovered evidence. 

Mr. MANDERSON. But the difficulty with thet position is 
that the letter from the man claiming the copyright is addressed 
not to Mr. Wright, but to Porter, and Porter acted upon it. 

Mr. HOAR. Where is that evidence? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I will show the evidence. If I may be 
allowed to go on I think I will reach all these propositions. 

Mr. MORGAN. Let meask the Senator from Nebraska if the 
copyrights on the pictures have not actually been extinguished? 


. XXVI——232 


by his predecessor, 


jidge subsequently | 





Mr. MANDERSON,. The copyrights on the pictures perta 
There is no claim on the 
Lummis that he is entitled to copyrights upon the pictur 
posed to be put into the two works not yet published, but his 
claim is that upon the bulletins heretofore issued (and I had one 
of them here a moment ago; it is in the hands of the Sen 
from New Hampshire) there are certain pictures to which he is 
entitled to.acopyright. But there is noclaim on the part of 
Lummis that he is entitled to copyright upon the illustrations 


part of 


3 pro 


t . 
itor 


thatare proposed to be put in the two works that are under re- 
vision, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator from Nebrask» please 
state that the letter of Mr. Lummis addressed to Col. Porter, 
“Personal, Robert P. Porter, esq., Superintendent of the Cen- 
sus,” is dated January 6, 1894, long after Mr. Porter went out of 
office, and it is dated then because he says he had just returned 
from South America? 

Mr. MANDERSON. [lunderstood that a prior claim was 
made before that time, before the letter of January 6, 1594. 

Mr. QUAY. Will the Senator from Nebraska yield the floor 


to me for the purpose of making a motion to adjourn? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope we may go on for a few minutes 
longer. 

Mr. QUAY. Linsist on my motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Pennsylvania, that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o'clock and + minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, April 13, 1894, 
at 12 o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, April 12, 1894. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon, and was called to order by 
the Speaker. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. B. BAGBY. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed with an amendment the bill 
(H. R.1916) authorizing the Texarkana and ort Smith Railway 
Company to bridge Little River,in the State of Arkuns:s; in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
bill (S. 1640) granting a pension toOtis Smith: in which the con- 
currence of the House was requested. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed 
the following resolution; in which the concurrence of the House 
was requested: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 10,000 copies of the compilation prepared under the direction of 
the Committee on Finance, embracing a reprint of House bill 486),with Sen- 
ate amendments thereto suggested by the Committee on Finance, together 
with the existing tariff law and the Mills bill of 1888, with comparative state- 
ment as to rates of duty, etc., for the use of the Senate. 

THE RULES. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I present the following re- 
port from the Committee on Rules- 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
CATCHINGS], from the Committee on Rules, submits a report. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that there is no 
quorum present, and I object to the report being received. 

The SPEAKER. No question is up—— 

Mr. BURROWS. I make the point of order that there is no 
quorum in the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not recognize the gentleman 
until some question is before the House. The Journal has been 
If the question had been made upon the approval of 
the Journal— 

Mr. BURROWS. Before the reading of the Journal it has 
always been the practice that the suggestion of a member that 
no qocnme is present raises the question. 

TheSPEAKER. But that suggestion was not made. 

Mr. BURROWS. Iknow; but now it is attempted to dosome 





| business, to receive the report of a committee: and I suggest 


that there is no quorum present, and I object to the report being 


received at this time. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I have the floor, and can 
not be taken off the floor in this way. 

The SPEAKER. It has never been the practice of the House 
that the question of no quorum could be raised unless some ac- 
tion of the House was taken in the nature of a vote. 





3698 


Mr. BURROWS. Ihad supposed it to be the uniform prac- 
tice—I know it is in the other body, and I know it has been done 
here repeatedly—for instance, in the morning, before the Jour- 
nal has been read, it has beon the practice frequently to say, 
‘There is no quorum present, Mr. Speaker.” 

The SPEAKER. That is because the rule provides that the 
Speaker shall take the chair at 12 o'clock, and, on the appear- 
ance of a quorum, cause the Journal to be read. Now, when 
some gentleman rises and says thata quorum has not appeared, 
of course the Speaker must ascertain the presence of a quorum, 
under the rule, before the Journal can be read; but after the 
Journal has been approved, then the presumption of course will 
be that a quorum is present, and no way of testing that ques- 
tion can aris» until there comes up a question to be voted on in 
some way. 

Mr. BORROWS. Then, under that holding, Mr. Speaker, 
under the rules of the House, I move a call of the House, for the 
purpose of ascertaining the presence of a quorum. 

TheSPEAKER, The gentlemanfrom Mississippi[Mr.Catcu- 
INGS] has the floor, submitting a report from the Committee on 
Rules, and he can not be taken off the floor. 

Mr. BURROWS. Does the Chair hold that I can not move a 
call of the House? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair holds that the gentleman can 
not take the gentleman from Mississippi off the floor for that 

urpose. 

Mr. BURROWS. I understood I was recognized. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report of the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

Mr. BORROWS. I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chaircannot recognize the gentleman 
to take the gentleman from Mississippi off the floor. 

Mr. BURROWS. Then the Chair does not recognize my ap- 
peal? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not recognize the gentle- 
man at all to take the gentleman from Mississippi off the floor. 
The Clerk will read the report of the Committee on Rules. 

The Clerk began to read. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Michigan 
raised the point of order that this was not admissible, and he 
takes an appeal from the decision of the Chair that it is admis- 
sible. 

The SPEAKER. It isa question of recognition. The Chair 
stated that the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. CaTcHINGs] 
had been recognized. 

Mr. REED. A gentleman is always entitled to recognition on 
a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. No point of order is raised. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I have the floor, Mr. Speaker? 

Mr. REED. The point of order was raised that this was not 
in order, because there was no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER. But there is no provision by which to as- 
certain the presence of a quorum until some question comes be- 
fore the House. 

Mr. REED. Suppose there isnot. The Chair decides that, 
and the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BuRROws] asks the 
judgment of the House by an appeal from the Chair, and under 
the rules of the House he is entitled to his appeal. 

The SPEAKER. There has never been a practice of that 


sort. 

Mr. REED. If the Speaker will permit, there has always 
been a practice of thatsort. It is perfectly clear that the House 
has a right to appeal from any decision of the Speaker. The 
gentleman from Mich has made the point that it is not in 
order, no matter what reasons are for making that point, or 
what reasons the Chair has for his decision; the Chair has de- 
cided that it is not in order; and from that decision the gentle- 
man from Michigan has taken an appeal; and under the first 
rule of the House he is entitled to that sopeel It is nota ques- 
tion of recognition, or of being taken o e floor; and a point 
of order always takes a member off the floor. 
oe SPEAKER. Not if any gentleman hes the floor for de- 

te, 

Mr. REED. A point of order has always done that. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair declines to entertain ee 
and the Clerk will read the t of the Committee on Rules. 

The Clerk proceeded to the report. 

Mt. REED. Can not I have an appeal from the decision of 
the Chair upon that point? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will praceed with the reading. 

Mr. REED. I do not—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will bo seated, and the 
Clerk will with the reading of the report. 

Mr. REED. I have another point I desire to make. 
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Mr. CATCHINGS. 
ing of the resolution. 

Mr. REED. I rise toa point of order, Mr. Speaker. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the report, 
which is as follows: 


Mr. Speaker, we can not hear the read- 


Rescind clause 1 of Rule VIII and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

1. Every member shall be present within the Hall of the House during its 
sittings, unless excused or necessarily prevented, and shall vote on each 
question put, unless he has a direct personal or pecuntary interest in the 
event of such question. 

_Whenever in pursuance wf section 5, Article I of the Constitution of the 
United States, the House of Representatives, at the request of one-fifth of 
the member's present, shall order the yeas and nays of its members on any 
question to be entered on its Journal, and upon the call of roll of its mem 
bers for that purpose a quorum thereof shall fail to vote, each member 
within the Hall of the House who shall fail to vote when his name is called, 
uniess he has a direct personal or pecuniary interest in the event of such 
question; and each member who shall be absent from the Hall of the House 
when his name is called, unless he has been excused, or is necessarily pre- 
vented from being present, shall be fined the sum of $10; and the Speaker 
shall cause an entry of such fine to bs made against such members on the 
Journal of the House, and the same shail be collected and paid into the 
Treasury of the UnitedStates. 

The entry of such tine shall be made substantially in the following form, 
namely: ‘‘The House of Representatives of the United States, at the request 
of one-fifth of its members present, having ordered the yeas and nays of its 
members on a question pending therein, to bo entered on its Journai, and 
upon acall of the roll of its members for that purpose, a quorum thereof 
having failed to vote, and [here set out the name and State of the member 
or members fined] having been within the Hall of the House and failed to 
vote when his name was called, without having a direct personal or pecu- 
niary interest in the event of such question (or, as the case may be, ‘absent 
from the Hall of the House when his name was called, without having been 
excused, or necessarily ee from being present’), it is therefore or- 
dered and adjudged by the House of Representatives of the United States of 
America that a fine of #10 be, and the same is hereby, entered against [here 
set out the name of the member fined! ,which sum shall becollected and paid 
into the Treasury of the United States.”’ 

The names of all members who shall be fined on the same roll call may be 
included in a single entry on the Journal; and if fines shall be entered on 
more than one call during the same day, the second entry on the Journal 
relating thereto, shall have the caption, *‘ Fine number two," the third entry, 
‘Fine number three,” and so on. 

it. shall be the duty of the Clerk of the House to certify to the Sergeant-at- 
Arms of the House the names of all members against whom fines are so 
entered, and unless they shall be volunturily paid to him, he shall deduct 
the amount of said fines from the compensation of said members, and all 
sums that may be paid to, or so deducted by him, shall be paid by him into 
the Treasury of the United States. 

A call of the roll of the members of the House shall not be deemed to have 
been leved until the Speaker shall have made all necessary orders re- 
garding fines which may be imposed on members in pursuance of the proyi- 
sions of this rule. 

It shall not be in order to move, nor shall the Speaker entertain a request 
a consent, to remit the fines required to be entered as afore. 
said. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi is recog- 
nized. 

Mr. REED. The point I desire to make—— 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. REED. I make the pointof order, and I rose to the point 
of order prior to that motion, Mr. Speaker, and addressed th» 
Chair. - 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Mississippi to demand ‘the previous question. 

Mr. REED. I claim the right of a member to make a point 
of order prior to that, and I rose for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. ‘What is the gentleman’s point of order. 

Mr. REED. My point of order—am I recognized? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has recognized the gentleman 
from Mississippi to demand the previous question. Pending 
that, the gentleman from Maine rises to a point of order. ‘The 
Chair will hear him. 

Mr. REED. I am recognized on the point of order? 

The SPEAKER. Pending that, the Chair will hear the gen- 
tlgman’s point of order. 

r. REED. The Chair must either, it seems to me—— 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon ordering the previous 
question. As many as are in favor of ordering the previous 
question will say aye, and those opposed will say no. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. REED. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 100, noes 9. 

Mr. REED. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine makes the point 
of no quorum. ’ 

Mr. ED. I desire to make the point of order. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. The yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not interrupt the proceed- 


ings. 

tr. REED. The point of order I desire to make, and which 
the Chair did not hear, is—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi demands 


the yeas and —. 
Mr. REED. That the House is already dividing on another 
proposition. 








1894. 


a 


The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays; and | 
the Speaker announced that 90 gentleman having arisen, a suf- | 
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ficient number, the yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. BURROWS. 


INGS and Mr. BURROWS. 


The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 80; a sufli- 


Mr. Speaker, I demand tellers. 
Tellers were ordered; and the Speaker appointed Mr, CATCH- 


cient number, and the yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was tiken; and there were—yeas 142, nays 11, 


not voting 200; as follows: 


Abbott, 
Alexander, 
Allen. 
Arnold, 
Bailey, 
Baker, Kans. 
Baldwin, 
Barwig, 
Bell, Colo, 
Berry, 
Black, Ga. 
Black, Tl. 
Bland, 
Boen, 
Bower, N.C. 
Branch, 
Brockshire, 
Bryan, 
Burnes, 
Bynum, 
Oabaniss, 
Campbell, 
Cannon, Cal. 
Capehart, 
Caruth, 
Catchin, 
Clark, Mo. 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cobb, Mo. 
Cockrell, 
Coffeen, 
Conn. 
Cooper, Fia. 
Cooper, Ind. 
Cox, 


Causey, 
Coombs, 
Cummings, 


Adams, Ky. 
Adams, Pa. 
Aitken, 
Alderson, 
poe eng 
psiey, 
Avery, 
Babcock, 
Baker, N. H. 
Bankhead, 
Barnes, 
Bartholdt, 
Bartlett, 
Belden, 
Bell, Tex. 
Beltzhoover, 


Boatmer, 
Boutelle, 
Bowers, Cal. 
Brattan, 


YEAS—H2. 


Crain, 
Davis, 

De A rmond, 
De Forest, 
Dinsmore, 
Dockery, 


Breckinridge, Ark Gear, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Gillet, N. Y. 


Bretz, 
Brickner, 
Broderick, 
Brosius, 
Brown 


Crawford, 
Culberson, 
Curtis, Kans. 


Donovan, McCreary, Ky. 
Dunn, MeCulioch, 
Edmunds, McDannold, 
English, Cal. McDearmon, 
Enloe, McEttrick, 
Epes, McKaig, 
EKrdman, McLaurin, 
Forman, McMillin, 
Gorman, McNagny, 
Grady, McRae, 
Gresham, Meredith, 
Hall, Minn. Meyer, 
Hare, Montgomery, 
Harter, Morgan, 
Hatch, Moses, 
Hayes, Neill, 
Heard, O'Neill, Mass. 
Henderson, N.C. Outhwaite, 
Holman, Page, 
Hooker, Miss. Paschal, 
Hudson, Patterson, 
Hunter, Pearson, 
Hutcheson, Pence, 
Izlar, Pendleton, Tex. 
Jones, Pendleton, W. Va. 
Kem, Pigott, 
Kyle, Price, 
Lane, Reilly, 
Latimer, Richards, Ohio 
Layton, Richardson, Mich. 
NAYS—L1. 
Geary, Maguire, 
Geissenhainer, McAleer, 
Kilgore, Paynter, 
NOT VOTING—200. 
Curtis, N.Y. Hooker, N. Y. 
Datlzeli, Hopkins, [1l. 
Daniels, Hopkins, Pa. 
Davey, Houk, 
Denson, Hulick, 
Dingley, Hull, 
Dolliver, Tkirt, 
Doolittle, Jobnson, Ind. 
Draper, Johnson, N. Dak. 
Dunphy, Johnson, Ohio 
Durborow, Kiefer, 
Ellis, Ky. Kribbs, 
Ellis, Oregon Lacey, 
English, N. J. Lapham, 
Everett, Lawson, 
Fielder, Lefever, 
Fithian, Linton, 
Fletcher, Lisle, 
Funk, ’ Lockwood, 
Funston, Loud, 
Fyan, Loudenslager, 
Gardner, Lucas, 
Magner. 
Mahon, 
Gillett, Mass. Marsh, 
Goldzier, Marshall, 
Goodnight, Marvin, N. Y. 
Graham, MeCali, 
Griffin, McCleary, Minn. 
Grosvenor, McDowell, 
Grout, McGann, 
Grow, McKeighan, 
Hager, Meiklejohn, 
Haier, Mercer, 
Haines, Milliken, 
Hall, Mo. Money, 
Hammond, Moon, 
Harmer, Morse, 
Hartman, Mutchier, 
Haugen, Newlands, 
Heiner, Northway, 
Hen‘ierson, Ill. Oates, 
Henderson, lowa’ O'Neil, Mo. 
Hendrix, Payne, 
Perkins, 
H Phillips, 
Hicks, Pickier. 
Hines, Post, 
Hitt, Powers, 


Lester, 
Livingston, 
Lynch, 
Maddox, 
Malory, 
Martin, Ind. 


The follow irs were announced: 
Until ae ee etoee 


Mr. WiiSON of West Virginia with Mr. DALZBLL. 
Mr. BRETZ with Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. 


Richardson, Tenn. 


Ritchie, 
Robbins, 
Robertson, La. 
Rusk, 
Russell, Ga. 
Sayers, 
Sheil, 
Sibley, 
Sickles, 
Sperry, 
Springer, 
Stallings, 
Stevens. 
Stone, Ky. 
Strait, 
Straus, 
Swanson, 
Talbert, S.C. 
Talbott, Md. 
Tarsney, 


‘Tate, 

Taylor, Ind. 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga. 
Washington, 
Weadock, 
Wells, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Whiting, 
Williams, Til. 
Williams, Miss. 


Wise, 
Woodard. 


Ryan, 
Warner. 


Quigg, 
Randall, 
Ray, 
Rayner, 


Reed, 
Reyburn, 
Robinson, Pa. 
Russell, Odan. 
Schermerhorn, 
Scranton, 
Settle, 
Shaw, 
Seeman, 
Simpson, 
Sipe 
Smith, 
Snodgrass, 
Somers, 
tephenson, 
tockdale. 
Stone, C. W. 
Stone, W. A. 
Storer, 
Strong, 
Sweet, 
Tawney, 
= ha Tenn. 
‘erry, 
Thomas, 
Tracey, 
Turner, Va. 


egra 
Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Van Voorhis, Ohio 


Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Wanger, 
Wangh, 
Wever, 
Wheeler, Il. 
White, 
Wilson. Ohio 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wiison, W. Va. 
Wolverton, 
Woomer, 
Wright, Mass. 
Wright, Pa. 


—_— 
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Mr. BELTZHOOVER with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee 
Mr. SCHERMERHORN with Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana 
Mr. BLACK of Illinois with Mr. ALDRICH. 

Mr. OATES with Mr. Bowers of California. 

Mr. BARNES with Mr. McCueary of Minnesota 

Mr. EuLis of Kentucky with Mr. COOPER of Wiscou 

Mr. [kirtT with Mr. TAWNEY. 

Mr. MONEY with Mr. DRAPER. 

Mr. Cops of Alabama with Mr. MCCALL. 

Mr. SNODGRASS with Mr. HougK. 

Mr. KRIBBS with Mr. BRosIUS. 

Mr. BROWN with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. MCKRIGHAN with Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. Lock woop with Mr. VAN Vooragis of New \ 

Mr. BOATNER with Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. 

Mr. CADMUS with Mr. MERCER 

Mr, BRICKNER with Mr. ApAMsS of Kentucky. 

Mr. DURBOROW with Mr. HopKINS of |llinois, 

Mr. ALDERSON with Mr. WaERLER of Illinois 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 

Mr. ENGLISH of New Jersey with Mr. VAN Voonriils of 

Mr. BANKHEAD with Mr. SWEET. 

The following for this day: 

Mr. MAGNER with Mr. WADSWORTH. 

Mr. FYAN with Mr. LINTON, 

Mr. FITHIAN with Mr. Morse. 

Mr. DAVEY with Mr. STRONG. 

Mr. TERRY with Mr. SCRANTON, 

Mr. SOMERS with Mr. HOOKER of New York. 

Mr. HALL with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. COMPTON with Mr. WRriGut of Pennsyivania. 

Mr. LisL& with Mr. HULL. 

Pending the announcement of the result of the vote, 

Mr. DAVIS said: Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. SIMPSON, is 
still very ill,and Lask that he be excused. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has leave of absence, th 
Chair is informed. 

Mr.SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. Ben, iscon 
fined to his room, and I ask that he be excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. CAMINETT!, 
is quite sick and unable to be here, and I ask that he be 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. TYLER, is 
confined to his room by sickness, and [ ask that he be excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Mr.Speaker,lam paired, but I have 
voted to make a quorum. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. Grirrin 
is ill at his hotel and has requested me to ask leave of absenc 
for him for to-day. 

There was no objéction, and the leave was granted. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 142, and the 
nays are ll. Noquorum has voted. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of th 

A call of the House was ordered. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll; when the following- 
named members failed to respond: 


Ohio 


excused 


Llouse. 


Adama, Ky. Denson, Hulick, O'Neill. Mo 
Aitken, Draper, Hull, Randall, 
Alderson, Dur borow, Urirt, Russell, Conn 
Aldrich,- Ellis, Ky. Johnson, Ind Schermerhornu 
Bankhead, English, N. J. Johnson, Ohio Scranton 
Barnes, Everett, Kribbs, Simpson 
ell, Texas, Fielder, Lapham, Sipe, 
Beltzhoover, Fithian, Linton, Snodgrass 
Bingham, Fletcher, Lisle, Somers 

Blair, Funk, Lockwood, Sweet, 
Boatner, Funston, Magner, Tawney 
Bower, N. C. Fyan, Marshall, Taylor, Tenn. 
Brattan, Goldzier, Marvin, N. Y. Terry, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Goodnight, McCall, Tracey, 
Bretz, Graham, McGann, Turpin, 
Brickner, Griffin. McKeighan, Tyler, 
Brown, Haines, Mercer, Wadsworth 
Cadmus, Hall, Mo. Milliken, Wagner, 
Caminetti, Hammond, Money, Waugh, 
Cannon, Ill. Harris, Morse, Wheeler, Il 
Clancy, Heiner, Murray, Wiison, W. Va 
Compten, Hendrix, Mutehler, Wolverton, 
Cooper, Wis. Hines, Neill, Wright, Pa. 
Cornish, Hooker, N. Y. Newlands, 

Curtis, N. Y. Hopkins, Ml. Oates, 

Davey, Houk, O'Neil, Mass. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee). 
The doors will now be closed, and the Clerk will call the name: 
of these members who failed to respond on the first call. Upon 
this call excuses will be in order. 

Mr. COOMBS (when his name was called). Mr. Speaker, I 
ask to be excused until Monday next, on account of ill health. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
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Mr. HAUGEN (when the name of Mr. CooPER of Wisconsin 
was called). Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague [Mr. COOPER] 
be excused indefinitely, on account of illness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER (when the name of Mr. CORNISH was 
called). Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that my col- 
league [Mr. CORNISH] be excused. 

he SPEAKER pro tempore. For what reason? 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. I understand that he is detained at 
home by illness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. NORTHWAY (when the name of Mr. FUNK was called). | 
Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from [llinois [Mr. FUNK] is sick at | 
his hotel, and I ask that he be indefinitely excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. SHERMAN (when the name of Mr. HooKER of New York 
wascalled), Mr.Speaker, Lask that my colleague [Mr. HOOKER] 
be excused on account of serious illness in his family. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. GEAR (when the name of Mr. HULL was called). Mr. 
Speaker, my colleague [Mr. HULL] was called out of town yester- 
Gag on important business,and Iask that he be excused for three | 

ays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa asks 
that his colleague ‘Mr. HULL] be excused on account of impor- 
tant business. Is there objection? 

Mr. REED. I object. 

Mr. GEAR. Then I move that my colleague [Mr. HULL] be 
excused for three days,on account of important business, not- | 
withstanding the objection. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 
that the Chair can not entertain that motion at this time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentle- 
man upon the point of order. 

The gentleman from aed REED] objects to the request | 
of the gentleman from Lowa [Mr. GEAR] that his a Mr. | 
HULL] be excused on account of important business. The gen- 
tleman from Iowa moves that his colleague be excused, and the 
gentleman from Mississippi makes the point of order that the 
Chair can not entertain the motion. 

Mr. REED. What is to be done with the absentee? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Wiil the Chair cause the rule to be read? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read paragraph 
2 of Rule XV. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Inthe absence of a quorum, fifteen members, incl uding the Speaker, if 
there is one, shall be authorized to compel the attendance of absent mem- 
vers, and in all calls of the House the names of the members shall be called 
by the Clerk, and the absentees noted; the doors shall then be closed, and 
those for whom no sufficient excuse is made may, by order of a majority of 
those present, be sent for and arrested, wherever they may bé found, by 
officers to be appointed by the Sergeant-at-Arms for that purpose, and their 


attendance secured; and the House shall determine upon what condition 
they shall be discharged. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. Now, Mr. Speaker, itis perfectly evident 
that only excuses for the absence of members can be presented 
at this time. This isa proposition to excuse a man from being 
present for a certain period hereafter; but nothing is in order 
at this time but to ask that members who are absent be excused. 
This is a call for the purpose of enabling excuses to be made for 
members who are not present. 

Mr. REED. . That is not the language of the rule. The lan- 
guage of the rule is ‘‘ those for whom no sufficient excuse is 
made.” 

Mr. CATCHINGS. LIcall for a ruling upon the point. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair must ee geutle- 
men to resume their seats. It is impossible for the Chair to 
hear what gentlemen are saying. The Chair desires to hear 
this point of order discussed, and will be pardoned for sayin 
that it is quite an important one, and fen emen would do we 
to give attention to it. < pause.] The Chair will now hear 
_ nomen from Mississippi [Mr. CATCHINGS] on the point 
of order. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, the rule expressly pro- 
vides— 

The doors shall then be closed, and those for whom no sufficient excuse is 
made may, by order of a majority of those present, be sent for and arrested, 
wherever they be found, by officers to be appointed by the Sergeant-at-Arms 
for that purpose, and their attendance secured. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman will pardon the 
Chair for asking a question. The language of the rule as just 
read is ‘‘ those for whom no sufficient excuse is made.” Who is 
to be the judge of the sufficiency of the excuse? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. The excuse that the rule contemplates is 
an excuse for absence. Under this rule, a member du this 
call may rise and give some excuse for the absence of his col- 
league, or an = gentleman. Butthat is not the proposition 
here at all o excuse whatever is made in this case for the ab- 
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sence of this member—no pretense of an excuse is offered for 
his absence; but the proposition is that the House do now excuse 
him for the future. 

I submit that this proposition is clearly in violation of the 
terms of the rule, which simply contemplates that when on such 
a callas this the name of an absent member is called some gen- 
tleman present may, if he desires to do so, offer an excuse for 
the absent member—an excuse then existing which would jus- 
tify his absence. But, as [ have said, that is not the proposition 
here. No excuse is offered for the absence of this gentleman; 
but the proposition is that the Houses shall now excuse him. I 
submit that the point is well taken. 

Mr. REED. Does the Chair desire that the other side of this 


The SPEAKER protempore. Thisis avery important matter; 
and the Chair begs leave to state that, according to his recollec- 
tion, motions of this kind have been entertained heretofore — 

Mr. REED. Always. 

The SPEAKER pyro tempore. And the Chair is informed by 
the Journal Clerk that probably there has been a roll call during 
this Congress in the midstof another roll call on a motion to ex- 
cuseamember. That, of course. is going very far; and the Chair 
would incline to think, if such is the rule, that it ought not to 
be. But the Chair would be glad to hear gentlemen on both 
sides of this question. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I wish to suggest that thqugh this thing 
may have been done heretofore,that does not furnish a precedent 
for again doing it, unless a point of order was made at the time 
and overruled. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is true; and the Chair 
does not remember that the point of order was ever made. For 
that reason he begs leave to state that this is quite an important 


; matter. 


Mr. REED. The matter is so simple, that it seems to me to 
need nothing but a statement. The rule says: 

Inthe absence of a quorum, fifteen members, including the Speaker, if 
there is one, shall be authorized to compel the attendance of absent mem- 
bers, and in all calls of the House the names of the members shall be called 
by the Clerk, and the absentees noted; the doors shall then be closed, and 
those for whom no sufficient excuse is made may, by order of a majority of 
those present, be sent for and arrested. 

** Those for whom no sufficient excuse is made” may be sent 
for. Nobody else can be sent for except those for whom no suf- 
ficient excuse is made. Now, who is to judge whether the ex- 
cuse is sufficient? Obviously nobody but the House of Repre- 
sentatives or that portion of it which is present compelling the 
attendance of absent members. It has been the invariable prac- 
tice —— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will pardon the 
Chair a moment, The Chair a few moments ago addressed 
to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. CATCHINGS] the ques- 
tion just repeated by the gentleman from Maine—Who is to be 
the judge of the sufficiency of the excuse? The question also 
presents itself when is that sufficiency to be determined— 
whether the roll call shall be stopped for that purpose or whether 
= question shall be determined after the completion of the roll 
eall? . 

Mr. REED. This very roll call is a call of members for ex- 
cuses. It is for that very purpose that the roll is being called— 
in order that the business of the House may proceed in orderly 
fashion. When the name of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HULL] was called an excuse was presented; oneof his colleagues 
has moved that he be excused. The case is sosimple that I can 
not think argument can be necessary unless something further 
be presented on the other side. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Iwould like the gentleman to state what 
excuse has been offered for the absence of the gentleman from 


wa, 

Mr. REED. On account of important business. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. That is not stated. The motion is now 
that he be excused. 

Mr. REED. Certainly; and that is the reason stated. 

Mr. GEAR. I Aroree'f Mr. Speaker, that my colleague was 
called out of town by important business. 

Mr. REED. It has been the invariable custom of the House 
to allow excuses to be made on this call, and is founded on a 
plain rule of the House. The House has no power to order the 
arrest of a member unless it has first passed on the question 
whether he has a sufficient excuse. If he makes no excuse it is 

resumed that he has none to offer; but if an excuse is made it 
incumbent upon the House to determine its sufficiency. 

Mr. GEAR. Mr. Speaker, I shall state that I gave as a reason 
for the desirability of excusing my colleague, Mr. HULL, the 
fact that he was ed suddenly out of town on account of im- 

rtant business. He had not time to get leave of absence, but 
eft the matter in my charge, and requested me to state that he 
had been called out of the city on important business. I asked 
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that he be excused and the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] | If the Chair will permit me, I will read the Digest, page 284, in 


objected. 


has been the custom, as I understand the practice of the House | 


for many years on this second call of theroll. It hasfrequently 
happened since I have been here for members to ask that their 
colleagues be excused, various reasons being assigned under such 
circumstances. 

I can state, if I am correct in my recollection, an incident 
that happened within my own knowledge. On an occasion sim- 
ilar to this, during the absence of my colleague, Mr. PERKINS, 
a request was made that he be excused, which was objected to, 
whereupon a motion was made to excuse him. Objection came 
from that side of the House, and on that question a roll call was 
had. J think it will be found in the proceedings of about the 
8th or 10th of January. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is this further difficulty 
in the mind of the Chair at this time, raised by the point of 
order, although the gentleman did not call direct attention to 
this matter. The Chair is of opinion that the Speaker of the 
House has held all along that when the House finds itself without 
a quorum it can only have power to excuse a member for the 
day, and not grant an indefinite leave of absence, and inasmuch 
as the motion in this case is indefinite, the Chair thinks it would 
be obnoxious to that point of order. 

Mr. GEAR. I did ask that he be excused for three days, but 
objection was made. I then moved that he be excused. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman does not ask indefinite leave of 
absence, but simply moves that he be excused. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understood the gen- 
tleman to ask that he be excused for three days. 

Mr. GEAR. I did ask that he be excused for three days, but 
when that was objected to I made a motion that he be excused. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. That was the difficulty the Chair 
found in the motion of the gentleman; that it involved the 
granting of leave of absence for three days. 

Mr. GEAR. But after that, Mr. Speaker, I moved simply that 
he be excused. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that would be 
as far as the House would have power to go under the circum- 
stances. 

Mr. REED. If the Chair pleases, there is no question about it. 
If the member is excused his arrest can not be ordered. That 
is all there is. 

The SPEAKER pyro tempore. The Chair thinks the gentle- 
men had better limit his motion to one day. 

Mr. BURROWS. That is just what the gentleman has done, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair did not so under- 
stand. 

Mr. GEAR. I simply moved that he be excused. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That he aow be excused, 

Mr. GEAR. aed the pending question is on that motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair wanted to be fair and 
not overrule the motion on the ground of its being made for 
three days. If the gentleman makes the motion butfor the one 
day, the Chair thinks it makes a material difference in the sit- 
uation. 

Mr. REED. He moves that he be excused now simply. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I desire to we hoes Mr. Speaker: it seems 
to me we will more clearly see the bearing of this proposition if 
we take into consideration the object of this call which is now 

roceeding. It strikes me that some confusion may have arisen 

n the minds of some of the gentlemen in the House by reason 

of alluding to the present proceeding asa ‘‘roll call.” This is 
not a question involving a vote of the House. It is simply a 
mode to ascertain who are present,and yet the term ‘‘roll call” 
has been applied to it. 

If we proceed upon the proper assumption that this is simply 
calling the list of the names of the members, then we find exactly 
an answer to the present situation. When a member's name is 
called under this procedure only three things are possible. One 
is that he shall answer ‘“‘here,” present; the other is that he 
shall be noted as absent if he is not here; while the third alter- 
native is that some one on the floor shall offer an excuse for his 
absence. It is nota roll call ona vote that may not be inter- 
rupted under the technical rules of the House, but a call of the 
names of the members in their alphabetical order for the express 

urpose of determining who are here and who are absent, and 
or whom excuses ma; offered. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. r. ee I desire to call the attention 
of the Chair to a decision of the question in the second volume 
of the Journal of the Fifty-second Congress, on page 77. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is that the case of Mr. Stahl- 
necker? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Iam not certain what the case is. It is 
cited in the t, on page 284, and the reference is to page 77 
of the second volume of the Journal of the Fifty-second Congress. 


I then moved that he be excused. This I am clear | which reference is made to that decision. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
man, 

Mr. DOLLIVER (reading): 

During a call of the House, a quorum is not required to excuse a member 
from attendance, nor to determine the question of reconsidering the vote 
by which a member has been excused. 

Showing plainly the custom of ths House to interpose a de- 
cision of these questions in the midst of this roll call. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I can not find in the Digesta 
reference to any proceedings of the House where a roll call has 
been interrupted bya motion to excuse members. Therefore we 
are to go to the rule itself to determine what can be done in the 
premises. 

The first clause of Rule XV provides— 


‘ a every roll call the names of the members shall be called alphabet- 
cally— 


and so forth. 


And after the roll has been once called the Clerk shal! call in their alpha- 
betical order the names of those not voting; and thereafter the Speaker 
shall not entertain a request to record a yote. 

Now, this refers to a roll call to ascertain who votes when a 
proposition is pending on which a vote is being taken; but the 
rule says that upon every rull call the names shall be called in 
this way. The second clause of the rule relates to calls of .the 
House proper. Now, let us note this language: 

In the absence of a quorum, fifteen members, including the Speaker, if 
— is one, shall be authorized to compel the attendance of absent mem- 

That first part has no bearing upon this. 
bears on what we are about to do now. 

And in all calis of the House the names of the members shali be called by 
the Clerk, and the absentees noted. 

Now, instead of calling the roll once for the purpose of ascer- 
taining the absentees and noting them, we are, by a custom that 
has prevailed here, calling it twice, so as to permit every mem- 
ber who is present to have his name recorded as present. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask for order. . We can not 
hear the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point is well taken. The 
gentleman will suspend until order is restored. Gentlemen on 
the leit of the Chair will please cease conversation. There is 
so much conversation in the rear of the seats that it destroys 
the sound in front. The Chair begs gentlemen who desire to 
converse to retire to the cloakroom. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, as there was some confusion 
[ will repeat what I was staiing, that the rule provides that in 
calls of the House the names of the members shall be called by 
the Clerk and the absentees noted. By acustom of the House 
the Clerk calls the roll twice, so as to give every member who 
may be present the opportunity of having his name recorded as 
present, and the absentees noted, so that the Clerk shall note on 
his Journal only those whoare absent. Now, when this has been 
done, when the absentees are noted, and that means when all 
absentees are noted—not one or two, not the gentleman whose 
name has been mentioned at this time for excuse, but when all 
absentees are noted—then what takes place? 

The doors shall then be closed, and those for whom no sufficient excuse is 
made may, by order of a majority of those present, be sent for and arrested. 

Now this is simply a question as to when it is inorder to make 
another motion. I hold that it is not in order to interrupt this 
roll call until all the absentees have been noted. When that is 
done, you can take up each member separately and move that 
he be excused, and on that question the yeas and nays may be 
ordered, as upon any other question; butuntil all the absentees 
have been noted it is not in order to interrupt this roll call, 
because we are now ascertaining who the absentees are, and 
when we have done that, then we are ready for something else. 
Now, I have never known, in the proceedings of this body, the 
roll call to be interrupted by any motion. There is no such 
thing known as having two roll calls pending at the same time, 
one incomplete and the other in progress of being taken. 

Mr. REED. Why, we have that situation now. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I beg the gentleman's pardon. 

Mr. REED. You have got a roll call on the question of dis- 
charging the proceedings of the Sergeant-at-Arms, and right in 
the middle of it you have a roll call on this new rule. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. REED. That is what you have got now. 

Mr. SPRINGER. “Ve completed that roll call, and every 
member who was here was called upon to vote, and the Chair 
announced the result, and it appeared from that result that a 
quorum was not present, and therefore everything fell. Nothing 
had been ordered atall, because we can not do any business when 


The Chair will hear the ventle- 


The next clause 
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a quorum is not present, except to secure the attendance of ab- 
sentees or adjourn. 

Mr. REED. The Speaker decided that it did not fali yester- 
day, and decided that it was a question which came up of itself. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The subject-matter came up of itself. 

Mr. REED. Thatitcame up to-day, with the roll call ordered. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And the yeas and nays having been ordered 
upon it, the question was again submitted on another yea-and-nay 
vote. Whatlam contending about, Mr, Speaker, is that the 
roll call is an entity of itself. Itis supposed to be instantaneous, 
and nothing can interfere that requires another roll call until 
that is finished. Now, we have not finished the roll call upon 
this call. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Where, then,does the gentleman find that 
definition of this proceeding as a roll call—that it is instanta- 
neous, and can not be interrupted? It is a call of the list of 
members for the purpose of ascertaining whether they are here 
or not; and if not here, of ascertaining whether a proper and 
satisfactory excuse be made, 

Mr. SPKINGER. That is true. Now, we are ascertaining 
who are the absent members,and when the absentees are noted, 
then we have some other order of business that we can do—to 
excuse them or to dispense with all further proceedings under 
the call. 

Mr. RAY. 
right there? 

Ir. SPRINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. RAY. Hasnotthe gentleman noticed that upon a second 
call, during a call of the House, the Speaker always precedes the 
call by this statement: 


Thedoors will now be closed, the Clerk will againcall theroll, and during 
this call excuses will be in order. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Yes. 
Mr. RAY. Now, that second roll call is simply for the pur- 
© of affording members an opportunity to present excuses. 
t is a call of the absentees. When a member's name is reached 
and he is absent, it is in order to.ask that he be excused. This 
may be done by unanimous consent. If the excuse is offered the 
Speaker always says, ‘‘If there be no objection, the gentleman 
wil! be excused.” If he is not excused by unanimous consent, 

some member objects. 

Now, when that objection is made, what must be done? A 
motion must be made that the absentee be excused, certainly, or 
else he can not be excused and will stand in contempt of the 
House. Now, then, if it is in order to.excuse him, it is in order 
to move that he be excused, if anyone objects. If it is in order 
to move that he be excused, them you must proceed to act upon 
the motion. That has been the universal practice in this House 
duringall its sessions and in all Congresses. The last call—roll 
call, if you please to so call it—is simply a call of the list of ab- 
sentees, 80 that they may be exeused and arrest, 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman’s question has resolved 
itself into an argument, and not a question; but I will answer his 

h 


Wiil the gentleman permit me to interrupt him 


Mr. RAY. Has not that. been the uniform practice of the 


House? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have no recollection of this roll call ever 
having been interfered with and another motion put to the 
House, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Yew should have your memury and recol- 
lection refreshed. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. 1 will call the gentleman’s attention to a 


case. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Iowa states that he is 
able to cite such a case. I would like to hear it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is almost for the 
Chair to hear what gentlemen are saying, there is so much talk- 
— confusion on the floor. 

. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Iowa seems to have a 
case that he desires to cite. I would like to hear. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If tiemen will proceed in 
order, the Chair would like to hear but it is impossible to 
ee the same time to hear 
either one. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I will eall the gentleman’s attention —— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentieman from IIli- 
nois yield to the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. [I find in the second volume: of the Journal 
of the Fifty-second Congress, page 77, where we were exactly 
in the same p ‘we are in now: 

The absentees were again called, when Mr. CULBERSON was excused from 


attendance. 
On motion of Mr. Butler, Mr. HanpERsoN of Iowa was. excused from at- 


Mr. HEARD moved that Mr. FYAN be excused from attendance. 
And the question being put thereon and no quorum voting, 
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Mr. KILGORE made the point that a.quorum was necessary to decide said 
motion. 


The Speaker pro. tempore (Mr. Dockmry in the Chair) overruled the point 
of order, holding that a quorum was not required to excuse a member from 
attendance pen a call of the House. 

This record shows that the proceedings occurred pending a 
call of the roll, where the proceedings were upon the absence 
of a quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that the 
abentees were being called. The Chair desires to ask the gen- 
tlemen from lowa if there was a roll call upon the motion to ex- 
cuse that gentleman when he was excused? 

Mr. DOLLIVER, (reading): 


On motion of Mr. Wise, Mr. O’Ferral was excused from attendance. 

Mr. eee moved to reconsider the vote by which Mr. O’Ferral was 
excused. 

Mr. WISE moved to lay that motion on the table. 

The question being put upon the latter motion, 

The Speaker pro tempore declared that said motion was carried. 

Mr. KILGORE made the point that no quorum had voted, and that a quo- 
rum was necessary to dispose of said motion. 

The Speaker pro tempore overruled the point of order, holding that a quo- 
rum Was not necessary to decide a question incidental to acallof the House. 

Mr. BUNN moved to dispense with turther proceedings under the call; 
which motion was agreed to. 


It does not say whether a roll call was had, or how the vote 
was taken, and eee it does not make any difference. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There is nothing inthe record cited by the 
gentleman to show that that proceeding occurred before the ab- 
sentees were noted. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Exactly, that record is made. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I contend that it is in order to make this 
motion after the absentees have been noted. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. So far as the question of taking the vote by 
yeasand nays is concerned, it has been held that the yeas and 
nays may be demanded on questions arising during a call of the 
House in like manner as on other occasions. (Journal, 1, 46, 
page 376.) 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. That is ona motion toadjourn. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. [call the attention of the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. eh gp to the fact that excuses were enter- 
tained on the second call. On motion of Mr. KILGORE it was 
ordered that there bea call of the House. The call of the House 
was proceeded with, and acertain number of members failed to 
answer to their names. On the second call, the same as we are 
having now, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] was 
excused, and on motion of Mr. Butler the gentlemanfrom Iowa 
[Mr. HENDERSON] was excused. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is when the absentees were called. 
That is what.I want to have done now. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That is exactly what we are doing now. 
During the second call the names of these members were called 
and they were excused on motion. Thatis why the names are 
called asecond time. There is no other reason known to man 
for making this second call except to give members an oppor- 
tunity to respond, or to have excuses offered for them and to be 
excused if the House so decides. 

The SPEAKER pro tem»ere. Gentlemen will please suspend 
and give the Chair an opportunity to examine two cases which 
are now before him, and. in which it would appear that a roll 
call was had during a call of the House. 

Mr. GEAR. There was one case that occurred this session 
where a roll call was had. ~ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
in the RECORD? 

Mr. GEAR. It isin the Journal, and the Clerk can refer to 
it. On the 12th of January,I think it was, several gentlemen 
from my State were absent under a similar condition of affairs 
to that which exists now, and requests were made that they all 
be excused. The House, probably not eine as good pause 
as usual, refused to excuse my colleague [Mr. PERKINS]. Ob- 
jection was made to the request that he be excused, and a mo- 
tion was made to. excuse him and a roll call was had on that 


motion to excuse him. 
tem . The best evidenee as to what 


The nee 
took place on that occasion would be the production of the 
RECORD, and oftheChair. In 


Can the gentleman refer te it 


thatrecord is not.now in the han 
the mean time, the Chair desires to call attention to two cases 
which he has before him. The first was in the Fifty-second 
Congress, first session. A matter was pending,and a vote was 
had on the motion of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Mo- 
MILLI] that the House resolve itself into the Committe of the 
Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of conside 
revenue bills. The of no quorum was made, and the Chair 
pointed tellers. yeas and nays were demanded by Mr 
MoMILLIN, and on the vote the yeas were 31, the nays 167, and 
not voting, 158. The pointof no quorum was made, and a mo- 
tion was made that the House ad , Whereupon a eall of the 
House was moved and was had. gentleman from New York, 








1894. 


Mr. Stahlnecker, failed to answer to his name, and on the sec- 
ond call a motion was made to excuse him. Pending that, a 
motion was made to adjourn, which was voted down. Then the 

uestion was taken on a motion to excuse the gentleman from 
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ew York([Mr. Stahinecker|, and on that question the yeas and | 


nays were ordered. The yeas were 64, and the nays wero 131. 
* That isa case in which the call of the House was suspended, 
and a roll call was had on the auestion of excusing a member. 

Mr. REED. I have another case before me, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair also has before him 
a case which occurred in the Fifty-third Congress, first session, 
which appears on page 1490 of the Recorpb. Is that the case to 
which the gentleman from Maine refers? : 

Mr. REED. Itisthesamecase. There are repeated instances 
there; two pages of them. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As the gentleman has that case 
before him, he will please statevthe facts for the benefit of the 
House. ’ eat 

Mr. REED. There are several cases of excuses, commencing 
on page 1491 of the RECORD: 

Mr. Hupson. I move that my colleague [Mr. HARRIS] be excused on ac- 
count of important business. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the noes seemed 
to have it. 

Mr. Hupsown, Division. ‘s 

The House divided; and there were ayes 89, noes 50. 

So Mr. HARRIS was excused. 

Mr. HULL (when the name of Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa was called). Mr. 
Speaker, my colleague [Mr. HENDERSON] is absent from the city on an en 
epeent of a year’s standing, and I ask that he be excused. 

r. LACEY. He already has leave of absence. ; 

The SPEAKER. It is not necessary to ask that he be excused, as the gentie- 
man has leave of absence. 


That fully recognizes the point we are contending for. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE (when the name of Mr. Hicks was called). I ask 
that my colleague [Mr. HICKS] be excused on account of important busi- 
ness. 

Several objections were made. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Lunderstand he has leave. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that he is so recorded. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. Stone (when the name of Mr. Hopkins of Pennsylvania 
= casted). I ask that my colleague [Mr. Hopkins] be excused on account 
of sickness. 


Now, that shows conclusively enough 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is ready to rule on 
the matter unless some gentleman desires to be heard on the 
other side. 

Mr. REED. I want to add that there is one other case where 
a roll call took place—on page 1492. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I would like to be heard on the other 
side. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I want to refer to the case cited by the 

entleman from Iowa [Mr. DOLLIVER], which probably had some 
influence on the mind of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Very little. [Laughter.] The 
Chair does not think that case applies at all in the same way that 
the other cases do, inasmuch as there was no roll call. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. There is one other fact which has not 
been brought to the attention of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. This record not only shows there was no 
roll call on the question of excusing the member, but it also 
shows that these proceedings were after the roll call—after the 
second call for absentees. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Oh, no. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Why does the gentleman suggest that 
my statement is not correct? 

: r. DOLLIVER. The REcORDsays ‘‘ pending thesecond roll 
call.” 

Mr. STOCKDALE. It-does not say ‘‘ pending the second roll 
call.” There is where the gentleman did not read it correctly. 

The SPEAKER pvo tempore. The Chair wants to remind the 
gentleman from Mississippi that there is no ‘‘second roll call,” 


Pepe ee , 
Mr. STOCKDALE. Well, the roll is called the second time. 
When Mr. Clay was confronted with the idea that there was a 
difference between a question of privilege and a privileged ques- 
tion he said it wasa difference between ‘' Jennie, come out,” and 
‘come out, Jennie.” It is a second roll call or a second call of 
the roll, whichever you may choose to term it. 


The absentees were again called, when Mr. CULBERSON was excused from 
attendance. 


Now, gentlemen assume that this was when Mr. CULBERSON’S 
name was reached; and that is the only reason they say it was 
— the roll call. But following this matter down we find 





On motion of Mr. Butler, Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa was excused. 


| 
| 


We find further— 


Mr. HBARD moved that Mr. Pyaw be excused 


Now, if the names of absentees were being called alphabeti 
ally, Mr. FYAN’S name should have been called before that of 


Mr. HENDERSON. So that these excuses were not presented 

the roll call proceeded. Then, after some other motions ) 

tion to dispense with all proceedings under the call v 
le 


tained and carried: and that has never been done since 
foundation of this House while the roll call was incomplete. So 
that these requests for excuses of absent memb st have 
been entertuined after the second call had been completed 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER, I rise toa parliamentary inquiry 

The SPEAKER pve tempore. The gontioman Zite 1 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. If there be no provision the 
for calling the roll asecond time, can there be mace at 
moment any point upon a disturbance of or departure from an 
order that does not exist? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the point of 
order—— 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER ‘o tempore. ‘The Chair is ready to rule un- 
less the gentleman desires to present some casa not already 


ferred to. 
TheChair was about to say that he thought the point of ord 
ought to be overruled for this reason: The precedents, so far as 


the Chair ean find any, have all been in favor of calling the ro 

where the demand for the yeas and nays has been made on mo 
tions which have frequently been entertained to excuse a mem- 
ber. Now the Chair thinks that the roll call is completed tech 


uically by the first call. It may not be necessary to decide that 
question; but the present call is simply a call under the rulesof 
the House for the presentation of excuses for absente 


[t is more msthodical and orderly to call the names alphabet 
ically, to the end that members may, in anorderly manner, offer 
excuses for absentees. For thisreason theChair supposes it ha 
been customary to call the names of absenteds and to call them 
alphabetically. But really the roll call is completed with th 
first call; and these motions with reference to excusing me 
bers do not interfere with the roll call. The Chair therefore 
feels constrained to entertain the motion to excuse the gentl 


man from Iowa {Mr. HULL}. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
REED) there were—ayes 123, noes 4, 

Mr. REED. i demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. Reep and Mr, CATCHINGS were appointed tellers. 

Tie House again divided; and the tellers reported—aye; 
noes 0. 

Mr. REED. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas $4, nays 105, not 
voting 164; as follows: 

YEAS-~-84 


Baldwin, Gillet, N. Y. Marsh, Ritchie 
Bartholdt, Gorman, McCleary, Minn. Robertson, La. 
Belden, Grosvenor, McEttrick, Shaw 

Bell, Colo. Hager, Meiklejohn, Sherman 
Bland, Hainer, Montgomery, Smith 
Boutelle, Hall, Minn. Northway, Sperry, 
Brosius, Harmer, O'Neil, Mass. Stephenson 
Bundy, Harter, Outhwaite, Stone. C. W 
Burrows, Haugen, Page, Store! 
Caldwell, Hayes, Patterson, Strong, 
Cape hart, Henderson,Iowa Pence, Talbott, Mad 


Chickering, Henderson, N.C. Perkins Thomas 


Childs, Hermann, Phillips Turner, Ga 

Cobb, Mo. Hicks, Pickler U pdegraff 
Cousins, Hopkins, Pa Powers Van Vocrhis, N.Y. 
Cummings, Hudson, Quigg, Walker 

Dolliver, Jobnson, N. Dak. Ray, Wever 

Doolittle, Lefever, Rayner W heeler, Ala 
Ellis, Oregon Loudenslager, Reed, W lvon, Ohto 
Funston, Lucas, Reilly, W oomer 

Gear, Mallory, Richardson, Tenn, Wright, Mass. 


NAYS—165 


Abbott, Catchings, Dunn, Lawson 
Alexander, Causey, Edmunds, Layton, 
Allen, Clark, Mo. Enloe, Lester 
Arnold, Clarke, Ala. Epes, Lynch 

Balley, Cobb, Ala. Erdman, Maddox, 
Baker, Kans. Cockrell, Forman, Martin, Ind 
Barwig, Conn, Grady, McCreary, Ky. 
Berry, Coombs Gresham, Mc Dannold, 
Black,Ga. Cooper, Ind. Hare, McDearmon, 
Boen, Cooper, Tex. Holman, McKaig, 
Bower, N.C. Oovert Hooker, Miss. McNagny, 
Branch, Cox, Hunter, Meredith, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Crain, Hutcheson, Morgan 
Brookshire, Crawford, Izlar, Moses 

Bunn, Davis, Jones, Neil! 

Burnes, De Armond, Kilgore, Paschal 
Bynum, De Forest, Kyle, Pearson, 
Cabaniss, Dinsmore, Lacey, Pendleton, Tex. 
Cannon, Cal Dockery, Lane, Pigott, 
Caruta, Donovan, Latimer, Richardg, Ohlo 
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Richardson, Mich. Stallings, 
Robbi 


yins, 


Rusk, 
Rucseil, Ga. 
Ryan, 
Sayers, 
Springer, 


Adams, Ky. 
Adams, Pa. 
Aitken, 
Alderson, 
Aldrich, 
Apsley, * 
Avery, 
Babcock, 
Baker, N. H. 
Bankhead, 
Barnes, 
Bartlett, 
Bell, Tex. 
Beltzhoover, 
Bingham, 
Black, Tl. 
Blair, 
Boatner, 
Bowers, Cal. 
Brattan, 


Breckinrlage, Ky. 
sretz, 


Brickner, 
Broderick, 
Brown, 
Bryan, 
Cadmus, 
Caminetti, 
Campbell, 
Cannon, ILL 
Clancy, 
Cockran, 
Coffeen, 
Cogswell, 
Compton, 
Oooper, Fila. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cornish, 
Culberson, 
Curtis, Kans, 
Curtis, N. Y. 


So the motion was rejected. 
Mr. LACEY (whoh 
I change m 
Mr. BOE 
Mr. DAVIS. 
Mr. BRODERICK. 


question. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
of the House and failed to 
Mr. BRODERICK. 


Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Strait, 
Swanson, 
Talbert, S. 0. 
Tarsney, 
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Tate, 
Taylor, Ind. 
Tucker, 
Turner, Va. 


NOT VOTING—164. 


Dalzell, 
Daniels, 
Davey, 
Denson, 
Dingley, 
Draper, 
Dunphy, 
Durborow, 
Ellis, Ky. 
English, Cal. 
English, N. J. 
Everett, 
Fielder, 
Fithian, 
Fletcher, 
Funk, 
Fyan, 
Gardner, 
Geary, 
Geissenhainer 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goldzier, 
Goodnight, 
Graham, 

rifin, 

rout, 
Grow, 
Haines, 
Hall, Mo. 
Hammond, 
Harris, 
Hartman, 
Hatch, 
Heard, 
Heiner, 


Henderson, Lil. 


Hendrix, 
Hepburn, 
Hines, 

Hitt, 

Hooker, N. Y. 


Hopkins, Il, 
Houk, 


Johnson, Ohio 
Kem, 
Kiefer, 
Kribbs, 
Lapham, 
Linton, 
Lisle, 
Livingston, 
Lockwood, 
Loud, 
Magner, 
Maguire, 
Mahon, 
Marshall, 
Marvin, N. Y. 
McAleer, 
McCail, 
McCulloch, 
Mc Dowell, 
McGann, 
McKeighan, 
McLaurin, 
McMillin, 
McRae, 
Mercer, 
mere. 
Milliken, 
Money, 
Moon, 
Morse, 
Murray, 
Mutchiler, 
Newlands, 


Oates, 
O'Neill, Mo. 


voted in the affirmative). 
te from ‘* aye” to ‘‘ no.” 
I desire to change my vote from ‘‘ aye” to no.” 


Whiting, 
Williams, Miss. 


Wise, 
Woodard. 


Payne, 
Paynter, 
Pendieton, W.Va. 
Post, 

Price, 
Randall, 
Reyburn, 
Robinson, Pa. 
Russell, Conn. 
Schermerhorn, 
Scranton, 


Simpson, 
Sipe, 
Snodgrass, 
Somers, 
Stevens, 
Stone, W. A. 
Straus, 
Sweet, 
Tawney. 
Taylor, Tenn. 
rry, 
Tracey, 
Turpin, 
Tyler. 
Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Wadsworth, 


anger, 
Washington, 
Waugh, 
Wheeler, Ill. 
White, 
Williams, Iil. 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wilson, W. Va. 


Wolverton, 
Wright, Pa. 


Mr. Speaker, 


I also change my vote from ‘‘ aye ” to ‘ no.” 


Mr. Speaker, I should like to vote on this 


Was the gentleman in the Hall 


ear his name? 
I was temporarily out of the House, and 


name was called during my absence. 
The Chair can notentertain the 
request unless the gentleman was in the Hall at the time his 
name was actually called. 


m 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


Mr. BARWIG. 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 


“no” to “ aye.” 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
Mr. CATCHINGS and Mr. LAcrEy addressed the Chair. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


sippi. 


Mr. LACEY. 


Speaker, for immediate action. 
The SPEAKER prote 


I change my vote from ‘‘ aye” to ‘‘ no.” 


Idesire to change my vote from 


The gentleman from Missis- 


I move to reconsider the vote just taken. 
Mr. CATCHINGS. I send a resolution to the desk, Mr. 


to reconsider the vote just taken. 
Mr. CATCHINGS. Had I not been recognized? 

The Chair recognized the gen- 

tleman from Mississippi, but the gentleman from Iowa moves to 

reconsider, which motion is in order. 
Mr. CATCHINGS. Well, let us have the resolution read. 
Mr. REED. A motion to reconsider must be first determined. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


That motion is in order, and must be decided. 


ore. Thegentleman from Iowa moves 


Mr. CATCHINGS. Not necessarily. It has not to be decided 


at once. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks not. 
Mr. REED. We ask action on the motion to reconsider. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. But the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi had made a motion which the Chair recognized. 

r. REED, But he had no right to make it when the motion 
to reconsider was pending. 
recognition for his motion. A member can not 
be deprived of the right of reconsideration by the intervention 
of any other motion when he is on the floor to make that motion. 


the floor asking 


This is utter] 


The 


without precedent. 


gentleman from [Lowa was on 


Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman from Iowa had clearly ad- 
vertised his purpose to move to reconsider by changing his vote. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Of course the Chair can not tell 
for what purpose gentlemen change their votes; and it will be 
remembered that several other gentlemen did so. 

Mr. REED. I wish to make a point of order against the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Mississippi in addition. I want that 
to be understood. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Let the resolution be read. 

Mr. LACEY. LI insist upon my motion, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The fact that the gentleman 
from Iowa makes a motion to reconsider has been adverted to by 
the gentleman from Maine. The gentleman would have two 
— under the rules, in which the vote on his motion could be 
taken, 

Mr. LACEY. But not under a call of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The rule provides that the mo- 
tion to reconsider may be made at any time withintwodays. So 
that there was no effort made to cut the gentleman off from his 
motion. The gentleman from Mississippi rises and makes a mo- 
tion, and the Chair will cause that motion to be read. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order, 
if the Chair please, that it is entirely out of order forany motion 
affecting anything except thisimmediat> call to be entertained 
by the Chair pending a motion to reconsider this vote. 

Mr. ROBBINS. It is not pouding. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Why, itis pending. The gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. LACEY] has moved to reconsider, and there is no 
question of privilege, under the rules, any higher than the right 
to have a vote upon a motion toreconsider. There is no vote 
declared in this House upon which the Speaker does not raise 
that question of reconsideration, and request the House to table 
that motion, before the matter is disposed of. Itisin the hands 
of the House until that is done. The Speaker says, ‘‘ The gen- 
tleman from so and so moves to reconsider and to lay that mo- 
tion on the table, and without objection the latter motion will 
be agreed to.” Until that is done the measure has not passed 
out from under the action of the House. And, pending that, it 
certainly can not be in order for the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. CATCHINGS] to obtrude here some entirely extrane- 
ous proposition. 

Mr. REED. Let us have the rule of the House read, Rule 
XVIII. If there is a positive rule of the House it is that: 


When a motion has been made and carried or lost, it shall be in order for 
any member of the majority, on the same or succeeding day, to move for 
the reconsideration thereof, and such motion shail take precedence of all 
other questions a the consideration of a conference report, a motion 
to fix the day to which the House shall adjourn, to adjourn, or to take a re- 
cess, and shall not be withdrawn, ete. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Whatrule does the gentleman 


read? 
Mr. REED. The first section of Rule XVIL{. If there is such 
a thing as language determining a matter this does, and I defy 


any man in this House to show a single instance where a mem- 
ber has not the right to reconsider. There never has been 
an instance where a man has been taken off his feet by the 
recognition of the Speaker under those circumstances. The 
Speaker has the right to racognize in certain cases where the 
rights of the members are equal; but where a member’s motion 
has the right to precede it is the duty of the Speaker to recog- 
nize him, and when he states that he rose for the purpose of a 
ing recognition, that is enough, under the regulations and rules 
of this House and under the rules of parliamentary law. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think that—— 

Mr. REED. Suppose the gentleman had got up to move to 
adjourn. Suppose there had been aquorum present, and he had 
moved that the House adjourn to‘'a day certain. Why, there 
can not be any doubt about it. The right of recognition by the 
Chair, as between individuals, is simply between members in 
the same right; but there are motions which have precedence, 
and those motions are the recognition of the House, which is 
superior to the recognition of the Speaker, or rather it is a 
recognition which the Speaker is bound tocarry out. I “ 
we may be able, in the wreck of worlds, to save some few par lia- 
mentary principles. 

Mr.SPRINGER. ILunderstand this is merely a question as to 
whether the gentlemen from Mississippi—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Gentlemen will please be in 
order and resume their seats. The Chair can not hear this de- 


bate. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understand this is simply a question as 
to whether the gentleman from Mississippi, having first been re- 
cognized, his motion should be stated to the House. 

r. REED. It is not a question of first recognition. 

Mr.SPRINGER. One moment, please. Ifthe gentleman from 
Iowa, after that motion is stated, makes a motion which under 
the rules takes precedence, the Chair must first put the motion 
of the gentleman from Iowa. If not, he must put the motion 
which ‘ of highest precedence. We have not reached that 
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int yet. The question is as to whether the motion of the gen- 

eman from Mississippi [Mr. CATCHINGS] can now be stated. It 
may be one of the motions that takes precedence of the motion 
to reconsider. If it is, we must pass upon that first. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It cannot be one of those motions, because 
#t is a resolution on paper: He sent it up to the desk. 

Mr. SPRINGER. e do not know what itis. We have not 
heard it read. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. There are only three motions that can 
take precedence. 

Mr. SPRINGER. He may want to make one of those motions. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, But he does not. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The House willbeinorder. The 
Chair will hear gentlemen who desire to be heard o n this point, 
but the Chair begs gentlemen to proceed in order. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that the first 

roposition involved here is the right given by the rule of the 

ouse to make this motion. That is the first proposition. The 
motion is made, and the motionis pending. Now, the next ques- 
tion under the rule and practice of the House is at what time 
shall that vote be taken? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is the question. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is the question the gentleman from 
Mississippi now interposes—some motion, some resolution, some 
procedure. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Proposes to interpose. : 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Or proposes to interpose. The House is 
not advised as to what that is. I submit that under the rules of 
the House there are just three motions that he can make and 
that can take the place of the motion toreconsider and the vote 
upon the motion to reconsider. Why, look at the practice of 
the House from time immemorial. The only way we ever get 
along with any business in the House is that the Speaker sui 
sponti puts the motion to the House to reconsider supposed to 
have been made by the member in charge of the bill or measure, 
and instantly upon the passage of the bill or the defeat of the 
bill, the motion is thereupon put by the Speaker, recognizing 
the fact that it takes precedence of all other motions or resolu- 
tions or matters of procedure, except those included in the rules 
of the House. I submit that we can not afford to repeal rules 
that we have in order to get to others we know not of. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr.Speaker,I wish to suggest that we had this 
question up a few days ago, when we were acting under a special 
order, and the ther occupant of the Chair (the Speaker) held 
that this motion was in order first; but afterwards, when his 
attention was called to the fact that the special order under 
which the House was acting forbade the acceptance of interven- 
ing motions, he declined to submit any question on the motion 
to reconsider. But the decision of the Chair as to the general 
rule was in harmony with the claim we make now. The Chair 
then refused to permit the motion to reconsider or submit that 

uestion or to permit an appeal from his ruling upon the ques- 
tion, for the reason that under the special order the general rules 
were suspended. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. 
sion of the rule now. 

Mr. REED. If the Chair desires tohear anything more[ will 
ask to be heard. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair desires to present 
his opinion upon this matter, and will now state what it was. 
The motion, to reconsider isa privileged motion and can be made 
at any time on the day on which the matter is disposed of or 
omthe succeeding day under the rules. As the Chair was first 
inclined to look at it, he thought that after the motion was made 
it was not privileged to bo called up then necessarily, and it 
would not be in some instances. The Chair finds a ruling #s far 
back as the Thirty-fourth Congress, as follows: 

On the same or succeeding day after the vote is taken it is in order at any 


time to move its reconsideration and have the motion entered on the Jour- 
nal, even when a member is on the floor. 


Tt may be entered upon the Journal and it may be made when 


But we are not acting under any suspen- 


a member is on the floor; and it is also decided that it may be | 


done pending a call of the roll, and that is necessary, because 
the time may expire within which the motion can be made. But 
the difficulty in the mind_of the Chair is found in Rule XVIII: 


When a motion has been made and carried or lost, it shall be in order for 
any member of the majority, on the same or succceeding day, to move for the 


reconsideration thereof, and such motion shall take precedence of all other | 


—, except the consideration of a conference report, a motion to fix 
: - day to which the House shall adjourn, to adjourn, or to take a recess, 


Now, the gentleman from Mississippi has sent up a motion. It | 


may be one of those motions. The Clerk will therefore report 
it, so that the Chair will see whether it takes priority over the 
motion to reconsider. 

Mr. REED. Does the gentleman claim that it does? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Yes, sir. 
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Does the gentleman claim that it is a conference 











Mr. REED. 

report? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Let it be read. 

Mr. REED. If the gentleman rises for the purpose of intro- 
ducing a superior resolution, it is designab.e in distinct terms, 
and he could say it is a conference report, which he will not 
undertake to say. It can not be a motion to fix a day to which 
the House shall adjourn, because there is no quorum present. 
It might bea motion to adjourn or to take a recess, but that 
would not be in writing. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Some of the motions which are 
preferred need not be in writing. 

Mr. REED. Why, of course I do not cire whether the reso- 
lution is strictly required to be in writing or not, butas a method 
of procedure it has always been the custom in this House for a 
member, when he claims that his motion had precedence, to an- 
nounce what that motion of precedence was. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the state- 
ment which the gentleman was about to make, and then will 
hear the gentleman from Maine. The Chair will make a state- 
ment, and then will hear the gentleman from Mississippi. Some 
of the motions which are given precedence under the rule must 
be in writing —— 

Mr. REED. A conference report. for instance, is one. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman's proposition 
might be a conference report. 

Mr. REED. Does the gentleman from Mississippi say it is? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman would not be 
called upon to state that. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I understood the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi to say distinctly that it was a resolution. That is nota 
motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Itis a motion under the rule. 
A motion may be in writing, and the Chairis of opinion that 
this should be read, and he directs the Clerk toread it. After- 
wards the Chair will hear the gentleman from Mlssissippi. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That all leaves of absence, except for sickness, be and the same 
are hereby revoked, and the Sergeant-at-Arms is directed to notify all mem- 
bers absent, except on account of sickness, that their attendance upon the 


sessions of the House is required; and that further proceedings under this 
call be dispensed with. 


Mr. BOUTELLE (during the reading). 
make a point of order on that. There is no need to read it all 
through. It discloses in its first lines that it is not one of the 
privileged motions contemplated by the rule. 

Mr. REED. I make a point of order against the motion itself. 
I want that understood. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
are reserved, 

Mr.CATCHINGS. Ofcourse all pointsof order are reserved. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, a perusal of the second paragraph of Rule 
XV will make it perfectly and absolutely clear that the only ob- 
ject of giving members the opportunity on a call of the House 
to offer excuses for their absence is to avoid their being included 
in an order for their arrest. The language of the rule is plain: 
‘* The doors shall then beclosed and those for whom nosufi.cient 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I 


Certainly. All points of order 


excuse is made may”—not ‘‘shall’’—*‘ may, by order of a ma- 
as those present, be sent for and arrested wherever they 
may be found.” 


The calling of the names of members on this call for excuses 
is buta prelude to the further execution of the rule by the issu- 
ance of an order for the arrest of theabsentees. But here is not 
a proposition toarrest anybody. Here, in this resolution which 
I have sent to the desk, is a proposition which contemplates no 
man's arrest, which contemplates dispensing with further pro- 
ceedings under this call, which would itself cover the object of 
the motion for the excuse of this member, which would itself 
excuse him: so that no man’s rights are violated by this propo- 
sition. It simply directs the Sergeant-at-Arms to notify absent 
| members by telegraph that their attendance is requested. The 
| resolution is, in one sense of the word, a proposition to excuse 





this very member by dispensing with all further proceodings 
| under the call. 
| Nobody contemplates asking an order for his arrest, or for the 


arrest of any other member; and the only object under the rule 
of calling the roll a second time is that members may have an 


opportunity to have excuses presented for them and thus avoid 
being arrested. So that necessarily, proceeding as we are under 
acall of the House, this proposition is superior to a motion to 
| excuse a member, and still more superior to a proposition to re- 
consider the vote by which the House has excused or fxiled to 
| excuse. If this resolution shall be adopted this member is /pso 


| facto excused, so that this is entirely different from a cise where 
| we are proceeding in the House itself, and where only confer- 
| ence reports or other priviieged matters of that kind cn inter- 


vene, 
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We are now proceeding under a call of the House, and my 
resolution is necessarily superior to a motion to excuse a mem- 
ber, or to a motion to reconsider a vote on excusing a member, 
beeause if it is adopted, it dispenses with all further proceed- 
ings under the call of the House and removes all possibility of 
the arrest of the member whem the House is asked to excuse, 
or of any other member. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I submit 
thatthe point of order will not lie against it. It is superior to 
the motion to reconsider; it is superior to the motion to excuse; 
it is superior to all other motions because it.does not contem- 
plate anybody's arrest, and it does take the place of those other 
— by dispensing with all further proceedings under the 
call. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, the Constitution of the United 
States provides that ‘‘a majority of each House shall constitute 
aquorum todo business; buta smaller number may adjournfrom 
day to day, and may be authorized to compel the attendance of 
absent members in such mannerand under such penalties as each 
House may provide.” Now, the Chair wants to bear in mind 
carefully one fact, viz, that a House in order to do business must 
havea quorum. For one purpose alone less than a quorum may 
act, and that purpose and the manner of its execution are both 
en by the Constitution of the United States and by nothing 
else. 

The Constitution provides that a House with a oA may 
rescribe a certain course of action which may be followed by 
ess than a quorum, for the purpose of obtaining the attend- 
ance of a quorum. ‘he power of lessthan a quorum isexpressly 
limited by the rules of the House. Itdoes not admit of enlarge- 
ment. Doubtless the House might have provided better rules 
than those that we have here. Doubtless it might have made 
better provision than that which is before us, but such as it is 
we must be governed by it until the full House changes it. 

I apprehend that what I. am saying now is elementary. I 
apprehend it must be clearly within the judgment of every 
man. First, the power that we are attempting to exercise is a 
power which must be granted by a full House and can not be 
enlarged by less than a quorum. Now, what is that power? 
Being a power given, as it were, in derogation of the right of 
the House with a quorum, it must be construed exactly as it 
stands. What is that power? It is nota general power to com- 
pel the attendance of members. Nothing of that sort is given 
under the rules of this House to less thana quorum. Less than 
@ quorum can only follow this rule. They can not go beyond it; 
they can not adopt any other method to compel the attendance 
of members. Whatever is prescribed in this rule is the cast- 
iron bound and controlling foree of the House having less than 
aguorum. Now, what is the rule? 

In the absence of a quorum— 

And mark you, this is the only rule— 


In the absence of a quorum, fifteen members, including the Speaker, if 
there is one, shall be authorized to compel the attendance of absent mem- 
bers, and in all calls of the House the names of the members shall be called 

the Clerk, and the absentees noted; the doors shall them be closed, and 

those for whom no sufficient excuse is made may, by order of a majority of 

Sotpoant ai Arma fr tak par’ 20 sd sie 

attendance secured; care uo eee shall determine “mnt ‘at condition 
they shall be discharged. 

There is a complete limitation of the power ef less than a 
quorum. First, they are to receive excuses of members; 
second, those that are not excused they may arrest. That is all 
we can do. Now, the gentleman to do something else; 
and he undertakes to say he is ac under the authority of 
this House. 

When you come to the question of the precedence of a motion 
to reconsider, that is too torequire a word to be said about 
it. The rulesof this House say that the right to make a motion 
to reconsider shall be interfered with only by » conference re- 

rt (which this is not), or a motion to fix the - which the 
To shall adjourn (which this is not), or a m to adjourn 
(which this is not), or a motion to take a recess (which t is 
not), If the erehoune. undertakes to say that the action he 
now proposes is in the absence of a quorum, let me say to him 
that the last vote showed a quorum of this House; and we are 
acting with a quorum. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. REED. Yes. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Does not my friend know that when the 
House is proceeding under a call it can not take a recess, it can 
not entertain a conference report, it can not do any of those 
otner things to which the gentleman has alluded? That rule 
Fo no & tion whatever when the House is proceeding un- 

er a , 

Mr. REED. Now, the gentleman knows perfectly well that 
the last vote disclosed a quorum of this House, and we are not 
acting upon a no-quorum proposition. 
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Mr. CATCHINGS. Weareacting under a call of the House. 

Mr. REED. The call of the House has nothing to do with it. 
We have a quorum present; the last vote disclosed it. Dves the 
gentleman mean to say that he can not now meve to take a re- 
cess? I say he Fe 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Letmeask my friend a question. He has 
asked me ore; let me respond by asking him another. 

Mr. REED. Certainly. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Does the gentleman undertake to say that 
under the rules of the House it would be competent, without 
first dispensing with proceedings under the call, to preeeed with 
the trans ction of business? 

Mr. REED. I think so; yet I frankly say to the gentleman 
that the custom of the House is otherwise. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Of course it is. 

Mr. REED. Ido not dispute facts 

Mr.CATCHINGS. So the fact remains,as LT stated, that 
while we are acting under a eall of the House, whether a quorum 
be present or not, we can not do the things that the gentleman 
alluded to. 

Mr. REED. But we can not by any possibility be preeluded 
from a motion for reconsideration any more than from a motion 
to excuse a member. Then there isanother point—this roll eall 
which is had for excuses, and which is now proceeding, can not 
be interrupted by any motion except the business of exeusing 
members; that is the only matter with which it can be inter- 
rupted. And if no motion to reconsider had been made, it would 
be the duty of the Speaker to go on with the question of excus- 
ing members, for thatis the regular proceeding under acallof the 
House, and can no more be interrupted by these other proceed- 
ings than the roll call can be interrupted when the House has 
once ordered it. The resolution which the gentleman offers is 
predicated upon a result. which has already been attained— 
namely, the presence of a quorum. 

Mr.CATCHINGS. lLonly wish to say in response tothe gen- 
tleman that it has always been held—the practice of the House 
has been uniform on this eae when proceedings under a 
call of the House are pending the House need not order the ar- 
rest.of absent members. It may pass a resolution directing the 
Sergeant-at-Arms to notify absent members by telegraph or 
otherwise that their attendance is requested. And it is too late 
now for my distinguished friend to indulge in a technical dis- 
quisition upon the exact terms of a rule which has existed al- 
ways and has never had but one interpretation. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman says this rule has never had but 
noo a greene Will he cite any precedent to sustain his 

tion? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I say it has never had but one interpre- 
tation. I say that this House, time and again, since I have been 
a member of it, has, when proceedings under a call were pend- 
ing, adopted a resolution directing the Sergeant-at-Arms to no- 
ty shoe members tht their attendanco is required. 

r. REED. Has the gentleman ever before known an attempt 
made to eee a call for excuses in this way? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Well, that is not the point to which I was 
directing my remarks. 

Mr. REED. Can the gentleman give us an instanee of that? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Ido not know that I can. 

Mr. REED. I know that you can not. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. But that is no answer to the question if 
I have the right to present the pro tien. Now, what is the 
purpose of the second call of the roll when such proceedings as 
this are taking place? In accordance with the uniform practice 
of this House the second call is made for the purpose of enabling 
absent members, or their friends, to make sufficient excuse for 
their absence so as to avoid having their names included in the 
order of arrest directed to the t-at-Arms. But this is 
no such proceeding as that. This simply directs the Sergeant- 
at-Arms to notify absent members that their attendance is re- 
quested. That is the nature of the resolution I have sub- 
mitted, and which I might as well have submifted, for the pur- 
eo of this t, inthe formofamotion. In other words, 

t might have treated either as a resolution or as a.- motion 
for the of thisargument. Its substance is to determine 
ita standing, and not its under these circumstances. 

But, as I stated at the outset, a careful reading of the rule will 
eeeeeilt ait ane iceiaes that the ao - = 

an op or excuses to e for 
tas ye As 80 as to ent this arrest under an order that 
the House is contemplating making. I desire the Chair to fol- 
low me distinctly on this point: 
made may. by order of a majority “of those present ent, be sent for and arrested, 
Wherever they may be fo , by officers to be appointed by the Sergeant-at- 
rms, 
It was deemed a wise and proper thing, and so we find this 
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provision in the rule, that before the order should be issued di- 
recting the Sergeant-at-Arms to arrestand bring before the bar 
of the House absent members, an opportunity should be given 
to them or some friend acting for them to make an excuse for 
their absence. Because it might be, if the excuse is deemed 
sufficient, that such member would be exempted from the order 
of arrest. That is the meaning of the rule, and no other can be 
attributed to it. 

Now, it follows, unless the House is disposed to issue the order 
for the arrest of absent members, that there is no reason why 
the proceeding should be further pursued for excuses. The 
resolution is one which could only be acted upon under a call of 
the House. It does not propose the arrest of absent members. 
But while acting under a call of the House, the various propo- 
sitions that my distinguished friend from Maine says would 
come ahead of this motion—such as the motion to reconsider— 
are such motions or propositions as can not in the very nature 
of things occur when the House is acting under aeall. They 
are of a character which can only be considered by the House 
when it is not proceeding under a call. Hence citation 
and his illustration have no application to the point here pre- 
sented. 

But, Mr. Speaker, it must follow in the very necessity of the 
case, and in the very nature of the proceeding, and in accordance 
with the necessary deductions to be drawn from the object of 
this rule, that the House may, when it does not propose to order 
the arrest of an absentee, make an order such as that contem- 
plated in this resolution. Why, Mr. Speaker, to make my sug- 
gestion absolutely unanswerable, I will call my friend’s attention 
to the fact that it has always been deemed in order, without 
calling upon any man for an excuseor without giving an oppor- 
tunity for any man to make an excuse for an absent colleague, 
to at once dispense with further proceedings under a call. 

Mr. REED. Thatis proper. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. hy is that? The same reason applies 
in this case as in that; for when you move to dispense with fur- 
ther proceeding under a call, there is no danger of any absent 
member being arrested, and hence there is no necessity for 
anexcuse. The same reasoning and the same principle applies 
here. My friend smiles, but he knows that my argument is 
absolutely unanswerable, I say again, because the parallel is 
perfect. And it has been repeatedly held that you may make a 
motion to dispense with further proceedings under a call with- 
out giving an opportunity for excuses for absentees; and the 
reason of that is patent upon the very face of the proposition, 
namely, that if you do not propose to arrest anybody, there is no 
eceasion for an excuse to be made for his absence. 

If nothing of a penal character is to happen to him, if he is 
not to be put under the bam in any shape, manner, or form, why 
should the House be burdened with excuses for his absence? 
And so it is with this resolution. Here is a proposition to dis- 
pense with further proceedings under this call. The resolution 
expressly declares that further proceedings under this call shall 
be dispensed with. But in addition to that it_directs the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms to notify absentees that their presence is de- 
sired. I believe, Mr. Speaker, that I have said all [ care to. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I want to be allowed a word in re- 


ly. 

P The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Mississippi talks about this 
matter as if it was a matter of convenience to members to be al- 
lowed to be excused, and he says his argument is unanswerable, 
because you may dispense with pie underacall. Well, 
that en unanswerable. The only difficulty with it is 
that it has nothing to do with the present case. 

I repeat, the Constitution of the United States permits the 
House to authorize less than a quorum to do a certain thing. 
The authorization of the House must be ample, and we, being 
less than a quorum, must follow that authorization. Now, this 
resolution is not within the competence of our power. 

What are we allowed todo? First, there is the general ex- 
gree that in the absence of a quorum members shall 

authorized to compel the attendance of absent members. 
Then follows the specification of how we shalldoit. There are 
not two distinct propositions, one conveying power and the 
other conve wer, but there is one conveying power and 
the other specify how that power shall be exercised. How 
shallit beexercised? Itshall beexercised by arresting members. 
What members? Those members who have not been excused. 
Consequently we must go through the process of making excuses 
for members before we can order the arrest of any of them. 

Now, will you say to me that the words ‘compel the attend- 
ance of absent members ” is a tof power, also a specifi- 
cation of what shall be done? it is, then this resolution does 
not hit it.’ This isa resolution not to compel the attendance 
of members, but to coax the attendance of members. 
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Mr. CATCHINGS. Let me ask my friend, if that should be 
sufficieat, would not that be compelling their attendance, under 
a fair definition? ; 

Mr. REED. Nota bitof it. That is no compulsion atall. [t 
is simply a device to save postage stamps, simply a device t 
save the expense of tzlegraphing. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I do not knew about that. 

Mr. REED. It never was heard of beiore these two Con 
gresses. Weonever heard of such a motion before. ‘The motion 
was to order the arrest of members according to the provisions 
of the rule. Recollect first that ft takes a whole quorum to do 
business, and there is only one exception, and that exception is 
to procure the attendance of members; and that less than a quo- 
rum can not do it outside of the authorization of a full House 
Now, wehave got the authorization of the full House, and what is 
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it? Itis that we shall arrest members that are unexcused. Wi: 
have no right to excuse any others or to bring any others here. 
It is asolemn, serious proceeding to which this House proceeds 
to invite the Sergeant-at-Arms. To telegraph members is 


something undoubtedly that the full House can do, but itis some- 
thing that less than a quorum can not do; andit ean not be done 
under a call of the House. That seems to be exceedingly clear 
when you bear in mind that we mus* find the “ word and place” 
in the book in undertaking toexercise any authority atall. The 
power of less than a quorum to compel the attendance of mem 
bers is limited to specifications set out by the House, and we can 
not enlarge, we have no right to enlarge it 

Now, this whole difficulty arose from an endeavor to stretch 
this power beyond the meaning of the rule, and beyond the Con- 
stitution of the United States. Wehave actually to day 28 mem- 
bers of the House of Representatives that the Sergeant-at-Arms 
can arrest at his own sweet will—28 of them; and when you con 
sider that some time in the history of the country may occur an 
opportunity when the Sergeant-ut-Arms can make himself an 
exceedingly important factor with 28 under his control, you may 
judge we are right in entering this protest against such action. 
There is no use, gentlemen, of your proceeding in such a way. 
We know that with a majority of nearly a hundred you can do 
anything you desire. We know that you may smash every rule 
of parliamentary law, but gentlemen ought to be able to do their 
work, and do it according to the rules and according to parlia- 
mentary law; and they ought to be able to do it without turning 
this House into a justice of the peace shop,with $10 jurisdiction, 
less than one half of what we have in the little State of Maine. 
[Laughter and applause. | 

Mr.HUTCHESON. Mr. Speaker, I regret very much to take 
any part.in this discussion. The gentleman from Maine has so 
frequently sought to put upon his head a crowa of glory at the 
expense of this House, has so frequently sought to lecture it, 
has so frequently sought to chastise this House, that it does 
seem to me it is time to rebel, even to the youngest member of 
it. [wish tosay, Mr. Speaker, that though I am a Democrat, 
yet when the gentleman counted a quorum of this House in 1890 
{ was in accord with him. [Applause on the Republican side.| 
I will strike you in the short ribjina moment. {General laugh- 
ter. | 

Mr. Speaker, I believed in it, because it sounded to me like « 
straightforward businesslike proposition; and I have always 
been a business man. [| believed,sir, that when the Constitution 
said that you could call a man here, that it implied the power 
when he was here to recognize his presence and to make him 
act. tocompel him to act, and to permit you toact in connection 
with him whether he was silent or spoke. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman, so far from being the origi 
nator of the rule, stands to-day condemned for having made that 
just rule so obnoxious to a liberty-loving people that they have 
deserted it after he has so tyrannically exercisedit. [Laughter 
on the Republican side.| Yes, Mr. Speaker, those gentlemen 
langh when we denounce tyranny for it has no terrorsfor them. 
They hail it asthe method by which they rose to power, and 
from whose throne in four or five States im the North they pre- 
tended to control the destinies of the entire nation. That is tyr 
anny; and theylove it. But,sir, what made that rule obnoxious 
was the fact that it wasexercised insuch a manner; through its 
methods there were enacted such iniquitous laws that the coun- 
try felt that when so much power was intrusted in the hands of 
aman, liberty at least was unsafe, though business might be 
dispatched. 

I stand to-day an advocate of that law, because [I believe that 
while the Republican party, under the leadership of the gentle- 
man, has made ita method of exercising tyranny, the Democratic 
party has such a sense of justice, of moderation, of prudence, as 
to use it in a way to show that it can be so used that liberty will 
not be unsafe and it can be used consistently with the expedition 
of business. The fact is that the gentleman used it to his dis- 
eredit. It should bea crown of thorns upon his head instead of 





3708 


acrown of glory, because by his abuse he made a good rule so 


;Obnoxious to | werd, Pants, Bw that it can not again be 
‘adopted in a liberty-loving Y: 

For one, I resent the abuse of a good rule. For one, I deny to 
the gentleman the fathership of it. For one, I claim that he 
nailed it to the cross and crucified it by an unjust use of it, and 
we are tired of the crucifier claiming to be the father and the 
originator. He should be branded as its murderer. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, the argument upon the 
question of order which has just been made by the gentleman 
from Texas seems to be so conclusive, that [ hope the Chair will 
nowrule, [Laughter.] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to call the at- 
tention of the Chair back for a single moment to the point of 
order that I made awhile ago. My point is that the motion of 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] is a privileged motion 
under the rules, which can only be interfered with under the 
conditions stated in the rule which has been read, and that the 
resolution or motion of the gentleman from Mississippi {Mr. 
CATCHINGS], which the Chair stated he desired to have read 
so'ely for the purpose of determining whether it was one of the 
privileged motions that could take precedence of the motion to 
reconsider—that that motion is notinorder; and Iask the Chair 
now to rule upon that pointof order, which I renew after having 
heard read the resolution of the gentleman from Mississippi. 
The point, I repeat is that the proposition presented by the 
gentleman from Mississippi is certainly not either one of the 
propositions or motions named in the rule as those which alone 
can take precedence of or dispiace a motion to reconsider a vote. 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Speaker, I rise to say a word somewhat in 
the nature of a parliamentary inquiry. If I understand the pro- 
ceedings here, the Committee on Rules have reported a propo- 
sition y which a quorum is sought to be secured where a 
quorum has not answered totheir names, Their plan is the im- 
position of fines and penalties on acts which have no moral 
turpitude connected with them. That being the proposition of 
the Committee on Rules, if it is to be adopted at all, I think it 
should be made broader, and that we should have fines and pen- 
alties imposed on members who neglect to observe the rule 
against smoking, as well as on those who fail to answer to their 
names. [Laughter and applause.] 

But, Mr. Speaker, it does not strike me that it belongs toa 
legistative body to attempt, by fines and penalties, to compel its 
members to comply with its rules, The majority have it in 
their power to neutralize the effect of the silence of a minority, 
and that is all they are entitled to. Count themembers who sit 
in their seats and do not vote as part of the members for a quo- 
rum. It needs no penalties, no quarter-sessions proceedings to 
try members of the House, no making the Sergeant-at-Arms a 
constable to collect your fines and penalties. [Applause.] But 
if fines and penaties are to be adopted as the method to enforce 
a strict compliance with the rules, then every neglect to com- 

ly should be punished by a deduction of pay ath me by law. 
Trius the majority of the House would convert itself into a court, 
judge, and jury, to determine for itself how much of a member's 
pay they would confiscate for any neglect to comply with a rule 
of the House. 

Majorities are responsible for legislation, and have the right 
to adopt rules for the transaction of business. And it is per- 
fectly easy for them to neutralize the effect of members neg- 
lecting to answer to their names when called. If present, they 
should be counted, for the evidence of sight is certainly as good 
as that of hearing. Majorities have the right to control legis- 
lative bodies. It belongs to them under the Constitution, and 
the only right guaranteed to the minority under the Constitu- 
tion is, if its members are those specified, to have the yeas and 
nays recorded so as to show who is responsible for the action 
taken, That is all that the Constitution gives to a minority in 
our system of Government. The right of debate, the right of 
anything for the individual member is regulated by the rules 
which a legislative body chooses to adopt for its government, 
and in case members neglect to eee have such rules as will 
neutralize the effectof such neglect. But to undertake to gov- 
ern members in a legislative body by fines and penalties belongs 
to a quarter-sessions courtand not to legislation. [Applause.] 

Now, to come to the question that I desire to suggest, with- 
out trespassing on the time of the House. The proposition that 
came before us, if I understand our proceedings aright, was to 
adopt the resolution introduced by the Committee on Rules. 
On that question no quorum voted. Thena call of the House 
was ordered. The roll was called, and the Clerk commenced 

calling the names of absentees. On thatsecond call excuses may 
be offered for absentee members; but before the absentee list 
was called through it was interrupted by a motion to excuse a 
particular member who had not answered to hisname. That was 
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voted upon, and after that vote a motion was made to reconsider 


| the vote. Now, what motions can take precedence over that? 
| What motion is high enough in privilege to displace that until 


the list of absentees is completed? One is the motion for anad- 
journment, which always takes precedence over other motions; 
the other to dispense with all proceedings under the call. The 
question now before the Houss, it seems to me, is, can this call of 
of the absentees be interrupted by any other business until it is 
finished? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair confesses that he has 
experienced some difficulty in arriving at a conclusion in this 
case. The motion to reconsider is a privileged motion; andthe 
motion of the gentleman from Mississippi, if held to be in order, 
would also be privileged. The questionfor the Chair is, which 
of these motions should be first submitted tothe House. If the 
motion of the gentleman from Mississippi is in order and should 
prevail, it disposes of the motion to reconsider the vote on ex- 
cusing the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HuLUw], and it would also 
obviate any necessity for making a motion to excuse other gen- 
tlemen who failed to answer on a call of the House. 

The language of the rule which has been cited is that— 

When a motion has been made and carrie or lost, it shall be in order for. 
any member of the majority, on the same or succeeding day, to move for 
the reconsideration thereof, and such motion shall take precedence of all 
other questions except the consideration of a conference report, a motion to 
= day to which the House shall adjourn, to adjourn, or to take a — 

The motion to reconsider, as will be seen, takes precedence 
over all other questions except those mentioned in the rule, and 
it may be made at any time during the day on which the vote 
soughtto be reconsidered is takenor on the succeedingday. As 
the rule provides, a roll call may be interrupted in order that 
this motion to reconsider may be entered. But it does not fol- 
low that it is then tobedisposedof. The Chair finds a decision— 
which must be the law—made in 1856, when the then Speaker 
decided (a question similar to this being ponding) that under 
the rule it was in order at any time upon the same or the sub- 
sequent day to submit and have entered a motion to reconsider, 
but that it could not be considered while another question was 
before the House. 

Without attempting toshutoff the gentleman from Iowa, who 
made this motion to reconsider, the Chair recognized the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi, who was first on his feet and who first 
addressed the Chair; and he submitted a motion which he sent 
up. Now, when that motion is submitted, if it be in order, it is 
entitled, under this decision, to consideration; and the motion 
to reconsider, which may then be entered and which the House 
permits to interrupt the matter pending in order that it may be 
entered, is not to considered, under the language of this de- 
cision of 1856, while the other question is before the House. 

Now, this other question being before the House, the Chair 
thinks it must be first considered; and ifthe motion made by the 
gentleman from Mississippi be carried, it dispenses with the mo- 
tion to excuse the gentleman from Iowa, because all gentlemen 
are excused under this motion, so that there would really be no 
necessity for voting upon a mvtion to reconsider, because the 
necessity for the original motion would be dispensed with by 
agreeing to the motion of the gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Will the Chair pardon an inquiry? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Certainly. 

Mr.BOUTELLE. Do [ understand the Chair tohold that the 
proposition of the gentleman from Mississippi is pending busi- 
ness? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks so. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I hope the Chair will review that decision 
for a moment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


man. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It is impossible for me to conceive how the 
Chair can hold that this proposition is business before the House 
in such a sense that it can not be displaced even by a motion to 
reconsider, when the very question at issue here is whether the 
proposition of the gentieman from Mississippishall be permitted 
to come before the House. The ee was read simply for 
the information of the Chair and the House; it was read under 
protest. The business before the House was the excuse of the 
member from Iowa. We had voted a that question; a mem- 
ber had changed his vote and had made a motion to —s 

he Chair 


The Chair will hear the gentle- 


The eae from Mississippi then took the floor. 
t, 


saw noring the gentleman from lowa—— 

The SPEAKER pyro tempore. No. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Oh, the gentleman from Iowa was on the 
floor. Iam not oe any unfairness to the Chiir, but the 
Chair saw fit, physically, to recognize for the moment the gen- 
tleman from ae , who claimed that he had a right to 
the attention of the Chair. Thereupon at once the question 
arose whether the gentleman from Iowa or the gentleman from 
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Mississippi represented that sort of a motion which entitled 
either of those gentleman to the recognition of the Chair. That 
the gentleman from Iowa represented a motion which clearly 
did entitle him to recognition no one disputes, unless the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi can claim that he was on the floor to | 
make a motion which under the rules took precedence of that | 
of the gentleman from Iowa. 
Now, at that point the discussion arose. The business before | 
the House, under the ruling which the Chair has read from the | 
Journal—the pending business before the House, and the only 
business—was the determination of the question whether the | 
House of Representatives would excuse the gentleman from 


Iowa. The House had not completed the determination of that 
question. We had gone through a roll call, the result of which 


had been announced: but a member of the House, in the exer- 
cise of his right under the rules, had risen to ask the second 
judgment of the House—its revisory action under the rules, 
which was to be secured through a motion to reconsider. The 
Chair himself, in stating the situation and reading the rule, rec- 
ognized distinctly the fact thatthis right of the gentleman from 
Iowa, under the rules, could not be set aside by anything except 
some one of the matters named in the rule—a conference report, 
a motion to adjourn, a motion to fix the day to which the House 
will adjourn, or a motion to take a recess. 

Now, I certainly hope the present occupant of the Chair, who 
I may properly say has made an enviable record for judicial fair- 
ness in the position which he now occupies, will not make what 
it seems to me will be the very lamentable mistake of undertak- 
ing to rule that the pending business before this House is not 
the clearly pending business on which we were engaged, but 
may be construed to be some business entirely extraneous to the 
pending business—extraneous business which the gentleman 
from Mississippi is endeavoring to interpose and obtrude here, 
but which is not yet before the House in any form that can 
-make it the pending business—a proposition which was read for 
the information of the Speaker, which, as I understood (and I 
think everybody understood the same thing), was read for the 
sole purpose of disclosing whether the subject-matter of the res- 
olution did embody one of the motions which alone can take 
precedence of the motion of the gentleman from Iowa. 

And in defense of the fundamental principlesof parliamentary 
law,in defense of what it seems to me lies at the very foundation 
of orderly procedure here, the right of this House to turn back 
and reconsider its action if it deems it proper to do so, a right 
absolutely essential to the orderly conduct of the legislative 
business of the House, I hope the Chair will reconsider clearly 
what is involved before ruling that a gentleman, because he is 
chairman of the Committee on Rules, or has a position on the 
committee, or whatever other position he may happen to occupy, 
or whatever be the stress or the exigency of the occasion, can 
come here and by endeavoring to take a gentleman off his feet 
who is standing here to submit a privileged motion, and after 
succeeding by the courtesy of the Chair in having the proposi- 
tion read merely for the purpose of determining its character, 
and after determining its character and disclosing the fact that 
it contains no single solitary one of the exceptions given in the 
rule—I say under these circumstances I hope the Chair will not 


make an se that shall deprive not only the gentleman from 
Iowa of his right, but the House itself of an unquestioned right 


that it has under all of the rules and the practice of this body. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, as I understand it, the question 
is as to the priority of two propositions, each of which the Chair 
has held to be in order. It raises an exceedingly interesting 
question in parliamentary proceedings, and, it seems to me, an 
entirely new one. It is important that it should be settled in 
accordance with the best judgment of the House. I therefore 
respectfully appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. BOUT ELE. But the Chair has not completed its ruling. 

Mr. LACEY. I thought the Chair had concluded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair had not concluded its 
ruling. 

Mr BOUTELLE. The Chair had kindly permitted me to in- 
terrupt him for the purpose of calling attention to the exact con- 
dition in which we find ourselves. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair had not quite con- 
cluded what it desired to say. 

In reference to the argument of the gentleman from Maine, 
who has just taken his seat, the Chair desires to say that his 
reasoning would be pipes if his premises were good. But as the 
Chair understands the matter he goes too far—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman will permit 
the Chair to proceed. The gentleman from Maine, the Chair 
thinks, goes far when he says that the motion to reconsider 
was the Rare uestion. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, Why, unquestionably it was. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion of the gentleman 
from Mississippiwas made; and if the gentlemin had proceeded 
in the usual course, and stated his motion as it was afterwards 


| read from the desk, it would have been, in point of time, before 


the House long before the other was presented. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I bee to correct the 
point—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair of course can not 
make a ruling consecutively unless he is permitted to state the 
g:ounds on which it is based. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I beg pardon of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that if 
the gentleman from Mississippi had proceeded in the usual way, 
and stated the motion that he desired to submit, it would have 
been more clearly understood that that was the pending busi- 
ness, if it was in order. 

Now, the gentleman from Mississippi, instead of stating his 
motion, put it in writing and sent it to the desk. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. In the usual way. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It was not stated by word of 
mouth. While that was being done—and while the gentleman 
from Mississippi had not used the words himself which his reso- 
lution embodied—the gentleman from Iowa made a motion to 
reconsider. Thatis tosay, after the gentleman from Mississippi 
had been fully recognized, but before the motion that was sub- 
mitted was read, the gentleman from Iowa moved to reconsider 
the vote just taken. 

Now, if it was true that the gentleman, as stated by the gen- 
tleman from Maine, was cut off by the Chair, he would have the 
right to do that, for the Chair would have a right to recognize 
amember. The right of recognition is essentially in the Chair. 

The vote was completed when the result of the roll call was 
announced. The gentleman from Mains—and in this respect 
the Chair thinks the gentleman is wrong in his premises—the 
gentleman from Maine assumes that the business before the 
House was the motion to excuse the gentleman from.lowa. In 
fact, the vote had been taken on that proposition, the result was 
announced to the House, and notwithstanding the fact that the 
motion to reconsider was in order it was not made. 

It might have been made then or later in the day, or it might 
have been made to-morrow. Now—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Butit was made, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Butnot until after other busi- 
ness intervened. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Why, [ heard it made at the time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair heard it, too; but 
heard it subsequently to the introduction of other business by 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. CATCHINGS]. [Cries of 
* No!” * No!” on the Republican side.] Unquestionably the 
Chair is right in that. 

Mr. REED. Will the Chair allow me to clear that up? 

The SPEAKER pyro tempore. The Chair will hear the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. REED. 
member 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will do that. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] rose in 
his seat, and so informed the Chair, and made the motion. The 
question of who happens to get the first breath in does not de- 
cide this proposition of recognition by the Chair. Why, just 
think of it. Can the Chair recollect a single instance where a 
motion to reconsider has been refused precedence, except upon the 
ground that it was todelay, or except upon the new ground that 
it was an intervening motion? He can not recollect a single in- 
stance where it was not allowed to come in, and our rules only 
allow four cases which are specified to take precedence. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Maine will 
understand that the Chair is not refusing a motion to recon- 
sider. 

Mr. REED. The Chair is refusing the motion to reconsider 
when he refuses to recognize the gentleman who took his feet 
for the purpose of making the motion toreconsider. The Chair 
says that question wasdecided. It had to be decided before the 
motion to reconsider could be made. It could not be made until 
after the announcement by the Chair. So he had to wait until 
the Chair announced it, and then he stood right up in his place 
instantly and addressed the Chair, and moved to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. And so, too, the gentleman from 


Chair on this 


The Chair of course will take the statement ofa 





Mississippi rose and addressed the Chair. 
Mr. REED. But the gentleman from Iowa was entitled to 
precedence. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Upon what principle? 

Mr. REED. Upon the rule of the House of Representatives, 
which says that the gentleman from Iowa had the right to move 
to reconsider. In the first place, under general parliamentary 
law, the right to reconsider is instantaneous. 
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The SPEAKER pyro tempore The gentleman said “‘ the rule 
of the House,” not parliamentary law. Where is the ruleof the 
House tkat says the Chair must wait for a motion to reconsider 
before entertaining other business? 

Mr. REED. When the gentleman rises and is on his feet in- 
Stantly, there is no waiting for other business. It seems to me 
the Chair makes confusionin his mind by comparing cases where 
members did not instantly move to reconsider, but subsequently 
did it. In that case it is entitled to precedence after the busi- 
ne3s which is interrupted has been eoncluded. But where a 
gentleman, directly after the vote is announced, stands up and 
moves to reconsider, why it has always been his right, and the 
Chair can not remember an instance since he was here, nor an 
instance in the whole history of the Congress of the United 
States, where thecontrary was held. Wecan not afford tdhave 
too much new law made. 

a CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I only want to say one 
wore 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would have more 
hesitancy 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. REED. Under the head of reconsideration, where we get 
our right, the rule of the House says: 

‘When a motion has been made and carried or lost, it shall be in order for 
any member of the majority, on the same or succeeding day, to move for 
the reconsideration thereof, and such motion shall take precedence of all 
other questions. 

And so forth. 

The SPEAKER pyro tempore. That is the rule 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I wish to say one word with reference 
to the facts. I do not care to argue the law of this case any 
more. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentle- 


man. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I wish to say that when the Chair had 
announced the result of the vete on the call of the yeas and 
nays [ rose in my seat with a written resolution, and pursuing 
the usnal parliamentary method of presenting a motion or reso- 
lution in writing, I sent it to the desk to be read. I could not 
have done otherwise. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, after that had been done, the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. ees rose and made his motion to reconsider. 
The Chair had distinctly recognized my motion, and it was the 

ding business at the time the motion to reconsider was made. 
tis true he had a right to make a motion to reconsider; but 
the Chair is not compelled to wait to see if a gentleman desires 
to move to reconsider for, non constat, such a motion might 
never be made. And, therefore, after the vote is announced on 
the roll call, it is the business of the Chair, not merely the will 
of the Chair, but it is the business of the Chair, to recognize 
entlemen who desire to call up business before the House that 
in order. The Chair could not have known at the time he 
recognized me to make the motion that anybody was going to 
make a motion to reconsider. 

Mr. REED. There is no suggestion of the question as to 
whether the Chair should wait for a motion. The gentleman 
undertakes to speak of what would happen in a case where a 
member did not make a , and as to whether the Chair 
should wait fora motion. Certainly not. But in this case the 
gentieman from Lowa made it eee and it is not a question 
of the right of recognition by the Chair, It is a question of the 
right of a member to his motion to reconsider. 

r. BOUTELLE. Mr.Speaker-—— 

Mr. WLLLIAMS of Mississippi. I rise toa point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state his 
point of order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The point of order is this. 
As I understand the situation, a point of order has been sub- 
mitted to the Chair and the Chair hasdecided it. Now, is there 
no-end to the debate it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I make the point of order 
that it is not im order to discuss a matter which has been decided. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The Chair has not decided. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can only entertain 
one point of order ata time. The presentoccupantof the chair 
is not inclined, being only temporarily in the chair, to under- 
take te say too hurriedly that members of the House who desire 
to submit their views shall not do so upon a parliamentary ques- 
tion which is more or less new. The Chair will allow a reason- 
aeeegent ae ae ous their views, Seen, Saind 

y chair, an y organ 
ane would not feel disposed jeaouibaciae well-estab- 
lished precedent and authority; and therefore would indulge 
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members to a greater extent than he might possibly if he were 
the permanent occupant of the chair. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The Chair has, I think, by inadvertence, 
stated that my premises were not sound when he stated that I 
had based my argument upon the allegation that the business 
before the House was the motion of the gentleman from Iowa. 
That was not exactly technically accurate. I hold that the busi- 
ness before the House, upon which the House was engaged, and 
which it had not completed, was the business of excusing the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HuLL]. Now, the question as to 
what business was pending before the House, must, of course, 
refer to the moment of time that the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi and the gentleman from Iowa were claiming recognition 
of the Chair. That is the time to which our attention is di- 
rected; and the question as to what business is in order is per- 
tinently answered by ascertaining what to~'; lace at that pre- 
cise moment of time, because the questi - ore the Speaker 
was whether he should recognize one g. ‘man or another to 
bring up a matter of business. 

Now, at the time that the gentleman frox: Mississippi was on the 
floor and recognized by the Chair, at the same time the gentle- 
man from Iowa was endeavoring to get recognition for a motion 
to reconsider the business done, and the resolution of the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi could not by any stretch of imagination 
be assumed to be bafore this House, because nobody knew it was. 
The gentleman had not stated what it was. He had not made 
any motion. He had not indicated the scope of the proposition 
he was about to submit, and, therefore, I was entirely correct in 
saying that the business before the House at the time this ques- 
tion addressed itself to the Chair for decision was nothing but 
the determination of the question in regard to the excuse of the 
gentloman from Iowa. Everybody recognizes that; and this 
matter of the gentleman from Mississippi has only been inter- 
polated since. 

It came in during the controversy and discussion, and it was 
readat the Clerk's desk simply as a matter of information. So 
that the determination of the Chair, as to the duty of the Chair 
to recognize the motion offered by the gentleman from Iowa, 
to reconsider the vote just taken, or to recognize the gentle- 
man from Mississippi in regard to some paper, the nature of 
which had not been disclosed, of course can not be to pass upon 
any proposition in that measure, because nobody knew what 
was in the paper sent up by the gentleman from Mississippi. 
The motion of the gentleman from Iowa was the pending busi- 
ness at the time when the Chair recognized the gentleman from 
Mississippi, and, as I believe, the Chair was withholding right- 
ful recognition from the gentleman from Iowa, because this 
busines of the gentleman from Mississippi was not before the 
House. It was not pending anywhere. I[t was simply a per- 
sonal proposition that he had evolved and was endeavoring to 
get before the House. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman 
from Maine is not very accurate in his statement as to what has 
transpired. Now, what was the question under consideration? 
It was a question as to whether a certain gentleman on theother 
side should be excused. A vote was taken and it was decided 
that he should not be sxcused; whereupon the gentleman from 
Mississippi, boing :ecognized by the Chair—and about that there 
can be no disputs—sent a proposition in writing to the Chair, 
which was a larger proposition than the proposition which was 
under consideration, the excuse of an individual member, and 
— to excuse allmembersfromarrest if his resolution were 
adopted. 

The gentleman says it was not before the House. It was sent 
to the House in the ordinary form in which every resolution is 
sent, in which every motion is sent. The Speaker frequently 
requires gentlemen to reduce their propositions to writing. The 
gentleman froin Mississippi took the precaution to reduce his 
resolution to writing, and he was recognized by theChair; where- 
upon the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] said that he made 


; a motion to reconsider. As the Speaker has very properly said 
and the right 


he had the right to make the motion to reconsider, 

is secured to every member under the rule, for it provides that 
a member may offer a motion to reconsider upon the —. 
which the measure is passed or on the subsequent day, it 
may be entered upon the Journal; but that can not interfere 
with the larger motion presented by my colleague fram Missis- 
sippi for the —— of the House, and which, if adopted, will 
not only excuse that individual member whose case was under 
consideration, but excuse from arrest every member. 

I say therefore that the Chair in indicating that it is his pur- 
pose to recognize the ~— of the gentleman from Mississippi to 
make that motion, which excuses the member whose name has 
been mentioned here and for whom an excuse has been requested, 
and dispenses with the seriatim propositions which it isno doubt 
the purpose of the gentleman from Maine and othors to make, 
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and to have a roll call on the excusing of every member who 
fails to answer to his name—the Chair, I say, in indicating that 
it is his purpose to recognize the right of my colleague from 


Mississippi to make that motion is ruling in accordance with | 


parliamentary law and the proper course of proceeding here. 

My colleague from Mississippi, seeing that a separate motion 
mig ht be made on excusing every gentleman who failed to an- 
swer to his name, in troduces this larger proposition, which in- 
cludes the minor, and which does not exclude the question of 
excusing the gentleman on whose case it has been moved to re- 
consider the vote, because it proposes to excuse him and every 
member who is absent by the adoption of a proposition which 
shall not make it necessary to issue an order for the arrest either 
of the member specified or of other gentlemen for whom excuses 
may be asked. I repeat, sir, the indication which the Chair has 
given as to his conclusion upon this question is so evidently 
right and proper and so entirely in the interest of the transac- 
tion of business, that it ought not to be opposed by anybody on 
either side of the House who professors to be in favor of doing 
business here. The object of my colleague from Mississippi is, 
by this general proposition, to-excuse all members who are ab- 
sent, and thereby to avoid the necessity of embracing their 
names in any order of arrest which may be given to the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Mr. Speaker, this ques- 
tion is very plain. The Chair was announcing the result of a 
vote. Two gentlemen were on their feet, ready, the instant the 
vote was announced, to demand the attention of the Chair, and 
submit motions. One of those gentlemen was the member from 
Iowa |Mr. LACEY], who signified his intention to make a motion 
to reconsider. He was standing just where I stand now, and he 
addressed the Chair the instant it was possible for him todo so. 
If he didnot make that motionin time, henever could make the 
motion in time. The other was the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. CATCHENGS], who desired to offer a resolution, and I am 
obliged to my distinguished friend, who has just taken his seat 
[Mr. HooxeEr of Mississippi], for disclosing the motive which 
his colleague had in offerimg that resolution. That motive, he 
says, was to cvt off the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LAcry] from 
the right to move to reconsider. 

Now, how can the Speaker say that the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. CATCHINGS] was on the floor firston that occasion? 
How can the Speaker say that the gentleman from Iowa was not 
on the floor just as soon as the gentleman from Mississippi? It 
seems to be a simple matter of favoritism and a very plain vio- 
lation of the rule. I understood the Speaker to say that if the 
gent’eman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] had made his motion first it 
would have beenin order,and I undertake to say that unless the 
gentleman from Iowa did make his motion so as to be in order 
it would be utterly impossible for him or anybody else to make 
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dill 


In the case now pending we have a proposition to excuse a 
member. A motion is made to reconsider the vote by which the 
House refused to excuse him, and pending that the gentieman 
from Mississippi | Mr. CATCHINGS] offers aresolution to dispense 
with all further pri os under the call, so as to avoid the 
necessity of a vote on the motion to reconsider. In this case 

‘own moved to rescind the reso! 





ors 
Be 


ceedings 
Lo 
which Tam referring Mr. Br 
tion for.the sole purpose of getting rid of the question of reeon- 
sidering the vote had on t preceding day. ‘The Speaker he!d 
that wnder the rule of the House declaring that a motion to re 
consider shall take precedenceof all other motions except a mo 
tion to adjourn, etc., the motion to reconsider was first 
and must be put. 
Mr. CUMMINGS. 


he 
A 


in oraer 


Who was the Speaker? 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. John Davis, of Indiana, was the Speaker 
of the House at the time. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Dees my friend from Michi 
contend that there is any parallel between a motion to reseind 
a ‘given vote and a motion to dispense with all proceedings un- 
der the call? 

Mr. BURROWS. Why, the very ebject of dispensing with 
all prac ings under the call is to get rid of the proceeding. 
Here was a motion to rescind a proposition upon which a mo- 
tion was entered to reconsider. New, in order to avoid the 
effect of the motion to reconsider, it was propesed to rescind the 


igan serious 


‘eed 


original proposition. The two cases are “on all fours” with 
each other. 
Mr. CATCHINGS. Why, Mr. Speaker, the motion to rescin 


was eguivalent to the motion to reconsider. 
purpose of it. 

Mr. REED. Why, the gentleman from Mississippi and his 
colleague have argued the question on the ground that his motion 
is a larger measure, which dispenses with the other. Here is x 
motion which is still larger; and if a larger motion can have the 
effect for which the gentleman contends, a still larger one must 
have that effect. ; 

Mr. CATCHINGS. In order to make a parallel—— 

Mr. BURROWS. lLetme say thistomyfriend. Uponeertain 
resolutions passed by the House certain proceedings were had: 
and wpon one of these resolutions it was proposed to reconsider 
the action of the House. Now, in order to take a larger view of 
the matter, as suggested by the gentleman from Mississippi, 
and to get in a resolution which would have precedence of the 
other, it was propesed to wipe out the resolution which laid the 
foundation for the proceeding. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. But my friend is so good a parliamentar- 
rian that he must know the only way for the House to rescind 
a resolution would be to reconsider the vote by which it 


That was the ver) 


wa 
| adepted. 
Mr. REED. Not at all. 


such a motion in order with the present Speaker [|Mr. RICHARD- | 


SON of Tennessee] in the chair, if he chose to recognize some- 
body else to make some other motion intended to head off the 
motion of the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. BURROWS. Just one word, Mr. Speaker. 
has already been referred to which provides that— 

When a motion has been made and carried or lost, it shall be in orcer for 
any member of the majority on the same or succeeding Gay to move for the 
reconsideration thereof, and such motion shall take precedence of all other 
motions except the motion to fix the day to which the House shall adjourn, 
conference reports, and so on 


The rule 


A proceeding similar to thisarosesome years ago in the House 
of Representatives,and the decision of the Chair at that time 


may throw some light upon the pending question. The House | 


found itself without a quorum and a motion to.adjourn was made 
ané@ lest. Then Mr. McKay offered tho following resolution: 


Resolved, That ail members now absent, except suchas. have been excused, 


| [Cries of ** Rule! 


be required, at the meeting of the House on to-morrow morning, to give ex- | 
cuses for their absence at this time; and it shall be the duty of the Olerk to 


enter their names on the Journal. 


A point of order was made against that resolution, and the 
Ss er held that it was not in order; that, there being no quo- 


rum present, it was not in order to make an order that members 
should appear the next day. 
cision of the Chair, and the House, in the anxiety and heat which 
sometimes prevailed in the earlier days of the Republic, over- 
ruled the decision of the Chair, and held that it was inorder: so 
the question was put and the resolution adopted. The next day 


Mr. BURROWS. This was a proposition to rescind, to wipe 
out the original resolution. But the gist of the matter is that 
the Speaker held that in the face of such a proposition the mo- 
tion to reconsider, being first in order under the rules, must bo 
first put. 

The SPEAKER pro tempor 
Chair understands, 

Mr. BURROWS. Ohb,I suppose there is no contest as towho 
was first entitled here to recognition. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Iowa stood | 
feet 

The SPEAKER pyro tempore. As the Chair understands, in 
that case the motion to reconsider was first made. 

Mr. BURROWS. Certainly; and, asT understand it, was first 
made here. 

The SPEAKER pro ltenpore. 
1” **Rule! ?] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will be in order. If 
the gentleman from Maine hassany additional argument to sub- 


Having been first made, as 


the 


1ere on his 


The Chair is ready to rule. 


| mit, the Chair will hear him. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. I understood the Chair to address an in- 


quiry to the gentleman from Michigan in regard to the action 


An appeal was taken from the de- | 


some question arose about the Journal, which was finally ad- | 


justed, and then Mr. Dromgoole moved to reconsider the vote of 


the day previous, agreeing to the resolution offered by Mr. Mc- | 


upon the call of the House, which 
resolution was as follows [reciting the resolution]. Pending 
that proposition to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted a Mr. Brown, in order to get rid of the whole sub- 
ject, moved to rescind the resolution. 


Kay during the s ollows | 


of the gentleman from Iowa, I wish to say that the gentleman 
from Missouri|Mr. BARTHOLDT] stated to me that the gentle- 
man froni iowa not only made the motion, but the Chair had at 
first recognized him, or said ‘* The gentleman from [owa,” and 
then had his attention diverted to the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi. I think that is a statement of the facts. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. ‘The reeord of the proceedings does not 
sustain that statement. 

Mr. BOUTEZLLE. I think what I have stated is a pertinent 
fact for the Chair to understand; for [ presume the Chair will 
accept the statement of the gentleman from Missouri in its full 
purport. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. The gentlemanfrom Missouri was mig- 
taken; that is.all. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is quite sure he rec- 
ognized the gentleman from Mississippi, and so stated immedi- 
ately thereafter, when the matter was fresh in his mind. ‘The 
Chair is quite positive on that point. The Chair is now ready 
to rule. 

Mr. WELLS. May I a a word? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. TheChair will hear the gentle- 
man, . 

Mr. WELLS. This appears to have become a question of 
veracity between the Chair and gentlemen of the opposition. I 
think there are gentlemen on this side of the House who will 
sustain the Chair in the position that he apparently intends to 
take; and we ask that he take it amolionety. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has already indi- 
cated the ruling he intended to make in this matter; but he has 
indulged penmomes in their statements, trusting that possibly 
miditional light might be thrown on the question. 

The Chair adheres to the decision he has already made; and 
he dces so with the less reluctance because no possible injury 
can come from this view of the case. The motion to reconsider, 
if now entertained and voted upon, would only accomplish that 
which the motion of the gentleman from Mississippi will accom- 
plish. The question, therefore, is upon the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi, unless some gentleman appeals from 
the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. LACEY. I appeal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa states 
that he desires to appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I move to lay the appeal on the table. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I wish to offer an amendment to the 
proposition of the gentleman from ee 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That questionis not now before 
the House. The question is on the appeal from the decision of 
the Chair. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I move to lay the appeal on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa ap- 
peals from the Sudieten of the Chair, and the gentleman from 
Mississippi moves to lay the appeal on the table. 

Mr. PIOKLER. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pending the motion to lay the 
appeal on the table the gentleman from South Dakota moves 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The question being taken, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The noes seem to have it. 

Mr. PICKLER. I call for a division. 

The question was again taken; and there were—ayes 62, noes 
132. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand tellers on the vote. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I ask the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 29, nays 152, not 
voting 172; as follows: 

YEAS—29. 
Lacey, Post, 
Lefever, Ray, 
Loudenslager, Sherman, 
Marsh, Stephenson, 
Milliken, Stone, 0. W. 
Payne, Sweet, 
Perkins, Thomas, 
Pickler, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
NAYS—152. 


Henderson, N. C. 
Hooker, 

Hunter, 
Hutcheson, 
Izlar, 

Jones, 

Kem, 


Walker, 
Wilson, Ohio 
Wilson, Wash. 
Woomer, 
Wright, Mass. 


Belden, 
Bundy, 
Cogswell, 
Grout, 

Grow, 
Harmer, 
Henderson, Il. 
Hicks, 


Abbott, Cooper, Fla. 
Alexander, Cooper, Ind. 
Arnold, Cooper, Tex 
Bailey, Covert, 
Baker, Kans. Cox, 
Baldwin, Crain, 
Bartlett, Crawford, 
Barwig, Culberson, 
Bell, Colo, Cummings, 
Bell, Tex. Davis, 
Berry, De Armond, 
Black, Ga. De Forest, 
Black, Il. Dinsmore, Pence, 
Boen, Dockery, Pendleton, Tex. 
Branch, Donovan, : Pendleton, W. Va. 
Brookshire, Dunn, P 
Bryan, Dunphy 
a a See ons 
um, “ng ’ . c 0 
xe Richardson, Mich. 


Cabaniss, Epes, 
Campbell, Erdman, Richardson, Tenn. 
Cannon, Cal. Fielder, MeCreary, Ky. Ritchie 
h Forman, bins. 
Geary, 
Gorman, 
Grady, 
Gresham, 
Hali, Minn. 
Hare, 
Harter, 
Hatch, 
Hayes, 
Heard, 


Montgomery, 
Moon, 


Morgan, 
Moses, 

Neill 

O'Neil, Mass. 
Outh waite, 


Page, 
Paschal, 
Patterson, 
Paynter, 
Pearson, 


Strait, 
Straus, 
Swanson, 
Talbert, S. OC. 
Talbott, Md. 


Adams, Ky. 
Adama, Pa. 
Aitken, 
Alderson, 
Aldrich, 
Allen, 
Apsley, 
Avery, 
Babcock, 
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Tarsney, 
Tate, 
Taylor, Ind. 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga. 


Turner, Va. 
Washington, 
Weadock, 
Wells, 
Wheeler, Ala. 


NOT VOTING—172. 


Cousins, 
Curtis, Kans. 
Curtis, N. Y. 
Dalzell 
Daniels, 
Davey, 
Denson, 
Dingley, 
Dolliver, 


Baker, N. H. Doolittle, 


Bankhead, 
Barnes, 
Bartholdt, 
Beltzboover, 
Bingham, 
Blair, 
Bland, 
Boatner, 
Boutelle, 
Bower, N. C. 
Bowers, Cal. 
Brattan, 


Draper, 
Durborow, 
Ellis, Ky. 
Ellis, Oregon, 
English, N. J. 
Enloe, 
Everett, 
Fithian, 
Fletcher, 
Funk, 
Funston, 
Fyan, 


Breckinridge, Ark. Gardner, 


Breckinridge, Ky. 
Bretz, 
Brickner, 
Broderick, 
Brosius, 
Brown, 
Burnes, 
Burrows, 
Cadmus, 
Caldwell, 
Caminetti, 
Cannon, Ill. 
Capehart, 
Clancy, 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cockran, 
Compton, 
Coombs, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cornish, 


So the motion was rejected. 


Gear, 
Geissenhainer, 
Gillet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goidzier, 
Goodnight, 
Graham, 
Griffin, 
Grosvenor, 
Hager, 
Hainer, 
Haines, 

Hall, Mo. 
Hammond, 
Harris, 
Hartman, 
Haugen, 
Heiner, 
Henderson, Iowa, 
Hendrix, 


Hepburn, 
Hermann, 
Hines, 

Hitt, 
Holman, 
Hooker, N. Y. 
Hopkins, Ill. 
Hopkins, Pa. 
Houk, 
Hudson, 
Hulick, 

Hull, 

Ikirt, 
Johnson, Ind. 
Johnson, N. Dak. 
Johnson, Ohio 
Kiefer, 
Kribbs, 
Lapham, 
Linton, 
Lisle, 
Lockwood, 
Loud, 

Lucas, 
Magner, 
Mahon, 
Marshail, 
Marvin, N. Y. 
McCall, 
McCleary, Minn 
McDowell, 
McGann, 
McKeighan, 
Meiklejohn, 
Mercer, 
Money, 
Morse, 

Sauer ey 
Mutchier, 
Newlands, 
Northway, 
Oates, 
O'Neill, Mo. 


Apri 12, 


Whiting, 
Williams, Ill. 
Williams, Miss. 
Wise, 
Woodard. 


Phillips, 
Powers, 
Quigg, 
Randall, 
Rayner, 
Reed, 
Reyourn, 
Robinson, Pa. 
Rusk, 
Russell, Conn. 
Schermerhorn, 
Scranton, 
Settle, 

Shaw, 
Sickles, 
Simpson, 
Sipe, 

Smith, 
Snodgrass, 
Somers, 
Sperry. 
Stevens, 
Stone, W. A. 
Storer, 
Strong, 
Tawney, 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Terry, 


Updegraf, 
Van Voorhis, N.Y. 
Wadsworth, 
Wanger, 
Warner, 
Waugh, 
Wever, 
Wheeler, Il. 
White, 

Wilson, W. Va. 
Wolverton, 
Wright, Pa. 


On the demand of Mr. PICKLER, the vote was recapitulated. 
The foliowing additional pairs were announced: 
Mr. TYLER with Mr. FUNSTON. 
Mr. HOLMAN with Mr. STORER. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
The question now recurs on the 
motion to lay on the table the ‘appeal of the gentleman from 
Iowa from the decision of the Chair. 
The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


106, noes 29. 
Mr. LACEY. 


Mr. LACEY. 
nays. 


I ask for tellers on the vote. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE, Let us have the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. Speaker, I ask tellers on the yeas and 


Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. LACEY and Mr. OUTHWAITE were appointed tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 44. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 146, nays 20, 
not voting 187; as follows: 


Abbott, 
Alexander, 
Allen, 


Be , 
Black, Ga. 
Black, Tl. 
Bland, 


Branch, 
povemeege, Ark. 


YEAS—146, 


Coffeen, 
Cooper, Fla. 
Cooper, Ind. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Covert, 
Cox, 
Crain 
Crawford, 
Seonmines 
m . 
Davis, _ 
De Armond, 
De Forest, 
Dinsmore, 
Donovan, 
Dunn, 
Dunphy, 
Edmunds, 
nt, 

‘pes, 
Erdmas, 
Fielder, 
Forman, 
Geary, 
Geissenhainer, 
Gorm 


Hayes, 

Heard, 
Henderson, N.C. 
Hooker, Miss. 
Hunter, 
Hutcheson, 
Izlar, 


Latimer, 
Lawson, 
Lester, 
Livingston, 
Lynch, 
Maddox, 
Mallory, 
Martin, Ind. 


McCre , Ky. 
McCulloch, * 
McDannold, 
MeDearmon, 
McEttrick, 


McKaig, 
bs a ge n, 
cNagny, 
McRae, 
Meredith, 
Meyer, 


Montgomery, 
Morgan, 

Moses, 

Neill, 

O'Neil, Mass. 
Outhwaite, 
Page, 

Paschal, 
Patterson, 
Paynter, 
Pearson, 
Pence, 
Pendleton, Tex. 
Pendleton, W. Va. 
Pigott, 


ce, 
Reilly, 

Richards, Ohio 
Richardson, Mich. 
Ritchie, 

Robbins, 
Robertson, La. 
Russell, Ga. 
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Swanson, Taylor, Ind. Washington, Williams, Miss. 
Talbert, S. C. Tracey, Weadock, Wise, 
‘Talbott, Md. Tucker, Wells, Woodard. 
Tarsney, Turner, Ga. Whiting, 
Tate, Turner, Va. Williams, IL. 
NAYS—20. 

Belden, Lefever, Pickler, Strong, 
Boen, Loudenslager, Post, Thomas, 
Fletcher, Milliken, Ray, Updegraff, 
Johnson, N. Dak. Payne, Sherman, Walker, 
Lacey, Perkins, Smith, Wright, Mass. 

NOT VOTING—187. 
Adams, Ky. Dalzell, Hitt, Randall, 
Adams, Pa, Daniels, Holman, Rayner, 
Aitken, Davey, Hooker, N. Y. Reed, 
Alderson, Denson, Hopkins, Ill. Reyburn, 
Aldrich, Dingley, Hopkins, Pa. Richardson, Tenn. 
Apsley, Dockery, Houk, Robinson, Pa. 
Avery, Dolliver, Hudson, Rusk, 
Babcock, Doolittle, Hulick, Russell, Conn. 
Baker, N. H. Draper, Hull, Schermerhorn, 
Bankhead, Durborow, Ikirt, Scranton, 
Barnes, Ellis, Ky. Johnson, Ind. Settle, 
Bartholdt, Ellis, Oregon Johnson, Ohio Shaw, 
Beltzhoover, English, Cal. Kiefer, Sickles, 
Bingham, English, N. J. Kribbs, Simpson, 
Blair, Everett, Lapham, Sipe, 
Boatner, Fithian, Layton, Snodgrass, 
Boutelle, Funk, Linton, Somers, 
Bower, N. C. Funston, Lisle, Sperry, 
Bowers, Cal. Fyan, Lockwood, Springer, 
Brattan, Gardner, Loud, Stephenson, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Gear, Lucas, Stevens, 
Bretz, Gillet, N. Y. Magner, Stone, C. W. 
Brickner, Gillett, Mass. Maguire, Stone, W. A. 
Broderick, Goldzier, Mahon, Storer, 
Brosius, Goodnight, Marsh, Sweet, 
Brown, Graham, Marshall, Tawney, 
Bundy, Griffin, Marvin, N. Y. Taylor, Tenn. 
Burrows, Grosvenor, McCall, Terry, 
Bynum, Grout, McCleary, Minn. Turpin, 
Cadmus, Grow, McDowell, Tyler, 
Caldwell, Hager, McGann, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Caminetti, Hainer, McKeighan, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Campbell, Haines, McLaurin, Wadsworth, 
Cannon, IL. Hall, Mo. Meiklejohn, Wanger, 
Chickering, Hammond, Mercer, Warner, 
Childs, Harmer, Money, Waugh, 
Clancy, Harris, Moon, Wever, 
Cockran, Hartman, Morse, Wheeler, Ala. 
Cogswell, Haugen, Murray, Wheeler, Il. 
Compton, Heiner, Mutchler, White, 
Conn, Henderson, Il. Newlands, Wilson, Ohio 
Coombs Henderson,lIowa Northway, Wilson, Wash. 
Cooper, Wis. Hendrix, Oates, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cornish, Hepburn, O'Neill, Mo. Wolverton, 
Cousins, Hermann, Phillips, Woomer, 
Curtis, Kans. Hicks, Powers, Wright, Pa. 
Curtis, N. Y. Hines, Quigg, 


So the motion to lay on the table was agreed to. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I move the previous question on the adop- 
tion of the resolution I had read at the desk. 

Mr. PICKLER. It is now nearly 5 o’clock,and I move that 
the House adjourn. 

The question was taken: and ona division there were—ayes 52, 
noes 112. 

Mr. PICKLER. Let us have tellers. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BOUTELLE,. Let us have tellers on the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. BOUTELLE and Mr. OUTHWAITE were appointed tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported ayes 60. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was-taken; and there wore—yeas 51, nays 146, 
not voting 156; as follows: 


YEAS—51. 
Baker, N. H. Gillet, N. Y. Kem, Ray, 
Bartholdt, Grosvenor, Kiefer, Reed, 
Blair, Grout, Lacey, Ritchie, 
Boen, Grow, Lefever, Sherman, 
Boutelle, Hainer, Loud, Stephenson, 
Bowers, Cal. Harter, Loudenslager, Stone, C. W 
Bundy, Haugen, Lucas, Thomas, 
Burrows, Henderson, Ill. McCleary, Minn. Van Voorbis, Ohio 
Chickering, Hepburn, McDowell, Walker, 
Curtis, Kans, Hermann, Meiklejohn, Wever, 
Doolittle, Hicks, Perkins, Wilson, Ohio 
Ellis, Oregon Hitt, Pickler, Woomer. 
Fletcher, Johnson, N. Dak. Post, 
NAYS—146. 

Abbott, Branch, Childs, Culberson, 
Alexander, Breckinridge, Ark. Clark, Mo. Davis, 
Arnold, Brookshire, Clarke, Ala. De Armond, 
Bailey, Bryan, Cobb, Mo. De Forest, 
Baker, Kans Bunn, Cockrell, Denson, 
Baldwin, Burnes, Coffeen. Dinsmore, 
Barwig, Bynum, Cooper, Fla. Dockery, 
Bell, Colo. Cabaniss, Cooper, Ind. Donovan, 
te Tex. oeamon, Cal. meee Tex. 

rry, pehart, vert, unphy 
Black, Ga. Caruth, Cox, Edmunds, 
Black, Ill. Catchings, Crain, English, Cal. 
Bland, Causey, Crawford, Enloe, 
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Epes, Lynch, Page. Stockdale 
Erdman, Maddox, Paschal, Stone, Ky 
Forman, Maguire, Patterson, Strait 
Geissenhainer, Mallory, Paynter, Straus, 


Swanson, 
Talbert, S. C. 
Talbott, Md, 
Tarsney, 


Pearson, 

Pence, 
Pendleton, Tex. 
Pendleton, W.Va 


Martin, Ind. 
McAleer, 
McCreary, Ky 
McCulloch, 


Gorman, 
Grady, 
Gresham, 
Hall, Minn. 


Hare, MecDannold, Pigott, Tate, 

Hayes, Me Dearmon, Price, Taylor, Ind. 
Heard, MecEttrick, Reilly, Tracey 
Hooker, Miss. MecKaig, Richards, Ohio Tucker, 
Hunter, McLaurin, Richardson, Mich. Turner, Ga 
Hutcheson, MeMillin Richardson, Tenn. Turner, Va 
Izlar, McNagny, Robbins, Washington, 
Jones, McRae, Robertson, La Weadorc! 
Kilgore, Meredith, Russell, Ga Wells 

Kyle, Meyer, Ryan, Whitin 
Lane, Montgomery, Sayers, Williams, Ii! 
Latimer, Morgan, Shell, Williams, Miss, 
Lawson, Moses, Sibley, Wise 
Layton, Neill, Smith, Woodard 
Lester, O'Neil, Mass. Springer, 


Livingston, Outhwaite, Stallings, 
NOT VOTING—156. 
Hooker, N. Y. 
Hopkins, I) 
Hopkins, Pa 


Cummings, 
Curtis, N. Y. 
Daizell, 


Adams, Ky. 
Adams, Pa. 
Aitken, 


Rayner, 
Rey burn, 
Robinson, Pa. 


Alderson, Daniels, Houk, Rusk, 

Aldrich, Davey, Hudson, Russell, Conn 
Allen, Dingley, Hulick, Schermerhorn, 
Apsley, Dolliver, Hull, Scranton, 
Avery, Draper, [kirt, Settle, 
Babcock, Durborow, Johnson, Ind. Shaw, 


Bankhead, 
Barnes, 


Sickles 
Simpson, 


Ellis, Ky. 
English, N. J. 


Johnson, Ohio 


Kribbs, 


Bartlett, Everett, Lapham, Sipe, 

Belden, Fielder, Linton, Snodgrass, 
Beltzhoover, Fithian, Lisle, Somers, 
Bingham, Funk, Lockwood, Sperry, 
Boatner, Funston, Magner, Stevens 
Bower, N. C. Fyan, Mahon, Stone, W. A, 
Brattan, Gardn er, Marsh, Storer, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Gear, Marshall, Strong, 

Bretz, Geary Marvin, N. Y. Sweet, 
Brickner, Gillett, Mass. McCall, Tawney, 
Broderick, Goldzier, McGann, Taylor, Tenn. 
Brosius, Goodnight, McKeighan, Terry, 

Brown, Graham, Mercer, Turpin, 
Cadmus, Griffin, Milliken, Tyler, 
Caldwell, Hager, Money, U pdegraff, 
Caminetti, Haines, Moon, Van Voorhis, N.Y. 
Campbell, Hall, Mo. Morse, Wadsworth 
Cannon, Ill. Hammond, Murray, W anger, 
Clancy, Harmer, Mutchler, Warner, 
Cobb, Ala. Harris, Newlands. Waugh, 
Cockran, Hartman, Northway, Wheeler, Ala. 
Cogswell, Hatch, Oates, Wheeler, Ill. 
Compton, Heiner, O'Neill, Mo. White, 

Conn, Henderson, Iowa Payne, Wilson, Wash. 
Coombs, Henderson, N.C. Phillips, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cooper, Wis. Hendrix, Powers, Wolverton, 
Cornish, Hines, Quigg, Wright, Mass. 
Cousins, Holman, Randall, Wright, Pa. 


So the motion to adjourn was rejected. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. [ask for a recapitulation of the vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MCMILLIN). TheClerk will 
recapitulate the vote. 

The Clerk recapitulated the names of those voting. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I renew my demand for the previous 
question. 

Mr. REED (speaking at the same time). I move that all 
further proceedings under the call be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question recurs on the 
motion of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. CATCHINGS] for 
the previous question. 

Mr. REED. But [ have moved to dispense with all further 
proceedings under the call. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. That motion can not be made pending a 
demand for the previous question upon the resolution. I had 
moved that the previous question be ordered on the resolution 
which has been read. Pending that the motion to adjourn was 
made. The motion to adjourn having been voted down, the 
question recurs upon the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. REED. I think the motion must be in order to dispense 
with all further proceedings under the call. That motion had 
been made—— 

Mr. CATCHINGS. This very resolution itself embraces a 
proposition to dispense with further proceedings. 

Mr. REED. But that resolution presents that proposition, 
and something else, and it seems to me a motion todispense with 
all further proceedings under the call has priority over any 
other motion. That is my impression. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The resolution pending comprehends a 
proposition to dispense with all further proceedings. 

r.CURTIS of Kansas. I move that the House take a recess 
until 11 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentle- 
man from Ohio on the question involved. 
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Mr. OUTHWAITE. The motion pending, on which the pre- 
vious question is demanded, comprehends a motion to dispense 
with further proceedings under the call. To entertain now the 
motion of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] would be sim- 
ply to permit a motion to amend a motion on which the previ- 
ous question has been demanded, by striking out a portion of the 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER pyro tempore. The Chair has not had an op- 
portunity to read the resolution, and will examine it, with the 
indulgence of the House. 

Mr. REED. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentle- 
man from Maine. 

Mr. REED. The Chair will forgive me for being a little con- 
fused. It isso unusual to have a hearing that I am a little dis- 
turbed by it. 

The SPEAKER pyro tempore. 
man, 

Mr. REED. I desire to say to the Speaker that it seems to 
me that the fact that the gentleman has put some other matters 
in his original resolution, besides dispensing with further pro- 
ceedings under the call, does not prevent a motion for the entire 
discharge of the call. Whenever there is a call of the House a 
motion to adjourn is in order, and a motion to dispense with 
further proceedings, pure and simple, must be in order, because 
the prior occupant of the chair (Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessec) 
decided that this motion took precedence of even a motion to re- 
consider, upon the ground that, incidentally, it dispenses with 
all proceedings whatever under the call. 

That is, we were proceeding under the provision of the rule 
by which members may beexcused. Thereupon this proposition 
was presented, and upon the ground that itdispenses with further 
proceeding, the Chair held that it obviated the necessity for a 
reconsideration, because if it was carried it excused the mem- 
ber, and if it was not carried, then the question would come up 
upon the original motion to reconsider. Now, the proposition 
which I make is still broader than that which is made by the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. CATCHINGS]. It provides spe- 
cifically that all proceedings shall be dispensed with, and if all 
proceedings are dispensed with, it obviates the necessity of the 
motion of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. CATCHINGS]. I 
am sure the wisdom of that must be recognized by the gentle- 
man from Mississippi. If his motion can stop proceedings on 
the ground that it partially discontinues, mine must have a su- 
periority over his, because it wholly discontinues; that is, if 
there is anything in logic. I wnt to add, Mr. Speaker, that 
the last vote showed a quorum of the House present. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, it was ruled in the Forty- 
fourth Congress as follows: 


nse With proceedings under the call is not in order pend- 
ms take into custody absent mem- 


The Chair will hear the gentle- 


A motion to dis 
ing the motion that the Sergeant-uat- 
bers. 


The reason for that is manifest. If that motion could be al- 
lowable, the House might alternate forever between a motion 
to adjourn and a motion to dispense with proceedings under the 
call, and meantime leave pen a motion for the arrest of ab- 
sent members. 

The SPEAKER pyro tempore. There was some confusion in 
the Hall, and if the gentleman will read the authority again, 
the Chair will be obliged to him. 

Mr. CATCHINGS (reading)— 


A motion to dispense with proceedings under the call isnot inorder pend- 
ing the motion that the Sergeant-at-Arms take into custody absent mem- 
rs. E 


And, as I stated, there is an excellent reason for that; because 
if, pending a motion that the Sergeant-at-Arms take into cus- 
tody absent members, a motion can be made that further pro- 
ceedings under the call be msed with, we would be in such 
an attitude that a motion to adjourn might be alternated indefi- 
nitely with a motion to di with further , leav- 
ing open all the time the power to secure a quorum by the arrest 
of a t members. ‘The principle seems to be clear and unan- 
swerable. 

Mr. REED. That gives me an opportunity to present a sec- 
ond point, to which I desire to call attention. It is perfectly 
true that it has been decided, as read by the gentleman from 
the t, that is 1 presume it is so; but we are proceeding 
under the Constitution of the United States and under the rules 
of the House. The rules of the House provide that 
may order the arrest of members. aa ace coke provide that 
they may send to them; and is a proposition to 
cond to members, and not a proposition to arrest them. 
Clearly, if we are proceeding under a call of the House, we are 

y out of our though it has been shown 
by a vote that there isa quorum here, and itcan be done, be- 
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cause we have a quorum. So that it is not necessary to argue 
that point. 

But taking it for granted that we are actin, under a call of 
the House, with less than a quorum endeavoring to obtain the 
presence of members. The rules of the House prescribe specifi- 
cally what course we shall pursue in order to obtain the attend- 
ance of members. Itis by “arrest,” and nota proceeding of this 
kind. This is not a proposition to compe! the attendance of 
members by arresting them, as required by the rules of the 
House. The rules of the House are the sole authorization under 
the Constitutionfor the action of the minority. That being the 
case, a motion to dispense with further proceedings must take 
precedence of this, nothwithstanding the fact that if the gentle- 
man from Mississippi had made a proper motion; that is, a mo- 
tion to arrest members and bring them here, my motion would 
not be admissible; but it is admissible now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MCMILIAN). With the in- 
dulgence of the House, the Chair will have read the resolution 
under which the action proposed is to be taken. 

The resolution was again reported. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Unless the Chair is ready to rule, I desire 
to say a word or two. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is ready to rule, but 
will hear any further statement the gentleman desires to mu‘<e. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I simply desire to say that the gentleman 
from Maine has repeated the argument that he made earlier, b; 
which he seeks to maintain that the word “compel,” in connec- 
tion with obtaining the attendance of absent members, means 
necessarily arrest. 

Mr. REED. That.is what the rule says. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. The rule does not state that. 

Mr. REED. Read it and see. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. The rule says: 


In the absence of a quorum, fifteen members, including the Speaker, if 
there is one, shall be authorized tocompel the attendanceof absent members. 


Mr. REED. Read on. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. That isa substantive feature of the rule. 

Mr. REED. Read the rest of it. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. It has been read forty times to-day. 

Mr. REED. Read the whole of it. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. If it will oblige the gentleman, I will read 
the whole of it, though it does not have any relation to what I 
have to - 

Mr. REED. Thank you. 

Mr, CATCHINGS (reading): 


In the absence of a quorum, fifteen members, including the Speaker, if 
there isone, shall be authorized to compel the attendance of a bsent members. 


Now, that is a substantive feature of the rule. 

Mr. REED. Read the rest. 

Mr. CATCHINGS (continuing reading): 

Ané@ in all calls of the House, the names of the members shall be called by 
the Clerk, and the absentees noted; the doors shall then be closed, and those 
for whom no sufficient excuse is made may— 

Not shall— 
by order of a majority of those present, be sent for and arrested wherever 
they may be found. 

Now, vanes the House desires to compel the attendance of 
members, but does not desire to arrest them. The word ‘‘com- 

1” is used in this rule in the-sense of securing or procuring. 

ow, if in the judgment of the House the simple revocation of 
leaves of absence will secure the attendance of absent mem- 
bers, the House can pause there; but if the House thinks that a 
formal summons in the shape of a telegram will compel or secure 
the attendance of absent members, the House can pause there. 
There is nothing in the rule which can justify the argument of 
the gentleman from Maine that the word “‘compel” means ab- 
solutely the arrest and forceful bringing to the bar of this House 
ofabsent members. So that, Mr. Speaker, the resolution itself 
looks to compelling the attendance of members, first, by revok- 
ing the leaves ofa ce; and, secondly, by formally summoning 
them to attend the sessions of this House by telegram. 

Mr. REED. I wish now to call attention to one of the propo- 
sitions there, and that is the revocation of the leaves of ab- 
sence. The proposition which is now submitted to the House is 
in order to find a quorum, to revoke leaves of absence granted 
by the full House. That is to be done without the authoriza- 
+ i of any rule of the House, and when the Constitution pro- 
vides that nothing less than a quorum shall act except to com- 
pel the attendance of members, and then only as authorized by 
the rules of the House. Now, let me for example—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore[Mr. MCMILI4N). The Chair will 
state to the gentleman from Maine that the last vote showed the 
presence of a quorum. 

Mr. REED. Then, whatI am saying will not be wasted, be- 
cause I will submit another proposition later. The Constitu- 
tion of the United States provides that a House without a quo- 
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rum is absolutely powerless; it can do nothing; and if the House, 
before it established any rules, or before it established any rules 
with regard to compelling the attendance of members, should 
find itself without a quorum, it would be absolutely powerless 
under the Constitution to compel the attendance of a quorum. 

It is not under any general law, or under the Constitution 
either, that less than a quorum can compel the attendance of 
absentees. The Constitution provides that the House may em- 
power less than a quorum to compel the attendance of a quorum; 
but, without that authorization, less than a quorum would be 
powerless. Consequently less than a quorum have gotto be gov- 
erned by the authorization of the House justasit stands. They 
can not increase their own power, and that pewer is specifically 
granted and the grant deelares that the thing shall be done by 
the arrest of those members who have not been excused and 
have not answered on the roll call of the House. But here we 
have a proposition to revoke leaves of absence granted by the 
House itself. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MCMILLIN). The Chair is 
ready to rule. On a yea-and-nay vote upon a question pending 
before the House no quorum responded. Thereupon there was 
a call of the House. Then the ddors were closed, and the Clerk 
proceeded to call the names of those who had not responded on 
the first call for excuses.. Thegentleman from Mississippi | Mr. 
CATCHINGS] has presented the resolution which has just been 
read to the House, seeking to procure the attendance of a quo- 
rum. Pending that, the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Rrep] 
moves to dispense with all further proceedings under the call, 
and insists that it takes precedence of the resolution of the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi. The Chair will have read the ruling 
the substance of which has been read from the Digest, which 
will shed light upon this question. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Thequestion thenrecurred on the motion of Mr. Morrison that the Speaker 
pro tempore issue his warrant to the Sergeant-at-Arms to take into custody 
and bring to the bar of the House all members absent without leave 

Pending which, 

Mr. HoAR moved that all further proceedings under the call be dispensed 
with; when, 

The Speaker pro tempore held that the only motion now in order was the 
motion that a warrant issueto the Sergeant-at-Arms to take into custody 
and bring to the bar of the House all members absent without its leave. 

From this decision of the Chair Mr. Hoar appealed. 

Pending which, 

Mr. Clymer moved that the motion be laid on the table—— 

Mr. REED. That decision, Mr. Speaker, is that that is the 
only motion that is admissible, and that, as I have said, is a mo- 
tion to arrest absentees. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will come to that 
later. The Clerk will now read the result of the vote on the ap- 
eal, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And, the question being put, it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 82, 
nays 19, not voting 185. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. Now, the gentleman from Maine 
insists that there can be no revocation of leaves of absence by 
less than a quorum—— 

Mr. REED. Unless accompanied by a motion to arrest after 
the roll call has been had; which the Chair will find to have 
been the proceeding in the case last cited. He will find that 
thus the roll call was gone through and excuses offered,and then 
an order of arrest made. 

Mr. FIELDER. L[ suggest to the gentleman from Maine that 
that is simply a qualification. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ruling of Mr. Speaker Carlisle. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A motion to revoke leavesof absence previously granted is in order pond- 


ing a call of the House, and may be determined by less than a quorum, be- 
ing a proceeding to compel attendance of absent members. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Whilst this is not a proposition 
exactly like the one the ruling upon which has just been read, 
the Chair thinksitis that kind of proceeding which is contem- 
plated under the Constitution, by which less than a quorum is 
ne tted to compel or procure the presence of absent mem- 

rs. The Chair therefore holds thatthe ruling which has been 
read applies to it by analogy, and consequently that the motion 
of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. CATCHINGS] is first in 


The Chair will have read the 


order. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr.S er, would the Chair hold that a 
composite proposition like of the gentleman from Missis- 


cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘‘ Vote!” and disorder in the Hall.} 
EAKER pro tempore. The House will be in order. 
The Chair will hear the gentleman from Maine state his ques- 


tion y. 
Mr. BO Do I understand the Chair to hold that a 


composite proposition like that of the gentleman from Missis- 
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sippi, which embodies a number of distinct features, would take 
precedence at such a juncture as this over the distinct propo- 
sition or motion of my colleague [Mr. REED] to dispense with 
all further proceedings underthe call? 

[t is easily understood that a proposition like this, embracing 
a number of different features, might not commend itself to the 
House, while the House might very naturally be desirous of dis 


pensing with all further proceedings under the call. It seems 
to me, therefore, that the ordinary motion, the motion which 
has always been regarded as the one which naturally comes up 


when a quorum has exhibited itself, ought to take precedence 
over a composite proposition like that of the gentleman from 
Mississippi, involving a number of different provision 


The SPEAKER pyro tempore. The Chair does not in th 
this is in every respect a similar proceeding to the one which 
was ruled upon in the case cited. That was a proposition to 


arrest members and bring them to the bar of the House. But 
the Chair thinks that the House under the Constitution has : 
right to resort to any lawful means which its discretion may ap 
prove to procure the attendance of members; that this is such 





a proceeding, and that the ruling which has been referred to on 
an analogous case is applicable to this. That is the ground o 
the ruling of the Chair. The resolution of the gentle r 
Mississippi seeks to procure the attendance of members 

The question is on the resolution of the gentleman from Mi 
sissippi, upon which the yeas and nays have been order 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, that is certainly a mista! 

The SPEAKER pyro tempore. The Chair was so informed, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Oh, no. The pending question is the de 
mand for the previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The present occupant of the 


chair was not in the chair when the motion was originally made, 
but is now informed by the Clerk that the question is on order- 
ing the previous question on the resolution. 


‘The question being taken on ordering the previous question, 
there were, on a division—ayes 125, noes 6. 

Mr. REED. Tellers. 

Mr.CATCHINGS. Yeas and nays. 

Mr. REED. Pending that, I move that the House donow ad 


journ. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Has there been any intervening busin 
since that question was voted upon? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that the 
ness which has been transacted since the motion to adjourn is 
such business as will enable that motion to be entertained again 
There was a point of order made against the resolution. [i was 
fully discussed; the Chair ruled on the point, and thinks th 
was clearly intervening business. 

The question being taken on the motion to adjourn, there 
were, on a division—ayes 69, noes 125. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I call for tellers. 

The SPEAKER pyro tempore. The question is on orderi: 
tellers. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. LI ceall for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were-—yeas ‘i2, nays L}4, not 
voting 157: as follows: 


ra) 


YEAS—62 
Apsley Fletcher, Lucas Ritchie 
Avery, Gillet, N. Y. Mahon, Settie, 
Baker, N. Hi. Grosvenor, Marsh, Shaw, 
Bartholdt, Grow, McCleary, Minn. Sherman 
Blair, Hainer, McDowell, Smith, 
Boutelle, Hartman, Meiklejohn, Stephenson 
Bowers, Cal. Haugen, Meyer, Stone. C. W 
Broderick, Henderson, Il. Milliken, Strong 
Bryan, Hepburn, Moon, Updegraff, 
Bundy, Hermann, Payne, Van Voorhis, Ohie 
Burrows, Hicks, Perkins, Walker 
Chickering, Hitt, Pickler, Wever, 
Curtis, Kans. Kiefer, Post, Wilson, Ohio 
Daniels, Lacey, Quigg Woomer 
Doolittle, Lefever, Ray 
Ellis, Oregon Loudensilager Reyburn, 

NAYS—134. 
Abbott, Burnes, Cox, Gorman, 
Alexander, Cabaniss, Crain, Grady, 
Allen, Cannon, Cal Crawford, Gresham, 
Arnold, Capehart, Culberson, Hare, 
Bailey, Caruth, Davis, Harter, 
Baker, Kans, Catchings, De Armond, Hatch, 
eerwe Causey, De Forest, Hayes, 
Bell, Colo. Childs, Denson, Heard, 
Bell, Tex. Clark, Mo. Dinsmore, Henderson, N. Q. 

. Clarke, Ala. Dockery, Hooker, Miss. 

Black, Ga. Cobb, Mo. Donovan, Hunter, 
Black, 11. Cockran, Dunphy, Izlar, 
Bland, Cockrell, Edmunds, Jones, 
Boen, Coffeen, English, Cal. Kyle, 
Branch, Cooper, Fila. Spes, Latimer, 
Breckinridge, Ark.Cooper, Ind. Erdman Lawson, 
Brookshire, Cooper, Tex. Forman, Lester, 
Bunn, Covert, Geissenhainer, Livingston, 
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Lynch, 
midox, 
Maguire, 
Maliory, 
Martin, Ind. 
McAleer, 
McCreary, Ky. 
McCulloch, 
MeDannold, 
McDearmon, 
Mc Ettrick, 
McKaig, 
McMillin, 
McRae, 
Meredith, 
Montgomery, 


Adama, Ky. 
Adame, Pa. 
Aitken, 
Alderson, 
Aldrich, 
Babcock, 
Baldwin, 
Bankhead, 
Barnes, 
Bartlett, 
Belden, 
Beltzhoover, 
Bingham, 
Boatner, 
Bower, N. C. 
Brattan, 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Bretz, 
Brickner, 
Grostus, 
Brown, 
Bynum, 
Cadmus, 
Caldwell, 
Caminettt, 
Campbell, 
Cannon, Ill. 
Clancy, 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cogswell, 
Compton, 
Conn, 
Coombs, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cornish, 
Cousins, 
Cummings, 
Curtis, N. Y. 
Dalzell, 
Davey, 


Morgan, 

Moses, 

Neill, 

O'Neil, Mass. 
Page, 

Paschal, 
Patterson, 
Pearson, 
Pendleton, Tex. 


Pendleton, W. Va 


Pigott, 

Price, 

Reilly, 
Richards, Ohio 
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Robbins, 
Robertson, La. 
Russell, Ga. 
Ryan, 

Sayers, 

es 
Springer, 
Stallings, 
Stockdale, 


. Stone, Ky. 


Strait, 
Swanson, 
Talbert, S. C. 
Talbott, Md. 


Richardson, Mich. Tarsney, 
Richardson, Tenn. Tate, 


NOT VOTING—157. 


Dingley, 
Dolliver, 
Draper, 
Dunn, 
Durborow, 
Ellis, Ky. 
English, N. J. 
Enloe, 
Everett, 
Fielder, 
Fithian, 
Funk, 
Funston, 
Fyan, 
Gardner, 
Gear, 

Geary, 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goldzier, 
Goodnight, 
Graham, 
Griffin, 
Grout, 
Hager, 
Haines, 

Hall, Minn. 
Hall, Mo. 
Hammond, 
Harmer, 
Harris, 
Heiner, 
Henderson, Iowa 
Hendrix, 
Hines, 
Holman, 
Hooker, N. Y. 
Hopkins, IL. 
Hopkins, Pa. 
Houk, 
Hudson, 


Hulick, 

Hull, 
Hutcheson, 
Ikirt, 
Johnson, Ind. 


Johnson, N. Dak. 


Johnson, Ohio 
Kem, 
Kilgore, 
Kribbs, 
Lane, . 
Lapham, 
Layton, 
Linton, 
Lisle, 
Lockwood, 
Loud, 
Magner, 
Marshall, 
Marvin, N. Y. 
McCall, 
MeGann, 
McKeighan, 
McLaurin, 
McNagny, 
Mereer, 
Money, 
Morse, 
Murray, 
Mutchler, 
Newlands, 
newer, 


ates, 
O'Neill, Mo. 
Outhwaite, 
Paynter, 
Pence, 
Phillips, 
Powers, 
Randall, 


So the House refused to adjourn. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
mand for the previous question on the motion of the gentleman 


from Mississippi, and on which yeas and nays have been de- 


manded. 


The question recurs on the de- 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. MEIKLE 


and nays. 


JOHN, 


Taylor, Ind. 
Tracey, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, Va. 
Washington, 
Weadock, 
Wells, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Whiting, 
Williams, Ill. 
Wiliams, Miss. 
Wise, 
Woodard 


Rayner, 

Reed, 
Robinson, Pa. 
Rusk, 
Russell, Conn. 
Schermerhorn, 
Scranton, 
Shell, 

Sickles, 
Simpson, 
Sipe, 
Snodgrass, 
Somers, 
Sperry, 
Stevens, 
Stone, W. A. 
Storer, 
Straus, 

Sweet, 
Tawney, 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Terry, 
Thomas, 
Turpin, 

Tyler, 

Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Wadsworth, 
Wanger, 
Warner, 
Waugh, 
Wheeler, Ill. 
White, 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wilson, W. Va. - 
Wolverton, 
Wright, Mass? 
Wright, Pa. 


Task for tellers on ordering the yeas 


Tellers were refused, 32 members only voting in favor of the 


demand. 
Mr. REED. 
think, 


Mr. Speaker, more than that number voted, I 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
So the yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 123, nays 3, 


Alexander, 
Allen, 


* not voting 227; as follows: 


The Chair counted the number. 


YEAS—123. 


Cummings, 
Davis, 


Livingston, 
ch, 


Lacey, 


Abbott, 
Adams, Ky. 
Adams, Pa. 
Aitken, 
Alderson, 
Aldrich, 
Apsley, 
Avery, 
Babcock, 
Baker, N. H. 
Baldwin, 
Bankhead, 
Barnes, 
Bartholdt, 
Bartlett, 
Belden, 
Bell, Colo. 
Beltzhoover, 
Bingham, 
Blair, 
Boatner, 
Boen, 
Boutelle, 
Bower, N. C. 
Bowers, Cal. 
Brattan, 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Bretz, 
Brickner, 
Broderick, 
Brosius, 
Brown, 
Bundy, 
Burnes, 
Burrows, 
Bynum, 

Ca ‘mus, 
Caldwell, 
Caminetti, 
Campbell, 
Cannon, Iil. 
Chickering, 
Childs, 
Clancy, 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cobb, Mo. 
Cockran, 
Cogswell, 
Compton, 
Conn, 
Coombs, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cornish, 
Cousins, 
Covert, 
Crain, 
Culberson, 


NAYS—3. 


Ray, 


Strong. 


NOT VOTING—227, 


Curtis, Kans. 
Curtis, N. Y. 
Dalzell, 
Daniels, 
Davey, 

De forest, 
Dingley, 
Dolliver, 
Doolittle, 


Dunphy, 
Durborow, 
Ellis, Ky. 
Ellis,Oregon 
English, N. J. 
Enloe, 
Everett, 
Fielder, 
Fithian, 
Ftetcher, 
Funk, 
Funston, 
Fyan, 
Gardner, 
Gear, 

Geary, 
Gillet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goldzier, 
Goodnight, 
Graham, 
Griffin, 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 
Grow, 
Hager, 
Hainer, 
Haines, 
Hall, Minn. 
Hall, Mo. 
Hammond, 
Harmer, 
Harris, 
Hartman, 
Haugen, 
Heiner, 
Henderson, Ill. 
Henderson, lowa 
Hendrix, 
Hepburn, 
Hermann, 
Hicks, 
Hines, 

Hitt, 
Holman, 
Hooker, N. Y. 


Hopkins, Ill. 
Hopkins, Pa. 
Houk, 
Hudson, 
Hulick, 

Hull, 
Hutcheson, 
Txirt, 
Johnson, Ind. 
Johnson, N. Dak. 
Johnson, Ohio 
Kem, 

Kiefer, 
Kilgore, 
Kribbs, 
Lane, 

La ham, 
Lefever, 
Linton, 
Lisle, 
Lockwood, 
Loud, 
Loudenslager, 
Lucas, 
Magner, 
Mahon, 
Marsh, 
Marshall, 
Marvin, N. Y. 
McAleer, 
McCall, 
McCleary, Minn. 
McCulloch, 
McDowell, 
McGann, 
McKaig, 
McKeighan, 
Meiklejohn, 
Mercer, 
Milliken, 
Money, 
Montgomery, 
Moon, 
Morgan, 
Morse, 
Murray, 
Mutchler, 
Newlands, 
Northway, 


Outhwaite. 
Payne, 

Pendleton, W. Va 
Perkins, 

Phillips, 

Pickler, 


So the —— question was ordered. 


The fol 
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Post, 
Powers, 
Quigg, 
Randall, 
Rayner, 
Reed, 
Reyburn, 
Robinson, Pa, 
Rusk, 
Russell, Conn. 
Schermerhorn, 
Scranton, 
Settle, 

Shaw, 
Sherman, 
Sickles, 
Simpson, 
Sipe, 

Smith, 
Snodgrass, 
— 
Sperry, - 
Stephenson, 
Stevens, 
Stone, C. W. 
Stone, W. A. 
Storer, 
Strait, 
Straus, 
Sweet, 
Talbott, Md. 
Tawney, 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Terry, 
Thomas, 
Tracey, 


Tyler, 

Updegraff, 

Van Voorhis, N.Y. 
Van Voorhis,Ohio 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 

Wanger, 
Warner, 

Waugh, 

Wever, 

Wheeler, Ill. 

Whi 


te, 
Wilson, Ohio. 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Wolverton, 
Woomer, 
Wright, Mass. 
Wright, Pa. 


owing additional pairs were announced: 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi with Mr. PICKLER. 


Mr. SIBLEY with Mr. Moon. 


Mr. BUNN with Mr. SMITH of Illinois. 
Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland with Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. 
Mr. PAGE with Mr. REYBURN. 
The result of the vote was then announced asabove recorded. 
Mr. REED. No quorum, Mr. Speaker, has voted. 

Under a call of the House it 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


does not — ire aquorum, 


Mr. RE 
very briefl 


I desire to present this proposition to the Chair 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentle- 


man. 


De Armond, 
Denson, 
Dinsmore, 
Dockery, 
Donovan, 
Edmunds, 

B . English, Cal. 

Biack, Ill. Epes, 

Bland Erdman, 
Forman, 

Ark.Geissenhainer, 
ee 
Gresham, 
Hare, 
Harter, 
— 
ayes, 

Heard, 
Henderson, N. C. 
Hooker, Miss. 
Hunter, 
Izlar, 


Mr. REED. It is this, that the Constitution of the United 
States only authorizes the House of Representatives to allow a 
minority to compel the attendance of absent members in such 
manner and under such penalties as each Houss may provide. 
No such proceeding as is attempted here to be done is provided 
for by the rulesof the House. - 

The Chair will perceive, if he will have the kindness to refer 
to the Constitution on page 5—and I will be very brief—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. REED. The Chair will perceive that the House itself is 
not authorized to empower a m — compel the attendance 
of members generally. That is, the House has not the power 
to authorize less than a quorum to make choice of methods 
whereby the attendance of absent members shall be compelled. 
But, on the contrary, it says that the minority may be author- 
ized to compel the attendance of absent members ‘‘ insuch man- 
ner and under such penalties as each House may prescribe.” 

The power of the House itself, then, is limited. It has got to 
prescribe the method; and that clause in the rule which says 
that fifteen members, including the sg ore a if there be one, may 
compel the attendance of members, is followed by a provision 
stat: the manner and under what er it may be done. 
It is not a general power to compel. It is the duty of the House 
to prescribe the manner. The only w.y the House has pre- 
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scribed the manner is the rule which provides for the arrest of 
absent members. This is a proposition outside of the rule—the 
proposition here is to compel the attendance of members in a 
manner not provided in the rule; and it is not a power that has 
been conferred on less than a quorum. 

In other words, the House can not permit less than a quorum | 
to choose its methods. It can not permit it if it would, and it | 
has not attempted to permitit. Therefore a resolution revok- 
ing leaves of absence which have been granted by the full House, 
and prescribing certain methods which, if the gentleman from 
a [Mr. CATCHINGS] be correct, will compel attendance, | 
inasmuch as it prescribes methods which are not authorized by | 
the House, it must take a quorum to doit. I donot know how 
you gentlemen feel about this subject, butit isa very plain mat- 
terof law. (Cries of ‘‘ Rule!’ Rule!” on the Democratic side. } 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee). 
The Chair understands that it has been uniformly held by all 
the occupants of the chair, both temporary and permanent, that 
a motion to produce or compel the attendance of a quorum may 
be adopted without the presence of a quorum, and the Chair 
thinks that this order is clearly within the rule, and that it does 
not require a quorum. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I move that the House do now adjourn. | 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All the Speakers of the House | 
have so held, and the Chair will not undertake to limitit. The | 
question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I move that the House do nowadjourn. | 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Maine[Mr. | 
BOUTELLE] moves that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker pro tempore announced 
that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 37, noes 101. 

Accordingly, the House refused to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to | 
the ict of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. CATCH- | 
INGS]. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr.CATCHINGS. The resolution dispenses with further pro- | 
ceedings. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Further proceedings under the 
call are now dispensed with. The doors will be opened. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. And now, Mr. Speaker, I move—- 

Mr. BOUTELLE. How many of these—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. What is the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. That the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. BURROWS. Justa moment. [wish to know whether 
the report of the Committee on Rules will be printed in the 
RECORD? I should like to have it printed there. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The report was read, as the | 
Chair is informed, and will be printed in the Recorp. Before 
submitting the motion of the gentleman from Mississippi the 
Chair will, if there be no objection, submit several requests for 
leave of absence. 




















LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted 

To Mr. ENLOE, for to-day, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. WOLVERTON, for this day, on account of sickness in 
his family. 

To Mr. GEISSENHAINER, for one week, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. GARDNER, for five days, on account of sickness in his 
family. ; 

To bi. DrRBCROW, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

To Mr. SHELL, for one week, on account of sickness. 

Mr. BLAND. I ask leave of absence for my colleague, Mr. 
FYAN, who is sick and unable to attend the sessions of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri 
{[Mr. BLAND] asks that the name of hiscolleague, Mr. FYANn, be 
added to the list of those to whom leaves of absence is granted. 
In the absence of objection it will be so ordered. 

There was. no objection. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I desire to ask what effect upon the resolu- 
tion just adopted the adjournment of the House will have? 

Mr. REED. If we adjourn, do not all the proceedings fall? 

The SPEAKER protempore. A motionismade thatthe House 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. A motion is made that the House do now 
zdjourn, and we have just adopted a resolution instructing the 
Sergeant at-Arms to send telegrams, etc. My question is this: 
Does not that re:olution fall the moment the House adjourns? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is not called upon to 
decide that question now, and will not do it, because that ques- 
tion does not now arise. 
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Mr. BOUTELLE. Has the Chair any doubt about it? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion of Mr. CATCHINGS was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 6 o’clock and 29 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
journed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 
Under clause 2of Rule XIII, Mr. BOWERS of California, from 
the Committee on Military Affairs, reported the bill (H. R. 1197) 
to remove the charge of desartion against Frederick Ottstotts; 
which, with the accompanying report (No. 695), was ordered to be 
printed and referred to the Committees of the Whole House 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 
follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions was discharged from the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 6629) for the relief of Christopher 
C. Miller, and the same was referred to the Committee on Pen- 


| sions. 


_ The Committee on Claims was discharged from the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 1827) for the relief of Thomas W. White, 
and the same was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. HEARD (by request): A bill (AH. R. 6642) to estiblish 
a free public and departmental library and reading room in the 
District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lum bia. 

By Mr. RAWLINS: A bill (H. R. 6643) fixing the limit of in- 
debtedness which may be incurred by cities inthe Territories 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PENDLETON of Texas: A resolution to amend the 
rules by adding a provision for counting a quorum—to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A concurrent resolu- 
tion to print reports of ministers and consuls on condition ob- 
taining in civil service of foreign countries—to the Committee 
on Printing. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 6644) for the relief of Gertrude 
Egleston, ete.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BRYAN: A bill (H. R. 6645) granting a pension to 
Gust Spitznagel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: A bill (H. R.6646) for the relief of Al- 
bert Munson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. €647) to remove the charge of 
desertion against I. F. Steed—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. FIELDER: A bill (H. R. 6648) for the relief of the 
oe of George C. Foulk, deceased—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. HARTER: A bill (H. R. 6649) for the relief of Albert 
Stratton—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOSES: A bill (H. R. 6650) granting a pension to Sam- 
uel Burns—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McNAGNY: A bill | H. R. 6651) to pension Susannah 
Kepford, of Noble County, Ind.—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 6652) for the relief of Andrew 
Denton—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6653) granting pension to Royal M. Hiller— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 6654) granting a pension to 
Isaac N. Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 6655) for the 
relief of Mrs. H. H. Cribbs—to the Committee on War Claims. 

PLE CRAWFORD: A bill (H. R. 6656) for the relief of P. 
W. Mitchell, M. C. Filmet, F. C. Bowen, et al.—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause | of Rule X-XTI, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Petition of Chambers Pres- 
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byterian Church, to insert the word ‘‘God” in the Constitution— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: Resolution of Chamber of Com- 
merce at Colorado Springs, Colo., favoring early completion of 
the harbor work at Galveston, Tex.—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BUNDY: Remonstrance of Prof. S. W. Robinson, 
Benjamin f°. Thomas, R. D. Bohannan, H. W. Lord, C. N. 
Brown, of the Ohio State University at Columbus, Ohio, against 
the passage of the bill of Mr. ENLOE (No. 6338) to separate the 
Coast and Geodetic Surveys of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: Petition of the members of Evan- 
elical Lutheran Zion Church, Hillsboro, Kans., against chang- 
ng the preamble of the Constitution of the United States—to the 

Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Evangelical Lutheran St. John Church, To- 
peka, Kans., against changing the preamble of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the members of Evangelical Lutheran Grace 
Church, of Strong City, Kans., against changing the preamble 
of the Constitution of the United States—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of S. L. Bromson and 10 other citizens of Kansas, 
asking for speedy action on House bill 5245—to the Committee | 
on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, petition of I. W. Short and 15 other citizens of Kansas, 
asking speedy action on House bill 5245—to the Committee on 
Trrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, petition of I. S. Moots and 15 other citizens of Kansas, 
asking speedy action on House bill 5245—to the Committee on 
Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, petition of E. W. Gold, C. W. Parker, and 100 other 
citizens of Emporia, Kans., in the interest of fraternal society 
school, and college journals—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Papers in the case of Henry J. Preble— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of I. T. Bailey and others, citizens 
of Taistenstie, Mass., in favor of the Manderson-Hainer bill— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Petition of J. P. Wilsonand 11 other citizens 
of Huntingdon, Tenn., in favor of exempting building and loan 
associations from the paymentof an income tax—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Memorial of Prof. Robinson Brown, 
Thomas Ford, and R. D. Bohorman, of the Ohio State Univer- 
sity, opposing destruction of the Coast and Geodetic Survey—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina: Petition of citizens 
of Conover, Catawba County, N. C.,and members of the Lutheran 
Church, protesting against putting God in the Constitution of 
the United States—to the Committee on the J ee 

By Mr. HITT: Protest of Union Veteran Legion Headquar- 
ters 116, Galena, Ill., against House bill 5575, amending section 
4834, Revised Statutes, transferring the Soldiers’ Home from 
the managers to the War Department—to the Committee on | 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio: Resolution of the Chamber of 
Cemmerce of Cleveland, Ohio, advocating certain amendments 
to the interstate commerce law—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. {OUDENSLAGER: Memorial of Elisha M. Luckett, 
late second lieutenant of Company B, Second Regiment Penn- 
sylvania Volunteers, ing that arrears of pension ciaimed to 
be due him from the United States should be considered—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MCNAGNY: Resolution of Grand Lodge of Indiana, 
R. O. U. W., favoring the age of the Manderson-Hainer bill— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of Wayne Tent, No. 54, Knights of the'Macca- 

Fort Wayne, Ind., in favor of the passage of the Mander- 
son-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 


Also, protest of Summit City Lodge, No. 54, Brotherhood of 
Boilermakers and Iron Shipbuilders, of Fort Wayne, Ind., 
against the passage of House bill 2655—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 


a petition of Susanna Kepford, Noble County, Ind.—to the 


By Mr. RUSK: Petition of the fraternal society and college 
journals, asking for the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill 
(s. 1353, H. KR. 4897)—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 

ost-Roads. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition against God in the Constitution— 
to the Committee on the Judi s 

By Mr. STORER: Resolution of Cincinnati Chamber of Com- 
merce, in favor of the a = Torrey bankruptcy bill— 
to the Committee on the Judici - 

By Mr. TARSNEY: Petition in behalf of the passage of House 
bill 3188, for the punishment of train wrecking—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: Petition of I. Strawsberry, of May- 
nard, Iowa, in favor of limiting the privilege of second-class 
sso matter—to the Committes on the Post-Office and Post- 

toads. 

By Mr. VAN VOORGHIS of New York: Petition of 102 resi- 
dentsof Rochester, N. Y., that the publications of fraternal and 
benevolent associations be admitted to the mails as second-class 
matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILSON of Washington: Petition of 30 citizens of 
the State of Washington, favoring the passage of the Manderson- 
Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of Alki Lodge, Ancient Order United Work- 
men, favoring the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of 78 citizens of the State of Washington, in fa- 
vor of an amendment to the act of February 14, 1865, relative to 
the retirement of enlisted men in the United States Army and 
Marine Corps—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the Columbian River Methodist Confer- 
ence, favoring the repeal of the Geary law—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 


Aiso, petition of 70 citizens of Washington, for an extension 
of time in payment of lands referred to the public domain, Sep- 
tember 29, 1 to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Washington, 
for the improvement of the Quillayute River and harbor—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorial of the Port Townsend Chamber of Commerce, 
favoring an appropriation for fortifications on Puget Sound—to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. WILSON of Ohio: Petition of Prof. Edward Orton 


and 5 other professors of the Ohio State University, against the 
passage of House bill 6338, by Mr. ENLO&, concerning the United 
States Goedetic Survey—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Minpurn, D, D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the ae of the Treasury, transmitting, with his 
approval, a recommendation of the Light-House Board for an 
amendment of the sundry civil a oe bill for the next 
fiscal year providing an oe tion for lighting Hay Lake 
Channel, St. Mary’s River, Michigan, etc.; which was reerred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting, for consideration in con- 
nection with the urgent deficiency appropriation bill, a letter 
from the Director of the Mint, setting forth the necessity for an 
appropriation of $46,000 to supply a deficiency in the appropria- 
tion for wages of workmen at the mint at Philadelphia, Pa., for 
the current fiscal year; which, with the accompanying paper, 
was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. HARRIS presented a petition of aay citizens of Dres- - 


den, Tenn., that onal and loan associations 
and and loan associations be exempted from the 
qpeenatn not the proposed income tax; which was ordered to lie 
on 


Mr. QUAY presented a memorial of 153 business firms of Penn- 


Co ttee on the J ey 4 sylvania and , wool-buyers and wool-dealers, remonstra 
Aliso, petition of George A. Astay and 37 others, ef Fort Wayne, | against the of the provisions of Schedule K of section 
Ind., praying for the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to | 1 and 685 of section 2 of the Wilson tariff bill, and 


the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
By Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan: Resolution of Brewers’ 

Union, of Detroit, asking for Government control of telegraph 

system—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


of Honor, of Philadelp 


n be given the wool industry; 


tion of Peerless , No. 28, Shield 
Pa., praying that fraternal society 


that uate protectio 
Pein tron onde to lie on the table. 


He also presented a 
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and college journals be admitted to the mails as second-class 
matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. ‘ s 

He also presented petitions of Henry Seybert Council, No. 520, 
Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of Abington; of 
Couneil No. 243, Junior Order of United American Mechanics, 
of West Lebanon; of Council No. 501, Junior Order of United 
American Mechanics, of Homewood, and of Wurtemburg Coun- 
cil, No. 213, Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of 
North Sewickley, all in the State of P~nnsylvania, praying for 
the enactment of legislation providing for the inspection of im- 
migrants by United States consuls; which were referred to the 
Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. MCMILLAN presented a petition of the Brewers’ Union 
of Detroit, Mich., and a petition of Carpenters’ Union No. 689, 
of Detroit, Mich., praying for the governmental control of the 
telegraph service; which were referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of Robert M. Wright and sundry 
other citizensof Bay City; of H. Poldt and sundry other citizens 
of Adair; of Hiram S. Tyler and sundry other citizens of Dalton; 
of Dr. A. R. Ball and sundry other citizens of Coronna; of Don- 
nau Tent, No. 457, Knights of the Maccabees, of Dalton, and of 
Beavertown Tent, No. 538, Knights of the Maecabees, of Will- 
ard, all in the State of Miehigan, praying that fraternal society 
and college journals be admitted to the mails as second-class 
matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PASCO. I present the petition of Rev. James P. De 
Pass and 179 other citizens of Florida, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to prohibit the carrying on of any lottery business 
in the United States, and particularly recommending the passage 
of the bill having that purpose in view recently introduced by 
the Senator from Massachusetts[Mr. HoAR]. I move that the 

etition be referred to the Committee on-+the Judiciary, which 
as that bill in charge. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Rev. Thomas A. Hoyt 
and sundry other citizensof Massachusetts, praying that the pre- 
amble to the Constitution of the United States be so amended as 
to recognize the Deity; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin presented a memorial of sun- 
dry cigar manufacturers of West Superior, Wis., remonstrat- 
ing against an increase of the internal-revenue tax on cigars; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 


ferred the bill (S. 1285) to authorize the Secretary of the Treas- | 


ury to settle the mutual account between the United States and 
the State of Florida, heretofore examined and stated by said Sec- 
retary, under the authority of the Congress, and for other pur- 
reo reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the | 
bill (S. 211) for the relief of St. Charles College, reported it with | 


an amendmeént, and submitted a report thereon. 
Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
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whom was referred the bill (S. 1694) granting to the St. Paul, | 


Minneapolis and Manitoba Railway Company the right of way 
through the White Earth, Leech Lake, Chippewa, and Fond du 
Lac Indian Reservation, in the State of Minnesota, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HARRIS. A protest of the Trustees of the Church 
Orphanage of St. John’s parish, in this city, against legislative 

on that withholds from the charitable institution under 

their charge the sum heretofore annually appropriated in aid 
of its maintenance, was referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and by thi:t Committee referred to the Com- 
missioners of the District sud returned to the committee with 
sundry indorsements of the District officials. I am directed by 
the Committee on the District of Columbia to report back the 
memorial without recommendation, and ask its reference to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

The report was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MCMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 1891) for the relief of 
James G. Barker; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
We segepensing paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. P ER. I was requested by the American Anti-Usury 

of Catasauqua, Pa., to introduce a bill, which I ask 
Ore ate referred to the Committee on Finance. 
The bill (S. 1892) to provide for the issuing of Treasury notes 








to be loaned to the States, counties, townships, municipalitics, 
incorporated towns, villages, and individual citizens, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 1893) to grant a pen- 
sion of $72 a month to Gen. Charles T. Campbell; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 1894) for the relief of 
Warren Hall; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BLANCHARD (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1895) to 
provide that fruit vessels trading between ports of the United 
States of America and ports of Mexico, West India Islands, Cen- 


tral and South America, shall be manned by acclimated seamen 
in order to prevent the importation of contagious and infectious 
diseases; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 


Committee on Epidemic Diseases. 

Mr. HARRIS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1896) to pro- 
vide for the payment of the 8 per cent greenback certificates of 
the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

AMENDMENT TO SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. GEORGE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committeo on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CLERKS IN TREASURY AND INTERTOR DEPARTMENTS. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I submit a resolution, and I trust there 
will be no objection to considering it at the present time. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury and the Secretary of the In- 
terior be directed to transmit to the Senate in separate lists, the names of 
all clerks and employés appointed, promoted, reduced, and dismissed since 
the 4th day of March, 1893, and the State to which each such elerk or em 
ployé is aceredited; also that such of them as served in the Army or Navy 
of the United States at any time during the war of the Rebdollion shall be 
designated by some distinguishing mark in each list. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the resolution be read aguin. 
not cateh the last part of it. 

Mr. HARRIS. Letit be printed and go over. 
look at it in print. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to the prese 
consideration of the resolution. 
under the rule. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be printed. 

THE BILL. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, at the request of my colleague 
[Mr. McLAURIN], who is necessarily absent, I desire to give no- 
tice that he will om Tuesday next, at the time when the tariff 
bill comes up for discussion, address some remarks to the Senate 
upon that subject. 


I did 
Then we can 


it 
The resolution will go over 


REVENUE 


RESOLUTIONS PASSED OVER. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
as part of the morning business the resolution submitted by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY] on the 10th instant, 
proposing a hearing on the tariff question. 

Mr. QUAY. That resolution may go over until to-morrow 
morning, as the Senator from Missouri |Mr. COCKRELL] requests 
this course. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. . Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the resolution will go over, retaining its place. 
The Chair lays before the Senate the resolution submitted by 
the Senator from Nebraska |Mr. ALLEN}, proposing to call for 
information in regard to suspended pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask the Senator from Nebraska to let 
that resolution go over until to-morrow morning and retain its 


Dp ° 
Mr. ALLEN. Very well; let it go over, retaining its place. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 


DELAWARE RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. QUAY. I move that the bill (S. 1843) to authorize the 
Philadelphia and Camden Bridge Company to construct a bridge 
across the Delaware River be recommitted to the Committee on 
Commerce. It is a bill which I introduced by request, and I do 
not desire that it shall come before the Senate until I hear from 
the citizens and the shipping interests of the city of Philadel- 
phia on the subject. 

The motion was agreed to. 





ited iets cn cel 


Eyre nmeriatis a - gerctit base 


Por 


pan 


7a 


25) ee 


aT, Fir = 


Se deterred 75 


SA 
is S05 





DE exelent  ametel 


a eed 


sc nt SGD IPEDS ETS tre tts AR Tint rn 


han aitta elit Sse 


ea 


nt binaries Arnon 


2 


3720 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask the,Senate to proceed to the consid- 
eration of the urgent deficiency appropriation bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate resumed the consideratioa 
of the bill (H. R. 6556) to provide for further urgent deficiencies 
in the appropriations for the service of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, and for other purposes. 

% The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the amend- 
ments be engrossed and the bill be read a third time? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The bill is open to amendment? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is open to amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wish to make a short explanation and 
ask unanimous consent to have an amendment agreed to. On 
page 3, after line 13, I move to insert: 

MINTS AND ASSAY OFFICES. 
Mint at Philadelphia: For wages of workmen and adjusters, $46,000. 


I will read the letter that has just come from the Secretary 
of the Treasury in regard to this matter: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, April 13, 1894. 
Str: I have the honor to transmit herewith for consideration in connec- 
tion with the urgency deiiciency bill aor the Senate (H. R. 6556), a 
communication from the Director of the Mint of this date, setting forth the 
necessity for an appropriation of $46,000 to supply a deficiency in the appro- 
priation for wages of workmen, mint at Philadelphia, for the current fiscal 
ear. 
r The very large coinage operations at this mint renders this additional ap- 
propriation absolutely necessary. 
Respectfully yours, 
J.G. CARLISLE, Secretary. 
The PRESIDENT Of the Senate. 


The Director of the Mint says: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF THE MINT, 
Washington, D. C., Aprit 13, 1894. 


Sir: I have the honor to request that you will procure an appropriation 
of 46,000 to supply a deficiency in the appropriation for wages of workmen 
atthe mint of the United States at Philadelphia for the current fiscal year. 

In explanation, I would say that the appropriation of this amount is nec- 
essary in order to continue coinage operations at that institution during 
the remainder of the current fiscal year, The cause of the deficiency in the 
appropriation for wages of workmen is due solely to the large coinage of 

old it was required to execute to meet the demanas of the Treasury, and to 

o this it was not paly necessary to employ additional workmen and ad- 
justers, but to work a large portion of the force over time. 

The amount of gold coined at the mint at ao from July 1, 1893, to 
date has been $61,517,485. In addition to this, there has been coined in sub- 
sidiary silver 81,280,600 and in minor coins $704,396. 

There is now on hand at the mint at Philadelphia and the New York as- 
say office gold bullion approximating 850,000,000. Of this amount it is desir- 
able to convert into coin before the close of the fiscal year not less than $20,- 
000,000, making the aggregate gold Coinage of the t at Philadelphia for 
the year about #82,000,000, which will be the largest coinage ever executed at 
any =— of oe States in any one year. 

Ss i ours, 
“ - R. BE. PRESTON, 
Director of the Mint. 
Hon. J.G. CARLISLE, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the amend- 
ment oe by the Senator from Missouri? The Chair hears 
no objection, and the amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, the bill I understand is 
yet open to amendment, and that of course permits the recon- 
sideration of any action of the Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole upon the bill, or any action of the Senate itself since the 
bill was reported to the Senate. 

I was addressing myself yesterday when adjournment came, to 
the matter of the’printing and issuing of the two final reports 
upon Indians compiled by Special Agent Donaldson. This mat- 
ter was ready many months ago. There have been published 
several bulietins, but the important parts of the work, the work 
upon the Five Civilized Tribes and the report upon Indians 
Taxed and not Taxed, which makes the final volume, has been 
in the hands of the printer, in type and electrotyped, for many 
months. Not only that, but both the publications not yet issued 
were approved by Superintendent Porter before he left the Cen- 
sus Office, and [ take it that they are not now subject to revision 
unless the action of the predecessor of Commissioner Wright had 
been induced by fraud, misrepresentation, or some unfairness 
that should cause his action to be set aside. 

It is claimed that there are certain illustrations in these two 
final publications upon which a gentleman named Lummis, in 
California, has a copyright. The fact is, and it will appear 
conclusively, from matter I have before me which I shall read 
ina moment, that any plates or illustrations upon which this 
peens has a ee were published in the work I have 

ere in hand, known as the Extra Census Bulletin on the Moqui- 
Pueblo Indians of Arizona. That work was issued while Su- 
perintendent Porter was in charge of the office. There is no 
claim on the part of any person that the illustrations as to the 
Five Ci Tribes and the Indians Taxed and not Taxed, are 
copyrighted or are to be used in violation of copyright; so that 
that need not enter into consideration in the matter of’the publi- 
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cation of the two works which are not yet published. A revision 
of them that shall change them materially and present a new 
form of publication would probably cost more than it would 
cost to take the matter that is now in hand and put it upon the 
press and issue it. 

As to the character of this work, I started yesterday when in- 
terrupted to read a letter directed to Agent Donaldson by Mr. 
Porter, late Superintendent of the Census. He goes on to say: 


It is an old saying, ‘‘that the affections of the human heart can not be 
measured by a 2-foot rule.”’ So it is with the Report on the Condition of the 
Indian Tribes of the United States—it can not gauged from the stand- 
point of a tabular statement or by the narrow contines of an ‘ iron-clad 
schedule.” As I said in the opening sentence of my letter of transmittal— 


Referring to his letter of transmittal to the Secretary of the 
Treasury— 


‘the report on the Indian is unique;” there is nothing like it ‘‘in the cen- 
sus.” 


There can be nothing like it upon any other subject treated 
upon in the census, because the provision of the statute with ref- 
erence to the Indian was different in its language from that on 
any other subject. Upon no other subject-matter was it de- 
manded that there should be a presentation of the condition of 
the Indian and an opinion as to what was best for him. 


There is no rule which can be applied to it except that which you have 
worked out so admirably, namely, *‘ Secure all data possible and make a pic- 
ture of the Indian as he exists to-day.”’ Stand up and fight for your report 
and you will have behind you the intelligent people of both parties; pay no 
attention to the people who with shears will cut down the canvas which an 
artist has devoted years of his life in painting tofitaframe. Mysuggestion 
is and always has been on the Indian report, make the frame bigger. 


I have here some of the advance sheets of the final report 
known as the Report on Indians Taxed and not Taxed. This is 
the letter of transmittal of the 5th of June, written by Superin- 
tendent Porter to Hon. Hoke Smith, the Secretary of the In- 
terior, referred to by him, in which he says: 

This report upon Indians is unique. 


He further goes on to say: 


The office was fortunate in securing the services of Mr. Thomas Donald- 
son, of Philadelphia, Pa., abundantly equipped by knowledge of his sub- 
ject, habit of indefatigable industry, and literary skill to do justice to this 
very complex and important subject. Mr. Donaldson has secured the co- 
operation of Indian tribal authorities, and has utilized all meansto such an 
extent that his report will stand as an unprecedented accomplishment and 
as - pameeny for reference in all the future which lies before the Indian 

uestion. 

. The Indian will soon be blended with the general population. It may be 
that before the close of the decade events will have made such change in the 
Indian status that a separate census will not hereafter be needful, and the 
Indian population can be separately tabulated from ordinary schedules, just 
as the colored race has been hitherto. In this view the elaborate illustra- 
tion of areport which may prove to be the last of its kind seemed to be im- 
portant that the pictorial art might be effectively impressed into the preser- 
vation of facts soon to be out of personal experience and to be known only 
through records. 


Mr. President, on the 20th day of March, 1894, there having 
come up some question as to whether there was an approval of 
these two réports by Mr. Porter when he was Superintendent of 
the Census, this letter was written by him: 


New Yor«, March 20, 1894. 

My DEAR MR, DONALDSON: On the5th day of June, 1893, as Superintendent 
of the Eleventh Census, I officially approved the Final Report on Indians, 
Eleventh Census, prepared by Thomas Donalson, pert special agent, under 
a plan approved by John W. Noble, Secretary of the Interior, and myself. 
Certain questions in the matter of corrections made by Judge William Hay- 
don, under my order, and Mr. Donaldson, the author, were left to Mr. Don- 
aldson to insert, and he to make other proof corrections. 

The final report as approved contained 39 pages of introduction and 856 

es of text, all of which were plated or ordered plated by me. The ma 
and illustrations, 269 pages in all, were also og A avereces by me, and the 
ve. = = list of the same for insertion in the final report ordered sent to 

6 Pr r. 

The copy for the Bulletin on the Five Civilized Tribes, 302 S, was offi- 
cially approved by me June 6, 1893, together with 32 full-paged illustrations 
and two maps, andordered sent tothe Public Printer, Mr. Donaldson, expert 
special agent in ch: , the author of the book, to make necessary correc- 
tions, the said corrections to be under his charge. 

The above two reports, the Final Report on Indians, in type, and the Fiye 
Tribes Bulletin, in manuscript, were officially ordered by me to be delivered 
to Senator C. F. MANDERSON on the dates named in Expert Special Agent 
Donaldson's letters transmitting them. 

if any further information is necessary, I shall be pleased to furnish you 
wWith cawens of high 1 -egard, bell trul 

assurance 0 regard, eve me, ve ruly, yours, 
OBERT. P. PORTER. 
Hon. THOMAS DONALDSON, 


Philadelphia, Pa. 
P. S.—The pon ened scope of the Five Civilized Tribe Bulletins were also 
approved by tary John W. Noble. 

I have here upon my desk the final report of the Indian cen- 
sus. Itis in type, and every page of it is electrotyped, and has 
been for months. The colored plates are owned by the Govern- 
ment, they having been contracted for by the Census Office, and 
the Government owns enough of the paper illustrations—not, of 
course, owning the col lithographic stones—but it owns 
enough of the colored illustrations to complete this book; it 
owns the plates that make the black and white illustrations, and 
the re is all there, and has been there for months, ready to be 
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issued. Mr. Commissioner Wright gives certain reasons why the 
work has not been issued. He seems to have been alarmed at 
this letter from Mr. Lummis in regard to the copyright, and he 
had fear that here was arepetition of matter contained in other 
reports. There are such repetitions, and there should be such 
repetitions. I have no question but that many pagesof the final 
report upon the Indians are taken from works of the Indian 
Office, of the Bureau of Ethnology, and from other public docu- 
ments. They are there for the purposes of comparison, and they 
are there so that in one volume one may have all that there is 
showing the condition of the Indian to-day. 

The fact that they are not credited to those who have compiled 
them is neither here nor there. One is not in the habit of cred- 
iting that which is taken from a public document and simply 
placed in another public document; but in many instances they 
are credited by reference being made to the publication from 
which they are taken. But that is unimportant. 

Mr. President, the Commissioner of Labor,in charge of the 
Census, received unquestionably, inanswer to his letter in regard 
to the Lummis copyright, this letter, which was sent to him on 
the 20th day of January, 1894, and it is no more than fair, as the 
letter of Mr. Lummis charging this copyright theft, as he terms 
it, on Mr. Donaldson has appeared in the RECORD, that this let- 
ter should also appear. This is addressed to Commissioner of 
Labor Wright, in charge of the census. 

326 NORTH THIRTY-NINTH STREET, 
Philadelphia, Pa., January 20, 1894. 
My Dear Str: Answering Mr. C. F. Lummis’s letter of January 6, 1893— 


It should be 1894, undoubtedly— 


I regret exceedingly to have even seemingly injured Mr. Lummis. I have 
been one of his admirers forjyears past, and have felt the force of his literary 
capacity and energy. 

At the time we were collecting the illustrations for the Moqui and Pueblo 
Bulletin, I did not know that Mr. Lummis was a photographer or that he 
made his own photographs. Iam sure that not one he now calls attention 
to contained the word “copyright ’’ when we received it, and I have never 
seen one since with the word “ copyright” on it. We began to collect these 
views in 1890 (early in the summer). he plates or cuts were made in 1891, 
I think, and the person who made the cuts or plates supplied the printed 
copies as well. So that in 1891 the necessary number of printed illustrations 
were delivered tous. After this we could not have (had we known the fact) 
had Mr. Lummis’s name put on the plates. 

Some four full-page illustrations were made and supplied in 1893, and these 
contain the names of the photographers. 

In 1891 or in 1892 my attention was called to some illustrations in a maga- 
zine. Ithink I found some of them similar to those to be in the Moqui- 
Pueblo Bulletin. 

Upon ery Co from other sources), thinking some one had supplied 
po — ne with a set of our illustrations, I learned that Mr. Lummis 
claimed them. 


That was before the letter of Lummis to the Commissioner. 


When Mr. Porter wrote his letter of transmittal (see page VII, of Moqui 
and Pueblo Bulletin) I got him to insert a note of obligation to Mr. Lum- 
mis. It was and is a general one. 

I would have written to Mr. Lummis, but did not have his address. No 
wrong was intended. Mr. Porter is in nowise responsible for the matter, 
ee am quite willing to assume the responsibility for any error in this 
matter. 

Mr. Lummis, I understand, is a frank, honorable man, and I have no 
doubt will readily see how the whole matter occurred. 

Iam informed that an editionof this bulletin is to be published by private 
parties. I will have the parties write Mr. Lummis about the plates he claims, 
and he can be arranged with by them. 

I will also seethat Mr. Lummis’s name goes on the plates made by him. 

Will you be so good as to say to Mr. Lummis, when you write to him, that 
if he will send me a set of the photographs claimed to be his, and which were 
used in the Moqui and Pueblo Bulletin, [ will gladly remit the price of them 
and see thathe is given rome credit for them. Ican only add thatI regret 
that Mr. Lummis should have any cause for complaint in this matter. No 
eae t improper was intended. I gave him much space in the Bul- 
letin because I like his work. 

Very truly, 7 
THOMAS DONALDSON. 
To CARROLL D. WRIGHT, . 


Commisssoner of Labor, in charge of Eleventh Census. 


That, Mr. President, explains pretty fully the condition as to 
the copyright. I received yesterday, while this debate was on, 
the letter which I shall read presently, as it sums up the whole 
subject, and it seems to me gives its proper history, and it is 
due to Mr. Donaldson that it should be read. 

I do not want to be understood at any stage of this contro- 
versy as reflecting in the least upon the motives of Commis- 
sioner Wright. I think he has been acting under a misappre- 
hension of the facts. He has thought undoubtedly that there 
were ope illustrations that were proposed to be used in 
these itional books. That is not the fact. He has supposed 
that these particular works had not been approved officially by 
his predecessor in office. 

That is not the fact. They were approved; and here is the 
abundant evidence of it, and I have no question but that when 
these matters come to his knowledge and he has full informa- 
tion upon the subject, he will take great pleasure in speedily is- 
suing these important works that are needed for the porpes of 
legislation gress. The Indian appropriation bill will be 
vp for consideration very soon. I, with others, have been seek- 


RECORD—SEN ATE. 3721 
ing information upon the question as to whether it will be possi- 
| ble to dispense with some of the numerous and, as I believe, un- 





necessary Indian agents. In this last publication there is the 
material which will show that that can bedone; and in that con- 
sideration alone it is important that this work should be speed- 
| ily completed. 
Ishall now read the letter I received yesterday, signed Thomas 
Donaldson, and addressed to me: 
WASHING@ON, D. C., April 12, 1894, 
MY DEAR Sir: The unpublished volumes on Indians prepared by me for 
the Eleventh Census and approved by Hon. Robert P. Porter, Superinten- 
dent, are a bulletin on the Five Civilized Tribes of Indian Territory, 302 pages 


of manuscript, with 34 pages of maps and illustrations; and the Report on 
Indians, Eleventh Census, 1890, some 900 pages with 269 pases of maps and 


illustrations. This last report is all in type (except the list of illustrations, 
8 pages, and the index, say 15 pages) and has been since the middle of 18¥3. 
Seven hundred and fifty-nine pages of it are in plate. This fact alone shows 
approval by Mr. Porter, and the remainder is fourth revise, and ready to be 


plated, and which must have beenduly approved or it could not have reached 
this stage. 

There are nocopyrighted maps or illustrations in the Five Tribes Bulletin, 
and the officer detailed to close the work of the census was duly advised of 
this fact at once upon the question being asked. Any copyrighted maps or 
illustrations in the Report on Indians are used with permission, 

The extract matter used in the last-named volume, stated by the officer 
detailed to close the work of the Eleventh Census to amount to 2% pages, 
was inserted with the knowledge and approval of Hon. Robert P. Porter, 
Superintendent of the Eleventh Census, and was considered by him essen- 
tial and necessary to the work. He approved all such matter and sent it to 
be printed. The Indian census was taken under a special clause of the cen 
sus act, and called for a report on the condition of the Indians. The histor- 
ical portion of the report, of which the extracted or copied matter is largely 
@ part, was considered essential to the end that light be given on their pres- 
ent condition, and how they came to it. 

As to the question of the extract matter used by me fn said work, it isnot 
usual to credit matter taken from the works of the same author. 


Many of these tables are compiled from former publications 
made under the direction of this author. 


Neither is it considered necessary to credit extracts from publications 
issued by the United States. Such are not copyrighted and much of the 


authorship is impersonal. They are common property. 
As to the expense of republishing such matter, it having heen mentioned, I 
can only add that it is all in type, much of it has been plated, and the only 


expense now will be for the — and presswork. 

No question of copyright has ever been raised to my knowledge against 
the illustrations or maps in the two unpublished volumes on Indians. The 
copyright question raised related to illustrations in a volume published by 
Mr. Porter long before the officer at present in charge of the closing of the 
work of the Eleventh Census entered upon his duties, and with which he has, 
in fact,no concern. The method by which such illustrations reached the 
Census Office, and whether marked copyright or not, is entirely unknown to 
the officer in charge of the closing of the census. He does not know whether 
they were unlawfully used or not. He knows nothing of these details. No 
delay in the publication of the two volumes on Indians in question has oc- 
curred from any claim for use of copyrighted maps or illustrations. 

The two volumes were ready, one to go to the printer, the other about 
ready to be printed and to go to the public when the officer now in charge 
was detailed to close the work of the census. My work was not of the unfin- 
ished class. Any revision of the two volumes on Indians which was going 
on when the officer now in charge of the census went on duty in October, 
1893, was being done without authority of the Superintendent of the Census. 

I was ill during the last three months of 1893, and in October and Novem- 
ber of that year was in such condition as to care but little about census or 
any other work, so that | may not have answered letters sent me, but I ven- 
ture that any letter requiring an answer or oven suggesting it was taken in 
hand and duly answered by my clerk. 

It seems to me that the question inthis whole matter is whether or not the 
officer detailed to the charge of the census was to close the work of the cen- 
sus, or revamp the one made by Mr. Porter. Thesedifferences of opinion as 
to the duties of the officer in charge may have arisen in an entirely proper 
spirit. The statute ordering the detail would seem, however, to be a good 
guide in this matter. 

Very truly, yours, 
THOMAS DONALDSON. 

Hon. C. F. MANDERSON, 

United States Senate. 


That would seem to be the history of this transaction. 

Since yesterday I have had some conversation with my asso- 
ciates on the floor interested in the subject of a publication of 
some fair abstract or digest of the census to be speedily issued. 
Ido not know but what the better course would be, if the ab- 
stract which was provided for in the bill and was stricken out by 
the action of the Senate, can certainly be issued by midsummer, 
and promises a work as it should be, that it ought to be pub- 
lished, and that hereafter, probably, we can save to the Govern- 
ment the matter of the publication of the digest, 50,000 copies of 
which are required to be published by the existing law. That, 
however, can be a matter for future discussion. I feel inclined, 
if we can add to this bill some proviso which will obtain for us 
speedily the publication and issue of these final works upon the 
Indians, so that we may have them at this session of Congress, to 
more a reconsideration of the vote by which the lines referred 
to were stricken out of the bill. I hope that will meet with the 
_—, of the Senator in chargeof the bill. If it shall do so, I 
should be glad to move that reconsideration, and let the abstract 
of the census be printed, adding to that section this proviso: 


Provided, That the Report on Indians and the extra census bulletin on tie 
Five Civilized Tribes be printed as approved by Robert P. Porter, Superin- 
tendent of the Eleventh Census, necessary corrections thereof to be made 
by the author. 
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That will mean, of course, those proper corrections which are 
ineident to the publication of every book, such as proof-reading. 

I should like to hear from the Senator in charge of the bill 
whether euch action will meet with his approval. 

Mr. HOAR rose. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
sire to be heard? 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to be heard for half aminute, either now 
or at some future time. I do not care when. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I'yield tothe Senatorfrom Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not think itis probable that many mem- 
bers of this body have studied the question with which the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska hasdealtin hisargument. As I understand 

he entertains and expresses the highest respect for the Com- 
missioner of Labor, Col. Wright, who is a constituent and friend 
of mine, but known, | suppose, in his publie character as well to 
many other members of this body on both sides of the Chamber 
as he is tome. The Senator from Nebraska has expressed, I 
suppose, the opinion which everybody who knows Col, Wright 
has, that he is a very faithful, careful, conscientious, and wise 
public servant. 

The Senatorfrom Nebraska thinks that in a public document 
which Col. Wright has revised as the head of Bureau, and 
which I understand the Secretary of the Interior to have also 
dealt with, so far as to be in accord with the opinion and action 
of the Commissioner of Labor, Col. Wright has been mistaken 
instriking out the repetition ina costly public document of large 
masses of matter which are already printed and accessible to 
the pablic and to us in other costly public documents. 

Mr. MANDERSON. And it is well to right here, if the 
Senator will permit me, that this sitar dion nserted in this 
work wasapproved and commended not only oo cessor 
in office of Commissioner Wright, but.also by the predecessor of 
the present Seeretary of the Interior, it. receiving the approval 
of both those officers. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not think that appears. There has not 
beea any suggestion that these gentlemen knew when they gave 
the more or less perfunctory approbation to this document, if 
they did give it, that it waslargely made upof ether documents. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me a word in that 
connection? 

Mr. HOAR. With pleasure. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Senator from Nebraska seems not to 
know or to overlook the fact that all these publications are mere 
preliminaries; that they are early bulletins in connection with 
the census, preparatory to being embodied in the final work, 
which is now under revision of the Secretary of the Interior, in 
aceordance with the statutes. There has not been a single pub- 
lication by the Census Office as a final publication. 

Mr. BOAR. That isa very a statement. 

Mr. President, it also appears that what the Senator from Ne- 
braska supposes was known to Mr. Porter is contained in the 
letter which, though formally addressed to him, was in fact re- 
ceived at the office long after his resignation, and after the pres- 
ent Secretary of the Interior had come in. 

The Senator further states what we could aceopt on his au- 
thority, and £ suppose what other Senators from their own 
knowledge know or think—I know nothing about that my- 
self—that the gentleman who has prepared this work is a faith- 
ful and accomplished gentleman, whose literary, scientific, and 
statistical work is entitled to high respect. 

So the question is presented whether the Senate of the United 
States—not in nae what shall be its own documents, but 
in determining what shall be printed in the documents of the 
Departments, and what shall be printed as mere abstracts or 
preliminaries should be omitted in such publications—is to take 
upon itself the responsibility of considering, debating, and de- 
ciding such questions. 

There must be somebody responsible for such If this 

tleman, accomplished and able and the friend of Senator 
rem Nebraska, is entitled to come here and ask us to say that 
his work has been cut down i ly by his » not be- 
img appro his superior, therefore that we must go 
over the ee Se teeta ae 
twre Department, in the Census Office, in the Indian ,in 
the Tre , in the Statistical O in the Bureau of Labor, 
in Se ee who has not that same 
t. ; 
r. President, I know some pretty learned and 
gentlemen who have been in the consular service of the United 
States under the last Administration. They have been turned 
turned out under a mis- 
knows some men equally 
Administration 


Does the Senator from Massachusetts de- 
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thought was a mistake when it was done. Each one of those 
men has made his report, has made his investigations, and we 
get seven copies of them from the State Department for distri- 
bution, and asmany otlters as weask for. I wanttoknowifIam 
entitled to come in here and debate for an hour, or a day, on 
an appropriation bill the question whether the consular reports 
of my excellent friend, whom I shall name, because he is a Dem- 
ocrat holding offiee under the present Administration, who was 
displaced four years ago, and has gone back again to Glasgow. 
I refer to Mr. Ff. H. Underwood, one of the most accomplished 
gentlemen in the country. I have no doubt that it will be found 
that Mr. Underweod’s consular report contained a great deal of 
valuable matter taat has not been printed and ought to have 
been printed, and I can prove it; [ have not looked to see; but 
he is a gentleman who was the companion and equal and friend 
of Mr. Lowell, Mr. Holmes, Mr. Parkman, and the other men of 
letters of Boston in his time. There are a hundred such cases, 
and it is a pretty serious question to us whether it is our duty to 
represent the desires of those gentlemen. 

Mr. MANDERSON. If I may interrupt the Senator right 
there—— 

Mr. HOAR. Let me finish the illustration of what I have just 
been saying. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Very well. 

Mr. HOAR. I know of another case. [ have a friend, whois 
the son of one of the greatest men who ever lived in this coun- 
try and who is himself a very accomplished man, who is em- 
ployed in the Agricultural Department. He made some most 
valuable scientific investigations for that Department, and after 


-he had made them they were taken, as I believe, by a superior, 


changed, injured, rendered less valuable both in a literary and 
scientific point of view, and not only published without credit, 
but, on the contrary, there was a preface inserted which seemed 
to imply that this gentleman had not done his full duty in what 
he had done. 

I have been talking with that gentleman, have written one or 
two letters to the Secretary of Agriculture, and have an assur- 
ance that, so far as credit. is concerned, it shall be given him at 
some future time. But if the Senate is the proper place to 
correct such matters, itis my duty to being that question up here, 
and . can supply the Senate with an hour’s occupation pretty 
easily. 

So it seems to me, without entering upon an answer to my 
honorable friend from Nebraska, that this is not the time nor 
the place to correct. mistakes made in relation to these matters 
of scientific and literary investigations, bo it or work or good 
work, or good work omitted and not published. We must leave 
such questions to the Departments, and when it is conceded that 
the officer who has done this t is one of the brightest judges 
we have in the country to judge of the matter, it seems to me it 
is peculiarly proper that it should be left to the Department. 

Mr. MANDERSON,. gest to the Senator that the ox- 
ample he furnishes of his friend, the consul at Glasgow, is not 
parallel to this. case. Unquestionably itis the right of the su- 
perior to revise, to cut, to mutilate in his discretion the literary 
work of the inferior. But suppose the consul under the last 
Administration had made a report and the Secretary of State 
in the last Administration had approved that report, or had re- 
vised it and changed it somewhat, and had sent it to the Printer 
with his official approval, and it was about ready to go to press, 
then does the Senator think that the successor of that Secretary 
of State should change the order of his predecessor and say the 
work shall not be issued? . 

Mr. HOAR. The Secretary who issues it is the person who 
is responsible for the act of issuing it, and the fact that the pre- 
vious Secretary had intended to issue it or approve it is not the 
final action of the Department. neppose when Mr. Foster, Sec- 
retary of State, went out of office he a letter written and ap- 
proved in the De nt-of State to be sent to England, and 
sent it to the Public Printer or the private printer of the State 
Department to be got ready, and Mr. Gresham had come in at 
that point: he is the person who is to determine whether that 
letter shall go, and the matter is not acted upon by the Depart- 
ment until it has gone. If the letter had gone to England and. 
the act become the act of the country it would have been Mr. 
Gresham’s duty, and Mr. Cleveland’s, to stand by it through 
thick and thin; and the President would have found himse 
very ly criticised if he had not done it, whatever he might 
have th t privately ofit. That is the rule in the diplomatic 
conduet of the,affairs of a great nation. 

Mr. HALE. eee ee Senator. Su . 

ust in the line of his thought, that _— the question of the 
Sea arbitration a Secretary of State who is about 
out invoked the assistance of clerks and experts to get up a let- 
ter, an answer, and has approved what they have Sone and is. 
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ready to issue it, but he goes outof office. His suecessor comes essarily result to our national prosperity from the enforcomont 
in, and clearly that successor, as the Senator has said, is the re- | of such a doctrine, or any other doctrine approximating to it, be 


sponsible man. He may not agree that the compilation and the | come apparent—and they arealready more than appareut—there 
facts that were got up by the clerks for his predecessor cover | will be a vote of confidence in the Administration resp ible 
all the case; and he must decide, and he alone. for its enforcement. 

Mr. HOAR. And it would be peculiarly singular if under ‘or the present, and at this stage of the discussion, I will : 
those circumstances Congress was asked to interfere by legisla- | sume that the Democratic party is an honest party, a keeper of 
tion on an appropriation bill. | party pledges, a party whose leaders would reject with scorn 


Mr. CHANDLER. ‘Mr. President, I regret very much that 
this discussion has taken place. I do not think that it was a 
necessary discussion growing out of anything that has happened 
in the management of the Census Office by the present incum- 


and spurn with unfeigned indignation, a proposition to insert in 
a national platform a plank upon any subject for the sole pur- 
pose of aiding in the elevation of their party to power, and with- 
out any intention whatever of enforcing the doctrine enunciated 


bent of that place. Ido not thinkan issue has been wisely made | in such plank when they came intopower. Assuming, then, these 
in the Senate and before the country between Mr. Donaldson | premises to be true, I shall for the present assume further tbat 
and Mr. Wright. [I have known both those gentlemen for many | the pending bill is the equivalent in theory and practical pur- 


years, and I value them equally as friends. I think I also ap- | pose and effect in its fullest and completest sense of the doctrine 

preciate the peculiar traits and abilities of each of the gentle- enunciated in the national Democratic platform of 1892 « n the 

men; Mr. Donaldson isamanof greatenergy, learning, research, | subject of the tariff, and on which, through some strange hyp- 

and enthusiasm. notic influence over the wage workers and voters of this country, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT (at 1 o’clock p. m.). The Senator | the Democratic party came into control of every departm 

from New Hampshire will suspend. The hour of 1 o’clock hav- | the National Government on the 4th day of March, 1893. 


ing arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished busi- | Prior to the Democratic national convention of 1592 the dis 
ness, being House bill 4864. tinetive differenceseparating political parties and political econ- 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask permission of the Senator from | omists in this country in their avowed opiuious and policies, re- 
Tennessee to go on and finish my remarks upon this subject. spectively, on the subject of the tariff, was not one involving 


Mr. HARRIS. The Senator’s speech will keep until 5 o’clock | constitutional power or the lack of constitutional power upon 
this evening. I regret the necessity, but I must object to any | the part of Congress to enact a customs revenue act, which, 
encroachment upon the time set apart for the consideration of | while primarily raising the necessary revenue with which to 


the tariff bill. carry on the Government, gave protection, incidental or other- 

Mr. CHANDLER. I bow with deference to the Senator from | wise, to American industries and American labor. 
Tennessee. The line of demarkation was infinitely less marked than this. 
THE REVENUE BILL. It consisted in this alone: All agreed, prior to this new depar- 


ture, perhaps with the single exception of the declaration of the 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- | Democratic party in its national platform of 185%, that in any 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) toreduce taxation, to provide | eventand under all circumstances, Congress in enacting tariil 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. laws, in levying impost duties, should so arrange duties as to 


[Mr. PEFFPER resumed and concluded the speech begun by give incidental protection. 


: “il 6. : ill s The con stitutional power to do this, or the duty of Cong. ss 
hereafter, Ses Appendix.) —— ee to do this, prior to 1892, with the single exception stated, was 


y never denied by any political convention of any party ever as 
Mr. MITCHELLof Oregon. Mr. President, the passage of the | sembled in this country, nor by very few individuals, but on 
bill under consideration, known as the Wilson bill, if, indeed it | the contrary frequently affirmed, while the party and the mon 
can be said to be a fulfillment of the pledges contained inthe na- | who believe as I do and as the Republican party does now and 
tional Democratic platform of 1892 upon the subject of the tariff, | always has done inregard to the general question, haveoce spied 
would, in my judgment, be a national legislative recognition of | ground one mighty step in advance of this and held to the doe 
oneof the most dangerous political, economic, and constitutional | trine of the constitutional power as well also as a primary duty 
Leresies ever advocated by any political party since the founda- | upon the part of Congress, in pursuance of the constitutions! 
tion of our Govvernment. : grant to regulate commerce with foreign nations, to levy impost 

The doctrine of the right of secession upon the partof a State, | duties with a primary purpose, if you please, not merely of rais- 
condemned, as it has been, not only by the stern arbitrament of | ing revenue, butof protecting the various industries of our coun 
the sword on the battlefields of the nation, but at last by uni- | try against the industrial encroachments, and, I may say, the 
versal assent and acquiescence, was one, in my judgment, fraught | industrial oppressions of foreign powers. 
with but little more danger to the best interesisof the Republic | In other words, until the doctrine enunciated in the Dero- 
than that involved in the present bill, if it is indeed what it pro- | cratic platform at Chicago in 1892, all parties conceded the coa 
fesses to be, a fulfillment of party pledges on this subject. ~ stitutional power to levy tariff duties with a view, not merely of 

Never, im all our long history as a nation, has any political | raising revenue, but of giving at least incidental protection, 
party in any national convention had the audacity to declare | while the Republican party, following in the grand footprints 
that a customs tariff, which had for its purpose not only the | with which the legislative and administrative records of this 
raising of revenue, but the protection of American industries | country are dotted, of such men as Washington, Hamilton, Je! 
and American labor, was unconstitutional, until the Democratic | ferson; Monroe, Jackson, Clay, Webster, and other like men 
national convention of 1892 deliberately asserted that doctrine. | whose names are immortal, has held and still holds to the doe- 

To that convention was reserved the honor, if indeed an honor | trine of the constitutional power to levy impost duties on foreign 
it be, of placing upon the Constitution of our countrya construc- | productions which come into direct competition with home pro- 
tion directly opposite to that placed upon it not only by every | ductions and thus destroy our industries and reduce the daily 
national convention of every political party ever assembled in y roll of the wage-workers of this country, which are abso- 
this country, but also in direct conflict with and antagonism to | |utely prohibitory in their nature and not intended or expected 
the repeated declarations and avowed policies of the framers of | to raise a single dollar of revenue. 
that instrument, including such men us Washington, Madison, True, the Democratic party has for the past thirty-six years 
Jefferson, Monroe, and later on Jackson, Clay, Webster, Cal- | been a free-trade party, and in 1856 its leaders in national con- 
houn, Buchanan, Pierce, Grant, Hayes, Garfield, Arthur, and | vention went so far as to make this declaration in their national 
Harrison. slatform: 

The last Democratic national convention, which framed the ‘ ie ce Ts 

i i j 2 co’ or 2 0 ed States to declare them- 

Lae eentean ane SS uaLeadaeamaeee into power, selves fin favor of free seas an Dengresstve free trade throughout the world. 


We declare it to bea fandamental principle of the Democratic party that And it was on such a platform the people of the United States 
the Federal Government has no constitutional power to impose and collect | made a most fearful mistake, similar in many respects to that 
Sani Cutten, exces ter the purpose of revenue only. made in 1892, and elected James Buchanan President of the 

The present bill as it came from the House was ostensibly and | United States. But what was the result? The national Treas- 
professedly the enforcement of the policy enunciated in this | ury became almost bankrupt, the national credit shaken, confi- 

of the national Democratic platform. And while it is | dence destroyed, the fires o/ a martial conflagration were kindled 

rue, by reason of some unaccountable tem ae aberration of | all over the land, and the very life of the Republic was placed 
the pu’ mind, the party announcing saath a doctrine in its | inimminentjeopardy; and in November, 1860, all these things bo- 
national platform, was by the elections of 1892 clothed with | coming clearly apparent to the people, they, realizing the fear- 
power in all branches of the National Government, it remains | ful mistake that was made in 1857, hurled the Democratic party 
to be seen whether, when the paralyzing effects which must nec- | from power by the triumphant election of Abraham Lincoln and 
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Hannibal Hamlin, the two great exponents and leaders of the ‘ae recommended its adoption, This resolution read as fol- 


principles of the ae party, a party pledged not only to 
the preservation of the Union, but to the doctrine of protection 
to the industries and the rights of the wage-workers against the 
industrial assaults of foreign manufacturers and producers and 
the undermining and paralyzing influence of the pauper labor 
of the Old World. 

Mr. PALMER. 
interrupt him? ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SHouP in the chair). 
the Senator from Oregon yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Certainly. 

Mr. PALMER. Does the Senator mean to assert that the 
election of Lincoln and Hamlin was a triumph of protection? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Toa very great extent I think 
it was a wy i tribute to them in that regard. 

Mr. PALMER. Has the Senator from Oregon ever read Mr. 
Blaine’s valuable work? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I have read every word of it. 

Mr, PALMER. Does not the Senator recollect that Mr. 
Blaine distinctly states that there were thousands of men who 
voted for Mr. Lincoln who never thought of a tariff bill, and that 
in Pennsylvania the protectionists, who were otherwise compar- 
atively neutral, were brought to the supportof the Government, 
influenced by protection alone. I voted for Lincoln and Ham- 
lin, and so did more than 40,000 Democrats in Illinois, and none 
of us ever dreamed that we were giving encouragement to or 
a orting the doctrine of protection. 

ir. MITCHELL of Oregon. I am very sorry the distin- 
guished Senator from Illinois, for whom, as he knows, I have 
the profoundest respect, is not voting now as he did then. 

Mr. QUAY. I desire to say, referring to the remarks of the 
Senator from Illinois, that I recollect very distinctly that cam- 
paign, and the condition of affairs in Pennsylvania. Mr. Lin- 
coln would not have carried Pennsylvania except on the pro- 
tective plank of the platform. 

Mr.PALMER. I think thatis true. I think the protection 
element had always been indifferent to the demands of patriot- 
ism. It is essentially selfish and self-seeking. Mr. Blaine says 
substantially what the Senator says. 

Mv. QUAY, I will state what was the condition of things in 
in Pennsylvania. The eastern part of the State was conserva- 
tive; the city of Philadelphia was trading with the South, and 
it was with difficulty it was unmoored from its old Whig moor- 
ings. The western part of the State, west of the Allegheny 
Mountains, was in sympathy with the sentiment of Illinois. As 
to the patriotism of Eastern Pennsylvania, it manifested its pa- 
trictism one the war. There was no State and no section of 
any State in which patriotiem was evinced to a higher extent 
than in the State of Pennsylvania; and there was no portion of 
Pennsylvania, and no portion of any other State which sent pro- 
portionally more troops tothe army than Eastern Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. [ am very glad indeed to have 
the benefit of the evidence of the distinguished Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY], than whom there is none more com- 

tent to speak in regard to the influences which were operat- 
ng and controlling in the election of 1860 in so far as the great 
State of Pennsylvania is concerned. 

Mr. PALMER. While I have no word to utter against Penn- 
sylvania and its most eminent, patriotic governor, Andrew G. 

urtin, yet it was distinctly understood in the convention which 
nominated Mr. Lincoln that it was necessary that something 
should be offered to the protection interest of Pennsylvania in 
order to secure its vote. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Whatever may have been the 
controlling influences in the election of 1860, it is a fact that 
history frequently repeats itself in many respects, and I im- 
agine it requires no uncommon gift of prescience or prophecy 
to either see or predict a repetition of as complete an overthrow 
hog Democrats party in this country in 1 as befell it in 


But while the Democratic party in 1856 declared in favor of 
‘free seas and progressive free trade throughout the world,” 
they did not place their advocacy of free trade on the ground of 
any lack of constitutional power to levy impost duties which 
might afford protection, either incidental or otherwise. That 
doctrine was never asserted by any party, as I have said, until 
the Democratic party of 1 asserted it at Chicago, nor was 
this doctrine the result either of accident or lack of serious 
consideration. 

On the contrary, it was the result of studied deliberation and 
supreme determination upon the part of the t leadersof the 
Democratic party. It will not be forgotten in that conven- 
tion the majority of the appropriate committee havi 
of the subject, reported a resolution on the subject of 


Will the Senator from Oregon allow me to 


control 
e tariff 


Does | 


lows: 


But in making reductions in taxes it is not proposed toinjure any domes- 
tic industries, but to promote their healthy growth. 


That, Mr. President, was good Republican doctrine; that was 
the doctrine of the Constitution of our country. It was under 


| Such a policy that this country has grown from the weakest and 


most helpless in the family of nations to that of the greatest, 

most powerful, most invincible, most independent, and most 

magnificent Republic on the face of the earth—a nation, which 

is, in its grand aoveie ment, in all those great elements which 

g° to make up a civilization, such as the pen of the historian 
as never heretofore written about. 

But, Mr. President, that declaration of a mere handful of men 
| ona committee did not suit cither the great leaders in that 
| convention or the convention itself. The Star-Eyed Goddess 

and other of the really great leaders and exponents of the prin- 

ciples of the Democratic party were on the watchtowers of that 

convention to see to it that no declaration which looked to the 

promotion of the ‘‘ healthy growth ” of the domestic industries 
| of this country should find a place in any national Democratic 
| platform. 

These great leaders, who were firm believers in the doctrine 
of ‘‘ progressive free trade throughout the world,” as enunciated 
in the national Democratic platform of 1856, were determined 
that no such miserable heresy as that reported by the majority 
of the committee should be incorporated into their national 

latform. But not only so. They solemnly resolved that once 

or all they would base their opposition to any such doctrine on 

grave constitutional grounds and not on grounds of mere eco- 
nomic policy. And then it was that Mr. Neal, a member of the 
minority of that committee, submitted as a substitute for the 
resolution of the majority this resolution: 

We denounce the Republican protection as a fraud, a robbery of the great 
majority of the American people for the benefit of the few. 6 declare it to 
be a fundamental principle of the Democratic party that the Federal Gov- 
ernment has no constitutional power to impose and collect tariff duties, ex- 
cept for the purposes of revenue only, and we demand that the collection of 


such taxes shall be limited to the necessities of the Government when hon- 
estly and economically administered. 


This resolution, it will be observed, ignored all reference to 
‘*our domestic industries,” denied in the most emphatic manner 
any constitutional power upon the part of Congress by tariff leg- 
islation to —— their healthy growth,” and for the first 
time in the history of our country boldly asserted the infamous 
economical and constitutional heresy that there was no cousti- 
tutional b anwe i in the National Government to impose and col- 
lect tariff duties, except for the sole purpose of revenue, and 
further that this wasa ‘‘ fundamental principle of the Democratic 

rty.” In other words, any tariff duties levied with a view 
not alone of raising revenue, but with the further additional 
purpose of *‘ promot the healthy growth of our industries” 
is unconstitutional. This substitute was overwhelmingly and 
enthusiastically adopted by that convention as the solemn, de- 
liberate act of the Democratic party. 

That the majority of the voters of this country should have 
ever cast their votes for a party holding to such a doctrine as 
the a did in November, 1892, will, perhaps, re- 
aie a mystery while time lasts. It willscarcely do to say, and 
I will not say it, that the great majority of the voters of this 
country did not understand. it, and yet perhaps it would be 
hardly fair to apply the maxim, ignorantia legis non excusat, to 
the great majori iy of the voters of this country. 

However, whether the people of the country understood it 
then or not, they came to understand it very clearly in less than 
a year afterwards in at least one great State in the Union, when 
in November, 1893, Mr. Neal, the father of this resolution, was, 
as the candidate of the Democratic party for governor of the 
great State of Ohio, snowed under by I believe a ee 

lurality of something like 100,000 votes in favor of William Mc- 
nley, the Republican candidate. And as time rolled on and 
the designs of the _— in power became apparent, Pennsyl- 
vania moves to the front with a popular disapproval of the doc- 
trine of free trade, or a tariff for revenue only, which is the same 
thing, by a majority of nearly 200,000 votes, Rhode Island fol- 
lows suit in still more emphatic terms, while every municipality 
throughout the country which has had an opportunity since 
then, joins in emphatic condemnation of the Democratic policy. 

And in view of the ineffaceable history of the past, in view of 
a record of over one hundred years of national life, illuminated 
with and indelibly stam by emanations from the minds of 
the most brilliant constitutional lawyers, the ablest statesmen, 
the most distinguished patriots this or any other country has 
ever known, all recognizing the constitutional power on the part 
of Congress not only to levy imports for the purpose of raising 
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revenue, but also for the purpose of imparting protection, vigor, 
and vitality to domestic industries and domestic labor, it would 
seem a strange spectacie that the Senate of the United States 
at this late day should be called upon to defend the Constitution 
of our country againstan attack so unjustifiable, unfounded, and 
so dangerous to our institutions as that contained in the Demo- 
cratic platform of 1892. 

Can it be possible that the generation of to-day have never 
truly learned, or if they have, that they have so soon forgotten 
the great culminating and overshadowing cause, which more 
than all other causes combined led, over one hundred years ago, 
to the overthrow of the Articles of Confederation and the estab- 
lishment of our present Constitution? It was not any mere re- 
straint of personal freedom or of individual liberty which con- 
stituted the moving power in that great political renaissance 
which transformed a government, feeble in organic structure, 
impotent in physical development, absolutely lacking in those 
essential elements of governmental power necessary to the pro- 
tection, not only of its own existence, but also that of its institu- 
tions and its industries, and the advancement of its best hopes 
and the culmination of its highest and best aspirations into a 
mighty nation—grand in conception, invincible in structural 
strength, and which constituted ‘‘a more perfect union” which 
tended to “establish justice, insure domestic tranquillity, pro- 
vide for the common defense, promote the general welfare, and 
secure the blessings of liberty to ourselves and our posterity ” 
forever. 

It was, Mr. President, something more than this which quick- 
ened the oppressed of the days of the Confederation, who had 
felt all the harassing consequences of free trade, which held full 
sway in this country during those six years, to throw off a 
government which was scarcely worth the name, and in its 
place establish the Constitution of the United States. It was 
the industrial oppressions of England and not mere infractions 
of i liberty against which the people and the Congress 
under the government of the Confederation were powerless, 
which more than all other causes led to the overthrow of that 
government and the adoption of the present Constitution. Un- 
der the Articles of Confederation the Congress was wholly des- 
titate of power ‘‘to regulate commerce with foreign nations,” 
= “to provide for the common defense and the general wel- 
are. 

The power to levy customs duties under the government of 
the Confederation was vested in the States respectively and not 
in the Congress, and what was the result? The States under- 
took separately to deal with this great subject, not only of com- 
merce with foreign nations but with the several States. Scarcely 
any two States legislated on the same lines. Local State in- 
terest as contradistinguished from the welfare of the whole 
nation controlled legislation. There was absolutely no restric- 
tion on foreign importations. A product denied free entrance 
at the ports of one State was admitted free of duty in the ports 
of another, and the result was there was neither regulation of 
commerce with foreign nations nor restriction, much less pro- 
hibition of importation of any foreign products, however de- 
structive of American industries, or however paralyzing to 
American labor. The Congress was powerless, and the country 
benumbed with the weakening influence of its own inate im- 

ae stood remediless at the mercy of the rapacity of Great 

ritain. 


FREE TRADE UNDER THE CONFEDERATION. 


It will doubtless forever remain an inexplicable mystery why 
it was thatthe colonists, after having waged the war of the Rev- 
olution mainly for the purpose of freeing themselves from the 
industrial oP. ressions of Great Britain, should have so signally 
failed, as al Citations now agree they did fail, to properly gar- 
ner the fruits of their great victory in the formation of the new 
government. Itisagreathistorical fact that the men whoframed 
the Articles of Confederation by failing to confer on the Con- 
gress the power to regulate commerce with foreign nations and 
among the several States, wholly failed to properly protect the 
new nation against the continued industrial encroachments of 
Great Britain and other forei owers. 

That omission was the one fatal mistake which involved the 
people of this country a next six years in industrial 
calamities and financial disasters, such as were never experienced 
by any other people in any other land. And it was this aggre- 
gation of disasters which so surrounded and overwhelmed the 
people during the days of the Confederation, which opened their 
eyes to the fearful mistake that had been made in the formation 
of the fundamental law of their national being, and which caused 
them with one accord, led on by such men as Washington, Jef- 
ferson, and Madison, to supplant the government of the Confed- 
eration with the Constitu of the United States. 





The economist, Young, in his work on National Economy, in 
discussing this subject, says: 

Although the States were politically independent, it was impossible to 
countervail the policy of other nations. Each State having, under the Con- 
federation, the right to regulate its own trade, it imposed upon foreign pro 
ductions, as well as those of its sister States, such duties as its own inter- 
ests seemed to dictate. The States attempted by their separate navigation 
laws to secure their trade to theirown vessels; and the sellish policy of some 
States counteracted the efforts of others. As the Congress had no power to 
lay duties or regulate trade, and as the States could not agree upon a unl- 
form rate of duties, foreign nations passed such laws as they Judged most 
likely to destroy our commerce and extend their own 

Especially was this the policy of Great Britain. 


Our trade with her West 
India colonies was prohibited; and, by the enforcement of her navigation 


acts, our navigation was nearly destroyed. Foreign vessels and goods be 
ing freely admitted into the States, while ours were burdened with heavy 
duties in foreign ports, both the prices of goods imported and the prices of 
our exports were subject to the will of foreigners; and the money of our 
citizens was rapidly passing into the pockets of British manufacturers and 
merchants. In describing the state of the country at that time, a distin- 
guished American statesman thus remarks: 

‘*In the comparative condition of the United States and Great Britain, not 
a hatter, a boot or shoe maker, a saddler, or a brass founder could carry on 


his business, except in the coarsest and most ordinary productions of their 
various trades, under the pressure of this foreign competition. Thus was 

resented theextraordinary and calamitous spectacle of a successful revo- 
ution wholly failing of its ultimateobject. The people of America had gone 
to war, not for names, but for things. It was nct merely to change a Gov 
ernment administered by kings, princes, and ministers for a Government 
administered by Presidents, and Secretaries, and members of Congress; it 
was to redress their own grievances, to improve their own condition, to 
throw off the burden which the colonial system laid on their industry. To 
attain these objects they endured incredible hardships, and bore and suffered 
almost beyond the measure of humanity. And when the independence was 
attained, they found it was apieceof parchment. The arm which had struck 
for it in the field was palsied in the workshop; the industry which had been 
burdened in the colonies was crushed in the free States; and at the close of 
the revolution the mechanics and manufacturers of the country found them 
selves, in the bitterness of their hearts, independent—and ruined." 


And in this connection it may not be unprofitable to glance for 
a moment at the terrible consequences which followed this un- 
fortunate omission in the Articles of Confederation to confer on 
the Congress the power to regulate commerce with foreign na- 
tions and among the several States, and which so overwhelmed 
the people of that day with commercial, industrial, and finan- 
cial desolation. 

Importations of the value of over thirty millions from Eng- 
land alone came into this country during the first two years 
succeeding the close of the Revolutionary war, in 1774and 1775, 
while our exports for the same period were less than $9,000,000; 
the flow of gold to Europe was constant; our country was 
drained of specie; the circulating medium was contracted; the 
wages of laboring men were reduced; the price of farms and 
farm products, the inevitable result of excessive importations 
and the contraction of the currency, went down, and financial 
ruin and universal discontent and suffering were the result. 

Then it was the people of this country were brought to a full 
realization of the fearful consequences of free trade. This is 
fully realized in Hildredth’s History of the United States. In 
speaking of this era he says: 

The fisheries, formerly a chief resource of New England, brokenup by the 
war, had not yet been reéstablished. The farmers no longer found that mar- 
ket for their produce which the French, American, and British armies had 
furnisned. he large importation of foreign goods, subject to little or no 
duty, and sold at peace prices, was proving ruinous to all those domestic 
manufactures and mechanical employments which the nonconsumption 
agreements and the war had created and fostered. Immediately after the 
peace the country had been flooded with imported goods, and debts had been 


unwarily contracted for which there was no meansto pay. * * * The ex- 
cessive importation of foreign goods had drained the country of specie 


We are prone to lament the evil times in which we have fallen 
the past year, but they bear no comparison in disastrous conse- 
quences to the experiences through which the people of this 
country passed during the six years intervening between the 
close of the Revolutiovary war, the adoption of the Articles of 
Confederatioa,and the adoption of the Constitution of the United 
States. A few references to historical facts may serve to remind 
the people of to-day of those fearful times. 

Massachusetts, Rhode Island, South Carolina, and some other 
States of the Confederation enacted laws making cattle and other 
species of property a legal tender for the payment of private 
debts. In other States open revolt rose up in all its hideous pro- 
portions and the spirit of anarchy to a very great extent was 
abroad in the land. It will not be forgotten that in the State of 
New Hampshire the members of the Legislature were made and 
held prisoners by armed mobs, who demanded that certain leg- 
islative action be taken in the interest of the people before they 
were released. It was during this period that the revolt known 
as Shay’s rebellion, in the Stateof Massachusetts, drenched the 
historic ground of that great State with blood. 

In speaking of this critical period the historian Belknap re- 
fers to the laws passed by the Legislatureof the State of Mussa- 
chusetts in these words: 


Similar difficulties at the same time existed in the neighboring 
Massachusetts, to remedy which among other palliatives a law was 


State, 


passed 
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calied a “ tender act,'’ by which it was provided that executions issued for 
private demands might be satisfied by cattle and other enumerated articles 
at an appraisement by impartial men under oath. 


Similar laws were passed in the State of South Carolina and 
other States. 

The historian Ramsay, in his History of South Carolina, vol- 
uae 2, page 428, among other things, says: 


Laws Were passed in which property of every kind was made a legal ten- 
Ger in the payment of private debits, a — payable according to contract 
in gold or silver. Other laws instalied the debt so that of sums already due 
oO ya ae, end afterwards only a fifth, was annually recoverable in the 
courts O1 iaw. 


Mathew Carey, in discussing the history of the times during 
the Government of the Confederation and the effect upon the 
rosperity of the country of unrestricted free trade and ofa 
kof power upon the part of the National Government to 
regulate commerce among the several States and with foreign 
nations, says: 

The ports of this country, 1 re , Were o to the commerce of the 
whole world, While with an lentes’ ht as Dot even to meet the wants of 
the Treasury, the consequences followed which have never failed to follow 
such a state of things. ur markets were glutted. Prices fell. Campeti- 
tion on the part of our manufacturers was atanend. They were beggared 
and bankrupted. The merchants whose importations had ruined them were 
involved in the calamity and the farmers who had felicitated themselves on 


the grand advantage of ‘ buying foreign merchandise cheap” sunk likewise 
into the vortex of general destruction. 


Belknap, in his History of New Hampshire, in speaking of this 
period of our nation’s history and of the disastrous effects of un- 
restricted free trade upon the people of this country, says: 

Silver and gold, which had circulated largely in the latter of the war, 
were returning by the usual course of tradeto those coun whence large 


quantities of necessary and unnecessary commodities had been imported. 
Had any general system of imposts been adopted of this money 
migbt have been retained and some pari of the public debt discharged; but 
the power of Congress did notextend to this object; and the States were not 
united in theexpediency of delegating new and sufficient powers to that body. 
The partial imposts } by some of the States were ineffectual as long as 
others found their interests in omitting them. 

These historical references, Mr. President, give some idea of 
the condition of our country during that period when there was 
no constitut power in the Congress to regulate commerce 
with foreign nations and among the several States, and it is to 
such a condition our country and its people will be driven, 
if the fearful heresy that there is noconstitutional power in the 
Congress of this new nation to regulate commerce with foreign 
nations by imposing restrictive and even prohibitory custom 
duties should ever find substantial expression on the statute 
books of our > 

The distinguished chairman of the Committee on Finance, in 
his elaborate and eloquent speech delivered in the Senate in the 
openingof this debate on the 2d instant, alluded to Thomas Jef- 
ferson and eulogized what he constrved to be his doctrines upon 
the subject of the tariff. I fear the disti ed chairman of 
the Committee on Finance, notwit his great learni 
and ionce, has studied in vain the history of the life an 
works of Thomas Jefferson, and I in this connection to at- 
tract his attention to some of the of Mr. Jefferson, 
made by him more than two years before he penned the im- 


mortal tion of Inde mee. He said: 

‘That to heighten still the idea of parliamentary justice, and to show with 
what moderation are likely to exercise power where themselves are to 
feel no of its we we take leave to to His 


mention 

other acts of the Bri Parliament by which we were 
facturing for our own use the articles we raise on our own lands 
own labor. Py em ey et ey yy 
King George LI, an American subject is 
of the fur which he has taken, perhaps, on his own 
m to which no parallel can be produced in the most arbitrary ages of 


By one other act, passed in the twenty-third year of the same reign, the 
iron which we make we are forbidden to manufacture; and heavy as that 
article is, and necessary in branch of husbandry besides commission 
and insurance, we are to pay ht for it tc Great Britain, and freight for 

machines, in the 


| 
| 


beck Gpeee. Se a perpesas supporting, not men, ow 
Subsequently to this, after the fierce trials of the ple un- 
der the government of the Confederation and while ent 


of the United States, he on more than ene oceasion gave pu 

expression, as did Washington, Madison, Monroe, and 

ton, to the doctrine of the tutional power u the part of 

Congress to regulate commerce by invoking the taxing e. 
the McKinley bill was under in Sen- 

ate I had the honor, on August 19, 1890, to discuss this question. 
directly upon this phase of the subject, I desire to quote 

from what I then said. 


Fsut not the least conclusive argument in favor of the construction now 
for the en  aecteen Clans oe 


fact that f the first t 
mioption of tke Coastivution wasn tari nck bane eee 
founded on the tines of protection to American 

labor. It was in the discussion of eat till tm tine makiomal Siemon ar 
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a+ ga in 1789 that Representative Fisher Ames used these significant 
words: 

“T conceive, sir, that the present Constitution was dictated by commercial 
necessity more than by any other cause. The want of an official govern- 
ment to secure the manufacturing interest and to advance our commerce 
was long seen by men of judgment and pointed out by patriots solicitous to 
promote our welfare. "’ 

Scarcely had the present Government been inaugurated until the new 
Congress was flooded with petitions from all sections of the country pray- 
ing the enactment of tariff laws based upon the theory of protection. om 
among others these petitions came from the tradesmen, mechanics, and oth- 
ers of the town of Baltimore; from the mechanics, shipwrights, and labor- 
ers of the city of Charleston,in South Carolina; from the manufacturers 
and laboring classes of the city of New York, and from those of Boston, 
Providence, and other New England cities. 

These petitions felicitated Congress and the country on the fact that by the 
changefrom the Confederation to the Union a happy effect had been realized 
and a new era had dawned wherein the interests of the manufacturer, the 
laborer, the producer as well as the consumer in this country wereno longer 
im ed by being subject, in so far as protection against excessive rc 
tations and restrictive foreign trade laws were concerned, to the will of the 
Legislatures of the States respectively, but that all these sacred interests 
were now committed to the protecting care and guardianship of one sover- 
eign Legislature, the of the United States, possessed of the sole and 
exclusive power to levy duties on imports. 

It was in response to these resolutions and the universal wish of the lead- 
ing statesmen of the country that James Madison in the very morning of 
the new Union made the subject of tariff legislation on the lines of protec- 
tion the first and main c of consideration in the American Congress, and 
as other things, ie advocating this measure in 1789, Mr. Madison 
said: 


“The States that are most advanced in population, and ripe for manu- 
factures, ought to have their ticular interests attended to in some meas- 
ure. While these Statesre the power of making regulations of trade, 
they had the power to protect and cherish such institutions. By adopting 
the present Constitution they have thrown the exercise of this power into 
other hands; they must have done this with an expectation that those in- 
ee —_— - _ neglected here.” (See Gale & Seaton’s Debates, 0.58., 
volume 1, . 

A study of the historyof those times will show conclusively that all the 
great statesmen of that day, from Washington down, favored and approved 
the construction that Congress had the clear and undeniable power under 
the Constitution, and moreover that it was a solemn duty on the part of 

to enact such tariff legislation as would give reasonable and ade- 

uaie protection to the American manufacturer, artisan, laborer, and 

former” This view is strengthened by a reference to the great speech of Ru- 

fus Choate delivered in this body March 14, 1842, and from which I beg to 
quote as follows. He said: 

“And who in that assembly of men—many of whom sat in the convention 
which framed the Constitution, all of whom had partaken in the discussions 
which preceded its ad ed adoubt on the competence ot Con- 
gress to receive such petitions as these, and to t their prayer? ‘I con- 
ceive’ (said the most eloquent of the eloquent, . Ames), ‘I conceive. sir, 
that the present Constitution was dictated by commercial necessity more 
than any other cause. The want of an efficient government to secure the 
manufacturing interest and to advance our commerce was long seen by 
men of judgment, and out by patriots solicitous to promote our 

meral welfare.’ But I have more to say before I have done on the proceed- 
Congress, and leave them for the sent. In the meanwhile, I 
{to you that the proof is complete that the people who adopted the 
OConstitation universally, and without a doubt, believed that it embodied 
this power. It was for that they received it with one wide acclaim, with 
tears of exultation, with ceremonies of auspicious significance, befitt 
the dawn of our age of pacific and industrial . Even those who feare 
pee oe pegeepe te eoomes pores, thought they saw the States 

to its center and absorbed by its rays, did not fear this power. 
if, after all, the people were deluded into this be- 
and tic tion of our fathers which 


a 


nary men 
tal activity, and yet of great morality, so on, 
liarly favorable to the task, trained thus to the work of constructing a new 
government, I wonder if such a generation were decieved after all. 
“T wonder if it was not living water, that which they supposed they saw 
gushing from the rock, and sparkling and swelling at their feet, but only a 
usive struck enchantment. 


imitation, oe 0, 
sir; no man who believes that people of this were fit to govern 
themselves—fit to frame a constitution, fit to judge = fit to a ter 
it—no such man can say that the belief, the popular be in 1789, of the ex- 
a , under the circumstances, is not absolutely conclusive 


eee, en te this, how do you deal with the fact that all the 
framers of Constitution themselves, as well as er man alive 


in'1789, and the entire intelligence of the country, supposed they had inserted 


this in it? 

“Did not those who made it know what had done? Consid their 
eminent character, their civil their much 
study, yet more experience of arduous p affairs for the task; their 
hensagh acqueintence with the sys and 
with the public mind and opinions of the ; the long, patient, and tary 
se er aaduhae San detention 12°40 the view of "you nd 
therm ini to 
ise aot the wanadendentalings ot wabeliet to gant’ "po wo reall tata wo 
are = own now better than they the day 
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referring to these petitions in his great 5 h at Albany, August 27, 1844, 
and to the construction placed upon them by the statesmen of that day ani 
the credit, moreover, accorded them in view of the changed powers oi Con- 
gress in virtue of the clause in the new Constitution, used these memorable 
words, plainly indicating his views as to the powers and duties of Congress 
in reference tv this important subject. He said: 

“Now, IL ask you again, how were these petitions for protection treated? 
Did Congress deny its wer? Did it say that it could not possibly give 
them this protection uniess it should happen to be incidental? Did it say 
we have only a revenue power in _— to this matter? Thatis, we have 
the clearand undoubted power to takeso much money out of your pockets 
and apply it to our own purposes, but God forbid that, in doing so, we should 
do you any good at thesame time. Were these petitioners told that they 
must take care of themselves; that these were days of free trade and every- 
body must have @ right to trade on equal terms with everybody else? Far, 
far from it. 

“In regard to the subject of these potitions, we all know that the very first 
Congress secured to the navigation of the United States that which has 
been from that time to this the great foundation, not only of preference, 
but of monopoly—the whoie coasting trade of the Union; the ship- 
wrichts of Americaenjoy that monopoly to the presentday, and I hope they 
will enjoy it forever. Look atthe coasting trade of the United States, so 
vastinitsextent. Itis entirely confined to an ng. * * * But 
how did Congress treat these petitions from the cities of New York and Bal- 
timore to extend protection to the mechanic arts? It granted them. It 
yieldedit. And excepta formal act for taking the oaths, the very first act 
passed by Congress was to secure the coasting trade and protect the me- 
chanic arts by discriminating duties, and thus carry out the clear, and, ac- 
oar to historical testimony, the most manifesi object of the Constitu- 
tion.” 

But hear what that great Democrat, Andrew Jackson, had to say on this im- 
— — In his second annual message to Congress (December 7, 

830) he said: 

“The power to impose duties on imports originally belonged to the several 
States. The right to adjust those duties with a view to the encouragement 
of domestic branches of industry is so completely identical with that power 
that it is difficult to suppose the existenceof the one without the other. The 
States have delegated their whole authority over imports to the General 
Government, without limitation or restriction, saving the very inconsider- 
able reservation relating to their inspection laws. 

“This authority having thus entirely passed from the States, the right to 
exercise it for the purpose Se does not exist in them, and conse- 

uently if it be not posses: by the General Government it must be ex- 

ct. Our tical system would thus present the anomaly of a people 
stripped of the right to fostertheir own ‘nlustey and to counteract the most 


selfish and destructive —— which might be adopted by foreign nations. 
This surely can not be the case; this in: bie ey thus surrendered 
by the States, mustpde within the seope of the authority on the subject ex- 
pressly dele to eSB. 


“In this conclusion I am confirmed as well by the opinions of Presideuts 
Washington, Jefferson, Madison, and Monroe, who have each repeatedly 
recommended the exercise of this right under the Constitution, as by the 
uniform practice of Congress, the continued acquiescence of the States, and 
the goneral understanding of the 2.” 

wous, as itis ali one way. 
the public declarations, not only 
of the founders of the Government, but also of the expounders of the Con- 
stitution, including those of every statesman of this country worthy of the 


name during the eS oe ee oe vern- 
ment, we find the distinguished and junior Senator from Indiana 


Mr. TURPIS}, ia his Speech ofa few d since, characteriz: 
ot 3 co Commmites’s ituiation of the ae 
as a gilded cenotaph, the sepulchral abode of all the respect, tra- 


marking 
ditional regard, and reverence which, according to the @ shed Sena- 
tor, had inthe first century of the Republic been paid to the law of the people. 
The distinguished Senator is mistaken. The cenotaph to which he s0 
eloquently points Goes not mark the burial-place of the princi 


of the 
founders and builders of the Republic on this great question. . thank 
God, still live and will continue to survive, commanding the tra- 
ditional regard, and reverence accorded them, and the f law 


from which they are evolved by the statesmen of earlier days; but ff the 
and di on the monument which shall shadow their tom 


ever do 
shall and entombed by the free-trade, tariff-for- 
tinkers of modern Democracy!’ 
Notwithstanding this wealth of evidence by the founders of 
and to which I have attracted attention; 
this “‘great of witnesses” from among the fl? 
. Eye patency : ——— 
3 vindicating and securely estab! very 
cy t to be enforced and =" dis- 
and eloquent colleague, senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
pe Bat ow spokesman of his e 
of free from the sycamore-lined shores of the Wabash, in his t 
speech a few days since proclaimed in his table, captivating, and 
manner that ‘‘the bill underconsideration istheresuit of a system 
ot ve evil—the of a long-continued evolution in unjust 


taxation,” a bill eo pringing ma stock whose life-germ is vicions, 
whose sap and vitality are imbued with a venom fatalto liberty andequality, 
the bold culmination, the climax of a series of oppressive enactments, * * * 
a financial monster” with “claws with which to tear the fruits of 
labor from the farmer with “teeth with which to rend and crush his 
substance ’—a measure, according to the @ ed Senator, whose au- 
: Nw a oe Ey as ee a of = a 
who are sometimes e colors of chivalry, an os apering 
ek keseremeet, while Ser eee preyed Ae the opulent and the 
endowed,” but who are, in the of senior Senator from 


ee ene this country, who do not belong 
to so ee ee ee 


voice, bill, as it 
ouse and as modified by the Senate scnandined. sais watbeetnn 
avalanche of invective which literally saturated the speech of the Senator 
from Indiana, Sen eee eo eee lower depths than ever 
that he we 3 botton teed, te tae ubtonce ofcansertal 
paren *to bottom of the sea.” the absence 

argument or 
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Theforegoing is in all respects applicable to the speech of the 
distinguished Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] made in 
opening this debate, in which denunciation and invective con- 
stituted so prominent a part. 


THE OPERATION AND EFFECT OF A TARIFF FOR REVENUE ONLY. 


What is a tariff for revenue as distinguished froma protective 
tariff? In the one case—that of a tariff for revenue—the legis- 
lator has butone purpose in view—that is, to raise revonue—and 
he intends that his law shall have but that one function and ef- 
fect, namely, to raise revenue. Now, this being so, he will in- 
evitably, if he is honest, if he means that his law shall be one 
fer revenue only and not for protection, either incidental or 
otherwise, place his duty in such a way as to produce the great 
est possible amount of revenue from the least possible rate of 
duty. Thisis the cpurse he must inevitably and invariably pur- 
sueif he wish tocarry out the policy of a tariff for revenue only. 

This being so, on what articles must he necessarily place his 
duty, and whatarticles must he place on the free list? Must the 
duty, in order to carry out his policy, be placed on those articles 
the like of which we can and do produce in this country, or on 
those articles the likeof which we do not or can not produce in 
thiscountry? Mostassuredly onthe latter. Consequently, by a 
revenue tariff we mean a tariff which imposes a tax on those arti- 
cles of foreign production the like of which we do not produce 
in this country, or not at least in sufficient quantities to meet 
our demand,such as tea, coffee, sugar, and the like, while all 
those foreign products the like of which we do produce in this 
country shall be permitted to come in free and enter into competi- 
tion with our home products and our home producers. This is 
the Democratic theory of a tariff for revenue only, and under 
such a theory it is true that the consumer pays the tax. 

We hear very muchabowt the tariff being a tax and that the con- 
sumeriscompelled topay thattax. This is true, Mr. President, al- 
ways true ina Democratic tariff, or a tarifffor revenue only, but 
only very seldom is it true and when true, then for only a brief 
period of time, under a tariff imposed in pursuance of a protective 
policy. All those products, therefore, which come into competi- 
tion with our home products having been placed on the free list in 
pursuance of this Democratic theory of a tariff for revenue only, 
which necessarily requires that the duty shall be impressed on 
these fereign articles the likeof which we do not produce here, 
what must necessarily be the result? Simply this: Our country 
will be flooded with every conceivable form of foreiyrn product, an | 
while the cost of some of these articles may and doubtless would 
for a brief time be cheapened to the consumer, it would only be for 
a very brief period and the American producer in most cases 
would be driven tothe wall; home capital would be withdrawn 
from the various industries; manufactories, mills, and machine 
shops would be closed; furnaces would grow cold; fires would go 
out; laborers would loseemployment by the thousand; wages would 
godown to those fortunate enough to retain employment; and the 
agriculturist, the growers of wheat, barley, oats, hops, prunes, 
potatoes, and the ucers of other agricultural products, be 
compelled tocompete with the unreasonable importations of these 
articles from foreign countries. And what wouldfollow? The 
foreign importer by theseexcessive importations, having crushed 
outor driven to the wall the American producer and strangled 
American industries, would at once control the American market 
and as a necessary result, the necessariesof life wouldadvance 
all along the line and the American consumer would suffer. 

And not only so. But as a further consequence of such a 
poliey, the money paid out by the American consumer under 
such a policy, instead of going into the pockets of the wage- 
workers of our country, instead of going into the pockets of our 
farmers and our manufacturers, would go into the pockets of 
the foreign importer to enrich him and aid him in his indus- 
trial warfare on American industries; and, more than all this, 
eur country will be drained of its specie to pay the balance of 
trade against us; circulating medium will be contracted, prices 
of farm products will be depreciated; wages will fall, and poverty 
and distress will overwhelm the people. 


CHANGE FROM SPECIFIC TO 'AD VALOREM DUTIES. 


If there were no other reason why the pending bill should re- 
ceive the disapprobation of Congress and the condemnation of 


the American le, the fact that it proposes to change the 
manner of levying customs duties from specific to ad valorem 
rates should be sufficient. The existing tariff law, as does every 


sensible law upon that subject, impresses its tariff in all cases 
wherein it is practicable by specific rates on specific quantities 


or ; that is,so much oneach pound, each ton, each bushel, 
each , or other —_ quantity or thing. 
This principle which has received the sanction of the ablest 


minds and best informed men of all political parties in this 
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country, the present bill proposes to set aside and ignore and in 
its lieu levies ad valorem rates, or rates according to the value 
of the article imported—at the point of purchase in the foreign 
country, this value of course to be ascertained as best = can 
by the custom-house officials. Now, the numberof yardsofsilk in 
a web, the number of bushels of coal in a bin, of potatoes or wheat 
in aship, the numberof poundsof any given quantity of merchan- 
dise usually sold by the pound, are all matters comparatively easy 
, of ascertainment; whereas the market value or the price paid 
for any of these thingsina distant foreign market may be and al- 
most invariably is most difficult of determination. 

This, therefore, is a departure in principle in favor of a sys- 
tem which it may be said without fear of successful contradiction 
has been almost universally condemned in the past by those best 
qualified to speak on the subject, and by none more severely or 
mnaperiney than many of the great leaders of the Democratic 

arty. 

" The system of ad valorem rates is one not only pregnant with 
temptation, but full of opportunities to the importer and foreign 
seller. It opens the door to Perjury and invites all manner of 
fraudulentdevices. It makes it possible for the importer, through 
fraudulent and doctored invoices, to evade the law and thusstrike 
down whatever of protection to home industry and home labor, 
if any, is guaranteed by the law, and at the same time defraud the 
Governmentof the revenue properly due it under the law. And 
more than all this, it leads to interminable controversies and 
hearings before customs officials and in the Departments and 
endless litigation in the judicialcourts. It will tend, moreover, 
to transfer the importing business from honest American im- 
porters to dishonest foreign importers. 

I submit, Mr. President, the distinguished author of this bill 
is wide of the mark when, in his report in advocacy of the ad 
valorem system, he makes this declaration: 


Specific duties lead to greater frauds in administration, for counting and 
wees Co the custom-house are done by the cheapest and most easily cor- 
rup abor. 


Aside from this unwarranted assault on those public servants 
who, instead of receiving $14 a day asamember of Congress, are 
compelled to labor in the various custom-houses of the country 
for less than one-third of that amount, and on an average for 
double the number of hours each ~~ the statement is untenable 
as an economic and business propos tion. 

in proposing this oe from specific to ad valorem rates the 
Democratic party arrays itself, as I believe, not only against the 
best interests of the Government and the people, but also goes 
back on its own established record and that of its greatest po- 
litical leaders in the past. 

It has been said here and elsewhere during this debate, and I 
believe the statement is not susceptible of successful contradic- 
tion, that every Secretary of the Treasury, from Hamilton to 
Manning, of whatever political party, who has spoken at all on 
the subject, has condemned the ad valorem system and given 
that of specific duties the preference. I shall not pause to col- 
late these severalstatements. I shall, however, place in deadly 
parallelism the statement of the House Committee in their re- 
port on this subject and the declarations of Mr. Manning, Sec- 
retary of the Treasury under Mr. Cleveland’s first Administra- 
tion. That report says: 


Under the tariff from 1846 to 1861 this system (ad valorem) was tried 
and found to be as successful inadministration as it was just in ciple. 


While Secretary Manning, in his report of December 7, 1885, 
in discussing this question, said: 


It is desirable that in revising and reducing rates of cue they should be 
made specific instead of ad valorem so far as the nature of the merchandise 
will admit. ti considered ad valorem a to specific 
duties, but in practice, under such rates as we have and must continue 
to have for years to come, the former are the too-easy source of decepzion 
and inequality at the custom house. Congress has it in its power to change 
from time to time, as may be advisable, specific rates, so as to meet any 
permanent change in values, 


One hears it often said that if our ad valorem rates did not exceed 25 per 
cent or 30 per cent, undervaluations and temptations to undervaluations 
would disa ; but the records of the t for 1817, 1840, and 1857 
do not uphold that conclusion. Whatever suceessful contrivances are in 
operation to-day to evade the revenue by false invoices, or by undervalua- 
ns, or by any other means, under an ad valorem system, will not cease 
even if the ad valorem rates shall have reduced. They are in- 
contestably, they are even notoriously, inherent a 


Either Secretary Manning, Mr. Cleveland’s first Secretary of 


the Treasury, and all his predecessors in office from the in- 
ning of the Government were wrong on this su or the policy 
of ad valorem rates, unless in cases where ic rates are 


Le can not be right. 
ior to 1833 specific duties had been the universal rule in levy- 
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ing customs duties there being only rare exceptions, as now under 
the McKinley act, where the product or article is of such a na- 
ture or character that it is impracticable to levy the specitic 
duty: and the adoption of the ad valorem system in 1833 was the 
result clearly not of deliberation and debate, but of a compro- 
mise without deliberation or debate. This clearly and graphic- 


ally appears from the pen of Thomas H. Benton in his work 
fey mo ears in the United States Senate, volume 2, chapter 52, 
as follows: 


AD VALOREM. 


The introduction of the universal ad valorem system in 1883 was opposed 
and deprecated by practical men at the time as one of those refined subtle- 
ties which, aiming at an ideal perfection, overlooks the experience of ages 
and disregards the warnings of reason. Specificduties had been the rule— 
ad valorems the exception—from the begiening of the collection of custom- 
house revenue. The specific duty was a question in the exact sciences, de- 
pending upon a mathematical solution by weight, count, or measure; the 
ad valorem presented a question to the fallible judgment of men, sure to be 
different at different places and subject,in addition to the fallibility of 
judgment, to the chances of ignorance, indifference, negligence, and corrup- 
tion. 

All this was urged against the act at the time, butin vain. It was a piece 
of legislation arranged out of doors—christened a compromise, which was 
to save the Union, brought into the House to be passed without alteration, 
and was so p defiance of all Judgment and reason by the aid of the 
votes of those—always a considerable percentum in every public body—to 
whom the name of compro: is an irresistible attraction; amiable men 
who would do no wrong of themselves, and without whom the designing 
could do but little wrong. Objections to this pernicious novelty (of univer- 
sal ad valorems) were in vain urged then; experience, with her enlight- 
ened voice, now came forward to plead against them. 

The act had been in force seven years; it hada iong and a fair trial, and 
that safest of all juries—time and e rience—now came forward to deliver 
their verdict. At this session (1839-'40) a message was sent to the House of 
Representatives by the President, covering reports from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, and from the Comptroller of the asury, with opinions from 
the late Attorneys-General of the United States (Messrs. Benjamin F. But- 
ler and Felix Grundy), and letters from the collector of the customs in all 
the principal Atlantic ports, all relating to the practical operation of the 
ad valorem system, and showing it to be unequal, uncertain, unsafe, diverse 
in its construction, injurious to the revenue, open to unfair practices, and 
greatly expensive from the number of persons required to execute it. 

The whole document may be profitably studied by all who deprecate un- 
wise and pernicious legislation; but a selection of a few of the cases of in- 
a operation which it presents will be sufficient to give an idea of the 
whoie. 

Three classes of are selected—silks, linens, and worsteds—all staple 
articles, and so well known as to be the least susceptible of diversity of 
pags and yet on which, in the aeeme of four years,a fraction over 

, 000,000 had been lost to the Treasury from diversity of construction between 
the Treasury officers and the judiciary, with the further prospective loss of 
one — and three-quarters in the ensuing three years if the act was not 
amended. 


at 44, states the annual ascertained loss during four 
he act on these classes of goods to be: In 1835, 356; 
aoe 162; in 1837, $463,090; im 1838, $428,237, making in the four years 
$2,362,845; and the Comptroller computes the annual prospective loss during 
the time the act may remain unaltered at $800,000. much for silks; now 
for linens. The same for the same four Lt eae te resents the annual 
loss on this article to be: In 1835, $370,785; in 1837, $303,241; in 1836, $516,988; in 
1 $226,375; mares Se sum of $1,411,389 on this article for the four years; 

ai a. ees sum of $400,000 for the future annual 


‘orsted goods for the same time, and on pene 4, the repos exhibits 
: In 1835, $409,329; in 1837, $209,391; 1836, $416,832; in 1838, 
$249,590; making & total of ascertained loss on this head in the brief space of 
ears amount to the sum of $1,285,142, with a computation of a pros’ 
tive loss of $500,00) per annum while the compromise act remains as it is. - 
Such were the losses from diversity of construction alone on three classes 


of goods in ort space of four years, and these classes staple goods, 
commen’ of a single ma’ When it came to articles of mixed ma 

the diversity worse. Custom-house officers ; Comptrollers 
and Treasurers cfoogreed, ena Courts were re- 
ferred to, and their decision o all. Many importers stood,suits, 
the courts and juries overruled all the officers appointed to collect revenue. 


The Government couia op!y collect what they are allowed. Often, after 
assessed, tue has brought his action and recovered a 
So that ad valorem system, beside its great ex- 
pense, its chance for diversity of opinions among the appraisers, and its 
gave rise to differences among the highest ad- 
ve and law officers of the Government, with resorts to courts of 
law, in nearly all which the United States was the loser.— Zhomas H. Benton, 
Thirty Years United State Senate, volume 2, chapter 52. 


Senator James Buchanan, afterwards President of the United 
States, and generally regarded, I believe, asadistinguished and 
very able Democrat, in a speech in this Senate, in discussing 
this question, said: 

to any uniform scale of ad valorem, but toany and 
whatever, except where from the nature of the article 


not possible to subject it toa 5, c duty. Our own severe 
t which we ought not soon 


to Our ad valorem system has produced great frauds upon the rev- 
enue, whilst it has driven the American merchant from the business 
of im and placed it almost exclusively in the hands of the agents of 


Subsequently, while President of the United States,in his sec- 
ond annual message, of December 6, 1858, Mr. Buchanan said: 


In deliberate judgment, specific duties are the best, if not the onl 
me La . and anaes invoices, and 


means of securing ue false fraud 
such has been the for this purpose by other commercial 
nations. Besides, aviopted fo would afford to the American manufac- 


turer theincidental advantages to which he is clearly entitled under a reve 
nue 











1894. 


And again in his fourth annual message, of December 3, 1860, 
President Buchanan said: 

It is now quite evident that the financial necessities of the Government 
will require a modification of the tariff during your present session for the 
purpose of increasing the revenue. Jn this aspect I desire te reiterate the rec- 
ommendation contained in my last two annual messages, in favor of imposing 
specific instead of ad valorem duties on all imported articles to which these can 
be properly applied. From long observation and experience I am convinced that 
specific duties are necessary both to protect the revenue and to secure our manu- 
Sacturing interests that amount of incidental encouragement which unavoidably 
resulis from a revenue tariff. 


Now, Mr. President, having made these general observations 
bearing upon the questions involved in the discussion of this 
great subject of such vital moment to the American people, | 
shall come to a consideration of some of the schedules in the 
pending bill and endeavor to show the disastrous effects the 
proposed changes in tariff rates will have on the industries 
affected and the general welfare and prosperity of the whole 
country. And what I shall have to say will relate in the first 
place and mainly to the agricultural schedule and to those prod- 
uets in the schedule in which the Pacific States and Territories 
are especially interested. And in this connection I make the 
bald statement, and challenge successful contradiction, that in 
no tariff bill heretofore enacted since the formation of the Gov- 
ernment have the agricultural interests of this country been so 
mercilessly and unwarrantably assailed as in the pending bill. 
I shall first speak of sheep and wool. 


SHEEP AND WOOL. 


This bill, in so far as it deals with the sheep and wool industry, 
is arbitrary, invidious, and unjust. It places this great indus- 
try on the sacrificial altar and offers its ashes as a sacrifice to 
the avarice of the foreign woolgrower and to some extent the 
greed of the Eastern manufacturer, and transfers finally by op- 
eration of law to their coffers the great bulk of the $500,000,000 
invested in it, and turns out of employment the 500,000 men em- 
ployed in carrying iton. A bill which vouchsafes protection to 
the manufacturerand refuses to extend it to those engaged in the 
sheep industry, which favors the foreign producer at the expense 
of the home producer, is one which discriminates unjustly, unnec- 
essarily, mercilessly, and cruelly against the agriculturist and 
in favor of the manufacturer, against the American and in favor 
of the foreigner. 

I would not by one jot or tittle detract from that just measure 
of protection which even to a much greater extent is their due 
than is accorded the woolen manufacturers by this bill, but I 
demand that the proper equilibrium, the just proportion, the fair 
ee be maintained between the two great industries, 
whether it be on the basis of free trade or a protective tariff. 
This is not the case when protection to the extent of 40 or 45 


per cent ad valorem is extended to the manufacturer, while no | 


protection whatever is accorded the agriculturist. In my advo- 
cacy for the maintenance of the existing tariff on wool, I am 

leading in behalf of an industry in which there are invested 
in this country the enormous sum of over 500,000,000. One- 
fiftieth part, or over $10,000,000 of this amount is invested in 
the State of Oregon, which I have the honor in part of repre- 
senting on this floor. 

No State in the Union has in proportion to its population so 
much money invested in this industry. It amounts to the sum 
of over $31 to each man, woman, and child in the State. The 
people of Oregon own 2,456,077 head of sheep, or an average of 
over 7? head to each man, woman, and child in the State. And 
so fine are our flocks we clip each year about 15,000,000 pounds 
of wool, or over 48 pounds per capita of the population of the 
State. And yet we are asked to support a bill which can not 
mean anvthing else than the absolute destruction within a very 
short time of this great industry. 

Our 2,456,000 head of sheep were worth in 1892, under the fos- 
tering infiuence of the McKinley act, the sum of $6,150,000, or an 
average of $2.50 per head. They are to-day, under the threat- 
ening and death-dealing influence of the Democratic policy and 
the imminence of the destructive influence of the Wilson bill, 
worth less perhaps than $2,000,000. And enact this bill intolaw 
and the death rattle already heard in the throat of the sheep in- 
dustry of the States of the Pacific coast and of this country will 
be emphasized by its absolute annihilation. 

The wool product of Oregon in 1892, averaging about 15 cents 
per pound, aggregated about $2,578,800, while in 1893, averaging 
not over 7 cents, it aggregated less considerably than one-half 
of that amount. 

In this connection I submit from the pen of Hon. W. W. Ba- 
ker, editor of the North Pacific Rural Spirit, published at 
Portland, Oregon, and one of the most thoroughly informed men 
on the subject of the sheep industry on the Pacific coast, of date 
January 11, 1894, the following: 


XX VI——234 
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Cregon, Washington, Idaho, Utah, and that portion of Montana lying west 
of the Rocky Mountains own sheep as follows: 











a cleat ecb llcs Reels celal ask I anes wens 2, 456, 077 
I  .. . . ... «us naieeligeilin usin aia annaentoie a iubeuteienedinawe eon 1t7, 577 
CT EAS iecinisiastiade thai iadiatae ee cles iaeataeaedia dea ener 872, 85 
Se ek 7M, 267 
SRT TR. REE SB 0 2. RLS ASE TAT 500, 000 

a a 6, 710, 746 
These sheep were worth at end of 1892 ..............-.......----- eee #13, 421, 492 


6, 710, 746 


6, 710, 746 


Allowing that our sheep will average 7 pounds, they would yield 43,475,222 
pounds. 


At 15 cents (as in 1802), it was Worth __......... 2-2... -...-.-. eee 1, 283 
At7} cents (as in 1893), it is now worth._... 0, 642 
ES 3 280 64l 
I 20a tS te 2 6, 710, 740 
i rer nen 3, 260, G4 
Total loss on both sheep and wool ; ii atina addi alee 9, 971, 411 


There are 45,000,000 sheep in the ;United 
pounds. 


States; wool yield, 315,000,000 


45,000,000 sheep in 1892 were worth __-- . 890, 000, 000 
ene ee Be Ie I ok ood a0 es nwa cece cnpeécncenues 45, 009, 000 
Ries, ts a ties tatinunta x cabiintwedewnts ddanewdacasouns $5, 000, 000 
315,000,000 pounds of Wool in 1892 was worth....-.. 17, 259, 000 
315,000,000 pounds wool is now Worth................-.......-...-.-- 23, 625, 000 
Loss in wool 23, 625, 000 


Total loss on both sheep and wool _....-....-- 68, 625, 000 


How long will the sheep and wool industry of the country stand this? 


I also attract attention to the following petition to Congress 
numerously signed by the woolgrowers, merchants, and busi- 
ness men of the North Pacific, regardless of party: 


We, your petitioners, woolgrowers, merchants, and business men of the 
North Pacific, regardless of party, would respectfully represent as follows: 

As a result of the general belief that wool wiil be put upon the free list, 
its price has fallen within the last twelve months from 15 cents to 6 cents 
ed pound, and the value of our sheep from #%.50 to $1 per head. Undera 

ree schedule foreign wools of a character competing with those grown in 

this section can be laid down in Boston to-day for 30 cents per scoured 

und. 
nowier 70 per cent for shrinkage, our wools in the same market would 
be worth 9 cents per pound in the grease; and, deducting freight, scouring, 
and marketing charges, will leave to the grower a net value of 5 cents per 
pound—at least 5 cents a pound below the cost of the most economical pro 
duction. Itis our belief that if wool is placed on the free List there will be 
no advance in the values above submitted. 

Woolgrowing is one of the most prominent industries west of the Rocky 
Mountains, and the continuance of the present range of values for our main 
product, which may be fairly looked for under free wool, will bring ruin to 
the sheep industry of the North Pacific and widespread loss and disasier to 
the mercantile and other interests dependent upon its prosperity. There 
are thousandsof peoplein the North Pacific almost directly dependent upon 
the wool interests. With free wool one-half of these people would be obliged 
to seek a living and occupation elsewhere. 


I also call attention to the following copy of resolutions of the 
North Pacific Sheep Breeders and Woolgrowers’ Association, 
January 16, 1894. These were prepared, doubless, by Hon. John 
Minto, president of the North Pacific Sheep Breeders and Wool- 
growers’ Association, a gentleman thoroughly conversant with 
the great subject and long connected with the Department of 
Agriculture as statistician: 


Whereas the bill submitted by the majority of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee of Congress, changing the duties on imports, places upon the free 
list wool, coal, iron, ore, lumber, and other so-called raw material, while 
leaving, subject to reduced duties, most products of manufactures, is a mani- 
festly unjust discrimination against the labor products which are the basis 
of manufacturing enterprises and places their producers in open competi- 
tion with foreign labor; and 

Whereas the effect of such unjust discrimination against raw matertals as 
are basic in the relation to industries forming the finished products of com- 
merce is an injury to the whole superstructure of national industries, from 
the apprehension of which the present calamitous business depression 
largely originated and continues to diminish the reward of labor or to dis- 
pense with its employment altogether, thus sowing the land with anxiety, 
Want, and distress; and 

Whereas woo} production, which has beenin a manner singled out by Pres- 
ident Cleveland and his coworkers as one basic product upon which to try 
the effect of their scholastic theories of free trade, is an occupation engag- 
ing the capital and labor of more than 1,000,000 of American farmers and 
about 100, woolgrowers west of the Mississippi River as a special pursuit, 
producing 200,000, pounds of fleece wooland employing some 50,000 herds- 
men, Whose avocation as wagemen deserve and should receive as full prote- 
tion under the law as any other occupation whatever; and 

Whereas to place this industry of wool-vroduction on the arid plains and 
mountains ofour country in free competition in our own market with foreign 
producers on the more favored plains of South America or the government- 
aided woolgrowers of the perennial pastures of Australia is to surrender a 
great national industry to a destructive competition: Therefore, be it 

Resolved, That we, the members and friends, without regard to party, of 
the North Pacific Sheep Breeders and Woolgrowers’ Association, denounce 
the proposition to place wool on the free list as unjust in itself, and an un- 
wise and unpatriotic attempt to surrender a national policy which has been 
maintained through a period of seventy years under Democratic. Whig, 
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and Republican Administrations, always with greatest effect on the general 
welfare when wost completely protected by law. 

Resolved, That we join our fellow-citizens, the hundreds of thousands of 
textile workers of the Atlantic States, the Nat Woolen Manufacturers’ 
Association, and the National Woolgrowers’ tion, of the middle 
West, and woolgrowers, dealers, and manufacturers, of the Pacific Slope, in 
protest and remonstrance against the passage of & measure the apprehen- 
sion of which has already decreased the value of the trade of textiles 41 per 
cent during the last half of 1893, as compared with that of 1892, indicating a 
decrease of values in the nation at large of billions of dollars. 

Hesolved, That the immense loss already inflicted by the apprehension of 
changes in our tariff laws threatened by the pene ministration, supple- 
mented as they are bya atiy diminished foreign trade, so seriously dimin- 
ishing receipts into the United States Treasury, to the great embarrassment 
of the Government, justifies the apprehension that the effect of the Wilson 
bill, if passed, will surrender to foreign competition fully one-third the labor 
and business interests of the nation, affecting all industries, from the coal 
mines in the lowest levels to the shepherd on the highest mountains, from 
the poorest day laborer to the richest railroad owner, and fully justifies the 
——— caution of the foreign importers as well as the American manufac- 

r; ; 


anc further 
Resolved, That should this bill, as reported, pass ainst the protests of 


hundreds of thousands of citizens, we ask the aid of our Representatives 
and Senators in Congress to add to it an amendment, or proviso, making it 
the subject of a national referendum vote, and not to take effect sooner than 
six months after it has been established as a law by a majority of the 
poems. The uncertainty of the meaning of the people as expressed at the 
ast national election, and the serious ae from a policy as old as this 
Government, demands deliberate action from the people. 

Resolved, That the president and secretary of this association be requested 
to forward a copy of the foregoing resolutions to our Representatives and 
Senators, and urge upon them to do all in their power against the passage 
of the unjust Wilson bill. 


JOHN MINTO, 
President of North Pacific Sheep-Breeders 
and Woolgrowers’ Association. 


JANUARY 16, 1804. 


Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator allow an interruption? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. I know that neither the Senator nor his con- 
stituents would willingly do an injustice to the woolen manufac- 
turers of this country. I wish to say, and have it go in the 
Senator’s speech, that there is not one woolen manufacturer in 
fifty in the United States who has asked of this Co ss that 
wool shall be put on the free list. Out of all the woolen manu- 
facturers in. , and there are a great many there, there was 
oniy ope who asked for free raw material in wool; and this bill 
has d ted him so that he is no longer in favor of free raw 


Then again, the Senator’sconstituentsshould be informed that 
there was not a member of the House of Representatives who 
represented the woolen manufacturing industries who voted for 
free wool. And another thing theyshould know. IntheSenate 
there isnot aSenator representing woolen manufacturing indus- 
tries who under any circumstances will vote for free wool. On 
the contrary, they recognize the duty of ress to protect the 
sheep-raisers and the woolgrowers just exactly as it protects the 
woolen manu acturers. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I am entirely aware of the en- 
tire accuracy of the statement of the Senator from Maine. Iam 
ore well informed upon that subject. I know that a most 
esa erable portion, if any, of the woolen manufacturers of 
the East desire or have asked for free wool. They need orn | 
have not asked for it; on the contrary, they have protes 
against it, and only a very small malmaetio of the wool manufac- 
turers of the East have advocated free wool. The great bulk of 
those engaged in that great industry in the East are too wise, 
too thoroughly informed as to what the ultimate effect of free 
wool would be, not only on the wool industry in respect of its 
production as an agricultural product is concerned, but on their 
own manufacturing interests, to desirefree wool in this country. 
I stated, I think before eae from Maine came into the 
Chamber, that in so far as this bill is concerned it does not, in 
my judgment, give the woolen manufacturers that protection it 


should give them. What I did say was that there should be a 
fair deal all around. 
Mr.GRAY. That is the protection doctrine—‘“‘a fair deal all 


around.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Yes, a fair deal all around. 
that isthe protection doctrine. A fair deal to Ameri- 
can acumen oe cae and not an unfair deal to all, 
as e ' 

r.GRAY. That is it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. A fair deal all around for the 
benefit of the great industries of this country. We certainly 
do not want an unfair deal, and this bill will result, if it ever 
a law, in a most unfair deal. 

Mr.GRAY. I merely want to thank the Senator from Ore- 
Ss that phrase. it characterizes the whole protection 


me. 
Mr. FRYE. When the Senator makes a speech of that sort 
he ought to make it from his own the Democratic side, and 
not from this side of the Chamber. ter.] 


Fe atin haul a 
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Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. We shall see a little later on as 
to how fair a deal is the pending bill. 

When interrupted I was about to call attention to the sheep 
industry in the State of California. That will be discussed, 
however, more fully doubtless by the Senators from that State. 

The State of California has grazing within her borders more 
than 4,500,000 head of merino sheep, which, had the price of 
wool not gone down under the approaching certainty of the re- 
moval of all duty on foreign wool by the incoming Democratic 
Administration, would have produced not less than 35,000,000 
pounds of wool as against 175,000 pounds of wool, that being the 

tal product of that State forty yearsago. The total product 
in California in 1892 was 35,802,930 pounds, which sold in the 
San Francisco market for from 9 to 16 cents, according to qual- 
ity, and at an average of 12} cents, and netting about $5,000,000. 

In this great industry of that State alone was invested some 
$75,000,000, giving employment to over 80,000 people. But owing 
to this ruinous reduction in the price of wool, coupled with 
the stringency in the money market, we are told hundreds 
and even thousands of woolgrowers in that State were unable 
to shear their fall clip in 1893, as no advances for that or 
any other purpose could be had on wool. The price for last fall 
had gone down from 9 to 16 to 3} to 8 cents per pound, and from 
an average of 12} to 5t cents per pound. . 

Hon. Thomas McConnell, of Elk Grove, Sacramento County, 
Cal., one of the most prominent woolgrowers on the Pacific 
coast, with an experience there of over thirty-seven years, ina 
recent communication on the subject says: 


one ae in the past year on wool has been full 40 per cent below the 
Ces 0 

The destruction and the annihilation of woolgrowing in California will be 
completed when wool is put upon the free list as proposed by the so-called 
Wilson tariff bill, now in Ss. 

I voice the opinion of at least nineteen-twentieths of the woolgrowors, 
wool-dealers, and manufacturers of the Pacific coast. . 
Iam also familiar with the sheep business as carried on in the States of 
Nevada and Oregon. They have some free ranges, which is more than over- 
balanced by the ter expense incurred in me on the business. 
They have to pro more or less feed for winter, railroad freights and pro- 
visions are much higher, and also herders are paid $35 per month and board. 


In this connection I submit the following preamble and reso- 
lutions, pune. at the convention of woolgrowers, wool-dealers, 
and wool manufacturers, held in the city of Sacramento, State 
of California, January 10, last. This convention was presided 
over by Hon. Barclay Henley, a leading and influential Demo- 
crat of the State of California, and an ex-member of the National 
House of Representatives. 


Whereas 2 repens in the Congress of the United States to modify 
the existing laws to admit wool and dressed meats free of duty; and 
Whereas it is proposed to make sweeping reductions in the duties on 


woolen manufactures; and 
Ww thousand citizens of California are employed directly in 


hereas thirty ck 
the production and handling of wool and mutton sheep and in woolen man- 


ufacture 

Whereasthe State of California contains coqventuanaely 4,500,000 sheep, 
prod annually 35,000,000 pounds of wool, and heretofore has profitably 
supers ~ sheep ranges 10,000,009 acres of land otherwise waste and of 


onion in this industry an aggregate capital of $100,000,000 is invested in 

Whereas it is our judgment, after fullreview of all the circumstances and 
conditions, that the proposed tariff changes, if carried into effect, would in- 
evitably imply the destruction of the 
would wipes 


ee ee aia at waded, with e result of 
orens we believe that wo sho not the roducts of foreign 


and f tr compensation for that labor, 

in our own country their products; and 

Whereas the mere of the tariff s has prostrated 
scaled down the value of our property, and made alarm and 


now in the mar farmers 
WW iemeanin vated of dich we shane tam on Ge present time & ings 
the shearers have even 


eRe Sens 
to the Sepuating thenek eee ed eee ar en ns iy ety > Sg 
from 30 cent to 50 per cent below the prices that prevailed a year ago, 


States of the po: as to dressed 
meuts, manufactured woolens; that the tof the business 
element of this St ite, regardless of partisan affiliations, heartily favor re- 








1894. 


sentatives in Congress is to the interests of California; that to this duty 
they should subordinate partisan motives, and we call upon them in the 
name of the people of California to work and vote against the proposed 
changes in whatever form or whatever relationship they may appear. _ 

We protest against and denounce as false and absurd the claim, persist- 
ently urged by advocates of free trade in wool, that American wools can 
not be manufactured successfully and profitably into the form of clothing, 
exceptin combination with foreign wools; and we deny that the importa- 
tion of foreign Wools is essential or even desirableas a means of consuming 
our domestic wool product, there being no class of foreign wools imported 
into this country thatcan not be produced by the woolgrowersof the United 
States. 

We solemnly declare it tobe our profound conviction that the principle of 
rotection by tariff duties is essential to the independence and the com- 
ort of the American people, to the promotion of liberal and wholesome 

standards of living and of education, and to the fullness and stability of our 
national life, this being the only barrier that prevents American children 
from being reduced to the level of the poupes nations of the earth. 

The foregoing preamble and resolutions were passed at the convention of 
woolgrowers, Wool dealers, and wool manufacturers heid in this city Janu- 
ary 10, 1894. BARCLAY HENLEY, President. 
FRED. S. MOODY, Secretary 





INDIANA ON WOOL TARIFF. 


The nineteenth annual convention of the Indiana Woolgrow- 
ers’ Association, at Indianapolis, in January, denoun the 
Wilson bill ‘‘as unjust” because, as its resolution declares, it 
“discriminates against the ae interest, by placing on the 
free list twenty-nine of the finished products of the farm, which 
twenty-nine articles are now protected by fair and equitable 
duties; and also makes a large reduction in the duties now prop- 
erly assessed on twenty-one other finished products of the farm.” 

I quote the following from a communication recently received 
from Hon. Charles Hilton, of The Dalles, Oregon, a prominent 
business man, a wooldealer of Eastern Oregon: 

[It vrould be a terrible blow to Eastern Oregon should wool be placed on 
the free list. It would affect every branch of business in all of these eastern 
counties. Itis conceded it would rec::ce the business of these towns fully 
60 percent. It would be impossibie to farm the land where stock is now 
run. Itis not farm land, and the bunch grass that years ago furnished 
good cattle range has so overstocked that it has entirely disappeared 
and a small grass has taken its place which would not do for large stock, 
but upon which sheep thrive. 


In this connection I desire to attract attention to what a lead- 
ing citizen of Oregon, engaged in the business of woolen manu- 
facture at Salem, in that State, says. The writer of the letter 
is Squire Farrer, a prominent manufacturer of that city. His 
letter is dated January 2, 1894, and addressed to myself. After 
discussing at some length the Wilson bill and especially its 
probable effect on the woolen-manufacturing industry of the 
country, he says: : 

As one engaged with others in the manufacture of woolen goods in this 
city. Ican speak advisedly as to how President Cleveland's free wool policy 
is going to work. We are getting our wool, or as he calls it, “‘ raw material” 
at half what we did a year ago—tcents per as against 12 to 14 cents 
last year. But where are our former customers? A year ago we had orders 
booked for future delivery which insured us a year’s business. Now we 
have no orders ahead and no prospect of 
having to shut down and suspend opera 
son bill pass it is doubtful if one in ten of the manufacturing interests of all 
kinds west of the Rocky Mountains can live at all. The future business life 
of the producer and manufacturer of the United States will have to be saved. 
Ie at 7 the United States Senate in bringing about the defeat of 


In this connection I desire to attract especial attention to the 
following Senate miscellaneous documents, second sesssion, 
Fifty-third , all bearing upon this important question 
and exhibiting facts and arguments which tend overwhelmingly 
to show the inadvisability of the enactment of the pending Wil- 
son bill putting wool on the free list, namely, Senate Miscella- 
neous Documents Nos. 35, 77, and 124. 

In these several documents will be found the very able, elabo- 
rate, and conclusive arguments of Hon. William wrence, of 
Bellefontaine, Ohio, president of the National Woolgrowers’ 
Association and also president of the Ohio Woolgrowers’ Asso- 
ciation, in condemnation of the proposed free-wool proposition. 
To the facts, figures, arguments, and conclusions of these sev- 
eral executive ddtuments the attention of the Senate and the 


country is urgently and respectfully requested. 
should the wool-producers of this country be compelled 
to with the cheap labor, the cheap production, and the 


cheap rentsoftoreign countries? Why compel our people tocom- 
pete with this character of labor in South Aaaaetn where are 
produced over 460,000,000 pounds of wool annually? Why 
should we be called on to compete with the woolgrowers of Aus- 
tralia, where the sheep- lands cost little, if anything, 
more than a cent per acre, and where the output of soem annu- 
ally is over 600,00u meh ter wy Or with Russia, where labor is 

less than one-te it is in America, and where the annual 
of wool is over 350,000,000 pounds? Or why,I ask, should 
called upon to compete with Southern Africa, Turkey, 
Asia, where the price of labor in the matter of wool pro- 
uction is less than one-fifth that in America? 


rt 


Ba 
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jing any, and every ‘tof | 
indefinitely. Should the Wil- 


didk 


The recent reports from Australia, South Africa, and Russia 
show a great overproduction of wool, and a gradual decrease of 
the price of wool at the point of production even in those coun- 
tries. This being so, what may we not expect in regard to the 
reduction in price of American wool if we place wool on the free 
list, as proposed by the pending bill? Bearing upon the woo! 
industry in the State of Oregon, I submit with my remarks the 
following communication from the penof A. M. Kelsay, esq., a 
prominent citizen and woolgrower of Eastern Oregon, published 
recently in the Daily Chronicle at The Dalles, Oregon: 


Tas DALLES, OREc: 
Bditor Chronicle, Tha Dailes, Oregon: 

DeAR Sir: I beg leave, through your valuable paper, to offer some facts 
and figures for the benefit of all. but more especially our Democrat! ery 
men of Eastern Oregon. According to the latest statistics received from tho 
Department of Agriculture, at Washington, which has been corrected up to 
January 1, i894: 


Number of sheep in United States.........._. 
Average price January 1, 1893, 83.25................. ee 
Average price January 1, 1894 $1.98 ............. 


MN, February 27, 1304 


45, 048, 017 
. 8146, 406,055. 25 
$89, 186, 110. 00 


$57, 219, 945. 25 





Difference in value of sheep January 1, 1893 and 1894 


This is the increased value we were promised by Democratic speakers 
and newspapers before the election of Mr. Cleveland and the Democratic 
party. 


Let us examine the facts and figures as pertaining to our own State: The 
sheep and wool raisers of Oregon have lost, by depreciation in value, within 
the last year, accord to statistics above mentioned, in regard to number 
and value of sheep in this State, January 1, 1804, the following amounts 


2,529,759 sheep, average price January 1, 1893, $3.50 ._...__. --. $8,854, 142. 50 
2,529,759 sheep, average price January 1, 1894, 81.75 4, 483, 403. 00 


Difference in value of sheep..................... 
2, 210, 000. 00 
1, 190, 000. 00 


1, 020, 000. 60 
4,420, 759. 50 


5, 440, 739 


17,000,000 pounds wool, average price January 1, 1893, 13 cents _. 
17,000,000 pounds wool, average price January 1, 1804,7 cents 


ee en UID COUN WI oo in dn cemceeciatshencctssunes 
Difference in value of sheep __...................... . 


Total difference in value of sheep and wool a) 


This represents the loss in value to the State of Oregon, in this industry 
alone, aseveryone is aware who has any knowledge of the sheep business, 
that the money received from the saleof sheep and wool is not sent out to 
other countries, but is kept at home and put into circulation among our own 
people. There areseveral sheep men, with whom I am well acquainted, voted 
the Democratic ticket; they offered to wager any reasonabiesum that within 
twelve months after election, “if Mr.Cleveland was elected, both sheep and 
wool would advance in price and times would be better than ever before in 
Eastern Oregon.”’ Mr. Cleveland was elected, and the Democratic party 


successful in obtaining control of the Government. More than twelve 
months have rolled around. Now, how about the advance in the price of 
sheep and wool, and where does the increased prosperity and better times 


exist’ 
| ‘This can be answered by anyone, from the humble sheep-herder, who pur 
sues his lonely and solitary life in the mountains and on the deserts of Kast 
ern Oregon, to the shrewdest and most intelligent capitalist or bank presi- 
dent in our richest cities. They can all answer truthfully that it does not 
exist at all. The herder or laborer can answer intelligently from experi- 
ence of his t condition of lower wages and that of being poorer fed 
and cared for. The capitalist can answer with good reason, that under the 
present conditions of Democratic rule and policy, it is unwise and unsafe to 
to put his money any where except in the vaults of the banks, and not always 

e there; would submit to the loss of interest rather than risk losing the 
princi It seems 10 me that the voters of Oregon with their present sad 
experience and severe lessons now being taught them would vote to send to 
Congress such a man as Mr. ELtis and others, whom they know. by their 
past records, would defend and care for the interests of this State and es- 
pecially those of Bastern Oregon. 

Yours, respectfully, 


A. M. KELSAY. 


Also the following communication from a recent issue of the 
Times-Mountaineer, published at The Dalles, Oregon. 


FBEE TRADE AND WOOL. 


Mr. J. B. Cartwright, a son of Hon. C. M. Cartwright, the manager of the 
Baldwin Sheep and Land Com ,isinthe city. He says the company has 
about 20,000 head of sheep In Crook County. @ expense of shearing and 

lacing wool in the market in Eastern Oregon will be about 3 cents a pound, 

caiculates, not taking into consideration the herders’ wages, price of pas- 
turage, and other expet:ses necessary in caring for flocks. The cost of the 
sheep, capital invested, contingency of hard wimters and storage of fleeces 
in warehouses where sales are not made, must be added to this. Taking 
these matters into account, wool can not be placed on the market for less 
than 7 cents per pound, and this is not counting interest on investment, bu 
oa the bare expenses of running sheep in Eastern Oregon. 
these figures, itis nonsense for any one to con that sheep men 
in the inland empire can pasture their herds. shear their flocks. and sei! the 
fleeces as cheaply as the Australian or Argentine woolgrower, There is only 
one possible effect of free trade in wool, and that is, it will drive all capita 
now invested in that industry into other lines of business. Mr. Cartwright 
says the company has made all arrangements for the sheep industry, ana if 
they were forced to give up the business all the appointments wuld be sold 
atagreatloss. In the man ment of their flocks they have made careful 
estimates, and do not theorize in their figures, bat arrive at conclusions 
from many years of practical experience. 
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WILL FREE WOOL GIVE THE PEOPLE CHEAPER CLOTHING? 


Why is it—upon what theory, based upon what supposed pros- 
pective benefit tothe American people, or any considerable por- 
tion of them—that the Democratic party insists on placing 
wool on the free list? Whee good is to come to the people 
of this country, or any class of our people, by permitting foreign 
wool to come in free that will not merely justify, but which to the 
mind of the Democratic Administration seems to demand this 
wholesale legislative destruction of this great American agri- 
cultural industry—an industry representing an invested capital, 
as we have seen, of over $500,000,000, an industry in the carry- 
ing on of which there is expended annually among laboring men 
$85,000,000, including the services of the million flock masters, 
one which engages the attention, time, services, and business 
talent of over a million flock masters, the owners of 45,000,000 
head of sheep, with an output annually in wool, mutton, and 
pelts of over $110,000,000, an amount exceeding by more than 
a the total outputof the gold and silver mines of America 

or f 

This pending bill is professedly a revenue bill solely. Now, 
the theory of a purely revenue tariff is that the duty shall be so 
arranged as to produce the greatest possible amount of revenue 
from the least possible rate of duty. Now, then, we consume in 
this country annually a little over 600,000,000 pounds of wool; 
to be entirely accurate according to what seems to be the best 
statistical report for the past year, 611,989,851 pounds, while we 

roduce annually about 364,152,666 pounds. Our imports, there- 

ore, in raw wool were in 1893 175,636,042 pounds, and in woolen 
goods about 114,145,473 pounds, making our total imports about 
300,000,000 pounds. 

From the Democratic standpoint, therefore, of a tariff for 
revenue only, what an opportunit; there is presented of raising 
$36,000,000 of revenue, while at the same time protecting to a 
very greatextent this great American industry? The objection 
to imposing the duty is perhaps to be found in the fact that it 
will have a tendency to give this industry protection, and would 
therefore be violative of the tariff plank of the Democratic plat- 
form of 1892. But, no, the pending Wilson bill, pressed forward 
by the Democratic majority of the Finance Committee of the 
Senate and backed up e whole power of the Democratic 
Administration, casts aside this opportunity, makes wool free 
in the interest temporarily of 2,800 woolen manufacturers and 
in the iaterest of the flock owners of Australia, the Argentine 
Republic, and other foreign lands, and puts a tax of from 
$40,000,000 to $50,000,000 on sugar, which is a part of the daily 
meal of every man, woman, and child of our entire 70,000,000 of 

eople. 

: But, say our Democratic friends, by placing wool on the free 
list we cheapen the clothing of the masses of the people; and 
this seems to be the orindipal if not the sole reason assigned by 
our Democratic friends for placing wool on the free list. Now, 
ir it were to have this effect it would be a suggestion er of 
serious consideration in this connection; but it is respectfull 
submitted no greater economic fallacy was ever entertained, 
uttered, or sought to be maintained by either the most learned 
or the most visionary theorist. _ 

The whole history of the doctrine and the practical effect of 
the doctrine of protection afford conclusive answers to this 
heresy. And the very fact that all kinds of woolen clothing are 
to-day infinitely noe = this country than they were prior to 
the levying of the Mc ey tariff on wool in 1890 —_ in and 
of itself, to be a sufficient answer tothisargument. Butthe real 
answer is to be found in the logical economic deduction which 
inust inevitably follow and which invariably does follow in the 
wake of a policy which subordinates the great wool industry of 
this country to that of the foreign producersof wool, whether in 
a the Argentine Republic, the South Sea Islands, or 
elsewhere, 

Destroy practically the sheep industry of this country, as 
must inevitably be the case b sietion wool on the free list, and 
we are at once, or at least in a comparatively short space of 
time, placed at the mercy of the one of foreign wool. 
Then, instead of ow arin, | 300,000, poem of wool, as now, 
we would be compelled to import double that amount to meet 
our demand for consumption. 

Is it not apparent to every intelligent mind that so soon as 
this state of things is accomplished the price of foreign wool, 
even in the absence of the formation of a foreign trust, will be 
advanced to a figure lar beyond that now paid for American 
wool? And who, further, does not know or realize that then, 
there being no check of home production, the American market 
will be under the absolute control of the importers, of the few 
men who control the foreign flocks, and the result will be the 
formation of a great foreign wool trust by which the price of 
wool will be largely advanced, and then not only the American 
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manufacturer, but the mass of the American people who wear 
woolen clothes, will feel the fearful consequences of free trade 
in wool? 

But this is not all. This is onlya part of the dreadful results 
of such an economic policy. This large excess in wool imports 
would annually drain our country of more than $60,000,000 in 
gold for wool and woolen goods, and when this lamentable state of 
affairs in ourcommercial and economic relations shall be wrought 
out under the policy involved in the pending bill, while it will 
bear heavily on all classes throughout the whole country, it will 
be the people, the manufacturers, the producers as well as the 
consumers of that great section of our country between the 
Rocky Mountains and the Pacific Ocean who will suffer most. 
It will be a death blow to the woolen manufacturing industries 
of the Pacific coast. It will increase the price of woolen cloth- 
ing to our people. It wil] destroy and take from our people one 
source of cheap, nutritious food. It will destroy and break 
down various other industries of different kinds dependent on 
the sheep industry. It will drive from our State a large pro- 
portion of our population, and will bring distress and poverty 
to our people. 

The total estimated number of sheep in the world according 


_to the statistician of the Department of Agriculture is 534,848,- 


921. Of this number, acce:ding to this estimate, 47,273,563, or 
abount 9 per cent, are in the United States, while the total prod- 
uct of wool in the world is 2,456,773,000 pounds, and this about 
equals the world’s demand. If, then, we are not mistaken inthe 
belief that free wool will destroy that industry in this country, 
it follows so surely as night succeeds day that the destruc- 
tionof over one-eighth of the world’s product can not but increase 
the price of the remainder, and this increase goes, not to our own 
people, but to foreigners, and with this increase the price of 
every woolen garment would be advanced. 

In this connection L ask the privilege of inserting in my remarks 
the following circular issued by Justice, Bateman & Co., wool com- 
mission merchants of Philadelphia, issued March 4, 1894: 


{[Justice, Bateman & Co., wool ea merchants, 122 South Front 
street. 


PHILADELPHIA, March 1, 1894. 
WHY SHOULD WOOL BE FREL? 


No satisfactory reason can be given why wool should be exposed to the 
destructive influences of foreign competition. Itisa ene of our com- 
fortable existence, and no army without wool could successfully conduct its 
operations in time of war. Wool is as much a munition of war as any other 
material. If coal is not to be considered a raw material, there ismuch more 
reason why wool can not be so considered, as it takes a whole year for 
a sheep to produce its fleece, yet coal in one hour can be got ready for 


market. 

The element of labor in marketinga ton of wool exceeds many fold that 
which is expended in marketing a ton of coal, yet there seems to be much 
= chance for aduty upon coal than upon wool. If unfavorable legis- 

tion should close the coal mines of this country for a thousand years, the 
coal would stiJl remain there ready for use whenever the nation was once 
more permitted to resume its industrial activities. But when the fiocks of 
Seo as they are now doing, they can not be suddenly restored. 
If this industry is to anew, it l take many years to reach its pres- 
ent preqersene. and if the blow now aimed at the woolgrowing industry is 

t will cause its tical destruction. The ultimate result of t 
would be not only dependence upon fore countries for our wool supply 
but the loss to the nation of the value of the domestic clip, for, inste: ot 


distribu’ its cost woolgrowers at home, to be spent at home, it 
must be 2 to forelgners with the ultimate result of higher prices 
for cl y would be a decided loss to the whole nation without any 
co! gain. 


. GROW OUR WOOL AT HOME. 


The American sheep husbandry under adequate pronenen has twice made 

such rapid headway in the increase of flocks as to lead to the assurance that 

with the continuance of that tection we would soon produce the total 

by country. Sing she last twelve years of 
clip increased ! 


the American clip r cent, that increase 
being from 170,000,000 pounds in 1873 to over 340,000,000 pounds in 1884. If the 
duties lowered at the end of that period, it is fair to assume 
that the f increase would have contiuued, in which case we 
would have uced in 1895 over 650,000,000 pounds, whicb, including theraw 
manufactured goods, the total amount of 
wool . A-serious check to growth of the wool 
industry was given by the reduction of duties in 1883, but with the restora- 
a Se law in 1890, such an impetus 
was seven Gag Bag besa leer, Laem that clip again in ata 
rate. The increase was 310,000,000 pounds in 1891 to 360,000,000 in 
so that if the McKinley law had not been assaiied, it is fair to assume 

by the year 1900 we would ae bg ped junds. 

This e of every quality of wool 
raised in any other part of the world. There is no quality of foreign wool 
the equal of which can not be and has not been produced in America. The 
only reason why certain qualities which were formerly raised here ingreat 
abundance are now imported, is because they are prodused more cheaply in 


In this connection I desire to insert in my remarks the fol- 
lo table of statistics, prepared by the Bureau of Statistics, 
United States , Showing the wool produced in each 
State and Terri of the United States from 1840 te 1891, ag 
found in North’s Wool Book, and for years since: 











1894. 
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Wool produced in each State and Territory of the United States sor the years 1340 to 1891, as found in North's Woot Book, and Jor years since— Wool produced 


imported, exported, and retained for 


consumption in the United States, 1840-1891.* 


[Bureau of Statistics, United Sates Treasury. ] 











Year ending June 30— Production. | Imports. 
Pounds. Pounds. 
BOE. cn tncececescenee cc cccccccnseennccccces cece cece 35, 802, 114 9, 898, 740 
a 52, 516, 059 18, 695, 204 
WOOD... ccccncee no 0+ nee --2- nn en ne nce een eces ween cone 60, 264, 913 26, 282, 955 
iris winncvacsentsebesseténandeiukaonns 142. 000, 000 44, 420, 875 
Ee edgite owcccencenestawunsiesnsedineste 162, 000, 000 49, 230, 199 
oy os. ai sracdeenbopuammnmabdvncescah 160, 000, 000 68, 058, 028 
ee a. a a.5acdinmedveiapanebacaseunes 150, 000, 000 126, 507, 409 
Pid kkhe Heebbawane ccosdouddanaesstunwessensences 158, 000, 000 85, 496, 049 
Dl irctiht agirbedhdodeces cepansontccces aise Ouee 170, 000, 000 42, 939, 541 
Fenn dabetwoes ceveccccccenwenessccsecccceccuccesee 181, 000, 000 54, 901, 760 
This dak ebadeenbue dhnaeeetnats seteus essoeees ese 192, 000, 000 44, 642, 836 
a catia swan sith 200, 000, 000 42, 171, 192 
Dl cnceudetundecess dbubbensawasss ssen setereseowttye 208, 250, 000 48, 449, 079 
DRO vencdn cosecceedact cacecdedve es cocecocussceencces 211, 000, 000 39, 005, 155 
Wet cceqnecdntisqeseccovesunccecseccsesenqncupecein 232, 500, 000 128, 131, 747 
GE iicidigid ness ahd dada ccna veicseps cunsvecesonsnekneoal 240, 000, 000 55, 964, 236 
TERE... cncdencs cdwapnvins cocecémnctnasenenons+ceneene 272, 000, 000 67, 861, 744 
290, 000, 000 70, 575, 478 
300, 000, 000 78, 350, 051 
308, 000, 000 70, 596, 170 
302, 000, 000 129, 084, 958 
285, 000, 000 114, 038, 030 
269, 000, 000 113, 558, 753 
265, 000, 000 |, 126, 487,729 
276, 000, 000 105, 431, 285 
285, 000, 000 129, 303, 648 
333, 018, 405 134, 622, 366 
364, 156, 666 175, 636, 041 























— -———_----— ee erences — —- ——E 
Total pro- Exports. Retained for I 

duction and |——— oe home con- ports 
imports. Domestic. | Foreign. | Total. sumption. 
Pounds. Pounds. Pounds. Pounds. Pounds. Per cent. 
CE Diinncnecenses 85, 528 85, 528 45, 615, 826 | 21.7 
71, 252, 253 eT ears 35, 893 | Tl, 176, 355 26.3 
86, 547, 868 1, 055, 923 157, 064 1, 212, 972 85, 334, 896 | 30.4 
186, 420, 875 466, 182 679, 281 1, 145, 468 185, 274, 912 23.6 
211, 280, 199 152, 892 1, 710, 053 1,862,945 | 209, 367, 254 23.3 
228, 058, 028 25, 195 1, 305, 311 1, 330, 506 226, 727, 522 29.9 
276, 507, 409 140, 515 2, 343, 937 2, 484, 442 | 274, 022, 967 | 14.9 
243, 496, 049 75, 129 7, 040, 386 7,115, 515 236, 380, 534 | 35. 1 
212, 939, 541 319, 600 6, 816, 157 7, 135, 757 205, 808, 734 | 20.2 
235, 901, 760 178, 034 3, 567, 627 3, 745, 661 232, 156, 099 | 23.3 
236, 642, 836 104, 768 1, 518, 426 1, 623, 194 235, 019, 642 | 18.9 
242, 171, 192 79, 599 3, O88, 957 8, 168,556 | 239, 002, 636 | 17.4 
256, 699, 079 347, 854 5, 952, 221 6,300,075 | 250, 399, 004 18.9 
250, 00%, 155 60,784 | 4,104,616 | 4,165,400 | 245, 839! 755 15.6 
360, 631, 747 191,551 | 3,648,520] 3,840,071 356, 791, 676 35.5 
295, 964, 224 71,455 | 5, 507, 534 5, 578, 980 290, 385, 247 | 18.9 
899, 861, 744 116,179 | 3,831,836 3, 948, 615 $35, 913, 729 20.0 
360, 575, 478 64, 474 | 4, 010, 043 | 4,074, 517 | 356, 500, 961 | 19. 6 
878, 350, 651 10,393 | 2,304,701 2,315, 004 376, 035, 557 | 20.7 
378, 596, 170 88, 006 3, 115, 339 3, 203, 345 375, 392, 825 18.7 
431, 084, 958 146, 423 6, 534, 426 6, 680, 819 424, 404, 109 29.9 
399 038° 030 257,040} 6,728,202 | 6,966,232 | 392,051,798 | 29.1 
382, 558, 753 22, 164 4, 359, 731 4, 381, 895 378, 176, 858 29.7 
391, 487, 729 141, 576 3, 263, 004 8, 404, 670 SRS, 083, 059 $2.3 
381, 431, 285 231, 042 3, 288, 467 3,519, 509 377, 911, 776 | 27.6 
291, 922 30.2 


414, 303, 648 


2, 638, 123 


2, 930, 045 


411, 373, 603 | 
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*This table differs some from the figures given in the Treasury Department Wool Report, 1888, page 162, which states wool product as follows: 1860, 


100,102,387; 1880, 240,681,751 


Norgz.—The data of production furnished by Department of Agriculture from 1840 to 1891, inclusive. 


Also the following table showing the number and value of sheep 
inthe United States ineach yearfrom 1810 to 1892inclusive. This 
table is taken from the annual reports of the Commissioner of 
Agriculture: 


J er and value of sheep in the United States, 1810-1892—Number, average 
nae price, le value of sheep on farms in the United States. 


e Wool Book of 1892, by S. N. D. North, secretary of the National 
meee Association of Wool Manufacturers. } 7 





Pounds of wool grown. 





11867 to 1885, es- 






















timated by 
From the annual ae Commissioner of] nenartment James Lynch, 
- of Agricul- | New York; 
ture. 1886 to 1891, by 
J.P. Truitt, 
Philadelphia. 
Date of re- Average 
port. Number, price. Pounds. Pounds. 

1810..........| 10,000,000 |... .. 202). 18, 000, 000 |................ 
SE. ceocneguhcocn Nn dubaUlise lswagecienes lov ndee cosadnen SD ib iewcewneniese 
ee wa loe ere zon = ~~ a =| +n nee enee lennon s=-a-nee BERMNTET lowencnscopecncee 
Sn sconinien --| 19,811,000 |..... wesetisesiaus saseens SE Nes dchic necncovece 
1850.........-| 21,723,000 |..........|...222-------- 52, 516, 960 j................ 
1860..........] 22,471,275 |..........|-.-.-------25- CE RIED Fav idisiesien bnivanin 
eae $3. 37 | $132 774,660 | 160,000, 000 160, 000, 000 
| Getataietae 2.52 | 98,407,809 | 168,009,000 177, 000, 000 
Mili cecil 724, 2.17 | 82,139,979 | 180,000,000 162, 250, 000 
TE aptvnccen 40, 853, 000 2.28 93,364,433 | 162,000,000 163, 000, 000 
REE isiiretibiinn ts 31, 851, 000 2.32 | 74,035,837 | 160,000, 000 146, 000, 000 
stssnwecn 31, 679, 300 2.80 | 88,771,197 150,000, 000 160, 000, 000 
ees 83, 002, 400 2.96 | 97,922,350 | 158, 000, 000 174, 700, 000 
i 56s 33, 938, 200 2.61 88, 690, 569 | 170,000, 000 178, 000, 000 
Pi i 83, 783, 600 2.79 | 94,320,652 | 181,000,000 193, 000, 000 
ee a 35, 935, 300 2.60 | 93,666,318 | 192,000, 000 198, 250, 000 
| ea 35, 804, 200 2.27 80, 892, 683 | 200, 000, 000 208, 250, 000 
Weabies .-.| 35,740,500 2.25 | 80,603,062 | 208, 250, G00 211, 000, 000 
eet vcna 38, 123, 800 2.07 79, 023, 984 | 211,000, 000 232, 500, 000 
i 40, 765, 900 2.21 90, 230,537 | 232, 500, 000 264, 000, 000 
BOER sativcc inne 43, 576, 899 2.39 | 104,070,759 | 240,000, 000 290, 000, 000 
1882..........] 45,016, 224 2.37 | 106,596,954 | 272,000, 000 300, 000, 000 
1883..... aneee| 49, 237, 291 2.53 | 124, 365,835 | 290, 000, 000 320, 400, 000 
1884..........| 50,626, 626 2.37 | 119,902,706 | 300,000, 000 337, 500, 000 
1885_.... «----| 50,360, 243 2.14 | 107,960,650 | 308,000, 000 329, 600, 000 
1886 .........| 48,322, 331 1.91 92, 443, 867 | 302, 000, 000 323, 031, 026 
1887..........| 44,759,314 2.01 89, 872, 839 | 285, 000, 000 802, 169, 950 
Degg aaceue 43, 544, 755 2.05 | 89,279,926 | 269,000,000 301, 876, 121 
Bnd oben enon 42, 599, 079 2.13 | 90, 640,369 | 265, 000, 000 295, 779, 479 
Be ncscavence 44, 336, u72 2.27 | 100,659,761 | 276,000,000 309, 474, 856 
agin nnnne 43, 431, 136 2.51 | 108,397,447 | 285,000, 000 307, 101, 507 
Peiiéencnane 44, 928, 365 2.68 | 116,121,270 | 333,018,405 |................ 
EV ile eysitg 47, 273, 553 2.66 | 125,909,264 | 364, 156,666 |................ 
DR bintiewen 048, 017 1.98 ED SO lines nceacdengnience cone oil 





*The to 1867 from the United States Census Reports. 
+See Gened Traces Senate saneenpeons Document, We. 77, Fifty-third 
second session, chart, page 54; Serate Miscellaneous Document 

Soe Pity ania Congress, second sesssion, page 81. 


I also desire to bring to the attention of the Senate the following 
table, showing the relative production of wool in the United States 
peck the Argentine Republic from 1800 to 1890, reckoning by 

ecades: 


Production of wools in the United States and the Argentine Republic from 1800 
to 1890, for years stated. 





Amounts as 











shown by y. . Argentine 
Year. United States United States. Republic. 
census. 

Pounds. Pounds. Pounda. 
Re sichitilidh Pedisieaind bitte diedhaiides aaeneie both dea tnlnb'e minnie 7, 925, 840 1, 200, 000 
a a ts ae eh tea ie 11, 227, 520 2, 800, 000 
Se scutes Ete ae as 14, 100, 500 3, 750, 000 
WOO sinc teddies stne ienielivdvdatictdant tk 17, 829, 870 5, 940, 000 
GON, 2 dedi inatbaidtdieutaiirebcdcaiae 35, 802, 114 51, 925, 640 14, 965, 250 
SG vccciuiint ten dase tins . 2, 516, 959 89, 985, 400 24, 864, 300 
cs iceieiiiiigcin a tates te 60, 264, 913 111, 976, 950 55, 885, 760 
SOE, cecmtcaeteck. his 100, 102, 387 154, 500, 680 166, 987, 500 
SN A EC ee 240, 681, 751 240, 680, 750 259, 824, 840 
Be ndhitlht ti otk oso vk Pa dindbinaisapiaaniaoiadeusiaaninand 271, 342, 200 295, 425, 200 


From thislatter table astartling factis made toappear. While 
in 1850 the Argentine Republic produced but 55,885,760 pounds 
of wool, in 1890 thatsame Republic produced 295,425,200 pounds, 
or 15,996,400 pounds more than five times the product in 1850. 
The increase in the Argentine Republic in the last twenty years 
has been over 128,000,000 pounds. 

Australia in 1870 produced but 179,459,780 pounds, and twenty 
years later (1890) the product was 400,879,240 pounds. 

In Asia the wool product in 1870 was but 134,507,120 pounds, 
while two decades later (1890) the product was 264,860,050. 

In Africa the increase has not been so marked, although even 
there the increase in the last twenty years of the annual product 
has been over 10,000,000 pounds. 

The wool product of Russia in 1887 was 262,966,000 pounds, 
while in 1891 it was 291,500,000 pounds. 

The product in France in 1887 was 80,138,000 pounds, while in 
1891 it was 124,803,000 pounds. 

According to the summary statement of the imports and ex- 

rts of the United States for January, 1894, corrected to March 

0, 1894, the fact appears that there were imported into the ports 
of Boston, New York, and Philadelphia during the single month 
of January last raw wool to the amount of 2,734,406 pounds, 558,- 
234 pounds of which came from Russia (the Black Sea), 116,521 
pounds being produced on the Baltic in Russia, 107,970 pounds 
of which were shipped from the Baltic and the balance from 
England; while China sent us 484,238 pounds during that period, 
and Turkey in Asia 318,025 pounds. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator permit a question? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. HAWLEY. Does the Senator give in his speech a table 
of the aggregate of the wool productions for a series of years, to 
sy how the production of wool has been affected by tariff leg- 

slation? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I think not; but, with the con- 
sent of the Senate, [ shall insert a table of that kind. 

Mr. PALMER. IfI may trespass upon the Senator, I wish 
to ask him if he has made statistics of the wool product of the 
United States? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I have. 

Mr. PALMER. What has been the increase? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The increase was large until 
the tariff was reduced in 1883. Then, for a number of years 
there was a decrease, because the tariff of 1883 largely reduced 
the rates fixed in the tariff of 1887; but when the McKinley act 
was enacted in 1890, for the next two years there was a very 
perceptible increase in the number of sheep and in the produc- 
tion of wool. 

Mr. PALMER. Is the Senator aware of the fact that there 
has been a steady decrease in the price of wool from 1890 until 
now, under the McKinley law? 

Mr. MITCHELL o! Oregon. Therehas been adecrease in the 
srice of wooi since the date of the passage by the Democratic 

ouse of Representatives, during the last Congress, of the bill 
placing muck epee the free list. 

Mr. PALMER, I wish te ask further, whether the Senator 
does not know that since 1890, and long before, there was a de- 
cline in the price of wool? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. There were some fluctuations in 
the price of wool, but during the years 1891 and 1892 the price 
was such that there was no complaint in this country, certainly 
not in our part of it. 

Mr. PALMER. I will state to the Senator that there was a 
marked decline in the price of wool in the United States in the 
year’s 1890, L8¥1, 1892, and 1893. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That was the case the world over. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. As the Senator from Connecti- 
cut says, that was the case the world over. That was theresult, 
of course, of overproduction to a certain extent in other coun- 
tries—in Australia, in the Argentine Republic, in Africa, and 
also in Russia; and that depression, as suggested by the Senator 
froin Connecticut, was not contined to the United States, but was 
noticeable throughout the world. 

Mr. PALMER. Then I apprehend the Senator will admit 
that protection as given by the McKinley act has not been suffi- 
cient to keep the price of wool up to the price it was before 1890? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Yes, I might perhaps be will- 
ing toa limit that; butat'the same timeI would connect with that 
admission the statement that but for the McKinley act prices 
would have been infinitely lower in this country than they have 
been. 

Mr. FRYE. The prices in this country were nearly the 
amount of the duty higher than they were in London. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That is a fact, and I call atten- 
tion to the fact that the price of wool in the West is now and 
has been during the past year a little less than one-half what it 
was in 1892. 

Mr. PALMER. Notwithstanding the McKinley law is still in 


force. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Ah, Mr. President, thatis true, 
but under sentence of death, I apprehend, and it has been 60 since 
the result of the election of 1892 was known. 

Mr. PALMER. I trust that I may venture to express the 
hope that the Senator is right in his statement that that law is 
under sentence of death. Butconditions must be very alarming 
when even an apprehension of the repeal of the McKinley law 
disturbs the business of this country. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It does. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, Conditions are alarming. 

Mr. PALMER. They must be alar conditions which 
make even the slightest suspicion or apprehension of disturb- 
ance produce ruinous results. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Mr. President, that is a very 
singular argument from the Senator from Illinois. Here are 
two great policies advocated by the Republican and Democratic 
parties in this country. Upon the one hand we say that the 
eee policy is the proper — and that that policy en- 
orced is a policy in the interes the papa, the 
manufacturers, and of the F eypenrem as as of the consum- 
ers of this country; while other we regard, and we be- 
lieve the great majority of the people of country regard, as 
being in opposition to the agricultural and manufacturing inter- 
ests of the United States. 

Is it st that the effect should be at once noticeable upon 
the various industries of the country when the Democratic party 
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succeeded to power, and when the people engaged in those in- 

dustries believe ani have aright to believe that it intends to en- 

force a policy which will result in their destruction? 

ae PALMER. Will the Senator allow me one moment fur- 
er? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
— Senator from Oregon yield to the Senator from IIli- 
nois? 

Mr. MITCHELLof Oregon. Certainly. 

Mr. PALMER. If it be true that the protective policy as- 
sumes to control and influence the business of the country, takes 
it out from under the influence of natural causes, and produces 
purely an artificial state of things, it is one of the strongest 
arguments against protection. But the Senator is mistaken. 
The conditions, the scene of desolation and ruin around us, are 
the result of protection carried to extravagant and excessive 
lengths. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I should be glad to discuss this 
question further, but I am anxious to pencils my remarks by 5 
o'clock. 

Mr. PALMER. Very well. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I desire to call the attention of 
the Senate to the bearing of the pending bill upon the produc- 
tion of barley in this country. That is another agricultural 
product assailed by the bill. 

BARLEY. 

Barley is another agricultural product assailed by the pend- 
ing bill. True, barley is comparatively an unimportant indus- 
try compared with those of wheat, wool, lumber, hay, poultry, 
and other agricultural productions, all of which fall under the 
baneful ban of this proposed legislation. According to the re- 
port of the Department of Agriculture for 1893 there were pro- 
duced in this country that year 69,869,495 bushels of barley, 
grown on 3,220,371 acres of land and of the value of $28,729,386. 
Of this amount 21,633,516 bushels, or within a fraction of one- 
third of the whole amount, were raised in the States and Ter- 
ritories west of the Rocky Mountains, as follows: 

Bushels. 
17, 116, 110 


, 


Bushels. 


308, 910 
Colorado ........0--....... 306, 815 

The two Dakotas raised 5,229,084 bushels in nearly equal pro- 

ortions in the two States—the crop of North Dakota being 
2,841,853 bushels, and that of South Dakota 2,383,231 bushels. 
More than one-half of the entire crop was grown west of the 
Mississippi River, the Siate of Iowa slone producing 11,599,066 
bushels, and Minnesota 9,268,011 bushels. 

The present duty under the McKinley act is a specific duty of 
30 cents a bushel. The pending bill as it came from the House 
reduces it to 25 per cent ad valorem, which according to the 
present price of barley, about 50 cents, is equivalent to a specific 
duty of only about 124 cents per bushel, or a reduction of con- 
siderably over one-half, The bill as it comes from the Senate 
committee fixes the duty at 30 per cent ad valorem, which is but 
aslight improvement. The effect of the McKinley act on this 
agricultural industry, ason all others affected by it, was marvel- 
ous. The ave of the ac e of barley in the United States 
from 1881 to 1889 was but 2,563,511 acres, whereas the acreage in 
1893 was 3,220,371 acres, or an increase over this average of 
656,860 acres. 

, the average annual product from 1881 to 1889 was but 

54, bushels as against a crop of ‘69,869,495 in 1893, or an 
increase of 14,877,201 bushels. Butnotonlyso. Mark the effect 
on foreign (Canadian) importations. During the four years— 
1887-1890, inclusive, immediately preceding the passage of 
the McKinley act, during which period the duty was but 10 
cents per b l, we im an average annually of 10,875,147 
bushels, or oie 579 bushels of the aggregate value for this 
— of $27, 977; and for the year ending June 30, 
890, the year immediately the o tion of this act, 
we imported from Canada 11,327,052 bushels of barley and 
213,135 bushels of malt, whereas during the last _— (1893) our 
im were but 1,969,761 bushels of barley and 24 bushels of 


t. 

The United States produces enoughand much more than neces- 
to meet the home essential demand for barley. The beer 
industry of-the United States requires but alittle over one-third 
of the home product in the manufacture of beer, or only about 
25,000,000 bushels annually, as against nearly 70,000,000 bushels 
roduced last year. Our surplus is used mainly by being ground 
oes animal food. Canada has an immense sur uced at a 
cost much below that of American barley, and with free trade 
or a revenue ad valorem duty, which does not protect, which is 








1894. 
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| 
the same thing, that country will be enabled to flood the United | tion with the further fact of the great difference between the cost 


States with from 15,000,000 to 20,000,000 bushels annually, and 
thus depreciate the price, drive the American farmer from its 
production, stop its cultivation in this country, and among other 
distressing circumstances render useless large tracts of land in 
the Northwestern and extreme Western States, suitable for 
raising barley, but unsuited for other cereals or other purposes. 


HOPS. 


Hops is another agricultural product at which a paralyzing 
blow is struck by the Wilson bill. Prior to the McKinley act 
the duty on hops was 8 cents per pound; under that act it is 15 
cents per pound, or equivalent to 36.21 per cent ad valorem. 
The bill as it passed the House reduces the rate from 15 cents to 
8 cents per pound, or equivalent to 19.28 per cent ad valorem, 
while the Senate committee changes this to 20 per cent ad va- 
lorem. 

Now, what has been the effect of the increased duty on foreign 
hops placed there by the McKinleyact? During the three years 
1887-1889, immediately preceding the passage of that act we 
imported into this country 28,299,240 poundsof hops of the value 
of $5,577,636, or an average for these three years of 9,433,030 
pounds, of the average annual value of $1,859,212; whereas in the 
three years, 1891-1893, since the enactment of the McKinley 
law we have imported but 9,217,071 pounds, of the value of but 
$3,756,514, or an annual average importation for these three 

ears of but 3,072,300 pounds of the average annual value of $1,- 
355,505, while for the past year, 1893, our importations were but 
2,657,365 pounds, of the value of $1,100,878. 

The eflect of the protective policy as expressed in the Mc- 
Kinley act is still more apparent in our exportations of hops. 
During the three years, 1887-1889, immediately preceding the 
passage of the McKinley act, we exported but 19,643,801 pounds 
of hops of the aggregate value of but $4,081,862; whereas for the 
three years, 1891-1893, following the McKinley act, we exported 
32,707,796 pounds, of the aggregate value of $7,443,843. These 
exportations ranged as follows: In 1891, 8,736,080 pounds, of the 

ue of $2,327,474; in 1892, 12,604,686 pounds, of the value of 
$2,420,502, and in 1893, 11,367,030 pounds, of the value of $2,695,- 
867 


When this country can and does produce more than 43,000,000 
pounds of hops annually, of the value of more than $11,000,000, 
and exports one-fourth of that amount toforeigncountries, why, 
upon what pretext, or for what purpose, should we open the ports 
of our country to the foreign hop grower? Surely, if witha 
duty of 15 cents per pound, the foreign hop-grower is enabled to 
invade the American market to the extent of over 3,000,000 
pounds annually, of the value of $1,250,000 at least, what may we 


not expect in the way of increased importations and reduced | 


prices when that duty is lessened nearly one-half. 

**Oh,” say our Democratic friends, ‘‘ we want to cheapen beer 
to the beer drinkers of this country.” But does any sane man 
believe for a single moment that the cheapening of the price of 
hops will cheapen a glass of beer to the person who drinks it, 
even to any extent whatever? If this proposed destruction of 
the hop industry of this country could be justified for one mo- 
ment for this alleged reason, then it becomes worth while to in- 

uire to what extent such a policy would result in cheapening 
the productionof beerin thiscountry. And here it may besaid, 
although this reduction of duty should not destroy hop culture 
and its production in the United States, even then itis only 
claimed by the advocates of a reduced duty that such reduction 
would reduce the costof a barrel of beer not exceeding 6 cents. 
This would be about 2 mills agallon, or 1} of a mill or one-fortieth 
part ofacenta pint. But even thisinfinitesimal fraction would 
not be saved to the beer drinker—not by any manner of means— 
butto the brewers of this country, the wealthiest class of people 
in the country. 

Most of the breweries, as we know, moreover, are owned and 
controlled by foreigners residing abroad. Not only so. We 
are not un ful of the immense combine of the brewery in- 
terest, of the immense amount of foreign capital invested inthis 
country in that industry and owned and controlled abroad. So, 
Mr. President, it comes to this at last. This Democratic ad- 
ministration, in order to give a gratuity to thisgreat monopoly 
of 6 cents a barrel on their manufacture of beer, are willing to 
strike a deathblow to the farmer who is en din the lauda- 
ble business of hop culture in this country, while at the same 
time under such a policy the beer drinkers of the country will 
be compelled to pay their little old 5 cents a glass just the same 
as before. 

In considering this subject, it must not be forgotten that the 
Pacific States are admirably adapted to hop culture and the item 
of tation should not be overlooked. Germany can ship 


hops to New York for about one-third the amount it costs the Ore- 
gon hopgrower to ship to that point. This fact taken in connec- 


of American and German hor labor and the cost of production in 
the two countries. it isclear that aduty of 30 per cent ad valorem, 
as proposed by the pending bill, is no protection at all. st cer- 
tainly not to the hop producers west of the Rocky Mountains. 
And it must not be forgotten, moreover, that about 50 per cent 
of the hops produced in the United States are raised in that sec- 
tion. Oregon alone produces over 7,000,000 pounds. 

We produce all the best varieties and of superior quality- 
The hop production in the Pacific States has under the protec. 
tion afforded by the McKinley act increased since the passage 
of that law more than 35 per cent. In 1893 there were produced 
25,000,000 pounds in the States of California, Oregon, and Wash- 
ington, and it is estimated the crop for the present year in these 
three States will exceed 30,000,000 pounds. 

In this connection I attract attention to the following article 
on this subject published in the Oregon City Enterprise of a re- 
cent issue, published at Oregon City, Oregon: 


HOP GROWERS HO—DO YOU WANT TO COMPETE WITH CHEAP FOREIGN Goops— 
FREB HOPS WILL RUIN PRICBS—PACIFIC COAST DEALERS AND GROWERS 
REMONSTRATING AGAINST SUCH A DESTRUCTIVE POLICY. 


The hopmen of the Pacific coast have begun an organized movement 
against congressional interference with the tariff on hops. They claim that 
if the duty is removed or lessened it will paralyze one of the greatest indus- 
tries of this section. Last Friday a message was sent to Senators DoLPH, 
PERKINS, WHITE, and SQUIRE, and signed by all the hop merchants of San 
Francisco, irrespective of party, and by Mr. Meeker, the Puyallup hopman. 
The dispatch was as follows: 

The proposed reduction in the tariff on hops from 15 cents a pound, spe- 
cillc duty, to 20 per cent ad valorem would result in great injury to a large 
and growing industry on the Pacific coast. In 1893 25,000,000 pounds were 
produced in California Oregon, and Washington, and the coming crop is 
expected to yield over 30,000,000 pounds. We respectfully request you to use 
your best endeavors to resist such a reduction. In aseason of low prices an 
ad valorem duty of 20 per cent is equivalent to placing hops on the free List. 
Under the circumstances, and if the reduction can not be obviated, a duty 
of 8 cents per pound, as recommended in the Wilson bill, would be no more 
than just. 

The merchants signing the telegram have written to the various hop- 
growers’ associations asking their co/peration in the matter. The associa- 
tions are requested tohold meetings and draw up resolutiohs remonstrating 
oust this measure, and forward them to the delegation at Washington. 

Jnder the McKinley bill the duty on foreign hops was 15 cents a pound; the 
Wilson bil reduces it to § cents, and now the Senate has changed it to 2 per 
cent ad valorem. When foreign hops are cheap it will be seen that under 
the new deal they will be practically free. Itisa recognized fact that Ger- 
man and Bohemian hops are superior to ours. This isdemonstrated by the 
readiness with which American brewers have purchased foreign hops while 
the McKinley tariff has been in effect. The brewers have paid as much, with 
the duty, av 45 cents for German and Bohemian hops, when the Pacific coast 
article could be had for 17 cents a pound. With the duty removed, or re- 
duced to a minimum figure, it looks as though our hops would not be “in 
it.’ Theodore Bernheim, a Portiand hop dealer, has been active the past 
few days informing growers throughout the State of the exact situation and 
the danger which confronts them. He has urged them to meet and take 
such action as will call the attention of Oregon's Senators and Representa- 
tives at the national capital to this important question. Discussing the 
matter yesterday, Mr. Bernheim said: 

‘Hops have been one of the best investments in the State. Last year, hops 
brought more money into the Willamette Valley than wheat did. There is 
every prospect that if the bill passes placing 20 per cent ad valorem duty on 
this staple product, it will be ruin to hop culture on the Pacific coast. Lt 
will be throwing money into the lap of Germany and other foreign hop 
countries. Brewers will then assuredly buy thelr hops in Europe. Hops 
that are worth in Germany, say 20 cents a pound. could be easily invoiced at 
10 cents, Which would only make 2 cents a pound duty, and that would not 
cut any figure in buying. When there isa full crop in Germany or Bohe- 
mia, that is, when they can spare one-third of their yield, the United States 
would be swamped with their hops, and it is not necessary to say what the 
consequence would be to growers here; the result of such a state of af- 
fairs is only too apparent. Oregon last year produced 38,000 bales of hops. 
This year, according to the acreage, the elements permitting, the State will 
yield 50,000 bales. The present indications are that prices will rule low." 


Attention is furtherattracted to the following communication 
of Mr. Fred S. Meeker, of the State of Washington, who for a 
number of years past has been one of the most extensive hop 
raisers in that State. It was published in a recent issue of the 
Sheridan Weekly Sun, published at Shoridan, Oregon: 


PACIFIC COAST HOPS. 


Fred S. Meeker has compiled the following estimates from the best Infor- 
mation at hand on the yield, sales, and amount of the hop crop for the year 
1893 in the three Pacific States—California, Oregon, and Washington: 
Washington has shipped during September, October, and November, 32,746 
bales; stock on hand December 15, 6,000 bales; total crop for 1893, 38,746 bales. 
Oregon shipped during September, October, and November, 35,150 bales; 
stock on hand December 15, 2,000 bales: total crop for 1893, 37,159 bales 

Califoinia has shipped during September, October, and November, 38,800 
bales; stock on hand December 15, 4,200 bales; total crop, 43,000 bales. Totai 
crop for Pacific coast, 1893, 113,909 bales; stock on hand December 15, 1893, 
12, bales; shipments direct to London from Washington, 10,500 bales. 
This shows an increase of over 100,000 bales since 1882, as in that year the 
total output of this coast was about |2,500 bales,and then $1 per pound was 
received. The highest price paid since was 40 cents, in 1800. The average 
price paid in the different years was as follows: 1883, 18 cents; 1884, 10 cents; 

885, 8 cents; 1886, 30 cents: 1887, 15 cents; 1888, 25 cents; 1889, 13 cents; 1800, 
85 cents; 1891, 16 cents; 1892, 18cents; 1898, i6cents. This isthe average price 
paid during the years quoted, a price which stood for two morths after har- 
vest, and is not the highest price paid any year to those growers who were 
fortunate enough to get the higher price offered. The average price for the 
eleven years is 18} cents This statement, made by Mr. Meeker, is very val- 
uable, as he has facilities for gaining knowledge in this direction which 
many other people have not. 


Mr. GRAY. What are hops worth a pound? 


! 
avi 
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Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 
ent price. 

Mr, DOLPH. The price will vary very greatly from year to 
year. 

Mr.GRAY. Can the Senator give somewhere near the value? 

Mr, MITCHELL of Oregon. ops were as high as 35 cents a 
pound in Oregon two years ago; I think they were higher than 
that, perhaps, but they rate much lower at present, as do all ag- 
ricultural products. This concludes what I have to say on the 
subject of hops, and I now come to hay. 


I can not state exactly the pres- 


HAY. 


Here again one of the most important agricultural products 
of the country—hay—is made to feel the remorseless scythe of 
the Wilson bill. Few people realize the immense magnitude of 
this interest and the grand development made in it in this coun- 
try under the protective system. 

n 1870 the hay acreage in the United States was but 19,861,805 
acres, yielding 24,525,000 tons ef hay of the home value of $333,- 
969,680; while in 1880 the acreage had increased to 25,863,955 
acres, producing 31,925,233 tons of the home value of $371,811,- 
084; while in 1893 the acreage had reached the enormous figure 
of 49,619,469 acres. The product was 65,766,158 tons of the home 
value of $570,882,872, or more than double the value of the cotton 
crop, which in 1888 was $292,139,209; $144,540,110 more than twice 
the value of the wheat crop in 1893, the latter being but $213,171,- 
381; nearly fifteen times greater than the tobacco crop, which was 
but $39,155,442 in 1898, and more than five times the value of 
the potato crop, which in 1893 was $108,661,801, and within a 
fraction of as much in value as the corn crop of 1893, which was 
$591 625,627. 

The tariff on foreign hay under the existing law (the McKin- 
ley act) is $4 per ton, and, notwithstanding this rate of duty, 
we imported from Canada for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1893, 104,181 tons of the value of $962,221.51, on which we col- 
lected aduty of $416,724.86. The year ending June 30, 1890, prior 
to the e of the McKinley act, we imported 124,544 tons of 
hay of the value of $1,143,445. ‘The Wilson bill asit came from the 
House reduced the duty just one-half, that is, to $2 per ton, while 
the Senate committee has changed this specific duty to an ad 
valorem of 20 per cent, which is a fraction of at least 1.65 per 
cent less,according to the report of the committee, than the 
House bill, the per cent being thus stated in the report of the 
committee—average ad valorem—under existing law, 43.31 per 
cent; under the House bill, 21.65 per cent, and under the Senate 
bill, 20 per cent. 

When, therefore, we take into consideration the fact, that mus- 
be conceded by all, that the general cost of agricultural product 
tion in Canada, including barley, hay, and several other prod- 
ucts, is about 44 per cent lowor than in the United States, and the 
further fact of the great surplus of ha a in that country 
(Canada), it is easily to be seen that this proposed legislation is 
on this one subject of hay, as it is on nearly every other agricul- 
tural product, a direct blow at the pockets of the American 
farmer and American laborer on farms and in the direct inter- 
est of the Canadian farmer and the Canadian laborer on farms. 

As indicating the large surplus of Canadian hay that would be 
run into this country under the proposed legislation, the fact 
may be noted that there was exported to Europe through the 
—- of New York and Boston alone, in the last eight months, 

193 carloads of hay, 90 per cent of which, or 7,373 carloads, was 
Canadian hay going in bond. 


PLUMS AND PRUNES. 


Inno Western industry were the beneficial! effects of the McKin- 
ley act more clearly exemplified than in stimulating the prune in- 
dustry and the fruit industry generally. Take plums and prunes, 
for instance, and mark the effect of this act in reducing the im- 
portation of foreign plums and prunes into this country. 

Take the importations for the three years immediately pre- 
ceding the passage of the McKinley act. In 1887 we imported 
208035 pounds of plums and prunes of the value of $2,999,648; 

70,626,027 pounds of the value of $2,197,150, and in 1889, 
46,154,825 pounds of the value of $1,423,304, or an aggregate in 
these three years of 208,813,477 pounds of the aggregate value 
of $6,620,102, or an ave annual importation for these three 
= a of 69,604,492 pounds of the average annual value of $2,206,- 


Now compare with this the reduced importation for the three 
ponte succeeding the passage of the McKinley act. In 1891 we 
mporied 34,281,322 pounds of the value of $2,540,486; in 1892, 
10,886,797 pounds of the value of $437,271, and in 1893, 23,225,821 
pounds of the value of $1,049,896, or an te for these three 
years of but 68,393,940 pounds, or 140,418. pounds less than 
we imported for the three years 1887-1889, and of the aggre- 
gate value of $4,027,653, or less in value by $2,592,449 than we 
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imported during the three years 1887-1889. The average, it 
will be seen, of our importations for the three years since the 
enactment of the McKinley act is 22,797,980 pounds of the value 
of $1,342,551, as against average importations for the three years 
preceding the passage of the McKinley act of 69,604,492 pounds 
of the average annual value of $2,206,701. 

The McKinley act under which this great improvement has 
occurred and which has resulted in the investment of millions of 
dollars in prune lands in California, Oregon, Idaho, Washing- 
ton, and other Western States and in converting hundreds of 
thousands of acres of land, heretofore much of it unproductive, 
into extensive and profitable prune orchards, imposed a spe- 
cific duty of 2 cents per pound, which is equivalent at ruling 
prices to about 45 per cent ad valorem. 

The Wilson bill, as it came from the House, changed this to 
an ad valorem duty of 20 per cent, thus reducing the duty five- 
ninths of a cent, while the bill as it now stands places the duty 
at 30 per cent ad valorem, which is still a reduction of existing 
rates of one-third. The effect of this reduction, should it be- 
come a law, will unquestionably be to create discouragement in 
the minds of thousands of our citizens engaged in this grand in- 
dustry, of which any country should be justly proud; it will 
drive away capital, and the development of this luscious fruit 
will receive a most serious and paralyzing shock. 

The protection tendered by the pending bill to the prune in- 
dustry is a delusion and a snare; it will not cover een one-half 
the difference in the cost of Jabor in producing prunes in this 
country and in France, Italy,or Germany. That difference is 
nearly 2 cents per pound—certainly not less than 14 cents per 
pound. And when we consider this subject in reference to the 
effect upon prune-growing in the far West, the distance from 
the Eastern market, the great cost of transportation as compared 
with that from France and L[taly to this country, it will be seen 
ata glance that under the proposed a it will be absolutely 
impessible for the prune-growers of California, Oregon, Wash- 
ington, and Idaho to compete in the great American markets 
with the prune-growers of France, Italy, and Germany. 

The costof transporting prunes from the Pacific States to New 
York, Boston, and Philadelphia is more than, or at least quite 
treble that of transporting the same article from France an 
Italy to these American ports. The truth is, under the pres- 
ent duty of 2 cents per pound, the foreign producer still has 
the advantage over the American producer in the American 
market. Especially is this the case with reference to the prune 
industry west of the Rocky Mountains. Yet, notwithstanding 
these facts, so absolutely transparent and apparent to all who 
have the disposition and capacity to investigate the subject, our 
Democratic friends will persist in this un-American assault upon 
this greatindustry, thus legislating for the German, the French- 
man, and the Italian in foreign lands and against the real in- 
terests of Americans in our own country. 

In this connection, and as intelligently and truthfully bearing 
on both the fruit and wool industry of Oregon, I beg attention 
to the following letter received by me from Hon. H. W. Cottle, 
president of the Board of Trade of Salem, Oregon, and also 
president of the Horticultural Society of Marion County, Ore- 
gon, a gentleman thoroughly well informed on the subjects 
touched upon by his letter, He says: 


SALEM, OREGON, December 21, 1893. 


DEAR StR AND FrRienD: The State of Oregon * * * never sawthe time 
inits entire history when it needed help in Congress as at the present time. 
The very threat of the passage of the Wilson tariff bill is spreading ruin all 
over our fair State. 

As president of the Board of Trade of this city, and president of the Mar- 
ion County Horticultural Society, as a fruit-grower and private citizen of 
Oregon, I desire to protest against the passage of this most iniquitous meas- 

e 


ure. 

We have thousands of fruit-growers who have seamed their orchards dur- 
ing the past few years and have tended them patiently, hoping for their re- 
ward when they came into bearing, and now, just as they are about to rea 
thereward of ir toil, comes the threat of the passage of this bill, whic 
— con Dae like the blackness of night among them, as it means 

eir ruina 

They are differently sitaated from the agriculturists. It takes years to 
develop and give them a, return from their orchards, which are just now 
co} into . They can not compete with the cheap labor of Turkey 
and truit-gro ' districts of Europe, and neither can they lay down 
their peeines in the cit)" of New York as cheap, 0 to the high freight 
ra this coast. ‘Tis passage of this bill means the neglect and aban- 
donment of the ranges heretctore occupied by our woolgrowers. It means 
that the busy hum of our lumber mills will cease. It means general depres- 
sion and poverty for our State. 

While, on the other hand, its defeat and retaining the protection of the 
McKinley bill means beautiful homes all over our land,and prosperous, 
happy, well-clothed, and well-fed people. Our people are looking to you for 
help. They are watching the action of Congress as they never watched it 
before since the breaking out of the rebellion, We trust that you will use 
every effort within your means, that you will leave no stone unturned to 


defeat this bill. 
With kind personal regards, I am, 
Very truly yours, 


Hon. J. H. MrIrcHELL, 
Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C. 


H. W. COTTLE,. 








1894. 





The States of California and Oregon under the policy of pro- 
tection have developed into fruit gardens, the most magnificent 
and prolific inthe world. From the mostdslicate tropical fruits 
to the more hardy varieties of Northern climes, including or- 
anges, olives, grapes, figs, lemons, prunes, plums, peaches, 
apples, pears, berries of all varieties and ofthe most delicious qual- 
ity, here is an abundance of all. Millions of productive — 
are invested in their cultivation; hundreds and thousands of our 
people are giving their time, their talents, and their means to 
the horticultural and viticultural industries in these States; and 
yet nearly every one of these is ruthlessly assailed by the Wil- 
son bill. The Pacific Coast produced over 40,000,000 pounds of 
cured prunes in 1893, and it is estimated, if the protective policy 
should remain unchanged, and the trees now ee in Cali- 
fornia are permitted to reach their maturity and full productive 
capacity, that that State alone will produce 150,000,000 pounds, 
and Oregon 50,000,000 pounds of cured prunes. 


HORSES. 


The American horse and cattle industry is also borne down 
on heavily by the Wilson bill. Here, again,it is proposed to 
legislate in the interest of the stock-raiser of Canada, Central 
America, Mexico, and other foreign countries, and against that 
of the American stock-raiser. Under the McKinley act there is 
aspecific duty of $30 per head on horses valued at less than $150, 
and 30 per cent ad valorem on all valued at $150 or over. The 

nding measure fixes the duty on all horses imported at the 

ow rate of 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Now, what must be the inevitable effect of this change on the 
American horse-raiser? During the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1893, we imported into this country 12,248 horses valued at 
less than $150 each, and 382 valued at $150and over; in all 12,630 
head of the total value of $1,164,483.50, and on which we col- 
lected duty to the amount of $367,440. Now, during the three 
years—1887-1889 inclusive—immediately preceding the enact- 
ment of the McKinley law, when the duty was but 20 percent 

Mr.GRAY. What was the duty prior to the McKinley law? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Twenty per cent. 

Mr.GRAY. The same that is in the Wilson bill? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Just the same. We imported 
horses of the aggregate value for these three years of $. ,308,437, 
or of the average annual value of $2,436,145; while for the three 
years—1891-1893 inclusive—immediately after the enactment of 
the McKinley law, the average annual value of our importations 
was but $1,189,621, or less annually than for the three preceding 
years by $1,246,524. 

Mr.GRAY. May I ask the Senator from Oregon a question? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. Is it not a fact that in the two years last past, 
the price of horses in this country has been lower than for very 
many years preceding? 

Mr. MITCHELLof Oregon. Certainly, and the price of every- 
thing has been lower. 

Mr. GRAY. Iask the question whether that is not true? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 
os the price of everything the farmer has produced has been 
ower. 

Mr. GRAY. Isit not true that under the provisions of the 
McKinley law the price of horses has been very much lower to 
the stock-raiser and to the farmer who had them to sell than it 
was prior to the enactment of that law with a duty of 20 per 
cent ad valorem upon them? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I say no, when you take into 
consideration the prices of American products generally. 

Mr. ALDRICH. -Does the Senator from Delaware contend 
that that decrease in price arises from the increase in duty? 

Mr. GRAY. I only ask the question. It would be a very in- 
teresting inquiry (not, however, to be injected into the speech 
of the Senator from Oregon, of course) as to what was the cause 
and effect and the mere sequence of those two rates of duty. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The natural inference from the Senator's 
question was that the price had gone down on account of the in- 
crease of ay: 

Mr. GRAY. Iam quite willing to go into that question with 
the Senator from Rhode Island if the Senator from Oregon will 
permit me. : 

Mr. ALDRICH. I imagine, before the discussion is finished, 
we _ have plenty of opportunity for a discussion of that 


Mr. QUAY. TI have always understood that one of the causes 
of ths decline in the price of horses was the substitution of the 
electric and cable. system on street passenger railways, which 
practically cuts off all demand for horses in that direction. 

Mr. GRA I have no doubt that has had an influence. 


¥, 
Mr. QUAY. It-has been a very important factor. 
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single remark, I do not think anyone will say that the price of 
horses has been reduced by the McKinley law, but [ think it 
does demonstrate the folly of attempting to keep up the price of 
horses by protection. Horses in [llinois are, to my personal 
knowledge, lower to-day than they have been for forty years. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Hlinois allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. PALMER. With great pleasure. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator think the duty has had 
any effect on the price of horses one way or the other? 

Mr. PALMER. I do not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does he think that protective duties u 
have any effect on the price of articles? 

Mr. PALMER. I do. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Why are horses an exception? 

Mr. PALMER. Ispeak of the infinite folly, and I may say the 
unfairness of the promises made by protectionists. 

Mr. ALDRICH. [I hope the Senator in his own time and his 
own way will give the Senate and-the country a chance to know 
what rule it is that applies to these questions. 

Mr.GRAY. Without wishing to trespass on the great amia- 
bility of the Senator from Oregon, I desire to say (and perhaps 
I may have a chance to develop the thought) thatthe contention 
on our side has been that a tariff on any of the products of agri- 
culture, on all those things that are peculiarly the property of 
the farmers of the country, can not be affected advantageously 
in price to the farmer by the McKinley tariff law, and that all 
such tariff matter in the McKinley law has been thrownasasop 
to the farmers, with the hope, I suppose, that they were ignorant 
enough to believe they were getting some protection, when in 
fact they got none. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Delaware contend 
that that rule applies to sugar and to rice, or is this a sectional 
question? Are there some parts of the country where a pro- 
tective duty protects and other parts where it does not protect? 

Mr.GRAY. We contend that a tariff tax on horses, like a 
tariff tax on wheat and corn, is an illusion and a snare to the 
farmer, and was known to be such by those who put it in the 
McKinley law. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator from Dela- 
ware answer me a question? Why does the Democratic party 
put an ad valorem duty of 86 percent on rice? What isthe pur- 
pose of placing that duty on rice in the pending bill? 

Mr. GRAY. I do not know that the Democratic party has 
done it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Andwhydoesthe Democratic party increase 
the duty on barely two or three times in the course of this dis- 
cussion? 

Mr. GRAY. 
done it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. If the Senator is advised, why 
did the committee, which reported this bill, provide for a pro- 
tectiveduty of atleast 86 anda fraction per cent on rice? What 


sually 


I do not know that the Democratic party has 


| was the purpose? 
Doubtless so, and it is also true | 


Mr. GRAY. Iam not on the committee , and therefore I can 
not answer that question. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is the Senator from Delaware willing to as- 
sert 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Rhode [sland is a member of 
the committee, and perhaps he can answer it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will permit me, the only in- 
formation I have on the subject is from the speech of the Sena- 
tor from Texas [Mr. Mitts, that those rates were put in the 
bill to get votes to pass it. 

Mr. GRAY. That may be. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not know whether the Senator from 
Delaware confirms that statement. 

Mr. GRAY. When you come to take down an artificial edi- 
fice like a protective tariff, founded in avarice, greed, and fraud, 
it isa very hard and difficult task; indeed I have found out by 
whatI have heard from the committee, of which the distin- 
guished Senator from Rhode Island is a member, that various 
devices have besn resorted to to placate the avarice and persist- 
ence and intensity of the protected classes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator from Delaware will join 
with me when the discussion is concluded and a vote is reached 
in removing those excrescences from the bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator from Delaware is 
hardly fair. He injects into the belly of my speech an assump- 
tion which I for one certainly am not willing to admit, and that 
is, that the protective policy is founded in avarice, greed, and 
fraud. This is a severe, and,as [ think, unwarranted character- 
ization. The very question we are here to reason and argue out 
is as to whether the protective policy which has been character- 
ized by those harsh terms is the kind of policy he insists it is, 





Mr. PALMER. If the Senator from Oregon will allow me a | and also whether the pending bill is or is not an American in- 
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stitution, or whether it 1s not rather in all its features an un- 
American proposition to legislate against the real interests of 
the people of this country and in the interest of foreigners. 

Mr. GRAY. I think it is more American than the McKinley 
law, but not as American as it ought to be. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Ido not think it is American 
atall. There is nothing American about it. Itisun-American 
from beginning to end, as I have been endeavoring to show. 

I will now proceed with the duty on horses. 1 have shown 
that whatever effect it may have had on the price, the importa- 
tion of horses for the three years to this country from Canada 
perhaps more than acndousial since the passage of that bill. 
This shows clearly the effect of the protective policy. The fact 
that even under the existing law our importations have reached 
in the last year 12,630 head, of the value of $164,483.50, shows 
conclusively how eager are the Canadians to invade our mar- 
kets, and also the ability they have to doit, even under existing 
conditions and restrictions. 

Mr. DOLPH. Will my colleague allow me to make a single 
suggestion in this connection about the importation of horses 
from Canada? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Certainly. 

Mr. DOLPH. The falling off of importations in 1891 and the 
invoice price in Canada have been used as an argument to show 
that high protection did not increase the price of animals in the 
United States or that it did not materially decrease the price in 
Canada. The importations of horses in 1890 tothe United States 
from Canada were 16,170 head. The invoice value per head was 
$97.29, and the duty then was 20 per cent ad valorem. In 181, 
under the McKinley law, the importations were 11,077, and the 
inveice price per head $102.75, the duty being $30 per head In 
the reportfrom which I read it is stated: 

Thevalueof horses in Canada hasadvanced $5.46 per head under an increase 
ot duty of 50 per cent. 

The only answer to that is to say that with 20 per cent ad 
valorem we gota larger number of animals, but we got cheaper 
animals, You can not afford to import a cheap horse when you 
have to pay a duty of $30 on it. Therefore, we get much better 
horses under the McKinley law when we pay $30 duty, and the 
prices paid in Canadawere much larger. That isafull explana- 
tion of that suggestion. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That is true. 

Now, reduce the duty one-third, as is proposed by this bill, 
and what mey we not expect in the way of importations and 
competition with the American stock-raiser, in so far as horses 
are concerned? ‘This country is amply able to produce all the 
horses we need, and even for export. 

There were in the United States in 1890, according to the cen- 
sus, 14,213,837 head of horses of the value of $978,516,562, while 
according to the latest Statistical Abstract there were on the Ist 
of January last (1894) in this country ,16,081,201 head, or an in- 
crease in the number in the past three years of 1,877,364 head— 
an increase over the number of head in 1880o0f 5,723,713 head, as 
the total number in 1880 was but 10,357,488. The State of Ore- 
gon alone has 235,607 head of horses of the value of $6,947,718, 
while the States of California, Oregon, Nevada, Washington, 
and Idaho, and the Territory of Arizona, all horse-breeding ter- 
ritory, have 1,200,497 head of horses of the value of $45,958,682. 

We can under a proper protective policy not only supply our 
own demand for horses, but become exporters to many millions 
of dollars’ worth annually. indeed, we are now exporters to a 
considerable amount, as during the last three years we have ex- 

ted 9,303 head of horses of the value of $2,114,703, as against 
,622 head of the value of $1,856,850 apres for the three years, 
1887-1889, preceding the enactment of the McKinley law. 


CATTLE. 


But what is true of horses is also true respecting cattle.. This 

reat agricultural industry is alsoassailed by the Wilson bill in 
fhe same ruthless and, it would seem, senseless manner. Under 
the existing law there isa specific duty of $2 per head on all 
cattle 1 year old or less, and $10 per head on all more than 1 
year old, which is equivalent to per cent on the former and 
63,22 per cent on the latter. The pending Wilson bill proposes 
to change all this to 20 per cent ad valorem on all cattle of what- 
ever , or, in other words, to reduce the tariff to about one- 
third the present rate. Now, what has been the effect in its 
advantages to the American cattle-raiser by the McKinley act 
and the protective policy, and what will probably be the effect of 
this proposed change in this policy? 

We imported for the year ending June 30, 1893, 2,272 
head of cattle of less than 1 year old, of the value of $10,438, 
and 826 head of 1 year old or more, of the value of $13,065, or a 
total number of head of 3,098, of the value of ; and the 
total number of head of cattle imported during the years— 
1881-1893, inclusive—since the passage of the McKinley act was 
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but 9,652 head in 1891, 2,036 head in 1892, and 3,098 head in 1893, 
aggregating for the three years but 14,786 head, of the aggre- 
gate value of but $97,524, or an annual average importation for 
these three years under the McKinley act of but 4,928 head, of 
the average annual value of $32,512; whereas for the three years 
preceding the enactment of the McKinley act—1887-1889—when 
the duty was substantially as now proposed, we imported 187,721 
head, as follows: 

In 1887, 72,665 head; in 1888, 57,505 head; and in 1889, 57,551 
head, or an average for three years of 62,573 head, of the aggre- 
ce of $2,200,486, or an annual average in value of $733,- 

95.% : . 

Why, then, should we go back to the old policy, which will 
bring into competition with the cattle-raisers of this country 
from sixty to one hundred thousand head of Canadian and other 
foreign cattle annually and drain our country annually of over 
a million dollars, which will go into the pockets of. foreign cat- 
tle-raisers? 

The cattle industry of the United States is an immense one. 
It is an agricultural interest moreover. Our country should, 
and can under a proper protective policy, export largely of cat- 
tle instead of importing. In fact we are to-day exporters of 
cattle to many millions of dollars in value annually. In 1890 we 
exported cattle to the value of $31,261,131; in 1891 to the value 
of $30,445,249, and in 1892 to the value of $35,099,095, or an ag- 
gregate of $96,805,475, as against $37,366,631 during the three 
years—1887-1889—immediately preceding the passage of the 
McKinley act. 

The dairy interest is mightily involved in this question. In 
1890 we had in this country, according to the census, 15,952,883 
milch cows of the value of $352,152,133 and 36,819,024 head of oxen 
and other cattle of the enormous value of $560,625,137, while ac- 
cording to the latest statistical reports, there were in this coun- 
try on January 1, 1894, 16,482,400 head of milch cows of the value 
of $359,978,670 and 36,608,168 head of oxen and other cattle of the 
value of $536,789,747. The State of Oregon alone has 110,398 
milch cows or one cow for every three persons in the State, of 
the value of $2,356,997, while California, Oregon, Nevada, Wash- 
ington, Idaho, and Arizona have 611,587 milch cows of the value 
of $15,425,847 and oxen andother cattle 3,476,941 head, of the 
value of $51,532,510. In the face of these figures, why do we 
wish to open the doors to the importation of milch cows, oxen, 
and other cattle from foreign countries? 

EGGS. 

Eggs were on the free list until the passage of the McKinley 
act, and what was the result? There were imported into this 
country from 1884 to 1890 inclusive, a period of seven years, 109,- 
238,757 dozen of eggs of the value of $1,950,616, or an annual av- 
erage of 15,605,536 dozen. Under the operation of the McKinley 
law, which imposes aduty of 5 cents per dozen on imported eggs, 
our importations for the year 1893 fell off to 3,295,842 dozen, or 
to only a fraction over one-fifth of the annual importations be- 
fore that act came into force. This Wilson bill puts eggs back 
on the free list. 

FLAX AND HEMP. 

The cultivation also of flax and hemp in this country, along with 
all other agricultural products, gets a black eye from Schedule 
J of the pending bill. Under existing law this industry re- 
ceives encouragement to the extent of $5 per ton, equal to 18.68 

r centad valorem on the straw, $22.40 per ton in hackled or 

ressed, equal to 10.77 per cent ad valorem; on tow, $11.20 per 
ton, equal to 7.40 per cent. Tow of hemp, $11.20 per ton, equal 
to 9.16 per cent. Hemp $25 per ton, or equal to 17.45 per cent. 
Binding twine manufactured in whole or in part of istle or Tam- 
pico fiber, manilla, sisal grass, or sunn,seven-tenths of a cent 
per pants or 6.47 percent advalorem. The pending bill places 
all products on the free list. 


FLAX AND HEMP MANUFACTURES. 


The flax, hemp, and i manufacturing industry fali under 
the ban of the pending bill. Encouragement should be given to 
this industry in this country, and is given by the McKinley act. 
That act places 24 cents per pound on cables and cordage of he mp 
untarred. Asa result we imported during the fiscal year, June 
30, 1893, but 31,290 pounds, of the value of but $3,501. Other un- 
tarred, composed in whole or in part of istle or Tampico fiber, 
menilla, sisal grass, or sunn, 1} cents per pound. 
As a result we imported but 145,162 pounds during the fiscal 
ear, of the value of $12,914, while the duty on tarred under the 
Mekinle act is 3 cents per pound and on all other 1} cents per 
pound. These specific rates are equal to 22.31 per cent on cables 
and cordage of hemp untarred and 16.86 per cent, 31.23 per cent, 
18.78 nar cent, and 15.83 per cent on the other four varieties 
named, while the —s. bill in both Senate and House places 
an ad valorem duty on these several varieties of but 10 per 
cent, or an average of about one-half the existing duty. 
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The cordage and binder-twine industry of the Pacific coast 1s 
@ new one there, not in any manner connected, as I understand, 
with any great combine, and the pending Wilson bill will be 
virtually its deathblow. As bearing upon this subject, I submit 
the following communication from the Portland Cordage Com- 
pany, Portland, Oregon: 


[The Portland Cordage Company, ee of cordage and3binder 
twine. 


PORTLAND, OREGON, January 22, 1894. 


DEAR Sirs: Inclosed you will find, signed by 31 of our employés, and ad- 
dressed to the United States Senate, a protest against those clauses of the 
‘Wilson bill that relate to manila and sisal rope, and binder twine. Please 
see that this protest is put in the way of doing all the good possible towards 
accomplishing the object prayed for. y 

It is of vital importance to us, and indirectly to this whole community, 
that the tariff on rope and twine be not reduced from its present schedule. 

Free trade in these articles, oran approach to it, will put us in direct com- 

tition with the rope manufacturers in Hongkong, where labor is but a 

actional part of what itis here (being from 10 cents to 25 cents per day). 
In addition to that, the freight on rope from the East Indies will probably 
be very low, as a large proportion of our yearly in fleet comes here in 
ballast from those climes (from Europe via East Indies with general car- 

oes for those ports), and they can and probably will accept very low rates 
Son the East Indies to the United States and save the handling of ballast. 

Wethink our strongest competition in cordage will come from China. If 
80, the labor that we would pay here, under protection, with free trade will 
be transferred to China. 

This west coast will be helpless without a protective tariff, because our 
volume of trade is so very limited (to say nothing of higher expenses) that 
our cost of manufacture must necessarily be at the maximum until thereis 
amore plentiful supply of labor and increased consumption by increase of 


immigration. 
Our European competition, under free trade, would come mostly from 
land and there we must contend against interest, insurance, and labor 


probably 50 per cent less than the average in the United States, but there is 
another item that we think is not given due consideration, and that is the 
marine transportation from the Philippine Islands and Yucatan to the fac- 
tories and thence to the general markets of the world. Englandforthe past 
century has fostered her marine until nowshe has a direct line of sailing 
vessels to all the good markets of the world. This we, the American people, 
do not enjoy, and regular and cheap transportation to the world’s markets 
would be the life of any business. s it is We are shut out of a large portion 
of the world’s markets and the proposed tariff’s advocates ask us to con- 
tent with only a portion of our home market. If we could manufacture as 
cheaply to-day as the English we would be still shut out on account of trans- 
portation. 

In years past at this season, we have run our factory at full capacity and 
manufactured a large stock of binder twine and rope for the following sum- 
mer’s trade, but the uncertainty about the tariff now compels us to move 
cautiously, so we have made a reduction of 25 per cent in our payroll sched- 
ule, and are only eS thirty-one hands, whereas a year ago we gave 
work to sixty-five mill hands. If free trade comes we want a small stock on 
hand at a reduced cost, because it is likely to prove more profitable to close 
the factory and loan the working capital. 

We know that you are interested in the general cause of protection, but 
beg of you to give a little especial attention towards having the tariff on 
cordage and twine maintained as at present. 

Thanking you and your honorable colleagues in advance, we remain, 

Yours respectfully, 


THE PORTLAND CoRDAGE COMPANY, 
By S. M. MEARS, Treasurer. 
Hon. J. N. DoLpH and Hon. Joun H. MrrcH sei, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


The petition of employés referred to in the foregoing letter is 
as follows: 


PORTLAND, OREGON, January 16, 1894. 
Zo the United States Senate; 


HONORED Sigs: We, the undersigned wage earners, employé in the man- 
ufacture of rope and binder twine, at Portland, Oregon, respectfully wish to 
1 against the pro : _ reduction es a tariff ons manila and sisal rope 
m 1} cents per pound to 10 per cent ad valorem, and also against the re- 
moval of the entire duty from binder twine. = - 
Capital is a and if profits are not satisfactory under the pro- 
tariff, the first thing that rove manufacturers will do—as many have 
already done, in anticipation of the change—will be to reduce our wages, 
which will be but a natural result, as they must meet the competition of 
foreigncordage manufacturers who pay fully 50 per cent less wages than 
are paid here, and who use improved machinery, equal to that in use in the 
factoriesof{thiscountry. Weknow this, many of us having worked in foreign 
factories, Reduction to foreign rate of wages means foreign manner of liv- 
ing which will be harder for some of us now than if we had not risen from 
it under the benefit of protection. and still harder for those who have always 
worked under the advantage of protected — 
it fits do not prove satisfactory with reduced wages, capital will then 
be withdrawn from rope manufacturing to a large extent, and many of us 
See eee outof our presentemployment into other lines of labor already 
We know that manufacturers in this country, in competing with those of 
Europe, have to contend against the very low rate of interest and insurance 
= low — that their competitors enjoy, and on this west coast they 
ve a very limited market for their products, which means maximum cost. 
We think the conditions demand a protective tariff to equalize these difer- 
ences and make the rope manufact' business profitable to our employ- 
ers as Well as to the employés. 


Pra: for your wise and 
that nd on of the Wilson b’ 
ours respectfully. 


Mr. DOLPH. That is the petition the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. NiauaL prevented me from reading in the Senate. 

Mr. HELL of Oregon. It is. It goes into the RECORD 
now as a part of my remarks, and I ask the attention of the 
Senator from Missouri and the Senate to it. 


us action in preventing the passage of 
referred to, we are, honored sirs, 


VEGETABLES, DAIRY PRODUCTS, FRUITS, FISH. 


In the whole list of agricultural products not one seems to 
have escaped the blighting influence of the Wilson bill. The 
producers of all kinds of vegetable and dairy products are made 
to suffer. The duty on potatoes is reduced from 25 cents per 
bushel, equal to 51.96 per cent, to 30 per cent ad valorem; onions 
from 40 cents per bushel, equal to 51.48 per cent, to 20 per cent 
ad valorem,« reduction of over three-fifths; beans from 40 cents 
per bushel, equal to 40.63 per cent, to 20 per cent ad valorem; 
butter and substitutes therefor from 6 cents per pound, equal to 
32.88 per cent, to 20 per cent ad valorem; cheese from 6 cents 
per pound, equal to 42.96, to 25 per cent; milk, including weight 
of package, from 3 cents per pound, equal to 33.92 per cent, to 2 
cents per pound, equal to 22.62 per cent. 

in addition to these large reductions on vegetables and dairy 
products, fresh milk, with a present duty of 5 cents per gallon; 
broom corn $8 per ton; cabbages 3 cents each: cider 5 cents per 
gallon; eggs 5 cents per dozen; pease, green, in bulk or packages, 
40 cents per bushel; plants, trees, shrubs, and vines, 20 per cent 
ad valorem; garden seeds, agricultural and other seeds, 20 per 
cent ad valorem; straw 30 per cent; bacon and hams, 5 cents per 
pound, equal to 22.06 per cent ad valorem; meats, dressed or 
undressed, 10 per cent; lard 2 cents per pound; tallow, 1 cent 
per pound; grease of wool, knownas “‘ degras,” one-half of 1 cent 
per pound; and salt in bags, sacks, barrels, or other packages, 12 
cents per 100 pounds, and in bulk 8 cents per 100 pounds, are 
all transferred to the free list by the pending bill. 

The producer of all kinds of fruits, in addition to those to 
which [ havealready attracted attention, are dealt severely with 
by the pending bill. 

The duty on apples, green and ripe, is reduced from 25 cents 
per bushel—equal to 33.93 per cent—to 20 per cent ad valorem. 
In the bill as it passed the House apples were on the free list. 
On apples dried, desiccated, evaporated, from 2cents per pound 
equal to 42.41 per cent—to 20 per cent ad valorem. They were 
on the free list in the House bill. On fruits preserved in their 
own juices—an immense industry on the Pacific coast—the duty 
is reduced from 30 per cent ad valorem to 20 percent. The fish 
ing industry receives a severe shock from this bill. 

By its provisions millions of dollars are thrown tothe fishermen 
of Canada. The duty on pickled and canned fish, all varieties, 
as this bill came from the House, is reduced from one-fourth to 
one-third all along the line, from the anchovies and sardines to 

almon. The duty on salted salmon was by the House bill re- 
duced from 1 cent per pound—and under which 908,113 pounds, 
of the value of $63,722, were imported last year—to three-fourths 
of a cent per pound—or equal to 10.69 per cent. The Senate 
committee, however, have changed this to 15 per cent ad valo- 
rem. But the duty on salmon in cans or packiges made of tin 
is reduced from 30 per cent ad valorem to 25 percent. But when 
we come to fresh fish, salmon and evéry other variety, every bar- 
rier is thrown down, every port is thrown open, all are placed 
on the free list. 

Under existing law there is a specific duty of one-fourth of a 
cent per pound on allfresh herring and three-fourths of a cent pet 
pound on all fresh salmon, and on all other varicties a like duty. 
But with this restriction we imported last year 1,238,605 pounds 
of fresh salmon, of tho value of $116,124; 383,619 pounds of fresh 
herring, of the value of $4,937, and 9,909,522 pounds of all other 
varieties of fresh fish, of the value of $408,717.81. But I havo 
not the time nor has the Senate to hear me, to point out all the 
enormities of the pending bill, and hence I will rely on the well- 
knosvn maxim ‘'Ab uno disce omnes. 

Why should we interfere with the producers of dairy products 
in this country when the statistics disclose the important fact 
that we exported during the eight months ending February 28, 
of the fiscal year 1893, dairy products to the value of $7,255,781; 
or with seeds when during the same period we exported seeds 
to the value of $3,222,344; or vegetables when we exported during 
the same period vegetables to the value of $1,484,475; or hops 
when we exported during the same period hops to the value of 
$2,123,061; or wood and manufactures of wood when during the 
same period we were exporters to the value of $16,385,510? Leg- 
islationof this character against our products, our own interests, 
the interests of the wage-workers as well as capitalists is simply 
inexcusable, not to say unpardonable, if not indeed criminal, 
from any possible point of view. 

A careful inspection of the pending bill discloses the remark- 
able fact that out of $50,000,000 cf duties which this bill puts 
upon the free list, thirty-five million are taken from the duties 
on agricultural products. Yet our Democratic friends and the 
present Administration are professedly the friendsof the farmer! 

LUMBER. 


The lumber interest of this country is another important in- 
dustry attacked by the pending bill. Under the McKinley act 





a. 


wood and the manufactures of wood were given protection to the 
following extent: 
Timber; 
Used for spars and in building wharves ....cubic foot.. 10 per cent. 
Hewn and sawed ....................-....--.-Cubic foot Do. 
Squared orsided, not specially provided for.cubicfoot.. 4 cent per cu. ft. 
Lumber: 
Boards, planks, deals, and other sawed lumber— 
Of hemlock, white wood, sycamore, white pine, and 
bass wood— 
Not planed or finished M feet.. $1 per M feet. 
All sawed lumber, not specially provided for— 
Not planed or finished ...................Mfeet.. #2 per M feet. 
Paving posts, railroad ties, and telephone and tele- 
graph poles of cedar ...........................No.. 20 per cent. 
Sawed boards, planks, deais, and all forms of sawed 
cedar, lignum vite, lancewood, ebony, box, grana- 
dilla, mahogony, rosewood, satinwood, and all 
other cabinet woods not further manufactured 
than sawed ‘ 
Unmanufactured, not specially provided for 
Veneers of Wooi............-. J 
Clapboards— 
FD cidishinnesevtbents ----M.. 81 per M. 
SNEED Acwaro+oreceanes ogtmaubirndeden tian bib dunpiadtied, Mae 
Hubs for wheels, posts, last, wagon, oar, gun, and head- 
ing blocks, and all like blocks or sticks, rough hewn 
or sawed only 
Laths i 
Pickets and palings ........ 
Shingles— 
White pine 


20 per cent. 
M.. 15 cents per M. 
-M.. 10 per cent. 


M.. 20 cents per M. 
I i it, ---+------M.. 30 cents per M. 
Staves of all kinds............... .--. 10 per cent. 

The pending bill removes every one of these duties and places 
each and all of the foregoing items of wood and the manufactures 
of wood on the free list. 

This is another legislative tribute to our Canadian neighbors 
on the north. This is legislation in direct opposition to one of 
the great industries of this country—a deadly blow at American 
capital, American lumbermen, and the large number of laborers 
who earn their daily bread as wage-workers in this business. 

It is not perhaps generally known that the lumber trade of 
the United States represents a larger investment of money and 
gives eras to a greater number of oe than any other 
single industry in the United States, while on the Pacific coast 
the ratio of boti investment and employés, as stated by one of 
the petitions from that section presented to the Senate and now 
before the Committee on Finance, as applied to the volume of 
business, is far beyond that of other sections. 

** Noother industry not its outgrowth,” says this petition, ‘‘ ex- 
cept coal (which is likewise menaced by the proposed tariff 
changes), existsin the new Northwest in all that area west of 
the Cascade Mountains; it increases the taxable wealth, gives 
employment to hundreds of thousands in mills, in woods, and on 
lend and sea; its commerce and the trade stimulated to supply 
the mechanical wants of its plants and the oon require- 
ments of the myriads depending upon it for a livelihood, has 
made populous, magnificent cities on the shores of Puget 
Sound, and it is incredible that its destruction can be consid- 
ered, when such destruction will be the inevitable result of the 
abrogation of the existing tariff as to that industry.” 

More than $50,000,000 are invested in the lumber industry on 
the Pacific coast alone. The output last year in the States of 
Washington, Oregon, and California from over 1,200 sawmills 
and shingle millsin those States was 2,300,000,000 feet of lumber, 
and 2,200,000,000shingles, aggregating in value over $27,000,000. 
This industry alone gives employment in these three States to 
over 27,000 persons, to whom are paid annually wages amount- 
ing to $18,000,000; and yet the pending bill proposes to open 
wide the door to the lumbermen of British Columbia and in- 
vite them to bring their products into competition with those 
of the American lumbermen on that coast. 

British Columbia has a greater lumber area than that of the 
Pacific coast. During the year 1893 the States of Oregon and 
Washington sold to the people of the State of California over 
325,000,000 feet of lumber and 11,000,000 ee The em- 
eerie in the lumber industry of British Columbia are princi- 
pal’y, Chinese and Kanakas, and lumber and shingles in that 

rritory are produced at greatly reduced rates compared with 
the cost of production in the United States. 

The different policies of the United States and Canadain their 
treatment respectively of the public lands and the public tim- 
ber is another matter resulting largely in favor of the Canadian 
lumber producer. 

Lumbermen in the United States are not permitted to go on 
the public lands, while in Canada they are rented out at a mere 
nominal figure per acre, with the right to cut timber and manu- 
facture lumber. No large amount of — therefore is re- 
quired there as in the United States for investment in stump- 

3. 
am LUMBER DOES NOT CHEAPEN JT TO THE CONSUMBR—TAE RETAILER 
REAPS THE BENEFIT. 


Nor is it true that this competition in lumber from British 


eee ree eee ee 
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Columbia in the West, or from Eastern Canada in the East, will 
result in any material benefit to the consumer. The consumer 
realizes no benefit in the reduction of the price of lumber. What- 
ever benefit comes from such reduction inures to the retail 
dealer, and not to the consumer. The wholesale price of lumber 
on the Pacific coast has been the past year or two remarkably 
low. The manufacturers of lumber have scarcely been able to 
keep their mills going by reason of the small profits, and yet 
lumber to the consumer is as high as ever, cleerls showing that 
it is the men engaged in the business of retail dealers and not 
the consumers who realize the benefit of low prices. As bear- 
ing upon this subject, I desire to insert in my remarks the fol- 
lowing letter from Mr. Francis Rotch, a prominent manufacturer 
of lumber at Bucoda, in the State of Washington: 


FROM FRANCIS ROTCH, OF BUCODA. 


BUCODA, WASH., December 8, 1893. 
Editor West Coast Lumberman: 


Replying to your inquiry as to my views on the Wilson tariff bill, I would 
say that it would take ail the columns of your valuable journal, wers I to 
give vent to the anger and indignation with which this most iniquitous 
measure inspires me. For three years the lumber manufacturers of this 
coast have been struggling with low prices, overproduction, and contracted 
markets, forcing many to the wall, and just so much reducing the taxable 
wealth of this and other States. But the last straw is this bill which seeks 
to further curtail our markets, opens California to the cheap lumber of Brit- 
ish America, produced from cheap stumpage by cheap labor, and carried by 
cheap foreign vessels. 

Our cargo mills, with this territory divided, are forced to look to the 
Eastern States, thereby coming into competition with the interior mills 
which have no other outlet. This Eastern trade is further flooded by the 
Lake Superior and the Georgian Bay white pine carried across the lakes, 
and taking the place of just so much American product. And who gets the 
benefit of this fatherly measure? Is it the consumer, the farmer whom the 
| epored love? Notmuch. It is the retail dealer who even during the 

allin prices which the wholesaler and manufacturer have been forced to 
make move an overstock, has not Soon one cent from the figure 
which ne sold at three years ago, when living prices for lumber were ob- 
tained. Any ore man who comes in direct contact with the retailer 
will bear me out in this statement. It is incomprehensible how _ Demo- 
crat worthy of the name of man, a reasoning and ostensibly sensible ani- 
mal, can be carried away by party claptrap or specious reasoning in the 
face of such cold facts. In a nutshell, the chief industry of many States 
will be crippled for the benefit of a few retailers. 

Yours truly, 
FRANCIS ROTCH. 


As further bearing upon this subject, I submit the following 
letter from Mr. R. C, Crosby, a large dealer in lumber and shin- 
gles, Portland, Oregon: 

To the honorable the House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 


The undersigned, your petitioners, seins engaged in one or more branches 
ofthe manufacture and sale of lumber in the State of Oregon, would re- 
spectfully represent to your honorable body the grave apprehension cher- 
ished by all persons engaged in such trade and manufacture in view of the 
reported intention of the majority of your honorable body to place lumber 
on the free list. Your peeaacs would respectfully represent that the 
lumber trade of the United States represents a larger investment and af- 
fords labor to a ter number of employés thanany other single industry, 
while on the Pacific coast the ratio of both investment and employés as ap- 
plied to volume of business is far bsyond that of other sections in the Pa- 
cific Northwest. 

Your petitioners would further represent that they are brought into close 
competition with the lumbermen of British Columbia, and they respect- 
fully invite the attention of your honorable body to the great disadvantage 
under which such competition would place them, in the event of the removal 
of the present duty on tha different products of lumber. The lumber mills 
and plants of various kinds in British Columbia employ chiefly Chinese la- 
bor, and, as is well known, Americans on the Pacific coast will not and can 
not work for wages which are perfectly satisfactory to the Chinamen. 

Your petitioners would further invite the attention of your honorable 
body to the policy of the Dominion of Canada in subsidizing railroads and 
steamship lines, and in affording to industrial enterprises concessions in the 
way of land, etc., and especially to their policy of renting to mills timber 
lands at a nominal sum per acre per annum, thus relieving the Canadian 
purchaser of lumber of the necessity of investing large sums of money in 
stumpage, and relieving him also from the necessity of sharing in the bur- 
dens of taxation in proportion to the amountof money so invested in 


_stumpage. ; 


Ifany further argument could be presented to your honorable body on 
this subject it would arise out of the present eee in business. At 
any time the unrestrained competition of Oregon lumbermen with those of 
British Columbia would be viewed with the gravest apprehension: but in 
the present depression of business, a depression peculiarly felt in this part 
of the United States, such a course on the part of your honorable boiy must 
necessarily reduce lumber firms and houses to the verge of bankruptcy. 

Wherefore your petitioners most aes pray that a bill now pend- 
ing in your honorable body, and known as the Wilson bill, may be amended 
as to its lumber schedule, and that adequate protection may be given to the 
lumber interests of the Pacific Northwest. 

Respectfully submitted. 

R. C. CROSBY. 


THE COAL INDUSTRY. 

Free coal as proposed by this bill as it passed the House, and 

a reduction of duty from 70 cents to 40 cents a ton as proposed by 
a majority of the Senate Committee on Finance, which is no 
protection, means joy and gladness and prosperity to the coal 
roducers, the mine owners, the coal heavers, and others depen- 
ent on the coal industry of NovaScotia, British Columbia, Aus- 
tralia, and other foreign countries, but brings no word of com- 
American in any manner connected with that indus- 
try. while it does not mean reduced rates to the consumer, 
except, perhaps, at seaboard points, and then only for such brief 
period as such a policy will be necessary to crush out the home 


. 
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industry, it means a reduction of wages to our home miners, a 
reduction of profit to the home mine owner, a withdrawal of cap- 
ital already invested in that industry, and a menace to capital 
generally in connection with this important home industry. 
Nova Séotia coal, we are told through reliable statistics, can 
be delivered on board vessels on the coast of that country at the 
low figure of $1.11 per ton. According to the consular reports 
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the average cost of transporting coal from Nova Scotia to Boston | 
and other New England ports for the past five years has been | 


$1.90 per ton. But it is said, and truly said, these rates were ab- 
norudllly large, owing to the small amount of coal imported un- 
der the existing tariff rates. Butitis a fact that the Dominion 
Coal Company (limited), of Canada, of which Henry M. Whitney 
is president, with its remarkably increased shipping facilities, 
can transport coal from Louisburg, Nova Scotia, to Boston and 
other New England ports for considerably less than $1 per ton. 

The recent report of Mr. J. S. McLellan, treasurer of that 
company, of date February 15, 1894, shows the remarkable fact 
that on an output of 834,019 tons of coal, costing $958,336.73, 
there was a gross profit to the company of $231,162.71, and an 
additional profit on steamship, barges and railways in connec- 
tion with their mines of $103,267.95, or a total of $314,430.66; 
and from which a deduction for expenses, profit and loss, ete., 
of $87,721.22 is claimed, yin, Bros profits of $246,709.44, less 
$90,000, applied to interest on bonds of the company, to distri- 
bute as dividends on preferred stock, $120,000, to apply to sink- 
ing fund $14,731.96, and to credit of profit and loss $21,977.48; 
this all within a period of ten months, as the company was only 
organized February 16, 1893, while this report was up to date 
December 31, 1893. 

Similar conditions exist in British Columbia which under free 
coal or reduced duty as proposed in the pending bill menaces 
the rapidly developing extensive coal fields of Washington and 
Oregon. Coal can be placed on shipboard in Nainimo and Bell- 
ingham Bay very much cheaper than from the coal fields of 
Washington and Oregon. In 1880 there were produced in the 


Pacific States and Territories—Oregon, Washington, and Utah— | 
but 422,170 tons, whereas the output in 1892 was 1,512,748 tons, | 


or nearlya quadruple increase in a period of twelve years. The 
one county of King, in the State of Washington, the county in 
which the city of Seattle is located, produced last year over 470,- 
000 tons, 

Of the 44 States composing this Union, 30 of them and 3 Ter- 
ritories—Utah, Indian, and New Mexico—are coal producing 
territory. Of these 19 are Northern States and 11 Southern 
States, counting Maryland asaSouthern State. These 30 States 
and 3 Territories produced in 1892 160,188,474 tons of coal, 
46,908,452 tons of which were anthracite and 113,280,022 bitumi- 
nous. And of this amount the 11 Southern States produced 27,- 
154,438 tons, while the 19 Northern States produced 133,034,036 
tons and the 3 Territories—Utah, New Mexico, and Indian Ter- 
ritory—1,975,859 tons. From this it will be seen thata little less 
than 17 per cent of our coal production came from the South, 
while a fraction over 83 per cent is produced in the North.’ 

The total production of coal in Great Britain in 1892 was some 
4,000,000 tons less than were produced in the United States. 
The total production in Great Britain was 186,130,909 tons, of 
which 150,949,279 tons were mined in England and Wales, 26,- 
074,949 tons in Scotland, and 105,681 tons in Ireland. 

In the light of the great development of the coal industry in 
his own State of West Virginia under the operation of a protec- 
tive tariff of 75 cents per ton, howcan the distinguished author 
of the pending bill, or his colleagues on this floor, favor a reduc- 
tion of duty to 40 cents a ton, which will unquestionably result 
in bringing into direct competition with thatindustry the cheaply 
mined coals of Nova Scotia and other foreign countries. Do he 
and they forget that under the existing tariff the production of 
coal in that State has increased from 3,360,000 tons in 1884 to 9,- 
738,755 tons in 1892? Do they fail to remember that the num- 
ber of persons to whom this industry gave employment in that 
State was increased from 4,497 in 1880 to 14,867 in 1892, and that 
theamount of wages paid these employés was increased from 
$1,298,316 in 1889 to $3,537,107 in 1892, and that the $5,750,674 
capital invested in that industry in West Virginia in 1880 was 
increased in the short period of nine years, in 1889, to $10,508.50? 

Can Maryland’s representatives on this floor vote to reduce 
within a fraction of one-half the existing duties on coal, thus 
closing their eyes and their ears to the history of that magnifi- 


cent development and ex ion of that oo industry in the 
State oes re resent? they forget that the production of 
coal in yland was inc from 2,899,572 tons in 1890 to 


3,419,962 two years later, in 1892, or an increase in the output in 
that short under existing tariff laws of 520,390 tons, and 
the investments of capital in which have been increased from 
$13,165,557 in 1880 to $18,025,367 in 1889, and the amount of wages 
paid employés from $1,370,079 in 1880 to $1,700,305 in 1889? 





| manufactured, 3,975,521 pounds of the value of $161,833. 


Sid 


Can our friends from the great mineral State of Alabama vote 
to change an economic policy in reference to a great industry of 
their State under whose beneficent influence the output of coal 
in that State has been increased in six years from 1,800,000 tons 
in 1886 to the enormous tonnage of 5,529,312 in 1892; an indus- 
try which in 1880 gave employment to but 1,513 persons, but 
which in 1892, twelve years later, employed 10,075 persons; an 
industry in which in 1580 there were invested in thatState cap- 
ital to the amount only of $772,858, but which nine years later, 
in 1889, bad invested therein the enormous sum of $12,535,194? 

We imported into this country in 1892, 1,143,304 tons of bitumi- 
nous coal and shale, on all of which a duty of 75 cents a ton was 
paid. Surrounded, then, as we are by prolific foreign coal fields, 
operated by Chinamen and other like cheap labor, in Australia, 
British Columbia, and Nova Scotia, what amount will not be 
importnd with a reduction of one-half in the duty on foreign 
coal? And these excessive importations mean, especially on 
the Pacific coast, the closing of our mines, thousands of miners 
thrown out of employment, and a little later on an increase in 
the price of coal to the consumer, under a monopoly held by the 
coal producers of British Columbia. 

LEAD. 

The Wilson bill as it passed the House of Representatives was 
the final blow in the destruction of the silver-mining interests 
of this country, in so far as that destruction was not already 
complete by legislation heretofore had in that direction, by re- 
ducing the duty on lead contained in silver ore from 14 cents per 
pound, the rate under existing law, equal to 75.36 per cent, to 15 
per cent ad valorem, or a reduction to one-fifth of the present 
rate, and by reducing the duty on lead contained in other ore 
and dross trom 1} cents per pound, the existing duty, equal to 
28.20 per cent, to 15 per cent ad valorem, a reduction of nearly 
half, and by reducing the duty on pigs and bars, molten and 
old refuse lead run into blocks and bars, and scrap lead from 2 
cents per pound, the rate under existing law, equal to 49.13 per 
cent, to 1 cent, per pound, equal to 24.56 per cent, just one-half. 
A slight improvement on these rates, itis true, has been made 
by the Senate committee, changing the duty on lead contained 
in silver ore from 15 per cent ad valorem, as fixed by the House, 
to three-fourths of 1 cent per pound, equal to 37.68 per cent 
This is the only change. 

We eee during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, not 
withstanding the existing duty of 14 cents per pound, lead in sil- 
ver ore to the amount of 59,809,044 pounds of the value of $1,190,- 
462.21, and lead contained in other ore and dross 3,327 pounds 
of the value of $177, and of pigs and bars, molten and old refuse 
lead run into blocks and bars, and old scrap lead, fit only to be 
With 
these large importations coming into competition with the lead 
produced in this country, notwithstanding the existing duties, 
what may we not expect in the way of importations under the 
largely reduced duties provided for in the pending bill? 

I shall not detain the Senate in discussing at length this ques- 
tion of protection to lead in all its bearings. This will be done 
more intelligently, I doubt not, when the schedule is reached, by 
our colleages from Idaho, Montana, and other silver and lead 

roducing States. It has already been fully and ably discussed 
in the House of Representatives by the able Representative from 
the State of Idaho [Mr. SWEET], and to his speech on that sub- 
ject delivered in the House of Representatives January 27, 1894, 

take great pleasure in attracting especial attention. 
HEAR WHAT CERTAIN LEADING INFLUENTIAL DEMOCRATIC JOURNALS HAVE 
TO SAY RESPECTING THE WILSON TARIFF MEASURE. 

The Cincinnati Enquirer (Democratic) of February 1, says: 

The Democratic platform [of 1892] is notnotice that the benefits of protec- 
tion, which has entwined itself through our whole business fabric, must be 
suddenly eliminated, but the Wilson bill is, except in those abnormal and un- 
accountable sections in which it out-McKinleys McKinley in McKinleyism. 

I suppose this has reference to rice and sugar. 

Mr. GRAY. That is the precedent of McKinleyism in it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The article continues: 

The Democratic platform does not mean to give the ultra free traders 
full sweep for their eccentricities, but the Wilson bill does. The Demo- 
eratic platform does not countenance a deficiency in the revenues, but the 
Wilson bill does. 

The Wilson bill standing alone is an un-Democratic attack on the indus- 
try and prosperity of the country, and a most pernicious measure in the 
matter of revenue. 

I will state to the Senator from Delaware that thatis what one 
of the leading Democratic papers of the country says about the 
pending bill. 


With the income tax attached it will be much worse. 
Worse and more of it, you see. 


It will be a measure to carry elections with for the Republican candi- 
tes. 
Halt, Democrats. As we began, 80 we close. Do not wreck the Demo- 


cratic party. 
Mr. FRYE. Thatis bad advice. The best thing that could 
be done would be to wreck that party. 
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Mr. HOAR. 
reading? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Cincinnati Enquirer, a lead- 
ing Democratic paper of this country, and it quotes the New 
York Sun, also Democratic, as saying: | 

The Wilson bill isa measure in which there is no vestige of Democratic 
principle. I'rom top to bottom it betrays the Democracy and makes it des- 
picable in the eyes of the people. So far asthetreachery of a single branch 
of Congress and of a Democratic Administration can bring the Democratic 
party into disgrace, that result will be accomplished if that atrocious bill 
3 passed on Thursday. 


The New York Sun article was written before the bill passed 
the House of Representatives. 

In contrast with the free trade tariff for revenue speech of the 
distinguished chairman of the Committee on Finance in opening 
this debate, I beg pardon for inserting the following quotation 
from a speech reported to have been made by that distinguished 
Senator at the opening of the industrial fair in Atlanta, Ga., 
October 5, 1881: 


SENATOR VOORHEES ONCE A PROTECTIONIST, 

The Industrial World, of Chicago, republishes the following extracts from 
an address delivered by Hon. D. W. VOORHEBRS, now chairman of the Senate 
Committee on Finance, at the a of the industrial fair at Atlanta, Ga., 
on October 5, 1881. Mr. VOORHEES said: 

“Freedom of trade has a seductive sound, but, if it be not reciprocal, and 
of equal advantage among nations, it is attractive only in sound, and noth- 
ing more. The policy of a wise government is necéssarily one of self-in- 
terest, and it has a trust to perform in the care of its own people before 
carrying out benevolence to others. 

“The policy of a free and unrestricted exchange and sale of commodities 
between commercial countries has, for the last fifty years especially, been 
the theme of eulogy on the part of British writers and statesmen, but it can 
not be forgotten that this policy was never advanced on the part of Great 
Britain unti), by hundieds of years of not merely protective but prohibitory 
legislation, she had so fostered and built up her home industries, and, at the 
fame time, so cheapened the wages of labor, that a. on the partof 
other nations was no longer feared. The student of ory has but a short 
distance to go in the past in order to find English laws demanding the bar- 
barous penaities of death and moutilation ag: t the importation and ex- 
——— of certain agricultural productions. Such absolute exclusiveness 

n trade as the comparatively recent history of England presentscan hardly 
be found in any other country outside of China.”’ 


The objections to the pending bill are summarized and point- 
otty presented in the following communication to the Congress 
of the United States by the officers of the American Protective 
Tariff League of the United States, of date January 26, 1894: 


NEW YORK, January 26, 1894. 
Tothe Congress of the United Slates: 

The American Protective Tariff e, regressing. millions of your fel- 
low-citizens interested in the protection of American labor and American 
industries, profoundly as with the wide-reac’ disaster which 
must come upon the Amer = should the Wilson bill become a law, 
enters earnest protest against its passage. Already the threat of its pas- 
sage has paralyzed industries, deprived hundreds of thousands of work, and 
caused millions to suffer. 

We protest against this bill— 

1, Because it will reduce wages and can not correspondingly reduce the 
costof what w must buy; 

2. Because it give employment to foreigners, and to that extent les- 
sen the work of our own people; 

3. Because it violently 8 es at our protective tem, which during 
thirty years has raised us to a higher average of civilization than the peo- 
pleof any nation u earth; 

4. Because itis folly to s we can buy from foreign countries and 
still give our own people more employment and better wages; and, 

6. use it-is e enough to capture the markets of the world when we 
are assured of our own. 

The ¢ of this bill— 


$ will ase and make more permanent the evils which have already be- 

allen us; 

Will depri rive American labor of the means wherewith to maintain the high 
; an 


standard of living; 

Will rob the American producor of so much of the American market as it 
gives to the foreigner. 

‘These facts are e by smokeless chimneys, fireless forges, silent 
wheels, ana dumb ioe while starvation and cold, sickness and death, 
and the uncertainty and hopelessness of a once happy people give the stamp 
of conviction to our appeal. 

Respectfully submitted, 


From what paper is the Senator from Oregon 


CORNELIUS N. BLISS, 
President. 
LE GRAND B. CANNON, 


First - 
CHESTER GRISWOLD, 
Treasurer. 
T. M. IVES, 
Chairman tee. 


Bxecutive Commit 
WILBUR F. WAKEMAN, 
General Secretary. 
As indicating how the representatives of the farmers of this 
country regard the Wilson bill in its relation tothe farming inter- 
ests of the United States, I beg to submit the following commu- 
nication addressed to the Congress by the National Grange of 
the Patrons of Husbandry, of date January 30, 184: 
WASHINGTON, D. C,, January 99, 1994, 
To the Senators and Representatives assembied 
in the Congress of the United Slates: 
GENTLEMEN: We, the undersigned, have been ted a committes of 
the Nationa! Grange of the Patrons of Husbandry to urge before your hon- 
orable near wee. legislation as is deemed by our order essential to the pros- 
perity of agricultural interests of our country, and in attempting to dis: 
charge this duty we find it necessary to emphatically object to some of the 
Sill snd an co dolug we have nothing to say for’ or ageine proveotion as & 
poicy of the Government, but as arevenue measure, every American citizen 
erested. 


We deem it the true policy of the National Government to collect its rev- 
enues, as much as possible, from duties on imports, as being a system of 
taxation more equitable and less burdensome when justly distributed than 
direct taxation upon the industries and property of our people, thus leay- 
ing this class of subjects to the States for taxation for the collection of their 
reventes, as they can not levy an import tax under the Constitution of the 
General Government. 

Another reason why foreign trade should pay import duties is that our 
Government must maintain wharves and warehouses for the accommoda- 
tion of their trade, and this trade should justly pay for this privilege out of 
which itis proposed to gain a livelihood. 

The members of our order, of course, differ in their views upon the de- 
tails of equitable tariff legislation. It is not the duty of the order to inter- 
fere with the free exercise of the rights of our members as citizens. 

When the people at the ballot box decide any issue raised by the political 
parties on general principles our order cheerfully accepts the situation, and 
only insists that the policy thus indorsed shall fairly carried into effect 
without any discrimination against the farmer, or any class or interest in 
our country. 

When the people decided for the peceive policy at the polls we asked 
Congress that in the proposed tariff revision agriculture should receive tho 
same consideration as did other interests. Our demands were respectfully 
and fully considered, and with oneexception al! that we asked was incorpo- 
rated in the tariff laws of our country, and the farmers were largely inci- 
Sone protected in the American markets, a1 1 as a result realized better 

ces forhay, barley, vegetables, potatoes, beans, live stock, poultry, eggs, 
bacco, fruits, and many other products, which were not oppressive to those 
ed in other vocations. 

the change of the political situation of our country our farmers had 
reason to believe that in the revision of the tariff, placing it on a new basis, 
that it would be so adjusted that duties would be imposed largely on lux- 
uries and such P< as might be imported that would directly come in 
competition with American agricultural productions and American manu- 
factures, which were essential to give employment to American labor and 
capital. In fact, this was guaranteed in the Chicago platform of the present 


party. 

The legislative committee of the National Grange, at the speciai session 
of Congress advised the Committee of Ways and Means of the importance 
of taking care of the agricultural interests in drafting a revised tariff bill. 

Had the committee reported a bill in strict conformity with the decision 
of the poopie at the polls we shouid have nothing to say against it, but be- 
cause the proposed legislation is very unjust, in so far as it pertains to the 
farmers, and unfairly discriminates against the interests of agriculture by 
virtually abandoning the New England, New York, and coast trade to 
Canada and other f ammnaniinn, tar reason of proximity and cheap water 
transportation, which effect bring the producers in foreign countries 
closer to these markets than our American farmers in the interior, who must 
transport by the more costly methods of rail. 

The bulk of agricultural products imported into the United States 
from aand countries beyond the sea are consumed in our seaboard 
citiesand great manufacturing centers of the East, which should be preserved 
as a market for the products of the farmers of the United States. 

Your petitioners respectfully maintain that the difference in the cost of 
agricultural productionsin the United States and in fore countries should 
be ed as a just measure of the duties which may be laid upon the proa- 
ucts of foreign agriculture for the protection of American farmers. 

The costof agricultural productions, including the transportation in the 
United States, excceds the cost of such productions in Canada, including 
transportation, by 44 per cent, owing tothe price of labor. This is at least 
10 = cent in excess of the duties now imposed by law ooos the products 
of foreign agriculture, and the cost of agricultural productions in countries 
beyond the sea is even less than in Canada, owing to the samecause. 

he Wilson tariff bill, as it now stands, is unjust as between the manufac- 
turers and the farmer, who is a producer of wool, flax, and other fibrous pro- 
ductions that enter into the manufacture of cloth. If the manufacturer 
should have free wool, then the farmer should have free cloth. 

Weask only for justice, that you treat the farmer as others are treated. 

The placing of agricultural implements on the free list in compensation 
for the reduction of the duty on agricultural products is ridiculed by every 
intelligent farmer, as no agricultural implements are imported of any con- 
sequence, being much inferior to those manufactured in United States, 
which are sold to the farmer for a less price and on easier terms than in any 


country in the world. 
In view of the foregoing facts we earnestly ask all true friends of the 
farmer to wu a fair revision of the , and that in any legislation 


upon the subject that the present agricultural schedule be maintained, or 

otherwise defeat the proposed legislation. 

We also desire to impress = your minds the fact that we do not con- 

m of our country as satisfactory, and believe 

it is the cause of much of the financial embarrassment. Our members gen- 

erally favor an increase in the volume of the currency to meet the business 

— rements and revive the industries of our country and giveemployment 
to labor. 


. 


sider the present financial sys 


The jority of our farmers are bimetallists. They maydiffer somewhat 
as to the details, but earnestly desire to maintain both silver and gold as 
money, With an issue of United States Treasury notes, if neces , to br 
the volume of the currency to at least $40 per capita. They favor suc 
financial legislation and an adjustment of the tariff as will seaure our 
American markets for American labor and American capital, which will 

n start ourcoun 


on a pros 
e therefore 


— career. 
tition your honorable body to favorably con- 
sider the tural interests of our country, upon which the pros- 
perity of other industries Sane, and so legislate that the foregoing 
suggestions, which we have felt it our duty to present, may be enacted into 
law, believing that it will be the means of bringing contentment and hap- 
piness to thousands of rural homes and prosperity to our whole country. 
Respectfully submitted. 
A VOICE FROM IDAHO. 


As reflecting the views of a former member of this body, now 
| governor of the State of Idaho, longa citizen of the State of 
| Oregon, thoroughly familiar with all the varied industries, not 
| only of idaho, but of the Pacific coast, I beg to incorporate in 

my remarks the following communication addressed to the 
aker of the House of Representatives by Governor W. J. 
cConnell, of Idaho: 
Exxcurive Orricn, Boise City, Idaho, January 20, 1894 
Mr.SpBakeEr and Members of the House of Representatives, Washington. D. C.: 
GENTLEMEN: The State of Idaho, vast in resources and bilities, hav- 
infiuence of le tion to silver, 


theefforts of the majority in Congress to 


ing 

now contemplates with pass 

what is known as the “ Wilson bill." Although the representatives of the 
of the East and South viewed with compia- 


great manufacturing districts 
cency the destruction of the silver-mining interest of the West, apparently 


felt the 
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unmoved by the suffering of the wives and children of the thousands of The increased use of electricity of course accounts for our increased ex 
miners thrown out of employment, untouched by silent tunnels, noiseless | ports of copper ingots, and Canada West is the purchaser thathas been a 
mills, and deserted cabins, yet the people of the State of Idaho in this hour | sorbing so largean increase of Yankee coal 


of present and impending disaster, are moved with profound sorrow by the Generally speaking, it will be seen that thirty years of protection have 
daily recitals of the sufferings of the unemployed in the manufacturing | transformed us froma country exporting little but the natural products of 
cities east of the Mississippi River. | the soil into a country of vast and varied industries. The home market is, 


Leaving the responsibility of removing the distress of these unfortunate | of course, much the more valuabie, for, as the Boston Journal so admirably 
sople to those whose methods imposed their present condition upon them, | summarized the situation the other day, the United States consumes 20 per 
desire to direct your attention to the industries of the young State of Idaho, | cent of all the sugar, 25 per cent of all the cotton, 30 per cent of all the coifee 
and briefly recite to you the probable results, to them, of the proposed tariff | and copper, 33 per cent of all the steel and iron and wool and rubber, 40 per 
legisiation. Our principal products—ranking in importance in the order | cent of all the coal, and 50 per cent of all the tin produced 
named—are gold, silver, lead, wool, wheat, fruit, flaxseed, horses, and cat- ‘The future of the foreign trade of the United States lies not in shipping 
tle. Our first product, gold, will no doubt be increased in output, for with | cotton to England, but flour to Cuba and cloth to Brazil 
diminished wages many placers can be worked t 1at under the former scale [tis an interesting fact that though the number of yards of cotton cloth 
of wages remained untouched. exported from the United States dropped to 159,417,927 in 1893 from 171,754 
Regarding our second resource, silver, Congress has already destroyed that 045 in 1892, the value of our exports increased from 10,299,220 in 189% to 10,547 
industry, giving in its place a promise of theimmediate restoration of pros- | 521 in 1893. China’s purchases of plain brown cottons fell off one-half, bu 
rity, which has, however, only been verified by the establishmentof ‘‘soup | the West Indies, Brazil, and Central America increased their purch ‘ 
ouses,”’ and additional work for our sheriffs and their deputies. The Wil- | colored and high-cost cottons to such an extent that the value of the 
son bill, if it become alaw, will close all our lead mines until the necessities of | exported increased. The quantity of Brazil's purchases increased 
the miners compel them to accept wages the same or less than the peons of third, the value increased one-half. 
Mexico are now paid. Before Congress adopts legislation calculated to de- Theo increase in our exports of manufactures of iron and steel is notably 
grade America’s workingmen to that level, wisdom would seem to dictate | large; two-thirds of this represents engines and machinery. Cuba is our 
that the members should pause and reflect as to the consequences liable to | largest customer for machinery; Mexico and Brazil are liberal purchasers, 
ensue. as indeed is Great Britain, but whereas, except in hardware, England shows 
Our fourth industry, wool, can not be successfully maintained in competi- | a decreasing disposition to buy, our Latin American neighbors have been 
tion with the Australian product. The manager of the New South Wales | increasing their purchases. 
exhibit at the Columbian Exhibition boldly displayed a sign, as follows: Is it not profituble to keep customers and enlarge the group of customers 
‘We can raise wool for 6 cents per pound.” Beneath which was the pe ti- | Who buy our most expensive products and put a duty on those of European 
nent inquiry: “* What can you faise it for?” The management of the Expo- | manufacture? The present House of Representatives does not think so. It 
sition caused this sign to be removed, stating that it was politics, and that | has voted to abandon these new foreign markets for our manufactured prod 
no politics could be allowed on the grounds. Idaho can not meet this kind | ucts and to let down the bars of our own markets to the foreign producer 
of competition and maintain the dignity of the American laborer. The future historian of the United States will wonder at the folly of a 
Our fifth industry, wheatgrowing, is so depressed that the farmers who | nation thus ready to surrender not only its possessions, but its prospects 
are engaged in it are on the verge of bankruptcy; whether the claim that 
the price of wheat has been influenced by the price of silver be admitted by THE CASH VALVE OF RECIPROCITY. 
any considerable number of people or not, the fact remains that, aided and 
abetted by those high in place in this Government, English agents have In the last two editions of the Bulletin we have shown statistically how 
been able to purchasesilver in this country to be used in buying wheat in | the European markets for our staples areslipping away from us. The very 
India at prices which mean ruin to the silver miners, and destruction to | Valuable annual report of the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics makes it 
the farmers who have been obliged to sell in competition with wheat thus | possible to show also how American exports have blossomel in the new 
urchased; it is your duty to determine the relief to be afforded. Our sixth atin American countries under the influence of reciprocity treaties 
teeny. fruit growing, although yet in its infancy, has assumed such pro- The year 1892 is given for comparison because that year is the latest avail- 
portions and attained such a degree of success as to challenge the admira- | able for the French and English statistics. The German statistics are not at 
tion of all who take an interest in this important factor in the economy of | hand for a later year than 1891: 
the farm. i 
At the recent horticultural exhibit at the World's Fair, Idaho carried off United States exports. 
first prizes for the best exhibit of two of the most important ucts ofthe | _ Destedcaeted tail cide sdeesscieabalaldeeaiie diem aaailtnthiciaek es eae id 
orchard—apples an a. By the passage of the Wilson bill this indus- | 
try will be crippled, \f not destroyed. The culture of flaxseed, which ranks To— 1890. } 1892, 1893 
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seventh among our jndustries, can not be continued under the provisions of Cad 

the Wilson bill. The protective tariff, which has not been less that 25 cents | ~ : 

oe bushel since the culture of that staple was on the Pacific coast, | Guatemala .................-....-. 
a 


Se $1, 326, 388 $1,809,577 | $1,713,142 

8 alone prevented the product of India from driving our farmers out of | Honduras................-------..------ 522, 631 478, 947 | 142. 907 
the market Ne ten 1,270, 073 1, 187, 189 | 812, 64 
(need not inform you what wages are paid the coolie farm laborers of | Salvador_....................... el) a 886, 231 1, 274, 021 | 1, 118, 4 
India; nor nved I emphasize the fact that the saddest of all the sad days | British West Indies........ ..... 8, 074, 433 7, 996, 185 | 7.912, 341 
which may come to the American people will be that day when the laboring | San Domingo.......................---- 926, 651 | 984, 188 | 1, 108, 733 


men of America will be obliged to either starve, or work forsuch a pittance | Guba.............................__. a 12, 669, 509 17,622, 411 £3, 604, 004 
as is doled out by princely mandate tothe paupers of the Old World and its | puerto Rico _................. VOL CET TE | 2, 247, 700 2, 808, 631 | 2, 502, 788 
dependencies. Theresults which I predict will be experienced * the State | Brazil____............._..........._.__.._| 11,902, 496 14,240,009 | 12, 239, 584 
of Idahowill apply as well to all the States of the West; theref.. 3, I appeal | British Guiana........................ 2,011, 122 | 1, 885, 542 | 1, 953, 012 
to you through that sense of justice which is supposed to dominate the ' 
actions of our representative men, and urge that, in levying a tariff for | ——--—-——--_—-—-—-—-—-—-—- 7 
ae oo = ron Tees ——— the a The two countries of prime importance are Cuba and Brazil. In Cuba the 
pane sthacbien tee wie thas a oy t ~ : = th . est, a8 Well aS | heavy increase is due to an enormous relative increase in our exports of 
ope 2 Om, Ae ae oa MOCOMNETE G machinery, boots and shoes, corn, wheat flour, hog products, and lumber 
a NNELL, Governor. In Brazil the articles that have jumped furthest are railroad cars, ma 
RECIPROCITY TREATIES, chinery and hardware, bacon and pork, boards and furniture. More re- 
Another feature of the pending bill in direct opposition to cently there has been @ growth in the value of cotton cloths. é 
* : a * * The reciprocity destroyer carefully covers up these figures and exults 
American interests and American industries and the Wwage- | over the fact brought out by the above tables, that our exports to certain 


workersof the United Statesis the provision which strikes down | smaller countries with whom we have rectprocity treaties have apparently 
that portion of the McKinley act providing for reciprocity trea- | declined. Among these are Honduras, British Guiana, Nicaragua, and the 


i ie i : British West Indies. 
ties with other countries, Under that provision of the McKin- In the case of the British West Indies the imports of Bermuda from the 


ley act a number of treaties were negotiated with different for- | United States are included inthe Department's figures for 1890 and excluded 
eign countries, the most of them consummated within a year | in i802. As the annual imports of Bermuda are $1,500,000, the bulk being 


* »Kinle ; : food supplies from the United States and Canada, the apparent small de 
from the passago of the McKinley act. As exhibiting the vast crease in the years selected is more than accounted for. ; 


increase of our trade with these several countries in virtue of As to the genuine decreases, let us see how other countries have fared in 
these several treaties, I may be pardoned for reproducing here | Latin America. Great Britain's exports to Central America were £087,168 
the following article from the Boston Commercial Union cited |e ee eet ee en Lae OLE temnee te thos | Contra America were 
by the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE] | ‘Both these countries show a net loss for all Central America. Taking all 
in his able speech of yesterday: Central America together, the United States shows a very handsomerelative 


e net gain. : 
nena edkee Rees See See ae ceats aeedaae or ae eee Great Britain exported to the British West Indies goods to the value of 
States that havebeen steadily increasing their hold on foreign markets. ‘The | £--°74472 in 1800, and but £2,184,549 in 1892. We are really gaining upon Eng- 


oars land in her own colonies. 
exports of 1803 exhibit them as follows: Haiti and San Domingo are unfortunately classed together, one being out 


of and the other in our reciprocity arrangement. England's exports to the 




























Inereases— two fell during the two years in question from £528,357 to £247,971, F'rance’s 
—_————-—-— |} from 13 474,176 franesto 9,204,461 francs. Oursubstantial gain in San Domingo 
Articles, etc. Over aver- almost offsets the loss in Haiti. Our exports to the two have fallen but from 
age of | Over 1892 $6,028,115 to #5,947,618, a trifling decline when compared with England’s 
event Cras eee sees are pommaeren. American exports show a gain.) hee 
pears. | Engiand sold to the Spanish West indies goods to the value of £1,576, 75¢ 
- CT —, ape Roan in 1890, Seas in 1892. France's exportsfell from 11,671,05% to 4,792,- 
t. | PY 378 francs in the same year. As note! above, our exports in the two years 
Derseelveral implements <.2__.-.--. 1 .-.-.-.---- = _ — 539 | increased 40 per cent, and in three years nearly 100 per cent. — 4 
Boo. saa a caees aren arias ean eentebemnsee wt a4 iaF bee . aa England did increase her exports to Brazil from £7,458,628 to £7,910,320 
Carriages and cars.--.....................- Pe My on (mostly in jute goods and telegraph wire). France, however, fell from 81,- 
Coal er goods a ten tone ann oe meee nn ewes eee 10 980° 949 ep eee y+ 010,705 <a o — to 62 _— francs in 1892. The United States gained 
Sere st acon senescence sesmeassmeausensn anes vo y, Ue, 23 | more ra y than Encland. 
Ho Nek ones «supine Ssnme Jude ndinh Tine nes re 252, 287 More Caame this, Presiient Harrison proclaimed a specially hostile tariff 
s inn —2 aan eens teens sae sera eee ---- ” 301" BOI 1, 719, 568 against Colombia, Venezuela, and Kaiti. it has been represented that the 
e i _ = 4.373 300 | es ig injury Abus sup oned to be done our exports has more than counterbalanced 
PEs 6 cane scntenceds acmeswesentbnnecor 9 FEY, fay APO, cain secured in the other countries. 
1, TEL, 138 2, 109, 7 Now, our exports to Colombia have risen from #2,522.351 in 1890 to 83,047,620 
456, 608 220 382 | in 1888: ourexports to Venezuela rose from $3.984,230 in 1830 to $4,142,051 in 
1, 462, 431 e 393,005 | 1893. Our.exporis to Haiti, as noted above, did decline a little tn 1892, but 
3, ae %, 908, O84 | from 1890 to 1893 they rose from $5,101,454 to §5, 170,63!. 
2 107 2, 182, 646 As compared with 1890 we have in 1833 increased our exports to six out of 
3, 089, 091 | 2, 075, 495 | the ten Latin Americancountries under reciprocity treaties and lostin four. 


The political uncertainty in Brazil in 1893 and the removal of Bermuda from 
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the general classification of the West Indies make the apparent less than 
the actual gain. ; 

However, as it stands, we have gained net in our exports to these coun- 
tries $12,527,520since 1890. We have lost but $577,897, and the countries that 
are buying less of us have become even more niggardly customers of Euro- 
pean countries. 

These new Latin American markets have in part at least offset the dwin- 
dling European demand for our old-time staples. The great Sclavonic coun- 
tries with India and Egypt may break down the Buropean demand for our 
petroleum, our wheat, and our cotton. Here, however, are markets they 
can not control. 

Will President Cleveland civilly hand them alsoto Great Britain? 


SOME OF THE DISASTERS WHICH HAVE AFFLICTED OUR COUNTRY SINCE 
MR. CLEVELAND'S INAUGURATION, MARCH 4, 1893. 


What are some of the things which have happened since the 
inauguration of the present Administration, March 4, 1893, af- 
fecting the general welfare and prosperity of this country, and 
to what extent may these fearful happenings be justly denomi- 
nated, not merely as coincidences, but as dreadful consequences 
of the threatenening policies of the Democratic Administration? 
Since then, bankruptcy has fastened its cold and icy grip on the 
owners and operators of more than one-fifth of all the railroad 
mileage in the Unitecé States. Property of this one class rep- 
resenting a capital in stocks and bonds of more than $1,750,000,- 
000 is no longer controlled by owners, but is in the hands of re- 
ceivers who must in all things proceed according to the order 
and under the direction of the courts appointing them. 

Reliable statistical returns for the month of February of the 
present year show a loss on 123 roads, operating 95,945 miles of 
track, amounting to $4,654,203, or 2.54 per cent, and making a 
total decrease in earnings in the first two months of this year of 
$9,605,851, as against a gain of $539,310 last year, and as against 
gains of from three to seven millions in each of the three pre- 
ceding years. 

Since the incoming of the present Administration, according 
to the bulletin of the American [ron and Steel Association, over 
one hundred iron and steel manufacturing establishments and 
iron ore mining properties have gone into the hands of recsiv- 
ers, assignees, or sheriffs, while at least one-fifth of the capital 
invested in these industries has been absolutely sunk since Mr. 
Cleveland's election. 

In the first ten months of the present Administration there 
was a shrinkage in the total bank clearings of this country from 
the total clearings during the last ten months of the year 1892 
of the almost incomprehensible sum of $8,259,292,017. But, oh! 
says one, it was the Sherman silver act that was the cause of 
this. But in reply to this I beg attention to the important and 
undeniable historic fact that while the shrinkage in bank clear- 
ings for the two months preceding the repeal of the purchasing 
clause of the Sherman act was $2,634,599,247, the falling off for 
the two months immediately following such repeal was 83,339,- 
684,035, or greater than the shrinkage of the two months imme- 
diately preceding the repeal by $705,084,788. The shrinkage in 
the month of September, 1893, before the re act was passed 
was $1,467,649,673, while that of December following the repeal 
in October was $1,947 505,663. 

But this is not all. Neither the repeal of the Sherman act 
nor the advent of the new year has availed to stem the down- 
ward course of financial and business affairs inthiscountry. In 
the months of January and February of the present year, ac- 
cording to Bradstreet, the shr in ess, as indicated 
by the volume of bank cl , reached the enormous sum of 
$1 ,890,81 536 in January and $1,867,645,918 in Fe , making 
the startl aggregate for these two months of $3,757 ,958,454. 

And yet, Mr. ent, d the special session, the claim 
was insistently made by the gold monometallists that all that 
was necessary to bring ‘prosperity, to increase trade, to cause 
the flow of money into this country, to stopits export to foreign 
countries, was to wipe out of existence the purchasing clause of 
the Shermanfact, which they denounced as responsible, in the 


main, for all these business financial troubles. While these 
immense losses, amounting d@ the first year of Mr. Cleve- 
land's Administration to consid more than $12,000,000,000, 


or withinafraction of one-fifth of the total wealth of the country, 
onl ) properly mark the extent of the loss in trade, it does not 
in e the still infini greater losses and of a character, 
too, which strike a deadly blow at the farmers, the landowners, 
the producers, and the oo interests of the country. 
In that sad category reckoned nearly $325,000,000 de- 
crease in the value of cattle, sheep, horses, swine, other live 
stock; also the loss to the farmers of this country in the depres- 
sion to ruinous rates, in the price of wheat, corn, oats, barley, 
and other cereals; in the de tion of the value of real estate, 
te nothing of the ruin that has ed our min- 
ustries by the absolute silver, the 

closing of our silver mines, and the annihilation of innumerable 


other industries and enterprises depending on these for their 
existence and support. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


APRIL 13, 





But the sad catalogue of business disasters which have come 
to the people of this country since March 4, 1893, is far from 
complete until included in its sickening list is the statement of 
the 16,000 business failures which have occurred in that time, 
involving liabilities to the extent of $346,749,889, to say nothing 
of the great unfortunate army of unemployed and dependent 
poonle, aggre ating, according to Bradstreet, 219,200 in New 

ngland, 787, in New York and New Jersey, 500,700 in the 
State of Pennsylvania alone, 680,650 in the central Western 
States, 240,700 in the Northwestern States, 165,715 in the South- 
ern States, and 72,800 on the Pacific coast, footing the stupen- 
dous aggregate of unemployed and dependent in our country 
of 2,758,595, of whom 801, are stated to be unemployed, and 
1,956,710 dependent. All this, Mr. President, was not so prior 
to the Presidential election of 1892. 


SILVER. 

The oft-reiterated assertion made during the past year that 
the Sherman silver act was the cause of driving gold from this 
country has been more than overwhelmingly answered from 
time to time by actual statistics. The report of the Bureau of 
Statistics for November, 1893, shows that the exports of gold 
from August, 1890, when the Sherman silver-purchase law went 
into effect, until the end of that year weré but $4,042,221, while 
the imports of gold during the same period were over three times 
that amount or $13,731,249, showing a net of imports over ex- 
ports of $9,689,028. 

Now, why was this? All Europe at that time, by the enact- 
ment of that law, supposed it was the settled determination of 
the Government of the United States to adopt a silver policy of 
its own, regardless of the action of any of the European nations 
upon that subject. This policy then adopted enabled us to se- 
cure gold from Europe, and had it been steadfastly and vigor- 
ously maintained our imports of gold, all other things being 
equal, would have continued to exceed our exports. But when- 
ever it was ascertained by the European nations that they were 
mistaken in regard to the determination of the United States 
upon the silver question, and it became plainly evident that the 
Administration wasdeferring to European nations upon the sub- 
ject, Austria at once entered upon the business of demonetizing 
silver, and thus succeeded in extracting from us in the neigh- 
borhood of $100,000,000 in gold. 


THE THREAT OF TARIFF REDUCTION HAS PROSTRATED TRADE. 

But what has been the effect on the revenues of the Govern- 
ment since the inauguration of the present Administration? 
Under the operation of the McKinley tariff during the year 1892, 
the Government was enabled to pay all its expenses and had a 
surplus for that year of $9,915,453.66, whereas the surplus for the 
next fiscal year (1893) was considerably less than ome fourth that 
amount, or $2,341,674 only, while for the present year, instead 
of a surplus of nearly $10,000,000, as in 1892—the last year of 
Presidént Harrison’s Administration—we have a deficit of from 
seventy-five to one hundred millions, the present Secretary of 
the Treasury himself placing it in his last estimate at seventy- 
i millions. 

hy is this so? Wehave the same fiscal laws to-day that we 
had in 1892. This greatchange,.therefore, can not be attributed 
to the laws, but to some other potent cause which has operated 
to check importations under those laws. And is this strange? 
Is it by any means curious or to be wondered at that merchants, 
porters in this country, will reduce the amount of their 
purchases when an Administration having control of all the de- 
eee of the Government has proclaimed in favor of free 
rade and a large reduction in duties? This is one, the princi- 
pal reason, why importations have fallen off, and why as a con- 
sequence the revenues of the Government have fallen off and in- 
stead of a surplus we have an immense deficiency staring us in 
the face 

But this is not by any means the sole reason. By this pro- 
posed legislation the great industries of this country have been 
threatened, men have been thrown out of employment, and the 
ability of the people of this country to make purchases, as for- 


merly, has been seriously impaired. The imports into this coun- 
try o- which duties are levied by the McKinley act were much 
less during eleven months of 1893 than during the year 1892. 
For the seven months ending January 31, 1894, there was a 
so of off in our ae of merchandise to the extent of $112,- 
822,621, the value of our imports for this period, ending January 
893, being 484,371,681; while for the latter period but 8371,- 
549,060. But it was on the dutiable portion of these imports 
that the falling off was the more marked, being of the value of 
$247,658,612 for the seven months ending January 31, 1893, and 
of but $167,605,321 for the seven months ending January 31, 1894, 
a falling off in this short period of $80,053,291. Bw in our ex- 
domestic merchandise for a like period there was a de- 


crease amounting to $41,264,227, our exports for the scven months 








1894. 


ending January 31, 1893, being $560,295,545; while for a like pe- 
riod, ending the 31st day of January, 1894, they were but $519,- 
031,318. 

In this connection it may not be out of place to attract atten- 
tion to the deplorable fact—a fact which brings, or ought to 
bring at least, the blush to the face of every American, and the 
existence of which I shall not now stop to attempt to charge up 
to either of the great political parties, although much, I think, 
can be said on that subject to the advantage of the Republican 

arty and thedisadvantage of our political adversaries—and that 
fs that of the imports of merchandise into this country during 
the seven months ending January 31, 1894, which were brought 
in steam and sailing vessels; but $72,358,179 were brought in 
American vessels—$42,378,365 in steam vessels and $29,979,814 
in sailers—while $393,327,665 were brought in foreign vessels, 
$374,260,123 worth of which amount were brought in steamers 
and the balance, $19,067,542, in sailers. 

But this is not all, nor by any meansthe worst; for of our total 
exports during this same period of seven months ending Janu- 
ary 31 last, $22,640,484 in value were carried in cars and other 
land vehicles, but $40,535,192 in American vessels, $25,733,697 of 
which amount insteamers and $14,796,495 worth in sailers; while 
the enormous balance of our exports for this period, amounting 
to $455,855,642 in value, was carried in foreign vessels, $408,765,- 
619 of which balance was carried in foreign steamers and $47,- 
090,023 in foreign sailers. 

OUR NATIONAL FINANCES. 


In this connection a comparison of the state of the public debt 
at the commencement and close of President Harrison’s Ad- 
ministration with its present state is interesting and instructive. 
At the close of President Cleveland’s first Administration, or 
rather at the end of the fiscal year July 1, 1888, the entire public 
debt was $1,063,004,894. This was reduced during the Adminis- 
tration of Mr. Harrison, or rather between July 1, 1888, and July 
1, 1892, $221,438,431, it being but $841,526,463 at the latter date. 

By the sale of bonds and the depletion of cash in the Treasury, 
which is taken into account in ascertaining the amount of the 
entire public debt, it has been increased since July 1, 1892, and 
nearly the whole of which has occurred since March 4, 1893, to 
the enormous extent of $165,791,542. And while the entire in- 





terest-bearing debt was, July 1, 1892, but $585,029,330, it is now | 


$625,872,000, or an increase of $40,841,470, which means an in- 
crease in the annual payments of interest of over $2,000,000. 


THE COUNTRY’S PROGRESS UNDER A PROTECTIVE POLICY. 


What more overwhelmingly convincing argument in favor of 
the protective policy could be desired than the history of the 
material development and physical progress of this country 
under that policy, until the-dismal shadow of the apereneting 
change of that policy cast its deadly and demoralizing influ- 
ence over our fair land? Contrast the total wealth of our coun- 
try at the different periods, 1860, 1870, 1880, and 1890, and it 
tells a story of material development and human progress un- 
paralleled by that of any other country since the creation of 
man, 

In 1860 our total wealth was $16,159,616,068; in 1870 it was 
$30,068,518,507, an increase in this decade of 85.7 per cent, not- 
withstanding the fact that during this period occurred a fearful 
devastation and destruction of wealth by the civil war. In 1880 
it was $43,642,000,000, and in 1890, $65,037,091,197 or an increase 


in this decade of $21,395,091,197, or an increase of, withinasmall | 


fraction, 50 per cent. 

In 1860, at the close of the existence of the free-trade tariff of 
1846, as slightly modified by the actof 1857, our wealth per capita 
was but $308, while in 1870 it was 3780. 1n 1880 it was $870 and 
in 1890, $1,039, or an increase per capita in the last decade of 
$169 toevery man, woman, and child in the Republic, although 
our population ome Se same decade had increased nearly 25 
per cent (24.86) from 50,155,783 in 1880 to 62,622,250 in 1890. 


RAILROAD DEVELOPMENT. 


In every department of enterprise the development under the 
protective policy of this country has been the wonder of the age 


and in nodepartment has this fact been more clearly emphasise 

than in railroad development. And in no respect is this more 

plainly shown than by contrasting this development with the 
made under a free-trade tariff. During the fourteen 


progress 
years of the existence of the much-lauded Walker tariff, or free- 


trade tariff, from 1846 to 1861, the whole number of miles of rail- 


road constructed in this country was 24,150 miles, or an average 
increase of but 1,725 miles each year during this period; whereas 
the number of miles constructed during the fourteen years en- 
was Seas. close of the war, that is, from 1866 to 1879 inclusive, 
was 56,495 miles, or an ave of 4,035 miles each year, while 
for the fourteen years from 1880 to 1893, inclusive, there were 


huilt 89,200 miles, or an average of 6,371 miles each year 
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And as indicating the vastness of this business, attention is 
attracted to statistics as given in Poor's Railroad Manual, show- 
ing that there is invested in this one industry, capital and funded 
debt (stocks and bonds), the enormous sum of $10,28,169,042, 
with annual gross earnings of $1,191,857,099, 816,716,759 aceru- 
ing from freight and $3(5,140,340 from passengers, with net 
: eae to $352,817,405, and paying dividends of $8i,- 

36,811, 

Notwithstanding the fearful depression in prices during the 
past twenty “aay caused mainly, as I believe. by the demone- 
tization of silver in 1873 and hostile silver legislation since that 
time under the countervailing stimulus of the protective policy, 
the augmentation in wealth in its every ‘department has been 
the wonder of the time. This is iliustrated in a great variety 
of ways, but better than all others by a comparison of the cen- 
sus reports for different decades. 

It is clearly shown by the census of 1890, in connection not 
only with the increased number of manufactories and manufac- 
tured products, but also in the increase in the number and value 
of farms and farm products, live stock, ete. In 1480 there were 
in the United States 4,008,907 farms, of the total value, includ- 
| ing buildings, of $10,197,096,776, while according to the census 
of 1890 there were 4,564,641 farms, of the value of $13,279,252 
649, or an increase of 555,734 or 13.86 per cent in the number of 
farms and an increase of 30.23 per cent in their valuation. 

Again, the value of farm implements and machinery on these 
farms in 1890 was $494,247 ,467, as against $406,5 0,055 in 1880, or 
an increase in this decade of 21.58 per cent. The value of live 
stock on farms in this country in 180 (June 1) was $2,208,767 573, 
as against $1,500,384,707 in 1880, or an increase in this decade of 
$708,482,866, or 47.21 per cent. 

Again, the total value of farm products in 1879 was $2,212,540,- 
927, while in 1890 it was $2,460,107 ,454, or an increase over that 
of 1879 of $247,566,627, or 11.19 per cent. 

The farmers in this country, moreover, notwithstanding all 
they had to contend with during the decade from [80 to 1840, 

roduced 246,972,181 more poundsof butter in 1890 than they did 
n 1880—the number of pounds produced in 1880 being 777,250,- 
287, as against 1,024,223,468 pounds in 1890, or an increase of 
| 31.78 per cent. These statistics, however, only include the but- 
ter produced on farms and do not include that made in butter 
factories. 

Nor has this development been confined to any one section of 
| the country nor to any one product. The total cotton acreage 
| in this country in 1879 was but 14,408,019 acresand the total pro- 
| duction in that year but 5,755,359 bales of 453 pounds net, aggre- 
gating 2,607,177,627 pounds, whereas the acreage ten yeurs later 
(in 1889) had increased to 20,175,270 acres, or an increase in the 
acreage in these ten years of 5,695,251 acres, or 30.33 per cent, 
while the product in 1889 was 7,472,511 bales of 477 pounds net— 
the size of the bale having been increased from 453 to 477 
pounds—aggregating 3,564,387,747 pounds, or an increase of 957,- 
210,120 pounds, or 36.71 per cent over that of ten years previous. 

So also in the production of tobacco. We produced in 1889 
15,595,489 pounds more than in 1879. Our total tobacco product 
in the latter year was 472,661,167 pounds, and in 1889 the product 
was 488,256,646 pounds. And in this connection I desire to at- 
tract attention to the fact, perhaps not generally known, that 
the far Western States of Oregon and California are beginning 
to devote considerable attention to the raising of tobacco. 

There were in cultivation in the followingthree States in 1889 
acreage as follows: California 27 acres, producing 12,907 pounds; 
Washington 25 acres, producing 7,040 pounds, and Oregon 12 
acres, producing 3,325 pounds. 

Again, the total area devoted to the cultivation and produc- 
tion of cereals in the United States in 1889 was greater by 21,- 
585,766 acres, or 18,20per cent greater than inl&79. In latter year 
the acreage was 118,631,779 acres, while in 1889 it was 140,217 455 
acres. There hasalso been an increase in the production of cereals 
in 1889 over that in 1879 of 821,236,675 bushels, the product in 
the latter year being 2,697 579,229 bushels as against 3,518,816,904 
bushels in 1889, 

During the decade 1880-1890—according to the census—there 
| was an increase in the numberof manufacturing establishments 
in this country of 102,119; the total number in 1880 being 253,- 
282, as against 355,401 in 1890. This is an increase of over 4! 

per cent. The capital invested in 1890 reached the enormous 
| figure of $6,124,475,305, and the wages paid $2,282,823,265. The 
| materials used in manufactures amounted to $5, 158,855,333, and 
| the value of the production $9,370, 107,264, 


WAGES 


Another mentees fact, evidencing the good results of the 
rotective policy on the wage-earners of the United States, is to 
found in the fact that in the year 1880, their average earnings 
were but $347.86 per year, while in 1890, according to the census, 


yada,” 
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these average earnings had increased to $485.10, or an average 
increase to the wage-workers of the country annually of $137.24, 
and this in tne face o! the other significant fact that the census 
shows that the number of wage-workers had increased in that 
decade 65.74 per cent. The increase in wages paid was 131.13 
per cent, in cost of muterials 47.77 per cent, and in value of prod- 
ucts 69.27 per cent. ’ 
CONCLUSION, 

But what is the real character of the pending bill? In many, 
indeed in the great majority of its vital schedules, it breathes 
the spirit of free trade with all its blighting consequences. In 
these it merciiess!y assails capital and labor alike. It strikes a 
deadly blow at this industry and that, demoralizing labor, re- 
ducing wages, destroying confidence, breeding distrust, paralyz- 
ing trade, while in other portions of the bill its provisions pro- 
ceed along the linesof protection athigh-water mark. Sugar, a 
common necessary of life, is taxed, while lemonade, soda water 
and other similar foreign waters, to tickle the fancy and sate the 
appetite of those able to indulge in thess luxuries, nicely put up 
in plain, green or colored molded, or pressed-glass bottles, and 
fashion plates engraved on steel or copper or on wood. colored 
or plain, and paintings in oil or water colors, in which the four 
bundred of the cities are more especially interested, aread mitted 
free of duty. 

Riee being a product solely of the South, isprotected to the ex- 
tent of 83.89 per cent ad valorem, while the lumber, and the wool, 
and the coal, and the barley, and the hops, and the prunes, and 
the apples, and the hay, and the vegetables, and various other 
products, the great proportion of which are produced in the 
North, are given little or no protection, and the great majority 
of them placed on the free list. 

The bill as it stands to-day is based on no definite, well-recog- 
nized principle or policy of customs taxation. It is neither free 
trade nor protection, and yet it is both. But one consideration 
seems to have been uppermost in the minds of its makers, and 
that is, how shall we frame this bill, wherein shall we make it 
free trade and wherein protection im its policy, so as to assure 
us of enough votes to secure its passage? This, Mr. President, 
is statesmanship of the highest order 

in its general characteristics this bill reminds one of the lines 
of Wordsworth: 

Theswan on still St. Marys Lake, 
Fioat double swan and shadow. 

The bill is sectional in the extreme in its general make-up, 
giving protection to the products and industries of one section 
and deaying that protection to another. Ina word, the pend- 
ing bill is a legislative monstrosity, with the head of a man, the 
arms of a dragoa, the tuil of a fish and the claws of a bear. It 
isun- American, un-Democratic, un-Republican. [tisadangerous 
menace to the prosperity and general welfare of ‘the people of 
the United States, and hence it is that the-voice of p vtriotism, of 
Americanism, of Republicanism, and of real Democracy. demands 
that it be strangled in the legislative womb and never be per- 
mitted to be born. ; 

Mr. CHANDLER (at 5 o'clock and 5 minutes p.m.). Imove 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. HARRIS. 1 ask the Senatorfrom New Hampshire if he 
will not withdraw that motion for a moment. I think we ought 
to have a brief executive session in order that we may at least 
make some references. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Iwill withdrawthe motion for that purpose. 

Mr. HARRIS. I understand the Senator from Missouri | Mr. 
COCKRELL] is very anxious to with the consideration 
of the urgent deficiency appropriation bill. He will be in the 
Chember in a moment, and if he does not appear I desire an ex- 
ecutive session of a few minutes at least. 

Ths VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate. 
a message from the President of the United States, which will 
be read. 

Mr. HARRIS. Very well. 


HAWAIIAN AFFAIRS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Congress: 
I transmit herewith copies of certain dispatches from the United States 
minister at Honolulu, received by the Secretary of State since my message 


of March 19, 1804. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, Washingtoh, April 13, 1894. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Wasa motion made ‘to proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business? 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Missouri ‘will ‘be ‘in ‘the 
Chamber in one moment. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, he is here. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I renew my motion to adjourn. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the motion will not bo agreed to, 
but that the Senate will proceed to the’ consideration of the 
urgent deficiency appropriation bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should lie to know whether debate is 
in order on a motion to adjourn. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshirethat debate is not in order ona motion 
toadjourn. The question is on the motion of the Senator from 
New Hampshire, that the Senate do nowadjourn. [Putting the 
question.| The noes have it. 

Mr.CHANDLER. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr.GALLINGER (when his name was called). Iam paired 
withthe junior Senator from Texas|{Mr. MILLS], whom I do not 
see in his seat, and I withhold my vote. 

Mr. HAR&IS. Lam paired with the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. MORRILL], but I suggest to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER] that, if agreeable to him, we transfer 
our pairs and vote. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
main as it is. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon (when his name was called). I am 
paired with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. ViILAs]. 

Mr. HOAR (when Mr. PUGH’S name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PUGH], who is absent in 
consequence of illness. 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Maine |Mr. Hata}. 

Mr. SHOUP (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from California [Mr. WHITE]. 

The roll call ws concluded. 

Mr. CHANDLER (after having voted in the negative). I 
voted nay inadvertently; but I am paired with the junior Sena- 
tor from New York |Mr. Murp#y], and withdraw my vote. 

Mr. DIXON. Has tho Senator from Mississippi [Mr. McLAv- 
RIN] voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. DIXON. Iam paired with that Senator, and withhold my 
vote. 

Mr. PERKINS (after having voted in the affirmative). Iwish 
to withdraw my vote, and announce my pair with the junior 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Roacw}. 

Mr. BUTLER. J.am paired with the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. CAMERON]. [f he weve present, Ishould vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. WALSH. My colleague{[Mr. Goroon] is paired with the 
Senator from Lowa | Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
SOUP] that, if agreeable to him, he and | transfer our pairs. I 
am paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. SdOQUP. Very well. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] 
will then stand paired with the Senator from California [Mr. 
Watre}, I vote “ nay.” 

Mr. SHOUP. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. QUAY. Before leaving the Chamber the junior Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] desired me, if there was a call of the 
yeas and ntys, to announce his pair with the Senator from Geor- 
gia [Mr. GORDON]. 

Mr. RANSOM. I will transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Maine |Mr. HALE] to the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAs], 
so that the Senator from Oregon |Mr. MITCHELL} and myself 
can vote. I vote “nay.” 4 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I vote ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. CAREY (after having voted in the affirmative). I voted 
inadvertently. lam paired with the Senator from South Caro- 
lina (Mr. Irwy], and desire to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to state that my colleague Mr. 
Hunton] is paired with the Senator from Connecticut {Mr. 
PLATT]. 

Mr. HILL. Iam paired with ‘the junior Senator from Massa- 
ch setts {Mr. LopcE). 

The result was announced—yeas 9, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—9. 


Mitchell, Oregon 
Proctor, 


Ys—27. 
Pinoray, 
McPoaerson 
Martin, 


I think I should prefer to let my pair re- 


Hawley, 
Manderson, 


Quay, 


Dolph, 
Fol Shoup. 


Dubois, 
Frye, 
NA 


Allen, 
Bate, 


‘Palmer, 
‘Paseo, 


Call, 
Cockrell, 
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NOT VOTING—49, 


Aldrich, Gallinger, McMillan, Stewart, 
Allison, Gordon, Mills, A Stockbridge, 
Brice, Hale, Mitchell, Wis. Teller, 
Butler, Hansbrough, Morrill, Turple, 
Caffery, Higgins, Murphy, Vance, 
Camden, Hill, Perkins, Vilas 
Cameron, Hoar, Pettigrew, Washburn, 
Carey. Hunton, Piatt, White, 
Chandler, Irby, Power, Wilson, 
Cullom, Jones, Ark. Pugh Wolcott. 
Davis, Jones, Ney Roach, 

Dixon, Lodge, Sherman 

Faulkner, McLaurin, Squire, 


So the Senate refwied to adjourn. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The motion is lost. 

Mr. HILL. lL rise for information, to inquire- 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion has been lost. 

Mr. COCKRELL. However, noquorum has voted. 
roll be called to ascertain the presences of a quorum. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Secretary wiil call the roll. 
Mr. HILL. Ifitis in order, will the Secretary be kind 
to inform us how many pairs were announced just now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Tha stenographer can make that 
announcement. The Senator from New York asks unanimot 
consent for that informition. Ts there objection? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ob.ectto any further delay. 

1as directed the Secretary to cal) the roll. 

Mr. HILL. I do not care for a detailed 
wish to know the number of pairs announced. 
have the names: that is unnecessary. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I object to any further delay in the call- 
ing of the roll. 

Mr. HILL. This isa parliamentary inquiry. 
aright to have that information. 
order upon it 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the roll bo called. 

Tho VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll, 
and meanwhile the Chair will get the information for the Sen- 
ator from New York. 


Let the 


, 
enough 


The C] 


hair 


statement, but | 
[ do not care to 


A Senator has 
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L desire to make a point of | 


The Secretury cailed the roll, and the following Senators an- | 


swered to their names: 


Allen, Dixon, Hill, Pasco 
Bate, Dolph, Hoar, Peffer, 
Berry, Dubois, Kylie, Perkins, 
Blackburn, Frye, Lindsay, Quay, 
Blanchard, Gallinger, McPherson, Ransom, 
butler, George, Manderson, Shoup, 
Call, Gibson, Martin, Smith, 
Carey. Gorman, Mitehell, Oregon Vest, 
Chandler, Gray, Mitchell, Wis. Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Harris, Morgan, Walsh. 
Coke, Hawley, Palmer, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-three Senators have 
swered to their names. A quorum is present. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from New York that nine pairs were an- 
nounced on the previous roll call, . 

Mr. HILL. So if those pairs had been entered upon the Jour- 
nal—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I object. 
batable question before the Senate. 

Mr. BUTLER. There is a quorum present. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
Senate. 

Mr. HILL. Everything is debatable in the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consid- 
eration of House bill 6556, being the urgent deficiency appropri- 
ation bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I rise to a question of order. 
now before the Senate is a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The motion to adjourn was voted down. 
lidid not require a quorum to vote down the motion to adjourn, 
“ the distinguished Senator from New Hampshire only too well 

nows. 

Mr.CHANDLER. I do not know all that the Senator from 
Missouri knows. I wish I did. I understand that as soon as the 
presence of a quorum is established, the prec:ding question on 
which a quorum did not vote must be taken again. 

_ Mr. COCKRELL. Thatis not the case on a motion to ad- 
journ. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


There is no de- 


The motion 


The Chair will state that on a mo- 


tion to adjourn that is not necessary. Does the Chair under- | 


oe ay Senator from New York to rise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry 

Mr. HILL. My parliamentar 
long as the record of this body 
tors present—— 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-three Senators answered to 
their names. 


inquiry is as to whether, as 
ows that there were 45 Sena- 
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Mr. HILL. Thirty-six Senators voted before, and there were 
nine pairs announced by Senators who were present. Thatmakes 


a quorum actually present, who responded to their names and 
told the reason, not why they were absent, but why they were 
present. That coustitutes a quorum of this body and entitles if 
to do business under the well-regulated rules which have pre 
vailed in other bodies and which ought to prevail here. | make 


the point of order that th was a quorum net ially present 
which the Vice President has a right to recognize, The Presi- 
dent of the Senate may take time upon this question, if it is de- 
sired, before it is ruled upon. 

Mr, DuBots and Mr. QuAY addressed the Chair. 


Mr. COCKRELL L thoug bi Ww 8 recog! d. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair had recogn it 5 
ator from Missouri, but the autor from New York » to 
point of order. 

. Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The C will hea 

from Idaho on the point of order. 
r. DUBOIS. I simply d re to cor t the Senat fro 
New York as to his statement of fact. lor inst } c 
le yus {Mr > 7) annou | his it’, nd a 
pair was transferred by an arrangement with the S from 
Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS}, who also had announced pair, and 
| both my colleague and the Senator from Te svoted. That 
wis done in several inst.nces 

Mr. BUTLER. ‘That was not counted as air, t 

Mr. DUBOIS. The point mide by the Senator from ’ 
York is based on the sup -osition that all those who announced 

| pairs were present and were not votin As am of fact 
the pairs were transferred and almost all those ho we 
present and paired did vote. Upon the statement of fact I sub- 
mit that the point of order at this time is ll taken. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to make ona sugges on, if t Senato 

| will pardon me. I donot understand this to be apra lq 
tion, or that the Senator from New York desires tora t me 

| As I understood him, he only rose to pay a tribute to the great 
wisdom and sagacity of the late Speaker of the House of R 
sentatives |Mr. ReEep]; that is all. 

Mr. OUAY. Mr. President, on this point 

Mr. BUTL®R. I call attention to the fact thatour friends on 
the other side 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair has recognized the Sen 
ator from Pennsylvania | Mr. QUAY] on the question of order 
raised by the Sen itor from New York. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I thoughtI was recognized, but I see [ was 


an- | 


There is no debatable question before the | 


mistaken. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Pennsylvania will yield to 
me to complete my sentence? 

Mr. QUAY. Certainly. 


Mr. BUTLER. The point of order made by the Senator 
from New York calls attention to the additional fact that our 


friends on the other side are filibustering very industriously and 
actively against the passage of the tariif bill. That fact is dis- 


closed. 


Mr. GALLINGER. We will take the responsibility of it. 
Mr. QUAY. I believe I have the floor now. I merely rose 
| to inquire of the Senator from New Yorkcif he desired to sug- 
| gest the adoption of the Reed rule in the Senate. It ms to 
me that is the purport of his suggestion. 
Mr. HILL. [I do not recognize the fact that Mr. Reep has 





any monopoly upon a simple and plain rule like this. It can be 
adopted by any body. and it can be recognized as existing under 
the ordinary principles of parliamentary law. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does not the Senator from 
claim the prior right of discovery? 

Mr. HILL. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to say asingle word on the point 
of order. AsI remember the matter, a vote was taken to ad- 
journ. The declaration was made that there was not a quorum 
present. The Vice-President recognived that fact and directed 
acall of the Senate, which developed a quorum. The Chair 
then decided thatfurther business was inorder. I submit that 
the point of order raised by the Senator from New York comes 


New York 


| too.late, and that before it can be considered it must be raised 


again at some time when the want of aquorum is developed, as 
was the case on the motion to ad ourn. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President —— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has not yet ruled on the 
question. He will hear the Senator from Connecticut on the 
point of order. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I understand the Senator from New York 
claims there was a quorum here at the time the vote was taken 
to adjourn. I suppose, then, his point is that we really adjourned 
five minutes ago. If so, where are we now? 

Mr. HARRIS. But the vote was against an adjournment, 
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Mr. HILL. An adjournment is not had until it is declared 
from the Chair. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Senator from Connecticut did not 
listen to theannouncement of the result. In answer to the ques- 
tion of the Senator from Pennsylvania, I take occasion to call at- 
tention to the fact that there is a very broad difference between 
the condition suggested by the Senator from New York, namely, 
that though a quorum may not have voted upon a motion where 
a quorum was not required, the announcement of pairs showed 
that more than a quorum was present, and the employment and 
application of arbitrary rules that may have been employed 
without precedent or authority in other deliberative bodies. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to inquire what is the point of order? 

Mr. FRYE, There is no point of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The last roll call discloses the 
presence of a quorum. 

Mr. MORGAN. There is no point of order before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The last roll call discloses that a 
—— present, and the Chair recognizes the Senator from 

issouri. 


— 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I have been trying to get the floor for a 
long while to make a motion. It is evident we can not do any 
legislative business this evening, and rather than do nothing, I 
move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After thirty minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6. o’clock 
P. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, April 

4, 1894, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Execulive nominations received by the Senate April 13, 1894. 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

William L. Marbury, of Maryland, to be attorney of the United 
States for the district of Maryland, vice John T. Ensor, whose 
term will expire May 21, 1894. 

UNITED STATES MARSHAL, 

John EF. Lynch, of Missouri, tobe marshal of the United States 
for the eastern district of Missouri, vice Frank Buchanan, whose 
term expired April 11, 1894. 

ASSISTANT TREASURER. 

Ormond Hammond, of Maryland, to be assistant treasurer of 
the United States at Baltimore, Md., to succeed George L. Wel- 
lington, whose term of office will expire by limitation July 8, 
1894, 

COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


William H. Harries, of Minnesota, to be collector of internal 
revenue for the district of Minnesota, to succeed Marcus’ John- 
son, resigned. 

COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 

Frank T. Shaw, of Maryland, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Baltimore, in the State of Maryland, to succeed Wil- 
liam M. Marine, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 

Wiliam H. Manogue, of the District of Columbia, to be col- 
lector of customs for the district of Georgetown, in the District 
of Columbia, to succeed Sherman A. Johnson, removed. 

NAVAL OFFICER OF CUSTOMS. 

Barnes Compton, of Maryland, to be naval officer of customs 
in the district of Baltimore, in the State of Maryland, to succeed 
Milton G. Urner, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 

SURVEYORS OF CUSTOMS. 

M. A. Frawley, of Iowa, to be surveyor of customs for the port 
of Burlington, in the State of Iowa, to succeed Charles Willner, 
whose term of office will expire by limitation J uly 10, 1894. 

©. Ridgely Goodwin, of Maryland, to be surveyor of customs 
in the district of Baltimore, in the State of Maryland, to succeed 
William D. Burchinal, whose term of office has expired by limi- 
tation. 

SUPERVISING -INSPECTORS OF STEAM VESSELS. 


E. P. Chancellor, of West Virginia, to be supervising inspector 
of steam vessels for the Seventh district, to succeed John Fehren- 
“ra O Neal, of Illinols, to be inspector of steam 

ames 0 no supe of s 
vessels for the Fourth district, to Pereend rane Burnett, re- 


—_— 

ames N. Thompson, of Arkansas, to be supervising inspector 
of steam vessels for the Sixth district, to enceeed John Ingie, re- 
signed. 
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RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Aloysius Lynch, of Leadville, Colo., to be receiver of public 
a at Leadville, Colo., vice Willis L. Thompson, to be re- 
moved. 

Albert M. Avery, of Havana, Ala., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Huntsville, Ala., vice Charles Hendley, term expired. 


REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 


James F. Moore, of Princeville, Oregon, to be register of the 
a at The Dalles, Oregon, vice John W. Lewis, term ex- 
pired. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Commodore Francis M. Ramsay, to be rear-admiral in the 
Navy from the 11th of April, 1894, vice Rear-Admiral A. E. K. 
Benham, retired. 

Capt. Thomas O. Selfridge, to be commodore in the Navy from 
the — of April, 1894, vice Commodore Francis M. Ramsay, pro- 
moted. 

Commander Philip H. Cooper, to be captain in the Navy from 
the 11th of April, 1894, vice Capt. T. O. Selfridge, promoted. 


POSTMASTERS, 


Edward Finn, to be postmaster at West Winsted, in the county 
of Litchfield and State of Connecticut, in the place of George B. 
Cook, whose commission expired March 7, 184. 

William E. Burch, to be postmaster at Hawkinsville, in the 
county of Pulaski and State of Georgia, in the place of Benja- 
min Ff’. Parsons, whose commission expired April 11, 1894. 

Matthew J. McEniry, to yo one mgr at Moline, in the county 
of Rock Island and State of Illinois, in the place of John M. Holt, 
whose commission expired March 29, 1804. 

H. H. Campbell, to be postmaster at Pratt, in the county of 
Pratt and State of Kansas, in the place of Robert Anderson, 
whose commission expired January 9, 1894. 

A. H. Jacob, to ba postmaster at Larned, in the county of 
Pawnee and State of nsas, in the place of George A. Sells, 
whose commission expires April 19, 1894. 

Henry C. Maxwell, to be postmaster at Harper, in the county 
of Harper and State of Kansas, in the place of Amzi G. Patter- 
son, whose commission expired March 29, 1894. 

John H. Meyer, to be tmaster at Hiawatha, in the county 
of Brown and State of Kansas, in the place of John P. McKnight, 
whose commission expired April 3, 13894. 

Charles H. Osbun, to be postmaster at Fort Scott, in the 
county of Bourbon and State of Kansas, in the place of Homer 
W. Pond, whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

S. Davies Warfield, to be postmaster at Baltimore, in the 


county of Baltimore and State of Maryland, in the place of 
William W. Jehnson, whose commission expired January 16, 
1894, 

Gardner W. Pearson, to be postmaster at Lowell, in the 
county of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of 
Willis P. Burbank, whose commission expired February 4, 1894. 


Alvah Raymond, to be postmaster at South Weymouth, in 
county of Norfolk and State vf Massachusetts, in the place of 
Adoniram E. Vining, whose commission expired January 16, 
1894. 

Joseph C, Smylie, to be postmaster at Wesson, in the county 
of Copiah and States of Mississippi, in the place of E. H. Thomp- 
son, whose commission expired February 21, 1894. 

Homer Reed, to be postmaster at Kansas City, in the county 
of Jackson and State of Missouri, in the place of Francis B. Nof- 
singer, whose commission expired December 21, 1893. ; 

Cyrus N. Van Pelt, to be postmaster at Tarkio, in the peeety 
of Atchison and State of Missouri, in the place of Jacob J. Hoff- 
man, whose commission expired January 8, 1894. 

J. N. Hamm, to be postmaster at Ponca, in the county of Dixon 
and State of Nebraska, in the b ages of James H. Logan, whose 
commission expired January 16, 1894. 

Albert S.Story, to be eee at Pawnee City, in the county 
of Pawnee and State of Nebraska, in the = of Augustus E. 
Hassler, whose commission expired December 19, 1893. 

Gilman B. Hoyt, to be postmaster at Exeter, in the county of 
Rockingham and State of New Hampshire, in the place of 
George W. Weston, whose commission expired February 14, 


1894. 

Edgar J. Knowlton, to be postmaster at Manchester, in the 
county of Hillsboro and State of New Hampshire, in the place 
of Samuel S. Piper, whose commission expires April 19, 1894. 

James Ryan, jr., to be postmaster at Dover, in the county of 
Strafford and State of New Hampshire, in the place of Fred H. 
Foss, whose commission expired April 11, 1894. 

Gilman C. Shattuck, to be postmaster at Nashua, in the county 
of Hillsboro and State of New Hampshire, in the of R. R. 
Hooper, whose commission expired January 28, 1894. 


- 
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Albert G. Ahlefeld, to be postmaster at Kenton, in the county 
of Hardin and State of Ohio, in the place of Adam M. Rice, 
whose commission expired February 11, 1894. 

’. W. Taubman, to be postmaster at Plankinton, in the county 
of Aurora and State of South Dakota, in the place of William L. 
Anderson, whose commission expired January 16, 1894. 

E. H. Ulrick, to be postmaster at Watertown, in the county of 
Codington and State of South Dakota, in the place of William 
H. Donaldson, whose commission expired December 20, 1893. 

Joseph Stowasser, to be postmaster at Necedah, in the county 
of Juneau and State of Wisconsin, in the place of John T. King- 
ston, whose commission expires April 19, 1894. 

Frank W. Cutsinger, to be postmaster at Edinburg, in the 
county of Johnson and State of Indiana, in the place of William 
H. Breeding, whose commission expired March 24, 1894: 

Andrew Hennemann, to be postmaster at St. Cloud, in the 
county of Stearns and State of Minnesota, in the place of Josiah 
E. West, whose commission expired February 25, 1894. 

John E. Yates, to be postmaster at Gallatin, in the county of 
Daviess and State of Missouri, in the place of Jehiel T. Day, 
whose commission expires May 1, 1894. 

Mulford M. Scudder, to be postmaster at Westfield, in the 
county of Union and State of New Jersey, in the place of Luther 
M. Whitaker, whose commission expired February 6, 1894. 





WITHDRAWALS. 


Executive nominations withdrawn from the Senate April 12, 1894. 
CONSUL. 


Albert Fowler, whose nomination was delivered to the Senate 
February 26, 1894, to be consul of the United States at Strat’ord, 
Ontario. 

RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Jeremiah P. Looney, whose nomination was sent to the Senate 
March 21, 1894, to be receiver of public moneys. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 


Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate April 13, 1894. 


Homer Reed, to be postmaster at Kansas City, in the county 
of Jackson and State of Missouri. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
FRIDAY, April 13, 1894. 


The House met atl2o’clockm, Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
EK. B. BAGBY. 


THE JOURNAL, 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read. 

The SPEAKER. If there be noobjection the Journal as read 
will be approved. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I object. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I move the approval of the Journal, and on 
that I demand the previous question. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 88, noes 1. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I ask for the yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Tae question was takea; and thare were —yeas 155, nays 1, not 
voting 197; as follows: 

YEAS—155. 


Abbott, Cannon, Cah Dinsmore, Hudson, 
Alexander, Capehart, Dockery, Hunter, 
Allen, Caruth, Dunn, Hutcheson, 
Arnold, Catchings, Dunphy, Izlar, 
Bailey, Causey, Edmunds, Jones, 
Baker, Kans. Clark. Mo Bogiah, Cal Kem, 
Bald Clarke, Ala E b Kilgore, 
Bartlett, Cobb, Ala. Epes, Kyle, 
Barwig, Cobb, Mo. Erdman, Lane, 
Bell, Colo. Cockrell, Fithian, Latimer, 
a Tex. com zee, —— 

> eary, to! 
Black, Ga. Cooper, Fla. Gorman, Lesser” 
Black, Il. Cooper, Ind. Gresham, Livingston, 
Bland, Cooper, Tex. Haines, Lynch, 
Boen, x, Hare, Madox, 
Branch, a Harter, Mallory, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Crawford, Hatch, Martin, Ind. 
Broderick, mings, McAleer, 
Bryan, vis, McCreary, Ky. 
Bunn, De Armond, Henderson, N.C. McCulloch. 
Bynum, DeForest, 0 McDannold, 
Cabaniss, Denson, Hooker, Miss. McDearmond, 
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Ryan, 


McEttrick, Paynter, Taylor, Ind. 
McKaig, Pearson, Sayers, Tracey 
McLaurin, Pence, Sioiey, Tucker 
McMillin, Pendleton, Tex. Sickles, Turner, Ga 
McNagny, Pendleton, W. Va. Sperry, Turner, Va 
McRae, Pigott, Springer, Turpin, 
Meredith, Price, Stallings, Warner 
Meyer, Rayner, Stockdale, Washington 
Montgomery, Reilly, Stone, Ky. Weadock, 
Moses, Richards, Ohio Strait, Wels 
Mutchler, Richardson, Mich. Straus, Wheeler, Ala. 
Neili, Richardson, Tenn. Swanson Williams, Ill 
Outhwaite, Ritchie, Talbert, S.C Williams, Miss. 
Page, Robbins. Talbott, Ma Wise 
Paschal, Robertson, La. Tarsney, Wolverton 
Patterson, Russell, Ga. Tate, 
NAYS—1. 
Cogswell. 
NOT VOTING—197 

Adams, Ky. Davey, Houk, Ray, 

Adams, Pa. Diugley, Hulick, Reed, 

Aitken, Dolliver, Hull, Reyburn 
Alderson, Donovan, Ikirt, Robinson, Pa 
Aldrich, Doolittle, Johnson, Ind Rusk, 
Apsley, Draper, Johnson, N. Dak Russell, Conn. 
Avery, Durborow. Johnson, Ohio Scnermerhorg, 
Babcock, Ellis, Ky. Kiefer, Seranton, 
Baker, N. H. Ellis, Oregon Kribbs, Settle, 
Bankhead, English, N. J. Lacey, Shaw, 
Barnes, Everett, Lapham Shell, 
Bartholdt, Fielder, Lefever, Sherman, 
Belden, Fietcher, Linton, Simpson, 
Beltzhoover, Funk, aisle, Sipe, 
Bingham, Funston Lockwood Smith 
Blair, Fyan, Loud, Snodgrass 
Boatner, Gardner, Loudenslager Somers 
Boutelle, Gear, Lucas, Stephensoa 
Bower, N. C. Geissenhaine Magner, Stevens 
Bowers, Cal. Gillet, N. ¥ Maguire Stone, C. W 
Brattan, Gillett, Mass Mahon, Stone, W. A. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Goldzier, Marsh, Storer, 

| Bretz, Goodnight, Marshall Strong 

| Brickner, Grady, Marvin, N. Y Sweet 

| Brookshire, Graham, McCall, Tawney 


Bros.us. Griffin. McCleary, Minn Taylor, Tenn. 
Brown, Grosvenor. McDowell, Terry, 

Bundy, Grout, McGann, Thomas, 

Burnes, Grow, McKeighan Tyler, 

Burrows, Hacer, Meiklejohn Updegraff 
Cadmus, Hainer, Mercer, Van Voorhis, N.Y. 
Caldwell, Hall, Minn Milliken, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Caminetti, Hall, Mo. Money, Wadsworth 
Campbell, Hammond, Moon, Walker 

Cannon. [IL Harmer, Morgan, Wanger, 
Chickering, Harris, Morse, Waugh, 

Childs, Hartman, Murray, Wever, 

Clancy, Haugen, Newiands W .celer, [il 
Cockran, Heiner, Northway, White 

Compton, Henderson, Lil. Oates, Whiting 

Coombs, Henderson, Iowa O'Neil, Mass Wilson, Ohio 


Cooper, Wis Hendrix, O'Neill, Mo Wilson, Wash. 


Cornish, Hepburn, Payne, Wilson, W. Va 
Cousins, Hermann, Perkins, Woodari 
Covert, Hicks, Phillips, Woomer 
Culberson. Hines, Pickler, Wright, Mass 
Curtis, Kans Hitt, Post, Wright, Pa 
Curtis, N. Y Hooker, N. Y. Powers, 

Dalzell, Hopkins, Il. Quigg, 

Daniels, Hopkins, Pa. Randall, 


No quorum voting. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. 
quorum. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Uatil further notice: 

Mr. BROWN with Mr. MORSE. 

Mr. COVERT with Mr. BARTHOLDT. 

Mr. CAMPBELL with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. BRETZ with Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 

Mr. SCHERMERHORN with Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER with Mr. W-RIGHT of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BLACK of Lllinois with Mr. ALDRICH. 

Mr. OATES with Mr. PoWERS. 

Mr. BARNES with Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota. 

Mr. ELLIs of Kentucky with Mr. CoopEer of Wisconsin. 

Mr. [IKIRT with Mr. TAWNEY. 

Mr. MONEY with Mr. DRAPER. 

Mr. Coss of Alabama with Mr. McCALt. 
+ Mr. SNODGRASS with Mr. HouK. 

Mr. KRIBBS with Mr. BRosIvs. 

Mr. MCKEIGHAN with Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. LOcKWoOoD with Mr. VAN VooruHiIs of New York. 

Mr. BOATNER with Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. 

Mr. CADMUS with Mr. MERCER. 

Mr. BRICKNER with Mr. ApDAms of Kentucky. 

Mr. DURBOROW with Mr. HopKrns o!f Lilinois. 

Mr. ALDERSON with Mr. WHEELER of Illinois. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 

Mr. ENGLISH of New Jersey with Mr. VAN VOORHIS of Ohio. 

Mr. BANKHEAD with Mr. SWEET. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia with Mr. DALZELL. 


L am paired, but voted to make a 
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For this day: 

Mr. MAGNER with Mr. WADSWORTH. 

Mr. DAVEY with Mr. STRONG, 

Mr. TERRY with Mr. SCRANTON. 

Mr. Somers with Mr. HooKER of New York. 

Mr. CULBERSON with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. BALDWIN. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. HALL 
of Minnesota, is absent on very important business, and I ask 
that he be excused for two days. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. CULBERSON, 
is detained at home by sickness in his family, and I ask that he 
be excused for the day. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois, Mr. FUNK, 
asks to be excused for the rest of the day, on account of sick- 
ness. The gentleman from California, Mr. CAMINETTI, asks 
leave of absence, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

The gentleman from New Jersey, Mr. CORNISH, asks leave of 
absence until Tuesday, on account of sickness. If there be no 
objection, these several leaves will be granted. 

‘There was no Objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, [ am just in receipt of a tele- 
gram from the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. HOPKINS, who is 
detained from the House on account of illmess. I ask that he 
be excused for one week. 

There was no objection,and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague, Mr. 
GRIFFIN, be excused for the balance of the week, on account of 
sickness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BRECKIN KIDGE of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I am paired 
with the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. HopKauys, but have voted 
to make a quorum, which right was reserved. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri, Mr. BAR- 
THOLDT, asks to be excused on account of sickness. Without 
objection that leave,will be granted. 

‘There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 155; the nays 
1. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker,I move a call of the House; 
and I hope that motion will be voted down, 

The question was taken; and the Speaker anaounced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BLAND. The yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 16, nays 140, not 
voting 197; as follows: 

YEAS—16. 


Hudson, 
Kem, 
Outhwaite, 
Paynter, 


. 


Baker, Kans. Davis, 
Barwig, Dunn, 

Beil, Colo. Harter, 

Boen, Hooker, Miss. 


NAYS—140. 


Crawford. 
De Armond, 
De Forest, 
nson, 
Dinsmore, 


Breckinridge, Ark. 
Brookshire, 


Bunp, 
Bynum, 
Cabaniss, 
Cannon, Cal. 
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Bower, N. C. Funk, 
Bowers, Cal. Funston, 


Brattan, Fyan, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Gardner. 
Bretz, G 
Brickner, 


APRIL 13, 


Russell, Conn, 
Schermerhorn, 


ear, 
Geissenhainer, Lond, 
_ Loudenslager, 

Lucas, Sibley. 

Magner, Sickles, 

_— Simpson, 
Graham, Mahon, Sipe, 
Griffin, Marsh, Smith, 
Grosvenor. Marshall. Snodgrass, 
Grout, Marvin, N. Y. Somers, 
Caminetti, Grow, McCall, Stephenson, 
Campbell, Hager, McCleary, Minn. Stevens, 
Cannon, Ll. Hainer, McDowell, Stone, C. W. 
Chickering, Hall, Minn. McGann, Stone, W. A. 
Childs, Halil, Mo. MecKeighan, Storer, 
Clancy, - Meiklejohn, Strong, 
Cockran, Ha Mercer, Sweet, 
Compton, Milliken, Tawney, 
Coombs, Money, Taylor, Tenn. 
Cooper, Wis. Moon, Terry, 
Cornish, Morgan, Thomas, 
Cousins, Henderson, Il. Morse, Tyler. 
Covert, Henderson, Iowa Murray, pdegraf, 
Culberson, Hendrix, Newlands, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Cummings, Hepburn, Northway, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Curtis, s Hermann, Oates, Wadsworth, 

Hicks, O'Neil, Mass. Walker, 

Hines, O'Neill, Mo. Wanger, 

Hitt, Payne, Waugh, 
Davey, Hooker, N. Y. Perkins, Wever, 
pees: Hopkins, Til. Phillips, Wheeler, Ill. 
Dolliver, Hopkins, Pa. Pickler, White, 
Doolittle, Houk. Post, Wilson, Ohio 
Draper, Hulick, Powers, Wilson, Wash. 
Durborow, Hull, uigg. Wilson, W. Va. 

Johnson, Ind. andall, Woomer, 

Johnson, N. Dak. Ray, Wright, Mass. 

Johnson, Ohio Reed, Wright, Pa. 
Everett, Kiefer, Reyburn, 
Fielder, Kribbs, Robinson, Pa. 
Fletcher, Lacey, Rusk, 


So a call of the House was refused. 

The following additional pair was announced: 

Mr. FYAN with Mr. TAWNEY, until further notice. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

he question was taken on the motion to adjourn, and the 

Speaker declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. [ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 130, noes 13. 

So the motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly (at 1 
o'clock p. m.) adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. APSLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
A bill (H. R.811) to pension Harriet Woodbury, Windsor, Vt. 
(Report No. 697.) 

By Mr. LACEY, from the same committee: A bill (H. R. 3693) 
granting a pension to Lucinda B. Hull, widow of James E. Darrow. 
(Report No. 698.) 

By Mr. MCDANNOLD, from the same committee: A bill (H. R. 
6050) to pension Margaret A.Woods, widow of William W.Woods, 
late of Company E, Sixteenth Illinois Volunteer Infantry. (Re- 
port No. 699.) ; 

By Mr. McETTRICK, from the same committee, with amend- 
ment: A bill (S. 307) granting a pension to Earnest C. Emerson. 
(Report No. 700.) 

By Mr. GEISSENHAINER, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs: A joint resolution (H. Res. 155) for the proper enroll- 
ment of Thomas R. Proctor in the Navy. (Report No. 702.) 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. ERDMAN, from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, adversely: A bill (H. R. 308) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary A. Wise; which, with the accompanying 
report (No. 701), was ordered to be printed and laid on the 
table. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions was.discharged from the consideration of the bill (H.R. 


pices peg mn ed re to Dumiel Boyles; and the same was re- 
f to the mittee on Pensions. 
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PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. SENATE, 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were cs bs 

nstestiient and severall referred as follows: ae SATURDAY, April 14, 1894. 
By Mr. MEIKLEJOBN: A bill (H. R. 6657) to prohibit the Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 


sale. of intoxicants to Indians—to the Committee on the Alco- The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
holic Liquor Trafic. PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 
By Mr. BARWIG: A bill (H. R. 6658) providing for leave of ‘ P — ae ‘ ee 


absence for officers and employees in the customs service of the Mr. MCMILLAN presented the memorial of Mrs. V. A. White 
Government—to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treas- | 2nd sundry other members of the First Presbyterian Church, of 
ury Department. Albion, Mich., remonstrating against the admission of Utah 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 6660) to enable the Secretary into the Union as a State; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Interior to allot lands in severalty to the Quapaw Indians | on Territories. 








in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes—to the Commit- |. Mr. LODGE presented the petition of A. S. Sawyer and 23 

tee on Indian Affairs. | other citizens of Boston, Mass., and the petition of J. P. Mar- 

< quand and 10 other citizens of Boston, Mass., praying for the 

: . 2 eae enactment of legislation to suppress the lottery traflic; which 

PRIVATE BILLS, ETC, were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following _He also presented a memorial of the Ludlow Manufacturing 

titles were presented and referred as follows: Company, of Boston, Mass., remonstrating against the adoption 

By Mr. WEADOCK: A bill (H. R. 6659) to increase the pen- of certain proposed amendments, relating to cables, cordage, and 

sion of Capt. Isaac D. Toll—to the Committee on Pensions. —_ to the Wilson tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the 
apne, 

ie aS | He also presented the petition of B. J. Hussey and 53 other 

PETITIONS, ETC. citizens of Boston, Mass., praying that fraternal society and col- 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitionsand papers | lege journals be admitted to the mails as second-class matter; 

were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
By Mr. BLACK of Illinois: Petition of members of the Lu- | Roads. 

theran Church of Effingham, IIl., against the proposed amend- Mr. VEST. Ipresenta petition of the Commercial Club ofSt. 

ment to the Constitution of the United States—to the Commit- Joseph, Mo., praying for the ratification of certain Indian trea- 

tee on the Judiciary. ties. I think itis a misnomer; we do not now make treaties 


Also, petition of Ira O. Baker and 36 others, of Illinois, pro- | with Indian tribes. I move that the petition be referred to the 
testing against lotteries—to the Committee on the Post- Office | Committee on Indian Affairs. 


and Post-Roads. | The motion was agreed to. 

By Mr. BUNN: Petition of citizens of Wake Forest, N. C. | Mr. HILL presented the petition of William R. Bancroft, of 
favoring the passege of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Com- | West Webster, N. Y., asoldier of the late war, praying that he be 
mittee on the Post Office and Post-Roads. granted an increase of pension; which was referred to the Com- 

By Mr. MOON: Protest of A. Moussa, pastor, and 11 members | mittee on Pensions. 
of St. Paul’s congregation of the Evangelical Lutheran Church REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


of Manistee, Mich., against any change in the Constitution of 
the United States by inserting a so-called Christian clause—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. MORGAN. By direction of the Committees on Forcign 
Relations, I report back the bill (S. 1481) to amend the act en- 


‘ titled ‘‘An act to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of 
Sn ee Se 2d ma a es oes ene ue Nicaragua,” approved Iebruary 20, 1889, and to aid in the con- 
en oa Church of Man tee, Mich ainst an cum | in the | Struction of the Maritime Canal of Nicaragua. The commi:tec 
Constitution of the United States by seethn rae called Chris- | 2&ve stricken out all of the bill submitted to them except the en- 
tian clause—to the Committee on 8 Tudieine acting clause, and present a substitute for the sume, which I sup 
By Mr. MORGAN: Application of Andrew Denton for removal | P08e 1s now ready for the Calendar. 
- PP > nova’ | The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The bill will be placed on the Cual- 
of charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. | andar 
cena tc-s 4c te Coane ental Fae | Mr. MORGAN. ‘I desire tosay, before the bill goes to the Cal: 
By. Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of C. H. Davis and others. fora | °@¢°": that at a later day, perhaps on Monday, I shall submit a 
icon roviding that all manufactures of butter and cheese based written report in connection withthebill. Ideferitnow merely 
P 8 i toenable members of the committee to have an opportunity to 
ject to the laws of police regulationsof any State into which they examine the separt envefully belere it is put in. 
may "Mir. MEIKLE JOHN: Petition from nena, Nebr., f | The report was subsequently submitted by Mr. MorGAn. 
the wa ression of the lottery traffic—to the Comunittee on > the | Mr. MI TCHELL of Oregon, from the Committee on Claims, 
Post-O Gthee and Post-Roads. to whom was referred the bill (S. 217) for the relief of the heirs 
By Mr. MCNAGNY: Protest of St. John’s Church, of Ken- ee ea ,reported it without amendment, and 
dallville, Ind., and of Zion s Evangelical Lutheran Church, of wr c \RE YY + aan Siotetenteds Yep the Ceiemitien on Teted 
Fort Wayne, Ind., against the proposed amendment to the Con- yrs y ; 
i 





at tories, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6442) to protect the 
pes of the United States—to the Comsnittes on (te Juil- birds and animals Ary “2 a National Park, and to 
punish crimes in said park, and for other purposes, to report it 

i Recent ee ae ee ee ee Oe relief with an amendment, and I ‘ask for its present consideration. 

By Mr. EVERETT: Petition of A. H. Bodin and others, and Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be read for information. 
resolution of Arthur P. Leary and others, and vetelntions of Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator, before I 
Frank Paine and others, of Boston, Mass., in favor of memorial | 2¢¢!de whether to object to its consideration, if the bill pro- 
of eee ee to the Committee on the Post-Office and | Pes to change the boundaries of the park or has any relation 

to the controverted questions connected with it. 
ay Mr. LAYTON: Memorial of the wool buyers and wool eos. This is a House bill, and is reported with an 
3 amendment—— 
ne on Wale can Woe etree worl 1 ar. TURPIE. | Mr. President, I object to the prosont consid- 
eration of the bill. 
ing wh a Seeibathe Btennorsven-fintnor bill -t0 he Gala The VICE PRESIDENT. There is objection to the present - 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. consideration of the bill. 
By Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan: Resolution of Liberty Mr. Le! ag The bill is too long. It would take all the 
} | morning hour. 
Ravide. hich ch alee Siisiisn teas of Waites tuetes boc Grand | ‘The VICE-PRESIDENT. he bill will be placed on the Cal- 


endar. 
favoring ros 0 nage silver—to the Committee on Coinage, | “yy. TURPIE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 


whom was referred the bil! (S. 756) for the application of the 
uae “ Sareea rey Petegie mr ager age sme yd —— accretions of the Caracas awards of 1868 to the new awards made 
¥® | in 1889 and 1890, reported it with amendments. 


By Mr. WILSON of Ohio: Petition of Champion Council, No. BILLS INTRODUCED. 


oo Order of United American Mechanics. for the passage | Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 1897) to regulate the 
House bill 5246—to the Committee on the Judiciary. laying and repairing of sidewalks in the city of Washington, Dis- 
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trict of Columbia; which was read twice by title, and referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 1898) to prevent the abuse of 
legal processes by United States courts and judges thereof, and 
for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1899) for the relief of William 
Pitsch; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

r. PEFFER. I was requested by the Wage Workers’ Politi- 
cal Allianceof the District of Columbia to introduce a bill, which 
I present, and ask to have referred to the Committee on Finance. 

I suppose I need not again call the attention of the Senate to 
the fact that Ido not agree with the philosophy of some of the 
bills which I introduce by request, but, as I stated once before in 

. the presence of the Senate, I regard such bills as being some- 
what in the nature of petitions, and while we may not agree 
with their reasoning, still they may be suggestive to us, and 
therefore useful. 

The bill (5. 1900) to enable the public authorities to establish 
systems of public co'\peration, and for other purposes, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (S. 1901) to remove the charge 
of desertion standing against the name of B. J. Kimbrough, of 
the One hundred and tenth Illinois Volunteer Infantry; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1902) for the relief of James B. 
Boyd, late a private in Company B, Seventy-seventh Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteers and Battery H, Fourth Regiment 
United States Artillery; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, 

He also introduced a bill (S, 1903) authorizing certain surveys 
to be made by the Coast Survey of the United States; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. WALSH introduced a bill (S. 1904) to amend section 719 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read 
the first time by its title and the second time at length, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, eic., That section 719 of the Revised Statutes be, and the same 
is hereby, amended by adding thereto the words following: 

“Nor shall any associate justice, or circuit judge, or judge of the circuit 
court, —_ when sitting as a member of an appellate court created by 
law, set aside, annul, or modify any decree, Judgment, or order made by any 
other associate justice, circuit judge, or judge of the circuit court; and all 
applications for rehearing, or setting aside,or modifying the order, decree, 
or Judgment shall be made to the j or justice ding when the same 
was made or granted, except when he is ed; and all applications 
for judicial orders in the circuit court shall te made and heard in the cir- 
euit where the cause is pending, unless the circuit judges of the circuit and 
the district Judge of the district are both disqualified." 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which 
— a to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
; He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was ordered 
to be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. VEST submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil oe bill: which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JUDGMENTS IN INDIAN DEPREDATION CASES. 


Mr. SHOUP submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent and to: 


Resolved, That the Attorney-General be directed to transmit to the Sen- 
ate a list of the judgments rendered in the Court of Claims in Indian de 
dation cases since the ist of July, 1892, together with a statement of the date 
when each was rendered, in whose favor rendered, the amount in each case, 
and the aggregate amcunt. A 


FISH AND SPONGE INDUSTRIES. ~ 


Mr. CALL submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Fisheries, and ordered to be printed: 
Resolved, That the Committes on be, and they are hereby, in- 
bill or otherwise the condi- 


the sponge fisheries, and the legislation 
increase of the fish and sponges. 


AMENDMENTS OF THE RULES. 
Mr. HILL submitted the fellowing resolutions; which were 
ordered to lie on the table, and to be printed: 
RULE V. 
Resolved, That suddivision 2of Rule V of 
ate be, and the same is hereby, amended so 
“Tf atany time during the session of the Senatea 


raised Senator as to the presence of a quorum, the 
shail forthwith direct the Secretary to call the roll and shall announce the 
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result, and these proceedings shall be without debate; but no Senator while 
epeains shall be interrupted by any other Senator raising the question of 
the lack of a quorum, and the question as to the presence of a quorum shall 
not be raised oftener than once in every hour, but tiis provision shall not 
apply where the absence of a quorum is disclosei upon any roll call of the 


RULE IX. 


| yeas and nays.” 


gn. That Rule [X be amended by adding thereto the following sec- 
on: 


Sec. 2. Whenever any bill or resolution is pending before the Senate as 
unfinished business, and the same shall have been debated on divers days, 
amounting in all to thirty days, it shall be in order for any Senator at any 
time to move to a time for the taking of a vote upon such bill or resolu- 
tion, and such motion shall not be amendable or debatable. and shall be im- 
mediately put, and if sed by a majority of all the members of the Senate, 
the vote upon such bill or resolution, with all the amendments thereto which 
may be pending at the time of such motion, shall be had at the date fixed in 
such original motion without further debate or amendment, except by unan- 
imous conseht; and during the pendency of such motion to fix a date, and 
also at the time fixed by the Senate for voting upon bill or resolution, no 
other motion of any kind or character shall be entertained until such motion 
or such bill or resolution shall have been finally voted upon. 

Rowe XII. 
‘ eens, That Rule XII be amended by inserting an additional clause, as 
‘ollows: 

When upon a vote by yeas and nays it shall appear to the Presiding Officer 
upon recapitulation, and before the announcement of the result, that a 
quorum has not voted, he shall call upon Senators present who have not 
voted by name to vote, and shall direct the Secretary to add to the list of 
the Senators voting the names of the Senators present not voting, including 
those announcing pairs, or who may or may not be excused from voting, 
and to enter the same in the Journal; and if the whole number constitute a 
quorum, and it shall appear that a majority of a quorum (or two-thirds of 
a quorum where the mstitution prescribes a majority of two-thirds) has 
voted on either side, the question shall be deemed to have oeen determined, 
and the result shall be announced the same as if a quorum had voted. 


HEARINGS ON PROPOSED LEGISLATION. 


Mr. PEFFER. I submit a resolution, which I ask may be 
printed and lie over until Monday. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Whereas there exists in many places and on the part of large numbers of 
citizens, individually and in organized bodies, a disposition to visit the city 
of Washington for the purpose of personally presenting to Congress their 
views with respect to pending and prospective measures of legislation; and 

Whereas many of such persons and bodies are reported to be now on their 
way hither, with others likely to follow, for the purposes aforesaid: 

Therefore, to the end that these our petitioners shall have full and respect- 
ful hearing and that proceedings attending their communication with the 
Senate shall be orderly and not subjected to interruption by the transac- 
tion of other public business, 

Be ii resolved, That a select committee of nine members of the Senate be 
appointed py the Vice-President, to be known as the Committee on Commu- 
nication, whose duty it shall be to receiveall written or printed communica- 
tions from citizens or bodies of citizens visiting the Capitol or intend to 
make such visit, for the purposes mentioned in the preamble hereto, and to 
receive all eee memorials, and remonstrances of such peome and 
bodies and herr them orally in relation to the matters and things about 
which they desixs to communicate with the Senate. The committee shall 
report fully tothe Senate from time to time as other committees report. 

e Sergeant-at-Arms will set aside a convenient room in the Capitol or 
other building ae to the Government for the use of said committee, 
and furnish the same with the necessary articles for the convenient dispatch 
of business. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to give notice that when the reso- 
lution comés up I shall move an amendment, making the Finance 
Committee of this body the committee for that purpose. Itseems 
to me it is the proper committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BUTLER in the chair). The 


resolution will be printed ana lie over. 
THE REVENUE BILL. 


Mr. MORRILL. I desire tostate that Ishali, early on Wednes- 
day next, ask the leave of the Senate to submit some remarks, 
oceupying perhaps an hour, on the subject of the proposed tariff 
and the income tax. 

Mr. TURPIE. I wish to give notice that next Wednesday, 
after the conclusion of the remarks of the honorable Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], I shall ask the courtesy of the 
Senate to submit some remarks upon the pending bill on the sub- 
ject of the tariff. 

TARIFF HEARING. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay], 
coming over from a previous day. 

The Secretary the resolution submitted by Mr. QUAY on 
the 10th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate will hold a session on Saturday, 2ist instant, 
from 12 o'clock noon until 1 p. m., to hear a committee of the worki en’s 

of the United States in opposition to the bill (H.R. ) en- 
titled “An act to reduce taxation, to 
and for other “i 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution, : 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I presume that the resoiution 
had better be of this morning. The workingmen re- 
ferred to in it are not Coxey’s army, but the initial ae 
I believe is one of skilled workingmen in the city of Philadel- 
phia, with probsvle cognate organizations in the city of Balti- 
more. 


I was not aware of their proposition until a week or two . 
when I was waited upon by a subcommittee of these people. 


- 


provide revenue for the Government, 





1894. 








They said they had sent their subcommittee here to wait upon 
the Committee on Finance to ask for a hearing in opposition to 
the Wilson bill; that the committee had dismissed them with 
more or less consideration, and that they had determined to ap- 
peal from the Senate committee to the Senate in a sort of Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Their programme is conveyed ina circular, which has acci- 
dentally come into my hands. It indicates that on next Friday, 
the 20th of April, a monster convention, consisting of 10,000 
delegates, made upexclusively of workingmen, will meet in the 
city of Washington ([ believe they have rented Convention Hall 
in this city), for the purpose of presenting and passing upon a 
series 0° resolutions and memorials. That is for the first days 
business. 
the delegation, previous to high noon, will peacefully proceed, 
they say, along Pennsylvania avenue to the seat of government 
at the United States Capitol building, and present said resolu- 
tions and memorials to the honorable Senators therein assem- 
bled. 

These gentlemen seem to me to be very much in earnest. I 
believe they are going to do what is proposed in this circular, 
and the question is what is the Senate going to do aboutit. I 
discoursged them. I said to them they might as well attempt 
to whistle off a pack of hounds in full view of a driven deer and 
in full cry, as to attempt to expostulate with a majority of this 
Chamber and attempt to deter them in their mad chase after the 
protected industries of this country and after their wages. But 
they said that their arrangements had progressed so far it was 
too late to recall them. 

When I introduced the resolution I supposed that the Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], who seems to be monarch of all 
he surveys, would in his benevolence allow us to conclude the 
weekly sessions on Friday of next week. I presume, however, 
that it is his intention that we shall sit next Saturday. I pro- 
vided in the resolution for a session on Saturday, but that has 
become unnecessary, as we will undoubtedly meet on that day. 
The resolution should probably be amended, if it is the sense of 
the Senate that these people shall be heard, so that we shall take 
a recess on that day. I believe the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire Seat GALLINGER] proposes some amendment of that kind, 
to which I have no objection. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I submit an amendment in the nature of 
a substitute for the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The substitute will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all after the 
word ‘*‘ Resolved,” and insert: 

That on Saturday, the 21st instant, the Senate shall take a recess froin | 
o'clock until 4 o'clock p. m., to hear a committee of the workingmen’s or- 


nizations of the United States on House bill 4854, entitled ‘‘An act to re- 
uce taxation,"’ etc. 


Mr. QUAY. Iam in favor personally of taking a recess and 

rmitting this committee—that is, a subcommittee of 100(which 

believe they propose to constitute at the meeting), to appear 
on this floor and present their views in resolutions and memo- 
rials, which [ presume is all they ask, in behalf of the 10,000, if 
they have 10,000 present, which I doubt. I believe there will 
certainly be two or three thousand assembled in this city, but of 
course they can not all have access to the Chamber. However, 
I submit the resolution to the Senate for their good judgment 
on the situation. 

Mr. CHANDLER (to Mr. QUAY). Accept the amendment. 

Mr. QUAY. Laccepted the amendment in advance. 

Mr. HARRIS. I beg to assure the Senator from Pennsylva- 
nia that I have not the vanity to suppose nor do I suppose that 
Lcontrol any vote on this floor except one, and I am not abso- 
lutely sure that I always control that. But I do try to control 
my own vote, and [ take it for granted that every Senator here 
does the same thing. 

As to this organization, if it be an organization, I understand 
from the Senator that it has put, or proposes to put, in the form 
of printed memorials and printed resolutions the views that its 
members entertain, and that they propose to insist upon it. 
Their memorials or resolutions may be laid before the proper 
committee, or before this body but the idea of a mass meeting 
assembling in the Senate Chamber strikes me as somewhat novel 
and unreasonable. 

Mr. QUAY. Will the Senator from Tennessee yield to me? 

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly. 

Mr. QUAY. Mv understanding of their intention is that they 
will present their ideas of the situation, conveying their hos- 
tility to the Wilson bill in memorials and resolutions, and that 
they also desire to accompany them with an oral presentation 
of their ideas to the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. No precedent, I imagine, can be found from 
the day the Constitution of the United States was ratified and 
this Government organized, for any such action as is proposed 
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I think the hours referred toby the Se 


t 


by the resolution. ator 


from Pennsylvania can be very much more profitably em>!oyed 
by an earnest consideration of the subject-matter by the Senate 
as organized in its legislative capacity than by opening our 
doors toa mass meeting and a general discussion in a mass 
meeting of questions pending before us. 

I move that the resolution be referred to the Committee on 


Finance having charge of the consideration of financial ques- 
tions. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
nays. 


Mr. QUAY. 


On that question I ask for the yeus and 


I desire to state that this committee with their 


| proposition has already been before the Committee on Finance, 
On the following day, April 21, a week from to-day, 


89 that it is not worth while to make the decisive action of the 
Senate upon the question depend upon a motion of this kind. If 
we are to decide the question here and now negatively, it ought 
to be done by a yea-and-nay vote for or against the proposition. 
What is asked here is not the judgment of the Committee on 
Fin ince, but of the Senate as a whole or en masse on this prop- 
osition. 

Mr. HARRIS. I will withdraw the motion I have made and 
bring the Senate to a direct vote upon a test question. I move 
to luy the resolution on the table. 

Mr. BUTLER. Before that is done I trust the Senator will 
withdraw his motion for a moment. The resolution has just 
been called to my attention, and [ should be glad -—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair suggests to the Senator 
from South Carolina that the pending motion is a motion to lay 
on the table, and that it is not debatable. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand that, sir, and I ask the Senator 
from Tennessee to withdraw the motion for a moment in order 
that [ may —— 

Mr. HARRIS. Upon the requestof the Senator from South 
Carolina [ feel constrained to withdraw the motion and open 
the floodgates of debate upon this great question. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not wish to debate it. I simply want to 
know the object—— 

Mr. HARRIS. Still, if I withdraw the motion for the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina, I dare not fail to withdraw it for any 
other Senator who asks me todoso. I will withdraw it if the 
Senator desires. 

Mr. PEFFER. I will state to the Senator from Tennessee 
that [ wish to be heard very briefly on the resolution. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator from South Carolina 
that my motion be withdrawn? 

Mr. BUTLER. No, sir; I believe, in view of what has since 
transpired, that I shall not ask it. 

Mr. HARRIS. I insist on my motion. 

Mr. GALLINGER. As 1 offered the substitute, I trust the 
Senator from Tennessee will do me the courtesy to withdraw the 
motion fora moment. Il have but a word to say. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Tennessee that the pending resolution be laid 
on the table. 

Mr. GALLINGER. On that Il ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary preceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. If the 
— Senator from Pennsylvania will inform me how his col- 
eague would vote on this proposition if present, I shall be 
obliged to him. 

Mr. QUAY. I have no doubt, without having consulted with 
my colleague, that he would vote in the negative. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then i withhold my vote. If at liberty, I 
should vote in the affirmative. 

Mr. CHANDLER (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from New York [Mr. MuRPHY]. 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). I vote‘ yea.” If 
I may be permitted, I wish to state that the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] is absent and has a general pair with 
the Senator from Nebraska[M:. MANDERSON!. Iam paired with 
the Senator from Washington|Mr.SQuire]. [suggest thatthe 
Senator from Kentucky and the Senator from Washington may 
be considered paired, so that the Senator from Nebraska and I 
will be at liberty to vote. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The Senator from Kentucky, I know, is 
in the building. I have been with him ina meeting of the Com- 
mittee on Rules this morning, and I think he will probably be 
here soon. 

Mr. DANIEL. If the Senator from Kentucky comes in, I shall 
then withdraw my vote, but [ shall let it stand for the present. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Very well. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). [am paired with 
the junior Senator from Mississippi{Mr. MCLAURIN], and as he 
is absent, I withhold my vote. 


ask 
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Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS], whom I do not 
see in his seat, and therefore withhold my vote. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). i am paired with 
the senior Senator from Michigan |Mr. STOCKBRIDGE}, but I am 
inclined to think that if he were here he would vote “‘yea,” and 
I therefore vote * yea.” 

Mr. WALSH (when Mr. GORDON’S name wascalled). Mycol- 
league [Mr. GORDON] is paired with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
WILSON]. 

Mr. HALE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANSOM}. 

Mr. MCMILLAN (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE], 
but believing that, if present, he would vote as I shall on this 
question, I take the liberty of voting. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MCOPHERSON (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. HicGrns]. I understand 
he is not present, and therefore I shall withhold my vote. If 
he were present, I should vote *‘ yea.” 

Mr. PERKINS (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. RoAcg}. 

Mr. SHOUP (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from California [Mr. WHITE]. 

Mr. WILSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. GORDON,] and therefore with- 
hold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BERRY (after having voted in the affirmative.) I forgot 
at the moment of voting that i am paired with the Senator from 
Colorado {Mr. TeLuerR}. I therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I call the attention of the Senator from 
Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] to the fact that the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] has entered the Chamber, so that of 
course there can not be the transfer of pairs suggested. I vote 
** vena.” 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. DANIEL (after having voted in the affirmative). I beg 
the attention of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GaL- 
LINGER]. I understand that he is paired with the Senator from 
Texas (Mr. MILus}. Iam paired with the Senator from Wash- 
ington [Mr. Squire]. I suggest that the Senator from Texas 
and the Senator from Washington may be considered as paired, 
and that will allow the Senator from New Hampshire tovote. I 
having already voted. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It wiil be agreeable to me to have that 
arrangement made. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. DANIEL. I wish to announce that m 
HuNntToN] is paired with the Senator from Mr. 
PLATT]. 

Mr. GEORGE. My colleague [Mr. MCLAURIN] is paired with 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon]. I have no doubt 
that if my colleague were present he would vote “ yea.” 

Mr. PETTIGREW (after having voted in the negative). I 
have recorded my vote, but I should like to inquire if the junior 
, Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted, the Chair is ad- 


ecticut 


colleague Ate. 


vised, 
Mr.PETTIGREW. Iam paired with that Senator, and there- 


fore withdraw my vote. 
The result was announced—yeas 34, nays 9; as follows: 


Allen, Daniel, Proctor, 
George, 


Bate, 

Blackburn, Sherman, 
Blanchard Smith, 
Caffery, Tu 

Call, organ, Vv 


Oarey, Walsh. 
Cockrell, 


NAYS—9. 
= 
NOT VOTING—42. 


So the resolution was laid on the table. 
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SUSPENDED PENSIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution submitted by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
ALLEN], coming over from a previous day, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. ALLEN 
on the 10th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed 
and required to inform the Senate of the names and post-office address of all 
pensioners <f the Government whose pensions have been suspended or can 
celed since the 4thof March, 1893, and the cause of such suspension or cancel- 
lation. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to offer what I send to the desk asa 
substitute for the resolution, and in doing sol wish to say that 
I think the substitute meets the approbation of the chairman of 
the Committee on Pensions. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator has the right to mod- 
ify his resolution. The modification now offered by the Senator 
from Nebraska will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be. and is hereby, directed 
to inform the Senate of the number of pensioners whose pensions have been 
suspended or canceled since the 4th day of March, 1893; the number of such 

nsioners Whose pensions have been restored to the rate they were draw- 

g at thé time of such suspension or cancellation, the number, names, post- 
office address, and rate of those pensioners whose pensions have been par- 
tially restored since that date, ani the cause of the reduction of the rate 
they were drawing at the date of the suspension or cancellation, and also the 
number of those who have been fully restored to the pension roll at the rate 
they were drawing at the time of suspension or cancellation, and the num- 
ber, names, post-office address, and the cause of suspension or cancellation 
of those whose pensions have been entirely suspended or canceled. 

Mr. PALMER. Is the resolution before the Senate for con- 
sideration now, Mr. President? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theresolution is before the Senate. 

Mr. PALMER. I have nodisposition to oppose the passage of 
the resolution, but as it relates to a very interesting question, I 
ask that the communication which I send to the desk from the 
Commissioner of Pensions may be read, as it contains valuable 
information. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Inthe absence of objection, the Sec- 
retary will reaa as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
BUREAU OF PENSIONS, FINANCE DIVISION, 
Washington, D. C., April 12, 1894. 


Sir; I have the honor to state, in coy to your verbal request, that pursu- 
ant to decision of the Department da May 27, 1893, there were 13,493 cases 
suspended under the act of June 27, 1890. this number the rate has been 
reduced in 1,820 cases; 1,604 names of oners have been dro er from the 
rolls, and payment has been resumed in 9,020 cases to April i 894, leaving 
1,049 cases in which payment of pension is still suspended, and upon which 
final action has not taken. 
Under date of March 12, 1804, I issued an order Cprnatinn, Seat mt o 
sion be resumed ine case pursuant to the act of ember 21, 1893, 
which the a, did not show that the case was ready for final action. 
This work is being rapidly pushed toa bape gees and 1 am of opinion that 
in the course of fifteen days final action have been taken in every case 


WM. LOCHREN, Commissioner. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution of the Senator from Nebraska as modified. 
The resolution, as modified, was agreed to. 
CLERKS IN TREASURY AND INTERIOR DEPARTMENTS. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution submitted by the Senator from New Hampshire 
= GALLINGER], coming over from a previous day, which will 


The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
GALLINGER, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury and the Secretary of the In- 
terior be directed to transmit to the ate, in separate lists the names of 
all clerks and employés appointed. promoted, reduced, and dismissed since 
the 4th day of March, 1898 and the State to which each such clerk or em- 
ployé is accredited; also that such of them as served in the Army or Navy of 
the United States at any time during the warof the rebellion shall be desig- 
nated by some distingu’ mark in each list. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iask unanimous consent that the resolu- 
tion ma: go over, retaining its place. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 


hears none, and it is so ordered. 
URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. COCKRELL, I ask the Senate to proceed at this time to 
the consideration of House bill 6556. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 6556) to provide for further urgent deficiencies 
in the riations for service of the Government for the fiscal 
year end June 30, 1894, and for other 
Mr. ELL. I must beg of my good friend from Ne- 
braska (Mr. MANDERSON] that he will not insist upon the propo- 
sition he has made. 








1894. 





Mr. MANDERSON. The parliamentary situation of the bi! 
is, I believe, that the question is on its passage, it having been 
read three times. My suggestion of amendment yesterday was 
that if that which I proposed met with the approbation of the 

. Senator in charge of the bill I should be glad to offer it; but as 
I understand from him that he oe that the amendment shail 
not be urged, I shall not urge it; and so far as I am concerned I 
am ready to vote on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President,[ had the floor to speak 
upon this bill yesterday before 1 o'clock, and I had hardly begun 
oben the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS} blew his inex- 
orable bugle, sounding an advance upon the protected industries 
of the country, and I was prevented from speaking at that time. 

I rose to suggest the unwisdom of the amendment which the 
Senator from Nebraska said he would propose to the bill; but 
as he does not propose the amendment, I do not care to detain 
the Senate by any remarks upon the question raised in the de- 
bate so far concerning the conductof the Commissioner of Labor, 
Col. Carroll D. Wright, now in charge of the Census. I content 
myself with remarking that I believe there is absolutely noth- 
ing in this connection or in any other connection in the manage- 
ment of the Eleventh Census by the present Commissioner of 
Labor, Col. Wright, or by the present Sesretary of the Interior, 
Hon. Hoke Smith, which affords just ground for criticism from 
any quarter. t 

Mr. HALE. Has the amendment been withdrawn? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment has not been 
offered, as the Chair understands. ’ 

Mr. MANDERSON. Theamendment was not formally offered, 
but only suggested. 

Mr. HALE. Ionly wish to say, having had something to do 
with census legislation heretofore, that [ have with some care 
looked into this matter, and believing that neither the Secretary 
of the Interior nor Mr. Wright has been at fault in this matter, 
Iam very glad that the amendment is not to be urged, thereby 
asking the Senate to do the absurd thing to undertake to edit 
census reports. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I have no desire to prolong 
the debate, but there are one or two points as to which I desire 
to put on record my dissent from what some of my friends here 
have said. 

Mr. North wrote a letter to Mr. Carroll D. Wright, which was 
put into the RecorpD by the Senator from Missouri |Mr. Cock- 
RELL], in which Mr. North said: 

Iwant to say that so far as the article reflects in any Way upon you in con- 
nection with the revision and publication ot that report, it is entirely with- 
out foundation. Withoutreferring to anything that occurred respecting the 
report prior to the date upon which you took charge of the census, I have 
no possible ground for complaint in the manner of your treatment of me or 
of the report. 

Mr. North carefully omits onus of the proceedings before 
Mr. Wright took charge. I am not bere to formulate any com- 
plaints against Mr. Wright, but I think there have been serious 
mistakes in judgment and some unauthorized conduct on his 
part. Mr. North also carefully omits to say that there was any 
reason for the omission; but he does say that, with his full con- 
sentand approval, the preliminary historical sketch in his re- 
port was omitted. . 

That was the grievance of Mr. North. I do not know that 
Mr. Wright was in any degree responsible for it, but I think 
the elimination was a very serious mistake. I think it reduces 
the value of that report. 

As I stated the day before yesterday, in 1860 the takers of the 
census, then under full Democratic control, did give a history 
of the woolen industry from the beginning of the Government, 
so far as the imperfect censuses of various decades would per- 
mit, and that Mr. North coutinued that history in as brief and 
compact a form as any man could-write, for he is a veteran in 
composition of that kind. Mr. North yielded because he was 
obliged to yield; he yielded gracefully, and said, ‘‘All right, 
leave it out.” 

Another matter: Mr. Wright in hisletter tothe Senator from 
Missouri says: 

No statements of facts are being changed. 

They are being omitted, however. I read the other day one 
ex ingly interesting summary of only about twelve or fif- 
teen lines givinga brief comparison of the growth of the woolen 
industry in the respective nations of Great Britain and the 
United States. It would cost nothing to leave that in the re- 
port, and it is avery instructive and perfectly legitimate com- 
ment upon the census. A censusis not solely for the purpose of 

ving us figures as they stand to-day, but the value of a census 

in a comparison with previous stages in our growth and, if 
need be, in comparison with a great rival in great industries. 
That is the vaiue of it. 

They tell me that you can go and find these figures. How 

many men could afford the time or would be likely to go to the 
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census of 1880, 1870, 1860, 1850, and 1840? Would they not ex- 
pect that when the Government made its official census it would 
give enough of the preceding census to show the serious and 
fundamental changes. 

Mr. Wright says: 

No plates have been destroyed 


Mr. Wright misunderstands me, or | misunderstand him. He 
would not willfully convey a wrong impression. I have before 
me what Isuppose to be aregular copy of Mr. North's report, and 
forty-two or forty-three pages are stricken out. Those pages 
are stereotyped. The plates are there in the Printing Office. 
They may not have been destroyed, but are they to be kept 
matterofornament? They will be melted down for other plates 
They are destroyed, in a legitimate sense of the word. 

Mr. CHANDLER, Will the Senator from Connecticut allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Oh, yes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. A stereotyped plate, such as the Senator 
speaks of, costs perhaps $i, and if itis destroyed, it is a loss of 
$6. Would the Senator, rather than lose that $6, print 10,000 
copies of a useless document? 

Mr. HAWLEY. In tho first place, that has nothing to do 
with what I was talking about; and in the second place, it is not 
a useless document. I was talking about the question of fact as 
to whether the plates had been destroyed or not; and even if 
there were only two plates—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. As a matter of fact the Senator 
that none have been destroyed. They are there. 

Mr.HAWLEY. I donot know anything about it excopt what 
Mr. Wright nowsays, though I think it quite possible the plates 
have not been literilly destroyed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. They are there. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If the Senator has been there and looked at 
them, I take his word with Mr. Wrights as making it certain 
and putting it beyond doubt. But it is not a question whether 
the plates have been melteddown. Thoy have been stereotyped 
and they are there idle metal, and they are worth just 2 cents 
a pound as stereotype metal; that is all. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me a word right 
in this connection? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I hope the Senator will take his own time. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I want to say merely a word on this par- 
ticular point. 

Mr. HAWLEY. 
anything else. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
doing that, of course. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will, if necessary. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to speak a word right on this 
point. In reference to the Donaldson report, the Senator has 
alluded to the probubilities that 900 pages would be brought 
down to 600. That is a reduction of 300 pages, and at $6 a page 
makes $1,800. That does not coms up to the Senator’s declara- 
tion yesterday that there would be from 350,000 to $75,000 worth 
of plates thrown away if this condensation were made. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I did not say if this condensation were made. 
Let the Senator speak fairly. “ere of it was done elsewhere. 
But I do not care to go into that. I[ am not a eress-roads petty- 
fogging lawyer of that description; and I do not care to go into 
that sort of a contention. 

Now, the new Administration came into power March 4, 1893, 
and though Mr. Porter was nominally at work there until July 
31, he was not master of the situation at all. [ will not say who 
was, but in my judgment he is a man not at all fit for it, under 
Mr. Hoke Smith. [ think there was an unnecessary and an un- 
justifiable interference with the reports as they then stood. 

So far as the value of the plates destroyed is concerned it is 
not a very great item, to be sure, but after you have paid $6 a 
page for composition and stereotyping—probably it would aver- 
age something more than that, but no matter—after you have 
paid that, the cost of presswork, ink, and paper for a few thou- 
sand volumes could not be a very great deal for a document so 
valuable as this was. ‘This is all I care to say. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on ordering the 
amendments to be engrossed and the bill to be read a third time. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

THE REVENUE BILL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 1 o’clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
being House bill 4854. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 


as a 


knows 


fam not trying to delay the tariff debate or 


[ know the Senator would not think of 
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Mr. OUAY addressed the Senate. 
hours— . 

Mr. COCKRELL said: The hourof 5 o'clock having arrived, I 
ask the Senator from Pennsylvania if he desires to proceed fur- 
ther? 

Mr. QUAY 


After having spoken four 


Ido not. I shall resume my remarks, with the 


unanimous consent of the Senate, when the bill is next up for 
consideration, and give way to the Senator from Missouri. 


it shall 


[Mr. QUAY’S sp2cech will be published entire after 

have been concluded. See Appendix.] 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After thirty minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock 
and 31 minutes, p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, 
April 16, 1894, at 12 o’clock, m. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 11, 1894. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 
Andrew Jackson Sawyer, of Nebraska, to be attorney of the 
United States for the district of Nebraska. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Robert Calvert, of Wisconsin, to be surveyor of customs for 
the port of Lacrosse, in the State of Wisconsin. 


ASSISTANT APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 


Henry W. Hart, of New York, to be assistant appraiser of mer- 
chandise in the district of New York, in the Stateof New York. 


PROBATE JUDGES, UTAH TERRITORY. 


Samuel Francis, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate, in 
the county of Morgan, in the Territory of Utah. 

E. G. De Freize, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate, in 
the county of Uintah, in the Territory of Utah. 

Joshua Greenwood, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate, 
in the county of Millard, in the Territory of Utah. : 

Henry L. Steed, of Utah Meg teat A to be judge of probate, in 
the county of Boxelder, in the Territory of Utah. 

REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE, 


Willard C. Hall, of Sundance, Wyo., to be register of the land 
office at Sundance, Wyo. 

Edward H. French, of Casper, Wyo., to be register of the land 
office at Douglas, Wyo. 

RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Edward W. Madison, of Douglas, Wyo., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Douglas, Wyo. ; 

Thomas A. Dunn, of Sundance, Wyo., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Sundance, Wyo. 

POST MASTERS. 

Christina D. Fosdick, to be postmaster at Groton, in the 
county of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 

Frank L. Stowell, to be postmaster at Olean, in the county of 
Cattaraugus and State of New York. 

Henry Beck, to be postmaster at Rondout, in the county of 
Ulster and State of New York. 

James S. Wallace, to be postmaster at Rockport, in the county 
of Essex and State of Massachusetts. 

Reuben K. Sawyer, to be postmaster at Wellesley, in the 
county of Norfolk and State of Mass .chusetts. 

James Ingalls, to be postmaster as Methuen, in the county of 
Essex and State of Massachusetts. 

Enoch Enochs, to be postmaster at Ardmore, in the county of 
Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania. ; 

Harry E. Bonsall, to be postmaster at Mifflintown, in the 
county of Juniata and State of Pennsylvania. 

Robert J. Coles, to be perenne at York, in the county of 
York and State of Nebraska. 

Lewis C. Moses, to be postmaster at West Chester, in the 
county of Chester and State of Pennsylvania. 

James M. Goodhart, to be tmaster at Lewistown, in the 
county of Miflin and State of Pennsylvania. 

John L. Garrett, to be postmaster at Chester, in the county of 
Delaware and St te of Pennsylvania, 

Richard C. Cordell, to be postmaster at Park City, in the 
coe of Summit and Territory of Utah. 

William K. Wright, to be postmaster at Renovo, in the county 
of Clinton and State of Pennsylvania. ; 

George. W. Semans, to be postmaster at Uniontown, in the 
county of Fayette and State of paca eg 

Weston Dawson, to be postmaster at New Madrid, in the county 
of New Madrid and State of Missouri. ; 
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John H. Stotesbury, to be postmaster at Lead ville, in the county 
of Lake and State of Colorado. 

Thomas J. Dayton, to be postmaster at Laramie, in the county 
of Albany and State of Wyoming. 

James W. Bennett, to be postmaster at East Brady, in the 
county of Clarion and State of Pennsylvania. 

L. K. McGaffey, to be postmaster at Roswell, in the county of 
Chaves and Territory of New Mexico. 

John W. Jamison, to be postmaster at Vandalia, in the county 
of Audrain and State of Missouri. 

immet W. Gibson, to be postmaster at Oxford, in the county 
of Chester and State of Pennsylvania. 

G. E. Donehoe, to be postmaster at Dushore, in the county of 
Sullivan and State of Pennsylvania. 

James S. Crawford, to b> postmasterat Duquesne, in the county 
of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania. 

J. Evans Wright, to be postmaster at Parkesburg, in the 
county of Chester and State of Pennsylvania. 

Harry Marietta, to be postmaster at Connellsville, in the 
county of Fayette and State of Pennsylvania. 

John T. Killeen, to be postmaster at Luzerne, in the county of 
Luzerne and State of Pennsylvania. 

George S. Haines, to be postmaster at Savannah, in the county 
of Chatham and State of Georgia. 

Richard H. King, to be postmaster at Alvin, in the county of 
Brazoria and State of Texas. 

Gustavus Schnasse, to be postmaster at Rapid City, in the 
county of Pennington and State of South Dakota. 

David F. Fortney, to be postmaster at Bellefonte, in the county 
of Center and State of Pennsylvania. 

Dennis S. Sheppard. to be postmaster at Washington, in the 
county of Tazewell and State of [llinois. 

J. W. F. Lowrey, to be postmaster at Dawson, in the county 
of Terrell and State of Georgia. 

Thomas H. Haynie, to be postmaster at Lampasas, in the 
county of Lampasas and State of Texas. 

Isaac Ardis, to be postmaster at Greenville, in the county of 
Hunt and State of Texas. 

Samuel M. Totten, to be postmaster at Vermillion, in the 
county of Clay and State of South Dakota. 

Gilman L. Arnold, to be postmaster at Foxcroft, in the county 
of Piscataquis and State of Maine. 

Drummond G. Craig, to be postmaster at Fort Atkinson, in 
the county of Jefferson and State of Wisconsin. 

C. C, Carlin, to be postmaster at Alexandria, in the county of 
Alexandria and State of Virginia. 

Henry Timmich, to be postmaster at Ellicott City, in the 
county of Howard and State of Maryland. 

James A. Shaw, to be postmaster at Chestertown, in the 
county of Kent and State of Maryland. 

Ernest E. Pinkham, to be postmaster at Freeport, in the 
county of Cumberland and State of Maine. ’ 

John D. Black, to be postmaster at Marshfield, in the county 
o! Coos and State of Oregon. 

George Schmelzel, jr., to bs ‘postmaster at Humboldt, in the 
county of Richardson and State of Nebraska. 

James W. Owsley, to be postmaster at Palntfyra, in the county 
of Marion and State of Missouri. 

John Robinson, to be postmaster at Bennington, in the county 
of Bennington and State of Vermont. 

Allen M. Beville, to be postmaster at Clarendon, in the county 
of Donley and State of Texas. 

W. B. ere to be postmaster at Athens, in the county 
of McMinn and State of Tennessee.. 

Andrew C. Harkleroad, to be postmaster at Bristol, in the 
county of Sullivan and State of Tennessee. 

Xelpho F:; Beidler, to be postmaster at Mount Pulaski, in the 
county of Logan and State of Illinois. 

C. B. Tilden, to be postmaster at Northfield, in the county of 
Washington and State of Vermont. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 14, 1894. 
ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 


Edward H. Strobel, of New York, now Third Assistant Secre- 
tary of State, to be envoy extraordinary and minister plenipo- 
tentiary of the United States to Ecuador. 


THIRD ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF STATE, 


William Woodville Rockhill, of Maryland, now chief clerk of 
the Department of State, to be Third Assistant Secretary of 
State. 


POSTMASTERS. 


sous, S. Smylie, to be postmaster at Wesson, in the county 
of Co) and State of Mississippi. 

WwW S. Martin, to be pockmaster at El Dorado Springs, in 
the county of Cedar and State of Missouri. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, April 14, 1894, 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
E. B. BAGBY. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the Journal. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that as the Journal 
of the preceding day was under consideration when the House 
adjourned yesterday, and the yeas and nays had beenordered on 
the question of its approval, that is the first business to come 
before the House. 

The SPEAKER. The rule provides that the Speaker shall 
take the Chair and cause the Journal of the proceedings of the 
last day's sitting to be read. ‘ 

Mr. REED. But it has always been the custom in such cases 
to read first and dispose of the Journal of the preceding day. — 

The SPEAKER. Until the Journal of yesterday is read it 
does not appear that the preceding Journal has not been ap- 

roved. 
. Mr. REED. But the House was dividing on the question of 
the approval of the Journal of the preceding day, and that ques- 
tion would come up before the question of the approval of yes- 
terday’s Journal. That has always been the custom. This 
Journal of yesterday can not intervene until the Journal of the 
preceding day has been approved. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read clause | of Rule I, 
which is very plain. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Speaker shall take the Chair on every legislative day precisely at the 
hour to which the House shall have adjcurned at the last sitting, imme- 
diately call the members to order, and, on the appearance of a quorum, 


cause the Journal of the proceedings of the last day's sitting to be read, hav- 
ing previously examined and approved the same. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


S| 





The SPEAKER. The Journal which the Chair is to cause to | 


be read is the Journal of the proceedings of ‘‘ the last day’s sit- 
ting,” which is the Journal of yesterday. 

Mr. REED. That is upon the assumption that the preceding 
Journal has been approved. I think if the Chair will examine 
the precedents he will find that it has been the invariable prac- 
tice to proceed in the way I have suggested, to close up the 
matter of approving the Journal of the preceding day and then 
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approved. 
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Mr. Speaker, I move that the Journal be 


TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine|Mr. BoUTELLE} 


objects to the approval of the Journal. 


As many as are in favor 


ofapproving the Journal will rise and stand until counted. | After 


a pause. } 


Mr. BOUTELLE. 
The House divided; and there were 
Mr. BOUTELLE. 
Mr. DOCKERY. 


The ayes seem to have it. 
A division. 


No quorum. 
{ ask for the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was tiken; and there were—yeas 142, nays 0, 
not voting 211; as follows: 


| Abbott, 


Alexander, 
Allen, 
Arnold, 
Bailey, 
Baker, Kans. 
Baldwin, 
Bartlett, 
Barwig, 
Bell, Colo 
Bell, Tex. 
Berry, 
Black, Ga 
Black, Il. 
Bland, 
Boatner, 
Bower, N. C. 


; Branch, 


Brookshire, 
Bryan, 
Bynum, 


| Cabaniss. 


Cannon, Cal 


| Caruth, 


Catchings, 
Clark, Mo. 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cobb, Mo. 
Cockrell, 


| Coffeen, 


take up the next one; and the House was dividing on that ques- | 


tion yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not see how that rule could 
obtain, and does not know of any such precedent. 

Mr. BYNUM. Itseems to me, Mr. Speaker, that before the 
House can know the condition of yesterday's peseeetiegs the 
Journal of those proceedings must be read. The very object of 
reading the Journal is to show what the pending question is. 
It does not follow that the Journal of the preceding day must, be- 
cause it is the pending question, be approved before the Journal 
of yesterday, but in order that the proceedings of the day pre- 
vious shall come before the House, the Journal of yesterday's 
proceedings must be read and approved. That is the very pur- 

ose of the rule which the Chair has just caused to be read, and 
do not see how there can be any question about it. 

Mr. REED. Ido not desire to prolong the discussion of this 
question, but I would like to say, in reply to the gentleman from 
Indiana, that the record of the action of the House is not kept 
specially for the information of the House: that the House takes 
cognizance of its own action and of the condition of its own busi- 
ness from the knowledge of its officers and not from the Journal, 
whether approved or not approved. The officers of the House 
know the condition the public business is in, and as a matter of 
course they must take cognizance of it; and the Journal of the 
day before yesterday not having been yet approved, it would seem 
as if that should be the first question to come before the House. 

The SPEAKER. It seems to the Chair that the orderly way 
would be, in accordance with the rule, to read first the Journal 
of the proceedings of yesterday. ThatJournal discloses the fact 
that on yesterday a motion was made to approve the Journal of 
the preceding day,and that no action was taken upon it for want 
of a quorum. Of course, action must be taken subsequently 
upon the pending motion toapprove the Journal of the day be- 
fore yesterday, but it seems to the Chair that the Journal which 
is to be read on any meeting of the House must, in the nature 
of the case under the rule, be the Journal of the proceedings of 
the last day’s session. The Chair will therefore cause that 
Journal to be read. ; 

The Clerk accordingly read the Journal of the proceedings of 
yet 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the Journal as read 
will be a ved, 

Mr. TELLE. Mr. Speaker, { object. 


Cogswell. 
Conn, 
Cooper, Fla 
Cooper, Ind. 
Cooper, Tex. 


Adams, Ky. 
Adams, Pa. 
Aitken, 
Alderson, 
Aldrich, 
Apsley, 
Avery, 
Babcock, 
Baker, N. H 
Bankhead 
Barnes, 
Bartholdt, 
Belden, 
Beltzhoover, 
Bingham, 
Blair, 
Boen, 
Boutelle, 
Bowers, Cai. 
Brattan, 
Breckinridge, Ark. 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Bretz, 
Brickner, 
Broderick, 
Brosius, 
Brown, 
Bundy, 
Bunn, 
Burnes, 
Burrows, 
Cadmus, 
Caldwell, 
Caminetti, 
Campbeil, 
Cannon, IIL. 
Capehart, 
Causey, 
Chickering, 
Childs, - 
Clancy, 
Cockran, 
Compton, 
Coombs, 


YEAS—142. 
Cox, Lane, 
Crain. Latimer, 


Crawford, 
Culberson, 
Davis, 

De Armond, 
De lorest, 
Denson, 
Dockery, 
Dunphy, 
Edmunds, 
English, Cal 
Enloe, 
Epes, 
Erdman, 


Fithian, McEttrick, 
Forman, McKaig, 
Gorman, McLaurin, 
Grady, Me Miilin, 
Gresham, McNagny, 
Haines, McRae 
Hare, Meredith, 
Hatch, Meyer, 
Heard, Montgomery 
Henderson, N.C Mutchler, 
Hines, Neill, 
Holman. Outhwaite, 
Hooker, Miss. Patterson, 
Hunter, Paynter, 
Hutcheson, Pearson, 
Izlar, Pence, 
Jones, Pendleton, Tex 
Kem, Pendleton, W.Va. 
Kilgore, Pigott, 
Kribbs, Reilly, 
Kyle, Richards, Ohio 
NAYS--0 

NOT VOTING—2!! 
Davey, Houk, 
Dingley, Hudson, 
Dinsmore, Hulick, 
Dolliver, Hull, 
Donovan, ikirt, 


Doolittle, 
Draper, 
Dunn, 
Durborow. 
Ellis, Ky. 
Ellis, Oregon 
English, N. J 
Everett, 
Fielder, 
Fletcher, 
Funk, 
Funston, 
yan, 
Gardner. 
Goar, 

Geary, 
Geissenhainer, 
Gillet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goldzier, 
Goodnight, 
Graham, 
Griffin, 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 
Grow, 
Hager, 
Hainer. 

Hall, Minn. 
Hall, Mo. 
Hammond, 
Harmer, 
Harris, 
Harter, 
Hartman. 
Haugen, 
Hayes, 
Heiner, 
Henderson, [1l. 
Henderson, lowa 
Hendrix, 
Hepburn, 
Hermann, 
Hicks, 

Hitt, 
Hooker, N. Y. 
Hopkins, IIL. 
Hopkins, Pa. 


No quorum voting. 


Lawson, 
Layton, 
Lester, 
Livingston 
Lynch, 
Maddox, 
Mallory, 
Martin, Ind. 
McAleer, 


McCreary, Ky. 


McCulloch, 
MecDannold, 
McDearmon, 


Johnson, Ind 


Johnson, N. Dak 
Johnson, Ohio 


Klefer, 
Lacey, 
Lapham, 
Lefever, 
Linton, 

Lisle, 
Lockwood, 
Loud, 
Loudenslager, 
Lucas, 
Magner, 
Maguire, 
Mahon, 
Marsh, 
Marshall, 
Marvin, N. ¥. 
McCali, 


McCleary, Minn 


McDowell, 
McGann, 
McKeighan, 
Meiklejohn, 
Mercer, 
Milliken, 
Money, 
Moon, 
Morgan, 
Morse, 
Moses, 
Murray, 
Newlands, 
Northway, 
Oates, 
O'Neil, Mass. 
O'Neill, Mo. 
Page, 
Paschal, 
Payne, 
Perkins, 
Phillips, 
Pickler, 
Post, 
Powers, 
Price, 
Quigg, 


—ayes Sh. noes none. 


Richardson, Mich 
Richardson, Tenn. 
Ritchie, 
Robbins, 
Robertson, La 
Russell, Ga 
Ryan, 

Sayers, 
Sibley, 
Springer, 
Stallings, 
Stevens, 
Stone, Ky. 
Strait, 
Swanson, 
Talbert, S. C. 
Tate, 

Taylor, Ind. 
Terry, 
lracey, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, Va 
Turpin, 
Warner 
Washington, 
Weadock, 
Wells 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Whiting 
Williams, It! 
Williams, Miss 
W ise, 
Wolverton. 


Randall, 

Ray, 

Rayner, 

Reed, 
Reyburn, 
Robinson, Pa. 
Rusk, 

Russell, Conn 
Schermerhorn, 
Scranton 
Settle 

Shaw, 

Shel, 
Sherman, 
Sickles, 
Simpson, 
Sipe, 

Smith, 
Snodgrass, 
Somers, 
Sperry. 
Stephenson, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, C. W. 
Stone, W. A. 
Storer, 
Straus, 
Strong, 
Sweet, 
Talbott, Ma 
Tarsney, 
‘Tawney, 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Thomas, 
Tyler, 

U pdegraff, 
VanVoorhis, N. Y. 
Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Wadsworth 
Walker, 
Wanger, 
Waugh, 
Wever, 
Wheeler, Ill 

W hite, 
Wilson, Ohio 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wilson, W. Va 
Woodard. 
Woomer, 
Wright, Mass 
Wright, Pa. 





mo P 
wee 


Ce a A RO RD a Re nN RARER ace mame) 


er 


The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. BANKHEAD with Mr. SWEET. 

Mr. ENGLISH of New Jersey with Mr. VAN Voorgis of Ohio. 
Mr. ALDERSON with Mr. WHEELER of Illinois. 

Mr, DuRBOROW with Mr. HopK«KINs of Illinois. 

Mr. BRICKNER with Mr. Apams of Kentucky. 

Mr. CADMUS with Mr. MERCER. 

Mr. Lockwoop with Mr. VAN Vooruts of New York. 
Mr. SNODGRASS with Mr. Houk. 

Mr. MCKEIGHAN with Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. Cops of Alabama with Mr. McCALul. 

Mr. MONEY with Mr. DRAPER. 

Mr. ELLs of Kentucky with Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
Mr. BARNES with Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. 

Mr. OaTgEs with Mr. Bowers of California. 

Mr. BLACK of illinois with Mr. ALDRICH. 

Mr, GEISSENHAINER with Mr. WrRiGHT of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. SCHERMERHORN with Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER with Mr. TayLor of Tennessec. 

Mr. BRerg with Mr. Russeuy of Connecticut. 

Mr. CAMPBELL with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. Covert with Mr. BARTHOLDT. 

Mr. BROWN with Mr. MORSE. 

Mr. FYAN with Mr. TAWNEY. 

Mr, WrLson of West Virginia with Mr. DALZELL. 

Kor this day: 

Mr. SoMERS with Mr. Hooker of New York. 

Mr. PaGe& with Mr. Hicks. 

Mr. SPERRY with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. 

Mr. TERRY with Mr. SCRANTON. 

Mr. MAGNER with Mr. WADSWORTH. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I desire to say that I am paired, but 
ave voted to make a quorum. 


The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 142, the nays | 


; no quorum voting. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. I move that the House adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 
33 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, a bill of the following title 
was introduced, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 6661) to modify an act approved 
January 31, 1883, being chapter 40 of the lawsof the second ses- 
sion of the Forty-seventh Congress—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 6662) for the relief of H. B. 
Miller, surviving partner of Miller & Co.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. STORER: A bill (H. R. 6663) granting an increase of 
pension to Mrs. Annie E. Colwell—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. COMPTON: A bill (H. R. 6664) for the relief of Milton 
IF’. Colburn, administrator of the estate of Gilbert Colburn, de- 
ceased, late of Annapolis, Md.—to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELL of Colarado: Petition of citizens of Colorado re- 
questing passage of House bill 4003, providing for second-class 
postage on publications of benevolent and fraternal societies— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. COUSINS: Petition of 40 citizens of Jones County, 
Iowa, favoring the passage of Senate bill 1376, to regulate the 
sale of imitation dairy products in the several States—to the 
Committee on Agriculture, 

By _ sng earn a the Business Men's Associa- 
tion of North Tonawanda, N. Y., protesting against granting to 
the Niag ‘ra River Bele ee Company the chart« r for 
a bridge across Ningara River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Towa: Resolutions of the l- 
ical Lutheran St. John's Chureh, of Hubbard, Iowa, 
proposed emendment to the Constitution of the United States 
recognizing laws respecting an establishment of religion—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 
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By Mr. HITT: Memorial and resolution of Excelsior Camp, 
No. 8, Modern Woodmen of America, together with a petition 
of 92 citizens of Mount Carroll, [1l., for the passage of the Man- 
derson-Hainer bill to admit to the muils as second-class matter 
benevolent and fraternal society publications—to the Committeo 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, protest of Union Veteran Legion, Headquarters 116, Ga- 
lena, Ill., against House bill 5575, amending section 4834, Re- 
vised Statutes, transferring the Soldiers’ Home from the mana- 
goers to the War Department —re-referred from Committee on 
Military Affairs to the Committee on Avpropriations. 

By Mr. HUNTER: Petition of L. Packurd and 47 others, pro- 
testing against removal of the Southern Ute Indians from their 
present reservation—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of S. P. Thomas wnd 125 others, protesting 
against removal of the Southern Ute Indians from their present 
reservation—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. STORER: Memorial of the St. Paul’s Lutheran Church 
and 200 members, of Madisonville, Ohio, protesting against 
proposed amendment of Constitution recognizing Christian reli- 
gion as binding on United States—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Also, resolutions of the faculty (scientific) of Ohio State Uni- 
versity, protesting against passage of House bill 6338—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Protest of St. John’s Evangelical Luth- 
eran Church, of Lake City, Minn., against a proposed change in 
the preamble of the Constitution, signed by W. Hoar, pastor, 
and T. H. Schuldt and T. W. Burfiend, elders and trustees. rep- 
resenting 97 communicants—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


SENATE. 
MonpDay, April 16, 1894. 


| The Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MiuBuRN, D. D.. offered the fol- 
| lowing prayer: " 

O, eternal God, with bowed hearts we come to the foot of Thy 
throne. While the funeral knell sounds through the Capito! 
announcing the death of another Senator, while North Carolina 
mourns the departure from earth of a beloved and honored son 
and the nation feels the loss, we bless Thee for his large na- 
tive powers schooled in the wide experience of public affairs, 
and for his genial humor, enriching and illumining all subjects he 
touched, making him kindly with his kind, by virtue of which 
he shed the influence of a wise and beneficent counsel and char- 
acter upon his native State and, by virtue of his place in this 
Chamber upon the land at large. ‘ 

Grant to the widowand children under this sore bereavement 
the only com/ort which can come to human hearts at such a 
time—unshaken faith in Thy holy Gospel and the consolation 
and sympathy of Thy beloved Son. As the earthly part of one 
of our brothers has ended upon the border of the invisible 
world, grant that we hear from Thy lips, ‘‘ Blessed are the dead 
which die in the Lord; yea, saith the Spirit, that they may rest 
from their labors.” We humbly pray, through Jesus Christ 
our Saviour. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and 
approved. : 

DEATH OF SENATOR VANCE. 


Mr. RANSOM. Mr. President, it is my melancholy duty to 
announce to the Senate the death of Hon. Zebulon Baird Vance, 
late a Senator from North Carolina. He died on Saturday night 
last, at forty-five minutes t 10,at his residence on Massachu- 
settsavenue,inthiscity. Though his long-continued and serious 
illness ought to have meres all of us for the sad event, still, 
beguiled by his own cheerful and hopeful spirit, none of us had 
dreamed that the white horses were coming so rapidly to his 


door. 

His death shocks us to the depths of our hearts. Itis aca- 
lamity, a sorrow, a deep public and personal bereavement. A 
great man has fallen inour midst; a Greet patriot, agreat states- 
man, a great thinker, a great actor has passed away from our 


t for this life. 
tof duty with his complete armor on, with 


died at his 
his face to the front, courageous, h ul, useful to the last. 
it, nor dim his noble in- 


Sufferings did not break his proud s 
tellect, nor shake his fearless forti . Fullof ears, dut still 
in the strength of his eminent faculties, cro with exalted 
honors, but still amimated with yet higher aspirations and 
romise of doing good. physically wrecked and overcome with 
malady, stood in the line of his comrades 
thered his robes around him 
a Senator and the faith of a 


and at the last menaaen serenely 
and’ stepped with the dignity 
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Christian from earth into eternity. It looks as if by some pro- Mr. RANSOM. Mr. President, I beg leave to offer the reso- 


phetic intuition he had returned from the spring flowers and 
the genial skies of Florida to lay down his sword and shield on 
the very altars of his country. 

This is not the time for the analysis of his character; for eu- 
logies of his virtues; for the history of his illustrious services. | 
On some fitting day I shall ask the Senate to do justice to his 
honored memory. 

But, sir, { should commit a very great wrong not to say now 
with what unspegkable pain and infinite grief the death of Sena- 
tor Vance smites the people of North Carolina. For more than 
forty years, in peace and in war, he has been the most beloved 
and the most honored son ofthat great State. From the overilow- 
ing ocexn, across the hills and plains and valleys to the majestic 
mountain tops, he was a familiar and most dear object to the 
hexrts and homes of all our people. Language can not describo 
the admirationand loveand gratitude of those of all ages of both 
sexes; of every class. condition, and race: of the whole peop'e of 
North Carolina, for this great and good mn. their benefactor 
and bulwark in prospe ity and adversity. Standing by hislifeless 
form to-day it is my sac.ed duty, representing a Commonwealth 
of nearly 2,000,000 souls, to shed upon his mortal ashes the tears 
of their af ection and deepest sorrow. 

He seemed, sir, as if by destiny to holdin his hands the hear'‘ts 
of the people, and at this moment the throbbing breasts of thou- 
sands sre following his silent march to the tomb. If he had 
faults, they were bold, brave, open faults, and are forever 
eclipsed and forgotten in the splendor of a great and glorious 
life and in the magnanimity of a noble nature. 

As | think of the short interval at which he follows the be- 
loved Georgian from the folding doors of this Chamber to their | 
last rest itlooksas if two tall oaks which stood over and shaded | 
our hearthstones had fallen in the early evening aiter thestorm 
and het of the day had passed over, and before the shades of 
night and winter had fallen upon their autumnal leaves. Col- | 
quitt and Vanee had done their duty to their country and their | 
fellow-men. 

But I must not trust myself further. At the hour of 9 to-night 
the committees ef the two Houses of Congress, the entire dele- 
gation of the State of North Carolina, and the special commit- 

ee from the State, with the sad family and friends, will leave 
the capital of the Star Spangled Republic, and bear the remains 
of Governor Vance through the sister State of Virginia to the 
be.utiful capital of North Carolina, and thence take them to 
his burying-ground on the mountain side, overlooking the blue | 
torrents of the French Broad and in sight of lovely Ashe- | 
ville, and there leave themin the shade of the evergreens and | 
in the mirror and melody of flowing waters, to sleep with his pa- 
triotic fathers. And as the clouds at evening hang upon the 
bosom and eternal towers of Black Mountain. so will a shadow 
of sorrow rest upon the bosom of all his people. But the light 
of his life with the early rays of morning will dispel the gloom 
from the mountains and from their hearts. 

And now, I can only venture, in the name of the stricken Sen- 
ate, with gentlest sympathy to send to the nobie and devoted | 
woman who for months, by day and night, with unwearied 
vigilance, has stood by him like an angel of light and love, our | 
heartfelt condolence and tenderness, and to hold up to his brave | 
sons the ever-living beacon of their father’s life. He expired 
solaced in the arms and affections of his wife and children. And | 
may our Almighty Father, in Hissupreme and infinite goodness, 
bestow upon them His strength and comfort. 

Mr. President, I beg leave to ask consideration by the Senate 
of the resolutions which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with great sorrow of the death of the 
Hon. Zebulon B. Vance, late a Senator from the State of North Carolina. 

Resolved, That a committee of nine Senators be appointed by the Vice- 
President to take order for superintending the funeral! of Mr. Vance, which 








will take to-ay in the Senate Chamber, at 4 o'clock p. m., and that the 
Senate attend the same. 
Resolved. That as a further mark of respect entertained by the Senate for 


his memory, his remains be removed from Washin ston to North Carolina 
in charge of the Sergeant-at-Arms, and attended by the committee, who 
shall have full to carry this resolution into effect. 

Resolved, That the secretary communicate these proceedings to the House 





of Representatives, and invite the House of Representatives to attend the 
funeral to-day. Monday. at 4 o’clock p. m., and to appoint a committee to act 
with the committee of the Senate. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolutions. 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT a ted as the select committee 
under the second resolution Mr. RANSOM, Mr. GEORGE, Mr. 
GRAY, Mr. BLACKBURN, Mr. CoKE, Mr. CHANDLER, Mr. Du- 
BoIs, Mr. Wurrr, and Mr. MANDERSON. 

He also announced asthe pallbearers, Mr. MORRILL, 
Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. Harris, and Mr. MCPHERSON. 


lution which I send to the desk, and ask for its immediate con 
sideration. 


The resolution was considered by unanimous con d 
unanimously agreed to, as follews: 

_ Resolved, That invitations be extended to the Presid vf t 
States and the members of bis Ca the A 


Justices of the Supre ne Court 

the Major-General Commanding t! 
Navy. to attend, the funeral o ’ pial : i t i 
itor from the State of North Carolina, in the Sen ( r to Mon 
day, at 4 o'clock p. m. 





Mr. JONES of Arkansas, from the Com to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Sen ted th 
lowing resolution, and it was considered by unanimo 
and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the expenses incurred by the s co 
to take order for the funeral of the late S ito ; ) 
the contingent fund of the Senate 

RECESS. 

Mr. RANSOM 12 o'clock and 18 minutes p. m.). Mr. Pres- 

ident, I move that the Senate take a recess. until half past 3 


o'clock. 
The motion was agreed to; and at the expiration of the 


(at 3 o'clock and 30 minutes p. m.) the Senate reassemb! 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
7” . ae he ‘ 1 - } 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had vil 
the following resolutions: 

Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow the annou 
ment of the death of Hon. Zebulon Baird Vance, latea Senator from the St 
of North Caiolina, 

Reso'ved, That the Speaker of the House appoint a committes of nin 
bers to act in conjunction with the committee appointed by the Sena 


make the necessary arrange: and to accon 
place of burial 

Resolved, That the House accept the invitation o 
funeral this afternoon at 4 o’clock 


ents the re Lin to 


pany 


the Sentte to atte 


Resolved. 'That a recess be now taken until) 3:45 p. m., at which h 
House will proceed in a body to the Senate Chamber to attend 
and at the conclusion thereof, on return to its Chamber, the Sp 
further mark of respect to the memory of the deceased, shall de 


House adjourned. 
Resolved, That the Clerk of the House 
the House. 


notify the Senate of th 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the Ho 
had appointed Mr. HENDERSON of North Caro.ina, Mr. Bua 
of Illinois, Mr. ALEXANDER, Mr. BROOKSHIRE, Mr. CRAWVORD, 
Mr. DANTELS, Mr. STRONG, Mr. BLAIR, and Mr. Hovux« as th 
committee to act in conjunction with the Senate commi 
make the necessary arrangements and accompany the remains 
of the deceased Senator to the place of burial. 


FUNERAL OF SENATOR VANCE. 


At 3 o'clock and 53 minutes p. m. the members of the House 
of Representatives, preceded by the Se ‘geant-at- Arms and Clerk 
and headed by the Speaker, entered the Senate Chamber. The 
Speaker was escorted to a seat at the right of the Vice-Presi- 
dent; the Clerk at the Secretary s desk, and the Sergeant-at- 
Arms on the right of the Vice-President s desk, while the mem 
bes of the House were escorted to the seatson the floor provided 
for them. 

They were soon followed by the Chief Justice and Associate 
Justices of the Supreme Court of the United States, the Diplo 
matic Corps, and the President and his Cabinet ministers, who 
were respectively escorted to the seats assigned them on the 
floor of the Senate Chamber. 

The casket containing the remains of the deceased Senator 
was brought into the Senate Chamber, preceded by Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D., the Chaplain of the Senate, and Rev. Moses 
D. Hoes, D. D.,of Richmond, Va., and escorted by the Sergeant- 
at-Arms of the Senate, the committees of arrang ments of the 
two Houses, the honorary pallbearers of the Senate and House, 
and pallbearers selected from the Capitol police, and followed 
by the members of the family and friends of the deceased. 

Rev. Moses D. Hoes, D. D., offered the following prayer: 

Oh God, most high, most holy, most merciful, with lowly rev- 
erence of spirit and hearts subdved by the hallowed memories 
of the departed atid by the tender offices of the hour, we invoke 
Thy gracious presence, help, and benediction. 

Hear our prayer, O Lord: give ear untoourcry; hold not Thy 
peace at our tears. for we are strangers with Thee and sojourn- 
ers, as all our fathers were. 

Father of mercies,.ever assuring Thy chastened children of 
Thine unchanging love, be very near to us now in this the hour 
ef our sorrow, as we come to cast ourcare upon Thee and toseek 
the strength and consolation Thou only canst impart. 

Asa father pities his children, so de Thon pity us; as one 
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whom his mother comforteth, so do Thou comfort us, and so 
sanctify our deepest distress that, being made partaker of Thy 
holiness, we may be prepared for everlasting blessedness in the 
world where. after the separations of time, we may find our true 
home; where all who have departed in Christ await our coming, 
beyond the reach of sorrow and tears, in the realm of eternal 
light and gladness. 

Hear us, we beseech Thee, for the sake of Thy well-beloved 
Son, to whom, with Thee, O Father, and the Holy Spirit, we will 
give honor and glory forever. Amen. 

After reading the ninetieth Psalm and the fifteenth chapter 
of First Corinthians, Rev. Dr. HoGe delivered the following 
address: 

The shadow of a great serrow has fallen on this Chamber. 
The bloom and fragrance of spring, the sun shining bright and 
clear, bring no delight to our eyes, no cheer to our hearts. 
What are all the aspects of this vernal season, what even the 
great subjects that absorb and agitate us in daily life at this 
moment, when we see around us the badges of mourning, the 
tears of the bereaved, and when we look upon that bier and | 
remember who lies upon it. 

In the discharge of the mournful office assigned to me, it is not 
my province to awaken those tender regrets which the recital 
of the personal virtues and public services of your late associate 
must ever excite. This grateful duty will be performed by 
those who are best qualified for it by long acquaintance and in- 
timate association. 

These tributesto his memory whencompleted will not only form 
a permanent part of his personal history, but an addition to the 
history of the State he represented and served so well. Nor can I 
speak of that genial spirit—oftentimes jubilant—which made him 
such a favorites with the people, nor of other attractive qualities 
of mind and heart which converted acquaintances into friends, 
and which now, to bs enjoyed no more, converts friends into 
mourners. 

The only theme on which it is becoming in me to dwell takes 
us to a higher plane, and [ could preface what I wish to say by 
the declaration that the first requisite to the highest and most 
symmetrical development of what is noblest in man, be he sol- 
dier, sage, or Senator, is sincere, consistent, heartfelt piety. 
There are indeed mere natural virtues which command respect 
and admiration, but after all ‘‘a Christian is the highest style of 
man,” 

Piety toward God is the surest incentive to the full discharge 

of all duties toward man, the truest and most unfailing inspira- 
tion of honor, the strongest safeguard of personal integrity, the 
most efficient aid in the pursuit and attainment of whatsoever 
things are just and true and lovely and of good report. The 
man who ever lives asunder “ the great Taskmaster’s eye,” who 
believes and remembers that God is now the witness of his con- 
duct and to be his final judge, and who in all his acts, personal 
and ofticial, strives to maintain a conscience void of offense, is the 
man who above all others will be most fearless in meeting every 
responsibility and most faithful in discharging every trust. 
This is the spirit which elevates its ssor above all that is 
ignoble, narrow, and selfish, because all the ends he aims at will 
be those of ‘country, God, and truth.” How true this picture 
is of our lamented brother and friend let your hearts attest. 
_ And now, remembering on whom the bereavement falls with 
heaviest weight, what can we do but take her in the arms of our 
faith, sympathy, and Christian affection, and commit her to the 
care and love of our Father in Heaven—to the protection and 
sustaining grace of our Elder Brother, whose hand alone is soft 
enough to wipe away the tears of bereavement and tender 
enough to bind up the bieeding heart. May God comfort His 
handmaiden, and all dear to her, and be their strength, song, 
and salvation. 

To-day the voice of Providence unites with the voice of in- 
spiration in admonishing us that all the glory of man is as the 
flower of the grass. 

We are told that Massillon, about to deliver one of his won- 
derful funeral orations, found himself in a church surrounded 
with all the pomp and pageantry of the court. The church was 
not only hung with black drapery, but the light of day was ex- 
cluded, and only a few dim tapers burned on the altar. 

The beauty and chivairy of the land were there. The King 
was clothed in sackcloth and bowed with grief. Thore was 
silence; a solemn hush pervad the assembly. Massillon 
arose. His hands were folded on his breast; his eyes were lifted 
toward Heaven. He stood mute and abstracted. Presently his 
fixed look was unbent; his eye roved over the scene where every 
pomp was arr, where every emblem of rank and 
was exhibited. The eye could find no resting place amidstall this 
parade and histrionicmourning. Atlength it settled on the bier 
on which lay dead royalty covered with go A sense of the 
indescribable no of man at his t estate overcame 
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the preacher, until in a scarce audible voice he startled the 
deep silence with the words: ‘‘ There is nothing great but God!” 

To-day this Senate Chamber, by a solemn dispensation, is con- 
verted into a ‘‘ lodge of sorrow,” and here.in an audience con- 
taining those who occupy the highest posts of influence and 
power in this land, all temporal distinctions for the moment 
seem to be forgotten as well as all the questions of absorbing 
interest which agitate the public mind, and in the presence of 
the dead—in the presence of the Great Judge of quick and dead— 
one pathetic utterance alone arrests our attention: ‘‘ Man that 
is born of a woman is of few days, and full of trouble. He com- 
eth forth like a flower, and is cut down: he fleeth also as a 
shadow, and continueth not.” Once more are we warned that 
pallid Death, with impartial hand, knocks atall doors; he enters, 
with equal freedom the homes of the humble and the gates of 
the Capitol; he casts his chilling shadow over the lowly hovel 
and the halls of national legislation; he strips off the rags of 
the pauper and the robes of the Senator; and 30 to-day pride, | 
ambition, vainglory, and the strifes and animosities of the hour 
veil their faces, and eternal things alone seem worthy of supreme 
regard. Once more we hear the voice coming out of the bygone 
century: ‘There is nothing great but God.” 

If by the mournful providence which has summoned us here 
we are taught more imovressively than ever the evanescence of 
allearthly good; if we are possessed afresh with the conviction 
that ‘‘ he builds too low who builds beneath the skies;” if we are 
led to the cross, where the defenseless find shelter and the guilty 
find pardon; if through the grace which fortifies the soul against 
the dread of death we gain preparation for the duties of life; if 
we address ourselves with new resolution to the discharge of 
those duties, with minds chastened and hearts purified by afflic- 
tion, then this sad providence will have accomplished its salu- 
2 purpose. 

he heart that so lately throbbed with patriotic ardor is still. 
‘The lips that so lately moved in prayer for God's blessing on 
country, church, and home, are mute; but be it ours to keep 
alive the sacred flame and to prolong the prayer that Heaven's 
best benediction may rest on this confederated empire of impe- 
rial States; on its Chief Magistrate and all associated with him 
in the responsibilities of office; upon the houses of State’ and 
national legislation; upon all our citizens in their homes; upon 
all the people of this great land from North to South and from 
East to West, that all may learn more and more to cherish the 
relations which unite them as children of one Father and as 
citizens of one country; that freedom founded on justice and 
guarded by constitutional law, with religion pure and undefiled 
permeating all, may secure to us a perpetual heritage of har- 
mony, prosperity, and peace; and to God, most high, will we 
ascribe, as is most due, all honor and glory evermore. Amen. 

And now, as the closing exercise in this service, I will read 
the following hymn: 

, THY WILL BE DONE. 


My God and Father, while I stray 
Far from my home, on life’s rough way, 
O teach me from my heart to say, 

Thy will be done! 


Let but my fainting heart be blest 

With Thy sweet 4) rit for its guest, 

My God, to Thee 1 leave the rest; 
Thy will be done! 


Renew my will from day to day; 

Blend it with Thine; and take away 

All that now makes it hard to say, 
Thy will be done! 


Then, when on earth I breathe no more 
The eS: oft mixed with tears before, 
rls upon a happier shore, 

Thy be done! 


The benediction was pronounced by the Chaplain of the 


na . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The committee of arrangements, 
conducted by the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate, will escort 
the remains of the deceased Senator from the Chamber to the 
depot of the Richmond and Danville Railroad, and from thence 
to the place of burial in the State of North Carolina; and after they 
have left the Chamber the guestsof the Senate will depart inthe 
reverse order of their entrance. 

The casket was borne from the Chamber, attended by the 
Sergeant-at-Arms, the ee lbearers, the committee of 
arrangements, and the family e deceased Senator. 

The invited — having retired from the Chamber, 

Mr. RANSOM. Mr. President, asa further mark of respect 
to the memory of my deceased colleague, Imove that the Senate 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 38 minutea Pp 
m.) the Senate until to-morrow, Tuesday, April 17, 
1894, at 12 o’clock m. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MoNDAY, April 16, 1894. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. The Chaplain, Rev. E. B. 
BAGBY, offered the following prayer: 

O, Thou Great Disposer of all human events, with Whom are 
the issues of life and death, bow down Thine ear and hear our 
supplications. We bring to Thee our hearts, tender with sym- 
pathy for the sorrows of those who mourn. How often of late, 
O Lord, have our ranks been broken, and men in high places of 
authority and dear to the hearts of the people have been called 
hence to give an account of their stewardship; and Death, with 
equal footstep, is knocking at the palace of the rich and the 
humble cot of the poor; and so Thou art teaching us the short- 
ness and uncertainty of human life. May we fix our affections 
upon things aboveand not upon things on the earth; and as our 
bodies are frail and as our days are few, may we live as if there 
were but a step between us and death. And when the end 
comes, O Lord, may we lie down in peace to sleep, and upon the 
morning of the resurrection may we awake in the light of Thy 
love and the joy of Thy presence and live with Thee forever, 
through Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen, 


THE JOURNAL. 


The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read. 

The SPEAKER. If there be noobjection, the Journal as read 
will be approved. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr.Speaker, one moment, please. If there 
be no objection, I would be glad to have the question of the ap- 
proval of the Journal deferred until to-morrow morning, as I 


desire to ask attention to the decision of the Chair made last | 


week in reference to the Journal of Thursday last: which de- 
cision I think the Chair, on reflection, will be inclined to reverse, 
as to the order of business. I think the first business in order 
this morning would be the approval of the Journal of last Thurs- 
day, ahd believe that an examination of the precedents, to which 
I will ask the attention of the Chair at the proper time, will 
show this beyond question—the yeas and nays having been or- 
dered on the demand for the previous question on the approval 
of the Journal. But under the circumstances, which are fa- 
miliar to all, I do not care this morning to raise that question, 
and simply ask that it go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I would suggest to the gentleman from 


Michigan inasmuch, as there certainly can not be any objection | 


to the approval of the Journal of Saturday’s proceedings, that it 
be now approved. 

Mr. BURROWS. In view of the fact that the regular order 
of business, after the House is called to order this morning and 
the Journal has been read. would be the approval of the Journal 
of last Thursday’s proceedings, the proper time to raise that 
question would be now. It is a question that I desire to discuss 
for a little while; but, as I have said, under the circumstances 
known to the House, I suggest that it be deferred for the present, 
and be allowed to lie over until to-morrow morning. 

Mr. COOMBS. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to ask consent to offer 
a resolution—— 

The SPEAKER. Any agreement of the sort to which the 
entleman from Michigan refers would bring this Journal up 
or consideration to-morrow morning. The Chair thinks that 

the Journal of the proceedings of to-day would come up to- 
morrow. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the gentleman from Michigan objects 
to the approval of the Journal, I suggest that the approval of 
the Journals of to-day and Saturday go over until to-morrow, 
and by consent we take up executive business for consideration. 

Mr. BURROWS. I would have no objection to that. I ask 
that the question of the approval of the Journal rest until to- 
morrow. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani- 
mous consent that the question of the approval of the Journal 
of Saturday's proceedings be allowed to go over until to-mor- 
row. Is there objection? 

Mr. MALLORY. I object. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the Journal as read 
will be approved. 

There was no objection. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. BRowN, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
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To Mr. PAGE, for one week, on account of sickness in his 
| family. 

To Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland, for one day, on account of sick- 
ness in his family. 

To Mr. CHICKERING, for one week, on account of sickness in 
| his family. 

To Mr. HOOKER of New York, indefinitely, on account of per- 

| Sonal sickness and sickness in his family. 





ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


| Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, [ desire 
to give notice that as soon as the resolutions come over from the 
| Senate in relation to the death of Senator Vance | will ask the 


House to proceed at once to their consideration. 

I ask unanimous consent now that we take a recess for twenty 
minutes. 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman from 
North Carolina will withdraw that motion for a moment, so that 
I may be permitted to present a resolution for immediate con- 
sideration. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has intimated to gentlemen that 
no business would be transacted this morning. 


DEATH OF GEN. SLOCUM. 


Mr. COOMBS. I should like consent at this time to offer a 
resolution in relation to the death of a former member cf this 
body and a distinguished citizen of New York. Iask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the resolution [ send to 
the desk. 

The SPEAKER. 
tion. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


The resolution will be read subject to objee- 


Whereas we have heard with profound regret of the death of a former and 
distinguished member of this body, Maj. Gen. Henry W. Slocum, who died 
at Brooklyn on the morning of the I4th instant: 3 

Resolved, That in this death of one of the great captains of the Union Army 
during the late war the country has lost a brave and skillful soldier, a wise 
legislator, and a pure citizen of high and dignitied character; and 

Resolved, That this preamble and resolution be spread upon the Journal of 
the House, and that a copy of them be sent to his sorrowing family 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered and 
agreed to, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I now 
renew my request. I ask unanimous consent that the House 
take a recess for twenty minutes, while waiting for the action 
of the Senate in relation to the death of a member of that body. 

There being no objection, the House at 12 o’clock and 8 min- 
utes p. m. took a recess for 20 minutes. 

The recess having expired, the House, at 12 o'clock and 28 
minutes p. m., resumed its session. 





MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message, in writing, from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his 
secretaries, who also announced that the President had ap- 
proved and signed joint resolution (H. Res. 139) to print the Agri- 
cultural Report for 1893. 


“DEATH OF SENATOR VANCE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed the following resolutions: 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with great sorrow of the death of the 
Hon. Zebulon B. Vance, late a Senator from the State of North Carolina. 

Resolved, That a committee of nine Senators be appointed by the Vice- 
President to take order for superintending the funeral of Mr. Vance, which 
will take place to-day in the Senate Chamber, at 4 o’clock p. m., and that 
the Senate will attend the same. 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect entertained by the Senate for 
his memory. his remains be removed from Washington to North Carolina 
in charge of the Sergeant-at-Arms,. and attended by the committee, who 
shall have full power to carry this resolution into effect. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these proceedings to the House 
of Representatives, and invite the House of Representatives to attend the 
funeral to-day, Monday, at 4 o'clock p. m., and to appoint a committee toact 
with the committee of the Senate. 


The message also announced that, in compliance with the fore- 
going. the Vice-President had appointed as said committee 

r. RANSOM, Mr. GEORGE, Mr. GRAY, Mr. BLACKBURN, Mr. 
CoKE, Mr. CHANDLER, Mr. DuBotIs, Mr. WHITE, and Mr. MAN- 
DERSON 


To Mr. EVERETT, indefinitely, on account of sickness. The SPEAKER. TheClerk will report the resolutions of the 
To Mr. ALEEN, indefinitely, on account of serious illness of | Senate. : 
his wife. The Clerk read the resoiutions, as set forth in the above mes- 
To Mr. Hupson, for to-day, on account of sickness. sage. 
XXVI 236 
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Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I offer 
the resolutions which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved. That the House has heard with profound sorrow the announce- 
ment of the death of Hon. Zebulon Baird Vanes, late a Senator from the 
Staie of North Carolina 

Resolved, That the Speaker of the House appoint acommittee of nfne mem- 
bers, to act In conjunction with the committee appointed by the Senate, to 
make the necessary arrangements and to accompany the remains to the 
place of burial. 

Kiesolved, That the House accept the invitation of the Senate to attend the 
funeral this afternoon at 4 o'clock. 

Resolved, That a recess be now taken until 8:45 p. m., at which hour the 
House will proceed in a body to the Senate Chamber to attend the funeral, 
and at the conclusion thereof, on return to its Chamber, the Speaker, as a 
further mark of respect to the memory of the deceased, shall declare the 
House adjourned. 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House notify the Senate of the action of 
the louse. 


Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, Zeb- 
ulon Baird Vance, having finished his course on earth, now rests 
from his labors in a better world. After having done much good 
in his generation, he has been gathered unto his fathers, and 
his lot will no longer be cast in this vale of misery and tears. 

Mr. Speaker, Zebulon Baird Vance was a very great man, and 
was exceedingly beloved by the people of North Carolina, and 
the whole State, now in mourning for him, will long deeply and 
sincerely lament his loss. 

This is not the time, however, for commemorating the vir- 
tues and services of the departed. Atsome time in the future 
the House will be asked to set apart a day on which the friends 
of the deceased may pay proper tribute to his individual worth 
and to his long, faithful, and distinguished public services, On 
this solemn and mournful occasion my heart overflows with 
kindly feeling and tenderness for his bereaved widow and chil- 
dren and for all who are near and dear to them. They are in- 
deed desolate and oppressed. In this sad hour of their trial and 
affiiction they have the comforting and heartfelt sympathy, not 
only of the people of North Carolina, but of all the Union. 

Mr. Speaker, 1 move the adoption of the resolutions which 
have been read. 

The resolutions were agreed to, and the Speaker appointed as 
the committee on the part of the House Mr. HENDERSON of 
North Carolina, Mr. BLACK of Illinois, Mr, ALEXANDER, Mr. 
BROOKSHIRE, Mr. CRAWFORD, Mr. DANIBLS, Mr. STRONG, Mr. 
BLatir, and Mr. Houk. 

And then, in accordance with the terms of the resolutions, 
the House took a recess until 3:45 o’clock p. m. 

The recess having expired, the House, at 3 o’clock and 45 min- 
utes p. m., resumed its session. * 

The SPEAKER. ‘The House will now attend the funeral of 
the late Senator Vance in the Senate Chamber. 

The House then proceeded in a body to the Senate Chamber. 
At the conclusion of the funeral ceremonies the House returned. 

In aceordance with the resolutions, and as a further mark of 
respect to the dead Senator, the SPEAKER (at 4 o’clock and 49 
minutes p. m.) declared the House adjourned. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of the following bill and memorial; which 
were referred as follows: . 

The Committee on Claims was discharged from the consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. 4673) for the relief of the Berks County 
Agricultural Society of Berks County, Pa., and the same was re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claus. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions.was discharged from the 
concideration of the memorial for the relief of Elicha M,. Lack- 
ett, late second Meutenant of Company B, Second Regimen 
Pennsylvania Volunteers, and the same was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXTI, bills of the following titles were 
introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. CULBERSON: A bill (H. R. 6665) to amend section 4 
of the act of Congress entitled “An act relating to the Supreme 
Court of the District of Columbia "—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURROWS: A bill (H. R. 6666) in relation to forfeited 
railroad lands—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BOATNER: A bill (H. R. 6667) to require that vessels 
engaged in the fruit trade and plying between ports of the 
United States and those of Mexico and Central and South 


America and the West India Islands shall be manned by accli 
mated seamen—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BRODERICE: A bill (H. R. 6668) granting a pension 
to Angeline Murray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUNDY: A bill (H.R. 6669) granting a pension to 
Peter Wild, teamster for the Second Regiment West Virginia 
Cavalry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COMPTON: A bill (H. R. 6670) for the relief of John 
Bowling—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H. R. 6671) for the relief of E. R. 
Shipley—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KRIBBS: A bill (H. R. 6672) to place James T’. Peale 
on the retired list of the United States Army—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 6673) for the 
relief of B. F. Chatham—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6674) for relief of the executors of James 
Clark, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6675) to increase the pension of Martin V. 
Roark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. RB, 6676) for the relief of Peter Puckett—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6677) for the benefit of Hiram Romey—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 6678) granting a pension to 
Wells Parmer, late United States Navy—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. REILLY: A bill (BH. R.6578) for the relief of Kate 
Fogarty—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. REYBURN: A bill (H.R. 680) for the relief of the 
heirs of John J. McElhone—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 6681) correcting the reeord of, 
and penetnw an honorable discharge to, Timothy Ellsworth, late 
saddier Company M, Eleventh Regiment Michigan Cavalry—te 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Underelause lof Rule XX‘i, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Petition of William Cowduroy and 41 
others of Platteville, Wis., in favor of the passage of the Man- 
derson-Hainer bill—to the Committes on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BLACK of Illinois: Petition of the Evangelical Luth- 
eran Zion’s Church of Welton, Ill., pr-t ting against the pro- 

Christian amendment to the UG «.itution of the United 
tates-—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of John Radford and 25 other citizens of Cli- 
max, Mich., in favor of the passage of the Manderson-Hainer 
bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the retail clerks of Detroit, Mich., pray- 
ing for establishment of Government telegraph lines—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Poads. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Petition of Bricklayers and Stonemasons’ 
Union, and of Ironworkers’ Protective Union, both of Detroit, 
Mich., favoring the passage of Sente bill 1136, and House bill 
4478, providing for the establishme:t of Government telegraph 
lines—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the Evangelical Lutheran Zion's Church, 
opposing the God-in-the-Constitution amendment—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: Petition of the members of the 
£vangelical Lutheran Church of Lincolnville, Kans., nst 
changing the preamble of the Constitution of the United 
States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CORNISH: Petition of Rev. Robert Arkman and 
others, of Madison, N. J., praying legislation to prevent lottery 
tickets being circulated through concessions made by Honduras— 
to the Committee on the Post.Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolution of the Grain and Flour Ex- 
change of Pittsburg, Pa., against the Hatch antioption bill—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. DANTELS: Petition of the Board of Trustees of the 
village of Tonawanda, Erie County, N. Y., protesting against 
the passage of House bill 5106, to bridge Niagara River at that 

the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of St. Paul's Evangelical Lu- 
theran Church, of Whitmore; Zion’s Church, of Denison: Zion 
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Church, of Lu Verne; Immanuel’s Church, of Pomeroy, and 
Trinity Church, of Boone, all of Iowa, protesting against the 
adoption of the God-in-the-Constitution amendment—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Dwight Manwaring, asking that the building 
and loan associations be exompt from the efiects of the income 
tax—to the Commitiee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAINER of Nebraska: Protest of the Evangelical Luth- 
eran Church of Staplehurst, Nebr., composed of 1i0 members, 
against the proposed amendment to the Constitution acknowl- 
edging the Deity—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, protest of the Evangelical Lutheran Church of Miller- 
ton, Nebr., having a membership of 196, against the proposed 
amendment tothe Constitution acknowledging the Deity—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Protestof the Evangelical Lutheran Zion’s 
Church of Chippewa Falls, Wis., against the proposed amend- 
ment to the preamble of the Constitution of tho United States 
as tending to encroachments upon religious rights—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, protest of the Evangelical Luthe ran Church of Shell 
Lake, Wis., against the proposed amendment to the preamble 
of the Constitution of the United States as a dangerous prece- 
dent for future encroachments upon religious rights—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HITT: Protest of the Evangelical Lutheran Trinity 
Church, of Salem Township, Carroll County, Ill., numbering 115 
members, against the proposed constitutional amendment tend- 
ing to a civil religious establishment—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. HULL: Resolution of Des Moines Division, No, 38, 
Brotherhood of Railway Conductors, asking the passage of the 
antiscalper bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. MCALEER: Resolution of the Naval Veteran Legion, 
thanking Congress for the efforts made to raise and preserve 
the old war ship Kearsarge—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. REED: Petition of E. T. E. McLellan and others, ask- 
ing Congress to reject the proposed God-in-the-Constitution 
amendment—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. REILLY: Resolution requesting the Secretary of the 
Interior to furnish information concerning first-mortguge bonds 
issued under the act of 1862 and 1864, to aid in the construction 
of railroad linesto the Pacific Ocean—to the Committee on the 
Pacific Railroads. 

By Me. SHERMAN: Petition of Trinity Lutheran Church, of 
Utica, N. Y., against change of wording of the preamble to tho 
United States Constitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STEVENS: Petition of 78 employés of the United 
States Bunting Company, of Lowell, Mass., protesting against 
the passage of the Wilson tariff bill—tothe Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. STORER: Petition of Mrs. Annie E. Colwell, of Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio, for an increase of pension—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the Millers’ National Association for 
amendment to the interstate commerce law; in conformity to 
House bill 6445—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. WHITING: Petition of Carpenters’ Union, No. 689; 
Bricklayers and Stonemasons’ Union, No. 1; Brotherhood of 
Locomotive Engineers, No. 1; Electrical Workers’ Union, No. 
17; Journeymen Stonecutters; Carpenters’ Union, No. 421; Iron 
Moulders’ Union, No. 31; Bakers and Confectioners’ Union. No. 63; 
Longshoremen’s Union, No. 10; Standard Lodge, No. 158, Brother- 
hood of Locomotive.Firemen; German Typographical Union, 
No. 21; Machinery Molders’ Union, No. 244; Detroit Street Rail- 
way Engineers’ Service Union, No. 26; Beer Drivers and Stable- 
men’s Union, No. 38; Machinists’ Union, No. 82; Bakers’ Union, 
No. 20; Marine Engineers’ Benevolent Association, No. 33; Cigar 
Makers’ Union; Detroit Steamfitters’ Union, No. 8; Machine 
Woodworkers’ Union, No. 41, and the Iron Workers’ Protective 
Union, all of Detroit, Mich., in favor of the establishment of 
Government telegraph lines—to the Committee on the Post-Of- 
fice and Post-Roads. ~ 

Also, petition of J. S. Roberts and 202 others, of Richmond, 
Mich., and of J. B. Proctor and 32 others, of Shabbena, Mich., 
in favor of House bill 4897—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Knights of the Grip, Grand Rapids, Mich., in 
favor of House bill 3291—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Poreign Commerce. 


Also, test of Brotherhood of Boiler Makers’ Subordinate 
Lodge, No. 115, of Port Huron, Mich., against House bill 2666— 


to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
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SENATE. 
TUESDAY, April 17, 1894. 


Prayer by tho Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MiuBurn, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. MARTIN presented a memorial of sundry members of S 
Martin's Evangelical Lutheran Church, of Winfield, Kans., re 
monstrating against the adoption of an amendment to the pre- 
amble of the Constitution of the United States recognizing the 
Deity; which was referre2 to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of E. G. Kern, G. Blaine 
and sundry other citizens of Sawyer, Kans., and the petition o 
Peter Smith, William Rice, E. B. Payne, J. B. 
dry other citizens of Galena, Kans., praying that frat 
society and college journals be admitted to the mails as secor 
class matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of W. G. 
Sn of the Metropolitan police of the District 

umbia, praying for an increase of the police pension 
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the District of Columbia: which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HOAR presented petitions of Mount Nonotuck Colony, N 
116, United Order of the Pilgrim Fathers, of Holyoke 
sundry citizens of Holyoke, Mass., and of sundry citizens 
Massachusetts, praying that fraternal society and college jou 
nals be admitted to the mails assecond-class matter; which were 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. LODGE presented the petition of C. P. Braun and 21 other 
citizens of Somerville, Mass.,and the petition of francis A. White 
and 15 other citizens of Cambridgeport, Mass., praying thatfra 
ternal society and college journais be admitted to the mails as 
' second-class matter; which were referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present petitions of alarge number of tirm 
and individuals, citizensof Chicago, Il)., the substance of which 
I can state as briefly as can possibly be done by quoting from 
the petition itself. 

The petitioners ask— 

First. That all rates of railway transportation shall be stable, 
steady, and equitable between competing corporations and com- 
peting places, and subject to prompt supervision by proper au- 
thorities, with the ultimate decision in the United States court. 

| Second. That the railroad corporations shall bo properly r 
| strained from extorting or using unjust discrimination. 

Third. To insure the above, we beiieve that railroads should 
be allowed to make agreements with each other that shall be 
binding in law. 

Fourth. That all fines and punishments for violations of the 
interstate commerce law by railroad companies shal! apply to 
the corporations themselves and not to the employés as indi- 
viduals. 

The petitioners then proceed to state that they care nothing 
for the form, but ask that the principles embodied in their pe 
tition be enacted into law. These petitions are signed by, | 
think, three or four hundred business firms of Chicago, Il. 
The first name on the petition which I hold in my hand is that 
of Franklin MacVeagh & Co. I move that the petitions be re 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a pstition of Star Camp, No. 1130, 
Master Workmen of America, of Scales Mound, Iil., and a peti- 
tion of sundry citizens of [llinois, praying that fraternal society 
and college journals be admitted to the mails as second-class 
matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BUTLER presented a petition of 110 citizens of South 
Carolina, praying that a suitable appropriation be made by Con- 
gress to straighten and deepen Lynch River, in that State; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WHITE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Cali- 
fornia, praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 897, relating 
to Indian depredation claims, etc.; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Depredations. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a memorial of the faculty of Lehigh 
University, South Bethlehem, Pa., remonstrating against th: 
passage of the bili to abolish the Coast and Geodetic Survey and 
to transfer its work to the Navy and Geological Survey; which 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of Encampment No. 1, Union 
Veteran League, of Pittsburg, Pa., remonstrating against the 
adoption of a pro amendment to the sundry civil appropri- 
ation bill, proposing to take from the Board of Managers of the 
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National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers all, or nearly 
all, control and place the same under the government of the 
War Department; which was referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Auxiliary Indian 
Association, of Bethlenem, Pa., praying that increased appro- 
priations be made for Indian educational purposes; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of sundrv citizens of Susquehanna 
County, Pa., and a petition of sundry citizens of South Canaan, 
Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation to enable the States 
to enforce State laws regulating the sale of substitutes for dairy 
products; which were referred to the Committes on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented memorials of the Grocers and Importers’ 
Exchunge, and of the Board of Trade, of Philadelphia, Pa., re- 
monstrating against a reduction of the bounty on sugar; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Union No. 293, Cigar 
Makers’ International Union of America, of Philadelphia, Pa., 
and the memorial of Julius Vettey, of Erie, Pa., remonstrating 
against an increase of the internal-revenue tax on cigars; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Pennsylvania State Dairy- 
men’s Association, praying for a continuance of the yf Sige tee 
tions for agricultural experiment stations throughout the coun- 
try: which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a petition of the American Toy Manufac- 
turers’ Association of the United States, praying for the imposi- 
tion of a duty of 35 per cent ad valorem on toys, to take effect 
October 1, 1894; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., praying for the imposition of adequate duties on 
sugar; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

tHe also presented sundry memorials of druggists of Reading, 
Lebanon, and oa all in the State of Pennsylvania, re- 
monstrating against an increase of the internal-revenue tax on 
distilled spirits; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Uriah Stevens Assembly, No. 
9783, Knights of Labor, of Arnot, Pa., praying for the passage 
of the so-called Bland seigniorage bill; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry fur-dressers of New 
York City and Brooklyn, in the State of New York, remon- 
strating against the proposed reduction of the duty on dressed 
and dyed furs; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of the Haverford Loan and 
Building Association, of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating 
against the a of the clause in the Wilson tariff bill relat- 
ing to builling and loan associations; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Victor Grange, No. 159, Pa- 
trons of ara: of Houserville, Pa., praying for the passage 
of the so-called Hatch antioption bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union, of Linwood; of 58 citizens of Wilkinsburg; of 
the Pine =e Presbyterian Church of Markle, and of the 
Woman s Christian Temperance Union of Kittanning, all in the 
State of Pennsylvania, praying that the preamble to the Con- 
stitution of the United States be so amended as to recognize the 
Deity; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also P dea pe 24 sundry memorials of citizens of Philadel- 
phia and Woodville, in the State of Pennsylvania, and a memo- 
rial of sundry citizens of Buffalo, N. Y., remonstrating against 
the adoption of an amendment to the preamble of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States recognizing the Deity; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented he Alex C. Humphreys: of Jno. J. 
Griffin & Co.; of R. D. Wood & Co,; of Girard Council, No. 509, 
Junior Order of American Mechanics; of Wm. J. Serrill and sun- 
dry other citizens of Philadelphia; of the Duquenne Clubs, and 
of Assembly No. 234, Royal Society of Good Fellows,of Pittsburg; 
of the editors of the Brown and ite, of Lehigh University, 
South Bethlehem; of sundry citizens of Kiuzua:o Lincoln Coun- 
cil, No. 75, Royal Arcanum, of Corry, and of sundry citizens of 
Wells, all in the State of Pennsylvania, So that fraternal 
society and college journals be admitted to the mails as second- 
class matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Of- 
fices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of Federal Council, No. 129, and 
ef Reliance Council, No. 787, Junior Order of United American 
Mechanics, of Philadelphia; of Henry Seybert Council, No. 520. 
Junior Order ef United American Mechanies, of Abington; of 
Couneil No. 501, Junior Order of United American Mechanics, 
of Homewood; of Council No, 843, Junior Order of United Ameri- 
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can Mechanics, of West Lebanon: of Camp Curtin Council, No. 
629, Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of Harris- 
burg; of Susquehanna Council, No. 89, Junior Order of United 
American Mechanics, of Wrightsville; of Edwin M. Stanton 
Council, No. 910, Junior Order of United American Mechanics, 
of Hites; and of Iroquois Council, No. 525, Junior Order of United 
American Mechanics, cf Somerset, all in the State of Pennsyl- 
vania, praying for the enactment of legislation providing for 
the inspection of immigrants by United States consuls; which 
were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. FRYE presented a memorial of John A. Bellows and 
95 other citizens of Maine and Massachusetts, remonstrating 
against the adoption of an amendment to the preamble of the 
Constitution of the United States recognizing the Deity; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GORDON presented a petition of sundry citizens of At- 
lanta, Ga., praying that national building and loan asso-iations 
and local building and loan associations be exempted from the 
provisions of the proposed income tax; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. MCMILLAN presented a memorial of Valley City Assembly, 
No. 3229, Knights of Labor, of Grand Rapids, Mich., remonstrat- 
ing against any further issuance of bonds by the Government, 
and praying for the unlimited coinage of silver at the ratio of 
16 to 1; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the memorial of Mrs. Henry A. Smith and 
sundry other members of the Presbyterian, Episcopal, and Bap- 
tist churches of Saginaw, Mich., and the memorial of Kate A. 
Bowen and sundry other citizens of Michigan, members of the 
Presbyterian Church, remonstrating against the admission of 
Utah into the Union as a State; which were referred to the 
Committee on Territories. 

He also presented the petition of F. S. Curtis and sundry other 
citizens of West Bay City, Mich., praying that fraternal society 
and college journals be admitted to the mails as second-class 
matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Officesand 
Post-Roads. 

Mr. McMILLAN (for Mr. STOCKBRIDGE) presented memorials 
of E. V. Morehouse, Ben Dewer, A. O. Bement, J. C. Schultz, 
and sundry other citizens of Lansing, Mich., remonstrating 
——— the Wilson tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also (for Mr. STOCKBRIDGE) presented the petition of John 
Radford and sundry other citizens of Climax, Mich., praying 
that fraternal society and college journals be admitted to the 
mails as second-class matter; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. MANDERSON. i present a memorial of the inmates of 
the United States Soldiers’ Home of the District of Columbia 
remonstrating against the passage of a bill introduced by mea 
few days ago at the request of the superintendent of the home. 
The memoriai is in the form of resolutions passed by the sol- 
diers who are inmates of the home. With it are quite a num- 
ber of figures and some material of value for the consideration 
of the Committee on. Military Affairs. I move that the me- 
morial be printed as adocum»ont and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN presented petitions of James H. Morgan and 
sundry other citizens of Maryland; of O. S. Owens and sundry 
other citizens of Maryland; of Michael Schultheis and sundry 
other citizens of Baltimore, Md.; of Armistead Council, No. 
260, National Union: of Welcome Lodge, No. 22; of Clifton 
Lodge, No. 16; of Magothy Lodge, No. 47, Shield of Honor, 
and of Enterprise Lodge, No. 15, all of Baltimore, in the State 
of Maryland, praying that fraternal society and college journals 
be admitted to the mails as second-class matter; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS ON CHINESE TREATY. 


Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent that any petition or 
memorial relating to the proposed treaty with China may be 
presented in open session. The substance of that treaty has 
been made public by order of the Senate. This course will, I 
think, be more convenient, and it is desirable that the petition- 
ers should know that their petitions reached us. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Massachusetts? The Chair hears uone, and it 
is so ordered. 

Mr. HOAR presented the memorial of William H. Cook, presi- 
dent of the Tackmakers’ Protective Society, of Whitman, Mass., 
remonstrating — the ratification of the proposed treaty 
with China; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

The ViCE-PRESIDENT 


presented memorials of the Lake 
Seamen's Union, of Chicago, Ill.; of the Amalgamated Associa- 
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tion of Street Railway Employés of America, of St. Paul, Minn.; 
of the American Federation of Labor, of New York, and of the 
Table Knife Grinders’ National Union, of Northampton, Mass., 
remonstrating against the ratification of the proposed treaty 
with China; which were referred to the Committce on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a memorial of Granite Cutters’ 
National Union of America, of Concord, N. H., signed by Josiah 
B. Dyer, National Union secretary, remonstrating against the 
ratification of the proposed treaty with China; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. LODGE presented a memorial of Metal Polishers, Buffers, 
and Platers’ Union, No. 24,of Needham, Mass., and a memorial 
of Weavers and Mill Operatives’ Union No. 2, of Lawrence, 
Mass., remonstrating against the ratification of the proposed 
treaty with China; which were referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BLANCHARD presented a memorialof Hall Local Union, 
No. 14, International Union of Carriage and Wagon Workers 
of North America, of New Orleans, La., remonstrating against 
the ratification of the proposed treaty with China; which was re- 
ferred to the Comittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. MCMILLAN presented a memorial of the National Long- 
shoreman’s Association of the United States, remonstrating 
against the ratification of the proposed treaty with China; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
Labor Union, American Federation of Labor, of St. Louis, Mo., 
remonstrating against the ratification of the propo ed treaty 


] 


[ present a memorial of the Trades and | 


with China, ‘‘ which proposes to repeal the Scott exclusion law | 


and the Geary law limiting the immigration of the only foreign- 
ers who come to our shores and refuse toadopt our customs or in 
any manner assimilate with our people, and who are a constant 
menace to the labor of our country.” 

I ask that the memorial may be received and lie on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will b3 so ordered. 

Mr. PERKINS. I suggest that the memorials which have 
been presented remonstrating against the adoption of the Chi- 
nese treaty should be laid upon the table, instead of being re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
sence of objection. 


TEXAS JUDICIAL DISTRICTS. 


Mr. COKE. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judici- 


ary, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1134] to create the south- | 


ern judicial district of the State of Texas, to fix the times and 
places of holding courts in said district and in the eastern and 
western judicial districts of said State, toreport it with amend- 
ments, and to ask for its present consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for informa- 
tion. 

The Secretary read the bill, and, by unanimous consent, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. 

The first amendment of the Committee onthe Judiciary was, 
in section 1, line 8, after the word ‘‘ Madison ” to insert ‘‘ Hous- 
ton.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 11, 
‘*Gonzales,” to strike out ‘‘ Dewitt.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line ], 
‘*that,” to insert ‘‘ hereafter.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 
** Madison,” to insert ‘‘ Houston.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 6, 
** Gonzales,” to strike out ‘‘ Dewitt.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 11, 
‘* process,” to insert ‘‘ hereafter.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON, Mr. President, I have no objection to 
the passage of the bill, because I take it it has received (as all 
bills of this character do receive) the careful scrutiny of the 
Committee on the Judiciary. But [I should like the Senator 
from Texas to give me some information concerning the State of 
Texas and the necessity that there may be for adding another 
judicial district. I make this inquiry from the fact that many 
of the Western States of large area, of course not comparing 
with the State of Texas in extent of territory, compose single 
districts. For instance, the State of Nebraska, with an area of 
75,000 square miles, has for many years sought to have that 
which I think is needed, a division of the State into two judicial 


after the word 


after the word 


3, after the word 


after the word 


after the word 


That order will be made, in the ab- | 


>a 
J i600 
districts, but it has knocked at the doors of the Committee on 
the Judiciary in vain. I should like to have the Senito ym 
Texas state the necessity for an additional district and the num- 
ber of judicial districts that now exist in Texas. 
Mr. COKE. There are now existing in the State of Texas 
three judicial districts, the oastern, western, and northern. The 


district that is now proposed to be created embraces the south- 
ern portion of the State. It contains some 52 counties. We 
have been so pressed in that State for judicial service that a 
judge from an adjoining State has repeatedly had to hold court 
at Galveston and Paris. The bar of the State have for a long 
time been petitioning for the creation of another judicial dis- 
trict so that the business of the State can be transacted. There 
are three judicial districts in Texas now. The State of Tes 
of sufficient area for five States the size of Virginia or Pennsy}- 
vania. Gre rt distances have to be traversed by litigants, wit 
nesses, and officers, as the judicial districts are now arranged, 
and an additional district is absolutely necessary 
venience of the people. , ' 

Mr. MANDERSON. 
the last census? 

Mr. COKE. The population of the State at the last census 
was in the neighborhood of 2,500,000, but it is supposed now to 
be nearly 3,500,000. immigration has poured very rapidly into 
the State, and the people need these judivial conveniences for 
carrying on business. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Ihave no question of the need or ne- 
cessity that is described by the Senator from Texas, ‘This bill 
will give to thatState four judicial districts, and I presume from 
the enormous area and the population—population being some 
index to the amount of litigation in all cases —the bill probably 
should pass. But I hope that when Western States shall make 
their application for similar favor, if it is to be put under the 
head of favor, such bills may be considered, as they have not 
been in the past. 

Take the State that I have the honor in part to represent, 
with its 75,000 square miles of territory and a population now 
approaching 1,500,000. It has no more judicial opportunities 
than it had when it was admitted into the Union. [ hid sur- 

| rendered at discretion, but I shall again introduce a bil! to form 
| two judicial districts in the State of Nebraska, and I shall com- 
| mend it to the careful attention, and I hope the favorable con- 
| sideration, of the membersof the Committee on the Judiciary. 


isis 


for the con- 


What was the population of the State at 


Mr. HOAR. IfI may be permitted to make one observation, 
without violating the propriecties which are due to the com- 
mittee—— 
| Mr. MANDERSON. The Senator from Massachusetts never 
| does that. 
| Mr. HOAR. My impression is (the Senator from Texas will 
' correct me if lam wrong) that the next business in the Judiciary 
| Committee after this Texas bill was the consideration of a bill 
| for the accommodation of the State of Nebraska, not, however, 

it is true, making a new judicial district, but multiplying the 
| number of courts. I have no doubt, speaking for one alone, but 
| I think Lan quite correct, that any mesure for increased judi- 
| cial facilities of the United States courts in Nebraska which had 
| the assent of its representatives here, or, if there were division 
| among them, which had the assent of its senior Senator alone, 
| would be favorably reported by the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. COKE. I will state to the Senator from Massachusetts 
that I think the bill to which he refers will be favorably reported 
to-day. 

|; Mr. MANDERSON. That, however, is not the measure which 
isdesired. Thatisabill which proposes toincrease the burdens 
alreadyupon the judge of that district, which,owing to the amount 
of work and the many terms of court held, are said by the 
judge to be such that he can not in justice to himself fulfill the 
the duties required. The bill to which I referand which [ shall 
again introduce is a bill akin to the one pending, and proposes 
tomake of that great State two judicial districts with two judges. 
I shall not attempt to hamper the pending bill by placing any- 
thing in the form of an amendment upon it to reach this evil, 
but I shall certainly reintroduce that bill after we have entered 
again upon the process of making more judicitl districts. 

Mr. HOAR. I donot think the Senator from Nebrask« un- 
derstood the sotto voce observation of the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. HALE], which was not a suggestion that he should intro- 
duce it as an amendment to the pending bill. bat to tha bill which 
is soon to be reported proposing to make new terms of court in 
Nebraska. 

Mr. HALE. No; let me state my thought. Submitting, of 
course, to the knowledge of the locality possessed by the Sena- 
tor from Nebrask», my thought was that as he made so good a 
cxse in favor of Nebraska, the probabilities were that the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary had heen so busily engaged in this mat- 
ter in regard to Texas that they had forgotten Nebraska, and 
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that therefore it would be an exceedingly good thing to move 
a as an amendment to the bill reported by the Senator from 
‘exas. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Maine will pardon me. The 
next bill to be reported, I understand, or at any rate it was the 
next bill taken up in the committee, is a bill for Nebraska. 

Mr. HALE. But that is not such a bill as the Senator from 
Nebraska wants. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand; but the Senator’s observation is 


that the committee had forgottea Nebraska. The truth is the | 


bill which the committee have agreed to report is the bill 
which the Representatives from Nebraska and one of its Sen- 
ators favor. The Senator from Nebraska says that that bill jn- 
creases the burdens of the judge. Suppose it does; it is the 
judge's business to carry all the burdens that he properly and 
airly ought to carry whether the burdens are less or more. 

Mr.MANDERSON. Wouldnot thatapply tothe three judges 
in Texas whose judicial districts are already in existence? 

Mr. HOAR. No; because that vast space requires another 
judge. If it be true, as the Senator from Nebraska suggests, 
that making new terms of court for Nebraska Is uot sufficient, 
and that there ought to be a new district with another judge, 
and clerk, and marshal, and so on, and additional places of hold- 
ing court, that would seem to be a legitimate amendment to the 
bill about Nebraska, which is to come in, and not to the Texas 
bill. That iswhat I supposed my friend from Maine would agree 
to, if he had known that that bill was to come up soon. 

fr. HALE. I had heard all the colloguy and thought I knew 
not only the condition of the bill, bat what my own suggestion 
was. I was lugged into the debate by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts assuming that in addition to all his knowledge of the bill 
he knew what I thought when I with some modesty ventured to 
make a remark, which I rather regret. 

Mr. HOAR. If my friend will pardon me, it was not assum- 
ing to know what he thought, but it was an understanding or 
misunderstanding of what he said; thatisall. I did not under- 
— to say what he thought. I said I thought he said some- 

ng. 

Mr. HALE. That is all very natural. The Senator was so 
vehement about it afterwards that I began to think I myself 
was mistaken about what I did intend. As this bill proposes to 


make an additional judge in one State and deals with the general 
— of the judiciary of the United States by adding a judge, 


thought it would be a very fitting thing, as the case disclosed 
the necessity, that we should add another judge in Nebraska. 
While the Senator from Texas shakes his head at that, and 
thinks it is horesy, I still think it would not be a very inoppor- 
tune thing for the Senator from Nebraska (who has had large 
experience in this body and who is able to get upon his feet and 
make known his wants, as some of us are not), to move an amend- 
ment to the bill that an added judge should be given in Nebraska. 
Then the two measures would go along, and the need of one is 
as great as that of the other. They do not interfere whatever. 
Tf in addition to that this other little bill, which does not seem 
to be of any account, adding to the duties of the judge, comes 
in, it can be disposed of at once. But I still insist that there 
was nothing very heretical about my idea that Nebraska should 
be added to Texaa. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Maine is never heretical; in- 
deed [ sometimes think he is nonheretical in the attitude which 
he takes about some matters that come up here; but I should 
for one myself oe introduc'ng the policy of logrolling court 
bills. So far as I know and remember they are always kept sep- 
arate. The wants of each State depend upon the consideration 
due to that State; and the Senate isalways ready and apt on the 
request of the Senators from a State to create new judicial dis- 
tricts. Although the Senator from Nebraska thinks there is 
one ease that occurred in regard to this very State of Nebraska, I 
do not now remember an instance where the Senators and Rep- 
resentatives of any State in the Union agreed in their desire 
that there should be a new judicial district created in the State 
that it was denied by the committee. Once or twice where there 
have been two or three new ones sought, the committee have 
diminished the number of those asked for, not the number ex- 
isting; but I do not remember any instance where the request to 
increase the number was denied. I am verysure if the Senators 
and Representatives from the State of Nebraska, who know its 
wants, will ask for a new judicial district they will get it. 

Mr, HALE. Mr. President, 1 suppose it would bea great deal 
better if there is to be any logrolling—and I am glad the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts has never observed any here and has 
never participated in anything of the kind—but if there is to be 
any logrolling it ought to be done in committee; there is no 
doubt about that; and it ought not to be brought into the Sen- 
ate, to become a subject of discussion, and thereby offend the 
sensitiveness of the Senator from Massachusetts or of any of us. 
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The Committee on the Judiciary ought to take these things and 
make them up in committee, and they will find that even there 
the Senator from Massachusetts will oppose them; but they will 
be able to introduce logrolling bills here in the Senate, under the 
cover of committee reports, and nobody will ever know anything 
about the matter. I agree with the Senator from Massachusetts 
that to that extent it is better that they should be adjusted in 
committee rather than be brought into the Senate. 

Iam sorry, I will say to my friend from Nebraska, that, after 
being lugged into the debate by the Senator from Massachusetts, 
I made any suggestion. I now withdraw it, and leave this entire 
great subject to him. 

Mr. HOAR. If I may be allowed, I will merely say to the 
Senator from Maine that I have been very much punished in 
having the whole matter thrown on my shoulders. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MANDERSON. Only a word. 
flow of compliment—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska that the Chair had recognized the Senator 
from Texas [Mr. COKE]. 

Mr. COKE. I yield to the Senator from Nebraska, if he de- 
sires the floor. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I simply want to make a suggestion, and 
I know that the Senator from Texas will coincide with me in not 
desiring to interrupt this flow of compliment that is passing so 
freely between the two Senators from the effete East. There is 
n> State in New England that needs, I think, any additional 
judges or judicial districts. The distances the reare so short, 
that no judge, perhaps, is imposed upon by way of fatigue of 
travel or the expense thereof. 

I merely desire to call attention to the condition which will 
result when this bill shall pass. The State of Texas, we will 
say, has 3,000,000 people. If it is divided into four judicial 
districts, that will be one judge to every 750,000 of population. 
The State of Nebraska has one judge to about a million and a 
half of people, and if there should be another judge accorded to 
that State, asI think there certainly should be, it would then 
be even with the State of Texas, having one judge to each three- 
quarters of a million of people, and the division of the territory 
would be about the same. [f two judges should be awarded to 
Nebraska, then it would be about equal with the State of Texas 
with the four judges that will be provided for that State by the 
pending bill. I hope the Senator from Texas will be one of the 
Committee on the Judiciary to earnestly favor the bill for Ne- 
braska when it is before the committee. 

Mr. COKE. I will do everything that is right. The bill now 
before the Senate was considered by the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary and unanimously recommended, and I hope it will now 
be passed. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CAREY, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1591) to provide for the reservation, sale, 
and settlement of certain lands in several of the States and Terri- 
tories, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon. > 

Mr.HOAR. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1620) for the suppression of lot- 
tery traffic through national and interstate commerce and the 
postal service, subject to the jurisdiction and laws of the United 
States, to report it with an amendment in the nature of a substi- 
tute. I should like to have the bill put on its passage this morn- 
ing; but it is an important bill, which, [suppose, Senators would 
like to see in print before voting upon it. I give notice that I 
shall ask at an early date that the bill be taken up and put on 


its passage. 
% VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 


I regret to interrupt this 


LANDS IN OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. 


Mr. MARTIN. I am directed by the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5065) to ratify the 
reservation of certain lands made for the benefit of Oklahoma 
Territory, and for other purposes, to report it with an amend- 
ment; and I ask the immediate consideration of the bill. It is 
a matter that ought not to take ten minutes to dispose of, and it 
is somewhat cos to the people of Oklahoma. I should 
like to have it d of now. 

Mr. COCKR . Let the bill be read for information. ~ 

Mr. MARTIN. If there be no objection to the consideration 
of the bill, I should like to state briefly what it is about. 








1894. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill has been 
called for, the Chair will state to the Senator. 5 

Mr. HALE. That isa long and a very important bill, and I 
do not think we can consider it now. IT think it had better go 
to the Calendar, so as to give us an opportunity to examine it. 

Mr. MARTIN. I sincerely hope the Senator from Maine will 
withdraw his objection. I think, if he understood the bill, he 
would not make any objection to it. 

The public lands in the Territory of Oklahoma are now gov- 
erned and controlled by the Secretary of the Interior, and the 
law authorizes him toleasethem. The wholesum and substance 
of the bill, which has the consent of the Secretary of the In- 
terior and the indorsement of the Committee on Public Lands, 
is that the law be so amended as to authorize the governor and 
secretary of the Territory and the superintendent of the public 
schools for the time being toexercise the power to lease, instead 
of the Secretary of the Interior, until the meeting of the Leg- 
islature; and that then the whole matter shall be under the 
jurisdiction of the Territorial Legislature. That is all there is 
in the bill. 

Mr. HALE. [I dislike to interfere with the personal desire of 
the Senator, but we have had a great deal of trouble by prema- 
ture and unadvised legislation with reference to just such sub- 
jectsasthis. Whereamatter of thisimportance is brought to the 
Senate upon the report of a committee, I do not think it unrea- 
sonable to insist upon the point that it go to the Calendar and be 
printed, and then we may have an opportunity of examining it. 
I can assure the Senator, sofaras lam concerned, that when that 
opportunity has been had and all the provisions of the bill have 
been examined, I shall not object any day to taking the bill up 
and putting it upon its passage; but 1 have had no opportunity, 
nor has any other Senator outside of the comniittee, to look into 
this matter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to the present 
consideration of the bill, and it will go to the Calendar. 


EMPLOYMENT OF STENOGRAPHER. 


Mr. CAMDEN. Iam instructed by the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was 











referred the resolution submitted by the Senator from South | 


Carolina |Mr. BUTLER] in relation to the employment of a ste- 
nographer for the Joint Committee on Naval Affairs, to report 
itfavorably and withoutamendment. Iask for immediate action 
on the resvlution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from West Virginia 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a reso- 
lution, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. BUTLER 
February 2, 1894, as follows: 

Resolved, That the joint committes from the Committee on Naval Affairs 
ofthe two Houses of Congress be, and hereby is, authorized to employ a 
stenozrapher, to be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why should the Senate contingent fund 
be made the scapegoat for the expenses of a joint committee? 

Mr. CAMDEN. Iwill state that the Senator from South Car- 
olina[Mr. BUTLER] is the chairman of the joint committee, and 
I understand that whichever body is assigned the chairmanship 
of such a committee defrays the expenses that are to be paid. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I wish to state that it was found neces- 
sary to raise a joint committee of the two Houses for the pur- 
= of taking up very many subjects inrespect of naval matters. 

e were troubled with a great many subjects in both the House 
of Representatives and the Senate regarding the personnel of 


Is there objection to the present | 
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the Navy and many other matters which required adjustment. | 


A joint committee of the two Houses was appointed, and that | 
committee meet in the Senate committee room, the members of | 
the joint committee on the partof the House of Representatives | 
meeting with the members of the committee on the part of the 
Senate. The expenses of a stenographer can not amount toa 
very large sum one way or the other, perhaps not over $50 or 
$100 at the outside. Therefore, in drawing up the resolution, it 
was not deemed necessary to separate the funds out of which 
the appropriation should be made. It is a matter of no material 
consequence, and will not be very costly. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
consideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none. 
question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


TARIFF RATES. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I make a report from the Committee on 

Finanee, which I send to the desk, and I ask the Secretary to 
- the head lines, which will indicate the character of the 
ork. 


The 


Is there objection to the present | 


e 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The will 


Secretary 


quested. 


The Secretary read as follows: 


Changes in the Text and Rates of Duty of the Tari 


Act of 1830 and of the Administrative 
Act of June, 1890, 
made by 
The Bill H. R. 4864. 

As it passed the House, and also as reported tothe Senate by the Finance 
Committee, together with statistics relating thereto and the rates of 
duty proposed by the Mills bill of 1888. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I ask that the document be printed for 


the use of the Senate under the customary rule. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me a ques 

Mr. VOORHEES. Certainly 

Mr. HiLL. Isit proposed to print the Mills bill entir 
that document? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Ido not know that 
gives the rates of duties. 

Mr. HILL. For one, I should like to have the Mills bill 
printed entire. I made that suggestion some ti 
Senator will recollect. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It ought not to be printed with tl 
ment, but printed separately. 

Mr. HILL. All right. Let it be printed one wa 
other. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Iask that an order be made for the print- 
ing of the document as it has been presented, and if afterward 
it is found to be useful to have any further printing we can 
easily make the necessary order. This is a statement of the 
rates proposed by the Mills bill, and not a publication of the bill 
itself. 

I ask for information—I confess Lam not very well informed 
as to the number of copies that will be published of the matter 
I have presented? 

Mr. DOLPH. Nineteen hundred. 

Mr. MANDERSON,. The usual aumber. 

Mr. DOLPH. But the Senate only gets 400 copies 
number. 

Mr. MANDERSON. There will be 1,970 ¢ 
but they are distributed under the law to n 
other recipients of such literature. 

Mr. VOORHEES. How muny to the Senate? 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senate only gets about 400 copies 

Mr. MANDERSON. Only about 400 copies out of the 1,970 

Mr. VOORHEES. Let the order be made according to the 
usual custom, and if hereafter it is found that the Senators need 
more, which I think very likely, we can increase the order 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the reg 
of the Senator from Indiana? The Chair hears none, and 
so ordered. 
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SETTLEMENT OF PUBLIC ACCOUNTS. 

Mr. GALLINGER. [hold inmy hand a copy of a joint report, 
to which I call the attention of the Senator from Missouri {Mr. 
COCKRELL]. it is to this effect: A copy of the joint report from 
the Secretaries of the different Departments respecting the an 
nual settlement of the public accounts. It bears date December 
6, 1816, and is signed by James Monroe, William H. Cra 
George Graham, and B. W. Crowninshield. 

The report discusses with a great deal of ability the question 
now before the Senate regarding a reorganization of the di 
ent Executive Departments. I think it will be of great interest 
to every Senator to see this report, and I ask that it be printed 
as a document for the use of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will 
ordered. 

Mr, COCKRELL, Linquire of the Senator from New Hamp 
shire if the document from which the report presented by him 
is taken is referred to in the report? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think it is referred to, but I will rex 
amine it, andif it is not referred to,I will make such reference. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The report ought torefer to the document 
from which it is taken, so that, if necessary, acomparison can be 
made with the original. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1905) for the relief of Au- 
gustus G. Kellogg; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 1906) for the relief of 
Isaac S. Simpson; which was twice read by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1907) for the relief of the heirs of 
S. H. Hill, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 
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Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 1908) for the benefit of Joshua 
Bishop; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 1909) to amend an act enti- 
tled ‘‘An act to provide for the adjudication and payment of 
claims arising from Indian depredations, approved March 3, 
1891; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Indian Depreda- 
tions. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 1910) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Alfred George 
Towers; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S.1911) for the relief of Lieut. T. 
R. Kennedy, Company F, Ninth Pennsylvania Reserves; which | 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, | 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S.1912) for the relief of the 
Bath [ron Works, of Bath, Me.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. PUGH (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1913) to amend 
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section 4 of the act of Congress entitled “An act relating to 
the supreme court of the District of Columbia,” approved June | 
21, 1870, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committeeon the Judiciary. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 1914) to pay the State of | 
Delaware and the city of Baltimore for advances of money in | 
the war of 1812, reported to be due them by the Secretary of the 
Treisury; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the | 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 1915) to amend the charter 
of the District of Columbia Suburban Railway Company; which 
was read twice by its title,and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

He also introdjuced a bill (S, 1916) for the relief of the heirs of 
William Freeman, deceased; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. PALMER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1917) to in- 


basis, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1918) for the 
relief of members of the Missouri Home Guards; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas introduced a bill (S. 1919) to ratify 
and confirm an agreement with the Yuma Indians, in California, 
for the cession of their surplus lands, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 74) for the 
proper enrollment of Thomas R. Proctor in the Navy of the 
United States; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Naval A ffairs. 

Mr. CAREY (by request) introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 
75) interpreting the act of March 2, 1889; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Publie Lands. 


AMENDMENTS TO SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CAMERON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. WHITE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
re e red to the Comm 'ttee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. : 

AMENDMENT TO REVENUE BILL. 


Mr. LODGE. I submit an amendment to House bill 4864, be- 
ing the tariff bill, which at the proper time I shall propose to 
that bill. I ask that it be read and printed. 

The amendment was read, and ordered to lie on the table and 
be printed, as follows: 


Pave 100, after line 11, insert the following asa new section, to be num- 
bered section 3: 

“When not in contravention of any existing treaty, any article made duti- 
able in the preceding sections shall, if it!s the proijuct or manufacture of 
Great Britatn or of any of the colonies of Great Britain, pay a duty double 
that herein imposed; and, when not incontravention of any existing treaty, 
any article upon the free list in the ere section shall. if the product or 
manufacture of Great Britain or of any of thecolonies of Great Britain, pay 
a duty of 35 per cent ad valorem. except wool, which shall bear the rates of 
duty ee by the tariff act of October 1, 1890; and such additional and dis- 
criminating duties upon the products or manufactures of Great Britain or 
her colonies shall remain in force until Great Britain shall assent to and 
take part inan international agreement together with the United States, for 
the coin and use of silver; and whenever Great Britain shall assent to and 
take part in such international agreement for the coinage of silver, then the 
additional and discriminating duties herein imposed upon the products of 
Great Britain and her colonies shall cease.” 


crease the volume of money on a realestate and gold and silver 


| 
| 


| 


| 


| unanimous consent of the Senate that the resolution introduced 
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RIVER AND HARBOR EXPENDITURES. 


Mr. ALLEN. I submita resolution, for which I ask immedi- 
ate consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed 
to inform the Senate of the amount of appropriations made and expended 
by the Government for the smprovement of rivers and harbors since the Ist 
day of January, 1865, to the present date, specifying the different rivers and 
harbors in which improvements have been made and the amounts expended 
therefor respectively. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. DOLPH. I desire to say to the Senator that up to within 
the last three or four years this information has been furnished, 
and is an official document, which can be found in the Senate 
document room. 

Mr. ALLEN. If that be true, it would be very short work to 
have the information brought down to date. 

Mr. DOLPH. Whatthe resolution calls for would bea volumi- 
nous document and require a great deal of labor to prepare it; 
and I wished to give the Senator thatinformation. Perhaps the 
resolution had better go over until to-morrow morning, and I 
will examine to see how far the information has been brought 
down; perhaps it will answer the Senator s purpose to have the 


| information already published brought up to date. 


Mr. ALLEN. I should like to have the resolution considered. 

Mr. DOLPH. Very well; I will withdraw my objection. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the resolution goover, so that the matter 
may be investigated, and the Senator, if he wishes, may then 
modify his resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the resolu- 
tion will go over under the rule, 


TREATY WITH SPAIN OF 1819. 


Mr. CALL submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to 
be printed: 

Resolved, That the President be, and he is hereby, requested to institute 
negotiat'ons with the Government of Spain for the decision by arbitration 
of the obligation of the United States under the treaty with Spain of 1819 to 
pay interest on the principal sum awarded for losses sustained by subjects 
of Spain and by inhabitants of the provinces of the Eastand West Floridas; 
also the question whether the treaty of 1819 has been carried into effect and 
performed by the United States in respect to the obligations assumed by 
them in the said treaty: Provided, That all sums of money allowed under 
such arbitration shall be paid only to the said claimants and their heirs 
or legal representatives, and that all powers of attorney to represent such 
claimants, their heirs and sepesoeesnsivee. and all assignments of such 
claims or any part thereof shall be declared void and of no force or effect. 


CONSIDERATION OF CHINESE TREATY. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I present a resolution, which I 
send to the desk, and ask for its present consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the pending Chinese treaty be considered in open session. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. HALE. Let the resolution go over. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I think that resolution had better go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection, and the resolu- 
tion will go over under the rule. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon subsequently said: I ask the 


by me this morning, to the effect that the Chinese treaty shall 
be considered in open session, do not go to the Calendar, but 
that it may lie on the table until the 3d of May. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. TuRPIE in the chair). Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


INDIAN DEPREDATION CASES. 


Mr. PETTIGREW submitted the following resolution, which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General be, and he is hereby, directed to report 
to the Senate a list of all persons in office on April 10, 1894, in the Depart- 
ment of Justice, employed by the Government in the defense of Indian dep- 
redation cases brought under the act of March 3, 18)1, to provide for the 
adjudication and payment of claims arising from Indian depredations, giv- 
ing the names of such employés, the salaries of each, the terms of their em- 
ployment, whether regular or special, temporary or permanent, the nature 
of the services performed by them, and the places of their employment, 
whether in Washington or elsewhere; also when such employment com- 
menced. 

“DISTRICT STREET RAILWAY TICKETS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 443) to pro- 
vide for the sie of new tickets by the street railway companies 
of the District of Columbia. 

The amendmentsof the House of Representatives were tostrike 
out all of section 1, after the enacting clause, and insert: 


That from and after the ——- of this act each street railway and street 
herdic transportation company in the District of Columbia shal! issne its 
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own tickets, and sell no tickets issued by any other company. Such tickets 
shall be printed and sold in sheets of 6 tickets each, and after having been 
once used shall be canceled by the company which issued the same. 


And in section 2, line1, after the word ‘‘ railway,” insert ‘‘or 
street herdic transportation.” 

Mr. FAULKNER. I move thatthe Senate nonconcur in the 
amendments of the House’of Representatives and ask for a con- 
ference, the conferees on the part of the Senate to be appointed 
by the Chair. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the effect of the amendments? 
As I understand, if I caught the reading of the amendments 


aright, the object is to make the street car companies exchange | 


tickets with the herdic company. 

Mr.FAULKNER. No; thatis exactly the amendment I wish 
tosecure inconference. The House amended the bill so as to in- 
clude the herdiccompany in the requirement, which does not now 
issue tickets, andI thinkthatisavery properamendment. ILwish 
to have an additional amendment added, and [ ask for a confer- 
ence in order fo facilitate the action on the measure in Congress. 
I wish to provide that these companies shall exchange also with 
the herdic company, because they will not exchange tickets with 
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the herdic company unless required to do so by a provision of | 


law 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think they ought to be made to exchange 
tickets with the herdic company. 

Mr. FAULKNER. That is exactly the object I propose to 
accomplish. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the herdic company issues tickets at 
six for a quarter, I wish to have them exchangeable at that rate. 

Mr. HALE. Donotthestreet car companies exchange tickets 
now with the herdic company? 

Mr. COCKRELL. They do not. 

Mr. FAULKNER. They do not. 
not issue any tickets. 

Mr. HALE. I had the impression that when we get tickets 
from the street car companies they are taken by the herdic com- 

any. 
. Mr. COCKRELL. Of course. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The herdic company does take them, but 
it does not issue any, and if it did—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. The railroad companies would not take 
them. 

Mr. FAULKNER, They would not take them. There is no 
exchange of tickets between the herdic company and the street 
car lines. That is the information we have; and we wish to have 
a provision put in the law that the street railways shall be re- 
quired to exchange with the herdic company. 

Mr. HALE. That is the object of the conference? 

Mr. FAULKNER. That is the object of the conference. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to suggest to the Senator from West 
Virginia that what he proposes is in the nature of a new provi- 
sion, and it seems tome it would be more appropriate to agree 


to thit amendment of the House of Representatives, with an | 


amendment securing what he proposes to provide for. 
wise the other House will meet the Senate conferees by saying, 
‘* This is naw matter, which nas not been considered in either 
House, and therefore it isnot competent for the conference com- 
mittee to deal with it.” It seems to me, if the Senator has that 
ob ect in view, the best way is to let the bill lie over; prepare 
the amendment, and then call up the bill and have the amend- 
ment made here in the first instance. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is right. 

Mr. FAULKNER. 
will best facilitate the passage of the bill, but I supposed that as 
the other House had inserted an amendment as to the herdic 
company, we certainly had a right to add in conference as an 
amendment that the tickets required to be issued by the herdic 
company should also. be exchanged by the street car companies. 
Ithink theamendment would be perfectly germane to the amend- 
ment made by the House of Representatives. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
deal with it here? 

Mr. FAULKNER. If there is no object’on.I will withdraw 
my motion and ask that the bill be printed and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the bill and amendments will be referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 


CONSIDERATION OF THE REVENUE BILL. 


Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, the unanimous-consent agree- 
ment under which the Senate acted during the past week ex- 
ired yesterday by its own terms. The Senator from Rhode 
sland [Mr. ALDRICH] and I, recognizing the fact that it would 
expire at that time, have conferred with respect to the matter, 


Other- | 


Tam willing to pursue whatever course | 


It may be germane, but why should we not | 
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the unanimous consent of 
Senate that for the present week and until this day a we 





and he and I have agreed to ask the 


OK, 
| Tuesday next, the agreement of last week be continued; that is, 
| that the Senate meet at 12 o'clock, take up the tari bill 

promptly at Ll oclock, and proceed with its consideration 


until 5 o’clock without interruption; and on Tuesday next, at 5 
o clock, what is called general debate shall cease, and the bill 
after that shall be taken up and read paragraph by paragraph 
for amendment, the committee amendments being first dealt 
with as reached in the reading of the bill. 

[ desire, however, to reserve, after what is called general de- 
bate under this agreement shall have been concluded, that one 
Senator on this side of the Chimber shall be heard in the nature 
of general debate, making such reply as he may choose to make 
to the speeches that have gone before. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Does the last suggestion of the Senator 
from Tennessee mean that when we come to debate the items of 
the bill paragraph by paragraph what he is pleased to cal! gen- 
eral debate shall not be had? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think there would bs no objection on this 


| side of the Chamber to an understanding that either on Tuesday 


or Wednesday some Senator representing the committee or rep- 
resenting the friends of the bill shail have two hours, or what- 
ever time he pleases, for the discussion of the bill. 

Mr. MANDERSON. -Two weeks, if he desires it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Two weeks, as the Senator from Nebraska 
suggests, if he desires it. Butof course that agreement does 
not imply that other Senators shall not have a right to speik at 
any time as long as they please upon the bill or any of its amend- 


| ments. 


Mr. HARRIS. The agreement which I seek, and which I 


: i think the Senator from Rhode Island agrees with me about is, 
The herdic company does | 


| debate shall have expired the reading of the bill by paragraphs 


that when the time fixed by the consent agreement for general 


shall begin. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The only objection which I should make to 
the suggestion of the Senator from ‘lennessee would be more in 
the way of criticismof the phrase used. ‘‘ gener. debate,” than 
of the intent of the agreement. LI agree with him perfectly as 
to that; but whether it shall be called ‘‘ general debate,” or 
whether it shall be called by some other name, isa matter about 
I suppose the 
Senator from Tennessee understands as well as I do that gen- 
eral debate in the Senate, in one sense, does not close until the 
third reading of a bill is ordered, and that even after the con 
sideration of the bill by paragraphs commences any Senator can 
address the Senate at any length he pleases, or upon any sub 
ject he ple ises, connected with the tariff. 

Mr. HARRIS. Itis a mere play upon words, if there be a 
difference at all between the Senator from Rhode Island and me. 
The ob‘ect I have in view is to reach the earliest day possible 
to begin to read the bill and dispose of it. Of course under the 
rules debate upon amendments is as unlimited as the debate upon 
the bill. There can be no misunderstanding about that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Thatis all. 

Mr. HARRIS. But I wish to reach the point where we begin 
to read the bill and consider it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Now, let us understand it. On Wednesday, 
say, at 1 o’clock or 2 o'clock, whatever time may be chosen, the 
reading of the bill by paragraphs, for amendment, will be com- 
menced. 

Mr. HARRIS. And on Tuesday next a Senator upon this side 
of the Chamber shall have such time as he may desire, not ex- 
ceeding two and a half or three hours; perhaps two hours will 
be as much as will be wanted. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is right. 

Mr. ALLISON. I shall] not interpose an objection to whs? I 
regard as the material part of this agreement, which [ under- 
stand to be that on next Wednesday, by unanimous consent, if 
that be the day, the reading of the bill shal: commence by para- 
gr phs, and that what is known as the formal reading, passing 
through the entire bill, shail be dispensed with. [suppose that 
is the object the Senator from Tennessee has in view. 

The idea of closing general debate, as suggested by the Sena- 
tor, of course, is an inadmissible idea in this body. No such 
suggestion has ever been made or thought of heretofore. The 
bill is open to amendment and op:n to debite until it is con 
cluded. But I, of course, am just as willing as any other Sena- 
tor can be that the bill shall have its reading commenced on the 
day suggested by the Senator from Tennessee. That a Senator 
on that side or on either side of this Chamber shall be allowed 
two hours after that time to speak is a wholly unnecess:iy sug- 
gestion or agreement, because any Senator, in a moment after 
the bill shall have had its first sentence read, can rise in his 
place and debate the bill if he chooses to do so. So I wish for 
myself to exclude absolutely, in connection with the bill, the 
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idea which has been excluded hitherto in the discussion of bills 
of like character, that we shall have a general debate here run- 
ning for two weeks and that it is to close upon a particular day. 
I agrees to the material suggestion made by the Senator from 
Tennessee, which is that at a certain day we sha!l begin reading 
the bill by paragraphs for amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from lowa will allow me, I will 
suggest to him that there is not the shadow of difference be- 
tween his understanding and mine. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. HARRIS. LIused the language ‘‘ what is called general 
debate.” 

Mr. MILLS. And it is very appropriately used right here, 
because the debate now is over the whole subject; and Wednes- 
day you commence to discuss the particular provisions of the 
bill, and then it becomes particular debate. ut you can talk 
as iong as you please on either. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is another suggestion made by the 
Senator from Tennessee which I desire to understand, and that 
is as to the disposal of amendments. He says the amendments 
of the committee are to be first considered. It is the rule, I un- 
derstand, that when a paragraph is reached where the commit- 
tee has proposed an amendment it shall be considered as re- 
spects that paragraph before any amendment shall be offered 
by a Senator. . 

Mr. HARRIS. That is what I mean. 

Mr. ALLISON. So I understand. I think that is a very 
proper suggestion, and I believe it has always prevailed hitherto. 

Mr. HARRIS. Always in respect to tariff and appropriation 
bills. 

Mr. ALLISON. But whena paragraph is reached and the 
committee has no amendment, of course it is in order for any 
Senator to move an amendment to the paragraph. 

Mr. MILLS. Of course. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is the more convenient method of deal- 
ing. Paragraphs that are reached before a committee amend- 
ment is reached are open to amendment, but when a committee 
amendment is reached it must be disposed of before any other 
amendment is offered to that paragraph. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think another suggestion should be made, 
and that is, that the bill shall be considered by paragraphs as 
we proceed. 

Mr. HARRIS. Such is the agreement between the Senator 
from Rhode Island and myself. 

Mr. ALLISON. Verywell. It was notstated by the Senator, 
and [ think it is important that we understand it. 

Mr. HOAR. What does that mean? 

Mr. HILL. Thatis whatI wishto know. Whatdoes itmean? 

Mr. HOAR. If you have passed one paragraph, say the chem- 
ical paragraph, and are on textiles or iron, is it understood that 
no Senator is at liberty, if he thinks of some amendment or one 
is suggested to him by a constituent, to go back and offer it? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly not. The whole bill is open to 
amendment from the beginning to its ending, as all other bills 
have been open to amendment. It is merely for convenience as 
we yo along. Every portion of the bill is open to amendment 
until the bill is completed, as I understand it. 

Mr. HARRIS. My object is to secure a given number of 
hours every day that shall be devoted to the consideration of 
the bill. I have not sought by this agreement to change or 
modify the operations under the rules of the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. Sol understand. 

Mr. HARRIS. But I wish to secure those hours, and I desire 
to have a time fixed when we shall commence the reading of the 
bill by paragraphs and pte of them. 

Mr. REDRICH. I think there is no disagreement as to what 
the terms of the agreement are, as expressed by the Senator 
from Tennessee and the Senator from Lowa. 

Mr. HARRIS. I donot think so either. 

Mr. MILLS. It is in harmony with parliamentary law that 
the friends of a measure shall open and close the debate on it; 
and it is perfectly proper that the friends of this measure shall 
do that, as ed by this agreement. There has been unlim- 
ited debate, according to the rules of the Senate, as the matter 
has progressed heretofore. I suggest, by way of being certain 
about the agreement, that whoever closes the debate for the bill 
on next-Tuesday shali be permitted to take the floor at 1 o'clock 
and consume what time the speaker may think proper, as other 
gentlemen have done, and after that that the bill shull proceed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There isnosuch thing as closing the debate. 
The debate on the bill will not be closed until after it has been 
ordered to a third reading. I have no objection to the Senator 
from Texas or any Senator selected by the other side of the 
Chamber having the entire day Tuesday, or other day, if he 
wants to diseuss the bill. We can agree upon matter with- 
out the slightest difficulty. But I do object to the idea that the 
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agreement is to be in the nature of a closing of debate on some- 
body's part. 

Mr. MILLS. I wish to be understood about this matter, and 
I do not think there is any ground at ail for a misunderstanding 
of it. There has been general debate upon all features of the 
bill tolerated by the Senate, and that general debate over the 
whole subject is to be terminated at a given time. 

Mr. ALLISON. No, sir; by no means. 

Mr. MILLS. Wait until I get through with my statement. 

Mr. CULLOM. I wish to know what the Senator from Texas 
means by that statement. 

Mr. MILLS. Lam going to tell the Senator, if he will allow 
me. 

Mr. CULLOM. Go on. 

Mr. MILLS. The general debate over the whole feature of 
the bill terminates on Tuesday, at whatever time the-—— 

Mr. ALDRICH and Mr. ALLISON. Oh, no. 

Mr. CULLOM. It will not, with my consent. 

Mr. MILLS. Wait until l/make my statement, and then the 
Senator can say what he pleases about it. Then, after that, the 
particular debate which may originate on an amendment, and 
which may cover the whole bill and may last from now until 
Judgment Day, will begin. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is right. 

Mr. LODGE. That is all right. 

Mr. CULLOM. Now, I wish to make an inquiry of the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee. If I undertake to make a speech on next 
Thursday and discuss items in different p.grts of the bill, giving 
my views generally upon the whole questio n, am I to be called 
to order as not directing my remarks to a specific paragraph? 

Mr. HARRIS. Under the rules of the Senate such a thing is 
absolutely impossible. 

Mr, CULLOM. Then why this ‘‘general debate” talk? 

Mr. HARRIS. Itisamere quibble about what is the mean- 
ing of a word. 

Mr. CULLOM. If that is all, let it go. 

Mr. HARRIS. There has been what is called general debate, 
because there has not been a single paragraph in the bill read 
to which the debate was directed. When the hour comes for 
closing, I repeat myself in saying what is called general debate, 
then the reading of the bill commences, and a Senator may take 
the floor upon any amendment, no matter what it is, and—— 

Mr. CULLOM. He takes the floor upon the whole subject, 
however, and the amendment is merely read. 

Mr. HARRIS. IbelieveI wi.lconclude thatsentence. When 
a Senator takes the floor he may talk as long as he pleases and 
about everything upon the face of the living earth and as far 
beyond as his fancy may lead him. 

r. QUAY. I suggest that the Senator from Tennessee and 
the Senator from Rhode Island reduce their agreement to writ- 


ing. 

Nir. CULLOM. Oh, no. 

Mr. QUAY. Then there will be no quibble as to the construc- 
tion or the meaning of the agreement? 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from Pennsylvania will allow 
me one moment, I will state that there are just two things in 
the agreement which are material, as I understand it. One is 
that we shall begin every day at 1 o'clock and continue until 5 
uninterruptedly in this debate; and secondly, that on Wednes- 
= next, at 1 o’clock, the first or formal reading of the bill, so- 

led—that is, reading it through without interruption—shall 
be dispensed with, and the Secretary at the desk shall begin to 
read, ‘‘ Be it enacted,” etc. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And read on by-paragras hs. 

Mr. ALLISON. Those are the only two things involved in 
this whole agreement. And everybody agrees to those and to 
nothing else. 

Mr. FRYE. That is to begin a week from to-morrow? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. QUAY. I wasabout to say, when the Senator from Iowa 
took the floor, that I feel it my duty to object to any arrange- 
ment which would interject the reading of the bill into the bell 
of the remarks which I commenced on Saturday last and which 
Iam not likely to resume for a day or two at least according to 
present appearances. 

Mr. HARRIS. I will state to the Senator from Pennsylvania 
that the agreement asked for can not interfere with his rights 
to the floor up to Tuesday next, a week from to-day. I think it 
not improbable, though the Senator knows better than I, that 
he may ibly conclude his remarks before that time. 

Mr. QUAY. There is no question about that, unless my time 
is oceupied by Senators who desire to be heard and to whom I 
am com to yield, which is likely te occur to-day. I say 
“com to yield;” I mean as a matter of courtesy of course. 
>  ieammanmens to an agreement by which my remarks shall be 
cut off. 
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Mr. ALLISON. After the first sentence of the bill is read by 





Mr. MILLS. The agreement does not change the parliamen- 


the Secretary, the Senator from Pennsylvania, if he does not | tary law. 


finish his observations beforo, will rise in his place and go on as 
long as he desires. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. He will hold the floor. 


Mr. ALLISON. He will hold the floor, and there will be no | 


ibility of interference with his right to the floor. 

Mr. HOAR. One thing ought to be added to thestatement of 
the Senator from lowa. It is not very important practically, 
but still technically it is important. 
bill begins, when the place comes for the first amendment of the 
committee, that 1 suppose will be reported, and the pending 

uestion will then be on the amendment. But the rule for un- 
limited debate will go on. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
the time. 

Mr. HOAR. All the time. However, what I rose for—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the remarks of the Senator from 
Massachusetts will not be construed into limiting amendments 
before the first committee amendment is reached. 

Mr. HOAR. No: I do not understand that it does at all. 
What I said was, that whenever we reach a point where an 
amendment will be in order, then that amendment will be the 
pending question. However, I should not have risen for that 
suggestion alone. I do not regard itas very important. But I 
rose to give notice that I expect to be absent next week, Tues- 
day, Wednesday, and Thur-day, and I expect to get the floor 
when I can after my return for a speech on the bill generally. 

Mr. PEFFER. I desire to ask a question of the Senator from 
Tennessee. When, according to his understanding of the agree- 
ment about to be entered into, will it be proper for me to propose 
the substitute which is upon the table and of which I have given 
notice? 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not know any reason why the Senator 
from Kansas may not propose it at any stage of the proceeding. 
Of course he knows that under the rules the text of the bill is 
amendable and his substitute isamendable, and they are both re- 
garded as original propositions for the purpose of amendment. 
His amendment may be pending. He may offer it when he 
pleases, and it may be pending until finally disposed of, which 
may be the last thing done. 

Mr. HILL. Idesire to ask the Senator from Tennessee whether 
he regards anything in the agreement as it has been explained 
by him as inconsistent with a motion to proceed to the consider- 
ation of the free list contained in the bill? 

Mr. HARRIS. The free list isa part of the pending bill, and, 
like every other part of the bill, itis to be dealt with by the Sen- 
ate as a majority of the Senate may choose to deal with it. 

Mr. HILL. That is not the question I propounded. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I do not quite understand the question. 

Mr. HILL. In other words, under the agreement the Secre- 
tary proceeds with the reading of the first paragraph of the bill. 
Is there anything in the agreement to prevent a motion being 
entertained that the Senate proceed to the consideration of that 
portion of the bill known asthe free list? It hasstruck me that 
with more propriety, before discussing the question as to what 
the duty shall be upon a particular article, it might be first well 

, enough to determine the question whether there shall be any 
duty at all. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think I comprehend the Senator's question. 

Mr. HILL. I merely do not wish to be foreciosed in the mak- 
ing of such a motion, either in the form of a request for unami- 
mous consent or by motion. 

Mr. HARRIS. Myanswer, from a parliamentary standpoint, 
if I understand the Senator’s question, is, that if in a particular 
paragraph a given duty is imposed upon a given article and the 
Senator from New York desires to strike that article from the 
dutiable list and put it upon the free list, it is an amendment 
that would be perfectly in order: or, vice versa, if an article that 
belongs to a particular paragraph is by the bill placed upon the 
free list and the Senator desires to transfer it to tne taxable 
list, it will be perfectly inorder to move to insert it asan article 
upon which a given rate of duty shall be imposed. 

Mr. HILL. That I certainly well understood. 
the point. 

m! HARRIS. Then I ean not comprehend the object of the 
quiry. 

Mr. HILL. In other words, does the agreement imply that 
the bill must be proceeded with exactly in its order all the way 
through? 

Mr. HARRIS. it must necessarily be read in its order. 

Mr. HILL. And must the consideration be had in its order? 

Mr. HARRIS, In its order. That would be the parliamen- 
tary method, wholly independent of agreement, and it is not af- 
fected by the agreement in any way whatever. 


That is not 


After the reading of the | 


The rule for unlimited debate goes on all | 





Mr. SHERMAN. 
bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. Precisely. 

Mr.DOLPH. But the rulecan be changed bya majority vote 
It is not a rule that has to be enforced. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not know of any such case or any such 
precedent. 

Mr. GORDON. The Senator from Now York will allow me 
to suggest, if I comprehend his purpose in this question, that he 
can accomplish the same result at any time by a motion to dis- 
2ense with the regular reading and proceed to a special clause 
in the bill. 

Mr. HILL. Let me suggest that then we shall be met by the 
objection I think, as I comprehend the point made by the Sena 
tor from Tennessee, that the Senate has by unanimous consent 
declared otherwise. 

Mr. HARRIS. The agreement between the Senator from 
Rhode Island and myself was to the effect thaton Wednesday 
morning the reading of the bill should begin paragraph by par- 
agraph, beginning with the first paragraph and taking the par- 
agraphs in their consecutive order, as has been the rule in the 
Senate throughout itsentire history. That is what the rules of 
the Senate require, what the parliamentary law of the case re 
quires; and our consent agreement does not propose to inter- 
fere with it in any way. We simply dispense with the first 
formal reading of the bill, and proceed by paragraphs to read 
the bill through, and act upon the paragraphs as we reach them. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Tennessee allow me to ask 
him another question? In the absence of the agreement would 
it not be competent for the Senate to proceed to the discussion 
of the free list first? 

Mr. HARRIS. Thatisa question of parliamentarylaw. The 
whole effect of the agreement, so far as it affects this matter, is 
simply that we dispense with the first general or formal reading. 
If the bill were formally read through, then the parliamentary 
status would be that the bill is before the Senate and every line 
of it is onen to amendment, and any Senator could move toamend 
the last line or the first as he might choose; he could go to any 
part of it. But the bill would not be read again by paragraphs. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from New York pardon me for 
a suggestion in the line of hisinquiry? AsLunderstand the rule 
in the Senate, when a bill comes up it is read through for infor- 
mation. Then it becomes pending asin Committee of the Whole. 
Now, if it is a bill of 500 pages and the Senator from New York 
gets the floor first and moves to strike out the last word in the 
bill, that is the pending question, and it can not be displaced by 
somebody moving to strike out the first word or the first part, 
whatever the lengthofthe bill. So, with the pending tariff bill, 
if, whenever the reading is going on under the rule which tho 
Senator from Tennessee alludes to, and the bill has been read 
aloud, the Senator from New York tukes the floor and moves to 
strike out the last item on the free list, nobody under the rules 
can get rid of a vote on that motion by doing something with the 
first paragraph. That is the universal law applying to appro- 
priation bills and everything else unless the Senate agree to con- 
sider the bill by paragraphs. 

Now, the effectof the agreement which the Senator from Ten- 
nessee proposes is to consider the bill by paragraphs, and that, as 
lunderstand it (the Chair will correct meif Lam wrong), implies 
that motions to amend the first paragraph may be made as that 
paragraph is read and will be considered before motions can be 
entertained to amend later paragraphs, which are not to be con- 
sidered until they are read. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is exactly what I understand. 

Mr. HOAR. But I understand that nobody claims you can 
not go back after you have got by one paragraph and move an 
amendment that you did not think of at the time. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow 
me one moment? 

Mr. HOAR. Lam through. 

Mr. ALLISON. The object of considering the bill by para- 
graphs is simply to put a paragraph in place of asection. All 
the question relating to duties is in a single section of the bill, 
and therefore we shall be jumping back from one part of the 
section to another from time to time unless we have an agree- 
ment practically that a paragraph shall be considered as a sec- 
tion. 

Mr. HOAR. 
suggestion? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. Suppose when the first paragraph is being 
dealt with the Senator from New York moves to amend the free 
list. He could not have that amendment voted upon? 


That would be the rule in regard to any 


Will the Senator from lowa pardon me for a 
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Mr. ALLISON. No, not until the paragraph under consider- 
ation was disposed of. 

Mr. HOAR, Does the Senatorfrom Iowa understand that in 
ordinary bills—for instance the lottery bill just reported—an 
amendment to the first section takes precedence of an amend- 
ment to the last section in order of time? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not so understand, under our ordinary 
parliamentary rules. I can move to amend the fifth section, 
and when I move to amend it the motion must be disposed of. 
Then the Senator from Massachusetts can move to amend the 
third section, and so on. We substitute paragraphs for sec- 
tions in this case; that is all. 

Mr. DOLPH. I think I comprehend what the Senator from 
New York suggests and proposes, or at least thinks should be 
the method pursued in the consideration of the pending bill. 
The Senator from New York evidently believes that the whole 
free list should be first considered by the Senate; that the Serate 
should determine what articles are to go upon the free list and 
be admitted into the country free of duty before it undertakes 
to pass upon the amount of duties to be levied on dutiable arti- 
cies. The Senator from New York does not wish to be pre- 
cluded by this agreement from making a motion, when we com- 
mence to read the bill by paragraphs, that we shall proceed to 
the consideration of the free list first before we consider the 
other schedules of the bill. 

It is true that a bill must be read. It must be read three 
times. We generally read it twice by title in the Senate be- 
fore it is placed upon its final passage. The rules of the Senate 
require that course. The parliamentary usage is to commence 
at the beginning and read the bill through; yet I apprehend a 
careful consideration of the rule would show that if the Senate 
desired to proceed otherwise it could have the bill read back- 
wards. That would be a reading of the bill, and a majority of 
the Senate could order that to be done. The bill would be read. 
We might improve the bill if we should dothat. The bill would 
be read then under the rules of the Senate. It would be com- 
pletely read, but it would not be read in the order in which it is 
usually found advisable to read a bill, to begin at the beginning 
and read it in the regular order. 

But I have not a particle of doubt that the Senator from New 
York would be in order, and that his motion would be parlia- 
mentary if, when, under theagreement a week from to-morrow, 
the Secretary of the Senate shall commence to read the bill, he 
should move that we pass over the schedules of dutiable arti- 
cles, and that we first consider, as in Committee of the Whole, 
and dispose of the free list. I think a majority of the Senate 
could order that course to be pursued. What the Senator from 
New York appears to wish to understand is whether the pro- 
posed agreement, in the a of the Senators who have 
made it, would preclude him from making such a motion. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Oregon allow me? 

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. Of course the Senator from Tennessee is entirely 
willing that the debate shall take whatever course the majority 
of the Senate desire to have it take. 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not know that the Senator from Tennes- 
see would be entirely willing, but the rules secure the right, 
and the Senator from Tennessee can not help it. 

Mr. HILL, I simply make this modification: I have no ob- 
jection to the agreement as suggested here—it is not very ex- 
plicit; still perhaps it is sufficiently so—with the further under- 
standing that nothing agreed to shall prevent the Senate by a 
majority vote from proceeding to the consideration of the free 
list in case the Senate so desires. That is all. 

Mr. MILLS. Ifit can do so under the rules? 

Mr. HILL. Yes: if it can do so underthe rules. I will make 
that proviso, and will then be perfectly satisfied. In other words, 
my point is simply this: Ido not think it.a wise procedure to 
disc ss a question of rates before we discuss the question as to 
whether the article itself shall be placed upon the free list. In 
my judgment the best way to make the bill is to determine in 
the first instance what articles shall be dutiable and what arti- 
cles shall be placed upon the free list. Having determined that 
question and made up your free list first, then proceed to the 
other question. I care not by what parliamentary method you 
arrive at that result. I think it would save time to make that 
disposition first. I simply ask to have reserved the right of the 
Senate to take that course if the Senate desires to take it and 
not be precluded by an objection that by unanimous consent we 
ye agreed to adifferent course. There can be no objection 
to that. 

Mr. WASHBURN. It seems to me, as I have understood the 
discussion, that the proposed agreement does not deal at all with 
the manner of discussing the bill after the paragraphs have com- 
menced to be read, but that the agreement is preliminary to that 
time. So all this discussion as to whether we shall discuss the 
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free list first or last will be a question that will come up naturally 
under the rules. The agreement in no way treats with the sub- 
ject subsequent to commencing the reading of the bill by para- 
graphs. I should like to ask the Senator from Tennessee if that 
is not the fact? 

Mr. HARRIS. It affects it to this extent. If the bill were 
formally read as it Came from the House of Representatives, it 
would never be formally read again in the Senate in its consid- 
eration. In that case an amendment would be in order to any 
line or word of the bill from the first to the last; I could offer an 
amendment to any paragraph or any line of it. But the agree- 
ment provides for dispensing with the formal reading for infor- 
mation and reading the bill paragraph by paragraph for amend- 
ment. 

It means that the paragraphs shall be read in their order and 
shall be subject to amendment as in Committee of the Whole. 
When the Committee of the Whole shall have passed on the 
paragraphs and gone on to the last paragraph and acted upon 
that an a it, the bill is then reported to the Senate, and 
the question is upon concurring in the Senate in the amend- 
ments made asin the Committee of the Whole; and any Senator 
may reserve any number of amendments he chooses or he may 
require every amendment made as in Committee of the Whole 
to be acted upon separately in the Senate. Then the whole bill 
and every part of it is open toamendment in the Senate, and an 
amendment may be offered as well to the last clause as to the 
first. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Allow me to ask the Senator from Ten- 
nessee if that would not be the case if the agreement were not 
made? 

Mr. HARRIS. I should so hold, but Iam not sure [ am right 
about it. Iam not sure that a majority of the Senate may not 
vary the reading of the bill, but I am inclined to think it can 
not. 

Mr. HILL. Has the Senator from Tennessee any objection to 
a reservation, that nothing in thisagreement as expressed here 
shall prevent the ma ority of the Senate from proceeding to take 
up for consideration the free list? 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam tempted to say that I have no personal 
objection, for the reason that I am satisfied the Senate would 
never consent to such an irregular method of reading the bill. 

Mr. HILL. Then there is no risk to run. 

Mr. HARRIS. I say [ am strongly tempted. I do not think 
a majority of the Senate would agree with the Senator from New 
York as to that method of reading. 

Mr. HILL. AILII ask is to have that right reserved, and if I 
can not convince the Senate—— 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator may reserve that right, if upon 
examination the parliamentary law that controls this body makes 
such a motion in-order. 

Mr. HILL. Of course; all right. 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not seek to change the rule. 

how > a of Oregon and Mr. WASHBURN. That is 
all right. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from New York, under parlia- 
mentary law, would be inorder in making such a motion, I shall 
interpose no objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Tennessee? The Chair hears none. It isso 
ordered. 

Mr. HILL. The request of the Senator from Tennessee, as 
modified by the suggestion of the Senator from New York. I 
wish that to go upon the record. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Certainly. . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has placed before the 
Senate, in order, the entire agreement which has been made. 
It includes everything which has been agreed upon. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Recorp will of course showexactly what 
was said and what was reserved. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair dil not intend to ex- 
clude any part of the agreement. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I desire to submit some observations on 
the pending measure either on Monday or Tuesday of next week. 
I should like to inquire of the Senator from Tennessee whether, 
if I make my remarks on Tuesday, it will interfere in any way 
with the understanding that is had now? 

Mr. HARRIS. The agreement is that at 1 o’clock on Tues- 
day a Senator on this side of the Chamber shall be entitled to 
the floor for the purpose of consuming whatever time he may 
choose to goon on that day. 

Mr. COCKRELL and Mr. MILLS(to Mr. WASHBURN). Take 


Monday. 
Mr. HARRIS. To next Monday there could certainly be no 
objection. 
r. ALLISON. Or ce : 
Mr. WASHBURN. In view of the statement made, I give 
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notice that I shall ask the courtesy of the Senate tosubmitsome 
observations on the pending measure on Monday at 1 o’clock. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to ask the Senate for leave of absence 
until the 3d day of May. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Alabama? The Chair hears none, and leave 
is granted. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. MORGAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. The session I ask for will be 
very brief, I will say to the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 1 o’clock and 50 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate proceeded to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. After twenty-five minutes spent in executive session the 
doors were reopened. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whoie, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R.4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 
. Mr. QUAY. With the consent of the Senate, I have agreed 

to yield the floor to-day to the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
McLAURIN], and, after the conclusion of his remarks, to the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER(Mr. TURPIE in the chair.) The 
Senator from Mississippi will proceed. 

Mr. McLAURIN. r. President, Iam frank to say that if I 
had had the framing of a revenue bill, I would have presented a 
schedule of duties different in some particulars from the one 
under consideration. But asit isimpossible to offer a tariff that 
will, in all of its features, receive the unqualified approval of 
every member of Congress, and as this bill is based upon the 
doctrine of a tariff for revenue in contradistinction from that of 
protection, in the sense of denying to the people of the United 
States the benefit of the markets and commerce of the world, I 
give it my unhesitating support. 

It especially commends itself to me, in that it is a step in the 
direction of apportioning the expenses of the Government in 
proportion to the wealth of those who enjoy the security and 
protection of the laws of the country. 

It more especially commends itself to me, in that it has been 
introduced into this Congress, and has gallantly and successfully 
fought its way through one of its branches, in utter defiance of 
that potential factor in American politics, the combined and 
organized wealth of those who have been fostered by the iniqui- 
tous laws enacted by a party whose = they purchased, and 
upon whose spoils they have fattened. 

It need not be expected that a tariff bill, the purpose of which 
is to do justice to the millions who walk in the humble paths of 
life and ‘teat their bread in the sweat of their faces” can ever 
make its ea the Halls of Congress and not be fiercely 
assailed and most bitterly denounced by those whose vast ac- 
cumulations of wealth are the monuments that mark the iniquity 
of a system of laws that not only imposes the expanses of gov- 
ernment upon the toiling masses and those of moderate estate 
and virtuaily exempts the immensely rich, but, in addition 
to the expenses of government, levies a forced and unwilling 
contribution, without the semblance of consideration, to build 
these monuments toa reckless disregard of human rights and 
common justice—it would be permissible to say, of common 
honesty. ~ 

The bill may be obnoxious to criticism. It could hardly be 
par after so long a reign of a system operated by the un- 

ridled license of a party dedicated more to private gain than to 
the common welfare, that the formidable array of resultant evils 
could be remedied by one enactment. 

But it is framed and presented upon the principle that the 
Government must have revenue to defray its necessary economi- 
cal expenses, and that the people who are the beneiiciaries of 
just laws, faithfully and impartially administered, should con- 
tribute to this revenue in proportion to the property held under 
these laws. 

It isa just principle. 

It is further upon the principle that when the Govern- 
ment has exacted from the people this amount of revenue it 
should tax them no further. It should not tax one of its citi- 
zens to give to another. . 

There is a party in this country, drawing its inspiration from 
the teachings of Thomas Jefferson, that believes and feels that 
the laws ought to rest with equal touch upon every citizen; 
that the blessings of government ought to be distributed with 
a just, equal, equitable, and impartial hand; that the function 
of government is to protect every man alike, whether rich or 
poor, humble or exalted, in his life, liberty, and property, and 
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that the greatness of a country consists in the individual pros- 
perity, welfare, and happiness of all of its citizens. 

That, therefore, the earnings and property of one man ought 
not to be taken from him, by force or by legislation, and given 
to another. 

There is another party, the antipode of that, born of avarice 
and drawing its inspiration from greed, that believes—I mustac- 
cord to men that they believe what they say—that the greatness 
of a country consists in an aggregation of its wealth. 

If they do not in words assert. the logical deduction of their 
political course is, that they believe a given quantity of goods, of 
a given nominal value, concentered in the possession of a com- 
paratively few, redounds to the greatness of a country far more 
than double the quantity of property, of thesame nominal value, 
distribut-d so that the people who have produced the property 
will all be allowed to retain a share therein, each the acquisi- 
tion of his own labor, and of his own honest skill, business, and 
industry. 

Such is the logical effect of the doctrine they proclaim: and 
the men who furnish the capital to purchase the power of the 
advocates of this doctrine are its beneficiaries, who “ toil not, 
neither do they spin,” yet they array themselves in multimil- 
lions not their own, either by the laws of Heaven or the equities 
ofearth. 

In 182, by its legislation on this subject; by the nomination 
of its candidate, and by its platform, this party challenged the 
American people to a contest of strength. The gage was ac- 
cepted, and that great representative, champion, and apostle of 
tariff reform, Grover Cleveland, was nominated on a platform 
of a tariff for revenue. 

The issue was made, clear and pointed, and put to the suffra- 
gists of America to determine. ‘The decision, the judgment of 
the country was rendered in favor of the people. The bill now 
before us is an offertoenter that judgment. In behalf of equity 
and the equil and impartial administration of justice; in the 
name of every one of the millions, thousands, hundreds, tens, 
and units of the voters who contributed to this result, and by 
the authority of their verdict, [ summon every Democratic Sen- 
ator to the support of this measuve. 

It isa measure to obtain revenue for the Government's ex- 
penses, including pensions, against a measure of extortion under 
the delusive name of protection, now on our stitutes. This bill 
represents the doctrine of revenue against the doctrine of extor- 
tion. 

The theory of our Government comprehends a system that is 
the simplest, purest, and best conception of the sub_ect, by the 
human mind. It has no parallel in history. There is no other 
system of government where liberty in its full and true sense 
can be enjoyed. 

It proceeds upon the idea that this is a country inhabited bya 
people every one of whom is, and of right ought to be, in refer- 
ence to the laws, the equal of every other one—Jeffersonian 
Democracy. That there shall be no titled or privileged class or 
individual. That the function of the Governmentand of its laws 
is to maintain this right and to secure itsen,oyment; and incon- 
sideration for these blessings and advantages of government 
each individual shall contribute to its support in proportion to 
his means. 

It is a principle that aspires to the sublimity of that divine 
utterance of the world’s Redeemer, ‘‘All things whatsoever ye 
would that men should do unto you do ye even so unto them; ” 
an utterance that has no equal in all the learning, philosophy, 
and wisdom of men: the promulgation of a principle that had its 
conception in Divinity. 

Put this theory into practice by the enactment of just and im- 
artial laws, in the place of the discriminating and extortion- 
reeding ones that now cumber the statute books, and you will 

not have multimillions of dollars hoarded away and occluded 
from circulation, and yet paraded in the statistics of the circu- 
lating medium, that its owners may procure the enactment of 
laws to factitiously appreciate its value and incre.se its power; 
nor will you have armiesof paupersand vagrants marching upon 
the Capitol, nor tramps roving over the country, nor riotous . 
strikes, where bloodshed and murder defy the laws of man and 
the willof Jehovah; but youwill have a thrifty, prosperous. free, 
contented, and happy people, each the recipient of the fruits of 
his ownlabor. 

You will have a country peopled with prosperous farmers, la- 
borers, mechanics, carpenters, merchants, editors, doctors, law- 
yers, and of every other honest vocation. Then, instead of the 
distinguished, learned, and able Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLI- 
SON] reading statistics of the growth of the country’s wealth, he 
will see a far exceeding increase of the peonle’s wealth, but he 
will see that it is more equally and justly distributed. 

I lay it down as an indisputable proposition of justice and of 
common honesty that the Government has no right to take adol- 
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lar of any citizen’s money without giving him its equivalent | this is done under a system of laws for extortion, under the false 


as a consideration. He is taxed to defray the expenses of the 
judiciary, legislative, and executive de ments of the Gov- 
ernment, and its equivalent as a consideration is given him in 
his security against domestic violence. He is taxed to build, 
equip, and man the Navy, and to erect fortifications to protect 
our seaboard, and he receives his consideration in security 
against foreign invasion. He is taxed for harbors and for the 
improvement of the great water ways of the country, for the 
transportation and safety of our marine, and receives considera- 
tion in the same security. But when he is taxed, when his 
money is taken from him by force, not of violence, to be sure, 
but by the equally effectual force of law, and does not go into 
the coffersof the Government's Treasury, but is given to another 
citizen, individual, or corporation, he is—I was about to say 
rebbed, but since the word grates so harshly on the delicate 
ears of Senators, let me say—forcibly deprived of his money 
withoutan equivalent. For whether by force of violence or by 
force of law, he has received no equivalent, and the result to 
him is the same, 

If the brigand meets the farmer on the highway, and at the 
point of the pistol forces him to surrender a dollar of the pro- 
ceeds of his cotton or wheat, it is called robbery. If the manu- 
facturer, by the use of his moneyand the power of the influence 
it gives him, procures the enactment of a law that shuts the 
markets of the world from this farmer and deprives him of the 
benefits and ad vantages of the world’s barter, and thereby forces 
the farmer, out of the proceeds of his cotton or wheat, to pay him 
a dollar more for his manufactured implements, the result is 
the same to the farmer. Yet, if you denominate this last trans- 
action robbery, the tender tympanaof Senators tingle with holy 
horror. 

If the doctrine of extortion, by its advocates falsely denomi- 
nated protection for the sake of euphony, means anything, it 
means approximate exclusion of the commerce of the world. It 
levies a tariff, not primarily to go into the coffers of the coun- 
try’s treasury, but to prevent the importation of the merchan- 
dise of the world, and thereby to enable the manufacturer of this 
country to sell to the farmer, the laborer, merchant, editor, doc- 
tor, lawyer, railroad employé, factory hand, and every other 
consumer ata higher price. This increase of price represents 
the tax which the consumer pays to the manufacturer. When 
he buys foreign goods, he pays a tax to the Government; when 
he buys domestic goods, he pays a tax to the manufacturer. 

If the tax paid to the Government is made equal and uniform, 
in proportion to the means of the taxpayer, by a just system of 
laws, of, this tax he does not complain. On the contrary, he 
takes pride in its payment, as a token of his identity as an in- 
tegral part of this great commonwealth. But when he pays a 


he has to tax the manufacturer, he oy complains. Indeed, 
the Government has no right to tax or the manufacturer, 
except that of power, and power does not always make right, or 
. ae would be right in the manner of his acquisition of 

is booty. 

No man who appreciates and loves fair debate —honorable de- 
bate for the purpose of reachin “— and true conclusions—can 
deny that the effect of the prohibitive tariff is to tax the con- 
sumer for the manufacturer; and further, that when the con- 
sumer buys domestic goods he pays a tax to the manufacturer 
and no tax into the Treasury; and that he pays a tax into the 
Treasury only when he buys foreign goods. The American re- 
tail merchant finds that his business cails for the purchase o 
$100 worth of table knives and forks. The valueot t knives 
and forks is $100, and if the markets of the world were open to 
es the manufacturer would stand ready to sell them to him for 
this sum. 

But the foreign manufacturer must pay $50 for permission to 
land his goods. If he sells his knives and forks for their real 
value, $100, he only receives $5) for them, half of their value, at 
which rate he wouldsoon beruined. He, therefore, iscompelled 
to add the $50 duty he has paid, to the $100, the value of the 
knives and forks, and se!l them, if he sells them at all, to the 


the merchant, I will sell you these goods for $145, and the mer- 
chaat buysfrom this manufacturer $100 worth of knives and forks, 
for which he pays him $145. 
The $45 does not represent the fair, reasonable, and honest 
profit of the manufacturer; that is re ted in the value of 
the goods, the $100; but the $45 is the amount of tax paid to the 
manufacturer by the man who uses the knivesand forks, and for 
which he receives no consideration. I say by the man who uses 
the knives and forks, because the merchant can not sell for less 
ae he gives ~4 o goods. pe py Popreaur, meerehont, 
road , fae hand, others who use 
st forks nen tke $45 . 


knives and tax to the manufacturer. And 


cognomen of protection. 
By asimple process of arithmetic it will be seen that $100,- 
000,000, in value, of cutlery is sold at the forced price of $145,000,- 
000, and that the sum of $45,00),000 of it does not go into the 
honest price of the cutlery, but is a tax extorted from those who 
use the cutlery, and paid tothe manufacturer by force of laws 
enacted for extortion. By a just system of equal and impartial 
laws the manufacturer, to whom it does not of right belong, 
would not have this $45,000,000, butit would be distributed among 
the masses of the people, those who earned it and those whose 
labor produced it, and it would constitute a part of the wealth 
of the country, as much so as it does when extorted from its own- 
ers and producers to burden the coffers of the extortioner. 
This is butan illustration of the unjust workings of the iniqui- 
tous system. The same thing applies to the purchase of cloth- 
ing for the families of the laboring masses of the country, 
whether they labor upon the farm, in the shops, in the business 
offices, or in any other field, with this difference, that the tax 
paid to the manufacturer on clothing is greater. ‘Tho sum total 
of this tax thus extorted from the people, and thus paid to the 
manufacturer, reaches into the hundreds of millions of dollars, 
which, under an honest system of laws, would remain the prop- 
erty and capital of its producers, and would in such way be dis 
tributed among the people by whose labor it is produced and 
earned. 
Under a just system of laws the people, instead of paying all 
they make to placate the insatiate greed of the manufacturer, 
would have something of their earnings left to the enjoymento! 
themselves and their families. This they would spend with the 
tailor for their clothes; the shoemaker for their shoes; the 
farmer for flour; it would disseminate through the channels of 
commerce; the railroads would carry their trade and colleot 
their tolls, and all conditions of life would be prosperous. 
If the people could have it shown to them in figures; if every 
individual could see the money in one sum that is taken from 
him or her by this schemes of extortion every year, the people 
would stand appalled. They would wonder that they had ever 
tolerated such a system for one day, much less for decade after 
decade. Itis nothonest. No legerdemain of figures or statis- 
tics can demonstrate its honesty. 
The excuse given as a palliation of this scheme of extortion 
in the incipiency of the Government was a plea that it was nec- 
essary to sustain our industries in their infancy, and that as soon 
as they were able to stand alone the policy would be abandoned, 
and they would be left to themselves to walk unattended by this 
nurse of protection. But when the tiger has once dipped his 
tongue in blood he does not relinquish his victim without a 
struggle. Those men who have blusphemed the sacred name of 
triotism, in their sordid appeal to the love of country, that 
ad its home in the bosoms of a noble people, just self-emanci- 
ted from British oppreanes, seeing that the people were fast 
olan cognizant of the ability of those infant manufactories 
to stand alone and feed on stronger meat, must resort to some 
other expedient of deception. 
What crimes, what outrages, what tyranny and oppression 
have been perpetrated in the name of liberty! Oh, the accumu- 
lated millions that have been wrung from the sweat of the la- 
borer under the name of protection to labor. Seeing the futility 
of further appeal for unjust and forced contributions to infant 
industries, they invented the false pretense that their extortion 
was in the interest of protection to labor. Unselfish and gener- 
ous men(?). The laws which they have procured to be enacted, 
under the false pretense of protection to labor, have been the 
wicked instruments of accumulating for themselves colossal 
fortunes whose figures stagger arithmetic. Howunselfishly they 
are enlisted in the cause of the laborer(?). I would distrust the 
candor of the man who asserts that he is acting in my interest in 
his enactment of laws and makes no mention of his own advan- 
tage, thereby impliedly asse-ting that mine is the only welfare 
sought, when I would see him extorting millions of dollars from 
the transaction. So, when I hear the manufacturer say he is 
clamoring for these laws that labor may be protected, and then 
see him thereby wrest from the laborers of the land multimil- 
lions of dollars that have cost the sweat and often the blood of 
the poor and their families, I denounce his pretensions as hol- 
low mockery. 
I make no war upon the rich because they are rich. I do not 
envy them their affluence. I would rather pray, in the lan- 
guage of one of old, to ‘‘ make meneither rich nor poor.” Idonot 
object to the honestamassmentof wealth. Nor would I unjustly 
efrom its owner one dollar of his possessions. But I ear- 
nestlyenter my most solemn protest ag t its dishonest and un- 
acquisition. In the same breath in which I vem yagi | 
disclaimer of any pu or desire to wrong or assail the r 
because of his riches, I would most respectfully, yet most ear- 
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nestly,commend toSenators thatinjunction of Holy Writ, which | This commerce would furnish business for railroad trans; 
is sanctioned by the authority of Him who with the blast of his | tation, from the fares of which their exchequers would be m 
nostrils gathered the waters together, stood the floods upright | plenished. Its handling would require more help and give em- 
as an heap, and congealed the depths in the heart of the sea, | ployment to railroad laborers and clerks and other railroad 
‘oppress not the poor because he is poor.” 3 | eraployés, whose salzries and wages would buy provisions and 
It is easy enough for unjust men, when objection is made to | clothing from the merchants, produce from the farms, and in 
the dishonest means of the acquisition of their wealth, to inveigh | many and various ways the money of thecountry would be more 
against those who enter their righteous protest, and to charge | generally and justly distributed through the channels of cor 
that it is an envious assault upon the rich, who have accumulated | merce, and would thereby tend to stay the tides of panie and 








their fortunes by laudable thrift. By such vicious and empty | disaster. 

charges against the humbier classes of our citizens, fulminated I makeno war upon the manufacturer because he is a manufac 
in meaningless platitudes, they hope to divert public scrutiny | turer. I feel that there are manufacturers who do not ask for 
from the unrighteous means to which they have resorted for the | this unjust discrimination in their favor. The business of manu- 





who toil with brain and muscle in their fields, in their shops, | fit to the country and to mankind. If there be dishonor, it does 
in their storehouses, over the counter, and at their books, in their not attach to the businessof manufacturing, but to the man who 
law offices and doctors’ rooms, on the railroad, and in every voca- | seeks for laws through the operation of which he may be allowed 


aequirement of their ill-gotten gains. No; the working masses, | facturing is an honorable one, and of great advantage and ben 





tion where honest earnings are acquired, do not envy the opu- | to practice extortion. It turns out many useful and beneficent 
lence of the rich. They ask not fora law to restore to them the | products, as an instanceof which I may name the polished furni- 
spoils they have suffered, but they ask for that humble meed | ture and finished engine, beautiful to the eye and valuable 


of tardy justice that will allow them in thefuture to own for to the service. But the manufacturer does not enjoy a monopoly 
themselves and for their families that which they make; and | of usefulness. The farmer who endures the hardship and ex 
for this meager mite of equity I, a humble one of their number, | posure of toil, in heat and cold, sunshine and rain, and sleet and 
am here to plead. | snow and mud, to produce the food and raiment with which all! 
You do not protect labor. by laws through which you enrich | the populations of the earth are fed and clothed, is surely 
ourselves upon the toil of the laborer. You do not protect la- | benefactor, than whose claims upon the blessings of government 
r by laws which shield you from honest competition of prices, | and the consideration of the lawmakers none should be hek 
and thus allow you to sell to the laborer at an exorbitant | more sacred. 
rice, and to that degree impoverish him. The law that pro-| ‘The laborer who delves in mines for the coal with which you 
ibits competition with you in making sales allows you to in- | are warmed, the iron that makes your implements of labor, and 
crease your prices and augment your fortunes, but does not ben- | for the gold and silver that make your medium of exchange as 
efit the laborer; on the contrary, it adds to the prices he pays wellas your ornaments; the humble day laborer who builds your 
for your wares, and to that extent injures him. The law that | railroads, and in exposure and danger handles your freights, as 
revents competition with him in labor is the law that raises | well as the engineer who with steady hand holds the throttle 
his wages. ‘he laborer’s wages are not affected by the price | and with sleepless eye guards you aguinst danger, while in con- 
the manufacturer receives for goods. The price of labor is | scious security you take your speedy travel; the merehant whose 
regulated by the same inexorable law that controls all other | capital and labor advances commerce; the doctor whose skill 
prices—the law of supply and demand. If two employers run | and the druggist whose store alleviate humanity; the lawyer 
after one employé, labor is high; if two employés run ofter one | who construes the laws; and numbers of other classes, are all 
employer, labor is cheap. Not an advocate of prohibitive leg- | @qually with the manufacturer worthy of and entitled to the 
islation can dispute this. If he does, it only betrays the pov- | blessings of government. 
erty of the argument to which he is reduced. To show beyond peradventure that the system of extortion 
To meet the force of this fact the advocates of the extorsive | does not benefit the laborer, and that the pretense that it is 
system allege that the effect of the system is to increase facto- | practiced for protection to labor is a shameful mockery and a 
ries and thereby the demand for labor. But this is the veriest | delusive snare, I challenge consideration of some facts which | 
peor yr eg predicated upon a contradiction of the known laws | will present and one feature of the McKinley bill: and even the 
of trade and business. Through the influence and operation of | extortionist, when he fairly considers these, if he is not biind to 
the extorsive system the manufacturer sells to the laborer at | facts and deaf to reason and argument, must see that the statis- 
exorbitant charges and his modest income is soon exhausted. | tics of increase of wealth in the South, so exultantly paraded in 
This happens to all classes of business and industry, and from it | this debate, are not due to this extorsive system. 
they all suifer. The modest incomes of the shoemaker, black- One feature of the McKinley bill isa tariff tax of 45 per centum 
smith, carpenter, railroad hand, farmer, clerk, salesman, book- | ad valorem on all imported cotton machinery. Now, it is a fact 
keeper, merchant, om hand, and all other industries flow into | that this duty on imported machinery enables the American 
the capacious coffers of the manufacturer, and their supply is | manufacturer of cotton machinery to add 45 per cent to the 
soon exhausted. Though these toiling people are veaatlly fed | price of his machinery when he sellsit. It isafact that this 
and thinly and poorly clad, their narrowly limited incomes | added cost of the machinery for the manufacture of cotton goods 
being exhausted, they can buy no more. embarrasses the manufacturer of cotton and impedes the prog- 
The manufacturer, sheltered behind extorsive laws, inter- | ress of cotton factories. It isa fact that 5,000,000 of people in 
locked with combines and trusts, can refuse to sell at reasona- | Great Britain are engaged in the labor of manufacturing cot- 
ble rates; but allows his wares to lie idle until the toil of labor | ton goods, and that three-fourths of the cotton that they manip- 
roduces other incomes for their purchase. He has swept into | ulate is shipped from the United States. 
coffers the available incomes of the country, and still has a What an inestimable advantage it would be to the factory 
surfeit of goods to cumber his warehouse and supply the de- | laborers of America if the manufacture of all this cotton was 
mands of future seasons. He has no need to manufacture other | transferred from Great Britain to the United Stat»s. The trans- 
wares, and of course no necessity for labor, and the laborer goes | fer of any part of it is proportionately advantageous. If it were 
begging foremployment. Thence come strikes, riot, bloodshed, | transferred to the United States, and those self-nominated friends 
and.murder. If you call it prosperity when all the wealth of the | and self-appointed guardians of the skilled laborers of the coun- 
country has been dumped into the receptacles of the favored | try were sincere, and would procure the enactment of laws that 
few, and parade your statistics of increase of wealth, concen- | would effectually prohibit the admission of competitive laborers 
trated in this few, through the extorsive system, and claim that | to our shores, it would indeed be a laborers’ harvest. Then 
this increase of the wealth of the country is due to the iniqui- | would two of those selfsame men, employers, run after one em- 
tous system, under the simple but fallacious argument, post hoc | ployé, and the price of labor would be high, and we would re- 
ergo propter hoc, I can, with far more reason, retort, and arraign | pose some modicum of faith in the sincerity of their protesta- 
this system for the murder of the people at Homestead and | tions, when they pretend that their solicitude for the enactment 
Uniontown; for the strikes all over the land; for the money | of extorsive laws is purely in the interest of labor, while they 
panic of last year and of 1873; and for the tramping armies of | themselves harvest from such laws more than half of the wealth 
paupers and vagrsnts whostraggle through the country. of the country. The price which these laws add to their goods 
But if the laws had been sha in the interest of all the peo- | must come out of the pockets of somebody or bodies; it does not 
ple alike, these scantily fed rly and thinly clad laborers | drop from the sky. 
of the country would have been able to have waeied themselves Let us see whether the operation of the McKinley bill tends to 
and their families with the conveniences, comforts, and even |ux- | transfer the manufacture of this cotton to us, and thus to give 
uries of life; to have consumed all the yield of manufacturing !a- | employment to the skilled labor of the United States, or whether 
bor, thus creating a demand for more manufactured goods, and | its operation tends to drive itfrom the United States. I can best 
aco nding demand for skilled labor; and the demand for | illustrate this by an instance that comes under my own observa- 
labor being there would be a corresponding increase | tion. A friend of mine, Mr. A. E, Randle, of Washington City, 
in its price and assurance of its permanency. a manufacturer, who does not believe in the efficacy for good to 
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the country of laws that unjustly discriminate against any Amer- 
ican citizen, conceived a plan for the establishment of a cotton 
factory in Mississippi. He issued bonds for the purchase of the 
machinery,-and had the money to put it in operation. He went 
to Massachusetts to purchase the machinery, and it was offered 
to him for $290,000 cash. He was unable to purchase the machin- 
ery with the bonds or with stock in the enterprise. 

Of this Ihave no complaint to make. But he went to England, 
and was offered the same machinery for $200,000, for which the 
factory company’s bonds and stock in the enterprise would be 
accepted, without the advancement of adollar. By the opera- 
tion of the McKinley bill Mr. Randle, an American citizen, 
was required to pay $90,000 customs duties, which he was unable 
to raise in addition to that necessary to erect and operate the 
machinery, and he thereby failed in his effort to establish an 
industry that would have given émploymenttolabor. Theduty 
was 45 per cent, and the Government received no revenue, be- 
cause the tariff was so high that it prohibited importation. If 
the duty had been 10 per cent—less than one-fourth of what it 
was—the importer could have raised this amount: the Govern- 
ment would have received $20,000 of revenue; the country would 
have had $200,000 worth of property added to its wealth—be- 
cause the property would have paid for itself—and skilled labor 
would have found additional employment. 

if you will take the entire duty from cotton machinery, and 
make its ren free, it will be but a question of a few 
years when the entire crop of American cotton will be manu- 
factured upon American soil by American labor. The price of 
labor will therefore rise; but the manufacturer of cotton ma- 
chinery will not reap such a rich harvest of spoils. In the face 
of these facts, reason becomes restive and argumentation au- 
dacious when monopolists persistently proclaim that they are 
prompted in their advocacy of a high tariif duty purely by a 
motive of protection to labor. The ery of qveteelien: to labor is 


. hollow hypocrisy, and is only raised to doduty in the effort to en- 


listthe laborersof the country in this unholy crusade against civi- 
lization, as well as against the rights of the citizen. Inthe same 
spirit, and for the same purpose, are duties levied for pretended 
protection to other classes than the manufacturer, in order to 
enlist these classes in the protection crusade, whenin fact thesb 
classes are losers by its operation; as for instance the wool- 
growers, who by this system are given one dollar and robbed of 
ten, as wis demonstrated in this debate by that great Indian- 
ian Senator VOORHEES, of whose transcedent ability and match- 
less eloquence, and broad and comprehensive statesmanship, 
his State and the ao may well feel proud. 

The time will come when every wage-earner and every man 
of every class who has taken aoe in this unrighteous 
scheme of oppression will curse the day he entered its associa- 
tion, as the ‘necromancer in the grasp of the evil spirit curses 
the day he first meddled with the black art of sorcery.” It bodes 
no good tothe country; it gives nogaintothelaborer., Protec- 
tion to labor, indeed (?). Philanthropic motive(?). Let usstrip 
this motive of its mask and see it naked in all of its hideous de- 
formity. It can not be denied by these assumed philanthropists 
that through the operation of their — they are enabled to 
raise the prices of the goods they sell to laborers, us well as to 
others, and money is thereby extorted from these purchasers by 
which they are enriched. 

The laborer in the cotton field, who produces material for the 
clothing of the people, can not earn more than $120 a year; less 
than 35 centsaday. If he produces, gathers, and prepares for 
murket six bales of cotton, worth $180, it is a good crop. One 
hundred and twenty dollars for his wages deducted from this 
this sum leaves $60 for the feed and hire of his plow team, the 
purchase of implements, and the rent of land. To produce and 
gather this —. he is ex to all the inclemencies of the 
weather, and is liable to the dangers of pneumonia and dexth. 
I know whereof I speak. I was raised on a farm, and have en- 
dured all of its hardships and toil, and I deeply sympathize with 
this worthy, honest, and honorable class of our citizens. No 
mna will deny that if this laborer,as he is compelled to do, buys 
his clothing for his family, or implements for his labor, the pro- 
tective system of these philanthropisis is intended to increase 
the price he must pay. And this increase of price is taken from 
this laborer, and goes into the pockets of these philanthropists 
under the guise of philanthropic devotion to the interest of 
labor! 

So you see that when the mask is raised it is the interest of 
the pretended philanthropists and not of labor that is intended 
to besubserved. Yet this mockery of philanthropy is flourished 
in the faces of the oe under the hypocritical pretense of 

rotection to labor. Philanthrophy is born of purer mold. It 
oes not rob the poor. The exclusory laws of the extorsive sys- 
tem, under the more euphonious name of protection, approx- 
imately prohibit the importation of machinery to manufacture 
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this man’s cotton, and thereby tend to deny employment for 
labor. Yet these re proclaim that their solicitude 
is purely in behalf of labor. 

After I was elected, and while I was making preparations to 
come to Washington and take my place in this Chamber as a 
United States Senator, I passed anold black man whom we know 
in my town as ‘‘ Uncle Prince,” who makes a humble and hon- 
est living by chopping wood. Addressing me, he said, ‘‘ Make 
laws to help the poor man.” The first question that naturally 
suggests itself to the mind is, What righteous law would help 
this poor man? I find on the statutes a law thatcompels him to 
pay, when he purchases his ax, a tax of 45 percent to the manu- 
facturer. When he buys his unpretentiousclothing, he pays to 
the manufacturer a still higher rate of tax; so that out of the 
little sum that he earns in a year of less than $150 he is forced 
by this vicious legislation to give upto the manufacturer at least 
$20, for which he receives no possible equivalent. And this un- 
der laws that pose as protection to labor! The result to him 
would be the same if he was forced at the point of the pistol to 
give up his $20 to the brigand. I thought if a righteous law 
could be enacted, not to give him paternal care and protection, 
but to allow him, instead of the manufacturer, to have his $20, 
it would ‘‘ help the poor man,” and he would ask nothing more. 
In private transactions, without the intervention of the cloak of 
the law, nothing less than this would satisfy the demands of 
common honesty. 

But they complain that we are trying to extirpate this system 
at one sweep; that we want immediate and exact justice. They 
claim that they have practiced this extortion so long that it 
has become a second nature, and that it must not be too sud- 
denly disrupted. And when we chafeunder the galling load, they 
denounce us, on the principle, I ao of a boy who appealed 
to his mother to ‘‘ make Bill behave himself; every time I hithim 
on the head with the hammer he hollers.” [Laughter.] Now, 
after this system of wrong and injustice has given sp cial priv- 
ileges to one class at the expense of other classes, and this in- 
ej uality has been suffered and endured for long years, if we ask 
for laws of equality and impartiality we are told that it isa 
blow at the industries of the country. We are anxious to know 
wherein it isa blow to these industries? The answer is, that 
it repeals the laws that enable them to sell to us at higher 
and artificial prices. The blow consists in the repeal of laws 
that discriminate against the people in their favor. They con- 
sider it a fearful blow if impartial law puts them upon an equal- 
ity with other people and compels them to sell their goods 
upon their merits, as the laborer is paid for his labor on its 
merits. 

The extorsive system makes artificial values, constantly chang- 
ing with the artifice, and thereby creating panics and disaster. 
Before business can ever settle upon a safe basis this tariff 
question must be permanently settled. The reflecting mind 
will not bs Iong in concluding that it can not be permanently 
settled until it is settled upon just and fair principles. Aslong 
as the human heart pants for purity, and the human mind soars 
for light; as long as there exists in American manhood a spirit 
of liberty, independence, and equality, this struggle for impar- 
tial tariff laws will continue. 

But they say the wealth of the country increased under the 
protective system. A pertinent inquiry is, Did the protective 
system produce or cause the increase of wealth? They say it 
did, because the protective system existed when the wealth in- 
creased. But the protective system existed when the money 
panics of 1873 and 1893 came. Did, therefore, the protective 
system produce or cause the panics? It is just as logical to say 
that it did. The protective system existed when we had the 


yellow fever epidemic of 1878. Did the protective system pro- 
duce the epidemic? It is equally aslogical. Did the protective 
system cause the Johnstown flood? It existed then, and it is 
just as logical to say that it did. 

Before it can be shown that the protective system has pro- 
duced the country’s wealth there must be shown some relation 
between the cause andeffect. The protective system aggregates 


wealth in the session of a few. The cause is that the laws 
are made to discriminate in favor of those few at the expense 
of the people; to allow those few to practice extortion upon the 
ple, and they soon extort all the wealth of the country and 
teanem rich. Here is a directrelation between cause and effect. 
The growth of wealth is produced in one of two ways: Either 
(1) the country produces it and the manufacturers get it; or (2) 
the manufacturer acquiresit by selling his manufactures abroad. 
If the first, then the protective system is not the cause of the 
rowth of wealth: if the second, then the industries do not need 
egislation to enable them to stand, but only need it to enable 
them to plunder. - 
If the manufacturer can not compete in prices with foreign 
imported goods withoutlegislation that enables him to sell higher 
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than the foreign goods are sold, how does the system tend to in- 
crease the growth of wealth? If he must sell for $1,500 an en- 

ine for sawing lumber that the foreign manufacturer can sell 
for $1,000, then if you do not have an extorsive system to pro- 
hibit the importation of foreign engines three engines will be 

urchased and do duty in the country instead of two of thesame 
Find, and the country’s wealth wili be greater by one engine. 
That the artificial means, the discriminating legislation, have 
given the two engines the same nominal value that the three of 
the same kind have do not make them worth as much intrin- 
sicaily as the three. They can notdoas much work, they do not 
give as much employment to labor, and they can not contribute 
as much to comfort and convenience as the three. 

Yet in the statistics of wealth the two engines are put down 
at $3,000, whereas but for the laws that prohibited importation 
the country’s wealth would have contained three engines. It 
is the amount of property and the convenience and comfort to 
which it contributes, and not its assessed nominal and artificial 
value, that constitute the country’s wealth. You haveseen that 
by these forced and artificial values the country contains only 
two-thirds the amount of property—two engines where it could 
have three. But for extorsive legislation, it will be seen from 
this illustration, the property of the country would be one-third 
more than it is. 

If there is any branch of American manufacture that can not 
compete with foreign manufacture, the people would obtain the 
benefit and advantage of the cheap market atforded by the for- 
eign manufactories, and the capital invested in this branch of 
manufacture would be diverted to something that would be 
profitable to its owners, and that would require labor, and thus 
make the demand for labor equally as great, and even greater, 
and therefore labor would be as remunerative as it would be if 
employed in manufactories that required the aid of protective 
duties. The manufacture of that wherein we can excel foreign 
manufactories would be largely increased, and its sale abroad 
would redound to the wealthof this country. Why should we 
spend $10 to make that which we can buy for five? Better in- 
vest the $10 in some other industry that gives a better return. 

The farmer can at home, with the old-fashioned spinning 
wheel and loom, make the cloth for his clothes. But with less 
than a tenth of the labor, and in less than a tenth of the time, 
he can make the farm products with which to buy the c!oth, and 
he therefore buys instead of makes them. Labor and employ- 
ment are thus diversified and business transacted. By the nat- 
ural laws of business and industry and trade, without the inter- 
vention of discriminating legislation, all the capital and labor 
of the country are employed where they will bring te best re- 
turns. Each buys that which he can buy cheaper than he can 
make it, and sells that which he can make cheaper than his 
neighbor. The sameeconomy willapply toa people. Thatrule 
of economy that works well when applied in the instance of an 
individual will work well when applied in the affairs of a peo- 
ple, because the people are butthe sum of the individuals. But 
they say, if the markets of the world are open to us the balance 
of trade will be againstus. Thisrests upon the assumption that 
we, as a people, will consume more than we are able to produce. 
But we can not buy abroad more than that for which we are 
able to pay. They point us to the custom-house account of ex- 
ports and imports to show that the balance of trade is against 
us. 

Let us test this account. Mr. Randle, of Washington City, 
ships from New York a cargo of cotton that cost him $200,000. 
He sells it in Liverpool at a profit of 20 per cent, and realizes 
$240,000. This sum he invests in Liverpool in English goods, 
and sells them in New York for $288,000, 20 per cent profit in 
each transaction. The custom-house account shows, exports, 
$200,000; imports, $240,000, and it is accounted, in striking the 
balance of trade, as $40,000 against our country, when, in fact, 
a citizen of our country is worth $88,000 more by the transac- 
tion, and the country, where it had $200,000 worth of property, 
has received therefor $240,000 worth of property, a growth of 
the country’s wealth of property of $40,000. 

But if Mr. Randle’s ship had sunk between New York and 
Liverpool, with its exports of $200,000 worth of cotton, and the 
whole cargo had been lost to him and to the country, the cus- 
tom-house accounts would have shown a balance of trade in our 
favor of $200,000, so far as this transaction was concerned. So, 
you may see that the balances struck by the custom-house ac- 
counts do not furnish a sefs eriterion of the growth or loss of 
the country’s wealth. 

One more thought before I leave the subject of the customs 
duties. It is exceedingly important that there should be a rate 
of duties that are approximately permanent. Business is uncer- 
tain, and business men are in doubt and difficuity in making 
their purchases when the customs schedules are constantly 
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fluctuating. Under the Republican doctrine of a tariff to arti- 
ficially raise prices it is compelled, in the very nature of things, 
to be uncertain and fluctuating, because it has no fixed, perma- 
nent basis for its levy, and would always depend upon the cupidity 
of its beneficiaries, and upon their influence in securing a sched- 
ule to feed that cupidity, while under the Democratic doctrine 
of a tariff for revenue only, which abhors the prostitution of one 
of the necessary agencies of government, there is a solid and 
safe basis for aschedule of duties, which basis is the revenue 
necessary for the economical expenses of the Government, and 
if the duty is levied upon this basis it will be approximitely 
perminent. Until this is done there will bea constantly chang 

ing schedule of duties and a corresponding timidity of business. 

Before I conclude [ beg your patient indulgence while | devote 
a few moments to the investigation of the income-tax feature of 
this bill. 

I deny the contention that the Democratic platform of 1892 de- 
clared in favorof raising revenue by customs duties exclusively. 
If it had so declared, then the principle would receive my ear 
nest support. 

I believe and feel that every Democratic Senator and Repre- 
sentative is impliedly pledged and in honor bound to perfo min 
good faith and in letter and spirit every principle enunciated in 
that platform, and so is the Executive. 

Each one of these Democratic officials owes it to himself, and 
to the country, as well as to the Democratic party, to do this 
to resign to the party the commission with which he has been 
intrusted. Otherwise he has no right to speak for the Demo 
cratic party. Therefore it is that, if such a principle were con- 
tained in that platform, it would receive my support. 

The platform has no reference, either expressly or impliedly, 
to the question of an income tax. 

There was a controversy between the two great parties as to 
the purpose to which the tariff should be devoted. One party, 
the Republican party, contended that the tariff should be de- 
voted to the purpose of prohibiting the importation of foreign 
goods into this country, because ~_ said that if the importa- 
tion of foreign goods is permitted, the country will be deluged 
with goods; the markets will be glutted, and goods will be cheap: 
and, therefore, the manufacturer will not be able to sell for high 
prices, and that will impoverish the country. 

The other party, the Senseretie party, held that the tarif 
should not be devoted to any other purpose than to raise revs 
nue; that with this limitation the markets of the world shoul« 
be open to the people; that if the importation of goods shoulu 
glut the markets, and make them cheap to the people, it was 
impossible for them to see how this would impoverish the coun- 
try. With this issue in nfind, and to make it clear and pointed, 
the convention said a tariif should be for revenue only, and it 
was overwhelmingly sustained by the people. 

The argument that has been oTered in this debate, that this 
me ins that all the revenues should be derived from customs du- 
ties is farfetched, and could only be invoked in support of a 
weak contention. 

It is virtually admitted in the speech of the able, learned, and 
distinguished Senator who offered this contention, that thro gh 
the customs duties the rich do not pay their proportionate share 
of the expenses of the Government, and that the poor pay more 
than their proportion. He proposed to offset that admission by 
the assertion that the poor contribute nothing to the expense 
of the State, county, and municipal governments. 

I deny the assertion. 

To illustrate his assertion the Senator took an extreme case 
a man who hag@no property, real or personal. I meet him on 
this ground. 

This man pays his poll tax, ani works the streets and the 
roads, serves in the militia, and when the calumity of war comes, 
sheds his blood and sacrifices his life for the defense of his 
country, and that the rich may be secure in their riches. 

But let us take the example of one who is not so destitute. 
Take the man whose land and personalty amount to the modest 
sum of $1,000—one-fifth of a year's salary of the Senator. He 
pays, in addition to his poll tax andstreet tax, his proportionate 
share of the expenses of State, county,and municipal govern- 
ments. Yet through the customs duties he pays far more to 
the General Government, as the virtual admission of the Senator 
allows, than therich do, in proportion to their means and wealth 
But there is no admisgion of tue Senator needed to prove the in- 
equality of the system. By a simple application of arithmetic 
it is proved. 

All fair-minded political economists agree that the consumer 
pays the customs duties. 

f the man whose unpretentious estate sums up $1,U00 con- 
sumes $200 worth of dutiable goods, he is paying a duty on the 
value of one-fifth of his estate. Could you expect him tosubsist 
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on less? He must have implements with which ‘to work, and 
they are all taxed; he must have clothes for himself and his wife 
and his little ones to proiect them from the scorching rays when 
they toil in the heat of the summer’s sun and from the coid 
blasts of the bitter, biting winter's wind when itcomes hurtling 
from the frozen North with frost on ite wing. For, be it known, 
his sensibilities are as keen, and his wife and children are as 
dear to him as those of the rich are to them. 

But the wealth and incomes of the rich are so superabundant 
that they (o not consume dutiable goods thus proportionate to 
their wealth. 

‘ihe man who owns $10,000,000 would have toconsume $2,;000,- 
000 worth of dutiable goods before he would pay a tax in pro- 

ortion to the man who owns $1,000 and consumes $200 worth of 

utiable goods. So that,each paying taxes on the value of the 
dutiable goods he consumes,as the rich do not consume that 
value of dutiable goods in proportion to their wealth that the 
poor are compelled by their necessities to consume, it follows, as 
the day follows the night, that the rich donot pay their propor- 
tionate shure of the revenue. 

To remedy this and to make some approach toward equality 
the income tax is proposed. 

It ought to commend itself to the fairness, justice, and im- 
partiality, to say nothing of the magnanimity,of the rich. Two 
cents of every dollar, not of their estates, but of their incomes 
above $4,000, 

To take this just and reasonable sharo of the Government’s 
exyenses would not deprive them of a single convenience, com- 
fort, or luxury that they enjoy; while the tax heaped upon the 
poor, by unjust and discriminating legislation, often sends their 
children to bed hungry. 

I do not ask the rich for the charity of ® dollar in behalf of 
these people. If I were to do 80, their manhood would revolt. 
But Lask that the rich pay their proportionate share of the ex 
penses of the Government. And whenIdothis] am ounced 
ademagogue. I suppose thischarge is in the sense’ we who 
advocate this measure deciaim sentiments that do not receive 
the approval of our judgment in order that we may ingratiate 
ourselves into the favor of our people. 

That I desire the oo opinion of the people of my State I do 
not deny: but that | utter any sentiment or thought on this 
subject that is not the judgment of my mind and hope of my 
heart, I summon their unanimous testimony to brand as false. 

Is not the cause of this people just? And may not one plead 
the cause of justice without incurring the — of dw ty? 

When I see learned and able Senators, of lofty bearin d 


of —_ and courteous demeanor, who would spurn a dollar of 
unfair gain ina private transaction, enlisted in this crusade, | 
am reminded toexclaim, in the language of Fitz-James to Rhod- 
erick Dhu: 


Methinks a soul like thine would scorn, 
The spoils from such foul foray borne. 


But it is said that the clerk who receives $6,000a year must 

y a tax on $2,000 of his salary. Ought he not to pay more 
than the clerk who receives $1,000 a year? Undera rule of in- 
equality, kindred by affinity to the inequality of the tariff, female 
help is not paid as much as men are paid for the same quality 
and quantity of work. 

The female clerk who receives $1,000 a pays far more, in 
proportion, than the six-thousand-dollar clerk, through the cus- 
toms duties; and one way—the best that has been olfered —to 
approximately equalize m is to tax a portion of the income 
oF the six-thousand-dollar clerk. Otherwise shew#of her smal! 
salary, is paying a part of his tax. I do not believe the average 
six-thousand-dollar clerk would ask to be the recipient of the 
availsof such awrong. Shame upon theclerk who would im 
the discharge of his enemy reo upon a helpless woman. A - 
like, when he is cornered in his crime, he is willing toexculpate 
himself atthe expense of the woman. There is reason to hope 
that, after more thaneighteen centuries have rolled between us 
and the crucifixion of the Redeemer for thesin of Adam, woman 
will receive some nition of justice, and that there will be 
but few Adams who will desire to throw their tax obligations 
upon her shoulders. 

I plead at the bar of the sense of justice of the rich; cease 
— opposition to this income tax. It is net undemocratic. 

moc acy means that the people rule, and as sure as the peo- 
ple rule this tax will belevied. Be not deceived, the people are 
not deceived. Meet the people in a spirit of fairness and equal- 
ity. and show them that you are willing to con your pro- 
portion te the Government's support; and if it @ sur- 
pius in the Treasury, as has been , take that much off 
their shoulders by reducing the ° on some article of their 
necessary consumption. 
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You have not sounded the people on this question. You hear 
the rich talk, but the poor obtain noaudience in your ear. They 
know the justice of this measure; they make the demand that 
it shall avail. 

Mr. President, in this humble contribution to this debate I have 
sought to excite inves.igation, rather than to satisfy its inquiry. 
This is no time, this Chamber is no place, and this debate is no 
occasion for the venting of spleen. ‘his is the time and place 
to discard personel spite, and this is the occa-ion for the exer- 
cise of bread and comprehensive statesmanship. Let no man 
abandon the ship becausethere hang upon the horizon the murky 
clouds of political reverses. The> are elections in the spring- 
time. The Republicans are men of leisure, who have time to 
attend elections. The Democrats are at work to make money 
to pay the tariffand to pay the manufacturer. Wait until the fall 
elections come, and they will have time to attend and elect Demo- 
crate. The ple will appear atthe polls, and their voices will 
be heard. They who compose the boie and sinew and blood 
and tendon of the country; who toil in field and factory, in store- 
house and shop, in business offices and upon the railroads, and 
in all the departments of manual and mental labor, and who 
shine in the firmament of citizenship like diamond dust set in the 
background of heaven. 


Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, at some future time I may con- 
sider it my duty to the State which I know I represent and to 
the political organization which I hope I represent to say a few 
words in a generai way concerning the tariff bill now under von- 
sideration. Fer the present, however, I-shall confine my remarks 
to that portion of the measure which provides for a tax upon in- 
comes. 

Toppose that provision for certain distinct reasons which I 
shall endeavor ‘to make plain to'the Senators who are here or 
may by chance arrive @uiing the next hour. I oppose it and 
shall do nts tm | in my *p wer ‘to defeat it, first, because it is 
unnecessary; sec , because it is unjust; third, because it is un- 
successful; fourth, because it is unpopular; fifth, because it is 
undemocratic; sixth, bec.ase it is un-American; seventh, be- 
cause it is unwise; and fimally,on general principles, because it 
is unworthy of an intelligent government, supposed torepresent 
a free and enlightened people. 

With the indulgenceof the Senate, I shall give a few moments 
to each of these objectious in the order named. 

It is unnecessary. In a time of need a government is war- 
ranted in adopting even obnoxious devices to obtain money for 
self-preservation. This Government 'was justified in doing so 
during the civil war. European governments, confronted by 
the shadow of a great conflict which my be precipitated at any 
moment, may now be excused for ne is hateful s m 
upon their peoples. I grant that necessity affords a fair and 
proper reason for its use. But no such necessity exists in our 
own country at this time. We are not din war, nor is 
the e the slightest basis for a belief that we shall be for at least 
a generation. With the single exception of the money required 
for pensions, we have to meet only the orCinary expenditures 
for economical administration, and we have done so even under 
a tariff which is distinctly prohibitive in its nature and was de- 
signed ‘to reduce revenues, 

Itis true that there is now a deficiency; but it arose, not from 
the excess of ordinary expenditures over ordinary receipts, but 
from specifie acts whose virements have been met and can 
not recur. In fact, the total of the sums paid during the past 
three years for the refund of direct taxes, for sugar bounties. for 
the extinction of titles to Indian lands, for the census, for‘ first 
payments ” u: pensions, and for new war vessels far exceeds 
the amount of the present deficiency. 


Of these expenditures a verysmal! percentage can by ne pos- 
sibilitycontinue. The refundingof the direct taxes is completed 
No more sugar bounties will be paid. The cost of extinction of 
titles has been mot. The census work is a ended. 
“First payments ” upon pensions. it is true, seem likely to con- 
tinue so long as life shall last, but as we approach the third gen- 
eration of ioners we may, at least, hope that ‘first pay- 
ments” will become less numerous. The Navy is big enough to 
take care of itself till we have more money to spend for further 
additions.and the estimate for 1895 is nearly $3,000,000 less than 
the amount paid last year. 

Dropping these nonrecurrent expenditures, allowing for the 
natural reduction in pension ts, and accepting the esti- 
mates of the Secretary.of the Treasury for the Departments, 

works, and all other the total amount of mone 
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The sole question, therefore, is that of receipts; and here we 
enter the field of conjecture. It is easy to assume, and it has 
beeu assumed most persistently by advocates of the income tax, 
that reduction of duties means a corresponding reduction in 
revenues. But this is no more than assumption of fact, which 
does not and can not exist, for the purpose of argument. It is 
notonly unsound in theory, but untrue in practice. During the 
five years prior to the passage of the McKinley act there was a 
steady increase in customs receipts. They amounted in 18%5 to 
$181,000,000; in 1886, to $192,000,000; in 1887, to $217,000,000; in 
1888, to $219,000,000; in 1889, to $223,000,000, amd in 1890, to 
$229,000,000. 

The inerease in five years from 1885 to 1890 was $48,000,000. 
A corresponding increase during the present five years would 
have yielded a revenue from customs for the year ending June 
30, 1895, of fully $280,000,000. Had the tariff then in force re- 
mained untouched and business conditions been undisturbed by 
changes and fears of changes, there is no reason to doubt that 
this increase would have been realized. But the McKinley act 
became a law on October 1, 1890. Higher duties were imposed 
and customs receipts decreased with importations. Notwith- 
standing the extraordinary number and amount of purchases 
by importers in 1890 just prior to the enactment of the new law, 
to take advantage of the old rates the receipts for the year end- 
ing June 30, 1891, fell off ten millions, and for the yeur foliow- 
ing amounted to only one hundred and seventy-seven millions, 
or four millions less than in 1885. Moreover, despite the fact 
that the early part of the last fiscal year was a time of unusual 
business activity, the receipts barely reach >d two hundred and 
three millions, whereas in the ordinary course of increase indi- 
cated by the steady advance from 1885 to 1490 they would have 
exceeded two hundred and fifty millions under the lower duties 
imposed by the old tariff. 

I mention these facts merely to show the fallacy of the argu- 
ment that an income tax or any other extraordinary method of 
obtaining money is made necessary by a reduction of duties. 
the experience of the past eight years affordsany criterion, just 
the reverse is true. 

In fact, lam not aware that anybody seriously contends that 
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Internal revenue from taxes ou liquors, tobacco, 

banks, oleom irgarine, playing cards, from sales 

of public lands, and miscellaneous sources, and 

from customs dutics on liquors and tobaeco_-.... $230, 000, 000 
Customs duties upon all articles except liquors and 

tobacco. .-. oe 179, 000, GOO 


409, 000, 000 


Total revenue .........- 
Expenditures: 

For legislative, Treasury, civil depart- 
ments, support of Army and Navy, 
and completion of vessels, postal de- 
ficiency, Indians, and public works, 
including river and harbor appro- 
priations (estimates of the Secretary 
Ge wee SRONUU OY Sint tee denen 

Interest on the public debt, including 
that on recent loan -__.------ patudidie 


$175, 000, 000 


29, 000, 000 


Pensions (Mr. Atkinson’s estimate) _. 135, 0U0, 000 
Total expenditures ___.......-- Jad 339, 000, 000 
Receipts over expenditures sf aaeh 70, 000, 000 
I can see no business reason why, under ordinary circum- 
stances, these anticipations might not be realized. But tho 
peculiar existing conditions must be taken into account. <A con- 


siderable period of time will undoubtedly be required to regain 


| the trade which has been lost during the recent depression of 


such reductions as are recommended by this bill would ulti- | 


mately result in smallerreceipts. The only objection yet raised 
is that time would be a to adapt trade to the changed 
conditions, while the needs of the Government are pressing and 
must be mefatonce. On thatpoint I need only say, whatevery 
business man knows, that importations and the coasequent cus- 


toms receipts have been reduced to a minimum since it became | 


certain that the duties were to be lowered, just as in 18 0 they 
were increased to the maximum when it was known that the 
duties were to be raised. The moment the new schedules are 
laced upon the statute books the flood of importations, which 
ve been held back in anticipation of more favorable rates, 
will pour into our ports, and receipts at the custom-houses will 
be swelled accordingly. Toattempt an accurate estimate of the 


extent of such an increase in revenue isa manifest impossibility, 


but that it can not fail to be very large is certain. 


We come now to the question of internal revenue, and here, 


as the probabilities are less conjectural than in regard to customs 
receipts, so is the lack of necessity of income tixation more 
apparent. In an article recently published, Edward Atkinson 
shows more clearly than has been demonstrated hitherto the 
exact relation of population to consumptiun of whisky, beer, and 
tobacco. He finds that from 1579 to 1393 the revenue from whisky 
increased from ¥8 cents to $1.41 per capita, and the revenue from 
beer from 21 to 48 cents per capita. 
has varied because of the changes in rates, but has ranged from 
47 to 54 cents per capita. Taking all together, the average per 
capita per year from 1879 to 1893 was $2.51. 
for the year 1893 was $2.65, the computed population being 
66,826,000. The internal taxes on binks, oleomurgarine, etc., 
amounted to 10 and the miscellaneous permanent receipts to 34 
cents per capita, making a total of $3.0) per capita for 1593. 

Figuring on the same percentage of increase in consumption 
which was made from 1879 to 18)3, assuming no increase in rev- 
enue from whisky bec.use of the apprehension that 20 cents per 
gallon additional may encourage fraudulent distillation and the 
possibility of large quantities of whisky being kept in bond 
through the next fi year, but allowing for the normal increase 
in the consumption of beer. for the additional receipts fr »m play- 
ing cards and from lower duties on tobacco, the per capita reve- 
nue for the year ending June 30, 1895, will be $3.25, or 16 cents 
more than for the last fiscal year. Estimating the population at 
70,600,000, Mr. Atkinson forecasts with reason a revenue from 
these sources of $230,000,000. 

oe these estimates as approximately correct, the re- 
ceipts the year ending June 30, 1896, will be: 


revenue from tobacco | 
| 


But the averago | 


business, lack of employment, and the consequent scarcity of 
money among workingmen, will diminish for some months to 
come the normal increase in the consumption of tobacco and bev- 
erages, and necessary and proper pruning of the pension list 
must ‘be done with painstaking care. 

Making ample allowance for all these conditions, the account 
will stand about as follows: ' 


Ordinary expenditures (likely to be less rather 
$175, 000, 000 











EERE SO Re Finan es hited decade naeltasdintss 29, 000, 000 
Pensions (granting the accuracy of the Treasury 
estimate of $162,000,000 for the present fiscal year 
and figuring on that basis)...................... 150, 000,000 
Total expenditures --.......- sn iahie ou cetiigee S 
Receipts: 
Internal revenue from sources men- 
tioned above, and customs duties on 
liquors and tobacco .-......--.. .... 214, 000, 000 
Other customs i.e cenconstes SEO 
SR COE Ses ee i ae diets cie 374, 000, 000 
Leaving a margin of receipts over expenditures of 20, 000, 000 


There is no reason whatever for apprehension that, under the 
proposed tariff measure, the total receipts will fall beiow this 
amount. Under theold tariff, with a much smaller population, 
they amounted to three hundred and seventy-one millions in 1487; 
three hundred and seventy-nine millions in 1883; three hundred 
and eighty-seven millions in 1839; four hundred and three mil- 
lions in 1390, and three hundred and ninety-two millions in 151, 
despite the prohibitive niture of the McKinley act. Is there 
any reasonable doubt that they wil! reach or exceed three hun- 
dred and seventy-four millions in 1895? Or, oa the other hand, 
considering the estimates presented, is there aay excuse for ex- 
penditures exeeeding three hundred and tifty-four millions? If 
not, a margin of twenty millions will be allowed for mistakes in 
ealculations and unforeseen coitingencies for the next fiscal 
year, which I suppose all will admit is quite sufficient. 

I have not gone deeply into the detailsof this phase of the sub- 
ject, because of my lack of that knowledge and experience in 
dealing with the relations of national receipts to national ex- 
penditures which is essential to the proper performance of that 
task. But sufficient corroboration of these figures is ailorded 
by the confession o! the chairman of the Finance Committee that 
the excess of revenue under this me isure will correspond almost 
exactly to theamount which he hopes to raise by the income tax. 

It seems to me, therefore, a plain business proposition that 
any amount of money raised by this tax will serve no other pur- 
pose than that of forming a surplus in the National Treasury of 
no use to anybody and a constant temptation to extravagance on 
the of legislators who cater to the prejudices of the so- 
culled ‘‘ debtor classes.” If this really be the case, the tax is not 
only unnecessary. out a positive menace to safe, conservative, 
and economical administration of the Government. 
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It is unjust. Unnecessary taxation is unjust taxation. That 
is the creed of the Democratic party and of a vast majority of 
the American people. That the income tax is unnecessary and 
consequently unjust is proven, not alone by the facts which I 
have pointed out, but by the confession of its friends, voiced by 
the Senator from Indiana. 

But the injustice of this provision is by no means dependent 
uponlack of necessity. Itisinherent. Discrimination between 
classes or individuals in apportioning the burdens of govern- 
ment is manifestly unjust. And that this scheme does make 
such discrimination in the most wanton manner does not admit 
of question. As between individuals it exempts the man who 
earns $75 a week and taxesthe man whoearns$s0aweek. Then, 
if by harder work he can increase his income to $100 a week, he 
must pay $24 for the privilege, and ever thereafter one-fiftieth 
part of all that he receives in excess of $4,000. 

Why the line was drawn at $4,000 was, I confess, a mystery to 
me until one of its advocates in the House of Representatives 
said that it was necessary to fix it at less than $5,0/0 in order 
that members of Congress should not be exempt. If this be the 
real reason I can not forbear expressing the hope that those act- 
uated by it err in their estimate of their own standing with the 
xeople. Unstable, indeed, must be the rock of popular opin- 
ion which supports a Senatoror Representative whofrankly ad- 
mits that his motives would be called into question by his con- 
stituents on a pretext so flimsy as this. But it must be noted 
that recognition of the principle does not involve serious sacri- 
fice. Twenty dollars a yeur is considered sufficient to satisfy 
the most critical. 

I fail to see why ten or even five would not have served this 

atriotic purpose quite as well. Surely the amount to be paid 
is a matter of little moment, because if $4,000 a year is enough 
to support a family in luxury all truly unselfish statesmen should 
ba glad to so adjust the tax as to enable them to contribute $1,000 
instead of a paltry twenty-dollar bill. Possibly, however, it was 
thought that this object could be more easily accomplished by 
reducing the salaries of Senators and Representatives to the 
$4,000 luxury line. Ifso, I do not hesitate to promise my vote 
for a bill to that effect. 

One fact is certain. Whatever of logic or fairness or wisdom 
there may be in the theory of an income tax is wholly eliminated 
by this absurd limit, It is neither the one thing nor the other. 
Krom the standpoint of those who honestly contend that this 
method may afford equitable taxation it is obviously too high. 
If every citizen is to bear the burden of government in propor- 
tion to his earnings, there is surely no reason why he who re- 
ceives $3,500 a year should escape, while his neighbor earning 
$1,500 must pay. 

This truth is recognized by foreign governments, which ex- 
empt only nominal incomes, In England all exceeding $750 are 
taxed, in Prussia all exceeding $225, in Denmark all exceeding 
$215, and in Austria all exceeding $113.80. In our own country, 
when seventy-three millions were raised, only incomes of less 
than $600 were exempt. For what purpose the minimum is now 
increased to $4,000, unless to protect Congressmen from invid- 
ious remarks for a very reasonable sum, is inconceivable. Four 
thousand dollars is 5 per cent interest on a capital of $80,000, 4 
per cent on $100,000, or 3 per cent on $153,333. Either of these 
sums is considered alarge fortune in ninety-nine one-hundredths 
of the towns and villages of the country. To the farmer it is 
opulence. Letthe debtor-class representatives submit this prop- 
osition to the’r constituents, and ask if it is in accordance with 
their ideas that an idle man worth $133,000 shall be exempt 
while another earning $5,000.a year by hard work must pay. 

On the other hand, if this tax is really designed, as claimed, 
to bear only — surplus wealth, the limit is too small. To be 
consistent, only those Congressmen who save a thousand dollars, 
ayear from their salaries should vote for it, and I, for one, should 
be quite willing to subject the measure to this test, and abide by 
the result. If this tax is aimed at multimillionaires, the sights 
should be readjusted. As they stand now, not more than one in 
ten of those who will be reached makes more than acomfortable 
living. This statement maybe disputed. In fact, it has been. 

‘*We contend,” says one, ‘‘ that $4,000 a year is sufficient to 
enable any family to live in comfort, and-upon an accumulation 
in excess of this why should not the hands of the taxgatherer 
be laid when the Government has enabled him to accumulate 
that wealth?” 

Conditions, it seems, are not to be considered. The differ- 
ence bet-veen the cost of living in New York and the cost of liv- 
ing at a country cross-roads plays no part in the fixing of this 
limit. Four thousand dollars is as much as anybody ought to 
spend. That is the verdict of the oracle of the Four Corners, 
and itis final. True, one man may be obliged by the conditions 
surrounding him to pay twice as much for rent as another, and 
possibly 20 per cent more for ‘the necessaries of life, or he may 
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have to clothe and educate a large family, while the other has 
only himseif to care for—it makes no difference. There must 
be a limit somewhere, and itis fixed at $4,000. Uponany amount 
in excessof thatsum ‘‘ the hands of the taxgatherer shall be laid.” 
Why? Because ‘‘ the Government has enabled him to accumu- 
late that wealth.” 

Does it never occur to the income-taxer that the Government 
afforded precisely the sams facilities to the other man who did 
not accumulate that wealth? I suppose nobody will insist that 
the Government actually made the money, because, if it had, 
the other would have been equally well supplied. The indi- 
vidual must have had something to do with it. He may have 
been more thrifty, more honest, more sober, more cipable. But 
it matters not how he attained a position to command an income 
of more than $4,000. He has the money, and because he has it, 
and for no other reason under heaven, he must pay another’s 
debt to the Government. Is that ‘‘just and right?” Done by 
an individual without sanction of law, it would be called high- 
way robbery. Andno actof Congress-can chinge the character 
ofthe deed. Can we reconcile its performance toour sense of 
fairness and duty simply because we are more fortunate than 
the highwayman and have the power to act without fear of be- 
ing sent to prison? 

Championsof the tax deny that it issectionalin purpose. That 
itisin eifect is impossible of denial. The totalamount raised by 
this method from 1863 to 1873; inclusive, was $443,341,293. Of 
this New England paid $61,527,086, or 18.4 percent. The Middle 
States—New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Maryland, Dela- 
ware, and the District of Columbia—paid $1.7,985,011, or 53.4 per 
cent—more than one-half of the entire amount. The thirteen 
Southern States paid $18,761,073, or 5.6 per cent. The twenty 
Western States and Territories paid $34,024,229, or 19.2 per cent. 
And the Pacitic Slope, comprising California, Oregon, Washing- 
ton, and Alaska, paid $11,032,993, or 3.4 per cent. New Jersey 
alone paid more than Indiana, Iowa, Wisconsin, Minnesota, 
Kansas, Nebraska, Dakota, Montana, Idaho, and Colorado com- 
bined. Eliminating Kentucky only, New Jersey paid more than 
all of the twelve Southern States. New York paid more than 
all of the Western States and Territories, all of the Southern 
States, and all of the Pacific States combined. 

In 1867 a single collection districtin New York paid more than 
the five great Western States of Illinois, Indiana, lowa, Wis- 
consin, and Minnesota, and more than twice as much as Ala- 
bama, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, Louisiana, North Carolina, 
South Carolina, Mississippi, Tennessee, Texas, Virginia, and 
West Virginia combined. 

The total number of persons assessed in 1867 was 259,385. Of 
these more than 50 per cent were citizens of five States—New 
oa New Jersey, Massachusetts, Connecticut, and Pennsyl- 
vauin. 

I grent that the impoverishment of the South at that time 
and the rapid development of both the South and West since 
then make it probable that the disproportion would not be so 
great now under thesame law. But that law taxed all incomes 
of more than $1,000. Possibly this is the reason why the limit 
had been raised to $4,000. hatever the cause, the effect is 
certain. Under the $4,000 provision the Middle States would 
again pay more than 50 per cent of the total tax, New England 
as much as the whole West, and the South less than 6 per cent. 

There is but one way by which the law could be made more 
sectional in practice. That is, by taxingthe citizens of the Mid- 
die and New England States andexempting allothers. The one 
course is as just us the other, for the results would be substan- 
tially the same. The only difference lies in technical construc- 
tion of the Constitution. 

But we are told that the unselfish patriots who are driving 
this bill through Congress deplore the injection of sectionalism 
into the discussion. 

‘*Ts this unfair?” cries Mr. Hall in the Forum. ‘ Does it jus- 
tify raising the sectional question? Is it we of the West and 
South who raise it?” 

Well, let us see who has raised it if not ‘‘ we of the West and 
South.” Who is responsible for the proposition? Did anv East- 
ern member have anything to do with its introduction or its 
adoption by the Ways and Means Committee? Onthe contrary, 
did not every Eastern Democratic committeeman and leader 
protest nst the ipriooten of a sectional provision into the 
party policy at this time? Would the scheme ever have been 
mentioned except by Populists in the House of Representatives 
if ‘‘ we of the West and South ” had not forced it upon the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means? 

What does the vote indicate? For reasons best known to 
themselves the majority refused to submit the income tax toa 
separate test and the vote was taken on the internal-revenue 
amendment as a whole. One hundred and eighty-two Repre- 
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sentatives voted aye. By geographical divisions this vote was 
as follows: 

Southern States: Texas, 13; West Virginia, 4; North Caro- 
lina, 8: Mississippi, 7; Missouri, 13; Alabama, 9; Kentucky, 10; 
Georgia, 11; Louisiana, 3; Arkansas,6; Virginia, 9; Tennessee, 
8; Florida, 2; South Carolina, 5. Total, 108. 

Western States: Kansas, 5; Minnesota, 4; Wisconsin, 6; Illi- 
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nois, 12; Nebraska, 3; Indiana, 11; Wyoming, 1; Michigan, 5; | 


)s 


Montana, 1; Iowa, 1; South Dakota, 1; Idaho, 1; Colorado 
California, 5; Ohio, 11. Total, 69. 

Middle States: Pennsylvania, 3. Total, 3. 

New England: Mass:xchusetts, 1; Connecticut, 1. Total, 2. 

There was no vote in favor of the income tax from New York, 
New Jersey, Maryland, Delaware, Maine, New Hampshire, Ver- 
mont, or Khode Island. One hundred and seventy-seven from 
the South and West: five from New England and the Middle 
States—that is the record. I mention it merely to show that, 
not only did the South and West propose and insist upon this 
tax, but the South and West passed it unaided in the House of 
Representatives. 
raising the sectional question? The East not only did not raise 
it, but did not want it, and protested againstit. ‘The sectional 
issue is forced upon us. The whole proceeding is nothing else 


What absurdity, then, to accuse the East of | 


we 


may I ask, would be likely to pay in this country, who on- 
stitution prohibits direct taxation, whose people hay ver 
tolerated it except in time of war, and whose ial ma 
is clogged with politics? 


ome 


Against such evidence as I have instanced and as ap s in 
| the astonishing estimates of evasions in every report o° tl 
British commissioners of inland revenue, the advocates of this 
measure advance the fact that it has been r-tained by Mr. Clad- 
stone throughout his long and honorable career. But, despite 
occasional words in extenuation in some of his many-sided ut 
terances, Mr. Gladstone never approved of the tax. ilis most 
intimate knowledge of its workings was obtained whe » was 
chancellor of the exchequer, and while he held this position he 
not only declared in a speech, ‘*I believe it does more thin any 
other tax todemoralize and corrupt the people,” but in his finan- 
cial statement, regretting his inability to abolish it, he s.id 
i think that some happier chancellor of the exchequer may achieve thi: 
great accomplishment, and that some future poet may be able t to 
him 
He took the tax away, 
And built himself an everla 3 name.” 
That neither his judgment nor his ambition changed with ex- 
perience is shown by the fact that twenty years later he sought 


than the exercise of tyranny by a chance majority over a min- | 


ority. Because we of the Kast have accumulated and are ac- 
cumulating money by hard work we must stand aud deliver. 
And such a policy, I say with the utmost respect for mistaken 
judgment, but frankly and plainly to those who err willfully, is 
move than unjust. it is positively dishonest and wholly dis- 
creditable. 

it is unsuccessful. I have examined with some care the argu- 
ments on this point which have been advanced by the advocates 
of the tax, and, although [ find many assertions iterated and re- 
iterated, I have been unable thus far to discover any actual ficts 
to confirm their position. Indeed, the most striking feature of 
the debate in the House of Representatives was the support 

iven to the proposition on the ground that Great Britain had 

smmoteated its practicability by the very men who, in the 
recent silver discussiun, denounced as hatefuland un-Americin 
every kind of English iegislation. But it would be a waste of 
time to dwell upon the paradoxical absurdity of arguments 
which flatly contradict each other. Such utterances may be 
necessary to satisfy prejudices which produce votes, but even 
when, as in this case, they cin be turned against their makers, 
they are unworthy of the attention of the Senate of the United 
States. 

It is not surprising, however, that believers in the income 
tax should turn their attention to England. There, if anywhere, 
it should be successful. The area of territory subject to super- 
vision is small, sources of income are well known, and the offi- 
cials charged with the execution of the law have no political 
advantage to gain through leniency. And yet the sole fact ad- 
vanced to establish its success is that the revenue from the 
present tax amounts to $66,000,000. These figures make a deep 
and abiding impression upon the minds of debtor-class repre- 
sentatives. They show what can be done in another country, 
and seem to whet appetites for more in the United States. But 
the amount of revenue proves nothing. If it did, the fact that 
our Own customs produced more than two hundred millions last 
year would stamp that system as ideal. The question is not how 
much was collected, but how much was not collected that should 
have been. 

On this point the figures prove little except that in 1883, when 
the total of incomes must have been much smaller and the tax 


the suffrages of the people on the distinct declaration that he 
contemplated a repeal of the tax. That he did not eventually 
‘*take the tax away’ was due not to his beliet that it was just 
or wise, but to the conditions of the British Government which 
made its abolishment practically impossible. 

Thes> conditions exist to day, not in Great Britain alone, but 
in a yet more aggravated form in Germany, Austria, and Italy. 
And that is the reason, the only reason, why the tax is toler- 
ated in those countries. Their needs for the maintenance of 
great armies and navies are so great and their resources are so 
small that they can not do without it. France had practical ex- 
perience with direct taxation under the House of Bourbon, and 
the result was revolution and anarchy. It was a, bitter lesson, 
but so well heeded that despite the vicissitudes of the past cen- 
tury and the oft-recurring needs of large sums of money, no 
general income tax has been imposed. Russia, too, has become 
rich enough to abandon it. 

Great Britain, Germany, Austria, and Italy—these are the 
shining lights of the income-taxers, one of whom in the House 
of Representatives had the hardihood to assert that, ‘‘so far 
from being unpopular in Great Britain, it has become more and 
more popular all the time.” I should like to see the evidence 
upon which this assertion is based. The sole merit claimed for 
the scheme is that it benefits the poor—by robbing the rich, to 
be sure—but still accomplishing the result. Does it? To what 


| extent have the poor been benefited in England, where, accord- 


ing to Joseph Chamberlain, 50 per cent of the workingmen who 
attain the age of 60 are *‘ almost certain to come upon the poor 
law for subsistence,” and, according to Canon Blackley, “half 
our working people, if they reach 60 years of age, are doomed to 
die as paupers’? Orin Germany, or in Austria, or in Italy. 

It is a well-known fact that the condition of the workingmen 


| of France is far superior to that of men of the same class in any 


| other Continental country. 


| which has ‘‘ benefited the poor” and proved so ‘‘popular” 


was only one-half pence per pound greater, the total revenue | 


actually obtained was only about 500,000 pounds less than in 1893. 
Again, in 1883, when the tix was only 1 pence greater, the rev- 
enue exceeded that of last year by 2,500,000 pounds. All of 
which simply goes to prove that either the incomes of English- 


ble. So far as the figures count at all, they count against the 
successful enforcement of the tax. 


That this is due chiefly to advan- 
tage of climate and soil and habits of industry and frugality, I 
admit. But how do the masses of any of theso countries com- 
pare in any respect with our own people, who have raised their 
revenues by customs and dispeased with the system of taxation 
re- 
cently, let us say in Sicily? The advocates of direct taxation 
who dwell upon the misery of the Western farmers will do well 
to omit references to peoples who are bankrupt as nations and 
struggling for very existence as individuals. Such comparisons 
are as odious as the tax itself. 

It is far more sensible and in better accord with what we con- 


| sider American ideas to analyze our own experience with this 
men have diminished or the tax is yearly becoming less collecti- | 


But granting, as I have already done, that they afford little | 


basis for sound judgment, we have a far more important factor 
in the expressions of those who have studied its »peration. 


sion last 


fo of the chancellor of-the exchequer, who surely 
had no poli 


political reason for decrying a measure for which he was 


| of seventy-three millions in 1Lstt 
And | 
most important and most pertinent of all thes, was the admis- | 


method of taxation. The necessities arising from the war of 
the rebellion forced us to adopt it as a temporary expedient in 
1862. The results were wholly unsatisfactory at first, but fre- 
quent amendments finally produced a revenue from all sources 
i. That was the high-water 
mark.: From that time until 1873, when the law was repealed, 
the amount raised dwindled steadily until hardly five millions 


| were collected. 


in no small degree responsible, that less than one-third of the | 


incomes paid the tax. There is expert testimony based upon 
actual observation andexecution of the law. Now, if, inacoun- 
try most compact and best adapted of all in the world for the 
successful enforcement of this law, in a country whose people 
had become accustomed to the exaction and whose organiza- 
tion for its collection had been perfecting for half acentury, less 
than one-third of the incomes paid the tax, what proportion, 


| cent of tax and exemptions. 


What caused this astonishing diminution of receipts? Advo- 
cates of the tax say that it was duc wholly to changes in the per 
Let ussee. The revenues by fiscal 
years were as follows: 


a ae _..---- 922,741, 958. 25 | 1869_....... _.---.. $34, 791, 855. 84 
A  . scneeumt ook 20, 204,731.74 | 1870. 37, 775, 873. 62 
no ewdeakancall ND BINOss cine 19, 162, 650. 75 
I tas in crn nies wishes Sajal 72, 982, 159.03 | 1872....... 14, 436, 861. 78 
TRE aE 2 66, 014, 429. 34 | 1873 5, 062, 311. 68 
DU: cocdesckscacded.dcs 41,000,000. G8 | 
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Tho claim of the income-taxers that the variation in revenue 
arose from the changes in the law is confirmed by results only 
while imminent danger confronted the Union. The revenuesof 
twenty and thirty-two millions, respectively, in 1864 and 1865, 
were raised on a total tax of 8 percent on all incomes exceeding 
$600, and Pa centon incomesexceeding $10,000. The increase 
of twelve millions under the same law was no more than natural. 
Official machinery for collection of the tax was being perfected, 
and the patriotism of the North responded to the obvious neces- 
sity of the Government. 

Then the tax waschanged to 5 percent on all incomes exceed- 
ing $400 and 10 per cent on all exceeding $5,000. This produced 
seventy-three millions. 

In the following year the tax was reduced to 5 per cent on in- 
comes exceeding $1,000, and finally, in 1872, to 24 per cent on in- 
comes exceeding $2,000. But the diminutionipn revenue did not 
correspond to the decrease in rate. Granting, for the sake 
of the argument, that it was wholly attributable to changes 
when changes were made, what caused the decrease of nearly 
fifteen millions from 1867 to 1368, of nearly seven millions from 
1858 to 1859, of nearly five millions from 1871 to 1872, and of more 
than nine millions trom 1872 to 1873 under precisely the same 
laws? 

The tide turned in 1866. Up to that time the people recog- 
nized the great necessities of the Government in its struggle to 
preserve the Union, and were willing to submit to exactions for 
its support. The payment of the tax was recognized as a patri- 
otic duty. But as soon as it became certain that the Union was 
saved, and thatextraordinary, inquisitorial, and hateful methods 
of taxation were nolonger necessary, they refused topay. That 
is the true and only explanation of the decrease in revenue from 
1867 to 1868, from 1868 to 1569, and from 1871 to 1872. What 
other, indeed, is possible when there was no change in the law? 

Evasion of taxes which had become unnecessary and, conse- 
quently, odious to the American mind, was not only tolerated, 
but openly countenanced by the people themselves. David A. 
Wells, than whom there is no higher living authority upon such 
subjects, and who, as Special Commissioner of Internal Reve- 
nue at that time, had every facility for acquiring accurate in- 
formation, says plainly that— 

Those only who were officially and intimately connected at this time with 
the Internal Revenue Department of the United States Treasury can form 
any adequate idea of the amount of perjury and fraud that characterized 
and pervaded the country during the years 1867-1872, as the outcome of the 
then existing system of internal revenue. And American ingenuity was 
never more strikingiy illustrated—not even by the exhibits of the Patent 
Office—tban it was at that time in devising and successfully carrying out 
methods for evading taxes on incomes. 

It is gratifying, no doubt, to assume that no citizen will lose an 
opportunity to pay the last cent of taxation imposed upon him by 

estatutes. But we are living in America, not in Arcadia; and, 
unfortunately, there is no warrant for the hope that the nature 
of man his changed materially in the last thirty years. 

There is certainly no more ealightened or patriotic State in 
the Union than Massachusetts. or is there one, in the lan- 
guage of Mr. Wells, whose administration of tax laws is more 
‘stringent and arbitrary.” Every possible facility is afforded 
those charged with the collection of income taxes in Boston. 
And yet, according to trustworthy authority, ‘only about one- 
fourth of what is due the city from incomes” is collected. 

Moreover, as an indication of the complacency with which the 
people view evasions of such a law, Mr. Wells cites a memorial 
signed by represent itive business men, who frankly declare that 
‘although the market value of shares of foreign corporations 
held by citizens of Boston alone is Known to be over ,000,000 
the amount taxed is estimated’at only $45,000,000, and nearly ali 
of this is taxed to the unfortunate people whose estates are in 
trust.” 

Is it any wonder that the signers of this memorial pronounced 
the law “ ineifective ” and ‘ ridiculous” ? 

There is no need to pursue this phase of the subject further. 
Enough has been shown of the practical working of this system, 
both abro:d and at home, a generation ago and to-day, to prove 
ite utter inefficiency. Only the unfounded assertions of its ad- 
yoeates make necessary, for the sake of contradiction, the pre- 
sentation of the facts which have been given. 

The simple fact that the tax is unnecessary should be suffi- 
cient evidénce that it can not prove successful. Say whatwe 
may of the devotion of American citizens to the decrees of their 
Government, there is not a Senator in this Chamber who does 
not know that they will feel quite justified in evading by every 
possible method the payment of a tax which they know to be un- 
necessary and consider offensive. It is easy to talk of the power 
of the law over a law-abiding people. But everybody who has 
had anything to do with enforcement knows that the power of 
the law fades intoinsignificance when confronted by the greater 
power of public sentiment. Every Nerthern city bears testi- 
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mony to this fact in the disregard of excise regulations forced 
upon it by rural legislators. Every Southern State is living 
evidence of the impotence of “mailed hands” of oppression. 
Only last month liquor-selling South Carolina joined hands with 
prohibition Maine in demonstrating that the American people 
place their individual rights above the actsof any body of repre- 
sentatives. 

W hat, then, can be expected in this case from the thousands of 
citizens who would resent this law as an infringement upon their 
liberties, as an inquisition into their personal affairs, and as an 
imposition upon their accomplishment? 

tis unpopular. That it has no supporters in the East needs 
nodemonstration. The press, regardless of political affiliations, 
is, with a single exception, united in opposition, and in this 
instance at least every Eastern member of Congress knows that 
the people are in accord with the press. But it is urged that 
the East has become a very small factor in the country and in 
the Government, and that the people in the South and West 
are equally unanimous in its favor. I dispute that assumption. 
Ama ority might or might not declare for an income tax if an 
opportunity should offer itself for a direct vote upon this prop- 
osition alone. But no man can tell what they would do, and 
the only indication yet afforded of their wishes does not war- 
rant the belief that they would accept it. In the latest na- 
tional campaign there was no mention of the income tax in either 
the Democratic or the Republican platform. The Populist plat- 
form adopted at Omaha on July 4, however, contained the dis- 
tinct declaration: 


We demand a graduated income tax. 


It is true that other issues were involved, but there was noth- 
ing to offset a strong popular desire for this measure. On the 
contrary, the Populist platform alone contained other demands, 
such as the free coinage of silver and an increase of currency, 
which would attract rather than repel the people of the South 
and West. What was the result? Ina total vote of 12,154,542, 
1,122,045 ballots were cast for the Populist candidates. In the 
electoral college Gen. Weaver received 22 ballots out of a total 
ot 444. These votes were divided as follows: Colorado, 4: Idaho, 
3; Kansas, 10; Nevada, 3; North Dakota, 1; Oregon, 1. It would 
be absurd to maintain that the result in Colorado, Idaho, and 
Nevada was due to or kre the silver issue. But, disregard- 
ing that fact, it must be remembered that there were no Demo- 
cratic candidates for electors in either Colorado, Idaho, Kansas, 
or “orth Dakota. The people united in a protest against Repub- 
lican misrule openly in these States and tacitly in Nevada, which 
gave only 716 votes to the Democratic candidates. Moreover, 
the only anti-Republican candidate elected in Oregon was on 
both the Democratic and Populist tickets. Not a single State, 
therefore, was carried and not a single electoral vote was ob- 
tained on the income-tax proposition. 

If there remains any doubt on this point, the truth is readily 
ascertained by referring to the States where there was no fusion 
and consequently no possibility of misinterpretation of the act- 
ual causes of the results. Take any.of the States whose Repre- 
sentatives in Congress supported thetax. As neither the Dem- 
ocratic nor the Republican platform favored the plan, it would 
be only fair to combine the votes for Cleveland and Harrison 
against those for Weaver. But make the comparison on the 
vote for Mr. Cleveland alone. What is theresuit? In Alabama 
the vote was 148,138 for Cleveland to £5,181 for Weaver; in Ar- 
kansas, 87,834 to 11,831; in Florida, 30,143 to 4,843; in Georgia, 
129,361 to 42,397; in Indiana, 262,740 to 22,208; in Iowa, 196,367 
to 20,595; in Kentueky, 175,461 to 23,00; in Mississippi, 40,237 
to 10,256; in Missouri, 268,398 to 41,213; in Norih Carolina, 132,- 
951 to 44,736; in Ohio, 404,115 to 14,350; in South Cavolina, 54,- 
692 to 2,407; in Tennessee, 138,874 to 23,477; in Texas, 239,148 to 
99,638. In these States there was an opportunity to vote for 
tariff reform with an income tax or for tariff reform without an 
income tax,and the people were so little attracted by the propo- 
sition that all combined throughout the entire Union gave Gen. 
Weaver asmaller total vote than the total vote of New York 
State alone. 

It may be, as I have said, that since that time a majority in 
these States have been led to believe that this method of making 
others pay their taxes would benefit themselves, but it is very 
evident that they did not so believe two yeurs ago, and they have 
had no opportunity to reverse their judgment since that time. 
If the advocates of this measure are as contident that the people 
demand it as they pretend to be, they have nothing to fearfrom 
such an expression of opinion as may be obtained at the next 
Con elections. But, in the face of the verdict of two 


years ago, they have no right to make an assumption which can 
not fail to discredit their own peop!e in the minds of all right- 


thinking men. For my part, I firmly believe that the people of 
the South and West are ready and willing to bear their fair pro- 
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portion of the burdensof government, and I can not be convinced 
to the contrary until by the casting of their own ballots they 
leave no room for doubt. ‘ 
lt is un-Democratic. From the day on which the Democratic 
party sprang into existence to the present time it has steadfastly 
opposed this method of taxation. Thomas Jefferson enunciated 
the principic upon which this opposition is based when he said: 

To take from one because it is thought that his own industry or that of his 
father has acquired too much,in order to spare others who or whose 
fathers have not exercised equal industry and sxill, is to violate arvitrarily 
the first priacipies of association, the guaranty to every one ofa free exer- 
cise of his industry ani the fruits acquired by it. 

The psople approved this sentiment, the party accepted it, and 
in the first Democratic administration of the Government, while 
Thomas Jefferson occupied the Presidents chair, the tax was 
abolished. During the many succeeding periods of Democratic 
rule a return to the system was never contemplated. Even dur- 
ing the civil war, when, if ever, it was necessary, the party as 
an organization opposed its adoption, and as late as 1884, when, 
for the first time in a generation, a Democratic President was 
elected, the platform of the party contained the distinct declara- 
tion that ‘trom the foundation of the Government taxes col- 
lected at the custom-houses have been the chiei source of Fed- 
eral revenues, and such they must continue to be.” ; 

Against this declaration must be placed that of the chief advo- 
cate of the tax in the House of Representatives, who, when asked 
when the Democratic purty had pledged itself to this tax, replied: 

I willsay that I have always said in every speech that an income tax was 
just and right. The platform in my district pledged me toit. I maintain 
that when the Democratic platform adopted at Chicago declared that a pro- 
tective tariff was robbery and unconstitutional, it laid the ground for some 
form of direct taxa ion suchas this. Let us wipe away the robber and un- 
cons itutional tariff, and that brings us to the income tax as a logical result 
of that platform. 

Mr. President, as a Democrat and a member of that conven- 
tion, I repudiate any such interpretation of the platform of Lsv2. 


The Democratic party is not a free-trade party, and the mere | 


fact that.an insignificant number of free-trade theorists have 
engrafted themselves upon it can not make itso. ‘‘Taxes col- 
lected at the custom-houses have been the chief source of Fed- 
eral revenue, and such they must continue to be.” Nor can the 
utterance of a Congressional convention in Missouri, nor the as- 
sertion of its candidate that an income tax is ‘‘ just and right,” 
controvert aprincipledeclared by Thomas Jetierson and affirmed 
by every national convention since the organization of the party. 

I have alveady pointed out the fact that there was no hint of 


an income tax in the Democratic platform of 182, and have | 


shown its unpopularity by analyzing the vote for the Populist 
candidates. I take this opportunity to free myself from any 
possible charge of misrepresentation. For the moment I had 
forgotten that the income-tax proposition was incribed upon the 
banners of yet another politieal organization. I refer to the 
Socialist party, which also ‘‘ demanded” a ‘‘ progressive income 
tax, the smaller incomes to be exempt.” Upon that and other 
issues of like character Mr. Wing won the suffrages of his fel- 
low-citizens to the extent of 21,191 votes out of a total of 12,154,- 
542. These may be added to those given to Gen. Wever in the 
analysis which has preceded. 

But, sir, if we accept the assertions of some of the advocates 
of this proposition, these 21,191 citizens are entitled to a cun- 
sideration which is not warranted by their numerical strength. 
**T tell you,” says one, ‘‘ when youoppose a measure of this kind, 
when you come to the great masses of the people and say that 
the wealthy of this Government shall bear none of its burdens, 
then you make a foundation for the argumentof anarchy, social- 
ism, and demagogy that eventually will sweep back and curse 
this country, as it did in France in the days of the French revo- 
lution.” 

Has it come to this, Mr. President, that the most prosperous, 
most tolerant, but withal the most powerful nation on earth 
must throw a sop to anarchy, socialism, and demagogy? When 
the pauper-ridden nations of Europe have just shown their ca- 

ty to meet and master this cowardly curse of modern civil- 
zation, shall free America grant the necessity of concession? 

And where, may I ask, if bezun, shall such concession end? 
An income tax of 2 per cent can only serve to whet the appetite 
of insatiate socialism. What next? The free silver coinage 
and subtreasury plans of the Populists or the abolition of Presi- 
dency, Vice-Presidency, and Senate. demanded by the Social- 
ists? A 2 per cent tax will appear, as the Senator from Indiana 
has said, ‘a very small and trifling matter compared to others 
more serious.” What are thoseothers more serious? And how 
s00n must they be expected? If we are really confronted by the 

cter of communism, we may as well understand the situation 
that we may be prepared to meet it. Do those who indulge in 
these vague premonitions of social disaster really appreciate 
and believe the full meaning of their words? Or are they will- 
ing to take the risk of encouraging incendiarism only in order 





to carry their point? Which position do they wish to assume 
that of promoters of disorder and class hatred, or of demagogues 
eager to curry favor with the physically indolent and mentally 
depraved? 

This is not Democracy. It is cowardice and folly. If disap- 
proval of such a tendency involves the reproachful designition 
of ** Conservative,” then [am a Conservative. The true Demo- 
cratic party stands to-day between and above the class rapacity 
and greed engendered by Republican legislation and the un- 
bridled license and unreasoning prejudice of the unsuceessful. 
It is charged with the responsibility of preventing, by the ex- 
ercise of wisdom, prudence, and courage, tho clash of these op- 
posing elements. And it has the powerto perform its full duty, 
because behind it. greater and stronger than all ovher forces 
combined, is the sturdy common sense of the Americin people 

It would be as distinctly a betrayal of trust to yield to the one 
element as to yield to the other. The Democratic party his no 
better right to tax the few for the benefit of the many than to 
tax the many for the benefit of the few. And yet that and noth- 
ing e!se is the avowed purpose of this proposition. 

Shall it stand? Shall Demecracy assume now for the first 
time, without a semblance of authority from the peop e, the bur- 
den of class legislation and the responsibility for incitement to 
class hatred? 

‘* All hail the counse!s of Thomas Jefferson 
from Indiana. And so say I. 


ne Sl! Lor 


,” said t i 


To take from one because it is thought that his own indust ry or that of his 
father has acquired too much. in order to spare others who or whose fath 
ers have not exercised equa! industry and skill, is to violate arbitrarily the 
first principles of association. 


That is the counsel of Thoms Jefferson. And that is Democ- 


racy. A tax upon 85,000 out of 70,000,0U0 is a Hat contradiction 
of this principle. And, I repeat with emphasis, it is undemo- 
cratic. 


lt isun-American. Fifty years ago, Lord John Russell, com- 
menting upon the proposal to reimpose the income t.x in Great 
Britain, said: 

To resort to the desperate measure of an income tax is nothing less than 
to proclaim to the world that your resources are exhausted, and that in |i 
rect taxation has reached its limits. France, in all her siruggies. has never 
resorted to an income tax, because her people are more imoued with the 
spirit of liberty than any other nation in Burope. An income tax is an in- 
congruous incorporation into our Government of the tiscal methods of po- 
litical systems with which ours has nothing in common and against wh ch 
ours is, or ought to be, an emblazoned protest before the world. It has had 
its origin in the necessities of military government; and it has been toler- 
ated because the necessities of war have been heii more sacred that the 
rights of liberty. Its — lents are those of tyrannies; {ts methods area 
counterpart of the violences of the Inquisition. Herein lies the instinctive 
revolt of the American citizen against this form of tax. 


The English statesman of 1842, recalling the effect of the 
stamp act of 1765 and the abolition of income taxation, under 
the leadership of Thomas Jefferson, had a clearer understand- 
ing of the temper of the American people than some of our 
own statesmen seem to possess today. He spoke truly and 
accurately when he declared that it had been tolerated only 
where ‘‘ the necessities of war” were held “* more sacred than the 
rights of liberty,” that ‘‘its methods are a counterpart of the 
violences of the Inquisition,” and that—I wish to emphasize 
these words—“‘ herein lies the instinctive revolt of the American 
citizen to this form of tax.” 

How did it happen that at this early day it was a recognized 
fact in other countries that the American citizen does “ instinct- 
ively revolt” against a direct tax upon hisearnings’? Here was 
a distinct national characteristic so well understood that it was 
held up as an example to other governments less fortunate. 
Could it have been due to any other condition than that of “ in- 
stinctive revolt” against any restraint upon individual liberty 
and freedom of action, such as gave birth to the Declaration of 
Independence and has been emphasi7ed certainly in every Dem- 
ocratie platform from the days of Jefferson to the present time? 

The assumption of Lord Russell was fully justified by the fact 
that we had eliminated this method from our system of taxation 
at the very beginning of independent government. But there 
was another warrant for the assertion, quite as important and 
quite as explicit, in the Constitution of the United States, which 
declares. that ‘‘ no capitation or direct tax shali be laid unless in 
proportion to the census or enumeration.” 

It is difficult for a layman to understand what form of taxation 
can be more “direct” then a tax upon that which a man earns 
or receives from his earnings. It is yet more difficult to see 
how atax upon 85,000 persons out of 70,000,000 can be “ laid in 
proportion to the census or enumeration.” It is not my pur- 
pose, and nobody knows better than myself that it is not within 
the range of my abilities, to discuss the constitutionality of this 
or any other measure. But the fact can not be overlooked that 
there has been a wide divergence of opinion on this point, not 
only among leaders at the bar, but so far as the principle in- 
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volved in income taxation is concerned, in the Supreme Court 
itself. Itis true that on one occasion that great tribunal de- 
clared that an income tax was not at variance with this provision 
of the Constitution, but on another it said plainly: 

To lay with one hand the power of the Government on the property of 
the citizen, and with the other to bestew ituponfavoredindividuals * * * 
is none the less robbery because it is done under the forms of law and is 
calied taxation. 

One does not need to be a lawyer to understand that. It does 
not matter whether the number of favored individuals be small 
or great ~whether they be the few who profit by the existing 
tariff or the many who think they may be banefited by a tax 
upon incomes. It is the discrimination which ‘is none the less 
robbery because it is done under the forms of law and is called 
taxation.” And it is the discrimination which is the most of- 
fensive and un-American feature of this scheme. 

But there is another solemn declaration of the Supreme Court 
which bears even more directly upon a very pronounced char- 
acteristic of this proposition. it is this: 


Any compulsory discovery, by extorting the party's oath or compelling 
the production of his private books and pees, to convict him of a crime 
or to forfeit his property, is contrary to the principles of a free government. 
It is abhorrent to the instincts of an Englishman. Itis abhorrent to the in- 
stincts ofan American. It may suit the purposes of despotic power, but it 
can notwabide the pure atmosphere of political liberty and personal freedom. 


If the learned justice who wrote this ovinion had been passing 
judgment upon the income-tax proposition now before us, he 
could not have spoken more explicity, for no conceivable law 
could more fully meet the requirements of his reprobation. It 
does openly and avowedly and in unmistakable language “‘ ex- 
tort the party's oath,” and ‘‘ compel the production of his private 
books and papers.” And for what purpose, may I ask, if not to 
prove his evasion of the law or, in the more forceful diction of 
the Supreme Court, ‘‘ to convict him of a crime’? 

Such methods, our highest judicial tribunal declares, are “ ab- 
horrent to the instincts of an American,” exactly as Lord Rus- 
sell stated in 1842. They ‘‘may suit the purposes of despotic 

wer,” but they ‘‘ can not abide the pure atmosphere of political 

iberty and personal freedom.” 

If | were a lawyer, accustomed to iegal ways, I should not hes- 
itate to rest my case upon this finding of the Supreme Court. 
No stronger condemnation of the contemplated inguisition could 
be put into words. Nosharperdenunciation of its un-American- 
ism could be desired. 

And so I repeat that, despite the declaration of the Supreme 
Court that it is not contrary to the letter of our fundamental 
law, it is a contradiction of the theory and traditions of our na- 
tional belief, directly opposed to the spirit of the Constitution 
itself, and as un-American as any direct tax that could be laid 
in defiance of the injunction that all shall be ‘‘in proportion to 
the census or enumeration.” ‘ 

Jt is unwise. Individual freedom from despotic and discrimi- 
native laws is the secret of American success. It is our chief 
attraction and chief advantage asa nation to-day. To eliminate 
in the slightest degree this dominant feature from our system of 
government is the height of folly. But that is precisely what 
this provision does. ' 

I say it is despotic. Why? Because it puts it within the 

wer of one man to publicly brand another man asa criminal 
Clee the law without trial by jury. sentence by judge, or any 
sortof hearing beyond that which he himself may consider fit 
and proper. Iam not one of those who think that politics can 
be divorced from government. But I do believe that there is no 
immediate necessity of increasing the rr of politics to 
business in governmental affairs, and that is what you do when 
you give to active politicians the power which is bestowed upon 
minor officials by this bill. Here is a sample paragraph: 

The deputy collector, or officer, or agent designated by the Commissioner 
of Internal Re venue, shall require every list or return to be verified by the 
oath or affirmation of the party rendering it, and may increase the amount 
of any list or return if he has reason to believe that the same is understated ; 
and in case any uch person having a taxable income shall neglector refuse 
to make and render such list and return, or shall render a f or fraudu- 
tent list or return, it shall be the duty of the aor collector, or officer, or 
agent d ated by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue to make such 
lst accord to the best information he can obtain, by the examination of 
such person, or his books, or accounts, or any other evidence, and to add 50 
per cent as a penalty to the amount of the tax due on such list in all cases 
of willful neglect or refusal to make and render a list or return; and in all 
cases of a false or fraudulent list or return having been rendered to add 100 

rT centas @ penalty to the amount of tax ned to be due, the tax and 
he additions thereto as a penalty to be and collected in the manner 


assessed 
provided for in other cases of willful neglect or refusal to render a list or 
return, or of rendering a false or fraudulent return. 


Neither the President of the United States, nor the Supreme 
Court, nor the Senate, nor the House of Representatives, nor 
all combined have authority equal to this. Understand: The 
deputy collector or agent, a local politician inevitably, ‘‘ may 
incresse the amount of any list or return if he has reason to be- 
eye that the same is understated.” What “reason” is re- 
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quired to enable a representative of the United States tc thus 
pronounce a citizen guilty of perjury? Only that which is suf- 
ficient unto himself. Nothing more. It may be the libel of a 
rival. It may be a personal grudge. It may be refusal to con- 
tribute to a campaign fund. The officer is the judge. And if 
he is wot satisfied with a mere increase, or if the campaign con- 
tribution is not large enough he may, at his convenience, sus- 
pect fraud, and thereupon it *‘ shall be his duty” to make a list 
to suit himself according to information obtained ‘‘ by examina- 
tion of such person, or his books or accounts or any other evi- 
dence, and to add 50 per cent,” etc. 

The deputy collector can do all this arbitrarily. There is no 
power under the law to prevent him from, or punish him for, 
doing a wrong either through ignorance or malice. Theinjured 
person may appeal to the agents superior who appointed him 
and is responsible for his action, but that is all. 

To say that such a law, giving another access to a man’s ac- 
counts, books, and business secrets, is no more inquisitorial or 
ob ectionable than that which authorizes a customs inspector to 
search a trunk, is too absurd for serious consideration. And to 
say further that such information is perfectly guarded because 
the deputy collector is bound to secrecy, is not only confession 
of the citizen's right to privacy, but an utterly inadequate esti- 
mate of the average deputy collector's capacity for practical 
politics. 

Prof. Amasa Walker has the correct idea. He does not at- 
tempt to deny the inquisition. He admits and upholdsit. The 
business man, he argues, would derive a benefit from the neces- 
sity of keeping his accounts posted, and he could not mislead the 
argus-eyedco lector because—I quote Prof.Walker’s own words— 
‘*his neighbors and competitors have an eye upon him if they 
believe he is making false statements, and he can not long escape 
detection.” Meanwhile, it is, of course, his duty as a citizen de- 
voted to the best interests of his country to keep an eye upon 
the ‘‘ neighbors and competitors in business” who are watching 
him. The wit of man could not devise a scheme better adapted 
to the practice of bribery on the one hand and of blackmail on 
the other. ‘‘Mind your own business” is a good American 
adage, and I can not believe that it is wise to give the sanction 
of law to ‘spy upon your neighbor ” as a substitute. 

But the creation even of a system of personal espionage from 
one end of the country to the other is by no means the most 
harmful of this bill’s irresistible effects upon progress and devel- 
opment. A tax upon incomesisa tax upon industry, uponeconomy, 
upon brains, upon achievement. It not only provides for addi- 
tional taxation without additional representation, but puts a pre- 
mium upon dishonesty and evasion ofthe law. Icare nothing for 
the mock heroics of those who insist thit no punishment is too se- 
vere foracitizen who would try to avoid paymentof taxes. You 
can notreform human nature by statute. Nor can you create and 
nourish patriotic sentiments by imposition. Anattempt to doso 
by this or arly other method of like nature can only engender class 
hatredand sectional distrust, and when you do that you restrict in- 
evitably the development of the South and West, which is now 
being accomplished by the use of money from the East. 

The public unwisdom of such a measure seems to be obvious. 
Of its political folly I shall say nothing at this time beyond this, 
that in my judgment its first effect will be to deprive the Demo- 
cratic party of a governor in New York. a Senator from New 
Jersey, and 50 per cent of its present Eastern representation in 
the House of Representatives. If itis the desire of the advo- 
cates of this bill to drive every Eastern State into the Republi- 
can party, to encourage the Populists of the South and West to 
follow up their ‘‘entering wedge,” and to practically eliminate 
the party of Jefferson from participation in public affairs, they 
can find no surer way to accomplish their purpose than that 
which they have chosen. 

I have thus endeavored, Mr. President, to establish the justice 
and accuracy of the conclusions which I stated at the beginning. 

I have shown from the estimates of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury and of Mr. Atkinson and by the open confession of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Finance thata tax upon incomes is un- 
necessary. 

I have shown from the bill itself and from the facts of history 
that it is sectional and unjust. 

I have shown from our own experience an‘ by the testimony 
of English financiers that it is unsuccessful. 

I have shown by comparison o/ the latest vote for tariff reform 
wi‘ an income tax with the vote for tariff reform without an in- 
come tax that it is unpopular. 

I have shown from the declaration of Thomas Jefferson and 
of every Democratic oe since the organization of the party 
that it is undemocratic. 

I have shown that it is contrary to the spirit, if not the letter, 
of the Constitution, and therefore un-American. 

I have shown that it is an unwarranted inquisition into the 
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private affairs of individuals, a bar to progress and development, 
and therefore unwise. 

I have only to say, in conclusion, that nobody regrets more 
earnestly than myself the necessity of touching upon the sec- 
tional character of this legislation. It has ever been my boast 


that the Republican party is the sectional party and that the | 


organization to which I profess allegiance is free from bias of | tacks upon a Democrat 


any kind. But the truth can not be ignored, and, to bring the 


full enormity of what they are doing home to my friends from | 


the South, I ask them to consider a paraliel proposition 
Suppose the colored voters of Mississippi or Alabama or any 
other State were in a majority in that State. 
should elect a governor and a majority of both houses of the 
Legislature. Suppose they should then say, ‘‘ The whites are 
rich; we are poor. They are more fortunate than we. They 
were born intofreedom, we into slavery. They are blessed with 


the spirit of energy, thrift, and frugality; we are indolent and | 


prodigal by nature. By virtue of theirsuperior gifts, they have 
secured possession of property and have accumulated wealth. 


It is true that we were idle while they were at work, but the | 


fact remains that they can afford to bear the burden of govern- 
ment and we can not. Therefore, we will tax the whites. We 
can not tax them because they are white, so we will tax their 
incomes. And we will fix the limit of exemption at such a fig- 
ure that ten of them will be compelled to pay to one of us. It 
is just and right that wealth. which receives a greater bonefit 
from government than poverty, should bear the burden. But, 
right or wrong, itshall. Weareinthe majority. Wehave the 
power. The industrious and prosperous must pay the taxes of 
the indolent and unsuccessful.” 

How, let me ask my friends from the South, would you regard 
such a lawas that? Would you consider that might makes rig ht 
in that case as in this? Would you uphold as just the very 
method which you now pronounce ideal? Would you support 
the law? Would you denounce your neighbor for evading it? 
Would you scrupulously avoid evasion yourself? Would you 
cheerfully throw open your account books and disclose the con- 
dition of your private affairs? Would you, I say, receive the 
collector of such a tax with obedience in your hearts? 

Do you understand now why we of the East oppose this law? 
And is it a proper return for the help which we have given to 
you in ridding yourselves of oppression to turn around at the 
first opportunity and inflict upon us a law so odious that we can 
not hope to make it seem endurable to our people? Is extinc- 
tion of the party in the North the penalty we Democrats must 
pay for extending aid and sympathy to you of the South? If 
this ‘entering wedge” shall be driven in until the nextnational 
campaign resolves into acontest between the Republicansand the 
Populists, who will be responsible for the sectional lines upon 
which it will be decided? And where do you think we Demo- 
crats of the North will stand in such astruggle. Which way 
will our interests lie? 

I have tried, Mr. President, to discuss this question without 
passion or prejudice. But, sir, I say plainly here and now that, 
when the struggle does come, as it seems bound to come if this 

eginning be made, I for one shall be found fighting for my own. 
Party ties grow weak when they make disregard of one’s own 
convictions and disloyalty to one’s own people the test of fealty. 
And I do not hesitate to add that even the misrule of the Re- 

ublican party is to be preferred to the communism of the Popu- 

ists and Socialists. If that be treason, then the self-appointed 
censors of Minnesota do right to lay the charge at my door. Bat, 
sir, whatever may be their judgment, God forbid that I should 
ever betray those whom I[ represent in this Chamber or fail to 
do that which, in my own judgment, best conserves the interests 
of the Democratic party and the American people. 

We want to make this a country where no man shall be taxed for the pri- 
vate benefit of another man, but where all the blessings of free govern- 
ment, all the influences of church and school, all our resources, with the 
skill and science and invention applied to their development, shall be the 
common untaxed heritage of all the people, adding to the comforts of all, 
adding to the culture of all, adding to the happiness of all. 

Those are the eloquent words of the chairman of the Ways 
and Means Committee. The sentiment is noble. The purpose 
is worthy of the best minds and truest hearts. Butit can never 
be accomplished by the passage of a bill which does avowedly 
‘*tax one man for the private benefit of another man.” That is 
why I oppose this infamous proposition to-day, and shall con- 
tinue to oppose it until such time as it shall either be forced 
upon us by sheer weight of numbers, or we shall be freed by re- 
turning reason from the gravest danger which has confronted 
the Democratic party since the days of James Buchanan. 

That, sir, isall I have to say upon this subject at this time. 
But, in justice to my party, my State. and myself, I can notleave 
any room for misapprehension. The Democratic party is under 
a distinct obligation to confer the boon of tariff reform upon 
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the American people. Wecan not hope to overcome the ;- 
ent dissensions and fulfill this obligation unless we beat down 
all attempts to create discord within the ranks and strive ear 
nestly for party harmony. With unityof action weshall succeed 
Without it we must fail. And we can not perform our d ity as 
Democrats by maligning each other or by making wanton at- 
\dministration 

Our duty is plain. The country demands, and is entitled to, 
prompt and decisive action. The time is ripe for quick and per- 
manent recovery from business depression. Industry and pros- 
perity wait upon the acts of thisbody. Now, if ever, we should 
meet the situation with candor and courage, and ask ourselves 
whether this bill as it stands to-day can be passed by Demo- 
cratic votes. It isa time for plain speaking, and I do not h 
tate to express my own conviction that this is impossible. 

We can not enacta Democratic measure until we return to 
Democratic principles. Eliminate the socialistic income tax 
reform the schedules to conform with the doctrine of a tarilf for 
revenue, grant to our industries sufficient protection to ran 
tee their maintensnceon the basisof American wages, and before 
this month shall have ended, tariff reform will cease to bo the 


ic 





will-o’-the-wisp it is to-day, and will be enacted, by the united 
votes of 44 Democratic Senators, into the law of the land. 
Refuse to do that, then God save the Democratic party! 


PRINTING OF MILLS TARIFF BILE. 


Mr. HILL. I ask unanimous consent to be permitted to: r 
at this time the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be rend 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 


R solved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 500 copie fu 
%. bill 9051, entitled “‘An act to reduce taxation and simplify the law 1 re 
lation to the collection of the revenue;"’ which passed the Hou n July 
21, 1888 ; 

By unanimous consent the Senate proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. HILL. Just a word of explanation. Lapplied at the doe 


ument room this afternoon and learned that there were no copies 
for distribution of the original Mills bill which pissed the House 
of Representatives in 1888, and copies are desired for miny rea 


sons. Therefore I trust this limited number of copies miy be 
printed. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator propose to have it printed in 
billorindocumentform? The document form ismuch more con 
venient. 

Mr. HILL. Ido not care in which form it is printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It was heretofore printed in document 
form, 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest to the Senator to ask the printing 





1,500 copies; 500 copies would only give us about 5 apie-e. [1 
will not cost much more to print the additional number. 

Mr. HILL. Laccept the suggestion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be so modified. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator will allow me to make as eves- 
tion in that regard. The Mills bill was printed in two or three 


| forms, and there were appended to it some valuable tables at the 
time. There are several copies in existence of the bill in that 
form, and, if it is-to be reprinted, I suggest that those tables be 


added. 

Mr. HILL. 
are accessible. 

Mr ALLISON. I do not insist upon the suggestion. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand the Senator from New York 
wants the bill printed as it passed the House of Representa- 
| tives. 

Mr. HILL. That is what I want. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then it ought to be printed in document 
form. It was printed in that way heretofore. 

Mr. HILL. Allright. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
resolution as modified. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


I do not care anything about that, if the tables 





The question is on agreeing to the 


Mr. QUAY. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator will withdraw that mo- 
tion in order that I may move an executive session. 

Mr. QUAY. I withdraw the motion for that purpose. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
| sideration of executive business. 
| The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
| consideration of executive business. After 3 minutes spent in 
| executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 

27 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednes- 

day, April 18, 1894, at 12 o'clock m. 
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NOMINATIONS. 
Rixecutive nominations recewed by the Senate Apri 17, 1894. 
RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


John F. Asbury, of Bozeman, Mont., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Bozeman, Monot., vice John T. Carlin, term expired. 
David R. Asbury having declined. 

William H. Turbett, of Des Moines, Iowa, to be receiver of 
public moneys at Des Moines, lowa, vice Fred Babcock, term ex- 
pired. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 


Corps of Engineers. 


First Lieut. James G. Warren, to be captain April 12, 1894, | 
vice Taber, deceased. 


Second Lieut. E. Eveleth Winslow, to be first lieutenant Avril | 

12, 1894, vice Warren, promoted. 
POSTMASTERS. 

George Roe, to be postmaster at Vallejo, in the county of So- 
lano and State of California, in the place of William D. Penny- 
cook, whuse commission expires April 30, 1894. 

Felix G. Cockrell, to be postmaster at East St. Louis, in the 
county of St. Clair and State of Illivois,in the placeof Alexander 
Fekete, whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

Wiiliam H. McEwen, to be postmaster at Albion, in the county 
of Noble and State of Indiana, in the place of Jacob P. Pickett, 
whose commission expired February il, 1894. 

T. H. Armstrong, to be postmaster at Augusta, in the county 
of Bracken and State of Kentucky, in the place of Albert E. 
Rankin, removed. 

Simeon A. Jacobs, to be tmaster at Chicopee, in the county 
of Himpden and State of Massachusetts, in the place of George 
A. Edgarton, whose commission expired February 28, 1894. 

Edward J. Slattery, to be postmaster at South Framingham, 
in the county of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in the 
poe of E. F. Phinney, whose commission expired February 28, 

894 


Theo. M. Helinski, to be pea: at Duluth, in the county 
of St. Louis and State of Minnesota, in the place of Julius D. 
Howard, whose commission expires April 19, 1894. 

William E. Cole, to be postmaster at La Plata, in the count 
of Macon and State of Missouri, in the place of John M. Hamel, 
removed. 

James B. Rich, to be postmaster at Slater, in the county of 
Saline and State of Missouri, in the place of William Davis, 
removed. 

KF. K. Threlkeld, to be postmaster at Higginsville, in the ony | 
of Lafayette and State of Missouri, in tae place of Henry C. 
Schwartz, whose comm 'ssion expired January 8, 1894. 

John 8S. Kintner, to be postmaster at Newton, in the county of 
Sussex and State of New Jersey, in the place of W. M. Smith, 
whose commission expired December 20, 1893. 

George D. Wetherill, to be postmaster at Burlington, in the 
county of Brrlington and State of New Jersey, in the place of 
Samuel Phillips, whose commission expired April 12, 1894. 

Amanda BE. Seeestn. to be postmaster at Hendersonville, in the 
county of Henderson and State of North Carolina, the appoint- 
ment of a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become 
vested in the President on and after July 1, 1893. 

George P. Garred, to be postmaster at Wahpeton, in the county 
of Richland and State of North Dakota, in the place of Charles 
A. MeXean, whose commission expires April 19, 1894. 

Henry Holiberg. to be postmaster at Jackson, in the county 
of Jackson and State of Ohio, in the place of William H. Sloan, 
whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

J, W. Shipley, to be postmaster at Piqua, in the county of 


Miami and State of Ohio, in the place of Henry C. Graffin, whose 
commission expired December 19, 1893. 

Thomas W. Patton, to be postmaster at Bristol, in the count 
of Bucks and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of William H. 
H. Fine, whose commission expired December 20, 1893. 


Martin J. Ryan, to be postmaster at Susquehanna, ia the 
county of Susquehanna and State of Pennsylvania, in the place 
of O. D. Palkenburg, whose commission expired December 2i, 
1893. 

Hugh H, Gouchenour, to be postmaster at Greeneville, in the 
county of Greene and State of Tennesee, in the Pa of A. J. 
Fravier, whose comission expired February 13, 1894. 

Missouri A. Cameron, to be postmaster at MeKinney, in the 
county of Collin and State Texas, in the place of Hugo FE. 
Smith, whose commission expires May 7, 1894. 

ugh R. Smith, to be 


H postmaster at Pe , in the county 
of Dinwiddie and State of Virginia, in the place of Stith Belling, 
whose commission expired January 27, 1894. 

Ralston Cox, to be postmaster at Vancouver, in the county of 
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Clarke and State of Washington, in the place of Fred W. Bier, 
whose commission expired Dec »mber 20, 1893. 

John T. Laraway,to be postmaster at Centralia, in the county 
of Lewis and State of Washington. in the place of Henry M. 
Ingraham, whose commission expires April 19, 1894. 

W. H. Van Lew, to be postmaster at Dayton, in the county of 
Columbia and State of Washington, in the place of William H. 
H. Fouts, whose commission expired December 20, 1893. 


CONFIRMATION. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate April 17, 1894. 
SUPERVISING INSPECTOR OF STEAM VESSELS. 


James N. Thompson, of Arkansas, to be supervising inspector 
of steam vessels for the sixth district. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, April 17, 1894. 


The House met at120’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. BAGBY. 
RULES. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker,I call up the report sub- 
mitted on Thursday last by the Committee on Rules, and, by di- 
rection of that committee, I withdraw the same from the con- 
sideration of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi calls up 
for consideration the report previously submitted by the Commit- 
tee on Rules. and by direction of that committee withdraws the 
same from the consideration of the House. 

Mr. CATCHINCS. Mr. Speaker, I submit the following re- 
portfrom the Committee on Rules. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Rules, to which was referred -—— 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa point of order. 
{ would be glad if we could have such order as will enable us to 
hear the reading of the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Rules, to which was referred resolution 24, heretofore 
introduced by Mr. DE ARMOND, reports the same back with the accompany- 
ing substitute, and recommend that the substitute be adopted: 

mend Rule XV by inserting between clauses } and 2 the following as 
clause 2, and c the number of clause 2 to clause 3: 

“Upon every roll call, and before the inning thereof, the Speaker shall 
name two members, one from each side of the pending question, if practt- 
cable, who shall take their places at the Clerk’s desk to tell the names of at 
least enough members who are in the Hall of the House during the roll call 
who do not respond, when added to those responding, to make a quorum. 
Ifa — does not respond on the roll call, then the names of those so 
noted as presentshall be reported tothe ee who shall cause the list to 
be called from the Clerk's desk and recorded in the Journal; and in deter- 
mining the presence of a quorum todo business those who voted, those who 
answered present, and those soreported present shall beconsidered. Mem- 
bers noted may, when their names are called, record their votes, notwith- 
stan the provisions of clause } of this rule.” 

Am clause 1, of Rule VIiL. by add thereto the following words: 

“And, on a roll call, should he not vote, he shall answer ‘ present.’"’ 

So as to read: 

“Every member shall be present within the Hall of the House during its 
sitt unless excused or necessarily prevented; and shall vote on each 
question put, unless he has a direct personal or uniary interest in the 
event of such question, and oa a roll call, should henot vote, he shall answer 
‘present.’” 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, it has beon suggested that 
some debate ought to be had on this, and I would like to ask 
unanimous consent that debate be limitéd to one hour and ahailf, 
the time to be controlled by the Speaker of the House, and that 


the previous question be considered as ordered, the vote to take 


place at the expiration of the time limited for debate. 

Mr. WELLS. Mr. Speaker, I shall have to object tolimiting 
debate on a question of this kind in this way. t them fix a 
time for debate on the resolution that will enable members who 
have views upor the question to have an opportunity to be 


Mr. CATCHINGS. How much time does the gentleman 
think should be given to de »=te” 

Mr. WELLS. I think th~:e should be at least a legislative 
day given to debate. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I can not consent to that, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. WRLLS. Thenlobject. And furthermore, Mr Speaker, 
I rise to the point of order that this is not in order at this time, 
because a rule already reported to the House by the Committee 
on Rules is the regular order of business. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It has been withdrawn this mornirg. 

Mr. WELLS. They can not withdraw it. 


Mr. DOUKERY. It has already been do 
Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Speaker-—— 








1894. 





Mr. CATCHINGS. 
ing the floor. 

Mr. BRYAN. I want to ask—— 

Mr. WELLS. I trust that the Committee on Rules and the 
honorable gentleman who has charge of this matter that is now 
before the House will not gag Democrats upon the floor of this 
House. For months the Republicans upon the tloor have been 
given opportunity to speak relative to matters of this kind, per- 
taining to the counting of aquorum. The object of gentlemen 
on the other side has for six or seven months 

Mr. CATCHINGS and Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
not in order. 

The SPEAKER. 
deb.te is not in order. 

Mr. WELLS. I do not wish to debate the question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I am willing, Mr. Speaker, to agree to 
any reasonable time; but not willing to agree to an unreasona- 
ble time for debate. 

Mr. BRYAN. Will the gentleman agree to two hours? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. No, sir, [ will not; beeause I want to fin- 
ish this thing to-day. 

Mr. BRYAN. Thisis a very important question, and mem- 
bers have views upon it they would like to go on record. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the gentlemun will yield one hour to 
those who are opposed to this rule and reserve an hour for him- 
self he can movethe previous question at the end of that period, 
and [ think that will give ample time for debate. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. 
is to be done, the previous question must be ealled now, to take 
effect at the time the debate ends. 

Mr. M:MILLIN. Mr. Speaker, it strikes me that the sug- 
gesiion of the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Bryan] for two 
hours’ debate on each side isa very reasonable one. This is a 
very important question. and there ought not to be any rushing 
of it through here with a haste that is unnecessary under the 
circumstances. 


Understand, Mr. Speaker, that I am hold- 





is 


This debate 


of time anyhow. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. [donot know, Mr. Speaker,that 
it is necessary for me toadd anything to what has been said by the 
gentleman from Tennessee |Mr. MCMILLIN] and the gentleman 
from Nebraska [Mr. BRYAN], but this isa very important rule 
and it ought to be considered with deliberation. We are pro- 
posing to adopt a rule which the Democratic party has never 
adopted before, and it seems to me that two hours’ debate on a 
side is a very brief time indeed for the discussion of such a pro- 
posed departure from the established rules that have governed 
the House of Representatives for more than a hundred years. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, [ am willing to agree that 
the vote shall be taken at 3 o'clock, and that one hour and a 
half shall be given to gentlemen who desire to oppose this rule. 
That gives them more than half the time, and ought to be satis- 
factory. That gives us time enough to take action on this mat- 
ter to-day, which is very much to be desired. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, I would like to appeal to the 
gentleman from Mississippi to allow more time. I have never 
expressed any views as to this rule, and I desire to occupy some 
time in the discussion of it. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I propose to give an hour and a half of 
debate to those who are opposed to the rule, and it seems tome 
that that ought to be satisfactory; the balance of the time to be 
used by those who favor the rule. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I would ask the gentleman if 
he is not willing to have this matter discussed to-day, to have a 
night session solely for the purpose of debate upon the rule, and 
then have the vote on the rule to-morrow at | o'clock, This 


would be perfeetly satisfactory to every member of the House. 
A question so important as this should be carefully considered 
and understood. Some gentlemen who have come in the Hall 
since the rule was read are entirely ignorant of its language or 

I hope the gentleman is willing that the rule should 


urport. 
be dledussed this afternoon and to-night. 
Mr. CATCHINGS. No;Iam not. I do not want any night 


session. 

Mr. BAILEY. Isuggest to the gentlemen from Mississippi 
that gentleman who are opposed to the rule are not the only 
ones who desire to be heard. 

Mr.CATCHINGS. My proposition gives an hour and a half 
to those who are op to it. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I suggest to the gentleman 


from Mississippi that he ought to agree to two hours on each 
side. It makes aditference of only one hour. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I am disposed to assent to 
that, though it is very much against my judgment, and I will 
now state—— 
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Mr. SPRINGER. Give the opponents of the rule two hours 
and have the vote at half past 3. 

[Confusion in the Ha l. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
der cin be restored 


Mr. Speaker, I suggest that if or- 
nd gentlemen take their seats, we can then 


hear what is going on; otherwise we can not. 

rTty _ . > ‘ } : 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen will please resume their seats. 
Business will bo suspended until order is restored. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. Now. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con 


| sent that the previous question be considered as ordered at this 


time upon the report from the Committee on Rules, the vote to 


| be taken at 4 o'clock, and the distribution of the time to be con- 


This isa mere effort to agree upon time; 


| ever he desires. 


I wish tosay, Mr. Speaker, that whatever | 


If the experience with this rule is to be like | 
that of a former Congress in which it existed there will be plenty | 


Rs LL 


trolled by the Speaker. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And equally divided. 

Mr.GROW. Mr. Speiker, as the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi is entitled to the tloor, [ ask him why not allow debate to 
begin on this question without insisting upon his demand? If! 
understand it, this matter is privileged, and the gentleman 
from Mississippi can take the floor at any time to eall the pre 
vious question. 

Vhy not, then, let the discussion begin, and see, as it pro- 
ceeds, whether a short time ora long time ought to be oecu- 
pied by it? The gentleman can call the previous question when 
[f I understand the rule, it invests the Com- 
mittee on Rules with power to repert at any time, and the gentle- 
man is entitled to the floor to call the previous question at an 
time. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. 
Speaker. 

Mr. BURROWS. I understand the proposition now to be 
that debate shall be had upon this proposition for four hours. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Until 4 o'eloek. 

Mr. BURROWS. And the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
CATCHINGS| demands now the previous question on the report 
of the committee. [ am at a loss to understand the object of 
debate if the previous question is ordered now, because that 
would cut off all right of amendment. , 

Mr. CATCHINGS. That is preeisely what I wish to do. 

Mr. BURROWS. Theobjectof debate I should suppose to be 
to perfect the rule if it is not perfect. But be that as it may, | 
ask the gentleman from Mississippi to yield to me at this time 
that | may oifer as a substitute for the proposed rule a proposi 
tion which embodies the views of the minority of the Commit 
tee on Rules, so thatif the previous question is to be ordered we 
can have a vote upon this substitute offered by the minority 
the committee. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I have no objection to that, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. BURROWS. Then, Mr. Speaker, Loffer the following 

Mr. CATCHINGS. And, Mr. Speaker, I will ask unanimous 
consent that the previous question be now considered as or- 
dered on the report of the Committee on Rules and on the sub- 
stitute which the gentleman from Michigan proposes to offer 
that the previous question shall be considered ordered at 
this time, and that at 4 o’clock the House shall proceed to vote, 
first upon the substitute and then upon the report of the com 
mittee. 

Mr. BURROWS. If the gentleman will allow me, I offer 
now, as a substitute for the report of the Committee on Rules, 
the proposition which I ask the Clerk to read. 

Mr. BYNUM. It is not understood yet 

Mr. WELLS. Mr. Speaker, [I am not 
whether 

Mr. BURROWS. Asasubstitutefor the report of the Com- 
mittee on Rules, | offer the following, as embodying the views 
of the minority. : 

Mr. WELLS. On what conditions? 

Mr. BURROWS. No conditions. 

Mr. WELLS. I understand the conditions are that tho vre- 
vious question—— 

The SPEAKER. The 
tute sent to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


[can not yield to that suggestion, Mr. 


able to understand 





Clerk will read the proposed substi- 


Clause 3, Rule XV: 

On the demand of any member, or at the suggestion of the Speaker, the 
names Of members sufficient to make a quorum in the Hall of the House 
who do not votesball be noted by the Clerk and recorded in the Journal, 
and reported to the Speaker with the names of the members voting, and 
be counted and announced in determining the presence of a quorum to do 
business. 


TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi{Mr. Catcu- 
INGS] has the floor. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Now, Mr. Speaker, if you will put my re- 
quest [ shall be obliged. 

Mr. WELLS. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi has the 


floor. 
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Mr. GROW. Mr. Speaker, I havea proposition which I trust 

the gentleman from Mississippi will allow to be read at present 
for information and allow to come in for a vote afterwards as a 
substitute. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. 
may be read. 

Mr. GROW. lLask thatit be read now for information—— 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It can be read later. 

Mr.GROW. But it can not be voted on unless it be proposed 
before the previous question is ordered. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. We do not desire it to be before the 
House. 

Mr. GROW. Iwill offer it, if I may have the opportunity, as 
an amendment to the amendment of the gentleman from Michi- 
gan [Mr. BuRROws]. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. One amendment has already been per- 
mitted from that side of the House. 

Mr. WELLS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I am in 
some uncertainty as to the parliamentary status of the question 
sought to be presented by the gentieman from Mississippi. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi has made 
a request for unanimous consent, which the Chair was going to 
submit. 

Mr. WELLS. On what proposition? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state itif the gentleman will 
permit. The gentleman from Mississippi ask unanimous con- 
sent that the previous question be considered ordered upon the 
report of the committee and upon the proposition of the minor- 
ity of the committee, and that the vote be now ordered to be 
taken on those propositions at 4 o’clock. 

Mr. WELLS, I object unless—— 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I think, Mr. Speaker, I have made all 
reasonable effort to come to a fair agreement. I now move the 
previous question on the substitute of the minority of the com- 
mittee and on the report of the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. BURROWS. [I should like to inquire, asa parliamentary 
matter, Whether the Speaker would hold, in view of what has 
been said, that there has been such debate on this question as 
to cut off all further debate if the previous question should now 
be ordered, or whether, after ordering the previous question, 
fifteen minutes’ debate on each side will be allowed? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that what has taken place 
has been an effort at an agreement rather than debate within 
the meaning of the rule. 

Mr. BURROWS. Then, if the previous question should now 
be ordered, there will be fifteen minutes’ debate on each side? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so. This has been an ef- 
fort at agreement rather than debate in the proper sense. 

The question being tiken on ordering the previous questiof, 
there were on a division (called for by Mr. BRYAN)—ayes 122, 
noes 98. 

Mr. WELLS and Mr. BRYAN called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the’ previous 
question upon the report of the Committee on Rules and the 
substitute of the minority of the committee. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 140, nays 120, 
not voting 93; as follows: 


I can not consent to a vote uponit. It 


YEAS—140. 


Apsley, 
Balley, 
Baker, Kans. 
Baldwin. 
Bankhead, 
Bartlett, 
Barwig, 
Bell, Colo. 
Bel., Tex. 
Berry, 
Bland, 
Boatner, 
Boen, 
Bower, N.C. 
Branch, 
BreckinridgesArk. 
Bretz, 
Bunn, 
Cabaniss, 
Cadmus, 
Caminetti, 
Cannon, Cal, 
Catchings, 
Causey, 
Clancy, 
Clark, Mo. 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cobb, Mo. 
Coffeen, 
Cogswell, 
Compton, 
Oooper, Fila. 
Cornish 


Covert, 
Cox, 


Crain, 
Culberson, 
Davis, 

De Armond, 
De Forest, 
Detison, 
Dinsmore, . 
Dockery, 
Donovan, 
Dunphy, 
Durborow, 
Edmunds, 
English, Cal. 


English, N. J. 


Enloe, 
Epes, 
Erdman, 
Fielder, 
Fithian, 
Forman, 
Geary, 
Goldzier, 
Gorman, 
Gresham, 
Grout, 
Haines, 
Hall. Minn. 
Hare, 
Harter, 
Hatch, 
Hayes, 
Heard, 
Hendrix 
Hooker, 
Hunter, 


Hutcheson, 
lkirt, 
Izlar, 


Johnson, Ohio 


Jones, 
Kem, 
Kribbs, 
Kyle, 
Lane, 
Latimer, 
Lay ton, 
Livingston, 
Lynch, 
Maddox, 
Magner, 
Mallory, 
Martin, Ind. 
McCall, 
McCulloch, 
McDannold, 
McDearmon, 
McGann, 
oe 
cNagny, 
McRae, 
Meredith, 
es 
organ, 
Mutchiler, 
Neill, 
O'Neill, Mo. 
Outhwaite, 
Paschal, 
Patterson, 
Paynter, 


Pendleton, Tex. 
Pendleton, W. Va. 
Pigott, 

Rayner, 

Richards, Ohio. 


Richardson, Mich. 
Richardson, Tenn. 


Ritchie, 
Robbins, 
Robertson, La. 
Rusk, 
Ryan, 
Sayers, 
Sherman, 
Sibley, 
Springer, 
Stal ings, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Strait, 
Straus, 
Swanson, 
Talbert, S.C. 
Tate, 
Taylor, Ind. 
Terry, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Va. 


Abbott, 
Adams, Pa. 
Aitken, 
Aldrich, 
Avery, 
Babcock, 
Baker, N. H. 
Barnes, 
Bartholdt, 
Belden, 
Black, Ga. 
Boutelle, 
Bowers, Cal. 


Breckinridge, Ky. 


Brosius, 
Bryan, 
Bundy, 
Burrows, 
Bynum, 
Caldwell, 
Cannon, Il. 
Capehart, 
Caruth, 
Cockrell, 
Conn, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cousins, 
Curtis, Kans. 
Dingley, 


Adams, Ky. 
Alderson, 
Alexander, 
Allen, 
Arnold, 
Beltzhoover, 
Bingham, 
Black, Il. 
Blair, 
Brattan, 
Brickner, 
Broderick, 
Brookshire, 
Brown, 
Burnes, 
Campbell, 
Chickering, 
Childs, 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cockran, 
Coombs, 
Cooper, Ind. 
Crawford, 
Cummings, 
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Dolliver, 
Doolittle, 
Draper, 

Ellis, Oregon 
Fletcher, 
Funk, 

Gear, 

Gillet, N. Y. 
Grady, 

Griffin, 
Grosvenor, 
Grow, 

Hager, 
Hainer, 
Hartman, 
Haugen, 
Henderson, Ill. 
Henderson, lowa 
Hepburn, 
Hermann, 
Hines, 

Hitt, 

Holman, 
Hopkins, Pa. 
Houk, 
Hudson, 
Hulick, 

Hull, 
Johnson, N. Dak. 
Kiefer, 


Kilgore, 
Lacey, 
Lapham, 
Lawson, 
Lefever, 
Lester, 
Lockwood, 
Loud, 
Lucas, 
Maguire, 
Marsh, 
Marvin, N. Y. 


McCleary, Minn. 


McCreary, Ky 
Mec Doweil, 
Mc Ettrick, 
McKaig, 
McMillin, 
Meiklejohn, 
Mercer, 
Milliken. 
Montgomery, 
Northway, 
Payne, 
Pearson, 
Perkins, 
Pickler, 
Post, 

Price, 

Quigg, 


NOT VOTING—93. 


Curtis, N. Y. 
Dalzell, 
Daniels, 
Davey, 
Dunn, 

Ellis, Ky. 
Everett, 
Funston, 
Fyan, 
Gardner, 
Geissenhainer, 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goodnight, 
Graham, 
Hall, Mo. 
Hammond, 
Harmer, 
Harris, 
Heiner, 
Henderson, N.C. 
Hicks, 
Hooker, N.Y. 
Hopkins, Il. 
Johnson, Ind. 


Linton, 

Lisle, 
Loudenslager, 
Mahon, 
Marshall, 
McAleer, 
McKeighan, 
Money, 

Moon, 

Morse, 

Moses, 
Murray, 
Newlands, 
Oates, 

O'Neil, Mass. 
Page, 

Pence, 
Phillips, 
Powers, 
Randall, 

Ray, 
Reyburn, 
Russell, Conn. 
Schermerhorn., 


So the previous question was ordered. 


Mr. DALZELL. 


Reed, 

Reiily, 
Robinson, Pa. 
Russell, Ga. 
Shaw, 

Smith, 
Stephenson, 
Stevens, 
Stone, C. W. 
Storer, 
Talbott, Md. 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Thomas, 
Tracey, 
Turner, Ga. 
Updegraft, 
Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Wanger, 
Warner, 
Wells, 

Wever, 
Williams, I). 
Wilson, Ohio 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wise, 
Woomer, 
Wright, Mass. 


Scranton, 
Settle, 
Sheil, 
Sickles, 
Simpson, 
Sipe, 
Snodgrass, 
Somers, 
Sperry, 
Stone, W. A. 
Strong, 
Sweet, 
Tarsney, 
Tawney, 
Tyler, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Wheeler, Il. 
White, 
Whiting, 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Wright, Pa. 


Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentle- 


man from West Virginia, Mr. WILSON, and withdraw my vote. 
Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentle- 


man from Alabama, Col. OATES. 
I withdraw my vote. 


vote ‘“‘aye.” 


If he were present, I should 


The following pairs-were announced by the Clerk: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. WILSON of West Virginia with Mr. DALZELL. 
Mr. HALL of Missouri with Mr. CHICKERING. 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. SCRANTON. 
Mr. ALLEN with Mr. Russet of Connecticut. 
Mr. CRAWFORD with Mr. WADSWORTH. 
Mr. ALEXANDER with Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. 
Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. SWEET. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois with Mr. STRONG. 


Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina with Mr. DANIELS. 

Mr. ALDERSON with Mr. WHEELER of Lilinois. 

Mr. BRICKNER with Mr. ADAMs of Kentucky. 

Mr. MCKBEIGHAN with Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. Exuuis of Kentucky with Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 

Mr. OATES with Mr. POWERS. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania, 

Mr. SCHERMERHORN with Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. 

Mr. BROWN with Mr. MORSE. 

Mr. FYAN with Mr. TAWNEY. 

For this day: 

Mr. SOMERS with Mr. HOOKER of New York. 

Mr. PAGEwith Mr. HIcKsS. 

Mr. SPERRY with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. SNODGRASS with Mr. Moon. 

Mr. DAVEY with Mr. REYBURN. 

Mr. CooMBS with Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. MONEY with Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Mississippi| Mr. CaTcH- 
INGS] is recognized to control the time in support of the report 
of the Committee on Rules, and the Chair will recognize the 
gentleman from Michigan |Mr. BUuRROWs] to control the time in 


° ition. 
Pir. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi yield to me for a moment? 
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Mr. CATCHINGS. 
quest. : 
Mr. HATCH. I want to ask unanimous consent of the House 
that the debate on this proposition may continue until 4 o clock. 

Mr. BYNUM. Regular order. 

Mr. HATCH. [If the gentleman from Indiana will permit me 
to make my statement, perhaps he would not demand the regular 
order. 

Mr. BYNUM. 
proceeded with. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to record my vote in the negative on the vote just taken. 


Mr. Speaker, [ ask that the regular order be 


I yield to the gentleman to make a re- | 
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| 
| 
} 
| 


[I was under the impression that my pair with the gentleman | 


from Massachusetts |Mr. MCCALL] was still in force. I am in- 
formed, however, that he was present and voted under the im- 
pression that I had been informed of his presence as he had di- 
rected. 
The SPEAKER. 
under the rule. 
Mr. COBS of Alabama, 
paired, [ am informed, has voted on this question. [ did not 
know he was here, and therefore refrained from voting when my 
name was called. 
The SPEAKER. 


The Chair can not entertain the request 


After the result of the vote is announced it would not be in 


order except by unanimous consent to withdraw a vote. . The | 


The gentleman with whom I am 


The Chair will state to the gentlemanfrom | 
Alabama that he can not entertain the request at this time. | 





gentleman will perceive that such a change might affect the re- | 


sult. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Then, Mr. Speaker, I desire to state 
that I should have voted in the negative on this question had |] 
not believed my pair was still in foree. 

Mr. BURROWS. 
Mississippi to yield to me for a single moment for a suggestion. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Certainly. 

Mr. BURROWS. As the rule proposed by the committee 
provides a manner of counting a quorum, and the substitute 
offered by myself was also designed for the purpose of counting 
a quorum, and the only difference between them is as to the 
method, rather than delay the consideration of this matter and 
thereby multiply a number of roll calls, 1 will withdraw the sub- 
stitute offered by myself so that the motion may come directly 
on the report of the Committee on Rules. 

The SPEAKER. The substitute is then withdrawn. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege. 
In this discussion, asl understand it, gentlemen on the other side 
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Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, [ask unanimous consent that 
an hour on each side may be given to the discussion of this mat- 
ter, which is important to all parties and to both sides of this 
House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri[Mr. HATCH] 
just submitted a similar request, but the Chair will submit it 
again. The gentleman from Maine[Mr. BOUTELLE] asks unan- 
imous consent that there be one hour’s debate on a side on this 
proposition. Is there objection? 

Mr. BYNUM. Lob‘ect. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi is recog- 
nized. ‘ 

Mr. REED. The time is so grossly inadequate that if | have 
fifteen minutes I will endeavor to distribute it with reference to 
allowing the opposition to be heard, in concert with the gentle- 
man from Mississippi | Mr. CATCHINGS]. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was going to suggest that he 
hoped the committee would yield a part of their time on each 
side to gentlemen in opposition to the measure, so that they 
might have an opportunity to be heard. The House will be in 
order. The gentleman from Mississippi - 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, before proceeding with my 
remarks, I wish to say that [ have been requested to usk unani 
mous consent that any gentlemen who desire to do so may file 
their remarks and have them printed in the Recorp. | mak 
that request. 

Mr. REED. Ishall have to object to that 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, that would be a rather mel 


| ancholy sort of literature. 


Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman from | 


Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I shall occupy but a mo- 
ment, because it is my wish to yield the bulk of the time which 
is allotted to this side to gentlemen who are opposed to the rule. 

[ wish to say to the House that in pursuance of the wish ex- 


| pressed by the Democratic caucus which was held on Friday 


of the Hal! are in favor of the principle of counting a quorum, | 


and the Committee on Rules has provided a manner. Now, in 
the division of time will there be no provision made for those 
who do not favor the counting of a quorum under any cireum- 
stances, and who differ therefore from the majority of the Com- 
mittee on Rules and from the minority represented by the other 
side? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not answer that question. 
The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. CATCHINGS], having re- 
ported the proposition, is entitled to fifteen minutes, and while 
giving fifteen minutes to the minority of the committee, the 
Chair of course will be glad to recognize gentlemen in opposi- 


course if it be true that the whole committee agree, why then 


perhaps it would be only right and proper that some gentlemen | 


who do not agree to the report of the committee should be al- 
lowed to be heard. 


last the Committee on Rules have had under consideration the 
matter of providing a rule by which gentlemen who are present 
and do not vote may be taken intoconsideration in determining 
whether or not a quorum is present. 

A great variety of suggestions were submitted to the com 
mittee, perhaps a dozen, possibly more. The committee have 
considered all the various methods for ascortaining a quorum 
which were submitted to them, and the majority of the commit- 
tee believe that the rule which has been reported will enable 
the Tlouse, easily,and with expedition and with entire fairness, 
to ascertain whether a quorum be present or not, whenever the 
roll be called. 

The committee have recommended anamendment to Rule VIII, 
which is the rule requiring that all members shall vote when 
their names are called. The amendment is thatthey shall vote, 
or answer ‘‘present.” It is hoped and believed, Mr. Speaker, 
that by that means alone the presence of a quorum wil! many 
times and possibly at all times bo developed, and certainly there 
can be no safer and no fairer method of ascertaining the pres- 
ence of a gentleman than by his own response. 

But the rule, looking toa contingency where gentlemen might 
not respond when their names are called, provides thit upon 


| each roll call the Speaker shall appoint two tellers, who shall 
tion to the proposition, which is the intent of the rule. Of 


take their places by the Clerk's desk, and that it shall bo the 
duty of those tellers to note the presence of gentlemen who are 
in the Hall of the House during the roll call, whodo not vote. o: 


| who do not answer present: and thatthe names reported by them 


Mr. REED .Mr. Speaker, I thinkit quite just that, ifno more | 


than fifteen minutes are to be allowed on a side, there should be 
some unusual apportionment of time. On this side of the House 
we regard the rule presented by the committee as containing 
the principle for which we have contended, although we have 


some doubtabout the details ofit, and think thatthey may perhaps | 


not prove entirely satisfactory to the House; but we have not 
made any opposition to the rule, nor have we any great desire 


to do so, except so far as we might like to have it modified if it | 
| telling is to be done by two tellers, ons to represent each side of 
Therefore we have felt that it might be proper that there 


might be done under favorable and proper circumstances. 


should be a division of time in such fashion that those who are 
opposed to the principle of the rule might have an opportunity 
to express their opinion. For this reason I had hoped that there 
might be no ob;ection to such an extended debate as might seem 
to bo reasonable; and I want it distinctly understood that this 
side does not object to such an extension of debate as will enable 
all parties to expross their opinions. Fifteen minutes on a side 
are hardly enough, and I sincerely hope that the House will in- 
dulgs gentlemen upon the other side by allowing them a suffi- 
cient extension of time, with such a division as may seem just 
to the House and to the Speaker, so that all views may be rep- 
resented, which is the object of all debate. 


shall be again read after the roll cal! has been finished, and on 
this last call gentlemen who have basen so noted may, if they 
wish to do so, cast their votes. 

\nd in determining the question whether a quorum is present 
or not the Sperker is required to tuke into consideration the 
names of gentlemen who have voted yea and nay, the names of 
gentlemen who have responded that they were present, and if 
necessary. the name of others who have been noted by theze tel- 
lers, and who have not responded atall. This is the plan. It 
is simple, and must in the nature of things be fair, because this 


the question. So that such report as they muke must be fair: 
it must be correct, hecause it is a report which will beagreed to 
by both sides of the question. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, [ will yield to any gentleman who desire: 
to oppose this rule. ; 

I yield one minute to the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I am always 
ready and willing to do what my party decides. but I regard 
this as a question which ought to have more deliberation than 
is given in this debate. The Constitution particularly states 
that upon the demand of one-fifth the yeas and nays shall be 
recorded. On the vote upon a bill which is vetoed the Consti- 
tution especially states again that the noes shall be recorded, 
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and that the yeas shall be recorded; and I ask this House to 
consider if the rule complies with and provides for all the exi- 
rencies that might arise on a vote of that character; and I think, 
Mr. Speaker, we ought at first give a full opportunity to test 
the etiect of enforcing the law we now have—— 

{Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. CATCHLNGS. I hope the gentleman from Maine will 
now take his fifteen minutes. 

Mr. REED. If any gentleman on the other side desires time 
I will yield to him. I will yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Nebraska. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Speaker, I am obliged to the gentleman 
from Maine for this courtesy. The question upon which we are 
called to act is one of a great deal more importance than some 
members seem to think, and the objection which is made to the 
rule by some of us, who have not been able to favor it, is based 
upon reasons far more weighty than gentlemen have assumed. 

The constitution of the State of Nebraska, which I have the 
honor in part to represent, contains this provision: 

No bill shall be passed unless by assent of a majority of all the members 
elected to each house of the Legislature, and the question upon the final 
passage shall be taken immediately upon its last reading, and the yeas and 
nays shall be entered upon the journal. 

The constitutions of a majority of the States of the Union, 
among them the States of New York, Pennsylvania, Illinois, 
Indiana, Ohio, and [ might name them all if time permitted, 
provide the same, the object being to prevent less than one-half 
of all the members elected to the Legisiature from passing laws. 
itis only by the concurrence of a majority of tae members that we 
can know that the majority of the peop.e desire the law. The 
Constitution of the United States does not contain a similar pro- 
vision: and there is no question, since the decision of the Su- 
pa Court, that it is within the power of this House to declare 

y rule in what manner a quorum may be ascertained. It can 
be dove in the manner provided in this rule, or it ean be done 
by the call of the yeas and nays, as it has been done for a hun- 
dred years. Now, the question with me is this: which is the 
safer plan? According to the rule which has been in vogue a 
hundred years, the minority has the safeguard which is ex- 
pressly secured in the constitutions of a ma,ority of the States; 
cosariinn to the old rule the minority, by refusing to vote, can 
compel the concurrence of a majority before a law is passed. 

Now, | believe that is a wise provision. I do notsee why itis 
wiser in a State than in Congress; I do not know why it is neces- 
sary that the members of the Legislature in my State, or in New 
York, should be compe!led to vote yea or nay when a bill shall 
pass, and that a majority shall concur, uniess the same reasons 
apply in this body. 

e are asked to change this rule, which has been in operation 
since the beginning of the Government, and adopt a new rule; 
a rule not intended to enable the ey to rule, but to enable 
less than one-half of the members of gress to pass laws for this 
country. I believe that the innovation is a rous one. 
There is far more safety in giving to the minority power to 
delay legislation until a majority have ex themselves in 
favor of alaw. How can you tell that the le of the United 
States desire a particular law except by the voice of their repre- 
sentatives; and how can we tell that their representatives be- 
lieve the bill should become a law until they have expressed 
themselves by vote in favor of me senor ? The naked 
question brought before us by this rule is, ‘‘Shall we so make 
our rules that the minority of the people of the United States 
may make the luws, or shall we retain the rule which enables 
us to compel the concurrence of a majority when it seems of 
sufficient importance?” 

Of course the right to remain silent can be used to filibuster, 
but we have arule which shuts off tilibustering when a majority 
desires to vote. We have it in the power of the House—and I 
think it isa wise provision—to put an end to dilatory motions 
and to bring the House to a vote when the majority so desires, 
but a rule to count aquorum is not designed to facilitate the gov- 
ernmentof a majority but toenabie the representatives of a mi- 
nority of the people todo business and make laws in the ab- 
sence of the sapere vtives of a part of the people. 

The SPEAKE The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BRYAN. 


I ask unanimous consent that I may continue 
my remarks in the R&coRD. 
Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I think that ought not to be 
granted, unless the same privilege is extended to everybody. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 
Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the 
tieman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 


gen 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. S r, this is not a question of 
amending the Constitution of the United States, or of adopting 
the prov of the constitutions of several of the States that 


have recently been adopted on the subject of requiring a quo- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Apri 17, 


rum to pass laws. This isa question as to whether this House of 
Representativesof the people of the United States shall have 
such rules fer its government as will enable it to do the busi- 
ness that our constituents have sent us here todo. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] We have tried the old system. We 
have been here a month without doing two days’ actual busi- 
ness, and our constituents are tired of this delay, and I hope 
this House is tired of it. [Applause on the Republican side.] 
If we shall adopt this rule, we will from this time forward 
have it in our power to discharge the duties which our consiit- 
uents have confided to us. I will hail the adoption of this rule 
as the dawn of a new and better era in American legislation. 
[Applause. | 

Mr. REED. 
[Mr. KiLGorRE]. 

When Mr. KILGORE rose he was greeted with applause in the 
House and in the galleries. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. The Chair 
will admonish occupants of the galleries that they are there 
simply by courtesy of the House, and that the rules require that 
they shall make no demonstrations either of applause or disap- 
proval. The Chair observed that in this instance the applause 
vegan in the galleries. That isa violation of the courtesy of 
the House, which must not be repeated. 

Mr. KILGOKE. Mr. Speaker, I hope the time consumed by 
the applause which greeted my appearance on the floor will not 
be taken out of my time. |Laughter.| 

Iam indebted to the courtesy of the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. REED] for an opportunity to express my unalterable op- 
position to the principle of a rule of which he is the parent. 
|Laughter.] 1 will not say the honored progenitor, because the 
parent may be dishonored in his progeny. He is honored by his 
own party, and honored for his distinguished ability as a pirty 
leader, but he and I are so wide apart that, while | can honor 
the man, I can not honor his views upon this question, uor, in- 
deed, upon any other great public question. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, f insist that the proposed rule is unneces- 
sary. Itisinexpedient. Its adoption will not expedite the le- 
gitimate businessof this House. Rules are not made in parlia- 
mentary assemblies for the nets of making the transaction 
of business easy and expeditious. All written rules for the gov- 
ernment of parliamentary bodies are devised to restrain and 
hinder the hasty and inconsiderate transaction of business. The 
country complains that there is aheap too much bad legislation. 
Important and salutary legislation can be enacted without any 
rules or under such rules as have prevailed in this body for a 
century. Pernicious and partisan legislation and legislation in 
the interest of jobs and schemes to aeons the people and in- 
crease their burdens must be pushed by just such drastic and 
despotic methods as the eet rule authorizes. [Laughter.] 

Gentlemen may laugh, but thatisthesimpletruth. Rules are 
made in pafliamentary bodies to bridle the majority, to enforce 
deliberation, as is_suggested by a colleague near me, and to 
compel the majority to take all the responsibility which properly 
attaches to action of Congress on all measures. Now, [repeat 
tht this proposed rule is unnecessary. With a majority of 94 
upon the Democratic side of the House as against the Republi- 
cans, and 82 over all op tion, with 388 members more thin a 

uorum upon this side of the House, it is within the power of the 
Tiemetnady, if its members are faithful in the discharge of their 
duties, to go on with the public business without adopting any 
such stringent rule as this, and without violating the principles 
of free government in its effort to avoid the paramount legisla- 
tive evil of the day—absentecsism. This rule, if adopted, can do 
no good, and may be productive of infinite harm. 

rit subserves the purpose of its authors and advocates it will 
eliminate the minority from all participation in the business of 
the House. The object of the partisans of this rule is to impose 
such restraints on the minority as will make it powerless in tus 
transaction of business unless that minority is fortunate eg, 
to have the Speaker and the two tellers to be named by him 
under this rule acting with it in concert. If 90 members vote 
for a proposition then the Speaker and the tellers can do the 
rest by counting 89 other members as they flit to and fro about 
this Chamber. And so the enforcement of this rule will really 
put the legislation of this body in the handsof a minority. [Ap- 


lause. 
? The dprAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. REED. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania | Mr. Grow]. 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Speaker, I recognize the right of a major- 
ity to make rules to nullify the failure of a minority to’comply 
with any rule of the House. Disorderly conduct the House has 
a right to , but nonaction is not disorderly conduct, and 
therefore House has no right to punish a man for not vot- 
ing. One objection to the rule reported by the committee is 


I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Texas 








1894. 





that it seems tobe more cumbersome than is necessary. I think 
it might be simplified so ae. te save time in calling the roll, and 
also to save members from being turned into clerks to assist in 
doing the business of the House. I will ask for the reading of 
what I send to the Clerk’s desk, which would obviate these two 
objections. 

The Clerk read, as a part of Mr. GRow’s remarks, the follow- 
ing proposed rule: 

On every roll call for a yea-and-nay vote or ona call of the House the names 
of members not answering shall be entered on the Journat. At the begin- 
ning of any such roll call the Speaker shill designate one of the clerks at 
the desk who sha!! keep a correct list of the names of members present and 
not answering when their names are ca!led. 

After the roll shall have been called through, without a recall of those not 
answering. the Speaker shall cause the list kept by the designated clerk to 
be called, and the names of thove not answering shall be entered on the 
Journal as present. and such names shall be counted as part of the members 
necessary foraquorum. Any member whose name shall be on the list of 
the designated clerk, stiting to the Speaker that he was within the bar of 
the House when his name was called, can have his name changed from that 
list to the list of yeas and nays, as he may desire; provided itis done before 
the vote is fimally announced. 


The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. GRow] has expired. 

Mr. REED. Lyield two minutes tothe gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. RussBLt}. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia. .Mr. Speaker, is there any manin 
this country who believes that if the Fifty-first Congress had 
not been so hard pushed for a majority, this rule for counting a 
quo um would have been adopted? No. Then, sir. with a Dem- 
ocratic majority on this side of 70 or 80, with 39 more votes than 
a quorum, at this stage of the proceedings of this Congress we 
come here and present this humiliating spectacle to the Ameri- 
can people [appla: se on the Republican side}, confessing that we 
can not transact the public business without invoking the excep- 
tional and revolutionary methods of the Fifty-first Congress to 
aid us in the work, that we can not transact the public busicess 
under the rules which have prevailed in this House ever since 
the foundation of this Government with the exception of the 
Fifty-firstCongress. I tell you, sir, that many a time it isa man’s 
highest duty te his constituents to remain silent and net vote at 
all. [Applanse.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Will the gentleman from Maine give me 
a minute? 

Mr. REED. Ihave but three minutes left. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that I may have five minutes todistribute 
among gentlemen on the otherside. [Laughter.] [A pause. | 

Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to address the House again upon 
the general subject. This scene here to-day is a more elfeetive 
address than any I could make. The House is about to adopt 
the principle for which we contended in the Fifty first Congress 
and is about to adopt it under circumstances which show con- 
clusively to the country its value. No words that Ican utter 
can add to the importance of the occasion. I congratulate the 
Fifty-third Congress upon the wise decision that it is about to 
make. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I yield four minutes to the gentleman 
from Ohio |Mr. OUTHWAITE]. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, the gentlemen who oppose 
this measure seem to think that the object which the framersof 
the Constitution had in their minds in providing for the taking 
of the yeas and nays was to ascertain the presence of a quorum. 
In point of fact, such a purpose never crossed the mind of any- 
one who was nt asa member of that convention. Jf gen- 
tlemen will turn to the debates which took place at that time 
they will see that the purpose of ascertaining a quorum was not 
considered. The object was simply to give an opportunity—— 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia rose. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Ican not yield to the gentleman in the 
little time I have. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. 
senting the ition we take. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The object in providing for taking the 
yeas and nays was simply to give those members who desire to 

ave their judgment recorded an opportunity for the making of 
such a record. 

Now, as to the necessity of this moasure. Gentleman here say 
that with a Democratic majority in this House of such numbers 
we ought to be able to proceed with our business without this 


rule. 

Sir, continually during this session this House has witnessed 
that, with our majority of Democrats, a quorum upon one roll 
call has frequently malted away before following immediately 
upon the same legislation. There have been times when we 
have had or ener a here measures of the ———- 

significance ees. of the greatest r- 
tance to partiesand Representa here; and on such. 


But the gentleman is misrepre- 
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there would be upon ene roll call the manifestation of a quorum 
while upon the next a part of those who had voted would absent 
themselves or refrain from voting. Thus quorums were coming 
and going. For days there was no opportunity to hive business 
transacted. Krequently members who would be here upon one 
roll call would immediately afterward pass out of the House, 
and from carelessness or indifference, or some other unexplained 
reason, remain out until after the next roll call, thus compelling 
us toenter upon acall of the House and to have several roll cails 
in connection therewith, and those faithful in the per/orm- 
ance of their duties were often thus punished by those unfaith ul 

“here are always a certain number of our members who, on ac 
countof sickness or forother good reasons, must be granted leavo 
of absenee. This has often reduced our margin above 
The majority here must proceed with the public business—not 
permitting the minority to control the business of the House 
and dictate legislation. This rule gives only a fair opporte- 
nity to the majority—those who are present and willing to stay 
here day after day and hour after hour to do their duty, anx 
ious that the public business shall be transacted—an opportunity 
to transact the public business and not allowing them to be un- 
necessarily stayed in the performance of their public duty. I 
is one of tue strongest reasons in favor of the passage of sach a 
rule as this that neither indifference nor necessary absence 0 
members, nor the disposition on the partof perhaps a dozen or 
two of members to obstruct business, shal! prevent the other 17! 
it may be, from proceeding with the business of the House. 

What is the real requirement of the Constitution with refe: 
ence to the presence of a quorum? Every day legisiation is 
adopted here which goes through by assent, one or two individ- 
uals only voting thereon. It tikes place by consent; the objec 
tion o: one man would be sufiicient to prevent it. Everyday we 
take votes simply by a count of the members, and those votesare 
announced without appealing to the roll cali, and legisiation 
passed in that way is oftentimes just as important as other leg- 
islation, and it is certainly as valid in every respect as that 
passed on a call of the yeas and nays. All this is acknowledged 
and accepted as a proper and fit methodof legislation under th 
Constitution. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. Reep]has 
one minute remaining. Does he desire to occupy it? 

Mr. REED. I yield that minute to the gentleman from New 
York[Mr. CUMMINGS]. 

Mr.CATCHINGS. AndIalso yield to the gentleman from 
New York one minute, so that he will have two minutes. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, there was one scene in the 
Fifty-first Congress which should never be forgott n. One 
Demoerat on this floor, Col. O Ferrall of Virginia—and he was 
the only Democrat on the floor—was counted to make a quorum 
to ruthiessly unseat a Virginia Democrat. Andif FE. C. Vena- 
ble had been on this floor instead of Col. O’Ferrall, E. C. Vena- 
ble would have been counted to unseat E. C. Venable. We 
ought to learn something from experience. 

The fault I have to find with this rule is that there is nolimit 
here. In the Fifty-tirst Congress it was possible for the Speaker 
of the House, standing at his desk, mallet in hand, to cast his 
vote alone and to count every man on the fleor not voting to 
make upaquorum. So that it was possible, if not probable, 
that by the vote of the Speaker himself, and by that vote alone, 
it was possible to declare a law passed by the House of Repre- 
sentitives. Now, I see no limit here. It appears to me that if 
we are to obey the Constitution we ought to obey it in ite plain 
levter or else fix a limit which will not allow one man or any 
five, or ten, or fifteen. or fifty men to vote, and count all the 
others in the House as present and not voting, in order to se- 
cure the passage of a law. Iam opposed to the measure. It is 
better to be safe than to be sorry. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, in closing this debate I wish 
to say that the idea whieh seems to have been spread broadcast 
over the country that a rule such as this is indispensable and 
that the House can not transact business without it, is utterly 
without feundition. There are other methods by which the 
presence of a quorum might have been had on this tloor. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I wish to call the attention of the House to 
this faet—that if in the judgment of any gent’eman present this 
is a revolutionary proceeding in the sense that it is a departure 
from methods which have heretofore prevailed in this House 
and always hitherto on this side, its object is to meet a revolu- 
tionary situation —a new departure, which has beenentered upon 
by gentlemen on the other side. 

It is the first time in the history of the American Congress 
that we have seen one of the old and great parties of the ceun- 
try, training under the banner of its leader, sitting silent in 
their seats on this floor and refusing to vote on trivial and non- 
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partisan questions. It isa fact that we have been compelled, 
owing to this idea of statesmanship, to resort to some measure 
to control the action of agreatand united minority, which, upon 
every question, even on the approval of the Journal of the House, 
or the discharge of a writ ordering members in custody, or when 
any other nonpartisan question arises, absolutely refuses to re- 
cord its vote. Under these circumstances we are compelled to 
resort to some heroic measure to enable a majority to transact 
that business which the people of this country have sent them 
here to transact. 

During the Fifty-first Congress there were times when gen- 
tlemen on this side of the House sat in their seats and refrained 
from voting, orabsented themselves so as toavoid being counted; 
but the country knows, the Democratic party in this House 
knows, that we were then struggling against the enaction of 
pa rtisan legislation proposed which we regarded as vicious, even 

atal. But here in the ifty-third Congress, when no such ques- 
tions are presented, we are met by a minority of the House sit- 
ting silent in their seats and refusing to participate in the most 
ordinary matters of legislation which the House is called upon 
to consider and dispose of. 

Mr. BYNUM. Irise toaquestion of order. The timeof this 
debate has already extended beyond the half hour. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi has one 
minute of his time remaining. 

Mr. BYNUM. According to the clock 33 minutes have already 
been exhausted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is the keeper of the time under 
the rules of the House. 

The gentleman from Mississippi will proceed. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. It is only necessary to say, Mr. Speaker, 
that the Commiitee on Rules, feeling that some step ought to be 
taken in order that the majority, notwithstanding the action of 
a recalcitrant minority, should be enabled to transact business, 
have considered the matter carefully, and after a great deal of 
reflection upon the subjeét have reported arule which, if adopted, 
they believe will be effective to accomplish the results desired. 

(t ere the hammer fell.] 

he SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the rule 
reported from the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. BRYAN and others. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 213, nays 47, 
not voting 93; as follows: 

YEAS—213. 


De Forest, Jones, 
Denson, 
Dingley, 
Dinsmore, 
Dockery, 
Dolliver, 
Donovan, 
Doolittle, 
Draper, 
Dunphy, 
Edmunds, 
Ellis, Ore; 
English, Cal. 
Enloe, 
Erdman, 
Fielder, Maddox, 
Fithian, Magner, 
Fletcher, Maguire, 
Bower, N. C. Forman, Marvin, N. Y. 
Mowers, Cal. Funk, McCall, 
Branch, Gear, McCleary, Minn. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Geary, McOreary, Ky. 
Bretz, Gillet, N. Y. McCulloch, 
Broderick, Gorman, McDannold, 
Brosius, Gresham, . McDearmon, 
McDowell, 


Bundy, Grifin, 
Sonne, 


Adaims, Pa. 
Aitken, 
Aldrich, 
Apsley, 
Avery, 
Babcock, 
Bailey, 
Baker, N. H. 
Baldwin, 
Bankhead, 
Bartholdt, 
Bartlett, 
Barwig, 
Beiden, 
Bell, Tex. 
Berry, 
Boatner, 
Boutelle, 


Quigg. 

yner, 

Reed, 

Reyburn, 
Richards, Ohio 
Richardson, Mich. 


Lat imer, 
Richardson, Tenn. 


Lawson, 
Layton, 


Livingston, 
kwood, 
ud, 
Lucas, 
Lynch, 


Bunn, Grosvenor, 
Burrows, Grout, 
Cabaniss, Grow, 
Cadmus, Hager, 
Caldwell, 

Caminetti, 

Cannon, Cal. 


Upa . 
Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Van Voorhis, Ohio. 
Hendrix, alker, 
Hepburn, 
Hermann, 
Hitt, 
Hooker, Miss. 
Hopkins, Pa. 
Houk, 
Hulick, 
Hull, 
Hutcheson, 
Ikirt 


. 


Izlar, 
Johnson, N. Dak. 
Johnson, Ohio 
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NAYS—47. 
Abbott, Kilgore, 
Bui nes, 2, 
Black, Ga. 
B 


and, 
Brecainridge, Ky. 
Bryan, 
Bynum, 
Capehart, 
Causey, 
Cobb, Ala. 
Conn, 
Cooper, Tex. 


Covert, 
Cummings, 
Dunn, 


D 

English, N. J. 
Epes, 
Goldzier, 
Grady, 

Hall, Minn. 
Hines, 


Holman, 
Hunter, 


Stevens, 
Talbott, Mad. 
Tracey, 
Turner, Ga. 
Mallory, Warner, 
Martin, Ind. Wells, 
McAleer, Wheeler, Ala. 
McKaig, Whiting, 
McMillin, Williams, Ill. 
Reilly, Williams, Miss. 
Russell, Ga. 


Wise. 
gyan. 
NOT VOTING—$93. 


Johnson, Ind. 
Kem, 

Lisle, 
Loudenslager, 
Mahon, 
Marsh, 
Marshall, 
McKeighan, 
Money, 
Moon, 

Morse, 
Murray, 
Newlands, 
Oates, 
O'Neil, Mass, ler, 

Page, Wadsworth, 
Pence, Wanger, 
Pendleton, W. Va. Wheeler, Il. 
Phillips, White, 
Powers, Wilson, W. Va. 
Price, Wright, Pa. 
Randall, 

Ray, 

Robinson, Pa. 


Adams, Ky. 
Alderson, 
Alexander, 
Allen. 
Arnold, 
Baker. Kans. 
Bell, Colo. 
Beltzhoover, 
Bingham, 
Black, [11 
Blair, 
Boen, 
Brattan, 
Brickner, 
Brookshire, 
Brown, 
Burnes, 
Campbell, 
Cannon, Il. 
Chickering, 
Childs, 
Cockran, 
Coombs, 
Crawford, 

So the resolution was adopted. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. LISLE with Mr. MARSH. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER with Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 

Mr. DALZELL. Iam paired with the gentleman from West 
Virginia, Mr. WILSON. If he were present, I should vote 
se aye.” 

At the request of Mr. WEVER the vote was recapitulated. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Mr. Speaker, I am recorded as not voting. 
I was here during the roll call, but was called out of the room 
for a moment. 

The SPEAKER. 
roll call? 

Mr. COCKRAN. Doesthe Chair mean during the whole call? 

The SPEAKER. It implies being present when the gentle- 
man’s name was called. 

Mr. meena d Not having heard my name called, I could 
not tell. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair can not entertain the request 
under the rule. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
ae eer 

n motion of Mr. CATCHINGS, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the teble. 


THE JOURNAL. 


. The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the Journal of the pro- 
ceedings of yesterday. 

The Journal was read. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Journal as read 
will be approved. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, my impression is that before 
the approval of the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings, justread, 
the first question in order—and I only raise it now for the pur- 
pose of aa — upon and the practice settled—is the 
approval of the Journalof last Thursday's proceedings, which 
was read on Friday morning, and on which a motion was made 
for the previous question, the yeas and nays ordered upon that 
demand,and then the House adjourned. The Chair then inti- 
mated that the approval of the Journal of the day immediately 
preceding the one on which it is read was first in order and 
should be first approved, regardless of the fact that previous 
Journals hed not been approved. 

The SPEAKER. That is the way the rule reads. 

Mr. BURROWS. This question I find uponexamination was 
raised when Mr. Randall was Speaker of the House, and was de- 
cided by him to the effect that where the House had failed to 
approve its Journal for several days,and had adjourned from 
day to day, immediately after the reading of the Journal of the 
preceding day the first qustion in order was on the approval of 
the Journal first in date; and then, to make the ruling more bind- 
ing, the Speaker submitted it to the House, and the House de- 
cided that the first question was the approval of the first Journal. 

It is of course of no importance except that the practice may 
be established. But I call the attention of the Chair to the 


Dalzell, 
Daniels, 
Davey, 
Davis, 
Ellis, Ky. 
Everett, 
Funston, 


Russell, Conn. 
Schermerhorn, 
Scranton, 


Geissenhainer, 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goodnight, 
Graham, 
Haines, 

Hall, Mo. 
Hammond, 
Harmer, 
Harris, 
Heiner, 
Henderson, N.C. 
Hicks, 
Hooker, N. Y. 
Hopkins, Il. 
Hudson, 


Was the gentleman in the Hall during the 
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roceedings of March 23,1880. When the House met on that 
day, and after reading the Journal of the preceding day, Mr. 
Conger made the point of order that the first question before 
the House was the approval of the Journal of a previous day. 
There was some discussion in regard to it, in which several 
gentlemen participated, among them the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], who made the same point as that sug- 
gested by the Chair, that under the rules the House must first 

roceed to the approval of the Journal immediately before the 

ouse. I will call attention to what Mr. BLACKBURN said. On 
March 24, the next day, the House met at 12 o'clock, and imme- 
diately after prayer, before the reading of the Journal, Mr. 
Randall, the Speaker of the House, said: 


The question before the House is the question of privilege raised by the 
gentleman from Maryland (Mr. McLane] as to Monday’s Journal. 


This was Wednesday. Mr. McLane had claimed that the ap- 
proval of the Journal was a privileged question, and that being 
so. the House must consider the Journal earliest in date remain- 
ing unapproved. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND Of Illinois. Is it not in order first to read the Journal of 
yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. The Journal of yesterday relates exclusively to the matter 
of the correctness of the Journal of Monday. The question which the Chair 
submitted to the House on yesterday was the question whether the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from Maryland contained a question of privilege. 


* e > + = * we 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I ask the Clerk to read the first clause of the first rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

1. The Speaker shall take the chair on every legislative day precisely at 
the hour to which the House shall have adjourned at the last sitting, imme- 
diately call the members to order, and on the appearance of a quorum cause 
the Journal of the proceedings of the last day's sitting to be read, having 
previously examined and approved the same. 


Our present rule, to which the Speaker has alluded, is of course 
the same. Mr. BLACKBURN said; 


Now the point of order that I make is that this is a new legislative day, as 
distinct from yesterday. The House did not take arecess on yesterday, but 
adjourned. This is a new legislative day; and under the first clause of the 
first rule defining the duties of the Speaker it is declared that he— 

‘*sShall take the chair on every legislative day precisely at the hour to 
which the House shall have adjourned at the last sitting ''— 


Then, repeating the rule and commenting upon the various 
clauses, he continued: 


I take it for granted that the Speaker has complied with the last portion 
of that clause, and that he has examined and approved the Journal of the 
proceedings of yesterday. And the point I make is that that clause of the 
rule will not be observed or obeyed unless the Speaker now causes the Clerk 
to read a Journal of the proceedings of yesterday. 


Then, after a protracted debate on the question, to which I 
need not allude at length, in which the gentleman from Maine 
{Mr. Reep], Mr. Gartield, and others participated, Speaker Ran- 
dall said: 


The approval of the Journal on other days, as well as on Mondays, is not 
provided for by mere implication, but by the direct terms of the rule. 

Mr. CONGER. The two clauses taken together provide for the approval of 
the Journal on evéry day of the week. 

The SPEAKER. That is the view of the Chair. He therefore thinks it isnot 
only in accordance with the practice, but is obligatory upon the House each 
legisiative day to take action on its Journal. In submitting this morning 
the questions of peter. first as to Monday’s Journal. which came be- 
fore the House for its determination on the point whether it involved a 
question of privilege or not, the Chair based his action upon Rule IX, 
which states that ‘questions of privilege shall be, first, those affecting the 
rights of the House collectively, its safety, dignity, and the integrity of its 

oceedings,” and provides in the last clause that such questions ‘‘shall 

ave prece.tence of all other questions, except motions to fix the day to which 
the House shall adjourn, to adjourn, and for a recess.”’ 

Here is a question submitted to the House for its determination as a ques- 
tion of privilege, relating to the Journal of Monday—a Journal prior to that 
which would be read under the construction which the ae from Ken- 
sony proceetin RuleI. But it matters not whether the Journal of yester- 

ay’s 





ings be read now or not, for the reason that If read the ques- 

tion of privilege as to a prior day’s Journal would immediately come up, 

and the House must dispose of the Journal of its ppomeetings in the order 

of date. The Chair therefore thinks that it is really not a matter of conse- 

—- whether the Journal of yesterday's proceedings be read now or not. 

f read, the question will immediately come up on the prior day’s Journal.— 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, second session Forty-sixth Congress, page 1837. 


That was the ruling of Speaker Randall, and finally the ruling 
was submitted to the House and sustained by the House. It is 
not necessary for me to allude to that. Since that time, and I 
think [I may say before that time, it has been the universal prac- 
tice, where the Journal of a day’s proceedings has gone over with- 
out approval—as itsometimes does by unanimous consent—when 
the question of the approval of the Journal comes up, action 
must take a in the order of the dates of the Journal; and as 
a matter of practice I think it ought to be so held now, and I 
have failed to find a single instance where the Journals have 
been cpetset in reverse order. 

As the Chair understands, I aN make the point for the pur- 


pose of ha the practice settled. I think the first question 
after the ng of this Journal is the approval of the Journal 
of last Thu 8 proceedings, to which I suppose there will be 
no objection. It is simply a question as to the order of the ap- 
proval and the correct practice of the House. 
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The SPEAKER. The decision referred to by the gentleman 
from Michigan |Mr. BURROWS! seems to cover the case. As the 
Chair understands, the question was referred to und decided by 
the House. The Chair does not see the reason of it, but will bow 
toit. The Chair coafesses his inabitity to see any reason why 
the rule of practice should have been adopted by the House which 
was adopted in that case. The rules provide that the Speaker 
shall take the chair at 12 o'clock, nd 4 on the appearance of a 
quorum, cause the Journal of the preceding day's session io be 
read, and approved if correct. Suppose for some reason the day 
passes without this having been done. The next day arrives. 
The Chair directs the Journal of the preceding day to be read, 
which Journal itself discloses that a Journal has not been ap- 
proved. That Journal itself discloses that the first question to 
come up after its approval is the approval of that Journal which 
has not-been approved, because that was the proposition pending 
before the House. So that the Chair is unable to see any reason 
for the rule that, under existing conditions, the first question is 
the approval of the Journal most remote instead of that most 
near to the time of this meeting. 

It is true, the question seems heretofore to have been sub- 
mitted to the House, and the practice contended for seems to 
have been approved by the House. ‘Che Chair will conform to 
that decision. The question is upon the approval of Thursday's 
Journal: and on that question the previous question has been 
demanded and the yeas and nays have been ordered thereon. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iask unanimous consent that the Journal 
be considered as approved. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Without the yeas and niys. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent to reconsider the vote by which the yeas and nays 
were ordered. Without objection, that order will be made. 

Mr. PICKLER. I object. Let us see how the new 
works. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota objects. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to reconsider the vote by which 
the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PICKLER. I withdraw the objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman withdraws the objection. 
Without further objection, then, that order suggested will be 
made, and the Journal will be approved. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Now, the question recurs upon Friday's 
Journal. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I make the same request as to that. 

The SPEAKER. The question is onthe approval of Friday's 
Journal, and the yeas and nays have beenordered. The gentle- 
man from Missouri makes the same request 4s to Friday's Jour- 
nal. Without objection, that will be ordered, and the Journal 
will be approved. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question now before the House is the 
approval of the Journal of Saturday. If there be no objection, 
that Journal will be approved. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Now, the question before the House is the 
motion of the gentleman from Illinois to discharge the warrant 
of the Sergeant-at-Arms. 

Mr. REED. [desire to rise toa question of privilege, con- 
cerning the House. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman think it has the right 
of way of the pending question? 

Mr. REED. I desire to submit it to the Chair, and state my 
object, and possibly some arrangement can be entered into. 
Now, the proposition is to discontinue that order. It seems to 
me, from what examination I have been able to make, that it is 
liable to establish a precedent which, perhaps, it would not be 
wise that the House should establish; and I think the whole pro- 
ceedings have taken place without thit full knowledge of the 

recedents which an examination since has given. [ should 

ike to have the matter disposed of in some way without estab- 
lishing a precedent. 

I do not care what is done with the resolution, whether it be 
referred to the Committee on Rules, or to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. or to any committee of the House, so that the mat- 
ter may be examined and impartially disposed of, if it is pos- 
sible. The fact that the House took this action ought not to 
preclude us from an examination of it, when we consider what 
its possible effect might be. The ob’ection which [ have toa 
continuing order is precisely the situation which it finds us in, 
and which I think was notanticipited. There are, I find, twen- 
ty-eight gentlemen of the House who are liable to arrest by the 
Sergeant-at-Arms. Itis true that this is a proposition to dis- 
charge that order, and I have no objection, so far as [ am con- 
cerned to that, except that it would be likely to furnish a pre- 
cedent. Of course, no harm follows from it to-day; but the 


rule 
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House can easily conceive how some wrong might occur with 
the Sergeant-at-Arms having the power which such a contin- 
uing order would give. 

I think the decision of Mr. Carlisle, as quoted in the Digest, 
and quoted incorectly, has been at the foundation of it; and I 
think when it is examined it will be seen the result is not what 
the House would desire to contemplate. I care not about the 
method, I am not bigoted about the manner in which it shall be 
done, but perhaps the best way of reaching the result is to rise 
to a question of privilege, following the precedent which oc- 
curred in the case the gentleman from Michigan has eited for 
another purpose, when Mr. McLane, of Maryland, interposed 
with a quesion of privilege, where a motion had been made in 
regard to a reference under rules which did not permit any re- 
consideration of a motion to refer. My suggestion is: 


Whereas, the continuing order sought to be dispensed with is contrary to 
the Constitution and rules of the House, the same is hereby declared void. 


Now, I have no objection to that being referred to the Com- 
mitt eon Rules, or, as it involves a constitutional question, to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. I simply make the sugges- 
tion—— 

Mr. CATCHINGS. 

Mr. REED. I have no ob ection. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let this vote be decided in the affirma- 
tive, and then it can be referred. 

Mr. REED, Ido not know about that. The matter will do 
no harm at present. It can be referred to the Committee on 
Rules. The whoie matter can be referred to it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But the yeas and nays have been ordered 
on the motion to discharge the order. 

Mr. REED. Let me explain from my point of view. 

It does not matter wh it stage the proceeding is in when a 
que -tion of privilege which conc >rns the House intervenes, be- 
cause the very nature of a question of privilege is this: The 
House, going on with its regular course of business, finds some- 
thing which concerns its very existence and its methods of do- 
ing business, and it therefore lays aside the business temporarily 
and proceeds to dispose of the question of privilege; just as a 
workman lays aside his work and attends to a case of his own 
sickness. That is an analogy which fairly expresses the idea. 
Now that is precisely whit I want done in this case, that this 
m itter sh ill go to the Committee on Rules or to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and the question be determined. 

Mr. CATCHINGS,. I do not see that in order to get that 
question d>tsrmined for the future guidance of the House it is 
necessary to suspend the proceedings in regard to a rule which 
has aiready been made by the House. I think we had better 
vote on that question and then let this come up separately. 

Mr. REED. I want to submit this. I do not see any other 
method of get'ing at the question. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Will the gentleman read his proposition 
again. I did not hear it distinctly. 

Mr. REED again read his resolution as above. ; 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Let that be referred to the committee if 
you choose. 

Mr. REED. But the whole matter has to be referred if this 
is referred. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I think I must insist upon action upon 
the pending motion, Mr. Spe iker. 

Mr. REED. I have no objection, after this matter is disposed 
of, to the adoption of a resolution that the Serge ant-at- 
Arms is released from the order for the arrest of members. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I think we had better vote on the pend- 
ing question. 

Mr. REED. All I can dé, Mr. S er, is to submit the mat- 
ter. I do itasa member of the House, actuated, as I believe, 
by an honest desire that our proceedings here shall be conducted 
in a regular and orderly manner. 

Mr. CATCHINGS., ell, your resolution can be referred and 
reported back. 

r. REED. This can be referred, but the whole matter must 
be referred at the same time. 
> Mr. CATCHINGS. Let us have the regular order, Mr. 


peaker. 

Mr. REED, Well, Mr. Speaker, this I claim is the ar 
order. And I want to say just a word on the propriety of this 
proposition. If the Speaker will examine the case which was 


presented 
The SPEAKER. Before the gentleman , admitting 
for the sake of the argument hat the r was erroneously 
made, how does this get in now, when the question is of discharg- 
REE This in 
r. D. ts in as a question of privilege. 
The SPEAKER. vhat cman ita ee privilege? 
Mr. REED. I will try to state that. 


Let it go to the Committee on Rules. 
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TheSPEAKER. The gentleman will recollect that the House 
is dividing on a proposition. 

Mr, REED. Yes,I recollect that, and I recognize the fact 
that the House is dividing ona proposition as the strongest pos- 
sible reason for a continuance of action, and,as against anything 
but a question of privilege which concerns the whole House, 
any interruption of that proc2seding would be entirely inadmis- 
sible. I not only recognize that, but I have repeatedly «on- 
tended for it. But my pro}; osition is that this case is an excep- 
tional one, beciuse it makes the whole question a question of 
privilege, and it is not only a general question of the privilege 
of the House —such, for instance, as an attempt to destroy the 
House or something of that sort, of which the House migbt have 
just obtained knowledge and which would necessarily take pre- 
cedence— but it is a question of privilege relating to this very 
seme | transaction, and is therefore admissible on that ground. 

ule LX provides that— 

Questions of privilege shall be, first, those affecting the rights of the House 
collectively, its safety, dignity, and the integrity of 11s proceedings; * * * 
and shall have precedence of all other questions, except motions to fix the 
day to which the House shall adjourn, to adjourn, and for a recess. 

It will be seen that questionsof privilege are, from their very 
nature, of the very highest order, and any question of privilege 
which relates to the House itself isof the highest possible order 
of privilege. It is entitled to precedence under general parlia- 
mentary law, and it is entitled to special precedence under our 
rules. Now, in this case, the matter being a question of priv- 
ilege, the House of course is entitied to dispose of it in whatever 
way it pleases. The fact that it comes up and is a question of 
privilege does not prevent the House from referring it, from 
laying it on the table, or from doing anything with it that it 
chooses; nor does it prevent the Speaker, if he sees fit, from sub- 
mitting the question to the House whether it is a question of 
privilege. All these courses are open to the Speaker and to the 
House, and my suggestion to the gentleman from Mississippi 
{[Mr. CATCHINGS] and to the Committee on Kules is simply that 
this matter shall be referred to a committee to be considered 
carefully so that we may establish a proper precedent instead of 
an improper one. 

And I beg to say that the proceeding is, with all due respect 
to the prior action of the House, simply for the purpose of es- 
tablishing a good precedent and preven:ing the establishmentof 
a bad one. It is my deliberate judgment taatthere is not single 
member of those 25 who can be held for an instant under arrest. 
I think any one of those members would have the right to expe! 
the Sergeant-at-Arms from his immediate presence, as the rule 
stands now. But atthe same time such a rule as this might be 
used at some future time ina way that nobody contemplated when 
the original proceeding was adopted. 

A similar question to this was raised as a question of privilege 
on the approval of the Journa!, and involved precisely the same 
principle.. But the rule itself is so decidedly simple and plain 
that it is very difficult to add much if anything to it. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I do not see how the sug- 
gestion of the gentleman from Maine could possibly be carried 
into execution. The parliamentary situation is this: A report 
was made by the Sergeant-at-Arms of bis proceedings in pursu- 
ance of a warrant of arrest which had been issued and put in his 
hands for execution. The gentieman from Illinois |Mr. 
SPRINGER] moved that the Sergeant-at-Arms be discharged 
from the further execution of that warrant, and upon that mo- 
tion the yeas and nays were ordered. Now I submit with all due 
respect that it isa most extraordinary proposition from a par- 
liamentary standroint, as it seems to me that we should under- 
take to refer to the Committee on Rules or the Committee on the 
Judiciary, or any other committee, a motion pending before the 
House on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. How 
could such a thing be done even if the House desired to do it? 
You can not refer to any committee a question upon which the 
House is actually dividing. 

The best way for the use, Mr. Speaker, to pass upon this 

uestion of privilege ‘if it be one) is to vote on it; and if the 

ouse takes the same view o it that my friend from Maine does, 
it will vote down the motion to discharge: on the other hand, 
if it does not regard itas a question of privilege, or if it regards 
this as a proper proceeding in pursuance of the Constitution 
and rules of the House, it will vote todischarge the writ. I do 
not sce how we can adopt any better method of disposing of this 
question tan by letting the House settle it; and the regular or- 
der would bring about that result. 

Mr. REED. I think | have failed to make myself understood 
on one point by thegentleman from Mississippi. The question 
of privilege being raised on this phase of the proposition, the 
whole woud,as a matter of course, go to the com- 
mittee to which it ht be referred; and it would thus be re- 
moved for the han ole from the House, until the committee 








1894. 





should report for the action of the House. So that my sugges- | 
| sent and that a numberof members had made responses to t! 
|} At that time the gentleman from 


tion involves no interference with the business of the House. 
In fact. this is a part and parcel of the business of the House. 

It is perfectly true, as the gentleman from Mississippi says, 
that a motion to discharge, if adopted, would vacate this par- 
ticular order; but it would not cover the matter in which the 
House is interested as a question of privilege. That isthe point. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. But if the House should agree with the 
gentleman from Maine and vote down the motion to discharge, 
then it would be in order to offer an amendment. 

Mr. REED. But if the House agrees with me 

The SPEAKER. The Chair suggests that neither voting up 
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nor voting down the motion would cover the object of the gen- | 


tleman from Maine. 

Mr. REED. Voting the resolution up or down would cover it; 
but not the other. 

Mr. CATCAINGS. If the House should vote down the motion 
to discharge, the whole question of the procedure of the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms would be before the House for such disposition 
as it might choose to mike. 

Mr. REED. But that does not get rid of the question of privi- 

ce, ° 
ere CATCHINGS. It would then be in order to offer a reso- 
lution that the writ be declared void. 

Mr. McsMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, as a member of the House [ 


have seen the custom under which we operated in this case | 


arise. 
would sit here all night while absent members were being ar- 
rested, or r.ther effort being made to arrest them, and the only 
people who would in fact suffer any punishment would be, not 
the members who were derelict by reason of their absence, but 
those who were sitting here trying to obtain a quorum. In or- 
der to put an end to that practice and adopt a proceeding by 
which the sufferers woud be the members who had, without 
excuse, absented themselves, the custom followed in this in- 
stance was adopted, by which instead of punishing ourselves by 
staying here and waiting for them to come in, we ordered their 


For years whenever we were trying to get a quorum, we | 


arrest and adjourned until they could be brought under arrest. | 
Now, I am as slow as anyone would be to inaugurate or per- | 


petuate any system the result of which is to infract any provi- 
sion of the Constitutionor of proper pariiamentary government. 
But I think we ought to hesitite b>fore returning to the old 
method and adopting a system by which members whoare pres- 
ent would b> punished, instead of the absentees. 

Mr. REED. That is the very point I want investigated. | 
have refrained from arguing the constitutional proposition, be- 
cause I thought that would not be proper on the mere question 
whether this is a matter of privilege ornot. The constitutional 
question is precisely the point I want examined. The remedy 
for the weakness of the method hitherto adopted by the House 
for compelling the attendance of members is not to override the 
existing rule, but to enlarge the rule in such manner as the 
House may deem wise. In other words, the House is the so.e 
depository of power in respect to this matter; and a minority 
can no; be endowed with plenary powers. 
made by the House a special agent, but it can not be made a gen- 
eral agent. 
specified, but not an agent with indefinite powers. 

That is precisely the point I am complaining of——— 

Mr. McMILLIN. If the gentleman will permit me a moment? 

Mr. REED. Certainly. 

Mr. M MILLIN. I will say to the gentleman that his object 
can be accomplished in this way. I would not insist on this if 
it were the first ruling in this direction, b it it has been pursued 
a number of times. I[ will suggest to the gentleman that we 


dispose of this now by discharging the warrant, and then the | 


gentleman from Maine can introduce such an amendment tothe 
rules as will cover the question. let it go to the C ,mmittee on 
Rules, be there determined, and reported to the House. 

Mr. REED. I am going to say frankly to the Speaker with 
regard to this matter in its present stage, that the strongest 
argument against it did not occur to me when it was first pre- 
sented, or when a previous rule of this kind had been adopted 
by the House. But it was only after careful examination that I 
was convinced myself of the objection which lies at the very 
foundation of the matter, and Iam not sure but that the same 
argument will convince the House of that fact if [ can get the 
matter authoritatively before the Committee on Rules or before 
the Judiciary Committee or before whomsoever it sh ll be re- 
ferred bythe House. And I think that examinution will induce 
the Speaker to entertain the question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the status of the 
pending question. The House some days ago adopted a resolu- 
tion to send for its absent members and required that the order 
should remain in force notwithstanding an adjournment of the 
House. Some days after that the Sergeant-at-Arms filed a re- 


It can be made an agent with powers distinctly | 


The minority can be | 
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port that he had arrested no one, but that telegrams had been 
em 
Lliinois [Mr. SPRINGER 
moved to discharge the order, and on that demanded tho pr 
vious question. On the question of ordering the pre 

tion the yeas and nays were ordered. That was understoo 
be a privileged question in itself. 

The gentleman from Maine now submits a proposit 
relates to that identical question. It can be no higher 
thatquestion; ‘in fact it is that ques tion. 

The trouble with the proposition of the gentleman from M 
is that it is dealing with the legality of anorder when you 
pose to diseharge the order. ‘lhe time to ob ect to an order: 
being illegal is when the proposition is made to grant the orde 
and not when a proposition is pending todismiss it. The propo- 
sit.on now is to disiniss this order, while ths proposition o 
gentieman from Maine is to investigatea very important ques- 
tion—the Chair of course frankly makes that statement. that it 
is a very important question and one which perbaps ought tobe 
thoroughly investigated. But we are proceeding now with a 
motion to discharge the order. It is a rule which has been en- 
forced I do not kuow how many times, but atleast several times 
during this and the last Congress. Itisarule which hasalways 
heretofore been discharged by unanimous consent. Up to this 
time no objection has been made to discharge such ord :rs after 
the purpose sought to be accomplished has been attuined. But 
in this case objection is made. 

The Chair can not see that the question presented by the 
gentleman from Maine is one of superior privilege to the pend- 
ing question, because it must be borne in mind that the pending 
question is to discharge a warrant for the arrest of certain 
members. The question of the gentleman from Maine raises 
the question of the legality of the warrant. Now, the Chair cin 


ion W 


Line 
pro- 
as 
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not see that taat question ought to take precedence of the 
question of the discharge of a member from custody, or of a 
warrant for his arrest. 

Therefore the Chair thinks the proposition presentod by the 


gentleman from Maine does not in its present status take any 
priority of or supersede the pending proposition, and can not 
now be considered. 

The question is on ordering the previous question on the 
motion to discharge the warrant, and on that the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the warrant be discharged, and then the gentleman from Maine 
can intcoduce his resolution and have it properly referred. 

Mr. PICKLER. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PICKLER. I understand that the yeas and nays are 
ordered on this proposition? 

The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. PICKLER. Under the newrule adopted to-day, two mem- 
bers will be indicited by the Chair to make note of the names 
of members who are present and not voting. My inquiry is this: 
Will a member who sits in his seat and does not vote have the 
right to require the tellers to record his name as being present? 

The SPEAKER. He has a right to answer “present” on the 
eall of the roll. 

Mr. PICKLER. Suppose he does not answer, and tbe tellers 
do not note him, has he a right to show that he is present, and 
for that purpose to have the tellers note him as being present? 

The SPEAKER. He can answer “ present” when his name 
is called. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. But not afterwards. 

Mr. PICKLER. Suppose he does not answer. 

The SPEAKER. Of course after the roll call he can not an- 
swer, unless he has been noted. Then his name will be called, 
and he can vote. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Ishould like to suggest to the gentle- 
man from South Dakota a way out of this difficulty. He can get 
up and ask to be counted. 

Mr. PICKLER. But, Mr. Speaker, suppose for instance 

The SPEAKER. The Chiir would rather rule upon the ques- 
tion when it arises than to decide a supposititious cise. 

Mr. -PICKLER. But suppose a member intends to vote, and 
goes into the cloakroom, and his name is called while he is ab- 
sent from the Hall of the House, then has he a right to come in 
and vote? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would prefer not to decide the 
case before it arises. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SerINa- 
ER] asks unanimous consent that the warrant be discharged. 

Mr. PICKLER and Mr. PAYNE objected. 

The SPEAKER. Then the question is on ordering the pre- 
vious q' estion, and upon that question the yeas and nays have 
been ordered. The Chair will appoint as te lers the gentleman 
from Missouri, Mr. DOCKERY, and the gentleman from Masga- 


now 
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chusetts, Mr. COGSWELL. The tellers will please take their 
places at the desk. 

The tellers took their places at the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays have been ordered on 
the previous question on the motion to discharge the warrant. 
As many as favor ordering the previous question will, when their 
names are called, say aye, those opposed no; and the Clerk will 
eall the roll. 

The Clerk began the calling of the roll. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, I make the point of order that there is 
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so much confusion that it is impossible to hear the roll call. 


The SPEAKER. 


The Clerk resumed the calling of the roll. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 226, nays 4, an- 
swered ‘' present” 2, not voting 121; as follows: 


Abbott, 
Aitken, 
Avery, 
Babcock 
Bailey. 
Baker, Kaas. 
Bankhead, 
Barnes, 
Bartholdt, 
Barwig, 
Helden, 
Bell, Colo. 
Bell, Tex. 
Blatr, 
Bland, 

Boat ner, 
Boen, 
Bower, N, C. 
Branch, 


YEAS—226. 


Davis, 

De Armond, 
De Forest, 
Denson, 
Dingley, 
Dinsmore, 
Dockery, 
Donovan, 
Doolittle, 
Dunn, 
Dunphy. 
Edmunds, 
Ellis, Oregon, 
English, Cal. 
English, N. J. 
Enloe, 

Epes, 
Erdman, 
Fithian, 


Breckinridge, Ark. Pletcher, 
reckinridge, Ky. Forman, 


Bretz. 
Broderick, 
GBrosius, 
Bryan, 
Bundy, 
Bunn 
Burrows, 
Rynum, 
Cabaniss, 
Cadmus, 
Caminettil, 
Cannon, Cal. 
Varuth. 
Catchings, 
Causey. 
Chickering, 
Clancy, 
Clark, Mo. 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cobb, Mo. 
Cockrell, 
Coffeen, 
Cogswell, 
Compton, 
Cooper, Fla. 
Cooper, Ind. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cousins, 
Covert, 

Cox, 

Crain, 
Culberson, 
Cummings, 
Curtis, Kans. 


Adams, Pa. 


Adains, Ky. 
Alderson, 
Aldrich, 
Alexander, 
ey, 
Arnold, 
Baker, N. H. 
Baldwin, 
Bartlett, 
Beltzhoover, 
Berry, 
Bingham, 
Black, Ga, 
Black, Il). 
Boutelle, 
Bowers, Cali. 
Brattan, 
Brickner, 
Brookshire, 
Brown, 
Burnes, 
Caldwell, 
Campbell, 
Cannon, Il. 
Capehart, 


Funston, 
Gardner, 
Gear, 
Geary, 
Gillet, N. Y. 
Goldzier, 
Gorman, 
Grady, 
Gresham, 
Griffin, 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 
Grow, 
Hager, 
Hainer, 
Hall, Minn. 
Hare, 
Hatch, 
Haugen, 
Hayes, 
Heard, 
Henderson, Il. 
Henderson, Lowa 
Hendrix, 
Hepburn, 
Hermann, 
Hines, 
Holman, 
Hooker, Miss. 
Houk, 
Hudson, 
Hulick, 
Hunter, 
Hutcheson, 
Ikirt, 

Izlar, 


Johnson, N. Dak. 
Jones, 
Kem, 
Kiefer, 
Kribbs, 
Kyle, 
Lacey, 
Lane, 
Latimer, 
Lawson, 
Layton, 
Lefever, 
Lester, 
Linton, 
Livingston, 
Lockwood, 
Loud, 
Lucas, 
Lynch, 
Maddox, 
Magner, 


Maguire, 
Mahon. 
Mallory, 


Martin, Ind. 
Marvin, N. Y. 
McAleer, 
McCleary, Minn. 
McCreary, Ky. 
McCulloch, 
McDannold, 
McDearmon, 
McDowell, 
McEttrick, 
McGann, 
McKaig, 
McLaurin, 
sonia. 
cNagny, 
McRae, . 
Mercer, 
Meredith, 
Meyer, 
Montgomery, 
Moses, 
Mutchler, 
Neill, 
Northway, 
O'Neil, Mass. 
O'Neill, Mo. 
Outhwaite, 
Paschal, 
Patterson, 
Paynter, 
Pearson, 
Perkins, 
Pigott, 


NAYS—4. 
Hull, Williams, Miss. 


ANSWERED “PRESENT"’—2. 


Conn, 


Dalzell, 


Johnson, Ohio 


NOT VOTING—121. 


Childs, 
Cockran, 
Coombs, 
Cornish, 
Crawford, 
Curtis, N. Y. 
Danieis, 
Davey, 
Dolliver, 
Draper, 
Durborow, 
Bulis, Ky. 
Everett, 
Fielder, 
Funk, 


Fyan, 
Geissenhainer, 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goodnight, 
Graham, 


Hartman, 
Heiner, 
Henderson, N. ©. 
Hi 


Hit 
Hooker,N. Y. 
Hopkins, Il. 
Hopkins, Pa. 
Johnson, Ind. 
Lapham, 

ie, 
Loudenslager, 
Marsb, 
Marshall 


Heenan 
Milliken, 
Money, 
Moon, 
Morse, 


Murray, 
Newlands, 
Oates, 


The House will be in order. 


Richards, Ohio 
Richardson, Mich. 


Richardson, Tenn. 


Ritchie, 
Robbins, 
Robertson, La. 
Russell, Ga. 
Ryan, 
Sayers, 
Shaw, 
Sherman, 
Sibley, 
Sipe, 
— 
Springer, 
Stallings, 
Stevens, 
Stone, C. W. 
Stone, Ky. 
Strait, « 
Straus, 
Swanson 
Talbert, 5. C. 
Talbott, Md. 
Tate 


Taylor, Ind, 
Taylor, Tenn. ° 
Terry, 
Thomas, 
Tracey, 
Tucker, 
‘Turner, Ga. 
Turner, V4. 


Wise, 
Wolverton, 
Woomer, 
Wright, Mass. 


Page, 

Pence. 
Pendleton, Tex. 
Pendleton, W. Va. 
Phillips, 

Bm 

Price, ° 

Ro ome, Pa. 


Rus 

Russell, Conn. 

Schermerhorn, 
ton, 

Settle, 

Shell, 


Snodgrass, 


Somers, 


on 


Stone, W. A. 
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Wilson. Wash. 


Storer, Tyler, Wanger, 
Wright, Pa. 


Strong, Van Voorhis, N. Y. Wells, 

Sweet, Van Voorhis, OhioW heeler, Ill. 
Tarsney, Wadsworth, White, 
Tawney, Walker, Wilson, W. Va. 

The roll was called the first time. 

TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will call the names of those gen- 
tlemen who failed to respond on the first call. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker,I submitthe point of order 
that under the new rule this second call can not be had unless a 
quorum has not voted. Then the names are to be reported by 
the tellers to the Speaker and that list is to be called; and that 
is the only second call that can be had. I submit that point of 
order. 

The SPEAKER. That is done after the completion of the 
roll call. Itis not meant to interfere with the usual roll call. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Let me read the rule. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman may read the rule. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON (reading): 


If aquorum does not respond ona roll call, then the names of those so 
noted as present shall be reported to the Speaker, who shall cause the list 
to be called from the Clerk’s desk and recorded in the Journal. 


Mr. HATCH. That is the rule, Mr. Speaker, provided for by 
the former rule. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Now wait until I get through. There 
is only one roll call, and then the next proposition is that those 
who are present and have not voted shall be noted by the tellers 
as presentand shall be reported to the Speaker, who shall cause 
the list to be called from the Clerk’s desk, providing there is no 
quorum. Thatis the plainrule. Then go to the bottom of the 
new rule and it reads thus: 

Members noted may record their votes— 


That is the opportunity, in lieu of the old second call of the 
roll, for members to record their votes— 
notwithstanding the provisions of clause 1 of this rule. 

Now, if the ruling be correct, we have three chances to record 
votes instead of two. This new rule leaves out the second roll 
eall, and while the list reported by the tellers is being read it 
gives members a second chance to be recorded, as the old rule 
gave them. 

The SPEAKER. The rule was not designed, the Chair will 
state to the gentleman from Georgia and to the House, to inter- 
fere with the roll call at all. The Chair will call attention to 
the first clause of Rule XV: 


1. Upon every roll call the names of the members shall becalled alphabet- 
ically by surname, except when twoor more have the same surname, in 
which case the name of the State shall be added; and if there be two such 
members from the same State, the whole name shall be called; and after 
the roll has been once called, the Clerk shall call in their alphabetical order 
the names of those not voting; and thereafter the Speaker shall not enter- 
tain a request to record a vote. 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. Then, Mr. Speaker, that Rule XV ap- 
plies to the second clause of the rule as adopted this afternoon. 

The SPEAKER. That roll call follows the identical words 
provided in the first clause of Rule XV, and the roll call as pro- 
vided in that clause consists of two calls. That was not in- 
tended to be changed; but it was intended to permit those gen-- 
tlemen who were noted as present and not voting to vote when 
their names are called from the Clerk's desk for verification 
and that the House might see that they are actually present. 
The Clerk will call the roll again. 

The Clerk called the roll a second time. 

The SPEAKER. On this qtestion the yeas are 226, the noes 
are 5; and two gentlemen have answered ‘‘ present.” The ayes 
have it, and the previous question is ordered. The question is 
now on the main question. 

The question was taken; andthe niotion of Mr. SPRINGER to 
discharge the warrants was agreed to. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I was requested by the gen- 
tleman from Missouri, Mr. MORGAN, to state that he was called 
to the Deaf and Dumb Asylum, and it was impossible for him to 
be here. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, [ desire to say that my col- 
league, Mr. TARSNEY, is detained by sickness. 

HAWAII 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
of the President; which was read, referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, and, with the accompanying papers, ordered to 
be printed: 

To the Congress: 


I transmit herewith copies of certain dispatches from the United States 
m nister at Honolulu received by the Secretary of State since my message 


of March 9, 1894. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, April 13, 1894. 
TREASURY NOTES. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to House resolution 








1894. 
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| 


of the 5th instant, information relative to Treasury notes; which | 


was referred te the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 

be printed. 

DEFICIENCIES IN APPROPRIATIONS FOR THE 
COLUMBIA. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Act- 
ing Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting estimates of deficien- 


DISTRICT OF 


| the Committee on Finance, embraciag a reprint of House bill 4854, wi 


cies of appropriations for the District of Columbia for 1894 and | 


for prior years; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 


CLASSIFICATION OF DIVISTONS IN THE PATENT OFFICE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House aletter from the Act- | 


ing Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a communication 
from the Secretary of the Interior relative to the establishment 
of a classification division in the Patent Office, and reegmmend- 
ing an appropriation therefor; also, an additional appropriation 
for the scientific library; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


ENTRY OF STEAMSHIPS. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 


retary of the Treasury, transmitting copy of Senate bill 1886,"*A 


bill to facilitate the entry of steamships,” and recommending 
its speedy passage; which was referred to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


RECORD AND PENSION DIVISION. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy of a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of War, submitting an estimate of appropria- 
tions for rent of building on G street, for the use of the Record 
and Pension Division from June 15, 1893, to June 30, 1894; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

DISBURSEMENTS OF ARMY OFFICERS. 

The SPEAKER alsolaid before the House a letter from the Sec 
retary of War, transmitting reports of inspections of disburse- 
ments by officers of the Army during the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1893; which was referred to the Committee on Expenditures 
in the War Department. 


PETOSKEY HARBOR, MICHIGAN, 


The SPEAK ER also laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of War, transmitting a copy of a letter addressed to the 
Chief of Engineers with respect to an itemin the river and har- 
bor bill for the improvement of the harbor at Petoskey, Mich.:; 
which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


UNION PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER alsolaid before the House aletter from the At- 
torney General, transmitting, pursuant to House resoulution 
dated the 5th instant, information relative to the Union Pacific 
Railway Company; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pacific Railroads, and ordered to be printed. 


FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House copies of the findings 
of the Court of Claims in the cases of the following-named per- 


to the Committee on War Ciaims: 
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lution of the Senate; which was read and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 10,000 copies of the compilation prepared under the direction of 





h Sen 
ate amendments thereto suggested by the Committee on Finance. together 
with existing tariff law and the Mills bill of 1888, with a comparative state 

ment as to rates of duty, ete., for the use of the Senate 


URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House, without 
objection, a House bill with Senate amendments, being one of 
the appropriation bills. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 

A bill (H. I. 6556) to provide for further urgent deficiencies in the appro 


priations for the service of the Government for the fiscal year endi 
30, 1894, and for other purposes 


Mr. SAYERS. ILask unanimous consent that the Hous 
concur in the Senate amendments and ask for a conference 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker appointed as con- 
ferees on the part of the House Mr. SAYERS, Mr. LIVINGSTON, 
and Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows 

To Mr. MURRAY, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

‘To Mr. CAMPBELL, indefinitely, on account of sickness in 
family. 

To Mr. 
business. 

To Mr. Samira of Illinois, until the 15th of May. 


non 
on 


his 


SICKLES, for three days, on account of important 


To Mr. Coomss, for three days, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

To Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia, for this day, on account 
of sickness. 

To Mr. SETTLE, for two weeks, on account of sickness in his 
family 

‘To Mr. HAMMOND, for ten days, on account of important busi 
ncss. 
f ‘lo Mr. SPERRY, for one week. on account of the death of a 
riend. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. HARTER, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to with- 
draw from the files of the Committee on Invalid Pensions papers 
in the case of A. B. Keith, Fifty-third Congress, no adv 
port having been made thereon. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I move 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 

The SPEAKER. That is not in order until after the call of 
committees. 

Mr. WELLS. Mr. Speaker,I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

‘The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WELLS. I wish to ask the Speaker whether, under the 
new rule adopted a while ago, any other excuse than sickness 


re- 


that 


| gives a man the privilege of being absent from the House? 


I ) | for I want to 
sons against the United States; which were severally referred | 


Andrew McEver, deceased; M. R. Williams, deceased; John | 


Anderson, deceased. 


TEXARKANA AND FORT SMITH RAILWAY COMPANY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (H. R. 1916) 
authorizing the Texarkana and Fort Smith Railway Company to 
bridge Little River in the State of Arkansas, with an amend- 
ment of the Senate thereto. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 2, line 8, strike out ‘‘as nearly as practicable.” 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the amendment of the 
Senate be concurred in. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MCRAE moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ment of the Senate was concurred in, and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


OTIS SMITH. 


The SPEAKERalso laid before the House a bill (S. 1640) grant- 
ing a ponsion to Otis Smith: which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on [Invalid Pensions. 


REPRIN? OF TARIFF BILL WITH SENATE AMENDMENTS, 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following reso- 


| ter. 


The SPEAKER, 
absence. 

Mr.WELLS. A further parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker 
et right on this question. Does that leave of ab 
sence carry with it the right for the member to be absent and 
still draw his pay? [Laughter. | 

The SPEAKER. The Speaker has no control over that mat- 
That is a matter of law. 

OVERDRAFTS OF ARMS. 

On motion of Mr. SAYERS, by unanimous consent. a letter 
from the Secretary of War, inclosing a letter from the Chief 
of Ordnance and other papers giving States and Territories 
charged with arms overdrawn under section 1661 of the Revised 
Statutes, was ordered to be printed as a miscellaneous document, 


The House, of course, can grant leave o! 


; and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


THE LATE SENATOR GIBSON. 

Mr. MEYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present considera- 
tion of the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows, and was unanimously 
adopted: 

Resolved, That Saturday, the 21st day of April, beginning at 2 o'clock p 
m., be set apart for eulogies on the late Randall L. Gibson 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the committees 

ports. 


for re- 


SECTION 40, REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. WOLVERTON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
reported a resolution in lieu of a resolution offered by Mr. KIL- 
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GORE to enforce section 40 of the Revised Statutes; which was 
referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


JUDICIAL DISTRICTS, NORTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. LAYTON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported | 


back with a fivorable recommendaion a bill (H. R. 6542) tochange 
the lines between the eastern and western judicial districts of 
North Carolina and fixing time for holding the courts in siid 
eastern district; which was referr -d to the House Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGES, 


Mr. GEARY, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign | 
Commerce, reported back favorably the bill :\H. R. 6126) to | 
amend an act to authorize construction of a bridge at Burling- | 


ton, lowa. approved August 6, 1483, and amended by act ap- 
proved February 21, 1890; which was referred to the House Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. GEARY also, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, reported back with amendment the bill (H.R. 
6055) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the Monen- 


gahela River in the city of Pittsburg; which was referred to | 
the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- | 


dered to be printed. 
Mr. GEARY also, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 


eign Commerce, reported back with amendment the bill (H.R. | 
6123) authorizing the construction of a bridge over the Monon- | 
gahela River at the foot of Diekson street, in the borough of | 


Homestead, in the State of Pennsylvania; which was referred 
tc the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. GEARY also, from the Committee on Interstate and 


Foreign Commerce, reported back favorably the bill ( H. R. 6078) | 
to authorize the Pittsburg and Manstield Railroad Company to | 


construct and maintain a bridge across the Monongahela River; 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

EXTERMINATION OF THE GYPSY MOTH. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississipi, from the Committee on Ag- 
riculture, re; orted back adversely the bill (H.R. 4214) to pro- 
vide for the extermination of the Ocneria dispar, or the gypsy 
moth; which was laid on the table, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

AFFIDAVITS IN LAND ENTRIES. 


Mr. NELLL, from the Committee on Public Lands, reported | 


a bill (H_ R. 6719) to provide for the validation of affidavits made 
before United States commissioners in all land entries; which 
was read a first und second time, referred to the House Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompany report, ordered to be printed. 
Mr. NEILL also, from the Committee on Public Lands, re- 
ported back adversely joint resolutions of the following titles; 


which were laid on the table, House bill No. 6719 having been 


repor ed in lieu thereof!: 

A joint resolution (AH. Res, 136) to provide for the validation 
of affidavits made before United States commissioners in all land 
entries; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 137) providing that ali entries un- 


der the homestead, pre*mption, and timber-culture or desert- | 


land law made between May 26, 1890. and the date of approval of 
this resolution, etc., are hereby validated: 


RESURVEY OF GRANT AND HOOKER COUNTIES, NEBR. 


Mr. HALL of Minnesota, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported as a substitute for House bill No. 6290 a bill (H. 
R. 6720) providing for the resurvey of Grant and Hooker Coun- 
ties, in the State of Nebraska; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
atate of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

House bill No. 6290 was, by unanimous consent, laid on the 
table. 


RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH YAKIMA INDIAN RESERVATION. 


Mr. WILSON of Washington, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported back with amendment the bill |H. R. 2015) 
granting to the Columbia Irrigation Company a right of wa 
through the Yakima Indian Reservation, in Washington: whic 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and, with the accompany report, ordered to be 
printed, 


WAR CLAIMS BY AND AGAINST TENNESSEE. 
Mr. ENLOKE, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back ae the joint resolution (S. R. 61) viding for the 
adjustment of certain claims of the United States against the 
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State of Tennessee, and certain claims of the State of Tennessee 
against the United States: which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

WATER-MAIN ASSESSMENTS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. POST, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported back with amendment the bill (H. 8. 3294) to regulate 
water-main assessments in the District of Columbia; which was 
referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
| report, ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE FOR CUSTOMS EMPLOYFES. 

Mr. BARWIG, from the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Treasury Department, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 
6658) providing for leave of absence for officers and empioyés in 
the customs service of the Government; which was referred to 
| the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and, 
| with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
| announced that the Senate had passed with amendments the 
bill | H. 1%. 6556) to provide for further urgent deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the service of the Government for the fiscal 
| year ending June 30, 1894, and for other purposes; in which the 
| concurrence of the House was requested, 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
| ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 
| A bill (Hl. &. 1917) authorizing the Texarkana and fort Smith 
Railway Company to bridge the Sulphur River, in the State of 
Arkansasor in the State of Texas: 
A bill (H.R. 5041) to extend the time authorizing the St. Louis 


|} and Birmingham Railroad to build a bridge across Tennessee 
| River at Clifton, Tenn.; and 

| <A bill (H.R. 0356) to authorize the West Braddock Bridge 
| Company to construct a bridge over the Monongahela River 
| from the borough of Rankin to Mifflin Township. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

| The call of committees having been concluded, 


Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I move that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole on the stats of the 
Union for the consideration of general appropriation bills. 
| The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. BArury in the chair. 
| The title of the bill before the Committee of the Whole as un- 
| finished business was read, as follows: 
| A bill (H. B, 6016) making appropriation for the service of the Post-Oftice 
| Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895. 
| Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I ask unanimousconsent that 
this bill be passed over for the present. The chairman of the 
| Committee on the Post Office and Post-Roads [Mr. HeNpERSON 
| of North Carolina', who his charge of the bill, is away under 
| the order of the House, as a memberof the committee appointed 
| to escort the remains of Senator Vance to his late home in North 
| Carolina. . 
There being no objection,-the bill was passed over for the 
present. 
DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


| The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next bill upon 
| the Calendar, 

The Clerk read as follows: ; 

A bill (BH. R. 6108) making appropriations for the diplomatic and consular 
service of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the first formal reading of the bill be dis- 

| pensed with. 
| ‘The CHAIRMAN. [If there be no objection, that order will 
| be made. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, in the prepa- 
ration of the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill the Com- 
mittee on Foreiga A /airs has endeavored to adhere closely to 
existing law. We believe that the diplomatic and consular serv- 
ice should be maintained in accordance with the economy usu- 
ally practiced under our system of government. We think that 
there should not be extravagance and that there should not be 
parsimony, but that there should be, in preparing this appropri- 
ation bill. fairness, just'ce, and conservatism. 

The bill under consideration appropriates for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1895, $1,514,738.7. The appropriations for the 
fiseal year ending June 50, 1594, amounted to 1,560,445. The de- 


- 
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erease, therefore, in the accompanying bill as reported by the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs is $46,706.24. : bs 

It is proper that L should state that while we give millions of 
dollars in the other appropriation bills, yet our consular service 
atthe present time isself-sustaining. Theconsular fees collected 
from the foreign service amounted in the last fiscal year to $1,- 
009,060.26. The amount collected will probably increase each 
year as we proceed, and therefore the net costof the diplomatic 


mee 
ors. 


and consular service of the United States for the fiscal year end- | 


ing June 80, 1895, will probably be less than $500,0U0. I know 


| 


of no other great natio: in the world that maintains its diplo- | 
matic and cons .lar service for so small an amount of money as | 


we do in this country 


The bill under consideration contains few changes, and all the 
changes have been carefully considered and matured by the 
cowmittee. The bill, as [ have said before, is drawn as closely 
as possible in accordance with the existing law. 


the entire expense being less than a half | $150,000 
million of dollars per annum, when we take into consideration | | athe tatenentel tat 
the amount received in the way of feesfrom ourconsular service. on ' : 
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I do not know what time will be desired by gentlemen forthe | 


discussion of the bill, or whether any of them desire to speak. 
If there is no desire for further discussion I would ask unani- 
mous consent that the general debate be closed and that we read 
the bill under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. HITT. What.is the suggestion of the gentleman? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Does my colleague desire 
be heard? 

Mr. HITT. Ishould like to occupy a short time. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. 
indicate wh.t time? 

Mr. GITL. IT would rather not make an arrangementat pres- 
eni about the time. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentuc 
remainder o. my time. 

Mr. HiTT. Mr. Chairman, thisconsularand diplomatic appro- 
priation bill, which is anannual one, and similar to those we havo 
had in all the past Congresses, has not much merit or demerit 
about it. 
followed by its predecessors in making purposely an inadequate 
provision for the service. 
all the older members here know very well, for many years, with 
the expectation taat the Senate would make up the deficiency, 
and that the House would agree in conference afterwards to the 
additions, 


to 


my. 
d 


Very weil; then I reserve the 


PRETENSES OF ECONOMY. 
The reason for this has been that the House for many years 
has generally been Democratic, while the Senate has generaliy 
been Repubiican; and it being the dosire of tae Democratic 


1as been done in the House, as | 
That | en done ” , | amount so that we expended last year only $83,000 for this pur- 


Will the gentleman kindly 


| of contingent expenses $196.00. 


Perhaps its merit is that it does not take the course | 


House to make a record of eeonomic legisiation for electioneer- | 


ing purposes, the Committee on Foreign Affairs brought in a 
bill providing in very scant terms for the public service abroad 
in both consular and diplomatic branches. The House passed 
it, and each member then went over to the Republican Senate 
and tried to have the amendments he desired incorporated in 
the bill; and they were generally made. Then in conference 
the House assented to the additions. 

This has occurred in nearly every Congress for many years; 
as you recollect, it was done to the worst extent in the last Con- 
gress, when the bill brought into the House cut down the pro- 
vision necessary to support the service about 20 or 25 per cent, 
and in some cases 50 per cent. Now the Senate is Democratic 
also, and there is no apparent reason for this parade of frugality; 
and this biil provides a fair compensation for most consuls. 
the trail of the old serpent of ostensible retrenchment can still te 
seen in parts of this bili, and the force of habit can not be over- 
come atonce. It took time and long debate for this Congress to 
reach the crisis seen this morning of surrendering to the states- 
man from Maine |Mr. REED), and adopting the well-tried method 
of legislation by counting a quorum, and it will take time for the 
Demoeratic party to learn to legislate fairly for their own Ad- 


But | 


ministration; to appropriate for their own officeholders at a fair | 


rate. 
SHORT ‘‘CLERK HIRE.” 

Here is one instance in this bill, not touching salaries, for 
nearly every consul who gets a salary has a friend here to look 
outfor him but touching that general item called clerk hire, 
which provides a lump sum for expenditure by the Department 
in every one of the consulates. The Secretary, in the estimates 
sent in when Congress opens, always asks Congress to give a 
certain amount for this purpese. Last year it was $25.00), which 
was expended. The present Secretary, desiring to comply with 
the manifest disposition of the House to limit and specify the 

* appropriations as closely as possible for each office, in his esti- 
mates, de ated fourteen of the consulates, that previously 
were pro for out of the general lump appropriation, and 
estimated for them in specific amounts, some $600, some $800. 
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These amounted to about $9,000inall. He then requested tha 
Congress give him only $20,000 instead of $25,000, as the genera 
lump sum for clerk hire for the remainder of the hundreds of 
consulates. Now, the committee took him at his word as to the 
last part, and only gave him $20,000 for the lump sum to di 
tribute, but dropped out and ignored all the items for the { 
teen oflices that were to be provided for inspecific appropriation 


It is expected by the very gentleman who framed this bill th 
this will be corrected in the Senate, and he exp cts to assent to 


that change, instead of inserting it now, as it ought to bo done. 


CONTINGENT EXPENSES SKIMPED 

Take another item, the contingent expenses of consulat 
That is a large and a vague sum. There is noo 
It only concerns the pubiic inter 

not any particular politician or officeholders salary. The Se 


retary asks for $200,000, for the contingent expenses of all 
consulates we havein the world. Now, thecommittee have given 
him only $150,000. 

There are 799 United States consular offices —249 prirecipal 
sularied, 91 principal unsalaried, and 459 consular age 
There arenineteen items of contingent expense for these offi-es 
rent, furniture, stationery, postuge, ete. The rent paid las 
year was $83,000, and they are poorly enough cared tor. Tho 
postage was $26,000. This is in the work tor waich cons 
were created, to encourage trade by communicating necessary 


information to those merchants interested and inquiring abou 
markets. A new broom always sweeps clexn, or attempts to. 

A new Secretary always tries tobe economical All new 
tionaries are reformers, or profess to be; yet last year the new 
Secretary of State was compelled to expend for this very item 
The yeur be’ore last ‘it was 
$224,000. The year before that it was $228,000, and now the 
committee give only $150,000 in this bill, knowing that it can 
not suffice. 

Why, take that item of rent. The old general law provides 
that the consul may be allowed for rent a sum equal to 2 
cent of the amount paid him for salary. That, under the la 
would require $101,000 per annum for the rent of consulat 
By economy, by disallow nc», t.e Department bis re .uced the 


fune- 


$2 


per 
w. 


pose. Postage amountei to »20,000. If this bill should pass in 
its present form it would leave only a little over $40,000 for all 
the other seventeen items of the long list called contingent ex 
penses—blank books, stat onery, furniture, ete. I will not enu- 
meratethemall. They are bisiness details. But recollect that 
the part of this bill which provides for contingent expenses, such 
as postage, rent, ete., is the one thing that is purely and simply 
the absolute requisite for the essential business of the Govern 
ment. 

You can cut down salaries; that simply makes an ofticeholder 
live more economically, and sometimes it is possible—such a 
thing is dreamed of—he may resign: but when you tiuke away 
the clerk hire for the work in the great offices where merchants 
are pressing with their business, where the ship is about to sail, 
where invoices are piled up, where the coysul can not possibly 
get the work done in time, bec iuse you will not allow a few dol 
lars for clerk hire, you obstruct and injure the trade of our 
merchants; you delay them for weeks till the next sailing day; 
you cripple the business of the United States. 

Through these consulates last year pa+s°d $776,000,000 of com- 
merce on its way to our ports. This little sum for contingen- 
cies is not taken from the Treasury or the taxpayer. Those 
very offices where this allowance is cut off are the ones that re- 
turned to the Treasury over a million dollars of revenue, far 
above what they cost. This is the kind of economy this bill 
shows. Itis in the part that most concerns the business of the 
country, the very thing for which we have consuls. 

WHAT DO CONSULS NOW DO? 

And here let me explain some features of our consular system. 
A consul is now no longer what the word consul meant long ago, 
when the offics was established by other nations. In our most 
important consular posts he no longer exercises the functions 
for which that officer wis created —that Is, the protection of the 
lives, property, and privileges of the people of his country. 

In most eases a consul is to dy simply a Trensury agent in 
some commercial city, and his aid in hixhly civilized countries 
is rarely needed for the safety or protection of American citi- 
zens. sides certifying invoices, about ail he does is to per- 
form notarial duties, for which he gets fees which he retain 
The fees for verifying invoices of goods coming to the United 
States are turned into the Treasury. That is about all there is 
of a consul now, and in the grext cities like Paris, London, Liv- 
erpool, etc., he is the merest shadow of the original thing called 
a consul; his true consular duties have disappeared, because the 
are no longernecessary. Law is justly administered and Ameri- 
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cans wre safe in their rights without his aid. But in such cities 
our consuls get the highest pay. In less civilized countries, 
where they are really needed as protecting consuls, they are paid 
very little. 


CONGRESSIONAL 


WHAT THEY USED TO Do. 
Consuls were first sent out by the merchants themselves. 
Then, by their influence the European governments were con- 


strained to send out intelligent men as official representatives, | 


stationed in foreign ports and places far away, chiefly in the 


East, where they could protect traders and seamen, and any of | 


their countrymen amid the uncertainties of feebly administered 
law, the arbitrary action of petty tyrants and the violence of 
disorderly regions. There is little of that now and little care 
given to it. Our consular officers in remote countries where 
consular duties, as originally understood, are to be performed, 
are the most wretchedly paid of all, and the greater part of them 
are not American citizens atall, but residentsof those countries. 
They only receive a pitiful sum in fees, which are small because 
our trade there is small—pay so slender that no American will 
have the oftice. So that when you travelinacountry where law 
is badly administered, where there is disorder, where there is 
need of the flag and the strong arm of your country to protect 
you, if you seek out your consul you find a foreigner, who often 
can not speak English, to teli you what protection you are entitled 
to. 
SALARIES GRADED BY FEES. 

The rule in our system, generally followed in fixing pay, is to 
give a salary proportioned to the fees where they are large, as 
in the great cities from which we import, and in places where 


the fees for certifying invoices, $2.50 per invoice, are small— | 
$1,000 or less—we pay him no salary, but let him retain the fees. | 
In scores of places the consuls only get $100 to $500. Of course | 


these places are filled by appointing residents, thatis, foreigners, 
to be American consular officers. 

Long ago, when they were first established by civilized gov- 
ernments, it was because of the need of them for protection. 
Remember the public law of the world was, to put it briefly, that 
the stranger was an enemy or open to be despoiled. Whenever 
a foreigner died in any land his property was taken possession 
of at once—confiscated, as we would consider it in the light of 
our present Christian civilization. That was the usage of the 
ancient world, and for centuries it was so in modern Europe. 

That was the reason why consuls were first appointed to the 
Leyantine ports and afterwards to all commercial cities. Why, 
it was only two hundred yearsago that prayers were offered up 
publicly in churches along the North Sea coast ‘‘ that God would 
graciously send on our coast many eee this in order 
that these prayerful souls might plunder them; for it was re- 

arded as perfectly legitimate to strip any victim who came 
nto their hands. Now, Americans who go abroad do not fear 
such enemies, nothing fiercer than hackmen and hotel-keepers. 
They only go to a consulate to execute some paper, a deed or 
affidavit to be sent home, for which they pay a pretty round 
fee. The consul is to them merely a sort of notary public, and 
his steady business is signing certificates to invoices. 

HOW OUR CONSULS BEGAN, 

Now, our service, if I am not wearying you with this talk, 
sprung up in the most accidental, casual way in tho world. It 
is not a system to-day. It never was. Thore is no method init. 
It was not originally established by law. Why, there were a 
seore of consuls out all over the wor!d, appointed by Washing- 
ion, before the first act was passed, in 1792; and, by the — it 
was passed immediately after the first act of American le sla- 
tion, the tariff law of Washington, for the protection and en- 
couragement of American manufactures, 

As a tariff of duties was collected on merchandise imported 
into the country, invoices or bills of the goods at the ports from 
which -they came, setting out their character and value, wére 
required of importers so as to determine how much duty should 
be collected on them at our custom-houses. Consuls were sent 
out to verify these invoices, examining and certifying to their 
truth before the goods started for the United States. They were 
allowed a fee on each invoice. That was all they were paid. 

In that way our consular service started, without plan or sys- 
tem, and it went on in the most supremely happy-go-lucky 
fashion—no principle or rule of appointment, or promotions, or 

rades, or tenure or pay or functions, or respestive authority. 

t was like a wild tree; it came up spontaneously. The consuls 
only received the fees—no salaries. But the fees became more 
and mcre unequal. Some consuls made fortunes, $50,000 a year; 
others got little or nothing. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, President Pierce appointed his friend 
Hawthorne consul at Liverpool, after writing a campaign biogra- 
phy of Pierce—the best office in his gift. Had all the favored 
consuls been Hawthornes it would be ungracious to find fault, 
for every American who reads and appreciates the work of that 
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| exquisite and original genius, owes a debt for the delight he 
has given to our better nature, and we admit that his splendid 
| contribution to thecommon glory of the American name earned 
| more than all the fees he received at Liverpool. 

Yet these great cities where our principal and best paid con- 
suls are sent are the very places where American citizens do not 
need eereoen The laws there are well administered and pro- 
tect the rights of Americans as well as their own people. At 
posts in other countries, where there was little that deserved 
the name of law and where administration was bad, where men’s 
rights were uncertain and American citizens often sorely needed 
protection from lawlessness, there being less commerce with 
| this country, there was little pay in fees; and so the consul was 
| Starved or we could not keep an American there as consulatall, 
| and had some foreigner acting as agent. 

WHAT THEY OUGHT TO DO. 

Now, I think the duty of a consul is to protect something 
greater and nobler than Treasury revenues; it is to protect 
American citizens. A man is more important than a dollar. 
But the pay in fact was inversely to the necessity of a consul. 
Our system, if it be a system, has always proceeded backwards. 
‘The law of 1856 was the first one that attempted to introduce 
| something like system, but the classifications were without 
meaning or practical value, for there was no promotion from 
| grade to grade, no fixity of tenure, little regard in compensa- 
tion to the character of the duties, no provision, either in the 
| theory or in the practice afterwards. for rewarding a man who 
' showed signal ability in a post of difficulty by promoting him to 
a higherand moreresponsible post. The higher post was always 
| the one of less responsibility and less difficulty, and the ambi- 





| tion of a consul in trying for a better position was to get one of 
larger pay in a great city, where he would probably meet no 


| question of duty that would test his ability at all. 


WHY A GOOD OFFICER QUITS. 

There is no provision for recognizing zeal and efficiency. I 
knew a consul—Mr. Dyer, at Odessa—who with American en- 
ergy and zeal employed all the time he could spire in urging 
upon the merchants and people there the use of American goods 
and manufactures, of which he induced houses bere td send small 
ventures. His work was quickly recognized by our merchants. 
It was plain that such aman would be wanted by them. I as- 
sured him that I would endeavor to have his salary raised, and 
it was raised, I believe, $500; but it was too late; he was offered 
much more than his salary by merchants to go elsewhere in Eu- 
rope introducing American goods, and of course he left the 
service, where such men are most wanted. I know a similar 
case of one our consuls in Germany, who gathered samples of 
our manu‘actures and food products and advanced their popu- 
larity and sale atonce. Iam sorry to say that he soon went out 
of office owing to a change of Administration. 

Now, therisk of immediate removal is such that you can not 
expect to keep a good consul. 

DANGEROUS PROMOTION REFUSED. 


We have in the service now thirteen consular clerks that you 
can not remove except for cause. They have been at their posts 
a long time and have become well trained. They are familiar 
with the languages, usages, laws, and commercial customs of the 
countries in which they are serving, with the methods of business 
and the regulations of the State Department. Their salary is 
at first $1,000, and they can reach $1,200, but no higher. One of 
them, Mr. Scidmore, in Japan, is the author of an excellent book 
on the United States Ministerial and Consular Courts, for our 
ministers and consular officers there are judges. 

Now, vig and ak ago there wasa ag: f in a consulate there, 
where he had been assigned as clerk. e was getting $1,200, 
and that consulate was worth $4,000 a year. Word reached him 
that the Department intended to appoint him consul; and in fact 
he was well qualified by experience and recognized ability. He 
immediately wrote me an urgent letter asking me to go to the 
Department and preventit. Why? He knew thatif pees 
to a fat consulate, where the salary was $4.000, he would soon be 
turned out. Office-seekers with strong backing would soon find 
the good place filled by a man who had no political support. 
They would at once be upon him. 

There is no finical delicacy about office-seekers. They go for 
the office; and the race is to the one who shall first getit. He 
knew that he would not have lasted a year, and he wisely kept 
out of it. He is in the service to-day, and an excellent officer, 
wea for $1,200a year. I have 4 letter lying before me from 
a consul who states that he heard the pay at his post was to be 
raised to at double, and he wrote me to ‘‘ stop it if you can. 
I have no political backing to maintain myself, and if this. were 
made a good salary I would soon lose it. Please let it alone.” 
It is this danger of immediate removal from the service which 
has so much crippled the efficiency of our consular service. 
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GREAT RUSH FOR FEW PLACES. 
The pressure for such a post is practically irresistible to a 
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| 


Secretary of State or President. The popularimpression is that | 
there is a vast and indefinite number of consulates, delightful | 
places of residence in foreign countries, and many Americans, | 


especially those who talk most of their love of country, are | 
The | 
vague impression is that there is little to doand that little rather | 


eager to get away from their country and live abroad. 


ysleasant, with a glamour of distinction about it: that the social 
Fite is somethiny very fine, realizing what people read in novels 
and magazines of a world of which they have seen nothing; and 
that the whole is snugly paid ior by Uncle Sam. 


Asa matter of fact there are not 150 American consulates in | 


all the world where the pay is above $1,500. Thatisall you gen- 
tlemen of the Democratic side have to divide up among you. 
Three-fourths of the places in the long list of consuls and con- 
sular agencies are paid trifling fees, or sosmall that no man with 
a family could live upon it half as wellas theaverage American 
lives at home. So when a political change comes and all this 
fierce multitude of strongly backed applicants press upon the 


President and Secretary, they concentrate upon the few offices | 


that are found on examination of the list to have fair salaries 
attached. 

This has often produced changes, sometimes violent fluctua- 
tions in the men in this service, often with bad effect. 

AMERICANS MAKE GOOD OFFICERS, 

It is easy to point out the faults in our service and its meth- 
ods. They lie right on the surface. But it is due to the men 
who have been employed in the service tosay that many of them 
were the equals of the consular officers of any other country in 
the world; in many respects superior to their colleagues. This 
merit of the men is simply owing to the fact that they are Amer- 
icans, and owing to general intelligence, familiarity with poli- 
tics, and public business and the strong development of individ- 
uality among our people, they are generally energetic, prompt, 
and efficient men. There are many instances in our pst where 
a consular officer without long experience has in trying and re- 
sponsible moments shown decision, intelligence, and grasp that 
were gra ifying to the Government and the people at home. 

I kaow some critics, earnest for reform, say our service is all 
bad and discreditable, and have long said so. Itis true, many con- 
suls have been men who had taken an interestin politics at home, 
and politicians being the servants of the people and their crea- 
tions, are regarded as fair game for popular criticism and es- 
peciaily for newspaper criticism. But is it not generally true 
in any popular government, in our Republic, as it was in the an- 
cient democracies, that the man who takes an interest in public 
affairs is very apt to be one of the brightest minds in the crowd? 
Our officials from that class have, as a general rule, been intel- 
ligent, vigorous, capablemen. Beinga politician is no discredit 
in itself. Being familiar with tho public affairs of their country 
ought not to be counted against these men. It is the system of 
suddenappointment and removal that hasso often worked wrong. 
The service has real merit; but the merit of the service lies, not 
in the method of appointment or in the method of removal, but 
in the inherent elements of the American character, in the in- 
telligence and energy which so generally pervade our people. 

POLITICIANS SUCCSSSFUL DIPLOMATS. 

Why, our foreign ministers have been politicians and I am 
notasbamedofthem. Many of them have gone from this House, 
some of the mosteminent in our history. Take one who served 
here for a long time—several old members will recollect him— 
Gen. Schenck, whe was ministertoEngland. At the very time 
when he was the target for mockery and for criticism at home, 
not only by his political opponents but by members of his own 
party, | heard one of the first men in public life in Europe say 
that Gen. Schenck was without a peer in the whole diplomatic 
corps in London, in ability, in breadth of view, quickness, and 
strength of mind. That man was trained inthis House—a poli- 
tician. So too, Kasson, Phelps, McLane, Cox, Morton, eminent 
for success in diplomacy, went from this House. 

The book on international law of highest credit was written 
by an American minister, Henry Wheaton. 

A GRAND, BRAVE MINISTER. 


Another man who served in this Hall so long that he was 
called the father of the House, Elihu Washburne, went as min- 
ister to France. There was an instance of a pure politician 
turned diplomat, a fair subject for the newspaper critics, yet 
Washburne as a minister displayed more of the highest qualities 
of a diplomat than any other minister at the capital to which he 
was accredited. Amid the storm of the Franco-Prussian war 
and the horrors of the Commune he protected under our flag 
hundreds of his countrymen, millions of property, shielded tens 
of thousands of Germans in the test trouble and peril. 

When the first peal of that palel csancande burst upon Paris 
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all the other diplomats, every one of the lords and counts and 
marquises hurricd away; Washburne stayed—stayed through it 
all. The starsand garters all disappeared, but the Stars and 


Stripes stood fast. |Applause.] His house was pierced with 
shot. The bombshells fell all avout the legation, but he never 
failed one day nor one hour from his post. He had the respect 
and the confidence of both the French and German Governments 
when they trusted-no one else. For weeks he was the only 


means of communication bstween the contending forces—a dig- 
nified, courageous, discreet American minister. 
WANT OF CONSISTENT FIXED POLTOY. 

Both our consuls and our ministers at these distant posts would 

be more efficient if they were always certain of vigorous support 

at home; if there was a definite policy untlinchingly followed 


from ten years to ten years on general questions, and in regard 
to each country and every important interest, instead of the 
fluctuations that come with changed political control at Wash- 
ington. These changes make our representative uncertain both 
as to the policy that may be followed or adopted at home, and 
uncertain whether he is to remain longer at his post. 

That has caused a great deal of trouble. Our consul at Blue- 
fields has been in trouble for the last three months, not know- 
ing which way to turn, not knowing what was the policy of his 
own Government, while the Engiishconsul there has been stead 
ily pressing English interests up to the very verge of right. 
The British system is very different from ours. Their con 
are kept continuously in the service. 

HOW JOHN BULL TEACHES RESPECT 

The English, by their clear and pertinacious pursuit of their 
interests on definite lines of policy in every city and island scat- 
tered around the world, and by the inflexible armed support they 
instantly give to their consular officers, have established all over 
the globe the unrivalied prestige of the English name and se- 
cured the first advantages for English interests. They do not 
count cost nor peril when a decisive question comes. For in- 
stance, in Abyssinia, not many years ago, a few British subjects, 
scarcely more than a dozen, were outraged, the consul insulted, 


suls 


| and the British flag dishonored by King Theodore, who thought 


himself secure in thatremote mountain kingdom; but the British 
Government at the call of the imprisoned consul summoned regi- 
ments and fleets from India and from England, concentrated a 
powerful force on the eastern coast of Africa, crossed the desert, 
building a railway as they went, climbed the mountains, driv- 
ing back his troops, captured his posts, stormed his fortress capi- 
tal, burned his palace, and slew him in its ashes: and all to de- 
liver a score of Englishmen and teach the world that there was 
nospot so remote or inaccessible and no king so insolent as to 
be secure in insulting a British consul who was covered by the 
Union Jack. 

It taug ht 500,000,000 people, it taught a hundred scattered na- 
tions that when a consul of Great Britain took his stand, he 
would be backed by his home Government even though it did 
increase taxes and even though it did require an army of 32,000 
British soldiers. 

HOW OUR ADMINISTRATION DEFAMES A MINISTER. 


Wher, on the other hand, an American minister in Hawaii, 
to protect his fellow citizens. amid violence, tumult, and revolu- 
tion, landed a body of marines and saved American life and 
property, his home Government suddenly changed in politics 
and policy. Instead of standing by him, it first hunted secretiy 
during months to find grounds or excuse for suspicion, then 
came out with a public declaration of disapproval, then a Presi- 
dent s message, and a general flood of defamation of an American 
minister. Now, when that isthe reward of a faithful representa- 
tive of his country, how can a minister, even one as experienced, 
cautious, and honest as was Minister Stevens, go confidently for- 
ward in the discharge of his functions, if he never can tell what 
is to be the policy of the Government at home? How can he know 
whether his most praisworthy and patriotic act may not be the 
theme of detraction, and a rancorous President’s message, and 
censorious resolutions which the President may want to have 
passed? It isa poor solace that posterity will find out the truth 
and vindicate him. 

BUT THE SENATE VINDICATES HIM. 


Fortunately Minister Stevens did not have to wait so long for 
fair investigation and judgment. 

The Senate overtook posterity this time; and aftera thorough 
examination of all the facts his complete yjndication has been 
made public by a committee of gentlemen, the Chairman, Sen- 
ator MORGAN, a leading Democr.:t, whose position in public life 
and in party organization is such that their report has com- 
manded universal attention and respect. They justify Minister 
Stevens, and show that he did not goas far as international law 
and his duty authorized him to goin his action at Honolulu. 
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CAN THE SERVICE BE BETTERED? 

I was speaking of the service and its faults; and I have men- 
tioned its meriis in all fairness. Is there any cure for these 
faults? I believe that much can be done to better the service. 
I mentioned those consular clerks. See how ably men will work 
for their country—work hard and faithfully and for very little 
pay if they are recognized and retained. 

hose consular clerks are a gvod instance of what could be 
dene for all the lower parts of the service. It is useless to talk 
about the great places—the large, official plums. They are 
pretty certain to be changed after elections; and you can not 
very well contro: them. Perhaps, it is best not to try. 
could employ young Americans in subordinate positions; and 
salaries of $300, $10. or $500 would be accepted by these young 
mei upon entering the service, if they were certain that they 
could receive betteremployment and pay on proving themselves 
worthy. ‘hey could be trained in the technical duties of the 
consulates, the most important languages, the commercial legis- 
lation of the principal trading countries, and ‘that body of cus- 
toms und ‘traditions which have so much to do with human af- 
fairs. 


Their number could be gradually extended, and this | 
would become a nursery from which to select efficient consuls. | 





At present the consular clerks shrink from consular appoint- | 


ments. from which they would soon be turned out. 

But | doubt whether the civil serviee reform can be engrafted 
here, 

CAN NOT APPLY CIVIL SBRVICE REFORM. 

It would be hopeless to attempt to apply it at once tothe 
whole service, for the people would not support it. In a vague 
fashion both parties have for twenty years put forth general 
declarations approaching civilservicereform or favoring its most 
important principles; but when you reach the voters by millions 
they seem indifferent to the subject, and those most actively in- 
terested in public affairs, when it comes to the pinch, are 
against the real practical adoption of the system in its rigidity. 
Especially is this the feeling with regard to lucrative posts, 
which almost everyone, when it comes to action, thinks should 
be changed with the majority. 

Americuns seen to have a.notion that each should have his 
turn when « good thing is ‘to be had. Take the elections to 
county offices all over this country, where the duties are sim- 
»le and ‘the pay makes them desirable. The factthat a man has 
een sheriff or county clerk for two or three terms, no matter 
whut his personal merit or character, is urged against hiscon- 
tinuance. 

They donot generally hold the same rule as to offices of re- 
sponsibility rather than pay, where the contrary rule is thought 
aivantageous. [thas been often said that the South before the 
war gained greatadvantagesover the North in Congress because 
they coatinued their members instead of changing to new ones. 
Every one in the House knows what an immense influence the 
Philadelphia members have exerted for a score of years in this 
Hall. Long service gives them great advantage, and Philadel- 
phia reélected her Kelleys, Randalls, O'Neills, and Binghams. 
But even where the people continue men long in places of high 
trust, they want them to be within reach, not irremovable, nor 
inlong terms, but requiring frequent reéiection to remind them 
of the popular will. Right there lies a feeling widely extended 
among our people and it has a wide basis; they are us of a 
class of permanent officers, and have an apprehension that they 
are not asellicient, that they become indolent and altogether too 
independent. 

PLAYING FOURTH-OF-JULY BASEBALL IN AUGUST. 

Our functionaries all over. this country who are PS gc 
upon popular will, are prompt, obliging, and generaily ener- 
getic, though they may not always be experienced men. Nor 
are the people so far off in their opinion that a class of fixed 
officeholaers may become as parts of a mere routine. For 
several years, while in the legation at Paris, I had some op- 
portunity to observe the workings of departments where the 
olfficcholders, except the very highest, are substantially perma- 
nent, While they were methodical and accurate, they were 
slow beyond the Soacaenee of an American. Take an example: 
One day in the beyinning of June a young man from the Ameri- 
can students in the Latin Quarter came to the legation and re- 
quested a permit for their baseball club to play a game of base- 
balion the Fourth of July appreaching, in the great park just 
west of the city, the Bois de Bo ; 

Our minister sent a letter within half an hour to the minister 
of forsign a Tairs, which was the only method by which he com- 
municated with the Government, for permission for the young 
men to play the national game in this public park on the Fourth of 
July. No reply was received until the 24th of August,when the 
legation was answered in the most courteous form of elegant 
phrase. What had been done? The minister of foreign affairs, 
on receiving the reguest of the distinguished minister, for whom 
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he had such esteem, requesting that the young gentlemen of a 
friendly nation should play their national game in the public 
park, had lost no time in communicating with his honorable 
colleague, the minister of public works, to whose functions the 
subject more particularly belonged, and the minister of public 
works, animated by the same friendly sentiments, had hastened 
to communicate with the pre ect of the Seine, and the prefect 
of the Seine had, without delay, communicated the request to 
the government of the city of Paris. Then it had gone to the 


| director of parks and promenades, and the director of these 
: | works, inflamed with the same friendly zeal, had written an ad- 
sut we | 


mirable communication to the superintendent of parks of the 


| western division, and the superintendent had hurried to consult 


the administration of the Bois de Boulogne, which had with all 
expedition called upon the contractor ior the grass, who had 
promptly answered that he responded to this request on behalf 
of the young gentlemen of afriendly people by placing every- 
thing at their disposal, with the sole condition that they should 
et a bond of indemnity for anydamage to the grass. |Laugh- 
ter. 

And this response, duly approved and hastened forward, with 
afew days interval between letters, through all the stages of 
thisadmirably adjusted cireumlocution offica, came back through 


| the minister of fureiga a'Tairs, who took pleasure in saying that 


| 


/asan evidence of his high regard for the American minister 
| the Government would take his mere request as sufficient 


voucher, without bond, and the young gentiemen were at per- 
fect liberty to play their national Fourth of July game on the 
2ith of August! [Renewed laughter.] It is not likelythat such 
acorrespondence or anything similar in spirit could have oe- 
curred with the officials of any county, State, or department in 
the United States. Americansare not made that way, nor would 
officials who followed such bureaucratic routine remain long 
on duty if'C mgressmen or the people could get at them. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentieman allow me a question? 

Mr. HITT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Is it not true that all of that “red tape ” 
grew out of the fact that that is an old government, with old 
forms, that have come down out of the ages, and the ‘‘ red tape” 
is not to be attributed to civil service at all? 

Mr. HITT. The'Government of france is old in its origin; 
but it has beenshaken up more violently and renewed more com- 
pletely than ours has ever been. In mere administration it is 
considered almost an ideal government in method, for that na- 
tion has the genius of method in excessof all the others that I 
have ever known. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. As far as that is concerned,our own age 
goes back to ourorigin. That is so with ail nations. 

Mr. HITT. I said thatGovernment is old as to its origin—the 
centuries of its existence. 

There isa good as well asa doubtful side to this whole ques- 
tion of the service abroad. Though ours may be very irregular, 
it is vigorous. 

TRAIN OUR OWN MEN—NO FOREIGNERS WANTED. 

Our people may not be willing to adopt the civil-service sys- 
tem completely for a long time, but the law ought to be strength- 
ened to retain efficient men. A nursery from which to select, 
and a system of promotion by which to reward them ought to be 

rovided by law. Thepresentstatute, with all itsclassifications, 
is utterly without real meaning, for men are appointed or re- 
moved from all posts without regard to the others. 

The pay of the consuls in the minor posts, which are the most 
numerous, ought to ba inc eased and fixed—not uncertain fees. 
At present the consular representatives in a great portion of 
them are foreigners, the compensation being so patty that no 
American can go out to hold them. The consular agent is gen- 
erally a merchant, sometimes a subject of the country, some- 
times an Englishman doing business there, who incidentally 
takes churge of American interests. Here is another way in 
which the consular system seems to be inverted, and it works 
right against our interests. 

‘he man in charge of American trade ana the American flag 
who is a foreigner, owes his first allegiance to another flag and 
is generally engaged in a rival trade. As a consular officer 
certifying invoices he sees all the shipments and all the prices, 
in fact, all the details of the business of other business men, 
who are his rivas. He isan authorized officialspy. Morethan 
this, as he certifies to his own invoices, it is his interest to put 
the valuations or prices of goods of his own firm at the lowest 
possible figure. in order to have to piy a low duty: in other 
words, his interests are directly hostile to those of the revenue 
department of the United States. - is . bad, pi yee nr 
like principle to place a servant charge of business where 
his interest.is directly the reverse of the employer's. Weshould 
bave Amerieans to take. f the business of their country, 
and in many of ‘these posts, by a very slight increase of pay, 
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they could be filled efficiently by men like these consular clerks 


and at little cost. ‘ 
Young men would be glad to enter the service as consular 


clerks for far less than a thousand a year, if they knew that they 


could not be turned out at the next general election and left to | 


pay their passage home from China or New Zealand. A gradual 
and reasonable increase of pay can not be charg:d as extrava- 
gant for the consular service at present has not cost the Treas- 
ury anything whatever. ‘The fees collected and turned intothe 
Treasury by the consuls pay the whole expenditure of the serv- 
ice and have often furnished a considerable surplus; so that it 
can not be said that the people in the country are taxed to sup- 
port these o licers living abroad in s> much imagined luxury. 

It is a vicious principle that enters into our service now to 
have a large part of the consular officers paid wholly by fees. 
Th ir pay shou d be fixed and the fees should be turned into the 
Government, all of them. Those fees are paid by the foreign 
exporting merchants and manufacturers in the first instance. 
The consul who co lects them and who certifies to the truth of 
the prices in the invoices should not at the same time be the 
merchant who pays the fees and makes the invoices. [t should 
be the interest, as it is the duty, of the consul to have the in- 
voices correct, truthful, with absolutely fair valuations. The 
way in which invoices are now certified is in need of change and 
remedy, and there ought to.be such rigid inspection provided 
that the improvement would last. 

INVOICES NEARLY WORTHLESS. 


Some members of this House are merchants and know of per- 
sonal knowleige that invoices are in many cases practically 
worthless as a guide to true values. They are often no more re- 
liable than a newspaper would be folded up and sent with the 
goods. It is the chief part of the consul’s duty now in the prin- 
cipal ports to certify invoices of goods, which goods he is theo- 
retic.lly supposed to have personally examined, so that he can 
certify their true values on which the duty to be paid is com- 
puted —3v per cent, or 50 percent. The consulsare really Treas- 
ury officers instead of consuls in the original meaning of that 
word. But whatis the practical operation? Over $776,000,000 
of goods brought last year in the ports of the United States 
came with invoices duly authenticated by consuls as truthful 
statements of the real values of the goods at the ports from 
which they were sent. As a matter of factwhen that certificate 
is attached by the consul it is a mere formal act. 

The consul does not, and in the very nature of things he can 
not, m ke an examination of the merchandise. He does not at- 
tempt it. He does not know even the contents of the packages, 
to say nothing of the value of each part. As a daily reguiar 
fact, he take the statement of the m :rchant or manufacturer who 
sends the merchandise, with his declaration of value, and then 
certifies that the values therein expressed are the true market 
valués in the country of export. The goods come to our port— 
New York or Boston. Theexaminer at the custom-bouse, when 
the goods are opened, holds the invoice in his hand and rapidly 
disposes of great varieties of goods, almost always accepting 
without any change the valuations in the invoices. He knows 
that if he is criticised for undsrvaluation he can say ‘‘ here is 
the certificate, the official act of an American officer under oath 
right in the country of manufacture, who has had an opportu- 
nity toexamine them there and certifies that he has done so.” 

Take the French line stexmer that came in Sunday with per- 
haps twelve thousand packages of merchandise coming from 
three or five different mark ots. all du'y invoiced and certified, 
where the consul could not do the manual work of filling out the 
certificates alone; he merely put his name and seal to them. 


EXAMINERS LITTLE BETTER. 


What is the effect? It justifies the examiners in the custom- 
house and in the appraiser’s stores in accepting invoices as ex- 
pressing the true value of the merchandise—these invoices which 
are made out by the very men who have to pay the duty esti- 
mated upon these valuations, and their interest is to put them 
down to the lowest p»int in order to escape the duty. They are 
misleading and only bad. Take New York, where there is one 
appraiser and ten assistants, with ninety-two examiners. the 
goods being divided by the lines of merchandise—metals, silks, 
mented, etc.—each assistant having as many examiners as he 
needs. 

Every tenth package, say, is opened, examined. and counted as 
toquantity. Some of you have seen the examiners going through 
this process. the invoice always in hand. The consiynee or mer- 
chant here who receives the goods is supposed to have no voice 
or influence and to be excluded. In fact they and their agents 
swarm through the buildings. A high officer of the Treasur 
Department told me that he found in one day in the New York 
custom-house ‘annual pass No. 307” and “daily piss No. 51” of 
the series for that day, to allow these men to come upon the 
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floors. They get passes for entrance, their ostensible purpose 
being to hunt up some package, or hurry up or find some miss- 
ing articles. Their in.erest can never be other than to secure 
the lowest possible classification and valuation. 

The examiner leans on the consul and the gonsular certificate. 
The consul making his certiticite—for heis perhaps poorly p.id 
and has over him no inspection, no watch ul superior 
the examiner, and between them the goo's go through ata 


le ins on 


lower rate than their actual value, and the revenues ure de- 
frauded. All of this proceeding is a discouragement to the 
honest merchant who piys duties at full rates and who insists 
naturally that there should be no undervaluition for the benefit 
of the dishonest or those who will swear to false values. 
WILSON BILL WOULD MAKE THIS WORSE 

These evils will be greatly increased if the Wilson bill passes, 
changing the mode of me :suring or estimating the du to be 
collected on imports from the present syste yy the McKinley 
law, of generally imposing specific duties—that is. duties on 
articles measured by the yard or by the pound atlixed rates —to 
the ad valorem system—that is, counting by the dollars’ worth 


of merchandise, which aliows such free opportunity for false 
We are all interested to pri 
vent such frauds; for, whether we are protectionists or free 
traders, we all desire that. if the law requires a taritf to be p 
it should be paid by all alike—by the dishonest importer who 
makes a fulse statement in his invoice as fully as by the h 
merehant who tells the truth. 

OLD FAULTS IN OUR SYSTEM. 

There wili inevitably be weak parts in any system as vast 
our revenue department, but that part of it which springs from 
consular action is manifestiy defective,and the remedy would be 
to increase the consular office force, and hen, more importa 
than that, to have a thorough, general, and frequent system of 
rigid inspection throughout the consulates. Atpresent there is 
none at all; and right here how plain is the immenso’ importance 
of having experienced, vigilant, strong, and faithful men at these 
consular posts from which our great current of importations 
comes. For after all, the main trouble is that we do not care 
fully examine the mer who are appointed. 

I have said before that good ones and bad ones have been ap 
pointed in the past, because both parties have included and con- 
sidered political reasons in making appointments. Lut o 
this has been curried toa degree never before dreamed of. The 
whole service has been revolutionized within a few months, and 
our consulates now, all around the world, are fi led with raw 
hands, many of whom are inetticient. I do not know this of my 
own personal knowledge, but I have been told it by gentlemen 
who are in the confidence and who are very warm friends of 
those in power. 

A GREAT REFORMER, QUINCY, 


us 


nt 


ite 


APPEARS 


A gentleman who was thought to be specially fitted, to be 
equipped in an extraordinary manner for the work of reform- 
ing and bettering the Government generally, was chosen and 
put, as we may say, over the Secretary of State, that he might 
improve the consular service of the United States. I refer 
Mr. Quincy, of Mass.chusetts. [Laughter on the Republican 
side.] That gentieman came here with a newspaper announ. e- 
ment of his character worth recalling: ‘‘A Democrat whose in- 
tellectual astuteness had mastered the apparently simple prob- 
lem that the great masses of the American people desi.e cour 
ageous and bold reforms in political matters; and, more yet, a 
man whose conscience would compel him to courageous and 
loity patriotism calmly abiding the consequences.” 

He was a gentleman whose high thoughts dwelt in the serene 
upper air, but whose great facu:ties for once were bent tocommon 
things. He undertook the reform of the consular service by re- 
moving those unfit and putting in those whom he chose to dusig- 
nate. This was the man who was intrusted with that wide au 
thority by the President, who we all know is a great reformer. 

HIS WILD DEBAUCH AMONG THE CONSULSHIPS. 


What is the result? I do not wish to crit cise his work lest 
mine be thought a Republican or partisin view; but taking the 
authority of the leading and most dignified Democratic paper in 
New York, I will read a few words about Mr. Cleveland 
instrument of reform: 

Mr. Quin_y has been allowed a debauch among the consulships. He has 
sent out to look af.er our trade in the uttermost ends of the eartn the usual 
quota of broken-down men and ignorant editors. who will, of course, 
partly through the discredit of them the Democrats should lose the 
election, be remorselessly cast adrift at their posts. and many of the 
have to * beat’ their way home, to our further disgrace. 

That is from the New York Evening Po:t, which I believe is 
a specialadmirerof the President, and isalwaysa well-informed, 
able journal. 

That, according to so eminent an organ of the party in power, 
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is the condition to whicn they have brought the consular serv- 
ice of the United States. 

Yes, itis through abuse of the power of appointment that the 
trouble creeps in and the service is debased. I do not deny 
that there have been improper appointments at many times in 


the past sixty years since Gen, Jackson initiated our political 
system; improper appointments by both parties; but heretofore 
there has been resistance on the part of the Secretary of State 
and the President to the making of profligate, worthless ap- 
pointments. They have tried to preserve their self-respect. They 
selected from those pressed upon them the best and fittest they 


could, and they secured many excellent men. Never before 
have we seen the appointing power brought to the pass now wit- 
nessed, nor used as it has been for the humiliating and debasing 
purposes to-day described by this L.gh authority. 

THE VAN ALEN SALE C£ THE ITALIAN MISSION. 

Not alone the consu.ar service, but the diplomatic service, 
which has usually been regarded as something that must be re- 
spected, for each man in that service represents the whole people, 
has been filled by new methods and for new reasons. 

We had a man appointed te Italy, where our embassy is very 
important, under circumstances that drew the attention of the 
whole country. A man named J. J. Van Alen, who is said to 
be wealthy, but who is unknown to diplomacy or to politics, 


unheard of in public affairs, was appointed not a great while 
ago minister to Italy. 

The place has since become an embassy. Mr. Van Alen had 
but one man to recommend him, as is stated by those who are 
entitled to belief. The gentieman who recommended him was 
one who wields great power, ons who was the nearest friend to 


the President of the United States, and the man to whom the 


President owes his own office more than he owes it to any other 
individual living man. Between this gentleman, Mr. William 
C. Whitney, and Mr. Van Alen there had been some business. 
Mr. Van Alen had paid to Mr. Whitney, for the party, to elect 
Mr. Cleveland, $50,000, 

And Mr, Whitney, in his letter to the President calling upon 
him for the appointment, directing attention to his merits, said: 

There is additional reason for appointing him, that as the result of that 
very generous and cordial support of the = the late campaign, when 


friends were few and calls were great, he en accused of dishonorable 
bargaining. 


Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana, That sounds like Wanamaker. 

Mr. HITT. Now, it was somewhat of « pleasant surprise to 
receive $50,000 ‘‘ when friends were few and calls were great.” 

Mr. BURROWS. They are less now. 

Mr. HITT. After that, just at the time when the campuign 
was at a white heat and in the last moment, November 1, when 
they were running neck and neck, the President made some 
remarks which attracted attention and the admiration espe- 
clei of those who regarded him asa truly great and good man. 
In his address to the business men of New York at the Lenox 
Lyceum meeting, the Ist of November, just before e ection, a 
critical hour that, and at the time when Mr. Whitney was 
pouring out Van Alen’s money to elect Mr. Cleveland, he said: 


We cally hear predictions of Republican success, based upon the ability 
of that party to purchase the votes of the people. 


{Laughter on the Republican side. ] 


A little reflection, it seems to me, can not fail to arouse the American con- 
science to the wickedness, as well as peril, of a debauched suffrage. 


Mr. HEPBURN. What do you quote from? 
Mr. HITT. From Mr. Cleveland. 


It is a plain proposition that,our Governmentis only true tothe principies 
upon which it rests when in tts operations it represents the houest and in- 
telligent sentiment of the people. When it does not its vigor and ts very 
life are gone and it remains but the mere semblance of a free Government— 
the weakest and most deformed pian of rule thatever deluded mankind. It 
can then no longer defend the rights of all, because rights will be forgotten 
in the capricious bestowal of favors. 

(Laughter. ] 

There is much more in the same lofty strain which I will not 
detain the House to read. [am not ae any criticism 
upon the man cocney ing the eee on of President, for it 
might be thought that I had a pa n motive, as I belong to 
another party. But I will now call attention to the words pub- 
lished in the Forum, a very grave journal, by a well-known writer, 
a long-recognized friend of the President, Mr. Foulke, the re- 
former, who says: 

In the Van Alen case we are confronted with corruption in its most naked 
form. The President has told us that dollars alone, when given to the right 
person at the right time, are sufficient to secure as a@ place as that of 
minister to Italy. We are informed that the mission to Rome is for sale, 
and the President ous not to wonder if we resent the insult. It will not 
do to lay this at the door of anyone else. We can not relieve the ent 
Sat lexenin, oud coaene a ts of his friemass oaitee " 
whose offices are thus given over to the methods ot the auction sat ioe 
hang their heads in shame. 


APRIL 17, 


These are not my words, but those of a philosopher, a reformer, 
a friend of the President reasoning upon the events of the hour. 
And he asks very pertinently what is the essential nature of 
such an appvintment? It is set out very plainly in a familiar 
book from which I read, Russell on Crimes, page 214. [Laugh- 


ter and applause. | 


“The taking or giving of a reward for offices of a public nature is said to 
be bribery,’’ says Bacon's Abridgment. ‘‘Conce-ning the sale of offices of a 
public nature it has been well observed that nothing can be more palpably 
prejudicial to the good of the public than to have places of the highest con- 
cernment, on the due execution whereof the happiness of both king and 
people doth depend, disposed of, not to those who are most able to execute 
them, but to those who are most able to pay for them; nor can anything be 
& greater discouragement to industry and Virtue than to see those places of 
trust and honor, which ought to be the rewards of those who by their indus- 
try and diligence have qualified themselves for them. conferred on those 
who have no other recommendation but that of being the highest bidders; 
neither can anything be agreater temptation to officers to abuse their power 
by bribery and extortion ana other acts of injustice than the consideration 
of the great expense they wers at in gaining their places and the necessity 
of — straining a point > make their bargain answer their expec- 
tations.” 


That law, given in the modern writer Russell, is ancient law. 
Itis taken from Bacon’s Abridgment, and dates back to Haw- 
kin’s Pleas of the Crown. It is an authority of centuries. I 
do not wish to dwell upon thisincidenttoolong. Iwillonly give 
the sorrowful comment of this friend of Mr. Cleveland: 


It is not pleasant to think that our Chief Magistrate has done a thing 
which falls so close to the definition of crime that it involves all the public 
pint ana moral wrong so clearly described as the essential quality of a 
, CLEVELAND IMITATED IN ILLINOIS. 

Let me mention an illustration of the great influence which a 
public man of eminent character widely admired has upon the 
community in which he lives. 


Mr. Cleveiand has been admired so much that people think 
whatever he does is right, that that makes it right, especially 
those who are in the same — organization and who natu- 
rally look up for a model that they may imitate. Last Novem- 
ber, in the interval between the two sessions of this Congress, 
I was at home in Lilinois, and while at Mount Carroll, near where 
I live, I saw a case called for trial which vividly recalls the Van 
Alen incidentof higher life—for things are humbler in our coun- 
try politics, you know. enna) The incident occurred in 
the circuit court. A Mr. C. B. Smith had been a candidate on 
the Democratic ticket for county clerk. That county of Carroll 
is overwhelmingly Republican andsuch a candidacy seemed on 
the face of it utterly hopeless. 

A Mr. Henry Tallman is an active and popular Democratic 
politician out there, of perhaps less elegance in style than the 
eminent gentleman he recalled, but he is a ‘‘ hustler from way 
back.” Laughter.) He told Mr. Smith, the Democratic can- 
didate for — clerk, that if he would agree to appoint him 
deputy, he woul hustle for him, and he thought Mr. Smith 
would ‘‘ get there.” (Laughter. The bargain was made and 
Mr. Tallman so actively and so successfully exerted himself in 
behalf of Mr. Smith that, to the astonishment of all of us, Mr. 
Smith was elected. He kept his bargain with the same fidelity 
that our President, with characteristic tenacity of purpose, dis- 
played in appointing Mr. Van Alen to a 

Lut there came in an intervening incident which disturbed 
the arrangement. Mr. Smith got married, and he wanted the 
place for his wife; so he appointed her, telling Tallman to va- 
cate. He had heard how relations are appointed in high politics 
at Washington. Mr. Tallman demanded that he should be paid 
damages, heavy damages. He estimated them by a rule some- 
what similar to that which must have been in the minds of cer- 
tain eminent New York friends of the President when they pro- 
posed to raise a subscription to pay off Mr. Van Alen, when two 
gentlemen, whom many of us know, headed it with a subscrip- 
tion of a thousand dollars each to reimburse Mr. Van Alen if he 
did not get the place. Pe) Upon the same principle 
Mr. Tallman demanded that he be made whole. He said that 
Mr. Smith had promised in writing to pty him what was fair— 
I think the amount was $300. Smith did not doit, and Tallman 
sued him, and it was the trial of that suit that I saw called. 
The judge, like the American — in its judgment in the Van 
Alen case, took a different view. I read from the report of the 


case: , 

“Judge Cartwright held that such a contract was void and 
contrary to public policy, that its tendency was to corrupt the 
suffrage of the people”—that, you remember, was what Mr. 
Cleveland dreaded so much in his address at the Lenox Ly- 
ceum omy apocnl PB was insufficient to give the plaintiff a 
standing in court. The jury accordingly found for the defend- 
ant.” Mr. Berry, the eminent counsel for Tallman, said’ that 
he would not have been so confident of winning the suit. but for 
the sale of the Italian mission. [Laughter.} Van Alen was not 
reimbursed, but inted according to bargain and Mr. Berry 
remarked that in opinion, if Van Alen was entitled to re- 
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imbursement if Cleveland failed to carry out bis end of the bar- 
gain, then why was not his client, Mr. Tallman, who hai given 
time and money in Smith's support entitled to damages when 
Smith went back on the birgain? [Laughter.] 

Mr. Chairman, it is under these adverse circumstances and 


new methods of appointment in the consular and diplomatic 


branches that our service is laboring now. But the remedy is 
plain. Mr. Van Alen did not go to Italy, and nobody was more 
relieved by his not going than our worthy President. 
whole arrangement was crisped, burned, blown away by the hot, 
scorching breath of public scorn. The criticism was not from 


political opponents. Notatall. It was the honest heart of the 


American people all over this country which rebuked that sordid 
bargain. believe the incident will have good effects. fur it has 
calied attention to the defects in a great and important branch 
of our Government which receives little attention, which is un- 
attractive to public men, which does not interest members of 
Congress, which has grown up, asI said awhile ago, in the merest 


_ accidental way for one hundred years, and is therefore ful of con- 


fusion and disorder. : 

I hope that the honorable gentleman, chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs [Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky], will 
carry out an intimation which | heard him make in private and 
which he will pardon me for mentioning in this public manner, 
and bring ina bili providing a commission to reorganize this 
whole service, to make it independent, to elevate it to a higher 
standard, so that these officers whose duty it is to protect the 
liberties, the lives, and the property of our people in‘ their 
farthest ventures in trade, who guard our missionaries carry- 
ing Christianity to the heathen, who all around the world rep- 
resent the American name, may be enabled to do it still more 
effectually under the policy and protection of a flag that will be 
as strong and as respected as the union jack of England. [Ap- 


plause.] 
I think the service ought to be carefully reorganized, and 


there ought to be a system of inspection introduced and vigi- | 
lantly carried out, sothat these consuls, who last year had charge | 


of a commerce of seven hundred and seventy-six millions of im- 
om ae this country, shall be required to be fully qualified 
or the work, and shall be watched from hour to hour to the end 
that they discharge faithfully and honestly the high duties com- 
mitted to them by our Government. [Applause. | 
man, I see that my time has expired. [Cries of ‘‘Go on!’’] 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. [do not know whether any 
other gentleman desires to address the House in general de- 
bate; but I would like to reach some agreement with my col- 
league on the committee |[Mr. Hirt] as to the time within which 
general debate shall be closed, so that we may proceed to the 
consideration of the bill under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. HITT. 
wishes to address the committee very briefly. 
else. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. How much time does the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania desire? 

Mr. HITT. Probably not more than fifteen minutes; but I 
do not think we ought to limit him. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Very well. 

Mr. GROW obtained the floor. 


I know of noone 


Mr.REED. Perhapsthe gentleman from Pennsylvania would | 


prefer to speak to-morrow? 

Mr. GROW. Yes, sir. 

Mr. REED. I will, then, if there bo no objection, move that 
committee rise. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. My object inasking the gen- 
tleman from Illinois |Mr. Hitt] how much time might be de- 
sired for general debate, was thatafter we had reached an agree- 


ment, I might make a motion that the committe rise. How | 
much time does the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Grow] | 


desire? 

Mr. GROW. Not very much. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Half an hour? 

Mr. GROW. That will be sufficient. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Then I suggest to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois that we agree to close general debate after 
one hour more shall be occupied—half an hour on each side. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I hope the gentleman from 
Kentucky, my colleague on the committee, will not press any 
such proposition as that. I have listened with some surprise to 
the speech of the honorable gentleman from Illinois; and while 
it was not my purpose to speak at all on this bill, and I had 
made no preparation with that view, yet since he has made this 
political speech I desire to say something myself as a member 
of _— committee; and I do not want to be limited to less than 
an hour. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I move, then, that the com- 
mittee rise. 


That | 


Mr. Chair- | 


The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Grow] 





The motion was agreed to, 
The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. BAILEY reported that the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union had had under considera- 
tion the bili (H. R.6108) making appropriation for the diplo- 
matic and consular service of the United States for tho fiscal 
| vear ending June 30, 1895, and had come to no resolution 

thereon. 
LEAVE 


OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. HALL of Minnesota obtained leave of absence, indef- 
initely, on account of sickness, 

And then, on motion of Mr. McCreary of Kentucky (at 4 
o’clock and 40 minutes p. m.), the House adjourned. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. BOWERS of California, from 
the Committee on Military Affairs, reported the bill \H. R. 2726) 


to remove the charge of desertion standing against ths name of 

tdward J. Butler; which, with the accompanying report (No.703), 
was ordered to be printed ahd referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. [Report 703.] 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. STORER: A bill (H. R. 6682) to amend the act entitled 
‘‘An act to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nica- 
ragua,” approved February 20, 1889—to the Committee on [nter- 
state and |oreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6683) for the suppression of lottery traffic 
| through national and interstate commerce and the postal service 

subject to the jurisdiction and laws of the United States—to the 
| Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 6684) toestablish an army post 

at Clarksville, [nd.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DUNPHY: A bill (H. R. 6685) to increase the pay of 
| letter-curriers—to the Committee on the Post-Oftice and Post- 
| Roads. 

By Mr. CRAIN: A bill (H. R. 6715) for the erection of a public 

| building at Laredo, Tex.—to the Committ-e on Public Build- 
| ing and Grounds. 
By Mr. CAMINETTI: A bill (H. R. 6716) to appropriate money 
| to build a lizht and fog signal at entrance to San Joaquin River, 
California—to the Committee on Interstate and Poreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 6717) toamend section 40 
of the Revised statutes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
| By Mr.GORMAN: A bill (H. R. 6718) to transfer the United 
| States Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries to the Department 
of Agriculture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
| By Mr. APSLEY: A joint resolution (H. Res. 163) providing 
| for the distribution of a complete set of the Official Records of 
the Union and Confederate Armies to duly organized Grand 
| Army posts and associations of Confederats veterans in the 
| United States—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. CRAIN: A joint resolution (H. Res. 164) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United Statesauthorizing 
the President to veto separate items in appropriation bills—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. APSLEY: A bill (H. R. 6686) granting a pension to 
Melinda C, Howe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUNDY: A bill (H. R. 6687) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the record of Futhy Barfell, late of Company I, 
EKighty-ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry—to the Com- 
| mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 6688) to corvect the mili- 
| tary record of George W. Spencer—to the Committee on Mili- 
| tary Affairs. 

| By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill 
| Louis Sommer, Washington County, Miss. 
| on War Claims. 

By Mr. DONOVAN: A bill (H. R. 6690) granting a pension to 
Hannah Bates—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (A. R. 6691) for the relief of J. &. Coburn 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ENLOE: A bill (H. R. €692) for the relief of Theodrick 
Webb, Madison County, Tenn. —to the Committee on War Claims. 





H. R. 6689) for the relief of 
-to the Committee 


to the 
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By Mr. FITHIAN: A bill (H. R.6693) to increase the pension 
of Uzviel B. Church—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 6694) for therelief of William E. 
Seoti, Blount County, Tenn.-—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Aiso, a bill (H. K. 66.5) for the relief of the estate of Isaac 
Hull, deceased, late of Jefferson County, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 


By Mr. HARTER: A bill (H. R. 6696) for the relief of Frank | 


S$. Sowers—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 6697) for the relief of the 
heirs of Mary E. Simpson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MEYER: A bill (H. R. 66y8) for the relief of Holmes 
and Leathers —to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. M CREARY of Kentucky: A bill (AH. R.6699) for the 
relief of Henry Cohen—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. O NEILL of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 6700) to remove 
the churge of desertion against Thomas Marshall—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. PIGOTT: A bill(H. R. 6701) for the relief of Harvey E. 
Atwood—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill | H. R. 6702)for the relief of the heirs of Dr. Aeneas 
Munson—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6703) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Peter A. Beaucamp, Company A, One hundred and sixty- 
fifth New York Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6704) to remove the charge of desertion 
against James Crowley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PATTERSON: A bill (H. R. 6705) for the relief of Ed- 
win T. Yancey, Fayette County, Tenn.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. - 

By Mr. SPRINGER: A bill (H. R. 6706) granting a pension to 
Mary J. White, widow of William White, late lieutenant of 
Company F, Ninteenth Illinois Infantry—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 6707) to place on the pension rolls the name 
of William C. Estill—to the Commitiee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky (by request): A bill (H. K.6708) 
for the relief of R. A. Schellhous—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 6709) for the 
relief of James Cameron, Hamblen County, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 6710) for the relief of Mack Fulton, Morris- 
town, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 6711) to pension 
Henry Charles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill | H. R. 6712) to pension Henry Hayes—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TOCKER: A bi 1 (H.R. 6713) for the relief John D. 
Youell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 6714) to remove the charge of 
desertion against Joseph Slatery—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions was discharged from theconsideration of memorial of Elisha 
M. Luckett, late second lieutenant Company 4, Second Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteers, and the same referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXTI, tho following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Resolution of the Powel- 
ton Building Association, of Philadelphi., against the tax on 
such associations as contained in the Wilson bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. AVERY: Petition of the Retail Clerks’ Union, of De- 
troit, Mich., in lorsing the position of the Typographical Union 
for Government control of telegraph—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Reed City (Mich.) Lutheran Church, against 
constitutional amendment—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BUNDY: Evidence in support of a bill (H. R. 6483) 
granting a pension to Daniel Boyle—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, evidence in support of a bill (H. R. a granting a sad 
sion to Peter Wild, teamster for Second t West Vir- 
ginia Cavalry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: Petition and memorial of J. T. 
Haley and divers other citizens of Stutville, Crawford County, 
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Mo., tovching postal rates—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Ro ids. 

Also, protest of Rev. A. Schuppmian, of Wentzville, Mo., 
against a certain constitutional amendment—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DONOVAN: Petition of pastors and trustees of St. 
John’s Evangelical Lutheran Church, at Defiance, OF io, against 
the proposed change in the preamble of the Constitution of the 
United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. EDMUNDS: Petition of citizens of Roanoke, Va., in 
favor of House bill 5246—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. FITHIAN: Papers to accompany bill for fhe relief of 
U. B. Church—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEAR: Kesolution of the Trade Labor Association of 
Burlington, Iowa, praying for Government control of telegraph 
lines—to the Committee on the Post Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of A. Y. Trogdon in the matter of Nancy Judson, 
wife and conservator of Phineas Judson, Company H, First Iowa 
Cavalry Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOLDZIER: Petition of the Lutheran Churches of 
Cook and Du Page Counties, [ll., protesting against the proposed 
God-in-the-Constitution amendment—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Protest of the Evangelical Lutheran 
Church of Grantsburg, Wis., against the proposed amendment 
to the preamble of the Constitution of the United States, as tend- 
ing to a dangerousinterference by the state in church matters— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HEARD: Petition of Zion Church, of Lincoln, Benton 
County, Mo., against the proposed amendment to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States to recognize Gol by express terms in 
suid instrument—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of lilinois: Petition of the Evangelical 
Lutheran Concordia Church at Geneseo, lil., numbering 325 
members, protesting against putting God in the Constitution of 
the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa: Kesolution of the Evangelical 
Lutheran Immanuel Church of Waterloo, lowa, against the 
adoption of an amendment to the Constitution recognizing the 
establishment of re.igion—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Petition of the people of Oregon, favor- 
ing pensions and land warrants to survivors of Indian wars in 
Oregon, Washington,and Id .ho—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition, of Joel Johnson. asking that hisclaim 
7 — to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. LAYTON: Petition of W. K. Boone, T. H. Jones, 
P. Kuntz, and W. Right, citizens of Lima, Ohio, asking that the 
rate on all second-class mail matter except country weekly 
se be raised to 8 cents per pound—to the Committee on the 

ost-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Memorial of Elisha M. Luckett, 
late second lieutenant Company B, Second Regiment Penn- 
sylvania Volunteers, praying for arrears of pension claimed to 
be due him from the United States—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of Francis A. White and 15 other 
citi ens of Cambridge, Mass.,in favor of the Manderson-Hainer 
bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition in favor of the passage of Senate bill 1640, for 
increase of pension to Otis Smith, of Cambridge, Mass.—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MCNAGNY: Petitionof members of St. Paul and Zion’s 
Evangelical Lutheran churches, of Fort Wayne and Columbia 
City, Ind., against tae proposed change of the preamble to the 
Constitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Paper to accompany House bill 6678—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of 140communicant members of the 
Evangelical Lutheran Zion sChurch, at Plymouth, Mass.. against 
the proposed amendment to the to of the Constitution of 
the United States recognizing in that instrument—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan: Resolution of Retail 
Clerks’ Union. of Detroit, in favor of governmental control of 
telegraph systems—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. . 

By Mr. RITCHIE: Petition of elders and trustees of Luth- 
eran Trinity Church, Elmore. Ohio, protesting against religious 
amendment to the Constitution—to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 
By Mr. SIBLEY (by request): Petition of citizens of Mercer 
County, Pa., asking tor issue of legal-tender money for good 


roads—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. STEPHENSON: Petition of the Retail Clerks’ Union, 
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of Detroit, Mich., in favor of governmental ownership and con- 
trol of the telegraph systems—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 5 

By Mr. TURPIN: Resolutions of Alabama Lodge. No. 1, Amal- 
gamated Association of [ron and Steel Workers of Gate City, 
Ala.: Perseverance Council, No. 13, United Mine Workers of 
America: the Birmingham ( Ala.) Trades Council; the Birming- 
ham Typographical Union, and the United Mine Workers of 
America, indorsing Senate bii! 1136 and House bill 4478, provid- 
ing for the establishment of Government telegraph lines—to the 
Committee on the Post-Ollice and Post-Roads. | 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: Petition of Rev. W. Mallen and 90 
communicant members of the Evangelical Lutheran Church of 
New Oregon. Lowa, against the proposed religious amendment 
to the Constitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WEADOCK: Petition of C. E. Erb and 100 others, for 
the “passage of House bill 4897—to the Committee on the Post- | 
Office and Post-Roads. 


WEDNESDAY, April 18, 1894. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journalof yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. | 
TowLgs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had disa- | 
greed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6556) | 
to provide for further urgent deficiencies in the appropriations | 
for the service of the Government for the fiscai year ending June | 
30, 189!, and for other purposes, asked a conference with the 
S nate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and | 
had appointed Mr. SAYERS, Mr. LIVINGSTON, and Mr. CANNUN | 
of Illinois managers at the conference on the part of the House. | 
| 


| 
| 
SENATE. | 
| 


The mess ige also announced that the House had ag.eed to the 
amendments of the Sen ite to the bill (H. R. 1916) authorizing the 
Texurk..na and Fort Smith Railway Company to bridge Little 
River in the State of Arkansas. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced thatthe Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were there- 
upon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 1917) authorizing the Texarkana and Fort 
Smith Railway Company to bridge the Sulphur River, in the 
State of Arkansas or in the State of Texas. 

A bill (H. R. 5041) to extend the time authorizing the St. Louis 
and Birmingham Railroad to build a bridge across the Tennes- 
see River ; t Ciifton, Tenn.; and 

A bill (H. R. 5356) to authorize the West Braddock Bridge 
Comp iny to construct a bridge over the Monongahela River, 
from the borough of Rankin to Mifflin Township. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of tho Inter- 
national Wood Carvers’ Association, of Boston, Mass., and a 
memorial of the Furniture and Hardwood Finishers’ Local 
Union, No. 2, of St. Louis, Mo., remonstrating against the rati- 
fication of the eepeere treaty with China; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of sundry citizens of the 
United States, praying for the enactment of legislation to sup- 
press the lottery traffic; which was ordered to lis on the table. 

He also presented petitions of Cotton Hill Camp, No. 619, 
Modern Woodmen of America, of New City; of Charity Lodge, 
No. 100, Ancient Order of United Workmen, of Paris; of Excel- 
sior Camp, No. 8, Modern Woodmen of America, of Mount Car- 
roll, and of sundry citizens of Mount Vernon, all in the State of 
Illinois, praying that fraternal society and college journals be 
admitted to the mails as second-class matter; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Olfices and Post Roads. 

Mr. COCKRELL. [| present eight memorials, numerously 
signed by citizens and taxpayers of St. Louis County, Mo., re- 
monstrating against any portion of the appropriation of $2,500,- 
000 hereto'ore made by Congress for the improvement of the 
Missouri River for the purpose of navigation from its mouth up 
the river being diverted to any local improvement anywhere 
upon the river. and asking that such appropriation may be con- 
fined exclusively to the ob,ects contemplated in the age of 
the law. I move that the memorials be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations for the time being, as the matter is 


ove ore that committee on the sundry civil appro- 
ation 
The motion was agreed to. 
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Mr. COCKRELL presented a memorial of the Merchants’ Ex- 
change of St. Louis, Mo., remonstrating against the passage of 
the so-called Hatch anti option bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition ef the Commercial Club of St. 
Joseph, Mo., praying for the ratification of the treaties with the 
Wichita, Comanche, Kiowa. and Ap.xche tribes of Indians; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Ailfairs. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of Branch: No. 108, National 


Association of Letter Carriers, of Newburyport, Mass., pray- 
ing for the passage of House bill No, 5294, to regulate the mode 


of removal of letter carriers: which was referred to the Com 
mittee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

Mr. PERKINS pr-sented a petition of the Academy of Sciences, 
of San Francisco, Cal., praying for the enrctment of legislation 
providing for the preservation of game in nitional parks; which 
was referred to the Select Committee on Forest Reservations 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of Branch No. 108, National 
Association of Letter Carriers, of Newburyport, Mass., p:aying 
for the passage of House bill No. 5294, to regulate the mode of 
removal of letter carriers; which wis referred to the Commit- 
tee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS, 
Mr.COCKRELL. Iask that the action of the Houseof Rep- 
resentatives on the urgent deficiency appropriation bill be laid 


| before the Senate. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representitives, disagreeing to the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6056) to provide for further 
urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the service of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 184, and fo: 
other purposes, and requesting a conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses t :ereon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move thatthe Senate insist on its amend- 
ments, and accede to the request of the Houses of Representa- 
tives for a conference. 

Tae motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Cock 
RELL, Mr. Brick, and Mr. HALE were appointed. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. CAFFERY. L[ rise, Mr. President, to a question of per- 
sonal privilege. In the New York Evening Post of the I4th in- 
stant there is a publication from whieh I will read the following 
excerpt: 

It would be a great public service, as well as a first-rate stroke of good 
politics, if all Democratic bodies and organizations in the land were to imi 
tate the example set by the Minnesota Democratic commiitee, and send a 
public appeal to the Democratic majority in the Senate to either carry out 
the party's pledges and pass the tariff bill, or get out of the party. Every 
body knows that when the Minnesota Democrats put the responsibility for 
delay upon the following ~enators. they put it where it belonged: 

“Senators CALVIN S. BRICE of Ohio. DAVID B. HILL and EDWARD MuR- 
PHy, jr., of New York. JOHN R. MCPHERSON and JAMES SMITA, jr., of New 
Jersey, ARTHUR P.GORMAN and CHARLES H.Gisson of Maryland, JoaNnson 
N. CAMDEN of West Virginia, DONELSON CAFFERY and EDWARD D. WHITE 
of Louisiana, JOHN T. MORGAN and James L. PuGH of Alabama.” 

These men are doing their utmost to ruin their party by ho ding it in the 
way of the progress of the country and demonstrating its incompetency for 
public affairs. 

Mr. President, Ido not deem it necessary on every occasion 
to notice publications in newspapers containing false statements 
inregard to myself, but when a reputable newspaper like the 
New York Evening Post quotes approvingly the heated utter- 
ances of a Democratic club, which utterances contain misstate- 
ments in so far as I am concerned, I deem it proper as a Demo- 
crat and asa member of the Democratic Senate in my behalf to 
notice such misstatements. 

Iam not an obstructionist. [am not opposed to the speedy 
passige of the revenue bill named the Wilson bill, as amended 
by the Senate Finance Committee. I shall put no obstruction 
in the way of the passage of that bill. More, Mr. President, I 
shall actively support it and vote for it—as it now stands inthe 
Senate—either that or a bill substintially embracing the provi- 
sions of the bill as amended by the Senate committee. 

I desire to say this much in justice to myself. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WASHBURN, from the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4765) toauthorize the St. Louis 
River Bridge Company and the Duluth Transfer Railway Com- 
pany to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge over the St. 
Louis River from a puint at or near Grassy Point, in the village 
of West Duluth, Minn., to the most available point opposite, in 
the State of Wisconsin, reported it without amendment and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PEFFER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 487) for the relief of the widow and heirs of 
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Samuel Kramer, reported it with an amendment and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1480) to codify and arrange the laws re- 
lating to pensions, reported it without amendment and submit- 
ted a report thereon. 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 265) to provide for a May term of the 
district court of the United States for the eastern district of 
South Carolina, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1644) relating to the detail of 
retired officers of the Army at institutions of learning, reported 
it without amendment and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1824) to carry out the findings of the Court 
of Claims and for the relief of Samuel Fitzhugh, administrator 
of Henry Fitzhugh, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 982) for the relief of Cumberland Female College, of Me- 
Minnville, Tenn., reported it with an amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1912) for the relief of the Bath Iron 
Works, of Bath, Me., reported it favorably as an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to the navalappropriation bill, and moved 
that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and 
printed; which was agreed to. 


THOMAS R. PROCTOR. 


Mr. HALE, I am directed by the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, towhom was referred the joint resolution (S.R. 74) for the 
oroper enrollment of Thomas R. Proctor in the Navy of the 

nited States, to report it without amendment and submit a 
report thereon. 

r. PROCTOR. I ask for the immediate consideration of the 
jointresolution. Itis one that merely confers a relative rank to 
enable the man to join the Loyal Legion. It gives no claim 
whatever for any pay, allowances, pension, bounty, or other re- 
muneration. It is the only case of its kind in the Navy. 

Mr. HALE. I will say that the committee examined the sub- 
ject and the facts are as stated by the Senator from Vermont. 
There can be no possible reason why the joint resolution should 
not bs ao 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Vermont asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the joint res- 
olution, It will be read for information. 

The Secretary read the — resolution, and, by unanimous 
consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded 
to its consideration. It provides that Thomas R. Proctor, who 
was secretary to the acting rear-admiral commanding the Pacific 
Squadron of the United States Navy on actual sea service, and 
who was duly appointed October 1, 1864, and actually performed 
sea service during the war in such capacity until honorably dis- 
charged from the Navy December 12, 1866, shall be deemed and 
taken to have had the relative rank of a lieutenant on the active 
list in the Navy of the United States, and shall be so recorded 
in the Register of the Navy of the United States. Butsuch rela- 
tive rank shall confer no claim whatever to any pay, allowances, 
pension, bounty, or other remuneration. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment. 

Mr. PALMER. I merely wish to ask whether the joint reso- 
lution is reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Itis reported from the Committee on Naval 
A 


ffairs. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has been so reported, the Chair 
will state to the Senator from Illinois. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 
The preamble was agreed to. 


YELLOWSTONE NATIONAL PARK. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iam instructed by the Committee on Ter- 
ritories to ask that certain letters addressed to that committee 
in reference to the boundaries of the Yellowstone National Park 
be printed in document form. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from West Virginia? The Chair hears none, 
and the letters referred to will be printed as a document. 
ST, LOUIS RIVER BRIDGE. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Iam directed by the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 5978) to authorize 
the construction of a steel bridge over the St. Louis River be- 
tween the States of Wisconsin and Minnesota, to report it favor- 
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ably, with amendments, and I ask unanimous consentfor its pres- 
ent consideration. 

The Secretary read the bill; and, by unanimous consent, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments of the committee 
will be stated in their order. 

The first amendment reported by the Committee on Com- 
merce was, in section 3, line 1, after the words ‘referred to in,” 
to strike out “lines 10 and 11 of,” so as to read: 

Sec. 3, Thatthe accessory works referred to in the preceding section shall be 
such booms, dikes, piers, or other suitable and proper structures for con- 
fining the flow of water to a permanent channel. and for the guiding of 
steamboats, rafts, and other water craft safely through the draw and raft- 
ing spans, as shall be reqired by the Secretary of War, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4, line 1, after the word 
‘* bridge,” to insert ‘* built;” so as to read: 

Sec. 4. That the bridge built under this act shall be constructed as aypivot 
drawbridge, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as’amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


SUPPRESSION OF LOTTERY TRAFFIC. 


Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 1620) for the suppression of lottery traffic 
through national and interstate commerce and the postal service 
subject to the jurisdiction and laws of the United States. The 
bill is very brief. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill 
named by him; which will be read for information. 

Mr. HOAR. The original bill was introduced by me in the 
first instance. The Committee on the Judiciary have reported 
an amendment to the bill in the nature of a substitute. 1 sup- 
pose it is only necessary to read the substitute. __ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The substitute will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the amendment reported by 
the Committee on the Judiciary; but before concluding was in- 
terrupted 3! 

Mr. ALLEN. I have no desire to object to the consideration 
of the bill, but it is now twenty-five minutes tol o clock, and the 
routine business of the morning has not yet been transacted. 

Mr. HOAR. The bill is very brief indeed, and I hope the Sen- 
ator will allow it to pass. It is very important that the setting 
up of lotteries in other countries and sending their drawings 
here should be broken up. All the people of Florida, without 
distinction of party, desire this legislation. 

Mr. ALLEN. The entire morning hour yesterday was con- 
sumed in precisely this way. 

Mr. HOAR. The bill can not take more than five minutes. 

Mr. PASCO. I hope the Senator from Nebraska wil! not urge 
his objection to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. The reading is now nearly half through. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the 
amendment reported by the Committee on the Judiciary, which 
was to strike out all after the enacting clause of the bill and in- 
sert: 

That ony | ne who, within the jurisdiction and subject to the laws of 
the Unt tates, shall contrive, een. set up, or draw a lottery, so-called 
gift concert, or similar enterprise, offering prizes dependent upon lot or 
chance, or assists in such contriving, proposing, setting up, or drawing in 
any place within the jurisdiction and subject to the laws of the United 

5 hin or without such 


a —_ one peete to ae. in the Cait Seabee, 
an , certificate, or instrumen' sporting or represent a ticket, 
chaiioe share, or interest in or dependen upon the event of such lottery, so- 

similaren offering ee dependent upon lot or 

chance, or shall cause any ad ent of such lottery, so-called gift con- 

cert, or similar ae offering prizes dependent upon lot or chance, to 

be brought into the United States, or deposited in or carried by the mails of 

the United States, or transferred from one State to another in the same, 

shall be guilty of afelony, and be punishable inthe first offense by imprison- 

ment for not more than two years or by a fine of not more than $1,000, or 

both, one, in hes second and after offenses ak such er only. a 
Smo. 2. That any violating any of the provisions o act may 

y information or indictment and tried and punished 

the unlawfui importation was made, or the 

carried by mail for deli ipcie s te ot ber ne oe cok ares 

was y ‘or very acco e directions thereon, or at 

is caused to be delivered by mail to the person to whom it is ad- 

or in either of the districts through whichit may have passed in the 

commerce. 

of sections 3929 and 4041 of the United States 

amended, respectively, and the Visions of sections 

the United States Revised Statutes, of sections 11, 12, and 

of October 1, 1890, entitled “‘Chapter 1244. An act 
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to reduce the revenue and equaltze duties on imports, and for other pur- 
poses,"’ and all other rovisions of Jaw for the suppression of traffic in or 
circulation of any such tickets. chances, shares, orinterests in or other mat 
ter relating to lotteries, or for the suppression of traffic in or circulation of 
obscene books or articles of any kind, shall apply in support, aid, and further- 
ance of the enforcement of this act. 

Sgc. 4. Thatnothinghereincontained shall be deemed to repeal by iniplica- 
tion sections 3804, 8929, or 4041 of the United States Revised Statutes, or any 
part thereof, nor any provisions of the act of Congress of April 29, 1878, entitled 
**An act to prevent the sale of policy or lottery tickets in the District of Co 
lumbia,”’ nor any provisions of the act of Congress of September 19, 1890, en- 
titled “An act to amend certain sections of the Revised Statutes relating to 
lotteries. and for other purposes,” 
ever against the establishinent of lotteries, or games, or other schemes, or 
prizes, or chances, or the traffic in or circulation of tickets and other such 
papers or insiruments, or the publication of advertisements or notices in 
any wise relating thereto. : 

Sgc. 5. That the powers conferred upon the Postmaster-General by the 
statute of 1800, chapter 903, section 2, are hereby extended and made appli- 
cable to all letters or other matter sent by mail 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
The Senator from Massachusetts asks unanimous consent for 
the consideration of the bill which has just been read for infor- 
mation. Is there objection? 

Mr. VEST. ; 
However, I should like to have time to look at it. 
singular provisions in it, it seems tome, and there are some very 
nice questions in regard to the jurisdiction of the Federal Gov- 
ernment as I read the bill now. I have just seen it for the first 
time, and I should like to have it go over. ; ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri 
obiects to the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Missouri, 


if he can do so, to examine the measure as it is reported by the | 


committee,as it is very important that it should pass atan early 
day. Itis verysimple. I should like to call it up to-morrow in 
the morning hour. 

Mr. VEST. I have no objection to that. 
lay the bill at all. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. 
morrow morning. 

DISTRICT POLICE FORCE. 

Mr. HARRIS. Yesterday the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
MARTIN] presented a paper in the formof a petition from Maj. 
Moore, the chief of police of the District of Columbia, in re- 
spect to certain appropriations necessary to that force. It was 
by mistake referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia. ‘That committee has already reported an amendment. as 


I do not wish to de- 


I shall endeavor to call it up to- 


nor any provision of the laws whatso- | 


ek I 
I do not know but that I shall support the bill. | 
There are some | 
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|} of committees, the introduction of bills and joint resolutions 


| ciury will take immediate action with r 


asked for by the chief of police, and it has been referred to the | 


Committee on Appropriations. 
of Columbia sho ld be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the petition, and it should be referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. Iask that that be done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection that 
order will be made. 


COMMANDER F’. W. DICKINS. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of two bil!s of courtesy, I may call them, one of 
which has come unanimously from the House of Representatives, 
and both unanimously from the Committee on Foreign Relations 
of the Senate, permitting certain gentlemen to accept foreign 
decorations. [ ask first for the consideration of the bill (H.R. 
5276) to authorize Commander F. W. Dickens, of the United 
States Navy, to accept the decoration of the cross of naval 
meritof the third class from the King of»Spain. 

By unanimous consent. the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PROF. ASAPH HALL. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I[nowask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of asimilar bill, the bill (S. 1860) to authorize Prof. 
Asaph Hall, of the United States Navy, to accept a gold medal 
from the Academy of Sciences of France. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not intend to object to the consideration 
of the bill, bat the practice of asking consent to consider every 
bill when reported consumes the whole morning hour, and we 
do not get beyond the reports of committees. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam not going to object to the Senator's bill, 
but I give notice that I shall object to the next one. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. HAWLEY. [should like to be heard for a moment to 
correct a Sepeehenaion. These bills have been reported for 
some time, and have been on the Calendar. 

Mr. BARRIS. I was not aware of that fact. 


XX VI——239 
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mittee on the District of Columbia. 
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| for the consideration of the resolution submitted by me, 
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By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

‘he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read thw third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HARRIS. What is the order of procee ling? 

The PRESTDING OFFICER. Reports of committee 

Mr. HARRIS. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. PEFFER. If there is no further morning busine 


i ask 


coming 


ss. 


over from a previous day. 
Mr. MANDERSON. There is further morning business. 
The PRESLDING OFFICER. The morning business is not 
yet completed. 
Mr. MANDERSON. 
has been reached. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


I desire to introduce a bill, if that order 


If there are no further reports 


is 
the next business in order. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, greatly encouraged by 
the action of the Senate yesterday with reference toer ing an 
additional judicial district in the State of Texas, and after consul 
tation with the Senator from Minnesota/ Mr. Davis}, finding that 
the States of Minnesota and Nebraska are alike in great need of 
additional judicial aid, we have prepared a bill providing for an 

| additional district judge in each, which will make two ('nited 


States judges in each of the States of Minnesota and Nebraska, 
something that has been very greatly desired for many years, 
[ now introduce the bill, and hope the Committee on the Judi- 
‘ference to it, and do 
the favor and the justice to the States by reporting it speedily 
for passage. 
The bill (S. 1920) providing for an additional district judge in 
each of the districts of Minnesota and Nebraska was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. HARRIS. At the request of the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia, I introduce a bill which. with accompany- 
ing letter from the Commissioners, [ ask be referred to the Com- 


mittee on the District of Columbia. 

The bill (S. 1921) for the removal of snow and ice from the 
sidewalks, crosswalks, and gutters in the cities of Washington 
and Georgetown, and for other purposes, was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 


Mr. POWER introduced a bill (S.1922) to extend the time for 
miking final payments on entries under the pre*mption act; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (S. 1923) for an act to repeal 
section 3412 and 3413 of the Revised Statutes, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

AMENDMENT TO SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL, 

Mr. POWER submitted an amendment intend«d to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committze on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. VOORHEES, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the claim of Calvin Jones for dama ces against 
the Government on account of the destruction of property by United States 
troops be taken from the filles and referred to the Committee on ( 


BINDING OF TARIFF COMPILATION. 
Mr. VOORHEES submitted the following resolution: which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Ordered, That there be bound, under the direction of the Cominittee on 
Finance, for the use of the Senate in debate, 200 copies of the Report 334, be- 
ing a comparison in quarto form, with reference margin of H. R. 4844 and ex 
isting law. 


CLERKS IN TREASURY 


ime 
3} 


AND INTERIOR DEPARTMENTS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Chair lays before the 
Senate a resolution coming over from a preceding day. 
The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. GaAL- 


LINGER on the 13th instant, as follows: 


Resolved, That tho Secretary of the Treasury and the Secretary of the In- 
terior be directed to transmit to the Senate in separate lists the names of 
ail clerks and employés appointed, promoted, reduced, and dismissed since 
the 4th day of March. 1893, and the State to which each such clerk or em- 


ployé is accredited; also that such of them as servel in the Army or Navy 
of the United States at any time during the war of the rebellion shall be 
designated by some distinguishing marx in each /ist 

Mr. GALLINGER. The morning hour is so nearly closed 


that I ask unanimous consent that the resolution go over, re 
taining its place. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senatorfrom New Hamp- 
shire asks unanimous consent that the resolution go over with- 
out losing its place and be laid before the Senate to morrow 
morning. Is there objection to the request of the Senator from 
New Hampshire? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

HEARINGS ON PROPOSED LEGISLATION. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 18038) to amend the act of June 22, 
1894, entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Missouri River at the city of Yankton,S. Dak.” Itis 
a short bill of only one page and refers to the extension of time 
for building the bridge. 

Mr. PEF ER. Lobject to the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
jects to the present consideration of the bill. ‘The Chair lays 
before the Senate the resolution submitted by the Senator from 
Kansas | Mr. Perrer!, which comes over under the rule. 

The SECRETARY. 
mittee to be known as the Committee on Communication. 

Mr. PEFPFER. Iask that the resolution be agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR, I move to amend the regolution by substituting 
the Finance Commiitee for the select committee provided for 
in the resoiution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts offers an amendment to the resolution,which will be stated. 

Mr. SUERMAN. I should like to have the resolution read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to refer the resolution tothe Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Missouri to refer the resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask that it be read before the question is 
taken on the motion to refer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
resolution. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. PEFFER 
on the 14th instant, as follows: 


Whereas there exists in many places and on the part of large numbers o 
citizens, individually and in organized bodies, a disposition to visit the city 
of Washington for the purpose of personally presenting to their 
views with respect to pending and prospective measures of legislation; and 

Whereas many of such persons and bodies are reported to be now on their 
way hither, with others likely to follow, for the pu aforesaid: 

Therefore, to the end that these our petitioners shall have fulland respect- 
ful hearing and that proceedings attend their communication with the 
Senate shall be orderly and not subjec to interruption by the transac- 
tion of other public business, 

Be it resolved, That a select committee of nine members of the Senate be 
appointed by the Vice-President, to be known as the Committee on Commmnu- 

cation, Whose duty it shall be to receive all writven or printed communica- 
tions from citizens or bodies of citizens visiting the Capitol, or intending to 
make such visit, for the purposes mentioned in the preamble hereto, and to 
receive all petitions, memorials, and remonstrances of such and 
bodies and hear them orally in relation to the matters and about 
which they desire to communicate with the Senate. The commi shall 
report fully to the Senate from time to time as other committees report. 

‘he Sergeant-at-Arms will set aside a convenient room in the Capitol or 
other building belonging to the Government for the use of said committ e, 
and furnish the same withthe necessary articles for the convenient dispatch 


of business 
Mr. PEFFER. There is aslight mistake in the printing of 
the resolution, The last ‘‘ whereas” in the official print ought 
to be substituted by the word ‘‘therefere.” 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
modification will be made. 
Mr. PEFFER. I ask for a yea-and-nay vote on the motion to 
refer the resolution to the Committee on Rules. 
Mr. SHERMAN. The rules require, as the resolution pro- 
es the organivation of a new committee, that it shall be re- 
erred to the Committee on Rules. 
Mr. PEFFER. The resolution proposes to create a select 
committee. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I think the rule requires that the resolu- 
tion shall be referred to the Committee on Rules, because it 
ro sa change of the rules. 
Mr. HARRIS. We on this side of the Chamber can not hear 
the Senator from Ohio. I wish he would speak a little louder. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I think the rule requires, as the resolution 
proposes the organization of a new committee, that it should go 
to the Committee on Rules. It is a change of the rules; it pro- 
ses addition to the number of committees. Therefore I hope 
hat course will be taken rather thanany other. 
Mr. HOAR. Let the rule be read that requires the reference 
of the resolution to the Committee on Rules. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is not informed of 
the rule the Senator from Ohio relies upon. 
Mr. COCKRELL. What is the rule to which the Senator 
from Ohio refers? 
Mr. SHERMAN. I think any addition to the rumber of com- 
mittees is a in the rules. The organization of acommit- 
tee is a change of the rules. 


The Secretary will read the 


A resolution providing for a select com- 
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Mr. COCKRELL. Clearly so, I think. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Therefore the resolution should go to the 
Committee on Rules by the general rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that 
the resolution proposes the creation of a select committee, and 
that question is not affected by any rule of which the Chair is 
aware. 

Mr. HARRIS. Therulerefers tostanding committees. 
is certainly true, according to my recollection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Missouri to refer the resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

Mr. PEFFER. On that motion I demand the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is therea second to the demand 
for the yeas and nays? 

Mr. HARRIS. The hour of 1 o’clock has arrived, according 
to the timepiece in the Chamber. 

Mr. PEFFER. Then let the resolution retain its place. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 1 oclock having 
arrived, under the consent agreement of the Senate the Chair 
lays before the Senate the untinished business. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the concurrent resolution of the Senate to print 6,000 copies 
of the fourth edition of the document entitled ‘‘ Coinage Laws 
of the United States, 1792 to 1394,” prepared under the direction 
of the Committee on Finance. United States Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a con- 
current resolution to print 11,000 copies of aspecial report of the 
Chief of the Bureau of Statistics of the Treasury Department 
on the imports for consumption and the domestic exports for the 
years 1884 to 1894; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate, 

The message further announced that the House had passed a 
concurrent resolution to print the eulogies delivered in Congress 
upon the life and services of Hon. William H. Enochs, late a 
Representative from the State of Ohio; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a con- 
current resolution to print and bind in cloth 1,500 copies of the 
annual report of the health officer of the District of Columbia; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


THE REVENUE BILL, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con 
sideration of the bill (H.R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

Mr. GALLINGER. With the consent of the Senate, on Fri- 
day, the 20th instant, immediately after the conclusion of the 
routine merning business, [ shall submit some observations on 
the pending bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PALMER. IT beg leave to interrupt the Senator from 
Vermont fora moment. I dusire at anearly day tosubmitsome 
remarks to the Senate on the pending bill. I observe that the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN] has given notice of 
his purpose to address the Senate on the same subject next Mon- 
day. I wish to inquire whether a notice of my purpose to ad- 
dress the Senate on Tuesday would violate any understanding 
between the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] and the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island — ALpRicH]. If it does not, I give 
notice that on Tuesday I shall add: ess the Senate on this sub- 


ject. 
, The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senatorfrom Vermont will 
roceéd. 

E Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, no matter how far-reaching the im- 
ce of the subject under discussion may be, I know how vain it 

would be for me, at 1 o’clock in the day, to seek to deprive the cigar 

symposium of its usual quorum in the coat room, and I shall only 

hope, by comparative Senatorial brevity, not to weary the unoc- 

cupied mahogany chairs of Senators with merely ‘wise saws and 

modern instances.” 

The financial and industrial crisis has not yet passed away, and 
it is a wondrous pity that the political interests of the Democratic 
party should require its continuance by a vainglorious and clumsy 
attempt to aa ae earry out its Chicago tariff platform. Surel 
the poltical tariff bill now presented, instead of a revenue tariff, will 
give more comfort abroad than at home, even to its tired authors, 
and the rather distended notion of the people in 1892 of Democratic 
statesmanship and infallibility in the construction of asymmetrical 
‘“‘tariff for revenue only” has suddenly collapsed. Even their 
Mugwump allies openly jeer and sneer at their work. Their bill 
was launched before the very able Senator from New York, a 
skillful and courageous navigator on stormy seas, declined to sink 
or swim on the unseaworthy craft. Surely the crew should now feel 


That 
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warped to jump ashore and refuse to go down with the keel-broken 
othe Democracy has the élite habit of shaking hands with free 
trade with its elbow ona level with the top of the head, but droops 
limp and low when 85 per cent protection Is demanded and yielded 
on rice. It embraces “revenue reform” like a lover, and presto sees 
“revenue only” in a 55 per cent protection on cuffs and collars. 
Free trade swears cternal fealty to the Democratic geddess of “ free 
raw materials,” but forthwith the goddess is dethroned by the 
Democratic provisional government on the tariff, and protection on 
coal, coke, and iron ore, graciously reinstated, is no longer a ‘‘ cul- 
minating atrocity.” The ferocity of free trade against a ten-million 
beunty on sugar could not be muzzled, but a tax of forty-one mil- 
lions for the protection of sugar cane, a veritable white elephant, 
is weleomed with a smile, slightly puckered. The philosophy of 
the present tariff bill, as confessed by the chairman, that concessions 
had to be made to pass the bill, is found in the dogma that “all 
government and every prudent act is founded on compromise and 
barter,” by which it will be explained how one by one of the fore- 
going capricious favors crawled hurriedly into the tariff bill when 
some Democratic Roman threatened otherwise to appeal unto Cwsar. 
If any Republican begged for favors they were piously pitied and 
then piteously eraecified. 

Concerning the rates of duties reported in the tariff bill, it is no 
violation ef the confidential relations of the Senate Committee on 
Finance to state now that they were all fixed and determined with- 
out the votes of the Republican members, and against even the 
votes of any hesitating or divergent minority of the Democratic 
members. Thus many of the most important questions may have 
been determined by the small fraction of three or four of a commit- 
tee of eleven, but, while the process of evolution was a great nov- 
elty, it will not be controverted that all the rates of duty are of the 
purest Democratic origin. ‘Tariffs ‘‘ for revenue only” prove to be 
only political tariffs, valid only until after the next election. 

The honorable chairman of the Finance Committee, however, in 





his opening speech, «leclared with real sadness that some parts of | 


the tariff bill he presented were consented to under ‘ duress.” 
Legally and constitutionally, therefore, this was such bald coercion 
as to invalidate the whole bill, and the committee are entitled to 
relief from the fraud, which should be promptly granted by the 


Sevate. That is, the bill must be wholly ignored or unanimously 
rejected. I know of nothing less that will redress the ignominious 


‘‘ duress” imposed upon the committee. 

The items inserted under ‘‘ duress” should never go to a committee 
of conference between the two Houses of Congress to embarrass the 
Senate conferrees, although their action might not be unlike that 
of the boy’s cousins, where he went for an afternoon visit. Coming 
home very hungry, and being asked by his mother if he wasn’t 
invited to supper with them, he answered, “‘ Yes, but they weren’t 
no hands to urge, I tell ye.” Our conferrees will certainly be “No 
hands to urge,” and the “ duress” amendments may be doomed toa 
short shrift. 

But I have other reasons why this bill shouldbe rejected. The 
bill was reported March 20, 1894, to the Senate, with voluminous 
and extraordinary amendments. Twenty days thereafter the same 
comnittee presented a litter of forty more amendments. There is 
little doubt but that a munch larger number will yet be a prime 
necessity, if the committee will only laber and wait. Their chief 
objection to leng waiting, perhaps, would bo that the committee 
might not find the House of Representatives then constituted with 
a Democratic majority any more in favor of a killing double dose 
of tariff reform than of protection under “‘ duress” in spots. 

Among the glories of the historic career of Americans none have 
been of greater splendor than those displayed by manufacturers and 
inventors. Their achievements have excited both the wonder and 
the envy of the Old World, but our mach esteemed chairman of the 
Finance Committee [Mr. Voorures), unwilling to aggravate our 
national self-esteem, did not seek in his opening tariff speech to 

raise, but sought to bury these American manufacturers by a calm, 
liberate, and judicial pronunciamento, charging them and protec- 
tive tarifts with such infamy and crimes alternately as ‘‘ plunder and 
spoliation,” or “‘spoliationand plunder,” ‘ robbery,” and “unbridled 
extortion ;” as ‘‘ colossal taskmasters,” and that there have been 
‘millions of blackmail levied by American manufacturers ;” again 
as “sinister, pertidious, and dishonest,” as a “ giant robber, a pred- 
atory monster obstructing the highways of legislation and chai- 
lenging legislaters themselves to stand and deliver,” and at last as 
a pickpocket “ thief.” 

I can not say anything amiss of my greatly esteemed friend, the 
chairman of the Committee on Finance, who we all know to be, 
like my Uncle Toby, “the very quintessence of the milk of human 
kindness,” and I regret that he seems to have made an effort him- 
self to ereate a different impression by his rather free commentary 
_ the same financial policy of that established in the first year of 

ashington’s administration for the “protection and encourage- 
ment of manufactures,” with its ‘“‘imfamy ” enduring and prospering 
for a hundred years unsuspected, and now, I hope reluctantly, dis- 
closed, though awfully denounced. If, however, the long-bow and 
revolutionary pronunciamento against invisible ‘‘ millionaire manu- 
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factnrers” should be thought by his more advanced colleagues as 
lacking in adequate furor and reverberation let it be noted that it 
was not the fault of the distinguished chairman, but of the epi- 
thetical insufficiency of the English vocabulary to meet the gravity 
of the case, and it will be conceded that it might have been more 
appropriate to have borrowed the sonorons and deeper-toned lan- 
guage by which the bull against the comet was promulgated. After 
all, the jurors of the country, so far as recently heard from, do not 
seem in a mood to consign all American manufacturers as criminals, 
robbers, and nronsters to the penitentiary, nor even to permit any 
reasonably protective tariff to long remain in a Democratic purga- 
tory. 

The increase of our manufacturing products from $5,000,000,000 in 
1880 to $9,000,000,000 in 1890 eclipses any progressive growth of this 
or any other country in all the world’s history, supplemented by the 
further facts that, both the amount of capital and the number of 
employés were more than doubled, and while the average of wages 
»aid increased 39 per cent, the average prices of manufactures dimin- 
ished 20 per centum. In 1890, under a Republican régime, the four 
and one-half millions of employés, with many more millions of their 
dependents, were happy, and over six thonsand millions of capital 
appeared safe and prosperous. In 189 the half-born Democratic 
tariff bill, now in the Senate, like Milton’s 

Tawny lion, pawing to cet froe 

His hinder parts, 
threatens to maim and cripple the whole of our vastly extended 
manufactures, and much of them to absolutely destroy, by an inten 
tional and vicious surrender to foreigners of the American market. 
This impending hostility has for many months been multiplying a 
great army of the unemployed. Steam engines have had a rest. 
Dividends have been cut in twain or have wholly ceased. Bank 
rupteies only seem to flourish. And now, as if to flatten ont all 
hope for the future, not only are the rates of duties to be stubbornly 
docked, but the specific is to be recklessly superseded by the exploded 
ad valorem system, under which duties largely depend upon the 
integrity, or the frequent want of integrity, in the foreign valuation 
set forth in the invoice. ; 

The proposed general abandonment of specific tariff duties for 
the obsolete ad valorem system in defiance of the judgment of the 
foremost statesmen throughout the world, including nearly all our 





| own Seeretaries of the Treasury, indicates the decadence somewhere 


of enlightened statesmanship, and of all the lessons of ripe expe 
rience in handling great national revenue measures. The Walker 
experiment of nearly fifty years ago, lubricated by the marvelous 
California output of gold, also by our lavish expenditures in the 
Mexican war, and by a foreign famine, creating a temporary demand 
for everything we had to sell, had its objectionable character glossed 
over by unrelated prosperity only for a brief time, but ended in all 
respects as a deplorable failure. 

Ad valorem tariff duties are seornfully shunned by English free 
traders as well as by European continental protectionists. They 
do not secure a stable revenue. They require a very large increase 
of custom-house forees. They plunge the Government into multi 
tudinous and expensive litigation with many importers. They open 
a market to every deseription of goods of the lowest and poorest 
character, rather than of the best, and offer the widest opportuni- 
ties for fraud and universal undervaluation to those who do not 
regard cheating eustom-house officers as malum in se. 

The tariff portion of this bill makes its destructive purpose promi- 
nent by an assault upon each and every production of the farmer. 
It cuts the jugular of sheep husbandry by consigning wool to the 
free list and tothe tender merey of free trade. American wool- 
growing in competition with the cheap labor and cheap pasturage 
of Australia, Africa,.and South America must perish. Even the 
long-wool sheep for mutton are likely to be mainiy sitpplied by 
Canada. With the removal of 10 cents duty per pound on clothing 
wools the flocks upon our thousand hills will disappear. The onal 
shepherds who have invested more than five hundred millions of 
capital to uphold this industry and to gain a modest support will 
find themselvescaught in a tariff thicket to be offered up as a sacri- 
fice to a Democratic theory only. 

The fact that wool, under protection from 1892 to 1893, there was 
an increase in one year of 31,000,000 pounds, conclusively proves 
that it is entitled to continued favor. The further fact that froma 
well-grounded fear of the hostile legislation now impending here, the 
decline in the total value of sheep from January 1, 1893, to January 
1, 1894, was from $125,909, 264 to $89,186,110, or showing a shrinkage, 
according to the Department of Agriculture, of $37,000,000 is only 
a foretaste of the final fate of wool, even in the country where the 
annual product now stands the third largest of the world. The 
large demand for foreign wool to supply the home deficiency will 
create peremptory demands for gold to balance the adverse foreign 
account. 

Wool is not only about to be slanghtered, but it seems fore 
ordained by the Sangrado Demoeratic leaders that no interest or 

roduct of the farmer shall eseape being bled by the bill reported. 

rain of all kinds, cattle, horses, sheep, hogs, lard, butter, cheese, 
milk, flax, hemp, hay, straw, eggs, and poultry, are all to have 
something of their prosperity withdrawn, either by the total loss of 
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protection or by a radical reduction of tariff duties, This serves 
to show that revenue reformers love our Canadian neighbors much 
better than ourselves. No wonder that the hilarious Tory leader 
there should tell his people that the Wilson bill “ gives Canada all 
she wants without surrendering anything.” 

{ do not forget, while wool is to be free, that mungo and shoddy 
are to have the protection of a 15 per cent duty. This may ex- 
elude the mungo and shoddy, but it will not exclude the low-grade 
shoddy woolen cloths, which are to be subject only to an ad valorem 
duty, without the specific duty on weight which has heretofore 
successfully served to shut them out, The Wilson bill, therefore, | 
will be likely to furnish the dumping ground for a large share ot] 
the most worthless shoddy goods of Europe. } 

But, asif it were not enough to cripple the home market of the | 
farmer, this blind-eved tariff bill proposes to abrogate all reciproc- 
ity arrangements by which farmers and others secured for their 
products a broader and valuable market abroad. The sudden and 
splenetic abrogation of all these arrangements with foreign nations 
oa fail to shock their good will and seriously affront our own 
people. 

i’ree traders perversely claim that all duties paid on imported 
manufactures are always paid by the consumers. They forget how 
greatly the enormous competition of nine thousand millions of 
American products in our own and other markets must havereduced 
the prices of manufactures throughout the world; and the claim is 
also refuted by our own experience, which shows that every arti- 
cle that has received any stable tariff protection has been perma- 
nently and largely reduced in price to consumers, This can be 
proven by citing examples of wholesale prices very indiscrimi- 
nately, as follows: 

Two-plyg inrain carpets in 1871, $1 per yard ; 50 cents in 1891. Wil- 
ton carpets in 1876, $3 per yard; $2.16 in 1891. Turks Island salt in 
1871, 45 cents per bushel; 26 cents in 1891. Solar salt in 1871, $2 per | 
barrel of 280 pounds; 74 cents in 1891. Cut nails in 1860, 6 cents per 
pound; in 1892, 1} cents. Calico, Cocheco prints, in 1860, 10 cents per 
yard; 1891, 6 cents per yard. Sheetings, 4 x 4, Lawrence; in 1871, 9} 
cents per yard; in I891, 54 cents. Sugar, fair refining, 94 cents in 
1871, and 2} centsin 1891. Mostof these latest prices are still lower 
to-day. 

‘The great wrongs, obliquities, and incongruities pervading the bill 
will have attention when the details are reached for consideration. 
That the radical changes proposed, if made, will reduce many 
people, hitherto prosperous, to poverty, can hardly be disputed by 
sane people. The abounding invitations offered by the bill to the 
imports of foreign merchandise must paralyze many important 
American investments. They will, however, give active employ- 
ment to laborers abroad, and to an equal extent diminish that of 
American laborers. The number of the en is likely to be 
multipled, and those who can be employed will learn that the first 
step toward free trade is astepdownin wages. They will also learn 
who are to beheld responsible for the disastrous results by the final 
vote recorded upon the bill in the Senate. 

The appearance here in the United States Congress at a time of 
profound peace of a wide-straddling income-tax bill, unheralded 
be the platform of either of the great parties of the country, and 
only commended by the unsavory example of the Old World oligar- 
chies in distress, must be reckoned as a blunder of unusual magni- 
tude even for a Democratic administration. Certainly we have not 
the excuse of the overtaxed European nations, sorely burdened by 
enormous imperial armies and royal navies, nor the La dauiikes- 
tion that our system of raising revenue, with all the past experience 
in its favor, was inadequate and must be superseded to obtain more 
revenue by the rigors to which the subjects of Germany, England, 
Austria, and Italy have been, not uncomplainingly, compelled to 
submit. ‘The charge of an excess of revenue, lately iterated against 
»rotection is already abandoned by the party whose dominance it 
is expected will cease March 4, 1895, but which is now on a wild 
income hunt for revenue to fill the vacuum to be created by a 
Democratic tariff. ; 

If more revenue, instead of less, had been desired, and not the 
creation of a deficit, solely to make room for an unequal income 
tax, more would have been easily obtainable from a light duty on 
someof the articles in the long list now free, or by an increase of the 
tax on malt liquors, and that without the addition of adime to the 
cost_of collection. 

It is to be hoped that the income scheme has not been inspired by 
a willingness on the part of its projectors akin to that of Artemus 
Ward, who annonnced his willingness that all of his wife’s rela- 
tions should enlist or be drafted in our late war, and yet it looks 
very like a thrifty local and sectional scheme to willingly grant to 
others, rather than to its tropical projectors, the honors accruing 
to all contributions made to an income tax. 

I trast those who think, by shutting their eyes that they can 
swallow the income proposition at a single galp without danger to 
their digestion, or to that of their constituents, will listen while I 
very briefly present what appear to me as some of the objections to 
the measure and which, I fear, will bear heavily upon many humble 
and plain people. 

Any income tax, like the one here proposed, which fixes the tax 
atone rate in its application to all persons, is manifestly unjust. 
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That derived from rent of houses, always needing annual repairs, 
should be less than that on land; that derived from labor, less than 
that upon real property; that from silver mines less than that from 
more stable coal mines; and that from professional men, wholly 
dependent on their health, less than that upon brewers and dis- 
tillers. To make things equal, some discrimination must be made. 

Pitt introduced the British income tax during the Napoleonic war. 
After the peace it was repealed on the ground that it onght to be 
exclusively reserved for times of war; and when reimposed in 1842 it 
was promised that it should be only temporary. Sir John Lubbock, 
in the North American Review, recently quoted Mr. Gladstone as 
having stated, though the tax was ‘‘an engine of gigantic power for 
great national purposes,” there were ‘circumstances attending its 
operation which make it difficult, perhaps impossible, or at any 
rate not desirable, to maintain it as a portion of the permanent and 
ordinary finance.” 

The poor excuse for an income tax now is that a precedent has 
been found for it in that first enforced here in 1863, the prodigal 
extremes of which were copied then, as now, from the British stat- 
utes, but then only tolerated by us in consequence of the extraor- 
dinary exigencies of a great civil war. The measure now resur- 
rected, with its grave clothes still adhering to it, is to be imposed 
upon our people as a redemption of the latest Democratic national 
pledge to diminish taxation. Yet the party which thus promised 
reform and was pledged to remove war taxes by ‘‘a tariff for reve- 
nue only” now proposes to revive the most obnoxious of all the war 
taxes, and still expects to be trusted for its political honesty. We 
can hardly fail to be reminded of the reply made to Gil Blas when 
he told the horse dealer that ‘‘ He would trust to his honesty,” and 
was answered back by the horse dealer, ‘‘ When you appeal to my 
honesty you touch my weak point.” Were we to appeal to the 
honesty of fanatical tariff reformers, it is to be feared we might 
touch their weak point. 

Thirty years ago our country was afflicted by all the miseries of 
the greatest of civil wars, and there can be none worse. The rebel- 
lion had its supporters in the largest half of the territory of the 
United States, with some aid and comfort elsewhere from those 
who were willing to ‘‘let the wayward sisters go in peace,” and 
the full sympathy of the Whig and Tory party leaders in Great 
Britain, as well as a French fellow conspirator in Louis Napoleon. 
Millions of men had- been summoned to the bloody conflict, already 
punctuated by many battles, and involving a daily expenditure of 
millions of dollars which it was then impossible to borrow. In 
this grim crisis the patriotic North, eager for victory and impatient 
of delay, cried out, On to Richmond!” and louder yet to Congress, 
“Tf more money is wanted, put on the taxes!” Thus it was, with 
cannon resounding within earshot of the Capitol, that the war in- 
come tax had its melancholy birth, and what was then the extreme 
medicine required amidst a most formidable rebellion is now to be 
offered, during profoundest peace, as our perpetual and regular diet. 
Can it be that our Southern brethren are ready, instead of repeal- 
ing war taxes, to make the remembrance of the late war immortal 
by perpetuating one of its notable grievances? 

In 1862 the income tax was reported in a general revenue bill by 
the Committee on Ways and Means, yet with reluctance, and it was 
then admitted by the committee to be less defensible than any other 
portion of the bill, but being for the maintenance of the Union it 
was supported by a rousing loyal majority, although fourteen neg- 
ative votes were recorded, and among them the names of such dis- 
tinguished Democrats as Mr. Vallandigham, Mr. Vooruees, and Mr. 
Pendleton. 

The income tax now proposed in the Democratic tariff bill includes 
the dividends of banks, insurance, railroad, manufacturing, and gas 
companies, together with all business institutions, whether incor- 
porated or not, which issue stock upon which interest or dividends 
shall be paid or accrue, whether paid or not. No owner of stock, 
little or much, in these institutions is to escape an extra tax thereon. 
The men, women, and children, who by rubbing and scrubbing indus- 
try have become the owners of any shares in corporations by which 
a possible semiannual dividend has been earned, will feel, when that 
dividend has been cut and clipped by a national income tax, that 
they have been subjected to heartless and indefensible injustice. 
Even the farmers, who in their towns have clubbed together to 
establish town creameries, will find their dividends are to be taxed. 

Our country is dotted all over with institutions essential to the 
general welfare, where the capital is not mainly made up by the 
rich, but largely contributed by those in moderate or humble cir- 
cumstances, to aid local prosperity, and who are anxious to have 
some little savings treasured a meet old age and all the vicissi- 
tudes of human life. But this Democratic income tax boldly grabs 
each one of these helpless parties and snatches its grim and paltry 
tribute. Ifa poor widow, whose husband has left her an income of 
$500 in the stock of some bank, should be absurdly told by an income 
crank that this is a tax upon the corporation and no tax upon her, 
will she believe it? No; butshe might warn him to beware of the 
fate of that ancient liar, Ananias. 

The stockholders of the great Pennsylvania Railroad number 
27,665, and yet 26,684 of this number receive in 5 per cent annual 
dividends less than $1,000 each from the company; but all will be 
subject to the income tax. The number of stockholders in the 
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Lehigh Valley Company is 9,021. Only 22 of these receive in their 
customary 5 per cent dividends so much as $4,000, and among 
those with limited holdings there are 4,500 women, or more than 
half of the whole company. These are examples that might be 
multiplied by the facts in most other corporations of the victims 
selected by this grossly unequal income tax. 

The bald assumption, therefore, that the income tail to the tariff 
bill would impose a tax merely upon large accumulations of wealth, 
or upon no one having less than $4,000, is a rickety pretense, or 
rather a robust fraud. Instead of only touching persons with the 
income of $4,000 or over it would beyond all question smite a greater 
multitude having less than even $1,000. The House Ways and 
Means report elaborately declared that. 

The committee sec no hardship in requiring those who have incomes of more 
than $4,000 per year to pay 2 per cent of all in excess of that amount to carry 
on the Government under which it has been accumulated and by which it is pro- 
tected. 

The committee thus clearly and adroitly conveyed the idea that 
they were about to tax only the ‘‘incomes of more than $4,000 a 
year,” and to cover ail others with their paternal exemption from 
an income tax. When the ostrich hides its head in the sand, its 
other end swings higher up, and the fact can not be hidden that this 
committee saw no hardship in requiring a far more numerous class 
who have incomes of less than $4,000 to pay on every dollar of it, if 
its source was from a corporation. 

When those having an income in excess of $4,000 a year, including 
Senators, Representatives, and others receiving salaries. from the 
Government, came to be paternally considered and protected by the 
lonely architects of the income appendix to the Democratic tariff 
bill, they carefully provided for the deduction and exception from 
returns of income in excess of $4,000, or ‘‘the amount of income 
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received from institutions or corporations whose officers, as required | 
by law, withhold a per centum of the dividends, interest, gain, | 


* 


profits, and income made by such institutions,” * ‘and except 
that portion of the salary or pay received for services in the civil, 
military, naval, or other service of the United States, including 
Senators, Representatives, and Delegates in Congress, from which 
the tax has been deducted.” 

Those with large incomes are thus to be scrupulously shielded 
from injustice, while those of less wealth or less dignity, if they 
have been so stupid or soignorant of Democratic finance and malice 
as to invest their small fortunes in 7 bank or other corporation, 
will have to pay to the uttermost farthing without any deductions. 
No incomes of anybody from such wicked sources, except the $4,000 
men, are to have Democratic charity or forgiveness. The small 
fish are to be caught in an income net from which the big fish can 
leap out. 
orphan is to be diminished by the Government of 66,000,000 people 
heretofore claimed to be the most prosperous of the world. 

Can a Democratic Congress feel proud which makes such conspic- 
uous discrimination in favor of wealth and official position, and 
which is wont to enter a tariff closet and shut the door to pray? 
“‘God, I thank thee, that I am not as the rest of men, extortioners, 
unjust, adulterers, or even as this publican. I give tithes of all 
that I get.” 
face of grim-visaged war, as their crowning grace and consumma- 
tion of a promised but miscarried ‘tariff for revenue only”? 

Even those in the grammar of political economy will hardly deny 
that the removal of the tariff from foreign manufactures must to 
the whole extent of an income substitute tax put theburden entirely 
upon Americans. 2 

‘The income tax bill, by its proposed seizure of many important 
objects of taxation upon which the several State governments have 
hitherto been largely dependent for a considerable part, in some 
States for the whole of their annual support, will prove a serious 
invasion of the sources upon which they now largely base their tax- 
ation. Nearly every State imposes a tax upon the real estate and 
personal property of its citizens, especially upon their stock in rail- 
roads aa banks, mills and factories, and their coal, iron, copper, 

old, and silver mines, their stone, slate, and marble companies, 

eir debts and bonds due and collectible. All these sources and 
all corporations which yield dividends or interest are now to be 
squeezed and stripped first by the National Government, and then 
— a to a second stripping by the States. This double tax- 
ation 
United States into the domains long exclusively occupied by the 
several States, and they will not welcome with alacrity a joint 
occupancy, though it be with a reat and superior power. It is the 


Can such a Congress be proud of this ill-born income | 
bantling, never wont to be owned or caressed here except in the | 


The widow’s mite as well as tho sole income of the | 
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and should therefore transfer to his son as a gift his personal prop 
erty, even such a gift must pay toll to the General Government. 

Personally my income tax under this bill, with its partial exemp 
tions, would be so light that I should be ashamed to grumble about 
the tax. At my time of life it can not hurt me much nor very long, 
and above all others the members of Congress imposing this tax 
should not escape from it. Nor does the very small number in the 
State I have the honor in part to represent, who may be taxed on 
incomes of $4,000 or more, excite my solicitude. But the great wrong 
to which I would call attention is that of the numerous small stock- 
holders of every business corporation that ever earus a dividend are 
to be subjected to an income tax, however inconsiderable andl trag 
mentary may be the amount of their whole personal income or means 
of support. 

A not less serious objection is that, like the tariff part of the bill 
proposed, it is local and sectional in its application and throws the 
onus principally upon the Northern States. This will be obvious to 
those who examine the record of the income tax from 1863 to 1873, 
which shows that during these ten years while the total tax collected 
was $347,220,897.20, only $11,004,389.20 were collected from the eleven 
States once known as the Confederate States. The State of New 
York paid in one year $21,340,000.19, or just about twice as much. 
Of course the North was not ignorant of what the result would be 
then, nor is the South ignorant of what the result would be now. 


| The latter feel no doubt that the best place for an income tax is 


that long ago pointed out for a boil, on some other fellow. 

We are all proud of having more railroads in number and extent 
than any other country, and, after getting them, there is no other 
country where they are treated more shabbily. They are fixtures 
and must so remain, although many are obstrucied by hostile legis- 
lation, from earning anything beyond their running expenses. The 
United States Government should not participate with the States in 
processes of contiscating the large investments already made or yet 
to be made, which promote commerce, cheapen the transportation 
of travelers, freight, and mails, and aid the general prosperity of 
States, towns, and cities. The income-tax bill will ‘first levy 2 per 
eent on all dividends of railroads, and second will levy the same 
amount of tax upon their indebtedness, that is, upon the interest 
due and to be paid on their mortgage bonds. For example, the 
Baltimore and Ohio Railroad, with a capital of $30,000,000, recently 
paying no dividends and which now pays but a limited one, and 
owes on a long series of mortgage bonds upward of $80,000,000 
with interest varying from 4 to 7 per cent.* The income derived 
from the capital is now not only to be assessed, but the interest paid 
ont on all its indebtedness, amounting to almost three times that 
of its capital. The bonds bearing the lowest rate of interest will 
be clipped as well as those bearing the highest. The railroad com- 
pany does not repudiate its contract, but the General Government 
as the sovereign guardian of the public honor, is not to hesitate to 
receipt for its 2 per cent with all the moral obliquity included. 

If this company, or any other owing mortgage bonds, should 
desire, or be compelled, to obtain a new loan or to renew an old one, 
it must confront the fact that its indebtedness, as well as gains and 
profits, are to be taxed by the United States, and the terms for such 
loans will be more onerous and difficult to negotiate. In times of 
business depression railroads have little power to curtail expenses, 
while their receipts daily vanish. Anyone who will consult Poor’s 
Railroad Annual will find that the number of railroads doing an 
immense business with very small net profits, and with bonds 
amounting to millions ontstanding, is exceedingly numerous. Under 
free trade and income taxes on both dividends and debts payable, 
existing railroads are likely to find their embarrassments multiplied, 
but not by any further decades of improvident and magnificent 
extensions. 

The policy of some rugged partisans is to hold as their enemies all 
corporations, however beneficent, as the cannibal Feejee Islanders 
once held Christian people, and though these fanatical partisans may 
love and forgive them, they really love them best roasted, 

The Democratic party cry for years has been against all internal- 
revenue taxes except possibly those on malt and spirituous liquors. 
The revolution now proposed is to give the lead to these taxes, hith- 
erto anathematized, and so minimize customs revenue that even inci- 
dental protection shall be impossible, 

Should this bill, aided by the concurrent action of the Senate, 


| ever reach the dignity of a law enacted by Congress, I should pro- 


s a wholly unnecessary and uncalled-for intrusion of the | 


old case of Ahab, moved by Jezebel, of coveting Ni.both’s vineyard, | 


when Ahab held a far more ample and legitimate field about to be 
abandoned to free trade. 


This ill-timed income tax is even to hold gifts of personal prop- 


erty as legitimate objects of its tyranny. The tokens of regard | 
bestowed upon parties celebrating their golden wedding must all | 


be accounted for and their value sworn to before a notary public as 
component parts of their annual accretions. Or, if an aged man, 
confident that the filial affection of his son would care for his future 
wants, should think it better to be relieved from growing burdens, 


foundly regret it on account of the dire calamities with which its 
tariff chapters are pregnant. Throughout the world it would also 
be regretted by the friends of free popular government that the 
great Republic of the United States, though everywhere at peace, 
should forfeit its ancient reputation of a treasury properly sup 
ported and seldom empty, and suddenly earn the poor fame of being 
unequal to the legislative task of proposing a revenue measure for 
the ordinary support of the Government without a frantic and 
desperate resort to an income tax—the resort only of nations which 
are always wrestling with financial deficits. Surely we can not 
afford to decorate the annals of our Republic with a vile copy of 
this foreign excrescence. 


*See Poor's Manual. 
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Mr. MILLS. I wish to announce thaton Tuesday next, at 1 
o'clock, I shali submit to the Senate some remarks on the pend- 
ing bill. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, we may recur to a past quite 
recent, that day in November, when we thrust from his place a 
Republican Chief Magistrate, then in office—when we chose a 
Democratic President by the largest majority both of the States 
and the people recorded in modern times. This unparalleled 
unanimity of the popular vote and voice had a real significance. 

The people do not range themselves in overwhelming num- 
bers on one side without reason or without design. Whatever 
else that design may have been, it was not to support or to 
retain the policy of the defeated minority. That had been 
ruthlessly condemned and set aside. Even Ohio, the ancient 
fortress of the opposition limped very lamely into line and the 
ballot opinion of Massachusetts melted or moldered into some 
dim semblance of the form of political truth and rectitude. 

The effect of this signal defeat of the party of so-called pro- 
tection is not at all changed by the circumstance that avery few 
of the minority States inelectionsheld upon national issues have 
since voted in the same way as they did before. Itisan old, stale 
artifice to count the minority twice, once before and again after 
the polls are closed. 

The party beaten in the late Presidential contest had some- 
thing for which they fought and struggled, something which 
they put to hazard in that contest and lost. Is it not a singular 
position that those who won should lose and that the losers 
should win inanywise that which they had staked aud lost? 

Our first tariff law bears date July 4, 1789. The First Congress 
had only been in session about twomonths. Mr. Madison was a 
member of the House of Representatives, the principal advo- 
cate of the measure, and was a member of the committee which 
framed it. The following is the preamble of the act: 


Whereas it is necessary for the support of Government and to discharge 
the debts of the United States and for the encouragement and protection of 
manufactures that duties be laid on goods, wares, and merchandises im- 


ported 


It will be seen that the support of the Government. and the 
discharge of its debts are first mentioned; the encouragement 
and protection of manufactures are subsidiary and secondary ob- 

ts of the act. If anything were needed to show the true re- 
tions which these two sub ects occupied toward each other in 
the bill, it will be found in the terms and text of the enactment. 
The highest duty imposed upon any importation is 15 per cent— 
it is that placed upon imported coaches, chariots, chaises, and 
carriages. This tax would be necessarily paid only by the well- 
to-do, It is aspecial tax on wealth. It was not objected to as 
socialistic, as un-American, or as class legislation. The duties 
levied by this old law are nearly equally divided as to specific 
and ad valorem. There is not a line or rate of prohibition in 
the entire act. The whole levy is made for revenue. 

Mr. Mr.tison had addressed the House on the 9th of April 
upon the subjeetof the pending bill, using, among other remarks, 
the following language: 


in tke first place, lown myself the friend of a very free system of com- 
merce, and bold it as a truth that commercial shackles are generally unjust, 
ressive, and impolitic. It is also a truth that if industry and labor are 
to take their own course they will generally be directed to those objects 
Which sre most productive, and this in a more certain and direct 
than the wisdom of the most enliga ure could point out. Nor 
@o I think that the national interest is more promoted by such restrictions 
than that the interest of individuals would be promoted by ative inter- 
ference directing the particular application of their industry. * * * The 
same argument holds good between nation nation between parts of 
the same nation. 


Thus far Mr. Madison. Washington, who as President signed 
and approved this bill, and the members of Con who 


passed it were contemporaries of the Constitution. ey were 
charter members of the Grand Lodge of Liberty wherein we 
dwell. They certainly understood the tenor and purpose of the 
charter. They framed its policies, not only for their own age, 
but for alltime. The fathers did not even conceive the notion 
of levying tariff duties —not to be collected—of arene duties so 
high as to prevent collection. They rejected the policy of ex- 
clusion. They chose end preferred that which Mr. M nde- 
scribed as ‘‘a very free system of commerce” subject only to re- 
strictions needed for corene of revenue. 

Were these men the friends and patrons of British policy? 
Were they the enemies of American labor and of American 
wage-earners? They were never accounted such. Were they 
accounted enemies of our manufactires? Never at any time in 
the history of the Government. They provided for their en- 
eouragement and protection, but that nt was only 
such as is necessarily afforded by the ieapaditiets of duty rates 
upon foreign merchandise. They tolerated and allowed all im- 
ports. They throttled at the very start all monopolies. 

And there is another portion of this early speech uyon the 
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tariff worthy of our {pode notice. In speaking of the business 
of the country Mr. Madison said: 


In myo it would be proper also to consider the means of encourag- 
ing the great staple of America—I mean agriculture, which I think may be 
justly styled the staple of the United States, * * * With respect to man- 
ufactures, other countries may and do rival us, but we may be said to have 
a monopoly of agriculture. The possession of the soil and thelowness of its 
price give us as much of a mee in this case as any nation has themo- 
nopoly of any article whatever, but with this advantage to us, that it can 
neither be shared nor injured by rivalship. 

These statements are as. true to-day as the day they were 
uttered. There have been many and great changes since that 
time, but the relative position of agricultural to other pursuits 
in this country is not changed; it still retains the primacy. 
Manufactures have added thousands and millions to the census 
table of the national wealth, but agriculture has enlarged it by 
billions; not by acres, but by empires it hasenlarged our tillable 
area. Since 1789 it has not only kept pace with but it has far 
distaneed every other branch of industry. 

Much now is heard in this Chamber upon the other side about 
the business of the country, the business interests of the country, 
the business of the people. What, then, is the business of the 
country, par excelience? The real business of this country orof 
any other must be that vocation in which the most of its inhabi- 
tants are engaged. The last census shows that of the whole 
number engaged in industrial pursuitsamong us, nearly one-half 
are farmers, and if to thess be added thenumber of those engaged 
in the manufacture of agricultural implements, as direetly de- 
pendent on the plow as those who follow it, it will be found 
that those thus engaged in the tillage of the soil largely exceed 
in number those of any other calling, and are considerably more 
than those employed in all other industrial callings taken to- 

ether. 

And the interests of this business and the products thereof 
exceed those of every other and of all others in immeasurable 
proportion. The products, cereals and cotton, the ey 
products of beef, pare cattle—these make. our exports wit 
which we trade and pay in the open market. They make our 
exports, such as they are. They are not what they should be. 
Europeans have bought much farm produce abroad in later 
years—more than ever before, but not here. Neither did they 
voluntarily leave our markets; they have been driven hence by 
that embargoupon commerce, that interdict of trade induced by 
the policy of prohibitory tariff exclusion. 

They still purchase here, not when they might, but only of 
necessity when they must. People will buy their grain where 
they sell their goods or where they have a chance of selling 
them; at least where they are not forbidden tosell them. The 
consequence. is we are exporting gold to pay debts: which would 
have been pail otherwise long ago, if we could have had a 
normal demand, a full market, and fair prices for the surplus 
produets of American husbandry—the real business of the coun- 


t . 

“Would you protect American labor or American laborers? 
You will find the greater part of these upon the farm. Would 
you protect American capital? You will find its largest, safest, 
and most permanent investment in the farm. All the plants of 
all the manufacturing machinery in the country sold in good 
times at fair prices woulda not buy the farms and their improve- 
ments in the five States formed out of that territory formerly 
called the Nofthwest. All the other great lines of industrial 
pursuits are secondary and in some sense dependent upon this 
principal vocation. 

To be eee a changes upon the business of the coun- 
try, omitting t of the field and farm, is much as if a visitor 
to the capital, strolling leisurely through the Mall, should re- 
turn without seeing the Monument. : 

Manufactures and commerce flourish best when this leading 
vocation of our people enjoys its greatest prosperity. The 
farmer is deeply interested in the repeal of the existing tariff 
and in the reduction of the present high rate of duty. Protec- 
tion and prohibition cut him to the quick; whether he be buyer 
or seller, they clip his purse at both ends. 

I concur in what was said the other day by the honorable Sen- 
ator from Kansas who sits farthest f:om me [Mr. PErrER], that 
the farmer is very little benefited by the duties levied upon or- 
dinary farm produce. He is interested in the duty rate upon 
other articles much more. Take this as a single instance: The 
nearest and closest thing to the farmer not immediately con- 
nected with his own work is iron. The price of iron concerns 
him almost as much as that of grain. Iron is the basis of the 
whole metal schedule. I have the following statement of the 
percentage of the rates of that schedule, carefully prepared: 

Under the t law the rate is 58.48, é 

Under the biik it is. 35.06, 

Under the Senate bill it is 31.52. 

With iron ore on the free list, the House bill has the higher 
tax rate onthe metal schedule; with ironore on the dutiable list 
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the Senate bill has the lower. This, of course, is due to its 

ater reduction upon the other forms and products of iron in 
that list. Either bill maks a reduction of 23 per cent upon the 
rate of the McKinley law. , 

This reduction upon iron and its various forms is one of the 
most notable features in the measure of reform. There has been 
po such thing for thirty-three years. It will lessen the prices 
of steel rails, wheels, axles, and the whole means of transporta- 
tion. Lower freigbts and fares will follow, and the farmer will 
make thess gains with loss to noone. Even the lipsof steel of 
the telegraph will carry their message more joyously, relieved 
of the onerous tribute now paid to the wireworms of the metal 
trust. 

This will add fertility to the soil, it will fatten the furrow, it 
will induce a rise long delayed in the price of lands by a large 
and continued appreciation of land products. It is along step 
in the path of that progress which will give to what Mr. Madi- 
son called the ‘‘ staple” its due and just supremacy. 

We were entertained in this Chamber the other day by a ré- 
sumé, very ornate and elegant, of the contrasted theories of 
Laissez jaire and legislative intervention in the progress of hu- 
man affairs, accompanied with delightful views in highly col- 
ored perspective of the beauties of the protective system. We 
can not afford to discuss mere abstractions. We know that 
neither free trade nor prohibitory tariif will produce revenue. 
Therein thesetwoextremes meet. Letusavoid both, let us take 
the middle ground between them, like our fathers in the begin- 
ning. 

It was said in that same discourse that ‘‘ we should preserve 
our own market by making importations unprofitable.’ That 
is, by fixing tariff rates so high as to prevent importations. 
This is the key of what is called the protective position. 

But the prohibition of imports leads directly to the formation 
of trusts and combinations, which control and limit production 
by those who own the whole commodity and mark and label their 
wares at their own rates and figures. And these trusts hold in 
their capacious pools the whole line of wares and manufactures, 
from a child’s doll to the huge beam of structural iron anéGes- 
semer steel. Now,if any one of the myriads of consumers in 





our country wants a trust article he may get it for a given sum | 


of money, a sum fixed by the executive board or committee of 
the trust; if he can not or will not pay that sum, he must do 
without it. The trust ownsand controls the entire product. 

if he buys the article, what is the transaction? Is the dealer 
who furnishes the goods a seller? Notatall; he is only anagent 
or purveyor for the delivery of the trust goods. What is the 
customer who gets them? 
value of the goods or their price. 


Is this a market? Is nota 


He has nothing to do in tixing the | 
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minded that wages are higher in this country than in Burope. 
This well-worn maxim of monopoly was refurbished with sucha 
serious air that it reminded us of that teasing bard who chaffed 
the katydid: 

Thou sayest anundisputed thing 

In such & solemn way. 


It is true that wages are higher in this country than in Pu- 


rope. Werejoice in this truth; we trust it will never be other- 
wise. Wages have been higher here under every form of tarilf; 


under the highest, under the lowest, under the medium rate of 
taxation they have still been upheld. The wage rate in the 
United States has not been and could not have been maintained 
by the tax rate. Labor in this country owes nothing to pro- 
hibitory tariff protection. 

The protection it enjoys here is self-protection--a protection 
self-earned, seli-guaranteed and secured, fortressed in the land 
and homes of the free. Organized labor has earned, as it mos! 
worthily deserved, recognition under the laws of the several 
States inaidof the great system of voluntary association founded 
upon the instinct of self-preservation, and these beneficent in 
fluences have enabled the units of the laboring masses for then 
selves to achieve the high standard of American wages 
living. 

The most constant enemies of this high-wage standard hay 
been and to-day are that class of incorporations wio hay 
trolled what are known as the protected industries. [ am glad 
to learn that at least one Fedoral judge hasa few days ago given 
judicial sanction and recognition to the rights and interests of 
organized labor. H3 has aflirmed the right to quit, ils lawful- 
ness, its legality; peaceably to quit; the right to quit, a right 
as inalienable as the right to life or liberty. 

This right is the basis of the strike, the only e‘Tectual remon- 
strance against the tyranny and oppression of the incorporated 
employer. This right distinguishes the man, the free agent, 
from the machine or the automaton. It dilferences the labor of 
a free man or woman from thatof the horse or the ox or the 
steam engine or the electric motor. It does not inhere in char 
ters or ordinances, not even in flesh and blood, but it inheresin 
the will, the will of the worker; it is an attribute of the heart 
of the mind, of the soul, and, like the spirit, indestructible. 

The recognition of this right will lead gradually to a read- 
justment of the relations between the employed and their em- 
ployers; it will allay and assuage hatred and animosities, it will 
induce a peaceable arbitrament of differences between them 
We may safely leave labor, under the auspices of this benign 
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| judgment, in its own hands for protection, a protection real and 


| 


market a place or condition where buyers and sellers may meet | 


on equal terms, where bargains are made, and where prices are | 


fixed and settied by mutual agreement at the time of the trans- 
action? Here isaplace and condition without purchasers, with- 
out prices, without sales. It is a hideous misnomer to call this 
amarket. But yes, verily, this is a market. 
market preserved”—pickled like a pod in a glass jar; it is the 
“home market,” saved, secured, seasoned, salted, sealed in the 
tingling brine of the tari‘f trust. 

Many centuries ago the statutes of all Europe were iilled with 
enactments fixing the price on commodities. So many shillings 
® bushel, per yard, or gallon were made by law the price. This 
= was long ago abandoned in all countries not only as use- 
ess, but mischievous. The protectionist has revived it in the 
United States. | 

Our ancient forefathers provided that these prices should be 
fixed by the Legislature or the magistrates, leaving it at least 
to a disinterested tribunal; but the modern protectionist, with 
Shameless insolence, provides by law that the prices shall be 
fixed by the owners of the goods to be sold. 

The honest dealer or manufacturer asks no protection for pro- 
tection’s sake; he asks none and needs none; he preserves our 
own market by the excellence of his wares, by his tact in suit- 
ing the taste of the purchaser, and by the fairness of his prices. 
Under a tariff for revenue the most heavily protected dealer or 
maker under the present law will keep the market in the same 
manner. He knows that in the face and eye of open competi- 
tion he can do nothing else. No one is alarmed about the tlood 
or deluge of foreign goods. Dealers will not wait till the ship 
comes in; they will discount its coming, and retain their cus- 
tomers by ucing prices to a fair rate. It is a well-known 
law of trade that the opportunity and the ability to compete has 
the same effect on prices as actual rivalship. 

Among other things, it was again stated in the same discourse, 
urged with all the zeal of repetition, with all the fervor of reit- 
eration, that the earner was benefited by a high rate, by 
the highest rate, of taxation. To state such afallacy is to refute 
it. But in behalf of this monstrous fiction we were again re- 


. 


It is “our own | 


| 
| 


actual, builded upon the justice of its cause. 

[ do not propose to compare the msrits of the House and Sen- 
ate bills. Each has its peculiar advantages: but there are somu 
most beneficentfeatures which arecommontoboth. Both carry 
with them an unconditional repeal of the McKinley act, a proposal 
so large and gracious thatit suffices to cover all over a multitude 
of minordefects. Both enlarge the free listand reduce taxation 
upon the meansoflifeand living. In one respect the two bills are 
one. They putrevenucat thefrontand keepitthere. They alike 
discard and ignore the dogma and the practice of prohibitory 
protection. Both these bills reaffirm and reproclaim the truth 
set forth by our illustrious statesmen of the Revolution in the 
first law of the First Congress onthis subject. ‘‘Itis not lawful 
to tax all the people except for the benefit of all, nor for any | 
number.” 

Both these bills lay a tax on sugar; they differ as to the rate 
and as to the grade of sugar so taxed; but neither of tham places 
upon any sort of sugar a tax of 2 cents a pound, such as is im- 
posed in the present law. There is one branch of manufactures 
which our committees have seen fit wholly to destroy—the 
bounty on bonbons, comfits, and confections of the saccharine sub- 
sidy trust. 

We have paid off the sugar pensions for the last year—$12,- 
000,000. This payment helped tomake the deficit and to compel 
the loan by the T’reasury. 

Upon inquiry at the office of the Attorney-General it will be 
found thatin a few days we shall have settled and paid olf the 
last. of the election pensions, the per diem and mileage of the 
Republican marshals and supervisors who strove so hard in their 
attempt to protect protection at the polls. 

When we have at last paid olf all the sugar pensions and the 
election pensions pt snare under the old law, and forbidden any 
such things under the new, the taxes paid by the people will be 
honestly used to pay other debts and dues of the United States 
of infinitely greater obiigation and importance. 

It has been said that we must approach the task of tariff re- 
form very cautiously and circumspectly, that the work must be 
done slowly, that many of the changes proposed are violent and 
revolutionary, and they willdisarrange the a‘fairs and disturb 
the existing relations of trade and exchange. Is good ever to 
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take the place of evil or supplant it without some sort of change 
und agitation? 

There have been four principal changes in the tariff law since 
the war; the first in 1861, the second in 1867, the third in 1883, 
the last in 1890. All these changes were made in the same di- 
rection—-upward, I had the honor of serving here at the time 
of the passage of the McKinley act, the last and highest assess- 
ment made in this sort of taxation. That bill, like the others, 
was passed by the Republican majority without the slightest 
aT the effect of change or disarrangement now so much 

ruited,. 

That act was passed here after it had been overwhelmingly 
condemned by the people at the poils. It was asked with ex- 
ceeding indignation, on the other side of the Chamber, why 
should the protected industries be hindered in their peaceful 
vocation of pillage merely because the plain people of the coun- 
try had ob ected to such pursuits? The bill was passed, never- 
theless, with earnest opposition upon our part; without the 
slightest factious opposition it became the law, marking the 
highest degree upon the tariff protection barometer. 

We may now very clearly comprehend the philosophy of dis- 
turbance. As long as taxes are made higher, all is peace and 
quiet; when it is proposed to make taxes lower, then there is a 
great outcry about frightful disorder. 

It is true the financial condition has changed much since the 
last Presidential election, and yet more since the meeting of the 
two national conventionsat Minneapolis and Chicago. We have 
been touched —touched as an earthquake touches a province or 
an island in the sea—with sudden ruin and disaster; we are yet 
trembling from the effects of this touch. 

This great catastrophe befell the country when all the Repub- 
lican policies of finance, trade, and taxation were in full force 
and vigor. That these policies should have existed and been 
in operation during quiet times and ordinary seasons might be 
i but we have been constantly told, nay assured, by our 
political opponents that they were steadfast, stable, permanent— 
that they would answer any emergency and stand the test of 
every storm and trial, 

The McKinley act was to furnish under all circumstances suffi- 
cient, abundantlysufficient revenue for the support of the Govern- 
ment. Insteadof that we findadeficit in the third yearafter its 
enactment—a deficit threatening to grow larger. It had prom- 
ised increase of wagesandofwork. Thearmy of the unemployed 
has steadily added to its forces, and wages have as steadily di- 
minished. How did the Sherman act, a masterpiece in finance, 
s0 cailed, and all these others meet the touch? How did they 
resist it? How did they withstand its impact? They shrunk 
at its first approach; they fled with terror when it came. 

Only months afterwards did this same class of financiers who 
gave us these measures as law muster up courage, backed by 
the most disinterested and unselfish patriotism, to lendatahigh 
rate of interest to the Government money to tide over the def- 
icit which their own policy had created. 

Instead of the present troubled conditions being an argument 
for the continuance of the existing lawsthey make the strongest 
reason for their immediate and speedy abrogation. 

The Constitution provides that Congress shall have the power 
to levy and collect duties, imposts, and excises. These three 
modes of taxation are in the same clause; they stand upon the 
same and equal footing. Alland each received the sanction and 
approval of our fundamental lawgivers. No objection can be 
made to their constitutionality. The whole question, if one be 
raised as to the exercise of either, is oneofexpediency. Neither 
can be denounced as un-American, as contrary to the spirit of 
our institutions, as monarchical, or as contrary to any phase of 
freedom. To do this is to accuse Franklin of betraying liberty, 
and to denounce Washington as wanting in wisdom or patriotism. 

Excise is probably the oldest method of taxation. It at first 
wase tax paidin kind. As its nameimplies, something cut from 
or taken out of the articles taxed, things always actual and tan- 
gible. The impost was a sum imposed, placed upon things not 
so tangible, such as incomes. sales, rents, contracts, deeds. The 
postal rates are instances of imposts usually paid in advance. 
Duties were taxes of a mixed character, partaking of the nature 
of both excise and imposts. Duties are imposed, like imposts 

roper, upon goods imported, but they are paid in money, never 

n kind, as excises were formerly = . Allof these taxes are 
levied upon the avails or proceeds of property of some kind, 
tangible or incorpore.l. Excises, for example, those upon spirits 
and tobacco, are levied upon sales. Duties are of the same char- 
acter. The income tax is an impost usually assessed upon rev- 
enues, corporate or individual. 

None of these taxes are direct. The States alone ordinarily 
levy taxes upon property as such, to be paid by the owner. The 
tax upon sales. whether it be called excise or duties, whether it 
be laid upon foreign or domestic goods, is levied not upon the 
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property, butupon the anticipated proceeds of the sale, and is paid 
at last by the purchaser. All three of these taxes are indirect, 
but the most indirect is the tax upon incomes. The owner of an 
income may not be the owner of any property at all in the com- 
mon senseof the term,as witness the case of the salary of a Fed- 
eral officer of over $4,000, who may be the owner of nothing else. 

The income tax might have been made indirectin like degree 
with duties and excises; it might have been piaced upon rents, 
profits, issues, or receipts, as is usually done, but it is not; it is 
placed by the terms of this bill not upon revenue in the first in- 
stance, corporate or individual, but upon the net proceeds or 
receipts after deducting all expenses, Upon the clear cash in- 
come of $4,000 2 per cent is levied as taxes due the Government. 
And this tax is thus far removed, en A remotely connected with 
the actual property which may furnish the revenue sosubjected 
to taxation. If taxation is to be commended because it is indi- 
rect and is to be denounced for the reason that it is direct, then 
the income tax as levied in this bill is the most worthy of praise 
and the least obnoxious to censure. The man who lauds the 
tariff as indirect taxation ought to yet more favor the income 
tax as much more indirect. 

This sort of tax is not a new thing in the fiscal policy of the 
country. It has been said that the very active and zealous po- 
litical organization so ably represented by my friend the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska who sits near me |Mr. ALLEN] recom- 
mended it in their last platform, which is true; but they would 
hardly lay claim to it as an original invention. The Populists 
must have copied it, and the committees of the two Houses are 
hardly amenabie to the charge of having copied from copyists. 
The committees followed older models. The real discoverers 
of the income tax were for this country the makers of the Con- 
stitution when they authorized the Congress to levy and collect 
imposts. 

I have read with closest scrutiny the schedules of the com- 
modities exempt from duty in the pending bill and in the amend- 
ments thereto. I have read them with great care, and indeed I 
thoughtat first that the committee might have madea mistake 
or an omission; but I have not been able hitherto to find that in- 
comes are on the free list of either bill. There is quite a variet 
of articles which are exempted from taxation in both bills, suc 
assalt, lumber, wool, binding twine, cotton ties, and quinine. 

Which of these, or of two or three of these, shall we strike 
off in order to put incomes on thefree list? There are 70,000,000 
of our people who would be liable to pay taxes imposed upon 
salt or wool or lumber, synonymous as they are with food, rai- 
ment, and shelter. There are perhaps 100,000 of our people 
who will be liable to pay taxes upon income. I know not what 
course others may take, but if we are to have exemptions, I 
favor free-listing the millions of men rather than the millions 
of money. 

It is a grievous error to assume that those who are called the 
poor pay no taxes, or no Federal taxes. The tariff is above all 
else a tax uponconsumption. No living soul can escape it, and 
even the garments of the dead are not exempt from its ceaseless 
exactions. We do not comp.ain of the universality of the bur- 
den; it is right, in a certain sense, that every inhabitant should 
pay something toward the support of the Government. But our 
just cause of complaint is that these contributions to the support 
of the Government are and have been under existing law need- 
lessly increased and unjustly proportioned. The remonstrance 
is not against taxation, however general, but against its unfair 
apportionment. 

et the infant be taxed, as it is taxed, yet the child born far 
away from the purple, crad'ed in the arms of poverty, without 
speech or knowledge, in its dumb helplessness makes the argu- 
ment for free wool. 

Itis said that this exemption will destroy the sheep husbandry 
will deteriorate the breed and value of the sheep in the Unite 
States. Ido not believe this. The facts in the cxse disprove it; 
but even if this assumption were true, I know this exemption, 
with its cognate reduction, will make blankets and flannels 
cheaper, and I prefer the rearing of our boys and girlsin health 
and comfort to the raising of even the choicest varieties of the 
C tswold or the Southdown. Not only do those who are called 
poor pay Federal taxes, but they pay an immeasurably larger 

rtion than any others, both ubsolutely and relatively—abso- 
ately as to the amount, relatively in proportion to their means 

ment. 

me whole number of citizens are consumers; nineteen-twen- 
tieths of this number are those called poor. The tariff tax upon 
consumption touches all, and the poor pay by far the most be- 
cause they are the most. 

Not only do those who are called the poor pay the greatér part 
of the Federal taxes, but every one of them pays tax upon his in- 
come. Not one is exempt. hat is the income of the daily 
laborer? His daily wages. How is this expended? In procur- 
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ing clothes, food, and lodging for himself and his. Are these 
untaxed? 7 , 

What is the income of the farmer in moderate circumstauces, 
tilling his own land? What is his income? The proceeds of 
his crop. How isitlaid out? In buying the necessaries of sub- 
sistence and the making and marketing of his produce. Are 
those exempt from taxation? 

It is true that the wealthy citizen, well enough off to enjoy a 
net income of $4,000, pays these taxes also; but how does he pay 
them? Outof his.abundance he paystiem; without athought, 
without a care; but the other, out of his poverty, out of his ne- 
cessity, paysthem, with thought, with anxious care for the mor- 
row. 

To equalize this disproportion, especially in season of heavy 
financial and monetary strain, our fathers provided for the spe- 
cial taxes called imposts and excises. 

It was asked in a discussion of this subject the other day in 
this Chamber what States pay the income tax? The answer is, 
no State pays it; not a penny of it is paid by any State. It isa 
tax, not upon cities or counties or States, but upon corporate 
and personal revenue, net receipts upon investments. As far 
as it may beconsidered asa personal tax. it is assessed upon citi- 
zens, not of any particular State or section, but upon all the 
citizens of the several States and Territories who have incomes 
reaching the taxable amount and upon corporations of like 
character. It issaid 30 per cent of the old income tax was paid 
by the citizens and gage ge of New York. Grantéd, and 
that a like portion will be paid under the new from the same 
sourcess. ranted. 

The best authorities tell us that one-half, many say that two- 
thirds, of the tariff tax is paid in the first instance by those who 
reside in New York. Are these duties therefore sectional? A 
very large amount of the taxes upon tobacco and spirits is thus 
also paid by those who reside in the State of New York. Are 
theseexcises, therefore, sectional? How, then, does the tax upon 
incomes become sectional? Andif these taxes, the tarilf and 
the excises, are to be denounced and rejected as sectional, by 
reason of their place of payment, where shall we collect taxes to 
pay the publicexpenditures? All this only shows that the resi- 
dents of that State are the most wealthy, asthey are the most nu- 
merous, community in the household of the States. Subject as 
they are to the law of the whole Union and to the duties, excises, 
and imposts established by it, their people pay these taxes in no 
unjust proportion, in fact in no other propertion than the in- 
habitants of any other part of the country. ‘ 

It is the aggregate that differences the contribution of the 
men of New York from those of others, notdisproportion. The 
rate is not variable; it is 2 per cent in New York as in Indiana, 
as it is in Idaho. 

Not without a vast return of distinctive favors and benefits do 
the citizens of this great State of New York pay the pittance 
levied by the pending bill. 

At the close of the Revolutionary war and up to the time of 
the formation of the present Government, New York was one 
harbor among many upon the Atlantic coast of no special emi- 
nence; indeed more than equaled by Boston, Philadelphia, Bal- 
timore, Charleston, and Savannah in various lines both of im- 

rts and exports. But when the Union was formed, and under 

ts law commerce among the several States was made free, when 
the States were forbidden to lay imposts; when colonial and 
provincial restrictions were removed: when unimpeded interstate 
trade became a fact accomplished, then the city and the harbor 
of New York became the great entrep it of both domestic and 
foreign trade, the goal of all commodities, the mistress of all 
prices, and so remains even unto this day. 

The canal and the railroad, all the growths of civilization, 
have added to her commanding resources. It was the formation 
of the Union and the law of the Union, in its great and decisive 
feature’ of detail, securing these broad interstate commercial 
franchises. which gave to the people of that State their sumless 
wealth which enabled them justly to assume in the marts of our 
extended trade the name and power of Empire. 

For more than a hundred years the old West and the new, the 
old South and the new, have poured their riches with un- 
stinted hand into the lap of Manhattan. We have not envied, 
we have rather tiken pride in the prosperity of this imperial 
memb r of the sisterhood of States. 


miss, the blessing and the glory of the mite cast into the Treas- 


ury. 

it is ob‘ected that the tax upon incomes is unusual and not or- 
dinary; that it is a war tax, presumably only properly levied in 
war times. But the former income tax, with its methods und 
machinery similar to those in the bill under consideration, had 
the co tg of the highest judicial tribunal in the land, and 
lasted ten years, from 1863 to 1873. The war closed in 1865; so 





We only wonder that the | 
people of this State should perchance shun, should in any wise | 
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that it is very plain that the war tax outlasted the war itself 
and was assessed and paid for years in time of peace. The debt 
of the war continued after the war,and created the necessity for 
special methods of raising funds for its liquidation. Since that 
time one sort of the debt has been greatly lessened, called the 
funded debt; another his been much increased and is yet ma- 
turing, falling due every day. It is not when a debt is con- 
tracted that the pecuniary pinch is felt, but when it falls due 
for payment. We have no taxes laid upon us for the support of 
large standing armies like those of the Old World, but we have 
an army that has stood in that fierce four years of battle which 
gave to us national unity and peace. 

The pension bill in tae preseat Congress carries $150,000,000. 
This is an extraordinary expenditure, far exceeding the sum so 
expended in 1873. It isapartof the war debt, secured by consti- 
tutional ordinance. The pension is a vested right, as sucred as 
a bond. This vast expenditure, with others, is now to be met 
in an extraordinary time, a time when the common resources of 
both cash and credit, strained to their utmost capacity, fail to 
show their usual efficiency; a time when both the people and the 
Government are in pecuniary straits, narrow and pressing as 
have ever befallen us. 

What, then, is wise, prudent, and circumspect conduct in the 
present exigency? To provide with a certainty beyond the 
chance of failure for the maintenance of the national faith and 
credit. It will cost much todo this, butit will cost much more not 
todoit. When the present troubles shall be overpassed, as they 
| will be, we can return as before to the usual and ordinary meth- 
ods of raising money for the support of the Government. 

[ very much preferred, as some of my colleagues on this side, 
the free list of the House bill unchanged. But this preference 
does not justify us in an endeavor to delay or defeat the pending 
bill, or to granta further lease of life to the McKinley uct. Un- 
der the almost equal status of parties on this floor, it is not a 
question which of the two bills may be favored, but whether any 
reform bill can receive the vote of a majority. 

While there can be no quarrel with any friendly criticism or 
with any suggested amendments consistent with the main 
scheme und policy and not destructive of anyof its chief provi- 
sions, yet it must not be forgotten that the bill now pending, 
subject to the ordinary and usual parliamentary changes, is the 
official act and deed of the Democratic party of the two Houses 

as here represented. As such it is fairly entitled to the earnest 
| 
| 








and bona fide support of every member of the party who has a 
seat in either branch of the pres »ntCongress. Not only should 
this support be loyally tendered on its final passage, but at every 
intervening stage of tts progress. 
may be amicable; at some point it must cease, or, if continued, 
it will result in division, division which may do us a present 
mischief beyond repair, and it may also become the subject of 
very serious reilection what degree of weight shall be given to 
motions and suggestions, latentin their character, not disclosed, 
| coming from any of those, if such there be, who find it so very 
| difficult to abide with us. 
| Consider what large exhortation we have on this side to duty, 
to unity, tofidelity. Ourownonce high hopes and aspirations of 
the success of the present session, the prayers and wishes of the 
generous constituencies who sent us hither, the memories of 
that famous victory which we shared together in common joy 
| and triumph—these persuade, admonish, beseech, entreat us to 
| early and united action; for there is no solution, chemical or 
fiscal, of the rates on sugar; there is no demurrer to the minu- 
tie of the income clause; there is nothing like unto this or that 
which can condone sedition or desertion. He who leaves us 
| now has never at heart been with us. He will go unto his own 
| place. We will remain in ours. 
| Tam not gifted with that prescience of the future which en- 
| ables me to foretell the fortunes of this bill, whether it shall 
| pass or no: but in either or any event there can be no death or 
| dissolution of the Democratic party or extinction of the prin- 
ciples of tariff reform. 
As it has been written, To labor without seeing the end of our 
| 
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labors; to sow and not to reap; to stand long years only in hope 
and expectation, notin possession; to waitand to work; to brook 
delay and disappointment, is a rule and law in the history of ref- 
| ormation from which the highest and noblest of its characters 
have never been exempt. 
| have o ten wished I could set the minds of certain of those 
| among us upon ¢cnsideration of the commercial value of justice, 
| the mere money worth of it, ifSenatorsare unconcerned about its 
| Otherattributes. How rich a people grow who are conscious of 
the exercise of justice and fair dealing toward them by their 
| rulers; how well todo that nation becomes, and all the men and 
women in it, when they feel that the burdens of governmentare 
distributed and borne in due proportion, and that its favors may 
be equally shared byall! What vast wealth ofaflection, ageafter 


| 
j 
| 
| 
| 
i 





| 
af 
i 
i 
H 





=. 


©, is accumulated in that land where the right is deemed 

ways the expedient! 

How sordid, selfish, and ignoble is that appeal to the citizen 
which offers special favors toa part which it denies to the whole! 
What is protection buta bribe, and what have bribes to do with 
justice? And what gains can it deliver to the— 

Chosen few 
By its especial grace hedged in— 7 

which are not losses to the many, the greater number? It 
may then be known what the American Democracy is. It has 
no hostility to wealth or capital. The free and princely heart 
of liberty would not only allow but assure to every man his earn- 
ings and possessions, great or small; and yet the small, and 
even the smallest—the humble homes, the lowly hearths—these 
are nearest to it. The Democratic sentiment has no reverence 
ior wealth. 

It reveres only man—man fcr what he is, not for what he has, 
It obeys only the will of the majority, and thinks it no wrong 
that the rights and the interests of the many should find their 
due expression in the law. It altogetherdeclines to eontrazt or 
to compare rights with interests—pecuniary interests. It puts 
no price on its most precious possessions. It wouid rather that 
the who'e machinery and paraphernalia of protected industries 
should perish in the fervent heat of a single conflagration than 
that the habeas corpus should be wrongfully denied or questioned 
or that fetters should be forged in any form upon the freedom of 
work or of worship. 

One of the things most desired by it is to promote the educa- 
tion of the people, to diffuse knowledge, to foster the material and 
physical advancement of every art and industry. But it knows 
that these alone will not preserve, and that they may be closely 
connected with other things not consistent with the growth and 
thrift of, liberty. Science serves the master with somewhat in- 
different hand. The electric scourge, with its indescribable tor- 
ture, is the substitute of applied science for the knout: the 
naphtha and the dynamite projectile are used with equal skill 
at the mouth of the Neva as at the Narrows. Hence American 
Democracy, looking far beyond the schools and their philoso- 
phies, appeals to the sense and love of justice in our race, to that 
equality which is always equity, both in the administration and 
in the making of the law, as the surest foundation of free insti- 
tutions. 

This appeal will not fail forever. Justice may be delayed, 
beaten, baitled, bruised, even betrayed or wounded by the way, 
but it will arrive at last; it waits, and it is waiting now, in the 
chill of the early dawn; yet it will have its day—a day perfect, 
unbroken, without sunset or decline, which no power shall 
shorten. 

Is this a time for argument, for question and reply, for de- 
bate and disquisition? Acts are now better than words, and to 
ae and answer rightly to the roll cali is better than much 
> g- 

Por. CAMERON. Mr. President, fora hundred years this mat- 
ter of a protective tariff has been thrashed out between the twoor 
three great parties and the two or three great interests of the 
United States, and still it remains as serious as when it nearly 
broke the Union sixty years ago. In one sense it is now more 
serious than then, because the interests which it involves have 
steadily become larger, until now they are immeasurable. This 
is my excuse for once more a few moments of the time of 


‘the Senate. In the course of a hundred years many conditions 


have changed. The world, which was then large, has become 
small. Interests which were then free for indetiniteexpansion are 
nowcramped forspace. .The power of production, which was then 
slight, is now without limit. Races which were then beyond 
chance of contact are now in close competition. Capital, which 
then hardly existed as ano ized force, isnow massed inacom- 
mon organization, which undertakesto controlthe world. Polit- 
icaleconomy has changed with theeonditions. Thecapitalist has 
one set of principles; the laborer has another; the farmer has a 
third; and here in Congress, where all these interests and ideas 
meet and clash together, we are throwing ourselves from one to 
another without » notion where we are at last to rest. 

Some months ago I ventured to point out to the Senate in the 
silver debate what I believed to be the steadiest political in- 
stinctof our people. I thensaid, what I want now to repeat, that 
tariff and silver were only two sidesof the same question. The 
whole matter in dispute is whether we are to keep America in 
economical dependence on Europe, or whether we are to strug- 
gle for an independent position of ourown., I believe that a 
great majority of our people want to maintain national inde- 
pendence in their economy as wellas in their polities. As far 
as concerns the State for which I have the honor to speak, I 
suppose its wish is practically unanimous. To this instinct 
Pennsylvania bas always been true. 

In matters which concern national character I trust popular 
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instincts and even popular prejudices. We are now running 
dangerously near a betrayal of both. We are surrendering our 
strongest positions, one after another, to an authority which is 
not ours. Granting, for argument’s sake, what is charged 
against the tariff, that it surrendersour people to the Amer.can 
capitalist, can that be a reason for turning about and handing 
both our capital and our people over to the foreign capitalists? 
Granting that capital has become too powerful, what form of 
capital is most dangerous, most grasping, most selfish —our own, 
which we can and will control, or the foreign, which is beyond 
our reach? 

The interests which are arrayed in support of the present 
measure, as far as it tends towards free trade are muinly three: 
First of all, and most powerful, is that remarkable cosmopolite 
moneyed interest, which belongs to!no country, and more or less 
rules all, but which wh >ther it is found in Europs or America, 
or in the remotest corners of the earth, has always its heart, its 
head, itsenergy, its mass, in the city of London. Next come 
the farmers of the South and West, who have always, by the 
force of their own interests, been subject to the same magnet, 
because their market is London. I find no fault with them for 
it, as the moneyed interest of England, for the last half century, 
has Sea sacrificed its own agriculture in order to pat- 
ronize ours. The third influence behind the present bill is 
that of the class which, for want of any other nime, [I am 
obliged to call Mugwumps, who gravitate naturally towards 
what they believe to be Eaglish, and who take their impulse 
fromthe city of London, because the city of London, in finance, 
controls England. 

These three parties, even combined, could not alone have re- 
versed our fixed policy; but in the last general election they 
were joined by numbers of the laboring class who were for the 
moment discontented and alarmed. Their added influence 
turned the scale, and although they have long since come back 
to their true allegiance to their own industries, they can not 
undo what was then done. . 

These four bodies of men made a temporary majority, but of 
them all the only one that is steady to its object, and always 
has been, and always will be where it now stands, was the for- 
eign moneyed interest that centers in the city of London, That 
interest. acts as one mass. Its influence is very great. Perhaps 
in the loag run it is irresistible; our cities and financial centers 
all obey it. Our constitutional fault-finders, the Mugwumps, 
all are at itscommand. The laboring people not only here, but 
everywhere, found their history upon it, and develop their 
principles in opposition to it. So agressive is it, that when the 
silver question was under debate last September, I ventured to 
say to the Senate that any measure advocated by the moneyed 
interests of England ought, for that reason alone, to be sus- 
picious to us; that this objection alone ought to throw the burden 
of proof on the friends of the measure, and until they had proved 
its necessity, we were justified in voting against it. 

The measure then in question was the establishmentof amono- 
metallic gold currency. I noticed that no Senator met the ob- 
jection. From the beginring to the end of that long debate not 
one voice, in either Houses of Congress, was raised in defense of 
a monometallic gold arenes, Even to-day I do not believe 
that one Senator would be willing openly to advoeateit. Yet 
the Senate was obliged to vote for it. We have a monometallic 
gold currency to-day. We have no prospect of getting rid of 

t. Our submission to the moneyed interestof England has been 
silent, but it has been abject. 

Next comes the tariff. I will not waste time in showing how 
deeply the foreign moneyed interest has al ways resented our tariff 
policy. The last tariff especially exasperated British influences 
to such a point that England would not take part in our Chicago 
\Sxposition, and millions of our people were invited to notice, 
not only that England sent few exhibits, but that she honestly 
believes the Chicago Fair to have been a failure owing to her 
abstention. Every American who has been in England or has 
ever talked with an Englishman knows how frankly Englishmen 
talk on the subject. I do not refer to Englishmen who stand 
outside of moneyed interests, for they are not in the discussion at 
all. I am speaking of English capitalists or Englishmen in the 
service of capital; men woose business it is to make money and 
who vant tom ike itin America. The tariff stood in their way. 
In order toemploy British capital in America they were obliged 
in some de to make it American. 

I am well aware, Mr. President, that my views on the foreign 
moneyed intiuence seem to many persons, whom I respect, not 
only narrow, but reactionary. They think they know all about 
it and then turn away at once in disgust. The true mugwamp 
begins by assuming that an American Senator or Representative 
must be ignorant, and may be narrow. The misunderstanding 
isa part of —Seees for to me they seem to be living on 
theideas that England in the last generation. A Senator 
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of the United States: can nob help becoming better acquainted 
than most private citizens with the interests, the forces, the con- 
flicting aims. the hopes and fvars, the-suecesses and dangers of 
the people. He may be mistaken, but he must see over a wide 

a. The view I 
and newest dilficulties of our time. 
the difficulties of the last century than it has with the caravels 
of Columbus. 
the product of the last haif century, which the world has not 
known till now. Every one of our troubles is a new variety of 
diseuse,and must be dealt with by some new diagnosis. Particu- 
larly this matter of the foreign moneyed interest, which is, in 





one form or another, as old as America itself, comes up now in | 


anew shape. : 

If our own recollections did net prove it, the increased pres- 
sure on us of capitalists, manufacturers, corporations, trades 
unions, socialists, and anarchists forces us to notice that this 
moneyed interest, in its present form, is anew political difficulty. 
Our situation is serious enough between our own cupitaland the 
labor it employs, but when this is complicated by the larger 
question of the foreign moneyed interest it becomes wholly un- 
manageable. Only about fifty years have passed since the mon- 
eyed interest of Europe acquired its present organization, and it 
has grown so rapidly as already to throw the shadow of capital, 
with its reaction in socialism and anarchy, over all Europe and 
Ameriea. With that I will not now meddle. Thesubjectis too 
large to be discussed now. We are dealing with thetariff. We 
want to place ourselves on a principle. 

We intend to appeal to the people, and we want the issue clear 
and strong. Asa rule we are not here professors of history; we 


| 


i 


ave taken is forced on me by all the last | 
It has no more to-do with | 


We are facing problems created in our own time, | 
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have no time, and should talk to no purpose even if we had the | 
time to explain how some fifty years ago the monoyed interest of | 


England established its supremacy, or to mie clear the steps 


by which it built up its machinery of capitalistic productions, | 
and, by buying in the cheapest markets what it sold in tho | 


dearest, ended by spreading its sway through the world. 
steamship, the railroad, and the telegraph became its slaves to 
concentrate ali power in its hands. It dug through continents, 
united oceans, and has turned fully two-thirds of the population 
of the world into the organized service of an organized capital, 
centering in London. We know how we tried at times to resis 
it, and how at times we submitted to it; how we built up walls 
against it, and’ pulled them down again. For more than thirty 
years we have beon true to the policy of resistance; but mean- 
while the moneyed interest of Europe has reached a point such as 
never was imigined beforeour time. Ithasreached the limits of 
possible development. It has mastered nearly the whole earth. 

This huge growth, more rapid than the world ever before has 
seen, must have some limit, and atits:rate of the last fifty years 
that limit must be near. Since 1873 many signs seem to shew 
that the limitis reached. 

ears prove that, for the time, the growth of the British system 

as been checked, and that, if we are not overwhelmed by the 
shock, we may maintain our separate interest. 
of all others. is chosen. by the Congress of the United States to 
come to England’s aid. 

We were told to destroy silver because it was a mark of our 
independence, and we did so for no other reason than to remain 
in the moneyed system of England. And now that tariff which 
has been the chief object of antipathy to the British moneyed 
interests is also to ba overthrown. We have sacrificed our 
whole country westof the Mississippi on the silver issue, we are 
now going to sacrifice the whole country vast of the Mississippi 


The | 


Thefinancial disasters of the last few | 


Yet this moment | 


in the tariff in order to open new markets for foreign capital in | 


foreign industries. 

Here again, as in the silver debate, we are told, by whatI pre- 
sume is to be treated as the highest authority, that wo are 
wrong, and that the surest way of resisting British moneyed in- 
terests is to submit to it. If that argument had force to cover 


our cowardice in the silver issue, it can not serve an instant to | 


cover the betrayal of our other industries. The only attempt 
to excuse this bill, on the ground of national interest, is that it 
will reduce the cost of production so as to enable us to compete 
with Europe in the markets of the world. I suppose this argu- 
ment to be seriously made, and that its authors believe it to be 
sound. The more we sacrifice ourselves the greater is to be our 
profit. The idea comes from England. The authors of this bill 
are fumbling over the political economy of fifty yearsago. They 
are echoing o!d commonplaces of Bright and Cobden and the 
Free Trade League. To what new world are they going for 
their markets? Since the British moneyed interest adopted those 
ideas fifty years ago. the world has been ransacked for markets 
to the uttermost ts and narrowed to asingle community in 
which competition is carried to its last possible point. Lf any 
market were left, English industries would not be now in their 
desperate condition. ‘ 


| has paid such bills elsewhere? 


| Of agricultural industry. 
more and more towardsa common aver ‘ge. 
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The world contains now no markets in which we could com- 
pete on a gold basis without the complete and permanent s:cri- 
tice of our laborers. Europe ean always squeeze her laborers to 
alower stage of misery than we can risk with ours. Any ap- 
proach to.competition in the so-called markets of the world can 
ouly be made by cirrying British methods further than they 
are or can be carried in Europe. We must concentrate capital 
here in greater and greater masses; we must crush our our 
small capitalists ‘and weak industries; we must adopt the British 
system of industry and exaggerate it; but first of all we must 
create an immense surplus laboring class of half employed, hal? 
paid, aad half fed, but wholly discontented citizens. 

No other course is possible, even if we succeed in undersellin: 
Europe. Wecan compete only by carrying the European sy 
tem beyond the European point. Ultimately labor must pay the 
bill, as it pays allother bills. Whatelsecan payit? Whatel 
The more intelligent our labor 
is, the heavier load it must bear. Every intelligent 
unionist knows that lesson by heart. Once started on that path 
the whole mass of labor must follow it to the lowest possible 
market. For fifty years the markets of the world have been oc 
cupied by Europe, and developed to a fraction of a cent, wit! 
every. element. calculated and economized to the last possible 
point of European competition. In order to reach them we have 
got to force the European system of capital and labor beyond 
the European mark although that is beyond the danger mark. 
In such an attempt total failure is the happiest possible result. 
Labor has even now a harder lot than it had fifty years ago. 
The chanee to rise in the world has already so nearly vanished 
as to be worth nothing to it. No act of mine shall tend to 
hasten the process o/ closing to it the rare outlets it stil! has to 
rise above its daily risk of wanting wages and bread. 

Our laborers know all this better than any one else does, and 
it is not irom them that this bill, or any free-trade measure, wil! 
receive support. 

The Republican party has again and again recognized th: 
wants, and has done all in its power tohelpthem. We a!! kno 
that when agriculture. suffers.the country is in a bad way; but 
what is the cause of agriculture suffering throughout the world 
The cause is always the sume. The world has been reduced 
is being reduced, to one community, controlled by one mass o! 
capital, with unlimited competition of industry, and especiall, 
The whole mass tends every yeur 
The grains of Cali 
fornia.and Dakota meet the grains of Russiaand India in Lon 
don, in one common market, which is controlled by some sort o 
average, and their condition must follow it; but what possible 
average can exist between the social condition of the America 
farmer, the Russian peasant, and the Indian ryot? The mar 
velous triumphs of our moneyed interests in our own generation 
have so cheapened the cost of transport ai increased its capac 
ity that the Russian peasant of to-day is hardty so far away 
the man in the next county was a hundred vears ago. 

Agricultural competition is deadly. [t means, under its last 
conditions, that great classes of a community may be wiped out. 
{n other conditions it means that the competing classes must 
tend. to amaverage. I have not cared to inquire what the so- 
cial conditions. of the Russian peasant or the Indian ryot may be 
on a money scale; but [ suppose that 5 cents a day would repre- 
sentit favorably. Some kind of an average between these earn 
ings and those of the American farmer must be struck; and this 
it is which is now dragging our agriculture down. I presum: 
this is admitted by all. [suppose that we ail equally regret it. 

But how can we change or improve the farmer's situation by 
lowering the tariff? Even free trade can only aggravate the 
competition and hurry the process. The nearer we come to 
free trade the more violent the competition must be. Of’all 
countries, the one whose agriculture has suffered the most, in 
spite of immense assistance from capital, has been England. 
There both farmer and landed proprietor have been almost swept 
out.of existence as a solvent class, and among them now, even 


Qa 


trades 


Ss 


| after half a century of experiment in that home of free trade, 


you can. hear drop no word of praise for free trade or unlimited 
competition. Slowly and certainly the whole agricultural class 
hasdeclined and dwindled, and if our farmers want to read their 
own story in a worse form they should study the effects of free 
trade in a whole library of British Parliamentary Reports on 


| the depressed condition of British agriculture. 


Our American farmers have had one or two decided advan- 
tages, and one of them has been the growth of local markets, 
which are more or less helped or stimulated by the tarilf. 1 
are now ready to sacrifice these local markets in order to stimu- 
late the European. They may not wish it, but they will do if, 
if they feel that they,can get help in no other way. Against 
desperation I can not argue. The danger of our agricultural 
class is grave enough to shake all barriers of party and unite us 


*hey 
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ina common sympathy. I wvuld gladly unite with anyone to 
help and relieve the farmer by any legislation that would not 
certainly aggravate the disease. I proved it by giving him all 
the support I could in the case of silver, where his interests 
werec ten atstake. I will prove it again whenever the chance 
offers, but [ can not join him or help him to pull down the tariff 
in order to stimulate, to intensify, to extend, to deepen the ef- 
fects of the very competition with foreign races which is slowly 
grinding into the dust with equal mercilessness the American 
and the European cultivator of the soil. 

Yet, in spite of all his trials and temptations, the farmer is an 
American and can be counted as an independent citizen. The 
laborer and trades unionist is also American. Every form of 
our industry is American, and sooner or later can be reached by 
an appeal to its best interests. 

The only classes that stand beyond appeal or argument are 
the money lenderand the Mugwump. The interests of the one, 
the sycophancy of the other, are bound to Europe. As long as 
Europe remains the center of capital the money lender and the 
Mugwump must owe allegiance there. From all the rest of our 
people, whatever their differences be, we can hope for common 
action in a common public spirit. They never have been and 
never can be long satisfied with this idea of fighting their bat- 
tles by surrendering in advance to theirenemies. The thing 
has been tried again and again, always with the same result. 
At one time the people have revolted because they saw that the 
idea was cowardly. At another time they have rebelled because 
they saw that it was stupid. 

The situation of the world to-day is more critical than ever 
before in our time. The people will see it and act as soon as we 
can reach them. I do not fear the result. 

For my own part I want to do more than restore the tariff. 
The tariff alone is not enough to make a complete or astrong na- 
tional policy. On the tariff alone I can not appeal with confi- 
dence to the whole people. I repeat and I insist that the tariff 
and silver are two sides of the same issue. They are bound to- 
-_ b renee The one without the other must break 

own. th together are invincible. The people of the Union, 
North and South, East and West, can all understand and unite 
on a national policy that unites these two great forces. They 
are neither money-lenders nor Mugwumps. They feel their in- 
teresis more truly than all the newspapers and lecturers in the 
world can teach. They will not be afraid to cut wholly loose 
from Europe. They will be glad and proud to restore silver; to 
place the United States at the head of the silver-using countries 
of the world. Such a policy would satisfy their true instincts. 
With all America at their side and all Asia at their back, they 
could then isolate Europe and force England to follow or to fail. 
To such a policy tariffs could offer no obstacle. The barrier of 

old would be more fatal than any barrier of a custom-house. 
he bond of silver would be stronger than any bond of free 
trade. 

Whatever party first comes to this Ss platform will win 
a victory; and itis easier for the Republicans to take this ground 
than for their opponents, who have destroyed silver and are 
planaee to hostility against an American policy, whether in in- 

ustry or trade. Standing on these as supports, the United 
States may hope to extend their influence over the world: but 
so long as they narrow their ambition to becoming a larger Eng- 
land, or a more German Germany, they can become nothing 
worth their trouble and can win no markets worth having—not 
even their own. 

Mr. QUAY resumed the floor in continuation of the speech 
begun him on the 14th instant, After having spoken one 
hour and a half, 

Mr. ALLISON (at 5 o’clock p, m.). Would the Senator from 
Pennsylvania prefer to goon further this evening? I see it is 
about 5 o'clock. 

Mr. QUAY. If itis not objectionable to the Senate, I can 
conclude, I think, in about five minutes my remarks upon this 
branch of the bill, which the Senator will notice is confined to 
iron and steel. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is no objection, the 
Senator from Pennsylvania will proceed. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator wili so indicate at the time 
when he would desire to stop for this evening, I shall at that 
time move an executive session for a few minutes. 

Mr. QUAY. I presume the Senator from Tennessee did not 
hear my remark. I do not think I shall occupy more than five 
minutes further on this branch of the subject. 

Mr. HARRIs. Iso understood the Senator, and simply ask 
if he will indicate his wish at the time when he would prefer to 
stop, and then the Senate will devote itself to some other busi- 


ness. 
Mr. QUAY. Certainly. I will give way in a few minutes to 
a motion to proceed to the consideration of executive business. 


After having further spoken for three minutes, 

Mr. QUAY said: I had intended to present at some length to 
the Senate my views upon certain paragraphs in the iron and 
steel schedule of the bill, but I believe I will dismiss the subject 
until the bill is considered by paragraphs. I am now ready to 
give way to the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], who 
wishes an executive session, with the understanding that I shall 
have the floor to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Before egg the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee for the purpose indicated, the Chair will lay 
before the Senate certain matters on the Vice-President’s table. 

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly. 

{Mr. QuAyY’s speech will be published entire after it shall 
have been concluded. ] 

EXPENDITURES IN UTAH TERRITORY. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in 
response to a resolution of the Senate of February 2, 1894, a re- 
port of the First Comptroller, and also a statement showing the 
amount deposited by officers of the Territorial courts in Utah 
from January 1, 1875, to December 31, 1886, and covered into the 
Treasury; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred 
to the Committee on Territories, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORT OF DISTRICT HEALTH OFFICER. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing concurrent resolution from the House of Representatives; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
Public Printer be, and he is hereby, authorized to print and bind in cloth 
1,500 copies of the annual report of the health officer of the District of Co- 


| lumbia; 100 for the use of the Senate; 350 for the use of the House of Repre- 


sentatives, and 1,050 copies for the use of said heaith officer of the District. 
STATISTICS OF IMPORTS AND EXPORTS. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing concurrent resolution from the House of Representa- 
tives; which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed a special report of the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics of the 
Treasury Department, on the imports for consumption and the domestic ex- 
ports for the years 1884 to 1894, 2,000 copies for the use of the Senate; 4,000 for 
the use of the House of Representatives: and 5,000 for distribution by the 
Bureau of Statistics of the Treasury Department. 


PRINTING OF MEMORIAL ADDRESSES. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing concurrent resolution from the House of Representatives; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the House of Represent itives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed of the eulogies delivered in Congress upon the Hon. William H. 
Lnochs, late a ne from the State of Ohio, 8.000 copies, of which 
number, 2,000 copies shall be delivered to the Senators and Representatives 
of the State of Ohio, which shall include 50 copies to be bound in full mo- 
rocco to be delivered to the family of the deceased, and of the remaining, 
2.000 shall be for the use of the Senate, and 4,000 for the use of the House of 
Representatives, and the Secretary of the reo is directed to have en- 
graved and printed a portrait ofthe said William H. Enochs, to accompany 
the said eulogies. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE W. H. ENOCHS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to give notice that, if it is the 
leasure of the Senate, to-morrow evening, at5 o'clock, my col- 
eague and I will call up the resolutions of the House of Repre- 
sentatives on the death of our late colleague in that body, Hon. 
W. H. Enochs, 
BINDING OF TARIFF COMPILATION. 


Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Printing, to whom 
was referred the following resolution, submitted this day by Mr. 
VOORHEES, reported it without amendment, and it was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 


Ordered, That there be bound. under the direction of the Commitiee on 
Finance, for the use of the te in debate, 200 copies of the Report 334. 
being a See in quarto form, with reference margin of H. R. 4364 

aw. 


and existing 
EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business, After one hourand twenty- 
five minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopen 
and (at 6 o’clock and 32 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned 
until to-morrow, Thursday, April 19, 1894, at 12 0’clock m. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive hominations received by the Senate April 18, 1894. 
REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES. : 
William E. Cox, of Helena, Mont., to be register of the land 


office at Helena, Mont., vice Samuel A. Swiggett, whose term 
of office will expire May 14, 1894. 











1894. 





David Hilger, of Christina, Mont., to be register of the land 
office at Lewistown, Mont., vice Charles A. Burg, to be re- 
moved, oe . 

Charles S. Wright, of Miles City, Mont., to be register of the 
land office at Miles City, Mont., vice Samuel Gordon, to be re- 
moved. 

RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

John P. Barnes, of Philbrook, Mont., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Lewistown, Mont., vice George W. Cook, to be re- 
moved. 
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Jeremiah Collins, of Great Falls, Mont., to be receiver of | 


public moneys at Helena, Mont., vice George M. Bourquin, 
whose term of office will expire May 14, 1894. 

James G. Ramsay, of Glendive, Mont., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Miles City, Mont., vice Alfred T. Campbell, to be 
removed. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 
Commodore Joseph S. Skerrett, to be a rear-admiral in the 
Navy from April 16, 1894, vice Rear-Admiral John Irwin, re- 
tired. 


Capt. Joseph N. Miller, to be a commodore in the Navy from | 


April 16, 1894, vice Commodore Joseph S. Skerrett, promoted. 
POSTMASTERS. 


Charles R. Pendleton, to be postmaster at Valdosta, in the 
county of Lowndes and State of Georgia, in the place of Abner 
K, Holt, removed. 

William G. Golf, to be postmaster at De Soto, in the county of 
Jefferson and State of Missouri, in the place of Joseph Walther, 
resigned. 

Melford G. Brown, to be postmaster at Canton, in the county 
of St. Lawrence and State of New York, in the place of Edwin 
Aldrich, removed. 

George W. Drake, to be postmaster at Corning, in the county 


of Steuben and State of New York, in the place of George W. | 


Pratt. whose commission expires April 22, 1894. 


C. Pliny Earle, to be postmaster at Gouverneur, in the county | 


of St. Lawrence and State of New York, in the place of Abram 
C. Gates, whose commission expires April 22, 18y4. 

David K. Falvay, to be postmaster at Westfield, in the county 
of Chautauqua and State of New York, in the place of W. H. 
Walker, whose commission expired February 6, 1894. 


Patrick Guinan, to be postmaster at Lima, in the county of | 
Livingston and State of New York, in the place of William A. 


Perris, whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

Erastus F. Hall, to be postmaster at Norwood, in the county 
St. Lawrence and State of New York, in the place of Hollis H. 
Bailey, whose commission expired January 27, 1894. 

George H. Kelly, to be postmaster at Middleport, in the 
county of Niagara and State of New York, in the place of Burt 
Graves, removed. 

Patrick Lillis, to be postmaster at Albion, in the county of 
Orleans and State of New York, in the place of S.S. Spencer, 
whose commission expired February 14, 184. 

Kenneth D. L. Niven, to be postmaster at Monticello, in the 
county of Sullivan and State of New York, in the place of John 
Waller, whose commission expired March 20, 1894. 

James P.O Brien, to be postmaster at Holley, in the county of 
Orleans and State of New York, in the place of Fayette A. 
Milliken, whose commission expired January 9, 1894. 

Adelbert D. Payne, to be postmaster at atawides, in the 
county of Chenango and State of New York, in the place of 
George I. Skinner, whose commission expired April 12, 1894. 

Louis C. Rowe, to be postmaster at Oswego, in the county of 
Oswego and Stite of New York, in the place of John A. Place, 
whose commission expired March 24, 1894. 

Edwin M. Slayton, to be postmaster at Port Byron, in the 
county of Cayuga and State of New York, in the place of Lasu- 
vious H. King, resigned. 

Caleb T. Smith, to be postmaster at Islip, inthe county of Suf- 
folk - State of New York, in the place of P. J. Hawkins, de- 
ceased. 

William H., Stickle, to be postmaster at Weedsport, in the 
county of Cayuga and State of New York, in the place of Hora- 
tio L. Burrill, whose commission expired April 11, 1394. 

Charles S. Clarke, to be postmaster at Erie, in the county of 
Erie and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of John C. Hilton, 
whose commission expired December 20, 189°. 

D. Morgan Cox, to be postmasterat Downingtown, in the count 
of Chester and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Nathan H. 
Wilson, whose commission expired April 16, 1894. 

Isaac B. Williams, to be postmaster at Paris, in the county of 
Henry and State of Tennessee, in the place of J. T. W. Cole, 
whose commission expires April 19, 1894. 
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CONFIRMATIONS. 
rmed by the Senate April 14, 1894. 
COMMISSIONER FOR ALASKA, 
Lycurgus R. Woodward, of Ferndale, Cal., to be a commis- 
sioner in and for the District of Alaska, to reside at Unalusks 
PROMOTIONS IN THE: NAVY. 
Lieut. (junior grade) Roy Campbell Smith, to be a lieutenant. 
Ensign George P. Blow, to be a lieutenant (junior grad: 


PO 


i * . ° . 
Executive nominations confi 


tMASTERS. 


Horatio Judah, to be postmaster Port Richmond, the 
county of Richmond and State of New York. 
Samuel R. Welles, to be postmaster at Waterloo, in the county 


of Senec: and State of New York. 


if 
at 


in 


Frank H. Maute, to be postmaster at Lancaster, in the county 
of Erie and State of New York. 
John D. Bills,to be postmaster at Corinth, in the county of 





Alcorn and State of Mississippi. 

Willard L. Gillham, to be postmaster at Upper Alton, in the 
county of Madison and State of Illinois. 

John Buckmaster, to be postmaster at Alton, in the county of 
Madison and State of [linois. 


Charles O. Mouton, to be postmaster at Lafayette, in the county 
of Lafayette and State of Louisian.. 

Robert G. Howerton, to be postmaster at West Point. in the 
county of King William and State of Virginia 

Allen T. Frederick, to be postmaster at Allentown, in the 
county of Lehigh and State of Pennsylvania. 

George H. Wehausen,. to be postmasterat Two Rivers, in the 


| coun y of Manitowoc and State of Wisconsin. 


John Passage, to be postmaster at Delavan, in the county of 
Walworth and State of Wisconsin. 
Fannie S. Williams, to be postmaster at Lexington, in the 
county of Rockbridge and State of Virginia. 
Ececutive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 18, 1894. 
ASSISTANT REGISTER THE ' 
John B. Brawley, of Pennsyivanis, to be assistant reg 
the Treasury. 


OF TREASURY. 


ist 


r of 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, April i8, 1894, 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
K. B. BAGBY. 


JOURNAL. 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read. 

Mr. REED (before the reading of the Journal was concluded), 
Mr. Speaker, I would like to know whether, on the voie taken 
under the new rule, the names of those present and not voting 
are recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair had not an opportunity of exam- 
ining the Journal until a few minutes before the meeting of the 


House. Those names oughttobeentered onthe Journal. There 
isanerror in the RecorD. Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana, as the 


Chair understands, voted; and Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio answered 
‘*present.” 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana was not present. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was in error. The gentleman 
from Indiana did not vote; and his name should appéar in the 
list of those not voting. 

Mr. REED. Why is his name put among those present but 
not voting? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has been trying to ascertain how 
that mistake occurred. 

Mr. REED. Ishould like to know whether itis an error of 
the tellers or of the Clerk. 

Mr. TRACEY. [I think we had better go back to the old rule. 

The SPEAKER. The tellers made no report—the rule did 
not require it—of those gentlemen who answered ‘ present.” 
The Chair was informed this morning by one of the reporters 
that this mistake occurred in the Printing Office. The Chair 
has no personal knowledge on the subject. He regrets that he 
had not an opportunity to examine the Journal earlier; he will 
try hereafter to have such opportunity, and will require the 
Journal to be finish d a little earlier. The Clerk will read the 
names of the two gentlemen who answered “ present,” and they 
will appear upon the Journal. 

The Clerk, continuing the reading of the Journal, read the 
names of Mr. DALZELL and Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. 

The reading of the Journal having been concluded 

The SPEAKER. If there be noobjection, the Journal as read 
will be approved. 
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Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privi- 
lege connected with the REcoRD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BURROWS. If the Speaker will turn to page 4663 of the 
daily Recoxrp of the proceedings of yesterday, under the head of 
Mr. WHEEKLEROf Alabama, it will be observed that the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr.C a 1?CHINGS] had the floor and yielded one 
minute only to the gentleman from Alabama, and if the Speaker 
will then take the time toglance at the length of that one-minute 
speech, he will see that the gentleman from Alabama was able 
in that time to fill more than four columns of the REcoRD. I 
know that he is a very rapid talker, but I doubt very much 
whether within one minute he would be able to fill the daily 
Recor, from page 46: 3 to 4665. 

Ilr, RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I suggest, Mr. Speaker, 
to the gentleman from Michigan that the gentleman from Ala- 
bama is not in his seat, and it would be well, perhaps, to let this 
go.over until he is presert. 

Mr. REED. It is his duty to be here. If we had a proper 
system of fines he would be here. 

Mr. BURROWS. I think—I am not certain—but I think ob- 
jection was made to extending remarks in the RECORD on the 
subject then under consideration. I was under that impression 
when the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. BRYAN] had the floor 
and asked for an extension of time, and I objected. I do not 
suppose that under the rules a gentleman having the floor for 
one minute would have the right to extend his remarks indefi- 
nitely in the Recorp: and I think the remarks of the gentleman 
from Alabam. [Mr. WHEELER] ought to be in some way ex- 
punged from the RECORD or the practice in such cases definitely 
settled. Having culled attention tothe matter, however, I have 
no objection to allowing it to go over until to-morrow morning 
or until the gentleman from Alabame is present. Of course if 
he uttered the speech as printed on the floor of the House in the 
one minute's time accorded him then there isno criticism to be 
made. If he did not, I insist he violated the rules of the House 
and that some action should be taken. 

The SPEAKER. Objection was made to extending remarks 
in the Recorp, and the Chair thinks no gentleman had a right 
to go further than the rules permitted, which would simply be 
a revision of such remarks as he did utter. 

Mr. BURROWS. If the Chair thinks it better to lie over—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair weuld be glad to haveit go over 
for the present. 

Mr. BURROWS. I have no objection to that. 

The Journal as read was then approved. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION, NEW ORLEANS MINT. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retory of the Treasury, transmitting an estim ite of deficiency in 
the appropriation for wages of workmen and adjusters of the 
mint at New Orleans; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 





LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. APSLEY, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. B »wers of California, for this day, on account of im- 
portant business. 

To Mr. BarRtTHOLDT?, for this day, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. Hopkins of Pennsylvania, for this day, on account of 
sickness. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, Il ask unanimous consent that 
the bill (H. R. 6667) to require that vessels engaged in the fruit 
trade and plying between ports of the United States and those 
of Mexico and Central and South America and the West India 
Islands shall be manned by acclimated seamen, introduced on 
the i6th instant in the House and referred to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, be referred to the Committee 
on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the change of ref- 
erence suggested by the gentleman from Louisiana will be made. 

There was no obi<otion, and it was so ordered. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE HUDSON RIVER. 

Mr. DUNPHY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H.R. 6448) to authorize the 
New York end New Jersey Bridge Companies to construct and 
maintain a bridge across the H River between New York 
City and the State of New Jersey. 

. ——— The bill will be read subject to the right of 
objection. 
e bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

—— KILGORE. Is this Dill the regular order for this morn- 

g' 
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The SPEAKER. This is a request for unanimous consent. 

Mr. KILGORE. It isnot necessary, it seems to me, to take 
these measures up now out of their regular order, inasmuch as 
we have rules under which we can transact business. I object. 

EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE ENOCHS. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I submita 
privileged report from the Committee on Printing, upon a con- 
current resolution relative to the printing ofethe eulogies de- 
livered in Congress upon the late Representative Enochs. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved. etc., That there be printed of the eulogies delivered in Congress 
upon the Hon. William H. Enochs, late a Representative from the State of 
Ohio, 2,000 copies; of which number 2,000 copies shall be delivered to the Sen- 
ators and Representatives of the State of Ohio, which shall include 50 copies 
to be bound in full morocco, to be delivered to the family of the deceased, 
and of the remaining, 2,000 shall be for the use of the Senate, and 4.000 for 
the use of the Liouse of Representatives; and the Secretary of the Treasury 
is directed to have engraved and printed a portrait of the said William H. 
Enochs to accompany the said eulogies. 

The report of the Committee on Printing, recommending the 
passage of the resolution. wasread. Itstated that the estimated 
cost of the proposed printing is $2,625. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

COINAGE LAWS OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I submit 
another privileged report from the Committee on Printing, upon 
a Senate concurrent resolution for the printing of 6,000 addi- 
tional copies of the Coinage Laws of the United States. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That there be printed 6,000 additional copies of the fourth 
edition of the document entitled ‘Coinage Laws of the United States, 170 
to 1804,’ prepared under the direction of the Committee on Finance, United 
States Senate. with the appendix and an index to the same; of which num- 
ber 2,000 copies shail be for the use of the Senate and 4,000 copies for the use 
of the House of Representatives. 

The report of the Committee on Printing, recommending the 
passage of the resolution. was read. It stated that the estimated 
cost of the proposed printing is $2,688. 

The resolution was concurred in. 

IMPORTS AND EXPORTS. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I am also 
directed by the Committee on Printing to submit a report on a 
House concurrent resolution, for the printing of aspecial report 
of the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, cte.. That there be printed a special report of the Chief of the 
Bureau of Statistics of the Treasury Department. on the imports for con- 
sumption and the domestic exports for the years 1884 to 1894; 2.000 copies for 
the use of the Senate, 4,000 for the use of the Hause of Representatives, and 
5,000 for distribution by the Bureau of Statistics of the Treasury Depart- 
ment. 


The report of the Committee on Printing, recommending the 
pacsage of the resolution, wasread. Itstated that the estimated 
cost of the proposéd printing is $6,500. 

The resolution was ag to. 

ANNUAL REPORT OF HEALTH OFFICER, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I also sub- 
mit another privileged report from the Committee on Printing, 
re‘ative to the printing and binding of 1,500 extra copies of the 
annual report of the health officer of the District of Columbia 
for 1°93. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, etc.. That the Public Printer be, and he is h , authorized to 
print and bind in cloth 1,500 of the annual report of the ltealth officer 
of the District of Columbia; for the use of the Senate, 350 for the use of 
the House of Representatives, and 1,050 for the use of said health officer of 
the District. 

The report of the Committee on Printing, recommending the 
passage of the resolution, was read. It stated that theestimated 
cost of io ae printing is $653. 

The ution was ag to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I move to reconsider the 
wie which each and every oneof these resolutions was agreed 
to, I move to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentieman from Tennessee moves to 
reconsider the vote by which each and every one of these reso- 
lutions was agreed to, and moves to lay that motion on the table. 
Without objection, that motion will be entered in each case, and 
will be corsicered as laid on the table. 

There was no objection. 

COMMITTEE REPORTS. 

Mr. REILLY. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The regular order has been demanded; the 
Clerk will call the committees for reports. 
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The committees were cailed for reports, when bills of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported, read a first and second 
time, and, with the accompanying reports, referred to the Cal- 
endars named below, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE OVER TENNESSEE RIVER, KNOXVILLE, TENN. 

By Mr. GEARY, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, a bill (H. R. 7509) to authorize the construction 
ofa bridge over the Tennessee River at Knoxville, Tenn.; which 
was referred to the House Calendar. 

SRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER, JEFFERSON, MO, 

By Mr. GEARY, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, a bill (H. R. 6610) to authorize the construction o: a 
bridge across tho Missouri River at some point within | mile 
below and 1 mile above the present limits of the city of Jef- 
ferson, Mo.; which was referred to the House Calendar. 

REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

By Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, a bill (H. R. 6723, as a substitute for the bill 
H. R. 6124) to promote the efficiency of the Revenue Cutter Serv- 
ice; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

The original bill (H. R. 6124) was ordered to lie on the table 

OFFICERS OF THE NAVY TO ADMINISTER OATHS. 

Mr. CUMMINGS, from the Committes on Naval Affairs, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H R. 6321) authorizing certain 
officers of the Navy to administer oaths; which was referred to 
the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER. This completes the call of the committees. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union to consider general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. BAILEY in the Chair. 

DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of considering general appropriation bills, and 
the Clerk will report the title of the first bill. 

The Cierk read as follows: 


A bill (H. 8. 6108) making appropriations for the diplomatic and consular 
service of the United states for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895. 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, to facilitate 
business, also to be entirely fair to those who desire to speak, I 
would be glad if it could be done, to agree upon a length of time 
to be given for general debate before we begin to read the bill 
under the five-minute rule. If our friends upon the other side 
can agree upon any time, say an hour and a half 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will remind the gentleman 
from Kentucky that when the committee rose on yesterday even- 
ing the gentleman from Pennsylvania !Mr. Grow] was entitled 
to the floor; but, of course, the Chair will indulge the gentleman 
to reach an agreement. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. If my friend from Pennsyl- 
vania will indulge us, while we endeavor to obtain an agree- 
ment as to the length of general debate, then the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania will be entitled to the floor and can go on. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, the debate has not yet been opened 
at all on that side of the House, and I should hardly feel that I 
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was acting justly to gentlemen on the floor before it has been | 


opened to close debate. 

r. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Asdebate has not been opened, 
as the gentleman says, on this side, | am willing to take the re- 
sponsibility of saying that this side will agree upon any fair 
a for general debate, my only desire being togo on with the 

Mr. HITT. I donot know of any gentleman who has requested 
time for debate excepting the honorable gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. Hooker] and Pennsylvania [Mr. Grow}; but I would 
rather that the gentleman should agree to defer his request for 
the present. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. If my colleague on the com- 
mittee ob ects, [ shall not press the matter. 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Chairman, on the !2th day of January, 1893, 
the Queen of the Hawaiian Islands, abrogating the constitution 
of her Government, published in its stead one of her own forma- 
tion. Two days later a committee of the citizens, doing what 
the representatives of the American colonies did on the 4th of 
July, 1776, declared that their allegiunce to the Government 

er which they had lived was at an end. Three days later 
a Provisional Government was proclaimed, which the United 
States and all other nations having representatives there recog- 
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nized as the de factoGovernment for the islands. That Gov 
ment has continued peaceably to exist from that time tot 
with the public avowal that it represents a people desirous to 


cast their fortunes and unite their destinies with that of th 
people of the United States. 

In the last days of President Harrison’s Administration a 
treaty was negotiated with that Government satisiactory to : 
concerned, includiz ted 


ig the trus agents of the dethroned Que 
This treaty was submitted to the Senate, the co »rdinate branch 


of the treaty-making power, for its consideration, the question 





being what political relations would be best to subsist between 
that people and ours. But before any opportunity for its e 
sideration the newly inaugurated President, instead of sending 
a message to the Senate with his views and recommendations, 
assuming to be judge and jury in the case, withdrew the tr 
from the Senate, leaving nothing for its consideration or upon 
which it could act. Then, umbeknown to the Senate, still in 
session, he dispatched his own commissicner, clothed wi 

mount authority over the duly commissioned ollicers of the 


Navy and constitutionally appointed agents of the Governmen 
When this commissioner iands in Hawaii he finds floating 
ably there the only emblem of political power, the flag oi l, 


white, and blue. 

Without the possibility at that time of any knowle¢ 
part but what it was rightfully there, and without suppla: 
it with any other embiem of national authority, he hauls it do 
and proceeds to pay his respects to the dethroned Queen, w! 
in violation of her official oath, had attempted to assume arbi- 
trary, despotic power, and who, by the declaration of the Presi- 
dent in his message to Congress, was too bloodthirsty to amnesty 
her revolted subjects as a condition of her own restoration to 
power. This was the first act of the Administration in its eru 
sade for the resurrection of a defunct monarchy. 

The next act was to seud a duly appointed and commissioned 
agent of the United States, hat in hand, to congratulate the rep- 
resentatives of this newly formed Government, while conceal! 
ing his secret instructions to plot with the deposed Queen a 
conspiracy for theiroverthrow. Whenthis conspiracy was ripe 
for execution, this agent,in the name of the President of the 
Uniied States, demands that the new-born republic abdicate its 
powers and, kneeling in abject submission at the foot of her re 
stored throne, kiss the extended handof this dusky Queen. The 
fitting and proper answer to the agent of such a demand would 
have been: Take your passportand return to your master, never- 
more to set foot in Hawaii, for its soil henceforth forever is con- 
secrated to freedom. 

When African slavery, inwoven for two centuries into the very 
texture of society in almost half of the Kepublic, vanished in 
the expiring flames of civil war, and the martyr President, 
sealing with his blood the emancipation of a race, bore four mil- 
lions of broken coMes to the throne of eternal justice, it was th: 
universal thought that at last the time had come when the God- 
dess of Liberty could rear her altars without shuddering at the 
clank of the chain riveted by her professed votaries. And that 
henceforth, wherever on the earth's broad surface wrong shou'ld 
be done to bleeding humanity, every American heart would beat 
in sympathy, and, if powerless to do aught else, would drop a 
tear over the sad fate of the oppressed. In that hour of jubila 
tion it would have been beyond the possibility of belief that the 
time could ever come when a Chief Magistrate of the Republic, 
on being clothed with full administrative powers would, almost 
as his first act, send the war ships and revenue cutters of the 
nation, with threatening guns, plowing the waste waters of a 
wide ocean, to remand back a liberty loving people to the des- 
potic, half-civilized rule from which they had escaped. [Ap- 
plause. | 

Is it for this generation to reverse the glorious traditions of 
our history, and turn back the hands on the dial plate of human 
progress? Almost half a century ago Webster, then Secretary 
of State, in replying to complaints of Austria on our conduct 
relative to the Hungarian revolution, said in his letter to Chev- 
alier Hiilseman, ‘* These States can not fail to cherish always a 
lively interest in the fortunes of nations struggling for institu- 
tions like our own.” And President Fillmore, in his message 
to Congress on the same subject, said: ‘‘ This country can not 
remain indifferent when the strong arm of foreign power is in- 
voked to stifle public sentiment and repress the spirit of freedom 
inany country.” Inthe first yearof this Administration we have 
seen our own Government converted intothe strong arm of for- 
eign power to stille the spirit of freedom inafar-off peopl» strug- 
giing for institutions like our own, and to repress at home the 
sentiments of that generous patriotism which ever beats respon- 
sive to the vlaims of universal liberty 

Another chapter in the history of our relations with foreign 
nations was written within the memory of most of this genera- 
tion. Martin Koszta, a soldier in the Sionenatien army led by 


re oO 
Ab’ 


o 








3824 


Louis Kossuth in its unsuccessful revolt against Austrian des- 
0tism, came, a friendless exile, to this country, and in its courts 
eclared his intention to become an American citizen. After- 
wards returning to Turkey and while on its territory, though 
contiguous to that of his former home, he was seized and carried 
on board an Austrian man-of-war moored in the bay of Smyrna, 
to be transported thence to incarceration in Austrian dungeons 
or to cruel death on its soil. Anchoréd near by was a small 
armed vessel with the Stars and Stripes floiting at its masthead. 
Its commander, Capt. Ingraham, notified in person the com- 
mander of the Austrian man-of-war, on the morning it was sup- 
posed it might sail, that Martin Koszta must be set at liberty 
before 4 o'clock of that day, or he would open fire upon his 
ship and its two armed consorts. 

As soon as Capt. Ingraham returned to his own vessel he or- 
dered its decks cleared, and opening its portholes, manned its 

uns. But before the declining sun touched the western horizon 
Martin Koszta was placed on shore again a free man, though in 
chains. The first dispatch from our State Department sent to 
the American minister at Constantinople and to Capt. Ingra- 
ham was an indorsement and cordial approval of their acts. 
Had this Administration been in power, Judging by its conduct 
in Hawaii, Capt. Ingraham would have been directed to look up 
Koszta and return him to the Austrian man-of-war, with a hum- 
ble apology for his hasty act in violating the international law 
of kingly governments. The difference between that time and 
this is, William L. Marcy of the State of New York, a Democrat 
of the old school, was then Secretary of State, and every doubt- 
ful act or disputed fact in ovr intercourse with nations was con- 
strued in favor of liberty, 

Now, every doubtful act or disputed fact is construed in be- 
half of a fallen monarchy overthrown by its liberty-loving sub- 
jects. The American people owe it to themselves, by the love 
they cherish for liberty and free institutions, by the gratitude 
they owe the fallen heroes who died ‘‘ that government by the 
peovle for the people should not perish from the earth,” to 
mike this perfidy in double dealing with a friendly power; 
this infidelity to the spirit and genius of free institutions; this 
recreancy to liberty and the inalienable rights of mankind, so 
odious that no future servant of the great Republic will ever 
dare in all coming time repeat any such act. 

Liberty, on trial in the forum of nations, is entitled to what 
every court of justice in Christendom grants to the meanest 
criminal at its bar, the benefit of all doubts. [Applause. | 
Wherever the standard of liberty is reared on the ashes of a 
throne, I care not how, provided it is surrounded with stout 
arms and brave hearts sufficient to keep it in position, it is en- 
titled to the codperative sympathy of every lover of universal 
liberty. [Applause.]} 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. McCREARy of Ken- 
tucky having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message 
from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one ofits clerks, announced that 
the Senate had passed the bill (S. 1134) to create the southern 
judicial district of the State of Texas and to fix the times and 
places of holding courts in said district and in the eastern and 
western judicial districts of said State; in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate insisted upon its 
amendments to the bill (H. R. 6556) ** to provide for further ur- 

ent deficiencies in the appropriations for the service of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, and for 
other purposes,” disagreed to by the House of Representatives, 
had agreed to the conference asked by the House on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. CockKRELL, Mr. BRICE, and Mr. HALE as the conferees on 
the part of the Senate. 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee again resumed its session, Mr. BAILEY in the 

chair. 
Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. When the diplomatic and 
consular appropriation bill was called up I briefly explained its 
provisions and endeavored to state the a which had been 
pursued by the Committee on Foreign Affairs in its preparation, 
and EF did not expect to speak again in the general debate; but 
my distinguished friend from Illinois (Mr. Hrrr], in his speech 
on yesterday afternoon, and the gentleman who has just taken 
his seat [Mr. Grow]. havespoken on subjects outside of the bill, 
and so have made it perhaps proper that I should again briefly 
address the committce. 

I have listened with pleasureto my distinguished friend from 
Pennsylvania {[ Mr. GRow] in the firstaddress that I have had an 
opportunity to hear him deliver in this House since his late elec- 
tion, and I was glad to have the pleasure of hearing his views 
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on the subject on which he spoke. But, Mr. Chairman, the Ha- 
waiian question is regarded by me as res adjudicata. 

When the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania was 
perhaps making his canvass in that State the Hawaiian ques- 
tion was considered and discussed in the House of Representa- 
tives for five days, and during the heat of his canvass it may 
have escaped the attention of my distinguished friend. I shall 
simply dismiss that subject now by reading for his benefit the 
action of the House of Representatives when that question was 
under consideration. The House adopted by a majority of 99 
the resolutions which I now read: 

Resolved, first. Thatitis the sense of this House that the action of the 
United States minister in employing United States naval forces and ille 
gally aiding in overthrowing the constitutional Government of tne Ha 
waiian Islands in January, 1893, and in setting up in its place a Provisional 
Government not republican in form and in opposition to the will of a ma- 
jority of ae was contrary to the traditions of our Republic and the 
spirit of our Constitution, and should be and is condemned. 

Second. That we heartily approve the principle announced by the Presi- 
dent of the United States, that interference with the domestic affairs of an 
independent nation is contrary to the spirit of American institutions. And 
itis further the sense of this House that the annexation of the Hawaiian 
Islands to our country, or the assumption of a protectorate over them by 
our Government, is uncailed for and inexpedient; that the people of that 
country should have absolute freedom and independence in pursuing their 
own line of policy, and that foreign intervention in the litical affairs of 
the islands will not be regarded with indifference by the Government of the 
United States. 


That is all I desire to say on the Hawaiian question. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from [Illinois [Mr. Hirt] in his 
speech on yesterday traveled far outside of the diplomatic and 
consular appropriation bill. The first point made by him was 
that he objected to that provision in the bill which appropri- 
ates only $150,000 ‘‘for contingent expenses of United States 
consulates.” And the gentlemanseemed very regretful that we 
had not appropriated for that purpose $200,000. I call his atten- 
tion to the fact that he was chairman of the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs for two years in the Fifty-first Congress: and the 
answer to his statement is, that if he believed there should be 
$200,000 appropriated for contingent expenses of our consulates, 
he should at that time have brought in a bill to that effect. 
The Congress of the United States has for many years been ap- 
propriating but $150,000 in each appropriation bill for contin- 
gent expenses of United States consulates. The amount has 
never exceeded $150,000; and I do not understand where the ne- 
cessity is now for raising the appropriation to $200,000. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. MayI ask the gentleman 
a question? 

r. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VAN VOORHISof New York. Doesthe gentleman think 
that $150,000 is enough? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Ido. 
appropriated each year for years. 

r. VAN VOORGIS of New York. Does not the gentleman 
think there will have to be a deficiency appropriation of at least 
$50,000? 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I do not. 

Mr. HITT. I would like to remind the gentleman that last 
year the present Secretary of State, who was making strenuous 
efforts at economy, and who did reduce the contingent expenses 
for consulates a good many thousand dollars, was still forced to 
expend $196,000 for this purpose; and he stated —— 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I do not think it will benec- 
essary to expend more than $150,000 for this purpose during the 
next fiscal year; I hope this appropriation will be sufficient. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I shall not dwell on the point made by 
my friend from Illinois in favor of increasing the amount to be 
allowed for contingent expenses of consulates, when in all the 
years of the t we have found $150,000 enough, and when the 
distinguished gentleman from Illinois himself, while chairman 
of the Committee on Foreign Affairs for two years, believed this 
sum enough and reported only $150,000 each year. 

The next point to which I desire to call the attention of the 
House is that the gentleman from Illinois, in a most lugubrious 
manner, referred—— 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Doesthe gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
McCreary] yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Can- 
NON]? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. 
at this time. 

The gentleman from [llinois [Mr. Hrrr) referred in a most lu- 
gubrious manner to the action of the Assistant Secretary of 
State, Mr. Quincy. - There is always a wail of sorrow that goes 
up from Republicans when Republicans are turned out of office 
and Democrats putin. If I had the power I would increase that 
wail of sorrow, because I believe that the party in power, 
whether it be the Democratic or the Republican party, should 
be represented in all the offices by the men who reflect the 
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views of the dominant party. 
side. | 

Mr. HITT. Will the gentleman permit me a single remark, 
for I know he would not misrepresent me? I made no criticism 
myself as a Republican upon the gentleman numed; I merely 
cited two eminent Democrats who criticised him. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I come to the gentleman's 
statement. He said yesterday in his speech that Mr. Quincy 
came to Washington with a newspaper announcement of his 
character which attracted his attention: and he read that news- 
Ne rir ex and then the distinguished gentleman from 











[Applause on the Democratic 


llinois [Mr Hirt] said: 

Mr. Quincy has been allowed a debauch among the consulships He has 
sent out to look after our trade in the utternist ends of the earth the usual 
quota of brokrn-down men and ignorant editors. 


When the gentleman said ‘‘the usual quota of broken-down | 


men and ignorant editors’ he criticises appointments made by 
Republican administrations. I am surprised. 

Mr. HITT. [ read those words from tho New York Evening 
Post, the great and intelligent organ of the Democracy of that 
State. |Laughter and applause on the Republicin side. ] 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. 


what he said on yesterday, he will find that those words are not 


taken from the New York Post. 

Mr. HITT. I beg the gentleman's pardon. 
words I quoted and read from that paper. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Well, itisnotso printed here. 
But whether the gent!eman read from the New York Post or any 
other p.per is immaterial for the purpose nowin hand. The 
gentleman desired to bring the administration of Mr. Quincy, 
us Assistant Secretary of State, into disrepute, and I desire to 
suy here that Mr. Quincy, as Assistant Secretary of State, dis- 
charged his duty faithfully and efficiently; that he stinds before 
the people of Massachusetts and before the people of the United 
States as aman honorable, able, and efficient in the discharge 
of his duty. 

Mr. WARNER. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Yes. 

Mr. WARNER. With the assentof the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, Mr. Chairman, I beg his permission to correct what I 
believe to be an act of injustice done by him to the distinguished 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hirr], for upon hearing the gen- 
tleman from Illinois on yesterday I understood, and J am sure 
that everybody on this side at east understood, that the remarks 
of the gentleman to the effect that Mr. Quincy had sent out to 
look after our trade in the uttermost ends of the earth ** the 
usual crowd of broken-down politicians end ignorant editors” 
was not intended so much as a partisan attack upon the present 
Democra ic Administration as it was a reference to the usual 
wractices which prevailed under the Administrat:on just preced- 
ing it 

M:. McCREARY of Kentucky. 
man for a speech. 

Mr. WARNER (continuing). And the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, instead of criticising the gentleman from Illinois, ought, 
it seems to me, to have complimented him upon the frankness 
and candor of the admission thus involved. [Derisive laughter 
on the Republicah side. } 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
tucky will allow me —— 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. 
decline to be interrupted further. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky declines 
tobe interrupted. ~ 

Mr. MCCREARY of Keutucky. The gentleman from Illinois 
Oat Hirt], having I believe once been an Assistant Secretary 
in the Staite Department, knows well what kind of consuls were 
appointed at the time that he was connected with the State De- 
partment. He knows what class of men were appointed during 
the years the Republican party had power to appoint the con- 
suls in our foreign service. 

He had many opportunities, as a member of Congress for more 
than ten years while his party was in power, and for a part of 
which time he waschairmanof the Committeeon Foreign Affairs, 
to correct the errors of the consular service. He was the chair- 
man of the committee which had charge of the matter, and if he 
had regarded the consular service as inefficient, if he believed 
that there were changes that snould have been mide, he had an 
opportunity to attempt to correct them, and had also the experi- 
ence, learning, and ability which he had acquired in connection 
with that service as an officer in the State Department. 

I think there is no doubt that the appointees since the new 
Administration came in will compare very favorably with those 
who were engaged in the same service und °r the preceding Ad- 
ministration. But I must differ with some gentlemen who have 
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been writing in the newspapers and magazines upon this sub- 
ject. 


I have studied the consular service for ten years. I had an 
opportunity of traveling over Evrope, and so far as Il met the 
consuls appointed under a Republican Administration and so far 
as I met those appointed under a Democratic Administration, I 
found them good men, faithfuliy and efficiently discharging 
their duties. 

[ have s:id, arid the distinguished gentleman from Illinois on 

esterday referred to it, that I believe there should be a revi- 

ou of the laws regulating the consular service. it has been 
many years since the present law was enacted. It was made, I 
believe, in 1856, and amended very often since that date. A 


commission should be appointed, composed of gentlemen who 
have given thorough study and consideration to th» subject, and 
those gent'emen shou!d prepare a bill revising the whole sys- 
tem—regulating salaries: regulating the duties; regulating the 
list of consulates. 

The gentleman from Illinois |Mr. Hirt] yesterday referred to 
an appointment that had been mide in the diplomatic service. 
It seemed to grieve the gentlemun from Illinois very much that 
the President of the United States should have nominated Mr. 
Van Alen for ambuissador to Italy. No man has ever yet ques- 
tioned the fact that Mr. Van Alen was, in education, in experi- 
ence, in Democracy, a min that was suitable for the position of 
ambassador to Italy. When his name was sent t» the Senate of 
the United States it was promptly confirmed by Republicans and 
Democrats. But the gent.oman from [llinoiss ys that there was 
a charge alleged against him that he had contributed to the 
campaign fund, and on that account should not have been nomi- 
nated. 

Mr. HITT. I did not say that there was a charge of: that 
kind. I simply stated that it was an admission or statement of 
Mr. Van Alen himself. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Van Alen denied, and so 
did Mr. Whitney and other membersof the Democratic National 
Committee, that he ever contributed one dollar under an ayree- 
ment or with the expectation of receiving an appointment in 
the diplomatic service, or receiving any other appointment. 

Mr. HITT. They did not deny the payment. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Van Alen may have con- 
tributed a certain amount of money to the campaign fund, and if 
you will find me among the Republicans thatare able todo so a 
man whodoes notcontribute when the time comes, as some of your 
distinguished men h we said, when * the fat should be fried out 
of them” in order to carry on the canvass, then [ will find youa 
Republican whom you will not honor oiten with office. 

Mr. Chairman, Mr. Van Alen was an honorable, high-toned 
gentleman, who believed, as did the able and patriotic Presi- 
dent who nominated him to the Senate, that ‘‘a public office is 
a public trust; and when the Senate of the United States con- 
firmed him he declined to accept an office that had a taint of 
suspicion, in the breast even of a Republican, thatanything im- 
proper had been done. 

Now, let us compare Mr. Van Alen with a Republican officer. 

I shall not refer to all the methods that have been used by Re- 
yublicans in elections in the various States of the United States. 
| simply desire to place in contrast with Mr. Van Alen the name 
of John Wanamaker, Postmaster-General under the late Repub- 
lican Administration. 

I have nothing to say against Mr. Wanamaker as acitizen and 
a merchant, but I do say that up to the time he was made Post- 
master-General he was not known as a leader in the Republican 
party; he had never made himself conspicuous either for intelli- 
gence or patriotism. He was not a prominent R»publican. He 
had never been honored with any office by his party in the State 
of Pennsylvania. He never came into notice until the papers 
all over this country published him as a man who had raised 
$400,000 as a campaign fund, or a corruption fund, to be used to 
elect Mr. Harrison. And when the election was over, and it 
was mentioned, in the papers that he would be tendered the po- 
sition of Postmaster-General, it was believed by many that the 
taint of suspicion, the notoriety he had acquired as a man who 
had furnished $409,000 to elect President Harrison, would pre- 
vent him from accepting the position of aCabinet officer. He 
had never been spoken of as Cabinet material up to that time, 
and yet we find, in contrast to tne way in which Mr. Van Alen 
acted, that John Wanamaker accepted the office of Postmaster- 
General. 7nd held the office for four years. But this is not all. 
He not outy accepted the office, but the office was mide the 
means of advertising the clothing house of John Wanamaker all 
over the United States. 

Mr. Chairman, I preferred to confine the debate to the pend- 
ing bill, but it is not my fault that the debate has taken a wide 
range. 
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Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Will the gentleman 
allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. MOCCREARY of Kentucky. Yes. 

Mr. VAN VOORHGIS of New York. Was not the resignation 
< Mr. Van Alen a confession of the truth of the charges against 

m? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Itwasnot. Itwasnota resig- 
nation, but adeclination. ‘Ths declination of Mr. Van Alen was 
one of the highest evidences of that honor and of that gentility 
which should characterize a gentleman who desires to go into 
office, if he goes at all, with his record unsullied. 

Mr. Chairman, my colleague on the committee, the gentle- 
man from [llinois|Mr. Hirt), referred to anothe*sub,ect, which 
I desire brie'ly to discuss. 1t has been said by some that our 
consular service can be benefited and improved by putting itun- 
der the civil-service law. [ am opposed to placing our consular 
system under civil-service rules. Ihe mostsuitable persons for 
the consular service can not be selected under civil-service 
rules, inmy opinion. There are elements which go to make up 
a good consular officer which could not be ascertained and de- 
termined by a civil-service examinition. We should not inan- 
gurate a consular aristocracy to hold office for life. We want 
no permanent class of consuls representing our country in the 
various commercial cities of the world. We wint no perma- 
nent class of officers residing permanently abroad and giving up 
entirely their interest in our peopie, our business, and our Gov- 
ernment. 

The representatives of our Government, whether they be dip- 
lomats or consuls, should belong to the political party which at 
that time is dominant in our country. Our consular service 
would be rendered very unpopular if placed under the civil serv- 
ice rules, and the success of the system would be greatly endan- 
gered. Nearly forty years have passed since the present gen- 
eral law on “consuls and the consular service” was enacted. A 
commission should be appointed to revise these laws, and in this 
manner | believe our consular system could be improved. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, my distin- 
guished friend from Kentucky has remarked that he thought 
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. Hirt) had wandered from the 
propriety of this debate by talking about one of the appoint- 
ments of the President to a foreign mission; and I suppose that, 
probably thinking that two wrongs makea right, he at once re- 
torts by attacking a Cabinet officer of the former Administra- 
tion. Lam placed in the awkward position of knowing and re- 
specting both these gentlemen: but when men are in public life 
and eecupy public itions their records and their fitness for 
the positions to which they are appointed become fair subjects 
of criticism. 

Mr. Wanamaker has been accused by thechairman of the Com- 
mittee on !‘oreign Affairs with raising money, instead of giving 
it personally, like Mr. Van Alen, and on that account he was 
appointed to the honorable. position which he held. 

Ir. MoCREARY of Kentucky. I desire to interrupt my 
friend at that point. I know that he does not desire todo mean 
injustice. I say that was said of him,and published in the pa- 


8. 

eo ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Very well,sir; the gentleman 
from Kentucky says thatit was saidof Mr. Wanamaker and pub- 
lished in the new rs, and I accept his amended statement. 
Mr. Wanam ker did whatany citizen of the United States has 
the right to do, when he sees that the doctrines and the policy 
of the opposite political party threaten not only his individual 
business. but all the industries of the entire State of which he 
has the honor to be a citizen, and when he sees that, owing to 
the practice of the opposite party, who encourage rich men to 
give contributions in order to get honorable social positions 
abroad, he goes forth to the manufacturers and business men of 
the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, and with perfect propriety 
asks for subscriptions to neutralize those presenting contribu- 
tions for the sake of obtaining social distinction. 

Thatis what Mr. Wanamaker did, and that is what he deserves 
credii for; and there never was a suggestion that it was done for 
any other purpose than to defend the great doctrines of protec- 
tion to American industries. After the victory of the Repub- 
lican party on that princi the President of the United States 
elect looked around for a fitting person to occupy a most honora- 
ble position in the Government. Hedidas other Presidents had 
dene; he looked 2 business men who had proved by 
their ability, and especially by the characteristic for which Mr. 
Wanamaker is particularly distinguished—executive ability— 
their fitness for the position. Mr. Wanamaker had controlled 
the lurgest retail metcantile est.vblish ment in the United States, 
and in that business had omplapes © gremnen. atin of persons 
than are employed in any other similar place of business in the 
country, and he had conducted that great establishment with 
conspicuous success. 
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Was it any wonder. then, that President Harrison, exercising 
that judgment for which he is known throughout the length 
and bre:dth of this land, should have turned to Philsdelphia 
and called her leading merchant to fill the position of Postmas- 
ter-General, a position requiring the bighest executive ability? 
And, Mr. Chairman, that was the rexson that John Wanamaker 
was called here and made Postmaster-General of these United 
States, and not because he had seen fit asa citizen to raise sub- 
scriptions for the campaign fund. His success in the office justi- 
fied his selection. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as I have already said, I am placed in 
the awkward position of being compelled to draw a comparison 
between this cise and thatof Mr. Van Alen. Mr. Van Alen was 
absolutely unknown, except socially. Mr. Van Alen was com- 
pelied to admit that he had never voted. It was not until he 
saw a chance to improve his social position that he sought that 
honora>le appointment. 

Our diplomatic service suffers enough from political appoint- 
ments in recognition of party services, without such appoint- 
ments being made simply for social reasons. When the wagons 
of John Wanamaker were traveling through the streets of Phil- 
adelphia supplying good to his customers, Mr. Van Alen wis 
‘** tooling ” his four-in-hand and his tindem down Bellevue ave- 
nue in Newport. [Laughter.} When Mr. Wanamaker was do- 
ing everything he could by his personal exertions to »dvance 
the public interests of the State of Pennsylvania, Mr.Van Alen 
was living in England and educating his sons at foreign coll »ges. 
When Mr. Wanamaker was laboring for advancament of public 
and private morality in his native State, Mr. Van Alen was fool- 
ing away his time in social life and building a house in Newport 
where he burnt candlesand refused to introduce gas, because can- 
dles were ‘‘so English, you know.” [Laughter and applause. | 

So, Mr. Chairm in of the Committee on Foreign Aifairs, you 
took an unfortunate step when you undertook to m:ke a compar- 
ison between John Wanamaker, a man of the people. and Mr. 
Van Alen; an aristocratof the aristocrats. And, Mr. Chairman, 
it is a curious anomaly that the party which be irs the name of 
Democrat, which calls itself Heanseretio, should choose to 
champion an aristocrat,while the Republican party stands by the 
min of the people. This debate has wandered, but it is neces- 
siry that it should do so when comparisons are drawn between 
the appointments to o‘lice of the Republican party and the ap- 
pointments of the Democratic purty. it is necessary, when such 
comparisons are made, that the facts shall be plainly and *baldly 
stated, that they may go forth to the people and let them decide 
which party is the more cireful, tie more wise, the more judi- 
cious in its selection of publicotticers. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican 4 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I remarked on 
qontooting after my friend from [linois{ Mr. Hirt] had concluded 

is speech that it had not been my purpose to say anything in 
reference. to this bill. It is the bill making the casei, and cus- 
tomary appropriations for the suppurt of our representatives 
abroad, diplomatie and consular. I do not know that the hon- 
orable Seanees from Illinois objected to any but asingle clause 
in the bill, the appropriation for conting »nt expansesof the con- 
sulates, which he complained had been cut down from $200,000 
recommended by the Secretary of State, to $150,000. That was 
the only criticism, the only objection, that my honorable friend 
made, andIdo not suppose that he hasanyother. This bill has 
been reportei by the Committee on Foreign A ‘fairs for the sup- 
port of our rep*esentatives in foreign ports, and o! our consular 
system, connecte | with our commercial relations with all the 
countries of the world. 

This diplomatic and consular service, Mr. Chairman, isa mat- 
ter that has recommended itself to our Government from the 
time when our first representative was sentabroad to the courts 
of Europe, and if the serv.ce has not grown into a methodical 
and regular system, as the gentleman from Illinois says it has 
not, it has at least given us a representative at the capital of 
every organized government throughout the world; and, so far 
as being a system which can be challenged for inefficiency, I 
think it may be said to be so efficient that it gives ample pro- 
tection to our citizens wherever they go, and wherever our 
floats. In addition to that it gives to our commerce with a 
countries of the world that protection which is afforded by tho 

of our American consuls. 

Our consular system has increased our commerce with all the 
nations of the earth, and more especially has it increased our 
commerce with those countries in Central and South America 
that lie so contiguous to us, and are united to us not only by the 
ties which bind together peoples who live under practically the 
same form of ment, but also by the bonds of trade and 
commerce. I do not think, therefore, that my honorable friend 
from Lllinois, who is usually so fair and just and conservative, 
selected wisely the bill upon which to make a political speech, 
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and I was somewhat surprised when he undertook to cite as 
an instance of the power and the policy of the English nation 
the fact that in far-off Abyssinia, when a British consul and 
British subjects had been imprisoned. an army of 32,0/0 men 
had been gathered together and sent there to protect them. 
My honorable friend might have found a more relevant instance 
of action on the pirt of the British Government, that govern- 
ment which gives protection to its citizens wherever they go 
and into whatever foreign land commerce or trade or pleasure 
muy cail them—he might, I siy, have found a much more per- 
tinent illustration of the foreign policy of that government in 
its action in 184 in reference to these very Hawaiian Islands to 
which my friend referred in terms commending our represent- 
ative there under a former Administration and condemning the 
policy oi the present Administration. In1843theregular British 
consul! at the Hawaiian Islands had left the consulate and had 
appointed a man to actin his stead. This consul had litigation 
with thesubjects of the Hawaiian Government, and being unwill- 
ing to await the tardy operation of the courts, he appealed to Lord 
George Paulet, commanding a British cruiser on the Hawaiian 
coast, to come to his aid, and the commander did so, and hauled 
down the Hawaiian flag and hoisted the British flag. 

When that action was made known in England, and when the 
commander of the Pacific coast squadron was informed of it, he 
sai.ed into the port of Honolulu and required Sir George Paulet 
to goon shore haul down the British flag, and hoist again at 
every point the Hawaiian flag. And, Mr. Chairman, it was an 
honor to that great nition from which we borrow our language 
and most of our laws, it was a credit to that great power that, 
instead of availing itself of the improper action of one of its 
ofticers. it rebuked that action, as the admiral of the squadron 
did rebuke it by requiring Sir George Paulet to haul down the 
British flag and to hoist again the Hawaiian flag and salute it. 

Th.t, Mr. Chairman, was an inst nee that might fitly have 
been referred to by my honorable friend from Illinois as illustra- 
tive of the disposition of the Government of Great Britain, while 
protecting every British citizen in all his rights, to do justice, 
and especially te <4o justice to a weaker nation. That action, 
however, was in full keeping with the policy which we had 
adopted towards those islands, for in the early history of this 
country, while Daniel Webster was Seeretary of State, he wrote 
a letter upon the subject of the attitude of the United States to- 
ward the HawaiianIslands. I will embody that letter in my ro- 
marks. 

Mr. HITT.. Is that the Hulseman letter? 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. No, sir; this is a letter in ref- 
ence to Hawaiian matters. It is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF Stave, Washington, March 23, 1843. 

Sin: The course adopted by this Government in regard to the Sandwich 
Islands has for its sole object the preservation of the independence of those 
islands and the maintenance by their Government of an entire impartiality 
in their intercourse with foreign states. The United States desire to exer- 
cise no undue influence or control over the government of the islands, ncr to 
obtain fromitany grant of exclusive privileges whatever. This was solemnly 


deciared in the President’s message to Congress, and it is declared also in 
the instructions given to Mr. Brown, of which you will receive herewith a 


copy. 

Tho President would exceedingly regret that suspicion of a sinister pur- 
pose of any kind on the part of the United States shonld prevent England 
and France from adopting the same specific, just, and conservative course 
towards the Government and people of this remote, but interesting group 
of islands. 

Lam, sir, etc., 
DAN’L WEBSTER. 

EDWARD EVERETT, Esq., etc. 


This was addressed to our minister at London, Mr. Edward 
Everett; and Mr. Everett, at the suggestion of Mr. Webster, 
then Secretary of ‘State, brought about a meeting between the 
French minister at London and the English minister, which 
finally led to an agreement, which I will read: 


Her Majesty the Queen of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ire- 
land, and His Majesty the King of the French, taking into consideration the 
existenve in the Sandwich Islands of a. government capable of providing for 
the regularity of its relations with foreign nations, have thought it right to 
engage. reciprocally, to consider the Sandwich Islands as an independent 
State, and never to take possession, either directly or under the title of p.o- 
tectorate, or under any other form, of any part of the territory of which they 
are com " 

The undersigned, Her Majesty's principal secretary of state for forei 
affairs and the ambassador extrao dinary of His Majesty the King of the 
French at the court of London, veing furnished with the necessary powers, 
hereby declare in consequence that their said majesties take reciprocally 
that engugement. 

In witness whereof the undersigned have signed the present declaration, 
and have affixed thereto the seal of their arms. 

Done in duplicate at London, the 28th day of November, in the year of our 


Lord 1843. 
- 8. ABERDEEN. 
L. 8. ST. AULAIRE. 


So it will be seen that the course pursued by Mr. Webster, as 
Secretary of State, resulted in this agreement to which we are 
a party. Now, my distinguished friend enters into high lauda- 
tion of the acts of Minister Stevens, and says that our Govern- 
ment ought to have sustained him, and that it is ignominious 
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and cowardly not to sustain your minister abroad when he is as- 
sailed. Who tirst assuiled Minister Stevens? Whence did ho 
receive his first rebuke? It was from the Secretary of St 
under the Harrison Administration, Mr. Foster. Mr. Ste.er 
had written to Mr. Foster under data of January 18, 1893: 





LEGATION OF THE UNITED STATES 
Honolulu, January 18, 1893 (via San Franci 
Events in Hawatiin the past few days have moved rapidly. An entire 
overthrow of the Hawatian monarchy, and the estaolishmeat ofa provisional 
government in the interest of tae whole people of tue islands, without the 
Sacrifice oO: a single life 


The new Government is fn full possession of the islands, and was promptly 


recognized by all the diplomatic representatives. Tue four menof whomit 
is co.nposed are of high character. one of whom resigaed his pusition as 
one uf the supreme jud ses to assume tae place. Full dispatches by the 
leaving Honolulu to-day by special steamer 

STEVENS, United States Mir 

What wasthe reply of Mr. Foster, the then Secretury of Stat 
I read his reply. It was this: 

The phraseology of your proclamation in announcing your action of the 
assumption of protection of the Hawaiian Islauds in the nameof the United 
States would appear to 5etantamount to an assumption of a protectorate 
over those islands in beaaif of the United States. with all the rizots and ob- 
lizations which the term implies. To this extentit goes beyond the nece 
sities of the situation aud the instructions heretofore given you 


Now, where does Mr. Stevens stand by the declaration of tho 
Ha-rison Administration? He stands where he ought to stind, 
condemmed by the letter of Mr. Webster, condemmed by the a 
tion of Mr. Everett, condemned by the agreement which I hive 
cited, and condemned by the enlightened sentiment of America 
without reference to politics. He had assumed to send a treaty 
here, and the honorable gentleman from illinois says that treaty 
was one that ought to have been accepted, and he re‘leets upon 
the President of the United States for withdrawing it from the 
Senate. Whatdid that treaty propose’ It proposed that the 
whole debt of the Hawaiiin Government, amounting to over 
$3,000,000, should be assumed as a preliminary step. 

It proposed that the Queen should be given an annuity and 
that the heir of the Queen, residing in England, should be pro- 
vided for by an annual stipend. That was the treaty which was 
sent by Mr. Harrisoa to the Senats of the United States; and 
those were the conditions under which it was to be cons. dered. 
The present President of the United S:ates, when he c.ime into 
office, finding that to be the condition of aifairs, proposed to act 
at least with as much justice as ingland h.d done when her of- 
ficerhad assumed improper control; and he withd-ew that treaty 
from the consideration of the Senate and refused to submit it 
afterward. 

I venture to assert that there is not an enlightened, well in- 
formed man on either side of this Chamber who wili deny that 
the rebuke of Secretary Foster, the Republican Secretiry of 
State, was well deserved by Mr. Stevens, and thit the uction of 
the present President of the United Stites was ri¢ht in with- 
drawing a treaty which proposed under the flag of the United 
States to perpetrate this outrage upon a weak and friendly 
power. 

Not only that; but subsejyuently to that action, it was said, 
this wasa bloodless revolution and hid been achisved without 
the loss of alife. But it seemed to have been a very ineffectual 
one for the purposeof giving security to the psople of the Hawnal- 
ian Islands; for long afterward Mr. Stevens wrote aletter at the 
instance of this Provisional Government to the officer command- 
ing one of our cruisers of the Pacific squadron in Honoiulu 
Sound, asking him tv hoist the American flag in order that he 
might give stability to this Govern sent. 

When the Presidentofthe United States sent, as he had aright 
to do, his commissioner there, and he found the flag of the United 
States tlying over those Hawaiian Islands at Honolulu, he di- 
rected the flag to be bauled down and that the marines be ret irned 
to the vessel to which they belonged. This wasdone. Wasit 
wrong? What right had they to exist under the flag of the 
United States? And the President was careful to siy that he 
remitted the consideration of that question to the Congress of 
the United States. where it belonged. Wasit nota proper act, 
therefore, to endeavor to restore the condition of affairs when 
Mr. Stevens had so far exceeded his official authority that the 
Republican Secretary of Stute had to rsbuke him for what he 
did? Was Mr. Foster right or was Mr. Foster wrong? 

The truth is that Mr. Stevens had landed the troops to effect 
the revolution. The truth (and it can not be concealed) is tht 
Mr. Stevens hoisted the American flag over the islands of Ha- 
waii some fifteen or twenty days after this peaceful revolution 
had been accomplished—showing that it wasaccomplished alone 
by the presence of the troops of the United States—showing 
that law ard order could be maintained alone by the hoisting of 
our flag. If England, that great territory-acquiring country, 
whose flag floats over the world, could afford to rebuke herown 
officer and haul down her flag and hoist the Hawaii in flag as it 
was her duty todo under the solemn agreement she had made 








with France and the United States, was it not equally the duty 
of the United States to say that the flag of our country should 
not be desecrated by being used to take possession of property 
which belonged to a friendly power? And was it not the duty 
of our minister to restore those marines to the vessel to which 
they belonged? 

Now, when was this quasi-military occupation of the Hawaiian 
Islands to be abandvaeu? When did they intend that this pro- 
tectorate thus established should cease? I say that my honor- 
abic friend from Lilinois has undertaken to discuss a subject 
which this House settled by its resolution passed sometime ago; 
and [ had hoped that this matter would not be heard of again. 
In the discussion, however, of this bill he seems to think it 
necessary that the question should be reovened. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Will the gentleman al- 
low me a question? 

Mr, HOOK Rt of Mississippi. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIs of New York. Is it still the purpose of 
the Administr:tion to restore the Queen to the throne of the 
Hawaiian Islands? 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I imagine not. 
conversation with.-the Administration on this subject. 
simply speaking here from general knowledge. 

Mr. VAN VOORGIS of New York.. What, then, is the point 
of the gentleman's argument? 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I think it very likely the 
Presidentisguing toleave you and the other members of Congress 
to determ'ne this question. You-have determined it. The 
thing has been settled: the vote has been taken, so far as this 
House is concerned; and it seems to me my honorable friend 
from Illinois ought to have regarded this as a settled matter and 
ought not to have reopened it here. But as he has reopened it, 
justice to the Administration, justice to our duty as a friendly 
power toward a weak government with which we were con- 
nected, demands that | should make this vindication of the 
action of the Administration. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Can my colleague on the 
committee tell us just when the Administration changed its 
mindin regard to restoring the Queen to the throne? 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. In regard to the mind of the 
Administration Ido not know anything more than the gentle- 
men does, except from what hasoccurred. Everything has been 

ublished. Every instruction to the minister who was sent out 
there—Mr. Blount—has been acted on: and the present minis- 
ter is now’acting under the instructions of the Administration; 
and I take it for granted we sha!l leave to the people of Hawaii 
the right to work out their own salvation. And that is the po- 
sition the President took in his message which he sent to the 
House and which the House acted on in determining this ques- 
tion. 

Mr. VAN VOORHISof New York. Will my colleague on the 
committee be willing to leave this Provisional Government in 
absolute and undisturbed possession of the country which it ac- 
quired by a conspiracy on the part of an American minister and 
that was sustained by American soldiers? 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I do not think it ought to be. 


I have had no 
I am 


Would you be willing that it should so continue? 
Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. No; butI want to ask the 
gentleman—— 


Mr. HOOKERof Mississippi. Well, youare a member of Con- 
gress. You had a right asa member of Congress to decide the 
question. It was so decided by a vote of this House. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I know. It is not true, 
however, that that was the case. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Ah! Well, perhaps you are one 
of the parties who are responsible to some extent for the condi- 
tion that prevails. But I say the matter has been determined 
by a vote of this House and ought to remain determined. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Will the gentleman al- 
low me to say just this 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. 
rupted. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. 
tleman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi says he 
declives to be interrupted. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I have yielded, Mr. Chairman, 
as inuch as I can yield to interruptions. 

There is another matter which my honorable friend from Ili- 
nois [Mr, Hrrv| referred to, which is also equally inexplicable, 
and which has no relevancy to the question under consideration. 
T aliude to that part of the remarks of my distinguished friend 
which roferred to a certain foreign appointment made by the 
President of the United States in the early part of his Admin- 
istration. The gentleman alluded to the appointment of a dis- 





I must decline to be inter- 


I wish to say to the gen- 
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tinguished citizen of the State of Rhode Island by the name of 
James J. Van Alen. 

I venture to assert that there is not a member on the floor of 
this House from the State of Rhode Island, whether he bea 
Democrat or Republican, that would not agree with some other 
very distinguished Republicans on the other side that Mr. Van 
Alen is one of the most accomplished men in the State of Rhode 
Island; and so far from deserving to be condemned and depicted 
in the language used by my eloquent friend from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. ADAMS] as simply a man of fashion and without bruins, he 
is regarded by two such men asSenator ALDaricHof Rhode Island 
and Mr. Stoddart, who, I understand, is a leading manufacturer 
of Rhode Island, as a man of a high order of avility and most 
eminently qualified to represent this Government in the impor- 
tant capacity to which he had been assigned. And there are no 
two men in that State who can sp2ak from a better and more 
tiorough knowledge of the facts than these two gentlemen. 

So far as his fitness for the position is concerned, we have first 
the action of the President of the United Stites in making the 
appointment, and the further affirmation of his fitness for the 
position by the fact that he was immediately confirmed by 
the Senate of the United States. Those reco nmendations are 
usually considered in our country as being perfectly good ones 
for any man. And I have not heard of anybody in this country 
who has exhibited more delicacy of feeling, more indisposition 
to take official position with even a suspicion of wrong than he; 
because in the face of his appointment and confirmation, when 
these reports grew up, that he had been a subscriber to the 
election fund of the Democratic party, he promptly declined to 
accept the foreign mission, although it was then in his hand. 
{Applause on the Democratic side.}| There are not many evi- 
dences given by the party to which my honor ble friend from 
Illinois belongs, and of which he is such a great ornament, of 
<n to accept office under any circumstances. | Laugh- 
ter. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to say in regard to this matter 
that [do not know Mr. Van Alen personally. But I do know 
whatcommended him to the attention of the President of the 
United States. I do know that the gentlem:n from Illinois [Mr. 
Hirt] has associated his name with a distinguished gentleman 
from New York, that of William C. Whitney. Now, Mr. Whit- 
ney savs—or he virtually says so—that these contributions, what- 
ever they were—he did not say what—were made as honestly as 
any contributions which were ever made, without a word or 
syllable or thought, as expressed by any acts or utterances of 
these parties that the contribution was made with reference 
to oe J official position or for political preferment. If there isa 
man in this country who stands so high that the foul breath of 
calumny may not hurt him, that calumny which, as the great 
poet of nature says: 

The whitest virtue strikes, 
Maids, matrons, nay, the very secrets of the grave it penetrates. 

I say if there is a man who has lived a life of such purity, such 
integrity, such honor, such fidelity to the great trusts conferred 
upon him and the important trust which the President of the 
United States, Mr. Cleveland, reposed in him when he put him 
at the head of the Navy of the United States, that man is Mr. 
William C. Whitnay, of New York. It will not do, Mr. Chair- 
m:n, for anybody from New York, whether he be a Democrat or 
Republican, to give utterance to the expression that Mr. Wil- 
liam C, Whitney could be appro:ched by anyone and offered a 
bribe for any purpose or for any position. 

This calumny falls of its own weight. The life of honesty, 
purity, and uprightness which he has led, clothes him in an ar- 
mor which the poisoned arrow can not penetrate, but falis harm- 
less at his feet. There is no man in this country who has held 
the position of Secretary of the Navy, who leftit with a higher 
chiracter than did William C. Whitney; and if contributions 
were made by Mr. Van Alen,or anybody else, they were made 
freely and voluntarily, without the expect tionof reward. No 
mon would have approached William C. Whitney and said, ‘I 
want to subscribe to this fund with the hope that [ may get an 
offiee.”” As Mr. Whitney s:ys in his own letter, it would not 
only have been dishonoring to Mr. Van Alen and dishonoring 
to Mr. Whitney, but with that lofty sease of right which al- 
ways distinguisaed him, Mr. Whitney saysit would be infamous. 
And do you not think so? Is there any man whose partisan 
coloring so dyes his mind that he would be willing to asperse 
the character of an honest and upright citizen and officer in or- 
der to secure political advant ge? 

Now, it has been alluded to by more gentlemen than one that 
a distinguished gentleman of a former Administration was a 
large contributor to the fund thatelected Mr. Harrison. These 
funds are the sinews of war which you used pretty savagely, 
both parties, in your great cities. 1 thank God that in my own 
country we have a population so far above the reach of money 
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that I have never heard the accusation made against any man, 


from governor down, that he used a dollar in his canvass that | 


was not properly used. That is the character of the people we 
have there. [Applause on the Democratic side.] But in your 
large cities at the North both parties use money. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Mr. Wanamaker was said to have made liberal contributions | 


to the fund which elected Mr. Harrison, under whose Adminis- 
tration he was appointed to a C ibinetoffice. 


pointed by President Harrison because he was a liberal subscriber 
tothefund. I would scorn to say it, for {am not possessed of facts 
which would justify meinsayingit. Neitheristhe distinguished 
gentleman from Lllinois [Mr. Hrrr] possessed of facts which 
‘authorized him to say anything to the discredit of a man who 
occupies so high and lofty a position as William C. Whitney. 
lt is the privilege of men to give. Some men are rich and 
some men are poor. I beloxg to the latter class: but I have no 


envy of the man whose industry and energy have made him a | 
I have not that spirit of demagogy, the mean- | 
est of all demagogy, which would excite compassion for the | 


wealthy man. 


poor by arousing hostility toward the wealthy. I have no tem- 
per of that sort, and therefore I would not be heard here on this 
floor to say a word that would look to the impeachment of Mr. 


Wanamaker, and less still have I a word to say which would | 


look to the impeachment of the honorable President who placed 
him in the Cabinet position which he held. And while I would 
not say it of the opposition, I will not allow them to say it of 
Mr. Whitney, or of the present President of the United States, 
without resenting it in the proper spirit in which itought to be 
resented. 

What interest had the present President of the United States 
in the Hawaiian Islands to support one party or another? What 
interest had he in displacing one government and establishing 
another? He delivered, and this House delivered, a deserved re- 
buke to Mr. Stevens, and John W. Foster delivered a deserved 
rebuke to Mr. Stevens, for exceeding his power and violating 
his instructions; and thit is the sort of a minister that my hon- 
orable friend from Illinois [Mr. Hirt] would eulogize and deify 
as if he was entitled, whatever he might do, under all circum- 
stances to receive the protection and supportof the Government. 


I say. what interest had Mr. Cleveland, the present President of | 


the United States, to do otherwise than was right and just and 
equitable and fair? 

Why, my honored friend, a former Sperxker of the House, 
Mr. GRow, who has come back amongst us now in the vigor of 
his advanced years to teach us lessons of wisdom that come from 
his experience, spoxe of the fact that we had not treated this 
minister rightly, that he ought to have been protected and sup- 

orted. The gentleman criticised the action of Mr. Cleveland 
or withdrawing that odious treaty of annexation. Did he criti- 
cise him rightly? I appeal to every fair-minded man whether 
Mr. Cleveland did not do right, and whether he had any other 
motive than simply doing what was right in adjusting this mat 
ter which Mr. Stevens had involved in all this trouble by the 
improper use of the forces of the Government, and the improper 
use of the flag which represented the Government. 

But before [ proceed further I want to have read. as a part of 
my remarks, in reference to the asperson of Mr. Whitney and 
the aspersion of Mr. Van Alen, a letter from Mr. Whitney, and 
the interview which accompanies it, which I think settles this 
question beyond all controversy. 


VAN ALEN’S APPOINTMENT—WILLIAM ©. WHITNEY EXPLAINS HIS CONNEC- 
TION WITH IT—HE RESENTS THE IMPUTATION THAT HE KAS CONDUCTED 
A BARGAIN OF OFFICE FOR MONEY—HIS ATTITUDE PROPERLY S°T FORTH 
IN THE SUN, WHOSE ARTICLE THE EX-SECRETARY FORWARDED TO PRESI- 
DENT CLEVELAND, 


Mr. William C. Whitney made public yesterday the following letter, a copy 
of which was sent to the New York World: . 


“To the editor of the World: 


“Str: If [ alone were concerned I should pay no attention to the slander- 
ous matter contained in your issue of yesterday headed ‘Van Alen’s bar- 
gain.’ So faras I personally am concerned, anyone who chooses to think 
me capable of bargaining an ofiice for a political contribution is weleome to 
their opinion. Having Tivea a good part of my lifein public affairs, | am 
certain that no one for whoxe opinion I have the least regurd would enter- 
tain the thought fora mcment. But there is much more than my person- 
ality in this matter; Mr. Van Alen has been set upon and caricatured and 
libeled in every way. I propose to relieve him from blame so far as [ have 
had relations with him. 

* Let us see just what theallegation is: The President ‘ was disgusted with 
the idea ee Wat Mr. Van Alen, and he tried to avoid it. On the other 
hand, he h r. Whitney’s promise to Mr. Van Alen to fa.e. Mr. Whitney 
told the President of his promiseand urged itsfulfillment. * * * Mr. Van 
Alen had been promised the Italian mission in return for his contribution of 
$50,000 to the campaign fund.’ 

“Tne allegation is specific enough, and imputes to us a most dishonorable 
transaction. What is the truth? I have had nothing to do with Mr. Van 
Alen’s candidacy, except what is contained in a communication to the Presi- 
dent, which I shall ask you to print, together with the interview to which it 


refers. With the President, personally, I have never exchanged a word on 





But I have not the | 


knowledge upon which to predicate the assertion, nor haveI the | Poy. n asked to perform any contracts of this nature so far as | know 
temper or the disposition to say that Mr. Wanamaker was ap-| © 
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the subject. The letter and tho interview contain a complete answ the 
allegations: 
“*New YORK, June 20, 
** DEAR MR. PRESIDENT: I inclose a clipping from the New York Sun, 
which covers what purports to be an interview with me regarding the can- 
| didacy of Mr. Van Alen for the mission to Italy. The interview is suostan- 
| tially correct. 
“*] think in justice to Mr. Van Alen I ought to saymore. With the main 


facts as stated in this interview you shonid befamiliar. I made it clear to 
everybody in the campaign that I would assume no obligations, tacit or ex 
pressed, as to offices or appointments, and you are quite aware that you haves 
freely and 


Mr. Van Alen is a gentleman, and gave what he contributed 


from an interest in the success of the party. He had previously identified 
himself warmly with the party in Rhode Island; his candidacy has the sup 
| port of nearly every prominent party man in his State. [ have been called 
upon by these men to see that his warm support of our party should not 








mili. ate against his candidacy. : 
*** | therefore break the silence which I have heretofore maintained since 


the inauguration to say that I know Mr. Van Alen weil, and that he is, in 
my judgment, in every way adapted to the position which he seeks, and 
that [ sincerely hope that the malicious stories which have found their w Ly 
into print will not affect him adversely. 

‘There is no obligation upon you to appoint him to any office; but ‘here 


is the additional reasoa for appointing hun that, as the result of a very patri 
otic, generous, and cordial support of the pacty in ths last campaign, when 
frienis were few and calls were great, he has been accused of dishonorable 
bargaining. 
“* This, as you know, is the first time you have been 
the subject of appointments 
“* Very sincerely, yours, 


approached by me on 


‘WwW. C. WHITNEY. 
"To the Hon. GROVER CLEVELAND, 


“+ Washington, D. C.'" 


The interview referred to in the letter was as follows 

“The Hon. William C. Whitney was asked at his home, 2 West Fifty- 
seventh streot, last evening by a Sun reporter about a dispatch which 
quoted the gossip of Washington to the effect that while in charge of the 
Democratic campaign last fall he promised the place of minister to Rome 
to Mr. J. J. Van Alen, of New York, in return for campaign contributions 
made by Mr. Van Alen, amounting to $50,000. The dispaich further said 
that Mr. Van Alen’s first contribution was $30,000, and that later, upon 
being encouraged to believe that his ambition to be sent to Rome would be 
gratified, he increased his campaien contribution by #20.000, and then had no 
doubt whatever that his name would be one of the first diplomatic nomina- 
tions to be sent to the Senate. The dispatch went on to say that the weeks 
went by without any indication that Mr. Van Alen was to realize upon his 
campaign investment, and then came the reports of the falling out between 
the President and Mr. Whitney, followed by the alleged statement of Mr. 
Cleveland that he ‘has learned to distrust Mr. Whitney and his tricks 

“Mr. Whitney read the dispatch carefully, and, as he returned it to a re 
porter, said, with more . han usual emphasis: 

*“*‘Nonsense: nonsense.’ 

‘*Mr. Whitney usually speaks in rather softly modulated tones 
an excitable citizen. But this time he spoke in emphatic tones 
tinued: 

«fr. Van Alen contributed to the campaign fund; but, of course, I am 
not at liberty to state the amount any more than I would be at liber y to 
tell what other gentiemen gave. I can say, though, that Mr. Van Alen did 
not contribute either of the amounts named in the dispatch. -At the time 
he contributed there was no conversation whatever between Mr. Van Alen 
and myself to the effect that he was to have the piace of minister to Rome 
or any other oSice. Do you suppose that any gentleman would contrioute 
with the idea that he was to have a placein return? The sudject was never 
mentioned by Mr. Van Alen or myself. I will go further and make it as 
strong as possible when I say that I made no contracts for office, express or 
implied. during the campaign either in Mr. Cleveland's name or anybody 
else sname. ILmade no contracts with anybody. Can I make it plainer 
than that’ Isaia during the campaign to all: “Gentlemen, when this is 
over. I am through.’ 

I have not called upon Mr. Cleveland to fulfill any campaign contract, 
for the simple reason that none wa3 made by ms. I[ have not asked him to 
appoint a man to office, simply because I had said that when the campaign 
was over I was through. I say again that I made no contracts either with 
Mr. Van Alen or anybody else. There were no promises made even by in- 
ference. 

***Concerning the alleged remark of Mr. Cleveland that he has ‘ learned to 
distrust Mr. Whitney and his tricks,’ [ can only say tnat I do not believe that 
Mr. Cleveland ever made that remark.’ 

“*Mr. Whitney,’ said the reporter, ‘there has been another version of Mr 
Van Alen's contribution heard here in New York. Itis to the effec. that Mr. 
Van Alen tirmly believed that he was to get the place of minister to Rome 
in considerationof his campaign contributions, and that whey he found that 
he Was not to have the place a number of Democrats put their hands in their 
pockets and made up the amountof Mr. Van Alen’s contribution and handed 
it over to him. Would you like to say anything about that ?’ 

**Oh. no,’ replied Mr. Whitney: ‘that is just as nonsensical as the Wash- 
ington story. it is utter nonsense throughout. 1 can not make myself 
plainer on this story than I have to you.’ 

“I read the novel and interesting suggestion made by Mr. Horace White, 
that in such cases where offices have been promised for money, the money 
should be returned in allcases. Although not especially pertinent at this 
time. as no such case existed, I take the occasion to differ from his opinion 
I think the man should lose both office and money and be forever barred 
from decent society. 

‘Such, [ think, would be Mr. Van Alen’s opinion if it can be gathered from 
a letter which he wrote at about the time spoken of by Mr. White, ane in 
which he takes what [ consider the more correct view. It was called ont by 
a letter from a friend who had heard of the White syndicate. The letter 
was as follows: 


He is not 
He con- 


***MAY 11, 1893. 


*** DEAR ——: Many thanks for your leiter of yesterday. Iam much sur- 
rised at the charges you say have been made against me. Certainly, if the 
-resident believes them, my appointment vo any position would bs scandal 

ous. 


“*I can only say that these charges that I stated I was to havea diplomatic 
position in exchange for money subscribed by me for political purposes are 
utterly false, and I defy any one to prove that I have written, spoken. or 
hinted at one word indicating in any way such an agreement. [should bea 
combina’ ion of knave. fool, and liar to have made such a statement, for there 
was absolutely no understanding between myself and any one that I should 
have any office under the Government. 
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“* What was said on the subject was said after the election in November | 
last. and was merely an expression of a wish on my part and a promise of 
assistance * * * in carrying out my wishes. 

“*Yours very truly, 


“"J.J. VAN ALEN.’ 

“I trust you will zather from these letters and interviews that instead of 
there being any contract that Mr. Van Aleishould have the Italian mission, 
the President was distinctly in terms informed by me: ‘Tnere is no obliga- 
tion upon you Lo appoint him to any office.’ 

“Mr. Van Alien had the support of his State for this appointment, was 
personally known to the President, and was selected as a gentleman deemed 
competent and tit for the post. : 

** Yours truly, 
“Ww. C. WHITNEY. 

“New York, Sentember 27, 1893." 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. 
Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
mouining. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. It will thus beseen, Mr. Chair- 
man, that the charges made at the time, and which have been 
reiteruted by my honovable friend from [llinois, were fully and 
completely disposed of long ago, unless you believe that in listen- 
ing to that 1 tter that you a e listening to the words of a man 
capable of uttering falsehood. That letter was a plain, simple 
vindication of himself and of Mr. Van Alen, and Mr. Whitney at 
least, needed, I hope, no vindication in the minds of the Ameri- 
can people. 


How much time have I left, 


The gentleman has fifteen minutes re- 
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The appointment by the President of the United States would 
imply that he must have been party to the agreement between | 
Mr. Whitney and Mr. Van Alen. Now, I hope, Mr, Chairman, 
that the time has not come when aman elevated to the high 
position wnich Mv. tharrison occupied by the vote of the people 
of the United Stutes,and which Mr. Grover Cleveland now occu- 

ies by the vote of a majority of the people of the United St ites — 

hope, I say, the time hus not yet come when any man occupy- 
ing that high position can have his character assailed, or when 
anybody will feel authorized to assail the character of a man 
great and powerful enough to be elected the first oicer, the 
ruler, of this great country, whether he belongs to one party or 
another. 

I hope, I say, the time has not come when anybody will ven- 
ture to uttempt to involve the President of the United States in 
anything which looks to the carrying out of a compact tainted 
not only with jraud, but with a species of villainous immorality 
that wo 'ld shock the moral sense even of men of the lowest 
estate; or when the President of the United States can be held 
up to the American people as deserving their condemnation be- 
cauee he has chosen to appoint to a Cabinet office or to any other 
position within his gift, a man who belongs to the wealthy class 
of the community. Some people have regarded it as a piece of 
good fortune to be rich. Others seem to regard it asa great 
mis‘ortune tobe rich. I do not belong toeitherof these classes, 
the poor or the rich. I am not here to vindicate the one or the 
other, for [stand on the middie ground. 

But I have no symp thy, sir, with any attempt to arraign a 
man simply because his industry, his energy, his skill, his abil- 
ity, have made him arich man. He has a right to do with his 
money what he pleases. He has a right to appropriate it to 
whatever use he pleases, and no one has a right to offer any 
criticism. 

Mr. REED made a remark solto voce. 

Mr. HOOKER ol Mississippi. What did the gentlemen from 
Maine remark? 

Mr. RELY. I merely suggested that in enumerating the 
means by which men acquire fortune the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi had neglected to mention the particular means by which 
it had been acquired in the case at issue, namely, by inheritance. 

Mr. HOOER of Mississippi. By inheritance. Well, I am 
not aware that that is a crime either. 

Mr. REED. Oh, by no means; it is a very delightful privi- 


lege. 

Nie. HOCKER of Mississippi. Yes, it is, and I have never 
heard of any man who was placed in the category of being rich 
by inheritance who insiste! upon distributing his inherited 
wealth among his poorer fellow-citizens. 

Mr. WALKER. That would probably be considered on the 
Democratic side a more honorable way of acquiring wealth than 
by honest industry. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Ah, Mr, Chairman, most ofthe 
money that is made in the section of the country from which [ 
come is made by hard licks under the hottest sun of summer, 
which the gentleman from Massachusetts probably has not felt 
for the last thirty or forty years. [Laughter.] I then, Mr. 
Chairman, that no man hisa right to attack the dent of 
the Uni ed States simply because be has chosen to appoint one 
man or another to office, whether he be a Republican or a Dom- 
ee I have no sympathy with any such as- 
Baults. 


Aprit 18, 


Now, with regard to the settlement of this Hawaiian matter, 
it has been said by the gentleman from Pennsylvania |Mr. 
Grow] thatthe Presidentof the United States wanted to restore 
a rotten monarchy. What interest has the President of the 
United Stites in a monarchy of any sort, rotten or sound? What 
interest hus Grover Cleveland, the present occupant of the 
Presidency in any monarchy—a mun raised in the State of New 
York who has lived a greit part of his liie in a small villige in 
that State, a man ingrained with love of liberty and with de- 
votion to the flag and the interests of our country —whatinterest 
has such a man ina monarchy? Surely he could at least afford 
to act with the same decency with which the British Govern- 
ment acted in the case which I have called attention. He 
could at leastafford to side with John W. Foster, Mr. Harrison’s 
Secretary of Stute, and say to Mr. S.evens “you have acted 
without authovity and beyond the instructions which you re- 
ceived from this Government.” 

Mr. Caairm wn, I say that no man who will free his mind from 
political prejudice will fail to give to the President of the United 
States the meed of just praise for his action in reference to that 
matter. He is one of our fellow-citizens selected by his fellow- 
citizens to hold the loftiest office within the gift of the Ameri- 
can people, and in order to condemn him my honuvrable friend 
from Illinois and the other geaotlemen who concur in the views 
whi-h he has expressed will have to conclude that the majority 
of the people of the Unite | States, whether they happen to be at 
one time on the Republican side or at another time on the D:»m- 
o-ratic side, are corrupt and unworthy to be trust-d with power. 
The present President of the United states in every act that has 
characterized him since he has been placed in that high office 
during this Administration as well as in his former Admin stra- 
tion has achieved for himself the highest reputation for wisdom 
and justice. 

I di fer with him, and differ with him widely upon one ques- 
tion, the silver question. He may be right ani I may be wrong, 
orI may be rightand he may be wrong upon that question, but itis 
my rightasa Representative to hold my own views, and strongly 
and emphatically as differ with the President I donot hesitate to 
say that the first man in the United States who would most cheer- 
fully accord to me my right to hold my own opinionasarepresenta- 
tive of my constituents, and to express it by my views and by my 
vote here. would be PresidentCleveland himself. Differing with 
him usI do upon this one question, I am still a Democrat anda 
Democraton principle, and as he was seiected by the majority of 
the Democracy of the United States, however widelyI may differ 
with him qaany particular question, ! stand by himas the chosen 
representative of the Democracy of the country, and in the dis- 
charge of the duties of the high o'fice to which he has been elected 
by the people I sustain him and agree with him, and I do not 
want to do itin any faint or stinted terms of praise. {Applause.] 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, I certainly can not disagree 
with my good friend from Mississippi ‘Mr. HoOKER| in the plati- 
tudes which he has announced to the House. Everybody, of 
course, agrees with them. Nor am I here to criticise Mr. Van 
Alen. 1 think that when a Democrat can be found who will de- 
cline an office he ought to Le distinguished. if not honored. 
{[Laughter.] I agree also with my friend as to the vice and the 
crime of using money in electic«ns. But I do not think he was 
quite fair when he stated that they use no money in the South, 
while we use it in the North. His statement may be correct; 
but would it not have been quite fair for him to have gorsa 
little farther and stated that the reason they do not use money 
in the South is that they have other and worse methods of ac- 
com plishing their purposes at the polls than the use of money? 

Mr. WALKER. Oh, no; -not worse; more honorable, you 


mean. ‘ 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I mean whatI say. I like my friend from 
Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER], but I can not allow him to be my 
interpreter. [Laughter.] 

But I have been charmed by the sublime—and I ought - 
haps to say childlike—faith and confidence and — of my friend 
from Mississippi in attempting to resurrect the Hawaiian policy 
of the Administration and make it respectable. It is the best 
evidence I have ever yet seen of the truth, or at least of the 
most firm faith in the truth, of the doctrine of the resurrection 
from the dead. 

I shall not attempt here to-day to defend Mr. Stevens. He is 
my constituent: he has been my friend for thirty years. I know 
him weil. I shall not d time in defending him, because he 
does not need de ense here. The gentieman from Mississippi 
says Mr. Stevens had been conde nned by the Secretary of State 
during the Administration of Mr. Harrison. Sir, he was not 
condemned atall. The Secretary of State simply showed that 
the action of Mr. Stevens h «d a broader reach than Mr. Stevens 


hunself ——* had. In other words, the action of Mr. 
Stevens, as Secretary of State said, amounted to the Gov- 








1894. 








ernment of the United States assuming a protectorate over the 
Hawaiian [slinds. That is all there wasin that matter. There 
wus no rebuke of the action of Mr. Stevens,except so far as it 
perhaps reached beyond the line which the minister himself ex- 
pected it to reach. at. 

But when the gentlem2n siys that Minister Stevens was re- 
buked by this House—why, Mr. Chairman, what could you ex- 
Here isa House with 90 Democr.tic majority. Does 
anybody suppo3e that aman who raised the American flag any 
where where there was the slightest doubt of the propriety of 
it, would not be rebuked by this Demecratic House’ I have 
noticed with a gre.t ded of amusement and some degree of in- 
terest the uneasiness of our Demoer :tic friends over this rais- 
ing of the flag. It seems tocome beiore them as Ban jue s ghost 
did before Macbeth; and they are sorry thatit will not ‘*duwn” 
at their bidding. It did ‘‘down” at your bidding [addressing the 
Democratic side of the House, in Hawaii. But that tag will 
yet be raised upon the S indwich Islands; and it will be raised 
to stay there: and no Democratic emissary of any Democratic 
Administration will pull it down. [Applause on the Republican 
side 

ee Stevens ‘‘condemned by the people of this country!” 

Why. sir, if 1 could have the faith in anything in this world 
that I do not absolutely know to exist that my friend must have 
in order to make such a stitement us that and to believe it him 
self—if I were a thousand times richer than he is,I should be 
riad to give all I owned and all I could ever earn for such a 
aith. ‘*Conjemned by the American people!” I believe to- 
day that if there has ever been a man in this country whose ac- 
tion was sustained by the people of the country—not only of his 
own party, but of your party—it is John L. Stevens who raised 
the American flag at Honolulu. He is a man who in private 
life is without stain. He has been in the diplomatic service of 
the country, I think, thirteen years: and no man who has been 
in that service has made «u more honorable record than has been 
mado by John L. Stevens. The crime that he committed in the 
eyes of this Administration and the Demoeratic party was thai 
he believedin hiseointry. He believed in extending her inter- 
ests. He believed that the civilization whi h had been created 
and had been built up in the Hawaiian Islands by the American 
people should be sustained by them. 

My friend siys, let the people of Hawaii work out their own 
salvation, Why, they did work out their own salvation. They 
achieved the revolution which placed an intelligent and honest 
and pure government in power in those islands. And what did 
this Administration do? I am not here to say hard wurus of 
this Administration. I thoroughly believe, with my friend, that 
men in power should not be the targets of the slanderer. But 
that is their fate. You know that nineteen hundred years ago 
Horace sang thit the tall pines are shaken by the winds, while 
the modest shrubs of the valley are un \isturbed. I agree with 
my friend that such ought not to be the fate of public men, but 
it is. 

He says, what motive could the Administration have in insti- 
tuting a bad government in Hawaii? I donot know. I am not 
here to discuss the motives of the Administration. I am not in- 
clin d to give every man, whether he be in office or outof office, 
the creditof bad motives when he does good things. But no 
matter about the motives; no matter whether you think the 
President of the United States would want to restore a mon- 
archy in the Sandwich Islands or not: no matter whether you 
an search out and discover any motive for the act, the absolute 
fact that he did it c n not beargued down by saying that he had 
no motive for doing it. 

Now, one word more, Mr. Chairman. I got up here not to 
trouble the House with aspeech. Mr.Stevens was sustained in 
the Senate of the United States by the report of perhaps the 
ablest Democrat that lives in this country at thistime. I allude 
to the Senator from Alabama, Mr. MorGAN. That report vin- 
dicates him from beginning to end, with the simple slight ex- 
ception of what is acknowledged to b> in the report of no conse- 

uence—the raising of the American flag. And if my friend 
rom Mississippi is satisfied with a report of a Democratof Dem- 
ocrats, the report of a man who is acknowledged by both parties 
to be one of the most intelligent men in this country, especially 
in connection with our foreign affairs, I say if he is satisfied with 
that report, I am satisfied: Mr. Stevens I know is satisfied, and 
his friends throughout the country are amply satisfied with the 
verdict of the most distinguished man you have in either House 
of Congress. 

You can say what you please of Mr. Stevens's action there. It 
was in the line of progress: it was in the interest of civilization; 
it was patriotic, and when perhaps all of usare forgotten, future 

enerations in the island of Hawaii will remember John L. 
vens.as wo remember the men to whom we look back as those 


ce? 
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[Applause on the Re- 


who have done good for their 


country. 
publican side. ] 


Seo Anp- 


[{Mr. COOMBS withholds his remarks for revision. 
pendix.| 


Mr. QUIGG. Mr. Ckairman, I have only one motive in rising 
to address the committee at tuis stage in the consideration of 
the bill, and that is, if possible, to clew up certiin misappre- 
hensions which appear to exist in the minds of gentlemen upon 
the other side of the House with regard to what has gone into 
history as the Van Alen incident. 

I was very much entert ined and instructed by the remarks 
of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Hooker] as ta the ex- 
tremely cheap way that they haveof conducting elections down 
there. I remember once sitting in the gallery of this House 
wh-n the late Gen. Spinola was on the tioor, explaining to ger 
tlemen on the other side why it was impossibie for him to do 
what they insisted heshould do. The committee will understand 
that this isanexplanation which Demo:ratic members ‘rom New 
York ave often called upon to give to.their colleagues. It is 
generally impossible for the Democr itic Represeatatives from 
my city and State toagree with the rest of their party, exce 
upon the one subject of getting into office. Upon that they are 
entirely harmonious, but when they get into office, differences 
and dissensions at once arise. 

Gen. Spinoia was endeavoring to explain that in New York at 
least gentlemen were called to account for what they did here. 
[ remember his words quite distinctly. He said down South a 
gentleman gets together with his neighbors and they say, ** Here, 
we will send one of you to Conzress,” and one of them speaks up 
and says, “I think it is my turn to go,” and the rest of them 
say, “‘ Yes, we think it is;’ whereupon, an agreement of that 
kind being effecte, the gentleman’s name is put on the bu.llots, 
and they are put into the boxes, and whether they are few or 
many, the gentlemn is conveniently returned. 

Now, I hive no doubt that under that system it‘is compara- 
tively cheap to get into office from the South: but | will say to 
the gentleman from Mississippi, for his enco iragement, th t if 
he will teke acopy of the CONGRESSIONAL R®CORD to-morrow 
and carefully mark that portion of his spee:h in reference to 
the Hon. William C. Whitney and send it to him, as I have ro 
doubt he will by the first m il, andif he will then come and lo- 
cate in New York, he will find it quite as cheap to come baci 
here from New York as from Mississippi. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask the gentl 
man & question. 

Mr. QUIGG. With pleasure. Goahead. 

Mr. ENLOE. I should like to know if that is the way the 
gentlemun got here himself? 

Mr. QUIGG. No, that is not the way I got here myself. If 
the gentleman wants to know how I got here myself, I will tell 
him. [Applause and laughter on the Republican side.| I go 
here becau-e you enabled the people of the fourteenth Congres- 
sional district of New York. 10,0)0 Democratic as they are, to 
take a yea-and-nay vote on the Wilson bill. 

That is how I got here. You gave them the opportunity to 
say, not merely in their own bebalf, not merely in behalf of the 
people of New York City and New York State, but in behalf of 
the people of the whole country, you gave them the opportunity 
to put into the b:xllot boxes of a single Congression ul district the 
whole pentup feeling of the nation. You gave them the oppor- 
tunity to say, on behalf of the manufacturers of the North and 
fast, on behalf of the grain-growers of the West and South, on 
behalf of the miners of the Rocky Mountains, on behalf of the 
fruit culturists of the Pacific Slope, on behal! of the whole indus- 
trial soul of the continent, ‘Stop! This party of shame and 
destruction must go no farther!” [Applause on the Republican 
side.] . ’ 

That is how I came to Congress, and you are answered; now 
sitdown. |Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. ENLOE. I want to ask the gentleman if he thinks it is 
deeent manners to tell a member to take his seat when he has 
answered a question? 

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from New Yor declines 
to be interrupted, and the gentleman from Tennessee is not in 
order. 

Mr. QUIGG. 
say? 

Mr. ENLOE. I said this, if you want to hear what I said: I 
say thatif you did come into Congress, you have not learned 
decent manners, to address a member and ask him to take his 
seut. [Cries of ‘‘Ah!” on the Republiean side. ] 

Mr. REED. I suppose he has learned such manners here. 

z ENLOE. I did not hear what the gentieman from Maine 
said. 


st 


I will yield to the gentleman; what did you 
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Mr. QUIGG. I did not apprehend my answer to the gentle- 
man would afford him any great delight; and Iam quite satis- 
fied he does not feel any. 

Mr. ENLOE. If the gentleman will allow me to ask him a 
resvectful question, I would do so. 

Mr. QUIGG. I shall, with great pleasure. ? 

Mr. ENLOE. And that is, to inquire of him whether he has 
accomplished tae purpose he hadin coming here. Has he ‘‘ killed 
the Wilson bill’’? 

Mr. QUIGG. I did not say I would. I did say to the people 
of that district thatif they would elect a Republican to Congress 
from a Democratic district in a great manufacturing city that 
wobably the majority here would show some little sense. 
Laughter. | 

[ told them that I thought probably the result would be that 
the Democrats would understand that the gun was loaded [re- 
newed laughter on the Republican side}, and that they would 
know or find out by that slow process of education that they had 
better not go any further. I do not say you had s_nse enough 
to appreciate it. [Laughter and applause on the Republican 
side.} I will not undertake any such contract as to deliver you 
on that proposition. I only thought so, and I did not think that 
very hard, either. [Laughter.] I hoped so; and I hope so yet 
and I rather think the Wilson bill is smashed. [Laughter and 
applause on the Republican side.| But that is quite aside froin 
the purpose of my remarks. Does the gentleman desire to ask 
some more questions? 

Mr. ENLOE. I suppose, then, that its death is perhaps due 
to the fact that the gentleman was returned from that district: 
and perhaps he is the author of the speech recently delivered by 
the distinguished gentleman from New York in the other branch 
of this body. [Cries of ‘*Oh!” on the Republican side.] 

Mr. QUIGG. I should be very willing, gentlemen, to be the 
author of thit speech; but Ican assure the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee that it never occurs to any Republican from New York, 
unfortunately. to suppose that the senior Senator from that 
State is not able to take care of himself. He has done so fre- 
quently to our dismay and disparity, and I should hope to your 
satisfaction. 

Mr. Chairman, I intended to refer a little to the Van Alen in- 
cident, and that merely in order that the truth of history may 
be proclaimed. 

Gentlemen on the other side have evidently been laboring 
under several kinds of misapprehension. In the first place the 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs and the gentle- 
man who followed him [Mr. Hooker] are under a misappre- 
hension as to the nameof this very well knownand distinguished 
Democrat, who has performed such signal service to his party 
that he is entitled to be appointed an ambissador to represen: 
this country abroad. Those gentlemen do not even know his 
nime, {Laughter.}] His name is not Von Allen, but Van Alen 
That is the first misapprehension that I want to correct. The 
second is that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hrrr]- who in- 
troluced this somewhat entangling controversy said anything 
about Mr. Van Alen having done anything bad, or about Mr. 
Whitney having done anything bad. 

Certainly Iam not here to accuse either of those gentlemen, 
though I would like to say to the gentleman from Mississippi if 
he were here, that although none of us from New York are go- 
ing to attack Mr. Whitney here, or to put upa list of crimes that 
he has committed, yet we do not, in New York, think that he is 
exactly a whole heaven of cherubim and seraphim rolled iato 
one single individual. [Laughter.] We donot think he is quite 
that sortofa being. We have heard ofa number of things that he 
is supposed to have done, and the Van Alen incident illustrates 
them all. The misapprehension that the gentiemen labor under 
is as to what the gentleman from Illinois said, and as to the pur- 
portofit. Hedid not say that a man ought not to give any 
money topolitic | campaigns —though it would seem that every- 
body who gave money to support the Democratic party in the 
last cam aon ought to feel very much ashamed of himself, in 
view of the present situation of the country. [Laughter on the 
Republican side. } 

Certainly he has not got his money back as the result of the 
business he hs done since that prety cose into power. The 
proposition, however, was not that mocrats ought not to 
contribute to their party, nor that a man who has contributed 
to his party is thereby necessarily inhibited from holding office. 
The point the gentleman from Illinois raised was, that the New 
York Democratic newspapers, not merely the New York Even- 
ing Post, but the New York Sun, the New York Times, the New 
York World. and all the New York Democratic newspapers had 

inted to the fact that when Mr. Cleveland was standing in 
Lenox Hall addressing the a and was saying what I am 
about to read, he was contemplating the appointment of Mr. 
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Van Alen to this office under the conditions that we all know. 
What Mr. Cleveland said on that occasion was this: 

We daily hear predictions of Republican success, based upoa the ability 
of that party to purchase the vo.es of the peor A littie reflection, it 
seems to me, can not fail to arouse the American conscience to the wicked- 
ness as well as the peril of a debauchel suffrage. [tis a plain proposition 
that our Government is only trues to the principles upon which it rests 
when in its operations it represents the honest and intelligent sentiment of 
the people. hen it does not, its vigor and its very life are gone and it re- 
mains but the mere semblance of a free government, the weakest and most 
deformed plan of rule that ever deluded mankind. 

And now listen to what follows, for the main point is that Mr. 
Cle, eland uttered this sentiment in his Lenox Museum speech: 

Itcan then no longer defend the rights of all, because rights will be for- 
gotten in the capricious bestowal of favors 

When Mr. Cleveland said that, he had Mr. Van Alen’s $50,- 
000 jingling in his pocket, metaphorically speaking; and that is 
the point which the New York Democratic newspapers made 
and that was repeated yesterday by the gentleman from IILli- 
no's. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I think it would be well for gentlemen 
on the other side who imagine thit the Republicins have done 
something of this kind, that the Republicans have received 
money from certain people and have thereupon appointed them 
to office, that they have taken the bribes of rich nobodies and 
put them in office as a reward—I think it would be well for gen- 
tlemen who profess to believe this to call for an investigation by 
Congress and go into the question carefully. And the arst wit- 
ness they should call ought to be the man whom the gentleman 
from Mississippi has eulogized so highly, the Hon, William C. 
Waitney. Let them call Mr. Whitaey, and if they ask him 
questions enough and the right kind of questions, [ shall be very 
glad to hear from the g2ntleman from Mississippi on the sub- 
ject of Mr. William C. Whitney again after that investigation. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. We will put you on the com- 
mittee and you can ask him whatever questions you want. 

Mr. QUIGG. I shall be delighted. 

Mr. MEREDITH: Mr. Chairman, looking upon the gentle- 
man from New York |[Mr. QuiGcG], Iam reminded of one of the 
sweet singers of Israel. When I see his hair parted in the mid- 
dle and his countenance irradiated with thatsmile which reminds 
me of the cherubim, I am not surprised that he should make the 
speech that has just been delivered; but I want to say to him 
that when he has been here a few years longer he will perhaps 
hive learned that this is not the place for cherubim and sera- 
phim. [Laughter.] Mr.Chairmen, the gentlemen who have dis- 
cussed this question have drifted away from the subject under 
consideration, and I have simply urisen for the purpose of reply- 
ing to what has been said by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. ADAMs], who has lauded the late Postmaster-General Wana- 
maker and given him an advertisement, for which I have no 
doubt Mr. Wanamaker will make him a very handsome present. 

ln reply to what has fallen from the gentleman in the way of 
laudation of that ‘‘ good man,” Cheap John Wanamaker, of the 
city of Philadelphia, late Postmaster-General of the United 
States, who contributed so much money for the purposs of ‘‘ fry- 
ing the fat’ out of certain people and debauching the voters of 
Pennsylvania and of other States of this Union in the interest 
of Mr. Ben amin Harrison and his party, and leaving Mr. Van 
Alen out of this question—a gentleman who needs no defonse at 
my hands and no defense at the hands of the Democratic party, 
because his case has been passed upon by the Senate—I desire to 
say that the very charges which have been brought here against 
the appointment of Mr. Van Alen can be brought with much 
more force against the late Postmaster-General, whom the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania[Mr. ADAMs] has lauded to the skies— 
that man who was for four years the Postmast r-General of the 
United States, and who used his office, 1s I believe, for the pur- 
pose of advertising his wares and merch ndise. 

Now, let me say that I come from a rural district, in which, in 
many cases, there were not Republicans living near enough to 
the post-offices to hold those positions; and under Mr. John 
Wanamaker those little post-offices in our country were farmed. 
out to Republicans who lived miles and miles away. I wrote a 
letter to Mr. Wanamaker—I wish I had a copy of it here—in 
which I stated th :t the people who received their maiis did not 
care particularly who might hold the post-offices; that they 
wanted honest men to distribute their mails: they wanted men 
who, when letters were received, would try to deliver them to 
the proper pe sons’ and that the theory of this Governmentand 
of the Post-O‘tice Dep irtment was not, in my juigment, to give 

st-offices to any particular pirty or any particular persons, 

ut that persons should be selected with the intelligence and 
honesty to discharge the duties incumbent upon them as pose 
masters. é 

To that letter I received no reply. I citeaé two instances in 

my own county where the postmaster lived nearer to some other 
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office—where he lived miles away from the office of which he 
wes postmaster; yet the position was rented or leased out to 
some one e se, and the emoluments of the office were divided be- 
tween the man who was acting as postmaster and the real post- 
master. 

[say that under the administration of Mr. Wanamaker, this 
merchant of Philadelphia, who has had himself advertised here 
by the gentleman from his State, there never was such misman- 
agement in the history of this country as existed in postal mat- 
ters in the district from which I come; and the reason was that 
the men who were appointed postmasters lived miles and miles 
away from their offices, ani in many cases did not receive their 
mails at the offices of which they were postmasters, but rented 
out the positions and divided the proceeds with such persons as 
they could get to perform the duties of the ollice. 

Now I am not here to defend Mr. Van Alen, whose name has 
been brought intothis controversy; but [ am here to throw back 
into the teeth of the gentleman from Pennsylvania the name of 
that man who raised, it is said—whether it be true or not— 
$400,000 for the election of Mr. Harrison, and who received as 
a reward for what he did this high Cabinet position under the 
Administration of Mr. Harrison. ‘ 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, we have now at last absolutely 
settled certain facts. First, it is entirely clear that Mr. Whit- 
ney isa good man. Second, it is entirely clear that Mr. Cleve- 
land is a good man. Third, it is finally settled that Mr. Van 
Alen was not appointed to the office for which he was nominat:d 
because he gave $:,0,000 for campaign purposes. Now why was 
he appointed? [Laughter on the Republican side. | 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, I do not want the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. REED] to imagine for one moment that | have 
risen for the purpose of answering his question. I did not ex- 

ect to throw any light on this consular and dirlomatic bill when 

came into this Hall: but it is perfectly evident that light is 
needed on the sub‘ect; and as we are having a variety of contri- 
butions to this discussion, I have a slight contribution which I 
want to make myself. 

I understand from the speech which was made by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. QuiIGG|that one of the purposes of this dis- 
cussion is to learn how it was that he broke into Congress. I 
asked him a question intended to develop whether or not his idea 
was that Congressional seats were bought and sold, as he inti- 
mated, in the cityof New York. Thereupon the gentleman pro- 
ceeded to give the reasons why hecame hereas the representative 
from adistrict which h s,as hesays, 10,000 Democratic majority. 

I was not entirely satisfied with his explanation. His state- 
ment that he was sent here to kill the Wiison bill after it had 
passed this House, was not entirely conclusive to my mind that 
that was the motive of the constituency that sent him; and if that 
had been the purpose, I do not see why another Democratic dis- 
trictof New York sent a Democratic Representative who about 
the same time took hi3 seat on this side of the House. I re er 
to the gentleman from New York [Mr. StTrRaAus.] I do not 
think his explanation explains. I will undertake before I get 
through to give another version of the matter which may in 
some measure account for it. 

But before doing so I want to allude to what has been said 
about the appointment of Mr. Van Alen as minister to Italy. I 
do not know anything about the reasons for the appointment of 
that gentleman. I do not know whether hé contributed $50,000 
to the campaign fund or not. I do not know whether there was 
any agreement between him and Mr. Whitney about that mat- 
ter or not. But admitting, for argument’ssike, that such was 
the motive for his appointirent, and thathe wasinduced to make 
that contribution with the p’omise that he should have that 
position, it comes with exceeding bad grace from gentlemen on 
the other side to arraign the Administration for it. I suppose 
the gentleman who has been addressing the House has not been 
in politics long enough to know anything about the history of 
the campaign of 1888—but possibly he does know something 
. aboutit. I want to call his attention to the circular issued by 
Mr. James P. Foster, the president of the Republican League of 
the United States, just preceding the canvass of 1888. 

It isa circular known in common parlance as the “‘fat-frying 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





smart a icaaeasameremeacammsiaiael| 


circulir.” Mr, Foster made a very interesting contribution to | 


the political history of that time, and it seems that the manu- 
facturers derived very satisfactory returns from the fat they 
surrendered to the Republican managers. Mr. Foster's conti- 
dential letters to the beneficiaries of the protective tariff read 
as follows: 

[Confidential] 


HEADQUARTERS REPUBLICAN LEAGUE OF THE UNITED STATES, 


New York, May 25, 1888. 
My DEAR Sir: The Republican League of the United States desires to 
you face to face wit 


the startling fact that the coming Presidential 


election is not to be fought on the old party lines which have heret 
divided Democrats ak Papen the oe treo wares 


and Republicans, but upon the direct issue of free trade 
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vs. protection. We will win this fight if you will do your share and help us 
to finish what we have begun. We want money, and want it at once. 

It may not be of your personal knowledge, but it is a fact nevertheless, 
that the manufacturers of the United States who are most benefited by our 
tariff laws have been the least willing to contribute to the success of the 
party which gave them protection ana which is about to engage in a life- 
and-death struggle with free trade. 

A Republican United States Senator, from a State which never had a Demo- 
cratic Representative in either House of Congress or a Democratic State 
officer, in speaking of the well-known disposition of the manufacturing in- 
terests to lock up its money, fold its hands, and look on while somebody 
else fights for its success, says: 

‘*The campaign which we are about to enter will concern, more than any- 
body else, the manufac turers of thiscountry. They have hitherto been very 
lag gard in their contributions to the Republican cause. In fact, if I could 
punish them without punishing the cause of protection itself, l would con- 
Sign them tothe hottest place I could think of on account of their craven 
parsimony. If this class of people do not care to contribute to the success 
of the Republican party, they are welcome to try their chances under a Demo- 
cratic Administration: I can stand it as long as they can. 

‘In fact, Lhaveit fromthe best possible source that the manufacturers of 
Pennsylvania, who are more highly protected than anybody else and who 
make large fortunes every year when times are prosperous, practically give 
nothing toward the maintenance of the ascendancy of the Republican party. 
Of course | shall not violate what I consider to be a proper principle of ac- 
tion, but if | had my way about it I would put the manufacturers o/ Penn- 
sylvania under the fire and fry all the fat out ofthem. Ifthe Mil starfff bill 
comes to the Senate there will be some votes cast there which will open the 
eyes of some of these people who have, while gathering their millions, 
treated the Repubiican pariy as their humble servant."’ 

These are strong words, and bitter, but they are true, and it now remains 
with you and your associates to determine whether they are to be reiterated 
after this campaign is over, and protection has, through your apathy, been 
struck its deathb ow. If you give us the means to win the victory we will 
doit. Are you willing? 

Yours, very truly, 








lent 


JAS. P. FOSTER, Pree 


During that campaign a distinguished Senator from the State 
of Pennsylvania went to a shrewd, ambitious, and not oversecru- 
pulous tradesman in Philadelphia and represented the dire ne- 
cessities of the Republican party for money to be used in corrupt- 
ing the suffrages of the people in order to resiore that party to 
ower, and that same tradesman, then known simply as John 

Vanamaker, went out and rais d $400,100 to put into the cam- 
paign, and in return for thatcontribution he was given a position 
in the Cabinet and was taken near to the heart of the President 
whom he had succeeded in electing. It took $400,0U0 to discover 
his great abilities as a statesman, but the $400,000 argument was 
convincing and conclusive. 

Now, the gentleman from New York was not here when that 
occurred, and possibly had not commenced to practice the arts of 
politics at that time; hence he may be ignorant of this part of 
our ae history, and that may account for his allusions to 
the Van Alen incident. I suppose, however, that some of the 
older politicians on the floor may have dragged that into the 
discussion earlier in the debate, and he took up the trail and is 
yelping on the track. [ have not been in the Hall during the 
debate, : nd will not stop to inquire who is responsible for the 
course of the discussion. 

Mr. Wanamaker did not deny the contribution, or disdain the 
bargain by which he was made Posimaster-General. He said, 
in an interview: 

When QUAY sent for me I was surprised. I had no more idea of what he 
wanted with me than you might haveif he telegraphed foryou. But I knew 
he was not the kind of men to send for me unless he had important business 
with me,sol went. Thenhe told methat the national Xepubiican committee 
needed money, and his scheme for my raising it. Lat first declined to have 
anythingtodowithit. I had very littie hope of defeating Cleveland, and still 
less Mrs. Cieveland, who is justly popular with the whole country,and whom 
Iadmire greatly myself, and I did notwanttogetonasinkingship Heurged 
the matter, told me why he felt sure of carrying the election if he had the 
money. Even then I hesitated, and asked three weeks for consideration. 
He agreed. and I talked with our leading manufacturers, men whose names 
are the best in the land—such men as Washburne and Amos Lawrence's 
grandson. and a dozen others | could name—men who would never have given 
a dollar for dishonest uses, even if I had been willing to ask it, and at the 
end of the three weeks I told QuAY I would undertake to raise the money if 
he would allow us to establish a manufacturers’ bureuu and have a voice in 
the disposition of the money. Ido not mean that we insisted on knowin 
what was done with every dollar of it. I didnot wanttoknow. WhenIsel 
a suit of clothes, I do not insist upon being told just where these clothes are 
going. My responsibility ceases when I furnish a good article at a fair price. 
What I did insist upon was that I should be able to satis y the men who 
trusted me with their money that it was used for the purposes for which they 
subscribed it, and that guaranty Mr. QUAY gaveme. Thatis how there came 
to be a manufacturers’ bureau. 

Mr. PIGOTT. Before the gentleman from Tennessee takes 
his seat I would like him to tell the House, if he can, why it was 
that T. Jefferson Ccolidge was sent as minister to France at the 
tail end of the last Administration? 

Mr. ENLOE. I will re er that to the gentleman from Maine, 
and put one conundrum against the other. He may answer them 
both himself. 

Now, there is a little more history on this subject that ought 
to go in inthis connection. In April, 1889- 

Mr. WALKER. Will the gentleman allow me to answer the 
question just asked him? ; 

Mr. ENLOE. I can not allow the gentleman to answer in my 
time. He can take his own time to do it. 

Mr. WALKER. It would take only a moment. 
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Mr. ENLOE. I do not yield for an answer in my time. 

Mr. WALKER. I want to say this—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Tue geatieman from Tennessee declines 
to yield, and will not be interru ted without his consent. 

Mr. ENLOE. I was going to say, Mr.Chair:nan, that in april, 
1889, the Manufacturers’ Record, published in Philadelphia, 
6aid this: 

it is, nerefore, tothe men that give thecash that a large, if not the largest. 
share of success is due. These, almost aiways, are the business men. We 
make the assertion that the money contributed by this «(manulacturers') 
club last oye! had more influence upon the result of the national election 
than all the skill, the ingenuity, the labor, and the os of all the 
professional politicians in the city of Philadelphia. We believe this prop 
osition |0 be capabie of positive proof. If, therefore, control of patronage 
is rightly the reward of victorious effort. the right of this club to name the 
Federal officeholders of Philadelphia rests upon solid grounds. * * * 
The leaders. we suppose, will claim that they are the men who win victor- 
jes, and that their generalship entities them to speci«l consideration. But 
they can win no tr.umphs without strong backinz in money and votes frem 
the best members of tueir party. If the politicians had had to fight single- 
handed the battle of last November, Mr. Cieveland would now be in the 
White House. They were literaliy smitten with paralysis ontil the manu- 
facturers and other business men came to the rescue. not only with abund- 
ant guppiies of monov. but witb a determination to carry the day by hard 
work and actively exerted influence. That was how the fight was won. 

It is distinctly understood that the manufacturers of this 
country have raised money for the purpose of preventing the 
people from reforming the tarilf. They will raise it again in 
the coming camp.ign. Perhaps they sought to give this coun- 
try an object lesson in electing the gentleman [Mr. QuiGG]from 
a Democratic district in New York; and perhaps he has been 
swimming over a sea of corruption in the city of New York un- 
conscious of the depths and the dirt beneath him. Perhaps a 
corru) tion fund was sent there by Republican manafacturers to 
control that Democratic district in order to punish this Con- 
gress for passing the Wilson bill; and I will admit it was pretty 
severe punishment; but I acquit the gentleman of any know!- 
edve of any such thing. for I am satisfied that he rests upon the 
posom of the Republican party ignorant of the means of his 
election and very \ittle responsible for the result. 

Mr. Chairman, I am not going to defend the appointment of 
Mr. Van Alen. I know nothing about his qualifications. If he 
contributed 350,000 to the campaign fund, according to Repub- 
lican author ty and Republican arument, that was the strongest 
and the best reason why he should have been appointed to this 
place; but I want to say this for Mr. Van Alen, who is not here 
to spe ik for himself, that if any such trade as this was contem- 
plated, he at least hed the decency not to disgrace the Ameri- 
can people by accepting the bribe, as did John Wanamaker, 
under a Republican Administration. 

Mr. Vun Alen deciined to 7 this place. He repudiated 
any such bargain or agreement. He denied the existence of any 
such understanding, express or implied, and I think that he 
acted with decency and credit to hims -If, whent his outery was 
made against the appointment, in declining to serve in that 
branch of the public service. That is all I desire to say upon 
this question, Mr. Chairman, and I should not have said that 
but for the manner in which the gentleman responded to my 
interruption. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman. I believe we have 
under consideration the diplomatic app-opriation bill. The gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCreary], whois in charge of the 
bill, took oecasion to mak» a political harangue this 
and to contradict his colleague upon that committee, the gen- 
tleman from Tilinois [Mr. Hirt], touching the amount spent from 
the continge it fund for consulates. saying that it had never 
been over $150,000. He declined to yield fora correction. Why, 
I will say to the gentieman now that since he made his speech | 
have made an examination, and there is an estimate for $4',- 
000 over and ab ve the $150,000 for the year 1883; and year by 
year the expenditure has been from $4,000 to $60,000 more than 
the $150,000. Now, I do not know whether the gentleman knows 
it or not. The committee that originates the consular and 
oy ES ap: rovriation bill ought to know. 

r. MOCREARY of Kentucky. Will the gentleman yield to 
me for a moment? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly; although the gentleman 
himself declined to yield awhile ago. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Will the gentleman tell me 
in what year more than $150,000 was appropriated? 

Mr. CANNON of [llinois. Yes; in the year 1889. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. When within the last four 
years? 

Mr. HITT. In 1891 and in 1890 $228,900; not appropriated in 
the diploma ic and consular appropriation bill, but in that and 
the deficiency bill. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Ah! I stated that $150,000 
has been he in the diplomatic and consular appropri- 
ation bill. That is what I stated. and I state it again. I have 
the appropriation bills on my table. 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If the gentleman will go back ‘to 
his remarks he will find that his statzment was broader than 


i. 

Mr. McCREARY of K»ntacky. We do not propose in this 
Administration to have any deficiencies. {Manifestations of de- 
rision on the Republican side. | 

Mr. CANNON of Lilinois. Let me say to the gentleman here 
and now that for the year 1893 the regular diplomatic appropri- 
ation bill carried $150,000. Yet there is now pending before the 
Committee on Appropriations, which makes up the deficiency 
bills, an estimate of this Administration for $46,000 and over, 
with the statement that the money has been expended. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. ‘Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him another question? 

Mr. CANNON of Tilinois. Certainly. 

Mr. M-CREARY of Kentucky. In the Fi'ty-first Congress, 
when the gentleman from [linois[Mr. HiTT}] was chairman of 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, is it not true that $150,000 
was appropriated each year to pay the contingent expenses of 
the consulates? 

Mr. CANNON of Tilinois. Yes. Now you are going to plead 
a set-off, sre you? That is what you have been doing or trying 
to doall day. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. No. I am not trying to plead 
a set-off, but when there isso much wisdom on your side to sug- 

est an increase now, you ought, when you had the power, to 

ave made the increase if it was necessary. 

Mr. CANNON of Lilinois. WhatI claim is that the gentle- 
man ought to know, if he did not know, and if he did know he 
ought to have been frank with the committee and told it—that 
while his bill only carries $' 50,000 for the contingent iund as ex- 
pressed, yet that it is absolutely certain, in the light of the serv- 
ice for 1893, that there witlcome in a year from now an esti- 
mate for from $6,000 to $50,0/0 more, which will be asked for. 
If he had stated that, then he would have covered the whole 
ground. 

And that is what I now state, because I happen to be on tho 
Committee on Appropriations; and within the last two weeks 
we have had the officials of the State Department before us and 
hauled them over the coals avout this matter. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Will the gentleman yield to me fora 
question? F 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Was it necessary to make a deficiency 
appropriation for those two years alluded to, when the gentle- 
man from Iilinois[Mr. Hirr}was chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs? 

Mr. CANNON of Tilinois. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Of what amount? 

Mr. CANNON of Lilinois. Substantially about $50,000; and it 
will be necessary twelve months from now, when we make up 
the deficiency bill just as we are going to do it now, when we 
report the regular deficiency bill in two or tiree weeks. That 
is all there is of it. So much for that. 

I will under the five-minute rule call attention, for considera- 
tion, when we come to the very business of appropriations, to 
some matters touching the consular service and the diplomatic 
service, in connection with the salaries, some of which have 
lately been increased and some of which it is p to in- 
crease. And it seems to me, as they are arranged, that I can 
not discover from the best reading that I can give as to that 
service, ai the various consulates, that they are arranged equit- 
ably as to pay. I donot know whether there are any favorites 
or not, but there are stra things in it; and I will be honest 
about it. Time outo! mind there have been some strange things 
in the diplomatic and consular service touching the salaries. 
a aero not been e juitable. 

I have said so time and again when the Republicans were in 
power; and there are some strange thi and very strange 
things in itnow, which I think I can demunstrate under the five- 
minute rule. But I will not speak further of that matter at this 
time, because the only real debate which affects legislation and 
affects appropriations comes when you have the very item under 
coasideration which you propose to amend, to strike out, or to 


insert. 

I have listened to this general political debate. It wasstarted 
by my colleague, and very ably started, as I think, yesterday. 

et, | did not think my colleague was as happy as { have heard 
him heretofore, because ordinarily when he makes a speech be- 
fore this House touching the foreign relations of this Govern- 
ment, or on any other sub ect, he comes using his own language, 
oe his own conclusions, telling what he knows of the pub- 
lic and its necessities. 

I think I have listened to him time and again, when I have 
gained mor- information than I ever gained from anybody else 
upon the floor of this House touching thisservive, beeause I say, 


i 
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knowing it to be true, that in my poses he is the best 
equipped man touching the foreign relations of the Government 
that hus service in tue House. |Applause.] On yesterday when 


1 listened to him he showed he had merit, that he had great | 
merit, that he has industry: but as I listened I found out that 


he was not making his speech at all, but that he was picking up 
and giving to the House and to the country what the New York 
Sun, the New York World, and the New York Evening Post 
and other Democratic papers had said about this service; and 
then he called attention to whatsome great and good Mugwumps 


| I was here when his 


who stand close to the elbow and whisper into the eur o/ the | 


“* great and good” Presidenton thissubject. And as he enforced 
his points | could see—and | have not got very good sight, but 
without ad iusting my glasses I could see the color come and go 
a little bit in the face of my honorable friend from Mississippi 
[Mr. HooKER , and | could see the redness rise up all over the 
face of the gentleman from Kentucky |Mr. McCreary]. 

Well, they have both replied to my colleague [Mr. Hrrr]. 
After all it is Democrat against Democrat, with this exception— 
that the gentleman from Kentucky and the gentleman from 
Mississippi are members of this House and Representatives 
upon the floor and have time and privileges of the floor, while 
the New York Sun, the wicked New York World, and the very, 
very, very wicked Evening Post can not come in here at all ex- 
cept you bring it in to read it. [Laughter|. That is all quar- 
reled out by these geitlemen. 

lim not going to ab se the diplomatic service. I am not go- 
ing to abuse that great and good mun, the premier who stands 
at the head of the Cabinet. |Laughter.|} I am not going to 
abuse your great and good Cabinet as a whole. 
to abuse Grover Cleveland. If | dipped my tongue in gall I 
could not say anything half so mean as the Democratic press is 
saying about the whole “ outfit,” or as lhearsaid day by day by 
various Democrats upon the ioor of the House. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WALKER. Or anything moretrue. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Or anything more true, as the gen- 
tleman from Massachu-etts suggests. 

Gentlemen have talked here about John Wanamaker and Ben- 
jamin Harrison, xnd they have called Mr. Wanamaker ‘* Cheap 
John,” and all that kind of thing. Well, it is not for mo to de- 
fend John Wanamaker. Heis a man who is knownof the people 
of this country, and who has stamped the impress of his ability 
and his industry upon the business of this country. He has 
made a suceess and an honored name, and he was a good Post- 
master-General, and Harrison gave us a good Administration. 
It does not make any difference whether you love it or whether 
I love it; it stinds there speaking for itself when you test it by 
the public records. By theaid and support of the Republic :n 
party and a Republican Congress, the Fifty-first, the Harrison 
Administration stands the equal of any Administration in this 
country, suve alone one, the Administration of Abraham Lin- 
coln, when we liveda century in four years. It is not necessary 
for me to defend the Harrison Administration. 

I say again, it speaks for itself, and so does the record of the 
Republican party. But now, gentlemen on the other side, you 
have gotthe power. Afterthirty ye.rsof service we were turned 
down and youe mein. Doyourecollecthow yougotin’ What 
you said to getin? Doyou recollect how you promised ali things 
to all men? Do you recollect how you met at Chicago and 
framed your platform? Do you recollect that you promised to 
raise the necess iry revenues for this Government by imposing 
duties upon articles that would yield revenue only, and voted 
down a proposition to lay any duties that would afford protec- 
tion to any American laborer? You recollect all that, of course. 
Then that great and good man, Mr. Cieveland, cme in and 
wrote a letter in which he tried to modify your platform. 

You gotin and made your declarations touching money. You 
were going to have silver coined just as gold was. precisely upon 
an equality with gold. And yet that wild-eyed son of destiny 
from the State of Missouri [Mr. BLAND] [laughter] has not yet 
hed the courage to bring a bill into this House from his Commit- 
tee on Coinage: Weights, and Measures for the free and e ;ual 
coinage.of silver with gold that would meet the requirements 
of the Democratic platform. He has. however, brought in sev- 
eral bills. One of them passed the House and Senate, but that 
great and good man who accepted your platform, free coinage, 
revenue tariff.and all, with some ment | reservations, vetoed 
that bill, and on your side curses were both loud and deep. 

Now, letme say to the gentlem.in from Miss'ssippi that it will 
not answer to attempt to plead in setoif anything that you allege 
has been done by the Republican party. We are living in the 
present. What do you propose to do now to save the country 
and keep our pledges? Where is your policy? Who is your 
pr het? Is Grover the prophet? Oris Walter Q. the prophet? 
Brother Hoke Smith the prophet? Or is David B. the 
prophet? [Laughter.] Who is ialander? Whutare youfor? 








I am not going | 


How are you going to crystallize legislation and write it upon 
the statute book? Where is the pen,and whose hand is to guido 


Mr. BURROWS. They give it up. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The gentleman from Michigan 
says they give itup. I think they had better giveitup. Think 
o: it! The gentleman frow Georgia. Mr. Crisp, the Speaker of 
this House—do you recollect how he got to bo Speaker? I do 
**boom” was born. I was on. of the wicked 
members of the Committee on Rules in the lifty-first Congress. 
i recollect very well the day when the then Speaker, now the 
leader of the minority and the leader of his party in this coun- 
try, stood in his place and said in substance: ‘‘ Performing my 
sworn duty under the Constitution, 1 tind you men present here 
and [| count you to make a quorum.” 

Tho gentlem n-who is now the speaker of this Hou: 
Democratic spurs at that time. He denounced the action of the 
then Speaker as revolutionary, and there went up such acry o 
denunciation from the other side of the House as my ears had 
never before listened to, and hour after hour, and week after 
week, and month after month there was iteration and reitera- 
tion of that denunciation, not only in this Hall, but in the Demo 
cratic press and by the Democratic partye.erywhere. They de 
nounced us as being a revo.utionary pirty, and said that the 
wicked Speaker RE«D was at the head of the revolution. When 
the Democracy came into power in the Fifty-second Congress, 
the part which the gentleman from Georgia, Mr. Crisp, had 
taken in that controversy mude bim Speaker, and it made him 
Spvaker the secondtime. Now,I am nota very old man, and all 
this was not a very great while ago, and my recollection of it is 


| it? 


e won hi 


| quite vivid, and 1 thought the other day, when the Commitiee 


on Rules, of which the gentleman from Georgia 
reported to thi 


is the cuairman, 


House, in substance, the Keed rule, to count a 


| quorum: What strange antics men sometimes play! | L hter. | 


You recollect that characterin Holy Writ that went to Christ 
and wanted to know what he shouid do to be saved. Chri 
answered that he should do this and thatand the other. ‘All this 
have [ done,” was the reply; “ what elseshall(do’” ‘ Sell tl 
which thou hastand give it to the poor.” I donot know how he ob 
tained his possessions; but itisto besupp sed that hb 
had under false pretenses; that was the intim ction: and he had 
to make restitution. Well, now, if you should apply that rule 
to the present Speaker of the House, he would step down and 
out; for he is holding goods that he obtiined under {alse pre 
[Laughter and app! :use on the Republican side. | 

i come back now t» the Administration of Grover Cieveland, 
saying to the just everywhere ‘a publicottice is a public trust. 
D» you think so, my Democratic friends? If so has Grover 
Cleveland enforeed and carried out this maxim? I do not know 
but he hus. [Iam not here to ab’se him or to deny him any 
credit which property belongs to him. [| think it po sible that 
he or some of his friends might c.aim that you might g t outa 
search warrant and that there are not enough simon pure, hon- 
est Democrats in tue United States to held the offices, and there- 
fore they are obliged once in awhile to draft into the service a 
renegade Republican ora Mugwump for the highest 
[Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] 

Something has been said here about “Cabinet timber.” J] 
think the gentleman from Mississippi or the gentleman from 
Kentucky used that expression incriticising the m mbers of the 
Ca inet of the last Administration. Well, sofar as I know —and 
we have to do with the present — so far as [am acquainted with 
the gentlemen who hold these positions to-day. I guess they are 
ovretty fairmen. They know how to doone thing it seems: they 
leew howtoobey. I think there is no doubt about that. When 
you undertuke to organize an army the first requisite is to obey 
the commander. I take great pleasure in saying that: because 
whenever I find anything in an opponent.or enemy, political or 
otherwise, that lean commend I cheerfully do so, for I would 
rather speak well than ill of any man. Therefore I say I do 
find one thing that I can commend on the part of these Secre- 
taries: they know how to obey their chief. 

Now, who are they? Gentlemen say that Mr. Wanamaker was 
unknown. How many men can you find outside of the State of 
Georgia and.a tier of counties on the eastern border of Alabama 
who can come up and swear that they ever heard of Mr. Hoke 
Smith until he was made Secretury of the Interior? | am not 
here to say that from one siundpoint he does not make a good 
Secretary of the Interior. After all, gentlemen, the country 
does not care greatly about the question who is Secretary of the 
Interior or Postmaster-General or Secretary of the Treasury or 
whether the best selectious have always been made for those po- 
sitions heretofore by those who are no longer Presidents. But 
the country is interested in knowing whit are the policies that 
the Administration is pursuing to-day in matters of administra- 
tion, and what legislation you are writing upon the statute book 
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to-day which will start the people of this country to consuming; 
for whenever they commence to consume, having wherewith-by 
which to live, there is no trouble about the people commencing 
“oo in order to supply that demand. 

ut the gentleman from Kentucky and the gentleman from 
Mississippi have this diplomatic bill in charge; and they must 
be amused, So they come in, and in answer to Democratic 
attacks upon the Democratic Administration of Grover Cleve- 
land, they proceed to go back into ancient history and set up 
the mistake of somebody in former times, and then treat it as a 
setoff. Gentlemen, that will not do. It may amuse you now; 
but let me tell you that anything which you may say or do 
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touching those matters does not interest the country; and unless | 


you can enact legislation all along the line, financial and 
economic, that will again set this country upon the highway of 
prosperity, bringing employment to the Y ices of people upon 
the farm and in the factory, by which they may receive the 
equal of the wege that they received in 1892 when you gained 
power under false pretenses, you will find a littie later on that 
you have been weighed in the balance and found wanting. My 
notion is that even if you should give some reasonably fair leg- 
islation to the count:y, you have halted so long about it and 
have been of so miny opinions that you wili be ‘turned down” 
anyhow; and [ think you ought to [Applause on the Re- 
publican side. | 

Mr. COGSWELL. Mr. Chairman, it is not my purpose to 
participate at any length in this debate. Buta short time ago 
the question was asked on the other side why T. Jeiferson Cool- 
idge, of Massachusetts, was appointed as our minister to the 
court of France, the implication being apparently that the ap- 

intment was not made on theground of merit. J wanttosay for 

Ir. Coolidge that he had previous experience in our diplomatic 
service. He had already been (if l am not mistaken) secretary 
of our legation at Paris. He is an eminent linguist, proficient, 
not only in his own, butin many foreign tongues. is father 
was in the diplomatic service before him. He is a great-grand- 
son of Thomas Jefferson, and worthy of the blcod in his veins. 
And when the appointment was made there wis not a paper in 
his own State of Massachusetts of any political stripe that did 
not commend the appointment as one eminently fit to be made. 

It is not necessary, Mr. Chairman, that I should say this in 
Massachusetts where Mr. Coolidge is so well known; but I de- 
sire to make the statement here that it might go out alongside 
with the inquiry, which seemed tome toimply thatit was notan 
appointment made upon merit alone. 

Mr. HITT. Will the gentleman from Massachusetts permit 
me to ask him also if that gentleman, Mr. Coolidge, had not re- 
cently, before his appointment to France, distinguished himself 
in a position of supreme responsibility in the Pan-American 
conference by his preéminent ability and wide knowledge of our 
interests and of our diplomatic methods? 

Mr. COGSWELL. And also, 1 will add, his familiarity 
with many foreign tongues. It is true. 

Mr. REED. Now, let us have Van Alen accounted for. 
[Laughter. | I hope either the chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, orat least the gentleman from Mississippi, will 
account for Van Alen. |Laughter and applause on the Repub- 
lican side.] 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. He can be accounted for on his 
recommendation by some of your Republican friends on the other 
side of the Capitol, by the Senator from Rhode Island |Mr. 
ALDRICH], and many prominent people from his own State. 

Mr. WISE. Mr. Chairman, I listened a moment ago to the 
speech of the honorabie gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], 
in which he attempted to ive to the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. ReEpD]) the credit for the rule recentiy adopted to count a 
quorum. [ want to strip that gentleman of the credit claimed 
for him by a citation of the facts which appear in the Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD now before me, 

ln the Forty-sixth Cangren, which assembled in this Capitol 
fourteen ye irs ago, the Hon. John Randolph Tucker, of Vir- 
ginia, offered this amendment to the rules: 


Whenever a quorum fails to vote on any question and objection is made 
for that cause, there shall be a call of the House, and the yeas and nays on 
the pending question shall at the same time be ordered. The Clerk shall 
call the roll, and each member, as he answers to his name, or is brought be- 
fore the House under the proceed of the call of the House, shall vote on 
the aw | —- If those vo on the question and those who are 
present and deciine to vote shall make a quorum of the House, the S ker 
shall declare that a quorum is constitu and the pending question shall be 
deciared decided as a majority of those voting & appear. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. What is the date of that? 

Mr. WISE. January 18, 1880, 

Mr. Tucker on that occasion announced as his purpose in offer- 
this rule for the guidance of the House—— 
r. PAYNE. Please tell us what became of that rule? 


a ne 





APRIL 18, 


Mr. WISE. You wait a moment, sir. I have the floor. 
(Laughter. | 

Mr. PAYNE, Allright. Tell us before you sit down. 

Mr. WISE. Mr. Tucker announced as his purpose in offering 
the rule that it was to prevent that which we have very often 
seen in this House recently and which has occurred very often 
in preceding Congresses. He said: 


I offer the amendment without references to its partisan influence in any 
direction. but it is to prevent the nonaciion of the House when a quorum is 
actually present. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. What was done with it? 

Mr. WISE (continuing). On that occasion—and I am speak: 
ing of the Hon. THoMAS B. REED of Maine [laughter]—upon 
that occasion Mr. REED of Maine expressed his sentiments, and 
what were they? He said: 

Mr. Chairman, if it was my purpose to reply to the gentleman who has 
just taken his seat (Mr. Phister], it seems to me it wou!d be a suitable and 
proper reply to say to him that the constitutional idea of a quorum is not 
the presence of a majority of the members of the House, but a majority of 
the members present and participating in the businoss of the House. 

The constitutional idea of a quorum is not the presence of a majority. 

THOMAS B. REED in 1880 declared that the idea of the Con- 
stitution was not to require the physical presence of the major- 
ity of the members of the House, but— 

a majority of the members present and participating in the business of 
the House. 

A thing which THOMAS B. REED has not done for more than 
amonth. |Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.} Mr. 
REED further says: 


It is not the physical presence of members, but their judgments and their 
votes, that the Constitution requires. 


{Liughter and applause on the Democratic side.] 

And never—I speak by the record—ne.ver until that same 
THOMAS B. REED found it necessary to enforce his tyrannical 
purposes and those of his party in the Fifty-first Congress did 
he ever come to the conclusion that under the Constitution we 
have the right to record a man as present for the transaction of 
business unless there was on his part a voluntary participation 
in the proceedings of the House. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Virgivia yield 
to the gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. WISE. WhenI recall the utterances of the Hon. THOMAS 
B. REED in former Congresses, I must say to the honorable gen- 
tleman from Illinois that I regard all this adulation of him and 
the Republ can party as a miserable false pretense. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman allow 
ap 

Mr. WISE. Mr. Rorep is not entitled to the credit of the 
origination of this idea of counting a quorum, It was first pro- 

sed inf the American Congress by a Democrat from Virginia. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. WISE. Yes. I can not refuse ever to allow you to talk. 
[Laughter. | 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It is a very interesting subject, and I 
want to ask, Was it a Democratic or Republican House in which 
that pronosition was made? 

Mr. WISE. I ask the gentleman to speak a little louder. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Was the House Democratic or Repub: 
lican in which that proposition was submitted? 

Mr. WISH. Democratic, I believe, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Wasit adopted, and if not, which party 
defeated it? 

Mr. WISE. I have not looked at the vote. My present pur- 

se is only to strip your leader of the false colors-under which 
[ is sailing. [Laughter.| 

Mr. GROSVENOR,. One other question in that connection? 

Mr. WISE. I want to say—I have it here—that upon that oc- 
casion the honorable gentleman from [llinois |Mr. SPRINGER], 
who is a Democrat, not only voted for the proposition, but made 
aspeech in its behalf. I want to make another statement for 
the benefit of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR], that 
upon that occasion another distinguished leader of the ub- 
lican party, and in my opinion a worthy leader, James A. Gar- 
field, from your State of Ohio, v.ted against the proposition, 
and denounced it as unconstituti nal. So that this pretense 
that the country is indebted to the Republican party for this 
new interpretation of the Conatitution is a bald lie. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want toask the gentleman further, it 
appears from the RECORD that a Democratic House defeated 
that proposition. On yesterday this House adopted a similar 
proposition. Now, while you are stripping or attempting to 
strip some individual, are you not stripping your own party a 


little? 
Mr. WISE. Stop! You do not state the facts; it was not de- 
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feated, it was withdrawn. [Manifestations of derision on the Re- 
publican side.] Stop! It was never put to a vote. 

The OHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia will sus- 
pend. TheChair appeals to gentleman not to interrupt the gen- 
tleman frem Virginia from their seats. 

Mr. WISE. AsI said before, I have not sought the floor for 
the purpose of imitating the gentleman from Illinois, or to claim 
the adoption of this rule as a triumph for Democracy. I have 
only sought the tloor to denounce his statement that it is a tri- 
umph of REED or of Republicanism, and | am sustaining my 
position by proof from the Recorp, in which I show that Mr. 
REED of Maine denounced the proposition in 1880 as a violation 
of the Constitution, and the leaders of the Republican party 
joined him in the denunciation. I am only here to say that when 
you come into this Hall to mike your loud bousts about the 
adoption of this rule as originating from Republican suggestion 

ou are false to history, and when you attempt to give your 

eader the credit for it you make him the object of ridicule, in 
view of his recorded position on the sub,ect. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. WISE. I want to makeone otherremark. I did not vote 
for that rule yesterday, not because I agree with Mr. REED that 
we have notthe power under the Constitution tocounta quorum. 
I have always muintained the proposition. I did not vote for 
it—and Iam glad of the opportunity to make the statement—I 
did not vote for it, because | had had no opportunity to examine it 
after it was read at the Clerk’s desk, and [ will never give the 
sanction of my vote to any proposition unless the opportunity is 
afforded for examination. I refused to vote for it on that ac- 
count, and I refused to vote for it because the opportunity was 
not granted for free debate. 

Every proposition of that kind ought to be freely and fully 
discussed before its adoption by the Representatives of the 
American people. Itison that account that I refused to give 
my sanction to that rule. ButI believe as firmly as any man 
that if the power resides here, as unquestionably it does, to 
bring a man from California to his seat in this House, we have 
the right to count his presence for the transaction of business. 
That is all, Mr. Chairman. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Chairman, I regret exceedingly to in- 
terrupt the gentlemen upon the oter sive who are appearing in 
the confessional with reference to their conduct toward Speaker 
REED during the Fifty-first Congress. I wish to say that I 
think there is hardly anything that was more surprising during 
this discussion than the fact that the gentleman from Illinois 

Mr SPRINGER] not only seconded the resolution offered by Hon. 

andolph Tucker of Virginia for counting a quorum, but that 
he made a speech upon it. We were all very much sur- 
prised that Mr. SPRINGER was heard on that occasion. Now, I 
would like to ask gentlemen upon the other side wno are mik- 
ing their confessions with reference to their conduct during the 
Fifty-first Congress whether this side then made any claim of 
originality with respect to the counting of a quorum other than 
the fact that Speaker REED actually counted a quorum in that 
Congress? 

Nobody makes any "yp rae that there was any discovery or 
any invention as to the custom of counting a quorum in every 
other legislative body except in the United States Congress. 
Every man who is familiar with parliamentary law knows that 
there is not a hint, from the dawn of common law or the appli- 
cation of parliamentary law down to the present day, of any 
other way of determining a quorum in any legislative body 
whatever other than by a count of the speaker or the presiding 
officer of the body. Now, there was no man any more deter- 
mined in action, no man more persistent and severe in denun- 
ciation of Speaker REED for counting aquorum than the gentle- 
man from Georgia. who now occupies the position of Speaker of 
this House. Mr. Crisp said: 

Yes: during this whole session the gentieman and his party, if I may be 

ermitted to borrow a simile. have seemed to bow before the Speaker of the 

ouse with much the same feeling with which the Hindoo bows before the 
nao image of his god; ‘‘ He knows that he is ugiy, but he feels that he is 
great. 

The Republicans would like to know whether the Speaker of 
this House is as ready to apologize for these words as the other 
Democratic members are for their conduct and words. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentiicky. Mr. Chairman, I move that 
the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. BAILEY, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House.on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee, having had under consideration the bill (H. R. 6108) 
had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Keniucky. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the purpose of considering general 





that motion, I desire to make 


appropriation bills; and pending 
I have desired all day to se- 


a motion to limit general debite. 


cure an arrangement, and [ have tried to be perfectly fair. If 
any gentleman desires to speak I should like to know. [am 


willing to make any ugreement that is fair. 

Mr. HITT. At what time to-morrow does the gentleman de- 
sire to close general debate? 

Mr. McCREARY of. Kentucky. 
debate in thirty minutes. 

Mr. BURROWS. Not to-night: some time to-morrow. 

Mr. CANNON of Hlinois. I think that by the time gent 
confess on that side, it will take up most of to-morrow, 
nothing of this side. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Say an hour, then, 
Mr. HITT. Say one hour on a side to-morrow. The 
man from Iowa |Mr. HEPBURN] is not here, and he has asked to 
be heard. I know that the gentleman is »nxious to speak upon 
this bill, and he should have an opportunity, as he was formerly 

the Solicitor of the Treasury. 
Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Would not sufficient o 
tunity be afforded to him to speak under the five-minute rule? 
Mr. HITT. Oh, no. 
Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. 
tleman want? 
Mr. HITT. 


I would like to close general 


emen 
Lo say 


ventle- 


rrarr- 


How much time does the gen 


I think we should have one hour ona side. The 


gentleman from [owa [Mr. HEPBURN] desires to addres; the 
House on this bill. 
Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask that 


general debate be closed in one hour, and that the gentlemen on 
the other side may have forty minutes of that time. 

Mr. HITT. Let us have an hour. I promised the gent!eman 
that he should have an opportunity to speak. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Well, say an hour and fifteen 
minutes. 

Mr. REED. Let us have an hour on this side. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. We do not want further de- 
bate, that I know of. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unani- 
mousconsent that all general debate on this bill close in one hour 
and fifteen minutes. 

Mr. REED. If we can have one hour. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. We want it to-morrow. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Let it be taken to night. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request that the 
debate be closed in one honr and fifteen minutes, one hour to be 
given to the minority? 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I understand the gentleman 
from Iowa, who desires to speak, is not here this afte.noon. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. He ought to be. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. We will give him ten min- 
utes to-morrow of general debate. 

Mr. HITT and Mr. BURROWS. Oh, no. 

Mr. BAILEY. I desire to make this suggestion, that there 
can be a unanimous agreement that the gentlemin from lowa 
{Mr. HEPBURN] should have thirty minutes during the five- 
minutes debate. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I will agree to that. 

Mr. BAILEY. And that can bs subtracted irom the hour and 
fifteen minutes for general debate, if that is now agreed upon. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I will agree to that. 

Mr. HITT. An hour and fifteen minutes? Do you wish to 
adjourn now? 

Mr. BAILEY. That will close general debate on all except 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN}. 

Mr. HITT. Letus have half an hour to-morrow and let the 
gentleman from Ohio Mr. GROSVENOR! procced now. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. And limit the general debate 
to an hour and fifteen minutes? 

Mr. HITT. Let the gentleman from Ohio go on thisevening. 
He is the only one on our side who wants to speak now. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. How much time does the 
gentleman from Ohio desire? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Fifteen minutes. : 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that general debate upon the pending propo- 
sition be continued for thirty minutes this afternoon, the time to 
be occupied by the minority, and for forty-five minutes to-mor- 
row, of which thirty minutes shall be given to the minority. 

There was no objection, and it was se ordered. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
rted that they had examined and found truly enrolled the 
ill (H. R. 1916) authorizing the Texarkana and Fort Smith Rail- 
way Company to bridge Little River, in the Stats of Arkansas; 
when the Speaker signed the same. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

On motion of Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky, the House again 
resolved itself into Committee of the Whele on the state of the 
Union for the consideration ef general appropriation bills, Mr. 
BaILey in the chair. 

DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in the Committee of the 
Whole House on the st»te of the Union for the consideration of 
general appropriation bills. The Clerk will report the title of 
the pending bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (4. 8. 6148) making appropriation for the diplomatic and consular 
service of the United states for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895. 
Mr. WISE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to print 


in connection with my remarks made this afternoon the remurks 
of the gentleman {rom Maine | Mr. Reep), to which [ referred, or 
such portions of them as I may desire, and also the remarks 
made by Mr. Garfield, by Mr. Tucker, and by other gentlemen 
who took part in the discussion unon that oceasion. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Virginia? 

Mr. \KED, Those remarks ought to be scattered all over the 
Recorp. They have been up to date, and I think the practice 
ought to be continued. |Laughter.] 

There was no ob ection. 

Mr. GROSVENOR Thegentleman from Tennessee!Mr. EN- 
LOE] challenged the gentleman from New York | Mr. QWUIGG| to 
answer whether he had been successful in smashing the Wilson 
bill, and to stute the effect of his election upon that measure. 
The gentlem .n from New York replied, in substance, that he 
had not claimed that his election would smash the Wilson bill, 
and very moJjestly refrained from giving expression to a few 
facts which | think he might with perfect propriety have given 
utterance to on this oceasion, especially in view of thechallenge 
of the gentleman from Teanessee, It will be borne in mind that 
the Wilson bill passed this House at about the time the gentleman 
from New York was elected, ard the question was not as to the 
effect of that election upon the wili here, because this House w is 

oined to a certain class of Democratic, or alleged Democratic 
dols, among which was the doctrine of ‘free raw materia's,” 
and therefore it was not expected by any intelligent man that 
any clectionin New Yok or any where else could operate success- 
fay, upon a majority of more than 100 to defeat the Wilson bill 
in this body. 


But, Mr. Chairman, something has had a most serious and 
damaging effect upon the Wilson bili, That is what I wish to 
speak about very briefly, and I wish to supplya few suggestions 
which the extreme modesty of the gentleman from New York 
seems to hive prevented him from presenting to the House dur- 
ing bis admirable speech. The Wilson bill, as it passed this 
House. was a bill fr umed upon the idea of *‘ free raw materials ” 
and *‘ tariff for revenue only,” and among other free things in 
that bill was free sugar. The agents of a certain great trust in 
this great country, the most wealthy, the most arrogant, the 
most dominating, the most ** democratic” that there is in all the 
world,came here and, under one pretextand another,crowded into 
this House and by its nts urged upon membors the necessity 
of protecting the ‘‘infant industry” of su refining in the city 
of New York. They failed to accomplish their purpose, and by 
ap overwhelming majority the House of Representatives sent 
the bill to the Senate with sugar absolutely free. But what is 
the condition of that bill to-day? 

The answer to that question is the answer which the gentle- 
man from New York might well have given, and in giving ithe 
mighth ive claimed that’the handwriting which was put socon- 
spicuously on the wall in the city of New York, inthe district 
which he re pres -nts, had had a great deal to do with the present 
disfigurement and dismemberment of the so-called Wilson bill, 
which is to day filled from one end to the other with concessions 
made to the most agressive trusts in the United Stites. The 
members of the whisky trust have come forward and given no- 
tice that their demands can be met only by certain concessions 
in the matter of figures, and in the mattero/ time. and they have 
got their conc» in the committee's report. The sugar 
trust,aided by the appeal from Louisiana, has come forward and 
has secenndink in put into that bill not only a protective 
tariff upon a foreigna-prod iced artic!e, av article nine-te :ths of 

which comes from abroad. but also in putting upon the domes- 
tic manufacture of refined sugar a tarii? not only for protection 
but one which is substantially prohibitive against the importa- 
tion of foreign sug vw of refined grade. This tax is ely © bur- 
den upon the people, and will put millions upon millions into the 
pockets of the trust. 

So the Democratic stand here to-day facing their own 
argument. Theargument made on this floor in favor of free raw 
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material has been overturned by the demand made in the Sen- 
at», which has already be »n conc -ded, th itcoal and iron ore shall 
be protected, notas much as they ought to be, [grant, butenough 
to answer and overthrow and seny and defeat all the arguments 


taat wero made in this House upoa the sub,ectof the Wilson bill, 

Mr. BYNUM. Will t.e gentieman permit me a moment? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BYNUM. Ido not know that I correctly understood the 
gentleman: but I understood him to say that the duty placed 
upon reiined sugar by the committee of the Senate is protective 
to the extent of excluding competition. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I dosay so, practically excluding foreign 
refined sugar. 

Mr. BYNUM. Doses not the gentleman know it to be a fact 
that the present duty on refined sugar is much greater than that 
proposed in the Senate? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes: and there is no duty on raw sugar. 

Mr. BYNUM. And therefore the trust has that much more 
protection, becaus> it ge s iis raw sugar free. 

Mr, GROSVENOR. But the present law is a protective law, 
and the Democratic claim is for a tariff? for revenue only. 

And thatisnota lof it,Mr.Chairman. We have it announced 
now that in orier to secure the full co”peration of the sugar 
trust—to overcome the dangers that beset that bill to day in the 
Senate—a piece of blank paper hs been furnished to the sugar 
trustand they have been notified to write their own tariff if they 
will only secure the passage of the bill in the Sen ite. 

Mr.BYNUM. The genvleman knows that isonly a newspaper 
statement —- 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Only a newspaper statement, that is all. 

Mr.BYNUM. And it has been denied by the members of the 
Finance Committee of the Senate. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have not seen that; and I make no 
charge of the kind as coming from myself. Butit is enough to 
say that upon every point in that bill on which the advocates of 
free raw materiil mide their battle in this House, the Senate 
has changed it and abandoned the position taken here. And 
that is notall. Collars and cuffs have b»en protected —— 

Mr. BYNUM. Ofcourse the gentieman understands thit under 
the present law the protection to the sugar trust is greater than 
that provided for in the Senate bill? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I donot careanything about the present 
law. The present law isa protective law. Iam talking about 
the bill that we sent over to them; and [I am pointing out that 
the Democ:ats of this House will have to abandon every arg u- 
ment that they made upon the floor of this House, and turn round 
as conspicuously as my friend from Virginia has demonstrated 
that some of us have upon the sub ect of counting a quorum. 

Mr. BYNUM. The gentleman says “ the bill we sent over.” 
Of course I have no quarrel with bim—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I am speaking of the House having sent 
itover. The gentleman now 5 only occupying time and listen- 
ing to the music of hisown voice, which he always finds socharm- 


g- 

Mr. BYNUM. If the gentleman prefers to hear his own, I 
give way of course. 

Mr. GROSVENOR.. Ido very much. I always like to hear 
the gentleman from Indiana when he has anything to say; but 
when he has not I do not like to be interrupted as a mere mat- 
ter of killing time. 

Now follow this bill all along the line of it, as now before the 
Senate, and there is no ‘‘ Wilson bill” left. And that is not the 
worst of it. Wedonot yet know whatis going to bo the out- 
come of this matter. e find that one distinguished Sen itor 
yesterday, following in the footsteps of one who spoke last week, 
comes forward and says that if this bill, even as it now appears 
upon the files of the S nate. shall be passed, “God save the Dem- 
ocratic party.” Why? Because the manufactured articles pro- 
duced in the State of New Jersey are not suiticiently protected 
by this bill. 

So when the gentleman from Tennesses states that the elec- 
tion of the gentleman from New York has not had any effect 
upon the Wiison bill, he is greatly mistaken. Not only did the 
e'ection in New York have an effect in that direction, but the 
elections in New Jersey, in Rhode Island, in Ohio, in Michi- 

an, in Missouri, in Lilinois, in Wisconsin, and in Montana have 

ad a most powerful effect. oe have served notice upon the 
Democrats of this louse that if they persist in passing the Wil- 
son bill, the mayer of the distinguished Senator from New Jer- 
sey will be oben ately in vain and of no effect. 

, Mr. Chairman the oe from New York might have 
resented all this line of argument—which he could have put 
n much better form than | have—to caution the gentleman 

from Tennessee that it is hardly wise for a Democrat to-day to 
exult; bevause there is such tae an as the dead and 
mangled body of the so-called ‘* n bill.” The history of 








1894, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 3839 


the Wilson bill might as well be written now. It is dead—dead purposes; which was read a first and secon | time, referred to tho 
pst all regeneration and resuscitution—absolutely as dead as | Cummittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
the man who died one hundred years ago. 5 with the accompanying repprt, ordered to be printed. 

You cana nos doit, Youcwn noi get on this floor a hundred 
votes in favor of it. You will have to take the Senate bill that 
the trusts of the country have organized; and you Democratson By unanimous consent, leaveof absence was granted as follows: 
that side of tae House will have to march up and accept the To Mr. M*Errrick, for thres days, from the 2Uth instant, on 

latform of principles thatthe great trusts of the country have | account of illness in his family. 
faid down for you. You will not put atax on beer, You will To Mr. BELTZHOOVER, indeiinitely, on account of sickness 








LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 





not lift the burden by thirty-seven to forty millions of dollars} ‘To Mr. SreveEns, for one week, on account of sic xness. 
by putting another dollar a barre! on beer. You will be com- To Mr. ARNOLD, for ten days, on account of urgent business, 
lied to puta cent a pound or upward on raw sugar, drawing And then, on motion of Mr. M7 °Cea&eEanry of Kentucky (at 4 


$4 ,000,00) directly out of the pock sts of the people of thiscoun- | o’clock and 38 minutes p. m.), the House adjourned. 
try. or you will have no bill at all. The men who passed the | 
| 


Wilson bill, the committee that framed it, wid bo lost sight o REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


and the time will come, as it has already come in the Sen t», 


when on your knees you will obey the demands of the men who Under clause 2 of Rule XII1, private bills and resolutions were 
have coerced the Democratic party on the very principles which | sevorally reported from committees, de.ivered to the Clerk, and 
you said you meant to fight so valiantly for in this House. | referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

“ Now, [ will not discuss the question under consideration. If By Mr. RICHARDS, from the Committce on Claims, the bill 


there is any comfort to be had by the Democratic party out of | (S. 75) for the relief of Thomas Guinean. (Report No. 717.) 
the resolutions brought into this House and adopted, from the By Mr. MARTIN of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid 
Committee on Foreign Alfairs, in relation to the Sindwich | Pensions, the bill (H. R. 5112) for the relief of Mary E. Cole. 
Islands matter, I am sure vou ought to have the consolation of | (Report No. 726.) 
it, for a Democratic committee of the Senate and a Democratic By Mr. RICHARDS, from the Committee on Claims, the bill 
Senate led by a Democratic leader of that body have treated the | (H. R. 5472) for the relief of Sophia Sparks and Julia C. Sparks, 
resolutions as though they had never been passed, and the whole | of Annapolis, Md. (Report No. j27.) 
country has laughed at them, scorned them, tre ited them with | By Mr. BALDWIN, from tie Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
utter contempt. And no man in the United States has been | submitted the views of the minority of the commirtee on the 
found outside of this Hall who hasdefended the action of the Dem- | bill H. K. 2908) restoring the pension of Martha EF. Miller. (Re- 
ocratic Administration in that particular matter. They have | port 601, part 2. 
been repudiated by t1e Democratic party in the Senate: they 
have been repudiated by the deliberate judgment of the Demo- 
cratic party of the whole country, and even the Democratic Ad- 
ministrat'on to-day does not attempt to stand upoy the false 
ground given out by the Committee on Foreign Affairs of this 
House. 
So there is no balm in Gilead for the Democratic party. 
[Laughter and applause on the Republican side. | 
It nas made th» mist.ke of attempting to bring factions edu- 
cated in wholly divergent political opinions, representing di- 
vergent Democratic sentiment in one section of the country and 
Democratic sentiment in another section of the country together, 
sentiments so utterly apart, so utterly discordant. that there has 
been no hopes of a possibility of reconcilation, and yet they have 
a tempted to bring these discordant elements in the House to- | 
gether and formulate a plan of action. ah 
{t can not be done. _It is demonstrated beyond the possibility | = piypric BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 
of question that it cannot bedone. It is a demonstration of the 
fact that the two wings of a party that separate on principle can Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
not be brought to retherand formulate and carry forward a great | lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 
principle of party action. And the Democratic party to-day By Mr. HEARD (by request): A bill (H.R. 6721) for the re- 
stands wexker before the country, more thoroughly condemned | moval of snow and ice from the sidewalks, cross walks, and gut- 
be ore the country, more utterly incapacitated before the country | ters in the cities of Washington and Georgetown, and for other 
than did the Democratic party of 1360, when it had one conven- | purposes—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
tion at Charleston and another at Bultimore, that divided it in 3y Mr. BLAIR: A bill (H. R. 6722) to fix the salary of the col- 
two, and attempted afterwards todivide the country intwo; and | lector of customs revenue at the port of Portsmouth, N. H.—to 
the Democratic party of 1894, leading up to the dismemberment | the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
of 1896, will demonstrate that it is only necessary to put this By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill ‘Hf. R 6724) to authorize the ex- 
party into power to show its utter incapacity to do anything ex- | tension of the Columbia Railway of the District of Columbia —to 
cept to dismember itself and todie. | Applause on the Republi- | the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
ean side. | | By Mr. HAYES: A bill | H. R. 6725) to modi’y anact approved 
Tae CHAIRMAN. Under the order of the House, thirty min- | January 31, 1883, being chapter 40 of the Laws of the second ses- 
utes were to be consumed in debate this afternoon, that time to | sion of the Forty-seventh Congress—to the Commitiee on the 
be occupied by the minority of the House. The gentleman from | District of Columbia. 
Ohio has occupied twenty minutes, leaving still ten minutes to By Mr. LEFEVER (by request): A bill ‘ H. R. 6726) to promote 
be occupied this afternoon by that side. | the complete exploration of the polar regions—to the Commit- 
Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the | tee on Naval Afiairs. 
ten minutes be transferred to the time allowed for debate to- | By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 6727) to 
morrow to this side of the House. authorize the Metropolitan Railroad Company to change its 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request ef the | motive power for the propulsion of the cars of said company 
gentleman from Illinois? . to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
There was no ob ection. | By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas: A bill (1H. R. 6747) au- 
Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I move that the committee | thorizing «nd directing the Seeretary of the Interior to examine 
now rise. certain claims of persons who owned or occupied buildings on 
The motion was agreed to. | the Hot Springs Mountain Reservation, which had been con- 
The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- | demned by the Hot Springs Commission and afterwards burned, 
sumed the chair, Mr. BaILEY reported that the Committee of | and to fix a reasonable vaiue for each of suid buildings from tho 
the Whole House on the state o’ the Union having had under | evidence now on file in the Interior Department—to the Com- 
consideration the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill, mittee on Claims. 
had come to no resolution thereon. By Mr. O NEIL of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 6749) to ratify 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. - ag soma ee and the Yuma Indians— 
Mr. CUMMINGS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, re-| By Mr. BALDWIN: A joint resolution (H. Res. 165) to amend 
ported a bill (H. R. 6748) making appropriations for the naval | a joint resoluiion approved January 19, 1894—to the Committee 
service for the fiscal year ending Yune 30, 1895, and for other | on the Public Lands. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause Zoi Rule XXII, committees weredischarged from 
the consideration of tie following bills; which were re.erred as 
follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions was discharged from the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 6629) for the relief of Christo- 
pher C. Miller, and the same was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

The Committee on Pensions was discharged from the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 644) for the re.iei of Gertrude Egles- 
ton, etc.,and the same was referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 
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——— 


By Mr. PENCE: A resolution requesting the Secretary of the 


Treasury to furnish information concerning national-bank cur- 
rency, and other information—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

By Mr. BARWIG: A resolution asking the assignment of a 
clerk to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury De- 
partment—to the Committee on Accounts, 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (A. R. 6728) for the relief of the 
estute of William Cochrane, deceased, late of Tuscaloosa County, 
Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BOATNER: A bill (H. R. 6729) for the relief of Mrs. 
Martha E. Templeton and Mrs. Emma T. Wood—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BUNDY: A bill (H. R. 6730) granting a pension to 
Michael O'Neill, late of the Seventieth Regiment Ohio Volun- 
teer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CABANISS: A bill (A. R. 6731) for the relief of Wil- 
liam T. Trammell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 6732) for the relief of the 
estate of Z. C. Offatt, deceased, late of Washington County, Miss.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COCKRAN: A bill (H. R. 6733) to place the name of 
aa Parker, and so forth—to the Committee on Military Af- 

airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6734) for the reiief of Mary Ferguson—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (A. R. 6735) for the relief of the owner of the tug 
William Alexander—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ENLOE: A bill (G. R. 6736) for the relief of John Zim- 
—— of Madison County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6737) for the relief of Peyton Atkins, Mc- 
Nairy County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

a HOUK: A bill (H. R. 6738) for the relief of the estate 
of George W. and Richard B. Cooper, late of Knox County, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LANE: A bill (H. R. 6739) to increase the pension of 
Capt. Edward Roessler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAYTON: A bill (H. R. 6740) for the relief of Austin 
Johnson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MCDANNOLD): A bill (H. R. 6741) toascertain and pay 
for loss of property sustained by Lieut. John C. Colwell—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. NEILL (by pomseeey: A bill (H. R. 6742) for the relief 
of the estate of William Pride, deceased, late of Monroe County, 
Ark.--to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE (by request): A bill (H. R. 6743) for 
the relief of Alexander D. Schenck—to the Committee on Mili- 
— Affairs. 

By Mr. REED: A bill (H. R. 6744) for the relief of William H. 
Motley—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 6745) for the re- 
lief of Cornila Till, of Lauderdale County, Ala.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. WEVER: A bill (H. R. 6746) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Nancy G. Griffin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 

papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

Mr. BURROWS: Petition of Barbers’ Union. of Detroit, 
Mich.,, in favor of Government telegraph lines—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post- 8. 

By Mr. DENSON: Papers to accompany House bill €457—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DONOVAN: Petition of pastor and trustees of St. 
John's Evangelical Lutheran Church of Van Wert, Ohio, against 
the proposed change in the preamble of the Constitution of the 
United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Protest signed by Rev.C. H. Jaebker 
and others, of Taylor Creek, Ohio, against the passage of bill 


amending the Constitution —to the Committee on the Judiciary. | 


By Mr. CARUTH: Affidavit to accompany House bill 6613, 
ranting an increase of pease to Isaac ssp wore re referred 
rom the Committee on Pensions and refe tothe Committee 

on Invalid Pensions —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
. By Mr. CORNISH: Papers to accompany House bill 6562—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Protest of Encampment No. 38, Union 

Veteran Legion, of the city of New York, against the passage 
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of the proposed amendment to House bill 5575, placing the con- 
tro! of National Homes of Disabled Volunteers in the War De- 
partment, instead of Board of Managers—to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Also, petition of president and faculty of Columbia College, of 
New York, protestingagainst the passage of House bill 6343, to 
abolish the bureau in the Treasury Department known as the 
Co ist and Geodetic Survey, ete.—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. : 

Also, petition of the Lenox Hill Club, of the city of New York, 
in favor oi the bill to increase the salary of certain letter-cuir- 
riers of the city of New York—to the Committee on the Post- 
Officeand Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Papers in the claim of James M. Priddy, of 
Lexington, Tenn.—to the Committees on War Claims. 

By Mr. FITHIAN: Petitions of citizens of Effingham and 
Jasper Counties, Ill., members of the Evangelical Lutheran 
Churches of St. Johns and St Paul. together with a memprial of 
the Evangelical Lutheran School, of Illinois, protesting against 
putting God in the preamble of the Constitution of the United 
States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GOLDZIER: Memorial of the Evangelical Lutheran 
School, ee against the proposed God-in-the-Constitution 
amendment—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: Petition of citizens and minersof the Co- 
chita mining district in New Mexico, praying for the passage 
by Congress of House bill 6169—to the Committee on Mines and 
Mining. 

By Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota: Protest againstany change 
in the preamble of. the Constitution of the United States from 
St. Paul Evangelical Lutheran Church, of Fuldo, Minn., signed 
by Rev. Theodor Schlueter, pastor, and George Eckenberger, 
Leonhard Guniderman, John Dobereiner, and George Fillman, 
elders —to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: Papers to accompany Houss bill 6697— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 6662—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. MERCER: Three petitions in favor of House bill 5246— 
to the Committes on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, two petitions in favor of the passage of the Manderson- 
Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


8. 

By Mr. O’NEILof Massachusetts: Papers to accompany House 
bill 6700—to the Committee on Naval A'tairs. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of Cortland Lodge, No. 351, Ancient 
Order of United Workmen, of Cortland, N. Y., forthe passage of 
the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Protest from Evangelical Lutheran Church 
of Ireton, Sioux County, Iowa, against the proposed amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PIGOTT: Papers to accompany Houss bill 6701—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 6702—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 6703—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany. House bill 6704—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHAW: Protest of 8 members of the faculty of the 
University of Wisconsin against the passage of House bill 6338, 
to abolish the United States Coast and Geodetic Survey —to the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department. 

By Mr.STONE of Kentucky: Papers to accompany House bill 
6705—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEVENSON: Petition of the Barbers’ Union, of De- 
troit, Mich., in favor of Government ownership and control of 
the telegraph systems—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: Resolution of the Board of Trade of 
Scranton, Pa., concerning amendment to the interstate commerce 
law and bankruptey bill—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HITT: Protest of the Evangelical Lutheran Church 
of St. Johns, Lena, Ste phenson County, [1]., numbering !09 mem- 
bers, against the proposed constitutional amendment tending to 
a civil religious establishment—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Protest from Emanuel Evangelical Luth- 
eran Church, of Utica; Mont., mepet by Rey. F. Piolenhauer, 
p:stor, and W. ®. Kastner and W. Dorn, elders and trustees, 
representing 250 communicants, against any change in the Con- 
stitution of the United States—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 









1894. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


3s4l 





By Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee: Petition of citizens of Haw- 
kins County, Tenn., asking the passage of the Manderson-Hainer 
bill in the interest of the fraternal society and college journals— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


| 
By Mr. WELLS: Protest of Rev. Herman C. Rowald and 382 
communicants of his church, against a change in the pream- | 


ble of the United States Constitution 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILSON of Washington: Resolution of Board of 
Trade of Olympia, opposing abolishing or transferring the United 
States Coast and Geodetic Survey to the Geological Survey and 
Navy Department—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. WRIGHT of Massachusetts: Petition of H. E. Hillman 
and 31 others, of Holyoke, Mass., in favor of the Manderson- 
Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


-to the Committee on the 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, April 19, 1894, 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MIuBurn, D. D. 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. | 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. . 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 1916) authorizing the 
Texarkana and Fort Smith Railway Company to bridge Little 
River, in the State of Arkansas; and it was thereupon signed by 
the Vice-President. 

PUBLIC LANDS IN OREGON AND WASHINGTON. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of the 3d instant, a report from the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office, submitting a list of all 

ublic lands located in odd sections in the States of Oregon and 
Washington; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 
COURT OF CLAIMS REPORT. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the 
findings of that court in the cause of John A. Fairfax vs. The 
United States; which, with the accompanying papers, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I submit a conference report on the ur- 
= deficiency appropriation bill. I will simply state that the 

ouse conferees receded from the disagreement of the House to 
all the amendments of the Senate, except the amendment striking 
out the provision for a census abstract. That is left in. The 
clause which was stricken out of the bill as it passed the House 
providing for an abstract of the census is restored, and with that 
exception all the Senate amendments are agreed to. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the 4 eeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6556) “to provide for fur- 
ther urgent deficiencies in the a a for the service of theGovern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, and for other purposes,” hav- 
ing met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 2: 

That the House recede from its d ment to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 3, 4, 5, 6,7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13,15, and 16, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered I, and agree tothe same with an amendment, as follows: 

In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“MINTS AND ASSAY OFFICES. 

“For wages of workmen and adjusters, to be used in the discretion of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, 852,500.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 14, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: 

. In eu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“For compensation and mileage of membersof the House of Representa- 
— or 10. — from Territories on account of fiscal years as follows: 

“ For 1894, $15,900."" 

To pay the clerk to the Speaker's table, for services rendered as clerk to 
the Committee on Rules during the first and second sessions of the Fifty- 
third Congress, $500; and the Senate agree to the same. 

F. M. COCKRELE, 
EUGENE HALE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
JOSEPH D.SAYERS, 
J.G. CANNON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was concurred in. 


* LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. GEORGE. [ask a leave of absence, for ten days, for m 
colleague, Mr. MCLAURIN. ' $e . 


XXVI——241 








The VICE-PRESIDENT. [s there objection? 
hears none, and the leave of absence is granted. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. ALLISON presented a memorial of the Evangelical Lu- 
theran Church, of Northwood, Iowa, remonstrating against the 
adoption of an amendment to the preamble of the Constitution 
of the United States recognizing the Deity; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Johnson Division, No. 67, Order 
of Railway Conductors, of Waterloo, lowa, praying for the adop- 
tion of certain amendments relating to ticket scalping, etc., to 
the interstate-commerce law; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of J. H. Merrill and sundry 
other citizens of Iowa, and the petition of E. P. Fogg and sun- 


The Chair 


| dry other citizens of Epworth, lowa, praying for the enactment 


of legislation to suppress the lottery traffic; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of W. A. Granger and sundry 
other citizens of Nashua; of W. H. Bradley and sundry other 
citizens of Larchwood; of R. T. Gilbert and sundry other citi- 
zens of Viola Center; of F. H. Robbe and sundry other citizens 
of Charles City, and of Viola Lodge, No. 220, Legion of Honor, 
of Viola Center, all in the State of Lowa, praying that fraternal 
society and college journals bs admitted to the mails as second- 
matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Oflices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of sundry citizens of Massa- 
chusetts, praying for the enactment of legislation to suppress 
the lottery traffic: which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WASHBURN presented sundry memorials of citizens of 
St. Cloud and Alexandria, in the State of Minnesota, remon- 
strating against an increase of the internal-revenue tax on ci- 
gars; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CAFFERY presented a petition of sundry citizens of New 
Orleans, La., praying that an appropriation be made for the im- 
provement of the harbor of that city; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Mrs. Luella A. Oteri, of New 
Orleans, La., owner of the steamer Joseph Oteri, jr., praying for 
the remission of a penalty imposed upon that vessel for a tech- 
nical violation of the customs laws; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizensof New Orleans, 
La., praying for the establishment of a bureau of public health 
within the Treasury Department of the United States; which 
were referred to the Committee on Epidemic Diseases. 

He also presented the petition of I'rancois L. Bouillotte and 
others, children and heirs at law of Joseph Bouillotte, late of 
Rapides Parish, La., praying that theirclaims against the United 
States for s'ores and supplies taken for the United States Army, 
at Alexandria, La., during the civil war, be referred to the Court 
of Claims for adjudication; which was#referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. PEFFER. I present a memorial of the executive board 
of Baker University, located at Baldwin, Kans. I can state its 
contents perhaps more brietly by reading the resolution which 
embraces the memorial: 

That we, as the executive board of Baker University, protest against the 
passage of the bill now pending before Congress requiring colleges having 
military departments to furnish ‘' quarters ”’ for the officer in charge. 

The memorialists therefore ‘‘ urge the Congressmen and Sen- 
ators from Kansas to use their utmost influence to prevent the 
bill from becoming a law.” I ask that the memorial be referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and I wish simply to state 
that [ not only agree with the suggestion in the memorial, but 
that I should be very much pleased to see the Government take 
off its military hand from all colleges and schools throughout 
the country as well as Baker University. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorial will be referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a memorial of the Powelton Build- 
ing Association, of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against the 
passage of the clause in the Wilson tariff bill relating to building 
and loan associations; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of Encampment No. 60, Union 
Veteran Legion, of Johnstown, Pa., remonstrating against the 

massage of House bill No. 5575, which proposes to take from the 

ard of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer 
Soldiers all or nearly all control, and place the same under the 
government of the War Department; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Scran- 
ton, Pa., praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the 
interstate-commerce law. and remonstrating against the pas- 
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sage of the so-called Bailey bankruptcy bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petitions of Springer Morris and J. N. 
Conn, of Point Marion, Pa., praying for the passage of House 
bill No. 524s, providing for the inspection of immigrants by 
United States consuls; which were referred to the Committee 
on Lmmigration, 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (5. 1433) granting to the Hot Springs 
Water Company a site for a reservoir for cold water upon the 
permanent reservation at Hot Springs, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H.R. 4328) for the relief of William B. 
Chapman, George W. Street, John W. Hoes, EmmetC. Tuthill, 
and Joseph H. Curtis, reported it without amendment and sub- 
mitted a report thereon, 

He also, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 552) for the relief of Calvin Gunn, reported it without 
amendment and submitted a report thereon, 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CAF ERY introduced a bill (S. 1924) to give the Court of 
Claims jurisdiction in the matter of the claim of the owners of 
the steamboat Bee; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also intreduced a bill (S. 1925) for the relief of D. R. Carroll 
and others: which was read twice by its title,and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BATE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1926) for the relief 
of John Tyler, jr.; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sicns. 

Mr, PALMER introduced a bill (S. 1927) for the relief of Mi- 
chael A. Dace; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 


THE KIDWELL FLATS. 


Mr. SHERMAN submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, Vhat the Attorney-General is directed to furnish the Senate in- 
formation as to the present status of the suit in regard to the Kidwell flats, 
in the District of Columbia, and why the suit is not pressed to a conclusion. 


CLERKS IN TREASURY AND INTERIOR DEPARTMENTS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GAL- 
LINGER], coming over from a previous day. 

The Secrerary. A resolution to direct the Secretary of the 
Treasury and the Secretary of the Interior to transmit to the 
Senate in separate lists the names of all clerks and employés 
appointed, promoted, reduced, and dismissed since the 4th of 

arch, 1893, ete. ; 

Mr.GALLINGER. -I desire to modify the resolution by strik- 
ing out after the word ‘‘reduced ” inline 4, the word *‘ and,” and 
by inserting after the word *‘ dismissed,” in the same line,‘‘ and 
who have resigned by request.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read as 
modified. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. GAL- 
LINGER on the 13th instant, as modified, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury and the Secretary of the In- 
terior be directed to transmit to the Senate in separate lists the names of 
all clerks aud employés appointed, promoted, reduced, dismissed, and who 
have resigned by request since the 4th day of March, 1893, and the State to 
which each such clerk or employé,is accredited; also that such of them as 
served in the Army or Navy of the United States at any time during the war 
of the rebellion shall be designated by somedistinguishing mark in each list. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution as moditied. 
The resolution as modified was agreed to. 


HEARINGS ON PROPOSED LEGISLATION. — 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution of the Senator from Kansas | Mr. PEF FER], coming 
over from a previous day. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. PEFFER 
on the Lith instant, as follows: 


Whereasthere exists in many places and oa the part of large numbers of 
citizens, individually and in organized bodies, a disposition to visit the city 
of Washington for the purpose y personally presenting to Sonerese their 
views with respect to pending arid prospective measures of legisiation; and 

Whereas many of such persons and bodies are reported to be now on their 

hither, with others likely to follow, for the — aforesaid: 
refore, to the end tha: these our petitioners have full and respect- 

ful hearing and that proceedings atte: their communication with the 
Senate shall be orderly and not subjected to interruption by the transac- 


tion of other publte 
Beit select committee of nine of the be 
ted by Vice-President, to be known as the on u- 
whose duty it shall be to receive all written or printed communica- 
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tions from citizens or bodies of citizens visiting the Capitol or intending to 
make such visit, for the purposes mentioned in the preamble hereto, and to 
receive all petitions, msmorials, ani remonstrances of such persons and 
bodies and hear them orally in relation to the matters and things about 
Which they desire to communicate with the Senste. The committee shall 
report fully to the Senate from time to timé as other committees report. 

‘The Sergeant-at-Arms will set aside a convenient room in the Capitol or 
other building belonging to the Government for the use of said committee 
and furnish thesame with the necessary articles for the convenient dispatch 
of business— 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, there was a motion made yes- 
terday to refer the resolution to the Committee on Rules; and 
before action is taken upon it I wish to state to the Senate very 
brietly the objectof the resolution, so that we may act not hastily, 
but advisedly. 

There is, and has been, for perhaps two or three years, a grow- 
ing disposition on the part of a great many people in the coun- 
try, not confined to any particularsection, but scattered all over 
the country, to present their views to Congress in person, chang- 
ing the usual form of petition from written to oral language. 
That disposition is growing more general everyday. The news- 
papers now inform us that in Boston, from other cities in Mas- 
sachusetts; from New York City, and other places in the State 
of New York; from Philadelphia, Baltimore, Cincinnati, Chi- 
cago, Minneapolis, San Francisco, Los Angeles, St. Louis, and 
a number of other places, men are congregating in small bodies 
for the purpose of coming to Washington with the ultimate ob- 
ject of presenting their views in connection with their condi- 
tion to Congress personally. 

The object of this resulution is that the way may be made 
easier for proceedings of this kind to be conducted, so that what- 
ever action this branch of Congress may think proper to take 
in relation to the visitors the way will have been prepared for 
future action. Iam of opinion that if it goes out to the country 
that the Senate, which is reg irded by many of the classes of peo- 
ple to whom I refer as the American House of Lords, and as an 
exclusive body, out of touch with the people 
Mr.COCKRELL. Mr. President, it is impossible to hear a 
word on this side. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate will be in order. 

Mr. PEFFER. If it goes out among the people through the 
newspaper press that the Senate of the United States is not that 
exclusive body it is charged with being, that it is not so far out 
of touch with the people as a great many persons believe it to 
be, that fact itself being shown by the appointment of a commit- 
tee of the kind proposed in this resolution, will go far toward 
modifying and mollifying public sentiment in relation to exist- 
ing conditions. 

i therefore hope that if the Senate is disposed, after thinking 
over the matter seriously, to turn the resolution over to a com- 
mittee, be it so, but with the understanding thatit is being done 
respectfully to the people interested, and that the object is to 
make some kind of arrangement by which our visitors who want 
to speak pefsonally and orally to this body may have a way of 
aceess through a committee specially appointed. 

Mr. President, I think weare on the verge of trouble, and unless 
we are wise and manage our own eourse prudently we may have 
occasion in the near tuture to regretit. Last evening * the 
Star of this city I observed some language which I regretted 
very much to see in a newspaper, as if the police authorities of 
the city were preparing to arrest men as vagrants who come 
upon a peaceable mission to the capital of their country for the 
purpose of conferring in person with the chosen representatives 
of the people. -This is an ugly feeling, Mr. President, and it 
ought not to exist here or elsewhere, We are always prepared 
with our police foree, and with our military force, and with our 
civil force-—— 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. PEFFER. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. He says these persons are coming on a peaceful 
mission. From what circumstance comes the almost universal 
popular description of this movement as an army?” 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Massachusetts can not be 
heard on this side. If he would address the Chair and talk a 
little louder, possibly we might know what he is saying. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate will be in order. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand the Senator from Tennessee to be 
entirely out of order in speaking to the Senate from his chair, 
and also to be entirely out of order in fancying that he presides 
over the Senate when the Vice-President is present. |Laughter.] 
Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Tennessee admits he was 
outof order. Noman can watch the Senator from Massachusetts 
as vigilantly as I doand by any possibility keepinorder. [Laugh- 


r. 

Mt r. HOAR. Ifthe Senator devoted himself to his own proper 
function instead of watching any other Senator’s faults, as he 
seems to do, he might be in order. [Laughter.] 
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Mr. President, I desire to ask the Senator from Kansas from 
what circumstance comes the universal description of this mov- 
ing body as an army? 5 

Mr. PEPPER. The Senator from Massachuetts is older than 
T am in this world and I have nodoubt quite as much devoted to 
theology and religious matters. He has doubtless ten thousand 
times heard the expression the Christian army. the army of sal- 


vatien, the army of the Lord, the army of peace, and in some of | 





the Sunday schools- 

Mr. HOAR. When those armies make their fight with Satan 
they do not make it by personal conference with him. 

Mr. PEFFER. Our Sunday schools are beginning to teach 
their pupils to be soldiers. They are employing military men 
to teach the Sunday-school scholars military discipline. In the 
city of Boston, with which the Senator has some acquaintance, 
he will find a school of that kind in operation_now. 

One of the most harmless, one of the most peaceful bodies in 
the world is a body known as the Salvation Army, that move up 
and down the streets with flags and banners flying, to the beat- 
ing of drums and cymbals and the singing cf songs; and yet 
their errand is one of peace. 

The Senator will remember from reading the newspaper de- 
scriptions of this army of which he speaks that it is known as 
the army of peace, They have religious inscriptions upon their 
banners, and they carry portraits of the Prince of Peace, the 
Carpenter’s Son, the Lowly Nazarene, the man who of all men 
best taught ‘‘ Peace on earth and good will toward men.” 

Mr President, these men who are coming to Washington are 
coming ona peaceful errand. They want to say to the Congress 
of the United States that they are out of employment, and they 
want something to do to earn an honest living; and they want 
to say it to us so that they will know we hear it with our ears, 
that we see them with our eyes, and that we take cognizance of 
what they say with our understanding. There could be noth- 
ing more peaceful, while it may be true that the ob’eet seems 
visionary and while every member of this body has discouraged 
it, and none perhaps more than I have done, yet we can not 
avoid this thing. 

Mr. President, it is like the coming of a child into the world. 
Everything isready, and the child mustbe born. Nature has pro- 
vided all of these thingsin herown way. Here isa movement of 
the people that is coming naturally, logically. It reminds one 
of the moving bodiesof men in I'rance prior to the French Revo- 
lution. It reminds us of insurrections among the workingmen 
in ancient times when they gathered about their leaders with- 


out any apparent object in view, and yet the world at that time | 


was moved by what they were doing. 

We may talk about these movements as visionary, as childish, 
and all that; nevertheless they are actually taking place, and I 
do not believe that it is beneath the dignity of this great body 
of American Senators to be ready when those people come to 
Washington and say to them, “ Here is a committee of our 
body that we have already prepared to confer with you, to hear 
what you have to say, and report your message to us.” There 
is something about this movement, Mr. President, that is piti- 
ful; something that is earnest; something that deserves our at- 
tention; something that we can not if we would, and I do not be- 
lieve that we would if we could, undertake to. laugh down. It 
is upon us and we must take care of it. Let us treat it as 
statesmen—wisely: and as Christians—kindly. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I certainly hope the resolution 
of the Senator from Kansas will be adopted by the Senate, not 
because [ think it advisable for Mr. Coxey’s army or any other 
army to come te Washington for the purpose of presenting a pe- 
tition to Congress in person, not because I think it is advisable 
for them to do this, but because [ believe that as American citi- 
zens they have a right todo soif they see fit, and it would be 
unwise on the part of the Senate to deny them this right. Any 
American citizen has a right tocome to Washington, I suppose — 


at least I have never heard it denied until within the last twoor | 


three days—any American citizen, it makes no difference where 
he may live, or what his occupation may be, or what his station 


in life may be, has a right to come here,and he hasa right to | 


walk under the Dome cf this Capito! if he sees fit and be as so- 
cure as any other citizen in the land. Soif Mr. Coxey and his 
followers see fit to come here for a peaceful purpose, as they are 
coming—whether that pee be visionary or not is not for us 
to judge—they havea right to do so and look in upon the: high- 


est legislative body of the country of which th y are citizens; | 


and they have a right to occupy these galleries, which are some- 
times ocexpied by persons who are almost chronic in occupying 
them to the exclusion of citizens of other sections of the land. 
They have a right to come and be heard by a committee of this 
body; they have a right to present their grievances in person; 
and no man has the moral or the legal right to deny them that 
privilege whether he be Senator or citizen. 
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Disclaiming, then, any purpose whatever of approving or ad- 
vising Mr. Coxey’s movement, [ must say that, so far as | am 
concerned, I believe that he has a right to come her» with his 
followers, and that he and they have a right to be trexted with 
as much courtesy and kiadness in doing so as the President of 
the United States, and any different reception of Mr. Coxey or 
his followers, or of any other American citiven, would be alto- 
gother un-American, and would not be sustained by the commoa 
judgment of the American people. 

Let us look for a moment at the way public business is trans- 


|! acted here. I have been reading for two or three diys in the 


newspapers of this city that some general, called Oriway—tI do 
not know who he is, whether he is a regular army o'ficer or a 
militia oflicer—is mobilizing the military force of the city for 
the purpose of receiving Coxey at the confines of the Dist 
with the bayonets of so.diers and the clubs of policemen. 

These men are coming here for arightful parposs as Ameri 
can citizens, whose persons, whose homes and whose righis are 
as sacred under the flag and the Constitution of this country as 
are those of any other, man, woman, orchild,and yot we witness 
the singular spectacle of the city being thr>»wn into excitement 
about the movements of a harmless army of this character, en- 





tirely withoutarms. The Army is to be mobilized to receive 
them upon the point of the bayonet, if need be, and hired sol- 
diers are to meet them at the confines of the District and check 
their entry or to shoot them into submission if they refuse, 
when they have violated no law. 

is that American? Is it right to deny to such men tho privi- 
lege not only of entering the District of Columbia and the city 
of Washington, but to enter these galleries, if they see fit to 
enter them? 

Go down to the depot of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad 
or the Pennsylvania Kailroad at almost any time of the day and 
you will see great bodies of lobbyistscoming tothecity. I have 
seen them myself, fifteen. twenty, and twenty-five at a time, and 
, sometimes more. They do not stop to take their baggage to the 
hotels, but they walk right into the corridors of this Capitol and 
seek these galleries, seek the lobbies of the Capitol, seek Sena 
tors and the committees rooms to lay their various schemes be- 
fore members of Congress. Sir, many of them are met almost 
witb hats off; they are met almost with outstretched arms and 
words of welcome, and yet they are doing the country more dam- 
age and more injury than all the Coxey armies. than all the 
forces that can be mobilized in this country by men like Mr. 
Coxey; and yet here isa threat upon the part of th’s Go,ern- 
ment—for [ assume that this militia officer would not take the 
| step he threatens to take without orders from some authority, 
from some one higher than himself—here is the threat w» see in 
the newspapers, that honest workingmen who are out of employ- 
| ment, every one of whom porhaps is as good as any Senator in 
this Chamber, every one of whom owes allegiance to thiscoun- 
| try and to its flag, are to be met with a military force because 
they come here to place their grievances before Congress in per- 
| son: because they come here in a body, as lobbyists come here 
from day to day and week to week and month to month, they are 
to be met by a military force to deprive them of an undoubted 
| and sacred right. A suprising spectacle in a country like this! 

The conditions of the country are ripe to produce movements 
of this kind. These people haveappealed toCongress from time 
to time by petitions and memorials without any attempt being 
made to redress their wrongs. Theysend their petitions to Con- 
gress, and they are received here simply because the Constitu- 
tion makes it obligatory upon us to receive them: they are never 
read or published here so that the world cin know what they 
contain; they are hurriedly read by title or a mere brief state- 
ment is made of their reception, and they are speeded o/f into 
the dark closets and cavernsaround this Capitol, never to be res- 
urrected or seenagain. No attention whatever is paid tothem. 

Che right of petition as it exists in this country, and as it is 
practiced in this body, is a farce, and the great common Ameri- 
cin people know it fullwell. So, seeing that they can not be 
heard otherwise, they come here to lay their grievances before 
Congress in a peaceful manner. Will wedeny them that sacred 
right of American citizens? Will we deny them the privilege— 
no, not the privilege—but the right under the Constitution they 
have todo so? Wiil we noton!ly deny them that right, but meet 
them at the confines of the city as felons are to be metand driven 
back? Are American citizens coming here fora lawful purpose 
to be met at the confines of the capital of their nation by a hired 
| soldiery, by a police force, and kept out of the city and beaten 
into submission if they persist in coming? 

What provokes any suspicion against this class of our people? 
Is it the clothes they wear? Is it because they are not clothed 
in purple and fine linen and arrayed like Solomon in all his glory? 
Is it in consequence of any threats they have made against Con- 
gress or any branch of the Government? Is it in consequence 
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of their being armed and threatening the peace of the city or 
the integrity of the nation? Sir, it can not be any of these, for 
they are peaceable, law abiding, honest, humble American citi- 
zens, and they come upon a mission of peace, and not of war. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator allow me one second? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certuialy. 

Mr. HARRIS. Representing in some measure, as I do, the 
people of the District of Columbia, I beg to know of the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska what evidence he has that the officer in com- 
mand of the District militia has ever made a threat or an inti- 
mation such as the Senator has indicated? I undertake to say 
he will find no authority for any such statement coming from 
any such officer. 

Mr. ALLEN, Mr. President, I will say in answer to the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee that I said the newspapers of this city were 
full of it. Task the Senator from Tennessee if that is not cor- 
rect? 

Mr. HARRIS. Iunderstood the Senator to deal with what he 
was pleased to characterize as a threat of the officer command- 
ing the militia of the District of Columbia. I deny that any 
such threat has been made. The Senator need not ask me what 
has appeared or what may appear in a newspaper in its disposi- 
tion to speculate uponevery possbile condition —in its disposition 
to hunt things ssnaatbenel: I know not what the newspapers 
have said or what they will say upon this or any other subject, 
but the Senator is not justified in charging that a public official 
has uttered threats such as he has described upon mere news- 
“I declarations as to what possibly or probably may happen. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I am not responsible for what 
the Senator from Tennessee understands, nor did I make the 
statement which he now makes. [I said that in the news aoe 
of this city it was claimed and it is not denied—and that is ow 
I knew that there was an officer of this name—that Gen. Ordway 
ismobilizing the military force of this District for the purpose I 
have named. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator mean to say that it is stated 
that that officer has threatened to do the things which the Sen- 
ator describes? 

Mr. ALLEN. It has been stated in the newspapers that this 
officer has mobilized or is mobilizing a force for the purpose of 
meeting these men with the bayonets of soldiers. hat does 
that mean? Does not that-mean war upon them and upon their 
rights? It is nonsense for us to say that nothing of that kind 
is contemplated when there is a unanimous concensus of opinion 
upon the subject, and it is not denied by the very officer himself, 
who must see the statements made in the newspapers from da 
today. [knownothing of his purpose except asI get it throug 
the newsparers of this city; and I say if he intends to meet these 
men with a military forces, he violates evory principle of this 
Government, and violates its statutes as well. 

I heard itstated in this Chamber within a few days that the 
time has come when these Capitol grounds must be made sacred 
and nobody must be permitted to occupy them: that parades 
must not occupy the Capitol grounds. Whatis there, Mr. Pres- 
ident, about the Capitol grounds which makes them so sacred 
that no American citizen dare walk acros¢ them without per- 
mission? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I[shouid like to ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. ALLEN. I yield with pleasure. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Is not the Senator aware of the fact that 
no processions of any character or description can parade the 
streets of the city of Washington, or of any other municipality 

of which I know, without permission from the city authorities, 
designating the route over which they are to pass and the ob- 
ject and urpose of the procession? 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, if that be true, it isashame and 
a disgrace to this nation that it should be so. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is so everywhere in every city of the 
United States. 

Mr. ALLEN. 
United States. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Itis true in every well-regulated city. 

Mr. ALLEN. It is an absolutes shame and disgrace to this na- 
tion that peaceable citizens dare not get together and march in 
the streets unless they get permission from some person. in 
charge of the municipality; and when the Senator from Mis- 
souri says it is so in every city of the United States, I say I know 
that it isnot so in every city: that there are large cities in the 
United States where it is not required to get permission to have 
a parade of any kind. If that be the law of the city of Wash- 
ington, and honest and loyal citizens dare not get together upon 
the streets and march with drums and fifes if they desire to do 
so, then it is high time for this Government to re such a 
law. There is no right in anyone to enforce a law of that kind 
unless there be an occasion for its enforcement by a violation of 
the peace or threatened injury to the people and to property. 


It is not so everywhere in every city of the 
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Mr. President, it is almost of weekly occurrence—i have seen 
it myself, and seen it repeatedly—for military companies and pa- 
rades of different kinds to march across the Capitol grounds, and 
yet [ am told that it is in violation of the law for them to do so, 
and that even the District Commissioners have no power to per- 
mit processions to invade the Capitol grounds. I saw last week, 
as I have seen almost every week since I have been in this city, 
military companies and societies of different kinds with banners, 
with fifes and drums, and with brass bands marching across the 
Capitol grounds without the slightest molestation or injury. 
There is not a man in this Capitol building to-day who has not 
seen the same thing; and yet we are told when Coxey, this mys- 
terious and harmless Mr. Coxey, who is coming down the Ches- 
apeake and OhioCanal with two or three hundred harmless men, 
reaches Washington, because he is not domiciled in Washing- 
ton and of known high character, because he isnot hono ed with 
a position in this end of the Cupitol, or the other perhaps;_ be- 
cause his fellow-citizens have never called upon him to represent 
them in any respect in Washington, that he and his followers 
ure to be met by police officers and a military force and kept off 
the Capitol grounds. Why? Does he menace this Chamber or 
the Capitol? Notatall. He is harmless; his mission is harm- 
less; the mission of those who follow him is harmless, and it is 
lawful, and in one sense laudable and respectable. 

The Capitol grounds—the great campus upon which this build- 
ing is situated—are very sacred, indeed, now, but when railroad 
lobbyists, tax lobbyists, bank lobbyists, and all the other lobby- 
ists who infest this city and these Capitol grounds, come here 
everything is thrown open to them froin cellar to dome; there 
is no restriction upon them; but when Mr. Coxey comes march- 
ing along with his army of the commonweal to petition Congress 
for the redress and relief of the masses of his race, le is to be 
met and not permitted toenter the Capitol grounds, to say noth- 
ing of this sacred Senate Chamber. 

Another thing, Mr. President, 1 desire to mention while on 
my feet. It may be unpleasant for me, surrounded as I am at 
his time with the galleries full of people, to speak publicly 
about it, buta sense of duty requires me to do so. American 
citizens come from a great distance to this capital, many of 
them for the first and last time in their lives, to visit the White 
House, the Senate, the Houseof Representatives, and the other 
places where the public business of their country is trensacted. 
I have seen these galleries so full of chronic attendants who 
seem to think they havea proprietary interest in them that it was 
impossible for this class of tourists and American citizens to get 
aseatinone ofthem. The galleries are inhabited from day to 
day, from week to week, and from month to month by the same 
class of persons, so that American citizens from Maine to Cali- 
fornia and from Texas to Massachusetts are crowded out of them 
when they come here but once in a lifetime to look upon the 
Senate of the United States, and nothing is done, no effort is 
made to chafige this coudition of affairs; but when this harmless 
man Mr. Coxey and hisjharmless afid unarmed followers are 
coming here tolay their grievances before us we refuse to give 
them even a few moments’ time of a few of the Senators in this 
Chamber, and are to forbid them entrance even on the Capitol 
grounds. 

Mr. President, have we not time to give ear to them? Look 
in upon this Chamber if you will two hours from this time when 
the tariff discussion is going on and probably there will not be 
six members of the body present to hear the speech which is 
being delivered; for hours it will go on in that way until 5 
o’clock, and probably there are fifty or sixty Senators whocould 
give these men from two to three hours to present their cause 
without any detriment whatever to their private affairs or to 
the public business of the nation. I hope the resolution will be 
adopted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] to refer the pending 
resolution to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is 1 o'clock, and I desire to be heard be- 
fore the vote is taken. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 1 o'clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

Mr. BUYLER. Will the Senator from Tennessee permit me 
to offer a resolution, at the request of the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. MORGAN]? The resolution is simply to be read and re- 
ferred. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr.COCKRELL. Mr. President. thereisobjection. [under- 
stood the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] to say that he 
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would not consent to the reception of any morning business dur- 
ing the time to be devoted to the consideration of the tariff bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to the request 
of the Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. BUTLER. I hope my friend from Missouri will not get 
into a frenzy about the little proposition I made. I did it very 
innocently, [can assure him. I donot want to violate any rule. 
It is simply a resolution which I was requested by the Senator 
from Alabama to submit for reference. 

Mr. HARRIS. I bear testimony to the perfect innocence of 
the Senator from South Carolina; and take occasion once again 
to give notice that from thetime the tariff billis laid before the 
Senate until 5 o'clock I shall obJect to every interference with 
its consideration, I care not how small. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam very much obliged to the Senator from 


Tennessee for the emphasis with which he has made that asser- | 


tion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY], 
who is entitled to the floor upon the pending bill, is detained 
from the Chamber this morning by illness. The Senator from 
California [Mr. PERKINS] is ready to goon, and I ask that he may 
be permitted to do so, the Senator from Pennsylvania retaining 
his right to the floor whenever he shall return. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. The Senator from California will proceed. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, one of the most difficult prob- 
lems of national legislation is to enact laws that shall be in har- 
mony with the intelligent thought of the people fromall portions 
of this vast Republic; from the northern line to the Gulf of 
Mexico; from the extreme west to the eastern boundary. A di- 
versity of interests must ever characterize a country so vast in 
extent as ours, and this fact should imbue us with charity for 
the opinions of those who differ with us. 
agreater or less extent, influenced by our environments and local 
interests. But aside from all these differences growing out of 
divergent localities, there is one point upon which all intelli- 
gent and patriotic Americans at least should be able to agree, 
and that is upon the necessity for an American policy upon all 
questions of citizenship, of taxation, and, as far as possible, of 
finance. 

We should have no other political creed but love for our com- 
mon country and her institutions. The stability of nations, of 
empires, of dynasties, is grounded in the selfishness of their ad- 
herents and supporters. So true is this, and so generally ac- 
knowledged, that it has become almost axiomatic that nations 
are strong in proportion as they are selfish. Under the present 
order of things the question that conserves the highest degree 
of welfare for us should be paramount in our affections, even 
though other nations would gladly have it otherwise. 
tion of our homes, of our industries, and the elevation and dig- 
nity of labor should be the principal cardinal doctrine of every 
patriotic American citizen. The question of expense and reve- 
nue is a very simple one that comes home to each member of 
every community, and the same rule that applies to us as indi- 
viduals must govern us collectively, whether organized into a 
municipality, a State, or a nation. 

Is itnot then a plain business proposition, divested of all spe- 
cious pleading, that we have before us for consideration? It re- 
quires in round numbers, say. $500,000,000 per annum to properly 
carry on this Government. That is, we mustprovide that much 
money for the expenses of the legislative, judicial, and execu- 
tive departments of the Government. Thesupport of the Army 
and Navy, diplomatic service, coast fortifications, river and har- 
bor improvements, public buildings, light-house and life-saving 
service, pensions and hospitals, interest on public debt, scien- 
tific research, and other purposes, all intended for the benefit, 
advancement, and honor of this great Republic. This large sum 
of money must be obtained either by direct or indirect taxation. 
It must all come from our own people, and from those that do 
business with us from other countries, selling us the products 
that come from their soil or that which is manufactured by the 
skill or labor of foreign workmen. 

Our people pay their taxes for the support of municipal, county, 
State, and National Government; and, in addition thereto, the 
must pay a special license for conducting the business in whic 
they areengaged. Why, then, should we permit foreign nations 
to bring here, without paying for the privilege, their products 
and wares to compete with our industries, giving them equal if 
not better advantages than ourown people. We have alandex- 
tending through many degrees of latitude and longitude that is ca- 
pable of producing everything known tothe vegetable kingdom, 
while our mines of mineral wealth are diversified and practi- 
callyinexhaustible. We honor labor as the source of ali wealth, 
and it is the labor of American manhood that has developed the 
resources of the country and is to-day its power and safety. 

It has been the policy and plan, for the past thirty years, of 
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wise American statesmanship to raise about one-half of the ex- 
pense of the Government by placing an import duty upon th 
products of other lands that comeinto this country for con 
tion or use of our people, and to so adjust these duties that they 
will best protect and foster American industries, and ther 
dignify and protect American labor against the cheap, s:rvi 
and contract labor of foreign lands. That this is the « 
principle is evidenced from the fact that during this time 
industrial interests have been stimulated and our people: 
perous, contented, and happy. 

The bill before us for consideration, design 
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vhich 
is simply a license the producer pays for the privilege of enter- 
ing into our home market with his merchandise on equal terms 
with one to the manor born, and imposes this additional burden 
upon our own people in the form of increased excise duty and 
an income tax upon the gain or profit made by their diligence, 
industry, and enterprise. When we consider this contemplated 
change, and remember the deep interest taken by England and 
other European powers in our late Presidential election, with 
what force does the prophetic words of Thomas Jefferson come 
home to us when he said: 

The electionof a President of America some years hence will be much 
interesting to certain nations of Europs than ever the election of 
Poland was. 


ore 
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When in periods of great financial crisis, due to or affected by 
the action of government, it becomes the duty ofall officers of the 
government to inquire into any and all causes for the disturb- 
ance of the business affairs, to promote the prosperity of our 
people, to add to their comfort and strengthen their power, and 
to do all the-e things unbiased by personal or local interests 
and untrammeled by party affiliations. 

After these investigations it becomes our duty to set forth the 
causes leading to our conclusions and state the remedies, if 
found. Actuated by an earnest desire for the general welfare 
of our entire country, and regarding the question of national 
finance as a purely business question, I hope to discuss it as a 
business man from a broad business basis. 

The fact is conceded that a general depression in business pre- 
vails over our entire country, enterprise stagnant, labor unem- 
ployed, the revenuesof Governmentlagging behind the expend- 
ltures, the debt increasing and national bankruptcy impending. 
This ina time of peace with the world, ina time of general 
health and a period of unusual agricultural and mineral product- 
iveness, presents a condition that may weil be denominated a 
crisis. This condition in the United States is attributed to 
changes and threatened changes of our revenue laws and the 
violent partisan agitation thereof. 

There are many theories of methods for the acquisition of 
means for the support of government: asasingle tax upon land; 
the issuing of mortgage bonds on land; a direct tax, consequent 
upon free foreign trade; internal revenue, or tax upon home 
products, manufactures, business transactions, inheritances, in- 
comes, and prosperity; governmental ownership of railroads, 
canals, and inland water ways; in the transmission of telegraphic 
and telephonic messages; in the business of banking and ex- 
changes connected with its postal system: and by levying a uni- 
form duty on imports without any variation or discrimination 
whatever; our plan, the Republican plan, of levying duties 
with discriminations designed to protect American industries 
and products, to foster American manufacture, to develop Amer- 
ican resources, to lighten the burdens of taxation of the busy 
and industrious classes; to exact as far as possible a toll from 
the foreign producer or manufacturer upon the goods and wares 
imported in competition with like goods and wares of home pro- 
duction or manufacture. 

Such are some of the different methods proposed by theorists 
and parties in our country. Other countries have other meth- 
ods of land rentals, mining royalties, business monopolies, and 
many devices for the acquisition of revenue. As business men 


we should discuss and enlighten ourselves on all the methods 
devised by theorists or statesmen, and, after thorough an: im- 
partial examination, adopt that which is most equitable and 
practicable, accomplishing the purpose in view of givingrevenue 
and fostering our general welfare. While the meny theories 


have their advocates, with books written, conventions held, and 
parties formed in their interests, there has but one been pre- 
sented for our discussion at the present time, and this presents 
but a system of schedules for dispute. 

We have been accustomed to hear much about a tariff for reve- 
nue without discrimination as the only constitutional tariff, and 
a tariff for revenue with discrimination, and upon these distine- 
tions the American people divided into parties in the early part 
of this century. These were the tariffs for revenue and the 
tariff for protection. The first was the theories upon which 


was based the Democratic party and the latter the basis ef the 
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Whig party, and maintained by the Republican party. Upon 
these many battles of the hustings and the forum have been 
fought, and over the failure of one and the triumph of the other 
has the country been agitated, its business depressed or pro- 
moted. These propositions were wel. defined in the platform of 
the two, yes, three or four, political parties in the last general 
campaign, and these were expected to be discussed in this Con- 
gress. But we have wandered far away from our course. 

The Democratic party has fallen from its high estate, aban- 
doned its principles utterly, and instead of making open and 
bo.d war upon its ancient doctrines and adopted platform. en- 
ters beneath the Republican platform, attacks the Republican 
tariff measure which it declared unconstitutional and a robbery, 
and tearing it down attempts to buiid on the same principlesa 
weaker structure from the same materials. Weare thus brought 
to this strange contest, with no great fundamental principle to 
investigate, but tocontrast as a measure of polity the legitimate 
with the illegitimate, the complete with the Lcomaphete, the 
strong and carefully completed structure with that made of the 
madly gathered and weakened fragments. 

The questions we have before us are denominated the Wilson 
bill and the McKinley bill, or rather the amendments to and re- 
construction of the latter. The McKinley tariff was a growth of 
thirty years’ experience, modified after many years of careful 
study, and with some amendments, would be perfected in its gen- 
eral scope so that it would provide sufficient revenue with the 
least possible burdens, thereby giving the best encouragement 
to commerce and the greatest possible protection to home peo- 
ple and to home industries. With this evolution by years of the 
prot-ction t .riff system under the guidance of menof great busi- 
ness discernment. pure patriotism, extending its beneficence over 
every section, State, country, hamlet, and farm of the Union, 
holding firm that which is our own, by ourselves, and for our- 


selves, enhancing our prosperity and strengthening ourstrength, 


we ask that it bo maintained asa whole and that which is ex- 
eens protective in principle, yet confessedly ineffective 
n its protection, claiming to seek revenue, yet admitted to fall 
far ee of obtaining requisite revenue be quickly and utterly 
a ‘ 


n discussing the question of tariff or protection, of mutual | 


assistance, national development, and national revenue, it may 
uppear selfish to advocate the special interest or interests of a 
single State, but of Ca ifornia interests I will speak, as they af- 
fect the whole. One knowing California can not speak of her 
without enthusiasm; vast in area, grand in scenery, genial in 
climate; almost every mineral known to man, often beneath a 
soil of goe fertility or in mountain rocks or desert plains; a 
Stete of such varied and unlimited natural resources that she 
could be inclosed in a Chinese wall of impenetrability and pos- 
sess within herself ali the necessities and luxuries of life, all 
the raw materials used in manufactures, the facilities of manu- 
facture, the means of defense, the money of commerce, and all 
that goes to make a rich and powerful people. But California 
is an integral part of this fraternal Union, the western buttress 
of this migh ty Gevernment, sharing in all the hopes, giersem, 
burdens. and responsibilities of her sister States. So illimita- 
ble are her resources that she can claim preSminence in agri- 
cultors, horticulture, viticulture, and minerals. Of the latter, 
only the most experienced of scientists can rehearse the cata- 
logue. 

Californiais vast in area and illimitable in resources, and over 
ail is the most genial and salubrious climate known in civilized 
lands. With anareaof 158,360square miles, equal to 101,350,400 
acres, she has but 1,208,130 inhabitants, es shown by the last cen- 
sus. Excluding deserts and lofty mountain ridges, there is re- 
maining an areal irger than all Great Britain and [reland, which, 
aere for acre, possesses resources equal if not superior, and can 
maintain as dense a population in much greater comfort and at- 
tain a greater wealth. This vast area we want developed. You 
want it developed. You want its products and we want your 
products. We w.nt many millionsof people where we now heve 
80 few. We want, however, American citizens in the true and 
patriotic interpretation of the name! 

Besides the minerals, California in 1892 produced 39,157,000 
bushels of wheat, 13,000,000 bushels of barley, 6,000,000 bushels 
of corn, 33,010,000 inds of wool, 2,000,000 gallons of brandy, 
20,000,009 gallons of wine, 22,000,000 pounds of beet sugar, and 
35,142,969 pounds in 1893, the entire t-sugar product of the 
United States being 44,953,264 pounds, 

California exported, chiefly to the East, in 1892, 112,719,200 
SS of fresh deciduous fruit, 69,715,000 pounds of citrus fruit, 

9,432,061 pounds of dried fruit, 53,336,960 of raisins, 110,- 
574,420 pounds of canned fruit, and 4,126,605 pounds of almonds 
and walnuts. The development of these industries which have 


afforded these exports has been aided SS 
shocks bo culate cain thas ahbnenanel the production 
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of the semitropic fruits in our country has increased the price 
has declined and the consumption kept pace with the produc- 
tion. The fact is also established that our oranges. lemons, figs, 
raisins, currants, olives and olive oil, almonds, and walnuts are 
equal in quality to the best and superior in general to the like 
products imported. 

But California contends, at a disadvantage with the old and 
populous country of the Mediterranean, of cheap labor, low rates 
of interest, and cheap transport«tion. Over mountains and 
deserts the California products must be carried, but notwith- 
standing these hardships the East is supplied with fruit of bet- 
ter quality and lower rutes than formerly, when the foreign mar- 
ket had the monopoly. Yetwith this great product not one-fifth 
of the people of the United States enjoy the luxury of semitropic 
fruits and nuts. We ask that the prevailing duties on these be 
not disturbed, and that the bill under consideration be so 
amended that these industries may continue to develop and in- 
crease. 

The home production of semitropic fruits appears to have 
largely increased their consumption. Formerly rare and costl 
luxuries, ey are coming into morecommon use, and we may look 
forward to the time when they will become common but cheap 
luxuries to all classes of people. That this is a desideratum 
devoutly to be wished no one will deny, and it may be accom- 

lished under just protection. The value of olive oil imported 
n 1331 was $480,685 for 384,412 gallons, and in 1891, under an in- 
creased duty, was $876,613 for 733,489 gallons. 

in the meantime the production in California has largely in- 
creased, and is now marching on to a business of great magni- 
tude, olive orehards being planted in every section of the Siute. 
Pickled olives were imported in 1891 to the value of $320,163. 
This commodity is proposed to be placed on the free list. Cali- 
fornia given protection will supply the demand with a better 
article, and in time at less rates. The importation of dried 


prunes has averaged 6,000,000 pounds annually during the past 
seven years. California produced in 1886, 2,000,000 pounds, and 
in 1892, 25,000,000 pounds, the consumption steadily increasing 
as the good —- of the California product becomes known, 
at the same time lessening the price of the consumer. 


There was imported into the United States in 18y2, 28,250,809 
unds of raisins, and California in the same year sent to the 
tern markets 53,336,960 pounds. This fruit is still classed 
among the luxuries, used only by the more wealthy, but under 
the stimulus of home produ ‘tion is advancing to common use 
and becoming a necessity in \he household. But not one-tenth 
of the amount is consumed that will be under the full develop- 
ment of American production. Let the encouragement of 
American production continue, and all the various sections of 
our country, the Atlantic coast, the t. Valley of the Missis- 
sippi, the mining region of the Roeky Mountains, and the high 
plateaus will all be supplied abundantly with a better article 
and at cheaper rates than have ever before been known. Amer- 
ican production of raisins, as of other delicate fruits, means 
prosperity to large American communities and adding an in- 
creased ratio to the aggregate American wealth, in this, that it 
saves to the people for circulaticn and mutual assistance what 
would ee not to return in any form, and that 
it gives to capital investments for its money, to bankers activity 
in their exchanges, employment to labor, freight for transpor- 
tation, markets for manufactures and farm products, building 
up eities, communities, and States. 
Boid and enterprising men have ~~ in these productions, 
investing large sums of money and the toil of years until now 
tens of thousands of people and millions of dollars are repre- 
sented. A vast amount of wealth has been added tothecouniry, 
and comfort and luxuries given the people. To establish this 
and toad vance it tection was necessary, and no free trader nor 
— can show that it has worked any hardship in America. 
n fact, in this case, protection has proven an unexceptional 
blessing. The duty upon the im tion of raisins and other 
semitropjcal fruits should be retained as established in the tariff 
of 1890. This also affords the opportunity to increase the reve- 
nue where the foreigner will pay for the privilege of competing 
in the market. The high prices we have paid for these delica- 
cies have enriched the landowners of the Mediterranean coun- 
tries at the cost of ours stores of the precious metals. 
These may be called some of the specialties of California and 
the list be greatly enlarged. Of these specialties, citrus fruits, 
figs, raisins, and nuts, we imported in 1591 to the value of $15,- 
062,208, and in 1892 to the value of $11,237,285. This wasso much 
money sent abroad that could have aided in passing over the 
of hard times if it had been retained at home in exchange 

for home productsof thesame class. The encouragement of the 
cultivation of these fruits opens another so .rce of business for 
our people. This is in the preservation of fruits for ex tion. 
This also implies the encouragement of sugar production. 
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Statistics show that Great Britain consumes annually per cxp- 
ita 70} pounds of sugar, while but 55 pounds are used in the 
United States. It is also known that the table consumption in 
the United States greatly exceeds per capita that inGreat Brit- 
ain. The excess ix the latter country is used in the preservation 
of fruitand the making of the various commodities, as jams, 
jellies, and other articles of which frit is the basis. 

This indicates the enormous business now existing in Eng- 
land in this line, and what a great industry may be developed 
in our own country by the encouragement *, the culture of fruit 
and sugar. 

Of gold California has given $1,300,000,000 to the world, revo- 
lutionizing commerce and constituting the chief factor in cre- 
ating the golden era in which we live. California now produces 
$12,250,00u of the precious metals annually, of which over $11,- 
000,000 is gold, the entire gold product of the Union being 
$33,000,000. But large as is California’s output of gold there 
are many other minerals of great importance to the country 
that are affected by tiie tariff. I will name a few of the indus- 
tries affected. 

Of these one is borax. The history of this mineral, its ancient 
rarity and value, the discovery of it in California and Nevada in 
peculiar forms, the heroic development of ita production, the 
cheapening of its price, and the beneficence it has proven to the 
world constitute one of the most interesting chapters in min- 
eralogy. The mineralogists of California, incited by the discov- 
eries of gold in great abiindance, turned their attention to other 
useful minerals, the search for borax being one, and from traces 
observed in the analysis of water followed the clue until the ob 
ject sought was found. 

At the date of this discovery the common price of borax was 
50 cents a pound, and its uses were limited. Tuscany, in Italy, 
was then the chief source of supply. Following this discovery 
borax was found in different forms in the deserts of Nevada and 


Eastern California. Following these, borax, in similar forma- 
tions, was found in Asiatic Turkey and in other countries. But 
the Americans had led the way. In the search and exploitation 
of the borax fields our miners of the West have penetrated the 
most inhospitable deserts of the world, and through years of 
toil, hardships, and danger have shown an enterprise and cour- 
age worthy of the highest reward. 

They have not made the desert to blossom as the rose, but they 
have redeemed its character to such an extent that they have 
paid the Government many thousands of dollars for the land, ex- 
tracted from it many millions of dollars of value, cheapened a 
product to domestic, artisan, and scientific uses, made possible 
and developed new and important industries. In this they have 
made the barren deserts great and valuable factors in the prog- 
ress, comfort, and commercial affairs of the world. Of these 
desert fields where borax is found the most famous is the his- 
toric Death Valley in Eastern California, a valley deep below 
the level of the sea although surrounded “aoe high plateau of 
the Great Basin and within view of the highest land in the 
United States. 

The region belongs to and is characteristic of the eastern 
base of the Sierra Nevada mountains, a region of unique forma- 
tion, abounding in useful minerals usually denominated salts, as 
well as silver, lead, and other metals. It is a region of exces- 
sive heat in summer, and in winter is reached only through the 
deep snows of surrounding mountains. Of the horrors of this 
inhospitable region it is unnecessary to tell, but brave men have 
penetrated it hundreds of miles from railroads, have developed 
stores of wealth, have established outposts of civilization, open- 
ing markets for agricultural and manufactured products, and, if 
these mining industries are not destroyed by un-American and 
hostile legislation there.will be opened lines of railroad through 
the country, and another desert region will be eliminated from 

map. 

Desteny this industry, as the Wilson bill proposes, and these 
bright hopes of the future are obliterated, the business of in- 
vested capital bankrupted, thousands of men deprived of labor, 
country revenues cut oT, andthe people of the United States 
made to pay the foreign manufacturer and importer an exorbi- 
tant increase over the present price for an article now in com- 
mon use. That this prediction of increased price has a basis we 
have but to look to past. The English obtained control of 
the Turkish borax mines. While England never rejects ripened 
fruit ready to fall into her lap, she does not always wait for it to 
fall, but shakes the tree, and then if it will not fall reaches for 
itand pullsitdown. So England got the concession of the Turk- 
ish and other borax mines, and having free entrance to the 
American market, proceeded to undersell and close out the 
American borax miner. When this was sonearly accomplished 
that English manufacturers had control of the market the price 
was put up to 15 cents per pound. Then came the tariff of 1842, 
and the year following the price fell to 10 cents per pound, the 
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fall in price being the full amount of the duty, and the Ameri 
can business revived. This isan example of the benefit of a 
protective tariff to our people and the producer. 

Gen. Rosecrans, a distinguished and learned gentleman and 
u Democrat, in presenting this question to Congress in 1883, 
recommended duties on pure boracie acid, 10 cents per pound; 
ou commercial boracic acid, 8 cents per pound, and on otner 
forms of borax, 5 cents per pound. The bill now under consid 
eration places borax on the free list, and to this treatment of a 
great industry I earnestly and decidedly object and protest. 
The world’s production of borax is about 24,UU0 tons annually, 
the United States producing 7,000 tons; Italy, 3,000 tons; Tur- 
key, 9,000 tons; Thibet, 2,000 tons; Chile, Bolivia, and Peru, 
3,000 tons. 

This product has increased from a few thousand tons since the 
discovery in California and Nevada until the present time, when 
about 9,000 tons of borax is used annually in the United States. 
The usesto which itis put are vario 1s. One of the oldest was by 
the blacksmith in welding iron, and asa medicineand emollient 
sold by the druggists. but since it isso largely produced its uses 
have multiplied a hundredfold. 

Now it is important in calico printing and dyeing, in painting, 
blacking, washing, enameling of porcelain, glazing in potteries, 
flux in smelting. an antiseptic and preserver of flesh, asubstitute 
for soap, a disinfectant, and many other purposes, eutering the 
ordinay household asanecessity. The working of the desert bo 
rax fields involves the labor of several hundred hardy men, with 
great teams of twelve to twenty animals each, mvintaining sti- 
tions, supplying refining works, giving transpo-tation to rail- 
roads and consuming alarge amount of the productsof the farm, 
manufactories, and mechanical shops of the country. The ene- 
mies of protected industries lay much stress upon opening mar- 
kets in foreign countries for American products. I would ask 
if by purchasing the Turkish, Thibetan, and Bolivian borax tho 
miners of those countries would consume as much of American 
products, patronize American blacksmiths, American wagon- 
makers, or American ruilroads as do the American borax min 
ers. 

Among other minerals found abundant in California are chro- 
mium, antimony, quicksilver, manganese, sulphur, salt, nitor, 
soda, potash, gypsum, onyx, alabaster, lime, marble, and others, 
and all varieties of these which enter largely in the arts, manu- 
factures and domestic uses, and are commoditics of great com- 
mercial importance. All these are proper subjects for tariff for 
revenue, and such tariif would afford incidental protection and 
therefore assist in the development of American resources and 
American industries. Chromium, chromic iron,or, ascommonly 
called, chrome, is used in making coloring matter for silks, cot- 
ton, woolens, wall paper, carpets, tanning leather, and other 
purposes, and its uses are increasing. This mineral exists in 
all the mountain ranges of the Pacific coast from Puget Sound 
to the Mexican line, and was formerly mined with fair prfiot, 
some 4,000 or 5,00) tons being shipped annually to the Atiantic 
coast, but since the removal of import duties the business has 
nearly ceased. A duty of 25 per cent would both aid the rev- 
enue and revive the industry on the Pacific coast. Now chrome 
is imported from Australia, Scotland, and Turkey in oxchangoe 
a aay Develop this resource and stop another leak for our 
gold. 

Antimony is used largely in a great variety of manufactures, 
and of this mineral we have suflicient for all our needs. All that 
can be said regarding chromium is applicabe to antimony. 
With a duty upon its importation, attention would be given to 
the abundant stores of it in our owncountry, and soon the metal 
would be cheapened. 

Of quicksilver California hasalready produced $59,000,000, and 
largo capital is invested in its mining and reduction. While 
there is still an abundance in the many mines of California the 
exceedingly rich deposits have beenexhausted, and the industry 
may be entirely destroyed if the product of the foreign mines is 
permitted to enter into competitionfreeofduty. All the foreign 
mines of quicksilver are or have been owned or controlled by 
the Rothschilds, and it would not be wise American policy to 
transfer so important a mining industry to that wacliin and 
monopolizing house. The foreign producers will sell their 
quicksilver for gold or for bonds, payable, principal and inter- 
est, in gold, and for nothing else. 

Of the extent of the auicksilver deposits in California, or of 
the capital invested in mines and reduction works, there is no 
question nor speculation; nevertheless ail this property and this 
vast resource and plant for home labor, home production, and 
home consumption of firm products and domestic manufactures 
may be destroyed by the unfettered competition of foreign capi- 
tal based on foreign low rates of interest undcheap labor. Here- 
tofore quicksilver has had a protection of 10 cents per pound 
duty, but now it is proposed to admit itfree. Such a policy can 
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not be defended. No one can show a manufacture hampered or 
an industry of any class burdened by the high price of quick- 
silver under the presentconditions, nor can any one promise that 
quicksilver will be cheaper when the American mines are closed 
by foreign competition. There would be no industries or manu- 
factures retarded were the price of this mineral double what it 
now is. The gold and silver mines of the West have been the 
chief consumers of this valuable useful liquid metal, but an un- 
fortunate policy has so borne upon these that quicksilver min- 
ing has received an almost fatal blow. 

I hope that Congress will not give it the finishing stroke. 
This is an industry of but a single and distant State, for quick- 
silver is found in no other part of our country, excepting Cal- 
ifornia, in sufficient quantities to pay for working. The Sena- 
tors from New York or Alabama may not now realize that its 
life or death affects them. A manufacturer of New York may, 
temporarily, obtain quicksilver at a slightly reduced rate, but 
noconsumer will ever see the reduction. he gain to the im- 
porter is infinitesimal at best, but the loss to California is seri- 
ous. California is but a unit of the Republic, but of units the 
whole is made. The prosperity of the whole is in consequence 
of the prosperity of singles, and the infliction of injury uponone 
has a widespread and baleful influence upon all. Quicksilver is 
peculiar in many things, and particularly for the fact that it is 
produced in only four parts of the world. Its sources of produc- 
tion are Spain, Austria, Italy, and California. 

The Almedan mine in Spain was discovered over two thousand 
years ago; the Idria in Austria, four hundred years ago, while 
the mines in Italy were discovered over a hundred years ago. 
The latter, however, play no very important part in the indus- 
try, as they produce but asmall quantity comparatively. The 
cinnabar or sulphide of mercury, from which quicksilver is 
produced, was discovered in California in 1850. he discovery 
of gold there only a short time previous hastened the develo 
ment of the industry. The price of quicksilver then was $1.50 
pe pound. To-day itis less than one-third of thatamount. Had 

t not been for the quicksilver industry in California there 
would have been no competition in prices and hardly any con- 
jecture can be made as to what the ruling price would be, for, 
as I have stated, the quicksilver of the world outside of that of 
California is controlled by one corporation or firm. In 1878 
there were thirty quicksilver mines in the State of California, 
while to-day there are not ten—prices have steadily declined; 
the mines could not be worked to any degree of profit. The 
United States is one of the largest consumers of the metal. 

The production of quicksilver is already hampered with many 
difficulties, but this proposed action to place it on the free list 
consummates them ail. The cost of g uction is nearly three 
times as large as that of the mines of Spain and Austria, for the 
reason that there is a better grade and a higher paid class of labor 
necessary. The price obtained to-day is barely sufficient to keep 
the mines running, and striking off the protection of 10 cents 94 
pound simply gives the foreign producer the absolute market 
and the control of the price. It benefits the great financial 
house of the Rothschilds, but it throws out of employment and 
leaves idle our American workmen. It isa strange — for 
us to adopt, to close down our own mines to oblige those who 
control the only other three sources of production, and they in 
Europe. It seems to me that it can not be defended and that it 
is as uncalled for as it is unjust. 

The American consumer of quicksilver has not been injured 
and will not be by the existing law. The protective tariff has 
helped to keep the quicksilver mines of California running, and 
they, and they alone, have reduced and kept down the price to 
the consumer. A gentleman who is connected with the quick- 
silver production in California says of the case as follows: 


The amount ooteent in this country is equal to its need at present. But 
little has been imported for a long series of yearssince the imposition of the 
ow. and during this past year none at all. 

I beg to call your attention to the fact that were the mines of California 
to be closed down, as they must inevitably be unless some protection is af- 
forded, thet the whole power of making the price would lie with the Spanish 
and Austrian Governments, as represented by their agents, the Rothschilds, 
and we should be at their mercy. When this duty has been so slow as to 
cause & shut-down of the American mines, this has been the case heretofore. 
We are now protected by aduty of 10 Te pound. This is little Te. 
and we ask in consideration of the capital involved, and the labor of 5, 
men employed at good wages, that it be kept at the present rate. 


Let us for a moment consider the question of sugar; its im- 
portation; costs to our people; as a means of revenue, and the 
effects of its production at home. Let us look upon it from the 
Democratic standpoint of free trade and from the Republican 
standpoint of an assisted industry either by protection or bounty. 
The McKinley bill removed the tariff duty from raw sugar, but 
to foster its production as a domestic industry enacted that a 
esi | equivalent to the former protection be paid fora limited 

riod to the home manufacturer. The bill as it came to the 

nate takes no notice of sugar as a means of revenue, nor of- 
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fered protection or assistance. Originally it proposed a sliding 
scale of bounty, but that was stricken out. Common justice de- 
mands that a contract made by the Government with her citi- 
zens should be observed in perfect good faith, therefore tho 
—— of the bounty should prevail until such time as that named 
n the act or the American sugar industry fully commands the 
market. 

The American people now pay annually to foreign countries an 
excess of $100,000,000 for sugar produced by servile and cooclie 
labor or in countries where the production is assisted by govern- 
ment. The consumption in the United States is about 2,000,000 
tons per annum, nearly allimported, on which wasformeriy paid 
between $50,000,000 and $60,000,000 revenue to the Government 
in addition to the amount paid the foreign producer, the ship- 
per, the importer, and the trusts, who held the consumer at their 
mercy, a total cost of unrefined sugar to the people of over 
enn taking the average rate of sales at commercial cen- 

rs, 

For the product of sugar in the last year in this country there 
was paid on the bounty fund over $9,000,00, the exact figures 
being $9,375,130.88. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE] 
a in discussing this question stated that $15,000,000 had 

en paid. I find, however, that his figures are not in accord 
with those of the Secretary of the Treasury, as he reports but 
$9,000,000. The question before us is, which is of more benefit 
to the people, the fostering of this industry or its destruction? 

There can be no question that sugar by importation affords a 
most simple and feasible means of raising a large revenue. So 
do tea and coffee. Soa great revenue could have been obtained 
from the sale of the public lands, the ownership of the salt and 
other mines, as dosome countries, and as was formerly advocated 
in this. But with the eeperess of enlightenment, better democ- 
racy and greater liberality has obtained. Our mines are owned 
and worked by the people and their prosperity has resulted; our 
public lands have become the homes of independentfarmersand 
populous and prosperous States have grown up. The tax upon 
tea and coffee was removed to lighten the burdens of the poor 
classes, and all rejoiced in the beneficent act. 

Then came another step forward in the same direction and the 
tax was taken from sugar and all those classes of people who feel 
the burdens of the purchases of the comforts and necessaries of 
life felt the relief and were made glad. In all these times and 
with all the apparent sacrifices of the Government, all wrung 
from it with terrible opposition, the revenues were maintained, 
the country ar in accelerated ratio, and the people were 
benefited. Here we might contrast the simple or barbarous 
methods of levying duties with the discriminating or enlight- 
ened. Tea and coffee, theluxuries of the industrial classes, com- 
peted with nothing produced at home and were beneficently ex- 
empted from taxation. 

Sugar, entering into a vast number of comestibles and com- 
modities, and as much of a necessity to the poorer classes as tea 
and coffee, is an importation in competition with a domestic 
pee in a small way, but may be entirely produced at home. 

o cheapen it to all classes, to aid in the preservation of our 
fruits, and to assist manufactures, the tax was removed. But 
one of our great States was largely devoted to its production 
and to leave it to the unbridled competition of the foreign prod- 
uct of cheap labor would have been a cruelty, a neglect most 
abhorrent to a fair and generous people, a shame to the Union 
of States. To leave it thus meant a destruction of its great in- 
dustry, its relegation to bankruptcy. The Republican party 
has no such heart; the business welfare of our common country 
does not require it. A bounty was substituted for the duty 
which had been the protection. 

But I need not defend Louisiana. She has able statesmen to 
take care of her interests. The interest is growing up in Cali- 
fornia to which I will soon refer. The payment of the bounty 
has become a question of controversy and ae throughout 
the United States and by people of all parties and classes. The 
bounty on sugar is not the only one that has been granted by the 
Government nor denounced by the people. Have these resulted 
beneficially? Before the Republican party came into existence 
bounties were paid for publicimprovements. The great national 
pike of the time of Jackson was a national work for the benefit 
of a limited section of the States through which it passed, and 
no one ever a the bounty by which it was constructed. 
The granting of public lands to aid in the construction of the 
Illinois Central lroad, and the Michigan and Illinois Canal 
were bounties given by Democratic statesmen. All improve- 
ments to rivers and harbors are but bounties to localities, per- 
— wane or small, aggregating for the general good and na- 
tio: ory. 

But Ther aie made where localities were unable to protect 
themselves or make the improvements necessary for progress. 
The Western pioneers demanded that bounties in land and money 
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be given for the construction of railroads threading the wilder- 
ness and reaching the Pacific. They were granted, and if in 
some respects without wise restrictions, certainly for the gen- 
eral good, and resulting in the creation of great States and de- 
veloping untold wealth where otherwise were desert wastes 
traversable only by severest toil, dire suffering, and constant 
warfare, occupied by wild animals and savage tribes. Will any- 
one at this day controvert the beneficence of the bounties which 
have resulted so grandly in the cause of civilization and our 
country’s development? I am reminded by seeing my friend 
from Maine [Mr. FRYE} that when he and I were boys the Gov- 
ernment paid a bounty to those who engaged in cod fishing and 
went out and remained so many weeks or months fishing. That 
was done, too, under a Democratic administration. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from California might goone word 
further and say that the fishermen who received the bounty aft- 
erwards paid itall back by helping us to beat Great Britain in 








1812, 

Mr. PERKINS. It therefore proved a most excellent invest- 
ment. It was seed cast upon the water that returned ten, aye a 
hundred fold, to benefit the people as a whole who had given 
this small bounty. 

But more particularly will I refer to the development of the 
sugarindustryin my own State. Under tariff protection and 
with the McKinley bounty, mills for the manufacture of sugar 
from beets have been established with the prospect of eminent 
success. There are now three beet-sugar mills of large capacity 
in California. There is soil and room for a hundred more. It 
would require a thousand such as the largestin existence to sup- 

ly the present consumption in the United States, and with the 
increased consumption the increased population, wealth, and 
varied uses will give, not many years will pass before double the 
number will be required. . 

The consumption in 1860 was at the rate of 56 pounds per cap- 
ita. In England the consumption was at the rate of 67 pounds 
per capita; in other countries less. As it becomes cheaper, as 
our people advance in prosperity and as our fruit interests de- 
velop the consumption will increase in a greater ratio. The 

roduct of the world exceeds 5,000,000 tons per annum. About 

per cent of the whole is made from bests. This sugar is, 
chemically, the same as cane sugar, and no one from its appear- 
ance or use can distinguish a difference. The productof sugar 
from beets per acre in America is estimated at from 14 to2 tons, 
demanding 2,000,000 acres of favored land to supply the present 
home demand. 

The farmer and the community surrounding the sugar mill, 
the men who perform the labor, those who furnish the supplies 
to the mill, and those who supply the operatives, the transpor- 
tation people, and all far-reaching are benefited. A mill dis- 
burses from $150,000 to $500,000 annually in the community 
where it is located. This builds up many happy and comfort- 
able homes. Every mill means a prosperous village with its 
families, churches, schools, shops, manufactures, and well-paid 
labor with money that would otherwise go to some foreign coun- 
try, leaving the land unoccupied or engaged in the production 
of something of which we have already an oversupply. The 
mill, representing a half million investment, is but a small part 
of the value it has created in its surroundings. Multiply this 
by a thousand, the number of millsand communities necessary 
to supply the United States, and we have an inconceivable val- 
uation as the result of the judicious encouragement of this in- 
dustry. 

In the discussion of this bill some opponentsof protection have 
asserted that our country profits most when its imports exceed 
the value of its exports. I would ask if anyone can contend that 
if we send abroad $100,000,000 for sugar we profit more than if 
the same were disbursed in Louisiana, California, Texas, Utah, 
Nebraska, and other States where sugar is or may be manu- 
factured? To say that it would be more profitable is a palpable 
absurdity. One throws away, the other retains. To buy when 
we can produce is waste and ultimate exhaustion. A little bounty 
insures this production, a bounty which at present and for some 
_— is but afew cents per capita of the people of the United 

tates. wherein a duty as before the McKinley bill was enacted 
would be 88cents percapita. But the 88 cents paid by each man, 
woman, and child is not all the exactions upon the people from a 
commodity like ny al imported. Trusts and combinations of 
monopoly are now formed which would be impossible if the peo- 

gamma the United States were engaged in the manu- 
acture. 

oem importation and the bounty repealed the sugar indus- 
try is destroyed. To destroy an industry that now bids so fair 
would be a national calamity, a crime against our people, a deg- 
radation of statesmanship. 

I appeal to the Senate not to let this be done. This important 
industry has been built up in other countries by the wise states- 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 
T- os 





3849 


men in granting aid. The great Napoleon saw the necessity of 
the home production of sugar when the harbors of France were 
blockaded by English fleets and his merchantmen harassed by 
English cruisers, and he it was who inaugurated the production 
of beet sugar. Perhaps our strength will forbid a blockade, but 
with a war against a strong foreign power we would feel much 
more at ease if we made ourown sugar. Envopean travelers ob- 
serve our neglect of the beet-sugar opportunity with astonish- 
ment. Prof. Anton Veith, director of the Agricultural College 
of Bohemia, publishing his observations of a tour in the United 
States some years ago, says: 


The establishing of such an industry as the fabrication of sugar from 
beets exerts such a great influence upon a country that it deserves all the 
support of a great government. 

During the past summer the German Governmontsent 2 num- 
ber of experts to this country with the special object of exam- 
ining American agriculture, and particulariy the beet-sugar in- 
dustry. Prof. Alexander Herzfoldt, one of these commission- 


ers, said: 


If the United States shall continue to protect the sugar industry so that 
the development that now seems assured by protection may not be dis 


turbed, the American market will ba lost to Germany and PFrance.— Vew 
York Tribune. 
This bill proposes with no former notilication whatever, to 


absolutely repeal the bounty clause of existing law. The law of 
1590, the McKinley act, promised and agreed that ‘‘On and after 
July 1, 1891, and until July 1, 1905” there should be paid to our 
domestic producers of sugar from 1 to 2 cents per pound de- 
pending on its quality. 

L do not like the idea of repudiation in any form, and [ can 
never consent by my vote, and without my protest, that this 
Government shall ever be a party toit. It is a repudiation of 
the contract pure and simple to pass this bill as itstands. Sugar 
sells to-day so cheap that noone can afford to adulterate it, for 
the adulteration will cost more than pure sugar, Consumers 


pay for itfrom 5 to5} cents, which is 2}cents per pound che iper 
than the price which prevailed before the bounty law was p:ssed. 
It is clear to me that the repeal of this bounty, unless something 


is given in return, will not only kill our home industry, but will 
hand over the market to foreign sugar rivals. 

The beet sugar manufacturers are held to-day for contracts 
made with farmers of beets, extending over this and next year, 
and this repeal will force them into bankruptcy by the heavy 
losses on their contracts. The McKinley act, especially that 
portion relating to the sugar bounty, was no ordinary tariff 
bill, subject to change from year to year, but an absolute, de- 
clared contract for a certain number of years, for fourteen 
years. Citizens of California had confidence in the promise, 
the contract of the Government, and invested millions in the 
beet industry and the establishment of mills to manufacture 
the sugar. It is as clear as the noonday sun that there is an 
inevitable loss if this bounty is repealed and nothing of an 
equivalent offered in its place. 

Of sulphur and salt, Alameda County, my home, alone pro- 
ducing over 45,000 tons of salt per year, and ferro-manganese 
and many other mineralsand their manufactures either on or to 
be put on the free list these arguments would be repeated. All 
these useful minerals abound in and make up the wealth of Cal- 
ifornia and the great plateau of the West—a region of un- 
bounded mineral resources, a region in the heart of our country 
supplying that which is demanded in the commerce and manu- 
factures of all countries from the lowest barbarism to the high- 
est civilization, which gives wealth to the producer, employ- 
mentthrough countless industries, strength to the Government, 
and in turn affords a market to manufactures and products of 
every grade. 

By @ strange fatality of most unfortunate experimental finan- 
ciering, of which our country was not the originator nor wholly 
responsible, this great and important region has been made to 
suffer the loss of one of its principal resources, and now it may 
ask that other resources may be protected, that all may not be 
destroyed. While frequently referring to the products of my 
own State as subjects worthy of protection and feasible for pur- 
poses of revenue, I do not propose to make of the tariff an en- 
tirely local question; though good Democratic authority has 
asserted and maintained it was and is. But the products of 
California are so varied and so important to the commerce, the 
manufactures, and the comfort of the other States of the Union 
that all are worthy of special mention and the care of the Gov- 
ernment. 

That the claim that by a skillful levying of duties the foreign 
er or manufacturer is made to pay a = of our revenue 

s not a fantasy, a dream, or adelusion, itis but necessary to re- 
fer to the case presented by the Bermuda farmers, now become 
so well known in the Ways and Means investigation. Another 
brought to my attention, of a manufacturerin New York of dye- 








— 


stuffs, of rrhich he exported large quantities to Germany. 
country, seeing another opportunity for revenue an 

tion, imposed a specific duty upon the goods. Eve 
this duty was, and is to this day, paid by the New 


That 
protec- 
particle of 


ork manu- 
facturer,as he could not add it to the price of his dyestuffs in 


the German market. This fact, however, is so evident in the 
business affairs of ourown country that it is unnecessary to argue 
it to reasoning and observing people. Duties laid thus skill- 
fully have that effect, affording the easiest paid revenue and at 
the same time protecting home industries, and such is the Mc- 
Kinley tariit bill, which ought, perhaps with some modifications, 
to remain the law of our land for a long time to come. 

The pro iuction and manufacture of wool is one of the great in- 
dustries of California as well as of the United States; California 
having produced more wool in 18)3—26,803,414 pounds—than any 
other State in the United States, and being the third State in 
the matter of the number of sheep, havi in 1893, 4,124,376 
sheep, Ohio being the first with 4,378,725, Texas second with 
4,334,551 sheep. In fact, it is one of the great industries of the 
world and has through a long series of years in all the enlight- 
ened governments by the world been a subject of the most pro- 
found consideration of kings, statesmen, and the people. Spain 
protected its merinosheep by inhibiting t»eir exportation under 
severe penalties. Australia encourages sheep-raising by grants 
of vast ranges at nominal rates, as do the South American States 
and other countries. 

‘The policy of all has been that of protection and encourage- 
ment. Only in America has there arisen the strange and fac- 
tional opposition to the industry. This fierce, unrelenting, and 
unreasoving o position is one of the relics of the sectional dis- 
putes and interests of a past generation. Cotton against wool; 
the export of one and the treclenpertation of the manufacture of 
the other, permeates with balefal influence the politics of the 
prescnt day. Complaint is made that the farmer iscalled upon 
to bear the burdens of taxation with less assistance from Gov- 
ernment than any other vocation. This complaint should be 
heard and the grounds for it removed as far as possible. 

Agriculture has been honored through all history, and is the 
basis of all industries. From the farm comes the sustenance of 
ali, and from the fields come the stalwart sons for the country’s 
defense and for its development. Ame with its broad area 
and fertile soil, depends more than voy r country upon its 
farmers. and every fostering care within the power of govern- 
ment should be extended in their behalf. Theirsisalifeof toil, 
where monopolies are impossible and guilds are of no avail. 
Their burden of taxation is unavoidable, but theories threaten 
them with more, to the extinction of their independence. Truly 
has the poet said: . 

Peres eet, 
Princes and lords may flourish or fade— 
J _— make them, a3 a eve made; 
When once destroy’ : can never be ouneaied. 

Let our theory be to lighten the burdens where possible and 
to assist where the opportunity offers. In almost every turn of 
our legislation the es offers. Let us improve it. - 

The record of the ae eo be proudly cited in 
its legisiation for the farmer; in its in publica- 
tions for the farmer's benefit; in the homestead and liberal | nd 
laws; in the establishing of a De tof Agriculture and of 
experimental stitions; in its grants to agricultural colleges and 

versities; in its aid to lines of transportation; in its systems 
of internal improvements, and countless other ways. 

Let us for a moment consider how we may farther extend that 
aid. Tike the single industry of woolgrowing. The aggregate 
is made of singles. A tariff oh wool is both protective and rev- 
enue. In 1802 the value of raw wool was $17 697,067.50 
on which a revenue was collected of $7,/99,085.63, under a tariff 
of 11, 12, and 15 cents a we tins mee bill this rev- 
enue, 80 urgently required at the present , of eight millions 
of doliars is thrown away or put on the onerous 
nal revenue, income tax or iseue of interest-bearing 


the incidental protection that was is obliterated. 
The Agricultural Re of 1 shows there are 47,273,553 
sheep in the United States, in 47 Statesani Territories. Massa- 


chusotts, Rhode (sland, Connecticut, New Jersey, Delaware, and 
South Carolina are the only States having each than 100,000. 
Ohio, Texas, and Calif hold the largest number, each hav- 
ing over 4,000,000. Texas and California are of very area, 
so their proportion of sheep to acreage is far below many of the 
other States and Territories. The production of in the 
eae | oe 1892 was aa and amount 
impor e e 1893, was 
pounds. Tho ikeuion andl the importation have increased 
steadily for a series of years. 

The wool production of the world is estimated at 2,456,773,600 
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pounds annually. The largest producers are Australia, Argen- 
tina, United States, and Russia, in the order mentioned. We 
are thus shown the countries with which we must compets. 
They are countries of vast areas of cheap grazing lands, against 
which the farmers of the United States should not be called upon 
to compete on equal terms, particularly when we require tho 
revenue the incidental protection gives. 

But we are told that the tariff imposesa grievous burden on the 
farmer in his purchases of clothing, and that the tariff has made 
it possible to force upon the people cloth of a poor quality. 
While this is known by all intelligent people to be untrue and is 
easily contradicted we may take some evidence given before the 
Ways and Means Committee. Mr. Latzko, the Australian com- 
missioner to the World's Fair, testified that— 

The American woolen goods had no superior n any part of the world; 
there is nothing manufactured from wool that can not be as well made in 
this country as anywhere else. 

The difference between free raw material in London and protected raw 
material under the McKinley law for a fine dress suit is just 9) cents. 

The difference in the cost of material for a workingman’s suitin this coun- 
try arid Great Britain is just 75 cents. All the other difference in the cost of 
the suit is the difference in the wages paid to laborers. 

Tho wool industry of this country ranks seventh largest of the 
agricultural interests,and amounts to $66,000,00Jannually. But 
take the teriff from wool, let that great interest die out, and the 
cloth for the workingmans suit may cost 75 cents less and the 
country will have to send $36,000,000 in gold or its equivalent 
abroad to pay for the wool. You will say this industry will not 
entirelydieout. Probablynot. Sheep for mutton will be grown, 
and then. as the wool will be of little value a high price will 
necessarily bs charged for mutton, which will raise it tothe class 
of luxuries, and the poor man who attempts to eat mutton will 
find his annual expenditures therefor a hundred times greater 
under free wool than under protected wool. 

This I know will be the result in my State, where good mutton 
is the meat of those exercising economy. We know howanxious 
are —— and Australias that we should admit their wool 
and pelts free of duty. Then they assert they will drive the 
American ucer from the market in all the products except 
the fresh meat, and this will come later under the cold-storage 
system. This plainly shows what we must avoid. To be fore- 
warned is to be forearmed. 

We are here to legislate for American good and not for the 
good of a foreign country, however friendly we may feel for that 
country. The questions arising in adjusting the tariff are na- 
tional and for the nation are purely selfish. I can notclose this 
branch o/ the subject without referring to the petitions which 
I have received and presented in this body. This em one 
claims to be signed by over 10,000 woolgrowers of California: 


Tothe honorable members of the Pifty-third Congress of the Uniled States: 


Whereas, asaresultof a ral belief that the t:riffon woolen goods will be 
— and wool put on the free list, the price of wool is now below the pro- 
uetion; and 


Whereas we pelleve that if wool is put on the free list, and the tariff on 
woolen goods mai reduced, the price of wool will be still lower; and 
Whereas we can not afford to raise wool in competition with free wool 
raised in countries like Australia, where the woolgrower rents land from the 
ee pay in taxes on our land, receives 


vernment aid and eer ek an 
Whereas the lands of these United Sta‘es are well suited to the raising of 


provided we can a fair price for our wool and mutton; and 
Whereas we believe it is to the best interests of this country to rs 
vent the slaughter of a. rtion of the sheep of this country, which 


Will be the certain result of a reduction in the price of wool: 
mannan poaaan and beg that wer henerenen wey aN aetna tape te 
the peaens tariff affecting the root and woolen schedule now in force. 

We are indeed confronted with the strange problem of an 
overcrowded problem which the fathers of the Re- 
public never dreamed would come sosoon. To this may be added 
the marvelous devices of invention in the direction of labor- 
saving machinery. Men were never so cheap nor muscle so 
su uous in the work of the world as now. The star of em- 
pire has moved westward until the tide of population has met 
the confines of the Pacific. We find unemployed men every- 
where. E where enforced idleness and sutfering. It was 
not so in the early history of the lic. Itwas notso before 
the attempt to depreciate the inirinsic value of one-half of our 
medium. And, indeed, it was not so before the 
blight of free trade fell upon the country. 

the people is only enduring where the best in- 

terests of the people are promoted. There can be no class dis- 
tinctions or fa’ tisms in the collection or disbursing of rev- 
enue, and no system for raising revenue has ever equaled in un- 
ob ectionable simplicity that of our present tariff. Its greatest 
virtue consists in the t that itis American. When we seek 
to foster other nations at the expense of our own, or so manage 
our own affairs as best to favor the industrial interests of other 
countries looking to a market among us, we are feeding a dry 
rot that means ultimate decay of our institutions. it is not 
pleasant to take this view of the case, but it is the true view 
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nevertheless. We have not yet reached that halcyon time when 
the consideration of a common humanity is the basis principle 
of the upbuilding of nations. The millenium isa long way off 
yet. Our idle mines and factories, our multitudes of hungry and 
unemployed operatives, our depreciated currency, all voice this 
fact as never before in the history of this country. 

The present Administration assumed the control of the coun- 
try the 4th of March, 1893. During the seven monthsfollowing, 
as shown by Bradstreet, the falling off in the business of the 
clearing house amounted to the vast sum of nearly $.,000,000,- 
000, and it has kept up at that fearful rate ever since. This 
stupendous deficit represents the country’s value of trade. 
Twelve billions of dollars less money circulated in the ordinary 
channels of trade and commerce, in wages, in the manufacture 
of gooas. in the employment of labor. And ali this under the 
proposed free-trade policy, or, es they like to be called, tariff 
reformers, of the present Administration, in the brief period of 
twelve months. Indeed, the nation stands appalled be ore the 

ril that threatens. Cities swarming with the unemployed, 
mines and factories closed, an army of unemployed marching 
from the west and north toward Washington—no such general 
depression of the ordinary industries of the country findsa paral- 
lel in our history. 

Carry out the policy of England concerning this country; make 
it contributory to her greatness regardlesso/f the eifectupon our 
people and industries, and what becomes of the magic attraction 
of our flag, what will there be left to inspire patriotisin, or make 
this land the hope of the oppressed? Divest this country of ‘its 
policy of protection and there will be nothing in its citizenship 
to call forth the admiration of mankind. Its labor must degen- 
erate to a level with that of the Old World's, with which it will 
be brought in immediate competition. We shall have squan- 
dered our birthright to placate other nations by placing our 
standards of labor on a level with their own. We should blush 
for the American party (and all parties in this great country 
ought to be American) that has no higherconception of the na- 
tion's needs. This ought to be the richest country in the world; 
taxes should be the lowest. Labor ona higher standard and bet- 
ter paid, its products bring the greatest satisfaction. All of which 
it would be and do but for the Anglomania that has turned the 


heads of a we portion of our people, especially of one of our 
great ; olitical parties. 


Every avenue to wealth and fame is open to the humblest boy 
in this land. Yonder little schoolhouse on the hill is the step- 
ping stone to the highest niche in the temple of fame in this 
land. It is true American manhood that makes the man in this 

lorious land. I have traveled all over the world: I have been 

nevery land, on every continent of this great globe; I have been 
in the frozen north, in the tropics, in the frozen south where 
the Southern Cross is seen like the Great Bear of the north oye 
I have been in the islands of the Paciiic, in the islands of the 
Indian Ocean: but nowhere on God's universe have I ever seen 
a land like this. I have, as the patriarch of old, approached the 
temple to pay homage to the Unknown, as I saw the Star Span- 
gled Banner floating over the consul’s house in the north of Eu- 
rope or in Southern Africa felt as Moses did when he stood near 
the burning bush, that I stood upon sacred ground, and I invol- 
untarily removed my hat from my head and thanked God thatI 
was an American. t our votes and our actions be in harmony 
and accord with this true American spirit of patriotism that 
should animate our hearts. 

There is nothing genuine with some so-called Americans in 
their estimation that does not wear a foreign stamp. They fur- 
nish their homes with the products and works of foreign man- 
ufacture, they wear foreign-made clothing, eat foreign viands, 
drink foreign wine, and smoke foreign cigars. This is the class 
of people that I like to give the full benefit of a tariff intended 
to protect American industries. Any abridgment of our pro- 
tective policy isa a in the direction of national decay, and so 
the intelligent thought of the people declare at the ballot box in 
the elections in Ohio, Massachusetts, lowa, New Jersey, and 
Rhode Island. Year after year, much of the time of Congress is 
devoted to the assailing on the one hand and defending on the 
other this last vestige of American aw But for the last 
quarter of a century the people have no fexrs of the result, 
as they knew that the party that would be safely trusted in the 
matter held sway in one or the other branch of the National 


ete 
ke the history of our Government from the first and the pol- 
icy of England towards us has been strangely varied. When we 
were weak she wasstrong and at the same time ag vely pro- 
tective. This was prior to the adoption of the * free-trade pol- 
forced upon the country in response to the demands 
the South, because of the inating influence of the 
North, the result over that portion of the coun- 
try where chattel slavery prevailed. England did not then feel 
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assured that she could bear the competition of continental na- 
tions, and, as is well known to anyone familiar with our history, 
she manufactured for herself and for her network of colonies 
reaching around the globe. Into those colonies no other nation 
could carry anything. There was no scale of duty upon which 
other nations could enter the colonial ports. What the colonies 
needed outside of British product could be furnished to them 
only in British ships. This was, then, her idea of protection— 
the protection her greit Premier Gladstone has declired to bo 
immoral. But it was not protection: it was prohibition, abso- 
lute and remorseless. And it was continued even to the day 
when Mr. Gladstone entered upon his long and splendid career 
in Parliament. 

Thedignity of labor should ever be uppermost in the American 
mind, and the only way for us to dignify it is to bar out from com- 
petition the servile and cheap labor of those countries where a 
mans worth and social standing depend not upon his own merits, 
but upon some advantageous circumstance ceded to or stolen by 
some favorite ancestor. A protective tariff should be the last 
surrender of this Republic to kingeraft. It is the guerdon of 
our greatness, the bulwark of our manhood. Every attempt to 
fasten free trade upon this country has been followed by finan- 
cial depression and disaster. This last attempt brings such 
hardship to our industrial interests as has never before blighted 
this fair land. If we are wise we ought to learn something in 
this school of experience. We should guard with jealous caro 
this last feature that distinguishes us from the effete institu- 
tions of the Old World. 

The Americin artisan and laborer have long held a distin- 
guished plice in this country. There is none above them: but 
how long will it be thus, without protection? Compare their 
surroundings with thoseo this class in other countries. Squalor 
and poverty on the one hand—plenty and often luxury on the 
other. So long as labor is not crowned king, asit is metaphori- 
cally with us, in countries depending on us for a market, we 
can never allow our laboring men the humiliation of competi- 
tion. 

Wehave by legislation wisely, in my opinion, excluded immi- 
gration of the pauper and contract laborer from Europe, and tho 

ervileChinese laborer from Asia, but by the proposed legislation 
we are to permit the product of the Chinese factories in China, 
where labor is but 10 cents a day, to com» into our country and 
sell in competition with the productsof American workshops that 
are ted by American workmen. To do this is toshock the 
sensibilities of every patriotic citizen. Cheap wares are not 
the only things we need. The farmer neods a market for his 
product at good prices and he can have such a market only when 
the mechanic, the miner, the factory hands find ready empioy- 
ment at good wages. Rightly says the Inter-Ocean— 

Tbe Republican tarif! made the home of American workmen a home of 

nty. He lived and enjoyed the luxuries of the rich in the older lands. 

he Democratic policy in its very promise, and before its reality could be 
experienced, has brought distrust and want and suffering. Itis that and 
nothingelse. The talk about silver producing the hard times was simply a 
Democratic blind. 

Free trade is only desirable of those things we can not produce 
or manufacture, and even then the necessities of our revenue 
may require a moderate tariff which our people will never be- 
grudge. We are contending for one of the basic principles of 
the Republic without which our bond of union becomes a rope of 
sand. To the hundreds of thousands unemployed men in the 
diiferent States of the Union itis that already, with the mere 
shadow of ‘‘free trade” hanging over us. 

{am not arguing against the possible necessity for a revision 
of the tariff, but such a revision cau never be intrusted to the 
Democratic party as now organied. The revision should be 
made, if at all, by those in sympathy with the protection of 
American labor and American industries, and then with a view 
to increasing and not diminishing the revenue. The measure 
of the necessity for a protective tariff may be wisely gauged by 
the number of unemployed men in the nation. By the status 
of manufacturing industries—by the demand for our agricultu- 
ral ucts. These are the reasons of our needs for raising of 
the revenues necessary for the expenses of the Government. 
The amount required is about $500,000,000 annually. To raiso 
the largest part of this vast sum by any other method than that 
of a tax on imports would be the sublimest pivce of folly ever 
imposed upon a nation. 

Several bills have been introduced locking to the creation of 
a non-partisan commission for the purpose of thoroughly revis- 
ing the tariff duties based upon the difference in the cost of 
American and foreign. labor, thereby promoting and encourag- 
ing our own domestic industries. and at thesame time elevating 
and advancing the dignity of American labor. In the establish- 
mentof two of our greatest industries, namely, the manufacture 
of Bessemer steel and plate glass, it was accomplished only after 
repeated failures and the expenditure of vast sums of money, 
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and then only by a most liberal encouragement on the part of 
the Government, without which success would have been im- 
possible. In all American manufactures the higher wages of 
American mechanics is the chief factor in, as well as the pride 
and glory of our institutions. Itis our glory that our artisans 
may live in competence, educate their families and surround 
themselves with comforts that belong only to the rich in the 
older countries, 

lt may not be amiss in this connection to present some of the 
ovinions of the fathers on this momentous subject. When the 
Colonies obtained their political independence they naturally 
wished to establish their industrial independence also. That 
great Scotchman, Alexander Hamilton, first struck the keynote 
of the second struggle when, as Secretary of the Treasury, De- 
cember 5, 1791, he said: 


This idea of an extensive domestic marke t for the surplus product of the 
soil is of the firstconsequence. It is of all things that which most effectually 
conduces to a flourishing state of agriculture. To secure such a market 
there is no other expedient than to promote manufacturing establishments. 
It is the interest of a community, with a view to eventual and foreign econ- 
omy, to encourage the growth of manufactures. In a national view, a tem- 
porary enhancement of price must always be well compensated by a promi- 
nent reduction of it. 

American statesmen have followed in similar strains. Thus 
Washing'ton’s last annual address, December 7, 1796, says: 


Congress have repeatedly and not without success, directed their atten- 
tion to the encouragement of manufacturers. The objectis of too much 
consequence not to secure a continuance of their efforts in every way which 
shall appear eligible. 

President Madison, in his special message of May 23, 1809, 
says: 

It will be worthy at the same time, of their Just and provident care, to 
make such further alterations in the laws as will more especially protect 
and foster the several branches of manufacture which have been recently 
instituted as extended by the laudable exertion of our citizens. 

Thomas Jefferson, in a letter to Benjamin Austin, of Boston, 
1816, says: 

To be independent for the comforts of life, we must fabricate them our- 
selves; we must place our manufacturers by the side of the agriculturists. 
Experience has taught me that manufactures are now as necessary to our 
independence as to our comfort. 

President Monroe, in his first inaugural address, March 5, 
1817, says: 

Our manufactures will likewise require the systematic and fostering 
care ofthe Government. Posse as we do all the raw materials, the 
fruit of our own soil and industry, we ought not todepend, in the degree wo 
have done, on supplies on other countries. While we are thus dependent, 
these sudden events of war, unsought and unexpected, can not fail to plunge 
us into the most serious difficulties. 

President Jackson, August, 26, 1824, says: 

Heaven has smiled upon and gave us ee and independence. The same 
Proyidence has ble us with the means of national dependence and na- 
tional defense. If we omit or refuse to use the gifts which He has extended 
to us, we deserve not the continuance of His blessing. He has filled our 
mountains and plains with minerals and given us a climate and soil for the 
se of hempandwool. These being the great materials of our national 

efense, they ought to have extended to them adequate and fair protection, 
that our manufacturers and laborers may be placed in a fair competition 
with those of Europe, and that we may have within our country a supplyof 
these leading articles so essential to war. 

The cause of that disparity of conditions having been removed, 
there is no longer any good reason why the people of the South 
should not favor protection, a condition of things most essential 
to her prosperity. Most serious disturbances of our business 
affairs come of any interference with the tariff. The man who 
has erected his mills and his factories under protection of his 
products, with the withdrawal of that protection, is most seri- 
ously disturbed, if not ruined. 

It seems to be more a determination on the part of the Ad- 
ministration to carry out an idea, erroneous as we may believe 
it to be, than any demand of the people or any especial need or 
emergency of the times. If we think the voice of the people can 
be stifled on these great questions affecting the policy of the na- 
tion, we mistake the nature of this Government. It needs no 
prophet to predict that the people have had quite enough of this 
partisan tampering with the tariff. You will see what they will 
say in the next elections, when the question comes home to them 
as it will. And the political party that would retain or obtain a 
lease of poe in the future would do well to heed this voice, the 
source of all power in this nation. 

Thecondition of affairs in this country is vastly different from 
what it was a quarter of a century or more ago. The discon- 
tented and unsettled classes, of which the number is steadily 
increasing, have no longer new and —— territory to a 
when they become dissatisfied with the older communities. The 
time has come when in the order of aioe we must have a fixed 
national policy upon all questions affecting the stability of the. 
Government. 

We can endure less foolishness than formerly. The people 
can stand less nonsense in the shape of unwise laws than when 
there was less suffering and idleness among them. These freaks 
of legislation, if we may so call them, should be foreed upon the 
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country = in time of great prosperity. Our free trade ‘or 
tariff for a deficiency ” friends seem to be oblivious to this fact. 

We oppose this bill because it works a s-rious diminution of 
our revenue on foreign imports, because the people do not want 
it, because it would cripple our industries, and because the pres- 
ent condition of the country is most unfavorable for any such 
innovation. We should beware at such times of any disturbing 
acts of legislation which tend to unsettle the quiet of the coun- 
be We should bear in mind that under the existing tariff 
which this bill proposes to disturb, there is an estimated defi- 
ciency made by the Secretary of the Treasury of $78,000,000 for 
the current year. And in the revenue bill proposed by this new 
schedule, it is proposed to discard $76,000,000 from the present 
tariff and impose a new form of internal and direct taxation 
upon our people to make up for this deficiency. 

A posgeestes more unwise in these unsettled times cou!d not 
well be devised; and strange it seems to me, that a party that 
one would naturally expect to see laying the foundation of fu- 
ture power—a party seeking to hold itself insympathy and touch 
with the peopie—should in this reckless way tirow away all 
chances to future promotion or ascendency. With the motto of 
Dante, written above the entrance to his inferno, ‘ Abandon 
hope all ye who enter here,” it may well be said of all those mis- 
guided statesmen who have entered into this conspiracy against 
protection, abandon all hope for preferment of the people ye un- 
wise ones who seek to overthrow the main pillar of our institu- 
tions. IfI did not prefer the prosperity of my country to that 
of party, I would withhold this warning cry and let them rush 
to certain disaster. 

“A tariff for revenue only!” exclaim the champions of free 
trade. Exactly, say the people, but give us enough tariff for 
enough revenue, which means no reduction of the present rates, 
but on the other hand such advance upon many articles as may 
at least work an increase equal to the present deficiency. I want 
to emphasize the matter [ havealready referred toconcerning an 
American policy in customs and finance. We have a territory 
as great as that of all Europeand a population which afew years 
hence will excel that of all English-speaking countries com- 
bined. And yet we have no policy of our own—no financial pol- 
icy that is not made for us in the financial centers of the Old 
World. Our definition of money is vague, indefinite, and in- 
tensely English. With an immense territory and population we 
seem to be denied a distinctive policy of financeof ourown. We 
must first ascertain what is wanted of us and then quietly and 
submissively yicld up our own manhood to the keeping of oth- 
ers. This should never be submitted to by those who prefer the 
American Republic and her institutions as superior to those of 
any other lands. 

The proposed new tariff bill especially affects the great fruit, 
wine, and nut industries of California, and will ruin them if it 
becomes a law in the proposed form. These industries are 
wonderful in view of the fact that it is in the memory of the 
man of middle age in this country when they were started. 
There isscarcely-a city or town in the country where California 
fruits, nuts, and wine can not be purchased. While the trade is 
enormous there has not been as much profit in it as is gener- 
ally understood. There are many reasons for this, but the 

rincipal one is the difficulty and expense in securing the mar- 
Kot for the goods and cost of transportation to the consumer. 
The fruits, nuts, and wine have had to fight every foot for the 
sition they now occupy in the markets of the United States, 
or the foreign productions only yielded because they were 
forced to, and for the additional reason that the fruits, nuts, 
and wines of California have not only undersold them, but be- 
—e also, they—the home productions—have been of better 
uality. © 
; If it is pardonable at any time to introduce in a speech of this 
character statistics and tables showing the growth and quantity 
of California’s productions in this line, this would be a case; but 
I forbear, for Iam thoroughly convinced that it needs no such 
array to show that they are appreciated and are in demand. 
Lateron, however, when this bill is under consideration by para- 
phs, I may offer the Senate some statistics on the question. 
ese great industries grew because they were given protection 
by our laws, and errs they may not be classed as infant in- 
dustries, they are stil comparatively new, and will for some 
years yet need a fair and legitimate protection in their compe- 
tion with the Old World. severe blow has been given them 
by this bill, and unless it is amended an irreparable damage 
will be done. 

California sent out last year 2,500 carloads of 12 tons each 
of raisins, and this year will send out 3,700 carloads. Add to 
these the thousands of carloads of oranges, peaches, apricots, 

, figs, plums, prunes, etc., fresh, preserved, canned, and 
cried, and one can ina small — realize the importance 
of the industry, and I hope realize the necessity of protec- 
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tion. California to-day has 12,000 acres of almonds, and is 

robably the only State in the Union interested as a grower. 

er forests of walent trees are also threatened by the reduction 
of the duty. Even worse than the reduction is the doing away 
with the specific ay and the change to the ad valorem, for 
there is hardly any calculating the injury the change will make. 
The duties levied by the present law are none too high, while 
those proposed by this bill if not changed will almost bring 
about an abandonment of the industry. 

In regard to the wine industry, what can I add in opposition 
to the passage of this bill? It is a bill that is wrong in so many 
directions that it would take days to enumerate them. In no 
one, however, does it do more harm than it does to the wine- 
maker of California, or indeed to the wine-makerof other States, 
when it abolishes specific and establishes ad valorem duties. 
This feature was introduced at the very last moment, and with- 
out question through the efforts of importers of foreign wines, 
or possibly of the producers of European wines, more particu- 
larly of those of France. The bill reads that the duty on still 
wines in casks shall remain as it has been, viz, 50 cents per gal- 
lon, but that it shall not exceed 100 per cent ad valorem. 

This, on the face, appears to be a very large protection, but 
when you consider that the production of wines in Europe, es- 
pootall this year, has been very great—thus in France fully 
1,309,000,000 gallons against an average crop of barely half of 
this, and Italy a crop of possibly six to eight hundred million— 
you will well understand that the price of such wines in Europe 
will be very low, and [have no doubt that the cheaper grades will 
notaverage above 10 cents per gallon there. This means, accord- 
ing to the wording of the bill, a duty of 10 cents per gallon upon 
such wines, a figure considerably lower than was ever asked on 
the part of importers here. Besides this, there are many parts 
of France and Germany where wines are artificially manufac- 
tured—thus in Cette, France, and in Hamburg, Germany—and 
as the basis of such wines is potato or grain spirits, which pay no 
tax, as they are intended for wines for export, and which spirits 
cost possibly 6 to 8 cents per galion,one can well imagine how 
cheap they can produce so-called wines, particularly as the bal- 
ance that they add is in the form of chemicals. 

It must be understood that it is difficult to appraise the value 
of wines, for they can not be judged as other manufactured arti- 
cles are, for the reason that even the best judges differ as to the 
value of goods, and as many of the goodsare shipped by the pro- 
ducers, the latter can put an arbitrary value upon their wine, 
as they may possibly figure only cost of production and interest 
upon their investment. This would result in the shipment of 
altogether or to a great extent low-priced wines. 

In this connection I have received a letter from Mr. John T. 
Doyle, president of the viticultural commission of California, 
himself a prominent leading Democrat, in which, discussing 
this bill, he says, and as he states the case better and stronger 
than I can, I quote from it: 

The 50 cents per gallon is in no sense a a duty. It was in force 
long before the McKinley bill was thought of, and I am not aware of any 
suggestion to change it in past years. The fact that the wine raised in this 
State does not average the producer 15 cents per gallon is conclusive evi- 
dence of the nonproductive character of the duty. ine is ordinarily an 
article of luxury, and a most proper subject for a revenue duty. It is, also, 
an article so difficult to fix a true value on by any external test that any but 
a specific duty would be quite out of place. An ad valorem duty on eis 
anabsurdity, * * * 

But there is a stuff called wine, which is made for exportation in France 
and Italy in enormous quantities, which should not be admitted to importa- 
tion here on any terms. It is often filthy and nauseous in its mode of manu- 
facture, and is really unfit for human consumption. A duty of 50 cents ex- 
cludes it, for under no circumstances could it sell for so much; but I doubt 
if 100 or even 200 per cent ad valorem would, for itcan probably be invoiced at 
ooo ere wae. oreven less. The best of it is made by taking pomace 
after it has yielded all its wine to the press, adding glucose and water, and 
allowing it to ferment again. 

The pomace gives the color and something of the flavor of wine, the glu- 
cose yields the necessary alcohol, which, if need be, is supplemented by Ger- 
man potato whisky, the most noxious of all the alcohols known to chem- 
istry, and which is now finding its way all over the South of Europe as an 

ient of counterfeit wines and liquors. The pomace is thus used over 


over again. The invasion of the French vineyards by the phyloxera 
led to the introduction of this counterfeit wine industry some years ago to 


supply the ast trade of the country andit has since attained an enor- 
mous proportion. 
t * & + s a a 
We do not ask for any 


tection on wine, a duty that will give such rey- 
enue as is fairly collectible from such a luxury 1s all we need. But the 
_S has a right to expect the Democratic party not to open the door, for 

e first time, to the importation of vicious and poisonous beverages under 
the pretense ot freedom of trade. Free trade should at least be confined to 
honest commodities. 

There are besides those I have referred to many other in- 
terests of California affected injuriously by the various provi- 
sions of this bill. The reduction of duty upon lumber, rice, 
freestone, sandstone, onyx, lime, hops, beans, chicory, twine 
and cordage, burlaps, jute and bagging, and live stock will pros- 
trate those indus as at present conducted. The strugglin 
factories engaged in the manufacture of cotton, wool, rope, an 
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jute can only continue by a corresponding reduction of wages to 
their employés. The placing of machinery for vessels on the 
free list will, I am afraid, result in closing several of the ship- 
building machine shops on the Pacific coast. They have been 
built up by the patient industry, pluck, and enterprise of our 
California mechanics. That they can do work to favorably com- 
pare with any country in the world, I have but to mention the 
United States ships Charleston, San Francisco, Oregon, Olym- 
pia, Monterey, and other steamships built by our mechanics of 





| California. 


But they can not continue to pay the same wagesand compete 
with workmen on the Clyde who will manufacture and send 
machinery there at a nominal freightin ships that come to load 
wheat, and must have ballast on their outward trip to Califor- 
nia. ButI find that [ have already occupied more of the time 
and attention of the Senate than I should at this time. I shall, 
however, claim the privilege when the bill is under discussion 
by schedules and paragraphs to offer amendments and to point 
out, discuss, and show to the Senate how the people of theState 
I have the honor in part to represent on this floor, will be in- 
jured if the bill becomes a law without very radical improve- 
ment. 

We should maintain the integrity of the Republic in its dear- 
est rights and usages, and should aim to upho!d a higher order 
of manhood among our laboring classes than belongs to any 
monarchy’6n the face of the globe. God pity this land when a 
man's title to true nobility shall not depend solely upon his per- 
sonal worth and merit; where the measure of his greatness 
hangs upon the empty bauble of a title conferred upon some 
worthless ancestor. There can be no heraldy of merit founded 
upon superior skill or genius in the great world of use. And 
herein should ever consist our superiority over the nations of 
the earth. When we foolishly surrender this boon this great, 
Republic will surely fade from the nations of the earth. 

I am not one of those who feel that they are called upon at all 
times and in all cases to denounce trusts, combinations, co')per- 
ative, or corporative investments. Many combinations produce 
more beneficial results than otherwise, and are in the interests 
of the people. There are unlawful trusts, however, which do 
harm and which menace legitimate interests in every direction. 

These should and can be regulated by law, State and national, 
and I stand ready to take my share of the responsibility in pass- 
ing such laws, for I am convinced that such determined reme- 
dial agents are necessary. I would crush out the trusts and 
combinations which oppress as I would encourage and foster 
those which are organized for beneficial purposes. 

[am a thorough believer in “ profit-sharing” enterprises— 
coSperation and co%perative effort—for many good things can 
be done by this means which are not possible by private capital 
or private ea alone. Trusts when organized for the 
omen good should have proper encouragement, but when they 

ave reached the point where they, by aggregated capita! and 
combination of interests, attempt to, or influences, iegislation, 
either State or national, they should be removed and dispersed. 

Inexplanation of a trust that has my unqualified indorsement, 
I instance the case of the raisin men of five couniics in Califor- 
nia, Fresno, Tulare, Madera, Kings, and Kern Counties, which 
have agreed that all raisins are to go into the hands of the or- 
ganization to be sold, doing away entirely with middlemen. To 
perfect this plan, they propose to raise a capital of say $250,000, 
representing the same number of shares at $1 an acre, so that 
there would be no need of resorting to commission housés for 
advances. Itisfurther proposed that each neighborhood or dis- 
trict shall have a cojperative packing-house in order to reduce 
the cost of preparing the goods for market. When a sale is 
made the proceeds are divided pro rata among all who have 
goods in the warehouse, so that no one could have any advan- 
tage over another. No one will be injured who does not join 
the association. Consequently such a trust as this becomes a 
public banefit. 

The question of free or dutiable iron and coal,as affecting the 
interests of California, from a narrow point of view, may be de- 
batable, but on a broad view of the suject we find we are in 
touch with the coirdinate welfare of our sister States of the 
Union. We may ask if wecan build up the highest prosperity 
of our own, or any one State, while we neglect the interests of 
others, or do we not profit most when others are prosperous? 
California produces but little iron or coal. These commodities 
are imported in large amounts, chiefly from foreign countries, 
and in foreign ships, iron from England, Sweden, and Russia, 
coal from Great Britain, Australia, and Vancouver Island. 

California is the largest importer of coal of any State of the 
Union, the amount being about 1,000,000 tons annually, and pay- 
ing over $700,000 in duties to the National Treasury. Under 
this bill the duties are very largely reduced and the consumer 
expects them cheaper in our markets. But this expectation 
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will not be realized, as we generally find that an importer, as allow me, I beg to call the attention of my distinguished friend 


well as anyone else, will charge ail he ean get for an article 
whether he has paid duty on it or not, particularly when he, or 
a syndicate, has the power of a monopoly, 

The production of coal on the Paeifie coast, though smail, 


kept this monopoly down, or nearly down, and by the power of 
cempetition, though limited, kept down the price to the con- 
sumer. But without the duty the American producers of coal 


could not maintain themselves. It is doubted that the reduced 
duty provided for in this bill wiil be sufficient to aid the Ameri- 
can miners of coal to keep up their competition, though they 
will do so if they can, and the result may te that the trusts con- 
trolling the foreign coal will raise the price to consumers. 

Mr. POWER. Will the Senator from California allow me? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. POWER. Where do you get your coal used for the ship- 
ping interests? 

Mr. PERKINS. As I was about to state, large quantities of 
it are brought from England, large quantities from Australia, 
and large quantities from British Columbia, with our own do- 
mestie product in Washington, Oregon, an‘ California. 

Mr. POWER. How does the coal produced in Washington 
and Oregon answer for the shipping interests? 

Mr. PERKINS. For steam purposes? 

Mr. POWER. For steam purposes. 

Mr. PERKINS. The coal of California and Oregon has not 
been as good steam coal as that of Washington and British Co- 
lumbia. However, the coal of the State of Washington, and I 
speak advisedly, has veins that compare favorably with any 
other steam coal upon the coast, its principal competitor being 
that of British Columbia or Vancouver Island. 

Mr. POWER. Is the coal from the State of Washington as 
good as that from Vancouver Island? 

Mr. PERKINS. I think in some of the mines itis quite equal 
to that of British Columbia. 

Mr. POWER. ‘The Government made a contract for the Be- 
ring Sea fleet in the last few weeks for coal from the British 
country, taking that coal in place of our product. I was called 
upen to look after that so far as some friends are concerned, and 
that is the reason why I asked the question. Why was that 
done? 

Mr. PERKINS. The Senator from Montana calls my atten- 
tion to the fact. I presume it is done to carry out the foreign 
policy of this Administration perhaps. 

Mr, POWER. Sol thought at the time. 

Mr. PERKINS. I am somewhat a consumer of coal, being 
obliged to purchase from 5,000 to 10,000 tons monthly, and from 
an actual test in our experiments we find that the coal of the 
mines in the State of Washington called the Franklin mine, for 
steam purposes, is equal in its efficiency to thatof any coal upon 
the Pacilic coast, notwithstanding the Government in asking for 
bids or proposals for furnishing coal did not mention this mine, 
but advertised only for foreign . 

Mr. POWER. That is what I understand. 

Mr. PERKINS. Not being in accord with the present Ad- 
ministration, lam unable to give my friend the information he 
desires. 5 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from California permit 


@? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from California mean to 
be understood as saying that the bid of the Department ex- 
cluded Americ »n coal? 

Mr. PERKINS. I will not say that it excluded it, but it was 
not considered, I understand. 

Mr. DAVIS. Has attention been called to the character of 
the Washington coal? 

Mr. PERKINS. The ease can hardly be otherwise, as the 
mines of the Washington coal have been worked for thirty years 
or more, and it is used continually by the steamships operating 
on the Pac tie coast. The company thatI in part represent, en- 
gaged in operating steamships, consumes from 5,000 to 10,000 
tons monthly; and I speak without reservation when I state that 
its effective use for steam purposes is equal to the coal of British 


Columbia or any other coal. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. In addition to that, if the Sen- 
ator will allow me, the special attention of the Secretary of the 
Navy was called to the fact that the Washington mines had been 
omitted, by a communication signed by several Senators, my- 
self among the number. 

Mr. DAVIS, What response was made to that communica- 


tion? 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The response was to the effect 
that under all the circumstances,as far as they were advised, 


gry et atone: 
5 RICH. If the Senator from California will further 


from West Virginia |Mr. FAULKNER] to the fact which has been 
stated by the Senator from Oregon, and to’ask his intluence 
with the Administraticn to see that domestic coals are properly 
treated hereafter. 

Mr. FAULKNER. If the Senator from California will per- 
mit me, I am satisfied that the Administration which is now in 
power would certainly (if it was in accordance with an economie 
administration of the Department) much prefer the use of Ameri- 
can coal to foreign coal, and I suppose it can only be by reason 
of misinformation in reference to the quality of the coal which 
could be furnished by those mines that they purchase at all the 
foreign coal to which the Senator from California has alluded. 

Mr. PERKINS. J had not referred to this in my remarks; ] 
tried not to be personal at all; and ordinarily [ should defer to 
the judgment of the Senator from West Virginia; but I have 
some knowledge of coal, because the vessels which I am engaged 
in operating consume large quantities of coal and we know from 
actual test, not a theoretical experiment, but by burning 1,000 
tons of coal from this mine and 1,000 tons of coal from the other 
mine, that the same speed of a vessel under similar circumstances 
is attained. Thatis the result. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I should like to ask a question 
right here. The Senator from California, as he states, and we 
ali know, is a very large consumer of coal on the Pacific coast. 
That being so, of course one would naturally suppose that he 
would like to get the coal so used as cheaply as possible. Does 
the Senator think that by putting coal on the free list he in the 
course of a few years, if at all, would get his coal as cheaply as 
he does. now? 

Mr. PERKINS. I shall endeavor to demonstrate the fact, but 
my time is passing, and I wish to make a few remarks about the 
income tax. I shall have to file a special brief with my friend 
to show him that I am satisfied the consumer would not get his 
coal one cent less, judging the future by the past. Before our 
mines in Oregon, Washington, and California were developed 
(and we have a few of them in California) coal was always pur- 
chased from the ships to arrive, and the consumer was never 
benefitedonecentthereby. But, parenthetically, speaking of the 
question of my friends from Montana and Oregon, it is t ue that 
our Government did not give our Oregonians and Washington- 
ians an opportunity of competing, yet | want to say a kind word 
for our friends in British Columbia. They are our neighbors, 
and they buy a great many goods from us in California. They 
are a very kind-hearted, hospitable people. They are an Amer- 
ican people, who ought to be connected and allied with us by 
political bands. 

To show how much more generous they are than our own Gov- 
ernment, to one of the steamship companies that I can call to 
mind I think eres paid during the past twenty-five years 
a special mail subsidy for carrying the mails by steamer from 
San Francisco to Victoria, British Columbia, of from $5,000 to 
$10,000 a year, while our Government pays for carrying the mail 
about $1.50 a mail,I think. Thatisthe policy. Therefore I feel 
very kindly toward our friends, and if they would unite them- 
selves with the United States [ should not object to purchasing 
our ¢val tere altogether. 

Buy zines the Senators from Montana and Oregon have calted 
attention t the discrimination against American coal, I am sure 
my friend from West Virginia, having a judicial mind, will sa 
at once th \t there is some mistake and that he himself will vol- 
unteer to remedy this wrong, and in the next bid the coal of 
Washington and Oregon wili be invited to compete. 

Mr. FAULKNER. If She Senator will permit me, I have no 
doubt that after the Secretary of the Navy has read the ver 
elaborate and satisfactory argument of the Senator from Cali- 
fornia oa tiissubject and knows hisability to talk from personal 
knowledge of the quality of the coal there will be no difficulty 
whatever. I underst:nd that this coal was excluded on the re- 
port of the officers who had tested it. 

Mr. PERKINS, Since the question has been brought up I 
want to say in justice to the Department that while the Wash- 
ington coal is just as effective and is equal for steam purposes, 
yetitisnotquiteas clean,and the officers prefer a harder coal that 
does not throw any cinders on the deck or upon their suits of 
clothing made of foreign wool. I think I can makeit cleareven 
to my friend rom West Virginia that there should be a duty 


upon coal; but I wish to say that I have an interest in one mine 
and that I am interested in the management of acompany which 
has investments in several coal mines; and while those who 
know me would hardly charge that it would influence me in my 
vote, yet as there are some evil-minded oe who sometimes 
misconstrue a person’saction, when the question of the coal duty 
camailieaainns I shall, with the permission of the Sen- 

ate, refuse to vote upon it. 
I do not believe it right for anyone to vote on any measure in 
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which he has a direct interest, if it is ever so small; and yet to 
my satisfaction, and I think tothe s.tisfaction of my friend from 
West Virginia, I can show that the duty should not be reduced 
from 75 cents to 40 cents a ton, and that after all the talk of 
‘free coal” the people of the Pacific States would have *' dear 
coal “as the results of their efforts. Il am confident that the 
price will not be reduced, though the duty is, and the difference 
between existing duties and the reduced duties will go into the 
pockets of the foreign ship and mine owner. The trusts are 
powerful enough to do justasthey did before when the duty was 
reduced to raise the price to make up the difference. 

or the year 1692 the total output of the coal mines of the 
world was 039,000,000 tons. Of this the United States produced 
179,000,000 tons, or nearly 33 per centof the total. Of this prod- 
uct the United States exported from her Atlantic and lake ports— 


Tons. 
ee eas els Galea cenie Saeme ome ii 851, 00d 
Bituminous... .....--.--.------- : PONE SR ee 1, 645, 000 

Totak.....<. SIRO Wado ea nas skeen ae .... 2,496, 000 
During the same year the United States imported— 

Tons. 
i en aia a as cn es = wg en een ae 65, 058 
Bituminous. - -- ----- ee sink js Wei ellieeia aie Adtaitgsies he 1, 143, 000 








Total : 1, 208, 058 

Leaving thisgeneral statoment,and coming to the coal consump- 

tiono! the State of California, the statistics show thatshe imported 
from all sources of supply during tho years 1892 and 1893, viz: 











| Per 

















. cs 
2 | Per . 
1902, cont.| cent. 
FOREIGN. Ss: 
Tons, | | Tons. 
British Columbia... .................--..--. | 534,600| 35) 688,527) 40 
en ns cn ceaguccdneeceeee | 314, 280 20 | 202, O17 13.5 
RMiiscats.....--.-.-.-2cenccccann | 235,560) 15| 170,078) 11 
OE leet tiles oxins coca annnes ocnee chem 4,220.}......| 7,7 5 
Total, dutiable and nondutiable..... 1, 108, 660 | 7 968,380 | 65 
DOMESTIC | 
aed. ctinn nacken aces 45-05 | 383, 320 24 428,985 | 29.5 
California and Oregon. .......-...---------- ' 66, 150 4 63, 460 4.5 
Pennsylvania and Maryland... .-..-..--....} 35, 720 2 | 18, 960 1 
| aes we ee ed 
Total importation.............-......| 1,503,850 | 100 1, 479, 785 100 


It may with safety be assumed that the 65,058 tons anthracite 
reported as coming into the United States were delivered at Cal- 
ifornia ports. Deducting this from California's total importa- 
tions of foreign coal will leave a balance of 1,043,000 tons of duti- 
ble bituminous coal brought to her ports, showing that only 
100,00 tons foreign bituminous coal went into all other ports of 
the United States, and that of all the foreign coal imported dur- 
ing 1892, California received over 91 per cent. 

It will thus be seen that California occupies a singular and 
unique position relative to the Government tax onfuel. Thisis 
because: 

1. She has not within her borders any known deposits of coal 
suitable in quality for the general needs, and within reach of 
her centers of consumption. 

2. She is the most populous of the sparsely settled Pacifie 
coast Stutes, and therefore offers the largest market west of 
the Rocky Mountains. © 

3. She i essentially an agricultural State, dependent upon dis- 
tant markets for the sale of her products, and compelled largely 
to use Ocean carriagefor transportation. Thisfactattracts ves- 
sel tonnage, almost entirely foreign in nationality, and which 
coming from far distant points is chiefly laden with coal as in- 
ward cargoes. ‘ , 

If business policy, and not theories shall determine the right 
of government to protect by tariff those lines of business which 
need protection, shall get any consideration, that policy wiil be 
best which tends to encourage the development of resources to 
the profitable employment of capital and to the largest amount 
uf work and rates of wages. hat that amount of tariff, dis- 
tinetly for protection, shall be, is the question for those who fix 
the rates, but unquestionably it should be no more and no less 
than is necessary to equalize the cost between the same grades 
of foreign and domestic material laid down at the seaboard ports. 

Respecting coal, California’s position is different from that of 

other State of the Union. Leaving out of the ——- 
any that she may have interests requiring the help 
of sister States towards s aping the governmental policy for 
their » it is a fact t with her the farming element 
is the most important: Thefarmer pays the outward freight on 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





380 


his wheat because he getsfor his product the difference between 
the foreign market rates and the freights by sailing ships. 
Therefore, whatever tends to increase the outward carrying 
tonnage, or what will lower the cost of wheat freig hts, isin the 
interest of the farmer. 

Dismissing for a moment the reciprocal interests of California 
with her neighboring States, it isa factthat coal constitutes the 
largest volume of inbound freight; therefore, it is better for the 
farmer if the coal teade of the State shall be supplied from dis- 
tant foreign ports, because— 

1. The inward earnings enable the ships to carry the wheat 
outward at lower rates than would otherwise be possibie. 

. Coal as cargo from distant foreign ports sends here an in- 
creased tonnage of wheat-carrying ships. 

It therefore follows that the importation of coal from adjacent 
foreign ports is not in the interest of the farmer, because it is 
carried in British steamers and by other nonwheat-carrying 
vessels. The importation of coal from near foreign mines has 
twoeffects in California: It displaces the product of mines worked 
by American labor in adjoining States, and to the extent thatit 
displaces the product of distant foreign mines, to just that ex- 
tent does it lower the list of vessels that would otherwise be at- 
tracted to carry away California products. 

It is entirely safe tosay, and the statement will be borne out 
by unprejudiced experience, that the abolition of the present 
duty as proposed by the bill as it came here will shut the Cali- 
fornia market against the American coast mines, and lead to a 
further absorption of the coal tonnage by the mines of British 
Columbia. An examination of the statistics for the past six 
years will show that the supply of domestic coals imported has 
decreased over 30 percent. During the same period that of the 
British Columbia mines has increased nearly 90 per cent, while 
that from distant foreign mines shows no material increase. 

It may naturally be asked, why should this result follow, seo- 
ing that the abolition of the duty would apply equally to foreign 
coals from Great Britain and Australia, and why may not the 
American mines still maintain their foothold. The answer is: 

1. British Columbia coal as compared with that from Wash- 
ington is better for household use, and for steam purposes it 
equals the best and is superior to most of the local domestic 
products: hence, itisin greaterdemand in the Californiamarket. 

2. BritishColumbia mines. having flat veins, are more cheaply 
worked than the pitching veins in Washington, and being nearer 
tide water their output can be shipped on board vessels at a 
lower cost than coals in Washington. 

3. The product of British Coiumbia mines is largely carried 
in cheaply built and cheapiy operated British stoumers, and 
therefore the cost of freightage is less than from the American 
Puget Sound coal ports, that use American sailing ships and 
more costly steamers, and these causes have operated to dimin- 
ish the Californiasupply from Northern American coal fields, and 
the abolition of the present duty will finish the struggle. 

With respect to distant foreign coals, the answer is: The 
miners of British Columbia coals sell their own product in the 
California markets. Controlling the amount and costof their 
supplies, by the use largely of British steamers they are within 
four days of their mines, and are thus en.bled to undertake con- 
tracts for large deliveries. The dealer in other foreign coals is 
distant sixty days from Australia, and one hundred and twenty 
to one hundred and fifty days from Great Britain. The uncer- 
tainty of the arrivals of sailing ships from such long voyages 
makes it inexpedient to undertake such large contracts, unless 
by the carriage of unwarrantably large stocks of coal. He does 
not know nor can he control costs, for while the free-on- board 
price of coat: at foreign ports is practically constant, for long 
periods, the inward freight rates are constantly fluctuating. 

These are the chief reasons why the British Columbia miner 
is in position to force the domestic coals out of this market, and 
why he has been able to prevent any marked increase in impor- 
tation from abroad. At the same time, while it is notcontended 
that there should be a discriminating tariff against British Co- 
lumbia, it should be emphasized that this growing absorption of 
California coal trade by these mines deprives the farmer of wheat- 
carrying vessels, tending to increase his outward wheat freights, 
when he competes in European markets against the world’s 
wheat. It has retarded the mineral development of the State 
of Washington, which is practicilly in infancy, and the destruc- 
tion of the tariff will further dwarf promising coal-mining in 
Oregon. 

Who will benefit by the reduction of the duty on coal? Ags 
the function of such laws is todo the greatest good to the masses, 
let us analyze the coal traflicof California, and ascertain whether 
the great public will reap any material advantage. The Amer- 
ican coal-producer on the Atlantic seaboard protests against any 
reduction in duty, because the Nova Scotia mines will disturb 
his trade in the great consuming centers of New England. 
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The American mineron the Pacific coast contends for achance 
to keep his present trade in California against mines in British 
Columbia, but the same kind of practical reason applicable in the 
East does not fit the peculiar conditions there. tt can be said 
in prophecy that if the present duty be reduced the difference 
will go into the pockets of the British miner and shipowner. 
Theoretically it should all go to the Californiaconsumer. Prac- 
tically it will not. 

Iron ore of excellent quality is abundant, California alone hav- 
ing enough to supply the world indefinitely, but under existing 
conditions it is not available as a commercial factor. For our 
future development we are looking forward hopefully to the con- 
struction of the NicaraguaCanal to bring us in closer commercial 
relationship with our Southern brethren, with whom we are now 
working at terrible cross-purposes, hoping for the same material 
end. Does Alabama believe she can send her coal and iron to 
Itely or Turkey in exchange for figs, olives, currants, raisins, 
oranges, lemons, chromium, borax, or sulphur more advantage- 
ously than she could to California for the same products? All 
these commodities and many more are California products, in 
greatabundance and in greater perfection than deawhore known. 
Of one com, a ween thing our Eastern (including Southern) friends 
appear to be ignorant or indifferent and narrow: that we have 
alt the Mediterranean countries on our Pacific coast, all Northern 
Europe in our Mississippi Vailey, all Great Britain and her every 
natural resource many times repeated in our Atlantic States, all 
the precious mineral regions of the world in our great Western 
plateau, and all Scandinavia, Laplandia, and Samoldia in our 
Alaska. But partisanship and limited local or individual inter- 
ests subordinate all to narrow dictation. 

The Republicansask for this development by mutual assistance, 
by a syndicate of States as business men form syndicates for suc- 
cessful operations. We of California pay without complaint as 
a contribution to the general good of the other States and in sup- 
port of the Government $8,000,000 of customs, of which three- 
quarters of a million is for coal and $2,192,581 internal revenue 
direct, and several millions more indirectly being paid directly 
at the place of manufacture of whisky, tobacco, beer, and oleo- 
margarine. Itis estimated that California paysannually $6,000,- 
000 of the internal-revenue tax, when her just proportion would 
be less than $2,000,000, the gross amount collected in the United 
States being $160,296,130. Thus California pays into the Treas- 
ury over $15,000,000annually. These great and disproportionate 
payments, continued through a long series of years, entitle her 
to careful consideration and justify her request for protection 
and assistance indeveloping her natural resources for the mutual 
good, power, and glory of our common country. 

There is received at the port of San Francisco from 18,000 to 
22,000 long tons of pig iron annually, almost entirely from Great 
Britain. A little more than a year this trade was broken 
into by the arrival at that port of a shipment of 930 tons of pig 
iron from Birmingham, Ala. This proved of excellent quality, 
and more was immediately ordered. The agent, Mr. John Mar- 
tin, at that time stated that the iron could be supplied at the 
furnaces as cheaply as at the furnaces in Scotland, but thefreight 
rates were greatly in favor of the foreign product. That is, the 
rate per ton from Ensley or Birmingham via New York to San 
Francisco was $13.15 ave ton, while from Glasgow to San Fran- 
cisco the rate was $2.4 rton. Adding to this the duty of $6.92 
per ton, makes a total of $9.12 a ton, or a difference of $4.03 in fa- 
vor of the British and against the Alabama product. The price 
of pig iron ranges in San Franciscofrom $23 to $30 per ton, or did 
at the time these transactionsoccurred. But with the tariff as it 
is and the canal of Nicaragua completed, shipments via Mobile 

or New Orleans to Pacific ports would place the ironworks of 
Alabama and other Southern States on an equality with those 
of Great Britain. 

Here we make these concessions for mutual assistance and de- 
velopment. A member of the other House is reported as saying 
he voted against sugar because his State was not interested in 
sugar. Many have opposed protection to iron because, as it was 
charged, only one State—Pennsylvania—was e in its pro- 
destion. Now several States are interested in it, and all should 
be. Lron and coal are the basis of British power and wealth, 
and wherever in our country, under protection, their production 
has been carried on, there have grown ee communities, 
wealthy and powerful States. Caowin the condition of the 
Southern States, so undeveloped were their great natural re- 
sources when they attempted to establish the Confederacy, that 
a strictly enforced blockade would have soon starved the people 
and rendered the government powerless and compelled submis- 
sion without a Bull Run, a Gettysburg, or an Appomattox. 
These developments are and must be through protec and in- 
terstate commerce, and not through free trade and foreign com- 
merce. 

Of the income tax, I can but say that it appears in the bill be- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





APRIL 19, 


fore us one of the most insidious and deceitful ever expressed in 
a multitude of words. 

It appears most fair that the individual who rides on Mr. Bel- 
lamy’s coach, which other individuals pull through the dust and 
mud of good and bad roads, should be made to pay his fare, or 
atleast to pay more than those who do the pulling; and it is on 
this theory the income tax is advocated. Were this theory 
sound it would still be found impracticable to collect that fare 
with any equality or any degree of satisfaction or profit. At 
first glance it appears that the income tax is levied only against 
those who ride. This appearance makes the proposition popu- 
lar with those who believe they do all the pulling for this coach 
made so famous in the ‘‘ Looking Backward” story. ~ A closer 
examination of these sections of the bill show that the pullers of 
that coach are taxed as well as those who ride. 

There are but few thrifty persons who have not invested some 
surplus earnings or “‘laid aside for a rainy day” in some incor- 
pre company or savings bank. Such peopie areof the most 

neficial toilers of the world. They comprise millions of our 
people of smallincomes. In all the great companies are many 
of these, and possibly many call for an income tax. They donot 
know that their savings are aggregated in the bank or other 
corporation, and made to pay the same tax as if the depositor's 
income were over the limit of four thousand. Many a poor man 
and woman will find their scanty dividends lessened by the in- 
come tax if this bill becomes a law. 

There are 4,781,605 depositors in the savings banks of the 
United States, with $1,712,769,026 on deposit, anaverage of $358.20 
toeach person. Of these California has 175,672 depositors, with 
an average of $886 of deposits, or in all $126,781,530. This 
includes $101,462,937 in the savings banks of San Francisco 
and $25,318,593 deposited in the interior savings banks of the 
State. How much of this belongs to ‘‘ plain people,” ‘‘ wage- 
earners,” and the like, it is impossible to ascertain. We know 
that for a long time there were many capitalists there who 
found it easier and more profitable to deposit large sums in sav- 
ings banks than to invest themselves, but during the troubles 
of last year their funds were not available, and since then they 
are doubless withdrawing their patronage from savings banks. 
Many of these banks now decline to accept any large deposits, 
the general limit being $10,000, while some are said to have a 
limit of $4,000. 

It stands to reason, therefore, that a very large percentage, 
or nearly all, of the depositors are people of moderate means, 
who, not being able to take care of their savings, give them into 
the custody of those whose business is to conduct these trusts. 
There are 120,642 depositors in San Franciscoand 55,030 deposi- 
tors in the interior banks, and while we can not get accurate 
statistics the nearest obtainable estimate is: 


Depositors of less than $1,000 _......... late ou ile dia a 157, 745 
Depositors of over $1,000 and less than $2,000 --_..----- 8, 722 
Depositors of between $2,000 and $5,000 .........------- 6, 024 
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The average of deposits in our four largest local savings banks 
in San Francisco is, viz: 


caus ies nae nc hues oeaceks nvabsscvdand es $1, 046. 97 
AR ie OE She nih ditch ae Son ban one na¥ndnniokh.- See 

NN id tin cate w Helle 6 wa «in ke ound acces 1, 246, 12 
Savings and Loan Society .-............--..----- ---- 1,144.32 
The lowest average deposit in all the banks is _.....- 57. 67 


The highest average deposit in all the banks is_.___- 1, 760. 00 


The savings banks in California are of twoclasses, mutual and 
stock corporations, while in the East savings banks are mainly 
mutual concerns, pope | no stock, and are managed by directors 
more or less upon a philanthropic basis wherein all depositors 
are members and there are no stockholders. 

Ifthe income tax were im d, it would of course apply to 
mutual and incorporated savings banks as well as all other cor- 
porations and they would have to pay upon their income, which 
consists of the interest upon loans and investments. This in- 
come, less expenses and dividends to stockholders, is now used 
to pay interest to depositors which we will say is 5 per cent. 
Corporations are not so liberal as to allow this charge, the in- 
come tax, to apply entirely to stockholders; therefore it would 
be deducted from the 5 per cent paid depositors, and the man, 
who has accumulated $1,000 and is now receiving, say, $50 per 
annum as the earnings of his savings, would get $50, less the in- 
come tax of 2 per cent. There are also in California, and I think 
throughout the United States, building and loan associations, 
mutual societies organized for the purpose of atslatiog the me- 
chanic and wage-worker in building a home and paying for it 
in monthly installments. 

Thousands of homes are by this plan builded each year, that 
fall like a benediction upon the American family. It is almost 
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cruel to impose an income tax upon these societies as this law 
proposes. j ee : 
The larger depositor, if his wealth were all in the savings 
banixs, from which he received say $4,000 annually, would have 
aid the tax once through the bank and then wouid have to pay 
tagain personally, and this would apply to anyone whose in- 
come was derived from corporate investments. The company 
would have to pay its tax and then the shareholder, who received 
dividends, would have to pay it again, i. e., the same income or 
earning power would be taxed doubly in its distribution. 


fore not equitable. 

The worst feature about the proposed measure appears to be 
the discouragement it would give toenterprise, and particularly 
to combined effort, in the form of corporate undertakings. These 


are the times when the greatestencouragement should be given | 


to all who are willing to develop new resources, for so much has 


been done to discourage capital that disaster and misfortune ap- | 


pear everywhere. Is it not possible that under an income tax 
we would drive from us many whose wealth isnow of great bene- 
fit, and should they invest their capital in other countries how 
could this Government collect income tax upon such invest- 
ments? 

A man's income is a personal affair and he will not willingly 
disclose it, but, if forced to, will be driven to dishonest methods 
in resenting what he regards as an injustice. One of the bank 
commissioners of California writes me: 


I am told that the income tax works well in England, but I am not fa- 
miliar with the system there and it may be possible that it is a blessing in 
disguise, but viewing it as acreation of the Democratic party, I am loath 
to appreciate it, 

It is more or less in evidence that the rich do not pay their just share of 
taxes, but the proposed plan will place greater burdens upon those of mod- 
erate means, Who can not escape, and the class sought to be taxed will evade 
the law in one way or another. 


Iam opposed to this income tax provided for in this bill for | 
many reasons, but first and principally because it is un-Ameri- | 


can. Iam also informed there is no income-tax law proper im- 
posed by any republic of the world to-day. It is a recognized 
monarchical form of taxation and should have no place upon the 
statute books of this country, unless asa war measure. There 
is no demand for it except from a few theorists and free traders 
who seek to secure by it money with which to pay the expenses 
of the Government and create an army of taxgatherers. This 
money, in my opinion, is needed and needed badly, but it would 
be more American-like if we insisted on collecting it from the 
foreign materials and manufactures sent here rather than from 
our own people. 
the past, it willdo far more to manufacture perjury than to pro- 
duce an income to aid in supporting the Government. Who can 
deny that itis a deception; that it does not promise thingsitcan 
not perform? It is supposed to be leveled at the rich and the 
rich alone; at those whose incomes are four thousand and over 
per year, and it is on its face; but there are thousands of others 
who will be affected by it, for it will reach into the savings 
banks as I have shown and tax every depositor, rich or poor. 

It will affect all injuriously. It proposes also to give certain 
designated persons the right to look intothe private business of 
all business men and business enterprises; to expose every one's 
private books to the public gaze; to require the successful busi- 
ness man to expose the sources of his success to those who are 
not so fortunate, to force him to an unnatural competition. 
Henry Clews, well known as a banker and financier in New 
York, as well as to the business world everywhere, in a recent 
letter says: 

Iremember during the war period, when various tax laws of that charac- 
ter were in force as War measures, it was quite a usual thing for the col- 
lector of one of the districts named, who was a bold, unscrupulous, and 
money-making man, to forcibly seize the books of well-known firms and keep 
them in his custody at his own office for experts to examine at their conven- 
ience and, I have no doubt, in many instances even to copy parts thereof; 
at any rate, such was the general impression. 

Hundreds of others give similar testimony. Setting aside for 
the present all other objections to the income-tax feature of 
this bill it is clear, even from the statement of the honorab'e 
chairman of the Finance Committee of this body, that it is not 
necessary, for the reason that the bill raises enough to meet the 
expenses of the Government without it. We certainly should 
not provide for such a great surplus of revenues as the income 
tax proposes to raise. e do not need it and it will turn out to 
be a plague to annoyand punish us. This isalso the most inop- 
portune time to try such legislation. The recent financial do- 
pression carried down many of the supposed strongest business 
firms and farmers of our country, and has kept them down: 
others who have credit have managed to keep their heads up in 
spite of unfavorable circumstances, and if allowed to do so wi!l 
come out all right in the end. 

But if they are forced to open their books and accounts to the 
public gaze—to the income-tax gatherers—it will be shown that 
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This | 
may be the desired object, but it is double taxation, and there- | 


It is inquisitorial and, judging the future by | 
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| they exist in many cases on credit and the confidence of their 
| friends and supporters: and the resuit can not but prove disas- 
trous to them and others. We have had enough of pulling 
down, and certainly there should be no excuse, no stitute placed 
| in our laws which would increase and encouraze financial dis- 
| aster, and which would wreck those that would otherwise sail 
| along pleasantly until times improved, when they can manage 
| on their own account. It is for them and those depending on 
| them a great struggle, and if they are not required to ‘*‘ show 
their hands,” as it were, they will weather the storm and sail 
along in pleasant waters. What we need is confidence, and it 
‘should not be destroyed by the operations of the income-tax 
gatherer. We have business troubles enough already staring 
us in the face without the law placing in their pathway one 
which would be even greater than all else combined. 

But if this bill is to become a liw there is no re son thata 
member of the Congressof the United States should have $4,000 
of his salary that is paid him by the people go free from taxa- 
tion. There should be no exemption above that of say $600 per 
| annum, which is about the average wages of the laboring man 
| of the country. 
| Ithas been charged by those who profess to believe thatevery 
| Step toward free trade is a step in ths direction of national 
| prosperity and happiness—it has been charged, I say, by these 
| gentlemen that protectionof American industries tends to build 
up a moneyed aristocracy at the expense of a less fortunate de- 
| mocracy. That is, that it tends to make the rich man richer 
| and the poor man poorer. 

[ do not flatter myself that I shall be able torefute thischarge 
with such power of eloquence and of logic that those who differ 
with me will at once subscribe themselves as converts to my 
opinion; but I must say that to me, as a business man, the facts 
| seem to lie so distinctly in one direction, that I can notsee how 
any other conclusion can be reached than this: that while pro- 
| tection has made many men rich it has made no man poor: that 


| ithas resulted and can only result in national wealti without 
inducing individual poverty; and that if great fortunes have 
been made, such fortune-making has been the logical sequence 
of aoe national prosperity,and not at the expense of the indi- 
vidual. 

A protective tariff, as I understand it, is simply the impost of 
such duties as will allow the producer of this country to com- 
pete with the producer of other countries, either by keeping out 
entirely the products of competitive nations or by adding such 
amounts to their cost by a tax on entry as will enable our pro- 
| ducer to market his goods at a fair and legitimate profit. I am 
aware that gentlemen of great intelligence and far more politi- 
cal acumen than I possess may hold this to be, if not a mistaken 

at least a debatable proposition; but such is my honest opinion, 
largely shared in, I believe, by those who are of my political 
faith. I know that there are gentlemen on the other side who 
claim that this protective tariff, while it may foster American 
industries, fosters them only to the benefit of the manufactur- 
ers’ pocket and to the depletion of the purchasers’ pocket. Now, 
if this were so, it would inevitably follow that the manufactur- 
ers of this country would constitute the great millionaire class 
But such is not the fact. 

The total assessed value of all properties of the United Stites 
in the census year, 1890, I am informed, was $64,340,092,988, of 
which amount no less than $39,544 544,333 represent real estate 
and the improvements thereon; a division of our wealth in which 
every property owner of the United States has his share, and 
whose magnificent figures are due to the vast extent of our ter- 





ritory, to the masterly activity of our people, to their incessant 
desire for better surroundings,‘and to the general increment of 
values. The next largest item is that of transportation agen- 
cies; the value of railroads, street cars, shipping, canals, tele- 
graphs, and telephones being $8,399,491,612. The magnitude of 
these figures, which are decidedly conservative, can hardly be 
said to be due to the discriminations of a protective tarilf, be- 
cause while the wonderful business of transportation must be 
undoubtedly ascribed to the movement and development of our 
products, we are told that the reduction of the tariff would re- 
sult in an increased energy aiong all the lines of national and 
commercial affairs. 
The estimated value of live stock on farms and ranges, of farm 
implements and machinery,is $2,703,015,040, and whether the 
| live stock and the mechanical accessories of agriculture would 
be of a higher valuation if the cattle ranges and machits shops 
of the world could send us their yield unchecked, and ‘whether 
the farmers of the country would be better therefor, is a moot 
| and precarious question. 
| Our mines and quarries, including the products on hand, are 
} valued at $1,551,964,793, and if these have been developed under 
a protective tariff, so much the better, and I fail to find clear or 
valid proof that anyone has been injured by this development. 
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The value of general merchandise, that is, tradesmen’s stock, 
household and personal effects, grain in elevators, goods in bond, 
and all exempt State and national properties is $7,893,708,821. 

There remain to be noticed only the estimated value of the 
machinery and the product on hand of mills and factories, 
$3,058,593,441, and the gold and silver coin and bullion, $1,158,- 
774,948; and it seems to me absurd to seriously advance or com- 
bat the propositicn that the effect of a protective tarilf has been 
to place either of these two amounts in the centralized control 
of a few rich men to the detriment of the many poor. 

Let us look a little more particularly into this fascinating sub- 
ject of accumulated riches. That we have a moneyed aris- 
tocracy can not be denied, but I find nothing in its composition 
to show that it has been built up by a protective tariff; nothing 
that would even indirectly point to that inference. New York 
to-day, I suppose, contains more rich men than any other city 
ia the world, but its lists of plutocrats is singularly deficient in 
those millionaire manufacturers who, we are told, have spruhg 
up in the hotbed culture of protection. 

The rich men of the West have rolled up millions in railroads 
and mines, and those of the Central and Southern States chiefly 
through the manipulationor ownership of agricultural products 
and live stock. I might add the names of the many millionaire 
women, rich through shrewd investments, but refrain from in- 
troducing them in this discussion. Itisa far more difficult task, 
I find, to start on a list of manufacturers who enjoy a parity of 
wealth with those I have referred to, and a still more difficult 
one to trace any connection between their weaith and the pro- 
tective tariff. Some, it is true, have built up fortunes more or 
less vast in manufacturing, but it is equally true that they have 
made these fortunes under the protection of patents and not 
under the protection of tariff. And these patents upon new in- 
ventions have resulted in most every instance in reducing the 
price of the manufactured articles to the public. 

Iam aware that the great manufacturing States of the East 
contain hundreds and thousands of men who have reached opu- 
lence through the prosecution of protected industries, but their 
opulence ia a compirative one and not that of the great rich 
ones of the nation who through real estate, railroads, trusts, and 
speculation in man’s avidity for sudden gain really control the 
financial balance of thecountry. This genera] statement is borne 
out in an especially forcible way by the detailed facts collected 
some little time ago by a New York newspaper. A census was 
at that time taken of all the millionaires in the United States, 
and a schedule furnished of the source of their wealth. 

An actual list of 4,047 persons reputed to be worth a million 
dollars or more was compiled—of whom, by the bye, no fewer 
than 1,103 lived in New York City—and the recapitulation of 
the sources of wealth displayed a very curious and instructive 
condition of things. 

The condensed history of these 4,000 showed that 986 have 
made their fortunes in merchandising; 188 in mines and mining; 
436 in railroads, shipoving, and other transportation cies; 
803 in real estate, banking, and kindred comeean 76, in ag- 
ricultural pursuits; 93 in patented and proprietary articles; 
in brokerage; 76 in local investments; 178 insuch miscellaneous 
industries as contracts, ete Rage etc.; 55 through indefi- 
nite sources; 65 in law practice, and 1 in that of medicine; 57 in 


printing and publishing; 357 in such eens ree indus- 
gz. 


tries as sugar-refining, tobacco-growing, mal milling, etc.; 
and 619 in protected manufactures. Thus, from still another set 
of figures. the same unerring deductions are to be drawn, that 
a protective tariff is not the cause of the uneven distribution of 
wealth; that the accretion of great riches is due to the varied 
causes of temperament, inheritance, fortune, invention, shrewd- 
ness, and the rewards of commercial integrity; and that unless 
the accumulation of riches can be shown to be an evil, the list 
of millionaires can scarcely be classed as an exemplification of 
malign laws. There are yet other statistics at command which 
ye t anes at issue far above the uncertain limits of 
ypothesis. 

’, ‘he $3,058,593,441 which I quoted from the stock account of 
the wealth of the nation represent, it will be remembered, the 
estimated value of the manufacturers’ plant and stock on hand 
June 30, 189), while late census figures show that the value of 
the manufactured products of the United States for the year end- 
ing June 30, 1890, was $9,370, 107,624—truly a magnificent figure. 
Yes, but let us look for a moment-at its components and distri- 
bution. In the first place, the cost of the material was no less 
than $5,158,868,353, which leaves the net addition to the wealth 
of the country at $4,211,239,271. Now, what does this sum rep- 
resent? It represents the wages of the operative, the salary of 
the clerks, the premium tothe artist, the payments on borrowed 
money, the interest on invested capital, contributions to govern- 
ment, local, State, and national; ou for wear and tear, in- 
surance, extension of plant, and, sometimes, profit. 
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The wage account is an interesting one. To 106,620 clerks 
there was paid $117,574,355, while to all other employés, num- 
bering 4,250,783, there was paid $1,890,908,747, or a total of 
$2,003,483,102. A simple sum in division will show us that the 
clerks received an average of a little over $1,100 per annum, 
while the army of workmen and workwomen and workchildren 
received an average of aoertP $445 per annum. It seems to me 
that this one groupof facts alone settles it that the people—the 
working people—are they who live and flourish under the ben- 
efits of protection. The people, indeed, for it should not be for- 
gotten that the workers to whom the $2,008,483,102 was paid in 
wages numbered 4,357,403, or one-fifteenth of the entire popula- 
tion of the United States. Nor do these figures take into note 
the foundries, the machine shops, the architects, contractors, 
carpenters, and builders, whose services and labors are required 
as the industry grows; nor the factors and middlemen, nor the 
hundred and one move or less indirect beneficiaries of the indus- 
try. And it is God’s blessing that it is so; and it has been our 
country’s blessing and pride thatit is so; and we should be care- 
ful indeed how we approach the momentous matter of change, 
and how we warp or modify a condition that has been so pro- 
ductive of general benefit. 

Noman has agreater appreciation of the intricacies of the tariff 
than I, nor has 7 man a better appreciation than I of the ex- 
ceeding presumption that would mark any attempt on my part 
to simplify theseintricacies. Butit sometimes happens that the 
tyro may single out one proposition which seem likely to escape 
attention in a general discussion and which may be plainly and 
pertinently answered by the rules of common sense and business 
experience. It is to such a proposition that I have ventured to 
address myself, and it is in such a manner that I have ventured 
to specially refer to this phase of the subject under discussion. 

We rejoice in the general prosperity of the world—all the na- 
tions of the earth. We feela fraternal interest in the people of 
our own continent who have struggled with us in establishing 
free governments. We seek by legislation to advance the in- 
terests of our own country. In this can we not follow in the 
path and emulate the deeds of that grand statesman my native 
State proudly claimed as her own, and who did more than any 
other to inculcate these doctrines of protection and reciprocity 
for the good of our land and forsealing the friendships of allour 
American republics? To him we owe so much and returned so 
little—he who, standing on the sea-beaten cliffs of Maine,where 
the morning sun first sneds its beams on our most eastern shore, 
gazed over the land he loved with every thought of fostering 
care; over the hills and factories of New England, the great me- 
tropolis with its radiating arms of commerce, the rugged masses 
of the Appalachian chain with theirstores of mineral wealth. the 
long Atlantic coast indented with its many harbors, bays, and riv- 
ers; over the fair fields, forests, and orange groves of the South- 
land, the broad valley of the Mississippi from the great unsalted 
seas and the countless —o lakes of the north to the distant 
Gulf of Mexico, with all the teeming industries of farms, and mines, 
and manufactures, and trade of State with State; on over the 
empire of plains, the lofty Rocky Mountains, seamed with veins 
of glittering goldand silver; over the high ae and the snow- 
crowned ridge of the golden Sierra, with the genial and fruitful 
land at its base: on to the Pacific and the islands of the sea; on 
to the wild shores of Alaska—all his own great country, whose 
every locality he knew, whose every resource he fostered, whose 
every interest he guarded with a heart too large for sectionalism, 
a mind too pure for prejudice, let us, as hs, take the broad views, 
be true and just to all, include all in our embrace, from Maine 
to California, Dirigo and Eureka! r 

EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE W. H. ENOCGHS. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask that the resolutions adopted by the 
House of Representatives on the occasion of the death of my 
late colleague in that House, Gen. William H. Enochs, may now 
be laid before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolutions of the House of Representatives, which will be 

ad 


read, 
The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 

Resolved, That the House has heard with sincere regret the announcement 
of oceans of Hon. William H. Enochs, late a Representative from the State 

if oO. 
. Resolved, That the business of the House be suspended in order that the 
public services and private character of the deceased be thoroughly com- 
me 


nerea That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be directed to 
communicate these resolutions to the Senate, and send a duly attested copy 
to the widow of the deceased. 

Resolved. That at the conciusion of these services the House, as a further 
mark of respect, do adjonrn. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move the adoption of the resolutions 
which I send to the desk. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions submitted by the 
Senator from Ohio will be read. 
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The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 
Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep sensibility, the announce- 
ment of the death of Hon. William H. Enoehs, late a Representative from 


e State of Ohio. , 
a ee That the business of the Senate be now suspended, in order that 


fitting tribute be paid to his memory. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [ask for avote on the adoption of the reso- 
lutions. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
resolutions. 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to. 


The question is on agreeing tothe 


Mr.SHERMAN. Mr. President, the oft-recurring announce- 
ment in this Senate Chimber of the death of one of our associ- 
ates must impress us with our uncertain tenure of human life, 
as well as of official honors. Death regards no party, age, sec- 
tion, or service. It comes to all, but gives no warning of time 
or place or circumstance. Vigorous manhood may be the first 
victim, while feebleness and old age are spared. 

The death of my late colleage, Gen. W. H. Enochs,a member 
of the House of Representatives from Ohio, is a striking exam- 
ple of this law of life and death. After an ative life of fifty-one 

ears he had attained a position of honor and usefulness where 

e co.ld hope to take a leading part in the House of Represent- 
atives and prove in that, the highest popular arena of Ameri- 
can talent, hismarked energy and ability. He waselected amem- 


re ‘lected almost without opposition in 1892. He had the affec- 
tion and confidence of his constituents, and ip natural course and 
by the conservative usage of his people would have been long 
retained as their Representative, but, unhappily, before enter- 
ing upon his second term. he died, sincerely mourned by his 
constituents, without distinetion of party, and by the people of 
Ohio who had become familiar with his history. 

Though thus untimely cut off, he had lived long enough to 
furnish a remarkable example of that feature of American life 

ossible only under free institutions. He was aself-made man. 

e was the architect of his own fortunes. He was born on a 
farm in Ohio in 1842. His parents were poor. He was their 
chief dependence for the laboromthe farm. He had the advan- 
tage of the common country schools of Ohie, and there acquired 
the habit of study, the love of books, and the ambition to ac- 
quire an advanced education. At the age of 18 he entered the 
college at Athens, Ohio, but before the first year was over, a 
few days after the firing upon Fort Sumter, he enlisted as a 
common soldier in a three months’ Ohio regiment, the first 
feeble, and, in view of subsequent events, the ridiculous prepa- 
ration for a great war. Then only 19 years of age, he proved 
his aptitude for military drill and discipline and duty. Ha 
demonstrated his courage in early conflicts in West Virginia. 
At the expiration of his term of enlistment, without returning 
to his home, he enlisted in a West Virginia regiment largely 
composed of Ohio soldiers, for a term of three years. 

A narrative of his life and real atlventures would be as inter- 
esting asa romance. I have heard his comrades speak of him 
as an ideal soldier, brave yet cautious, cheerful under the great- 
est fatigue, resolute and hopeful, and generally successful. It 
is needless to say that his qualrties as a soldier soon gained him 


promotion. He became lieutenant in December, l=61, and by 
successive —— he attained the commandof his regiment, 
and ofien the actual command of a brigade. He was breveted 


brigadier-general at the close of the war for gallant and honor- 
able service in the field. The 7 obstacle in his way was his 
youth, which on two occasions delayed his promotion. It was 
this test of soldierly qualities, this training of body and mind, 
this mutes for politic:l convictions deeply imbedded in the 
hearts of both Union and Confederate soldiers that gave to our 
civil war its fierce energy and destructive results. 

Still the war could not be avoided. It was an irrepressible 
conflict. And next to the preservation of the Union and the 
abolition of slavery, the chief beneficial result of the war was 
the respect which the soldiers, both Union and Confederate, had 
for eachother. Typical soldierslike Gen. Enochs, enterprising, 
brave, and determined, could pereeive and acknowledge like 
qualities in Confederate soldiers, and could regret that human 
wisdom could devise no method of settling their differences ex- 
cept by destructive war, involving the death or disability of 
1,000,000 of men, and the loss of many billions of dollars of prop- 


erty. 

"When the honorable military career of Gen. Enochs closed he 
was but 23 years old and a brigadier-general by brevet. His col- 
lege life was closed by the necessity of earning alivelihood. He 
commenced the study of the law, and graduated at the Cincin- 
nati Law School in 1866. He soon after commenced the practice 
of law at Ironton, on the banks of the Ohio River, where he ever 

He served one term in the Legislature of Ohio, 


since resided. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


| 





| 


| 


3859 


but declining further service he devoted himself to his profes- 
s8l1on. 

In November, 1890, Gen. Enochs was elected a member of the 
Fifty-second Congress by a very large majority; and here, as on 
the battlefield and in his profession, he gained a high reputation 
for industry, good sense, and abilityof ahighorder. The kindly 
words spoken of him in the Hose of Representatives on these 
resolutions, not only by his colleagues from Ohio but by many 
others, is the best evidence of the respect in which he was held 
by them after his brief service in that body. His successor said 
of him: 

Gen. Eno®hs was a citizen loved by his neighbors, honored and respected 
by all; he was a philanthropist with a generous hand, and no unfortunate 
however poor, ever left his door without having been comforted by his gen 
erosity. He was a soldier by instinct. a stranger to fear, a gallant leader 
whom men were always proud to follow, and whose time and taient in later 
years Were devoted to the cause of his comrades; history shows that he was 
distinguished in all the lines of service in the Army—in fact, that he was one 
of the youngest, if not the youngest, commandants of a brigade in the vol- 
unteer service. He was a lawyer true to his profession, and exhibited an 
unfaltering zeal for the success of hisclients. He was a statesman of the 
practical type, with exalted ideas of the obligations which public trust im 
poses. He was a patriot who loved his country with a jeaious love, and was 
willing, if need be, to lay down his own life in defense of the old flag and the 
principles which it represents. 

L believe that this high eulogy isa truthful, sincere, and just 
tribute to the character of Gen. Enochs. He left behind him 
his wife and one child, the chief mourners, but bis whole con- 








ber of the H in 1890°b holmi ‘orit a | stitutency, without distinction of party, share in their grief and 
r of the House in 1390 by an overwhelming majority and was | 


have expressed in many ways their respect and affection for their 
late Representative. 


Mr. BRICE. Mr. President, the grim reaper has been a busy 
harvester in the Ohiodelegation since my service began in this 
body, and it is my sad duty to address my associates on the un- 
timely death of one of the most honored and patriotic sons whom 
the State of Ohio has sent to the national capital. 

On July 12, 1893, Hon. William H. Enochs, representing the 
Tenth District of Ohio, died suddenly at his home in Ironton. 
By his death there was taken from the public services a Rep- 
resentative whose whole career, both publicand private, evinced 
the highest qualities of minhood and patriotism; one who 
walked fearlessly in the path of duty in peace and in war, and 
who has left behind him memories which will long be cher- 
ished, though he now sleeps beneath the sod. It was, perhaps, 
the most fitting end that a hero of his soldierly mold should dis 
in the service of ths country for which he had through stormy 
years battled and bled. 

Gen. Enochs was a native of Ohio, having been born in Noble 
County, March 29, 1842. Reared upon a farm, his field of oppor- 
tunities was not widespread, but such advantages as he obtained 
he wrest:d mainly from adverse circumstances by his own cour 
age andenduranee. Hisparents were sturdy and honest, though 
not more prosperous than was usual with the Western farmer of 
that day. From them he inherited the qualities of sterling in- 
tegrity which were maintained throughout his lifetime, a her- 
itage more potent for honorable success than any that a wealthy 
ancestry could bestow. 

The conditions that surrounded him during his boyhood days 
on the farm were natural and rational, doubtless contributing 
much to that evenness of character and sturdiness of purpose 
which in later years marked his demeanor in the tumults of bat- 
tle as well as in the pursuits of peace. 

His early education was had in the common schools; but with 
an inborn disposition to lift himself toloftier heights he became 
a teacher, and from his savings in this capacity secured the 
means to attend college. What might have been the outcome 
in this direction as the result of his studious habits and his 
faculty for application we can never know, for the call to arms 
of 1861 turned the current of his life into the seething channel 
of a bloody contlict. He was but nineteen years of age when he 
enlisted as a private, unconscious that the future had in store 
for him the epaulettes of a brigadier-general. But that was the 
sequel with which a deserviny fate rounded out his army life. 
It was the pride of his friends, though he was personally mod- 
est concerning the subject, that in five years, includingsome of 
the hardest campaigning of the war, he had risen from a private 
through ali the intermediate grades to the high rank and hon- 
orable distinction of brigadier-general. There hardly exists a 
prouder military record than is contained in the mere statement 
of that fact, and it is made more conspicuous when it is recalled 
that these honors came to him not by a succession of fortunate 
accidents or the operation of kindly favoritism, but were carned 
on grim and deadly fields of battle. 

During the war he participated in ten importantengagements, 
and a much larger numberof minor battles and skirmishes. At 
the battle of Winchester, near the close of the war, he received 
@ well-nigh fatal wound, a bullet from the enemy traversing one 
side of his skull, but fortunately not penetrating. 
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You must pardon me if I have dwelt somewhat at length upon 
the military achievements of this admirable soldier, but the 
glories of war are ever dazzling. Inviewingthem, however, the 
honorable career of Gen. Bnocke as a citizen anda legislator has 
not been forgotten. Sheathing his sword when the turmoil of 
the great conilict had subsided, he prepared himselffor the prac- 
tice of law, which thereupon became his chosen profession. 
After he was admitted to the bar he became known asa practical, 
clear-headed lawyer, a reputation which he not only sustained 
but increased during the entire period of his long practice. 

In 1869 the allurements of politics diverted him from the law 
for the time being, and he was elected tothe State LeBislature. 
The attractions of that body evidently did not fulfill all his ex- 
pectations, for after one term of service he declined to again bo 
a candidate for the position, and returned to his law office. 

In 1890 Gen. Enochs was nominated and elected as a member 
of the House of Representatives from the district in which he 
resided, beginning his active duties when the Fifty-second Con- 
gress was organized. He devoted himself faithfully to the du- 
ties he had been called upon by his people to assume, looking 
after the material interests of his locality, and at the same time 
giving studious attention to the broader issues involved in na- 
tional affairs. He was known to his associates as an earnest and 
thoughtful worker in the committees to which he was assigned, 
where his practical qualities were most valuable. 

His services in the capacity of a memberof the House of Rep- 
resentatives were pleasing to his constituents, and without dis- 
sent he was nominated and elected to the present Congress. It 
was not his fate nor the fortune of his country that he should 
serve out that trust. A short time before the assembling of the 
Vifty-third Congross the hand of death lifted him from earth; 
and at his desk, where on the meeting day would have been 
re and reunions, were found the somber emblems of 
grief. 

Mr. President, in paying tribute this afternoon to this dead 
soldier and statesman we are doing honor to manhood, integrity, 
and courage. To the student of events, I point out his proud 
record as it is written on the pagesof the history of his country. 
It is more eloquent than words that I may speak; more lasting 
than praises launched upon the echoes of this Chamber. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Asa further mark of respect to the mem- 
ory of my late colleague in the House of Representatives, I move 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was unanimously agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 
15 minutes p. m.)the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
April 20, 1894, at 12 o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES: 
THURSDAY, April 19, 1894. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon, and was called to order by 
the Speaker. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. B. BAGBY. * 

bias ournal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved, 

SENATE BILL REFERRED. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 1134) to 
create the southern judicial district of the State of Texas and 
to fix the times and places of holding courts in said district and 
in the eastern and western judicial districts of said State; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous co nsent, leave of absence was granted: 

To Mr. MorRSE, for two weeks, on account of illness. 

To Mr. BARTHOLDT, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia, for this day, on account 
of sickness. 


BRIDGE OVER THE MONONGAHELA RIVER AT PITTSBURG. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 6055) to authorize 
the construction of a bridge over the Monongahela River in the 
city of Pittsburg. 

he bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] for the consideration 
of this bill? 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania if this bill is in the usual form? 

Mr. DALZELL. Itis in the regular form of bridge bills, and 
has been approved by the War Department. 

Mr. SAYERS. And reported from the committes? 

Mr. DALZELL. Reported favorably from the committee. It 
contemplates a free bridge to be built by the cityofPittsburg. 
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Mr. KILGORE. 
question? 
Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. 
_Mr. KILGORE. I understund this is to authorize the erec- 
tion of a bridge across the Monongahela River at Pittsburg? 
Mr. DALZELL. Yes. 
Mr. KILGORE. There are cities on both sides? 
Mr. DALZELL. Cities situated on both sides of the river. 
Mr. KILGORE. Is the river already crossed by bridges? 
Mr. DALZELL. The river is already crossed by three or 
four bridges, but they are all toll-bridges, and the purpose of 
= act is to authorize the construction by the city of a free 
widge, 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the 
present consideration of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 


Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 


Mr. DALZELL. I move to amend by inserting in the ninth 
line of the first page, after the word * the,” the word * twenty- 
fifth;” so that it wall read: 

In the Twenty-fifth ward. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection that amendment will be 
considered as agreed to. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. DALZELL, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


MARY LEVANS. 


Mr. MOSES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 5925) granting a pension 
to Mary Levans. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the 
present consideration of this bill? 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I should like to inquire if this 
bill has been considered in the Committee of the Whole ata 
Friday night session? 

Mr. MOSES. It has not been so considered, Mr. Speaker; 
but I will say to the gentleman from Texas that this bill is unan- 
imously reported by the committee. This old lady is now about 
100 years old, and is in the poorhouse. Her husband fought un- 
der Jackson, and yet that war of 1817 was not covered by any 
general pension law. In consideration of the fact that we can 
only consider one or two bills here on any Friday night, it will 
take a month or two to reach this bill. 

Mr. KILGORE. There is a regular course for the transac- 
tion of this business, and I can not afford to stand here and con- 
sent that the regular order with reference to this kind of a bill 
be suspended. I must object, Business ought to go on in the 
regular order anyhow. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas objects. 


PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


Mr. REILLY. Me. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk's desk, which I have been authorized by the Committee 
on Pacific Railroads to report favorably to the House. li is a 
resolution requesting the Secretary of the Interior to furnish 
information concerning first-mortgage bonds issued by and un- 
der the acts of 1862 and 1864 to aid in the construction of railroad 
lines to the Pacific Ocean. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby. moqnoeint 
to communicate to the House of Representatives any information he ma 
have, or can ascertain, as to what provision (other than the es fun 
now maintained in the United States Treasury under the act of May 7, 1878) 
the railroad up ens to whom bonds were issued by the United States 
under the acts of 1862 and 1864, to aid in the construction of a railroad and 
telegraph line from the Missouri River tothe Pacific Ocean, have made or 
propose to make for the payment at maturity of the bonds issued by said 
corporations, res tively, which are a prior lien to the bonds issued by the 
United States under the acts aforesaid, and whether any of such bonds are 
held and owned by either of said companies. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of this resolution of inguiry. Is there 


objection? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Why should not that resolu- 
tion go to the appropriate committee? 

Mr. REILLY. It has; and we have reported it back for con- 


sideration. 
Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Very well. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I ask for the regular order. 
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The SPEAKER. The regular order is the callof committees 


for reports. 
The committees were called, but no reports were made. 
Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I move that the House re- 


solve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, for the purpose of considering general appropriation | 


bills. , 
The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the siate of the Union, Mr. BAILEY in the chair. 
DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The CHAIRMAN. 


the Clerk will report the title of the first bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6108) making appropriations for the diplomatic and consular 
service of the Wnited States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895. 


The CHAIRMAN. Under order of the House, adopted yes- 


terday, there remain forty minutes to be allotted to the minority’ 
and fifteen minutes to be allotted to the majority, of general de- | 


bate. 
Mr. HITT. I yield to the gentleman from Maine. 
Mr. DINGLEY. 


rooms of the Committee on Appropriations, I notice that there 
were some statements made by the gentleman from Kentucky 
{[Mr. McCREARY] and by the gentleman from: Mississippi|Mr. 
HOOKER] relative to ex-Minister Stevens, a distinguished citi- 
zen of my own State, which I desire to notice. The gentleman 
from Kentucky was pleased to say in the course of his remarks: 


When the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania was perhaps mak 
ing his canvass in that State, the Hawaiian question was considered and 
discussed in the House of Representatives for five days, and during the 
heat of his canvass it may have escaped the attention of my distinguished 
friend. Ishall simply dismiss that subject now by reading for his benetit 
the action of the House of Representatives when that question was unJler 
consideration. 

Then the gentleman read the first resolution adopted by this 
House. 


Resolved, first. That it is the sense of this House that the action of the 
United States minister in employing United States naval forces and ille- 
gally aiding in overthrowing the constitutional Government of the Ha 
ee Islands * #* * was contrary to the traditions of our Repub 

Subsequently, the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER] 
was pleased to say: 

aoe truth is that Mr. Stevens had landed the troops to effect a revolu- 
tion. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it may be true that in the mind of.the 
gentleman from Kentucky |Mr. McCREARyY] this resolution, 
adopted by the House by 99 ma ority, as he said, is res adjudicata 
as he said, so far as this House is concerned, but it is not so far 
as public opinion of this country is concerned. Neither will it 
go down in history when that history shall be correctly written. 

I desire simply, Mr. Chairman, to call attention to the report 
of the Senate Committee on Foreign Affairs upon this sub ect, 
and to what they have to say with reference to Minister Ste- 
vens. It should be noted, too, that no testimony was taken by 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs of this House on the resolu- 
tion which they reported, and the vote taken by this House was 


without any information so far as any evidence was concerned, | 


xcept so far as was contained in Mr. Blount’s report. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Will the gentleman allow me 
to interrupt him? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Is it not true that the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs of the House of Representatives had 
about a hundred affidavits and statements of citizens of the Ha- 
waiian Islands, furnished by Mr. Blount in his report? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I donot know what alfidavits the gentleman 
may have had in this matter beyond those contained in Mr. 
Blount’s report. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. 
Blount. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That was of an ex parte character,and pre- 
senting substantially but one side. 

Mr. HITT. There was nothing before the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs except the Blount report. 

Mr. DINGLEY. There was nothing before the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, the gentleman from Illinois states, except the 
Blount report. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. We had before our commit- 
tee over a hundred affidavits, made by prominent persons of 
Honolulu. 


We had the report of Mr. 


The House is in Committee of the Whole | 
for the further consideration of general appropriation bills, and | 


Mr. Chairman, during my absence from the | 
House yesterday afternoon attending to public business in the | 
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subject and what I desire to go into the Recorp is the fact that 
the Committee on Foreign Atfairs of the Senate made a tho gh 
investigation and had before them gentlemen who were { ir 
with and had a personal knowledge of all that occurred at Hon 
olulu in this case, and that the chairman of that commit! 
distinguished Senator from Alabama, in his report, made the 
following statement with reference to this point: 

Justice to these gentlemen [Mr. Stevens and Capt. Wiltse] requires that 
we should say that the truops from tae Boston were a eat into ‘fonolulu 
for any other purpose than that set forth fully and fairly in the wing 
order from Capt. Wiltse to the ovlicer in command of the detachme 

“UNITED STATES STFAMSHIP BOSTON (SECOND RAT 
* Honolulu, Hawaiian Islands, January 

‘Sir: You will take command of the battalion and land in Honolulu for 
the purpose of protecting our legation.consulate, and the lives and property 
of American citizens, and to assist in preserving pudlic order 

“Great prudence must be exercised vy both officers aud me and no action 


taken that is not fully warranted by the con tition of affairs and by tt ym 
duct of those who may be inimical to the treaty rights of American citizens 
“You will inform me at the earliest practicable moment of any change in 


| the situation 


‘Very respectfully, 
‘G. C. WILTSE 
Captain, Ll fed Statea Na 
Commanding Uniled States Sleamship Boston 
‘Lieut. Commander W. T. SWINBURNE, United States Navy 
** Kxcculive Officer, United States Steamship Boston.’ 


And Senator MORGAN goes on to say: 

The committee, upon the evidence as it appears in their report 
they believe is a fuli, fair, and impartial statement of the facts attending 
the precedent to the landing of the troops), agree that the purposes of Capt 
Wilise and of Minister Stevens were on.y those which were legitimate, viz, 
the preservation of law and order to the extent of preventing a dis'urbance 
of the public peace which might, in the avsence of the troops, injuriously 
affect the rights of the American citizens resident in Honolulu 

Could there ba any more complete refutation of the contention 
of the other side than that which I have quoted coming from 
the Committee on foreign Relations of the Senate after having 
thoroughly investigated this whole subject and presented in the 
report written by the distinguished chairm in of that commit- 
tee, Senator MORGAN of Alabama, a distinguished Democrat? 

Further, Senator MORGAN in his report, goes on to say: 

It is not a just criticism upon the correspondence of Minister Stevens 
his Government that he earnestly advocated annexation. In this 
line with Mr. Marcy and nearly every one of his successors as Secr: 


which 


with 
* Was in 
tary of 


| State, and with many of Mr. Stevens s prelecessors as minister to Hawait 


Now, Mr. Chairman, my purpose in calling attention to the 
investigation made by the Senate Committee on Foreign Hela- 
tions and to the report submitted by the chairman cf that com- 
mittee, Senator MORGAN of Alabama, is simply to show that the 
action of the majority of the Committee on foreign Aifairs of 
the House, and the adoption of the resolution which they re- 


| ported, by the House, under the pirtisan spur that was put upon 
it, without hearing a single witness, without any knowledge as 


| ascertained and determined by the Senate Committee on 


Mr. DINGLEY. But they were ex parte affidavits taken by 


Mr. Blount, and presented only on one side. 
What I desire to call the attention of the committee toon this 


to the real facts in the case, is contrary to the recorded fac's as 
¢ For- 
eign Relations, and is not res a/judicata in the sense claimed by 
the gentleman from Kentucky,as the gentleman from Kentucky 
yesterday said it was. I desire further to s.:y to the gentleman 
that the decision which the Committee on foreign Relations of 
the Senate rexched wi'l be that which history will approve 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Isit not true that the 
mittee on Foreign Relations of the Senate wascompelled to con- 
fine its examination to such witnesses as were in the United 
States, having only between fifteen and eighteen persons to ex- 
amine; whereas Mr. Blount, being at Honolulu, had an oppor- 
tunity of taking the testimony, and did tike the testimony, of 
those in office, of those outof office, of merchants, of s r plant- 
ers, of laboring men, of every class of people? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Does not the gentleman from Kentucky 
know that the distinguished chairman of the Committee on For- 
eigu Relations of the Senate informed the Senate and the coun- 
try that that committee had availed themselves of every source 
of information relative to this matter, and that he in his r=port, 
reaching the conclusions which I have read, states thuit the 
facts therein presented are unquestionably the truth in this 
case? 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. And thitcommittee 
Mr. Blount’s report before them when they 
clusion. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Certainly, they had Mr. Blount’s report be- 
fore them, as the gentleman from New York suggests. 

Now, without any attempt to impugn Mr. Blouats veracity, I 
desire to say that it is evident from the witnesses he examined 
that he went there with acertain view of the case impressed 
upon his mind. and that the testimony he took was all on 
side. and selected because it was on one side. 

Mr.SICKLES. And there wasno opportunity tocross 
witnesses there while the witnesses examined by the 
committee were cross-examined. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And, as thegentleman from New York [Mr. 
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SICKLES] well observes, the witnesses examined by Mr. Blount 
at Honolulu wee not cross-examined, 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. 
either-—many of them. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The witnesses examined at Honolulu were, 
many of them, notsworn,and noneof them were cross-examined; 
while the witnesses produced before the Senate committee were 
cross-exumined at length by the able Senator from Delaware, 
Mr. GRAY, as well as Mr. MORGAN, 

Mr. MoCREARY of Kentucky. The gentleman is mistaken 
in saying thatall the witnesses examined by Mr. Blount were 
not sworn. 

Mr. VAN VOORHGIS of New York. 
He says that some of them were not. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Now, Mr. Chairman, I know ex-Minister 
Stevens vory well. I have known him for more than thirty 
years,and a more honorable, high-minded, truthful man than he 
does not live. He is a gentlem.in who has had more experience 
in diplomatic matters than almost any other man in this coun- 
try, three or four excepted. He is a prudent man; he is a wise 
man; he is a men of the greatest integrity of character, a man 
whose statements will be believed to the fullest extent by every 
citizen in our State who knows him. He testifies as to that 
which he saw personally, not that which he heard; whereas Mr. 
Blount had no personal knowledge respecting what occurred at 
Honolulu, but obtained all his information at second hand. 

Tt is not a question of veracity as between ex-Minister Ste- 
vens and Mr. icant because, I repeat, Mr. Stevens testifies to 
that which he saw, to that which he observed from day to day, 
while Mr. Blount had no personal knowledge of the matters in 
controversy. AndI have felt it my duty, Mr. Chairman, at this 
time, not having been present when the discussion was had in 
the House, having been confined to my room by illness, to pre- 
sent these convincing facts entirely sustaining Mr. Stevens. I 
repeat the statement that ex-Minister Stevens, who has testi- 
fied as to that which he saw, has a character for veracity in the 
State of Maine which would cause his statement to be taken as 
absolute verity, and it is ceriainly a great pleasure to me that 
the Com :nittee on Foreign Affairs of the Senate, instead of en- 
deavoring to conceal the facts in this matter, instead of endeav- 
oring to prevent the facts from coming out, instead of under- 
taking tu defend the unjustifiable and wicked policy of the Ad- 
ministration toward Hawaii, as was done here in the House, 
sought to investigate the entire case; and notwithstanding the 
members of that committee were of both political parties, a ma- 
jority, ied by the Sen.wtor from Alabama, concurred in a con- 
clusion as tothe facts in accord with the report of Mr. Stevens. 

It is certainly a source of pride to me, knowing ex-Minister 
Steveus as well as I do—having the utmost confidence as I have 
in him—to find that the Committee on Foreign Affairs of the 
Senate, after having investigated this matter and heard wit- 
nesses as to what were theactual facts—witnesses who saw what 
transpired—have been cnabled (Senator Morgan, the distin- 
guished Senator from Alabama, having written the re ) to 
report that the statement of Minister Stevens of what took place 
in Honolulu is substantially correct. And that is already the 
verdict of the psople and will be the verdict of history. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. HiTT. Mr. Chairman, how much time remains on our 

je? 

The CHAIRMAN. Tho minority have twenty-five minutes 
remaining. 

Mr. HITT. Unless somo gentleman on the other side is ready 
to proceed now, I ask that the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Grow] may be recognized. 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Chairman, if no other gentleman desires to 
speak at this time, | have a word to say in responses to a query 
raised yesterday by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
HooKER), which I did not hear when he raised it. he query 
was, ‘‘ What motive could this Administration have for under- 
taking to restore an overthrown monarchy?” Ido not know 
what their motive was; but if I were to assign one, it would be 
on overrmastering spirit of envious jealousy of successful poiitical 
rivals—an eagerness to undo everything that it was in their 
power to undo which had been done by a previous Administra- 
tion. Thus this Administration comes in to reverse the glori- 
ous traditions of our whole history, and with an attempted de- 
nial of undisputed [acts turns the influence of this Government 
against a liberty-loving people which had struggled with and 
overthrown a half-civilized despotism. 

i do not care how the Hawaiian Republic came into eee. It 
is enough that it came on the ruins of a depotism; and it has 
maintained its position from the hour its independence was as- 
#erted to this. A m jority in this House, in order to the 
course which it has taken, has construed every dou or dis- 
puted fact in favor of despotism and a defunct monarchy. 


They were not sworn 
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I care not what the motive may have been, it isenough, as the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. DiNGLEY] has just shown and the 
committee of the Senate has shown—and on this part of the re- 
port of Mr. MogrGan the committee was unanimous—that Mr. 
Blount in making his report to the President acted on insufficient 
evidence. Yet, members of the Committes on Foreign Affairs 
read to us resolutions adopted by a majority of the House con- 
demnatory of their own country inits dealings with other nations 
struggling for institutions like ours, and would have us hence 
infer that the question of the propriety of that action is con- 
clusive. 

Mr. Chairman, [ do not forget that the blackest chapter in 
American history was written in the blood of the pioneer set- 


tion of James Buchanan, who found in the party zeal of the ma- 
jority of this House and of the other at that time vindication 
and support. The chapter of next darkest hue in our history is 
being written by this Administration in ths injustice and wrong 
heaped upon the liberty-loving people of the Hawaiian Islands 
in their struggle against a haif-civilizea despotism from which 
they haveescaped. In the days of the struggle for freedom in 
Kansas, the greatest outrage perpetrated in our history, parti- 
san zeal led a majority then on this floor and on the floor of the 
Senate to deiend and uphold it. The last outrage by an Ad- 
ministration of our Government upon the liberty and the rights 
of freemen, finds in the partisan zeal of the majority now ade- 
fense and apology. Itisbut history repeating itself. [Applause 
on the Republican side. ] 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. HATCH having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had 
passed withoutamendment the bill (H. R. 5276) to authorize Com- 
mander fF’. W. Dickins, of the United States Navy, to accept the 
decoration of the crossof naval merit of the third class from the 
King of Spain. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 5978) to authorize the construction 
of a steel bridge over the St. Louis River, between the States of 
Wisconsin and Minnesota; in which the concurrence of the 
House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. 6556) ‘‘ to provide for further urgent deficiencies 
in the appropriations for the service of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, and for other purposes.” 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed 
a bill and joint resolution of the following titles; in which the 
concurrence of the House was vested: 

A bill (S. 1860) to authorize Prof. Asaph Hall, of the United 
States Navy, toaccept a gold medal from the Academy of Science 
of France; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 74) for the proper enrollment of Thomas 
R. Proctor in the Navy of the United States. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The committee again resumed its session, Mr. BAILEY in the 


chair. 
Mr. HITT. Now, Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. ADams]; formerly minister to Brazil. 


Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I desire to sub- 
mit for the consideration of this House a brief statement which 
I think will illustrate the difference between the policy of the 
Republican party in foreign affairs and that of the present Ad- 
ministration. Fs 

On the 15th day of November the monarchy in Brazil existed 
in full force, and as far as human foresight could see there was 
no disposition to disturb the then existing form of government, 
But within twenty-four hours the spirit of liberty which cur 
forefathers brought with them when they landed on Plymouth 
Rock,and which had made its progress southward with the 
steadiness and firmness of the rovk on which they landed, as- 
serted itself in Brazil, where existed the last vestige of mon- 
archical government on the continents of North and South 
America, - 

The spirit had grown to such an extent that it was bound to 
essert itself when occasion arose, even against such a good mon- 
arch as the late Dom Pedro II of Brazil. In twenty-four hours 
a de facto government had been established, with every depart- 
ment of theGovernment in full swing; and the foreign represent- 
atives at the late court of Brazil were cut off from th*ir home 
governments by cable, and had presented to them the great 
American question, *‘ Now, what are — going to do about it?” 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman who the honor at that time 
to represent hiscountry at the court of Brazil was a Republican, 


- 
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and of the same political faith as the distinguished gentleman 
whorepresented his country in Hawaii. There was no doubt in 
his mind of the sympathy of the great statesman, who wasa real 
Republican, who then occupied the chair of state, and that he 
would be heart and soul in favor of the foundation of a new re- 

ublic. And going to the Provisional Government which had 
neen established, the American representative demanded that 
communication be opened at once with his home Government. 
{t was granted, and his dispatch went off and was received by 
the Secretary of State. 

What did the great Secretary of State at that time, James G. 
Blaine, do? In threedays he replied, ‘‘ You will maintain diplo- 
matic relations with the Provisional Government.” And the 
mother of Republics in the rorth had the great privile re of 
being the first Government on the face of the earth to recognize 
the new republic in the south. [Applause on the Republican 


side.} What is the history of the Democratic party in asimilar 
case? When on the adjacent islands, the continent already be- 


ing free, imitating the example of Brazil and wishing to wipe 
out even from the adjacent land the effete government of mon- 
archy, the people appealed to the Republican Administration, 
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the same principle of liberty prevailed and the same cordial re- | 


ception was given by the Ropublican Administration; and to-day 
Honolulu would be republican in form and owe its existence to 
the United States were it not that, unfortunately, in the interim 
the political power of thiscountry was changed, and we had that 
party come into power that seems to love and be imbued with 
the doctrines of Great Britain in free trade, monarchy, and 
every other doctrine that can be found in the text books of Eng- 
land; and the sympathy when it was asked was refused, and tho 
treaty withdrawn from the Senate, to the everlasting shame of 
the mother of Republies on the American continent, and the 
new republic in the islands on the sea received no sympathy; 
and to-day she stands knocking at our door, still asking to be 
recognized. That appeal is still unheeded, as it was in the be- 
ginning of the struggling republic; it has been refused. 

Such, Mr. Chuirman, is the difference between the foreign 
policy of the liberty-loving Republicans and the Democrats, who 
seem to have sympathy with monarchies, both in their forms of 
governmentand in their treatmentof itsownlaws. I havestated 
these facts, and had no desire to again participate in this discus- 
sion; but whenI knew that this contract existed it seemed to me 
that it should go forth to the people and the country, that they 
may know which party to support in the foreign poliey of this 
Government in the days that areto come. [Applause on the Re- 
publican side. | 

Mr. COOMBS. They know that already. 

Mr. HIT’. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Kentucky 
desives to proceed now-——— 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. If the gentleman has ex- 
hausted all the time they desire to exhaust on that side we will 
go on. 

Mr. HITT. We will not consume more time, as I understand 
the gentleman from Kentucky does not intend to oceupy further 
time on that side. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. 
on the other side? 

The CHAIRMAN. Sixteen minutes. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Does the gentleman from Il- 
linois decline to occupy further time? 

Mr. HITT. Unless the gentleman from Kentueky says some- 
thing to which we desire to reply, we have no desire to oceupy 
further time. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. 
clude that debate. and have fifteen minutes. If the gentleman 
wishes to go on on that side he must go on now, or under the 
rule I wili seek the floor to close the debate. 

Mr. HITT. The gentleman has that right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the Chair is 
ready to recognize any gentleman of the minority to consume 
the time remaining to that side. If no gentleman on that side 
desires recognition the gentleman from Kentucky wiil be recog- 
nized to close the debate. 

Mr, CANNON of Illinois. But, Mr. Chairman, if the Chair 
will pardon me, [ do not know by what rule the Chair may de- 
prive the minority of its time, if it wishes to occupy it. AsI 
understand it, the Chair says the minority must take its time 
now, and if it does not take the time the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky will be recognized to close the debate. 

The CHAIRMAN, If the gentleman from Illinois will refect 
& moment, he will recall the fact that on yesterday afternoon, by 
unanimous agreement in the House, it was determined that gen- 
eral debate would close in one hour and fifteen minutes, one 
hour of which time should be allotted tothe minority and fifteen 
minutes to the majority. 

Tho minority, in pursuanceof that agreement, have consumed 


How much time is remaining 


But I have the right to con- | 
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ninutes. The majority havo con- 
The Chair announces his 


something like forty-four 


sumed no time at all. readi to 


recognize any gentleman of the minority to consume t 
mainder of the minority’s time. If no gentleman on tha : 
desires to be recognized, the gentleman from Kentucky 
reported this bill is ent 1 to viose the debate. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I have no objection to t! 
recognizing the gentleman from Kentucky, but I und 
the Chair to recognize him upon terms, namely, that t 
teen minutes of the minority be forfeited. 


The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from [illinois v 

the Chair, the Chair will suggest that there are sixteen 
minutes remaining to the minority; and that the Chair is read 
to recognize gentlemen of the minority for that time. But if 
there is no gentleman who desires to occupy it, then the C 
will recognize the right of the centleman from Kentuc 
McCrEARY], who has charge of the bill, to close the deb 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Does the Chair hold that the 
nority, having time twice as « as the majority, 
be forced to consume all their t 

d? 

he CHAIRMAN. The Chair 
having the bill in chargs, under 
right to conclude the debate. 
plicit on that sub‘ect. 

Mr. REED. Wiil the Chair permit me 
the custom of the House? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair 
tleman., 

Mr. REED. The custom of the House has always been tha 
if the minority do not choose to take their time, the majorit 
may then conclude without further debate, but if they go « 
with their debate, the time that is allotted to the other side m 
be taken. The only method of forcing the minority to t: 
whole time is the coercion which results from a vote 
the Chair, upon examination, will find that that has » the 
invariable custom. 

For example, under the fifteen-minute rule, after th: 
for the previousquestion, fifteen minutes being allowed o: 
side, there is no regulation as to how that time shall bo + 
if the minority say they prefer to reserve their time, and 


mi 
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ime Deloro the majority say a 
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believes that th 
the rule, undoubtedly 


The Chair thinks t 


a 


noe ruice 


+ ‘ 
ite what 


tos 


will be glad to h 


other side do not desire to speak, why, then, they go to 
On the other hand. if the minority take part of their ti 
the other side insist upon their going on and finishi 
why i suppose they must do it, unless they go to a vote; 
the minority can not be deprived of its time under th 

of the House. I think that has been the eustom of the 
always in similar cases. It is, however, usual for the a 
tive to close. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, ! desi 
say aword. I have endeavored during this debate to 
courteous and fairas I knew howto be. Yesterday gentiem 
on the other side consumed more than half the time, and in th 
afternoon, when Lasked that the debate might be limited, 
order to be. perfectly fair I agreed to take fifteen minutes on 
this side and to give them an hour. Now they are contendin 
for the violation of a rule that hasalwaysexisted. [amenti 
to close this debate, as the Chair has intimated, and they hay 
this morning occupied about forty minutes. I shall only oc 
fifteen minutes, and I am surprised that gentlemen on the « 
side should contend for any change in the rules and 


LiO 


fj 


hoe 


prec 


Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I[ hay 
here a good while, and I do not think I have ever seen such a 
rule observed as the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Resp} has re 
ferred to. Invariably, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman in charge 
of the bill has the right, under the custom of the House, toopen 
the debate, and he has the right to conclude it. Now, when it 
was agreed last evening that an hour should be granted to the 
minority, and only fifteen minutes reserved to this side of t 
House, the Chair has intim ted very properly that the gentle- 
men on the other side should consume their time. If there hid 
been an equal division of time it would have been very pro 
and I think has constantly been the cnstom of the House, to al- 
ternate between the members on one side and the other; but 
large proportion of the time granted for general debat> has been 
aceorded to the other side of the House, und only a few minutes 
reserved to the chairman of the committee on this side, and J 
think the uniform rule of the House in all cases is to allow the 
gentleman having a measure in charge to-close the debate. 

Mr. REED. What the gentieman says, and the rule, which 
see the Chair has before him, refers to the ciosing of debate in 
the normal way, without agreement. But always when there 
has been an agreement, I think the custom is as I have stated. 
Whether anybody ought to insist is purely a question of cour- 
tesy. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the force of what 
the gentleman from Maine states, as to when the previous ques- 
tion is ordered; but the Chair thinks that this matter is con- 
trolled by a different rule. The Chair thinks in this instance 
that the unanimous agreement of the House to close debate with 
an hour on one side and tifteen minutes on another still preserves 
the rule of the House under which the gentleman reporting the 
measure is entitled to close debate, the only difference being 
that instead of the ch:irman of the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs having an hour in which to close debate, he would only 
have fifteen minutes, in accordance with the unanimous agree- 
ment. The Clerk will read the rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 








8. The member reporting the measure under consideration from a com- 
mittee nay open and close, Where general debate has been had thereon; and 
if it shall extend :eyond one day, he shall be entitled to one hour to close, 
notwithstanding he may have used an hour in opening. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that under the rule the 
effect of thatagreement is to limit the gentleman from Kentucky 
to fifteen minutes instead of one hour, but does not impair his 
“— to close debate. 

Mr. HITT, If the Chair will permit me, I will state that my 
object in making the point was, it might operate as a hardship 
for one side to be compelled to make their whole deb:te before 
the other side began and before there had been any statement 
of the side of the gentleman, but I did not claim, and do not 
claim, that we should have the right to close debate. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I had expected to speak upon 
this meisure under the five-minute rule, but as there seems to 
be a little time undisposed of, I give notice to the Houses that at 
the proper time I will offer the following amendment: On page 
2, line 16, strike out the words ‘‘ Hawaiian Isiands,” and on line 
18 strike out the words ‘“‘seven thousand five hundred dollars;” 
the ob'ect of this amendment being to strike out of the appro- 
yriation entirely the allowance of the minister to the Sandwich 

slands. The reason for this proposition, Mr. Chairman, is 
simply this: This House was compelled, under a rule brought 
in by the Committee on Rules, at the dictation and request of 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, to discuss the whole Sand- 
wich Island question at a time when President Dole had mide 
a statement of his case and had presented it to Minister Willis, 
and Mr. Willis had withheld it until the sailing of the next ship; 
and we discussed the matter while this evidence was supposed 
to be upon the high seas between Hawaii and California. 

It was an unheard-of and a remarkable proceeding for the 
House to take up a question involving great interests to the 
people of this Union, aifecting the rights of the Government of 
the Sindwich Islands, and discuss it while the evidence upon 
the side of the defendant Government was en route, to be laid 
before Congress. Not only that, sir, but a committee in the 
Senate was, at the very time we had the hearing here, engaged 
in discussing the question and taking testimony; and after this 
House had acted thus, with its eyes closed against the evidence 
refusing to hear the evidence, whilst we were thus acting pre- 
maturely, the Senate were going on quietly and ina methodical 
way taking testimony. That testimony was subsequently laid 
before the nation, and to-day we me meet this question in the 
light of that evidence, and in the light of President Dole’s 
statement. 

In view of this additional testimony we ought tosay that when 
we sent a minister to the Provisional Government of the Sand- 
wich Islands, and that minister so far forgot his duty to the Gov- 
ernment to which he was accredited as to advise it to resign and 
turn over its affairs to a government that the peeple had aiready 
condemned and turned out, that the least that this House can 
do is to say that the power which commands the purse strings 
of the nation shall cut off all allowance for a minister who seems 
to forget that he isan American citizen. [ think we ought to 
indorse the earnest words of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MORGAN] when he said, in his report: 

When acrown falis in any kingdom of the western hemisphere it is pul- 
verized, and when a scepter departs it departs forever. 

This is the only way in which we can review the action then 
taken by the House. There is only one way thit Minister Wil- 
lis can be reached, and that is by striking out this aperepeetion. 
It is best for the House and the best interests of the country 
to strike out the appropriation, cut off the supplies of that min- 
ister, and call him home. 

The CHAIRMAN. The minority still have twelve minutes 
remaining. The Chair is ready torecognize any gentleman on 
that side who desires to address the committee. 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire particularly 
to discuss the items in the pending bill, and am perfectly con- 
tent to leave the general matter of the reference made here to 
a distinguished citizen of the district which I have the honor to 
represent, the Hon. John Wanamaker, as it was presented by 
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my colleague [Mr. ADAMS] on yesterday. But there is one 
thing in the statement made by the honorable chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs which I do desire to correct. 
He stated that provious to his appointment as Postmaster-Gen- 
eral Mr. Wanamaker was politically unknown. Mr. Wana- 
maker may not have had a national reputation as a leading Re- 
sublican, but he did have a State reputation, and was as widely 

nown as an active participant in political affairs as either the 
honorable gentleman who has recently bsen appointed Senator 
from the State of Georgia, or the junior Senator from the State 
of New Jersey, or many other gentlemen who have been chosen 
to Cabinet and other high positions in this natioa, at the time 
of their selection. 

As far back as 1882 the Republicans of Pennsylvania turned 
with practical unanimity to Mr, Wanamaker, and desired that 
he should become the candidate of the Republican party of 
Pennsylvania for the honorable position of Representative-at- 
Large in the Congress of the United States, and it was only the 
disinclination of Mr. Wanamaker to accede to their request 
which prevented him from being the unanimous choice of the 
Republican State convention of Pennsylvania at thattime. He 
has been widely known asan active participant in every national 
centest for the last twenty years, has been upon prominent com- 
mittees of advisers in reference to the conduct of political cam- 
paigns, and in the State of Pennsylvania he has been as widely 
known and as highly respected as a leading and active Repub- 
lican as he was nationally known asa business man of exceptional 
ability and of undoubted and unquestioned integrity. 

The CHAIRMAN. The minority have still nine minutes re- 
maining. The Chair will recognize the gentleman on that side 
who desires to be heard. [A pause.] If no gentleman of the 
minority desires to address the committee, the Chair will recog- 
nize the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. McCrREARY]. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
ask whether the debate upon the other side has been closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair stated that the minority still 
had some time remaining, and that the Chair was ready to recog- 
nize any gentleman on that side who desired to address the com- 
mittee, but no one responding, the Chair then said that if no 
member of the minority desired to be heard he would recognize 
the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. How much time have we 
left on this side. 

The CHAIRMAN. Nine minutes. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I take the floor and yield 
the time to the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. McCCREARY of Kentucky. I beg pardon; Iam not asking 
for any of the gentleman's time. I simply desire to know 
whether debate on that side is concluded. 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Chairman, with the permission of the Chair, 
I will occupy a minute in putting on record here a single sen- 
tence from the report of the Senate Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations in relation to the Hawaiian Islands. It will be found on 
page 17 of the majority report, weitten by Senator MORGAN of 
Alabama, the chairman of the committee, and is as follows: 

When a crown falisin any kingdom ‘n the western ee it is pul- 
verized, and when a scopter departs it departs forever; and American opin- 
ion can not sustiin any Americanruler in the attempt toressore them, no 


matter how virtuous and sincere the reasons may be that seem to justify 
him. 


Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky., Mr. Chairman, am I recog- 
nized to close the debate? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky is recog- 
nized. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I am not sur- 
prised that the gentlemen on the other side have been so ner- 
vous both yesterday and this morning. The last Administration 
brought about such a complication of our foreign affairs that the 
friends of that Administration find it necessary to do all they 
can to extricate it from its embarrassing position. My distin- 
guished friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. ADAmMs}, who I believe 
was the last minister to Brazil under a Republican Administra- 
tion, referred this morning to the case of Brazil. 

Evidently the gentiemaa had not examined carefully the his- 
tory of the proceedings in this House when he endeavored to 
use that case to illustrate the splendid foreign policy of the last 
Republican Administration. That Administration halted and 
hesitated about recognizing the Republic of Brazil, and did not 
recognize it until I had the honor to introduce a resolution here 
calling upon the President to inform the House why the Repub- 
lic of Brazil had not been recognized. Then, when the Demo- 
cratic party held up to the world the failure of this Republic to 
reodgilies Brasil as a we the Republican Administration 
tardily made the recognition. ¢ 

But, since the gentleman has chosen to go into the ae 
policy of the last Administration, I will endeavor to give him 
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information which he does not seem topossess. Itwassaid here 
yesterday that an effort had been mude to put back a dusky 
Queen on the throne of the Haw iilian Islands. Let me refresh 
the recollection of the distinguished gentleman who made that 
statement. Mr. Harrison’s Administration was rendered con- | 
spicuous by the fact that within the first four months of his | 
Presidency he appointed commissioners to meet at Berlin com 
missioners from Germany and Great Britain, by Whom a tripar- 
tite alliance was agreed upon for the purpose of putting back 
upon ihe throne of Samoa a savage king called Malietoa. 

Mr. McMILLIN. While my friend is on that question, he 
will bear in mind also (if he will permit the interruption) that | 
this Government was forced to pay a partof the expenses of that 
kingly government. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Iamcoming tothat. Not 
only did the last Republican Administration indorse the action 
of Mr. Phelps and his associates who met the commissioners of 
Germany and Great Britain at Berlin and united with them in 
putting a savage King on the throne of Samoa, but Mr. Phelps 
was rewarded for his services by being made minister to Ger- 
many. Under that agreement we are paying to-day a part of the 
salary of the chief justice of Samoa, who has more power than 
the King of Samoa. And we did help for a while to pay the ex- 
penses of maintaining the King on the throne. And that same 
treaty contains tariff regulations for Samoa. 

Therefore, when gentlemen are rolling under their tongues 
as a sweet morsel the statement, which [ deny, that there has 
been an effort on the part of this Government to put the Queen 
back by force on the throne of Hawaii, they should remember 
whxt was done in Samoa. 

But while I am on the foreign policy of the last Administra- 
tion, let me give you another chapter. There was a little trou- 
ble down in Chile, and this great Government, representing 65,- 
000,000 of people. acting through the President of the United 
States, Mr. Harrison, sent to this House what was almost equiv- 
alent to a declaration of war against Chile after the chief ex- 
ecutive of Chile had sent an apology. 

Mr. HITT. But not after it was received. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. It was a humiliating specta- 
cle that the President of the United States should send to this 
House and to the Senate a war message when a dispatch had al- 
ready been received—and the date will show it—I had a copy of 
it at the time—which showed that that Government in Chile had 
agreed to make any reparation and any apology which might be 
deemed necessary for the incident which had occurred in Chile. 

But | have only a little time and must hurry on. My friend, 
the new member from Pennsylvania [Mr. ADAMS], could cer- 
tainly have not referred to the foreign policy of the last Admin- 
istration if he had been in the United Statesat the timeand had 
an opportunity to study it. But he was ab-ent as minister to 
Brazil. Let me give him another chapter. 

I now refer to the Bering Sea policy of the last Administra- 
tion. When Russia controlled Alaska and the waters of Behr- 
ing Sea, and Canadian sealing vessels went into those waters, 
the Czar of Russia sent his warships there and said, ‘‘ The seals 
at Pribilof Islands belong to Russia, and if you interfere with 
them I will sink your vessels.” 

After our Government acquired Alaska by paying $6,000,000 
to Russia we received $300,0U0 per annum for our sealing inter- 
ests at Pribilof Islands, and later we received $150, 00 per an- | 
num. But when Canadian sealing vessels interfered with our 
industry, what was the vigorous policy determined upon by the 
Republican Administration? They said, ‘* We would like to ar- 
bitrate this question.” And the award was against us. Our 
distinguished commissioners, Justice Harlan and Senator MorR- 
GAN, did the best they .could; but when they went before that 
court of arbitration, composed of two gentlemen from Great | 
Britain,one from France, one from Norway and Sweden, and one | 
from Italy. they found they could not get what they desired. 

The result was, a decision was rendered by the court of arbi- | 
tration which greatly injured, if it does not destroy, our sealing 
interests, because on the fifth point submit.ed to the court of 
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arbitration it was held that we had only the right of protection 
and the right of property in seals within the3-milelimit. That 
is another illustration of the foreign policy of the last Adminis- 
tration. . 

Now let me call attention to the last point to which Idesire to 
refer—the Hawaiian policy of the last Administration, which 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania |Mr. GROW; has been com- 
pelled to make three speeches on this floor to elucidate, and 
which is still very much befogged. 

Mr. Harrison, as President of the United States, sent to the 
Senate for confirmation a treaty which he had negotiated, within 
thirty days after that ‘‘ peaceable revolution” at Honolulu; and 
in that treaty he recommended that this country pay three mil- 
lion and a quarter of dollars out of our Treasury into the treas- 
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ury of Hawaii; that we pay to the Queen an annuity of $20,000, 
and that we give to the Princess the sum of $150,000. If that 
Queen had no rights—if she was lawfully deposed—if, as the 


| gentleman from Pennsylvania claimed yesterday, she was nut a 


lawful Queen and the people who loved a republic had rightfully 
taken charge o the Government, then why did the President of 
the United States, Mr. Harrison, recommend that we pay three 
million and a quarter of dollars for the Hawaiian Islands, to- 
gether with an annuity of $20,000 to the Queen and a donation of 

53,000 to the Princess? I have already on this floor di-cussed 
this questionatlength. I have not time to go into it now, further 
than tosay that I believe—and I think I showed this in an argu- 
ment which I made on this floor a few weeks ago —that Mi: 
Stevens in his conduct at Honolulu violated international law, 
violated his instructions, violated all the precedents of the past, 
and violated the Constitution, and that this House properly con- 
demned him. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The gentleman is mistaken, I think, in his 
statement. The country doesnot believe it, and he can not make 
the country believe it. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I did not yield to the gen- 
tleman from Maine, but will answer his statement. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Of course, I knew the gentleman would be 
always courteous. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. The gentleman has the honor 
of representing the district in which Mr. Stevens reside:, and 
it is very natural and proper that the gentleman should stand 
up and defend one of his constituents. But the Representatives 
of the people of the United States, by 99 majority on this floor, 
have put the seal of condemnation on the action of Mr. Stevens 
at Honolulu. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The gentleman will let me suggest that 
that does not represent the people of the United States 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I do not yield to the gen- 
tleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
to be interrupted. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I listened on 
yesterday with surprise, and I my say with amusement, to the 
political speeches that were made by the distinguished gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. CANNON}, as well as by the distinguished 
gentleman from Ohio |Mr. GROSVENOR|. It is strange how 
easily men who have suffered political defeat can become elated. 
There have been a few elections held in cities in the United 
States [derisive laughter on the Republican side], and the ela- 
tion and enthusiasm, as well as the glorification of the Republic- 
ans on the other side of the House over the result, is without a 
parallel in political history. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana, 
of Pennsylvania, for instance. 


ister 


The gentleman from Kentucky declines 


There was an election in the State 


Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. But all I ask you is to wait 
until the regular elections are held in November [renewed 
laughter on the Republican side|—wait until the Democratic 
party is heardfrom inthe various States of this Union, and after 
the elections in November next you will find that the Democracy 
is again triumphant and Democrats will again have a majority 
in this House. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 

In this day of Republican exultation—I wish I had time to 
picture the enthusiasm and arrogance of Republicans when they 
took possession of every branch of the Government in 1889 and 
their defeat and overthrow in 1892—— 

| Here the hammer fell.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time allotted for debate by order of 
the House has expired. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman from Kentucky be permitted tocontinue his prophecy 
of the future of the Democratic party. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky (continuing), 1 


say, Mr. 


| Chairman, in this day of exultation on the other side, | would 


like to be permitted to remind Republican Representatives of 
their Waterloo in 1892, and of their condemnation by the peo- 
ple 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will remind the gentleman 
from Kentucky that the time for general debate has expired, 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Let his time be extended. 

The CHAIRMAN. I: is not in order for the Committee of the 
Whole to extend the time. 

Mr. McCREARY. Ishould have been glad, Mr. Chairman, 
to have been permitted to gratify the gentleman in his desire, 
but as the time has expired I ask now that the bill be read by 
sections. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order.”’] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chiirmin—— 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman 
rise? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. [rise to ask unanimous consent that the 
time of the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs may 
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be extended a little longer to enable him to tell us what the for- 
eign policy of the present Administration is in regard to Hawaii. 

{Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!”| 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Maine that it is not in order to extend the time. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Can not it be done by unanimous 
consent? 

The CHAIRMAN. Ii is not in order to ask unanimous con- 
sent of the Committee of the Whole to extend the time after it 
has been limited by the House. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I risetoa parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Isthere not some method known 
to parliamentary law—— 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Regularorder, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thisis the regular order. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I ask that the bill be read by 
paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is proceeding with the regular 
order. The gentleman from Indiana rises to a parliamentary 
inquiry, which he has a right todo under the rulesof the Heuse. 
The gentleman from Indiana will state his parliamentary in- 
quiry. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I wish to ask if there is notsome 
device known to parliamentary law to enable the gentleman 
from Kentucky to have an opportunity to predict more fully the 
future success of the Democratic party? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is nota parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky can manage his own affairs, and does not desire the assist- 
ance of either the gentleman from Maine or the gentleman from 
Indiana. 

Tusk that the bill be read by sections. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the reading 
of the bill by paragraph. 

The Clerk read as foliows: 

Envoys extraordinary and ministers plenipotentiary to Belgium, Den- 
mark, Hawaiian Islands, Netherlands, and Venezuela, at $7,509 each, $37,500. 

Mr. LACEY. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 2, line 16, strike out the words ‘‘ Hawaiian Islands,’’ and in linel7 
of sald page strike out ‘seven thousand five hundred.” 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I make the point of order on 
the amendment that it changes existing law. 

The CHALKMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
lowa on the point of order. 

Mr. LACEY. If itdoes change existing law it retrenches ex- 
penditures, and is therefore in order. But it does not change 
existing law. It simply reduces the appropriation. It leaves 
the minister there, and pays him what heis worth. There is no 
ove about the right of the House to reduce salaries or with- 

raw appropriations for salaries altogether as amendments to 
appropriation bills. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This is simply a failure to appropriate for 
this purpose. That, I believe, is the only effect of it? 

The CHAIRMAN. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Well, the House maydothat. We are not 
ebliged to appropriate for the office if Congress does not seo fit 
to do so. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentioman desire to be heard on 
the point of order? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. No; I do not. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the Chair overrules the point of 
order, 

Mr. COOMBS. 
ported again. 

The amendment was again reported. 

Mr. COOMBS. The gentleman's amendment in its present 
form is defective. I suggest that he perfect the text of it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman only wishes to reduce the 
amount $7,500, and not to strike out “seven thousand five hun- 
dred.” 

Mr. HITT. The Clerk can make the change by subtracting 
seven thousand five hundred from the footing. 

Mr. LACEY. The word ‘“‘thousand” wiil have to be inserted. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheClerk will correct the amendment as 
suggested, and will then read it. 

‘The Clerk read as fellows: 

On page 2, line 16, surike out “ Hawaiian Islands,’’ and in line 18 strike out 
“geven, and ‘five hundred,” so that it will read: 

‘Envoys extraordinary and ministers plenipotentiary to Belgium, Den- 
mark, Netherlands, and Venezuela, at #7,boo each, $30,000.” 

TheCHAIRMAN. TheChair suggests thatthe words ‘ seven 
thousand five hundred dollars each” should be allowed to stand. 

Mr. LACEY. That was not in my motion to strike out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from lowa [Mr. Lacry] 
is recognized to speak upon the amendment. 





I should like to have that amendment re- 
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Mr. LACEY. Only a word, Mr. Chairman, by way of expla- 
nation. The Hawaiian question has been very thoroughly dis- 
cussed in the general debate, and that debate would be mean- 
ingless unless this House or committee took someaction upon it; 
and this is the only action by which the voice of the House it- 
self can be heard. I believe, sir, that nine out of ten—yes, 
ninety-nine out of a hundred of all the people of the United 
States are thoroughly ashamed of the policy that has been in- 
augurated in the Sandwich Islands, and that to withdraw the 
salary of the minister, who has voiced that policy and who has 
attempted to carry it out by the destruction of the Republic in 
those islands, is the most eiTective manner in which the Houso 
can express itself. That being the case, I submit the amond- 
ment without further discussion. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Tho act authorizing the ap- 
pointment of a minister to the Hawaiian Islands was passed in 
1874. We have therefore had a minister in the Hawaiian Islands 
for twenty years. I believe that the importance of that coun- 
try, and the fact that all the leading nations of the world have 
ministers there, make it necessary and proper that we should 
keep a minister there. 

The dispatches that we have received from the Hawaiian Is- 
lands indicate that peace now reigns supreme there, that the 
present minister is kindly received, that there is no animosity 
whatever between the Government of Hawaii and the present 
minister. 

It isknown to many members of this House that the present 
minister, Mr. Willis, isan able man, a fair man, a just man, and 
I have no doubt that he has discharged his duty, under most 
trying and difficult circumstances, as well as any minister could 
have discharged the duties rejuired of him. Ido not believe 
that at this time it would be good policy for our Government to 
either withdraw the minister to the Hawaiian Islands or repeal! 
the law which authorizes the appointment and payment of a 
minister to the Hawaiian Islands, and when we are seeking to 
have the most amicable relations with the people of these is- 
lands and when we have announced that we desire that. they 
shall pursue their own line of policy and manage their own do- 
meastic affairs, I do not believe that a majority of this House 
would be in favor of revealing the law which authorizes a min- 
ister to represent the United States in ths Hawaiian Islands. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, if the people of the country could be convinced 
and feel satisfied beyond a reasonable doubt that the attitude of 
the American Government toward the Provisional Government 
of the Hawaiian Islands is what the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr McCREARY] seems.to fondly hope, I have no doubt that they 
would oppose the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. LACEY]; but the trouble about the whole question is, 
we are taught by experience that a man or a political party or 
acountry that does a dishonorable and dishonest thing once, 
deliberately and of premeditated malice, is very likely to do it 
again, and the trouble in this case is that thero is presented in 
the record one of the most conspicuous acts of diplomatic 
atrocity, hypocrisy, and treachery ever recorded upon the pages 
of the Tisouatio istory of this country or any other country. 

A revolution had been complete, a government de facto had 
been established. No matter how, no matter by what means. 
It is idle, it is puerile, it is childish to discuss that question. 
It had been established, and we had no more right to.attempt to 
overturn it than we have to go back and overturn the revolution 
of the French people by which the third Napoleon was driven 
from power and the Republic established. 

That is probably because this Government sympathized in the 
revolution. This Government, through its minister, was not 
opposed to the change of government there. When this condi- 
tion of things was known to all the world, and when it was emi- 
nently proper for Mr. Cleveland’s Administration to withdraw 
the treaty, if he saw fit to do so, it was a questionclearly within 
the province of the President to seek to send a paramount min- 
ister, who, while under terms of respect, of recognition, of en- 
dearment to the head of that Provisional Government, wishing 
it well, the record shows that the assault of Abner upon his fated 
victim was not more ey premeditated and prepared 
than was the assault by the American Administration upon the 
Provisional Government of those islands. It was dastardly; it 
was illegal; it puta blot upon the pages of American statesman- 
ship puch as no time can obliterate; and there is a doubt in the 
mind of Americans, and a doubt in the minds of the people of 
Hawaii as to what is the real atfitude of the American Govern- 
ment to those islands to-day. That is the difficulty; and that 
is the reason why, possibly, the withdrawal of this minister, 
amiableasheis, honest as i know him to be, upright as no doubt 
he is, acting under these instructions, he is liable again to be 
driven to some overt act of treachery. 

=e ESE - The timeof the gentleman from Ohio has 
expired. 
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Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Chairman, it appears to me that the 
attitude of the Republican party upon this bill so far is most re- 
markable, and presents a very extraordinary spectacie. Notsat- 
istied with their efforts upon every opportunity to assail the 
present Administration upon the record it has made it seizes the 
opportunity afforded by considerati nof appropriations to main- 
tain an important branch of the service to indulge in further de- 
nunciation with reference to the Hawaiian Islands. We have 
seen dignified statesmen upon the other side of the Chamber, 
upon the consideration of this bill, depart widely from the propo- 
sitions contained in it, and avail themselves o/ this opportunity 
to continue their assault 
turn and rend themselves like a blind snake in the dog days, 
merely to show still further their vemon against the Adminis- 
tration. 

Here isa government recognized by the civilized governments 
of the world, with legations established there, and maintaining 
alegation here: a government at peace with us, and upon friendly 
and ainicable terms, one whose trade is of the highest import- 
ance to us; and these gentlemen propose, actuated, as it ap- 
pears to me, by small and unworthy spite against the President 
of the United States. to withhold the compensation of the min- 
ister who is accredited to that country, and who they testify 
themselves is a man worthy in all respects to represent this 
great Government. : ; . 

I have been surprised, sir, having sat upon the committee and 
subcommittee which prepared this bill, with the course of my 
distinguished friend, the gentleman from Lllinois [Mr. HiT], 
who first addressed the committee upon the pending bill. In 
the committee everything went beautifully and smoothly, and 
there seemed to have been the best understanding. 

Now he has taken the floor of the House and made a long and 
eloquent speech (for heisalways eloquent and I esteem him most 
highly), and gives us once again the wails of his party on the 
late trouble in Hawaii. ‘They continue to assert, and it was an- 
nounced this morning, that the people vindicate ex-Minister 
Stevens and disapprove wholly of the Administration. If the 
people believe that they are right, why this constant and re- 
peated reiteration upon the part of the Republicans of the 
House in denunci ition of us and in justification of themselves? 

If they feel so confident that they are right and justice sup- 
ports them, why is it that they can not withhold their criticism, 
but must continue to parade before the country not only criti- 
cism, but vituperation, and resort to all the epithets that lan- 
guage affords to denounce the Administration and the gentle- 
man selected by the Administration to represent us in that 
country? Mr. Chairman, the just are not wont to protest their 
justness, the innocent their innocence; too much protestation is 
evidence of conscious weakness. 

So full of artless jealousy is guilt, 
It spills itself in fearing to be spilt. 

Now, it is well known to the gentleman who proposes this 
amendment, and those who stand with him, that the amendment 
will not be adopted by the House; and he has no expectation 
that it will. He has no hope, I am constrained to believe, no de- 
sire, that it will, because I believe the gentleman from Iowa 
wants to maintain relations with the Government of the Ha- 
waiian Islands, I believe he would not have usstrike out this ap- 
propriation and suffer this amendment to pass. His only object 
is to bring up in the House constantly the denuaciations of his 
party, which are wholly unjustifiable; and I believe the country 
sustains me in believing that the action of ex-Minister Stevens 
in landing the United States forces was for the purpose not of pro- 
tecting American interests, but to carry out a scheme and con- 
spiracy which he had entered into to overthrow an existing 
government in behalf of adventurers. 

Several members addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment is ex- 
hausted. 

Mr.VAN VOORGIS of New York. Mv. Chairman, the gen- 
tleman who has just taken his seat has stated what the Demo- 
cratic party on this floor believe, or profess to believe. It is, 
that Minister Stevens, with one hundred and sixty-two marines, 
including a brass band, overthrew the Hawaiian monarchy and 
established the Provisional Government. I regret that any at- 
tack should be made upon Minister Willis. Everybody concedes 
that Mr. Willis isa gentleman, and an able man. I| object to 
any attack being made upon him -by Republicans, because he is 
a standing wi ness to the high character, the executive ability, 
the strength of character,and the patriotism of John L. Stevens. 
Minister Stevens. according to our friendson the other side, es- 
tablished a Provisional Governmentin Hawaii with one bundred 
and sixty-two United States naval soldiers, including a brass band. 
He established this Provisional Government so firmly and so 
successfully that Minister Willis, with the United States Navy 
under his control, with Grover Cleveland at his back, has been 


s. 


[In the confusion of their frenzy they | 
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utterly urable to overthrow it. 
gone for almost a ar, and yet that Government, the work 
his hands, as our friends on the other side claim, continu 
existand prosper. {|Laughter.| Therefore, Isay, Mr. Chairman, 
that Minister Willis is not only a standing witness to the hi 
character and ability of Minister Stevens, buta standing w 


|Laughter.] Stevens has been 


ness to the strength, the stability, and the permanency « 18 
Provisional Government of the Hawaiian Islan | Laughtet 
Let him stay there and draw his salary. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The gentleman from Kentucky inquires 
why these repeated defenses of the Republican party are heard 
upon this floor. It is simply because the policy of the Repub- 


lican party as carried out by the last Administrationand by t 
very worthy and eminent minister who then represented thi: 
country at the Hawaiian Islands has been repeatedly attac 
here. Our Democratic friends can not seem to fo tthe 
unfortunate mistakes, and when other people would willing 
them be buried with the dead, they try to dig 
carcasses, and if possible breathe into t 
respectability. 1 have been amused at their persistency. Th 
remind me of the old lady who ecalied her husband 

He conciuded he would stop that thing, and finally he chucked 
her down into a well. She still kept saying 
when at last he held her under the water so that she could not 
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up the old r« 


10m some somoi 








* Scissors 





** Scissors,” an 


say ‘‘Scissors” any more,she held up her two fingers 
worked them like the two blades of a pair of scissors. [{Laug! 
ter. ] 

Now, after the Hawaiian policy of the present Administration 


has been condemned by the most distinguished Democrats in the 
Senate, afterit has been condemned by the majority of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations of a Democratic Senate, after it has 
been almost universally condemned by the presa and th 
of this country, our friends still seem to feel asif they can rukelt 
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up and galvanize it into a little respectability. As I said yes 
terday, it shows a eublimer faith in the power to do something 
impossible than I have ever seen manifested before. So far as 
Minister Stevens is concerned, he was sustained by the Admi 
istration that sent him to Hawaii when President Harrison s 
to the Senate for ratification the treaty framed between thi 
country and the Hawaiian Islands. 

He was sustained by our Administration, and he in 
been sustained overwhelmingly by the verdict of the people and 
the press of this country; and [ pity the stupidity of the man 
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her he be Democrat or Republican, who has not felt 


air the patriotic rebuke given by the people of the Uni 
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to the present Administration for its attempt to restore a rotten 
monarchy in Hawaii. The gentleman says that the Administ: 

tion did not try to do that. Why, sir, the President in the 
message which he sent to this House and which was read from 


that desk, stated that he had done it. But, says my friend from 
Kentucky, the President did not use force. Whydid he notuse 
force? It was becuse he discovered before he got very far into 
the business that the peopleof this country would not allow him 
to use force,in violation of the Constitution of the United States, 
to restore a rotten monarchy in piace of the enlightened and 
civilized government that had been set up in those islands where 
the American people have been so large factors in bringing 
about the degree of civilization that exists there to day. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has e 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment is ex- 
hausted. 

Mr. HITT. I move tostrike out the preceding word. Ordi 
narily, Mr. Chairman, a motion to withdraw a minister from a 
country would express adiminution of regard, and if this were 
an ordinary case, I could not assent toit. But our minister to 
the Hawaiian Islands has occupied a position which the world 
has well understood as intrinsically and essentially hostile to 
the existence of the Government of those islands. The Presi- 
dent of that Governmenthas so solemnly declared, and we have 
had that declaration communicated to this House. 

The minister who represents us there has long since lost al 
usefulness in maintaining or increasing friendly relations, He 
was at one time an object of dread, and he has been an object of 
distrust all: the time. Itis true that is a small country. It is 
one of the slender powers of the world, and under ordinary cir- 
cumstances it would require the special reason of its position, 
so adjacent to our Republic and so important to our future, as 
containing the position which is the Gibraltar of the Pacific, 
to justify our keeping a minister there at all. We have a con- 
sul-general who can attend to the current business that ari 


‘pired. 


The withdrawal of this minister would not, I am sure, be per- 
manent, for the strength of public opinion in this country, what- 


ever may be the foree of party org :nizations or the head of a 
party to resist for a time, is always irresistible in the end. 
The strong sentiment of the American people will constrain 
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the Administration in time to change its policy of hostility or 
duplicity toward Hawaii; and such an expression as this from 
the House of Representatives would be received as an expres- 
sion of disapprobation of its course by the people of our country, 
as it hasexcited aversion in the people of the Hawaiian Islands 
and that Government, though it is friendly to our country, with 
20 much more than an ordinary friendship, that all they crave 
is to be merge’ in our existence and be a part of us. 

Mr. PICKLER. As I understand the gentleman from Illinois, 
he contends that the attitude of the present Administration has 
been hostile and is still hostile to the Provisional Government of 
Hawaii. 

Mr. HITT. It is so regarded by that Government; and there 
is no need of continuing a minister there unless hecan be useful 
to us. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman,I rise to oppose the amend- 
ment. I was not surprised that some gentlemen on the other 
side should take an extremely partisan view of this question; 
but [ was surprised that my distinguished colleague[Mr. Hrr7'}, 
who was formerly chairman of the Committee on Foreign A ffairs 
and who has had long experience in the foreign service of this 
Government as a member of our diplomatic corps—I was sur- 
prised that he should have stated to this committee and to the 
country that we should ‘‘rebuke” our present minister by refus- 
ing him his salary, the result of such withdrawal of compensa- 
tion being necessarily the withdrawal of the minister. 

Mr. HifT. I did not saythat we should rebuke the minister, 
but that we should rebuke the Administration for its policy, 
which that minister has carried out, I must say in a manner 
which is very honorable to him personally, in his faithful but 
painful and reluctant labors in carrying out instructions which 
no one approves. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then the gentleman has made this more a 
partisan matter than I supposed heintended. He wants to “ re- 
buke this Administration” by withholding the compensation of 
the minister to the Hawaiian Islands! I had supposed that in 
preference to all other places in this service the gentlemen on 
the other side of the House would desire a diplomatic represent- 
ative in the Hawaiian Islands. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Whatfor? Why should we have a minis- 
ter there? 

Mr. SPRINGER. For the same reason thatave have a minis- 
ter at other places. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Is he there to tear down a government or 
to set one up? 

Mr. SPRINGER. 1 do not yield to the gentleman for an in- 
terruption, unless he asks for information; and I can not give 
him any information on this subject-—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I do not think you could. 

Mr. SPRINGER. He is so thoroughly advised already. 

The object of this amendment, then, is to ‘‘ rebuke this Ad- 
ministration "—for doing what? For refusing to sanction what 
the previous Administration had done in regard to Hawaii, for 
withdrawing a treaty which provided a pension for this deposed 
Queen ut $20,000 a year, and a gratuity of $150,000 to the heir 
apparent? The late Administration agreed upon a treaty of that 
ind. which in effect concedes that the Queen was unjustly de- 
posed, that her Government had been tiken away, her preroga- 
tives despoiled. After accomplishing her overthrow, that Ad- 
ministration wanted to make reparation to her by paying money 
out of our Treasury, as I have indicated. The gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER] suggests to me, which is true, 
that the indebtedness of the Hawaiian Islands, amounting to 
$3,250,000, was, by the terms of the proposed treaty, assumed by 
the United States. . 

All this was proposed and advocated by the last Administra- 
tion. And because Mr. Cleveland has withdrawn that treaty, 
refused to recognize that contract which Mr. Harrison made 
and the Republican party approved, the gentieman from Illinois 
proposes now to ‘“‘rebuke the Administration.” I think the 
present Administration deserves the thanks of the country for 
refusing to ratify that agreement, and for withdrawing it from 
the Senate. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. This Administration will never get the 
thanks of the country. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This Administration is not asking the 
thanks of gentlemen on the other side of the House, and espe- 
cially not of the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. BOUTELLE undertook to make a remark, but was rapped 
to order by 

The CHAIRMAN, who said: The gentleman from Maine must 
not interrupt the gentleman from Illinois without his consent. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Sofaras the foreign policy of this Adminis- 
tration is concerned, it needs no defense at my hands. Thegen- 
tleman now at the head of our foreign affairs as Secretary of 
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State is one of the most eminent statesmen of the country. 
And what seems to disturb the gentlemen on the other side is 
the fact that he was so recently a member of their own party. 
But everybody will concede that Secretary Gresham is both able 
and honest, and that he has been faithful and fearless in the vin- 
dication of the dignity and honor of this country. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Will the gentleman from [Ili- 
nois yield to me for a question? 

Mr. SPRINGER. No; I can not yield. The gentleman does 
not want information. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Well, I would not get any in- 
formation probably—— 

The CHAIRMAN (rapping for order). The gentleman from 
Illinois can not be interrupted without his consent. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I asked the gentleman from 
Illinois to yield for a question —— 

The CHAIRMAN. And he declined to yield. 

Mr. WILSON of Washingion. And then he added that I did 
not want any information; and I replied that I would probably 
receive no information from the gentleman from Illinois. 

The CHAIRMAN (who had been endeavoring to silence Mr. 
WILSON by the use of the gavel). The gentleman from Wash- 
ington must bea in order. 

Mr. SPRINGER, I dislike very much to havea scene of this 
kind occur in the Committee of the Whole of this House. I am 
afraid the gentleman from Washington has lost his temper. 

Mr. WILSON of Washinzton again attempted to mike him- 
self heard. 

The CHAIRMAN (after rapping loudly for order). The gen- 
tleman from Washington knows the rues, and must on re‘lec- 
tion realize that he is not observing them. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman from Washing- 
ton —— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. SPRINGER] has expired. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I move to amend by striking 
out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending amendment, without objec- 
tion, will be considered as withdrawn. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Doesthe Chair think that so much of the 
time as was occupied by the gentleman from Washington should 
be taken out of my time? 

TheCHAIRMAN. The time was kept by the Speaker’s clerk, 
by whom the Chair was advised that the time of the gentleman 
from Illinois had expired. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, 1 regret, of 
course, that I could not have yielded instantly to the command 
or a of the very able gentleman who now occupies the 
chair in this committee, but when I asked the gentleman from 
Illinois, then occupying the floor, a man who has represented 
his district for a long time, an old member on this floor, if he 
would yield to ms for a question, he declined and very properly 
declined to be interrupted. But when he went further than 
that and declared that I did not want to interrupt him for in- 
formation, then I had a right, sir, as a member on this floor to 
reply to a retort that he made which was in itself out of oder. 

he gentleman from Illinois said that [ did not wish any in- 
formation upon the subject he was discussing. Perhaps that is 
true as far as he is concerned, for I would not probably have ob- 
tained any information from the gentleman from Illinois. But 
he was speaking in regard to the foreign policy of this Admin- 
istration, and I desired to ask the gentleman only, inasmuch as 
he had spoken upon that foreign policy, why it was that this 
Administration had gone into British Columbia and had there 
inaugurated a foreign policy of letting contracts to coal Ameri- 
can war vessels to residents of British Columbia instead of 
awarding them to the people of the United States? Just across 
the line, on the Straits of Fuca, is to be found as fine coal as any 
produced in British Columbia; and yet this Administration, 
sailing the American war steamer Yorktown—think of it, with 
all the old-time honor of that name—the American man-of-war 
Yorktown is coaling across the line in British Columbia, and 
this Administration has given to those people a contract for 
$100,000 worth of coal. 

Now, my people are in distress, as are the people all over the 
country. Our people, the people of my country, want work and 
they want to develop theirown coal mines. They want the Gov- 
ernment of the United States to give the contract to the labor- 
ing people of the United States. And I rose, therefore, to ask 
the gentleman from Illinois if he had any information in regard 
to that subject or why a contract of this character had been en- 
tered into with a foreign sous: 

Mr. Chairman, I should have known that the gentleman did 
not have any information on the subject, because he has but little 
information uponany subjectin which this country is interested. 
[Applause on the Republican side. ]} 
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Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman,I did not desire to take any 
part whatever in the wrangling which may have been produced 
during the discussion of this question; but I think a word of jus- 
tice may appropriately be said fora very distinguished and faith- 
ful public servant in connection with this discussion, and I will 





say it. 

Y believe I will not make too much of a claim for myself when | 
I say that the members of this House who know me know full | 
wellthat Iam notslow to engage in the advocacy of any wiss econ- 
omy that looks to the prevention of improper and improvident | 
expenditures, and to the saving of all that can be saved of that 
which comes from the sweat and the toil of the people who pay 
the taxes. 

But this is a proposition to abolish the salary of an important 
officer of the Government. It is true I have never had that con- 
fidence in the necessity for an exce:sive or a very large number 
of foreign ministers that other gentlemen seem to have had. I 
have believed that some provision made for the improvementof 
the consular service abroad would probably meet most of the 
demands of the public service in that direction. But we have 
the system as it is. 

The Government of the United States is represented at the 
Hawaiian Islands to-day by Hon. Albert S. Willis, a gentleman 
who is not unknown to the members of this House nor to the 
country. He was forten yearsthe representative of the district 
now 80 ably represented by the gentleman whosits in front of me 
{[Mr. CARuTH], and I think that those who knew him will say 
that for disinterested patriotism, for distinguished ability, for 
untiring assiduity in the discharge of every public duty, no dis- 
trictcould havea more faithful representative than he. He was 
educated, painstiking,and able. His ability as alegislator here 
commended him to the attention of the President for the ap- 
pointment to one of the most delicate and troublesome of our 
complicated missions; and I suppose that it will be conceded by 
all that no mancould have morecarefully, studiously, and faith- 
fully discharged the importantand delicate duties imposed upon 
him than did Mr. Willis. He went to the island at its most try- 
ing period. Few men could have discharged the trying duty 
with the coolness and ability he has displayed. 

I do not know of any place where there has been more call for 
painstaking care and judicious action than in connection with 
that mission, and I know of no manin the whole range of my pub- 
lic service who has met the requirements of the place with 
greater ability and with purer patriotism than has this repre- 
sentative. I felt that this much was due to one who has served 
his country long and well, and I do not believe that at a time 
when our relations with those islands are so complicated, pe- 
culiar, and strained, it is proper to abolish our diplomatic rela- 
tions with the islands. Nor do I believe that any American 
ought to want a man of his ability to serve his country without 
compensation. [therefore opppose the amendment. And I have 
not felt at liberty to sit and hear one attacked whose patriotism 
1 know to be of the purest, who loves his country above self, and 
whose every effort in life has been to serve it faithfully, without 
saying thus much that is due him when so much more could be 
said and would be said if time permitted. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman— 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment is ex- 
hausted. Without objection it will be considered as withdrawn. 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I renew the formal amendment. 

It seems to me thatif thisappropriation is withheld, we should 
place the withholding of it upon the true ground, namely, that 
so far as the Government of Hawaii is concerned, that govern- 
ment does not have the necessary confidence in the present 
American minister, and that he would not be useful and the Ad- 
ministration will not recall him. I did not arise to repeat what 
has been better said than I myself can say it, but I did arise for 
the purpose, upon the whole, of expressing my dissent to the 
motion of the gentleman from Iowa[Mr. LACEY]. It seems to 
me I would not be willing to abolish this place, and I doubt the 
wisdom of withholding the appropriation. 

Then again the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] 
and other gentlemen, seem to place it largely upon personal 
grounds. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I want tocorrectthe gentleman. I did not 
_— it upon personal grounds. I look to my country first, I 
ope, and then to other considerations. That is Democratic. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, yes! my friend is always Dem- 
ocratic, according to his statement. He seeks to defend Mr. 
Willis, and to commend him, and soon. Well, now, I know Mr. 
Willis. I recollect him very well, and I always found him a 
most excellent gentleman. , Yet I must say that I was surprised 
that he, coming from the chivalrous State of Kentucky, should 
remain in the service of the United States and carry out his in- 
structions. I know that most people from that State, where the 
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average citizen would defend his honor with his life if necessary, 
if anybody should accuse him of double dealing—I say [ know 
that most citizens of that State from which the gentleman in 
charge of the bill |Mr. McCREARY] hails, would not have accepted 
that service. 

That chivalrous Representative[Mr. McCREary of Kentucky] 
himself would have resigned his place, or he would take 
sonal vengeance upon anybody who would dare intimate that he 
would double-deal for himself or at the command of any body else. 
Now, Minister Willis, whom I[ esteem highly, did go as our rep- 
resentative to Hawaii. He did receive his instructions. He did 
make iair we ther with the government that was in existence 
and in the night time he conspired with a subject of that gov- 
ernment to overthrow it. 

Mr. LACEY. Why keep him there? 

Mr. CANNON of Lilinois. The gentleman from Iowasays why 
keep him? Hecayvried out his instructions. Perhans he th ught 
that loyalty tothe Adminstration and the desire to hold the place 
reguired him to doit. Now, | am inclined to think thatI would 
make this appropriation, and I want to say that | would go fur- 
ther than that. I would vote a deficiency of three or four thou- 
sand dollars to Minister Willis, whom we all know so well, for 
the wear and tear on his conscience and the sacrifice of his Ken- 
tucky chivalry. [Laughter.] 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I should like to have the attention of the 
gentleman from LIllinois[Mr. SPRINGER]. In the first place, I 
deny that the proposition to pay the deposed Queen $20,000 a 
year was any admission or confession upon the partof this Gov- 
ernment that she had been wrongfully deposed or that she had 
any existing rights at the time of the making of the treaty. I 
say that neither the gentleman from Illinois |Mr. SPRINGER] 
northe distinguished chairmano! the committee| Mr. MCCREARY 
of Kentucky] nor any other gentleman on this floor, can show by 
law or by precedent, or by any international adjudication of the 
question, that he is right in the declaration which he has made 
on that point. It was simply a proposition in the nature ofa 
gratuity, for the eres of peace and harmony, to get rid of the 
idea in the minds of her former subjects, if there was any such, 
that she had been harshly and unjustly treited by the United 
States. It has been done so often in the history of other coun- 
tries that it is idle for any man on the floor of this House, at this 
late day, to urge that as an argument. 

Now, there is a single other proposition to which I wish es- 
pecially to invite the attention of the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. SPRINGER]. It is very easy to say that an American offi- 
cial is a great statesman. The word statesman is a sort of ge- 
neric term that is used when there is no other word availuble. 
It is like the lawyers wrestling with the word “ quasi-corpora- 
tion.” You generally find a lawyer who can not give any other 
definition of some sort of anorganization that is not quite a cor- 
poration, calling it ‘‘quasi-corporation.” And when you can not 
calla man a great man because of any specific thing he has 
done, why, you just call hima great statesman, and then you 
are out of the woods. 

Now, I have not introduced this subject intothisdebate. The 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] introduced the subject 
and referred tothe Secretary of Stateasagreatstatesman. That 
is an allegation on his part that upon demand and notice, requires 
a bill of particulars and specifications. The mere declaration is 
not sufficient. The common counts will not answer in that case. 
Now, will the gentleman append to his very eloquent remarks 
a bill of particulars, based upon the literal and proper use of the 
words? What has the Secretary of State done, and when did 
he do it? He has held office ever since the war, withouta break, 
always before this at the hands of the Republican party, after 
his great and valuable services inthe Army. He began after 
that,I believe, as a State agent of the State of Indianain regard 
to the pay of soldiers. From that day to this, in one capacity or 
another, all the way down to the present time, he has held of- 
fice, always at the hands of the Republican party, until his pres- 
ent office. 

I am not here criticising his rulings and judgment upon the 
bench of the court in which he presided. The record of the 
Supreme Court of the United States is possibly one of the items 
that the gentleman may want to append, and [ would commend 
to him a very careful consideration of those important docu- 
ments before he again launches that general suggestion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to finish the point lam making, 
and I ask for two minutes more. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. He was Secretary of the Treasury at one 
time. I call the attention of the gentleman to that record. It 
is neither hot nor cold. Itis not disparaging or undisparaging; 
but there is nothing in it that justifies the gentleman’s declara- 
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tion. He was Postm«ster-General for a short time, but the 
routine of that office was not disturbed; and there is nothing in 
it to either injure or magnify the administration. Now, will 
the gentieman point out what he has done as Secretary of State 
in reference #0 Hawaii that commends his administration? I 
have already characterized whatever connection he may have 
had with the Hiwaiian business. Now, will the gentleman point 
out something else that he is proud of? What is it; will he at- 
tach some specific fact in support of his declaration that we 
ought to accept all that he does without any investigation, be- 
ide he is a ‘great statesman”? [Applause on the Republican 
side. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to strike out the last word. 

_ The gentiemin from Ohio has taken exception to my remark 
that the present Secretary of State was a ‘‘ great statesmaa,” 
and desired me to oiler something specific to prove it. He was 
appointed a district judge of the United States by a Republican 
President. But I will go back alittle further. Before that he 
served his country honorably and with some distinction in the 
late war, and received an honorable wound in battle, notwith- 
standing some persons have charged that he did not perform 
actual service. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. One word there. The gentleman will 
not construe inything I said as disparaging his military record. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Idonot. After serving his country dur- 
ing the war he was — @ district judge of the United 
States by a Republican President. He was transferred from that 
position by a Kepublican President and made Postmaster-Gen- 
eral. He was a.terwards transferred from that position and 
made Secretary of the Treasury in the Cabinet of a Republican 
President. He was appointed as a cireuit judge of the United 
States by a Republican President. He was afterwards, while 
circuit judge, indorsed by the Republican party of the State of 
Ilinois as their candidate for President, and received the vote 
of that great State in the Chicago convention for the office of 
President of the United States. He stood as high in the coun- 
sels of the Republican party as any other gentleman; and the 
very fact that the Repubiican party of the State of Illinois se- 
lected him as ita choice for President of the United States is a 
certificate of statesmanship as great as any gentleman on that 
side of the House ought to ask me to give. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That is a a some indorsement of 
republicanism. [Laughter on the Republican side. ] 

r. SPRINGER. The gentleman says that that is avery hand- 
some indorsement of republicanism. It is an indorsement of 
the man by the Republican party; and I believe if he had ad- 
hered to the policies of that party he would have been now their 
favorite candidate for President of the United States at the next 
election. [Cries of ‘‘Oh!” on the Republican side.} His fault 
simply consists in the fact that he has withdrawn from their or- 
ganization. 

Mr. MORGAN. Whatevidence have you that he does not 

now adhere to the policies of the Republican party? [Great 
laughter.] : 
Mr. SPRINGER. My distinguished friend from Missouri 
thinks that he has not given any evidence that he is now a Dem- 
oerat. [Laughter.]| Perhaps some gentlemen upon this side of 
the-House indulge that opinion; but I for one rejoiced when I 
heard of his appointment as Secretary of State, and I have seen 
nothing in his acts that has caused me to change my opinion in 
regard to hisappointment. I believe it was a very able and for- 
tunate one, and that the country indorses his administration. 
I also believe that the great mass of the Democratic y is sat- 
isfied with the manner in which he has discharged duties of 
the office. In the estimation of gentlemen upon the other side 
of the House he ceased to bs a statesman when he ceased to bea 
se 

r. MERCER. Mr. Chairman, I riss to a point of order. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman will state his point of order. 

Mr. MERCER. I think the Chair ought to suppress the ap- 

se on the Democratic side. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this pending amendment isex- 
hausted. Without objection the pro forma amendment will be 

as withdrawn, and the question is on the amendment of 
the tleman trom Iowa [Mr. Lacey}. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, 
last word. 


move to strike out the 


Mr. McCREARY of . Lhad addressed the Chair. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The had recognized me, but I will 
yield to the genticman with great 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. 
This House understands that. aughter.] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. And I hope the gentleman will facilitate 
what I have to say afterwards by th @ little luminosity on 
what he regards as the present policy of the Administration 
with reference to Hawaii. 


You are always very polite. 
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If the gontleman is as good 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. 
a student of public affairs as he should be he understands the 


ae of this Administration as well as of the last. Now, Mr. 

shairman, we have debated this amendment for some time and 

egg like to have an agreement as to the closing of the de- 
ate. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Do I understand that the gentleman from 
Kentucky is going to avail himself of my courtesy in yielding 
to him to try to cut me off from making a few observations? 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. McCREARY of Keutucky. Not atall. I would not de- 
prive the committee of the pleasure of hearing the gentleman. 
'Laughter.] But this amendment has been debated for some 
time, and as I think the members of the committee are ready to 
vote upon it, I desire to come to some agreement to close the de- 
bate. I therefore ask unanimousconsent that debate on the pend- 
ing amendment be closed in ten minutes. 

Mr. HITT. There are two gentlemen on this side who desire 
to speak for five minutes each. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Then I ask unanimous con- 

ent that debate may be closed in fifteen minutes. 


Mr. LOUD. If I may be recognized for a part of that time | 
shall not object. 
Mr. LACBY. I object, Mr. Chairman. 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Then, Mr. Chairman, I move 
that debate on the pending amendment bs closed in tweaty min- 
utes. That gives ten minutes to each side. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. McCREARY o! 
ar y, and the Chairman declared that the ayes seemed to 

ave it. 

Mr. LACEY. ILask for a division. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 81, noes 2. 

Mr. LACEY. No quoram. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum being made, the 
Chair will appoint to act as tellers the gentleman irom lowa, Mr. 
LACEY, and the gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. MCCREARY. 

The tellers took took their places; but, pending the count, 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky said: Mr. Chairman, we have 
come to an agreement. I withdraw my motion, and I ask unani- 
mous consent that debate on the paragraph and the pendirg 
amendment close in thirty minutes, giving fifteen minutes to 
each side. 

There was no ete. and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, I regret that I have not 
had the advantage of that information from the chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs which would hive facilitated and 
— illuminated the few remarks that I desire to make. It 
s perfectly evident from what has been said here already on 
both sides, that there is no general desire to sever or interrupt 
our amicable relations with the present Government of the Ha- 
waiian Islands; There isa very strong feeling in this House, 
as in the country, that we ought to have different relations from 
those of the recent past, and ought to be differently represented 
now in the Hawaiian Islands. 1 donot think that the bestor the 

r solution of this question would be a vote to abolish the 

awaiian mission. I desire that we shall be represented by a 
friendly minister of the United States in Hawaii until we annex 
that beautiful country, which will be accomplished in the near 
future as y as the tides of the Pacificebb and flow. [Ap- 
plause on the at (mayen side.] 

I think it would be the suggestion of patriotism and of regard 
for the best interests of our country and of the world, for this 
House now, after we have had time for all partisan ebullitions 
to subside, for false cies to be abandoned, and for more than 
a second thought—I think, [ say, we ought now to be able to 


deal with the Hawaiian question with regard to other and more 
weighty considerations than that of sustaining what has been 
acknowl by the most lenient opinion in both political 
parties to the most gigantic diplomatic blunder in our his- 
tory. [Applause.] Gentlemen talk about Republican assaults 
upon mocratic policy in Hawaii! Why, sir, the ink is 


hardly dry upon a speech made in another place by one of the 
most distinguished Democrats in the United States, a gentleman 
whose support as a candidate for President was very much more 
widely recognized than that of the Secretary of State to whom 
gentleman from Lllinois [Mr. SPRINGER] has just alluded; 
and that Democratic leader whose frank utterance is now 
to another, and giv- 
ing old-fashioned Democrats the only thrill of spasmodic en- 
thusiasm they have experienced for more than a year, had this 
to say about the famous or rather infamous Administration for- 
eign policy in Hawaii: 

Our L i i 
mig eastern caf anes, Ngee eat 
prevailed when the for the restor. res owes, was 


unfolded by the Adm 
abe Sse ocataneyamaetinaeh: tebenmnes Inagutr by-enenenee 
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public sentiment. That unfortunate contemplated policy was a blunder, | of good faith, the highest mutual interests of the United States and the 


and a blunder is sometimes worse than a crime. 


Does anyone dispute the party orthodoxy of that arraign- 
ment? 

Why, Mr. Chairman, there is not a city, or town, or hamlet, 
or crossroads in the United States that has not given evidence 
of that ‘‘aroused public sentiment.” It has been manifested 
everywhere except on the Democratic side of this Democratic 
House of Representatives and in that ‘‘cave of the winds,” tha 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. I want to ask the chairman— 
and he may answer when I have finished—what has been done 
with the proposition which [ introduced here nearly two months 
ago to solve this identical difficulty? 

Mr. M CREARY of Kentucky. It was voted down. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. When and where? 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. In the House of Representa- 
tives. 

Mr. ROUTELLE. 





Why, Mr. Chairman, my distinguished | 


friendly government of Hawaii, the plainest dictates of international com 
ity, and the op ae duty of avoiding further risk of complicity im the 
incitement of disorder and possible bloodshed in Hawaii require that the 
present United States minister to the Provisional Government of the Ha 
waiian Islands be tmmediately recalled and superseded by the appointment 
of another minister who will be unhampered by the lamentable incidents of 
the recent past, and who will be able and willing to represent— 

And here I quoted in the resolution the language of Mr. Wil- 
lis’s credentials from President Cleveland to President Dole- 
the ‘sincere desire” of the people of the United States “to eultivate to 
the fullest extent the friendship which has so long subsisted between us, 
and to “constantly endeavor to advance the interest and prosperity of both 
Governments.”’ 

Now, sir, Task the chairman of the Committtee on Foreign 
Affairs what action has been taken in regard to that resolution? 
Has your committee [addressing Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky] 
authorized the reporting back of that resolution? Have you 
taken affirmative action upon it? 


Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I will give the gentleman 


friend, for whom I have great regard, seems to have taken so | answer when he gets through. 


long a nap over these Hawaiian matters that he has not even | 


yet wakened up to know that I introduced a resolution here al- 
most two months ago for the recall of the present minister at 
Hawali; and it has been slumbering in his committee—— 

Mr. MCCREARY of oe 1 thought the gentleman re- 
ferred to the resolution which he introduced in regard to the 
Hawaiian Islinds, and which was voted down in this House. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I referred to the resolution which I intro- 
duced, as I have said, February 26, two months ago, and which 
was published on page of 2424 the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—a 
resolution which it seems to me provides fittingly for a response 
to the overwhelming desire of the people of this country—not 
simply a Republican demand, but one that has found as em- 
phatic expression in the columnsof that great and influential 
orgin of Democracy the New York Sun, and that other great 
organ of another wing of the Democracy the New York World, 
which have day after day reiterated the demand that Minister 
Willis should be recalled, in the interest of decorous and digni- 
fied relations with the Hawaiian Government. 

This resolution which I introduced covers the ground, I think, 
better than any speech [ could make, and [ will read it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The five minutes of the gentleman from 
Maine |Mr. BoUTELLE| have expired. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. lI ask for five minutes more. 

Mr. HITT. lask that the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Bou- 
TELLE} be permitted to occupy the time allotted to our side. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. The time of the gentleman 
from Maine is to come out of the fifteen minutes allowed to that 
side under the agreement? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the understanding of the Chair. 
The Chair hears no objection to the gentleman from Maine being 
permitted to proceed. ; 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, on the 26th day of Febru- 
ary last—I want to remind the distinguished chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs of this matter; I want to jog his 
memory—this resolution was introduced and referred to that 
committee: 

Whereas the Government of the United States would not tolerate the pres- 
ence at its capital of any foreign diplomatic representative who had engaged 
in any movement or performed any act in derogation of its authority or cal- 
culated to disturb or destroy its administration— 

And I want to say right here thatif there is asolitary sentence 
or sentiment embodi-d in these resolutions to which the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, the distinguished chairman of the commit- 
tee, or any gentleman on the other side of the House, takes any 
exception, as a proper expression of American doctrine, I want 
him to call my attention to it as I proceed— 


Whereas the Government of the United States has repeatedly refused to 
entertain foreign diplomatic representatives who have even in the slightest 
degree seemed to be interfering in our domestic affairs or acting in a man- 
aa to the dignity and interests of this Government; and 

ereas it has been the time-honored principle and policy of the United 
States to extend to all other governments, whether humble or great, the same 
honorable dealing and good faith that we demand for ourselves as a nation; 


Whereas no civilized government can be expected to regard with favor a 
diplomatic r tative of another nation who has azed in secret con- 
ference with enemies and who hasopenly and formally demanded of said 
government that it surrender its authority to said enemies; and 

Ww the extraordinary and most praiseworthy forbearance of the 
Government of the Hawaiian Islands. in relation to the active and 
Sive efforts of the present United States minister to secure its overthrow. 

attests the desire of that Government to preserve the most amica- 
bie with the people of the United States inthe face of continued 
and unparalleled provocation; and 

Whereas tue people of the United States have peculiar interests in the 
good government of the Hawatian Islands, and have for more than half a 
aefue the ee of American infiuence therein, based on the 
ties of with t who have built up there a Christian civilization, 
islands rhe important commercial and geographical relations with those 

That it is the sense of this House that the most sacred obligations 





Mr. BOUTELLE. I would like to know now whether 
has been any action taken. 


there 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. There has been no report. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Iask the gentleman whether those reso- 
lutions have ever been brought to the attention of his commit- 


tee? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman - 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be notified when 
Iam within five minutes of the expiration of my time. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, if the gentle- 
man will give me sufficient time, I will answer him fully. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, if thechairmanof the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs is not prepared to answer ‘' yes ” or 
‘‘no” as to whether his committee has acted upon or considered 
at all a resolution of this urgent character which has been pend- 
ing before the committes for nearly two months, I am perfectly 
willing to let him answer in his own tims and b> as deliberate 
about it as his committee has been in dealing with the subject. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. The degreo of feeling which 
the gentleman manifests is unworthy of the situation and of him- 
self. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. Bou- 
TELLE] has now about four and a half minutes remaining. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. 1 will reserve that time. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. BoOUTELLE|, who has just taken his seat, has 
manifested a good deal of excitement in regard to Hawaiian mat- 
ters before to-day in this House. [Laughter.| I always listen 
to him with interest,and am glad to give him information when 
he seeks it. It istrue that the gentleman from Maine introduced 
the resolutions which he has just read, and they were referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. Immediately after they 
were delivered to the Committee on Foreign Affairs they were 
referred by me toa subcommittee. but the gentleman from Maine, 
withall of his industry, with all of his usual excitement and zeal, 
has not, as I am informed, appeared before the subcommittee to 
give any reason why they should report favorably upon the reso- 
lutions he presented. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Why, Mr. Chairman, the chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, with his long service here, must 
know 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I decline to be interrupted. 
The gentleman can answer in his own time. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. [ have only four minutes time remaining. 
The gentleman has abundant time, and I am in hopes that he 
will give us some light —— 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I decline to be interrupted. 

I repeat, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman did not appear before 
the subcommittee. So it is his own faulé if his resolutions were 
not promptly acted upon. If he has anything to submit to the 
caibameanaleaet in favor of his resolution, to show that we should 
recall Minister Willis from the Hawaiian Islands, he should 
come before the subcommittee and make itknown. They have 
been waiting patiently to hear from the distinguished gentle- 
man. The subcommittee had no inform ition th it justified them 
in reporting the resolution in favor of Mr. Willis’s recall; and 
they sup , | presume, from the indiilerence the gentleman 
from Maine has shown with regard to bis own resolutions, that 
he had ceased to take an interest in them. 

If the gentlemen on the other side of the House who are in 
favor of annexation, as miny of them have stated, are sincere, 
why should we break off the relations that now exist between 
the United States and Hawaii? Tho minister from Hawaii has 
been at Washington for years. No, the authorities of Hawaii 
have never withdrawn their minister from the United States, 
but seem to desire to maintain amicable reiations withus. The 
seem to desire to keep their minister here, and I believe wi 
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the same spirit of friendship and good feeling that the people 
of the United States desire to keep our minister there. 

There is no reason therefore, Mr. Chairman, for recalling our 
minister or for repealing the law authorizing him to be paid 
$7,500 per annum, which would be equivalent to withdrawing 
him. his movement on the partof the Republicans here indi- 
cates their desire to get up more excitement on this question. 
They have been beaten in the Houseof Representatives. ‘See 
the galled jade wince.” These gentlemen are very apt to 
exhibit temper when they have not argument on their side. 
If these gentlemen are so well satisfied that the public senti- 
ment of the couatry indorses their position as they have pro- 
claimed, why are they not willing to trust to that public senti- 
ment? Why is it thaton all occasions we have Hawaiian matters 
brought up here for debate? It is simply because gentlemen on 
the o.her side of the House know that their ciuse is a weak one; 
they know that it cin not be maintained, and theyare trying on 
every occasion to bolster it up. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, [ desire to ask how much time I haveoc- 
cupied? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has consumed five min- 
utes. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I yield five minutes to the 
gent'eman from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER]. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Mr.Chairman,I hope after the 
exhibition we have had here on the motion of the honorable 
gentleman from Iowa[Mr. LACEY], that we shall vote now and 
that the vote will conform with the opinions expressed with so 
much emphasis by the honorable gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
CANNON] and his colleagues on that side of the House, who say 
they are opposed to the motion of the gentleman from Iowa. [ 
also understood my honorable friend from New York [Mr. VAN 
Vooruts], a member of the committee, to be opposed to the 
amendment; and to cap the climax of the opposition of the Re- 
publicin side we find the honorable gentleman from Maine him- 
self [Mr. BouTELLE], who has just read his resolution, opposing 
the Lacey amendment. Why can not we vote on it atonce? 

But it seems to me that the motion is a most singular one 
coming from the minority, who = that we have now a republi- 
can form of government in Hawaii, and yet want to withdraw 
the accredited minister from this Government, or withhold his 
salary, which is equivalent. But I never understood my honor- 
able friend from LUllinois |Mr. Hrrr], who is at the head of the 
minority of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, to be opposed to 
the proposition or to be in favor of suspending our relations with 
Hawaii in the manner oo here by withdrawing our min- 
ister at Honolulu, or to be in favor of withdrawing his salary. 

It is the first time that the notion has been conveyed anywhere 
that such was his wish, if he favors the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY]. Why, sir, we have a minister 
from tho Hawaiian Islands here in this country, accredited and 
received here. We have our minister there; and if the honor- 
able gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] wanted to perfect his 
amendment, it seems to me he ought to have included in it the 
two propositions, that while we withdraw our minister by taking 
away his support, we should request the Hawa:ian Islands to 
withdraw their minister. Whyshould we keep up a one-sided 
relation with this country, in the way which he proposes, by sim- 
ply striking out the appropriation? 

take it for granted, Mr. Chairman, that there was no serious 
supposition that this amendment would recéive even the support 
of his colleagues on the other side; and I hope we shall have a 
vote on it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, it seems hardly necessary 
to make any reply tothe more or less skillful evasions of my dis- 
tinguished friend, the chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs [Mr. McCreary of Kentucky]. It is a somewhat re- 
markab'e proclamation to this House, however, for the chair- 
man of one of its principal committees to inform a member who 
introduced a resolution of great public importance and had 
it referred to that committee nearly two months ago, that the 
introducer of the resolution is responsible for the nonaction of 
the committee. 

The gentioman wants to know why I have not come before the 
subcommittee. [ never learned that a subcommittee had been 
appointed, I was never informed that any action whatever had 
been taken or contemplated, and I am informed now that ifa 
subcommittes was appointed to consider that resolution, that 
subcommittee has never even been called together to consider 
it. And yet the gentleman arises to arraign me for laches in 
failing to go before a committee of which nobody ever heard, 
except the gentleman himself and ibly the members of that 
subcommittee, a committee which has never held any meetings 
and never intimated to me at any time, in any at [ could 
have a hearing anywhere. The gentleman from Kentucky cer- 
tainly has no idea, he never entertained the impression fora 
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moment, that if I had been notified in any way that I would be 
heard in behalf of the resolution, there would have been any 
failure upon my part to appear; and if [ had appeared, | think 
there would have been no difficulty in presenting adequate ar- 
guments in favor of the resolution. 

I have kept a somewhat close observance of the expressions of 
public sentiment upon this subject, Mr. Chairman, and with re- 
markably few exceptions, I know hardly a representative organ 
of the great parties in this country that has not repeatedly in- 
sisted that Mr. Willis should be recalled, not only in the inter- 
est of justice to Hawaii, not only in the interestof and in behalf 
of the dignity of the people of the United States, but in justice 
to himself, to relieve him from the melancholy situation in 
which the Administration had placed him, asituation which his 
own friends in his own party now recognize and confess to have 
been one of the deepest humiliation and embarrassment. 

Of the gentlemen who have spoken to-day, not one, so far asI 
have noticed, has failed to make a plea for Mr. Willis, on ac- 
count of the peculiarly “embarrassing” and ‘‘ complicated”’ 
position in which he has been placed. If that is so, why not re- 
lieve him? Why compel him to sit down, in the face of the 
Provisional Government of Hawaii, to a daily dish of unpal- 
atable crow? Why compel him to do all the swallowing of this 
miserable policy of hypocrisy and stultification? Why not com- 
pel the author of the policy, in the White House, why not com- 
pel the Secretary of State, to carry their proper load of the 
odium? Why do you not yourselves, gentlemen of the majority, 
who voted for that truckling and evasive resolution a few 
months ago—why do not some of you assume a part of this hu- 
miliation, and not make Mr. Willis a pack horse for the whole 
lamentable and disgusting load? I wish to ask to what Govern- 
ment is Mr. Willis supposed by the Administration, and by the 
Democratic majority, and by the Foreign Affairs Committee, to 
be accredited today? I ask the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. ‘To the de fucto government. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Ah! That is a revelation! I[ thank you 
for that. This is the first time we have got thatfar. Here is 
an acknowledgment at last, from the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs, that the Government of Hawaii recog- 
nized by John L. Stevens on the lith of January, 1893, in ac- 
cordance with international obligation and his duty to his coun- 
try, is the de facto government of Hawaii that he declared it to 
be. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

I think that ought to be far enough for me to press the dis- 
tinguished chairman to-day, a3 to the past,and I will leave him 
to elucidate further what the future policy of this Administra- 
tion is to bs in regard to the Hawaiian Islands. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Doesnot the gentleman know 
all ministers are accredited to the de facto governments of the 
countries t» which they go? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will say to the gentleman in reply to 
what he puts as an inquiry, that I supposed that Mr. Willis was 
secretly but officially accredited by President Cleveland and Mr. 
Gresham to ‘‘ Her Majesty the Queen!” If I can read the Eng- 
lish language he was told to sirg a deceitful song of duplicity in 
the ears of the Provisional Government, but he was ‘‘ confiden- 
tially’ instructed to wind - by restoring and recognizing ‘‘ Her 
Majesty the Queen!” (App ause on the Republican side. | 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. LIyieldtothe gentlem in from 
Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] two minutes. 

Mr.SPRINGER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE] 
knows to what government our minister was accredited. There 
never has been any dispute about that. From the time Mr. 
Willis left this country until this time there has been no dis- 
pute as to that. The faét, however, still remains unanswered by 
the gentlemen on the other side of the House that the late Ad- 
ministration favored a treaty of annexation, which required the 
Government of the United States to pay this deposed Queen 
$20,000 a year out of the Treasury of the United States, and 
$150,000 of gratuity to the deposed heir apparent. 

Now, if the Government oi the United States was to be re- 
quired to pay this money, for what purpose and on what account 
was it to be paid? It was to be paid by reason of the fact that 
the Government of the United States was responsible for the 
overthrow of the monarchy in that country, and that it was re- 
quired to pay this amount in order to indemnify the Queen for 
the deposition brought about by our own minister and by our 
own forces. If the pension and bounty were not for that pur- 
pose their payment would have been the greatest fraud that ever 
was attempted to be perpetrated upon our Government. In 
consenting to impose that payment upon us, the late Adminis- 
tration cundeuned its responsibility for the overthrow of the 
Government and offered these sumsas a just indemaity. The 
last Administration was responsible for the overthrow of the 
Queen, and offered to pay her on that account out of the Treas- 
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ury of the United States $20,000 a year as long as she should 
live, and offered the heir to the throne $150,000 in one payment. 
If this was not for an indemnity for the wrong done by our Gov- 
ernment, it was an attempt at fraud upon our people, and in 
either case, deserves unqualified condemnation. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
mitted by the gentleman from [owa. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Envoys extraordinary and ministers plenipotentiary to Switzerland and 
Portugal at $6,500 each, $13,000. 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman,I move to strike out 
the last word, for the purpose of asking a question. I 
that—— 

The CHAIRMAN. What line? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. In line 6, page 3. I see that this 
provides a salary of $7,500 for our minister at Portugal. This 
seems to be an increase of $1,500. I believe the salary as fixed 
by the Revised Statutes is $6,000. I do not know what great 
complication may have arisen between us and the Government 
of Portugal, and whether there is any proposition of annexing 
or overthrowing thatGovernment. What I want to know is why 
the increase in the salary of our representative at Lisbon has 
been made. 1 do not even know the gentleman, or whether it is 
on account of his great ability or necessity, or because the United 
States of America has a great surplus it wants to get ridof. I 
am satisfied, however, that for some good reason this appropria- 
tion is proposed to be made different from what has been made 
before, because if there was not a good reason the gentleman 
from Kentucky would not make the proposition. I reserve the 
remainder of my time, and would be glad to hear the reason 
therefor. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. The Revised Statutes of the 
United States, and the act fixing the salaries of diplomatic and 
consular officers, allows $7,500 to the ministers to Portugal and 
Switzerland. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
Statutes fixing that? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. What section? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Section 1675. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. What is the date of its enactment? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Eighteen hundred and sev- 
enty-four. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Eighteen hundred and seventy- 
four. Well, have there not been reductions since that time? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. There have been in appro- 
priation bills, but the general law fixes the salary at $7,500. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. As I understand, if the gentleman 
will allow me, in the earlier and economical and better days of 
the Democratic party, in the last twenty years, when the gen- 
tleman from {ndiana [Mr. HOLMAN] wasat the helm, the law was 
changed by a provision upon an appropriation bill cutting this 
salary down to $6,000, and that it has been that way ever since 
1875, and that upon this cut, being like unto some seventy or 
eighty other cuts throughout the whole United States service, 
the Democracy went to the country and won a great victory. 
Now, I just wanted to know what is the condition that justifies 
this increase? Ido notseem togetanyanswer. [fear itis wicked 
extravagance. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the pro forma amend- 
ment will be considered as withdrawn. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I coincide with the statement of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, and desire to hear that explanation my- 
self. To secure that I make the point of order upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
order. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. That it increases expenditures on an ap- 
propriation bill. But I will withdraw the point of order, and 
move to reduce it to $5,000. 

Mr. DINSMORE. The gentleman has asked for an explana- 
tion. {can state with reference to the salary of the minister to 
Portugal that he was formerly minister resident and consul-gen- 
eral, and as such received consular fees. The post, howev r, 
was raised to that of envoy extraordinary and minister pleni- 

otentiary, and in consideration of that and of the loss of his 

ees as consul-general we thought it was proper toincrease the 


see 


Is there a provision in the Revised 


The question is upon the amendment sub- | 
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The gentleman will state his point of | 


| has been raised to that of envoy extraordinary and mi: 
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Mr. DINGLEY. The unofficial consular fees. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Yes; the unotticial consular fees: and 
that way the compensation of this post was increased. 

Mr. REED. Iam so glad that habit of not giving an exp 
tion is not spreading tothe floor. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DINSMORE. LI hope the gentleman will not insist 
the point of order on this provision. 

The CHAIRMAN.. The point of order being withdrawn 


n 


Mr. DINGLEY. Let the point of order still remain, M 
Chairman. 
TheCHAIRMAN. TheChair understood the gentle fron 


Mississippi [Mr. STOCKDALE] to say that he wit 
of order. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I wish to res 
hear some further explanation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is re 
order. 

Mr. DINGLEY. ldonot know, Mr. Chairman, that I desire 
to make any point upon this appropriation. [ do not know th 
it is a change of existing law, but I wuuld like to hear some fur- 
ther statement of fact. If it h the existing law, | 
desire to make the point of order. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. The Revised Statutes 
United States authorize a salary of $7,500 for the ministe: 
Switzerland and the minister to Portugal each. It is tri that 
for some years past in the appropriation bills that amount has 
not been appropriated, but it is known to this House that t 
mission to Switzerland and the mission to Portugal have grown 
materially in importance of late years, and if we senda minist: 
to Switzerland, and [ think we should, andif we send a ministe 
to Portugal, it is believed by the Committes on Foreign Affairs 
that those ministers ought to receive each a salary of not less 
than $6,500, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. What was the amount appropriat:d 
the last appropriation bill? 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Five thousand dollars 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. ThenI hope the point of orde: 
sustained. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. But the statute authorizes a 
salary of $7,500, and it has been already stated by the gentlem in 
from Arkansas [Mr. DINSMORE] that the rank of the mission 


hdrew the point 
erve the 


point of order 


dy to rule on the point of 


isa change o 


plenipotentiary. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DIN 
LEY] reserved the point of order, but the Chair understands the 


gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] now to make the | 

Mr. DINGLEY. I withdraw the point so far asl am con 
cerned. Let the question come on the merits of the appr: 
tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio |[Mr. ¢): 
WAITE]| makes the point of order. The Chair will 
hear the gentleman from Kentucky on the point. Or does the 
gentleman from Ohio himself desire to be heard on the point o 
order? 


be 2 l to 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. It hasalways been held, Mr. Chairman, 
that where asalary has been reduced in an appropriation bil 
und the amount has been accepted as payment of the sary in 


full and has been fixed as the amount of the salary in the ap- 
propriation bill, that is the existing law: and if this salary was 
fixed at $5,000 in the last appropriation bill, that is the exi 
law at this time. 


oO 


TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to hear from the 
gentleman on this point. It has been claimed that the appro- 


priation bill is the existing law only for the fiseal year to which 
it applies. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Well, I think 
existing law at this time. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
WAITE] has the floor. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I yield tothe gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I desire to call the attent 
of the gentleman from Ohio to this point. In the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States there is provision for $7,500 as the 
salaries of our minister to Portugal and our minister to Switz- 


that would make it the 


Mr. Chairman—— 
The gentleman from Ohio [Mr.Out 


lon 


| erland. 


salary to $6,500, because the absolute necessities of the post re- | 


quire more than $5,000. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But did he receive double compensation, in 
violation of the statute which prohibits that? 

Mr. DINSMORE. The statute, as I understand it, does not 
prohibit that. Where a man is minister resident and consul- 
general he is entitled to receive the consular fees. 
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Mr. OUTHWAITE. When was the salary reduced, and what 
were the terms of the law under which it was reduced? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I call the attention of the 
Chair to subdivision 2 of Rule X XI, which provides that 


No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, or 
be in order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously 
authorized by law, unless in continuation of appropriations for such public 
works and objects as are already in progress. Nor shall any provision in 
any such bill or amendment thereto changing existing iwi be in order, ex- 
cept, ete 





Now, the existing law is the statute to which I have referred, 


contained in the Revised Statutes of the United States. It is 
true that Congress has appropriat ed $5,009 from time to time as 
the salary of this office, but the existing law, which is found in 


the Revised Stat or of th 
and this appropriation does 
being only $5,500. 

Mr. OUTHWATITE. I withdraw the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is withdrawn; and the 
gentiemin from Illinois, as the Chair understands, withdraws 
the pro forms amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr, Chairman, before we pass from this que 3- 
tion, now that it is before us on the merits, | would like to in- 
quire of the gentleman from Kentucky, who has charge of this 
bill, whether $6,500 as compensation of the minister to Portu- 
gal, is really an increase over and above the amount given in 
previous years? 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I stated that this is an in- 
crease over the appropriation of last year. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is it an inet = of the compensation? It 
has been stated that this minister has received some unofficial 
oa pws h have really mace bis commun ition $6,500 or more. 

McCREAR = of Kentucky. The ventleman from Arkan- 
828 * Mr. DINSMORE] can explain that matter. 

Mr. DINSMORE. That is my information. I understand 
that a number of consular agents have divided their fees with 
this minister so that his compensation has really amounted to 
about that sum. 

Mr. DINGLEY 
tion on the subject? 

Mr. DINSMORE. I ean | not state the exact amount; but I 
have ascertained that his compensation has amounted to about 
that sum. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Are we to understand that we are propos- 
ing to increase the compensation of the minister to Portugal to 
the extent of $1,500 on this appropr iation bill? Is that tho sit- 
uation? 

Mr. DINSMORE. Not the compensation—the salary. He 
does not now receive any fees; formerly he did. 

Mr. DINGLEY. How does it happen that he obtained fees 
before a hich have now been cut off ? 

Mr. DINSMORE. He was minister resident and consul-gen- 
eral; and asconsul-general there was a division of fees between 
him and ec onsuls ar agents under him. Now that he is elevated 
to the rank of envoy extraordinaryand minister plenipotentiary, 
he gets no consular fees whatever. 

Mr. MoCREARY of Kentuelry. I have in my hand an appro- 
= ition bill pa sed in 1892, which refers to this officer as min- 
ster resident and con:ul-general in Portugal. 

Mr. CANNON of [ilinois. I move to amend by striking out, 
in line 5, tho words ‘and Portugal” and inserting after the 
word *‘ dollars,” in line 6, the words “‘and minister resident and 
consul-geners ul to Portu gal, $5,000.” 

[ hold in my hand a Senate document bearing date January 
23, 1893, giving official and unofficial fees of consuls, consul- -gen- 
erzl, ete. I find that the official fees at Lisbon amounted, ac- 
cording to this report, to $1,470.50. Of those official fees the consul 
orconsul- -goneral never received one dollar, because under a law 
passed many years ago those fees go into the Treasury. I find 
that the unofficial fees at the same place amounted to$82.65. So 
that I am satisfied—I say it with all respect—that the informa- 
tion which the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. DINSMORE] has 

obtained from the State Department must be erroneous. The 
amount which this man is deprived of by being denied partici- 
pation in the consular fees is $82.65. 

Now, I am willing to put this provision back into its former 
shape, 80 that this oficer shall be minister resident and consul- 
general, as he was last year and as he has been ever since he was 
“economized’ into that position twenty years ago, under the lead 
of the gentleman from Indiana (Mr. HOLMAN]. But I am not 
willing to increase this salary $1,500. I have no objection, to 

aying an increxsed salary if gentlemen think the office is worth 
1%; but [ want the matter put on the true ground. If the gentle- 
manfrom Kentucky in charge of this bill is satisfied from his 
great knowl dge of the public service that the dignity and well- 
being of the U nited States re juire an increase of the salary of 
our minister to Portugal by the addition of $1,500, let him ‘rise 
in his place arid say so. Let it be understood that such is the 
reason. If that reason be stated I will not oppose the proposi- 
tion. Butif this increase is to be proposed without any good 
reason —merely because the gentleman's party is in power and 
we are out-—L wish to know it. 

In other words, I do not want the salaries increased under a 
misapprehension, and I would like to have some explanation 
made of it. 

Mr. DINSMORE. 


» United States, provides for $7,000, 
not increase or exceed that amount, 


You have not any definite official inform:- 


Will the gentioman yield for a moment? 
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Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
Mr. DINSMORE. 


Certainly. 

I think the gen ieman from Illinois is un- 
der a misapprehension. He states the amount o/ unofiicial fees 
received as a pirt of the silary of this ollicial. Aslunderstand 
it, and my information is, henotonly received th it amount from 
these uno Jicial fees, but asa consul-general was entitled to adi- 
Vv ision 1 of the fees of tha consular agents under him, which fees 
ag zrezated approximately 31,50) in Portugal. 

“Mr. CANNON of [ilinois. What does the gentleman from 
Illinois say to that? 

Mr. HITT. Ele could not under the law get more than $1,000 
anywhere in the world. 

Mr. DINSMORE. My information was that it amounted to 
about $1,500, including the unoilicial fees to which the gentle- 
man from Lllinois has referred. I may be mistaken as to the 
amount. I should regret to mike a misstatemént, 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. That disposes of that subject. 

Now, the gentleman from Jilinois |Mr. Hirr] says that he 
could not under any provision of law get more than $1,000. 

Mr. H{TT. By agencies, I mean. 

Mr. CANNON’ of Lilinois. And at Lisbon, as shown by this 
statement, the unollicial fees were only $32.65. Now,I am will- 
ing if you believe this ought to be done, that vou should do it; 

but I want you to have the courage to march right up to it and 
do it in a proper way. 

{Here the hammer fell.]} 

Mr. MCOCREARY of Kentucky, Mr. Chairman, the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs carefully examined the question of the 
salaries of the various ministers to other countries, and concluded 
to put into the bill an increase of last year’s salaries for the min- 
isters to Switzerland and Portugal. The general law already 
authorizes $7,500 each for these. The committee, however, was 
unwilling to raise the salaries t> that sum, but as certain fees 
had been taken away from the minister to Portugal, after the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs carefully investigated the im- 
portance of the missions to these countries, we unanimously 
agreed to fix tho salary of the ministers at Switzerland and Por- 
tugal at $6,500 each. 

As far bick as 1s74 the salaries in these countries were fixed 
at $7,500. lf we have ministers abroad, we must at least furnish 
them with money sufficient to pay the necessiry and ordinary 
expenses; and the committee, after a thorough consideration, 
did increase the s ‘laries of the ministers to these countries $1,500 
eich. These are the only increasas over last year's appropria- 
tion for ministers that we have recommended in the pending 
bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 

word. It seems to be settled that this is an increase of salary of 

$1,500 in each of these cases to these officials. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. That is, the ministers to Switzer- 
land and Portugal. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes. Now, I do not_object so much to the 
increase, but I do object to excuses being given for the purpose 
of co rweealing the increase. Let it be stated openly that it is an 
increase. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Iso stated. 

Mr. BURROWS. In both cases, Switzerland and Portugal. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I desire to modify 
my amendment, and am willing then that a vote sball be taken 
I withdraw the former amendment, and now move to strike out 
the words ‘‘six thousand five hundred,’ in line 5, on page 3, 
and insert the words ‘‘ five thousand;” and, in line 6, strike out 
‘thirteen’ and insert “ ten.” 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rojecte4d. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SALARIES OF DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR OFFICERS WHILE RECEIVING IN- 
STRUCTIONS AND MAKING TRANSITS. 

To pay the salaries of ministers, consuls, and other officers of the United 
States for the periods actually and necessarily occupied in receiving in- 
structions, and in making trausits to and from their posts, and while await- 
ing recognition and authority to act. in pursuance of the provisions of sec- 
tion 1740 of the Revised Statutes. so much as may be necessary for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1895, is hereby appropriat 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I move to strike out the last word 
for the purpose of asking the gentleman from Kentucky what his 
estimate is as to the expenditure that would be made under this 
indetinite appropriation. This is to pay the salaries of minis- 
ters, consuls, and other officials of the diplomatic service while 

making their way leisurely to their posts of duty. Whai amount 
is covered by the item? 

Mr. MoCKEARY of Kentucky. This provision to which the 
gentleman from [ilinois refers is the same provision that has 
been adopted in appropriation bills fur many years pasi. 

Mr. CANNON of illinois. That was not the question. It is, 
what is your estimate as to the amount which will be e vane 
under this indefinite ap pprop priation for the coming 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. There is no cetmante tu = 














1894. 





nished in the Book of Estimates, but I will obtain the informa- 
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tion he desires ina few moments. Itis in the Fifth Auditor's 
report. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Then the gent — wn can mM ot say | 
whether it will be $3,000,000 or a million an a half dolla 

I want to ask the gentleman what was expe nd d this yos ar for | 
this purpose? 

Mr. McCREARY of Ke ntucky. There is a statute—section | 
1740 of the Revised Statutes—which authorizes this appropria- | 
tion. 

Mr. CAN NON of Illinois. Well, I know that thoroughly; but | 
does the gentleman know how much has been expended of this 
perm: unent appropriation this year? 

Mr. MCCREAKY Kentucky. I can say to the gentleman | 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] that this does not increase tiie | 
amount that will go to pay our minister. It is to pay the sala. 
ries of ministers, consuls, and other officers of the United Sta 
for the periods actually and necessarily occupied in receiv ing 


inst ructions, cat in making transits to and from their posts, anc d 
while awaiting recognition and authority to act, in 
of the provi ions of section 1740 of the Revised Sta 
much as may be necessary for tho fiscal year ending 
1895, is hereby appropr iated. 

Itis known, [ suppose, by the gentleman from [Illinois [Mr. 
CAgiNON] that almost all ministers and consuls who are ap- 
poimted have to wait awhile, usually, [ believe, not exceeding 
thirty days, to receive their instructions. 

Mr.CANNON of Lilinois. es, I understand; and therefore, 
as the gentleman can not state what the amount is, I move to 
strike out, commencing with the word ‘‘so,” in line 2, down to 


tutes. So 
June 30, 


the end of line 4, and insert the words ‘‘oue hundred thousand 
dollars.” 
Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. If the gontloman will allow 


me, [ will suggest to him that it doa3 not cost that much. [ 
have before me the iast annual report of the Fifth Auditor. Last 
year the amount paid for salaries of diplomatic officers while re- 
ceiving instructions under the section I have referred to was 
$52,572, and the salaries paid to consuls while receiving instruc- 
tions and in transit was $28,000: 8 so that it will not be more than 
$80,000, probably. 

Mr. HI ‘tT. That amount is unusu: ully large, Mr. Chairman, 
because duri ins rthe last year alarge part of the force, both diplo- 
matic and consular, has been changed, and the men have been 
sent and kept waiting. 





Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. It will not be so large this 
year. 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. How much does the gentleman 


think it will cost? 

Mr. HITT. Ithink the service has been so thoroughly cleaned 
out by Mr. Quincy in the consular department, and by the Presi- 
dent and Secretary of State in the diplomatic branch, that there 
will be only a fraction of the $70,000 needed for any changes in 
the coming vear. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 

Mr. HITT. 
ample. 

Mr. CANNONOoOf Dlinois. I move to make it $40,000; striking 
out the lines indicated, and inserting $40,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. Let the Clerk report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On pas xe 4, line 2, after the word * 

eg: ‘“Somuch as may be necessary for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1895, is hereby appropriated,” and insert in lieu thereof the words “forty 
thousand dollars.” 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, this para- 
graph of the bill prov vides for the payment of salaries of diplo- 


Will $50,000 be enough? 
Fifty thousand dollars will probably be more than 


pursuance | 


statute’ strike out the following lan- | 


SAYER: Will the gentleman from Illinois allow mea 
question 

Mr. HITT. Yes 

Mr.SAYERS. When the gentleman from Illinois [Mr 
had this bill in charge du ing the Vlifty-first Cong 3 3 
make : iis item a detinite or indefinite appropriation 

Mr. HITT. It was in th e words in which i set i 
in this bil l. 

Mr .SAYE Rs. An indefini pprop 

Mr. HITT. Yes. 

Mr. SAY KE tS. Now, why does the l 1 f 1 Illinois 
insist that it should be a dalinite appropriat ut t ime 

Mr. HI’T. My colleague, | ppose, voices th ’ nt of 
the House 

Mr. SAYERS. Las the gentleman ym vis tha é 
tion. Does the gentleman favor it 

Mr. HITT. My colleague is, [ think, voicin 
of the House—— 

M:. SAYERS. Lask the gentleman from Illinois 
changing from a definite to an indelinite appro ) 

Mr. HITT. Weill, if you want my opinion person ye Iv i 
say that I think it is wise tos peaily wherever youcan, as | 
scen the gentleman from Te do in appropriation b ! 
do know also > that the law ia, +O fr imed me yw, and th l 
of the De tment is so strictly limited, that th 
any rom Yot it would bea satista ‘tion to hav 
nite. 

ir. SAYERS. Why did not the gentlemen do th 
the Fifty-first Congress? 

Mr. HITT. We did not care to mike the innovation, cause 
we were not then so vigilantly watchful or such professo: 
frugality as the gentiemen on the other side have since taught 

| us to be. | Laughter. | 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentuck: Mr. Chairman, the clause in 
the bill is drawa in accordane> with the statute. I have h 





matic and consular officers while receiving instructions and in | 
transit. It does not apply to anythingelse. The expenses have 


necessarily been heavier during the past ye 
changes in our diplomatic and consularservice. 
law so long tht I know of no reason w 


It has! 
rhy the amendment vifered 


by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] should be agreed | ” 
unt paid out last year was only about $80,- | 
I do not believe it will be that much, or near that, next | 


to. The whole amo 
000. 
year, but [ do not think it will be safe or proper for this House 
to adopt an amendment fixing the sum at $40,000. 

Mr. CANNON of [llinois. Make it $59,000, then. 

Mr. HiTl. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. MCCREARY] 
is right. The sum which he has named covers the expenditure 
for that purpose during the year that ended last June. A very 
large expenditure, because of the change of Administration, 
came after the Ist of July; so that it is probable that if we had 


ar because of many | 
een the | 


section 1740 of the general law, which I will have read if 








one desires to hear it. I[f not, I will ask for a vote 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Chuirman, I desire to off 
ment to the amendment offered by the gentleman from I} 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend by striking out ‘so much as may bo necessary ynd 
“sixty thousand dollars, or so much thereo! as mav be n 

Mr. CANNON of fie I accept that amendment. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I ma c 
point of order age aah that amendment, and I ask to hav 
statute read, 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Chairman, [desire tosav at th 
thatI do not apprehend any mismanagement or any misapp 
priation of this fund. It is not a large fund— 

The CHAIRMAN (interposing). The gentleman from M 
sippi will please suspend foramoment. The gentlem: 
Kentucky {[Mr. MCCREARY] makes the point of order against t 
amendment oiffe =e by the gentleman from sissippi, and 
support of his point of order sends to the Clerk’s desk th 
ute to be read. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. My recollection is that the 
dia not make the pointof order until I was reeogniced 
ing, and then it was too late. 

The CHAIRMAN. He was entitled to make it immedia 
on the presentation of the amendment. Indeed, sirictly l 
the rule, that was the only time he could make it he ¢ 
will report the statute. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Thegentleman asked to have the amend- 
ment again reported. If he did not hear it the first time tha 
was not my fault. 

The CHAIRMAN. He asked to have the amendment read 
again, and the Clerk again reported it, but the gentleman from 
Kentucky made the point of order against the amendment of the 


gentleman from Mississippi, of 
sent the 


ead. 


the poin 


ud. The Clerk wi 


and in support 
statute to the Clerx’s desk to be r 


ot orael 


The Clerk proceeded to read the statute, as follow 

Sec. 1740. No ambassador, envoy extraordinary muinist } i 
tiary, minister resident, commissioner, char l affairs ry of! 
tion, assistant secretary of legation, inter ter to any legat Lor ” 
late, or consul general. consul, or commercial nt tioned in Schedu 
B and C, shall be entitled to com] stion for b es, except from the 


when he reaches his post and enters upon his official du 


time I ies tothe t 
| when he ceases to hold such office and f rsu h ti me as is actually and ne 
essarily occupied in receiving his ins ctions, not to exceed 30 days, and in 
making the direct transit ween the place of his reside 1ce When appoint 


| and his pos 


| 


| 


the returns for the year following they would be very much | 


larger. 
Mr. CANNON of [llinois. 


[ will modify my amendment by 
making it $80,000 


stof duty, at ti -ement and termination of the pe 


ec 


r 


of his official service. for which ‘be :shall in all cases be allowed and px all 
cept as hereinafter mentioned. And no person shall be deemed to hold any 
such office after his successor is appointed and actually enter ipon the 





duties of his office at his post of duty, nor after his official residence at such 
post has terminated, if not so relieved. But no such allowance or payment 
shall be made to any consul-general, consul, or commercial arent, not em- 
braced in Schedules B and C, or to any vice-consul, vice-commercial agent, 
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deputy consul, or consular agent, for the time so occupied in receiving in- 
structions, or in such transit as aforesaid; nor shali any such officer as is 
referred to in this section be allowed compensation for the time so occu o 
in such transit, at the termination of the period of his official service, if he 
has resigned or been recalled therefrom for any inalfeasance in his office. 


Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. The amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Mississippi changes existing law; and I 
make the point of order that it is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Mississippi upon the point of order. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. As I understand the point of order, Mr. 
Chairman, it simply means that, when a statute authorizes an 
indefinite appropriation, the House is without power to make 
it different, 1 want to know if that is the position of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky? 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Kentucky will please 
give his attention to the gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. As I understand the gist of the point of 
order is, that because this statute, 1740 of the Revised Statutes, 
authorizes an indefinite appropriation, the House is without 
power to make it different. Is that right? 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. My. point of order is that it 
changes existing law. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It does not change existing law. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Even if it did, it would be as easy to 
make a declaration before the House that you have no right to 
detract from the Scripture, and apply it to this proposition with 
the same force. And it seems to me there is no authority by 
the statute to make an appropriation for these incidental ex- 
penses of a greater amount than may be necessary. You must 
firstascertain how much is necessary. Willthe gentleman from 
Kentucky or from anywhere else maintain that the statute turns 
the Treasury loose to any officer that may want to expend the 









































































money? 
The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is ready to decide the point of 
order, The Chair overrules the point of order. Now, theChair 


is ready to hear the gentleman from Mississippi on his amend- 


ment. 
Mr.STOCKDALE. ThenI have very little to say, Mr. Chair- 
man. And I only | want to emphasize the fact, as Iwas saying 


before, that while IT would notauthorize the expenditure beyond 
what is necessary in this item, I believe that this system of leg- 
islation, that system of appropriation, has worked injury to the 
Treasury of the United States. I say there is no reason, no mat- 
ter what the course and practice may have been before, or by 
antecedent Congresses, and in my judgment there is no excuse 
for the Congress of the United States, which is charged with 
the appropriation of the money of the United States, in author- 
izing any officer, however great or small, to expend such a sum 
as he may please in any part of the discharge of his duty. I be- 
lieve further, without having time enough to go into the facts, 
that these ministers and consuls abroad have been paid and sup- 
ported at times when they were preparing to go away, when 
they ought to have been at home, or ought to have been paying 
theirown expenses. Therefore I am in favor of the amendment 
of the gentleman from Illinois with this amendment, which 
would make it so that we could know what we were paying. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will accept the gentleman’s 
amendment making it $6,000. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Chairman,it appears to me that the 
gentleman from Mississippi has been arguing this amendment 
under a misapprebension of the facts. The statement which 
he made at the conclusion of his remarks, and I had not the 
honor and good fortune to hear all that he said upon the sub- 
ject. indicates an opinion in his mind that the Government of 
the United States pays some specific sum, stated by him, as the 
cost of transit of the minister to his post; and he further said 
that he is also paid money when he is here at home. Now, the 
law does not provide that a minister or a consul going abroad 
receive any specific sum whatever, but he is allowed what is 
called a “transit allowance,” which is nothing more nor less 
than the amount of his salary from the time he starts until he 
reaches his post. That is all there is in it. He is paid his sal- 
ary according to the rate allowed to him. 

Mr. HITT. But ho is paid that salary at the same time his 


double salary taken out of the Treasury. 

Mr. DINSMORE. I understand that the salary is paid where 
ene is coming in and the other is going out. 

Mr. HITT. They overlap. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Nevertheless, such has been the policy 
heretofore pursued. This Government provides no allowance 


allow the minister "going abroad his salary from the time he 
leaves his home until he returns to it; and the regulations 


predecessor is paid a corresponding salary, so that it makes a | 


whatever for outfit, as is done in other countries; but it does | 
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Nicci ani the number of days he is allowed to travel in going 
out and coming back, and he can not draw pay for 2 gre: iter 
time. The amount given depends entirely upon the post he is 
accredited to and the distance which must be traveled. Now, 
then, he is allowed no more under the law than I have stated; 
and nobody knows better than the distinguished gentlem: in 
from Illinois, who has served so long as chiirman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, that the ministers in the for eign 
service are not paid exorbitaat salaries. 

In a great many instances the salaries are insufficient to pay 
the expenses of these officers; as was the case, for instance, with 
the salary which was increased by the committee and which has 
already been passed upon by the Committee of the Whole to-day. 
In that case the minister paid out for living expenses the whole 
amount of his salary, $5,000. He wrots to me (and I know him 
to be a reliable gentleman) that his living expenses for himself 
and family at a hotel were $400 a month, consuming practically 
the whole of his salary. He isa manof limited means, and ¢ ould 
not set up an establishment for himself. Thus, in many cases 
the salary is insufficient to pay the expenses of these officers. In 
proposing this allowance for the expenses of the minister while 
en route to his postof duty, we are doing nothing more than has 
been considered fair in the past, and nothing more than has al- 
ways been done hitherto by our Government, which has been 
more economical than foreign governments, which, besides these 
traveling expenses, have allowed an outfit. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I move to amend by striking out the last 
word. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. DINSMORE] mis- 
apprehends the position that I took. I wasnotsaying thatthese 
expenses should not be allowed, but that I wanted to know how 
much they are. 

Mr. DINSMORE. You do know that, under the law. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Yes; after the thing is done. 

Mr. DINSMORE. You know before. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. No, that is just what I wantto know now 
and this bill does not inform me. 

Mr. DINSMORE. The law provides what the salary shall be, 
and it can not be any more or any less. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I understand what salary the law pro- 
vides. But if we appropriate money for the expenses of these 
ministers while they are nursing themselves to get ready to 
start to their posts of official duty, we want to know how much 
it is going to cost. We do not want anybody to dip into the 
Treasury without letor hindrance if we are going to be a party 
of economy and reform. 

Gentlemen say we are to make this allowance because it has 
been done heretofore. In the name of Heaven, are we never to 
do anything that has not been done heretofore? Must we go on 
forever in the old beaten track and spend money in certain di- 
rections because our ancestors expended it in that way? If we 
are to have no ‘‘ reform,” what would become of the Republican 
—* The only thing that keeps them alive is their claim to 

a party of ‘‘reform.” And as reference has been made to 
Mr. Gresham I will say that they reformed him so thoroughly 
that he had toleave their party and seek a botter one. 

It is said that one of our ministers was obliged to spend $409 
in order to keep his family at a hotel. Well, I can find gentle- 
men of this House who are paying $400 in order to board with 
their families at a hotel; aed. it might bo argued that we must 
give all members such a salary as will enable them tolive at ho- 
tels as expensively as the rich members of the House do. Sir, 
there is no argument in that. We are not a Government of 
show, and tinsel anddisplay. The greatest epoch in ‘he history 
of this country in respect to matters of that kind was the day 
when James Buchanan shuffled off the court dress of England 
and walked down the aisle in the dress of a plain American citi- 
zen. We do not want to send our ministers abroad to display 
gewgaws upon their persons and to spend large sums of money at 
elegant hotels. If they live repectably that is enough. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. The question is 
upon the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN- 
NON] as modified upon the suggestion of the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. STOCKDALE]. 

The question being taken, thers were—ayes 5), noes 63. 

Mr. CANNON of itinois. No quorum has voted. I think we 
had better have tellers. 
The CHAIRMAN. 

tellers. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 


The gentleman from Illinois calls for 


No, sir; I make the pointof no quo- 


rum, which will necessitate our having tellers. 
Tellers were ordered; and Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky and 
Mr. CANNON Of Illinois were appo 
Mr. BYNUM. 


inted. 
Mr. Chairman. does the gentleman from [li- 


¢ 
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nois [Mr. CANNON] make the point that there is no quorum 
present? : ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman made the point that no 
quorum had voted. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported 
64, noes 102. , 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

So the amendment as modified was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Secretaries of legations to China, Japan, and Mexico, at $2,625 each, $7,875. 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman,I move to strike out 
the last word. I wish to inguire the reason for this increase of 
the salary of the secretary of legation at Mexico. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. The mission to Mexico is now 
and has been for several years past a first-class mission; but the 
salary of the secretary of legation has not been changed. It re- 
mains at $1,800, the amount fixed when the mission was second 
class. It was believed by the Committee on Foreign Affairs that 
this salary should be placed on a par with that paid to other 
secretaries of legation where the amount drawn by the minister 
is $17,500. This was done not only that the salary might be uni- 
form with the salaries of other secretaries of similar grades, but 
because the actual duties of the office entitle the secretary of le- 
cation to this small increase. 

The duties of this official in Mexico have increased and are 
very exacting, and the volume of work is as great if not greater 
than anywhere else. The Department several times has asked 
this increase. It asked it when the present bill was being pre- 
pared by the committee, and after careful consideration the com- 
mittee believed, as the mission to Mexico was made a first-class 
mission, that the secretary should be allowed the same salary as 
secretaries receive at Paris, London, Berlin,and St. Petersburg. 

Mr. COOMBS. And I will add as a further reason, with the 
permission of the Chair, that the expense of living in Mexico 
has been much increased within the last few years. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now letus see about the soundness 
o’ the reasons suggested for this increase. It is true that four 
years ago, when the Hon. Thomas Ryan, who had seen fourteen 
to sixteen years’ service in this House, was appointed minister 
to Mexico, it was made a first-class mission, and the salary was 
increased from $12,000 to $17,500 in gold. It has been retained 
at that figure ever since. 

The increase was made a little bit from a personal standpoint, 
i think, because Mr. Ryan was one of the best equipped men in 
the Government for that service; but it was made also from an- 
other standpoint, namely, that our relations with Mexico were 
growing more and more important every year, and we were just 
on the eve of that legislation which was, under the leadership 
of Mr. Blaine, to establish reciprocity on this continent. We 
had already commenced to arrange for the Pan-American Con- 
gress, and, reaching out from the standpoint of strengthening 
our influence on this continent, Congress thought it well to in- 
crease the salary. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
has expired. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
minutes longer. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman will be 
permitted to proceed for five minutes longer. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The reasons having passed by for 
the increase of the salary, and the place being ‘lied now by a 
mere politician, and the Democracy being in power, and they 
have already got the ax sharpened to cut reciprocity up by 
the roots—— 

Mr. TRACEY. Dig it up. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes; as the gentleman from New 
York says, dig it up by the roots. And the reason having ceased 
for the increase of the salary, | would cheerfully vote todecrease 
it and put it back to where it was—$12,000. 

But, instead of doing that, and when there is no reason for 
making the other change suggested,why, we find the committee 
increasing the salary of the secretary of legation from $1,800 
to $2,600 a year. It remained at $1,800 for the last four years. 
Now, the reason being gone and the Democracy also in power, 
for the sake of paying this salary out of a binkrupt Treasury, 
borrowing money at 5 per cent to pay the daily expenses of the 
Government, instead of reducing the salary of the minister from 
$17,500 to what it was, we find this bill proposing an increase of 
that of the secretary of legation to the amount named here. I 
tell you that you are not going to do it unless you vote to do it, 
= 7 - want todo it you have got to let the country under- 
s . 


I am for paying salaries, and fair salaries, where they are 


ayes 


The time of the gentleman from Illinois 


Well, I should like to have a few 


OD 


a 


5 te 


needed and where the manis serving the Government; but when 
you go back upon every principle that would enable our peop! 
either commercially or industrially to dominate this continent, 
now or in the future, I am not willing. by my consent at least, to 
see these salaries increased, when those who draw them can not 
do any service of value to the Government. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will assume the pro forma 
amendment to be withdrawn, and the Clerk will read. 

‘The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I will now make 
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the formal amendment. I have made the informal one, and 
talked about ten minutes. I will make a formal amendment 
now to strike out in line 11 the words ‘‘and Mexico.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would suggest to the gentl 
man from Illinois that this paragraph has already been p 
over. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I did not so understand it. [ was 


discussing it, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman was discussing a motion 
to strike out the last word, being the word ‘‘ dollars,” in lines 14 
and 15. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I think that paragraph all goes to- 
gether. And Ihave this marked on my bill here for the pur- 
pose of making the motion. 

Mr. HITT. I[ would remind the Chairman that the gent! 
man from Illinois was endeavoring to get the attention of th 
Chair, but the Clerk was reading at great rapidity. 

Mr. MOSES. But the gentleman from Mlinois had s n 
to congratulate himself about his speech, and forgot all about 
the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that when its atten- 
tion was called to the gentleman from Lilinois, who was seeking 
recognition, the Chair asked the Clerk how far he had proceeded 
with the reading of the bill, and was informed that he had 
reached page 4, lines Ifand 15. The Chair so stated tothe gen- 
tleman from Illinois. The gent!eman from Illinois offeted a pro 
forma amendment, and proceeded to diseuss the silary of the 
secretary of legation at Mexico; and the Chair understood, and 
the committee will understand, that great latitude is indulged 
in Committee of tha Whole in the discussion of such matters. 
The Chair therefore made no suggestion about it. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, now, if the Chair holds that 
[I am too late, by one word, to make this motion, nimely, be- 
cause line 14 has beuwn read, and the paragraph that precedes it 
closes with line 13, if I am to be ruled out on that point, then | 
want to ask unanimous consent to make this motion to strike out 
the words ‘‘and Mexico,’ which will leave the salury at $1,800, 
what the law provides, and what it has always been. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [ 
NON] asks unanimous consent—— 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I must object to that. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. In the name of economy and re- 
form, I hope the gentleman will not do that. 

Mr. BURROWS. I hope the gentleman will not do that, and 
I will suggest to the Chairman that the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. CANNON| said that upon this question, if the majority 
sired to raise this salary, it could not be done except by a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recalls that. 

Mr. BURROWS. He intended to offer the amendment, 
this is purely an oversight. 

Mr. COOMBS. I hope the gentleman from Kentucky will not 
object to any show of economy on the part of the Republicans, 
because it is so rare. 

Mr. BURROWS. That will be the shortest way out of it. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Does ths gentleman state 
that he moves to strike out the words *‘ and Mexico”? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I intended to make the motion. | 
offered a pro forma amendment for the purpose of eliciting some 
information and a reply from the gentleman from Kentucky, 
and then I intended, when the pro forma amendment was dis- 
posed of, to move to strike out the words *‘xnd Mexico;” in 
other words, to test the sense of the committes as to whether 
that increase of salary, from $1,890 to $2,600, should be allowed. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. And now you are asking a 
vote on that amendment? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. 
will vote on it immediately. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from I linois asks unani- 
mous consent to recur to the paragraph relating to secretaries 
of legation—China, Japan, and Mexico—and move to strike out 
the words ‘‘and Mexico.” As many as favor that motion will 
signify it by saying aye. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that 
the noes seemed to have it. 


it dow 


Mr. CAN- 


de- 


ind 


[ have no objection, if you 
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Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Division. 

‘The committee divided; and there were—ayes 38, nodes 72. 

Mr. CANNON of Iliinois. No quorum. 

The Chairman appointed as tellers Mr. McCreary of Ken- 
tucky and Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
37, noes 116. 

The CHAIRMAN. No quorum has voted. The point of no 
quorum having been made, the Chair directs the Clerk to read 
the rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Clause 2, Rule XXIII, Whenever a Committee of the Whole House finds itself 
without a quorum, the Chair shall cause the roll to be called, and thereupon 


the committee shall rise. and the Chairman shall report the names of tbe 
absentees to the House, which shall beentered on the Journal; butif on such 
cali a quorum shall appear, the committee shall thereupon resume its sit- 
ting without further order of the House. 


The CZTAIRMAN. In aceordance with this rule the Chair 
directs the Clerk to call the roll. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I would submit to the gentleman 
from Kentucky that he ask unanimous consent to dispense with 
the calling of the roll. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not in order. 

Mr. CANNON of [llinois. I supposed we could do anything 
by unanimous consent. 

TheCAdAIRMAN. The Clerk will call the roli. 

The Clerk proceeded tocall the roll, when the following mem- 
bers fuiled to answer to their names: 


Abbott, Cousins, Hudson, Robinson, Pa. 
Adams, Ky. Covert, Hull, Rusk, 

Adams, Pa. Crawford, Johnson, Ohio Russell, Conn. 
Alderson, Culberson, Kribbs, Schermerhorn, 
Aldrich, Curtis. N.Y. Lisle, Scranton, 
Alexander, Daniels, Livingston, Settle, 

Allen, Davey, Lockwood, Shaw, 

Apsley, De Forest, Loudensiager, Sheil. 

Arnold, Denson, Marshall, Sherman, 
Avery, Doolittle, McAleer, Sivley, 
Babcock, Draper, McCall, Simpson, 
Baker, N. H. Dunphy, McDannold, Smith, 
Baldwin, Eliis, Ky. McEttrick, Snodgrass, 
Bartholdt, English, N. J. MeKeighan, Somers, 
Belden, Everett, McNagny, Sperry, 

Bell, Colo. Fielder, Meiklejohn, Stallings, 
Beltzhoover, Funston, Mercer, Stockdale, 
Bingham, Gear, Meyer, Storer, 

Black, Oh. Geissenhainer, Moon, Strong. 

Blair, Gillet, N. Y. Morse, Swanson, 
Bower, N. C. Gillett, Mass. Murray. Tarsney, 
Bowers, Cal. Goldzier, Mutehiler, Tawney, 
Bratian, Goodnight, Newlands, Terry, 
Breckinridge,Ky Graham, Northway, Thomas, 
Briekner, Grosvenor, Oates, Turner, Va. 
Brookshire, Grew, Outhwaite, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Brown, Haines, Page, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Burnes, Hall, Minn. Payne, Wadsworth, 
Bynum. Hall, Mo. Paynter, Washington, 

. Campbell, Hammond, Pendleton, W. Va. Waugh, 
Cannon, Cal. Hare, Phillips, Wells, 
openers. Harter, Pigott, Wheeler, Ii. 
Chickering, Hartman, Powers, White, 

Childs, Heiner, Price, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cockran, Henderson, Iowa Quigg. want 
Compton, Henderson, N. C. ndali, Woodard, 
Conn, Holman, Ray, Woomer, 
Dooeper, Ind, Hooker, N. Y¥. Rayner, Wright, Mass. 
Cooper, Wis. Hopkins, IL. Reyburn, Wright, Pa. 
Cornish, Hopkins, Pa. Ritchie, 


The roll having been called, the Speaker resumed the chair. 
Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, finding itself withouta quorum, 
as Chairman of the committee, in accordance with the rule, I 
caused the roll to be called, upon which roll call 194 members 
responded to their names. I report herewith the names of the 
absentees. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas, Chairman of 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
reports that, the Committee finding itself without a quorum, he 
caused the roll to be calied and he now reports the names of the 
absentees to the House. The names of the absentees will be 
entered uponthe Journal. One hundred and ninety-four gentle- 
men having answered to their names, the committee will re- 
sume its session. 

The committee resumed its session, 

The CHAIRMAN. Tellers will resume their places. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I would suggest to the gentleman 
from Kentucky that he ask unanimous consent that this clause 
be passed by until he completes the bill, and that at the comple- 
tion of the bill we turn back and dispose of the pending amend- 
ment. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I have no ob- 
jection to passing by the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Illinois, and let it be acted upon when we get through with 
the bill. Then, let the Clerk read on. 

Without objection that order will be 


The CHAIRMAN, 


made. 
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There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Secretary of legation and consul-general to Honolulu, $1,000. 


_Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I move that the committee 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. BAILey, ehairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee, having had under consideration the bill H. R. 6108, 
had come to no resolution thereon. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. G&ISSENHAINER, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. HUDSON, for this day, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York, one week, on account of 
sickness. 

To Mr. COMPTON, this day, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. GROSVENOR, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

To Mer. OORNISH, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

FURTHER URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference report 
on the further urgent deficiency bill. 
; The report of the committee of conference was read, as fol- 
ows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. 8. 6556) to provide for fur- 
ther urgent deticiences in the avpropriations for the service of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June30, 1894, and for other purposes, having 
met, after full and free conference, have agreed to recommend and do rec- 
ommend to their respective Eouses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 2. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 3, 4, 5, 6,7, 8,9, 10, 11, 12,13, 15, amd 16, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 1, and acree to the same, with an amendment, as follows: 

In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment, insert the following: 


“MINTS AND ASSAY OFFICES. 


‘‘Por wages of workmen and adjusters, to be used in the discretion of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, $52,500; ’’ and the Senate acree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 14, and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: 
‘In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

* For ee and mileage of Members of the House of Representa- 
tives and Delegates from Territories on account of fiseal years, as follows: 

“ For 1853, 93.334. 

** Por 1894, 815.900. 

“To pay the c erk to the Speaker's table for services rendered as clerk to 
the Committee on Rules during the first and second sessions of the Fifty- 
third Congress, $509;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 
J. G. CANNON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
. F. M. COCKRELL, 
EUGENE HALE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement of the House conferees was read as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagree 
ing vot’s of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(L R, 6556) to provide for further urgent deficiencies for the fiscal year 1894, 
submit the following written statement in explanation of the effect of the 
action recommended on each of the said amendments in the accompanying 
conference report, namely: : 

On amendment numo»ered 1, appropriates $52,500 for wages of workmen 
and adjusters at the mints, to be in the dis¢retion of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, instead of $16,000, as proposed by the Senate for the Mint ai 
Philade!phia. f 

On amendment numbered 2, restores the provision proposed by the House 
authorizing the printing, on or before Ausust 1 next, of 100,000 copies of a 
Census Abstract. - 

On amendments numbered 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, and 9, appropriates, as proposed 
by the Senate. for exp ‘nses of United States courts for 1804, as follows: 

For fees of witnesses, $200,000; 

For fees of United States attorneys, $101,000; 

For special compensation of United States attorneys. $10,000; 

For regular assistants to United States attorneys, 21,000; 

For special assistants to United States attorneys, $40,340; 

For fees of clerks, $116,000; 

For fees of commissioners. $187,200; 

For rent of court rooms, $42,000. 

On amendments numbered 10, 11, and 12, appropriates, as ae by the 
Senate, for certain expenses of that body, in the aggregate $21,000. 

On amendment numbered 13, apprpriates $1,200 for compiling the Con- 
gressional Directory for the secon. s.3slon of the Fifty-third Congress. 

On amendment numbered 1|4, ap: iates $19,234 for compensation and 
mileage of members of the House cf Representatives on account of the fiscal 
— 1893 and 1894, and $509 to pay the clerk to the Speaker's table for serv- 

cos rendered to the Commitvee on Rules. 

On amendment numbered 15. provides for a laborer in the law library of 
the Library of Congress at $30 month, as proposed by the Senate. 

On amendment numbered 16, amends, as proposed by the Senate, the act 
of January 27, 1894, relating to contracts for supplies in the Departments at 
Wrne vill agreed upon, appropriates #1 ,854,304.66 

e as 0, a 854,304.66. , 
. JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 


N, 
Managers on the part of the Rouse. 





1894, 








Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, it is perhaps proper in connec- 
tion with this report for me to call the attention of the House 
to one approprixiion to which the conferees on the part of the 
House have agreed,and thut is to the item for the rent of court- 
houses and for court rooms for the United Statescourts—S42,.00. 
Of the appropriation of $42,000, over $8,000 is intended to pay 
the rent during the remainder of the present fiscal year of three 
floors in a building in the city of Chicago which is now being 
used by the circuit and districtcourts. There is a question, and 
a very serious one, as to the necessity of this rental contract, 
regarding which there was some important and pointed testi- 
mony beiore the conference committee; but inasmuch as the 
contract has been made, and it is believed by competent author- 
ity, and as according to the terms of the contract the Govern- 
ment will be responsible for the rent of these floors until the oth 
day of May, 1895, the conference committee thought that it 
would not be wise to delay the passage of this bill by the con- 
sideration of the question of the propriety of the rental contract 
at the present time. 

It calls for an annual expenditure of about $26,000. We have 
the assurance, however, from members of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations of the Senate, that an opportunity will be afforded, 
when the sundry civil bill returns to the House, for the consid- 
eration of the contract. It was not believed by the conferees of 
the House that it would be within the power of Congress to re- 

al the contract before the 5th day of May, 1895; so that the 

ouse will have abundant time to inquire into and take action 
upon it, either when the sundry civil bill returns to the House 
atthe present session or during the next session of this Con- 
ess. 

With this explanation, if no other information be desired by 
any member of the House, I will ask for the adoption of the re- 
port. 

The report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. SAYERS, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the conference report was agreed to was laid on the 
table. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. 
adjourn. 

he motion was agreed to. 

And accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 48 minutes p. m.)the House 

adjourned. 


T move that the House do now 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reporte from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. RICHARDS, from the Committee on Claims, the bill 
(S. 1055) to carry into effect the findings of the Court: of Claims 
in the cases of Edward N. Fish and others for supplies furnished 
the Indian service. (Report No. 729, 

Also, the bill (H. R. 2842) to reimburse George C, Tanner, late 
consul, etc., the sum of $200, paid by him forrentof rooms. (Re- 
port No. 730.) 

Also, the bill (H. R. 1325) for the relief of Oliviaand Ida Walter, 
evan) and heirs of Thomas U. Walter, deceased. (Report 
No. 782. 





ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. RICHARDS, from the Com- 
mittee on Claims. reported adversely the following bills; which, 
with the accompanying reports, were ordered to be printed and 
laid on the table: 

" A bill (H. R. 1521) for the relief of R. W. Scott. 
31.) 

A bill (A. R. 775) authorizing the appointment of a commis- 
sioner and the settlement of the claims of certain citizens of 
Kansas. (Report No. 734.) 

A bill (H. R. 1519) for the relief of Thomas Chambers. 
No: 733.) 


(Report No. 


(Report 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced and severally referred as fullows: 

By Mr. HARTMAN: A bill, (H. R. 6750) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Yellowstone River, in the county 
of Dawson and State of Montana—to the Committee on Luterstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ONEIL of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 6751) to ratify 
and confirm an agreement with the Yumu Indians in California 
for the cession. of their surplus lands, and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
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By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 6752) granting the use of cer- 
tain real estate to the city of Pittsburg, Pa., for a public park— 
to the Committee on Military A fairs. 

By Mr. PATTERSON (by request): A bill (H. R. 6753) to 
amend the actsadmitting certain States to representation in Con- 
gress, and for other purposas—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SMITH of Arizona: A bill| H. R. 6754) toamend section 
15 of anact approving, with amendments, the funding actof Ari- 
zona, approved June 25, iss0—to the Committee on tho Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 6755) to regulate Canal 
street, etc., in the city of Washington—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A resolution directing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to reéxamine and certify claim of the Pennsylvania 
Railroad Company—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (il. R. 6756) to regulate the sale 


of goods marked “sterling” or ‘‘sterling silver” or ‘‘coin’ 
or ‘coin silver ’—to the Committee on the Judiciary.” 
By Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota: A resolution to author- 


ize the investigation of the conduct of Judge Sanborn, of the 
eighth judicial circuit, in ordering certain citizens of Minne 
sota.and North Dakota to appear before him at St. Paul April 
27, 1844, in connection with ths Great Northern Railway strike 
now pending—to the Committes on the Judiciary. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill H. R.t757) to remove the charge 
ofdesertion of John Dewitt. of 4) West Ninth street, Cincinnati, 
Ohio—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A biil (H. R. 6758) to increase the 
pension of L. P. Alford—to the Committee on Pen:ions. 

By Mr. GORMAN: A bill (H. R. 6759) grimting a pension to 
BRliza Ann Harrington—to the Committee on invalid Pen-ion-. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R.6760) for the relief of b. Ll’. 
Dowell—to the Committee on Judiciary. 

By Mr. McKAIG: A bill (H.R. 6761) for the relief of Edga 
H. Bates for the loss of his minor son, Millard PF. Bates, who 
was killed on or about September 3, 18S72—to the Committee on 
War Claims, 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 6762) to pension William H. 
Fry-—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


— 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. it 
6676) for the re ief of Peter Puckett; which was referred to tha 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause Lof Rule XXII, ths following petitions and pa- 
perswere laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALDRICH: Petition of pastor and trustees of Martin 
Evangelical Lutheran Church, of Chicago, ILll.. protesting 
against the passage of proposed amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States acknowleiging therein the supreme au 
thority and just government of Almighty God—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of James H. MeDonald, M. D., and 291 others, of 
Chicago, in favor of the passage of the Manderson- Hainer bill 
to the Committee on the Post-Olflice and Post-Ronds. 

By BOWERS of California: Petition of 85 personsof Salinas, 
Cal., for amendment to the Constitution—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: Remonstrance of citizens of St. 
Charles County, Mo., against a certain constitutional amend- 
ment—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Memorial to Congress submitted by the 
wool buyers and wool de tiers of Ohio and Pennsylvania, against 
the Wilson bili—to the Commiitee on Ways anu M>oans. 

By Mr. DAVIS: Protests of citizens of Wyom ng, Idaho, and 
Utah, against the pass:ge o! House bill 506), granting right of 
way and public lands in the Yellowstone Park to a railroad cor- 
poration—to the Co » mittee on the Public Lends. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Petition of Walter B. 
Miller and 43 other residents of Brookfield, Mass., in behalf of 
the Manderson- Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post Roads. 

By Mr. GORMAN: Petition of the Retail Clerks’ Union of 
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Detroit. favoring the governmental ae and control of 
telegraphs—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

\lso, protest of the Evangelical Lutheran St. John’s Church 
of Michigan, against the proposed God-in-the-Constitution 
amendment—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HARE; Petition of Edward Orton and others, profes- 
sors in Ohio State University, for retention of the Coast and 
Geodetic Survey in the controlof the Treasury Department —to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois: Protest of A. Wagner, 
chairman; A. Mueller, secretavy,and others of the Evangelical 
Lutheran school committee of Llinois, against the proposed 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States —to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. IZLAR: Memorial of the City Council of Charleston, 
8.C., 
Light-House Board for an appropriation of $155,000, for the pur- 
chase of a site for a supply depot to be constructed at or near 
one of the dock piers at Charleston, S. C., and for the erection 
thereon of suitable buildings, be carried out without delay—to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: Papers to accompany bill for the re- 
lief of Cephas A. Christian—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MARTIN of Indiana: Protest of Rev. E. H. Scheips, 
Conrad Stark, and others, of St. John’s Lutheran Church, of 
Peru, Ind.: of Rev. C. F. W. Huge and others, of St. John’s 
Lutheran Church, of Bingen, Ind., and of Rev. S. Hassold, of 
Huntington, Ind., against the proposed religious amendment of 
the Constitution of the United States—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota: Protestof President Cyrus 
Northrop and Prof. W. W. Tolwell, C. W. Hall, and N. H. 
Winchell, of the University of Minnesota, against the bill to 
abolish the Coast Survey—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. MCLAURIN: Resolutions adopted by the city council 
of Charleston, S. C., urging the speedy appropriation of $155,- 
000, as recommended by the United States Light-House Board, 
for the purchase ofa site for a supply depot to be constructed at 
or near one of the dock piers at Charleston, S. C., and for the 
erection thereon of suitable buildings, be carried out without 
delay—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. MCNAGNY: Protest of the Evangelical Lutheran 
Church of the Redeemer, Fort Wayne, Ind., and of St. Paul 
Evangelical Lutheran Church, Gar Creek, Ind., against the pro- 
posed amendment to the Constitution of the United States—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary 

By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN: Protest from the Evangelical Luth- 
eran Church of Martinsburg, Dixon County, Nebr., and 112 
communicants, against the proposed amendment to the Consti- 
tition—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MERCER: Three petitions remonstrating against the 
proposed change in the preamble of the Constitution of the United 
St ites —to the Committee on the roneere. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Protest from the Evangelical Lutheran 
Church at Spirit Lake, Iowa, — a proposed amendment of 
the Constitution of the United States—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. PICKLER: Petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of the District of Columbia, representing 1,000 
members, favoring the passage of Senate bill 1841, providing 
for the seating of women omer in shops and stores of the 
District—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Petition of citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., 
in favor of the exemption of loan and building associations from 
income tax—to the Committee en Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan: Resolution of the Bar- 
bers’ Union, Detroit, Mich., in faver of Government control of 
a telegraph system—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: Memorial of Ohio and Pennsylvania 
wool-dealers against the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, resolution of Diamond Lodge, No. 26, Shield of Honor, 
and petition of C. W. Lamoreuwux and others, of Carbondale, Pa., 
in favor of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SHAW: Protest of J. F. ee pastor, A. Gerke 
and R. H. Zempee, trustees of Evangelical Lutheran Trinity 
Church, of Fall Creek, Eau Claire County, Wis., against the so- 
called God-in-the-Constitution amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SMITH of Arizona: Protest of the board of supervi- 
sors of Yavapai County, Arizona, against the eee of bill 

ranting 1,000,000 acres of desert lands to certain States and 
erritories —to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
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By Mr. STEPHENSON: Petition of the Trunk Maker's Union, 
of Detroit, Mich., in favor of governmental ownership and con- 
trol of the telegraph systems—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Petition of citizens of Albany, N. Y., 
against the proposed change of the Constitution—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: Petition of S. W. Hill, of Osage, 
Iowa, against a tax on the income of building and loan associa- 
tions—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WEADOCK: Petition of Detroit cigar manufactur- 
ers against change in revenue laws relating to cigars—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: Papers to accompany bill 
for the claim of William A. Walker, of Colbert County, Ala.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of Henry Davis, 
of Madison County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, April 20, 1894. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MiLsBurRn, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in 
response to a resolution of December 21, 183, a repert of the 
Third Auditor of the Treasury and accompanying papers in re- 
gard to any and all matters not heretofore reported relative to 
the Indian war claims of the State of California, etc.; which 
was read. 

Mr. WHITE. The communication is in response to a resolu- 
tion submitted by me and adopted by the Senate last Docember. 
I suggest that, in so far as the communication relates to the sum 
claimed, the report of the Treasury Department, and the state- 
ment of the State of California, that it be printed without the 
exhibits, and that with the exhibits the communication and 
accompanying papers be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. I make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Attorney-General, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of the 14th instant, a list of judgments rendered by 
the Court of Claims in Indian depredation cases; which, with the 
accompanying om pe was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Depredations, and ordered to bs printed. 

e also laid before the Senate a communication from the At- 
torney- General, transmitting, in re. »onse to a resolution of the 
17th instant, a-list of all persons in office April 10, 18:4, in the 
Department of Justice, employed by the Government in the de- 
fense of Indian depredation cases, etc.; which was referrod to the 
Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 6556) to provide for further urgent deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the service of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1894, and for other purposes. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. a 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the Inter- 
national Unionof Journeymen Horseshoers, of Denver, Colo., re- 
monstrating against the ratification of the proposed treaty with 
China; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BUTLER presented petition of the city council of Charles- 
ton, S. C., praying that an oo of $155,000 be made for 
the purchase of a site for a depot for the Light-House Service, 
to be constructed at or near one of the dock piers at Charleston, 
S. C., and also for the erection of suitable buildings; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of Franklin Lodge, No. 16, 
Ancient Order of United Workmen, of Moline, Ill., praying that 
fraternal society and college journals be admitted to the mails 
as second-class matter; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. VEST presented a memorial of the president and profess- 
ors of the University of Missouri, Columbia, Mo., remonstrat- 
ing — the transfer of the Coast and Geodetic Survey to 
the Navy and Geological Survey; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 
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cient Order of United Workmen, of Maxville, Mo., praying that 
fraternal society and college journals be admitted to the mails 
as second-class matter; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Officesand Post-Roads. 

Mr. PE®FER presented the memorial of Rev. G. Luecke, 

astor, and sundry other membersof St. Martin’s Evangelical 

utheran Church, of Winfield, Kans., remonstrating against | 
the adoption of an amendment to the preamble of the Cons: i- | 
tution of the United States recognizing the Deity; which was 
re erred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented a petition of the Woman's Chris- | 
tian Temperance Union of the District of Columbia, praying | 
for the passege of Senate bill No. 1841, providing for the seat- 
ing of female help in offices, stores, ete., when such persons 
are not actively employed; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 


He also presented a petition of Maxville Lodge, No. 332, An- | 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1301) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Hiram Somerville, reported it with amendments, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MCPHERSON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1779) authorizing certain officers 
of the Navy to administer oaths, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1784) to amend section 3719 of the Revised Statutes, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Some time agolI offered what I intended 
to propose as an amendment to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill. a proposition for the purchase of the oil portrait of Dolly 
Madison, by Mr. Andrews. I am now authorized by the Com- 
mittee on the Library to report it in the form of a bill, which I 
ask may be read and placed upon the Calendar. 

The bill (S. 1936) for the purchase of the oil portrait of Mrs. 
Dolly Madison, by E. F. Andrews, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1774) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to punish false swearing before trial boards of 
the Metropolitan poiice force and fire department of the District 
of Columbia, and for other purposes,” approved May 11, 1892, re- 
ported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1629) to amend the act incorporating the Eckington and 
Soldiers’ Home Railway Company of the District of Columbia, 
approved June 19, 1888, reported adversely thereon, and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

DISTRICT STREET RAILWAY TICKETS. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I am directed by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom were referred the amendments of 
the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 443) to provide for 
the sale of new tickets by the street railway companies of the 
District of Columbia, to report two amendments to the first 
amendment of the House, and recommend concurrence in the 
amendment as proposed to be amended, and that the remaining 
amendment of the House be concurred in without amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments will be stated in 
their order. 

The first amendment of the House of Representatives was to 
strike out section 1 of the bill and insert: 


That from and after the passage of this act, each street railway and street 
herdic transportation company in the District of Columbia shall issueits own 
tickets, and sell no tickets issued by any other company. Such tickets shall 
be printed and sold in sheets of six tickets each, and after having been once 
used shall be canceled by the company which issued the same. 


The amendments of the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia to the amendment of the House of Representatives were, in 
line 1 of the proposed section 1, to strike out the words 
‘*from and,” and in line 2, after the word ‘‘after” to insert 
“thirty days from,” so as to read: 


That after thirty days from the passage of this act, etc. 


And to add to the section the following proviso: 

Provided, That all street railway companies and herdic transportation 
companies doing business in the District of Columbia shall receive and ex- 
change tickets with each other, and said companies shall make monthly 
settlements with each other, and shall redeem in money any tickets in ex- 
cess of the number of tickets exchanged. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendments of the Committee on the District of Columbia to 
the first amendment of the House of Representatives. 

The amendments to the amendment were agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the House of Representatives was, in 
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section 2, line 1, after the word “ railway” to insert ‘‘ or street 
herdic transportation,” so as to mike the secti 

Sec. 2. That any street railway or street herdic transportation company 
doing business in the District of Columbia which shall violate the provi 
sions of this act shall be liable to a fine of not to exceed S10 for each offense 
to be recovered in any court of competent jarisdiction 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is upon agreeing to 
the second amendment of the House of Representatives. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


n read: 


COURTS IN NEBRASKA. 


‘ 


Mr. PUGH. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 103) to fix the times 
and places for holding the Fe jeral courts in the State and dis- 
trict of Nebraska, to report it without amendment and recom- 
mend its passage. 

Mr. HOAR. Idesire to appeal to the Senator from Alabama 
(Mr. PuGcgu], the chairman of the JudiciaryCommittes. [ask that 
Senator to consent to have the bill which he just reported recom- 
mitted to the Committee on the Judiciary. Inthe lightof what 
was said, I think in the Senator's absence, in regard to the cre- 
ation of a new judicial district in that State, and as [understand 
one of the Senators from Nebraska would like to be heard before 
the committee, perhaps a solution of the mattercould be arrived 
at which would be satisfactory to all parties. [ask the Senator 
to allow the bill to be recommitted that the matter may be 
heard. 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope theSenator from Massachusetts will not 
insist upon that request. The billas reported I understand pro- 
vides for certain terms of Federal court in the State of Nebraska 
that are necessary and proper. I think that its passage ought 
not to be hampered in any way by the bill of my colleague now 
before the Judiciary Committee. If tne Judiciary Committee 
see fit to recommend the bill now before them forthe division of 
the State into two judicial districts, it will be a very easy mat- 
ter by a very few words to fix the terms of the courts. If that 
bill for any reason should fail to be recommended or fail ‘to pass, 
then this bill would be so much farther advanced upon the Cal 
endar and could be acted upon by the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. Therecommitimentof the biil will notembarrass 
or clelav the final action of the Senate one moment, [ am quite 
sure. I take perhaps a little blame upon myself. The senior 
»enator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] desired to be heard 
before the committee and he was not heard. Under those cir- 
cumstances, [suppose the unvarying course of the Senate would 
be,on the request of any member of the committee, to have a 
recommitment, unless it were in a case where the recommit- 
ment would substantially or at all delay the ultimate action on 
the bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. If my colleague desires to be heard before the 
Judiciary Committee, I have not the slightest objection to the 
bill being re-referred. I was not aware o/ that. 

Mr. HOAR. Thatis the ground which | offer. 

Mr. PUGH. The bill that [ reported from the Judiciary 
Committee relates purely to a local matter, and I consider that 
it ought to be under the control of the Senators from that State 
It has passed the other House unanimously, and 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think the bill had better be recom- 
mitted to thecommittee. Thereare matters on file in that com- 
mittee which, it seems to me, must have been overlooked in tho 
deliberation upon the bill. But itis not only for that reison 
and because I had no notice that this local matter was to be heard 
by the committee and acted upon. Yesterday I introduced a 
bill which is akin to this, and I think it should be considered 
with it. For these reasons I think it desirable that the bill 
should be recommitted to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Massachuseits thit the bill be recommitted. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I hope the chairmin of the 
Committee on the Judiciary will consent toa recommittal of the 
bill. I have in my hand some papers handed me by the senior 
Senator from Nebraska some time ago, and also some papers 
from a member of the other House from Nebraska. [ was un- 
able to be present at the last two meetings of the committee, 
which was of course my own fault. For this reason [ should 
like to have the bi!l recommitted. 

Mr. PUGH. To terminate this consumption of time, I consent 
to a recommittal of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the recom- 
mittal of the bill? The Chair hears none, and the bill is recom- 
mitted to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


PRINTING OF MEMORIAL ADDRESSES. 


Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Printing, to whom 
wag referred the following concurrent resolution from the House 
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of Representatives, reported it without amendment, and it was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed of the eulogies delivered in Congress upon the Hon. William H. 
Enochs, late a Kepreseniative from the State of Onio, 8,000 copies, of which 
number, 2,000 copies shall be delivered to the Senators and Representatives 
of the State of Onio, which shall include 50 copies to be bound in full mo- 
roceo to be delivered to the family of the deceased, and of the remaining, 
2,000 shall be for the use of tne Senate, and 4.000 for the use of the House of 
Representatives, and the Secretary of the Treasury is directed to have en- 


graved and printed a portrait of the said William H. En 8, to accompany 
the said eulogies. 





BERING SEA AWARD. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Lintroduce a bill and ask the unanimous 
consent of the Sonate to put it upon its passage. Itis tocorrect 
a palpable error in the act recently pass d prescribing the Ber- 
ing Sea regulations. I do not know where the error occurred, 
but the bill as it passed the two Houses of Congress substitut:d 
the word ‘‘exclusive” for ‘‘inclusive,’”” which makes a very ma- 
terial change in the award, and i think it ought to be at once 
corrected. There can be no doubt about the error. I mys-lf 
went to the o-Tice of the Secretary of State and saw there the error 
carried into the enrolled bill signed by the President of the 
United States, and it had already been the subject of correspond- 
ence between our State Department and the English minister. 
I therefore ask leave tointroduce a bill and have.it read at length, 
and, if there is no objection, [ should like to have it passed. 

Mr. HARRIS. The &ct asit was passed mikes the measure 
mean the very reverse of what it was intended to mean, I under- 
stand. 

Mr. BUTLER. And this bill is to correct it. 

Mr. HARRIS. Sol unierstand. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The bill I introduceis a mere correction of 
the error. 

Mr. HOAR. Let us know what is the mistake and what is the 
plan proposed for correction. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [ introduce the bill and ask that it be read 
at length. 

The bill (S. 1928) to amend section tl of an act approved April 
6, 1804, entitled “An act to give effect to the award rendered 
by the Tribunal of Arbitration, at Paris, under the treaty be- 
tween the United States and Great Britain, coneluded at Wash- 
ington, February 2), 1892, for tha purpose of submitting to arbi- 
tration cortain questions concerning the preservation of the fur 
seals” was read the first time by its title and the second time at 
length, as follows: 

Beit enacted, etc., Taat section 1 of the act entitled ‘‘An act to give effect to 
the award rendered by the Triounal of Arbitration, at Paris, under the treaty 
petween the United States and Great Britain, concluded at Washington, 
February 2), 1592, for the purpose of submitting to arbitration certain ques- 
tions conce ‘ning the preservation of the fur seals,” approved April 6, 1894, 
be amended by striking out the word “exclusive,” where it occurs in said 
section |, and inserting the word “ inclusive,’’ so that said section will read: 
“That nocitizen of tae Uaited States, or person owing the duty of ove li- 
ence tothe laws or the treaties of the United States. nor any person belong- 
ing to or 04 boa 4 of a vesselof the United States, shall kill, capture, or pur- 
sue, at any time. or in aay manner whatever, outside of territorial waters, 
any fur seal in the waters surrouading the Pribil of Islands within a zone of 


60 geozraphical miles (60 to a degree of latitude) around said islands, in- 
clusive of the territorial waters.” ; 


Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to say that I have before me the 
printed bill as it was pxssed. It shows that in the preamble, in 
the recital of the articles of the award of the Tribunal of Arbi- 
tration, the words ‘inclusive of the territorial waters ” are used. 
Then in the body of the bill, in the enactment of the law to carry 
into oxecutiou the award, the words used are ‘‘ exclusive of the 
territorial waters.” Iam satisfied that this error was not made 
in the Secretary's office. I examined and found that the bill as 
it was sent to the Printer was right, and instead of ‘‘ exclusive,” 
as in the print, the word was ‘inclusive; but when it came 
back from the Printer it was acted upon by both Houses of 
Congress without noticing theerror, which anioubtedly in some 
way ovcurred in the Printing Office. The bill passed both 
Houses of Congress, and was sent to the President and signed by 
him and became the law of the land. This mistake should be 
corrected promptly, so as to avoid any misapprehension. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

By unanimous consent, the bill was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. f 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to bo engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 1929) to grant an honora- 
ble discharge to Isham B. Rogers, alias R. A. Canfield; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to tho Conmittes on Military Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 1930) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at or near the 
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city of Lexington. Mo.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committees on Commerce. 

Mr. BLANCHARD introluced a bill (S. 1931) for the relief of 
Holmes and Leathers: which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, 

He also introduced a bill (S.:1)32) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Sophia Lessing; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 1933) granting a pension to 
Ann E. Chapman; which was read twice by its titie, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. KYLE introduced a bill (S. 1934) defining the rights and 
privileges of mixed-blood Indians under the treaties and statues 
of the United States; which was reid twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on [ndian Affairs. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 1935) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth Ellery; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BUTLER. At the request of the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. MorRGAN}, chairman of the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, [ introd:ce a joint resolution and ask that it be referred 
to the Committee on Printing. 

The joint cesolution (S. RK. (6) to print the proceedings of the 
Tribunal of Arbitration at Paris, held in conformity with the 
treaty of February 29, 1892, between the United States and Great 
Britain, was read by its title and referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 

AMENDMENT TO SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. MITCHELLof Oregon submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill: 
whieh was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

REPEAL OF STATE-BANK TAX. 

Mr. GORDON. I submita resolution which I eonsider of 
great moment at this time, and | beg leave to read it from my 
desk: 

Resolved, That the Committee, on Finance bo instructed to report at the 
earliest wf practicabie, with such provisions as said committee may ap- 
prove, a bill to repeal the law and all amendments thereto imposing a tax 
upon the issues of State banks. 

Mr. President, I am deeply impressed as to the advisability of 
such action at this time. O/ course, I shall not now discuss the 
resolution or the subject to which it relates: but I ask the Sen- 
ate to allow me a few moments only, to read the few suggestions 
which I hold in my hand and which I wish to send with the res- 
olution to the committes and the country. The serious condi- 
tion of business interests, as well as the threatened disturbances 
in the country, would seem to justify careful consideration of 
any proposition which might prove helpful. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Georgia? The Chair hears none, and the Sen- 
ator from Georgia will proceed. 

Mr. GORDON. The suggestions are as follows: 

First. The repeal of this tax will do more than any other pos- 
sible legislation to bring quiet to the country, to settle the dis- 
turbing financial controversy, and to relieve this question of the 
somewhat sectional character which it has assumed and which 
all thoughtful men must deplore. 

Sonnet: Such repeal will place upon each State which may 
take advantage of it the responsibility of providing a sound, 
sulficient, and satisfactory curcency for the local use of its own 
citizens—a currency which can and will b2 mide available for 
the payment of State taxes, salaries of State oflicers. expenses 
of State governments, and furnish a medium of exchinge for 
nineteen-twentieths of all business transactions within the limits 
of tue State. 

Taird. It will leavethe present banking system to stand upon 
its own merits and to furnish the necessary facilities for inter- 
state exchanges. 

Fourth. It will bring immediate quiet and confidence to the 
people of those States which demand the right of organizing 
State banks of issue within their own borders and for the con- 
venience and benefit of their own citizens—a right of which the 

ople of such States believe themselves now wrongfully denied 
v the representatives of other Stites. 

Fifth. Such repeal can not by possibility damage the interests 
or disturb the business of those States which faii to avail them- 
se! ves of the advantages which repeal will a ford. 

Sixth. The conditions have wholly changed since this prohibi- 
tory tax was imposed: and banking intelligence and education 
acquired by the experience of the last thirty years give assur- 
ance that the islature of no State would devise for itscitizens 
an unsound banking system; or if it should, the damage would 


fall upon the citizens of that State, and the failure of such system 
to meet the requirements of business would insure its speedy 
repeal or the substitution of a better system. 
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Seventh. Such repeal will be a recognition of the doctrine 
which lies at the foundation of our free institutions, namely: 
That the peor are capable of self-government; while a refusal 
of such repeal is a standing proclamation by Congress of its dis- 
belief in the honesty and capacity of the people of the States. 

Kighth. Such repeal will enable the States to protect their 
own citizens against the concentration of currency in one loc.l- 
ity or section, either by design or by tho ordinary accidents or 
mutations of trade. 

Ninth. Such repeal will be an honest compliance with one of 
the plain pledges given to the people by the party now intrusted 
with power. 

Tenth. Such repeal will in large measure divert from Con- 
gress to States the growing popular demand for more money, 
lessen socialistic tendencies in the country by turning popular 
thought from the General Government to the respective States 
as the sources of relief, and thus commit to the States, where 
under our system it rightfully belongs, the duty or respensibil- 
ity, each for itself, of solving or dealing with those disturbing 
problems which more and more threaten the peace of commu- 
nities and the permanence of free government. 

I earnestly invoke, sir, the prompt and thoughtful considera- 
tion of this important sub,ect by the Finance Committee and 
the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to 
the Committee on Finance, and printed. 

REPORT ON NICARAGUA CANAL. 


Mr. BUTLER /for Mr. MORGAN) submitted the following res- 
olution; which was rejerred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved. That there be printed for the use of the Senate 5,000 additional 
copies of Senate Keport No. 331, relative to the Nicaragua Canal, together 
with a topicai index of sail report prepared under the direction of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 


RIVER AND HARBOR EXPENDITURES. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is not yet 
concluded. The Chair lays before the Senate the resolution 
from the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], coming over 
from a previous day. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. ALLEN 
on the li th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, that the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed 
to inform the >enate of the amount of appropriations made and expended 
by the Government for the improvemeny of rivers and harbors since the Ist 
day of January, 1865, to the present date, specifying the different rivers and 
harbors in which improvements have been made and the amounts expended 
therefor, respectively. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to modify the resolution by inserting 
‘*the 3rd day of March, 1887,” instead of the time named in the 
resolution, the information having been furnished to the date I 
now n:ime. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be so modified. 
The question is on agreeing to the resolution as modified. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. DOLPH. Lest I should not be here when the information 
is sent in, I suggest that when the report is made upon the reso- 
lution it ought to be printed in connection with the reprint of 
the information we already have on that subject, as I think the 
document in which that information is contained is pretty much 
exhausted. 
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PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, I rise to a question of 

= privilege. I read as follows fromthe New York Even- 
ng Post of April 1: 

It would be a great public service, as well as a first-rate stroke of good 
politics, if all Democratic bodies and organizations in the land were to imi- 
tate the example set by the Minnesota Democratic committee, and send a 
public appeai to the Democratic majority in the Senate to either carry out 
the parvy pledges and piss the tarilf bill or get out of the party. Lvery- 
body knows that when the Minnesota Democrats put the responsibility for 
delay upon the following Senators they put it where it oelonged: 

Then follows a list of those who are said to be responsible for 
the delay, among whom [I am included. I do not read the list: 


These men are doing their utmost to ruin their party by holdingit in tho 
way of the progress of the country and demonstrating its incompetency for 
public affairs. 

I am not in the habit of spending much time in noticing (from 
my place in the Senate) newspaper attacks upon me, coming 
from whatever source they may. But this article deserves a 
passing notice, for it seems to point to the source of the false re- 
ports that have traveled to Minnesota and elsewhere in respect 
to my attitude upon the pending bill. 

Thad supposed that every Senator upon this floor, every citi- 
zen of my St ite, and the representative of every newspaper in 
the Senate gallery knew full well since the hour this bill was 
reported to the Senate, that as long as the bill remuined an im- 
provement upon the McKinley law in the direction of lower 
customs duties, it would rccsive my vote. 
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derstood my position and purpose in this rospect, and, as he in- 
formed me, he had so advised the publication oifice of the Post. 

Therefore, while I de not complain of this wanton, deliberate, 
misrepresentation from such a source, I take this oceasion to 
remind that journal that it is far more honorable to tell t 
truth than to circulate falsehoods. 

SUPPRESSION OF LOTTERY TRAFFIC. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent that the lottery bill 
may now be taken up and put uponits passage. It has been 
already read, and I understand there is no further ob,ection to 
it from any quarter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill 
the title of which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 1620) for the suppression of lo! 
tery traffic through national and interstate commerce and the 
postal service subject to the jurisdiction and laws of the United 
States. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. GORMAN. I ob,ect to the consideration of the bill at 
this time. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senator will allow the bill to be con 
sidered. Iitwill onlytake aminute. It has been read at length, 
and will not require to be read again. 

Mr. GORMAN. I utderstand there is objection to the bill, 
and there are some amendments to it which are considored 
necessary. 

Mr. HOAR. I think the Senator who proposes the amend- 
mentonly desires to have the word ‘‘exclusive” inserted where 
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Is there objection to the present 


the bill says '*subject to the jurisdiction and laws of the United 
States,” which, | suppose, means exclusive jurisdiction. I do 
not hear of any other amendment that any Senator desires 


to offer. I will say to the Senator [do not want any matter of 
substance ai ected by an amendment; but lam going awuy this 
afternoon, to be gone a week, and if the Sen itor desires any so 
rious amendment I will not press the bill at this time. 

Mr. GORMAN. My attention was called this morning for the 
first time to the provisions of the bill, and [ should like to huve 
a day or two longer to consider it. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I withdraw the request, of course. 


HEARINGS ON PROPOSED LEGISLATION. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Iask ths Senate to take up and consider 
for a short time the resolution submitted by the Senator irom 
Kansas [Mr. PErFrER], which was under discussion yesterday, 
and went to the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Missouri? The Chair hears none, and the 
resolution is before the Senate, and will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. Pir- 
FER on the 14th instant, as follows: 


Whereas there exists in many places and on the part of large numbers of 
citizens, individually and in organized bodies, a disposition to visit the city 
of Washington for the purpose of personally presenting to Congress their 
views with respect to pending and prospective measures of legislation: and 

Whereas many of su_h persons and bodies are reported to be now ontheir 
way hither, with others likely to follow, for the purposes aforesaid 

Therefore, to the end that these our petitioners shall have full and respect 
ful hearing and that procesdings attending their communication with the 
Senate shall be orderly and not subjected to interruption by the transac 
tion of other public business, 

Be it resolved, That a select committee of nine members of the Senate be 
appointed by the Vice-President, to be known as the Committee on Commu 
nication. whose duty it shall be to receive all written or printed communi 
cation . from citizens or bodies of citizens visiting the Capitol or intending 
to make such visit, for the purposes mentioned in the preamble hereto, and 
to receive all petitions, memorials, and remonstrances of such persons and 
bodies and hear them oraily in relation to tae matters and things about 
which they desire to communicate with the Senate. The committee shall 
report fully to the Senate from time to time as other committees report 

“he Sergeant-at-Arms will set aside a convenient room in the Capitol or 
other building belonging to the Government for the use of said committee, 
and furnish the same witi the necessary articles for theconvenient dispatch 
of business. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I yield the floor to the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. HAWLEY}. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I prefer that a representa- 
tive of the dominant party should make some observations upon 
this matter, but the Senator from Missouri yields to me. 

[am sure that the remarkable speech of the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] ought not to go forth to the country as 
in any degree representative of the views of the Senate, and it 
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| oughs not to pass without some conservative comment and dis- 


sent. I confess it p\ined and surprised me very much. I think 
that there is not a Senator, that there is not a sensible citiz n 
in the United States who does not profoundly sympathize with 
the tens and hundreds of thousands and [I may say miliious of 
people suffering in the present extraordinary financial and busi- 
ness crisis. With expressions of impatience or resentment, 


The correspondent of the Post in the Senate gallery early un- | every kind and thoughtful man will be very patient indeed, nor 
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does any man inthe world think of restraining or overruling 
the right of the people, in the language of the Constitution, to 
‘*nenceably assemble and petition for a redress of grievances.” 

But there have been circumstances arising in the last month 
or two that do not come precisely within that category. Allthe 
world is informed from day to day that bodies of men are assem- 
bling, as if by concert, in widely separated gections of the country 
and marching toward the capital of the United States with the 
purpose of assembling here on or about the Ist of May. to 
make some sort of political demonstration, by gathering, as they 
threaten, in front of the Capitol building in a multitude, to be 
addressed by their orators; and demanding also that they shall, 
by their representatives, march bodily into this Chamber to be 
heard. I need not say that that is an extraordinary course of 
proceeding which is without precedent in the United States any- 
where, unless it be found in the colonial days in New Hamp- 
shire, when a body of men took possession of the Legislature; 
or, to go farther back, when the Gauls marched intothe Roman 
senate and shook the venerable beards of the senators. 

The right of the people to assemble, the right, if you choose, 
however mis udged the movement may be, to come here and as- 
semble, I am not questioning; but I wish simply to suggest re- 
spectfully that the Senate of the United States owes something 


to its own traditions and dignity—the House of Representatives | 


will take care of itself—and that what we say or do in this mat- 
ter, in this Chamber, in this first precedent, which may possibly 
befoliowed,should be done thoughtfully and carefully. [tis quite 


possible to manage this business gently and firmly and have it | 


oe away, and it is quite possible toso manage it that it may 


come a habit to make pilgrimages annually to Washington and | 


endeavor to dominate Congress by the physical presence of the 
people. 

The men coming here say they are ‘‘ the people,” and the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska speaks of them as ‘‘the people.” He says 
the people want this: the people want to do that; the people 
have a right to come here, and have a right to fill the galleries, 
and all that. They may have, and they may not, sir. We have 
more authoritative advice and imperative commands from the 
people of the United States than Mr. Coxey can possibly bring. 
We have had our advice given us fora hundred years in the 
Constitution, in the statutes of the States, in the laws of the 
District of Columbia, and in the traditions and rules of the Sen- 
ute. The will of the people is here carefully sifted out by a 
most complex and universal system of selection, by the votes of 
the people, by the action of their representatives, by the action 
of men who from personal interests, as well as motives of pa- 
triotism, are extremely desirous to do just what the people 
think ought to be done. 

Now, sir, it is a matter of commonsense. and not “ infamous,” 
us the Senator from Nebraska said, that the behavior of multi- 
tudes around this Capitol and these squares here should be care- 
fully regulated by law and rules, and that a sufficient body of 

»olicemen,and in the case of riota body of the military, should be 
ere, to, the end that the Constitution and the laws and the 
rules of the Senate and the general laws of the District shall be 
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obeyed on every inch of ground and in every second of time. | 


And if there be any patriotism in the misguided company of men 
near here, or the others who are coming, there are men in this 
Senate who could address them and satisfy them, [ am sure, if 
they are Americans and have any respect for their country. 

I was pained to hear the Senator from Nebraska refer to the 
organived militia in this district in the style and manner he did. 
Tt sacredit to the Government, sir. It was thought wise by 
the best men that, instead of being obliged tocall fora regiment 
of regulars, there should be, after the analogy of our States, a 
body of the people themselves, practically a posse comitatus, 
realy here at the command of the civil arm to maintain order. 
Such a body has been organized. 

The Senator speaks of ‘‘a man named Ordway.” 1 have the 
great pleasure of being able to personally testify—for he was 
ander mys esc teacd for a time and [knew him during the war--to 
the gallantry, to the courage, to the common sense, and high per- 
son | character of Gen. Ordway. He is brigadier general of the 
militia here. It is quite ridiculous, to use no stronger term in 
characterizing it as a slander or abuse, to represent him as 
mobilizing the militia with e, view to beating anybody over the 
head with the butt end of a musket or thrusting a bayonet into 
him for coming into this District. 

I venture to say, judging by the Senator's speech, that Gen. 
Ordway has more carefully studied than has the Senator the 
proper function of the armed force of the Government in com- 
vlete subordination to the civil power. Not one command will 

given, not one step will be taken under him—and I might say 
the same of the tens of thousands of militia officers in the coun- 
try—except at the command of the civil power. 

The Senator proceeded to make other observations, not all of 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





APRIL 20, 


which I care to discuss, evenif I had time before 1 o'clock; in- 
deed, I do not know that I care to speak longer now. lL have, 
perhaps, given my sufficient pretest. 

The men who are coming here do not represent the great voice 
of the American people, As to their complaining of the present 
situation so far as it is due to the political action of Congress, or 
so far as it is due tothe generally disturbed financial condition of 
the world, I have little to say; but they do not represent the 
American people in the manner or avowed purpose of their com- 
ing. They come here to make an impression upon Congress by 
mere physical presence. We read in old romances of the op- 
pressed subject who struggled to get in the way of his ruler and 
thrust himself prostrate in the dust under the feet of the horse 
which bore the emperor, that ho might prefer his humble peti- 
| tion. No American citizen prefers a petition in that way. 

[ am sorry to say it, but I fee! bound to say it, that the speech 
of the Senator from Nebraska wns one that would have b2en re- 
| ceived with tumultuous apriaus< in a meeting of anarchists. It 
| had in it, not requirsug a microscope, but visible to the naked 
eye, the bacteria aud bacilli of anarchy. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President—— 
| The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 1 o'clock having ar- 
| rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
‘TOWLEsS, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
| to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 597s) to au- 
thorize the construction of a steel bridge over the St. Louis 
River, between the States of Wisconsin and Minnesota. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. 6955) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
Monongahela River in the city of Pittsburg; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled bill(H. R. 5276, to authorize Commander 
F. W. Dickins, of the United States Navy, to accept the decora- 
tion of the cross of naval merit of the third class from the King 
of Spain; and it was thereupon signed by the Vice-President. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

Mr. QUAY. It was the unanimous sense of the Senate that ] 
should yield the floor to-day to the Senator from New Hampshire 
(Mr. GALLINGER]. At the conclusion of his remarks the Sena- 
tor from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN] will address the Senate. 
Those Senators will probably occupy the afternoon. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the anomaly is presented 
to the Senate of a bill that we are asked to enact into law which 
nobody thus far has ventured to unqualifiedly indorse or approve, 
with the exception of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Mc- 
LAURIN] and the junior Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE]. 
Even its distinguished author in the other House[Mr. WILson] 
felt called upon to enter an apology for the measure in these 
words: 

The bill on which the committee has expended much patient and anxious 
labor is not offered as a complete response to the mandate of the American 
pocrte. It no more professes to be purged of all protecticn than to be free 
| of all error in its compiex and manifold details. Mowever we may deny the 
| existence of any legislative pledge, or of the right of any Congress to make 

such a pledge, for the continuance of duties that carry With them more or 

less acknowledged protection, we must recognize that great interests do 
exist whose existence and prosperity it is no part of our reform either to 
immeril or curtail. 
rom the moment that remarkable utterance was made to the 
present time few genuine or whole-hearted words have been 
sp»ken in behalf of this bill. For a time it seemed to be a ver- 
it: ble Pariah. homeless and friendless. First, the Senator from 
| New Jersey |[Mr. MCPHERSON], when the bill was reported to 
the Senate, with a protectionist —— in his voice, promptly 
declared his opposition to some of its features. Then the Sena- 
tor from Indiana [Mr. VooRHESEs], chairman of the Committee 
on Finance, varied his declamatory and denunciatory speech by 
saying, ‘‘ Faults and imperfections can, of course, be alleged and 
ointed out, concessions are apparent which have been unwill- 
ngly made, and only when found necessary to secure its pas- 
s e ” 





‘aink, Mr. President, of the chosen leader of the Democratic 
side of this Chamber openly and unblushingly proclaiming the 
imperfections of the measure, and shamelessly admitting that it 
was framed, not on the principles of exact justice and fair play, 
but rather for the purposs of securing votes enough to pass it 
_ through the Senate! What greater condemnation of the bill 
/ecan any Republican imagine than that, and how inconceivable 
| it is that such a dishonoring bargain should have been made. 
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Following the Senator from indiana came the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. MILLS], himself the autor of a famous tariff meas- 
ure, and he bluntly and frankly declared that ‘‘ the bill does not 
suit me. I am between the devil and the deep sea.” And then 
the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL] and the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. SMITH] entered the arena, with spear and javelin 
in hand, and gave the measure whatit is hoped may prove to be 
its coup de yruce, by denouncing it vigorously, and serving notice 
on their party associates that unless it is materially modified they 
must look elsewhere for votes to pass it. Indeed, Mr. President, 
if this thing continues the bill will bo disowned on all hands, 
and our Democratic friends will be adopting the language of 
Betsy Prig to Sary Gamp, and saying, ‘‘I don’t believe there is 
no sich a person.” 

This, then, is the kind of a bill wo are now considering, and 
which the tyvanny of the party lash and the power of Executive 
patronage are expected to force through Congress. Can it be 
done? Certain it is that to-day the measure is sadly in need of 
defenders. and is presenting anything but a healthy and vigor- 
ous appearance. How aptly it is described in the following 
verse: 

Haiting on crutches of unequal size 

One lex by truth supported, one by lies; 
Thus sidle to the goal with awkward pace, 
Secure of nothing but to lose the race 

As I leok on the bruised face and battered form ot the Wiison 
bill Tam strongly reminded of the farewell words of the country 
ininisteras he pathetically took leave of his congregation: 

Brothers and sisters: I come to say good-bye. I don't believe God loves 
this church, because none of you ever die. I don't think you love each 
other, because I never marry any of you. 
you have vot paid my salary. Yourdonations are moldy fruit and wormy 
apples, and *' by their fruits ye shall know them.” Brothers, I am ccing 
away toatetter place. Ihave been called to be chaplain of a penitentiary 
Where I go ye can not now come, but I go to prepare a place for you, and 
may the Lord have mercy on your souls. Good-bye. 

[Laughter. } 

And so the Senators from New Jersey, Indiana, Texas, and New 
York might well turn their backs on this wretched and destrue- 
tive measure, and changing somewhat the words of the good 
mini-ter, say: 

Wilvon bill, we come to say good-bye. Wedon't think Gcd loves you. for 
you have already brought untold disaster and wretchedness to (he country. 
We know men do not love you, for, since you have appeared on earth. they 
have risen in their might in Ohio, lowa, New York, Massachusetts. New 
Jersey, Pennsylvania, New Hampshire, Connecticut, lilinois, Rhode Isiand. 
and elsewhere, and denounced you as a menace to their inierests and an 
enemy to their prosperity. Yourdonations are enforced idleness, Want, and 
sorrow—moldy fruit and wormy apples of discord and misery 
fruits ye shall knowthem.'' We are going away from you forever, for we 
would like to save Teryas and Mississippi from the political ruin you have 
brought upon us. We are going to a better place than we find in your com 
pantonship. 
dustrial interests and welfare of the American people. Good-bye! 

Such a declaration as that would be manly and honorable. It 
would insure the defeat of the measure, and would send a thrill 
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interests of the North and the degradation of American work 
ingmen, it better deserves the title of ‘An act to protect trusts 
to recoup the South at the expense of the North, and to build up 
American importers and foreign manufacturers on the : 
American industry and American hbor.” 

As I said heretofore [now repeat that tho bill is sectional in 
the extreme, hostile to the best interests of the country, and 
partial only to the productsof the South and the greatinterests 
irom which the Democratic party never fails to draw inspira- 
tion, money, and votes at election time. It might well be de- 
nominated a measure designed to halt the prosperity of the 
the North, and wither and destroy the results of the industry 
and thrift of the American people. It is a bad bill: bad in con- 
struction, bad in purpose, and bad in its assaults upon the on- 
ward march of the industrial rgy and prosperity of this 
mighty Republic. It is not a wise ecunomic measure, and | won- 
der that sane men could have given it their approval. Surely 
such a bill can not be enacted into law; surely such a scheme of 
spoliation and wrong must fall before the aroused indignation 
and protests of the mighty North. 

The bill has been truthfully characterized by a Democratic 
newspaper as being neither fish, flesh, fowl, nor good red her- 
ring. It proaches, as the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
LODGE] has truthiully suid, the gospel of despair. It is a mon- 


ins of 
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grel and bastard production, which ought to be repudiated and 
disowned by those who brought it into being. If enrcted 
into law (which God forbid; it will light the fires in Belgian 
French, German, and British workshops, and extinguish them 


nn millsand American factories 


in Americ 
to the hearts of the far 


It will send joy and 


gladness mers of Canada and Australia, 
| and add to the hardships and struggles of the American agri- 


and ‘by their | 


Where we go you can not come, for we go to labor for the in- | 


of oy to the hearts and homes of the industrial masses of the | 


country. It would light the fires and start the looms in mill, 
factory, and workshop. It would solve the problem of the un- 
employed, and again give work and wages to the multitude of 
men and women now vainly crying for employment and suste- 
nence. But this is too much to expect of the Democratic party. 
All through its history, under the guidance of the South, it has 
degraded and oppressed labor, and the Wilson bill is a natural 
and inevitable sequence of its teachings and its theories. 


On the 16th day of January, while the bill was pending in the | 


House of Representatives, I addressed the Senate on the tariff 


question, criticising the provisions of the measure, calling at- | 


tention to the iniquities of the income-tax proposition, and es- 
pecially dwelling upon the effects of the bill upon the industries 
and labor interests of the New England States. 
mesure has passed the House, has gone through the crucible of 
the Senate Committee on Finance, and is now on the Calendar 
substantially in the form in which it is proposed by the major- 
ity to passit. In common with this side of the Chamber, and 


in deference to the wishes of the groat industrial North, I had | 


hoped that the Senate committee would eliminate from the bill 
its most objectionable features, and report it back in a form 
which, while raising sufficient revenue for the support of the 
Government would also throw the «gis of adequate protection 


Since then the | 
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around the great industries of agriculture and manufacturing, | 


thus securing the workingman a chance for employment at re- 
mun>2rative wages. Instead of that the bill comes to usin worse 
shape than it went to the committee. 

It was then bad, it is now diabolical; it was then framed inthe 
interests of the South, it is now intensified and emphasized in 
every bad feature it possessed. 
“evil, and nothing but evil, and that continually.” 
to be ‘‘An act to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the 


Government, and for other purposes,” but unless the words | 


‘other purposes’ mean the destruction of the manufacturing 


culturist. It will rejoice the heart of the Americanimporter of 
foreign products, and crush the hopes ‘and aspirations of the 


American miunufecturer. 
[t will rob the workingman of his chance in life, red his 
wage, and tale from his home the comforts he has enjeyed. It 


will destroy utterly the prosperity of our manufacturing com 
munities, and cast a pall upon the homes and the hearts nil 
lions of workingmenand workingwomen. Whattrue American 
can contemplate with satisfaction such legislationas that? Th: 
echoes of popular discontent and popular disapproval of the bill 
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have come from almost every precinct where the peup!e’s voice 
has found expression through the ballot box, and what bas al 


ready happened is bitazephyr to the storm that will inevitably 
»vertake the Democratic party next November. 
A WARNING TO THE SOUTH. 

As I pointed out in my former remarks, and as the + 
from Maine |[Mr. HALE] so ably elaborated in his speoen of th 
10th instant, almost every product andindustry of New 
is singied outfor destruction in this bill. What excus2 
urged for this wretched assault upon a people who have don 
much to build up the industrial interests of this country? 
England has invested millions of capital in the South up 
assurance that the old order of things had passed «way 
that a new South had risen on the ruins of the old. Mostof the 
New [ingland money that has been thus invested is lost forever, 
and now those who profited by it propose to strike down on 
manufacturing establishments by hostile legislation. This i 
the answer the South sends to us: this the gratitude and the re 
turn. In all Republican tariffs the products of the South hive 
been protected—sugar, rice, fruits, coal, iron, and every othe 
industry that tended to the welfare and progress of her people. 

But we are to be destroyed, not protected. Our woolen manu- 
factures, cotton manufactures, piper manufactures, cutlery, 
granite, agricultural products—all are to be sacrificed on the 
altar of Southern prejudice and free-trade theories, Let me 
warn the South against this policy. The people are awake to 
this contest. They are watching with breathicss interestevery 
move on the political chessboard. They propose in due time to 
take a hand in its settlement. Whatanswer wiil the South « 
pect from us when we return to power in 1896? She should not 
forget, in this her moment of triumph, that there may be re 
prisals when our day of victory comes. If our agricultural 
products are to be destroyed in the interest of Canada, why not 
her sugar ahd rice in the interest of Cuba and other tropical 
countries? If our granite is to bo sacrificed in the interest of 
New Brunswick and Scotland, why not her marble in the in- 
terest of Italy? The lesson is worth pondering, and I commend 


4a) 
New 
nthe 


, al 


| it to the careful consideration of Southern Senators. 


| culating be a suppliant for the protection of her great 
So far as I can discover it is | 
It professes | 


| 
| 


Indeed, Mr. President, the South may sooner than she is c 1] 
‘ taple, 
the crop that above all others is of value to her people. Not 
only are foreign countries competing with ours in the matter of 
finished products, but they are also flooding our markets with 
the so-called raw materials. With our present duties wool comes 
tousfrom Australia and the Argentine Republic, coal from Nova 
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Seotia,and lumber from Canada. What assurance hasthe South 
that ber markets for cotton in this country will not be invaded 
in due time by the products of the cotton fields of Egypt? In- 
deed already large sales of long-staple Egyptian cotton have been 
nade to Amcricin manufacturers, one sule being of 400 bales, of 
an avervge weight of 700 pounds per bale. On this purchase the 
American manufacturer is said tohave saved Zé cents per pound, 
or #5,300,50 on the entire lot. In this bill the South is amply 
protected on everything that she produces which needs protec- 
tion. To day she does not need protection on her cotton, but 
the indications are that the time is not far distant when such 
protection wiil be needed. Let her take pause in her senseless 
raid on the manufactures and the products of the North, lest 
when that time comes she will ery in vain for Northern sym- 
pathy and Northern help. 
THD INDUSTRIBS OF NEW ENGLAND. 

And iust here let me brie/ly state the effects of this legislation 
upon the industries of New Iingland. The Senator from Maine 
|Mr. HaLy}, in his most admirable speech, went fully over this 
ground; but it will bear repetition, especially in its relation to 
my own State. Not only does the bill violently assail the woolen 
end cotton manufacturing schedules of the McKinley law, upon 
which our prosperity largely depends, but it attacks almost 
every interest and industry, however small, of our people. 

WOOD AND MANUPACTURES OF WOOD. 

The wood schedule, in which the people of New Hampshire 
are greatly interested, has been radically changed. Lumber, 
hewn and sawed, which now pays a duty of 10 per cent; squared 
lumber, which pays a duty of one-half cent per cubic foot; boards, 

tanks, and deals, which pay from $1 to $1.50 per thousand feet; 
2ubs and blocks, which pay 20 per cent; laths, which pay 15 per 
cent; shingles, which py 10 per cent; and sawed timber, which 
pays 10 per cent, are all transferred to the free list, and a heavy 
cut is made on many other items. 

This means the practical transfer of the lumber business from 
New Hampshire and Maine to Canada. There will be no escape 
from it if this scheduleof tho billis enacted into law. And what 
is the excuse for it? Thus far no one has ventured to say. 
Every dollar's worth of Canadian lumber coming into the United 
States is a blow to the interests of American laboring-men. 
Every dollar's worth of labor which comes into our markets in 
the way of manufactured lumber displaces a dollar’s worth of la- 
bor which otherwise would have been employed and paid for in 
this country. 

‘he importations of Canadian lumber into the United States 
for the fiscal year 1893 have been stated in round numbers as 
520,000,000 feet, board measure. Now to manufacture 1,000,000 
feet of lumber requires an equivalent of the labor of 1,560 op- 
eratives for one day, or the labor of one operative for 1,500 days. 
ii will thus be seen that during the past fiscal year we imported 
into the United States in the shape of Canadian lumber 780,000 
days’ work, and thus prevented the employment in our own 
country of just that much labor. 

It is an incorrect notion that the importation of lumber in the 
shape of a m inufactured article we Puknnceme in lowering the 
wages now paid for similar labor in this country. The effect is 
not merely to reduce the wages now paid, but to displace as 
many days’ labor as has been expended upon the imported ar- 
ticle. 

It must be clear to any person who stops to reason it out, that 
if the 520,000,000 feet of Canadian lumber imported in 1893 had 
been manufactured in the United States, there would have been 
an increased employment of labor here. In other words, if the 
520,000,000 feet of lumber had not been imported, American 
manufacturers would have been compelled to supply the defi- 
ciency by lumber made by American labor. 

Under the present bili there will inevitably be a greatiy in- 
creased importation, which will deprive thousands of American 
workingmen of the chance to labor, and will necessarily lower 
the wages of those who find employment. What wretched busi- 
ness this is, legislating for aforeign country and against the in- 
terosts of our own people. It seems utterly idiotic. 

AGRICULTURAL ANY FOOD PRODUCTS. 

The bjll under consideration plays havoc with the interests of 
New England farmers, and promises to wipe out forever the men 
who are struggling to sustain themselves on the rocky farms of 
New Hampshire. Under the prusentlaw our farmers are reason- 
ably prosperous, finding a market for their surplus products in 
the manufacturing cities and villages of the State. They are 
brought necessarily into competition with the farmers of Canada, 
where labor is cheaper and the soil more easily tilled. Notwith- 
standing the high duties on hay, apples, potatoes, eggs, etc., 
considerable importations were made from Canada during the 
past year, and now it is oer many of our — farm 
es on the free list, and to reduce materially the duties on 
others. 
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Look at the record. Under existing law the duty on bacon 
and hams is 5 cents per pound; broom corn, $8 per ton; cabbages, 
3 cents each; cider, 5 cents per gallon; eggs, » cents per dozen; 
lard, Z2cents per pound; milk, 5 cents per gallon; green peas, 40 
cents per bushel; straw, 30 per cent ad valorem; tallow, 1 cent 
per pound, and wool grease, + cent per pound. Ali these are to 
go on the free list. Iteducing specific to ad valorem duties, the 
reductions made on live stock and products of the farm not put 
on the free list are as follows: Horses, from 3 to 20 per cent; 
cattle, from 50 to 20; oats, from 40 to 2); barley, from 65 to 30; 
butter, from 33 to 20; cheese, from 42 to 25; beans, from 40 to 
20; hay, from 43 to 20; onions, from 50 to 20: potitoes, from 52 
to 30; other vegetables, from 25 to 10; apples, from 31 to 20; live 
poultry.from 32 to 20; dressed poultry, from 54 to 20, and starch, 
irom 84 to 30. 

This means disaster to the agricultural interests of Northern 
New Hampshire. Coos County, which borders on Canada, de- 
pends upon agriculture and lumber for its prosperity, and of late 
years has been making rapid progress. What will happen to it 
if the Wilson bill becomes a law is so well told by Hon. Chester 
B. Jordan, one of its most prominent citizens, that I will quote 
his words: 

There is no question as to the effect of the Wilson bill in Coos. It gets in 
itsdeadly work allover the county. There is notanother county in the land 
——— changes in the tarif? schedules affect so great a proportion of the 
ene is our situation: We have two great interests, lumber and agricul- 
ture. Lumber, of course, is the great interest, and has been for thirty years. 
In respect to agriculture we have somewhat pecular conditions. Our soil is 
of especial richness for raising potatoes, oats, and a grass crop. Horace 
Greeley wrote up Coos a great Many years ago, and toid what it was good 
for. According to him. it was good for raising potatoes and oats. 

Now, this condition of soil is peculiar, almost unique. It is found in only 
two other localities in the United States—Northern New York and Northern 
Maine. The same soil conditions prevail in Canada. just across the line from 
us, where they can raise just as good potatoes, just as good hay, and just as 
good oats as we can—and just as many of them, too, for they are just as 
bright as we are, and their labor costs them only about half what our labor 
costs us. 

Therefore, we have not only to compete against the Canadian natural ad 
vantages, which are the same as ours, but have also to meet an economic 
condition of low wages which we have not. The protective tariff duties have 
thus far stood between the Coos farmer and the Canadian farmer's unequal! 
advantages. The Wilson bill will, in a large measure, remove that defense 

That is the situation which confronts the men who are tilling 
the soil in New Hampshire to day, and itis scarcely to be won- 
dered at that most of them are voting the Republican tickst this 

ear. 

WOOLEN GOODS. 

Under tho existing law the manufacturers of woolen goods 
have an average protection of 98.53 per cent, and it is proposed 
to reduce it to ai cent. With the high rate of duty now 
existing woolen goods were imported into the United States for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, to the value of $36,993,409.16, 
on which duties were collected amounting to$36,448,667.46. The 
lowering of the duties almost two-thirds means a deluge of for- 
eign goods into our markets, which will result inevitably in 
crippling American industries and greatly reducing American 
labor. Our people find it difficult to compete with the almost 
meseer labor of Saxony under existing conditions, and when the 

uty is reduced from 98 to 35 per cent the men and women work- 
ing in hosiery milis in this country will be brought to a practi- 
cal realization of what foreign competition means in the matter 
of wages. The prospect is an appalling one from whatever point 
of view it is regarded. 

Mr. President, the most casual examination of the estimates 
of the reductions in the revenue which the Wilson bill makes 
shows where the heaviest blow to manufacturing will fall. 

In his speech opening the tariff debate the Senator from In- 
diana |Mr. VOORHEES] submitted a table of estimates, in accord- 
ance with which it appears that the Wilson bill is expected to 
reduce revenues to the extent of a total of $76,670,000 annually. 
Of this sum the rather astonishing amount of $26,500,000 is set 
off against the duties on woolen manufactures alone, more than 
one-third of the entire reduction. 

According to the plan of the Wilson bill, the manufacturers of 
wool are to be put under a contribution equal to that which is 
required from all articles transferred to the free list, together 
with all metals and manufactures of metals. 

So the woolen manufacturers may as well prepare to cither 
shut down entirely or continue business by paying their opera- 
tives wages at starvation rates. How this thing will inev- 
itably work is strikingly illustrated bya page of recent American 
history, to which Congressman RUSSELL of Connecticut called 
attention in a speech in the other branch of Congress. In brief 
itis this: 

Nottingham, in England, was long famed for its manufacture 
of hosiery. Its products of hosiery thirty years ago were sold 
the world over. For some years the industry was intrenched 


in that city, and there were no similar manufactures of fine wool 
hosiery in other countries. 





a 





1894. 





Nottingham hed a peculiar advantage in the holding of patents 
on knitting machinery. In courseof time, however, the patents 
expired, and the German manufacturers acjuired the machinery, 
educated labor to run it, and secured work at about one-third of 
the wages paid in Nottingham. The Nottingham workers re- 
fused to accept the lower wages of the Germans, and the decline 
of Nottingham ho:iery manufacture was rapid, so rapid indeed 
that a dozen years ago in free-trade England, in the home of its 
former citadel, German hosiery took the market and Notting- 
ham knitters took to coal-mining. 

German hosiery likewise took possession of the American 
market, taking it from the English manufacturer through the 
cheaper wages of the German workman. The English manu- 
facturer saw his business destroyed, and in his despair turned 
to the protective policy of the United States for relief, and he 
go: it. ; 

Nine years ago one English concern which, prior to German 
intervention, from its factory in Nottingham had annually sold 
in the United States 200,000 dozen of fine wool hosiery, and re- 
ceived for the employment of English capital and labor about 
$1,200,000 of United States money. moved its business to this 
country and establisned itself in Rhode Island. 

This was an actual importation of a new industry into this 
country under the stimulus of a protective tariff—an industry 
driven out of free-trade England by the competition of foreign 
cheap labor. The British manufacturers who migrated from 
Nottingham spent $50,000 in simply acquiring the necessary. 
skilled workmen to handle the delicately adjusted machinery 
which produces the finest grade of hosiery. 

in this hosiery factory, started in Rhode [sland nine years 
ago, the first of its character in this country, there have been 
employed 500 people, and around the factory has sprung up a 
thriving village of 1,500 inhabitants. 

This concern when in Nottingham sold. as above stated, some 
200,.00 dozen of hosiery in this country. Since its removal to 
Rhode Island it increased its sales in the American market to 
more than 500,000dozen. Whenin Nottingham it sold its hosiery 
in this market to the wholesale trade for $a dozen. It sold in 
1893 the same hosiery for $3.75 a dozen. 

That establishment is not selling woolen hosiery to-day be- 
cause it is shadowed by the blightofthe Wilson biil. It has paid 
its workmen $2 a day, and though German knitters get less than 
half that wage, the Rhode Island hosiery factory, under Repub- 
lican protection, has held the home market, has reduced the 
price to consumers more than one-third, and has maintained the 
American rate of wages. 

This is a chapter from real industrial history; it is worth tons 
of theory. 

Now, what does the Wilson bill do for this hosiery industry? 
it reduces its protection by about two-thirds, makes what is left 
an uncertain quantity, because it is to be levied on an ad va- 
lorem basis, and, in exchange, gives it just what it had in free- 
trade England, and with which it was driven by Germany to 
shut up shop, namely—free wool. 

Under this bili the hosiery industry is doomed in this country 
unless hundreds of thousands of intelligent American working- 
men will accept the pauper and pauperizing wages now paid in 
the hosiery mills of Saxony. What utter, unnecessary, cruel 
folly this is, and what say the workingmen to the proposition? 


authority upon wools and woolens, for it is free from partisan- 
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woo! pullers haveexported their wool pelts. Yet the stock of wool on hand 











on January 1 shows an increase of over 40,000,000 pounds. It is within the 
truth to say two-thirds of al the machinery is silent or running on 
reduced time. The ver in Mussachusetts that were last year adver 
tising extra pay for Operatives willing to work all night are now either 
down orrunning on snort time with a reduced scale of wages 
t is idle to ascribea ige like tais toany silverlegisiation. The 
is due to the fear of the brevcin who 1e | try by an unp 
tariff, a fear that has been justified by the Wilson bi:l 
The hollow promise of the ‘‘markets of the world"’ has I L.exploded by 
experience. The only promise of hope y ented to the industt tue 
f? ‘rs of the Wilson tariff was that eaper raw material A i 
m turers Would be able to compete in foreign mar 
Now, the fact is that wool is very nearly on a free trade b yay 
ha een for month Some grades are quite on that ba 
been cut down in almost every woolen mill in the int t in 
months the increase brought avout in exports of woolens len ’ 
material that was to accomplish everything is but a trifle over RO) 
he threat of the Wilson tari? has cost the indust: tilions 1 
ready discounted most of the effecton prices. The * markets of t 
have increased our exports £200,000 by the shipment of a job lot « ‘ 
to England and a few bankrupt stocks of clothing to Canada 
Was ever glittering delusion more pitiably rent asunder by 
facis? 
people of the United States agree with Mr. WILSON toa 
>that permits the sweat shops of London and Ber “ 
ipete with the products of the labor of those ostablishm 


COTTON MANUFACTURES 
I might speak at leng h of the hostile nature of this bill to 
the great cotton manulacturing industry of New England, t 
what I havesaid as to woolen manufactures applies in a modified 
form to this industry. Under existing laws the average rate 

duties on the manufactures of cotton is figured to be 55.251 

cent, and it is proposed to reduce it to an average of 38 


cent. For the fiscal year ending June 30, i898, the import 
of cotton manufactures aggregated $29,510,438.98, on which 
ties were paid amounting to $11,333,605.23. The propositio 


» the duties about one-third. That done and there wi 
scarcely be ships enough in Enzland to bring the goods to this 
country, and then will come the terrible struggle on the part of 
\merican manufacturers to compet 


i 
d e with their foreign riva 
Many New England mills will of n 


scessity be idle, for impo 
tions will surely be greatly increased, and tho wagesof the op 
eratives will in all cases be largely reduced. I will further « 
cuss this matter when the bill is considered by paragraphs 


to redu 


r 
CUTLERY. 
Under the existing tariff cutlery establishments have spr 
up in different parts of New England, and have been able to 
just about compete on equal terms with the cutlery ma 


+ D 
A 


| cheap labor in Sheffield, England. One establishment of this 
kind is in New Hampshire, where liberal wages are paid, and a 
beautiful and thriving village has sprung up as a result. he 


present tari? on cutlery, such asis manufactured in New Hamp 
shire, ranges from 50 to 95 per cent, and it is proposed to reduce 
the duty to about an average of 35 per cent on tho diferent arti 
cles manufactured. The importations of table cutlery are now 
very large, and under the reduced tariff the American market 
will be deluged with foreign goods, to the utter detriment of 
both the American manufacturers and workingmen in this line 
of industry. Some months ago when [ asked the Senate to pass 


| a resolution declaring it inexpedient to make changes in thee 


isting tariff laws, I received an interesting letter from ex-Gov 
ernor Goodell of Antrim, N. H., a cutlery manuiacturer, which 


| reads as follows: 
The Boston Commercial Bulletin is as reliable a trade paper | 
as is printed in the United States and iseverywhere accepted as | 


ship and its facts are collected with great care and stated with | 


perfect fairness. With this in mind close attention is invited 
to its comment upon the wool schedule of the Wilson bill, which 


is none the less eloquent because it is composed mainly of facts | 


which nobody can successfully question. The Bulletin says: 

It isseldom that in the brief space of a twelvemonth an industry plunges 
from the highest condition of prosperity to the deepest adversity known in 
a generation. That, in a sentence, is the history of wool manufacturing 
in 1893. 

The year preceding (1892) was the mc 
ever seen. 
labor famine. The wool clip of the United States had increased 
o.ounds, our imports of wool increased 28,000,000 pounds. but in spite of this 
act there were 13,000,000 pounds of wool less on hand at the end of 1892 than 
at the becinuing. The consumption of wool by American mills increased 
nearly 70 000.000 pounds in. a single year. 


st prosperous that this country has 


th 
| free trade we could not get our stock for much less than now 


very loom and spindle was employed, and there was a veritable | 
26,000,000 | 


| tions to the cutlery manufacturers 


As in 1890 we were but 36,000,000 pounds behind Great Britain, and as that | 


country has certainly not increased since that year, when her mills were | : 


pouring goods into the United States to anticipate the McKinley tari, we 
may say with contidence that in 1892 the United States led the world in the 
consumption of wool. 

Though the p ice of wool fell somewhat in that year, the prospect of the 
continuance of the tariff induced growers to increase their flocks. The clip 
of 1893 was shorn and pulled from the flock of 1892, and the figures of the 
clip that we have just had the honor to complete show that the clip from 
that flock was 364,000,000 pounds, the largest clip of wool ever raised in the 
United States. 

In spite of the a prosperity of the first two months of 1893 the industry 
has =a kward. imports of wool have declined nearly 

millions, Cur milis have reexported their imported materials, our 


ANTRIM, N. H., August 19, 1593 
DEAR SENATOR: I am glad to see that you have introduced an amendment 
to the Lodge resolution, which. if passed, | believe will doa great deal 'o 
wards setring the wheels of business inmotion. As you know I am amen 
facturer of table cutlery, butcher knives, carving knives, and the like 
been in the business twenty-one years. It has veen gradually increasing in 





volume during most of this time, especiaily so since the McWinley tariff law 
went into effect While the price of these goods is fuily 10 per cent lower 
th t was in 1689, the year before the McK iniey law went into effect, the quan 





7 100s made in this cc 
never before: certainly it 





muntry in 1892 must have been very 
was In my own factory 


much larger 
if we had absolute 
Our handle 
woods, which come from South Africaand Central Americalargely, are onthe 
free list. Our steel is made in this country, but the prices are so low thatwe 
could not expect any material reduction if we had the open competition of 
foreign manufacturers of steel, If there should be any material reduction 
in the tariff duties upon tabie cutlery [ see no possible chance for us to com 
pete with manufacturers in Sheffield and other foreign points except by a 
reduction in price of labor. 

The speech made by Mr. Folsom, cousin of the President, as consul to 
Sheffield, in Cutler's Hall in Sheffield recently, expressing his congratula- 
here npon the fact that within twelve 
months they would have a better opportunity to se!) their moods in America, 

lar me. How it is possivle that it can be for the interests of the labor- 
r classes of America to be thrown out of business and have their wages 








red while Enzlish and German manufacturers at their own home are 
furnishing the goods for this country is beyond my comprehension. I hope, 
therefore, that wise counsels will prevail, and that the Senate wil! pass this 
resolution as amended by you, and thus assure the manufacturers and work- 


men that their interests are not tobeinjured by any legislation in the inter 
est of foreign countries. 
Truly, yours, 
D. H. GOODELL 
Hon. J. H. GALLINGER. 


That letter tells the whole story. Reduced duties on cutlery 
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will either drive out of business the American manufacturer, or 
else result in a material reduction of wages to the laboring 
clasges. 

GRANITE, 

New Hampshire is denominated the ‘‘ Old Granite State,” and 
we are proud of the appellation. We have an abundance of 
granite in our hills and mountains, but the distance to tide water 
und the heavy cost of railroad transportation has made it difficult 
for us to compete with the maritime provinces and Scotland, 
from whence granite can be conveyed by water. 

But under the policy of the Republican party we have built 
up a thriving industry, and a sample of our work, which comes 
from my own town, can beseen in the graniteof which the mag- 
nificent new Cengressional Library building in Washington is 
being constructed. Heretofore we have been protected by a 
duty of 50 per cent on unmanufactured granite and 40 per cent 
on manufactured, but this bill proposes to put the unmanufac- 
tured onthe free listand te reduce the duty on the manufactured 
one-half. This means the closing of our quarries, or else a large 
reduction in the wages of those engaged in thisindustry. There 
will be low wages and idle men in Now England and plenty of 
business in the granite quarries of Nova Scotia and Scotland. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PRocror in the chair). 
Does the Senator from New Hampshire yield to the Senator 
from Kansas? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr, PEFFER. Linfer from the Senator’s remarks upon the 
granite industry that he is not satisfied with the proposed re- 
duction of duties. I should like to inquire of him what will be 
the effect of the proposed change upon the American interest, 
so far as it relates to monuments and work of that kind? 

Mr. GALLINGER. In just one moment I shall come to the 
matter of monuments, at which time I shall be glad to answer 
the inquiry of the Senator from Kansas. 

it should be borne in mind that Scotland can send her granite 
io our large cities at a verylow rate of freight—indeed, some of 
itwill come fres in thefshape of ballast for our ocean steamships. 
A Massachusetts friend of mine has kindly furnished me with a 
cutof a granite column die like sketch, with the relative cost of 
producing it in Scotland and at Quincy, from which it appears 
that it can be made in Scotland, freighted to Boston, and the 
duty of 40 per cent paid on it, and then sold for $181.93, while 
the same column wil) cost in Quincy, freighted to Boston, $238.55, 
u difference of $56.62 in favor of Scotland. If made in Concord, 
N. H., the difference will be a little greater in favor of the for- 
eign product, the freight probably costing more from Concord 
to Boston than from Quincy. I will insert this cut, with ex- 
ee text, in my speech, so that Senators can examine it at 
their leisure. 


A column @i:-"ike sketch, 3'7" by 1'11" by 27". 


QUINCY. ; SCOTCH. 
Cutting, 42 days, at $3......... $126.00 | Cutting, 2 Gays, at $1.50... 
Polishin CE 0 ks. a cadcantnee be 35. 00 
Blacksmith, at 25 cents 5. O4 
Stock, 178”, at $1.20 21.20 Stock 21.20 


236. 45 | 
2.10 | 40 per cent duty...... 
| Freight to Boston 


eee Ty 
Difference, #56.62 in favor of Scotch. 


. 63.00 


124, 24 
19. 69 
8. 00 


Freight to Boston -..........-. 


Total. 181. 93 


Now i shall be glad to answer the inquiry made by the Sena- 
tor from Kansas. I will say to the Senator that in my judgment 
if the tariff upon manufactured granite is reduced as is proposed 
in the bill, there will be a temporary reduction in the price of! 
monuments to those who are unfortunate enough to have to buy 
that article. I believe there will bea temporary reduction, but 
the Senator from Kansas must remember that if the reduced 
duties wipe out the American industry and give to Nova Scotia 
and Scotland a monopoly of the granite business it will not be 
very long before they will compel us to pay a larger price for om 
monuments than we are paying at the present time. Again, it 
must be remembered that this is only one of a great variety o! 
American industries that are threatened by the bill. If the 
bill becomes a law our people will have very little money with 
which to buy monuments or anything else. 

The Senator from Kansas is a man of wide observation and 
learning. He studies into all of these questions and tries to un 
derstand them, and I am very glad to have an interruption from 
him on this point. But I will venture to state that with all th: 
Senator's investigation he may not have discovered the fact that 
the United States is to-day consuming more than 50 per cent of 
the entire marble of the civilized world. This one country of 
70,000,000 people is consuming more than one-halfof all the mar- 
ble that is produced on the face of the earth; and I venture the 
observation, without having the statistics at hand, that if we 
could ascertain the fact it would be found that our people are 
consuming at least 75 per cent of the granite product of the 
world. Whatdoes that mean? Itmeans that our mechanics ani 
our workingmen have been getting money enough in wages to 
enable them to buy gravestones to put at the final resting place 
of their loved ones, and that the other nations of the earth, with 
their low wages and the condition of destitution that prevails. 
are unable to do so. 

Mr. PEFFER. Ishould like to ask the Senator from New 
Hampshire one more question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire yield to the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. GALLINGER. ~ With pleasure. 

Mr. PEFFER. I should like to inquire of the Senator if he 
has had occasion to observe what is the relative merit of gran- 
ite as compared with marble in the matter of durability? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have not any expert knowledge on thai 
point, but [ think our Concord granite will endure much longer 
than will the distinguished Senator from Kansas, and probably 

uite as long as our children and our children’s children wil! 
live. I think it is entirely durable. 

T have here also a sketch of a granite monument, which was 
priced by reliable parties in Aberdeen, Scotland, and it was found 
to be, after adding consul fees, duties, and freight to Boston, 
$275. At the rate of wagespaid in Quincy, thesame monument, 
landed in Boston, will cost $435, without a dollar’s profit to the 
manufacturer. Now, beyond a doubt, whenthe duty is removed 
the price of the American article will be temporarily reduced 
througha reduction of wages, but it requires nospirit of prophecy 
to discern the time when American granite-workers will refuse 
to take the wages that are paid in Scotland, our granite sheds 
will be closed, foreigners will supply our wants, and the price 
will be increased at their own sweet will. That will be the in- 
evitable result of this senseless raid on the granite industry of 
New England. 

RELATIVE WEALTH OF EAST AND WEST. 


Mr, President, I have hurriedly touched upon the chief indus- 
tries in which the people whom I rencee) are interested, and 
have pointed out the injury that will come to them if this bill 
becomes law. New England has done nothing to deserve the 
chastisement that is threatened her in this legislation. And 
just here I want to correct an impression which is abroad in the 
land as to the matter of increasing wealth in New England. A 
studious effort is being made to prejudice the greatagricultural 
States of the West against New England on the ground that the 
wealth of the country is centering inthe East. It is generally 
believed that protection works almost wholly to the advantage 
of manufacturing States and communities, but that is not so. 

If one section of the country is prosperous, all sections share 
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that prosperity; if one section is making money, that section 
buys and consumes more of the products of the other sections. 
If manufacturing States can afford to pay high weges to their 
operatives, they in turn buy and consume more than they other- 
wise wouldof the productsof the restof thecountry. The start- 
ling fact con’ronts me that New Hampshire, a State largely en- 
gaged in manufacturing, has fallen rapidly behind in wealth 
since L880, as is shown by the census reports of I84u. Theentire 
wealth of the country reaches the almost fabulous amount of 8 »,- 
037,091,197, about $1,000 per capita, the largestitem beingin real 
estate, which reaches $30,544,544,333, or considerably more than 
one-half of the whole. 

Of this wealth New Hampshire’s part is $325,128,740, which 


makes her the poorest of the New England States except Ver- | 


mont. New Hampshire shows a falling off of $38,000,000 in 
wealth since 1880, but a gain of $73,0.0,000 since 1870. Ver- 
mont and Maine also show a loss for the decade, the former of 
$57,000,000 and the latter of $22,000,000. New Hampshire's per 
capita wealth, which is $863, is $137 less than the ave.age per 
capita for the entire country. It is greater than that of either 
Vermont or Maine, but is a falling off of $183 since 1880, in 
which year she was one of the richest States in the Union, ac- 
co ‘ding to census returns. 

New Hampshire's aggregate wealth in 1890 was less than that 
of each of the other states and Territories except Vermont, 
Delaware, Oklahoma, Indian Territory, Wyoming, New Mexico, 
Arizona, Nevada, and Idaho. 

In manufacturing she stood seventeenth, being exceeded by 
Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Connecticut, New York, New 
Jersey, Pennsylvania, Maryland, Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Mich- 
igan, Wisconsin, Minnesota, Missouri, Kentucky, and California, 

New Hampshire s wealth in real estate with improvemen s 
thereon amounts to $176,131,000, which places her ahead of Ver- 
montalone. In live stock on farms and ranges, farm improve- 
ments and machinery she has $14,044,975 invested, which places 
her ahead of Connecticut and Rhode [sland, but behind the rest 
of New England. In mines and quarries, including product on 
hand, she has $1,188,049, which is a better showing than Rhode 
Island makes, butis less than that of the other New England 
States. In machinery shecomes out with $30,964,366, which only 
lacks $5,00),000 of being as much as shown by Maine and Ver- 
mont combined. Singularly enough the best showing made by 
the Granite Stite is in her railroads. In them she has no less 
than $58,782,551 at stake, a larger sum than either Vermont, 
Rhode Island, or Connecticut, and almost as much as Vermont 
and Rhode Island together. She has $2,143,867 tied up in tele- 
graphs, telepbones, arene: and canals, and $35,814,204 in mis- 
cellaneous business, in both of which directions she exceeds Ver- 
mont alone. 

I give these figures to show that the frequent attacks upon 
the New England States, on the ground that they are, because 
of tariff laws, concentrating an undue proportion of the wealth 
of the country in their borders, is not justified by the facts. If 
New Hompshire has declined in wealth $38,000,000 in ten years 
of high protection, I beg to ask my tariff-reform friends what 
will become of her under the low-tariff law we are now consid- 
ering? 

Now, let us cast a glance at the agricultural sections of the 
country and see what they have been doing. It seems to me 
that the farmers have had their share with the manufacturers 
in the benefits of the thirty-three years of protective tariffs, 


under which they have thrived and prospered together. Dur- 
ing that period our farm acreage has increased from 407,212,538 
acres in 1860 to 623.218,619 acres in 1890; the value of our farms 
was $6,645,045,007 in 1860, but in 1890 it was $13,275,959,0S8. The 
estimated value of all farm products was $1,115,110,000 in 1860, 
as compared with $2,460,107,454 in 1890. 

We exported $256,560,972 of farm products in 1860, while in 
1890 we exported $629,785,917, an increase during these three 
decades of high protection of 145 per cent. The average value 
of a farm acre was $16.32 in 1860, and in 1890 it had increased to 
$21.30. 

These figures are conclusive. They knock the bottom out of 
the Democratic assertion that protection has made the manu- 
facturers rich by making the farmers poor. I commend these 
figures to the cireful and thoughtful a‘tention of Democratic 
Senators, as well as to the notice of the Populist Senators from 
Kansas and Nebraska. It begins to look as though the “ effete ”’ 
East, as we are sometimes called, will soon be compelled to sur- 
render the scepter of wealth, as well as the scepter of political 
power, to the great ‘‘omnivorous” West. 

MR. VOORREES’S SPEECH. 

Mr. President, I feel constrained to recur to the somewhat re- 
markable speech of the Senator from Indiana. It is a well- 
known trick of the legal profession, when the facts and the law 
are againstthem, toattempt to befog the minds of the jury with 
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rhetorical sentences and declamatory assertions, but after the 
echoes of the eloquence have died away the judge and the jury 
usually find the law and render a verdict in accordance there- 
with. And so inopening this debate, the Senatorfrom Indiana, 
finding that he had a bad cise, adopted the methods of his pro- 
fession, and instead of making an argument he filled the air 
with denunciations of manufacturers and attempted to mislead 
te popular judgment by eloquent appeals to their passions and 
their prejudices. 

But the game will not work. The people aro reading and 
thinking, and when the verdict is rendered in Indiana next 
November the Senator will then learn of the popular disap- 
provalof the billheischampioning. Listen tosome of the Sena- 
tor’s choice epithets, gathered at random from his speech: 

‘*Privileged classes;” ‘‘forcible revolution and bloodshed;” 
‘indescribable injustice and oppression;” ‘‘ vicious principles 
and workings;” ‘iniquitous existing burdens;” ‘‘ vast individ- 
ual robberies committed in protected markets; ‘ the. untold 
and incalculable millionsof blackmail levied by American manu- 
facturers for their own pockets;” ‘‘this wide and well-known 
tield of extortion and injustice;” “the gates of avarice, oppres- 
sion, and fraud; ‘‘the appalling legislation of 1890, known as 
the McKinley law, unlimited in its scope and purposes of spoli- 
ation and plunder;” ‘‘riotous extravagance; ” ‘‘arrogant, in- 
solent, dictatorial;” ‘‘ sinister, perfidious, and dishonest in char- 
acter.” ‘‘a giant robber;” ‘‘a predatory monster;” ‘* manufac- 
turing interests which are now the colossal taskmasters of the 
whole people, commanding tribute from every day's labor be- 
neath the sun, haughtily striding the corridors of this Capitol 
and issuing their edicts in the tones of dictators for or against 





| the enactmentof pending measures in the Hal.s of Congress;” 





‘unworthy, unmanly, unchristian desires tocommitextortion;” 
‘‘infavor of the right to plunder by the law:” ‘‘ favorites of for- 
tune, pets of vicious legislation to whom the Government has 
farmed out the power of oppression over others;” ‘tincarnation 
of human selfishness ;” ‘sordid. brutal seliishness;”: ** the lust 
for riches;” ‘‘ obstructive averice:” ‘‘to commit crimes with 
impunity;” ‘‘monopoly and extortion;” ‘‘a gigantic crime; ” 
** a policy so flagitious in principle, sorotten in morality, so rav- 
enous in its exactions on the absolute wants of life: ‘* unjust, re- 
lentiess, unsparing, insolent, ani brutal: ” ‘‘ delusive bribes; ” “‘a 
reckless, foolhardy experiment on the forbearance of the Ameri- 
can people;” ‘rash and insolent assault on the toiling masses;” 
‘*the lowest depths of human depravity may be rakedin vain for 
a baser or more infamous scheme by which toobtain money dis- 
honestly;” ‘‘falsehood and perfidy;” ‘‘ ghastly results;” ‘* hide- 
ous fruits;” “ uproar and strife:” ** distress, want, and sometimes 
murder,” ‘‘ unconscious and contented victim of robbery;” ‘‘ dan- 
gerous policy;” ‘‘unbridled extortion;’ ‘‘oppressed labor;” 
‘*monopoly and brutal avarice;” ‘‘ narrow and corroding selfish- 
ness of riches;” * the oppression of the toiling masses;” " d:.nger- 
ous pretensionsand intolerantarrezance of accumulated wealth;” 
‘*continued and brutil dictation of the plutocracy;” ‘‘ this for- 
tress of greed and gain, dedicated to the plunder and spoliation 
of the people:” and so on ad nauseum. What a choice vocabu- 
lary for the chosen leader of the Democratic party in this Cham- 
ber! 

But let us turn from the Senator’s lurid denunciation of the 
McKinley law and the robber manufacturers to such portions 
of his speech as may be properly considered in the line of ar- 
gumert. The Senator defends the Walker tariff law of 1846, 
approves of a duty on sugar, supports the committee s recom- 
mendations as to taxing disti led spirits, upholds an income tax, 
advocates free wool, and claims that Thomas Jeiferson was a 
Democrat after the modern type. Let me, as briefly as may be, 
reply to those several points. 


THE WALKER TARIFF OF 1845, 


In reference to the Walker tariff of 1846 the Senator says: 
In the history of tariff legislation in this Government, from the first : 


t 


in i7#9 to the present day, there is one enactment which si.ands out :n its 
wisdom, its success, and its glory over all others. The Democratic tariff of 
1816, devised by Robert J. Walker, a1 valorem in its rates from beginning to 
end, with nota specific duty in it, has had no peer, no rival, even, in the 


prosperity it secured for the American people during its existence as a law, 


I know of nothing so absolutely astounding and incomprehen- 
sible as the Democratic claim that the Walker tariff brought 
prosperity to the country. In my former speech I discussed 
this matter at some length, but something further may properly 
be said concerning it. It is the one period to which the aver- 
age Democratic orator always *‘ points with pride; ’ the ‘‘ golden 
era of prosperity.” Well did McKinley, the great apostle of 
protection, once declare, ‘‘ If that was a goldeneraof prosperity, 
may God save the country from any more such golden eras.” 

It is easy to make a glowing general statement that the 
Waiker tariff brought prosperity to the country. A rew gen- 
eration has come on the stage of action since the fre>-trade 
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licy of the Southern slaveholding oligarchy was overthrown. 
But there are some men living who remember those days, and 
fortunately facts and figures are at hand to utterly disprove 
the Democratic assertion. 

No attention whatever seems to be paid by our Democratic 
friends to the facts of history. They conveniently forget that 
im 1850 Mr. Samuel Bowles and other representative citizens of 
Massachusetts sent a petition to Congress entreating it to revise 
the tariff of 1846 in the interest of protection, and this is what 
that well-known editor of the Springfield Republican and his 
associates said at that time: 


Previous to the passage of that law the manufacturing and mechanical 
interosts in thiscommunity were in a flourishing condition. Since chat time 
the condition of things has entirely changed, and itis fully believed that 
much of the stagnat on of business may be traced to the operation of that 
law. Manufacturing languishes, mechanics are thrown out of employment, 
busines» of all kinds is dull, and unless protection can be afforded to our 
laboring class°s poverty will overtake them. The subscribers therefore 
pray that Congress will so alter the tariff of 1846 that it will protect the labor 
and capital of the country from foreign competition. 


And they seem to forget, too, that in 1852 President Fillmore, 
in his annual message to Congress, made this statement: 


The value of our exports of breaastuffs and provisions, which it was sup- 
posed the incentive of a low tariff and large importations from abroad would 
have groatiy augmented. has fallen from 968,000,000 in 1847 to $21.000,000 in 
1851, with alrros: a certainty of a s.ill further reduction im 1352. The policy 
which dictated a low rate of duties of foreign merchandise, it was thought 
by those who established it, would tend to benefit the farming population of 
this country by increasing the demawn i and raising the price of agricultural 
— in foreign markets. ‘The foregoing facts, however, seem to show 

1conlestably that no such result has followed the adoption of this policy. 





President Fillmore also painted in glowing colors the disasters 
that hadcome to our manufacturing interests, and the suffering 
and sorrow that had overtaken our people. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire yield to the Senator from Mainc? 

Mr. GALLINGER, I yield with pleasure. 

Mr.FRYE. The recentelectionsin the North had, I supposed, 
utterly destroyed the Democratic party there, but I see they 
have destroyed it in the United States Senate also. When I 
commenced to speak there was one Democratic Senutor here in 
the Chamber, now there are two. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I welcome to my audience the Senator 
from Delaware |Mr. GRAY], who I see is now entering the Cham- 
ber. It is to ba hoped thai after we get along a little further in 
the discussion of the schedules of the bill that our Democratic 
friends will be on hand, as they doubtless will be, especially 
when we take voteson diTerent provisionsin the measure. I do 
not find fault that they do not listen to me to-day. The people 
are listening, and they will settle with the Democratic party. 

Going along a little further, to 1854, and we find Hunt’s Mer- 
chants’ Magazine, a well-known free-trade journal of that pe- 
riod, declaring that: 

Confidence is shaken everywhere and all classes are made to realize the 
insecurity of woridly possessions. Tbe causes which led to this have been 
along time at work. Goods which had accumulated abroad when the de- 


mand had almost ceased were crowded upon our shores at whatever ad- 
vance could be obtained, thus aggravating the evil. 


A littie later, January 6, 1855, the New York Herald said ed- 
itorially: 

Elsewhere will be found some mention of large failures at Boston and 
New Orleans. The epidemic is traveling over the whole country. No city 
of any nove can hope to escape. 

An address of the- Unemployed Workingmen’s Committee to 
the mayor of the city of New York was published in the Herald 
of that same date. These workingmen said: 


We do not come as beggars, but we ask What we deem right. Weask not 
alms, but work. We don't want a littlesoup now and casi-off clothing to- 
morrow. But we do want work and the means of making an honest li. eli- 
hood. The conditionof the working classes is most piteous. They want 
bread. Is there not enough inthe city? Theywantclothes. Is there none 
made nowadays? 


The New York Herald is filled with statements of this kind, 
showing the terrible condition of the workingmen, and the well- 
known appeals for help printed in the New York Tribune of the 
same date and in other papers equal anything that has occurred 
during the past year in this country. It was Democratic times 
then: itis Democratic times now. 

And although often quoted, the words of President Buchanan 
in his message to Congress in 1857 will bear repetition: 


In the midst of unsurpassed plenty in all the productions and in all the 
elements of national wealth, we find our manufactues suspended, our pub- 
lic works retarded, our private enterprises of different kinds abandoned, and 
thousands o7 useful laborers thrown out of employment and reduced to 
want. 

Caa it be possible that those were prosperous times? If idle- 
ness, low wages, bunger, failures, bankruptey, are evidences of 

perity, then indeed did the Walker tariff bring prosperity 
to the country, but not otherwise. 

The following letter from a resident of my State, aman of wide 
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observation and experience, now well advanced in years, will 
throw a flood of light on this question: 


CHARLESTOWN, N. H., April 11, 7894. 

MY Dwar Str: Ifyou propose tosay anything more on the tariff question, 
I wish you would arraign the abettors of the ** Wilson bill” for the entire 
fa)schoods they utter in regard to th» ‘‘ Walker tariff"’ of 1846, 

Those of us who were engage | in manufactures at that time well remem- 
ber ree in business and the idleness of the working peuple in 
1848, 1849, and 1850, despite the call forsome brancaes of manufacture caused 
by the Mexican war. his continued until the gold be :an to pour ii from 
California in 1851, when a short period of apparent prosperity and inflation 
followed, until the great crash of 1857. 

The gold all went throuzh the country to Europe, and, as you will know, 
the United States had to pay a premium for it in 1859. 

I sketched some reminiscences of taose days in the new city of Lawrence 
(started in 1845), in a paper for the Manufacturers’ Gazette, which [sent you 
last week, and which I hope may be vi interest to you. Few of these free- 
trade orators are old enough to know what they are talking about. 


Yours, very truly, 
SAMUEL WEBBER. 
Hon. J. H. GALLINGER. 


A letter written by the samo gentleman in January of this 
year, and printed in the Boston Journal, is of interest in this 
discussion. Mr. Webber says: 


| 
While you are perfectly correct in denying the falsely claimed prosperity 
of the country under the Walker tariff of 1545, you do not make use of some 
important facts in the history of the city of Lawrence from 1847 to 1853, 
when the influx of gold from California produced a temporary prosperity 
which lasted until the great crash of 1857. There must be some of the old 
stockholcers in the mills of tnat city living, who can give you some 
mournful facts. 

I went down there from Lowell as draftsman and assistant engineer to 
the Bay State mills in 1847, and weil remember how in 1843 it was found im- 
possible to start the mills oa the fabrics for which they had been plauned, 
viz, ‘*fancy cassimeres and overcoatings.’’ I remember when Miss Turn- 
bull, sister of Mrs. Samuel Lawrence, brought home a plaid shawl from 
Scotiand, and Mr. Lawrence saw it might pay to try and make some of them. 

| Milton D. Whipple, a well-known inventor of Lowell, was caliei in, and 
invented a machine to twist the fringes, which was done by hand in Scotland, 
and thus saved about 20 cents on ashawl. Tae successfor a coupleof years 
was phenomens!, until the fashion changed, leaving the mills to struggle 
along uncomplcted, until they went under completely in 1357, and were re- 
capitalized as the Washington mills at 10 cents on the dollar. 

I remember how the great Atiantic cotton mills threw up half their plans 
and the Essex Company took back the land and wheelpits, which had been 
built and which lay idle for many years, until it was tinally purchased by the 
Pacitic mills, and is now utilized for the manufacture of cotton and worsted 
goods, and known as the ** Lower Pacific.” 

I remember how friends of mine, who were original subscribers to the 
stock of the Pacific mills, were said to have sold their $1,000 shares for $75, be- 
cause they could not raise the money to pay assessmen's called for addi- 
tional stock because the expenditure had exceeded the estimates. 

I well remember, also, how this call for money worried the late Hon. Ab- 
bott Lawrence, who was largely interested in those mills. I canspeak only 
asan observer and @ working engineer, but you can surely find men who 
can tell you of their personal losses. 

The tariff of 46, planned by a Southerner, did not bear so heavily on 
coarse cotton goods as it did on woolens, and after the gold came in from 
California the manufacture of ordinary cottons was proritable, but all the 
prosperity of that period was due to California and not tothe tariff, and that 
all was not prosperous before the gold came in is shown in an article in the 
November number of the Engineering Magazine on ‘: The History of Strikes 
in America,”’ which says: “ In 1850 business was dull throughout the country. 
Out of 2,485,700 cotton spiudies in New Eagiand over 800.000 are said to have 
been stopped.” -Wages were redured In Pall River anda great strike fol- 
lowed, in which 1,300 people were out of employment for six months. 

We «ure now repeating the disasters which tollowed the tariff of 1846 for 
four years, and we have no Califurnia to fall back on! 

The young men who write the * freo T'rade Tariff Reform” articles for 
the Boston Herald and such papers do 10t remember as far back as 1850, and 

} you will do good service to the country if you will obtain and publish some 
| facts from men who were crippled or ruined financially by the tariff of 1846. 
} Yours, very respectfully, 

SAMUEL WEBBER. 

CHARLESTOWN, N. H., January 6, 1804. 


Such testimony is worth more than all the rhetoric of all the 
Democratic orators in the cvuntry, and ought to settle forever 
the contention as to the practical workings of the tiriff of 1846. 
Mr.GRAY. DoestieSenator fro:: New Hampshire object to 

a question? I see he has a prepared speech. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Not at all; lshall be pleased to have an 
interruption. 

Mr. GRAY. The letter from the constituent of the Senator 
from New Hampshire, to which I have been listening, describes 
the condition of the country as he believes it to be under the 
Walker tariif of 1846, 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes. 

Mr. GRAY. Has he said anything about the condition of the 
country under the McKinley tariff in 182, 1893, and 1894, the 
tariff under which we are now living, and which is in active op- 
eration to-day? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I belicve he did not allude to that, but 
the Senator from Delaware knows that he could not have said 
anything detrimental to the operation of the McKinley tariff in 
18v2, as it is admitted on all hinds that that was the most pros- 
perous year in the history of the country. 

Mr. GRAY. We had in }%2 some of the most disastrous 
strikes we have ever had in the history of the country. 

Mr. GALLINGER. We have always had disastrous strikes, 
and free-trade land has had more than this country has had. 

Mr. GRAY. strikes in this country never were so disas- 
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trous as they were in 1892. Never were so many men shot down 
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tricts, Mr. QuIGG—I do not remember the number of the dis 


in their tracks for demanding their share—— trict—made a house-to-house canvass throughout the entire dis 
Mr. GALLINGER. Ido not agree to that. How many men | trict, not simply upon the tariff question, but upon the Dill as i 
were shot down in their tracks, and under what circumstances?” | then stood in the House of Representatives, the so-c led W 
Mr. GRAY. Ev rso many; I do not know the number | son bill. The election in Pennsylyania was alsocarried 
Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow | t ines. 
me 2 moment? | h GRAY [ I ‘ Eo ] 
Mr.GALLINGER. With pleasure. 1 m 
Mr. HOAR. Howe the MeKinley tariff be said to be in | \.LDRICH, ‘1 ion in my State 
active operation in the United States to-day when, ever since | tion o member of t 
the election of the Senator from North DakotafMr. Roacu|, | solely on that issu if t 5 } of t 
which gave the Democrats their majority in this Chamber, | t . it j fectly clear and that Sena ) ) 
every business man ; known thatif he made a contract the ton 3 well as I do. i that the peaple of the | 
tariif was liable to be repeal. d before ho could execute it? S e heartily sick and « ; ed with thems 
Mr. GALLINGER. Iwas about to make that very observa- | result of the elections of 1892 d th i 1 
tion. Mr. Webber, the genileman from whom I have beenread- | judgment going on at the present mom 
ing, and whom I know to be one of the most intelligent men in Mir.GRAY. Against theassertio the Senator 
our section of the country, calls attention to the fact that this | Island and his declaration in res t to whi I} » no 
condition of things h s existed in thiscountry, just as it existed the wish is father to the thought, thit the 
under the tariff law of 1846, ever since the Democratic party | tariff reform, 1 haveonly toplace again thei t. « 
came into power on platform pledging it tore nacta tariff |; ipdasible-to be-misunderstood verdict in 1892, and tos 
similar to the tariff law of 1846. It is, Mr. President, I submit, | that since then there has been neither opportunity to rev 
almost a reflection upon the intelligence of the distinguished | nor any attempt to reverse it. , 
Senntor from Delaware for me to have to remind him of the fact | Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from New Hampsh 


that the business interests of this country } erfectly understand 
tha 
tariff law of :x$0 and enact a low-tariff law in its stead, and th 
every contrict that 
proposes to invest one single dollar in any industry in this coun- 
try. does it with the understanding that if the Democratic purity 
ean rally, by fair means or foul, a sufficient number of votes to | 
pass the Wilson tarilf bill, they propose to give this country a 
low tariif instead of the high tariif which we have had for the | 
last thirty-three years. 

Mr.GRAY. Ido not wish to interrupt the Senator from New 
Hampshire unduly. 

Mr. GALLING#®R. Iam very happy to yield. 

Mr. GRAY. I should like the Senator from New Hampshire | 
to state what he thinks the people of this country meant by the 
mandate which they gave to Congress by an overwhelming ma- 
jority in 1s9?.to do the very thing of which he complains? 

Mr. GALL'NGER. While I am nota Yankee by birth, I have 
lived ameng the Yankees long enough to answer the question of 
the Senator from Delaware byasking another. [ wish to ask the 
Senutor from Delaware what he thinks the people of this coun- 
try meant by the overwhelming verdict they have given against 
the Democratic party in every State where elections have been 
held since the Wilson bill was reported to the Congress of the 
United States? 

Mr. GRAY. I willanswer the question not by asking another, 
but by saying that since the verdict of the people on the McKin- 
ley law wis given there has been no election in which the tariff 
was in issue atall. There has not been, since 1892, one single 
Representitive sent to the Congress of the United States who 
was clected upon the issue, fairly raised, as to the existence of | 
the McKinley tariff. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Evidently the Senator from Delaware | 
has been neglecting his opportunities. If he does not know 
that there was a contest in two Congressional districts in the 
city of New York, and that the tariff was the only question 
that was at issue, and that in one district 10.000 Democratic 
ma ority was wiped out and a Republican elected .and in another 
district 12,000 Democratic majority was reduced to 2,000, then 
I say again it is a re‘lection upon the intelligence of the Senator 
from Delaware to even call his attention to this matter. 

Mr. GRAY. If I were to indulge in that kind of language, 
which I de not wish to do, I should say it was a reflection onthe 
intelligenc> of the Senator from New Hampshire not to know 
that the elections in New York turned upon the local, city poli- 
ties, the Tammany and the anti-Tammany organizations. It 
was one of those temporary disturbances in politics which occur 
there and in all great cities. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I certainly did not mean to be offensive | 
to the Senatorfrom Delaware. This is the first time the sugges- 
tion has ever been made that those elections wero conducted on 
oe | issues, and I hope the people of New York will take note 
of it, 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
low me? 

Mr. GALLINGER. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 


at 


au 


is being made is made. and every man who 





Will the Senater from New Hampshire al- 


‘. With pleasure. 
The elections in the two Congressional dis- 


ware has alluded were conducted solely upon the question of the 
tari‘. 
Mr. GALLINGER. 


That is precisely what I said. 
Mr. ALDRICH. 


The successful candidate in one of the dis- 


the Democratic majority proposes to strike down the high- | 


| firm is 


} 
| 
tricts in the city of New York to which the Senator from Dela- 


yield 


for a moment further—— 
Mr. GALLINGER,. Certainly. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I did not say that the people of th 
States were sick of tariff reform. My declaration 
| tended to be so broad. What I did say and what | moan 


that the people of the Uniied States, with gre 


ity, are opposed to the kind of tariif reform which it is prop 

to be enacted into legislation by any of the bills now before t 
Houses of Congress. It is this nondescript measure, which is 
neither for free trade nor protection, which is a thousand 1 
worse in its cifects upon the country than either woul | | 

the people of the country are disgueted with. I will state to 
Senator from Delaware (andi [ am 


not greatly mil 
will find the same thing irue in Delaware next Nov 
my part of ithe country there is not an intelligent D 
any kind who does not denounce the proposed | 

is now before Congress. 

Mr. GRAY. The only satisfactory evidence that we « 
have about popular sentiment is a popular 
the habit of indulging in prophesies in a matter of thit 
If I did I could indulge in some. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido not think it would be sufe for 
tor from Delaware to indulge in prophesies. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Now, I believel will proceed. | 
broadening the suggestion of the Senator from Khode | 
little, that, in my opinion, there has not been an elec.i 
Stute of the American Union since the Wilson bill was re 
that was not fought distinctly upon the tariff issue. 

Mr. FRYE. Norin any town. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Nor in any town. 
Delaware is so confident that the .erdictof the Americs 
was in favor of tariff reiorm, as he calls it—and I wish t 
attention to this matter—and that the Americin peop! 
in favor of this sort of legislation and that they have not changed 
their mind in regard to it, is he willing to put this matter ov 
and submit it again to the people of this country in N¢ 
of the present year? 

Mr. GRAY. I should not dare go home to my peopleif Id 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator wouid not come back her 
ifhe did. | Laughter. | 

Mr. ALDRICH. I desire to call the attention of the Senator 
from Delaware to another signilicant fact. Vemocratic 
press of the country, the intiuential press of the country, has 
had nothing but words of praixe to say in respect to the two 
speeches which have been made upon the other side of the 
Chamber in opposition to this measure. I know of no Demo 
crats of the North who are not heartily in sympathy with the 
effort which is made here by the Senator from New York [Mr 
HILL] and the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMtii 
put the bill inte a shape where it will conform with 
principles and Democratic doctrines or to de 
ment, I say, has the hearty hy 
know of in the North. 

Mr. GRAY. Lerave the indulgence of the Senator from New 
Hampshire, as he is so amiable about vielding. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am always delighted to yield to the 
Senator from Delaware. 


Vote, i 


lf the Seuator f n 








The 


: Sth om 4 
Hi; eiuner 2 
Democra 


his move- 


Democrat 1 
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sym] of every 


Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Rhode Island as ususl, in the 
enthusiasm of his ratureand with that hopefulness which builds 
itself to such gigantic proportions upon so slight a foundation, 
is building a very great supers ructure on the two speeches te 
which he alludes. I understand both of those speeches were 
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confined (certainly the last one was confined, unless 1 am misin- 
form d) to a discussion of the income-tax provision of the pro- 
posed law, which has just about as much relation to the tariff 
reform that was pissed upon by the people in 1892 as a ukase of 
the Emperor of Russia. If he builds his hopes entirely upon 
that foundation, [am afiid we will have to sympathize with a 
very grievous disappointment. If that means an objection to 
tariff reform, then, of course, I am quite as much mistaken as 
the Senator from Rhode Island no doubt thinks I am. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I shall be very much mistaken if a large 
majority of the Senators sitting upon the other side of the 
Chambe-~ do not arrive at the conclusion before we are through 
with this discussion that the income tax is a very essential ele- 
ment of tariff reform. 

Mr.GRAY. Is the Senator from Rhode Island opposed to the 
income tax? 

Mr. ALDRICH, Certainly. Iam not only opposed to an in- 
come tax. but to all the innumerable odious provisions of the 
pending bill. 

Mr.GALLINGER. I can speak more definitely concerning 
the politics oi my own State than I can speak concerning the 
State of Delaware or any other State. I know what our peuple 
are thinking about to-day. I heard a gentleman, who was a del- 
egate from New Hampshire to the last national Democratic con- 
vention and who was a warm supporter of Mr. Clevelund’s nom- 
ination, say in this building that if the proposed tariff law is 
igs there will not be any Democratic party in New England 
eft. 

I know that the member of the national Democratic commit- 
tee from my State is credited with having recently said to a 
high officer of the Government in this city that he proposed to 
continue to vote the Democratic ticket as long as he lived, but 
that if the Wilson bill passed he thought hs would be the only 
man in New Hampshire who would vote that ticket at the next 
election, It may be that the people are not talking and thinking 
and acting upon the tariff question; it may be that they are talk- 
ing of local matters instead of national affairs, but I can not con- 
ecive how any Senator can stand in this Chamber and make a 
declaration of that kind. 


DOCUMENTARY PROOF. 


Fortunately, too, there are documents in existence bearing on 
the question of the tariff law of 1846 which can not be gainsaid. 
Among those are the pay rolls of New England manufacturing 
establishments. Mr. John F. Busiel, of Laconia, N.H.,is a gen- 
tleman known throughout New England as a man of strictest 
honor and integrity. Until recently he was a Democrat, but the 
free trade tendencies of the Democracy have driven him into the 
ranks of the Republican party. In 1848 Mr. Busiel managed the 
Gilford Manufacturing Company, and in a recent letter to Con- 
gressman BLAIR he furnished the pay roll of his mill for the 
month of February, 1848. It is exceedingly instructive, and I 
borrow it from a recent speech of Congressman BAKER of New 
Hampshire: 
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February, 1848. 


r 
Rate. |Amount.|hour for 
ji hours. 


Name. 


On 
3 
1 
8 


J. V. Goodwin, overseer .......... 
Jas. Robie 

Thomas Kelley................. 
Nancy J. Piper 

Nancy Robie 

Mary Robie 

Susan E. Robie 


81. 053 
. 30 
17 
.87 


boon 
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Beeaanbess 
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Ruth Smith .......... 

H, E. Semple 

B. Moulton 

L. A. Flanders 

Lt PTT ince vncetnbmnovens seu 
S. Taylor 


SESSASRA2zZe: 


ee ee i 


Eleanor Hinds........ time peaieene 
F. Hayford 

M. A. Tilton 

Mary Tilton .....: 

Bleanor Leavitt 

Mary A. Swain . 

L. A. Drake 


SP See2eeorr 
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een eta e™ 
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BS co cons co ce th i iF eo po SE 
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used. 
5. ere. 


William Elk i ancl 
Lewis Badger........ pcitillailaphion el ot 
POEMS ovcctkinicéane aowt Oe 


*Three months. 


ageeesou 


aes 


| Two montas. 
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February, 1848.—Continued. 
Rate 
Rate per| Gay — 
Rate. |Amount./hour for ; 
14 hours,| }@-hour 
| ‘| basis. 


Cents. 
33 


Angelina Folsom .. 
Amanda Semple 

Caroline Semple 

Mary Semple 

Mary Parsons 

Sarah A. Giiman 

Sarah A. Clay 

Hannah Keyser 

Ty MOOD gv intiacnncos'scors 
Mrs. F. Smith 


ae ee 
SHRRSSESS 


TSESzZ 


Mary A. Ames . 
David Edwards 
Caroline Parsons 
Mre. J. Gilman... 
Emily Morrill .... 
Melissa Young . 
Ann Parsons ... 
Geo. Smith ..... 
Olive J. Chapman 


—- 

Cr) 
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a 
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| 
Amanda Smith 8 


Emeline Folsom ... 

Hannah Taylor 

E. Ladd . shined panne tee 
Anu D. Eagan......... 

John Tucker 
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If any Democratic Senator who thinks the period of the 
Walker tariff was such a golden era will take that pay roll, 
copied from the books of a manufacturing concern in my State, 
and then come before the Senate of the United States and still 
contend that those were prosperous times I will promise to yield 
the discussion absolutely. 

This table shows that the average pay of each employé, in- 
cluding overseers, during those good old Democratic days was 
51.6 cents per day of fourteen hours or 36$ cents per day of ten 
hours. Statistics show the average pay of mill operatives to 
have been as follows, at stated periods between 1845 and 1892: 

1848, Walker tariff, 50.7 cents per day of fourteen hours, 3.62 cents per hour’ 

1853, Walker tariff, 57.4 cents per day of fourteen hours, 4.1 cents per hour. 

1861, Morrill tariff and war time, about 50 cents per day of eleven hours, 
4,4 cents per nour. 

. 1864, Morrill tariff, about 60 cents per day of eleven hours, 5,4 cents per 
our. 

1869, Morrill tariff, $1.16 per day of eleven hours, 10} cents per hour. 

1892, McKinley tariff, $1.57 per day of ten hours, 15.7 cents per hour. 

For 1893 the wage rate showed a slight increase over 1892, until the panic 
stopped business. 

It will be seen that the wage rate under the McKinley tariff 
of 1880 was more than four times that of the Walker tariff of 
1846. And yet the Senator from Indiana says we had marvelous 
prosperity under the tariff of 1846,.and that the McKinley law 
was ‘'a reckless and foolhardy experiment on the forbearance 
of the American people.” What sublime and unutterable non- 
sense that is. 

Mr. Busiel concludes his exceedingly interesting letter in 
these words: 

Thus it will be seen that during the period of the Walker tariff and 
through the war, there was very little increase in the purchasing power of 
an hour’s work, while since protection has had a natural opportunity to 
operate d the last thirty years, the hour’s pay has become at least 
three or four times more valuable as a purchasing power than under the 
Walker od of free trade or revenue only. it should be further stated 
that food, clothing, and other necessaries were generally much more ex- 
ae erey during the Walker tariff period than since that time under 

rotection. 

° What is true of the manufacturing industry is also true in regard to agri- 
culture and all other em ca me of society. I worked on a farm myself 
in those ae and know first-class hands received 50 cents working out 
by the day during the warm season. excepting in haying time, when they 
were paid 75 cents. Ten and twelve dollars by the month was the very high- 
est pay then known to be paid on a farm in that part of the country, while 
six or eight was nearer the average. The improyement of the condition of 
our people under the policy of protection is beyond realization by those 
who have not witnessed it in others or experienced it themselves. 


These are solemn facts as against Democratic theory; but not- 
withstanding it all the Democratic party will continue the ery 
that the Walker tariff period was ‘‘a golden era of prosperity.” 
Heaven save the mark! 

SUGAR. 
The Senator from Indiana defended with much vigor the pro- 
d placing of a duty on sugar, and denounced the bount 
eature of the et law a3 a great outrage on the Ameri- 
can people. It is difficult to discuss seriously such a speech as 
that of the Senator from Indiana. How can argument reach a 
man who claims that the farmer does not need prote¢tion for 








1894. 





his wool, because, as he says, ‘‘a man canopied by the free open 
heavens can not prosper by-the artifici+l aud unfair processes of 


rotection.” The sime logic would forbid the farmer, with the 
| canopy of heaven over him, to use artificial fertilizers on 
his land. 


The Senator exulted in eloquent language because the price 
of sugar has fallen heavily since 1846, and then he fiercely de- 
nounced the bounty system, to which alone that decline is due. 
If he does not like McKinley prices for sugar why does not he 
go back to Walker prices in 1846, which were more than twice 
what they are to-day? The Senator culls the $10,.00.0U0 paid in 
bounty robbery and extortion, but he conveniently forgets the 
$50,v00 000 or $60,000,000 that have gone into the pockets of the 
people because of practical free sugar under the McXinley law. 


supply of the world is furnished by beets: and the beet sugur in- 
dustry, created by protection of the most stringent character, 
has always been, and is now, stimulated by bounties. The Sen- 
ator does not like “ artificial” metho.s of producing industrial 
results under the free canopy of Heaven. Butif thereeverw s 
employment of artificial means in such a direction it was when 
France thus summoned into existence, and the other nations of 
Europe promoted and developed, the culiure of the sugar beet. 
Eioquent references to the free canopy of Heaven and to the in- 
trinsic viciousness of bounties will not disguise the facts, tirst, 
that this friend of the farmers is trying to destroy a new indus- 
try which in the great West promises much for the prosperity 
of the agricultural population: and, second, that while he will 
relieve the people from payment of about ten millions annually 
for bounties, he will compel them to pay in sugar duties from 
fifty to sixty millions which they are not now required to pay. 

This is the grand scheme of the Democratic party in re ard 
tosugar. It strikes a blow at every man, womun., and child in 
the land, and especially in the families of the poor. It protects 
and fattens the great sugar trust. while at the same time it im- 

oses an additional burden upon every consumer of sugar inthe 
nited States, and sounds the death knell of the beet-sugar in- 
dustry in Kansas, Nebraska, and other States. 

Whether, as is rumored, the Democratic majcrity have fur- 
ther yielded to the sugar trust,and are contemplating an added 
increase of duty, Ido not know. It matters not whether that 
be true or false, the people understand the question, and the 
day of reckoning for the Democratic party on this subject is not 
far away. 

TAX ON DISTILLED SPIRITS AND THE EXTENSION OF THE BONDED PERIOD. 

In discussing the tax on distilled spirits and the extension of the 
bonded period the Senator from Indiana declared that the tusk 
was easy and the way smooth. He then proceeded to show that 
the proposed increase of tax and the extension of the bonded 
period was altogether in the favor of the Government and not 
at all to the interest of the whiskey ring. Itwill be difficult for 
the Senator to impress his views on this subject upon the minds 
of candid men. The present internal-revenue tax on whisky 
and other distilled spiri.s is 90 cents a gallon, to be paid by 
the distillevs three years after the liquor is made, or at any 
time within the thrge ye rs if it shall be sold. 

The three years are allowed for the reason that the new'ly 
made liqvors are unfit for use. and re ;uire about three years to 
rijen and evaporate their rawness. For the purpose of keeping 
these liquors until sold for use, the Government provides 
bo ded warehouses in which to put them during the three years’ 
process of matu:ing. The tax is not demanded until the liquors 
are taken out of th-se warehouses for sale. 
are taken out, the 4ax must be paid. The result of this system 
of storsge is an enormous stock of liquors constantly in these 
warehouses unsold. So far s» good. ut now, what do we see? 
The new ‘‘refurm” tariff, with its internal-revenue attachment, 
provides thit the tax shall be increased from 9) cents to $1.10 

r gallon. but the additional 20 cents shall not apply to the 
iquors now stored and to be stored before the new act goes into 
eect, but shill apply only to the liquors made after the law 
| 6a into operation. This is mwnifestly for the purpose of giv- 

ng the distiilers, the whisky, rum, and gin makers, the chance 
to add the 20 cents a gallon to the price of their products ascleir 
profit without paying it as a tax at all. In addition to this, the 
new bill extends the storage period to eight years, so as to give 
the whisky ring all the advantiges of the market for this long 
term instead of the three years now povided, and thus relieve 
the distillers from the trouble of raising money to pay the tax 
and saving them interest on the wholeamount. This jobof leg- 
islation will put millions into the pockets of the whisky ring 
as clear profits. 

But let us s:e how this proposed increase on distilled spirits 
will work. Thewhisky ring will remove from bond an immense | 
supply of the stock on hand, increase the price the amount of 
the additional tax (20 cents per gallon),and the Government 


| 
The price of sugar has fallen because three-fifths of the sugar 


But whenever they 
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will get nothing additional by way of tax. 


Not only the con- 
sumer of whisky, but those who use alcohol in the arts. will be 


compelled to contribute 20cents per gallon to the most unscrupu- 
lous and desperate ring that has ever exisied in this country. 
Now, let us goa step further. The bill pro oses to extend the 
bonded period from three to eight years. What will bea the re 
sult of such extension? The Government wil! be de rived for 
five years of its tax of 90 cents per gallon. Ninety cents, at 6 
per cent, is 5.40 centsannually, and for five yeurs it is 27 eonts. 
So that every gillonof spiri'sie!tin bond for five addition. years 
will pay the Government 20 cents additioaal tax, and at “ per 
centinterest the whisky ring will make 27 cents, or 7 cents more 
than will be paid to the Goverament. 

At 5 per cent the loss to the Government will be 24 
every gallon, and at 4 per cent the Government will make a 
profit of just 2 cents per gallon. This is a mitter of simple 
mathematics. which I seriously commend to the cons deration 
of the Senator from Indianiand his Democratic associates. [ 
say that the pretended advance of the duty oa distilled spirits is 
a humbug from beginning to end. It will not much hene‘it the 
revenues of the Government, it will largely increase the price of 
alcohol used in the arts, and it will enrich an alreidy highly 
favored classof men, combined to contro! the m rket in distilled 
spirits. Inaddition to which it may be said that while the Gov- 
ernment is keeping the whisky eight yearsin bonded warehouses 
it will probably double in value because of its added age. 

WHY NOT A TAX ON BEER? 


If additional revenue is n‘eded why not put the tax on fer- 
mented liquors? The tax on beer is paid yearly. and there isno 
bonded period. Alcohol and spirits now pay 70) per cent tax, 
while be-r pays about 25 percent. The former is used toalarge 
extent in manufactures, while the latter is all drank. Let the 
t x on distilled spirits remain at 90 cents, and the tax on beer 
be increased from $1 to $2 per birrel. Such an arrangement 
would not be profitable to the whisky trust, but it would bea sensi- 
ble and just. Why this extreme tenderness and consideration 
for the brewing interest of the country which accumulates vast 
fortunes? The claim that beer is a food product an! should not 
be further taxed is ridiculous in view of the proposed tix on 
sugar, used by every person in the country, rich and poor alike, 
and from the fact that inasmuch as only a small proportion of 
the sugar consumed by our people is produced in this country, 
it is en.itled to free admission to our markets. 

Beer is an article not curried in bond in such large quantities 
as toaffect the interests of any trade by an increase of the inter- 
nal tax from one to twodollars per barrel. Tho increased in- 
come would be immediately available: the retail price would not 
be affected in the least. There would bea no one engaged in the 
artsand minufactures to suffer,as will be the case snould spirits 
and alcohol be advanced in price. Aside from t iis very impor- 
tant consideration, the money market will not be disturbed, as 
there would be no demand for funds to take out goods under the 
present law. thereby deferring for an indefinite period the bene- 
fits of legislation. The limit the Government hopes to benefit 
ultimately from the increased tax on spirits is twenty millions 
per year, and really nothing for a long time. Beer increased $1 
a barrel would bring in a revenue of over thirty millions per 
year. the increase becoming immediately available. From this 


cents on 
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the Government could continue the present bounty on sugar, 
and have nearly twenty millions surplus. 
Then why not tax beer? Will some one on the Democratic 


side kindly make answer? 
THE INCOMB TAX, 

With his usual exuberance of language the Senator from In- 
diana gives his approval and blessing to the income tax propo- 
sition. He sees nothing in it but good, and even finds authority 
for it in the Good Book itself. But that, I wiil suggest to the 
Senator from Indiana, was a very different and much better in- 
come tax than the one now proposed. 

In my former speech I pointed out that the proposed tax is 
inequitable, inquisitorial, and sectional, and will in time of peace 
subject the people to methods that were well nigh intoieraviein 
time of war. 

Since tuen the Senator from New York [Mr. Hi] and the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH] have discussed the sub- 
ject with great ability, and have pointed out the overwhe|lming 
objections to this f rmof legislation. Iwill now content myself 
with calling attention to the utterances of e:rtain public men 
and leading newspapers in opposition to this scheme. 

Hon. J.C. HENDRIX, a Dem icratic Representative in Congress 
from New York, discussed this question in a spzech in th» lfouse 
of Representatives with such remarkable keenness and ability 
thotI can not refrain from quoting liberally from him. Among 
other things, Mr. HENDRIX said: 


A volume could be written on the mysteries of this bill before we get 
within 40 miles of the plutocrat. If you make $5,000 on the sale in 18940f a 
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house purchased in 1892, you pay on that 2 per cent. If you lose $5,000 ona 
house you bought in 18)2—these real-estate transactions run from the year 
of our great victory—you pay 2 per cent of that also. 

If you speculate as a business and lose $5,000 in Wall street that is de- 
ducted from your taxable income. If you paid 8.000 for a piece of real es- 
tate and the title proves vad—that is, if you bought it in 1892 and discovered 


your loss in 1894—you get nodedu*tion. If there was a house on it and you 
ad that burned you get a deduction, provided it was not insured. The law 
reads ‘losses actualiy sustained during the year arising from fire, ship- 
‘k, or Jacurred in trade ani not covered by insurance or otherwise.” 







‘otherwise is scattered through this bill like —— in a pudding. 
If you own a bullding which does not pay because it has no elevator, and 


you put one In, the cost of that elevator is part of your income and you must 
pay’ percentonit. You can deduct the Medicine Lodge mortgage in some 
distant year when you have ascertained that it is worthless, but until so as- 
certained the tax runs on the interest upon it, and there are no drawbacks. 


Thecurios are notended. From the aggregate income of all the members 
of any family onededuction of #,000ismade. Whatis thesizeof the family? 
The proposed law says it may be composed of one or both parents. It does 
not fimit their ages-—‘‘one or more minor children ’’—tt does not say whose 
children—*or husband and wife.’’ Now, if there is not a problem for youl 

Between them ail, $4 000 may be deducted. The grandparents may be liv- 
ing with their only son and his wife and their one or more minor children— 
nll with $4,000incomes. Whose %4.000 of income is to be deducted? Does 
the exemption run to the * old folks at home?’ The grandfather may never 
care to wander from his son's fireside. If he and his old wife should take 
a holise next door they would sare taxes on &,000, because they would 
be clearly within the statute. If they live with their only son and his wife 
andiheir one or more minor chiliren, the taxable wealth of the country 
would provably be increased by $8,000. If a husband and wife should each 
have a separate income of $4 a year, they will have to be taxed, if they 
live together, on $4,000. If they get a divorce, they are not taxed, 

Four sisters, girls, of 17, 18, 19. and 20, say, jointly own a city house which 
yields 216,000 a year income, They pay a tax on an income of $12,000 because 
they iive in sweet sisterly love with a big brother who is their guardian. 
They all marry in one seuson. and that taxable wealth is knocked into ob- 
livik A law that can shoot in as many directions as this one and hit 
something every time, is too dangerous to let loose in hard times on a suf- 
fering country. 

fa poor farmer puts money into alittlecompany and utilizes some water- 
fall near by for a factory, down comes the hand of a tax collector and makes 
his investment so uoprotitable that it Is better to keep his money idle, with- 
™1t the risk of business, in an old stocking. This law is an octupus. It has 
atentacile for every man who has a dollar in any paying corporation in 
America. If a page here owns one block of Western Union Telegraph 
stock which pays him ®% a year he must lose 2 per cent on that 8. If l own 
& million dollars of Government bonds I do not have to lose i cent, not even 
on the accrned interest, on the premium, on the bond, or on that mystery of 
finance, the ‘premium on the coupon.” 

tt IT own 8109,000 worth of New York Central stock, I lose 2 cent on 
$4,000. If I go into a manufacturing enterprise that pays no dividend, but 
tries to build up a surplus for hard times, I pet no retnrn for my money and 
have to go to work. If maysalary is $1,000. [ must account for the ratabile 
share of the surplus of the factory, and that is taxed. So Iam betterof to 
lock my money upin governments or to put it in a savings bank, where it 
4s under favor of State and national laws and is kept out of business. The 
bill should be entitled *‘An act to encourage idle capital.”’ 

It is atax upon industry. There is a messenger boy in the bank of which 
Tam president, who has put his savings into acorporate stock. He pays his 
2 per cent income tax, although he has not over $300 in the world and his 
salary is not over $10a week. His income is about $15 a year from his in- 
vestiment. but itistaxed. Aclerk who gets $4,000 and saves nothing does 
not feal the tax at all. A stockholder lives on the proceeds of 810,000 of De- 
troit City 4 per cent bonds and goes untaxed. The tax reaches the boy's $15, 
but it does not touch the wealthy stockholder. Yet this billis framed on the 
theory of each citizen's ability to pay! The widow gets insurance on her 
dead husband s policy. All dividenis coming to her aré taxed 2 per cent, 
and she receives, say 810.000, in one year. She must pay 2 per cent on $6,000 
ofthat. She invests the whole 610, in some corporate stock, and her in- 
come, all that she has or ever expects, is 8600 a year. She loses 2 per cent 
tax on that by this bill. A rich man’s widow puts $100,000 Into Brooklyn 
City 4's and doesn't pay 4 cent : 

The Presidentof the United States, with 850,000 a year salary, pays nothing, 
itis claimed, and a member of Congress, who gets $5,000a year, and pays 
$1,000 taxes on a fine house which he owns, escapes taxation. The member 
who rents a house for $1,000 has to pay tuxes on 61, yet there is to be no 
inequality in this taxation! The Cab minister, with 38.000 a year, may 
pay £1,000 taxes on city lots, and not be taxed a dollar for the Government. 

The law sends a prying. curious lot of ofcials about with power to invade 
homes and business | ham ay and to exerciseall sorts oftyranny. Itmust be 
dinquisitorial to the last degree. 1t punishes enterprise. hunts codperation 
with a malicious mind. and seeks to discourage the ae that grows out 
of the union of savings in adventure, and drives capital inw idleness and 
hiding. Youcandrive a coach and four through it, and yet it will take 2 
cenis out of one single dollar paid to a New England mill operative on her 
invested savings. 


That is Democratic testimony from a man of large business 
experience, and as such is entitled to great consideration. 

Hon. Roswell G. Horr, of Michigan, a sound thinkerand writer 
on economic and financial questions, has this to say in an article 
published in the New York Tribune: 


The income tax on the earnings of corporations, as it now stands in the 
Wilson bill, will compel nationai banks to psy an additional tax over ani 
above that which they now pay as local taxation. The savings banks will 
be compelled to do the same thing. Indeed, the tax is universal and applies 
to the earnings of all corporations. 

The Presi lent recommended suck a tax in his message, but did not favor 
a tax on individual incomes. He no doubt conceived the notion that a tax 
on corporations could be more easily collected, and would not be so repug- 
nant to our people as a tax on individual incomes. Such a tax on the earn- 
ings of corporations is, in fact, a tax on every stockholder of such corpora- 
tions. Consequently the claim that the income tax will reach only about 
85.000 people in the United States is nonsense. The law as it now stands 
will affect several hundred thousand le who Own stock in the numerous 
corporations. Itis on that account that such a tax is unfair and unjust. 

any of the stockholders of these corporations are widows, children, and 
other persons who have not even $1,000 of income a Ex ened. suffer by 
such a tax, while the people who earn $2,000, $2,500, $3,000. a year f° 
ecot-free. Such a tax is not rhaps as obnoxious to the © of the 
—- as the direct tax on individual incomes, but it is by the most 
unequal tax. 

The savings banks will be affected They will have to pay their own local 
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taxes, also this tax on their earnings, and will suffer by the tax being also 
collected on the dividends of many stocks which they hold as investments, 
These banks must also pay interest on their deposits. 

There is no use trying toevade the conclusions. An income tax of this 
kind will have atendency to cripple corporate institutions. The purpose 
seemed to be to tax all kinds of successful industry and to strike a direct 
blow at every person who is prosperous. I do not know that there was any 
special prejudice against the stockholders of national banks. The inten- 
tion of the bill was to raise a large amount of money from persons and cor- 
porations thatare doing well. 

No one will deny the fact that the income tax is class legislation of the 
rankest kind. The exemption was placed at the high sum of $4,000 in order 
not to reach ahy people except those who have largeincomes. Such a tax 
is simply communism in anindirect way. In England the exemption is only 
$500. Ailarge exemption makes it a tax of the few for the benelit of the many. 

The old rule that all property should be taxed equally is violated by such 
alaw. Under thisiaw wore than one-half of theincomes of the United States 
are not taxed atall. The tax will be considered unjust by those who are re- 
quired to pay it: and when taxes are so considered people always resort to 
schemes to avoid their collection. The premium thus offered for fraud and 
evasion leads to immorality. 


The Washington Evening Star, in a very able editorial, says: 


With a growing deficiency staring it in the face this Government, through 
those who are legisiatively responsible for its present conduct, is searching 
for considerable additions to its income, and after more or less of thought 
the majority have come to the conclusion that a tax upon incomes will do 
much toward filling up the unsightly hole in the Treasury, The proposi- 
tion is, however, extremely unpopular save with two classes—those Demo- 
crats who imagine they see in it the only relief for an embarrassed Admin- 
istration and the Populists, who, as a rule, have no incomes large enough 
to be taxable. Even among loyal Democrats there is opposition to the tax: 
in fact, the more loyal the Democrat the less is the enthusiasm on this inter- 
esting topic. It is admitted by those who are convinced that tariff duvies 
must be lowered that the deficit will have to be made up through the agency 
of internal taxation. but as soon as that point is reached there is instant 
division and divergence. It is more than difficult to understand the pro- 
cesses by which income-tax advocates can have satisfied themselves that 
they alone have reached the true solution of a most intricate problem, es- 
pec a when history makes plain the antagonism with which Americans 
gree an impost similar in general outline to that now proposed. 

In an exhaustive review of income-tax legislation, published in the Annals 
of the American Academy, Prof Frederie C. Howe of Johns Hopkins Unt- 
versity says that “few taxes were more unpopular or olious to the peopie 
than the income tax. From its first imposition it was assailed as invading 
the sanctity of the most private affairs, as being inseparable from inquisi- 
torial serutiny into business relations, and an insufferable penetration into 
those affairs of the individual which were in a sense sacred, and which in the 
past had been exempted from the visits of the excise man. It was further 
alleged, with some truth, that a tax which offered such geen for 
evasion was a charge upon honesty and a premium upon false returns.”’ 

But there are other reasons why no such tax should be levied, and among 
these is that which showssectional inequality and proves that the burden is 
on the class that deserves exemption—the successfully industrious and 
thrifty. Of course there ts not so much disparity between the North and the 
South as there was during 1867 when one collection district in New York re- 
ceived more than twice as much income tax than was collected in all the 
States of Virginia, Texas, Tennessee, South Carolina, North Carolina, Mis- 
sissippi, Louisiana, Alabama, Georgia, Arkansas, and Florida, but compar!- 
sons startlingly similar will surely develop it this extremely unpopular at- 
tachment to the Wilson bill becomes a law. 


The New York Press, under the caption of ‘‘ The Plunder and 
ne Tax,” dissects the income-tax proposition in these 
words: 


The Wiison bill for the benefit of foreign manufacturers and the degrada- 
tion of American labor is fittingly crowned with an income tax, intended to 
transfer to American and especially to Northern shoulders the burden here- 
tofore borne by the foreigner. According tothe estimate made by the ad- 
vocates of the Wilson bill, the prapens income tax would yield $30,000,000, 
by far the geoer tof which would be exacted from the thrift and in- 
dustry of New York, New Engiand, Pennsylvania, Ohio, [ilinois. and other 
Northern sections, and thereby removed from circulation and trade in those 
localities. A plain statement of the case is that the income tax would be a 
wey. on the North to punish this section of the Union for having been loyal 
and prosperous; for having supported the principle of protectionand taken 
advantage of its opportunities. The idea that an individual can be plun- 
dered without injuring the community in which he lives has been sufii- 
ciently exp _oded by the experience of the year that has passed. 

No New York Congressman can br foolish enough to suppose that the re- 
moval, say, of §5.000.0(0 from the bank accounts and pockets of New York 
citiens to the Federal Treasury by an income tax would not be an appre- 
ciable loss to the business interests. the merchants, the tradespeople, and 
working — of our city. The men who do not spend the larger share of 
their net es in the immediate vicinity oftheir homes are probably very 
few in number. 

The income taxpayer may haveto endure no serious inconvenience by cur: 
tailing e mditures for the household, for the church, for society and 
charity. But the church, the merchants, and trades te and the other ben- 
eficiaries of the expenditures thus diminished would also have to curtail. In 
the end the income tax would come out of the pockets of the wage-earner, or 
be paidat his expense. The New York Congressman, therefore, voting an 
income tax, would be voting, practically, to take a large amount of money 
from the current circulation, the business interests. and the wages earned 
in the city of New York. And the same statement applies to every place in 
the country tat is a center of business energy. 

There is noresemblance, and there can be no comparison, between a Fed- 
eral income tax and the direct taxes levied for State and local purposes. 
The le of New York have paid many millions gee in direct taxation, 
but the money goes directly into the channels of trade here in New York 
and supports thousands of resident families. Of the money id in obe- 
dience to a Federal income tax but a smal! proportion would find its way 
back to local circulation. It wonld bevirtually lost tothe community from 
which it had been exxcted, and it would bs a loss appreciable by every resi- 
dent, whether himself a contributor to the tax or not. Everybody knows 
the influence of a Libera! circulation of money in promoting business and 
trade. Tae drain of anincome tax on that circulation could not failtohave 
an unfortunate effect, 

To the free traders whose desire is to buy foreign goods in preference to 
American 8, either without a tariff or with a fraudulent tariff that 
could be readily evaded. the income tax would be welcome. Most of them 
live where and industry have nosubstantial foothold, and where hon- 
est labor has been .. It would gratify such men to see 
communities built up by pro om desolated by free trade and robbed by 
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an income tax. But their wishes are not likely to be gratified. A large 
number of Democrats are said to be aroused to the suicidal folly of a prop- 
osition which is grossly antagonistic to the cherished American princip! 
of the greatest indiviaual liberty compatible with the common welfar 
security. 
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Hundreds of other similar expressions can be found in the 
leading papers of the country— Democratic as well as Republi- 
van. ‘The only papers which give this proposition unqualified 
support are those which advocate the doctrines of the Populist 
party. They seem to believe in distributing wealth by act of 
Congress, and hence roll the income-tax ide . sweet morsel 
under their tongues. But time will not per me to discuss 
this matter much further, and I will only add a quotation from 
an editorial from the Journal of Commerce, of New York, an 
exceedingly able publication, devoted largely to financial mat- 
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ters. Itis the ab est discus 
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heading of ‘* Fiscal Tyranny: ” 
If tho political desperadoes who: 
had any conception of the feelingaroused among citize 
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its true signi , they would tind strong reasons of party prudence for 
promptly reconsi ng their rash proposais. lor what are the facts as to 
this oxtraordinary innovation {upon our customary methods of taxatior 
Let the following facts answer: 

The income tax is a fulsomecopy from imperial precedents. In European 


e armies are the custodians of the filched rights of the 
copie, when all other so..rces of taxation have been exhausted this taxing 
¥ Violence has been resorted to. In the case of nearly every government 

adopting it, it has been the last desperate resort either to support war cr to 
pay its aftor penalties, and states once committed to the expedient rare) 
find it possible to throw it off. England resorted to the tax during her wars 

at the beginning of this centur with the express understanding that it 
to be but temporary, and to be consistent with that pretense she has sin 
renewed it from year to year, no statesman daring to suggest its Oixed per 
petuation. However insincere the pretense, it t least a standing con 
sion of the illegitimacy of the tax; andno statesman would pretend to 
tify it on any other ground than that of fiscal expediency. Im this country 
we reluctantly adopted the tax under the imperative necessities of the late 
war, but dropped it the moment those exigencies c 2d,.80 distasteful was 

it to the self-respect of the individu ren. in restoring the odious im 
post now, we should have no such excuse as then, noreven as much warrant 
as tho European governments, whose fiscal straits are chronically perilous 

Tho tax is odiousiy inquisitorial. It starts with the demand that the citi- 
zen shall declare to corrupt and leaky officials the foremost secrets of his 
affairs, and swear to the exact amount of his income. Nealizing how such 
inquisitions are calculated to evoke a just resentment, it next assumes good 
citizens to be dishonest, and puts in force the most insulting applian 
compulsory examination and search By law of this boasted free country, 
therefore, every citizen who has been able to« petence is put inthe 
category of thieves and swindlers, and is threatened with severest penalty 
if he hesitates to render absolute submission to these intolerable insults. 

The tax violates the citizen's sacred right of privacy. In this aspect, itis 

@ striking illustration of a certain brutish conception of governmental 

powers that is becoming too common in legislation. Itis simply the coarse 

spirit o? a vuigar bully that would demand access to a man’s most cherished 
secrets as a means of extorting from him tribute which he is quite ready to 
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pay in a legitimate way; and every Congressman who votes for this tax | 


shows himself wanting in the first elements of decent manners, to say noth- 
ae of his lack of statesmanly appreciation of the most delicate of personal 
ts. 

he execution of this tax involves a ruthless abuse of “the right of 
search."’ Under certain circumstances, a government may legitimately ex- 
ercise the power of search or seizure over a man’s house, his property, or 
his papers. Where a man is charged with crime, that authority may be 
properly exercised in the interests of justice and public order, but, even 
then, only upon a prima /acie presumptionof guilt established before a court 
by due process. But to create a tax which needs the exercise of this highly 
arbitrary form of power amounts to a wantonness of authority which noth- 
ing short of the last extremity ot national danger could warrant. As a last 





resort of war finance, and especially if the loyaity of the people could not be | 


trusted, it might be allowable. But to use such an instrument for the col- 
lection of taxes among a loyal and orderly peopie, ready to pay all reason- 
able revenue, is a shameless abuse of this search power; and all the more 
so because there are many other readily available means of raising revenue 
that would suggest no such brutal exercise of authority. 

Surely the following language, from the Constitution of the United States, 
expresses a regard for the sacredness of the righisof privacy whoily incom- 

tible with the flippant authorization of searches and seizures contained 

n this bill: ‘“‘ihe right of the people to be secure in their persons, houses, 

papers, and effec's against unreasonable searches and seizures shall not be 

violated."’ It is a poor sign of political tendencies when a majority of the 

legislators of this great Republic shows so little discrimination between a 
necessary and a wanton exercise of the severer powers of government. 

The methods of enforcing this tax are copied from the Star Chamber 
with this difference, however, that the English tyranny was enforced by 
judges, while in this case it is intrusted to the execution of politicians, who 
Would be as liable to sell the secrets that come into their hands as to black- 
mailthe victimsoftheitrauthority. Itisanincredible anomaly that methods 
of power that were abandoned bythe Long Parliament should two hundred 
and fifty-three years later crop out again in the United States Congress. 

The tax exposes the citizen to the faithless cupidity of leaky spies. The 
majority of Representatives who have voted for this tax consists largely of 
lawyers. Those gentiemen do not need to be told how much it is worth to 
know the secret of a man's business, his fortune, and his family prospects 
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Their experience has taught them how many vurieties of harpies there are | 


who are ready to turn such information to their own account and to the in 
jury of the man whose secrets have been filehed. The political experience 


that has brought these gentlemen to Washineton has not left them ignorant 
that the class of men to whom the execution of this tax will be intrusted 


are, as a rule, not ton virtuous to divulge an Official secret for a considera- 
tion, and that there is “in the party ’ a class of official hucks:ers to whom 
they durst not refuce such secrets. All this,every member of Congress 
knows to be a certainty; and yet, with this knowledge of the abuse that is 
to be made of the secrets to be exacted from the citizen, they deliberately 
give their assent to the infamous wrong. We repeat that this income-tax 
scheme is a revelation of political turpitude in the National Legislature 
more startling than has appeared for m,my years. Can we wonder at the 
rottenness of local politics, when the licked leaders of party are found 
ready to thus prostitute the higher powers of the National Government? 






































The imposition of an income tax is an unjust form ofclass leg t It 
is aimed at what ts called the moneyed class, and carries the imy 
that they are the select few who should bear the national bur 
nok hallow asitis demagogic, It conveys the false 
that taxes rests With the persons 
are é n payer alw 
ot oO shiftiy < v I 
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the munity a t 1 
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chants, bank« ad bDuliders, al he i f ‘ 
of our expor rts hese serv 1 el eo 
East. Thecrime is to be atoned for by pa the Federal ta i 
Western and Southern franch se Is t rity by vir .otw l 
al >be inflicted. But for this | nal ¢ ere W 
h . é men in the Ho »of Rep é v who would h 
t ean selves by thus conspiring a nst t 
n f American citizens 
‘I tax has a direct tendency to create disaffecti tk I the 
n snd to debase the public sense of hont re | let 4 
go nment in proportion as they are respected by the ! if 
citi are dealt with on the assumption that they are as a 
and n that suspicicn they are beset by inquisit al esp 8 \ 
und threat of forfeiture, they are ay] to I t by ating 
ment as a robber and by evading its exacti by any and « 
Th P s of governing by force and of meeting the force 
, ; the device of fools and not of w statesmen; and it f 
to extinguish every sentiment of patriotism and to wea priva 
by debasing the morals of the public administration Arbitrary ) 
ment means death to national morals; and that is what n be l 
rom this n trous proposal to rob the citizen of h m 
onal right 
This great newspaper argues with iking ability that th 
income-tax proposition in this bill is unconstitutional, but, i 
asmuch as the United States Supreme Court, by & 1 ority ¢ 
cision, affirmed the constitutionality of the in 
1873, that point may well be passed over without dis 
Very likely, however, if this bill passes, a test will be le « 
its constitutionality, and possibly a different conel n 
reached by the Court. But, however th may D l 
tion to impose such a tax is contrary to h good bu ! 
and good moral 
FREE WOO! 
When the Senator from Indiana got thorough 1 
to his subject nothing seemed to daunt him. Notvy 
there are in the Senator's own State over 1.000,000 of sheep, th 
owners of which are to-day in close competition with the sheep 
raisers of Australia and the Argentine Republic, he sees no 


reason why wool should not be put on the free list. Tho Sena- 
tor’s scheme seems to be to destroy Americin tlocks by fre 
wool, and then to destroy the American manufacture of wook 


goods by putting the finished product on the free list. It is 
grand scheme so far as the interests of England, Germany, 


France, Australia, and South America are concerned, but it 
means utter disaster to woolgrowing and woo! manufacturin 
in this country. 

The sheep industry in the United States is a very important 


one. There were in 1890 in all of the States 47,273,553 
value of $125,909,264, and the wool clip for that year agg 
364,156,666 pounds. In New Hampshire there are 115,4.1 shes 
being a little less than our per capita proportion on the 
population. This is a great industry, and deserves and sho 

receive adequate protection. The Republican party has reco 
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nized that fact in all taritf laws passed since 1860, but the Demo- 
cratic party at its first opportunity proposes to strike a blow at 
the interests of the farmers and utterly destroy this great and 
important industry. 

We hear a great deal of talk about the decline of sheep hus 
bandry in the United States. The wool clip in 1893 was si4, 156 
566 pounds, which was 31,139,261 pounds more than the clip f 
1892, and 55,156,665 pounds more than for any other year in the 
history ofthecountry. That surely does not look like retrogres 
sion in this greatagricultural stapie. Indeed, sheep husb ry, 
under adequate protection has twice made such rapid y 
in the increase of flocks as to lead to the assurancethut with the 
continuance of that protection we would soon produce the total 
ammount of wool consumed by thiscountry. During the last twe 
years of the tariff law of 1807, the American clip increased 10) + 
cent, that increase being from 170,000,000 pounds in 1873 to ov 
340,000,000 pounds in 1884. If the duties had not been lowered 
at the end of that period, it is fair to assume that the samo ratio 
of increise wouid have continued, in which case we would have 
produced in 1895 over 650,000,000 pounds, which, inciuding the 


wcol imported in the shape of manufactured goods, is the to- 
tal amount of wooli:consumed by this country. A serious check 
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to the growth of the wool industry was given by the reduction 
of duties in 1883, but with the restoration of a portion of those 
duties by the McKinley law in 18¥0, such an impetus was given 
to the woolgrowing industry that the clip again increased at a 
rapidrate. The incre se was from 310,000,000 pounds in 1891 to 
36,000.600 in 1893, so that if the McKinley liw had not been 
assailed, while the increase wouid hive been slower than it was 
between 1873 and 1884 it is fair to assume that by the year 1900 
we would be producing 650,000,000 pounds. 

I find in a recent circular from Justice, Bateman & Co., wool 
merchants of New York, two interesting diagrams, which I will 
reproduce, The actual increases in the wool clip during the 
two periods already alluded to ave illustrated by the solid black 
lines extending from left to right in the diagrams. The dotted 
lines which continue in the same direction indicate the time at 
which we would arrive at the production of our entire home 
consumption of wool. 
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It is undeniable that the number of sheep has declined ma- 
torially in the United States during the past year. Why should 
it not be so when their very existence is threatened by the free- 
wool po.icy of the pirty now in power? 

The Senator from Kansas {| Mr. Perrer] declared in his very 
able speech that if we have free wool we must have free woolens. 
I do not quarrel with that utterance. It is logical and just 
from the point of view of the farmer. and very likely the one will 
follow the other. When that day comes foreign countries will 
furnish us both our wool and our woolen goods, and when sheep 
husbandry and the manufacture of woolen goods are destroyed 
in the United States, England and Australia will fix the price of 
what they sell to us, and the cost of wool and woolen goods to 
the people of this country will be much greater than now. It 
is a grand scheme to destroy American capital and degrade 
American labor; worthy of the statesmanship and patriotisnrof 
the once great Democratic party! 

THOMAS JEFFERSON AND THE DEMOCRATIC PARTY. 


The Senator from Indiana closed his most remarkable speech 


by this outburst of patriotic fervor: 


Sir, this is the birthday of Thomas Jefferson. One hundred and fifty-one 
years ago to-day he came into the world the greatest emancipator of thought, 
hilosopher of liberty, and teacher of the natural rights of man ever known 
n human history. The blows he struck for freedom, justice, and uality 
in government are yet resounding throughout the earth, and they wili never 
cease to be heard until the last shackle of privilege and phew | is broken. 
Ten days before his sou! toox flight from his mountain home he wrote his 
own countrymen and to all the races of mankind. With this great dying 
message before us, and in its spirit, we take new co and go on with our 
work. “All eyes are open, or mene . hesaid, “tothe rightsofman. The 
general spread of the light of science has already laid open to every view the 
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polgnite truth, that the mass of mankind has not been born with saddles on 
their backs, nor a favored few booted and spurred. ready to ride them legiti- 
mately by the grace of God.” Hail, mighty message. and hail its speedy and 
certain fulfillment! All hail the counseis of Thomas Jefierson in this hour of 
caste based on wealth, of privilege granted by law,and of monopoly fastened 
on the slavery of labor! 

The galleries applauded, and the Senator modestly received 
the congratulations of his fellow Democrats. But, Mr. Presi- 
dent, what cruelty it is to drug Jeflerson before the people of 
this generation as a patron saint of the Democracy. Why Jef- 
ferson never wrote a word or uttered a sentiment, so far as Ican 
find, that can be tortured into support of the doctrines and the 
teachings of mode:n Democracy. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
ALLISON] quoted some of Jefferson's teachings on the question 
of direct taxation, and the Senator from California [Mr. PER- 
KINS] also pointed out the fact that Jefferson was a strong pro- 
tectionist. I want to call attention to some further lessons that 
have recently come to my knowledge from the writings of that 
greatman. In 1817 Jefferson wrote: 

The history of the last twenty years has been a significant lesson for us 
all to depend for necessaries on ourselves ailone— 

And he expressed the hope that— 

a years more will place the American hemisphere under a system of 

5 OWn. 

What would Jefferson think of modern ‘‘ Jeffersonian Demo- 
crats,” if he could come back to earth, who are trying to over- 
turn an American system which has made this the greatest 
manufacturing nation on the earth. 

Again Jefferson asks: 

Shall we make our own comforts or go without them at the will of a for- 
eigs nation? My own idea-- 

He continued— 
is that we should encourage home manufactures to the extent of our own 
consumption of everything of which we raise the raw material. 

In 18i6 Jeffefson wrote a letter, from which the following is 
an extract: 


Experience has taught me that manufactures are now as necessary to 
our independence as to ourcomfort; and if those who quote me as of a dif- 
ferent opinion will keep pace with me in purchasing nothing foreign where 
an equivalent domestic fabric can be obtained, without regard to difference 
of price, it will not be our fault if we do not have a supply at home equal to 
our demands, and wrest that weapon of distress from the hand which has 
s0 long wantonly used it. 


That is the true American (the true Republican) doctrine. 
Jefferson a Democrat? Why, Mr. President,one might as well 
expect the great apostle of agnosticism in this country to accept 
the teachings of Calvin as to expect that Thomas Jefferson if 
on earth would countenance the free-trade, income-tax teach- 
ings of the degenerate Democratic party of the present day. 

THE SENATOR FROM TEXAS. 

Following the Senator from Indiana came the Senator from 
Texas. His speech was brief, fiery, and eloquent. He an- 
nounced his belief in ad valorem duties, and assured his Demo- 
critic associates that he proposed to vote for the bill, which 
must have been very comforting to them. But the Senator 
from Texas frankly confessed that the bill was not according to 
his taste. 

The bill does not suit me— 

Exclaimed the Senator. 


Iam between the devil and the deep sea, and when a quvstion is presented 
to me whether I shall go to the devil and sustain the Mciinley law, or goto 
sea. [ am going to sea, with the hope that some fair wind or tide will bring 
me ashore again. 

And so the Senator has gone to sea, threatened in his voyage 
by the sharks of protection and the devil fishes of free trade. 
Let us hope that he will come to shore safely, welcomed by the 
plaudits of the demoralized Democracy, who, dreading the re- 
sult of their vote on this bill, will chant in his ear the solemn 
refrain: . 

You shall and you shan’t, 
You will and you won't, 


You'll be damned if you do, 
And damned if you don’t. 


{Laughter.] 
THE LABOR PROBLEM. 


Mr. President, I desire to speak brie‘y on the labor problem 
in this country; for after all is said and done, it is the | .boring 
elas ses who ber the brunt of unfortunateeconomic ch :nges. A 
reduction of 10, 15, or 20 per cent in the ra e 0. wages primarily 
means distress and suffering to the toiling multitude. But the 


evil does not stop here. A reduction o/ wages means a curtail- 
mentof the purchasing power of the wage-earner. If he receives 
less by way of compensation for his work he necessarily pur- 
chases less of the products of the farm and the mill, so that 
farmer, merch:nt,and manufacturer all share in the evil results. 


It has been our boast that we consume, per capita, twice or 


three times as much as European nations, and Congressman 
Reep has made the startling stitement thit as compared with 
England as a market our 70,000,000 of population are equal to 
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175.000,000, while taking the whole world outside of ourselves 
compared asa market our population is equal to 700.000,000, 
nearly one-half of the entire population of the globe. That isa 
starilingand instructive fact, teaching the lesson that we should 
foster and proiect the home market rather than to waste our 
energies in pursuing the delusive and disappointing ‘‘ markets 
of the world,” about which our Democratic friends taik so much. 

Mr. President. the policy of the Republican party contem- 
plates a high wagorate for the workingmen of the country. No 
Republican sympathizes with the utterance of a certain distin- 
guished Democratic Congressman when he declared: “If I were 
certain that wages were higher here I would seek to repeal those 
laws which make wages hivher, and would let wages have their 
nitural p ace all over the world.” That is Democratic, not Re- 
publican doctrine. It is the doctrine of the cotton field of the 
South, nt of the workshop and the mill of the North. Every 
workingman and working woman in the land should read and 
ponder that declaration, the force of which is not broken by the 
attempt to qualify it. Every intelligent man and woman in 
this country kuows that wages are at least twice as high here 
as in England, and many times higher than in Asia. 

That statement expresses the purpose of the Wilson bill with 
great clearness and furce. In striking downthe McKinley tariff 
law the Damocratic party, under the lead of Presid nt Cleve- 
land, proposes to ‘* repeal those laws which make wages higher” 
in the United States. There can be no mistake about that. In 
urging the passage of this bill the Democrats are seeking to 
‘let wages have their natural place all over the world,” to break 
down the barrier which keeps out the products of European 
pauper and Asiatic coolie labor, to force the wage-earners of 
America to sell their labor in unrestricted competition with 
impoverished and ignorant Europeans and h°lf-naked and half- 
savage Asiatics, who live asthe beasts that perish. Itisastirt- 
ling programme, against which the laboring menof the country 
have risen in indignant protest. 

The Chicago Inter Ocean recently pointed out the startling 
fact that a reduction of 20 per cent in the wages paid in the 
United States means a reduction of the purchasing power of the 
people by $2,000,000,0L0 a year. The figures are beyond com- 
prehension, but they are not beyond the sense of feeling. When 
$2,000,0_0,000is taken from the wages of the artisans and lab rers 
of this country just that much is taken from the stores in which 
food, furniture, clothing, and fuel are sold, and from the trades 
that build houses or that carry goods. When th it immense 
sum is taken out of the stores and officesof the country just that 
much less in value are the o ders given to manufactures, to lum- 
bermen. to coal miuers,and to shippers. When the wage list is 
lower d by 20 per cent times are hard—very hard. 

The frees traders tell us that when the Wilson bill becomes 
law things will mend and prosperity will return. Indeed they say 
that things have already begun to mend, but where or how they 
do not tell us. Toere is no sound reason for the belief that the 
passage of this bill will make times prosperous, and there is cer- 
tainly no ground for belief that times will be as good under 
this bill as they were before the stability of the McKinley liw 
was threatened by the election of a Democratic Presidentand a 
Democratic Congress. 

When the wage fund of this country is reduced by $2,000,000,- 
0°0 a year, affairs cannot prosper. Twenty per cent is the sum 
stated in Dun’s Review as the average reduction of wages in 
s ch mills and factories as have reopened, after a long se:son 
of forced closure, anda 20 per cent reduction all along the line 
is. as before stated, equal to $2,000,000,000. The reopening of 
avenues to labor, even ata 20 per cent reduction of wages, may 
make conditions somewhat better than they now are, but they 
will leave them worse by: the incomprehensible sum of $2,00,- 
000,000 a year than they were before the Democratic pirty fooled 
the workingman by promises of ‘‘an untaxed dinner pail.” 

A REMARKABLE PROPHECY. 

No man had akeener presciencs and a wider intellectual view 
than the late Secretary Blaine. Listen to his remarkable words 
of prophecy uttered before the last Presidential election: 

Llove my country and my countrymen. Iam an American, and I rejoice 
every day of my life thatiam. I enjoy the general prosperi:y of my coun- 
try, ani know that the workingmen of this land are the best p: id, the best 


fed, and the best clothed of any laborers on the face of the earth. Many of 
them have homes of theirown. They are surrounded by all the comforis, 


and many of the luxuries of life. I shudder, however, at the thought that 
the time must come when all this will be changed; when the general pros- 
perity of the country will be destroyed; when the great boy of working- 
men in this land, who are now so prosperous, will hear their wives a d 
children cry for bread; that the day must come when the great factories anu 
manufactories of this land will shu dowa, and where there is now life and 
activity, there will be the silence of thetomb. 

And the reason why this must be is this: The great Southern wing of the 


Democratic party are determined to establish the doctrine of free trade tr, 
this land. They will be assisted by their Northern allies. The tight is nov, 
on. There is a great body of visionary but educated men who are em- 
ployed day by day in writing free-trade essays and arguments in favor of 
that doctrine, which find their way into every newspaper in thisland. The 
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great body of our people have never experienced themselves the rings 
which always result wien the protective princip esare laidaside. Pois i 
and excited by the wild statements of these writers and th emagogic ap 
pea!'s of Democratic speakers, the result WHI be that in the very 1 rfuture 
these forces which are now working will b* strong enougn to defeat at t 
polis the party advocating the doctrine of protection 

it must inevitably follow that uncertainty and doubt will ensue. The 
bus.ness men of the country, fearing the destruction of the principle of pro 
tection, will decline to encagein business, consequently mills will sant down, 
and the workingmen will be thrown out of employment the people will 
then see what tuey have never seen be ore, that they can not be prosperous 
ani have work while this principle is threatened. Inthe midst of their suf 
fering they will learn that the only way they can be prosperous and happy 
is to vote for the party th it has built up the industries by which they have 

because they wil! then see clearly that when the manu 
factory is shut down th-re is no demand for the only thing which they have 
to sell, and that is their labor. 

The fulfillment of that prophecy is threatened to-day. and it 
remains with the Senate of the United States to say whether or 
not it shall be fully consummated. 

All through his speech the Senator from Indiana conveyed the 
idea that the Democratic party is the friead of the laboring man. 
So, too, the United States minister to Hawaii pretended to be 
the friend of the President of that unhappy country. while at 
the same time he was plotting to restore the monarchy. Pro- 
fessions are not enough to satisfy the workingmen of this coun- 
try—they want works as well as faith; practical demonstrations 
as well as theoretical assurances. 

After vigorously denouncing the manufacturers, the men who 
risk their capital to giveemployment to the working classes, the 
Senator from Indiana spoke as follows: 

The farmer, the mechanic, the wage-worker, and the manifold producers 
of every kind come not here; they have neither time nor money to spare 
from their busy, overworked lives; they can not visit the lobules of Con- 
gress to argue their side of the case; their careworn, sunburnt faces have 
never been seen in the purlieus or in the hurried, heaied, anxious haunts of 
unhallowed avarice; their hard, toil-worn hands are not grasped or felt in 
salutation as we struggle through waylaying crowds from committee room 
to the door of the Senate: the labor element, on which protected monopoly 
reys ravenously and unceasingly, is absent from the prec. ncts of this Cap- 
tol, and well the milliona re beneficiaries of protection know that their vic- 
tims on farm, fleld, and ranch, in workshop, mine, and furnace. on railroads, 
rivers, and in every toiling pursuit in which bread is honestly earned, can 
never confront them here and demand a division of time in discussion be 
iore the com ittee. The favorites of fortune, pets of vicious legislation; 
those to whom the Government has farmed out the power of oppression 
over others, take no heed of the rights, the protests, the sufferings, or the 
servitude of the mighty masses who constitute the nation’s strength and 
glory. 

Sir, I can not say whether the Senator from Indiana failed to 
see the delegations of laboring men which actually came to 
Washington, notwithstanding the committees of both Houses 
had notilied them that they would not be heard. Evidently the 
Senator from New Jersey |Mr. MCPHERSON] saw one of those 
del gations, for he is on record as having told them that he 
knows more about the tariff than any other living man. I saw 
several such delegations, and in two instances they had a sub- 
scription list showing that the money was raised to defray the 
expenses by contributions from the operatives in sums of 2 and 
50 cents. 

Very likely the Senator from Indiana did not see them, as he 
was usually behind closed doors, conferring with un entir: ly dif- 
ferent cliss of men. if I mistake not the Sen.tor diasee ad :le- 


gation of working women, but they were received in the Marble 
Room, and there told that they could not be heard by the com- 
mittee. No delegations of laboring men or from labor organi- 


zations in Washington: Why, Mr. President. if they had not 
been told by the Finance Committee to stay at home there would 
have been hundreds of such delegations here. Let tue Senator 
examine the petitions and protests on file in the committee 
room from laboring men and women all over the country, if he 
wents to know what they think of this le islation, and in the 
interests of truth and impartial history | beg of the Senator to 
seek an early opportunity to correct his misstatements on this 
point. 
NOT ALONE OPPOSED BY REPUBLICANS 

Mr. President, this bill is not alone opposed by Republicans 
but is bitterly denounced by leading Democrais and Democratic 
newspapers in all parts of the country. Why, sir, words have 
been spoken against it in this Chamber by distinguished Demo- 
crats which ought toassure its defeat. Never beiore did a meas- 
ure of this kind enco:nter the bitter hostility of a portion of the 
party proposing it that this bill has. 

NEWSPAPER CRITICISM, 

Let us glance at the criticisms of leading newspapers in vari- 
ous sections of the country which supported Mr. Cleveland. 

From the day the bill was presented to the House to the pres- 
ent hour the New York Sun has thundered its anathem: say. inst 
it, recently saying that the charge in the Democratic platform 
that the McKinley law was ‘the culminating atrocity of class 
legislation,” should now be appliéd to the Wilso: bil. That 
great newspaper truly says that it isa bill to make States -Re- 
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publican, and then belabors its party in these words under the 
significant caption ‘‘ Licked all along the line:” 


The map of the late Democratic reverses reaches from Rhode Island to 


New Mexico and Utah. A very large part of the territory is Democratic 
soil taken possession of by the Republican conquerors. In the present con- 
dition of Democratic panic and skedaddie, it is hard to point out any safe 
Democratic ground. Perhaps even Kentucky is Republican to-day. The 
Populists have been swallowed up in the West. The Democrats have been 


swallowed up everywhere, including Queens County. For the present the 
Republicans rule the roost. 

What makes the country Republican? Not the hard times merely or 
rincipally, but the Democratic failure to relieve the hard times by carry- 
g out the Democratic pledge of a constitutional tariff. This country 


might have endured patiently the days of disaster if they were to be fol- 
lowed by increased prosperity, but it is natural that the country should 
kick when the Democracy. having disturbed all branches of industry under 
the pretense of changing radically the system of Federal taxation, caimly 
retains the old protective system. 

All this trouble for nothing. Why not keep the same tariff and let indus- 
try alone, if you were only going to pare and prune the old tariff and the old 
Bystem? If the Democrats have only the Republican tariff with a Populist 


addition to offer, what's the useof voting the Democratic ticket? Soa large 
number of Democrats voted the Republican ticket. or else refused to vote at 
all, for great was their disgust with the Democratic imbecility and double 
dealing at Washington. 

There is no doubt that the majority of Democrats condemn the foreign 
policy of the Adroinistration. Some of them would have taken the oppor- 
tunity to vote the Republican ticket as a means of expressing their aversion 
to that policy. 

Do these latest Democratic reverses come early enough to be a meas of 
grace? Weare afraid not. We are afraid that nothing can putcourage and 
honesty into the cowards and traitors who in one year have brought the 
Democracy from sweeping victory to the verge of defeat as sweeping: and 
that defeat, dishonorable to the intelligence and the moral sense of the 

party. The greatarmy of Democrats is broken and sullen, chafing at the 
ncapable and traitorous chiefs, How shall it be reorganized? How shall 
ruinous defeat be averted? 

‘We know of but one way, if there isany. Reorganize the Democratic con- 
science! 

That, Mr. President, is an utterly hopeless task. 

Under the title, ‘‘ Is this the end?” Henry Watterson, the star- 
eyed apostle of Democracy, discourses in the Louisville Courier- 
Journal, and urges the representatives of his party in Congress 
to ‘‘ have done with cowardice and lying.” Listen to him: 

It is safe to say that whatever act is finally passed will be infinitely more 
objectionable than was contemplated by the darkest forebodings of the 
friends of real reform, and yet, already, we hear it on every hand that, with 
this measure of Democratic stuitification—this finished product of igno- 
rance, cowardice, and corruption—this iniquitous offspring of the biack- 
mailing manufacturer and the political harlot—the whole question must go 
to the rear, making way for other and more urgent and important issues! 


The New York Herald suggests that ‘‘ It would be better for 
the country for Congress to adjourn, go home, and let the Mc- 
Kinley law stand.” The Herald further says: 


The curious compilation reported to the Senate by the Finance Committee 
seems to be satisfactory to nobody. It has been criticised adversely in ail 
quarters. It is not only denounced by the Republicans, but fails to com- 
mand even Democratic support. 


The Cincinnati Enquirer calls the measure ‘‘The Clamor 
Tariff Bill,” and beseeches the Senate to reconstruct the House 
bill, but on what lines does not advise. The Enquirer says 
that the House bill ‘‘is not a measure grounded on ~ ment, 
calmness, and deliberation,” and I will venture to ad that un- 
fortunately the s1me criticism will apply to the bill reported by 
the Senate Committee. 

The Brooklyn Eagle makes use of these words: 


We would rather hive the McKinley law without an income tax than the 
Wilson tariff bill with one. 


The New York World does not like the bill, and comments 
upon it as follows: 


The people of the country should thoughtfully consider what has been 
ing on in the Senate during the last six weeks. o- party’s name has 
n prostituted. Its promises have been treated with contempt. Its urg- 
ing forward march of victory has been tarned backward inaront. The ver- 
dict ef the American people as rendered at the polls has been reversed by 
thronging es and rapacious Senatorial agents of protected indus- 
tries. The clock of reform has been set back by the sugared fingers of its 
pretended friends. 


A Democratic voice comes from Ohio in behalf of sheep hus- 
bandry. Hear the Cleveland Plain Dealer: 


The Plain Dealer bas done its best to make the present tariff bill equitable 
and defensible. It started with the determination to have a bili passed that 
was in the line of historic Democracy: that is, a bill for revenue with inci- 
dental protection. Under that doctrine every industry would be treated 
alike. The Plain Dealer is in favor of a tariff on wool, just as it is in favor 
of a tariff on coai, iron or lead ores, or on steel rails and Wool manufactu:es. 
It considers that injustice to one industry is injustice to all, and that it isa 
great mistake for the Democratic party to make an exception of wool inthe 
iarif bill. The farmers of this country are a pretty intelligent set of men; 
they read the papers: they think for themselves, and the Democrats are 
making a great mistake if they think that the farmers are going to vote 
against what they believe to be for their own interest. It is for these rea- 
sons that we hope the Democrats in Congress will put wool onto the tariff 
list, and treat it fairly side by side with other great foundation industries. 


The Philadelphia Record, a Cleveland independent newspaper, 
under the heading of ‘‘A paralyzed party,” uses this language: 

The interminable conflict over the tariff bill bas disgusted the country and 
paralyzed the Democratic party, which, if it went to ap e.ection now, would 
secure but a corporal’s guard of representatives in Congress. The specta- 
cleof a party which came into — in 1892 with almost unexampied en- 
thusiasm now in the slough of pond because of the selfishness, incapac- 
ity, and narrow-mindedness of its leaders in Congress is not flattering to 
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republican government. The party press, which so vigorously championed 
tarif reform, now importune Congressmen to do anything rather than keep 
up the suspense. 

The Chicago Times declares that: 

The bill is a monstrosity, a libel upon Democracy, an insult to the intelli 
gence of the nation. The best thing the real Democrats in the Senate cando 
is to vote with the Republicans against it. 

The Springfield Republican is in the habit of liking pretty 
much everything that is labeled tariff reform, but it refuses to 
accept this bill, saying: 

After more than four weeks of higglin* over the tariff rates, the Demo- 
cratic majority of the Senate Finance Coiumittee has finally announced its 
bargain, by which Pe edly ail members of the party in the upper branch 
are ready to stand. It is not a good bargain for the country. It is noteven 
afair bargain. 1t comes near being a gross seciional steal. 

The Providence Journal left the Republican party in 1884, and 
has been shouting itself hoarse for tariff reform ever since. But 
it fails to find the genuine article in the Wilson bill, of which it 
says: 

The Democratic Senators in whose charge the Wilson bil] was placed have 
used up more time in mulling over it and tinkering it than was spent in the 
entiredebate in the House that preceded its passage by that body; and dur- 
ing that time, forgetful or rather wilfully ignoring every requirement of 
their party’s platform and the commercial needs of the land, they have given 
ready ear toall sortsof appeals to timidity and demands of selfishness. The 


result of it would be the most outrageous violation of the meaning of words 
to call it a tariff-reform bill. 


The last quotation I wiil give is from the Manchester Union, 
the leading Democratic newspaper of New Hampshire. It ex- 
presses itself in these words: 

The majority of the Senate Finance Committee, after devoting more time 
to the Wilson bill than the House occupied in the discussion of tnat measure, 
has given the results of its laborsto the public. The changes in the bill are 
numerous, and for the most part unsatisfactory and uncalled for. The Wil- 
son bill goes to the Senate in much worse shape than it came from the House. 
Tne principle of free raw materials has been sacrificed to the clamor of local 
interests; duties have been still further reduced in lines which affect im 
portant industries, and it would seem, in short, that wherever the commit- 
tee has touched the bill it has been to make a change for the worse rather 
than for the better. This has been done, too, in the —— of placating a few 
Democratic Senators who had threatened to withhold their support trom the 
bili unless their own selfish demands should be complied with. It appears, 
indeed, to have come now to the question whether tue whole United States 
shall be governed by four or five Southern Senators, who, not even 
representing the whole of the South—in fact but a small minority—have as 
sumed to dictate what shall and what shall not become law. 

Mr. President, that is an interesting collection of Demo- 
cratic opinion on the bill now under consideration. 1t conclu- 
sively shows thatthe Democratic pross of the country is opposed 
to the enactment of this law,and wants it defeated. The peo- 
ple are against it, the press is against it, and every sound eco- 
nomicargument demands that it shall not be allowed to pass the 
Senate. The duty of Republican Senators is plain, and theduty 
of Democratic Senators, especially those from Northern States, 
ought to be equally clear. Will they be equal to the occasion, 
or will they give their votes to the passage of this destructive 
and wicked measure? 

CONCLUSION. 

Sir, the country has had thirteen months of Democratic rule, 
and wherever the electors have spoken they have repudiated 
that party with a unanimity almost unparalleled in American 
history. The laboring masses of the capteial North have set 
their seal of condemnation or. the Wilson bill. They have is- 
sued their mandate to Republican Senators to fight the measure 
unceasinglyand unsparingly. The great North is united to-day 
as it has not been united since the tiag was fired on at Sumter. 
Now, as in that supreme crisis, mechanic, farmer, merchant, 
and manufacturer are standing shoulder to shoulder in defense 
of the welfare and the progress of the nation. Factories are 
idle, homes comfortiess, and wives and children suffering for 
the necessaries of life. 

The wage-earners of the North have decreed the death of the 
Wilson bill, and woe be to the Northern Senator who turnsa deaf 
ear to their demands. When men stand face to face with the 
loss of employment, or with wages reduced to a point barely 
sufficient to give them food and shelter; when they have been 
compelled to eat the bread and wear the clothes of charity be- 
cause of the proposed hostile legislation of a political party, they 
do not stop to ask what ticket they voted last yeir, but ally 
themselves with the party that stands for protection, good wages, 
and or happy and comfortable homes. In this contest I speak 
but for myself when I say thatnoe Tort will be too great, no sac- 
rifice too severe for me to mike to help defeat this bill. I be- 
lieve thatevery consideration of pitriotism, of justice, of respect 
for the popular will, and of regard for the nation’s welfare, de- 
mands that it shall be opposed, resisted, and obstructed at every 

oint. 
: The people demand this: That we shall defend their farms, 
their workshops, and their homes from the blight of this meas- 
ure. For one.I am ready to do anything and everything in my 
wer to beat back this assault upon the industries and the la- 
Se of the country, and { am hopeful that the Senate of the 
United States, mindful of its obligations to the people, will re- 
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fuse to enact into law this wicked and atrocious bill. The Senator 
from New Jersey |Mr. SMrfH]| closed his able speech by saying 
that unless the income-tax feature of the bill is stricken out 
‘6 God save the Democratic party.” I say thatif the bill is passed, 
income tax or no income tux, then God save the industries and 
the labor of this great country. [Applause io the galleries. ] 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. President, the rapid and substantial 

rowth of the State of Michigan in agriculture, mining, and 
manufactures has ben coincident with the policy of protection. 
The people of that State very naturally and very justly are de- 
cidedly opposed to breaking down by legislation, as proposed in 
the Wilson bill, the policy under which their has made 
such marked progre 
monwealth great and its citizens prosperous. 

Michigan, when admitted into the Union in 1837, was twenty- 
sixth in population; in 18v0 it ranked ninth; and the advance in 
material wealth, in educational facilities, and in charitable in- 
stitutions has been even greater. From her mines have come 
riches almost beyond computation, and these treasures have 
been enjoyed as well by the people of other States, who fur- 
nished the capital to develop them or the labor to convert them 
to the uses of civilization. Her public-school system has been 
the mode! for the States which came after her. 

In her great university last year 1,200 young men and women 
from other States and from fourteen foreign countries received 
instruction which cost the State over twice the amount of tui- 
tion fees. Her charitable and penal institutions have often been 
pioneers of their kind. All these establishments, with plants 
valued at nearly $8,000,000 in the aggregate, have been built up 
and maintained by public taxation, and yet the State is free of 
debt. 

To support them in the future, the State must continue to be 
prosperous, and her people must continue to have the opportuni- 
ties for profitable employment. It is because the Wilson bill 
strikes at every one of the great p: oducts of our State that the 
large majority of the people of Michigan, without distinction of 
party, are opposed to that measure. This overwhelming senti- 
ment for the maintenance of the protective policy is no new 
thing with the people of Michigan. From the day the State was 
admitted into the Union, the vote of the Michigan members of 
of the House of Representatives has been given for protection, 
unanimously in a majority of instances, and very nearly so in 
others. In the Fifty-first Congress no Michigan vote is recorded 
against the McKinley bill. 


State 


IRON ORE. 

It was not until the stress and strain of war threw this country 
upon its own resources that Michigan began to give up the raw 
material of industrial progress. The mining region of the upper 
peninsula, thrust upon the unwilling State by Congress, for years 
was an inaccessible wilderness. It was not until 1844 that the 
Government surveyors accidentally discovered indications of 
rich deposits of iron ore, and twelve years elapsed before ship- 
ments began. So late as 1861 the three iron mines of the Lake 
Superior country sent out in the aggregate only 100 tons. 

In 1892 these shipments reached the astounding total of 9,000,- 
000 tons, 7,267.874 tons coming fromthe Michigan mines. FEnor- 
mous as is this produetion, the capacity of the upper peninsula 
is many times greater thanhas#et been demonstrated. Mr. J. 
M. Longyear, one of the most experienced men connected with 
the development of the iron country, states that— 

The greater part of the peninsula isstill a wilderness, and there are many 
miles of iron ore indications yet untouched by miners or explorers. Many 
of these indications are fully as good as those first found on the older 
“RES trowore business of the peninsula multiplied over seven times in the 
eighteen years between 1873 and 1890, and it is safe to say that it may bestill 
multiplied seven times befure the limit of the productive capacity has been 
reached. And when the time comes that new processes shall enable the 
working of the lean ores. Michigan will be able to supply billions of tons of 
ores now neglected by the miner. 

Until the advent of the Wilson bill the mines of Michigan, 
taken asa whole, continued their production alike through times 
of prosperity and years of stagnation in general business; and 
notwithstanding the fact that thousands of workmen, embrac- 
ing all nationalities, have been employed. no general strike and 
none of long duration has occurred. Industrious miners have 
been able to provide well for themselves and their families; they 
are well fed, well housed, and well clothed; they have good 
schools, and it is no rare thing for meu who began life as com- 
mon laborers in the mines to attain wealth and political and 
business influence. 

THB EVFECTS OF THE WILSON BILL. 


The effect on the iron regions made by the Wilson bill is well 
summed up in a leticr addressed to the chairman of the Senate 
Committee on Finance, by Mr. R. P. Tutten, of Iron Mountain, 
Mich. He says: 


We have five mines within the limits of this city capable of producing 
1,560,000 tons of iron ore annually and employing about 3,500 men. For the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


| 


ss in everything which goes to make acom- | 


Bye 
| Gogebic. 


rr 


3899 


past nine months all these miners have been idle; but now (March 3) the 

Pewabic is employing 300 men—less than half its regular force—at a 

tion of 50 per cent in wages. Three thousand p 
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starvation. In a memorial addressed tothe United State 
ate by the citizens of Bessemer, Mich., regardless of party « 
iations, (Senate Missellaneous Document No. 8. Fifty-third ( 


gress, second session) it is stated that during the year !sv2 6, 
men were employed in iron mining in the 

Their average monthly wage earning power was from 
$350,000 to $400,030. In addition 1,000 men found work in tho 
lumber operations connected with the mines. 

The threatened act on of Congress in regard to the tariff 
closed every mine in the Lake Superior country. The expen- 
ditures in Gogebic County for poor purposes increased from le 
than $10,000 in 1892, to over $25,000 in the first eicht mont 
1893, leaving out of the account the hard winter months. Tho 
poor fund was exhausted, the county treasury was emptied, poor 
orders anticipating the future were issued only to become va! 
ueless, because it was a problem whether there would ever be 
future for the county. 

In this extremity the people of Gogebic County drew up : 
statement as to the actual cost of a tonof ironore. Starting with 
the value of iron ore in the ground at 35 cents a ton, it was found 
that the whole cost of a ton of ore delivered at a Lake Erie port 
was $3.96. This does not include the cost of superintendence or 
interest on the capital invested. Yet under pressure te realize 
ore has been solling at $2.75 a ton in Cleveland! 
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PROTEST OF THE PEOPLE OF BE 
Is it any wonder that under the stress of such circumstances 
the citizens of Bessemer, on November 25, 1803, unanimously 
adopted a memorial to Congress, drafted by an equal number of 
Democrats and Repubiicans, asking ‘‘in the name of common 
humanity, in the nime of our desolated homes, and sufferi 
poor, that this nation be not committed toa policy that mu 
rove destructive alike to its industries and to the prosperit 
its people.” 

The intelligent, progressive Lake Superior miner, who |} 
been receiving good wages and has been able to surround him 
self with opportunities for mental improvement, is to be called 
tocompete with the underpaid and ignorant labor of Spain and 
Cuba. 

The great Bilboa district in Spainis sensitive to the slightest 
increase in the demand for iron ore. Only so lately as 1855 the 
output of the Spanish mines was a million tons greater than that 
of the entire Lake Superior district, and in the nine years, from 
1877 to 1835, inclusive, there wus only one year when the Bilboa 
district did notshow agreater output than did the Like Superior 
region. It is true that in 1890 the product of our mines was 
double that of the Spanish; but under either free ore or a low 
tariff wo may expect to see these figures reversed, 

The Michigan ores, with a 75 cent tari Tt, have a small advan 
tage over Cuban ores when laid down in Pittsburg. This after 
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a water carriage of 1,200 miles, which is aboutthe distance from 
Cuba to New York. The hard specular and magnetic ore from 


Cuba has already invaded the Pittsburg market, closing at least 
one Lake Superior mine. 

For years the price of iron ore has n declining, profit 
have been getting less and less, the mines have required more 
and more expensive machinery. The pertinent question forced 
by the Wilson bill is as to what reduction of will be nee- 
essary to enable the Lake Superior mines ‘te with for- 
eign ore which, on afree-ore basis, with wages at the normal 
rates, will drive Lake Superior ore out of every murket east of 
Cincinnati. 

Ii the progress of this country in the manu re of ironand 
steel had been prevented by duties on iron ore, then there might 
be some excuse for reducing or removing those duties; but when 
the policy of protection has been the means of making thi 
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country the greatest producer of iron and steel on the face of 
the globe, there is neither statesmanship nor common sens? in 
making the destructive change contemplated in the Wilson bill. 


COPPER. 
Fostered by a protective tariff, the copper mines of Michigan 
have been developed to a point where this country has become 
a large exporter of that metal. It is worthy of record, how- 
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ever, that the great Calumet and Hecla mine, famous the world 
over not only for the vastne.s of its product, but also for the in- 
telligence and prosperity of itsemploy s, was notdiscovered un- 
til 1463; and that previous to this date copper mining depended 
on chance rather than on science. In time the iron mines of 
Lake Superior will unquestionably outgrow the necessity of 

rotection: but that day has not yet dawned, and should the 
Wilson bill become a law such a consummation must long be 
postponed. 


THE VESSEL INTEREST. 

Another, and a mighty interest, is threatened by the abolition 
or the serivus reduction of the duties onironore. The lake ves- 
sel interest now represent; a capital of over $69,000,000. The 
capital invested in iron-ore docks on Lakes Superior and Mich- 
igan is nearly $11,001,000; and on Lake Evie there is upwards of 
$12,000,000 more. The capital reguired for the rail transporta- 
tion of iron ore alone from the mines to the shipping ports is 
$32,:. 00,000, and from the receiving ports to the mills and fur- 
naces, $26,0L0,000. 

Since the Wilson bill first cast its shadow on the iron in- 
dustry over $200,000,000 0° cxpital, including the money actually 
invested in mining plant, has been unproductive, and 17,000 men 
have been thrown out of work. Shipbuilding has virtually 
come to a standstill, and the loss to the vessel interests alone 
was upwards of $1,100,000 last year. 

The people of Michigan are opposed to any fiscal policy which 
willendanger appropriations for river and harbor improvements. 
The Peninsular State, with its 2.000 miles of coast line, includes 
within its boundaries the great water ways by which many of the 
staple products of this country reach their markets, and these 
water ways the State holds as a trustee for the nation. By im- 
provements begun and carried beyond the point of success under 
State direction freight rates between the East and the West are 
regulated and are being constantly cheapened. 

The Portage and the St. Marys Canals; the locks at Sault Ste. 
Marie, surpassing in size any others inthe world; the Hay Like 
and the T'wenty-FootChannels the St. Clair Flats Canal, and the 
Lime Kiln Crossing, all are within the State of Michigan. Mr. 
William A. Livingstone, of Detroit, has shown thit up to 1891 
the total costofall the riverand harbor improvementson the Great 
Lakes was about $2,000,000, and that the saving in freight rates 
by water carriage when compared with the rates that were 
cereal by the railways amounted in 189) to $147,0v0,000, or over 
five tims the entire cost of the lake improvements. 

Two hundred and sixty freight trains a day would have been 
required to handle the freight carried by lake vessels during 
the season of nivigation in 18v1. 

The policy of internal improvements has had its most signal 
success on the Great Lakes, where there has been provided a 
means of transportation costing in 18:0 only one-ninth the cost 
of the same service by rail, and bringing the farmers of Minne- 
sota in closer proximity to New York than is the farmer of 
Southern Ohio. 

The manu/actures of the east are carried 1,000 miles west at a 
less expense than the same goods can ba shipped 250 miles north 
or south; and thee has been called into being a steim tonnage 
that in 1890 was increased by 40 per cent more than was the steam 
tonnage of th» entire seaboard. Great as these achievements 
are, and beneficial as they have been to both the producer and 
the consumer, the triumphs of the future must far exceed those 
of the p:st, provided we here and now repudiate the policy and 
defeat the bill which aims to produce not a surplus, but a deficit. 

FREE LUMBER BENEFITS CANADA ONLY. 

Doubtless the framers of the Wilson bill thought that by plac- 
ing lumber on the free list they would benefit the farmer and 
the workingman. An examinition of th» prices of lumber as 
given in the report of the Senate i‘inance Committee shows that 
in spite of successive reductions in duties, and also in spite of 
free logs, the price of lumber has steadily advanced. In so far 
as Michigan is concerned, free lumber simply means that the 
Canadian logs which have been rafted across the lakes to be cut 
will hereafter be manufactured in Canada, with a corresponding 
benefit to Canadian labor and detriment to American labor. 

The value of Canadian timber limits will be increased, and the 
price of the product will continue to be held up by means of 
combinations easily formed, because of the great capital re- 
quired for lumbering operations. Michigan has made the record 
of having manufactured enough lumber in the single year 1381 
to house comfortably a million people, or to load a train 2,470 
miles in length: and the product for 1892 (3,794,256,754 feet) was 
but a little more than 100,000,090 feet below that of 1881. Two- 
thirds of the lumber now manufactured in the Saginaw Valley is 
cut from Canadian logs, and free [umber will result in the trans- 
fer of the mills to the Canadian side of Lake Huron. 

Instead of cheapening lumber, therefore, the Wilson bill will 
simply lessen the demand for American labor, to the advan- 
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tage of our neighbors across the border. And just here it may 
be noted that free staves means simply that Ontario will here- 
after be called on to supply tothesugar re inersof New York the 
birrels which h ve hithertocomefrom Michigan. Canad: with 
her cheaper labor and shorter carriige will be able to undersell 
the Michig in stave manufacturers, whose business is conducted, 
as arule, inin and towns, an i whose timver comes from the farm- 
ers. Thus the lumber schedule so fair on its face, becomes sim- 
ply another method for reducing the demand for labor without 
a corresponding diminution of prices. 
FREE SALT. 

Closely allied to the lumber interestisthesaltindustry. Irom 
the days when Great Britain held possession of the lake coun- 
try salt was known to exist in Michigan; but it was not untila 
century later that the manufacture of that article was begun in 
the State. After ten years of discouragement and financial dis- 
aster,in 1870 the manufacture of salt in the Saginaw Valley 
bec me a financial success. The State bent all her legislative 
energies to bring about this result, and the salt manufacturers 
voluntarily taxed themselves to cover the expenses of State in- 
spection. 

Michigan produces about one-half of all the salt manufactured 
in this country,and her salt works have a capacity equal to two- 
thirdsof the American product. Inorder to obtain asy prolit the 
manufacture must be conducted in connection with the lumber 
mills, using for fuel the refuse from the logs, and of late years 
only the salt blocks operated under the most favorable condi- 
tions have been profitable. 

The history of salt prices shows that since 1872, when duties 
were reduced to the present rate of 8 cents a hundred pounds 
in bulk and 12 centsa hundred pounds in packages, the importa- 
tions have decreased by 50 per cent, and the price has dropped 
from $1.46 a barrel to 53 cents, including the cost of the package, 
worth from 20 to25 cents. With thetransferof the lumber mills 
toCanada the manufacture of salt will follow, for the salt deposits 
of Canada are as rich as those of the United States, and England, 
which now controls the trade on the Atlantic coast, will extend 
her markets inland, tothe detriment of the producers and work- 
ers of New York and Michigan. 

THE WOOL INDUSTRY. 

Other Senators, and notably the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
MITCHELL], have given exhaustive attention to the subject of 
the duty on wool, and I need only allude to it brietly. Michi- 
gan, in 188%, was the fourth State in the Union in the production 
of wool, being surpassed by Ohio, California, and Texas. Since 
the census was tiken I believe that Montana has come in ahand 
of our State. The Michigan farmer comes into competition 
with the Australian sheep-raiser, who uses Government lands 
fenced by the Government; whose sheep require no herding, 
and whose only cost of production is the labor of shearing and 
marketing, 

More than one-half the wool now consumed in this country is 
imported either in the form of wool or wvolen goods. The in- 
crease in the world s production of wool between 13t0 and 1885, 
both years inclusive, was ove” 1U) per cent; and it has been the 
experience of the Australian producer that in 1837 his product 
brought scarcely more than was paid for half the quantity in 
1872. 

The increase in the production of foreign wools, and the com- 

rative difference in transportation in favor of the foreign pro- 

ucer who reaches his markets by water, have placed the Amer- 
ican farmer at a disadvantage, even with a rate of duty that is 
seemingly high. To admit wool free could only result in such 
a decline in the American production as would practically ruin 
wool-raising as an industry; and with the decrease in the num- 
ber of sheep would come a corresponding decrease in the de- 
mand for pasturage, hay, and oats, thus increasing the present 
depression in agricultural pursuits. 

AN UNDERSTANDING WITH THE CANADIAN ADMINISTRATION. 

A comparison between the Wilson bill as it comes from the 
House and the new Canadian tariff shows how close an uader- 
standing must have existed between the framers of the two 
measures. In each bill lumber, buckwheit, rye and rye flour, 
and corn are put on the free list when imported irom any coun- 
try which admits these articles free of duty. 

Canada offers to place apples, beans, peas, potatoes, hay, veg- 
etables, and barley on her frea list. wherever any other coun- 
tries do the same; and the Wilsoa bill places apples and peas 
on the free list absolutely. Kyrgs andsalt are made free in both 
countries. and the United Stites offers Canada free oats, oat- 
meal, wheat, and wheat flour in exchange for like favors. Ores 
of metals are on both free lists, and so is wool. 

It is interesting to note that the party in this country which 
is offering these concessions to Canada is the party which has 
denounced the policy of protection as unconstitutional and which 








1894. CONGRESSIONAL 








is now theoretically engaged in making a tariff for revenue only. | 


On the other hand, the party in Canada which is meeting the 
American free trader halt way is avowedly the party of high pro- 
tection and is still engaged in building up what is known in Can- 


ada as the national policy, the one object of which is to make | 


that country independent of the United States. 

The Canadiins have made no mistake. They admit free of 
duties only those commodities in the production of which they 
have so much the advantage of us as to prevent us from enter- 
ing their markets. They secure from us unlimited murkets for 
their nas products. For these favors they give no conces- 
sions in t 
their duties at the prohibitive point, and they even go so far as 
to place a bounty of $2 a ton on pig iron. 

For the past fi. teen years Canada has been pursuing the policy 
of shutting the American farmer and manufacturer out of her 
markets. How successful she was is told by her minister of 
finance in his speech on presenting the new tariff measure. 
1878, says Mr. Foster, the people of the United States found in 
Canada a market for agricultural products and animals and their 
produce to the value of over $16,000,000; in 1893 the entire im- 
ports into Canada of such products amounted to less than $3,000,- 
000. 

Again, in 1877 Canada imported, mainly from this country, 
$13,955,079 worth of flour and grain, including pease. In L&8y3 
thess importat.ops had been cut down to $1,339,429. Only so 
recently as 1859-90 the Canadians took from us $1,734,225 worth 
of bacon, hams and shoulders; last year the amount so imported 
was but $452,312 in value. 

Not only has Canada shut our farmers out of her markets; she 
has also appeared as our competitor in the markets of Europe. 


More than this, she has entered our own markets, and in spite 


of the duties, has firmly established her trade in competition 
with the American farmer in the marts of the United States. 
In 1893 Canada exported horses valued at $1,461,000, of which 
amount the value oi those sent to this country was $1,123.000; 
of $146,000 worth of swine exported we took $133,000 worth; of 


$1,247,000 worth of sheep our share was $1,088,000; of $336,000 | 


worth of wood for wood pulp we took all but $15,000 worth; out 
of a total of $9,640,000 worth of planks and boards exported 
88,313,000 in value came to the United States; Canada sent us 
$554,0°O worth of staves and sent $47,000 to the restof the world; 
and we took $734,000 worth of shingles, or within $15,000 worth 
o! the entire export. 

From Canada we bought last year $324,000 worth of eggs; $52,- 
000 worth of poultry; $246,000 worth of wheat; $151,000 worth 
of oatmeal; $854,000 worth of hay: $78,000 worth of clover and 
grass seed; $259,000 worth of potatoes; $422,000 worth of pease, 
and $228,000 worth of wool. The American farmer is now suf- 
fering from oversupply of his products in the markets of the 
world; and yet the Wilson bill proposes entirely to break down 
the barriers which have to some extent preserved to our own 
people their home markets. 

CANADIAN CHEAP LAND AND LABOR. 


The Canadian farmer has a double advantage over his neigh- 
bor across the border. First, his land is worth much less than 
is the land of his competitor; and, secondly, he pays his labor at 
least 35 per cent less than American labor is paid. Mr. Joseph 
Nimmo, jr., in answer to questions propounded by the Ways 
and Means Committee of the House, has discussed very care- 
fully the question of the comparative costs of production in this 
country and in the Dominion; and the information on which he 
a his conclusions, gathered from abundant sources, was well 
sifted. 

He reached this result: In order toallow the New York farmer 
to compete successfully with the Ontario farmer, the average rate 
of duty on Canadian farm products would have to amount at 
least to 44 per cent, of which 12 per cent represents difference 
in the value of lands, and 32 percent yok the excess labor 
costs in New York. The figures for Michigan would be about 
the same; ae eg | there would not be a smaller discrepancy. 

How cheering, therefore,is the message which the Wilson 
bill brings to the Michigan farmer, who is asked to give his 
Canadian competitor free access to the markets of Detroit, Chi- 
cago, New York, Boston, and Philadelphia, or at best to allow 
a considerable reduction of the now inadequate duties. 

Those persons who have not given careful attention to the 
location of Canada with relation to this country, fail to appre- 
ciate the importance of the competition on the part of the Do- 
minion. The natural course of Canadian trade is southward. 

The maritime provinces are cut off from the remainder of the 
Dominion by the State of Maine, which extends 100 miles north 
of Quebec. New England, witha population about equal to that 
of all Canada, could easily find a market for all the products of 
the maritime provinces, such as lumber, coal, gypsum, grind- 
stones, and fish, and in the light of experience it is safe to say 
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that should the Wilson bill become a law the imports from t 
provinces will be more than doubled. 

Toronto is only 450 miles from New York City, but by Cana. 
dian lines it is over a thousand miles from Halifax, the only 
Canadian port that is open all the year. The distance from St. 
| Pauland Minneapolis to Boston and Portland, Me., by way of 

the Canadian roads is about the same as to New York, Balti- 

more, and Philadelphia. Even now the grain, wool, and other 
products of Michigan find their way by rail to Eastern markets 
across the Province of Ontario, and the roads which bring the 
| goods of the East to our merchants traverse Can idian territory. 

The wheat lands of Manitoba, separated from Ontario by a 
thousand miles of inhospitable country, find a natural outlet at 
St. Paul and Minneapolis: and British Columbis is naturally 
tributary to Portland, Oregon, and to San Francisco. ‘To give 
these Canadian provinces a free or practically free and con- 
venient market for their products, while obtaining nothing in 
return, is not statesmanship, to say the least. 


AN ATTEMPT TO REVIVE THE DISCARDED RECIPROCITY 


hose 


TREATY. 


We are not left to guesswork, nor yet to the figures of Treasury 
experts, to find how the Wilson bill would affect the trade rela- 
tions between this country and Canada. The Wilson bill is a 
virtual attempt to obtain by co ordinate legislation in the two 
countries, the revival of the provisions of the reciprocity treaty 

of is54. Insofar as the pending measure deals with Canada, it 
is open to all the objections which ied to the abrogation of that 
treaty. 

More than this, the settled and avowed policy of Canada now 
| being to build up her own manufactures by shutting out those of 
| Other nations, there is at this time no such excuse for opening 
| our markets to Canada’s natural products as there was in Lsd54, 
when that country imposed but nominal duties on manufactures. 
| The results of the reciprocity treaty, however, should be suffi- 
| cient warning against any endeavor to revive it. 
| The leading feature of the treaty negotiated by Secretary 
| Marey and Lord Elgin was, thatthe natural products of the 
United States and Canada should be admitted to cach country, 
| respectively, free of duty. At the time the treaty took effect 
| (September 11, 1854) Canadian duties on manufactured articles 
| varied from 5 to 124 per cent. Within three years Canada had 
| placed duties of from 62} to 100 per cent on our leading manu- 
| factures. 

The effect of these increases was to cut down our exports to 
that country from over $20,000,000 in 1856 to less than $13,000,- 
000 in 1863. Of the $239,000,000 worth of Canadian products 

| which entered the United States during the continuance of the 

| treaty, 94 per cent came in free, while but 58 per cent of the 
American products sold to Canada crossed the border without 
paying heavy tribute. 

During tne twelve years, while the treaty was in force, the en- 
tire sales of the people of this country to our Canadian neigh- 
bors—free and dutiable goods, domestic products, and foreign 
products re>xported to Canada—aggregated less by $26,000,000 
than the free goods which the Canadians were enabled by the 
treaty to sell to the United States. 

In the ten years from 1851 to 1861 Canada nearly doubled both 
the amount and the value of her improved land; her wheat crop 
increased 78 per cent, and her oat crop 91 per cent; her timber 
advanced more than 50 per cent in value, and her exportsof lum- 
ber were more than doubled. 

Unquestionably the treaty was a decided benefit to Canada, 
and had that country shown the least disposition to extend the 
reciprocity provisions of the treaty to manufactures in addition 
to natural products, that treaty would before this have brought 
about the entire abolition of duties between the two countries, 
to the mutual advantage of both. 

As is was, the Chicago Board of Trade called for a more free 
and liberal treaty; the Milwaukee Chimber of Commerce passed 
resolutions in favor of actual reciprocity, instead of the kind 
brought about by the then existing treaty; the Detroit Board of 
Trade, finding that American manufactures were practically 
shut out of Canada, while Canadian wheat competed on equal 
terms with that of Michigan in the markets of New England, 
favored either a broader treaty or none at all; Oswego declared 
in favor of a customs union. Canada, however, gave no heed to 
these requests, and on March 17, 1867, the treaty was terminated 
at the instance of this Government. Since that time the trade 
relations between the two countries have been most unsatisfae- 
tory. 


BENEFITS OF POLITICAL UNION, 


The question asked a few days ago by the Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr. GRAY] is a pertinent one. How, he inquired, would 
commercial union benefit the farmers of the United States? His 
question is itself an argument against the Wilson bill, since it 


involves the admission that the Wilson bill does harm the Ameri- 
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can farmer by reason of allowing the Canadian products tocome 
into this country free of duty. 

Political union would give to the State of Michigan at least 
one-third more territory in which to sell manufactures, and this 
building up of manufactures would in itseif create a greater 
market for agricultural produce. The city of Detroit stretches 
for 8 miles along the river, and 4 miles from the center of the 
city land is worth $3,00) an acre for manufacturing purposes, 
while Canadian land across the three-quarters ofa mile of water 
is worth less than $300 an acre. Political union would change 
all this, building up on both sides of the strait the commercial 
facilities which proximity to navigable water brings about. 

It is absurd that a stream which forms the highway of a com- 
merce equal in tonnage to th:tentering the portsof Londonand 
Liverpool! combined should form a commercial barrier batween 
the United States and Cunada greater than the Rocky Mount.ins 
ever formed between the Pacitic coast and the remainder of the 
country. The manufacture; of Detroit, representing a capital 
of over $45,000,000, and paying annual wages in excess of $18,- 
000,000, are shut outof a territory to which nature has furnished 
the easiest possible access; but to the products of Canada the 
doors are to be opened! 

It is too much the custom in this country to bslittle the re- 
sources and capabilities of our vigorous andenterprising neigh- 
bor on the north. Cu.nada is neurly as large as all of Europe, 
and contains more than one half the fresh waters of the globe, 
with thousands of miles of coast lines. Her wheat area for the 
highest grades of grain is nearly four times as large as that of 
the United States. Her inexhaustible fisheries, her wealth of 
timber, the coal of Nova Scotia, and the immense deposits of 
iron ore in Ontario and Quebec, a!l await only the free markets 
of this country for their development. 

Those markets the Wilson bill proposes toopen; and none are 
more surpris -d at the offer than are the Unionists of Canada. 
Mr. Elgin Meyers, Q.C., of Toronto, in an address delivered be- 
fore the Michigan Club, on May 24, 1893, said: 

Reform politicians are now telling the people of Canada that thore is, with 
the present Cleveland Administration, a chance of destroying the tariff wall 
that separates Canada from the United States. Well— 

He continues— 
if you are wiliing to give Canadians all the benefits of the American conti- 
nent without their assuming any of its responsibilities, it will be another 
indication that you are a gre ut-heacted people; and no one would rejoice if 
pro. pority should follow more than the Unionists of Canada; but it would 
post sone union for some time. 

In the short and sharp political battle that was fought in Can- 
ada in 1890, the Tories took their stand for reciprocity with the 
United Stxtes, limited to the natural products of both countries. 
The Liberals were beaten only by # narrow m jority on the issue 
that the custom-houses along the borderfrom the Atlantic to the 
Pacific be abolished, and that a uniform tariff be made for bota 
countries. 

Ttis political, notcommercial, union that promises the greatest 
advantage to goth countries; for the American lives only under 
his own flag, ad until it leads the way across the border, Can- 
ada, with all her undeveloped wealth, has no charms for him. 
But political union would dot Canada with American cities, on- 
larging our markets and augmenting the opportunities for em- 
ployment. 

TUR ULTIMATE DESTINY OF CANADA. e 

On two oceasions the best portion of Canada was almost in the 
grasp of the United States. In 1770 the Congress sent to our 
minister to Franco an ultimatum that the new boundaries of 
this country should be run so as to bring the present Province 
of Ontario within our limits. Again, in }412, nothing but as- 
tounding cowardice on the part of Gen. Hull prevented the con- 
quest of that country, whose inhabitants were not unwilling to 
become American citizens. Some daythe failures of diplomacy 
and the b unders of war will be retrieved. 

No Americ in cin doabt that the ultimate destiny of Canada 
is to become a part of the United States. That day will bea 
welcome one to the peop'e of Michigan, who are now hemmed 
in on the erst by a territory with which there are no fair ex- 
changes. ‘Te the people of the Dominion, aiso, a union with the 
United States would be advantageous in the highest degree. 
They would awake to find themselves wealthy and prosperous 
beyond all present possibilities. 

o the dreamers of a great northern empire, the lovers of polit- 
ical power for its own sake, to the Tory party of Canada, annex- 
wtion means annihilation. To them in theirextromity the Wil- 
son bill comes —as it comes to every foreign nation—bringing 
joy in the prospect of larger markets and greater profits, while 
to our own people its portion is smaller wages and restricted 
activities. 

Our civilization has reached the point at which that man may 
be counted happy who is sure of sands ene and ade- 
quate pay. The exceptionally strong make their own way 
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to the front; but society estimates its distance from the bruto 
creation by the measure of its success in overcoming the law of 
the survival of the fittest. It may be a question as to how far 
this Government or any government should go in legislating 
to furnish work for its citizens; but there should be no question 
that to close up the avenues of employment already created is 
vicious legislation. 

Thirty years of hard labor has made Michigan the leader 
among the States in the productior of iroa ore, lumber, and 
salt; for ten years her yield per acre of wheat, oats, corn, bar- 
ley, buckwheat, and hay has been unsurpassed; in the produc- 
tion of wool she stands fourth, and in vessel tonnage she is sur- 
passed only by New York State, with her combined ocean and 
lake trattic. Each and every one of these industries—with oth- 
ers equally important although perhaps less conspicuous—is 
threatened bythe Wilson bill. As the result of a popular wave 
that has already receded the people of Michig in are to be left 
stranded amid the wreck of their industries. Is itstrange then 
that from every part of the State, and from Democrats as well 
| as Republicans, comes the demand to defeat the Wilson bill. 
| Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I have agreed, with the consent 
the — to yield the floor to the Senator from Oregon | Mr. 

OLPH]. 

Mr. DOLPH addressed the Senate. After having spoken 
thirty-five minutes, 

Mr. QUAY (at 5 o'clock p. m.). Mr. President—— 

Mr. DOLPH. I will be through on this point in a moment. 

Mr. QUAY. Does the Senator from Oregon desire to con- 
clude it this evening? 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to finish my statement of tho 
census figures. 

Mr. CULLOM. It is 5 o’clock. 

_Mr. DOLPH. Very well; I will yield at this time and retain 
the floor for to-morrow. 
{[Mr. DoLPH’s speech will bo published entire after it shail 
have been concluded. } 


AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 


Mr. GRAY. I desire to give notice of a motion to amend the 
rules of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Tho notice will be read. 

Tne Secretary read as follows: 


I hereby give notice that 1 shall move to amend the standing rules of the 
Senate, by adding as an additional paragraph to Rule XLX the following: 

‘4. No Senator shall read a speech, nor shall he read from any book or 
paper except it may be to quote an authority or illustrate a point or argu- 
ment which he is making, without unanimous consent." 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment of the 
rules will be referred to the Committee on Rules. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. BR. 6055) to authorize the ecenstruction of a bridge 
over the Monongahela River in the city of Pittsburg, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After fourteen minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 
o’clock and 15 minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to- 
morrow, Saturday, April 21, 1894, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate April 20, 1894. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. : 
Cavalry arm. 


First Lieut. James Lockett, adjutant Fourth Cavalry, to be 
captain, April 14, 189}, vice Wo d, Fourth Cavalry, deceased. 

Seeond Lieut. Thomas H. Slavens, Fourth Cavairy, to be first 
lieutenant, April 15, 1894, vice Hodgson, Sixth Cavalry, ap- 
pointed assistant quartermaster. 

To rank from February 27, 1890; 


To be brigadier-general by brevet. 


Maj. Edwin C. Mason, Twenty-first Infantry, brevet colonel 
United States Army now colonel Third Infantry), for gallant 
and meritorious service ‘in action against Indians in the Lava 
Beds, California, April 17,1873, and for gallant service in action 

ainst Indians at the Clearwater, Idaho, July 1! and 12, 1877. 
oe Col. William B. Royal, Third Cavalry, brevet colonel 
United States Army (now colonel retired), for gallant service in 

against Indians on Rosebud Cre2k, Montana, on June 17, 
1876. 











1894. 








Capt. Guy V. Henry, Third Cavalry, brevet colonel Unitea | 


States Army (now lieutenant-colonel Seventh Cavalry), for gal- 
lant and meritorious service in action against Indians on Rose- 
bud Creek, Montana, June 17, 1876, where he was severely 
wounded. 

Maj. Andrew W. Evans, Third Cavalry, brevetcolonel United 
States Army (now lieutenant-colonel retired), for gallant serv- 
ice in action against Indians at Big Dry Wash, Arizona, Juiy 17, 
1882. 

Maj. John Green, First Cavalry, brevet lieutenant-colonel 
United States Army (now lieutenant-colonel retired), for wal- 
lant service im action against Indians in the Lava Beds, Califor- 
nia, January 17, 1873, and for conspicuous gallantry in the sev- 
eral actions during the Modoc war. 

Maj. Lewis Merrill, Seventh Cavalry, brevet colonel Unite: 
States Army (now lieutenant-colonel retired) for gallant servic« 
inaction against Indians at Canon Creek, Montana, September 
13, 1877. 

Capt. Frederick W. Benteen, Seventh Cavalry, brevet colonel 
United States Army (now major retired), for gallant service in 
action against Indians on the Little Big Horn, Montana, June 
25 and 2s, I87ti, and in action against Indians at Canon Creek, 
Montana, September 13, 1877 


] 


Si te 
To be colonel! by brevet. 


Maj. Charles E. Compton, Sixth Cavalry, brevet lieutenant- 
colonel United States Army (now colonel Fourth Cavalry), for 
distinguished service in leuding a cavalry battalion in a gallant 
and succes-ful charge in action against Indians on the Red 
River, Texas, August 30, 1874. 


United Stat s Army (now colonel Third Cavalry), for gallant 
servicein action against Indians at Slim Buttes, Dakota, Sep- 
tember 9, 1576. 

Maj. John Green, First Cavairy, brevet leutenunt-colonel 


United States Army (now licutenant colonel retired), for gallant | 


service in action against Indians at Mount Turnbull, Arizona, 
April 30, 1869. 

Capt. Marcus P. Mil 
colonel United States Army (now maor Fifth Artillery), for 


} 
ie 


lant and meritorious service in action against Indians in the | 


wa Beds, California, April 17, 1873, and for special gallantry 
and military ability in action against Indians at the Clearwater, 
Idaho, July 11 and 12, 1877. 

Capt. George M. Randall, Twenty-third Infantry, brevet major 
United States Army (now major Fourth Infantry), for gallant 
service in action against [Indians near Pinal, Ariz.. March 3, 
1874, and for distinguished services during the campaign against 
Indians in Arizona in 1874. 


To be lieutenant-coloncl by brevet. 


Maj. George M. Sternberg, surgeon (now brigadier-general, 
Surgeon-General), for gallant service in the performance of his 
eee duty under fire, in action against Indians, at the 

learwater, Idaho, July 12, 1877. 

Capt. David S. Gordon, Second Cavalry, brevet major, United 
States Army (now colonel Sixth Cavalry), for gallant service in 
actionagainst] ndians at Miner's Delight, Wyoming, May 4, 1870. 

Capt. George M. Brayton, Eighth Infantry, brevet major, 
United States Army (now colonel retired), for gallant service in 
actions against Indians in Arizona, June 25, 1875, July 4, 1875, 
January 10, 1877, January 21, 1877, and January 30, 1877. 

Capt. James S. Casey, Fifth Infantry, brevet ma‘or, United 
States Army (now lieutenant colonel First Infantry), for con- 
spicuous gallantry in leading his command in asuceessful charge 
against a superior number: of Indians, strongly posted, at Wolf 
Mountain, Montana, Janvary 8, 1877. 

Capt. Richard Comba, Seventh Infantry, brevet. major, United 
States Army (now lieutenant colonel Twelfth Infantry), for gal- 
lant service in actions against Indians at the Big Hole, Mon- 
tana, August 9, 1877. 

Capt. John M. Bacon, Ninth Cavalry, brevet major United 
States Army (now lieutenant-colonel First Cavalry), for gallant 
service in the actions against Indians on the Rio Pecos, Texas, 
Juno 7, 1869, and near the headwaters of the Salt Fork of the 
Brazos River, Texas, October 23 and 2), 1869. 

Capt.Curwen B. McLellan, Sixth Cavalry, brevetm~jor, United 
States Army now lieuten :nt-eolonel retired), for gallant service 
in action against Indians in the San Andreas Mountains, New 
Mexico, April 7, 1880, and in action against Indians near Red 
River, Indian Territory, August 30, 1874. 

Capt. George M. Randall, Twenty-third Infantry, brevet major, 
United States Army (now major Fourth Infantry), for gallant 
service in actions against Indiansat Turret Mountain, Arizona, 
March 27, 1873, and at Diamond Butte, Arizona, April 22, 1873. 

Capt. John A. Kress, Ordnance Department, brevet major 


r, Fourth Artillery, brevet lieutenant- | 





i 
j 





| Stat 
Capt. Anson Mills, Third Cavalry, brevet lieutenant-colonel | 
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United States Army (now major Ordnance Department), for gal- 
lant service in action against Indians on the Columbia Liver, 
Oregon, July 8, 1878. 

Capt. Adna R. Chaffee, Sixth Cavalry, brevet major United 
States Army (now majer Ninth Cavalry), for gallant service in 
leading a cavalry charge over rough and precipitous bluffs held 


by Indians on the Red River, lexas, Auvcust 30, 1874, and for 
gallant service in action against Indinns at the Big Dry Wash, 


Arizona, July 17, I-82. 





Capt. James Jaekson, First Cavalry, brevet major United 
States Army (now major Second Cavalry), fer gallantand meri- 
torious service in action against Indians during the Modoe v 
especially in the action on Lost River, Oregon, November 29, 


ini, and for gallant service in action against Indians at tl 
Clearwater, Idaho, July 12, 1877. 

Capt. Wirt Davis, Fourth Cavairy, brevet ma‘or United States 
Army (now major Fifth Cavatry) for gailant service in action 


against Indians on the North Fork of Red River, Texas, Sep- 
tember 29, 1872, and in action against Indians in the Big Horn 
Mountains, Montana, November 2), 1876. 

First Lieut. John B. Babeoek, Fifth Cavalry, brevet major 
United States Army (now majorand assistant ad jutint-gen>ral), 
for gallant service in actions against Indians at Tonto Creek, 
Arizona, June 16, 1873, and at Four Peaks, Arizona, 
16, 1874, 

Maj. Alfred E. Latimer, Fourth Cavalry (now major retired 
for ga' lant service in action against Indians on the 
of Red River, Texas, September 2), 1872. 

Capt. Tullius C. Tupper, Sixth Cavalry, brevet ma‘or, United 
es Army (now ma or retired), for gallant service in success- 
fully leading a cavalry charge against Indians in the action on 
Red River, Texas, August 30, S74. and for ga lant service in ac- 
tion against Indians at the Las Animas Mountains, N Mex- 
ico, April 28, 1882. 

Capt. Wyllys Lyman, Fifth Infantry, brevet ma‘or, United 
States Army (now ma‘or retired), for gallant service in the ae 
tions against Indians on the Upper Washita River, Texas, Sep 
tember ¥, 10, and i1, 1874. 

Cpt. James M. Bell, Seventh Cavalry, br 
Stat s Army, for gallant service in action 
Canon Creek, Moniana, September 13, 1877. 

Pirst Lieut. Allan H. Jaekson, Seventh Infantry, brevetmajor, 
United States Army ‘now captain, Seventh Infantry 
fant service in acticn against Indians att 
August 9. L877. 

birst Lieut. Charles C. Cresson, First Cavalry, brevet major, 
United States Army (now first lieutenant, retived), for gallant 
and meritorious service in action against Indians at the Lava 
Beds, California, April 17, 1873, and for gallant service in action 
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against Indians at Camas Meadows, Idaho, August 20, 1877. 
To he major by brevet. 
Capt. Henry C. Hasbrouck, Fourth Artillery (now major 


Fourth Artillery), for gallant serviee in action against Indians 
at Serass Lake. California, May 10, 1873. 

Capt. Simon Snyder, filth Infantry (now colonel Nineteenth 
Infantry), for gallant service in action against Indians at Bear 
Paw Mountain, Montana, September 0, L877. 

Capt. Evan M.les, Twenty-first Infantry | now lieutenant-col- 
one! Twentieth Infantry), for gallant servico in action against 
Indians at the Clearwater, Idaho, July Li and 12, L877, and against 
indians at the Umatilla Ageney, Oregon, July 13, 1878. 

Capt. Edmond Butler, Fifth infantry (now Lieutenant-colonel, 
retired), for conspicuous gallantry in leading his command ina 
success{ul charge against a superior number of Indians, strongly 
posted, at Wolf Mountain, Montana, January 8, S77. 

Capt. Henry McElderry, assistant surgeon (now major, sur 
geon), for gallant service in action against Indians at the Lava 
Beds, California, January 17, 1473, and fer meritorious services 
in action against Indians near the Double Mountain Fork of the 
Brazos River, ‘Texas, May 7, 1869. 

Capt. Thomas McGregor, First Cavalry (now major Second 
Cavalry), for gallant service in action against Indians at the 
Santa Maria Mountains, Arizona, May 6, 1873. 

Capt. Henry Carroll, Ninth Cavairy (now major First Cav- 
alry), for gallant service in action agiinst Indians on the Main 
Fork of the Brazos River, Tex»s, September 11, 186, and against 
Indians in the San Andreas Mountiins, New Mexico, April 7, 
13-0, where he was severely wounded. 

Capt. William A. Ratferty, Sixth Cavalry (now major Second 
Cavairy), for gallant s:rvice in actions agxinst Indians on the 
Little Wichita River, Texas, October 5, 1870, and in the Hatchet 
Mountains, New Mexico, April 28, 1882. 

Capt. Emil Adam, Fiith Cavalry (now major, retired), for gal- 
lant service in action against Indians at Muchos Canons, Ari- 
zona, September 25, 1872, 
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Capt. Myles Moylan, Seventh Cavalry (now major, retired), 
for gallant service in action against Indians at Bear Paw Moun- 
tain, Montana, September 3, 1877, where he was severely 
wounded. 

Capt. Camillo C. C. Carr, First Cavalry (now major Eighth 
Cavalry), for gallant service in action against Indians at Camas 
Mexdows, Idaho, August 20, 1877. 

Capt. Ezra P. Ewers, Fifth Infantry (now major Ninth In- 
fantry), for gallant service in action against Indians under Crazy 
Horse on the Tongue River, Montana, January 8, 1877. 

Capt. James N. Wheelan, Second Cavalry (now major Eighth 
Cavalry), for gallant service in action against Indians on the 
Rosebud, Montana, May 7, 1877. 

Capt. Adam Kramer, Sixth Cavalry (now major Sixth Cav- 
alry), for gallant service in actions against Indians at Ash 
Creek, Arizona, May 6, 1880, and at Big Dry Wash, Arizona, 
July 17, 1882. 

Capt. Robert H. Montgomery, Fifth Cavalry (now major, re- 
tired), for gallant service in action against Indians at Muchos 
Canons, Arizona, September 25, 1872, and in a scout made by 
him through Tonto Basin, Arizona, during the months of No- 
vember and December, 1874. 

Capt. Charles W. Miner, Twenty-second Infantry, for gallant 
service in action against Indians at Spring Creek, Montana, Oc- 
tober 15 and 16, 18/6. 

First Lieut. Frank D. Baldwin, Fifth Infantry (now captain 
Fifth Infantry), for a gallant and successful attack on Sitting 
Bulls camp of Indians on Big Dry River, Montana, December 
18, 1876, and for conspicuous gallantry in action against Indians 
at Wolf Mountain. Montana, January 8, 1877. 

First Lieut. John G. Bourke, Third Cavalry (now captain 
Third Cavalry) for gallantry in an attack on Indians on Powder 
River, Montana, March 17, 1876, and in action against Indians 
on Rosebud Creek, Montana, June 17, 1876. 

First Lieut. John L. Bullis, Twenty-fourth Infantry (now cap- 
tain Twenty-fourth Infantry), for gallant service in action 
against Indians near Saragossa, Mex., July 30, 1876, and in ac- 
tion against Indians in the Burro Mountains, Mexico, May 3, 1881. 

Capt. James M. J. Sanno, Seventh Infantry, for gallant service 
in action against Indians at the Big Hole, Montana, August 9, 
1877. 

Capt. Alexander B. MacGowan, Twelfth Infantry, for gallant 
service against Indians in their attack on Fort Apache, Ariz., 
September 1, 1881. 

Capt. Charles Porter, Eighth Infantry, for gallant service in 
actions against Indians in Arizona, August 15, 1876, October 4, 
1876, and January 7, 1878, and in action against Indians in Ari- 
zona, April 3, 1878, 

Capt. Mott Hooton, Twenty-second Infantry, for gallant serv- 
ice in action against Indians at Spring Creek, Montana, October 
15 and 16, 1876, 

Capt. Constant Williams, Seventh Infantry, for gallant sery- 
ice in action against Indians at the Big Hole, Montana, August 
9, 1877, where he was twice wounded. , 

Capt. Stephen FP. Jocelyn, Twenty-first Infantry, for conspic- 
uous gallantry in action against Indians at the Clearwater, Idaho, 
July 11 and 12, 1877. 

Capt. Henry J. Nowlan, Seventh Cavalry, for gallant service 
- —* against Indians at Canon Creek, Montana, September 

3, 1877. 

Capt. Edward S. Godfrey, Seventh Cavalry, for gallant service 
in action against Indians at Bear Paw Mountain, Montana, Sep- 
tember 30, 1877, where he was wounded. 

Capt. Charles A. Coolidge, Seventh Infantry, for gallant serv- 
ice in action against Indians at the Big Hole, Montana, August 
9%, 1877, where he was three times wounded. * 

First Lieut. Mason Carter, Fifth Infantry, brevet captain, 
United States Army (now captain Fifth Infantry), for gallant 
service in action against Indiansat Bear Paw Mountain, Mon- 
tana, September 30, 1877. 

Capt. Charlee A. P. Hatfield, Fourth Cavalry, for gallant serv- 
ice in action against Indians in the attack on Geronimo’s camp, 
in the Santa Cruz Mountains, in Mexico, May 16, 1885. 

First Lieut. Henry Romeyn, Fifth Infantry, brevet captain, 
United States Army (now captain Fifth Infantry), for gallant 
service in action against Indians at their village in Bear Paw 
Mountain, Montana, September 30, 1877, where he was severely 
wounded. 

Capt. Stephen G. Whipple, First Cavalry (now captain re- 
tired), for gallant service in action against Indians at the Clear- 
water, Idaho, July 11 and 12, 1877. 

Capt. Alfred B. Taylor, Fifth Cavalry (now captain — 
for gallant service in action against Indians at the Caves, Ar 
zona, December 28, 1872. 

Capt. Robert Pollock, Twenty-first Infantry (now captain re- 
tired), for marked bravery and gallant service in ag*ion against 
Indians at the Clearwater, Idaho, July 11 and 12, 147. 
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Capt. Charles Bendire, First Cavalry (now captain retired), 
for gallantservice in action against the Indians at Canyon Creek, 
Montana, September 13, 1877. 

Capt. Eugene A. Bancroft, Fourth Artillery (now captain re- 
tired), for gallant service in actions against Indians at Clear- 
water, Idaho, July 11 and 12, 1877, where he was severely 
wounded. 

Capt. Randolph Norwood, Second Cavalry (now captain re- 
tired , for gallant service in action against Indians at Camas 
Meadows, Idaho, August 20, 1877, and for gallantry in action 
against Indians on the Rosebud, Montana, May 7, 1877. 

Capt. Lemuel A. Abbott, Sixth Cavalry (now captain, retired), 
for gallant service in action against Indians at Big Dry Wash, 
Arizona, July 17, 1882. 

Second Lieut. Edmund R. P. Shurly, Twenty-seventh Infantry, 
brevet captain, United States Army (now first lieutenant, re- 
tired), for gallant service in the successful defense of a Govern- 
ment supply train against a large force of Indians, near Goose 
Creek, Dakota, November 4, 1867, where he was severely 
wo inded. 

Capt. Arthur Morris, Fourth Artillery (since deceased), for 
gallant service in actions against Indians at the Clearwater, 
Idaho, July 11 and 12, 1877. 

Virst Lieut. Patrick Cusack, Ninth Cavalry, brevet captain, 
United States Army (since deceased), for gallant service in ac- 
tion against Indians in the San Andreas Mountains, New Mex- 
ico, April 7, 1880. 





To be captain by brevet. 


First Lieut. Charles P. Eagan, Twelth Infantry (now major, 
commissary of subsistence), for gallant service in action against 
Indians in the Lava Beds, California, April 17, 1873, where he 
was wounded. 

First Lieut. Charles F. Humphrey, Fourth Artillery (now 
major, quartermaster), for gallant service in action against In- 
dians at the Clearwater, Idaho, July 11, 1877. 

First Lieut. Charles A. Woodruff, Seventh Infantry (now 
major, commissary of subsistence), for gallant service in action 
against Indians at the Big Hole, Montana, August 9, 1877, where 
he was three times wounded. 

First Lieut. Frank D. Baldwin, Fifth Infantry (now captain 
Fifth Infantry), for gallant service in actions against Indianson 
the Salt Fork of the Red River, Texas, August 30, 1874, and on 
McLellan's Creek, Texas, November 8, 1874. 

First Lieut. Wiiliam Conway, Twenty-second Infantry (now 
captain, Twenty-second Infantry), for gallant service in action 
a Indians at Spring Creek, Montana, October 15 and 16, 

mo. 

First Lieut. William A. Thompson, Fourth Cavalry (now cap- 
tain Fourth Cavalry), for gallant service in actions against In- 
dians in the cafion near Red River. Texas, September 27 and 28, 
1874, and at Las Lagunas Quatro, Texas, November 5, 1874. 

First Lieut. Joshua W. Jacobs, Seventh Infantry ‘now captain 
and assistant quartermaster), for gallant and meritorious serv- 
ices in reconnoissance and action against Indians at the Big 
Hole, Montana, August 8 ard 9, 1877. 

Secoud Lieut. John G. Bourke, Third Cavalry (now captain, 
Third Cavalry), for gallant service in action against Indians at 
the Caves, Arizona, December 28, 1872, and in the campaign 
against Indians in Arizona, April, 1873. 

First Lieut. Hiram H. Ketchum, Twenty-second Infantry (now 
captain Twenty-second Infantry), for gallant service in action 
against Indians near the mouth of the Big Horn River, Montana, 
August 11, 1873. 

First Lieut. Abram E. Wood, Fourth Cavalry (since deceased), 
for gallant service in actions against Indians at Sand Creek, 
Kans., September 21, 1878, and at Punished Women's Fork, Kans., 


‘September 27, 1878. 


First Lieut. Eugene D. Dimmick, Ninth Cavalry (now captain 
Ninth Cavalry), for gallant service in action against Indians in 
the Black Range Mountains, New Mexico, September 23, 1879. 

First Lieut. Earl D. Thomas, Fifth Cavalry (now captain, Fifth 
Cavalry), for gallant service in action against Indians at The 
Caves, Arizona, December 28, 1872, and for distinguished serv- 
ices in the campaign against Indians in Arizona, April, 1874. 

First Lieut. Martin &. Hughes, Ninth Cavalry (now captain 
Ninth Cavalry), for gallant service in action against Indians in 
the San Andreas Mountains, New Mexico, April 7, 1880. 

First Lieut. Henry W. Sprole, Eighth Cavalry (now captain 
Eighth Cavalry), for gallant service in the pursuit of Indians 
on the Washita River, Texas, October 14 and 15, 157+, and in 
the action against Indians on Muster Creek, Texas, November 


29, 1874. 

First Lieut. William C. Manning, Twenty-third Infantry (now 
captain Twenty-third Infantry), for gallant service in action 
against Indians at Mazatzal Mountains, Arizona, December 13, 
1872. 








1894. 








First Lieut. John L. Bullis, Twenty-fourth Infantry (now cap- 
tain Twenty-fourth Infantry), for gallant service in actions 
against Indians at Remolina, Mexico, May 18, 1873, and on the 
Pecos River, Texas, April 26, 1875. 

First Lieut. Walter S. Schuyler, Fifth Cavalry (now captain 
Fifth Cavalry), for gallantry in action against Indians in the Big 
Horn Mountains, Montana, November 25, 1876. 

First Lieut. Benjamin C, Lockwood, Twenty-second Infantry 
(now captain Twenty-second Infantry), for gallant service in 
action against Indians atSpring Creek, Montana, October 15 and 
16, 1876. 

First Lieut. William F. Stewart, Fourth Artillery (now cap- 
tain Fourth Artillery), for gallant service in action against 
Indians at the Clearwater, Idaho, July 11 and 12, 1877 

First Lieut. Peter Boehm, Fourth Cavalry (now captain re 
tired), for gallant service in action against Indians on the Brazos 
River, Texas, October 28 and 29, 1869; for special gallantry in 
action on the same river, October 10, 1871, and for gallant con- 
duct in action against Indianson the Red River, Texas, Septem- 
ber 29, 1872. 

First Lieut. John Lafferty, Eighth Cavalry (now captain re- 
tired), for gallant service in actions against Indians in the Black 
Slate Mountains, Nevada, February 15, 1867, and in the Chiric- 
ahua Pass, Arizona, October 20, 1869, where he was severely 
wounded. 

First Lieut. Robert McDonald, Fifth Infantry (now captain 
retired), for conspicuous gallantry in leading his command in a 
successful charge against Indians, strongly posted, at Wolf 
Mountain, Montana, January 8, 1877. 

First Lieut. James H. Spencer, Thirtieth Infantry (now cap- 
tain retired), for gallant service in action against Indians near 
Fort Fred Steele, Wyo., March 22, 1869. 

First Lieut. Byron Dawson, Ninth Cavalry (now captian re- 
tired), for gallant service in the actions against Indians on the 
Rio Pecos, Texas, June 7, 1869, and on the Brazos River, Texas, 
October 28 and 29, 1869. 

First Lieut. Charles King, Fifth Cavalry (now captain retired), 


for gallant and distinguished service in action against Indians | 


near Diamond Butte, Arizona, May 21, 1874. 

First Lieut. Max Wesendorff, First Cavalry (now captain re- 
tired), for gallant service in action against Indians at Squaw 
Peak, Arizona, September 30, 1872. 

First Lieut. Gilbert E. Overton, Sixth Cavalry (now captain 
retired), for gallant service in leading a cavalry charge in the 
action against Indians on McLellansCreek, Texas, November 8, 
1874, 

First Lieut. Henry M. Benson, Seventh Infantry (now captain 
retired), for gallant service in action against Indians at Camas 
Meadows, Idaho, August 20, 1877, where he was severely 
wounded, 

First Lieut. John Conline, Ninth Cavalry (now captain retired), 
for gallant service in action against Indians in the San Andreas 
Mountains, New Mexico, April 7, 1880. 

First. Lieut. Oskaloosa M. Smith, Twenty-second Infantry (now 
captain and commissary of subsistence), for gallant service in 
action against Indians at Spring Creek, Montana, October 15 
and 16, 1876. 

First Lieut. Peter Leary, jr., Fourth Artillery (now captain 
Fourth Artillery), for gallant and meritorious service in actions 
against Indians in the Lava Beds, California, April 15 and 16, 
1873. 

First Lieut. Abiel L. Smith, Fourth Cavalry (now captain and 
commissary of subsistence), for gallant service in the campaign 
against Geronimo’s band of Indians in Sonora, Mexico, from July 
to September, 1886. 

First Lieut. Sydney W. Taylor, Fourth Artillery (now captain 
Fourth Artillery), for gallant and meritorious conduct in actions 
against Indians during the Modoc War of 1873. 

First Lieut. James W. Watson, Tenth Cavalry, for gallant serv- 
ice in action against Apache Indians, near Salt River, Arizona, 
March 7, 1890. 

First Lieut. Granville Lewis, Fifth Infantry (now first lieuten- 
ant, retired), for gallant service in action against Indians on the 
Upper Washita River, Texas, September 9, 1874, where he was 
severely wounded. 

First Lieut. George Albee, Forty-first Infantry (now first lieu- 
tenant, retired), for gallant service in the actions against Indians 
on the Brazos River, Texas, September 16, 1869, 5nd. Cstober 28 
and 29, 1869. 

First Lieut. Robert H. Fletcher, Twenty-first Infantry (aow 
first lieutenant, retired), for gallant service in actions against 
Indians at the Clearwater, Idaho, July 11 and 12, 1877. ané@ at 
Canon Creek, Montana, September 13, 1877. 

Second Lieut. Hayden De Lany 
lieutenant, United 
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service in action against Indians in the Big Horn Mou 
Montana, November 25, 1876. 
First Lieut. John W. Wilkinson, Seventh Cavalry 
ceased), for gallant service in action against Indians at Can) 
reek, Montana, September 13, 1877 


ntains, 


sink e de- 
on 
Sid. 


To be first lieutenant by brevet. 


Second Lieut. Charles Morton, Third Cavalry (now captain 
Third Cavalry), for gallant service in action against Indians in 
the Tonto country, Arizona, June 5, 1871. 


Second Lieut. Earl D. Thomas, Fifth Cavalry (now captain 
Fifth Cavalry), for gallant service in action against Indians 


near Fort McPherson, Nebraska, June 8, L870. 

Second Lieut. Frazier A. Boutelle, First Cavalry (now cap- 
tain First Cavalry), for gallantry in action against Indians at 
Lost River, Oregon, November 2), 1872, and for conspicuous gal- 
lantry and meritorious conduct during the whole Modoc War. 

Second Lieut. Walter S. Schuyler, Fifth Cavalry (now captain 
Fifth Cavalry), for gallant service in actions against Indians, at 
Muchos Canyons, Arizona, September 25, 1872; on Lost River, 
Arizona, June 26, 1873; at Salt River, Arizona, April 28, 1874, 
and in the Red Rock country, Arizona, May 14, 1874. 

Second Lieut. Frank West, Sixth Cavalry (now captain Sixth 
Cavalry), for gallant service in actions against Indians on the 
Washita River, Texas, September 9, 10, and 11, 1874. 

Second Lieut. Peter S. Bomus, First Cavalry (now « 
First Cavalry), for gallant service in action against Indians 
the Mazatzal Mountains, Arizona, December 13, 1872. 

Second Lieut. Francis Michler, Fifth Cavalry (now captain 
Fifth Cavalry), for gallant service in actions against Indians 
at Muchos Canyons, Arizona, September 25, 1872, and at the head 


tain 
+ 


AL 


‘ap 
‘ 


| of Tonto Creek, Arizona, January 22, 1873. 





Second Lieut. John T. Van Orsdale, Seventh Infantry (now 
captain Seventh Infantry), for gallant service in action against 
Indians at Big Hole, Montana, August 9, 1877. 

Second Lieut. Edward J. McClernand, Second Cavalry (now 
captain Second Cavalry), for gallantry in the pursuit of Indians 
and in action against them in the Bear Paw Mountains, Mon- 
tana, September 30, 1877. 

Second Lieut. William H. Miller, First Cavalry (now ciptain 
and assistant quartermaster), for gallant service in action 


| against Indians at the Lava Beds, California, April 17, 1873, and 
| for gallant and meritorious conduct during the Modoe war. 


Second Lieut. Charles A. Williams, Twenty-first Infantry (now 
captain Twenty-first Infantry), for gallant service in action 
against Indians at the Clearwater, Idaho, July 11, 1877, where 
he was severely wounded. 

Second Lieut. Henry H. Wright, Ninth Cavalry {now captiin 
Ninth Cavalry), for gallant service in actions against Indians in 
Florida Mountains, New Mexico, January 24, 1877; in the Sac- 
ramento Mountains, New Mexico, July 29, 1878, and in the 
Miembres Mountains, New Mexico, May 29, 1879. 

Second Lieut. John F. Guilfoyie, Ninth Cavalry (now captain 
Ninth Cavalry), for gallant servicein actions against Indians at 
White Sands, New Mexico, July 19, 188i; in the San Andreas 
Mountains, New Mexico, July 25, L881, and at Monica Springs, 
New Mexico, August 3, 1881. 

Second Lieut. Thomas M. Woodruff, Fifth Infantry (now cap- 


fis 


| tain Fifth Infantry), for gallant service in action against In- 


dians at Bear Paw Mountain, Montana, September 30, L877. 

Second Lieut. Charles H. Heyl, Twenty-third Infantry (now 
captain Twenty-third Infantry), for gallant service in action 
agninst Indians on the south side of the Verde River, Arizona, 
May 24, 1874, and for gallantry in action against Indians near 
Grace Creek, Nebraska, April 28, L876. 

Second Lieut. William H. Kell, Twenty-second Infantry (now 
captain Twenty-second Infantry), for gallant service in action 
against Indians at Spring Creek, Montana, October 15 and 16, 
1S76. 

Second Lieut. Ezra B. Fuller, Seventh Cavalry (now captain 
Seventh Cavalry), for gallant service in action against Indians 
at Cannon Creek, Montana, September 13, ! 

Second Lieut. Hobart K. Bailey, Fifth Infantry (now captain 
Fifth Infantry), for gallant service in action against Indians on 
McLellan’s Creek, Texas, November 8, 1874. 

Second Lieut. Charles W. Taylor, Ninth Cavalry (now captain 
Ninth Cavalry), for gallant service in action against Indians in 
the San Andreas Mountains, New Mexico, April 7, 1880. 

Second Lieut. Francis E. Eltonhe:d, Twenty-first Infantry 
(now captain Twenty-first Infantry), for distinguished service 
and conspicuous gallantry in action against Indians at the Clear- 
water, Idaho, July 11 and 12, 1877, 

Second Lieut. Alfred C. Sharpe, Twenty-second Infantry (now 
captain Twenty-second Infantry), for gallant service in action 


st. 


Ninth Infantry, treyet first | against Indians at Spring Creek, Montana, October 15 and 16, 
tates Army lsince deceased), for gallant | 1876. 
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Second Licut. Frederick W. Sibley, Second Cavalry (now cap- 
tain Second Cavalry), for gallant service in action against In- 
dians on the Little Big Horn River, Montana, July 7, 1876. 

Second Lieut. Alfred M. Fuller, Second aaron captain 
Second Cavalry), for gallant service in actionag t Indians on 
the Rosebud, Montana, May 7, 1877, where he was wounded. 

Second Lieut. Edward E. Hardin, Seventh Infantry (now first 
lieutenant Seventh Infantry), for gallant service in action 
against Indians at the Big Hole, Montana, August 9, 1877. 

Second Lieut. James D. Nickerson, Seventeenth Infantry (now 
first lieutenant Seventeenth Infantry), for gallant service in 
action against Indians at Spring Creek, Montana, October 15 and 
16, 1876. 

second Lieut. Herbert J. Slocum, Seventh Cavalry (now first 
lieutenant Seventh Cavalry), for gallant servicein action against 
{ndians at Canyon Creek, Montana, September 13, 1877. 

Second Lieut. Augustus P. Blockson, Sixth Cavalry (now first 
lieutenant Sixth Cavalry), for gallant service in action against 
Indians at Ash Creek, Arizona, May 7, 1880. 

Second Licut. George L. Converse, jr., Third Cavalry (now 
first lieutenant Third Cavalry), for gallant service in action 
against Indians at Big Dry Wash, Arizona, July 17, 1882, where 
he was severely wounded. 

Second Lieut. Stephen C. Mills, Twelfth Infantry (now first 
lieutenant Twelfth Infantry), for gailant service in actions 
against Indians in the San Andreas Mountains, New Mexico, 
April 7, 1880, and in the Las Animas Mountains, New Mexico, 
April 28, 1882. 

second Lieut. George H. Morgan, Third Cavalry (now first 
lieutenant Third Cavalry), for gallant service in action against 
Indians at Big Dry Wash, Arizona, July 17, 1882, where he was 
severely wounded. 

Second Lieut. William C. Brown, First Cavalry (now first 
lieutenant First Cavalry), for gallant service in action against 
Indians at Big Creek, Idaho, August 19, 1879, and in the recon- 
noissances of August 17 and September 25, 1879. 

Second Lieut. Louis H. Orleman, Tenth Cavalry (now first 
lieutenant retired), for gallant service in actions against In- 
dians at Beaver Creek, Kansas, October 18, 1868, and at the 
Wichita Agency, Ind. T., August 22, 1874. 

Second Lieut. Robert G. Carter, Fourth Cavalry (now first lieu- 
tenant retired), for specially gallant conduct in action against 
Indians on the Brazos River, Texas, October 10, 1871. 


Second Lieut. Charles Braden, Seventh Cavalry (now first 
lieutenant retired), for gallantand meritorious services in action 
against Indians on the Big Horn River, Montana, August 11, 
1873, where he was severely wounded. 

Second Lieut. Robert H. Young, Fourth Infantry (now first 


lieutenant retired) for gallant service in action a st Indians 
near Fort Fred Steele, Wyo., March 22, 1869. 

Second Lieut. Bainbridge Reynolds, Third Cavalry (now out 
of service), for gallant service in action against Indians at the 
Rosebud, Montana, June 17, 1876. 

Second Lieut. Edward W.Casey, Twenty-second Infantry (since 
deceased), for gallant service inaction against Indians on Muddy 
Creek, Montana, May 7, 1877. 

Second Lieut. Francis Woodbridge, Seventh Infantry (since 
deceased), for gallant service in action against Indians at the 
Big Hole, Montana, August 9, 1877. 

Second Lieut. Edward S. Farrow, Twenty-first Infantry (now 
out of service), for gallant service in actions oe Indians at 
Big Creek, Idaho, August 19, 1879, and at Big Meadows, Idaho, 
October 8, 1879. 

Second Lieut. Powhatan H. Clarke, Tenth Cavalry (since de- 
ceased), for gallant service in actions against Indians near Salt 
River, Ariz., March 7, 1890, aid in the Penito Mountains, Mex- 
ico, May 3, 1886. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Rxecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 17, 1894. 
PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 
Cavalry arm. 


Second Lieut. P. D. Lochridge, Second Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 


M. A. Frawley, of Lowa, to be surveyor of customs for the port 

of Burlington, in the State of Iowa. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Emil Olund, of Minnesota, to be collector of customs for the 

district of Duluth, in the State of Minnesota. 
SUPERVISING INSPECTOR OF STEAM VESSELS. 

James O'Neal, of Illinois, to be supervising inspector of steam 

vessels for the Fourth district. 
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POSTMASTERS. 

George H. Moody, to be postmaster at Mechanicsburg, in the 
county of Champaign and State of Ohio. 

Oscar N. Marihugh, to be postmaster at Middleport, in the 
county of Meigs and State of Ohio. 

William T. Haviland,to be postmaster at Bellefontaine, in the 
county of Logan and State of Ohio. 

John L. Davis, to be postmaster at Shawnee,in the county of 
Perry and State of Ohio. 

C. L. Russell, to be postmaster at Mount Gilead, in the county 
of Morrow and State of Ohio. 

Ulrich B. Newman,to be postmaster at Greenfield, in the 
county of Highland and State of Ohio. 

John W. Morrow, to be postmaster at Ada, in the county of 
Hardin and State of Ohio. 

Benjamin I’. Wintersteen, to be postmaster at Akron, in the 
county of Plymouth and State of Towa. 

George R. Howard, to be postmaster at Neola, in the county 
of Pottawattamie and State of Lowa. 

James Trotter,to bo postmaster at Steubenville, in the county 
of Jefferson and State of Ohio. 

Edward C. Holt, to be postmaster at Anamosa, in the county 
of Jones and State of Iowa. 

William W. Smith, to be postmaster at Leipsig, in the county 
of Putnam and State of Ohio. 

George T. Roof, to be postmaster at Corning, in the county of 
Perry and State of Ohio. 

John H. Thomas, to be postmaster at Marion, in the county of 
Marion and State of Ohio. 

John W. Alsop, to be postmaster at Galion, in the county of 
Crawford and State of Ohio. 

Charles H. Scott, to be postmaster at Farmington, in the county 
of Van Buren and State of Iowa. 

John Lynch, to be postmaster at Liberty, in the county of 
Union and State of Indiana. 

John M. Higgs, to be postmaster at Connersville, in the county 
of Fayette and State of Indiana. 

G. Frew Pollock, to be postmaster at Cardington, in the county 
of Morrow and State of Ohio, 

Thomas J. Francisco, to be postmaster at Cuyahoga Falls, in 
the county of Summit and State of Ohio. 

John I. Hoover, to be postmaster at Wabash, in the county of 
Wabash and State of indiana. 

Henry Roeser, to be postmaster at Marietta, in the county of 
Washington and State of Ohio. 

William E. Burch, to be postmaster at Hawkinsville, in the 
county of Pulaski and State of Georgia. 

Edward Finn, to be postmaster at West Winsted, in the 
county of Litchfield and State of Connecticut. 

Pratt K. Mapel, to be postmaster at Columbus Grove, in the 
county of Putnam and State of Ohio. 

Albert G. Ahlefeld, to be postmaster at Kenton, in the county 
of Hardin and State of Ohio. 

Alvah Raymond, to be postmaster at South Weymouth, in the 
county of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts. 

Gardner W. Pearson, to be postmaster at Lowell, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 

Patrick H. Murphy, to be postmaster at Ashland, in the county 
of Ashland and State of Ohio, 

Mulford M. Scudder, to be postmaster at Westfield, in the 
county of Union and State of New Jersey. 

John E. Yates, to be postmaster at Gallatin, in the county of 
Daviess and State of Missouri. 

Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate April 20. 1894. 
POSTMASTER. 

Isaace B, Williams, to be postmaster at Paris, in the county of 

Henry and State of Tennessee. 


re eee — 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


FRIDAY, April 20, 1894. 


The House met atl2o’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. BAGBY. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
SAMUEL COFFMAN, DECEASED, VS. THE UNITED STATES. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a copy of the findin 
of the Court of Claims in the case of Samuel Coffman, Troe 
vs. The United States; which was referred to the Committee on 

War Claims and ordered to be printed. 


STEEL BRIDGE ACROSS THE ST. LOUIS RIVER. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R.5978) to 
authorize the construction of a steel bridge over the St. Louis 
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River, between the States of Wisconsin and Minnesota, with 
Senate amendments. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House concur 
in the Senate amendments. 

The Senate amendments were read and agreed to. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 1860) to au- 
thorize Prof. Asaph Hall, of the United States Navy, to accept 
a gold medal from the Academy of Science of France; which was 
referred to the Committeo on Naval Affairs; and 

Senate joint resolution (S. R. 74) for the proper enrollment of 
Thomas R. Proctor in the Navy of the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, Mr. MERCER obtained leave of absence 
for Friday evening session. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. TATE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration—— 

Mr. BURROWS. Before thatis done, the gentleman will yield 
to me & moment. 

The day before yesterday I called the attention of the House 
to what Il conceived to be a violation of the rules of the House 
and its uniform practice on the part of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama[Mr. WHEELER|. It was then laid over, on account of his 
absence. [ was hoping yesterday that he would so explain the 
matter to the House that it would be satisfactory and no further 
action would be necessary. I[ notice the gentleman is in his seat 
this morning, and possibly he can give such explanation as wil! 
be satisfactory to the House and will require no further action. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, there is no mem- 
ber of this House who has a higher appreciation than myself for 
the importance of observing and exacting the strictest compli- 
ance with every rule of this body and every rule of parliament- 
arylaw. Duringa momentary absence from my seat on Wednes- 
day morning I learn that the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
BURROWS] seized an opportunity to criticise what he chose to 
term an infraction of the rules of the House, and it was not until 
his attention was publicly cailed to the fact that I was not in my 
seat that the gentleman announced he would delay proceedings 
until my arrival. [ was in my seat during a great part of the 
day, of which fact the gentleman was well aware, but he failed 
to renew the attack. 

I again hoped he would bring the matter up yesterday morn- 
ing. I was in my seat ready for it, and the gentleman did not 
do so. 

I will begin by saying that it comes with very bad grace from 
a gentleman who for six weeks has been leading a revolution—— 

Mr. REED. A successful one. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama (continuing), Yes, a revolution 
against the rules of this House, with his hands, I might say, if 
it were parliamentary, red with the blood of murdered parlia- 
mentary rules and parliamentary procedure. [Laughter and ap- 
oo I am not surprised that the gentleman is unable to 
deny that the course pursued by him and his colleagues was 
revolutionary. 

It ill becomes the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BuRROWs] 
to criticise any member of this House for an infraction of its 
rules. Most certainly it does not become him when the infrac- 
tion complained of could by no possibility harm anyone. For 
more than a month the gentleman from Michigan has been 
guilty of flagrant, uncalled-for, and, were it not of doubtful 
parliamentary propriety, I might use the strongest possible lan- 
guage to characterize his violations of the rules of the House, 
moins. as he has, these violations many times for many weeks. 

he gentleman from Maine [Mr. ReEp}], I see by the RecorD, 
also arose to criticise my absence from my seat 
moment of the sittings of this body. 
ood 
n 


uring a single 
It does not come with 
(cee from him and his brother from Michigan, who have 
eading in this destruction—I might say assassination—of 
parliamentary hours and days during the last six weeks or two 
months, men who knew that the country was demanding legis- 
henge necessary to relieve the millionsof suffering 
people. 
These gentlemen have veen the leaders of the most uncalled- 
for and revolutionary transgression of rules that has ever been 
committed by members of Congress since the organization of 
our Government, and this has been done with a full knowledge 
that the people are suffering and pleading to Congress for relief. 
Elected to enact legislation essential to the welfare of the peo- 
» they have done everything in their power to stop legisla- 


on. 
._ In reply to the people's appeal for action, they insult and mock 
them by doing all they can to prevent action; they could not ac- 





complish this purpose lawfully, they have therefore endeavored 
to thwart the wishes and deny the appeals of the people in an 
unlawful manner, and now, with ew a hundred violations 
of the rales staring them in the face, they have the effronter) 
to stand up in this House to criticise a member who, from the 
beginning of this session, has been constant, faithful, and earnest 
in discharging every duty imposed upon him and inexecuting 
every trust confided to his hands. The gentleman from Michi 
gan and his colleague, Mr. Rup, are the last members of this 
House who should have risen to criticise fellow-members and 
talk about infraction of the rules. 

Where I[ have transgressed « rule once, these gentlemen have 
committed the offense a hundred times. I amafirm believer in 
the propriety of complying with the rules of the House, but | 
should like to ask the gentlemen why they do not call attention 
to the violation of rules which are constantly under their obse: 
vation? It is a violation of the rules for members to smoke on 
the floor of the House; yet on yesterday several Republicans 
were smoking in the immediate presence of the gentleman from 
Michigan and the gentleman from Maine, and they made no at- 
tempt to correct it, and that offense is now being committed and 
has been repeated nearly every day of the session. This dis- 
tinguished gentleman, Mr. REED, in violation of rules, loitered 
around the clerks while they were calling the roll afew days 
ago, and yet the gentleman from Michigan seemed to rather 
approve his action. 

The revolutionary violation of the rules of the House led by 
these gentlemen has stopped legislation fer many weeks, and 
cost the Government more than $1,000,000 in cash, and cost the 
people many millions. So far was the revolution carried, that 
when a day was set apart for solemn eulogies upon the life and 
character of Senator Gibson, our late very distinguished col- 
league, Mr. REED and Mr. BURROWS, unawed by the solemnity 
of the occasion, filibustered and compelled the day to be lost, 
and the solemn ceremonies did not take place. 

These are the men who come here to criticise a member who, 
I may say, possibly more than anyone else, has regarded and ob- 
served the rules of this body. The infraction which the gentle- 
man referred to was simply extending remarks in the REcoRD, 
a practice which has been in vogue ever since both of those 
gentlemen have been members of this House. It is true that 
where members desire to extend their remarks to any consid- 
erable extent permission is asked and almost universally 
granted. Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to repeat, I am in favor of 
the closest observance of every rule of this House. The House 
has been altogether too lenient in the matter of enforcing rules, 
and we have too frequently allowed them to be infringed. 

Lam delighted to see this newly awakened anxiety upon this 
important subject by the gentlemen from Maine and Michigan, 
and to show to the House my sincerity in this matter, I desire to 
say that if [I have infringed any rule, even in the slightest de- 
gree, I stand here ready to accept any censure that this House 
may regard proper. The remarks which I extended were writ- 
ten immediately after the discussion which took place on that 
day. Lleft the Hall and wentto my room and wrote out the re- 
marks which I regarded as proper to be made upon the question 
of adopting the rule. I will admit thatI ought to have come 
here and ascertained that permission had been granted, or asked 
it myself. I will further say that it was my intention when I 
left the Hall to write out my remarks, to come here toward the 
close of the session and ask permission toextend them. I com- 
menced upon them, and wrote the ideas which were in my mind, 
and which I intended to utter in this House if proper time had 
heen given us for the discussion, and, as is usually the case, the 
ideas expressed on the floor, when elaborated occupied more 
space, and to these I added quotations from the Constitutional 
Convention, the Revised Statutes, the decision of the Supreme 
Court, and Hamilton’s remarks in the New York convention, 
all of which took up the space as stated by the gentleman from 
Michigan, and upon which he bases his complaint. I think I 
am justified in the statement that it has been a universal custom 
for members to illustrate their remarks by appropriate extracts 
and citations, which are not read upon the floor, but are incor- 
porated in the speech to substantiate what it contains. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, [ do not know that I should say anything 
further upon thissubject. Iadmit that [extended the remarks 
a little more than I intended. [Laughter.] But, Mr. Speaker, 
it has been a rule in this House to allow this courtesy to mem- 
bers ever since there has been a Congress, and [ do not think 
there is a member of this body who has not availed himself of 
this privilege of revision. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, there is so much confusion we 
cannot hear. I want to hear what the gentleman from Alabama 
admitted. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. And it was simply in compli- 
ance with this rule that that which is complained of occurred. 
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Now, to illustrate the extent to which it has been carried, I saw 
some correspondence a few years ago, by some of the oldest citi- 
zens of Washington, to the effect that the greatspeech delivered 
by Daniel Webster in the Hayne debate was retained from the 
Globe thirty days,and when it appeared it was entirely different 
from the speech as delivered in the Senate, 

No one will question but that all members have availed them- 
selves of the privilege of revising their remarks, striking out 
all expressions that may be objected to, any expressions which 
in heat of debate might reflect upon a member; and I want to 
say here that during my career in this House I have never on a 
single occasion uttered one word that was not of the kindest 
character in referring to any member in this body. I have 
not been one of those who stand here to criticise my fellow- 
members. I have not been one of those who stand hore and im- 
pede icgislation or vrevent my fellow-members from obtaining 
consideration of measures they think important. I have tried 
to stand here as an American citizen, sent here by an honest, 
brave, honorable, and intelligent constituency, to do my duty to 
my people, to my God, and to ~~ country [applause], and to up- 
hold the buaner and the principles of the party of which I am 
proud to be a member. [Applause.] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the remarks 
which appeared in the RECORD may stand, and that I may bave 
permission to print them the same as if permission had been 
given before the RECORD was published. 

Mr. BURROWS. Do I understand the gentleman to ask 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks of this morning? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. No, sir; I did not. I simply 
asked unanimous consent that the remarks—— 

Mr. BURROWS. I want to say a word. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. That the remarks which ap- 
peared in the RECORD may stand the same as if permission had 
been granted before the publication. 

Mr. BURROWS. The gentleman from Alabama suggested 
that I called thismatter up in his absence, with a view of taking 
advantage of that fact. If I intended tosecure an advantage 
over the gentleman from Alabama I would certainly always wait 
for his presence. [Laughter on the Republican side.] I waited 
yesterday, hoping that he would call the attention of the House to 
the matter; and, as he did not do that, I felt constrained to di- 
rect the attention of the House to it this morning, that the 
House may take such action as it sees fit. 

Now, in this case it seems to me that there is no question 
about the violation of the rule, a most aageaes violation, because 
it will be observed on page 4663 of the daily Recorp that the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. CATCHINGS], having the matter in 
charge, asked unanimous consent that gentlemen making re- 
marks upon the subject might be permitted to extend them in 
the REcorD, whereupon the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] 
objected to such request. Then, immediately afterwards, the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] secured, through the 
courtesy of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. CATCHINGS], 
one minute to address the House; and it would appear that in 
the one minute he got into the RECORD over four columns, at 
the close of which he puts the Speaker in the attitude of saying, 
‘The time of the gentleman from Alabama has expired.” 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. [ trustthe gentleman from Mich- 
igan does not consider rapidity of utterance a sufficient ground 
for criticism on a member of this House. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BURROWS. Now, Mr. Speaker, the report of what the 
pease from Alabama did say in that minute I hold in my 

and, and I ask theClerk to read it, so that the House may judge 
whether he has extended his privilege beyond what is permit- 
ted by the rule. ; 

The Clerk read as follows: 





Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker,I am always ready and willing 
to do what my party decides, but I regard this as a question which ought to 
have more deliberation than is given in this debate. The Constitution par- 
ticularly states that upon the demand of one-fifth the yeas and nays shall be 
recorded. On the vote upon a bill which is vetoed the Constitution espe- 
cially states, again, that the noes shall be recorded, and that the yeas shall be 
recorded; and [ask this House to consider if this rule complies with and 
provides for all the exigencies that might arise on a vote of that character; 
and I think, Mr. Speaker, we oughtat first give a full opportunity to test the 
effect of enforcing the law we now have-—— 

Here the hammer fell.) 
he SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CATCHINGS, I hope the gentleman from Maine will now take his fif- 

teen minutes. 


Mr. BURROWS. That is what the gentleman from Alabama 
did say, and the House knows what he has inserted in the Rec- 
orD. Now,Ido not think I shall make any motion in regard 
to the matter. ‘The House having the facts before them, if they 
desire to have this established as a precedent, we on this side 
have noobjection; but then, of course, it will be understood that 
every member of the House may print whatever he sees fit to 
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print, even in the face of a refusal of the House to grant the 
privilege of extending his remarks. I was in hopes that the 
gentleman from Alabama while he had the floor would also ex- 
plain how it happened thaton a previous occasion, where he had 
five minutes for the discussion of the Post-Office bill inCommit- 
tee of the Whole and obtained ieave to extend his remarks, he 
printed twelve columns of the Canadian tariff. [Laughter.] I 
think some action should be taken about that also; but, so far 
as the minority are concerned, we have nothing further to sug- 
gest. 

I think the remarks which the gentleman inserted in the 
RECORD on the question of the adoption of the new rule ought 
to be stricken out, and those just read from the Clerk’s desk in- 
serted in its stead in the permanent RECORD. lLrepeat, itis for 
the majority to determine the question; but, if that is not done, 
of course the case will be drawn into precedent, and hereafter 
every member will feel at liberty to print what he pleases, even 
in the face of a refusal of the House to grant permission. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, following the usual practice, 
I move a reference of the whole matter to the Committee on 
Printing with the right to report at any time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri moves that 
this matter be referred to the Committee on Printing with the 
right to report at any time. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, I have had a little experience 
with the Committee on Printing [laughter], andI would suggest, 
in furtherance of what has been said, that no greater favor could 
be done to the gentleman from Alabama than to refer this mat- 
ter to that committee, and I certainly hope that reference will 
be made. 

Mr. BURROWS. I suppose, Mr. Speaker, it ought to be un- 
derstood, and perhaps it should be embraced in the motion of 
the gentleman from Missouri, that the extended remarks of the 
gentleman from Alabama should not go into the permanent 
RECORD until the committee shall have reported upon this mat- 


ter. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would understand that as a mat- 
ter of course, because the action taken would not be effective 
if, in the mean time, the extended remarks went into the per- 
manent RECORD. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I under- 
stood the motion of the gentleman from Missouri to be that the 
‘whole matter” should be referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing. [donot understand—and if I am mistaken I wish to be 
corrected—I do not understand that the reference of ‘‘ the whole 
matter,” to use the language of the gentleman from Missouri, 
would include the other remarks referred to by the gentleman 
from Michigan, in connection with which he says the gentle- 
man from Alabama printed a portion of the Canadian tariff. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman from 
Michigan to merely refer to that in debate. 

Mr. BURROWS. That wasall. Isimply expressed my re- 
gret that the gentleman from Alabama, when he had the floor, 
had not explained that matter also. 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair understood the gentleman 
from Michigan, there was this difference, that in that case the 
gentleman from Alabama had a leave to print. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Thatis what I understand, 
and that is why I raise this question. 

Mr. BURROWS. Perhaps, Mr. Speaker, that matter had 
better go to the committee also, because I am informed that the 
gentleman from Alabama used the privilege of extending his 
remarks under the five-minute rule, and then subsequently 

rinted independently of that ten or twelve pages of the Cana- 

ian tariff, prefacing it with some remarks. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. In any view of the case I 
suggest to the gentleman from Michigan that the reference of 
that matter would be futile, because that extended speech has 
already gone into the permanent RECORD, and therefore the com- 
mittee could not make any effective recommendation in relation 
to it. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I willexplainthat matter. The 
speech to which the gentleman from Michigan refers was all 
sent to the Printer at once, but he sent me word that he could not 

t it all set up that night, and therefore he was compelled to 
Lefer printing a portion, and insert itin the Recorp of the fol- 
lowing day. P 

Mr. BURROWS. But there are two speeches printed under 
that leave, are there not? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. No, sir. That is what I have 
just explained. I sent the whole of that speech to the Printer 
the day it was delivered, and the reason it appeared in the REc- 
ORD in two parts and on different days was that the Printerfwas 
unable tofget it all set up the first night. 

Before printing the new Canadian tariff I consulted with sev- 
eral of the older members of the House, all of whom concurred 
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that it contained valuable information which ought to go in the 
REcoRD for the useof the members. To show the extravagant 
exaggerationof the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS], 
I call attention to his statement that this tariff occupied ten or 
twelve pages, when in fact it contained but six pages and a few 
lines over. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
tleman from Michigan does not ask to have referred to the com- 
mittee the matter in reference to the extension of the remarks 
of the gentleman from Alabama on the post-office bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. _ That is not included in my motion. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I understand that is not 
included in the gent!eman’s motion. Now, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the House make an additional order; that the speech 
now in question be withheld from the permanent ReEcorD until 
this matter is sottled. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. AsTI understand, the motion in regard to 
this mattdr comes from the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
DOCKERY], not the gentleman from Michigan. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri. It is that there be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing, with leave to report at any time, the ques- 
tion as to the right of the gentleman from Alabama to have in- 
serted in the Recorp of April 18 certain remarks that there ap- 
year. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I hardly see the necessity of re- 
ferring a matter likethis. There is certainly nothing ob,ection- 
able in what the gentleman from Alabamahas published. I know 
that it has sometimes happened that members under leave to 
print have attacked other members of the House, or have taken 
udvantage of the privilege in a covert way to speak in a manner 
which was not becoming amember. But here is simply alezit- 
imate matter of debate. 

No doubt the gentleman from Alabama has technically vio- 
lated the rule of the House in printing this matterin the REcorpD 
without leave. But I can see no objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Alabama that his remarks be permitted to re- 
main in the RECORD, the proceeding, of course, not to be re- 
garded as a precedent hereafter. The gentleman admits that 
he went beyond the rule in printing these remarks; but he did 
so with the expectation, when he wrote out the remarks, of get- 
ting the leave of the House; and (through inadvertence proba- 
bly) the remarks were printed without leave having been ob- 
tained. 

I renew, therefore, the request for unanimous consent that the 
gentleman’s remarks remain in the Recorp. There is nothing 
in them derogatory to any gentleman in the House; and let it 
be understood that what is done in this case is not to be taken 
as a precedent. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Without desiring to interfere with the re- 
quest of my colleague [Mr. BLAND] for unanimous consent, I ask 
the previous question on my motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the request. The 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] asks unanimous consent 
that the remarks of the gentleman from Alabama, which have 
been referred to, be permitted to remain in the REcORD. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. BURROWS. Well, Mr. Speaker, I think perhaps 

Mr. BLAND. I think that the action which I now request is 
due tothe gentleman from Alabamaand myself anda few others 
who voted against the new rule the other day. 

Mr. BURROWS. Perhaps the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
BLAND] did not understand that just before the delivery of the 
brief remarks of the gent!eman from Alabama on this floor the 
request for unanimous consent to extend remarks in the RecorD 
had been denied by the. House not only to the gentleman him- 
self, but to others. 

r. BLAND. I understand that very well. But the gentle- 
man from Alabama has admitted that he violated the rule; and 
T think the matter might now be settled by unanimous consent 
in the way I have suggested. 

Mr. BURROWS. I think it had better go to the committee 
for examination. 
by unanimous consent desire to let the remarks stand, that can 
be done. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND]. -The gentleman from Mis- 
eg [Mr. DoCKERY] demands the previous question on his mo- 
tion. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent that 
the Public Printer be authorized to omit these remarks from 
the permanent RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks that the 
Public Printer be directed to withdraw the remarks in question 
from the permanent RecorD. Is there objection? 





After such examination, if the House should | 


| we are doing. 
I now understand the gen- 
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Mr. REED. 


It seems to me that this question ought to be 
settled. 1 do not think it ought to be decided hastily. The 
RECORD has been made for a long time the wastebasket of 


es—I do not mean to say that thi 
but [tl 


House of Representativ 

been inappropriate, hink we had better know exactly what 
As [ understand, the object of this request is to 

avoid a decision on this poins: but it ; to me the House 


seem 


| ought to decide it one way or the other. 








! 





| as a field marshal commanding an army. 


Mr. DOCKERY. It does seem tome that the gentleman from 
Maine ought not to deny to the gentleman from Alabima the 
privilege of withdrawing from the RecorD the remarks ob- 
jected to. Thegentlemanfrom Alabama has stated frankly that 
they were out of order, and he desires to withdraw them. 

Mr. REED. Well, Lam not inclined to press such a matter. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. ‘The gentleman frora Ala 
bama admits that he was in error and asks leave to withdraw 
the remarks. 


Mr. REED. I would like the opportunity to say that under 


this system of extending remarks in the Recorp and printing 
remarks not delivered, a good many statements appear—some- 
times in regard to myself—which apparently are not denied, al- 
though they have not the slightest foundation in fact or in the 
average human imagination. In fact they were never delivered 
in anybody’s presence and I thought I would take an opportunity 
to say so. I think the gentleman from Alabama himself in- 


dulged in about an hour's printing of that character in a fifteen 
tninutes’ speech that I took particular pains to give him an o 

portunity, to make. Instead, however, of availing himself of the 
opportunity, he did not say anything about the subject I have re- 


ferred to, but printed a good deal that had reference to it. But 
I suppose it is true always that lies—no. I[ will say incorrect 
statements —will eventually correct themselves. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I[ think the gentleman from 
Maine is mistaken in his assertion. I recollect the occ.sion to 


which he refers very well. I took particular pains to make my 
stitement upon the floor of the House, and the gentleman will 
recollect that I was not confined to fifteen minutes, but that my 


time was extended after the expiration of that time for half an 
hour longer. It was an exceedingly interesting subject, a land- 
forfeiture bill. Ispokeof the gentleman from Maine[Mr.ReEp] 


The speech ought to 
be read by every member in the House. | Laughter.| 

Mr. REED. | notice that it was not only an interesting sub- 
ject to the gentleman, but has continued to be such. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from 
Alabama to ask now that these remarks be omitted from the 
permanent RECORD. 

Mr. BURROWS. As I understand the request of the gentle- 
man, it is to have expunged from the permanent RECORD the re- 


| marks. 


Mr. WHEELER Of Alabama. 
the RECORD. 

Mr. BURROWS. Well, omitted. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama (continuing). I ask that the 
Public Printer be permitted to omit them from the permanent 
RECORD. 

Mr. BURROWS. And you desire to insert in the RE 
what you did say, as read from thse desk this morning? 

Mr. WHEEEERof Alabama. No,sir. I wiilseek toget them 
into the RECORD on another occasion, in a way that I hope will 
be entirely satisfactory to the gentleman from Michigan 

Mr. BURROWS. But you desire to have what you did sxy on 
that occasion put into the RECORD, so as to make the correction 
complete? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. No: what I want is that the 
Public Printer be instructed to withhold all of my remarks on 
that occasion, making the usual statement that they are with- 


[ did not say ‘‘ expunged “from 


ORD 


held for revision. [Cries of ‘‘No!” ‘*No!”’ on the Repub. ican 
side.]} 

Mr. BURROWS. I donot understand the gentleman's sug- 
gestion. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. WhatI mean is that the gen- 
tleman from Michigan can not insert in the RecorRD my speech 


I am the man to determine that for myself in my own time, and 
not the gentleman from Michigan. 
Mr. BURROWS. But I supposed the gentleman from Ala- 


bama desired to omit from the permanent RECORD what he did 


| not deliver on the floor and have inserted in the Recorp what 


he actually did say. Inthatevent everything would bo regular; 
the yielding of one minute by the gentleman from Mississippi, 
the time occupied by the gentleman from Alabams {Mr. 
WHEELER], and the announcement by the Speaker that the time 
of the gentleman from Alabur« had expired. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. No; I want all of my remarks 
omitted or else all of them putin and allowed to stay there. I 
made a proper and logical speech against the rule, which you 
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championed, and you do not want it in the RECORD, and you 
know it. [Laughter and applause on the Republican side. |] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the request of the 
gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. STORER. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being demanded, the 
question ison the motion of the gentleman from Missouri—— 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose did the gentleman rise? 

Mr. MCRAE, To make a motionin connection with the pend- 
ing matter. 

The SPEAKER. 
dered. 

Mr. MCRAE. I desire toask, then, if the previous question 
is voted down, if a motion would not be in order—— 

The SPEAKER. Butthe previous question has been ordered, 
and the pending question is on the resolution of the gentleman 
from Missouri. 

Mr. McRAE. Then I move to reconsider the vote by which 
the previous question was ordered. I make this motion with a 
view to allowing the House to vote on the question as to whether 
the gentleman from Alabama shall not have permission to with- 
draw the remarks in question. He certainly ought to have the 
right todoso. I move to reconsider the vote ordering the pre- 
vious question. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is in order. 

The question was submitted, and the vote ordering the previ- 
ous question was reconsidered. 

Mv. BURROWS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to say a word. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman Arkansas has the floor to 
submit a motion. 

Mr. MCRAE. I move that the gentleman from Alabama be 
allowed to withdraw all of the remarks in question printed in 
the RECORD on the 18th instant. 

Mr. REED. But the question now is on ordering the previ- 
ous question. 

Mr. DOCKERY. 
question. 

Mr. REED. 
question. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to withdraw the demand for the 
previous question in view of the fact of the refusal of gentlemen 
on the other side to allow the gentleman from Alabama to with- 
draw his remarks from the RECORD. 

Mr. REED. And the question now is ou the demand for the 
previous question. 

The SPEAKER. But that motion was reconsidered. 

Mr. REED. Buteven so, there has been a decision, so the mo- 
tion can not be withdrawn at this time. 

Mr. WELLS. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what p does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. WELLS. I rise to makea motion relative to this matter. 

The SPEAKER. A motion is not nowin order. Whatisthe 
point of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Rep] in regard to the 
withdrawal? 

Mr. REED. The point hich I make, if the Chair please, is 
that a motion which has once been voted upon by the House has 
been decided by the House; and the fact that the House voted 
to reconsider can not give a member the right to withdraw it. 
The Chair has already decided in a previous case that where a 
vote had been taken—a vote which was not final and determina- 
tive —that the motion could not be withdrawn, and that deci- 
sion is, I think, inaccordance with the | oe Ee myn and with sound 
a The House has once decided the question whether 
t will have the previous question ordered or not, and has de- 
cided to order it. That was ‘thereupon reconsidered, and now 
the question is upon a motion which is in possession of the 
House. It seems to me it must be so. 

The SPEAKER. But if the House reconsiders the vote by 
which the previous question is ordered, it is an undoing of that 
decision by the House. 

Mr. REED. No; it is not an undoing of that decision, it is a 
reéxamination of that decision. Thedecision still remains, un- 
less the House votes it down. No; I am not correct about that, 
but it isa reSxamination of the same decision. I think it will 
be found that wherever the House has proceeded to a division, 
that is regarded as a decision within the pects «t the rule. 
There is always danger, in interpreting these : 
the meaning of a particular word a too sh nsion, 
and I think that the Chair has already 
case of the proposition of the 
SPRINGER] to withdraw the on for the vious question 
on the discharge of the order directed to the Arms. 
I think the Chair decided that and held to the decision 
surely, when there has been an actual vote on this, even if it has 
been reconsidered, the reconsideration does not seem 


But the previous question has been or- 


| withdraw the demand for the previous 


There has been a decision, however, on that 


° 
com 

the matter in the 
entleman from Lllinois [Mr. 


APRIL 20, 


change the fact that the House had to come to a decision upon 
it. It is now in the possession of the House, and not in the pos- 
session of the member. The House may conclude to ratify its 
decision. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman who makes a mo- 
tion usually has the right to control it until a decision is made. 
The motion has not passed beyond the control of the geutleman 
who made it, any more than it was beyond his control when he 
first made it, and it has been the unbroken custom of the House 
to allow the member making them to withdraw such motions 
when he so desires. Ido not think there can be any question 
about it. The gentleman from Missouri who made the motion 
has the right to withdraw it, and has said that he does with- 
draw it. 

Mr. REED. Ido not think a precedent for this can be found 
anywhere. 

Mr. BURROWS. - Mr. Speaker, if the Chair has any doubt 
about it whatever, I have a decision directly in point. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will be glad to hear the deci- 


ion, 
Mr. SPRINGER. Let us have order. I[ should like to hear 
this debate. 

The SPEAKER. The House will please be in order. 

Mr. BURROWS. I claim that after a vote has been taken 
upon a proposition it is a decision within the meaning of the 
rule, and that the matter having been stated to the House is be- 
yond the control of the mover, and in the possession of the 
House. Irefer now to the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, Forty-sixth 
Congress, second session, page 1808. This debate arose upon a 
proposition to withdraw a motion. I read from the RECORD: 

Mr. TOWNSHEND of Lilinois. I withdraw the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. Roprnson. And I renew it. 

The Speaker. The point now arises whether the motion to reconsider has 
passed into the possession of the House. 

Mr. Renp. If the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Robinson] can not 
renew it, that would seem to indicate that the gentleman from Lilinois [Mr. 
Townshend] has no right to withdraw it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND of lilinois. I desire to read the rule on that point. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND of Lilinols. It is clause 2 of Rule XVI, and is as follows: 

‘When a motion has been made, the Speaker shall state it, or (if it be in 
——. causes it to be read aloud by the Clerk before being debated, and it 
shall then be in possession of the House, but may be withdrawn at any time 
before a decision or amendment.” 

Mr. GARFIELD. A decision has been had; the House has decided not to lay 
the motion to reconsider on th » table. 

The Speaker. The Chair would consider that the vote of the House 
against laying on the table the motion to reconsider is a procedure on the 

art of the House to consider the motion to reconsider, and in a vital sense 

a proceeding upon that subject. Therefore, if objection be made to the 
withdrawal, the Chair would rule that the motion to reconsider isin posses- 
sion of the House. A decision by the Chair to the contrary would be un- 
usual and unjust tothe House, because a majority of the House by a yea- 
and-nay vote have indicated a purpose to proceed with the motion to 
reconsider to its conclusion. 

Mr. WILBER. I object to its being withdrawn. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND of [llinois. Does the Speaker decide thatI have no right to 
withdraw t he motion to reconsider? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the vote of the House upon laying 
on the table the motion to reconsider was a proceeding and decision upon 
the subject which is vital to the subject itself. The Chair decides that the 
motion to reconsider is in the —— of the House. The House has pro- 
ceeded to consider it, and the ir has not now the power to take from the 
majority of the House the opportunity to earry out its wish in that respect. 


After some further debate the Speaker again said: 


The Chair rules this: That, the motion having been voted upon and the 
opinion of the House having been expressed upon the issue involved in the 
proposition, it is now in the of the House, and not in the power 
of the gentleman from Ulinois to withdraw such motion. 

Speaker Randall decided that. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman regard that as an au- 
thority in this case? 

Mr. BURROWS. I think so. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman should bear in mind what 
this case is. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DockERY] de- 
mands the previous question upon a pending resolution and the 
previous question is ordered. Afterwards a motion is made to 
reconsider the vote by which the previous question was ordered. 
That motion prevails; so that the demand for the previous ques- 
tion stands before the House unvoted upon, undetermined. Now, 
does the gentleman hold that it is not within the power of the 
gentleman demanding the previous question to withdraw that 
demand? 

Mr. BURROWS. [ think it is not. I think the proper ccn- 
struction of the rule is, that when any member makes a motion 
itis within his power to withdraw that motion at any time be- 
fore he allows it to be submitted to the House, but that when 
the Chair submits it to th» House for action, either on the de- 
mand for the previous question or on any other motion and the 
House once votes u it, then, according to the precedents and 
according to the spirit of the rule, that isa decision of the House 
= the q . The motion has passed beyond the control 

the mover. Certainly a motion can not be controlled by the 
mover one minute, be in possession of the House the next min- 
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ute, and then, subsequently, be taken from the possession of the 
House and put back under the control of the mover. Inthe case 
[have referred toamember said to Mr. Townshend, ‘‘ Withdraw 
your motion to reconsider.” Mr. Townshend declined to do so, 
but allowed it to go toa vote. Then the Speaker, 
said, ‘*The gentleman has lost his only opportuniiy to control 
his own motion.” If 
that that is a correct statement, 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman does not seem to appre- 
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Mr. Randall, | 


the Chair will look at the case he will see | 


ciate the suggestion made by the Chair, that a decision by the | 


Ag 
aod 


House is some determination, as expressed by avote: Amover 
of a proposition may withdraw his motion at any time until 
there has been adecision by the House. Now, in this case the 
House decided to order the previous question and then recon- 
sidered itsown action. Having dono that, can it be said, in any 
proper sense, that the House has made a decision of that ques- 


SLT 


be made under certain circumstances even after the motion is in 
the possession of the House. 

The rule of the House provides that though a motion bo in 
possession of the House (having been stated by the Chai 
may be withdrawn at any time before a decision or an a 
ment. To this extent the rule of the House isa change or 
terationof what is known as ral parliamentary law. 

Now, here isa olution | lingon which the previous qu 
tion wasdemanded and ord If the case stood just there tha 
would be such « decision by the House as in the judgment of 
the Chair would prevent the movant from withdrawing the 

| proposition; because the previous question isa decision that th 
House will proceed to vote upon thequestion. The House made 
that decision, but immediately reconsidered it—nullified or de 


| stroyed its action; so that in no sense can that action be called 


tion, when in fact the House has reconsidered the action by which | 


it did make a decision? What is the effect of that reconsidera- 
tion if it is not absolutely to set aside or undo the decision that 
the House had previously made? 

Mr. BURROWS. That is perhaps true; but I believe the au- 


thorities will bear out the statement, and I think a proper in- | 


terpretation o| the rule would be, that if the mover of a propo- 
sition allows it to go to a vote, although the House may subse- 
quently reconsider its action, the motion, notwithstanding that, 
has passed beyond the control of the mover. For instance, sup- 
pose I, as the mover of a proposition, demand the previous ques- 
tion, and the previous question is ordered. When I demand 
the previous question, and the Speaker states the question to the 
House, it is then in possession of the House and has passed be- 
yond. my control. Then, suppose a motion is made to recon- 
sider the vote by which the previous question was ordered. 
That isthiscase. Now,does the Chair hold that if that action is 
reconsidered the House thereby loses control of the proposition 
in sucha way that the mover may withdraw it? I think that is 
not the rule. I think that, having once passed into possession 
of the House, the proposition remains there tc be acted upon. 
If the House does not desire toorder the previous question it can 


vote itdown, it can lay the motion on the table, it can postpone | 


it, it can do anything with it, in order, that it pleases; but the | 


mover of the proposition having allowed it to go to a vote, 


either upon the previous question or uponany other motion, loses | 


control of it and it passes into the possession of the House. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, this is precisely the situa- 
tion which confronted the Committee on Rules a few days since 
when it was desired that the first report made by that commit- 
tee should be withdrawn. I then understood my friend from 
Michigan [Mr. BURROWs] to assent to the proposition that the 
Committee on Rules had the right to direct me to withdraw that 
report, and the committee did direct me to do that, and I did 
withdraw it. The question, I say, was precisely the same as the 
question here. The motion to order the previous question was 
pending; the question was whether the House would order the 


previous question or not, and it was decided by us in the Com- | 
mittee on Rules, in consultation with the gentleman from Mich- | 


igan, that in that situation the committee had the right to di- 
rect me to withdraw the report, and I did withdraw it, and the 
House assented to that action. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The language of the rule 
is that a motion may be withdrawn atany time before a decision 
is had upon it or before it is amended. Now, the only question 
in this case is, has there been any decision upon the demand for 
the previous question, or has it been amended? Of course it 
has not been amended. The next question then, is, Has there 
been any decision upon it? There was a decision, the previous 


question was ordered, but a motion was made to ruconsider that | 


action, and it was reconsidered, and therefore the question stands 
now before the House without any decision having been had upon 
it, or the same as if there had been no decision upon it; so that 
it is in the power of the mover to withdraw it. It seems to me 
the proposition is as clear as any proposition can be made. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will read the rule on this sub- 
ject: 

When a motion has been made, the Speaker shall state it, or (if it be in 
writing) cause it to be read aloud by the Clerk before being debated, and it 


shall then be in possession of the House, but may be withdrawn at any time 
before a decision or amendment. 


The Chair desires to call the attention of the House to the 
distinction between the rule of this body in relation to the with- 
drawal of a proposition and the rule ordinarily prevailing under 
what is known as “ general parliamentary law.”” Under general 

rliamentary law, when a motion is in possession of the House 

tis beyond the control of the movant. Under general parlia- 
mentary law as well as under the rule of this House a proposi- 
_ isin the possession of the House when it has been stated by 
e Chair. But under the rule of this House a withdrawal may 


a decision by the House. 

The Chair will state further, that so far as his observation ex 
tends—and he recollects repeated instances—it has n the 
uniform practice, when there has been a reconsideration of the 
order for the previous question, to allow the motion to be with 
drawn. The Chair has known this to be done very often 

[t seems to the Chair that no inconvenience tothe business of 
the House can arise from permitting such a practice. On the 
other hand, very great inconvenienee might arise from holding 
that after the House has reconsidered the vote upon a propos! 
tion it is still to be assumed that there has been a decis 
the House. The Chair therefore thinks the gentleman from 
Missouri can withdraw the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I do withdraw it, and also withdraw 1 
motion to refer. 

Mr. McRAE. I offer the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri withdraws 
his motion; and the gentleman from Arkansas submits a motion 
which the Clerk will read: 

The Clerk read as follows: 


be 


on oO 


ly 


Resolved, That the gentleman from Alabama (Mr. WHEELER} be permitted 
to withdraw from the permanent edition of the RECORD his remarks printed 
in the proceedings of Monday last in reference to the adoption of the am 
ment to the rules which was then pending 


Mr.REED. Imovetoamend by adding the words “ and print 
ing the speech actually delivered.” 

Mr. MCRAE. I believe I have the floor. 
vious question on my resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman 
the previous question. 

Mr. REED. Does that allow a vote on my amendment? 

The SPEAKER. Itdoes not, asthe gentleman from Maina 
had not the floor. 

Mr. REED. I donot contend that it does. I would simply 
like an opportunity to state the case to the House. 

Mr. MCRAE. We have had the case stated. We all under- 
standit. The gentleman from Alabama has confessed that he 
violated the rule, and is willing to withdraw from the Recorp 
all that there is init. It seems to me this is a privilege which 
ought to be allowed any gentleman who makes such a request, 
and it is certainly all that can be accomplished by reference. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I want the position on this side 
understood: it is very simple. The only thing which ought to 
be done is the right thing, and that is to substitute for the 
speech which was not delivered, the speech that was delivered 
Surely we do not want to set an example of mutilating our 
RECORD by excluding a speech that was delivéred, simply be 
cause we take out a speech that was notdelivered. This matter 
seems to meso plain thatI think the gentleman from Arkansas 
if he will consider a moment, will admit my amendment, which 
expresses the correct idea about this question. Otherwise we 
shall establish the precedent that a gentleman may keep a 
speech out of the RECORD simply by putting in something that 
wag not delivered, and then dropping that, while not reinstat 
ing the other. Either the Recorp is one of the proceedings of 
the House or it is not. I know that in many ways we wander 
from the real matter-—— 

Mr.MCcRAE. Will thegentlemanfrom Maine be kind enough 
to state how much more time he desires” 

Mr. REED. Only a minute, 

Mr. MCRAE. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. REED. I really think we ought to have the REecorD, in 
all cases like this, conform to the actual facts. If not, then | 
think we ought to advertise on the face of the RECORD itsel 
that it. does not contain our proceedings; and that is pretty 
nearly the fact. 

Mr. McRAE. 
heard—— 

Mr. BURROWS. IL only wajta moment. 

Mr. MCRAE. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. BURROWS. I understand the gentleman from Alabama 


| demand the pre- 


from Arkansas demands 


If the gentleman from Michigan desires to be 




































































is perfectly content to have inserted in the RECORD, in place of 
what he asked permission to withdraw from it, the remarks 
that he sctually made. I so understand from a conference with 
him, 

Mr. MCRAE. I did not so understand. I understood exactly 
the reverse. I wantto do whatever the gentleman from Alabama 
wishes to do in connection with the matter. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I did think, Mr. Speaker, the 
gentleman from Michigan ought not to insist on inserting a 
speech of mine in the Recorp that I had no opportunity to see 
and correct. But, as I said before, I have at all times in all my 
service here been anxious not only to comply with the rules of 
the House, but have also always endeavored to comply so far as 
possibile with the views of my fellow-members on this floor. In 
that unxiety—seeing that some gentlemen on the other side de- 
sired to have the remarks I made incorporated in the RECORD— 
I will not interpose any objection. 

Mr. BURROWS. That is what I understood. 

Mr. WHEELERof Alabama. And now I renew my request—— 

Mr. MCRAE. Before that, if the gentleman from Alabama 
lias no objection to the insertion of what has been read from the 
desk in the REcoRD, then [ am willing to accept theamendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Maine as a part of my motion. 

Mr. REED. Let the Clerk report the amendment to the 
amendment now, so that we can see that it is in the right form. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the pending amendment: 

* And print the speech actually delivered.” 

Mr. REED. That is correct. 

Mr. WHEELERof Alabama. Now, I want first, Mr. Speaker, 
to ask unanimous consent to have permission to withdraw the 
printed speech from the Recor, and I think the House ought 
to grant me that eonsent rather than submit the matter to the 
Hose in the shape of a motion. I also ask, in order to gratify 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS], to have inserted 
in the RecorpD in place of the withdrawn remarks the speech 
which it is contended was delivered on the floor of the House 
and which has been read from the desk. 

Mr. BURROWS. That is right. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama now asks 
ununimous consent that the speech which has been printed in 
the RECORD may be omitted from the permanent RECORD, and 
in lieu thereof that there be inserted the remarks which were 
taken down by the reporter on the occasion in question. Is 
there objection? 

‘There was no objection. ° 

Mr. MCRAE. Now, I withdraw the motion I have made. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution of the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas is withdrawn. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that I may be permitted to print that speech 
in the Recorp—the speech that has just been withdrawn. As 
gentlemen are aware | might have read it this morning in my 
own time and procured its insertion in the RecorpD in that 
way, or I could have had it read from the Clerk’s desk. But I 
never trifle with the House. I have never sought to obtain ad- 
vantages by sharp practice or indirection. I have never at- 
tempted to do indirectly that which I could not accomplish by 
direct, wnquestioned, and straightforward methods. I have 
never obtained the floor in my own right, and then because it 
was in my power to do so proceeded to exercise that power in 
an unusual or unexpected manner, as has sometimes been done, 
in violation of parliamentary courtesy. 

And with that record of nearly fourteen years of service on 
this floor I now ask unanimous consent that that speech, which 
appeared in the proceedings of the 18th instant, 1 may now be 
permivted to print in the REcoRD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request oi the gen- 
tleman from Alabama that he have the privilege of inserting in 
the Recorp the remarks which have been withdrawn from the 
Recorp of the 18th instant? 

There was no objection. [Applause.] 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TATE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 5802) to increase the pen- 
sion of Pickens T. Reynolds, of Hail County, Ga. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia? 

Mr. BUNN. I want to enter an objection—— 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

> TATE. Will the gentleman not allow the report to be 
read: 

Mr. BUNN. I want to say just this in connection with the 
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subject: The House of Representatives establisheda rule making 
Friday a day for the consideration of private business. It has 
never, in the six months since that rule was established, de- 


voted a day to the consideration of the Private Calendar. 
Mr: TATE. But we passed on this bill under a rule of the 


House in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BUNN (continuing). We have never had a day, and I am 
instructed by the Committee on Claims todemandit. I give no- 
tice now that [ shall demand the regular order on this day for 
the purpose of proceeding with the business under the rule and 
for no other purpose. 

I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees 
for reports. 

CALL OF COMMITTEES. 


The committees were called for reports; when reports were 
submitted, ordered to be printed, and referred as follows: 


PUBLIC BUILDING, FORT WORTH, TEX. 


By Mr. ABBOTT, from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, the bill(H. R. 1950) to authorize the construction of 
an additional story to the public building in Fort Worth, Tex.— 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I have been 
directed by the Committee on the District of Columbia to sub- 
mit a report on the bill H. R. 6725. It isnowin my committee 
room, and I ask unanimous consent to file it with the Clerk dur- 
ing the day. 

The SPEAKER. 
will be granted. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HEARD. I desire to make the same request inregard to 
a bill which I have been authorized by the committee to report, 
but which I have not had an opportunity to prepare. Next 
Monday is District day, and I should like to have permission to 
file the bill with the Clerk during the day. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, that request will also be 
allowed. 

There was no objection. 


CHAPTER 40, LAWS OF SECOND SESSION FORTY-SEVENTH CON- 
GRESS. 

_ Subsequently Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, from the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, reported back favorably 
the bill (H. R. 6725) to modify an act approved January 30, 1883, 
being chapter 40 of the laws of the second session of the Forty- 
seventh Congress; which was referred to the House Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed the bill (S. 1928) toamend 
section | of an act approved April 6, 184, entitled ‘* An act to 
give effect to the award rendered by the Tribunal of Arbitra- 
tion at Paris, under the treaty between the United Staies and 
Great Britain concluded at Wasiington, February 29, 1892, for 
the purpose of submitting to arbitration certain questions con- 
cerning the preservation of the fur seals;” in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill 
(H. R. 5276) to authorize Commander F.. W. Dickins, of the United 
States Navy, toaccept the decoration of the cross of naval merit 
of the third class from the King of Spain; when the Speaker 
signed the same. 


Without objection, the gentleman’s request 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BUNN. I move that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering the bills 
upon the Private Calendar. 

The meiion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resclved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar, with Mr. HATCH in the 


chair. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the first bill on the 
Calendar. 
DYNAMITE CRUISER VESUVIUS. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


w.. bill (H. R. 222) to remit the penalties on the dynamite gun-cruiser Vesu- 
us. 


Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, I reported that 
bill from the Committee on Naval Affairs. I ask unanimous 
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consent that it be laid aside without prejudice to-day, to retain 
its place on the Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlemanfrom Maryland [Mr. TAL- 
BOTT] asks unanimous consent that this bill be laid aside with- 
out prejudice, to retain its place on the Calendar. Is there ob- 
jection? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next bill on 
the Calendar. 

Fr. Y. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 509) for the relief of F. Y. Ramsey, the heir at law and distrl- 

butee of Joseph Ramsey. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to pay toF. Y. Ramsey, son and heir at law of the late 
Joseph Ramsey, late collector of customs and superintendent of lights, dis- 
trict of Plymouth, N. C., the sum of $430.42, balance due said Joseph Ram- 
sey as per records of the Treasury, accu. jing to final settlement therein re- 
corded April 30, 1861, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, which sum is hereby appropriated and made immediately available 
therefor. 

Mr. BUNN. Mr. Chairman, when this bill was under consid- 
eration on a former occasion the question wasasked of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations whether this amount 
had been paid by the Confederate government. I withdrew the 
bill at that time for the purpose of getting the information. I 
desire the Clerk to read a letter from the Treasury Department 
in answer to my inquiry. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question of order. 
We can not hear the gentleman, and this is animportant matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair requests members to be in 
order, so that gentlemen can hear. The Clerk will read the 
letter, as requested by the gentleman from North Carolina[Mr. 
BUNNI. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


TREASURY 


RAMSEY. 


DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., October 13, 1893. 

Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt, by reference, of your 
letter of the 5th instant, addressed to the Adjutant-General, inclosing the re- 
port of the Committee on Claims, relative to the balance claimed to be due 
the estate of Joseph Ramsey, deceased, formerly collector of customs and 
superintendent of lights in the district of Plymouth, N. C., and in which you 
inquire whether this account was settled by the Confederate government. 

In reply, you are informed that an examination has been made of the files 
and records of the Confederate treasury, now on file in this Department, 
and it appears, from the record of the Confederate first auditor’s certificates 
of settlement of accounts, that a ‘final account under the old bond” was 
settled September 2, 1862, with Joseph Ramsey, collector and disbursing 
agent from May 10, 1861, the date of North Carolina’s act of secession, to 
August 31, 1851, the date of the new bond. 

On the same day « settlement under the new bond was made, commencing 
September |, 1861, and ending December 31, 1861. The only settlements with 
Joseph Ramsey, as superintendent of lights, found of record are as follows: 

October 23, 1861, for the quarter ending September 30, 1861, under the bond 
of August 31, 1861. 

July 29, 1862, for the quarter ending December 31, 1861. 

April 4, 1864, from January 1 to September 30, 1862. 

Thus it will be seen that there is no evidence found in the records of the 
at auditor of the Confederacy of the settlement of the balance referred to 
a™ ve. 

Respectfully, yours, 
W. E. CURTIS, Acting Secretary. 

Hon. BENJAMIN H. BUNN, 


Chairman Committee on Claims, House of Representatives. 


Mr. BUNN. Mr. Chairman, it will be seen from that letter 
that the amount standing to the credit of Mr. Ramsey has not 
been paid. That is a sufficient answer to the question that was 
presented by the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
when the bill was up before. This bill merely provides that a 
balance which is standing to the credit of Mr. Ramsey be paid 
to his heirs-at-law. Ido not know of any possible reason why 
the bill should not pass. I want to say that the same bill passed 
the House of Representatives in the Fifty-first Congress unani- 
mously, and was lost because of want of consideration in the 
Senate. If there is any member on the floor who desires infor- 
mation, I will be glad to give it to him. 

Mr. KILGORE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. BUNN. Certainly. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand that the purpose of this bill is 
to provide for the payment of a claim against the Federal Gov- 
ernment for carrying the mail before the war? 

Mr. BUNN. The gentleman is misteken. 

Mr. KILGORE. Then I should like to know what it is for? 

Mr. BUNN. The bill provides for the payment to the heirs 
of Mr. Ramsey of $430 due to him, the balance standing to his 
credit as collector of the port at Plymouth, N. C., on the 30th 
day of April, 1861. 

r. KILGORE. Is there any proof that this claim was not 
paid by the Confederate government? 

Mr. BUNN. Mr. Speaker, Iam utterly astonished at the ques- 
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tion. The letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, \ 
just been read, states that it hasnot been paid. Where v 
gentleman sitting when the letter was read? 

Mr. KILGORE. The Confederate gove 
many of these claims. 

Mr. BUNN. But this is from thearchivesof the Confederate 
government in answer to that very question propounded here 
tofore, and the archives of the Confederate government show 
that it was not paid by that government. Itstandsto Mr. Ram- 
3ey's credit on the books of this Government, and the books of 
the Confederate government show that it was not paid. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Cn whataccount is this balance? 

Mr. BUNN. Itisa balance of one of his accounts for wages 
and money paid out for light, fuel, and so forth. The books of 
the Federal Government show this amount standing to his 
credit. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Isthe gentleman prepared to state whether 
this is one of many such claims, or is it an exception? 

Mr. BUNN. I will state as chairman of the Committee on 
Claims that there are very few of these balances remaining un- 
paid. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the bill be laidaside 
with a favorable recommendation? 

Mr. BUNN. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, while the amount involved 
in this bill is comparatively small, a little less than $500, yet 
there may be a principle lying back of it which may possibly 
open the door to a very large class of claims, and therefore | 
would like to get some information as to the facts. This is a 
claim of a collector of customs at Plymouth, N. C., a custodian 
of funds under the General Government, for a balance alleged 
to be due to him for his salary for the quarter ending April, 
1861, about which time North Carolina voted to secede from the 
Union. Theclaim extends back, therefore, about thirty-three 
vears. As I understand, and I desire to be corrected if I am 
mistaken, this claim was not settled at that time because this 
officer under the Federal Government went into the rebellion, 
or at least transferred his allegiance to the Confederacy, aban 
doning his duties as a Federal official and becoming aConfeder- 
ate official, and now, after having thus abandoned his duties as 
a Federal officer, he, or rather his heir, comes back at the end 
of thirty-three years and asks for a settlement of this balance. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. If the gentleman from Maine will permit 
a suggestion, I do not understand that his statementof the facts 
agrees with the statement of the chairman of the committee 
[Mr. BUNN]}. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Well, I want to be informed as to the facts. 

Mr. BUNN. This old man died very soon after the time this 
claim arose, died at an advanced age, and never went into the 
Confederate army atall. This claimant was a very young man, 
and, of course, did not enter the Confederate army. I did not 
know that that had anything to do with the case or I should 
have stated it before. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then how did it happen that the accounts 
of this official, if he still continued loyal to the Government, 
were not settled at the time? 

Mr. BUNN. Ican not answer that except by saying that he 
was inside of the Confederate lines, and, as the gentleman well 
knows, it made no difference how loyal a man was when he was 
inside the territory of a seceded State. In the meantime this 
man died, never having taken any partin the rebellion, and, as I 
have said, this young man, the claimant, was too young to take 
any part. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Did this official ever present this claim for 
the balance of his salary to the Federal Government? 

Mr. BUNN. It was presented the day the balance was struck. 
The balance was struck by the Department, not by him. They 
balanced it up, and this is the balance that they found due him. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Do you know why it was not paid? 

Mr. BUNN. Idonot. The officials say itis still there un- 
paid. I want to say, further, thatso far as the lapse of time is 
concerned this young man was an infant, with nobody to look 
after his rights, and so the claim slept for years; but it has been 
pending in Congress since he attained his majority, a period of 
about ten years. 

Mr. DINGLEY. DolI understand the gentleman to say that 
there is no considerable number of cases that could be atfected 
by this precedent? 

Mr. BUNN. Very few have been presented to the committee 
sofar. I want to say further to the gentleman that not a single 
case of this kind has been presented so far that has not been paid. 
The committee in the Fifty-first Congress reported favorably on 
at least two-thirds of the bills presented similar to this, and the 
money was paid. 

Mr. DINGLEY. 
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There is no question, then, in this case that 
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this claimant's father abandoned his duty as a Federal official 
and entered into the Confederate service as an official of similar 
character? 

Mr. BUNN. Notatall. Onthecontrary it appears that there 
is even a larger amount due to him, but it was not included in 
the balance to his credit because of the fact that before the next 
quarter ended the State of North Carolina had seceded. The 
Uidevenen, however, is not large—only about $10.25, I believe. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I do not know exactly what 
the facts in this case may be. I simply desire to call the atten- 
tion of the committee to this matter, before we establish a 
precedent that may trouble us in the future with reference to 
the payment of salaries claimed to be due to officials who left 
the Federal service in 1861, and,in many cases, went into the 
service of the Confederate government in a similarcapacity. It 


a peor here—and I understand that in that respect this case is | 
ali 


erentiated from others—that the Confederate gsovérument 
did not pay this official for the particular period set forth here. 

Mr. BUNN. That isso. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The presumption is that hecoutinued to dis- 
charge these duties under the Confederate government after 
North Carolina seceded and became a Confederate ofticial. 

Mr. BUNN. Ido not know about that. I know ibat he died 
soon after this claim arose. 

Mr. AITKEN. Do you know what becamg of the Federal 
property that was in his possession at that time? 

Mr. BUNN. Ido not. 

Mr. AITKEN. How much Government money did he have 
in his possession? 

Mr. HERMANN. I will say to the gentleman that the reo- 
port of the Seoretary of the Treasury shows that the amount in 
this official’s hands was all charged up against him, and this 
covers only the balance found to be due him. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Did he account forall the Government prop- 
erty in his hands? 

Mr. BUNN. Yes, sir: every dollar, and this is the balance 
found to be due him. 

Mr. DINGLEY. In that case, Mr. Chairman, in view of the 
peculiar circumstances, I do-not know that I have any objection 
to offer to the bill. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


RELIEF OF RALSIGH, N. C. 


The next bill on the Private Calendar was a bill (H. R. 19) for 
the relief of the city of Raleigh, N.C. 

Mr. BUNN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask that that bill be 
passed over informally. There are several bills pending before 
our committee involving the same question that is involved here, 
and since passing upon this bill the committee has authorized 
me, as chairman, to prepare a general bill embracing them all 
in one. For that reason, I asked that this be passed over in- 
formally. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


BENJAMIN ALFORD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was a bill (H. R. 522) 
for the relief of Benjamin Alford. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc.. That the Secre of the Treasury be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to amin Alford the sum of $79.20, out of 
any moneyin the Treasury not otherw: be spore riated, which sum is hereby 
appropriated, and made immediately available therefor. 


The report (by Mr. BUNN) was read as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 522) 
for the relief of Benjamin Alford, report it back to the House with a recom- 
mendation that it do 

Your committee find the facts te be as follows: Theclaimant is the owner 
of a grain distillery in Johnston County, N. C., and that 828,70 was reported 
against him for the month of February, 1898, on package No. 10, 43 gallons, 
and 810.50 for Mareh, 1898, on package No. 15, 45 gallons, making a total of 


7V.20, 

On the 15th day of March, 1898, the said distillery was broken open and 

yoo aaah nem > - 20, paid uuder protest by th 

‘> aggregateo! ese two sums, viz, was u y the 
Claimuant, he ha made application for release, which was refused by the 
Department upon the ground that the Department had no right to allow a 
credit for the same, inasmuch as there was no f of the actual destruc- 
tion of the contents of the Nos. 10 15. 

The evidence shows to the satisfaction of your committee that these two 
packages were traced to the of ene A. P. Hatcher, who was ar- 
rested and indicted for said 

The contents of these pac 
had paid no taxes, and were seized by the 
taxes, and the taxes upon the same are also from the proceeds of said 
sales, so that the Government has taxes twice. The claimant 
has lost his whisky and then is forced to pay the taxes which were assessed 

nst him in cone and March. : 

e passage of this bill is recommended by C. A, Cooke, attorney for the 
eastern district of North Carolina; also by the collector of customs for the 
fourth North Carolina district, in which this 
and by the collector of internal revenue. 

Your committee has not re the evidence because of its vol- 
ume, but for the information of all who desire to examine it have 
caused it to be filed in the Ales room of the House of Representatives. 
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Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN, Thegentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
BUNN] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. KILGORE. I want to ask him a question, and I will ask 
a to yield to me, or else I want to take the floor in my own 
right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not recognize the gentle- 
ay pe Texas until the gentleman from North Carolina yields 
the floor. 

Mr. KILGORE. Then I will wait until he gets through with 
his hour, and then I will ask recognition. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BUNN. Mr. Chairman, I shall be very mueh pleased to 
answer any question the gentleman desires to ask. 

Mr. KILGORE, I understand from the reportof the commit- 
tee that the proof of the destruction of two of the packages lost 
wes not sufficient to warrant the Department making the allow- 
»ace tothis collector. Now,can this House afford to act on less 
legal preof than would be sufficient to satisfy the Department? 

Mr. BUNN. I think I can answer that question to the satis- 
faction of the gentleman—TI am sure IT can to the satisfaction of 
the House. 

Mr. KILGORE. I[ am the man that wants to be satisfied. 
[Laughter. | 

Mr. BUNN. Well, I have some doubts as to satisfying the 
gentleman from Texas, but as to satisfying the House I have 
none. fLaughter.] The law does not allow the Department, 
under the circumstances stated in this case, to make the allow- 


|}ance. I hold in my hand a letter from the Commissioner show- 
| ing that he has no authority under existing jaw to make such 


an allowance. The law allows these taxes to beremitted upon 
proof of the actual destruction of the spirits, but in this case 
they were not destroyed. Thatisthe point. After these pack- 
ages were listed for taxation and when the books show that they 
were in the distillery, the distillery was robbed. They were 
taken away and these identical packages were found not de- 
stroyed, but the goods were removed and put in other packages, 
and those other packages were seized by the Government and 
that identical whisky and brandy was stored by the Govern- 
ment and the tax again covered into the Treasury. 

Mr. KILGORE. Suppose this property had been stolen and 
never had been recovered, that collector would have been liable. 

Mr. BUNN. Undoubtedly; and the money would have been 
paid, and this bill would not be here. 

Mr. KILGORE. Then the whole question depends upon the 
fact that the people who recovered this whisky were able to de- 
termine—I suppose by the taste—that some of the whisky taken 
from that collector had been mingled with other whisky. | 
understand the gentleman to say that it had been mingled with 
other goods. 

Mr. BUNN. I did not say that. I said it had been put with 
other packages. 

A MEMBER. How did they identify it? 

Mr. BUNN. Idonot know. But it was identified to the sat- 
isfaction of the district attorney, the collector, and of the jury 
who tried the man for stealing it and sent him to the peniten- 
tiary. 

Mr. KILGORE. Do you know anything about the packages 
that were stolen? 

Mr. BUNN. They are fully described in this mass of testi- 
mony. Idid not have it printed, because the sum involved was 
only $79, and it would have cost perhaps twice as much to print 
the evidence. 

Mr. KILGORE. IfI had the money, I would rather pay the 
bill myself than waste so much time upon it. ‘ 

Mr. STOCKDALE (to Mr. KitnGorRe). Why not borrow the 
money? 

Mr. BUNN. I have some doubt about the sincerity of decla- 
rations of this kind; they come too often from the gentleman. 

Mr. KILGORE. The trouble is I have not the money. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Then why not let the Government pay 
this claim, if you can not? .- 

Mr. MOSE In whose charge was this whisky? 

Mr. BUNN. It wasin charge of this man Alford. His house 
was broken into and his property stolen. The revertue officers 
there took the matter in hand and with the assistance of this 
man, these identical packages were found at the house of a man 
who was arrested and convicted. The letter of the district at- 
torney, Mr. ©. A. Cook, of North Carolina, and the letter of the 
collector of internal revenue are among the papers in the case, 
as is also a letter from the Department stating that this isa 
case in which under the law the tment can not grant re- 
lief. I have in my hand the letter of the Acting Commissioner, 
Mr. W. Pe the passage of this bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Will the gentleman send to the desk to be 
read nna communication from the Commissioner of Internal 
Reven 
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Mr. BUNN. With very great pleasure. Before the letter is 
read let me say that the committee based their report upon 
these circumstances: Here vsas this whisky in the original pack- 
ages, on which this man had paid tax. It was seized in the pos- 
session of another man, an illicit distiller, and it was taxed a 
second time. This claimant lost his property, for which he asks 
no return from the Government; he simply asks that the taxes 
which were assessed upon him be refunded. The Government 
loses nothing to which itis entitled, because these 
paid twice on the same packages of goods. 


taxes were 


The Acting Commis- 
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sioner of Internal Reyenue states that the Department has not | 


authority to grant relief because the whisky was not destroyed. 


Section 3221 of the Revised Statutes, authorizing the refund of 
taxes in certain cases, does not apply toa case like this, where | 
the goods were not destroyed. 

Mr. KILGORE. About what time did this transaction take 
place? 

Mr. BUNN. During last year. I do not remember the exact 

g 

time. I think it was in the spring of 1893—less than a year ago. 
[ask the Clerk to read in my time the letter which I send to 


the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFPICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF INTERNAL REVENTE, 
Washington, D. C., August 28, 1893. 

Sin: In reply to your verbal inguiry relative to the claim of Mr. Benjamiu 
Alford, for the abatement of 379.20 stamp tax on spirits, I have to say that 
the assessment claimed was based upon spirits alleged to have been stolen 
from the distill« ry bon ied warehouse of Mr. Alford. If any relief were given 
in a.case of this kind, it would be by the honorable Secretary of the Trea 
ury, under the provisions of section 3221, Revised Statutes. 

That section provides that relief may be afforded “on proof of the 
destruction (of distilled spirits) by accidental fire or other casualty. 
while the same remained * * * inany distillery warehouse,” etc. 

The spirits in question were stolen from the warehouse—removed for con 
sumption or sale—and it is not alleged or pretended that they were « 
stroyed, even after they were taken from the warehouse 

The claim has been rejected and the collector advised accordingly. The 
assessment appears to be a proper one, and should be paid unless Congress 
should see fit to afford relief. 

Respectfully, yours, 


actual 


G.W. WILSON, 
Acting Conunissioner. 
B. H. BUNN 
House of Represent 


Mr. BUNN. Ii uow yield to my friend from Tennessee [Mr. 
Cox] as much time as he may want. 

Mr. DINGLEY. One moment, before the gentleman from 
Tennessee proceeds. I do not understand that the letter just 
read embraces any recommendation of the Commissioner for the 
passage of such a bill as this. He simply states what the facts 
were. 

Mr. BUNN. But he says this is a proper case for relief. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Does he say that Congress ought to grant 
relief? 

Mr. COX. There can be no question about the merits of this 
case when gentlemen understand it. This whisky was made in 
a perfectly lawful way, and the tax was assessed upon it and 
paid. Then the whisky was stolen and carried away. After- 
wards it was found and seized, was sold, and the tax collected 
again. In other words, this whisky was made to pay double tax; 
and this man lost his whisky besides. The elaim involves the 
tremendous sum of $79. 

Mr. BUNN. I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Tion 


atives D. C. 


Washington 


J. M. BILLINGS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
995) for the relief of J. M. Billings. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of 8850 is hereby appropriated out of any 
moneys in the Treasury of the I nite| States not otherwise appropriated, 
topay the claims of J. M. Billings, oi Santa Clara, Santa Clara County, State 
of California, for money, money orders, and stamps, and other property 
stolen from the post-office while he was postmaster in the town of Santa 
Clara, Santa Clara County, State of Califoria, on the night of September 11, 
1877. ; 

The Treasurer of the United States is hereby authorized to draw his war- 
rant in favor of J. M. Billings in said sum, and is hereby directed to pay the 
same upon the passage of this act. 


Mr. BUNN. The report in this case was made by the gentle- 
man from California{Mr. Loup]. I yield tohim such time as he 
may desire. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Billings, for whose relief this bill has been 
reported, was postmaster of the town of Santa Clara, Cal. The 
evidence which is on file and which is cited in the report shows 
conetusively that the post-office from which this Government 

rty was stolen was a perfectly secure brick building; and 
that it contained a good safe. The affidavits of several citizens 
of the town go to show that robbers who at the time infested 
that vicinity, cut through the roof of the building, went down 


ee 
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into the post-office, robbed the safe, and then made their escape 
through the back door. These affidavits of some of the best cit 
izens of Santa Clara County who are personally well known 
me, leave no doubt that every proper care was exercised by th 
postmaster, and that he suffered loss by robbery to the 

stated in the bill. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. How mu 
Mr. LOUD. Eight hundre 
Mr. BYNUM. W 


*h} 
and fifty dollar 


hy has not the Post-Office 


( 
} 
t 


Department al 





lowed this claim? 
Mr. LOUD, This case occurred before the passage of the law 
8 

owing the Department tosettle claims of this kind. This case 

is been before Congress a number of years. 

[ will state that among the papers here there is also an a 
davit of the postmistress, the assistant of Mr. Billings, whoce 
tifies to the amount of Government property that was in the pos 

ice at the time. Here are the items: Money order fun 

; post-office funds, $290, together with stamps amountin 

Mr. DOLLIVER. How is thea yint of the loss « i 
rom the books of the Department? 

Mr. LOUD. Itecould not be computed from th ooks of the 
Department. It iscomputed from the books and accounts of th 


postmaster and from the affidavits in the case. The books of th 
Department could not show what the loss was. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Is the evidence conclusive that the amo 
tated was actually stolen? 

Mr. LOUD. Conclusive evidence is furnished in the affidavit 


of this man himself and also of the postmistress who was his a 


s 


sistant—now Mrs. Gertrude Starr. Mr. Billings is well know: 
as a reputable citizen; and there is no doubt in the mind of an 
one acquainted with the circumstances that there was stolen at 


r *he 


that time property amounting to $90) or $1,000. postmis 
tress says the amount was about $900. She does not know th 
exact amount, although she ran the office herself. Mr. Billing 
makes the amount $855. The bill names $850. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. How old is this claim? 


Mr. LOUD. The robbery occurred in 1876. The claim |! 


been before Congress for ten years, but it has never be 
reached before. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to put a few interrogato to 
the gentleman. This, I understand, is a case of loss at a po 


office through theft? 
Mr. LOUD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. KILGORE. There is now on the 


statute book a law 


thorizing the Post-Office Department to make allowance to post 
masters sustaining losses of this kind where the officer has no 
been guilty of negligence, the amount being limited to $2,000 in 


any one case. 
Mr. LOUD. But that law does 
enacted until 1881. 
Mr. KILGORE. 
Mr. LOUD. 


not cover this case: it was no 


That was after this claim accrued? 


Yes, sir. This allowance can not be made und 


any rule of the Department or any existing statute. 

Mr. KILGORE. The law does not permit the Department to 
make any allowance of this kind if the postmaster or his e1 
ployés have been guilty of negligence. 

Mr. LOUD. No: but when there has been no negligence an 
allowance can be made to the amount of $2,000. 

Mr. KILGORE. The rule established by that law ought 
apply to this case. If this postmaster or his deputies wer 
cuilty of any negligence, this allowance ought not to be made 

Mr. LOUD. This ease is so f illy presented in the affidavits 
of parties who were acquainted with the circumstances as they 
occurred at the time that their evidence is much better than 


might 
ars aiter the occurrence. 
itherpoint. That lawdoes 


any that could be obtained upon an investigation whieh 
tak place now, some seventeen y¢ 

Mr. KILGORE. But there 
not apply to the case of theft. 

Mr. LOUD, Oh, yes. 

Mr. KILGORE. ‘The law,as I understand, does not nam: 
theft as one of the casesin which relief shall be given by the De 
partment. 

Mr. LOUD. 







isonet 


The gentleman is mistaken, 


Mr. KILGORE. it specifies, I believe, burglary or fire 

Mr.LOUD. This was burglary. 

Mr. KILGORE. If this was a case of burglary, there could 
not have been negligence on the part of the postmaster. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. That is this case. 

Mr. KILGORE. No; this is theft. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. No: itisa case of burglary. The rob 


bers broke into the house, and then broke into the safe. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understood the gentleman from California 
to say it was acase of theft. 

Mr. LOUD. I[Lassented to the gentleman's 


juestion, not sup- 
posing he would make such a distinction as th 


[ move that 





ereme 


as Tae Le 
Re eee 


a. 
iA: 
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the bill be laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation, 
The motion was agreed to. 
EDWARD HURLEY. 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 903) for 
relief of Edward Hurley. 

Mr. BUNN. I ask that this bill be informally passed over, 
for the same reason that the other case was passed over a few 
minutes ago. It isa bill of the same character. 

There being no objection, the bill was passed over informally, 
not to lose its place on the Calendar, 


PENNSYLVANIA WAR DAMAGES. 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 286) to 
authorize the payment of damages sustained by citizens of the 
State of Pennsylvania from Union and Confederate troops dur- 
ing the late war, as adjudicated and liquidated by the State of 
Pennsylvania under the provisions of an act of the General As- 
sembly of the said State of Pennsylvania, approved the 22d day 
of May, A. D. 1871. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. Mr.Chairman, the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BELTZHOOVER], chairman of the Committee 
on War Claims, who reported this bill, is absent, sick, andI wish 
to ask unanimous consent of the House thatit be passed over in- 
formally for the present, not to lose its place on the Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Kentucky, that this bill be passed over infor- 
mally? 

There was no objection. 

HIRAM JOHNSON AND OTHERS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
"9 


724) for the relief of Hiram Johnson and others. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay, out of any moneys in the Treasury not oth: 
erwise appropriated, the respective sums of money as hereinafter provided, 
to the respective persons named herein, or to their heirs or legal representa- 
tives, to wit: 

To H. Johnson, $659.86. 

To Stephen M. Johnson. 8659.86. 

To D. J. Franklin, $130.48, 

To Josiah Franklin. 2156.00. 

To Nat Buckley, $261.20. 

To John Tall, $813.49. 

To Elias Bray, 8891.92. 

To Dr. G. Johnson, $154.60. 

To Harrison Trice, $261.20. 

To Jeremiah Crook, sr., 22.41. 

Yo Willis Arnold, $5,213.89. 

To Arch McCorkle, 8891.92. 

To G, L. Ross, 81,306.91. 

To S. L. Ross, $1,306.9!. 

To John M. Hart, $522.41. 

Yo William A. Brummer, $801.69. 

To John D. Smith, #251.20. 

Te A. B. Crook, $281.29. 

To Daniel McCollum, $261.20. 

To Jef Jones, $130.48. 

To Thomas McGill, $156.61. 

To James Ledbetter, $155.61 

To William Ozier, %22.41. 

To Elijah Bond, $251.20. 

To John L. Cawthon, $522.41} 

To William Hall, $522.41. 

To Carroll Beaver, $522.41. 

To John West, 8659. #6. 

To James Clifford, $261.20, 

To O. F, Hendrix, 8784.04. 

To Frank Cawthen, $813.49. 

To James Cawthon, $150.49. 

To S. E. Grider, 8139.49. 

To Silas Grider, £130.49. 

To John Robinson, $240.34. 

To Hugh McKnight, 8200.25. 

To John G. Smith, 879.96. 

To Caleb McKnight, $200.25. 

To James Thomas, $200.25. 

To William P. Walker, $120.06. 

To A. S. Rogers, 8341.55. 

To Tyson G. Maness, 8561.02. 

To William H. Bond, $120.06. 

To F. M, Ballard, 8240.04. 

To Stephen Massengil!. $120.06. 

To W Swink, 640.80. 

To Keton M. Jones, $361.15. In all $22,271.25. 


Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. HOLL. Mr. Chairman, is there a report accompanying 
this bill? . 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that there is a re- 

rt. 

a HULL. I think we should have the report read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee has been 
recognized. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, inasmuch as this bill carries an 
appropriation of about $22,000, I think the report of the com- 
mittee had better be read, as it will afford an explanation to the 
House of the character of the bill. 
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| small force of Union troops stationed at 
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The report (by Mr. ENLOE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referre the bill (H. R. 724) 
for the relief of Hiram Johnson and others, reports as follows: 

This claim was presented in the Fifty-second Congress and was favorably 
reported upon by the Committee on War Claims, to whom it was referred. 
After a careful investigation of the facts involved, your committee adopt 
the report of the committee of the Fifty-second Congress, a copy thereof 
being hereto attached and made a part of this report, and recommend that 
the bill do pass. 





[House Report No. 19, Fifty-second Congress, first session. | 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1219) 
for the relief of Hiram Johnson and others, submit the following report: 

The facts of this claim are fully set forth ina report made by this com- 
mittee to the House in the first session of the Fifty-first Congress, hereto 
annexed and made a part of this report. 

Your committee therefore adopt the said report as their own, and report 
back the bill and recommend its passage. 





{House Report No. 14, Fifty-first Congress, first session. ]} 

The facts out of which this claim for relief arises and the reasons of the 
committee for recommending the passage of the bill will be found stated in 
the report of the Committee on WarClaims, submitted tothe second session 
of the Forty-sixth Congress by Gen. Bragg, of Wisconsin, who was then 
chairman of said committee, which report is as follows: 


[House Report No. 1345, Porty-sixth Congress, second session. ] 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the petition of 
Hiram Johnson and others for relief, submit the following report: 

The facts out of which this claim for relief arises will be found stated in 
House Report of the Committee on Military Affairs, No. 184, second session, 
Forty-fourth Congress, and in reports from the Secretary of War, with cor- 
respondence attached, on file with the papers in the case, and are in sub- 
stance as follows: 

On the 25th day of November, 1862, a oa of rebels made araid upon a 

enderson, in the State of Ten- 


| nessee, on the Mobile and Ohio Railroad. The raiding party captured the 


| 


Union troops, with their arms and noe equipage, burned a quantity of 
cotton belonging to the United States and to private individuals, and also 
mae the depot buildings and water tank belonging to the railway cor- 
poration. 

Thereupon, on the 2d day of December following, the commandment of 
the Union forces at the post of Bethel, Tenn. (Col. J. N. Haynie, Fortieth 
Regiment Illinois Volunteers), appointed a board of officers to investigate 
the losses sustained and appraise the damages suffered from the raid, with 
a view to an assessment by way of reprisal upon rebel sympathizers in and 
about Henderson. 

The board sc appointed assessed the value of the property captured and 
destroyed as follows: 


Cotton burned belonging to the United States_...................... $1, 900. 00 
Arms and camp equipage belonging to the United States ........_- 3, 180. 00 
Total belonging tothe United States............................ 5,080.00 
Cotton belonging to private persons ......................---....-..-. 18, 171. 36 
ROE WO BROOEED cciccecccccnsdcccs Sc eebibAiaelblin tadie Wasalsnia’abekbedacss tile 3, 500. 00 
i ao eGupdiinenhnnwiden 26, 751. 36 


Upon this report being made, Col. Haynie ordered an assessment of this 
amount to be levied upon the rebel ae in and about Henderson, 
which action was a ved at the headquarters of the district of Jackson, in 
the Department of Tennessee, Brig. Gen. Sullivan commanding, on the 12th 
day of December, 1862; and an order bearing date on that day was issued 
from said last-named headquarters directing the collection of the tax. 

Col. Haynie proceeded in the execution of the order, and collected of the 
said assessment the sum of 223,325.16, leaving a deficit of $3,426.20 not col- 
lected, by reason of the absence of the persons against whom the same was 
assessed. And thereafter, but at what precise date does not appear, Col. W. 
W. Sanford, Forty-eighth Illinois Volunteer Infantry, commanding post at 
Bethel, made an additional and supplemental assessment for $4,326.20, to 
make up such deficit; and of this amount there was collected #4,026.20, mak- 
ing the total amount collected to repair losses and damages sustained by said 
. . eee all of which sum was paid by the persons now asking relief 

yt tition. 

The right of the military commandant, in time of war, to order and en- 
force assessments upon hostile communities by way of reprisal, and to pre- 
vent the giving information and encouragement to enemies outside of his 
lines by enemy sympathizers within ‘his lines, is well settled and affirmed 
by all writers upon the laws of war, and is a most salutarycheck upon pred- 
atory incursions, by making the friends of those who commit the damage 
bear the brunt of the injury suffered. 

Atthe timeof the appraisal of the damages and of the levying and collecting 
these assessments it was sup to be under and in execution of an order 
of Gen. Grant, then comman the troops in that department. But it ap- 
pears from the papers filed that Gen. Grant disavowed the construction put 
upon his gees orders by the local officers, and declared the purpose and 
intent of his general order to be that reprisal should be made by way of levy 
and assessment ip case of raids within our lines, like the one at Henderson, 
only to re such losses as the Government might sustain in its property 
thereby, he refused to recognize the right of private claimants to reim- 
bursement bysuch levy and assessment; and onthe 23d day of January, 1863, 
ordered the proceeds of such assessment and collection to be turned over to 
the provost marshal- ; and it appears by the papers filed that his ac- 
tion in de the right of private claimants to reim ‘sement for losses 
sustained by the raid out of this fund was ap roved by the Secretary of War, 
on the report made thereon by Gen. M.C. ion. which report maintains the 
law to be that the power existed to levy and collect an assessment to pay 
private losses in the discretion of the general commanding; but as against 
such general's construction of his own orderand purpose no right whatever 
could accrue to a private claimant for reimbursement. 

The | sequence from these facts, and this declaration and construc- 
tion by Grant of his orders, seems to be that the subordinates, in the 
execution of the orders of the commanding general, should have made an 
assessment only for the losses sustained by Government, viz: 





For cotton burned bel to the United States...................... $1, 900 
Arms and camp equipage belonging to the United States.._........... 3, 180 
5, 080 


Had the Government rebuilt or 


the ury to the railway prop- 
erty, as an essential for their use _ es 


it, that also should be included as a 
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proper item for assessment; but the evidence shows that the railway com- 
pany repaired their injuries at their own expense ; 

Deducting this amount, for which the assessment was authorized, from 
the total amount collected, there remains a balance of $22.271.26 taken from 
the petitioners under a misconstruction of the order of the commanding gen 
eral. as certified to by his own action and the evidence of an officer of his 
staff. 

This committee have maintained, and still adhere to the doctrine, that no 
nation is liable for the willful torts of its soldiery. 

But was this assessment a tort, within the meaning of such well-estab- 
lished doctrine? It is submitted that this wrong is clearly without therule, 
because this assessment was collected by an officer of high rank, command- 
ing a military district, in the execution of an office giving him colorable au- 
thority, to say the least, to do the act he did; and that act was ratified by 
the general commanding, impliedly at least, by not ordering restitution 
when the excessive assessment came to his knowledge. 

But if the reasoning on this point may be deemed questionable, there is 
upon the facts another and complete answer to the application of this prin- 
ciple. The proof shows to an absolute certainty that of the money so col- 
lected $23,325.16 was applied by the United States to its use, knowing the 
source from whence it was derived, and the remainder of the sum, #4026, by 
all reasonable presumption, was likewise applied to the use of the Govern- 
ment. And the committee is so constrained to hold, as a contrary conclu- 
sion would compel us to impeach the integrity of a gallant officer who fell 
before Vicksburg without a stain upon his citizen or soldier life. 


The law of the case, then, may be stated to be, that if the officers, agents | 


of the Government, committed a tort originally, it was approved by the 
principal, the Government, when it knowingly accepted the benefits of the 
tortious acts. C ; 
have ever been had to divest the persons so assessed of their right in the 
surplus fund. 

Hence your committee are constrained to hold that the claims of the pe- 
titioners to the amount collected of them ($22,271.26) in excess of the re- 
quirements of Gen. Grant are valid, and that the Government ought in 


right refund the same; and report herewith a bill, redistributing the same | 


to the persons who paid the same ratably, in proportion to the sums origi- 
nally paid by each of them, respectively, and recommend its passage. 

Your committee adopt the said report as their own, and report herewith 
a substitute for the bill and recommend its passage. 

Mr.ENLOE. Mr.Chairman, the report just read sets forth 
fully and clearly the origin of this claim. It has been reported 
Ithink now some seven times in the House in seven different 
Congresses favorably from the Committee on War Claims, and 
has once passed this House. It has been reported four times 
favorably in the Senate and twice passed thatbody. I hope the 
House will allow it to be laid aside with a favorable recommen- 
dation. I make that motion. 

Mr. KILGORE. I do not understand the motion that the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee has submitted. 

The CHAIRMAN. That the bill be laid aside to be reported 
to the Houso with favorable recommendation. 

Mr. KILGORE. Oh, no. I think we ought to agree on some 
time for the discussion of this bill. 
a vote some time about half past 4 o'clock to-day. 
portant question is involved in it. 

Mr. ENLOE. Is the gentleman 
statement? 

Mr. KILGORE. Iam. 

Mr. ENLOE. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. KILGORE. An hour. 

Mr. ENLOE. I will reserve my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Texas desire to 
occupy the floor? 

Mr. KILGORE. 
nation of this bill. 


« 
€ 


A very im- 
from Texas serious in his 


| 


i 


I think that there ought to be some expla- 
It has been before Congress, the gentleman 
from Tennessee says, seven or eight difierent times. It has 
passed this body once or twice, I believe, and passed the Sen- 
ate once or twice, as he tellsus. Now,I think that is a positive 
disadvantage to it in this Congress; and I would not be willing 
to see this bill laid aside with favorable recommendation with- 
outthe House having an opportunity to fully discuss and under- 
stand the questions involved and how it first arose, and what 
rights these people would have over and above other people in 
the South who lost all of their property by the war. These are 
all important questions, and I think ought to be discussed. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. What is the amount involved? 

Mr. KILGORE. It carries about $20,000, I understand. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Something over $22,000. 

Mr. KILGORE. I reserve the balance of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the bill be laid 
aside, with a favorable recommendation? 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, I think we ought to have 
some further explanation of the matter before voting upon it. 
This is a claim, I suppose, of loyal citizens? 

Mr. ENLOE. No, sir. Thatis not the nature of the claim. 
The gentleman from Michigan probably knows the character of 
the claim, which has been pending here, I suspect, evez since 
he has been a member of this body. 

Mr. BURROWS. Were they disloyal people 
ants? 

Mr. ENLOE. 
tion with it. 

Mr. BURROWS. 
be considered? 

Mr. ENLOE. 


u 


tbase claim- 
That is a question that is not raised in connec- 
And do you think that question 2heald not 


It has nothing to do with the auestion. 


And no proceedings by way of confiscation or condemnation | 
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Mr. BURROWS. And that it makes no difference 
they were loyal or disloyal? 

Mr. ENLOE. Notatall. 

The nature of the case I will state to the eentleman just 
this. There was a Federal post at the town of Henderson, in 
the State of Tennessee, occupied by adetuchment of troops from 
Illinois. Col. Haynie, the colone! of the regiment, was stationed 
at Bethel, Tenn. A detachmentof Confederate troons under the 
command of my colleague from Tennessee | Mr. Cox _ crossed the 
river and went to Henderson and attacked the postand captured 


ae 
whether 


+} 


4 LS 





it, and during the fight, or immediately following it, burnt the 
depot. In the destruction of the depot building they destroyed 
some Government property and some cotton that belonged to 
private parties. 

Col. Haynie appointed a board to estimate the losses nd or- 


? 
ieVy 


dered an assessment to be ied the people of the com- 
munity to the amount of the value of all the property destroyed 
of the United States for losses ined by the destruction, in 
cluding railroad, Government, and individual property. Inthe 
execution of that order these persons, whose names are mentioned 
in the bill, were assessed for various sums of money, amounting 
in the aggregate to $26,757.36. Gen. Sullivan, the superior 
Col. Haynie, was stationed at Jackson, Tenn. 


Mr. NORTHWAY. You mean the Federa 


pon 
sust 
na 


of 


reneral, Sullivan? 





Suppose we say we will take | 


Mr. ENLOE. Yes, sir. Col. Haynie, after ascertaining the 
losses and levying the assessment called on Gen. Sulliven to is- 
sue an order ‘‘directing the collection and disbursement of 

|} amount assessed.” Gen. Sullivan ordered it to be paid over to 
| Col. J. D. Webster, superintendent of United States military 


| railroads atJackson, Tenn. Gen. Grant ordered that the hands 


be paid over to Col. William S. Hillyer, the provost-marshal- 
general at Memphis,Tenn. It finally was placed in the hands of 
the quartermaster, Col. C. A. Reynolds, who turned it over to 
the Treasury. 
These facts, Mr. Chairman, are all matters of record. They 
show that the money, after reimbursing the Government for its 
| losses, instead of being paid back to the parties from‘ whom it 
| was taken, was paid into the Treasury of the United States, and 
| has been there all this time,and is there to-day. All this bill 


proposes to do is to take the excess of the money and return it 
to these people in the same proportion. in which they paid it into 
the Treasury. 

A question was raised, and I want to deal fairly with the House 
upon the subject—a question was raised by the claimants who 
had cotton destroyed by the fire, for damage resulting from it. 
They claim that they should be paid out of that fund, and the 
Forty-third Congress paid two of the claimants over $9,000 of 

| it. The question was first referred to Gen. Grant, and Gen 
| Grant stated that the levy was not made for the purpose 1 
imbursing cotton speculators for any losses they might have 


t 
I 


he 


e 
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| sustained. Gen. Sullivan stated that it was levied in the na- 
ture of an indemnity, and as a notice to the people of that 
section of the State that in the event of similar raids like 


se would be adopted; that it would operateas a notice tothe 
Confederate forces who might attempt such raids in the future 
not to come in, because these people would be made to suffer the 
conse,uences of it. 

“he main purpose was for the reimbursement of tl 
ment and for indemnity, as was stated at thattime. Gen. Sulli- 
van gave notice to those assessed that after reimbursing the 
Government the balance of this fund ld be held as an in- 
demnity against future raids or incursions from guerrillas or reg- 
ular Confederate troops; but it his ij ntion to return the 


cou 


Govern- 





} . 
ou 


was int 


balance to those assessed in case no further disturbances oc- 
curred in that vicinity. There were no further raids, and ac- 
cording to Gen. Sullivan's intentions when he made the levy, 


the money should have been refunded, but unfortunately for the 
claimants Gen. Sullivan was ordered elsewhere, and he left the 
funds in other hands, to find their way intothe Treasury, which, 
like the sea, never gives up what it has swallowed except to a 
storm. 

Some of these cotton claimants came here and aske 
ernment to pay them out of this fund. 


} 


4 


t 
They appl ed to the 


he Gov- 


Quartermaster-General, Gen. Meigs, and he held that the fund 
was not collected for that purpose, and refused to pay them. 
Then two of the claimants came to Congress, as I bef tated, 
and asked Congress to pass a bill appropriating money to pay 


ied at Henderson in that fire, and 
there was a bill passed through Congress paying two of these 
men over $9,000. It was insisted that this ought to come out of 
that particular fund, but the construction placed by Gen. Grant 
upon the order issued by the commanding officer and the con- 


them for cotton that was bur 


struction placed uron it by Gen, Sullivan and by the (uarter- 
master-General shows that no part of this money belonged to 
anybody or could equitably or legally belong to anybody except 


| the persons who paid it into this fund. 
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Mr. AITKEN. Does this bill contain the names of those who 
were assessed ? 
Mr, ENLOE. 

Mr. AITKEN. How did you get the list? 

Mr.ENLOE. Irom the military order making the assessment; 
which is of record in the War Department. The only question 
that ever confused the case was the questionas to whether or not 
the private citizens who were cotton speculators in that country 
at that time were entitled, as a matter of equity, to be paid out 
of this fund, rather than the people who had paid it into the 
Treasury. 

That question was ably discussed in areport submitted to the 
Senate in the Forty-eighth Congress, by the Hon. Howell E. 
Jackson, who was then a member of the Senate from Tennessee, 
and who is now an associate justice of the Supreme Court. 
Judge Jackson held that, as a matter of equity and as a matter 
of law, the balance of thisfund ought to be paid tothese people. 

The view of the question taken by the committees of this 
House in several different Congresses is presented in the able 
report on this bill, which was written by Gen. Bragg of Wiscon- 
sin, the famous commander of the “ Iron Brigade,’ when he was 
chairman of the Committee on War Claims in the Forty-sixth 
Congress. That report has been readopted in the Fiftieth, 
Vifty-first, Fifty-second, and Fifty-third Congresses. The claim 
is just, and! hope the committee will lay it aside with a favor- 
able recomimendation. I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, this claim has been before 
Congress for several years, but has never passed both Houses in 
the same Congress, and has always heretofore met with very 
serious oppusition. My only purpose is to call the attention of 
the commitice to the characterof theclaim. Of course, the ma- 
jority have the power to pass it, if they so desire; but I want 
the facts laid before the committee and Sofa the country. 





-Y es. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSBE. 








APRIL 20, 





Mr. HULL. Services to the Confederacy? 

Mr. BURROWS. Services to the ers! I suppose. 
call attention to another claim, in line 46 of the bill: 

Jeff Jones, $130.48. 

This report says: 


There is on file in this office one voucher signed J. Jones, at Morgantown, 
Tenn., for forage. 

One Jefferson Jones was first lieutenant, Company H, Third Tennessee In 
fantry, P. A., enlisted in Monroe County, Tenn. 

One J. Jones, of Blountville, Tenn., petitioned for the detail of a doctor. 

One J. Jones, as post adjutant at Knoxville, Tenn., reports certain Federa) 
prisoners being put in jail. 

One J. Jones s ened for pay for services as deck hand on steamer Holston. 
running between Knoxville and Chattanooga, Tenn. 

One J. Jones is mentioned as a prisoner (civil) who took the oath to the 
Confederate States before he was captured (in Tennessee). 


The next claim is that of— 
A. B. Crook, $261.20. 


This report says of him: 

There are on file in this office eight vouchers signed A. B. Crook, at vari- 
ous places in Tennessee and Mississippi, for forage and drugs for use of Con- 
federate States army. 

One A. B. Crook was a@ member of Com 
listed in Madison County, Tenn.; 2 
Eighteenth Tennessee Cavalry. 

Another claim is that of— 

John D. Smith, $261.20. 

The War Department report shows: 

There are on file in this office five vouchers signed J. D. Smith and on: 
signed Jno. D. Smith, at various places in Tennessee. 

The next item to which I wish to call attention is in line 54 
on page 3, the claim of— 

Elijah Bond, $261.20. 


This report shows the following: 


I 


my D, 16-21 Tennessee Cavalry, en 
terwards assistant quartermaster 


First. the amount carried by this bill aggregates something Peng 3 file in this office one voucher signed E. Bond, at Shelbyville, 


over $22,000. 
#659. 86. 

The next is Stephen M. Johnson, $659.86. 

I find upon examining a report from the War Department in 
relation te this bill, which report I hold in my hand, a very in- 
teresting history. Irom that report of the War Department it 
appears with relation to this Mr. H. Johnson, who seeks now to 
be paid $659.86, as follows: 

‘There are on file in this office two vouchers signed S. M. & H. Johnson, at 
Hencerson Station, and at Jackson, Tenn., for lumber and hauling. 

One H. Johnson, of Meigs, MeMinn or Roane County, Tezn., petitioned 
that a disloyal citizen be not released. 

That is, disloyal to the Confederate States, I suppose. 

There are on file in this office tour vouchers signed S. M, Johnson, at Mc- 
Minnville, Tenn., for niter and saltpeter, and two signed S. M. & H. John- 
son, at Henderson Station, and at Jackson, Tenn., for lumber and hauling. 

One Stephen M. Johnson was a member of Company E, Sixteenth-Twenty- 
first Tennessee Cavalry, enlisted at Jackson, Tenn. 

Passing to line 12, on the first page of the bill, I find the claim 
of— 

PD. J. Franklin, $130.48, 

This report shows tho history of that gentleman as follows: 

There are on file in this office two vouchers signed D. J. Franklin, at Hen- 
derson Station, Tenn., for beef and hire of teams. 

On the second page of the bill, in line 28, is the claim of— 

Willis Arnold, %5,213.89. 

Tho report from the Confederate archives show that— 


There is on file In this office one voucher signed W. Arnold, at Murfrees- 
boro, ‘Temn., for corn; also one signed Willis Arnold for corn and — by 
A. B. Crouk, assistant quartermaster Confederate States army, in Hender- 

entleman. 
you are mention- 


The first party named in the bill is H. Johnson, 


son County, Tenn. 

There are various other references to this 

Mr.STALLINGS. Are these names whic 
ing the ones found in this bill? 

Mr. BURROWS. Yes. On page 2 of the bill, line 32, is the 
claim of— 

G. L. Ross, $1,306.91. 

This report reads, in relation to this gentleman, as follows: 


Qne G. L. Ross was captain Company I, Thirteenth Tennessee Infantry, 
enlisted at Jackson, Tenn. 


On the same page of the bill, line 36, is the claim of— 

John M. Hart, 8522.41. 

It is said of this party: 

There are on file ia this office two vouchers signed J. M. Hart, at Jackson, 
Tenn., for saege. 

One John M. Hart was a member of Company I, Thirteenth Tennessee In- 
famtry, enlisted at Jackson, Tenn. 

There are various other references found to persons of this name. 

On pege 3 of the bill, line 38, is the claim of— 

William A. Brummer, $801.69. 

I find from the same source the following information: 


One person by the name of W. A. Brummer signed for for services of 
slaves at Rnoeyille Tenn. pay 


| 
| 


i 
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enn., for hay. 

In line 58 is the claim of— 

William Hall, 9522.41. 

Itis reported of this claim: 

Thereare on file in thisoffice twenty-three vouchers signed Wm. Hall; three 
signed Wm. Hall, sr.. and three signed W. Hall, at various places in Ten- 
nessee, for bacon, beef, wheat, mules, wagons, and for services. 

Spee in reference to a suspicious person (no name given) is indorsed 
“Wim. Hall.” 

One W. Hall received a passport in East Tennessee. 

The next claim to which I call attention is that of — 

Carroll Beaver, $522.41. 


The report shows in relation to Carroll Beaver, as follows: 


There is on file in this office one voucher signed C. Beaver (in favor of 
Carroll Beaver), at Beavers Mill, Tenn., for meal, paid by A. B. Crook, as- 
sistant quartermaster, Confederate States army. 


At the top of page 4 of the bill, in line 62, is the claim of— 

John West, $059.86. 

The report from the War Department discloses in regard to 
this gentleman, as follows: 

There are on file in this office five vouchers signed John West, two o! 
them dated at Lexington, Tenn., for bacon; two at Bulls Gap, Tenn., and 
one “In the field’ (Tennessee), for forage. 

Mr. ENLOE. I suppose the gentleman does not doubt that 
these all refer to the same man. 

Mr. BURROWS. There may be doubt about their being the 
same individuals, but I have no question about their identity. 
Iam reading, however, from the War Department report. 

In line 72, page 4 of the bill, is the claim of— 

S. E. Grider, $120.49. 

The report from the War Department shows as follows: 

One S. E. Grider was a member of Company H, Sixteenth-Twenty-first 
Tennessee Cavalry; enlisted at Center Point, Tenn. F 

Mr. COX. What was the name of the man who was stated to 
belong to a cavalry command in Tennessee? 

Mr. BURROWS. S. E. Grider. 

Mr. COX. What command was that? 

Mr. BURROWS. This report says: 

One S. E. Grider was a member of Company H, Sixteenth-Twenty-first 
Tennessee Cavalry; enlisted at Center Point, Tenn. 

e This may mean that he was a member of both. 
now. 

Mr. COX. There never was any such regiment. 

Mr. BURROWS. I do not know anything about that. 
quoting from this report from the Confederate archives. 

The next claim to which I wish to call attention isin line 76 
of the bill: 

John Robinson, $240.34. . 

It is stated in this report: 

There are on file in this office seven signed John Robinson.and 


vouchers 
two John Robinson “by his mark” at various places in Tennessee, 


signed 
for beef, hi forage. 
“One John Sai recabecd os pamipese On Ment Pemmesece. 


I do not 
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The next claim to which I ask the attention of the committee 
is in line 80 of the bill: 

John G. Smith, 879.96, 

The War Department report says: 

There are on file in this office two vouchers dated at Knoxville, Tenn., one 
signed John G. Smith and the other John G. Smith & Co., forniter; also one 
signed J. G. Smith, at Kingston, Tenn., for services as teamster. 

The next claim to which I desire to call attention is in line 82, 
and it is that of— 

Caleb McKnight, $200.25. 

It is said of him in this report: 

There is on file in this office one voucher signed Caleb McKnight, ‘‘ in the 
field” for forage; also one signed C. McKnight, at Columbus, Ky., for beef 

One Caleb McKnight was captain Company B, Thirty-first Tennessee In- 
fantry, enlisted at Trenton, Tenn. 

The next claim to which I wish to call attention is in line 84 
of the bill, and it is that of— 

James Thomas, $200.25. 

In this report it is said: 

There are on file in this office two vouchers signed J. Thomas and two 
signed James Thomas, at various places in Tennessee, for horse and forage. 

One James Thomas was a member of Compzny I’, Sixteenth-Twenty-first 
Tennessee Cavalry, enlisted at Jack’s Creek, Tenn. 

At the top of page 5, line 86, is the claim of— 

William P. Walker, $120.06. 

The report from the War Department shows: 

One W. P. Walker was second lieutenant Company H, Thirty-sixth Ten- 
nessee Infantry. 

The claim of F. M. Ballard for $240.04, to which I 
call attention, is found on line 94 of the bill. 

It is said of him: 

One F. M. Ballard wes second lieutenant Company I, Twenty-fourth Ten- 
nessee Infantry; enlisted at Camp Trousdale, Tennessee. 

The last jtem in line 100 of the bill is the claim of— 

Keton M. Jones, $361.15. 

It seems that this claim, presented in this bill now for favor- 
able action by this House, has been before the Court of Claims 
for adjudication, and I hold in my hand the report from the 
Court of Claims: 

Keton M. Jones vs. The United States.—This case being a claim for sup- 
plies and stores alleged to have been taken by or furnished to the military 
forces of the United States for use during the late war for the suppression 
of the rebellion, the court, on a preliminary inquiry, finds that upon the 
evidence it does not appear that the claimant, being the person alleged to 
have furnished such suppHes or stores, or from whom they are alleged to 
have been taken, Was loyal to the Government of the United States through- 
out said war, and the case is dismissed for want of further jurisdiction. 

That case was rejected solely on the ground of disloyalty. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, as I said in the beginning, I have no other 
desire than to lay the facts before the committee. 
of the Secretary of War as to what the Confederate archives 
disclosed in regard to these people, I suppose, will be taken as 
conclusive: and, for the purpose of testing the sense of the com- 
mittee, I move to strike out on page 5, line 100, the claim of 
Keton M. Jones, the one last mentioned—the one which the 
Court of Claims rejected because of the disloyalty of the claim- 
ant. 

Mr. ENLOE. 
motion is put. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I suggest to the gentleman from Michigan 
that we are still in general debate, and that noamendment is in 
order at this stage. 

Mr. BURROWS. I understand, Mr. Chairman, that general 
debate has not yet closed, but I give notice that I shall offer that 
amendment'when in order. The gentlemanfrom Tenfessee has 
moved that the committee rise and report this bill to the House. 
Pending that motion I shall move to amend the bill. 

TheCHAIRMAN. TheChair will recognize the gentleman at 
the proper time. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. BuRROwWS] is one of the most agreeable gentlemen I ever 
saw in a controversy [laughter], and his manner of addressing 
the House is such that it carries with it very nearly the force of 
an affidavit. But the gentleman has some other peculiar char- 
acteristics, and, with all his suavity of manner and speech and 
all his apparent disposition to discuss this question fairly upon 
its merit:, I am afraid that he has been led a little out of the 
true line in the course he has taken this morning in bringing 
up from the Confederate archives a record which he has read to 

is committee and which he argues has some bearing upon this 
case, when, as a matter of fact, it hasnone. The great majority 
of the people who are interested in this claim are in no way iden- 
tified with the people mentioned in the record which the gen- 
tleman has been quoting. Some of them have the same names 
and perhaps there may be some of them named in that record. 
A great many of the persons referred to in that record as resid- 
ing in that part of Tennessee near Henderson live two or three 


desire to 


Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard before that 
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hundred miles away and are in no way identified with 
claimants. 

Mr. BURROWS. Does the gentleman deny that the part 
named here as Keton M. Jones is the same person concerned in 
this report of the Court of Claims? 

Mr. ENLOE. I donot know. [ would like to see the refe 
ence made to that case in order to answer the gentleman. I do 
not know what the nature of the claim of Keton M. Jones was 
I would ask the gentleman from Michigan whether he investi 
gated closely enough to find out that Keton M. Jones preferred 
a claim against the Government in the Court of Claims on ac- 
count of this assessment? 

Mr. BURROWS. I know nothing of the nature of the claim 
I simply know that this is the report of the Court of Claims of it 
action in the case of Keton M. Jones. 

Mr. ENLOE. That action was taken on a claim for stores and 
supplies. The paper read by the gentleman shows that fact, | 
discover. This report shows on its face that Keton M. Jone 
came to the Court of Claims and applied for payment for store 
and supplies furnished to the Government, and not {even if this 
is the same man) for a reimbursement of this excessive military 
assessment; and it is hardly fair, in the discussion of this case, to 
raise a question which,as I stated in the beginning, can not hay 
any proper bearing upon the case, the question of the loyalty or 
disloyalty of these persons. Now, I want to call the attention 
of the gentleman from Michigan and of this Committee to what 
is stated in the report submitted to the Senate by the Hon. How 
ell E. Jackson at the time this bill passed that body. Judge Jack 
son in his report said: 

It is distinctly shown that they had no connection whatever withthe rele 
raid of the 25th of November, 1852, which came across the Tennessee Rivet 
from Middle Tennessee at night. They gave no ald, sanction, or support to 
this raid, and were in no way responsible for the losses it occasioned. Field 
ing Hurst (late colonel of the Sixth Regiment Tennessee Cavalry, United 
States Army), an eer loyal man, who raised his regiment in that lo 
cality and devoted himself to the cause of the Union with a zeal and ene 
unsurpassed by any soldier of the war, states that for the last forty-sev: 
years he has lived among this people and knowsthem and their antecedent 
well and intimately. He says, further: 

“I know them [the claimants! tobe honorable, just, and good men, w 
were at home in the peaceful pursuits of life when the assessment and co 
lections were made. I know of nogentleman whose character for goodn¢ 


is better than that of the claimants. I think they are as justly entitled t 
that money as I am to reap the reward of my datly labor 
That is the sworn testimony of Col. Hurst. This Col. Hurs 


as the report says, was very active in his support of the Federa 
Government. He burned the county seatof the county in whi 
he lived. His command destroyed the town of Purdy, in th 
county on the borders of which this raid occurred. He was 
man who was uncompromising in his loyalty, who was regarde¢ 


| at that time asa persecutor of the people down there, yet tha 
The report 


man comes up and testifies that these people were not in an) 
way connected with the rebellion, but were at home engag 
in their peaceful occupations when this raid occurred. Lu 
some gentleman says, ‘* Why, these were all rebel sympathizers! 
Now, does the gentleman from Michigan insist, or will thi: 
House insist, that the Government of the United States at this 
time ought to refuse to pay back this money, ought to confiscate 
private property without any legal proceedings and convert i 
to Government use, on the ground that these claimants wer: 
rebel sympathizers? I should say, commit a robbery by Con 
gressional inaction, because no legal proceedings were ever 
taken toconvert this private property to public use. 

The Government to-day is simply a trustee for the people fro: 
whom thecommanding general collected this money. 
these people, some of them at least, had kinsmen in the Confed 
erate army, and perhaps they were in sympathy with those kins- 
men; I have no doubt they were, and they ought to have been. 
They were peaceable, law-abiding citizens, under the complete 
jurisdiction and control of the Federal Government, not a transi- 
tory, illusory, or incomplete control, but full and absolute control, 
and under those circumstances they were entitled to the protec- 
tion of the Government according to all the rules and usages o! 
civilized warfare. 

This money does not belong to the Government; there h: 
been no legal proceeding by which it could become the prop- 
erty of the Government. Then why should it not be paid to 
these people? The gentleman from Michigan goes into the 
Confederate archives and brings up here every man he can find 
having a surname the same as the claimants inthis bill. Why, 
I can take that list and point out persons bearing duplicates of 
many of these names in my own Congressional district. There are 
Johnsonsand Smiths and Jonesesand Arnoldsall over Tennessee. 
Perhaps every name in this bill is duplicated over and over 
again in the State, to say nothing of other States in the South. 
S. M. Johnson may have been hired or forced to haul lumber 
for the Confederate government and may have been paid for it, 
but is that any reason why he should not have returned to him 
the money which rightfully belongs to him. Hiram Johnson 
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was a citizen who remained at home during the war. He is 
now dead, 

A considerable number of the original claimants are dead. 
Their families need this money to-day worse than they ever 
needed it before in their lives, and even if the fathers were dis- 
loyal to the Government at that time that, I say, is no reason 
why the Government should now refuse to do justice to their 
widows and children. Hiram Johnson waited and hoped for | 
twenty-five years, and he was as goodacitizen asever lived. H 
died believing in the honesty of this Government. You recog: 
nize the rightsof gentlemen who come here from thatsection, who 
sit as representatives in Congress, although they served in the | 
Confederate army; you do not propose now to punish them be- 
cause they served the Confederacy. Does this Congress pro-. 
pose, then, to refuse to adjudicate and pay the just claims of | 
private citizens, and to punish noncombatants by legislative | 
robbery because they happen to live in a Southern State. That 
is the only offense of which they are guilty. They were ina | 
State which furnished many soldiers to the Confederate army 
and thirty-seven regiments to the Federal Army. Troops were 
raised for both armies in that section. 

These claimants were at home, following their peaceful pur- 
suits, obeying the laws of the land, and subject to the jurisdic- | 
tion of the Federal Government, and you have the testimony of | 
Col. Hurst, before quoted, who commanded the Federal forces 
in that country at that time, that they were good citizens. It 
seems to me that it would be very unjust, and I do not believe 
the gentleman from Michigan can find it in the promptings of | 
his heart to contend that it would be right to refuse to let these | 
people have the money which the Government took from them 
for a specific purpose, to which it was not applied, and has im- 
properly withheld it all this time. 

It may be cheap and unworthy politics to make such an argu- 
ment as that, and refer to claimants as rebels. I boalieve the 
day has passed when any considerable number of people, in any 
part of this country are going to say that because the Govern- 
ment has this property in its possession, acquired in the manner 
it was, that it isrightto hold andrefuse toreturnit to the right- 
ful and legal owners simply because they lived in Tennessee and 
were peaceable, law-abiding citizens of that State, even though 
they may have sympathized with the Confederacy. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Do I understand my friend from Tennessee 
to deny that the persons whose names have been read by the 
gentleman from Michigan are the same people referred to in 
this bill? 

Mr. ENLOE. I deny thata very large part of those whose 
names have been referred toare thesame people. Some of them 
may be the same. When the gentleman gets in the neighbor- 
hood of Henderson or Henderson County, it may be that some of 
the persons were those who hauled limber or sold supplies to 
the Confederate forces at the time they were occupying the 
country. 

Mr. BURROWS. I referred this bill to the War Department 
with a request to be advised as to what information the Depart- 
ment had on file in the Confederate archives (I did not say 
‘*rebel” archives; I believe I never use that expression) in re- 
lation to the claimants mentioned in the bill; and the Depart- 
ment returned my request with this report. I have no doubt in 
my own mind that these are the same persons. 

Mr. ENLOE. That is parallel with the case that we had in 
the Fifty-first Congress. In that Congress—a Republican Con- 
gress—after eighteen weeks of filibustering, which I led on 
every Friday and Friday night until the bill was voted on, a 
bill was passed appropriating over half a million dollars to pay 
loyal ciaieants for property taken and used by the Federal Gov- 
ernment during the war, tn cases where judgment had been ob- 
tained in the Court of Claims. 

Mr. Thomas, of Wisconsin, who was at that time chairman of 
tbe Committee on War Claims, called on the War Department | 
to furnish from the Confederate archives all the information 
that could be supplied as to parties bearing those names. He 
sent the bill to the Department, just as the gentleman from Mich- | 
igan has sent this bill. The Secretary of War furnished from 
those archives the history of every man bearing the same name 
as any person named in the billor having asimilar name. Yet | 
the Court of Claims had investigated those very cases, had in- | 
quired into the loyalty of those individuals, and they had estab- 
lished their loyalty by a judicial proceeding. Notwithstanding 
that the attempt was made by testimony, in the same form as 
that presented here to-day, to impeach the findings of the Court 
of Claims. Butthe Fifty-first Co ,® Republican Congress, 
nr se - bill in this House with not more than 6 or 7 votes 
against it. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. If the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. ENLOE] wiil os would like to ask him a ques- 
tion. I wish to know whether this claim is, as I wuhettend him 
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to state, a claim purely to recover money which was deposited 
as an indemnity for the good behavior of the people in that 
neighborhood. I would like to know what the testimony is on 
that subject. Ido not think it makes any difference whether 
these persons are the same persons or not, unless it be shown 
that the claims are the same claims. These claims, asI under- 
stand, are very different claims. The application in this case 
is, as I understand, simply for the recovery of money deposited 
with Gen. Sullivan or somebody else as indemnity for the good 
behavior of the people of that neighborhood and of the Confed- 
erate forces. 

Mr. ENLOE. I have here the affidavit of Gen. Sullivan—— 

Mr. HENDERSON of I[llinois. [I happen to know Gen. Sulli- 
van, and I know him to be an honest man. I know that during 
the war he made a brother-in-law of mine; living in Tennessee, 
deposit $500 in gold as security for his good behavior. When 
the war was over my brother-in-law undertook to recover that 
money, but not knowing how to go about it, he wrote to me to 


| see whether I could not do somethingforhim. He supposed the 
| money had been taken by this Union general and converted to 
| hisown use. But I found that the money had been deposited in 


the subtreasury at St. Louis: and it was recovered. I am satis- 
fied that Gen. Sullivan is an honest man. If he compelled these 
people to pay more money than would cover the damages which 
had been sustained by the burning of Government property, or 
the burning of the depot or anything of that kind—by way of in- 


| demnity against acts which were not committed—it seems to me 


thatthe parties are clearly entitled to recover the indemnity 
money paid by them, and that the question of loyalty does not 


| arise in the case, and ought not to arise. But whether these 
| ate the same claims I do not know. 


Mr. ENLOE. Inconnection with what the gentleman from 
Illinois has said, I wish to quote from the affidavit of Gen. Sul- 
livan as published in the Senate report from which I have 


| already been quoting—a report prepared by Associate Justice 


Jackson of the Supreme Court when he was a Senator from the 
State of Tennessee: 

But we are not left to conjecture— 

This is the language of the report— 


But we are not left to conjecture as to the intention and purpose of Gen. 
Sullivan in making and collecting the assessment in question. He testifies 
under oath upon the subject, as follows: 

“Order No. 15 was not directed ‘against parties who had been tried and 
convicted of complicity in the raid, but as against those whom I believe 
could control and discourage future raids. Such parties as I believed to ba 
influential and were interested in keeping the department quiet were se. 
lected and made to put up a money security, the amount based upon their 
ability in proportion to the loss sustained. 

“(It Was not intended that such money so collected should be used in any 
way to reimburse any person or individual who claimed a loss by such raid. 
That would have been insuring cotton-buyers against war risks.) 

* What I was c- to do was to preserve quiet in my department, using 
as few troops as possible. I did not believe that the parties from whom I 
collected this money participated in the raid. I issued Order No. 15 to pre- 
vent further raids by compelling the codperation of these parties with me 
in my endéavor to do so. y order was a perfect success. In my opinion 
the relief asked for should be granted, as this money was simply a bond for 
good behavior and compulsory assistance in helping me maintain order and 
quiet. 

‘Cotton purchasers were not looked upon with favor in Gen. Grant's 
ComeANe and no officer would Lave dared make innocent parties pay their 
claims. 

“I most positively state that it was in no manner intended by me to pay 


or adjust any such claims. 
“JEREMIAH C. SULLIVAN. 
“Subscribed and sworn to before me this 3d day of March, 1884. 


(L. 8. ] “JOHN E. HARVILL, 
** Notary Public.’ 


This affidavit was made while Gen. Sullivan was living in St. 
Louis. : 

Now, I want to yield to my colleague [Mr. Cox]. As he led 
the Confederate raid on the occasion referred to, I wish him to 
make a statement in regard to his participation in it and what 
he knows about it. 

Mr.COX. Mr.Chairman, when I was making that raid I never 


| expected that I should be called upon to make a statement about 


it in the Congress of the United States. I do not know asingle 
one of these claimants; but the facts in regard to that raid are 
about these: When that raid occurred (as will be remembered 
by any of the old soldiers on either side) Gen. Grant was ap- 
proaching or attempting to approach Vicksburg by what was 
known as the land route—down the Illinois Central Railroad. 
He hadalready commenced, or soon afterwards commenced, that 
effort. 

The Tennessee River was at that time regarded as the divid- 
ing line between the forces on the two sides. The Federal 
forces were west of the Tennessee River; the main army of the 
Confedsrate forces were east of the river, stationed at or near 
Murfreesboro, where a short time afterward the battle of Stone 
River was fought. I was then in the command of Gen. Forrest, 
and wen weedeat the Tennessee River for two or three pur- 
poses: First, to see whether or not any of the Federal forces 
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crossed the river and started eastward for the purpose of strik- 
ing our forces at Murfreesboro, just before the battle was fought 
to which I have referred. Another object was to prevent any 
trading in cotton—to prevent the United States forcesfrom get- 
ting our cotton—which I always thought was a very serious 
mistake; and to watch the gunboats which were going up and 
down the Tennessee River. 

A gentleman named Lewis, whom I remember well—he was 
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| 


| 
| 
| 


| to Camp Chase, at Cairo. 


| 


quite an aged man to be in the military service—was a member | 


of my command. 
raid occurred, upon the pretext of purchasing salt, which was a 
very desirable commodity with us. 
zen’s dress and went to Henderson Station, where he ascertained 
the extent of the forces coliected there, and returned to me with 
his report in person. We crossed the Tennessee River 
ming it) about dusk one evening, and made the march that 
night (something like 40 miles) to Henderson Station, where 
there was a company of Illinois infantry. 

Let me say in passing that I would be very glad to meet again 


the captain of that company, for he was a most excellent gen- | 


tleman. We arrived there about daylight. Tho troops there 
were taken by surprise; they knew nothing of our approach. 


No citizen of that country ever spoke to me about the maiter. | 
The trouble I had with the citizens there was to keep them | 


quiet. Ifound around the depot building a temporary kind of 
fortification made of cotton bales. The [Illinois company sta- 
tioned there (except four or five men who were up on the rail- 
road) were inside the depot building asleep. A detachment of 


my command got in between the cotton bales and the building, | 


and pulled out the telegraph wire thatconnected with Jackson, 
where Gen. Sullivan’s forces were, for I knew all the time that 
they would be too much for me. 


eral forces. At first that gallant captain refused to surrender. 
When [ used means to force him to do so he did surrender. 
But one man was lost; and that was through a very careless 
piece of work—which generally happens when we are fighting 
each other. 


Mr. HULICK. Was thaton account of yourcareless shooting? 


Mr. COX. Yes, some of my men shot carelessly and killed | 


one man in the depot building. For fear that there might be 
some misunderstanding on that point, I will state the circum- 
stances. That man carelessly and foolishly pulled open the 
doors of the depot building fronting the railroad and fired at us 
when we were standing almost right at the door. One of our 
men fired in at the opening and killed him. 

When that company had surrendered I mounted the men be- 
hind my own, and taking them across the Tennessee River sent 
them to Gen. Forrest, by whom they were paroled. Just as I 
got across the river, upon our side of the line, the forces from 
Jackson rode up on the opposite bank in pursuit of us. 

I found at the depot building cotton lying around there for 
fortifications. I found what I knew were Government supplies 
inside the building. I had no means to take themaway, though 
I would have been glad to do so; so I set fire to the building and 
destroyed the whole. At that time there was a cotton specula- 
tor there (though I did not know it) buying’cotton. I met him 
dressed in citizen’s clothes, and with his courteous manner he 
imposed upon me; and I turned him loose. If I had known at 
the time that he was a cotton speculator he would not have had 
much trouble afterward with the money which he had with him 
for the purchase of cotton. [Laughter.] 

That is the history of that raid. We crossed the Tennessee 
River and joined our command under Gen. Forrest. We had 
the misfortune shortly afterward to meet the general spoken of 
by my colleague—Gen. Sullivan—and that fact cost me about six 
months’ imprisonment at Camp Chase. I bear testimony to the 
fact that | found Gen. Sullivan a most genial and courteous gen- 
tleman. 

That is the history of the transaction. If I may be permitted 
a remark in regard to the merits of this question I will only say 
this: We understood (for we were back on that line afterward) 
that so far as Gen. Grant's orders were concerned, when prop- 
erty belonging to the Government was seized and destroyed by 
the Confederate forces they could very well make this assess- 
ment upon citizens. 

I knew Col. Haney, who made this assessment. But of the 
men presenting this claim I did not know asingle one. I say 
most emphatically to the House that not one of them had any 
more connection with my making that raid than any gentleman 
sitting on this floor. I made the raid upon the report of one of 
my own men. And I trust that any gentleman who may here- 
after meet the captain of that company will give him my re- 
gards. After we had crossed the river he came to me and told 
me that some of my men had taken from him the pictures of 
members of his family. I asked himif he would know the man 
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I sent him to Henderson Station, where this | 


He clothed himself in citi- | 


swim- | 


3921 


I went with him, 
He 





whodid it. He said he thought he would. 
we found the man, and the pictures were returned to him 
was very grateful for what I did. 

Afterward, when Gen. Sullivan captured us at Parkers Cross 


| Roads in West Tennessee, not a great distance from the scene 


of the occurrence | have related, [ was taken prisoner and sent 
One day while we were there my 
men sent me under guard to get some provisions a little better 
than the army supplies. I had a market basket on myarm. A 
gentleman came up to me and said, ‘‘ I want your basket.” 

[ very naturally protested against such treatment. I did not 
understand it. But he took the basket from me and carried it 
olf. Of course when a bayonet is behind such a request you are 
not so likely to refuse it. 

A MEMBER. Very easily persuaded,in other words. [Laugh- 


| ter. | 





Mr.COX. Yes; youare persuaded without very much trouble. 

So I gave up the basket. After a short time, however this 
party who had taken it came back to me with the basket full of 
provisions and said, ‘‘I am the captain that you captured at 
Henderson, Tenn.” He wasa gallant man. [Applause.|] 

Mr. STORER. Mr. Chairman, nothing that occurred during 
the sessions of the Fifty-second Congress gave me more real 
pleasure than to hear the speech made by the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Cox] similar to that which has just now been 
made by him upon the subject now attracting the attention of 
this committee. ‘To find a man on the floor of this House par 
ticipating in its proceedings asa Representative of the people of 
this country who twenty-five years ago was in command ofa 
force hostile to this Government telling the story of the contlict 


| thatoccurred and outof which the proposed legislation is asked 
I then came down with the | 
rest of my command and demanded the surrender of those Fed- | 


in plain, effective, and on that account more eloquent language 
telling this House just exactly what was done on such an occa- 
sion, is certainly an incident that I think the whole country 
should be proud of. 

I have told that story, or attempted to tell it, in ‘Europe, in 
broken foreign languages, on different occasions, to friends of 
mine, and it was absolutely impossible to make them believe the 
fact that this Congress, governing this great country, was com- 
posed in part of men who twenty-five years ago had foughtagainst 
the Government; that it was composed of men who had fought 


| on different sides in the great contlict that then took place. and 


were able to tell the incidents of the exact hostile transactions 
on which legislation was asked. I repeat, I consider it some- 
thing that the country should be proud to remember. 

But, Mr. Chairman, my objection to this bill is not that the 
question on which the claim is based arises in the State of Ten 
nessee, nor is it that some of these people whose names are men- 
tioned in the bill may not have been loyal to the Government of 
the United States during that war. But it is a plain question 
of dollars and cents that confronts us; a question of figures which 
the history of legislation of this country in the last few years 
has written upon its statute-books. 

[t appears that there were $27,000 assessed upon and raised 
from the residents of this county in Tennessee in which the town 
of Henderson was situated. That money was paid into the Treas- 
ury under its proper fund, and remained there. Nosooner had 
the war ceased, however, and the Representatives from the 
State of Tennessee taken their seats upon this floor, than there 
began to be a race of diligence from all sides as to who was en- 
titled to a shareof that fund of $27,000 remaining of the as 
ment upon the people of that county. 

We find that back in the Forty-third Congress a part of this 
money was appropriated and paid over to certain claimants. 
Now, remember what I say. A part of this fund of 227,000 
which we are asked to pay back to-day to certain claimants ip 
Tennessee was paid to other claimants in the Forty-third Con- 
gress. Look at this very bill just now pending before us, and 
the report accompanying it, and you will find that the claim of 
these gentlemen, represented now by Mr. ENLOE of Tenness: 
was reported in the Forty-sixth Congress. According to our 
knowledge of the length of time it takes bills to come up here 
and be considered in this manner it probably was introduced as 
early as the Forty-third Congress. There is no way, I admit, to 
verify the statement; but it is reasonable to assume that a bill 
which was considered and reported in the Forty-sixth Congress 
might well have been introduced for consideration as early as 
the Forty-third Congress. But in the Forty-third Congress we 
find that there was an act written upon the statute book in c 
nection with this very maiter. 


eS8s- 


Mr. ENLOE. Will the gentleman yield for an interruption? 
Mr. STORER. Certainly. 


Mr. ENLOE. I think the gentleman from Ohio is mistaken 
as to the date of the first introduction of this bil! into Congress. 
It was the Forty-fourth Congress in which it was first introduced. 

Mr. STORER. I accept the statement of the gentleman from 
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Tennessee, for ] only spoke of the Forty-third Congress on ac- 
count of the general knowledge we all have of the time it takes 
these bills tocome up. But in the Forty-sixth Congress, on the 
3ist day of March, 1875, nineteen years ago, it was enacted by 
the House and the Senate, and approved by the President, that 
$9,606 of this identical money that is now supposed tw be in the 
Treasury of the United States was paid to a claimant by the 
name of John Aldredge. Let me read the entire act: 

Be tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and required, out of “4 money in the Treasury, not otherwise 
appropriated, to pay to John Aldredge, of McNairy County, Tenn., such sum 
not exceeding $9,606, as the Secretary may deem reasonable, for money paid 
into the Treasury of the United States by virtue of an assessment made 
upon the disloyal citizens of and around Henderson Station, Tenn., to make 
repayment for the destruction of cotton, the ae of said Aldredge; the 
sum so to be paid to be charged tothe account of captured and abandoned 
property. 


Now, when this bill was adopted in the Fifty-second Congress 
it.was admitted that this $27,000 was paid into the captured and 
ubandoned property fund, and from that sum of $27,000, $9,606 
was paid out in 1876, and you are nowasking to appropriate and 
pay out of the Treasury of the United States $9,000 more than 
now remains in the Treasury of this fund, and that is my objec- 
tion to the bill. 

It is a race of diligence on the — of the claimants deeming 
themselves entitled to share in this money. That money was in 
the hands of the Treasurer of the United States, exactly as a 
fund arising from the sale of property is in the hands of a mar- 
shal of the United States under the orders of the court. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Were there other similar acts of Congress 

passed? 
Mr. STORER. I can not say. It has of course been impossi- 
ble for me to trace up the history of each claimant. It was ad- 
mitted on all sides, however, that this was one and the same 
fund, and the name of this Mr. Aldredge does not appear in the 
bill before the House. 

Mr. ENLO®. If the gentleman will allow me to interrupt 
him for a moment—we are all trying to get at the facts in this 
ease-—I will answer the inquiry which the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. DOLLIVER] has just osteo I will state that there have 
been no other bills —— refunding any portion of this money, 
or paying any portion to anybody. I stated twice in my re- 
marks a few moments ago that twoof the claimants did come 

here. : 

'  ‘fPbese two cotton speculators, after they had applied to the 
Quartermaster-General, after they had applied to Gen. Grant 
and Gen. Sullivan, after they had applied to them all and been 
refused, came to Congress, as I stated, and got an appropriation 
of over $9,000, and got the money out of this fund; but the ques- 
tion that has been presented to every committee and to every 
Congress that has passed upon the case, the question which came 
up in the Forty-fourth Congress—but not in the Forty-third, for 
that Congress did not have these claimants before it—the ques 
tion which has been decided every time has been this, that that 
money should not have been paid to those two men. : 

Seven times committeesof this House have decided that. Two 
or three times committees of the Senate have decided that. 
Once the House has passed the bill, and once the Senate has 
passed the bill, and the question now is—and that is the only 
question in my mind—whether or not this $9,000, as a matter of 
law and right, should have been paid to these two men, and 
whether it should be deducted from the face of this bill. If 
thatis the ponynees of the House I am willing that it should be 
deducted; but I should want the judgment of the House upon it, 
becauso I do not think it should educted. 

Mr. COOMBS. Will the gentleman from Tennessee yield to 
me to allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes. 

Mr. COOMBS. What evidence have we that this money be- 
longs to these various individuals named in the bill? 

Mr. ENLOE. The evidence is in the records of the War De- 
partment, where, I understand, all the original papers are filed, 
showing the order levying the assessment, the name of each 
person assessed, the amount assessed in each case, and every- 
thing set out in detail; and [ want to state further, while I am 
answering that, in order te show that Gen. Sullivan testifies 
correctly in regard to it, that when theclaimants paid this money 
to the officer, after the assessment had been levied, three re- 
ceipts were executed. One receipt was given to the man who 
paid the assessment, one receipt was turned over tothe provost- 
marshal, and one receipt was sent to the War De ent, so 
that these three receints show that it was the intention tosettle 
with these people, after having reimbursed the Government. 

Mr. COO BS. How does it happen that $9,000 was paid to 
these two men with that same evidence before 

Mr. ENLOE. I pene that must have in this way: 
that about the time the Forty-third Congress assembled and was 
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in session here, those people down in that section of country 
scarcely knew whether the Government was friendly or hostile 
tothem. They were in some doubt as to what was to be the 
policy toward the South. They were not here presenting their 
claims. A good part of the South was laboring under political 
disabilities at that time,and it never occurred to them that the 
Government would do them justice then; but subsequently, when 
the country went Democratic, and elected a Democratic Con- 
gress, they brought this bill here and —_ theirclaim. If 
it had been presented in the Forty-third Congress, why then 
the es Congress could have passed on the whole ques- 
tion, and decided between these claimants, but I think it was 
not presented at that time, and did not come up until the Forty- 
fourth Congress. 

Mr. COOMBS. Then it seems that not only did they do jus- 
tice to these men, but they paid two of them money that did not 
belong to them. 

Mr. ENLOE. Congress id the two men who were cotton 
speculators, rr | which did not belong to them. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. CooMBs] seems to think that these parties who were 
paid were among the number who paid this assessment. 

Mr. ENLOE. These two men who were paid this $9,000 never 
paid any part of this assessment, and they did not lose cotton of 
that value at Henderson, if they lost any. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Did my friend from Tennessee [Mr. En- 
LOE] hear the speech of Gen. HENDERSON of I)linois a few mo- 
ments ago? 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes; I heard it. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I understood the gentleman from Illinois 
{[Mr. HENDERSON] tosay that his brother-in-law was in this levy, 
and that he had to pay $500. 

Mr. ENLOE. No; the gentleman is mistaken about that. 

Mr.HULL. He was in another similar levy. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. He was arrested by Gen. Sul- 
livan and compelled to deposit $500 in gold for his g behavior, 
and that money was deposited in the subtreasury in St. Louis. 
Afterward an order on the treasurer at St. Louis was obtained 
by me from Gen. Sullivan for the money, and it was paid back. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I wanted to inquire whether the rest of 
these victims have pulled their money out by any such pro- 
eess? 

Mr.ENLOE. No. Gen. Sullivan didnot paythem. The fund 

d out of his control when he was relieved of his position at 
ackszon, Tenn., as commanding officer. If that had not hap- 
pened, Gen. Sullivan would no doubt have refunded the money 
to the others, just as he did to Gen. HENDERSON’s brother-in- 
law. That was his intention. 

Mr. HUDSON. What is to prevent these parties from going 
to the Court of Claims and getting an adjudication there? 

Mr. ENLOE. I suppose the Court of Claims could not take 
jurisdiction-of this. There is no authority of Congress confer- 
ring that jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims. 

Mr. HUDSON. Does not the Court of Claims have general 


jurisdiction over such matters? 


Mr. BURROWS. The Ccurt of Claims must first inquire into 
the loyalty of these claimants, and they have had one of these 
claims before them. 

Mr, ENLOE. The gentleman is not stating it fairly in saying 
that the Court of Claims passed upon one of these claims. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the gentle- 
men from Ohio [Mr. STORER] does not yield the floor. But one 

cap. be asked and answered ata time. It is impossible 
to understand such a debate as is goiugon now. To whom does 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. STORER] yield the floor? 

Mr. STORER. I donot yield to anybody. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SToRER] 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. STORER. I congratulate myself that my recollection of 
this matter and of the former debate has been verified by the 
gentle . My knowledge, of course, is derived 
only from the records of Congress. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee hassome personal knowledge of the matter. I only wish 
to ze the fact, as a fact, that, in my judgment, it is 
a very dangerous thing for one Congress to proceed on the theory 
that a Congress nineteen years ago did not have the proper a Po 
sons before it to adjudicate upon the rights of claimants. at 
would open the door, of course, to more fraud than the conscience 
of the chancellor would care to face. But there is no evidence 
before the House, and —e can be gathered. but that all 
these people who were entitled to this money had mude their 
rights known to this Committee on Claims in the Forty-third 


Cortainly the construction of the bill then passed is verfootly 
clear, that $9,000 was paid to some one that they considered hi 
a right to it, out of this very fund which we are now asked to 
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regard as intact. In taking the opposite view we should be vio- 
lating the simplest principles of arithmetic and of common 
sense. I do not know anything about the persons to whom this 
money was paid. I do not know but what the Statutes at Large 
may be full of similar private acts paying peoplefor this identi- 
cal transaction. I have to take the statement of the gentleman 
from Tennessee on that subject. But when we do find that ina 
time comparatively fresh after this transaction a bill of this 
kind was approved by a committee of either House and was 
passed by both Houses of Congress and received the assent of 
the then Executive, it seems proper that it should be given the 
credence to which the judgment of acourt would be entitled. 
It isperfectly clear that if there was a fund in the hands of any 
sheriff or marshal ina proceeding where anybody might make 
himself a party, like a proceeding in rem, after the distribution 
of that fund no new claimants could be allowed to come in and 
claim that fund had been improperly distributed, provided it 
had been paid out under the direction of the proper tribunal. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Suppose that in that case a part of the 
claimants were before the court and later the other claimants 
came in, who had not been served with notice, and showed that 
those who had had the distribution were fraudulent claimants 
and really had no title, would not the court review that judg- 
ment? 

Mr. STORER. Thecourt would review the judgment and get 
the money back from the people to whom it had bsen paid if it 
could; but it certainly would not attempt to pay the other par- 
ties out of a county fund or a State fund, or outof a contingent 
fund of the court, as we are asked to do here. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. In this instance these people come to the 
very parties who paid out the money improperly, and who are 
able to refund it. This Congress paid it out, did it not? 

Mr. STORER. [ do not quite understand the gentleman's 


statement. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. This Congress paid out that money, did 
it not? 

Mr. STORER. The gentleman means the Forty-third Con- 
gress, 


Mr. STOCKDALE. Yes; but that is the same thing. Con- 
gress considered the question between those two claimants with- 
out notifying the others, and took a part of the money that be- 
longed to these people and gave it to those people. Now, if 
these real owners had no notice of that proceeding and if the 
proceeding was wrongly taken—I do not know whether it was 
or not—but I say if it was, then these other people who really 
did own the fund ought not to suffer by it. 

Mr. STORER. Of course,in one sense, they ought not. But 
let me answer the gentleman by a broader statement. I per- 
haps was unfortunate in seeming to limit the parellel I tried to 
draw between a court of law and the proceedings here in Con- 
gress. I take it for granted thata fund in the handsof the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, to be distributed by Congress, carries 
with it notiee to the world. Nobody can claim, with the slight- 
est conscience, that he has not been notified of the distribution 
of that fund, and that is particularly true in this case, because 
we find that this money was distributed on the last day of a Con- 
gress, and in the very next Congress a bill was introduced to 
pay these people now before us that same money. So it would 
seem that they not only had notice, but that they sat back and 
allowed the money to be paid out, and after it was paid came in 
and demanded to participate in the same fund and have the 
money paid again. 

Now, I[ tell the gentleman who presses this bill exactly what 
I told him in the last Congress, that I personally will not ac- 
tively oppose this bill provided he pee credit to the United 
States Government for $9,606. But if he refuses to do that I 
shall oppose the bill in every way possible, and he will have to 
get a quorum and do whatever else may be necessary under the 
rules to pass the bill through this House. 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, as a member of the House I 
feel very much disturbed by the fact that neither in the report 
of thecommittee nor anywhere else up to the time it was brought 
out in debate was any mention made of the payment of this nine 
thousand dollars and odd. Itseems to me that the committee 
in a proper performance of its duty should have mentioned that 
fact in its report. It is a part of the history of thiscase of which 
the House was kept in ignerance until it came out in debate, and 
I must say, sir, that after that revelution I want that committee 
to examine the whole question again as to the parties who are 
really entitled to this money. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is onthe motionof the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE], that this bill be laid aside 
to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 


pass. 
Mr.SAYERS. Before that motion is put I wish to say a word. 
Ishall occupy the attention of the committee only a very few 
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minutes, It is admitted that this claim, if it can be considered 
a claim atall, originates fram acts done during tho war. Lhold 
in my hand the reportof the committee that reported this claim, 
which was presented, I believe, by the gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. ENLOE], and if I can have the attention of mem! [ 
will refer to one paragraph in the report which determines my 
action in regard to this case. The committes say in discussing 
this claim: 


The right of the military commandant in time of war to order and enforco 
assessments upon hostile communities by way of reprisal, and to preven 
the giving information and encouragement to enemies outside of his lines 
by enemy sympathizers within his lines, is well settled and affirmed by all 


| Writers upon the laws of war, and is a most salutary check upon predatory 
| incursions by making the friends of those who commit the damage bear the 


| 





brunt of the injury suffered 


The committee who reported this claim declare that to be the 
law of war, and if, under such law, the military commander had 
a right to make this assessment, then it does seem to me that 
the claimants in this case have no ground to stand upon in ap- 


| pealing to Congress for relief. 


Mr. COX. Does not the gentleman understand that order of 
Gen. Grant to mean, and is it not the essence of the law, that 
where the Confederate troops destroyed property which belonged 
to the Government of the United States the officers had aright 
to assess the damage upon sympathizers with the forces that 
destroyed the property? But the gentleman will nowhere find 
in any kind of law, military or nonmilitary, any case where an 
assessment has been made upon citizens as sympathizers with 
either side for the piym nt of private claims on either side. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mi Chairman, it does not occur to me that 
the order of Gen. Grant has anything to do with this case at all. 
Here is a subordinate officer who makes an assessment-—— 

Mr.COX. And Gen. Grant repudiates it afterwards. 

Mr. SAYERS. Suppose Gen. Grant had forbidden his officers 
to make any assessment at all; or mange he had forbidden his 
officers to destroy any property at all, you would have the order 
of the general. Now, would the gentleman from Mississippi 
contend that if, in violation of such order, the subordinates of 
Gen. Grant did cause property to be destroyed intime of war, or 
did a and collect assessments, such circumstances would give 
these claimants any standing before Congross? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. [If 1 understand the proposition upon 
which I desire to interrogate the gentleman from Texas, that 
suggestion does not touch it at all. 

Mr. SAYERS. I am taking the proposition of law as 
down by the committee that reported this case. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Gen. Sullivan does not pretend to say 
that this money was taken from sympathizers to pay anybody 
else, or to make up any loss. It was simply taken to puton a 
pressure so that on people might go out and prevent Confed 
erate raids; and he never intended it to compensate anybody. 

Mr. SAYERS. Those who advocate this claim, in order to 
bring the case within the rule laid down by the gentleman from 
Mississippi, must show alflirmatively that this community was 
not in hestility to the Federal Government. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Thecommunity—oh, that is not the law. 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, I am taking the law as stated by the 
gentleman from Tennessee, who presented this report, and | 
leave thatquestion to be settled between him and the gentleman 
from Mississippi. 

Mr. OOX. The assessment was made under the order of 
Gen. Sullivan, not for the purpose of compensating private 
individuals, but for the purpose of preventing the sympathizers 
with our side of the tight from assisting us in connection with 
these raids. He held that money, as he says himself, for the 
purpose of restraining those citizens from assisting us. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. What became of that 
money ? 

Mr. COX. It waspaidinto the Treasury of the United States. 
Now, here is aquestion of law—who is entitled to that money” 
It must belong either to the United States or to somebody else. 
Now, towhom shal! it be paid? If you decide that it belongs to 
the United States, then you decide that Gen. Sullivan’s order 
was not in compliance with law. 

Mr. SAYERS. All I know about this case is what I find in 
the report made by the gentleman from Tennessee; and I find 
that instead of this money being collected and held as a guaran- 
tee against the unlawful action of these people, a portion of it 
was for cotton belonging to the United States which had been 
burned, and went to make compensation for the cotton. 

Mr. ENLOE. If the gentleman will examine that report 
(which he evidently has not done), he will find that there was no 
appropriation of any portion of this money to pay the Govern- 
ment of the United States for cotton destroyed. 

Mr. SAYERS. I have not said that there was. 

Mr. ENLOE. What was the gentleman’s statement? 

Mr. SAYERS. If the gentleman will listen to me, he will 
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find that I am not misquoting his report. I have read the re- 


port — 

Mr. ENJV.OE. You arequoting areport of Gen. Bragg, of Wis- 
consin. 

Mr. SAYERS. 
report. 

fr. ENLOE. 
ment? 

Mr. SAYERS. A board was appointed on the 2d day of De- 
cembeor; and the board so appointed assessed the value of the 
preperty captured and destroyed at a grand total of $26,751.36, 
of which $5,080 was for the destruction of property belonging to 
the United States. That is what this report states, and that is 
just what [ have said. So that the sole purpose of this assess- 
ment was not to prevent the people interested in giving aid and 
comfort to the Confederate government from doing so. 

Mr. ENLOE. Now, let me call the gentleman’s attention 
right there to the fact that this board was constituted by a sub- 
ordinate officer under the command of Gen. Sullivan, and exe- 
cuted an order issued by Gen. Sullivan; but the board had no 
authority to estimate any damages to private parties under that 
order. 


Which you indorss and make a part of your 


I do. Now, what was the gentleman’s state- 


t was never the intention of the commanding officer is- 
suing the order that any inquiry should be made as to what in- 
dividuals might have lost; the purpose was to inquire what the 
Government had lost. But the board exceeded its authority in 
the execution of the order. 

Mr.SAYERS. Certainly; and if they exceeded their authority 
it became a tort; and under the principle of law laid down by 
the gentleman in his report these claimants have no right to de- 
mand payment of the Government. 

Mr, ENLOE,. Let me ask the gentleman this question: How 
can the Governmentof the United States become the beneficiary 
ofa tort? How can the Government of the United States take 
this money and appropriate it, when Phe assessment was levied 
in violation of the order and the money was paid in the Treas- 
ury, not in pursuance of the purpose of the commanding officer 
who issued the order? 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, I will call the gentleman’s attention to 
two other paragraphs in this report: 


This committee have maintained and still adhere to the doctrine that no 
nation is lable for the willful torts of its soldiery. 

But was this assessment a tort within the meaning of such well-estab- 
lished doctrine? 


This case, Mr. Chairman, must rest either upon a contract, 
express or implied, or a tort. Gentlemen will not contend that 
there was a contract. Hence this claim must be based upon a 
tort. The very fact of a levy and a collection by force, without 
the consent of the party affected and who paid the money ille- 
gally assessed, as claimed by gentlemen representing these claim- 
ants, constitutes a tort—nothing but a tort. 

Mr. HENDERSON of lilinois. If my friend from Texas will 
allow me a moment, I wish to say that I do not know whetherI 
am in favor of this bill; but it does seem to me that the question 
involved is not so much a question of law as a question of. fact; 
and for the purpose of getting at the facts I will read the lan- 
guage of Gen. Sullivan, the man who ordered this assessment to 

made. This is the statement he has sworn to, if the paper 
before me, which purports to be his affidavit, is really such. 
He says: 


Owing to the fact that all my books and peqece relating to pe ey 
transactions are now in the East, and to the lapse of time, it is impossible 
for me to give a statement in detail of the result of Order No. 15. Icanonly 
say, in a general way, that I sent for a number of the leading and substan- 
tial eltizens of the surrounding country, and having inquired into the stand- 
ing and circumstances of each, I levied assessments upon a large number of 
such persons in proportion to the standing and ability of each and gave 
them the option either to pay the respective amounts or go to Alton, with 
the distinct ers between those persons and myself that the money 
80 collected was to be held as security for the aceful conduct of their 
neighborhood, and that if no more raids occur the money was to be re- 


turned to them. 

Mr. HULL. Why was not the $27,000 returned? 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. Here is what Gen. Sullivan 
says further: 


Cotton purchasers were not looked upon with favor in Gen. Grant's com- 
mand, and no officer would have dared make innocent parties pay their 
claims. I most positively state that it was in no manner intended by me to 
pay or adjust any such claims. 

Mr. SAYERS. Of course I do not know Gen. Sullivan—— 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. I do. 

Mr. SAYERS. But I take it that he is an honorable gentle- 
man and has stated the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but 
the truth, so far as his recollection goes. But unfortunately we 
have the admissions of the committee in their report upon this 
bill. Let us see what they say about this matter: 


A portion of this money was used for the indemnification of the Federal 
Government for the destruction of property. belonging to it. 


Now, I understand my friend from Illinois to say that the gen- 
tleman whose communication he hae just — 
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Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. It is his affidavit. 

Mr. SAYERS. Very well, his affidavit. The gentleman was 
in command, as I understand, at that time. Is that so? 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. Oh, yes; he was in command. 

Mr. SAYERS. ThenI will ask my friend from Illinois thi 
question: If the assessment was made for the purpose indicate 
in that affidavit, why was it that this same officer used that 
money for the indemnification of the loss of the Government in 
consequence of the raid? 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. The assessment was levied for 
that purpose, but there was in excess of that, as I understand it, 
the amount that was levied for the purpose of maintaining good 
order in that community. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Gen. Sullivan does not say so. 

Mr. SAYERS. Ido not so understand from his affidavit or 
from the report. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. I would like to read a little 
further. And here is the trouble with mein regard toit. Gen. 
Sullivan says: 

After so great a lapse of time, and in the absence of my books and papers, 
Ican not from memory give the names of the persons who paid the assess- 
ments, nor the amount paid by any of them. I know, however, that man 
thousands of dollars were collected, a careful and accurate record of whic 
was made and preserved, and all the money so paid was then, to the best of 
my recollection, sent by me to the United States subtreasuryat St. Louis 
and placed on deposit under such circumstances, to the best of my recollec- 
tion as would have enabled me to withdraw it and refund it to the parties 


at the proper time, but in the spring of 1863 I was relieved of the command 
of the partment of West Tennessee and was placed on Gen. Grant’s staff. 


Now, that record, it seems to me, ought to be produced, for 
possibly it would show from whom the money was actually col- 
lected. 

Mr. SAYERS. It occurs to me that the affidavit the gentle- 
man from Illinois has been reading from refers to another trans- 
action. 

Mr. HULL. Manifestly a different transaction. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I think there can be no doubt of that. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. I think not. He is referring 
to what occurred at Henderson Station. The language of the affi- 
davit clearly points that out. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But the statement in the report is very dif- 
ferent from the statement in the affidavit. 

{ Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. Let me say that I have been 
reading only what Gen. Sullivan says. 
. Mr. DINGLEY. I understand that. 

The CHAIRMAN. To whom does the gentleman from Texas 
yield? 

Mr. ENLOE. 
for a moment. 

Mr. SAYERS. Very well. 
Tennessee. 

Mr. ENLOE. I-want to give as much light on this as possible, 
so as to enable members to know exactly how the case stands. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Chairman, [ rise to a question of order. 
I ask the Chair to have the rule enforced in regard to smoking 
on the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will direct the Clerk to read 
the rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

While the Speaker is pee a question or addressing the House, no 
member shall walk out of or across the Hall; nor, when a member is speak- 
ing, pass between him and the Chair; and during the session of the House 
nomembershall wear his hat or remain by the Clerk’s desk during the call 
of the rollor the counting of ballots, or smoke upon the floor of the House; 


and the Sergeant-at-Arms and Doorkeeper are charged with the strict en- 
forcement of this clause. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair willask the Sergeant-at-Arms, 
if there is one on the floor, or the representative of the Door- 
keeper, to see that this order is strictly enforced. 

To whom does the gentleman from Texas yield? 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
ENLOE]. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr.Chairman, in order to get as much light as 
possible on this subject, I wish to read two extracts from the 
record of the case here, which will throw light upon this ques- 
tion, because they bear directly upon the issue presented. 

Mr. SAYERS. What is the authority from which the gen- 
tleman reads? 

Mr. ENLOE. Iam reading now from the report of the Quar- 
termaster-General. Gen. Meigs, in aletter on this subject, says: 

Gen. Grant, thencommanding, ordered a war levy upon neighboring rebels, 
and the full value of the Uni States property and of the cotton (private 
property) destroyed appears to have been collected. Col. Hillyer states that 
the money thus collected exceeded the amount which Gen. Grant had in- 
tended to have collected, and that Gen. Grant refused to permit it to be ap- 
plied to the payment of private losses and damages. 

And that confirms Gen. Sullivan’s statement. 

Mr. SAYERS. Butis this the particular transaction to which 
Gen. Sullivan alludes in that letter? 
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Mr. ENLOE. Exactly this particular case. 
of Col. Hillyer we find this language: 


Gen. Sullivan collected a much larger sum than was required for these 
purposes, and reported the excess to Gen. Grant, with a statement that 
parties who had had cotton destroyed by guerrillas— 


That was Col. Cox’s command. [Laughter.] 


claimed that he (Gen. Grant) intended their losses should be made good to 
them out of this fund. Gen. Grant in reply stated that it was not true that 
he so intended; that the Army was not an insurance company to indemnify 
cotton speculators for losses in their operations, and that no part of this 
money rightfully belonged to them, nor should be paid to them; that he did 
not intend that any assessment should be made in excess of an amount suf- 
ficient to indemnify the Government, etc. 





In the testimony 


Now, there is the testimony of Col. Hillyer; there is the testi- 


mony of Gen. Sullivan, the officer in command; and these are 
facts to which I wish: to call the attention of the gentleman 
from Texas that this fund, after indemnifying the Government, 
was paid over to the provost-marshal at Jackson, Tenn, and 
when Gen. Sullivan was removed under Gen. Grant's order it was 

aid to the officer in command at Memphis, and from him went 
into the Treasury of the United States at Washington. These 
are the facts. 

Mr. SAYERS. I wish to read alittle further from the report 

of the gentleman from Tennessee. He says: 

The committee have maintained and still adhere to the doctrine that no 
nation is liable for the willful torts of its soldiery. But was this assessment 
a tort within the meaning of such well-established doctrine? It is submit- 
ted that this wrong is clearly without the rule, because this assessment was 
collected— 

And here is his reason for it— 


By an officer of high rank commanding a military district in the execu- 
tion of an office giving him colorable authority, to say the least, to do the 
act he did; and that act was ratified by the general commanding, impliedly 
at least, by not ordering restitution where the excessive assessment came to 
his knowledge. 


Mr. STOCKDALE. 
me for an inquiry? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. STOCKDALE, 


Will the gentleman from Texas viold to 
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This fund, I understand from what has | 


just been read, Gen. Sullivan stated was notintended to be kept; | 


and if raids did not occur in that community it would be re- 
turned to these individuals. The raids did not occur. Now, 
this money was turned into the Treasury of the United States, 


and if the Government of the United States will not pay for the | 


tort of its soldier 
the soldiery and keep this identical money. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iam inclined to believe that the statement 
read by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON] was ap- 


it ought not to be benefited by the torts of | 


| others as well as of myself. 


licable toanother matter entirely, different from the levy which | 


is set forth in the report of the committee. 

Mr. ENLOE. 
that I would misrepresent to this House the facts of the case? 

Mr. SAYERS. [am not referring to the gentleman at allin 
this connection. I refer now to what was read by the gentle- 
man from Illinois. 

Mr. ENLOE. You have been referring to the report of the 
committee. 

Mr. SAYERS. 
Sullivan. 

Mr. ENLOE. 

Mr. SAYERS. Irefer toastatement read bv the gentleman 
from Illinois, which I say Iam inclined to *.\1 refers not to 


Iam now referring to the statement of Gen. 


this case. 
Mr. ENLOE. Gen. Sullivan distinctly refers to this case and 
no other. 


Mr. SAYERS. 
lapse of time. 

Mr. ENLOE. 
affidavit? 

Mr. SAYERS. 
ing that he intended to speak the truth, the whole truth, and 


He says he can not recall the facts after this 


Does the gentleman question the truth of the 


Does the gentleman from Texas mean to state | 


It was made with direct reference to this case. | 


No: but it is not improbable, notwithstand- | 


nuthing but the truth, that he may have been mistaken and re- | 


ferred to another transaction. 


Mr. HULL. Does henot refer to his entire military district? | 


Is not that the affidavit? 

Mr. SAYERS. I think so. 

Mr. HULL. And not to a specific case, 

Mr. ENLOE. It is not necessary to misrepresent the records 
of the case. 

Mr. SAYERS. 
Mr. ENLOE, 
affidavit about it. 

Mr. SAYERS. Was this money sent directly by Gen. Sulli- 
van to the Treasurer? 

Mr. ENLOE. No, sir. 

Mr. SAYERS. Where did he send it? 

Mr. ENLOE. To Memphis, Tenn. He was relieved of the 


I have no such intention. 


He refers to this particular case and made an | 
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command at Jackson under the order of Gen. Grant. Part of it 
was sent to Col. Hillyer at Memphis, and part to Col. Reynolds, 
the Quartermaster, who accounted for it to the Treasury. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I desire the committee 
thoroughly understand the nature of this claim. I believe it is 
a claim growing out of a trespass during the war; and though 
the General Government has possession of the money, and though 
it may be in the ‘Treasury, this is like any other act, whether 
legal or illegal, done in the midst of war. 

Mr. ENLOE. Now, I will state to the gentlemin from Texas 
right at that point—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Has the gentleman from 
Texas made any inquiries whatsoever as to the propriety or im- 
propriety of the paymento! 39,000 to twoof these claimants. 

Mr. SAYERs. I know nothingabout:thismatter except what 
has transpired here. 

Mr. ENLOE. The gentleman from Texas has with a good 
deal of ingenuity and considerable exhibition of the cap:city of 
a lawyer to conf.ise a case that is pefectly clear, tangled this up 
justas much as he was able to do, not with any gre xt force of ar- 
gument against the case, 1 must say to him, and not with any 
c'ear conception of the law, if he has stated correctly his con- 
ception of the law. But I understand, of course, that the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS], chairman of the Committee 
on Appropristions, is very anxious that the record of this Con- 
gress shall surpass that of all others for economy; and he must 
necessarily, as | have seen otherchairmen of Committeeson Ap- 
propriations do, make some very fine legal arguments to this 
House in order to prevent it from doing justice, andin that way 
attempt to prevent the increase of appropriations. 

But to come right to what we are discussing, Quartermaster- 
General Meigs accounts for this fund, and I will quote from his 
statement in a letter addressed to the Secretary of War on the 
2d of December, 1871. The portion of the letter which I read 
before to the gentleman from Texas, I will not repeat. 

Mr. SAYERS. Before the gentleman proceeds farther | 
should like tocall his attention to just one point involved in this 
case. I do not desire to do any injustice to the facts, nor to mis- 
represent the case; but some questions have arisen as to whether 
the affidavit made by Gen. Sullivan includes this particular oc- 
currence or bot. 

Mr. ENLOE. Thatquestionis only inthe mind of the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. SAYERS]. 

Mr. SAYERS. I wish tosee if the report made by yourself 
has not tended to arouse the same apprehension in the minds of 
Now, [ understand that Gen 
van in his affidavit refers on!y to moneys that were collected 
under his order and by his order. Is not that so? 

Mr. ENLOE. He hasreferred to this particular money. That 
is what he has testified about. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iam speaking of his affidavit. 

Mr. ENLOE. That affidavit was made upon the application 


to 


Sulli- 


of the parties who aro claimants here. They had Gen. Sulli- 
van furnish this affidavit in regard to this transaction. They 


applied to him for it. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, according to the statement in the re- 
port of the committee, this levy was not made by Gen. Sullivan 
at all. 

Mr. ENLOE. It was collect2d 
gentleman deny that? 

Mr. SAYERS. I will read it to the gentleman and let him 
state. 

Mr. ENLOF. «Very well; let the gentleman read it. 

Mr. SAYERS (reading 

Thereupon, on the 2d day of December following, the commandant of 
the Union forces at the post of Bethel, Tenn. (Col. J. N. Haynie, Fortieth 
Regiment Illinois Volunteers), appointed a board of officers to investigate 
the losses sustained and appraise the damages suffered from the raid, with 
a view to an assessment by way of reprisal upon rebel sympathizers in and 
about Henderson. 


under his order. Does the 


Jno 
i 


Then the report goes on to detail the action of the board, and 
continues— 

Upon this report being made, Col. Haynie ordered an assessment of this 
amount to be levied upon the rebel sympathizers in and about Henderson 

Mr. ENLOE. Now, if the gentleman will allow me to proceed 
with my remarks, I will doso. I was going to account for the 
disposition made of this money, but probably it would be better 
to take up the argument right where the gentleman left it. In 
the Senate report, to which I have before referred, which re- 
port was made by Mr. Jackson, now justice of the Supreme Court, 
this recital of facts is made: 


Onthe 25th of November, 1£62, a battalion of rebelsoldiers, under command 
of Col. Cox, made a raid upon a small force of Union troops stationed at 
Henderson, a depot station on the Mobile and Ohio Railroad, in the Stateof 
Tennessee. The raiding party captured the Union troops with their arms 
and camp equipage, destroyed the depot building and water tank pelengans 
to the railway company, and burned a quantity of cotton belonging to pri- 
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vate individuals, together with a small qneatiy eupgocet, to be the property 
of the Government, but which in fact also belonged to private parties as 
shown by the proof. Most of the cotton so destroyed had been previously 
seizes by the lederal forces while in transit to Memphis, and used for the 
purpose of breastworks or barricades at said station. 

On the 2d December following the raid. the commandant of the Union 
forces at the post of Bethel, Tenn. (another station on said railroad 8 or 10 
miles south of Henderson), Cel. I. N. Haynie, Forty-eighth Regiment I1!- 
nois Volunteers, appointed a board of officers to investigate the losses sus- 
tained and damage cone by the raid with a view to an assessment by way of 
reprisal upon the inhabitants in and about Henderson. The board so ap- 
pointed reported to Col. Haynie that the damage done amounted to $26,751.38, 
as follows: 

Cotton burned of John Aldridge and Smith I. Patterson.......... 
Ootton burned of W. D. Silva 

Cotton burned of Willis N. Arnold 

Ootton burned of United States ._.. 

Water tank Mobile and Ohio Railroad 

Depot house property of Mobile and Ohio Railroad 

Enfield rifies, Compa} B, Forty-ninth Dlinois Volunteers. ......_- 
Camp coquipage 


this amount to be made upon certain citizens (the claimants) residing in and 
about the villageof Henderson, and on the 9th December, 1862, he reported 
his action in the premises to his immediate superior, Brig. Gen. J.C. Sulll- 
van, commanding the district, with headquarters at Jackson, Tenn., about 
15 miles north of Henderson, and requested that ‘‘ an order be issued direct- 
ing the coliection and disbursement of the amount assessed."’ 

the 12th December, 1862, Gen. Sullivan, by Special Order No. 15, directed 
Col. Haynie to collect said sum of $26,751.36 from the parties assessed, but 
instead of directing its disbursement, as requested by Col. Haynie, Gen. Sul- 
livan ordered him to “pay over the amount to Col. J.D. Webster, superin- 
tendent United States military railroads.”’ 

The first installment collected, amounting to $5,411.60, was paid over to 
Col. J. D. Webster. The second installment of $8,388.20 was over Janu- 
ary 15, 1863, to Gen. Sullivan, who referred the matter to . Gen. Grant, 
then at Memphis, Tenn., for orders as to what disposition he should make of 
the funds. Gen. Grant replied to Gen. Sullivan by telegram under date of 
January 21, 1863, ordering him to turn the money over to the provost-mar- 
shal at Jackson, Tenn., Maj. M. Smith. This was done at once, and Maj. 
Smith gave to Gen. Sullivan a receipt, as follows: 


‘* HEADQUARTERS, DISTRICT OF JACKSON, 
‘ SIXTEENTH ARMY CORPS, DEPARTMENT OF TENNESSEE, 
“Jackson, Tenn., January 21, 1863. 


‘Received of Brig. Gen. Jere. C. Sullivan, commanding district of Jackson. 
98,388.20, being collection made by the commanding officer at post of Bethel, 
‘enn., from certain disloyal persons, under Special Order No. 15, section 4, 
from these headquarters, dated Debember 12, } and which is now under 
order, by telegraph of this date from Maj. Gen. U. S. Grant, at Memphis, 
Tenn., orde to be turned over to the district acoteets — 

° , 
“Major, and District Provest-Marshal, District oy Jackson, 
* Depariment of Tennessee.” 


On January 23, 1863, Gen. Grant, by telegram from Memphis, Tenn., or- 
dered Maj. Smith to turn over the funds received from Gen. Sullivan to the 
provost-marshal-general, Col. William 8S. Hillyer, which was done. 


The Quartermaster-General, Meigs, testifying as to this same 
fund, in a letter addressed to the Secretary of War on the 2d of 
December, 1871, says: 

Cen. Grant, then commanding, ordered a war levy upon neighboring reb- 
els, and the full value of the United States property and of the cotton (pri- 
vate property) destroyed, appears to have been collected. Col. Hillyer states 
that the money thus collected exceeded the amount which Gen. Grant had 
intended to have collected, and that Gen. Grant refused to permit it to be 
applied to the payment of private losses and ages. 

art of the contribution or levy appears to have gone into the military 
railroad department, being that which represents the value of public prop- 
erty destroyed, 

Part of the remainder, viz, $30,000, went into the hands of the quarter- 
master, Col. C. A. Reynolds, as appears from his accounts on file at the 
Treasury. 


Col. Reynolds, it appears, turned in more than the amount of 
this assessment, probably including some money derived from 
other sources. 

Now, it seems to me this is plain enough. Ido not see how it 
can be made any plainer that this money was collected from 
these people, that it was collected under an order from Gen. 
Sullivan for a specific purpose, and that a portion of it was ap- 
plied for that purpose, and the remainder held and turned into 
the Treasury, where it has been for nearly thirty years. These 
people are honestly and legally entitled to it, and if not strictly 
entitled to it as a matter of law they are entitled to it as a 
matter of equity, and no gentleman who is actuated by a sense 
of justice would be willing because the Government has the 
power to refuse to authorize the payment of this money to those 
claimants. I do not think any consideration as to how much it 
will swell the appropriations of this Congress ought to cut any 
figure in it. I do not think that ought to weigh a feather’s 
weight. I believe that every debt the Government owes ought 
to be adjudicated and paid, and the Government is amply able to 
pay everything that it owes. I hope the House will now con- 
sent that the bill be laid aside with a favorable recommenda- 
tion. 

Mr. HULICK. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, is it in 
order— 

The CEAIRMAN. To whom does the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. ENLOR] yield? 
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Mr. ENLOE. on to the gentleman from Ohio. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Mississippi in a moment. 

Mr. HULICK. Mr. Chairman, it has been stated that of this 
fund of $27,000 there has been paid out already, by act of Con- 
gress, about $9,000, leaving thereby about $18,000. 

Mr. ENLOE. About $15,000 or $16,000. 

Mr. HULICK. If this appropriation should be made, what 
evidence have we that in this Congress or some other Congress 
some other claimants may not come up to claim this very fund, 
the former act having been passed in favor of persons who were 
not legally entitled to the money? What evidence have the 
committee that these persons mentioned in this bill are the 
proper owners, and the only proper owners. 

Mr. ENLOE. We have the records from the War Depart- 
ment showing the parties from whom this money was collected; 
and I want tosay to the gentleman from Ohio[Mr. HuLIcK] that 
not one cent of this assessment was paid by the persons who re- 
ceived the $9,000. They came to Congress when these other 
claimants were not here, and presented their claims and asked 
for a portion of this fund. The Forty-third ae allowed 
them the money, and I will say to the gentleman that the theory 
upon which every committee has proceeded since then in the 
consideration of this question in both Houses, and the theory 
upon which both Houses of Congress have proceeded, is that 
these persons were not entitled to that $9,000. 

Mr. BYNUM. Iunderstand the gentleman from Tennessee to 
admit that sofar as the levying and collection of this assessment 
went to remunerate losses sustained by the Government it was 
valid. Now, why should not that five thousand and odd dollars 
be taken ovt? 

Mr. ENLOE. That has already been taken out. 

Mr. BYNUM. Youdo not propose to appropriate that? 

Mr. ENLOE. No, sir. 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, I should like to know why the 
committee did not state the fact that $9,300 of this money had 
been paid under a former appropriation b Congress, and why 
that fact was left out, to be brought out in debate} 

Mr. ENLOE, Because the committees did not think that the 
persons to whom taat money was paid had any cluim whatever 
upon this fund. 

A MEMBER. But that money is not in the Treasury now. 

Mr. ENLOE. What difference does that make? It ought to 
bethere, TheGovernmentofthe United States became a trustee 
for these parties when it assumed controlofthis fund. If it took 
the money as a matter of law and is legally entitled to keep it, 
then it does not owe these parties a single cent, but if it is going 
to deal equitably with them, then it ought to pay this money to 
the people to whom it belongs. 

Mr. COOMBS. _ I am speaking as to the committee’s fairness 
in dealing with the House. Is not the fact of the payment of that 
$4,000 a part of the history of this case, and should it not have 
come out in the report of the committee? 

Mr. ENLOE. I will state to the gentleman that some eight 
or ten committees of the House and of the Senate have passed on 
this claim, and the report now before the House was written by 
Gen. Bragg, of Wisconsin, as honorable a gentleman as any 
member of this House, and as good a Democrat. 

pena COOMBS. Oh, his being a Democrat has nothing to do 
with it. 

Mr. ENLOE. And neither Gen. Bragg nor any other person 
who has considered the matter in committee has ever thought 
that the fact that those two parties came here and got$9,000 had 
any connection whatever with this claim, andit has notany con- 
nection with it. 

Several members addressed the Chair. ' 

TheCHAIRMAN. TheChair understood the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. ENLOB] to yield the floor, and the Chair recog- 
nizes the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLtams]. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, I am disposed to stand here as 
a target and answer all these questions, but—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Well, the Chair is not disposed to let the 
gentleman overrun his time. [Laughter.] The Chair recog- 
nizes the gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish 
to yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. STORER] that he may 
offer a substitute, and I reserve the balance of my time for the 
pu of making a few remarks. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlemanfrom Ohio desires to offer 
a substitute at this time for the motion of the gentleman from 
Tennessee, that the bill be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
general debate be closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio will send up 
his amendment. 








1894. 


Mr.WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Iconsent that it shail be read 
in my time. 

The amendment of Mr. STORER was read, as follows: 

That the bill be recommitted to the Committee on War Claims with in- 
structions to deduct from the sum now carried thereby the sum of 90,606 
heretofore, to wit, March 3, 1875, appropriated therefrom and ordered to be 

aid to James Aldredge, and with further instructions to investigate what, 

fany, further and other sums have been appropriated and paid, either by 

Congress or otherwise, therefrom, and to deduct the same, if any be ascer- 
tained, from the amount sought to be carried by this bill, and re-report this 
bill, thus amended, to the House. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
things appear to me to bo plain in this case. 
United States Government obtained possession of $22,221.26 
which it would be wrong for the Government to retain because 
the money does not belong to the Government, whomsoever else 
it may belong to. Then it seems to me that another thing is 
plain, namely, that the Government of the United States ought 
not to pay out of the Treasury anything more than the fund 

~which it has obtained; and,it appearing from the evidence that 
the United States Government has already paid $9,000 and over, 
I have consented that this substitute might be offered by the 





gentleman from Ohio in my time, in order to obtain an oppor- | 


tunity to bring up the question of modifying the bill. I shall, 
however, present later an amendment involving the same idea, 
with the view of having the matter settled here and now, for 
fear that if the bill goes back to the committee it will net be re- 
ported again to this Congress, and these people will not-get the 
money to which they are entitled. 


Now, it appears that out of this $22,221.26 aspecial fund which | 


the United States Government holds as a trustee for somebody, 
a previous Congress considered it proper to pay $9,000 to certain 

rsons who had lost $9,000 worth of property by this raid. Had 

been a member of that Congress I would have voted against 
that bill because I do not think it was a right appropriation of 
the money. So far as these parties are concerned they ought to 
have had part of it. But there is the right of the Government 
to be considered on the other side, and it is a right of the Gov- 
ernment that it shall not be required to pay back more than it 
received. Iam not in favor of going to the extentof voting out 
of the general funds in the Treasury $9,000 to make good to 
these people a loss which has accrued, perhaps, by their own 
laches in holding back and allowing someone else to come in 
ahead of them. I shall later offer an amendment reducing the 
total amount carried by the bill from $22,271.26 to $13,271.26 and 
reducing the items proportionally. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Mr. Chairman, something has been said 
in debating this question about the rightof an army to levy con- 
tributions upon cit.zens asan indemnity, and the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON] has given us an illustration of that. 
It has been attempted to make it appear here that a portion of 
this fund of $26,000 was an indemnity to protect the community. 
Now, the report read by the gentleman from Tennessee shows that 
the whole of this amount was levied to reimburse certain indi- 
viduals who are named with the exact sums of money that they 
had lost, including the United States, and the Mobile and Ohio 
Railroad Company, making a total of $26,751.36. 

This shows that not one dollar of it was levied as an indem- 
nity fund to protect the army or to guard against the raids of 

uerrillas or anybody else. At the time the levy was made and 
intended, as 1 suppose, to pay for property destroyed belonging 
to the individuals named in the reportof the commissioners who 
made the assessment, and it would have been paid to those in- 
dividuals had not the colonel who received the money become, 
as he says himself, somewhat nervousi.i holding the money and 
asked Gen. Grant's instructions. Gen. Grant would not permit 
the money to be paid to those individuals but ordered it turned 
over to the Government. Now, I would like to know why this 
money should be returned as an indemnity fund when every 
dollar of it was levied for the specific purpose of reimbursing 
eertain parties for the destruction of property, and when a por- 
tion of it has been paid for that purpose and all of it would have 
been so paid had not Gen. Grant interfered and ordered it to be 
turned over to another department of the Government. 

Mr. HERMANN. I understand that the report which is here 
before us states distinctly that this assessment was made upon 


the express condition that it should be a guaranty against fur- | 


ther raids, and also states that there were no further raids. Con- 

sequently, this money having been paid upon that condition, it 

having been held upon that condition, and there having been no 

further raids, the money is now justly due and payable to the 
ties who were assessed. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. That I understood to be the claim made 
by the brother-in-law of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HEN- 
DERSON] in’ the case to which that gentleman referred. 

Mr. HERMANN. But it was a of this same money. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Oh, no; it had nothing at all to do with 
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| this case. The report says that every dollar of this money was 
| collected for the purpose of paying the individuals named. 

Mr. BYNUM. But the reason that money was turned overt 
| the Gevernment was because Gen. Grant held that the a 
ment made to indemnity for private losses was improperly and 
illegally made, and thatthe money was never intended to be used 
for that purpose. While it was assessed for that purpose by the 
colone] and by the commissioners, the assessment for that pur 
pose was held by Gen. Grant to be unlawful, and it should have 
been returned to the parties, but instead it was turned over to 
the Government. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. But the report of the committ 
| to show that if it had been levied for the purpose of indemnify- 
| ing individual lesses, that was proper under the laws of wa 
| Mr. BYNUM. No;I think the gentleman miseonstrues th 

report. The law, according to Gen. Grant's construction of it 
was that the authority to levy an indemnity only extended to 
reimbursing the Government, but the board went further and 
| illegally levied a sum sufficient to reimburse every person who 
| had suffered,and to that extent Gen. Grant held the assessment 
| to be illegal. 
Mr. NORTHWAY. The report of Gen. Grant was not put 
| upon that ground at all, as it was read here by the gentleman 
| from Tennessee |[Mr. ENLOE], while the report of the committee 
| favoring the passage of this bill as it was read by the gentleman 
| from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] upholds the doctrine of the right to 
levy an assessment to reimburse parties for loss of property as 
set out in this bill. 
Mr. BYNUM. Not private losses at all. 
Mr. NORTHWAY. So that the claim made by the gentle- 
| man from Tennessee in response to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. HENDERSON] that all of this money, except something 
over $5,000, was levied as an indemnity fund in the expectation 
that it would be returned, is not correct. The gentleman from 
Tennessee read here a portion of the statement of Gen. Sullivan 
to show that this assessment was levied as an indemnity fund, 
} 


SScss- 


» seems 


but he afterward reads a statement that every dollar was col 
leeted to repay the losses of individuals—not a cent of it as an 
indemnity fund or with any agreement that the money should 
be returned. The case mentioned by the gentleman from Illi 
nois [Mr. HENDERSON] is entirely ditferent. In that case asum 
of $500 was collected as an indemnity fund and turned over to 
the subtreasury, with an agreement that it should be returned 
in case there should be no more raids; and subsequently the 
money was returned. 

Mr. HULL. Was not the case referred to by the gentleman 
from I[llirois a personal guarantee of the individual that he him- 
self would not misbehave, the agreement being that if he con- 
ducted himself properly the money would be returned? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Certainly. It was a guarantee fund, ac- 
companied with an agreement that it should be returned on cer- 
tain conditions; and those conditions being fulfilled, it was re- 
turned. But in the case now before us, nota dollar of the money 

| was collected for any such purpose or with any such under- 
| standing. 

Mr. HULL. Is it not true, also, that the general levying the 
| assessment in this case levied it for the purpose of paying for 
| property destroyed? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Certainly. 

Mr. HULL. And it would have been paid over if Gen. G 
had not decided against that course? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HULL. And the Congress of the United States, which 
| met immediately afterward, had the right to say what parties 
should have the meney? 
| Mr. NORTHWAY. Of course. 
| Mr. HULL. And is not that conclusive, so far as the $9,000 is 
concerned? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr.Chairman, more than thirty-one y 

after the levying of an assessment in time of war we are asked to 
pay money to men who sympathized with the rebellion. | 
one object to this as a most dangerous precedent. If the levy 
was proper, notone dollar of the fund collected should be repaid 
| to any claimant. 

It is admitted in the report now before the Committee of the 
Whole that this levy was made by way of reprisal; that is the 
language used ‘two or three times in this report. 


‘ant 


iis 


for 





Now, if such 
was the fact, no trust relation could arise in reference to this 
fund. 

The gentleman from Tennessee talks about adebt. There is 
no question of debt here. This occurrence was in time of war. 
It was within the legal power and right of the United States 
officer to levy this assessment. That is conceded. It is admit- 
ted that Col. Haynie, who made the levy, made it properly, and 
that the money was collected. All that Brig. Gen. Sullivan 
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could do was to approve the order and the proceedings of Col. 
Haynie and of the board of officers appointed by him. Gen. Sul- 
livan had no power to make any reservation or to have any se- 
cret understanding as to the conditions under which the United 
States should hold this fund thereafter. I say that no trust re- 
lation of any sort could arise under such circumstances, and that 
not one doilar of this money should be repaid; because it is 
conceded that these men upon whom the levy was made were at 
the time rebel sympathizers. No claim is made here that they 
sympathized with the Union cause. If this money was collected 
from them, it wasrightfully collected,and should remain in the 
Treasury of the United States. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will now report the substitute 
offered by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr, STORER]. 

Mr. BURROWS. AwhileagolI offered an amendment which, 
in view of the proposition of the gentleman from Ohio, I will 
now withdraw. 

The substitute offered by Mr. STORER was again read. 

The CHAIRMAN. This is offered as a substitute for the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Tennessee, that the bill be laid aside 
to be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. DINGLEY. [suggest to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
STORER] that he withdraw at the close of his substitute the 
words ‘‘and re-report the bill thus amended to the House.” 
That language might be construed as making this a privileged 
matter. 

Mr. STORER. I accept the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Maine, and modify my substitute by withdrawing the last 
clause. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is now on agreeing to the 
substitute. 

Mr. ENLOE, 
been closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. No gentleman rose to address the com- 
mittee, and the Chair was about to put the question. Tho Chair 
does not think this motion is debatable. 

Mr. ENLOE. Is not an amendment debatable? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has madea motion, which 
would close the debate and lay the bill aside, to be reported to 
the House with a recommendation that it pass; and the gentle- 
man from Ohio moves as a substitute for that motion to lay the 
billaside, to be reported tothe House with the recommendation 
which has just been read. 

Mr. ENLOE, Thai is not my understanding of the gentle- 
man’s motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read it again. 

The Clerk again read the substitute of Mr. STORER. 

The CHAIRMAN. The effect of the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio is that instead of laying the bill aside with 
the recommendation that it be reported favorably, it be reported 
to the House with a recommendation as read. 

Mr. ENLOE, I certainly did not understand that the effect 
of allowing the gentleman from Ohio to offer that amendment 
was to prevent any further discussion of the matter. I do not 
desire further time for the discussion of the bill except that I 
would like time enough to get from the Senate a bill which ina 
former session of Congress was modeled exactly upon the prop- 
osition of the gentleman. I have sent for that bill; if it were 
here it might, if the House so desired, ba voted upon without 
recommitting the bill to the Committee on War Claims. 

If it should be recommitted it would, when returned to the 
House, take its place at the foot of the Calendar, which would 
be equivalent to defeating it for the remainder of this Congress. 
I would be glad to have an opportunity to obtain from the Sen- 
ate a bill covering exactly the gentleman’s proposition—a bill 
which was offered in the Morty-eighth Congress. 

Mr. STORER. My proposition, I will state to the gentleman, 
consists of two branches —one to deduct the $9,605; the other, to 
ascertain whether any other sums have been paid to anybody 
out of this fund. There are two distinct propositions, 

Mr. ENLOE. I know that nothing of that sort has in fact | 
taxen place; and the proposition if adopted means simply the 
defeat of this bill. [Cries of ‘* Vote!” ‘* Vote!) 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
ENLOE) there were—ayes 67, noes 18. 

Mr. ENLOE, I make the point that no quorum has voted. 

Mr. BUNN. I move that the committee now rise. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, I want to say this, in making 
the point of no quorum, that [ wish to ask unanimous consent 
when the committee reports this bill back, that it may take its 

lace on the Calendar where it is now. If so, I will make no 
urther objection: otherwise I will be compelled to contest the 
matter as far as I can. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I make the point of order that that can not 
be dors in committee. It can only be done in the House. 

Mr, BLAND. But the committee can make their report in 


I do not understand that general debate has 
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— shape as to recommend to the House that such action be 
taken. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chiir was going to state that it 
thinks the control of the bill to that extent would be in the com- 
mittee, because if the words had not been stricken out that were 
embodied in the motion of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
STORER]—his first motion—the Chair thinks it would have car- 
ried the right to report at any time for immediate considera- 
tion. 

Is there objection to the request of the gertlem:n from Ten- 
nessee? 

Mr. SCRANTON. I object. 

Mr. BUNN. Mr. Chairman, I insist on the motion that the 
committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. HATCH reported that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union having had under 
consideration the Private Calendar had directed him to report 
sundry bills to the House with the recommendation that they 
pass. 

BILLS PASSED. 


The following bills reported from the Committee of the Whole 
House were severally considered, ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly 
read the third time and passed, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 522) for the relief of Benjamin Alford; 

A bill (H. R. 509) for the relief of F. Y. Ramsey, the heir at 
law and distributee of Joseph Ramsey; and 

A bill :H. R. 995) for the relief of J. M. Billings. 

On motion of Mr. BUNN, a motion to reconsider the several 
votes taken was laid on the table. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. TURNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
leave of absence be granted to Mr. TUCKER for two days, on ac- 
count of sickness in his family. 

There was no objection. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. CLARKE of Alabama, for ten days, on account of im- 
portant business, 

ToMr. HENDRIX, indefinitaly, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. WHEELER Of Illinois, indefinitely, on account of sick- 
ness in his family. 

To Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois, for ten days, on account of 
sickness. 

To Mr. SICKLES, for three days, on account of ill health. 

To Mr. CUMMINGS, for two days, on account of illness in his 
ae 

To Mr. Htcxs, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

PRESERVATION OF FUR SEALS. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask 
unanimous consent for the immediate consideration of the bill 
S. 1928. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


An act to amend section 1 of an act approved April 6, 1894, entitled ‘‘An act 
to give effect to the award rendered by the Tribunalof Arbitration at Paris, 
under the treaty between the United States and Great Britain, concluded at 
Washington, February 29, 1892, for the purpose of submitting to arbitration 
certain questions concerning the preservation of the fur seals.” 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Iwill make a brief statement 
to the members of the House so that they may understand the 
reason for making this request. A mistake in one word was 


| made at the Government Printing Office in printing the bill ‘‘ to 
| give effect to the award rendered by the Tribunal of Arbitration 


at Paris.” The word * exclusive” was printed in the bill when 
it should have been ‘inclusive.’ The bill as printed provides 
for the protection of fur seals in the waters surrounding the 
Pribiiof Islands, within a zone of 60 geographical miles around 
It should have 
been ‘‘inclusive of the territorial waters,” meaning 60 miles 
from the shore. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask for objection. " 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc.,, That section 1 of the act entitled’‘‘An act to give effect to 
the award rendered by the Tribunal of Arbitration at Paris, under the 
treaty between the United States and Great Britain, concluded at vo. 
ton, February 29, 1892, for the —— of submitting toarbitration certa 
questionsconcerning the preservation of the fur seals,’ approved April 6, _ 
be amended by striking out the word ‘‘exclusive”’ where it occurs in sai 
section 1 and the word “inclusive,” so that said section will read: 

“That no citizen of the United States, or — owing the duty of obedi- 
ence to the laws or the treaties of the United States, nor any person belong- 
ing to or on board of a vessel of the United States, shall kill, capture, or pur- 
sue, at any time, or in any manner whatever, outside of territorial waters, 
any fur seal in the waters surrounding the Pribilov Islands within a zone of 
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60 geographical miles (60 to a degree of latitude) around said islands, inclu 
sive of the territorial waters.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the bill? 
Mr. DINGLEY. 

which was inaccurately printed. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. That is all. 

Mr. HITT. The word is quite important because it violates 
the award if it be printed ‘“‘exclusive.” It should be made to 
conform to the language of the award, using the word ‘‘inclu- 
sive.” 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. 
form strictly to the award. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered toa 
third reading, and being read the third time, was passed. 

On motion of Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky, a motion to re- 
consider the last vote was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE AT BURLINGTON, IOWA. 


Mr. GEAR. ILask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 6126) to amend an act to authorize con- 
struction of a bridge at Burlington, lowa, approved August 6, 
1888, and amended by act approved February 21, 1890. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask for objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the time for the commencement and completion of 
said bridge authorized by said act, entitled “Anact to authorize the construc- 
tion of a railroad, wagon, and foot passenger bridge at Burlington, Iowa,” 
approved August 6, 1888, and amended by act approved February 21, 1890, be, 
and are hereby, each extended two years from the passage of this act. 

There being no objection the bill was considered, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, and being engrossed, was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. GEAR, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The gentleman will state it. 

I would like to know what the regular or- 


It makes the legislation con 


Mr. KILGORE. 

The SPEAKER, 

Mr. KILGORE. 
der is. 

The SPEAKER. 
day. 

Mr. KILGORE. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 
until 8 o'clock. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, before that 
question is submitted, I rise to what I believe to be a privileged 
matter. The House gave the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
WHEELER] unanimous consent to print in the RECORD remarks 
which it was agreed this morning should be omitted. The 
gentleman made the request himself, but states that he in- 
tended it to be a permission to print them in the permanent 
RECORD, and not in the daily RECORD, inasmuch as they have 
already been printed in that. His request is, therefore, to ap- 
ply to the permanent RECORD only. 

Mr. WHEELERof Alabama. It will be understood, I presume, 
that I am permitted to make the usual revision of them if I 
should regard it as proper. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa question of personal 
privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TERRY. I desire to state that on a call of the House 
yesterday I was absent because of the fact that 1 was ill and con- 
fined to my room. I sent to one of my colleagues to ask him to 
make that excuse to the House for my absence, but in the press 
of business the matter was overlooked. I make this explana- 
tion to the House now so that it will go into the REcoRD and 
explain my absence. 

Mr. KILGORE. Regular order. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The Speaker has just stated 
that the regular order is the consideration of private business. 
The very next bill on the Private Calendar is one that makes no 
appropriation, and I ask unanimous consent to take it up. 

The SPEAKER. It must be considered in the Committee of 
the Whole. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 


The consideration of private business to- 


I demand the regular order. 
I move that the House now take a recess 


Mr. Speaker, the reason why I made the 


I understand this simply changes one word | 
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suggestion that the House now take a recess, was because | | 


knew the recultr order was demanded, and I knew also that 
there was 2 b''| before the committee which it had been unable 
to finish, an< ith would be reached before the bill referred 
to by the g :.n from Alabama could be considered. I did 
not see that thing could be done this evening, with so many 
members ab ent from the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks that the House now 


take a recess until 8 o’clock, instead of waiting until 5 o’clock 
underthe rule. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROOKSHIRE} 
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will perform the duties of the Chair at the evening session, and 
if there be no objection that order will be made. 
There was no objection. 
Accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 30 minutes p. 
took a recess until 8 o'clock p. m. 


se 


Hou 


m.) the 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House was called to order at 


8 o'clock p. m. by Mr. BROOKSHIRE, as Speaker pro tempore. 


TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The House is in session pursuant 
to clause 3 of Rule XX, for the consideration of bills on the 
Private Calendar. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MARTIN ofIndiana. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
resolve itself intoCommittee of the Whole House for the consid- 
eration of bills on the Private Calendar under the rule referred to. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore an- 
nounced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. KILGORE. Let us hive a division, Mr. Speaker. 

he House divided: and there were—ayes 21, noes 3. 

Mr. KILGORE. Oh, Mr. Speaker, we have not got a quorum 
here to-night. [After a pause.| [ will let it go along awhile 
and see how it works. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ayes have it, and the mo- 
tion is agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee 
Whole, Mr. DocKERY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of cunsidering bills on the Priyate Calendar, and 
the Clerk will report the first bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 2106) to perfect the military record of Warren Alonzo Alden 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, that is not the 
first bill, I understand. In the Committee of the Whole at the 
last session, two weeks ago to-night, we had underconsideration 
the bill H. R. 3156. 

The CHAIRMAN. The rule provides that the bills shall be 
taken up in their order on the Calendar. The Chair supposed 
the bill referred to had been passed over. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. No. sir; the bill has never been 
passed over. The House finding itself without a quorum, the 
Committee rose and the House adjourned. 

The CHAIRMAN. When? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. 

The CHAIRMAN. That does not make it the first bill in 
order. The practice at evening sessions is to call up billsin the 
order they appear on the Calendar. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Well,I know; but I do not know 
how that bill could have lost its place. 

The CHAIRMAN. It has not lost its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. HULL. What is the Calendar number? 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Calendar number 153. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk was directed by the Chair, in 
accordance with the universal practice of the House, to report 
the first bill. The Chair has no knowledge as to which is the 
first bill, and the Clerk has reported the title of the bill which 
is first on the Calendar. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Of course, I only wish that this 
bill shall have its rights. That is all I want. 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. Chairman, there are several bills that have 
been considered without final action being taken, and in the 
spirit of fairnessI ask unanimous consent that we go on and con- 
sider the bills that have not been considered, and then go back 
to those bills which have been considered, for I am satisfied 
you will not make any progress to-night. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I can not consent to that, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Mr. PICKLER. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PICKLER. I would like to inquire whether the bill the 
Clerk now reads precedes on tlie Calendar the bill called up by 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY! upon which the point of 
no quorum was raised two weeks ago? 

The CHAIRMAN. It does. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I observe that the 
bill following that is one which I know we have already con- 
sidered. Itis marked with an asterisk. I want to inquire if 
that bill has not been laid aside with a favorable report? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is advised by the Clerk that 
the asterisk indicates that the bills are pension bills. This bill 
was laid aside without prejudice, retaining its place on the Cal 
endar. 


of the 


Two weeks ago to-night. 








we rete rm 


— 


Mr. BRETZ. Mr. Chairman, the bill which was under con- 
sideration a moment ago is a bill I reported from the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. It was introduced by the gentleman 
from Illinois |Mr. DoRBOROW]. Ido not see him here, and I 
ask that the bill be passed over without prejudice until he ap- 
pears. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection that order will be 
mae, (Aftera pause.) TheChairhearsnone. The Clerk will 
report the next bill. 


CORNELIA DE PEYSTER BLACK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
3156) granting a pension to Cornelia de Peyster Black, widow of 
Henry M. Black, late colonel of the United States Army, de- 
ceased. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
ns and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Cornelia de Peyster 
Black, widow of Henry M. Black, late colonel of the United States Army, 
and to pay the said Cornelia de Peyster Black a pension of $109 per month 
from the date of the passage of this aci. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee recommends that the bill) be amended by striking out the 
words ‘‘one hundred,” in line 6, and substituti in lieu thereof the word 
“fifty,” to which an amendment has been made striking out the word “ fifty,” 
oad, Snaerting the words ‘ twenty-five,’ which was adopted ata previous 
session. 


Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, there is a mimerity report. 
I would like to have the majority and the minority reports read. 
The reportand the views of the minority were read,as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the ‘bill (H.R. 3156) 
@ranting a pension to Cornelia de Pe . have co! ‘the same, 
and the mavority respectfully submit the following report: 

The claimant is the widow of the late Colonel Henry M. Black, United 
States Army, whose military record, as reported by the War Department, is 


as follows: 
WAR DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE. 
Washington, December 20, 1893. 
Statement of the military service of Henry M. Black, of the United States Army, 
compiled from the records of this office. 

He was a cadet at the United States Military Acad from July 1, 1842- 
to July 1, 1847, when he was_ graduated, and Spectates vet second lieu, 
tenant, Fourth Infantry, July 1, 18%7; second Meutenant, Seventh Infantry 
August 20, 1347; tirst lieutenant, Ninth Infantry, March 8, 1855; ca 
September 10, 1856; colonel, Sixth California Infantry, 
honorably mustered out October 27, 1865; major, Seventh Infantry, July 25, 
1868; lieutenant-colonel, Fourth Infantry, October 7, 1868; ned March 
16, 1850; assigned to Bighteenth Infantry July 1, 1870; colonel, Twenty-third 
infantry, February 6, 1882. 

He received the brevet cf Heutenant-colonel and colonel March 13, 1855, 
for faithful and meritorious services during the war. 

SERVICE. 

He joined his iment December, 1847, and served with it in Mexico to 
July 7, 1848; at Jefferson Barracks, Mo., to August 31, 1849; in Florida to 
June 15, 1850; at Jefferson Barracks, Mo., to August 14, 1850; at Fort Leav- 
enworth, Kans., to September 15, 1850; at Jefferson Barracks, Mo., to April 
17, 1851; at Fort Gibson, Ind. T., to sieg. 1855; at Fort Monroe, Va,, to July, 
1855; onrecruiting service to April, 1856; with in Washington Terri. 
tory to May, 1856; on recrul service to oo SS on er 
Ww ry to May, t bom Sengen So Sate, Se rt Van- 

861; in California to January 1, 1863; 


ashington Territe 
couver to November, |! 
commanding Sixth California Volunteers, in 
commandant of cadets at the Military Academy, West 
tered out of volunteer service October 27, 1865), to July 
ment at Atlanta. 3a to 


to ’ 
Point, N.Y. (mus- 
1870; on de to 
mary 9, e ; at 


ment and 
ae 
Wayne, Mich., to 
Mich. tbe ry Bye court of inquiry at Fort 
March 7 to Aprit 19, 1887, and presiden 
encam Washi 


pment, 
of international 
to May 8, 1890, and pos 
he was retired. Unemployed to August 5, 1993,0n which date he died at 


Chicago, Tl. 
GEO. D. RUGGLES, 
Adjutant-General 


As will be seen from the official report the active service of Col. 


Black covered a period of near acentury. The charac- 
ter of this long service is fully attested by the record and also by Gen. D. S. 


Stanley, United States Army (retired), and others who 
before your committee. 


Mrs. Black is now well advanced in and without sufficient property 
or income to provide her with a support. She has an unmar- 
ried daughter dependent upon her, and there is no one whom she can 
tagelly rely for & seainnenaaes. 38 Aaughtor of the late Cel. Joseph Pigznp 

officer, a pP- 
ton, United States Army, who entered the in and who, after 
serving in the war of 18! and 


the Seminole and Black 
the Mexican war, died in 1860. 


It may be said that Mrs. Black is in all a military woman: she 
was born in a military post, and two of herthree are the wives of 
Officers of the Army. 


of relief in cases of this char- 
out the 
word 


There are precedents for the 
acter, and in the tight of all the facts and 
recommend the f the 


ae.) bill, with an amendment 
we red” in iine 8, and substituting in lieu thereof 
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VIEWS OF THE MINORITY. 
(To accompany H. R. 3156.] 

The views of the majority of the Committee on Pensions, respecting the 
propriety of the passage of the bill granting a pension to Cornelia de Pey- 
ster Black, are, for the following reasons, respectfully dissented from: 

There are several general acts of Congress under which Mrs. Black can 
make application to the Pension Bureau and be allowed a pension. She 
would probably have no difficulty in substantiating a claim under the Mexi 
can war pension act of January 29, 1887, or, if for any reason she could not 
meet the requirements of that act, she could still (if her circumstances are 
as represented) have recourse to an application under the late war act of 
June 27, 1890. The only reason given why this method of securing relief has 
not been followed is that the rating allowed by these acts is not large 
enough; butif this reason is to be accepted as sufficient to warrant the al- 
lowance of an original pension by special act in this case there is mo just 
ground upon which similar action can be denied in thousandsof other cases. 

It is neither shown nor claimed that Col. Black's death was due to wounds 
or disease originating in the service, yet the bill as reported grants the 
widow a higher rate of pension than is allowed by law to the widows of of- 
cers of similar or higher rank who die in the service and line of duty. 

The distinguished character of the service of the soldier is fully under- 
stood, but no especially urgent necessity or unusual circumstance is ad- 
vanced as good pen upon which to base the proposed action in the case 
of the widow. he has no young children to ay ae and she has some 
$4,000 from which to derive an income; and this income can be materially 
increased through an application to the Pension Bureau under one of the 
acts above cited. 

If there is any justice in the granting of these large pensions tothe widows 
of regular Army and Navy ofiicers. to the exclusion of the widows of the 
volunteer soldiers who lost their lives in defense of the Union, the allowance 
should be mate by general enactment, and thus relieve Congress of the ne 
cessity for givingtime and labor to the consideration of bills framed in the 
interest of a favored class, 

ARTHUR H. TAYLOR. 
CHAMP CLARK. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I had 
hoped that my feeble efforts here on several Friday nights 
would have been productive of some good results. I had hoped 
some fruits might have been brought forth in the attendance of 
these Friday night sessions, but I have been disappointed. The 
small crowd in attendanee here to-night still shows that the 
members of this body are unwilling to turn out here one night 
in the week to discuss these pension matters. It seems that they 
are not ready, a great many of them at least, to give up claw- 
hammer coats, entertainments, euchre parties, theaters, and 
other enjoyments, while at the same time professing to have « 
great love for the old soldiers and a great desire that this Con- 

ress should do business. I had hoped the new rule which has 

adopted would also have been productive of some good re- 
sults at the night sessions as I see it has had in the attendance 
upon the day sessions. I am sorry, too, that my appeal here—— 
_ Mr. MALLORY. I wish to ask the gentleman if anybody has 
indicated the “pry of making the point of no quorum? 

Mr. TAL of South Carolina. What did the gentleman 


? 
“Ter. MALLORY. Has anybody indicated the purpose of rais- 
ing Oe point of no quorum to-night? 
r. TALBERT of South Carolina. Not that I know of. 
Mr. MALLORY. That is what I wanted to know. [Cries of 
‘Regular order.”] ‘ 
Mr. CURTIS of New York. I hope the gentleman will not be 


inpengpies. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Let gratemen interrupt 
me if they desire. I do not object toit. I can not see exactly 
the relevancy of the gentleman’s question. If he wants to raise 
= point of no quorum I oho Ma - <4e 9 a 

was just pias fe ee ugh, that oO t my ap- 
— in behalf of the Constitution had done some good. Thad 
oped that members of this body would have n to give some 
consideration to the Constitution of the United States, which re- 
uires that there shall be a quorum here to pass any kind of 
i islation; hut I regret to see that my efforts heve been all in 
sala. Iam sorry further to have te ie my calling atten- 
tion to the oath which members of this body have taken to sup- 
port that Constitution, and my calling attention to the necessity 
of adhering to the rules, have also proved ineffectual. Mr. 
Chairman, four or five years ago, two or three years ago, it 
seems to me I heard a great deal about the Constitution of the 
United States. The fact is, the members of this body have used 
the Constitution as a very convenient sort of instrument, taking 
it up and hugging it to their bosoms when it served their pur- 
pose, and at other times casting it aside. 

Two or three ago, when the Farmers’ Alliance and the 
other industrial o ms of this country were sending up 
their respectful, pitiful appeals to this au:zust body to have en- 
acted into law some of the measures which ae ieved would 
give relief to the great mass of the le, all over this Hall 
members could be seen taking down the old Constitution of the 
United States, covered over ers so Seokiy a ou —_ 
have written your name upon it, brushing off the dust, brandish - 
ing aloft and using it asa wea) against the demands.of the 
people. Gentlemen would a lorg breath, fill their lungs 
with-air, draw themselves up and exclaim: ‘‘ Why, this is un- 
constitutional! It can not be done!” if the Constitution was a 
good thing to be obeyed then, why is it that we can not obey it 
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Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. The gentlemen needs 
training. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the communication 
sent up by the gentleman from South Carolina. 

The Clerk read as follows: 








now, and require that a quorum shall come here when we un- 
dertake to do business at these evening sessions. 

It seems to me that arule which will work only one way is 
not a good rule. To bea good rule it must work both ways. 
{[Laughter.] Itis perfectly constitutional, we are told, to appro- 
priate money for any other purpose. It is perfectly constitu- 
tional to appropriate millions to build navies to rot on the seas. 
It is perfectly constitutional to appropriate money for World's 
Fairs and Centennial Expositions. It is perfectly constitutional 
to appropriate money to build railroads and to lend to national 


Something else for your reference file, if you please 


It’snot vapid gossip, but warp and woof, all wool and a yard wide 

What, not long ago, the poet from Marion, Ind., to you did write . 

Referring to the pensioner, it’s quite true that his neighbors stick to him 
like glue; 


banks and Wall street gamblers and all that sort of thing, but | Of wom there are many, not only a few, so the poet concluded that 
whenever an attempt is made to do anything in the interest of | po. yee ame. as otherwise his chances would have been good in 
the great mass of the people in this great country of ours, that deed ; 

is *‘ unconstitutional!’ It seems to me that the voice of this | For that pensioner’s neighbors, to pitch into him, with vehemence, wi 


both feet 

It’s none of your biz, to him they would have said, it’s no skin off yo 
back— 

We'll give you a thrashing, then make you leave the neighborhood, you 
story-telling smack 

Without a question, a dose of hickory tea they would have administered to 


Congress has been to the laboring people of this country: ‘If 
you will quit producing, quit being laboring people, and go to 
manufactuying, we will do something for you: if you will quit 
raisin produce and go to hauling it we will do something for 
you: buf so long as you are producers, so long as you are labor- 


Ee 


him; 
ers, there is nothing for you here. You are shut out, and the | And his nearest kin would not have been allowed to open the mouth to save 
Constitution stands in the way whenever you want anything.” | 5,, ....*ns the idea to partake of a stew which is offensive and very bard t 
Now, I want to ask gentlemen why they can not stand by the chew; 
Constitution in two cases as wellas inone. Why can not you | No, not by a jugful, unless in his upper story thure becomes detached a 
a ‘ ‘ : aie . : ‘ lriday ni screw 
staud by the Constitution, gentlemen, in these Friday night Especially that tea, he does disdain; almost everybody else would say th 


sessions and require a quorum to be present before you under- same. 
take to transact business, before you undertake to fritter away | Now. honor bright, would you him blame for having refrained from signi 


, > wat a) ; . 26> his name 
the aoe = the people by voting pensions in hund: eds of oe There is that ex-Columbian guardsman, who was sent to jail the other day 
to people who do not deserve them, You say these little | In the labyrinthine mazes of his anatomy the docters must have gone 
things are trifling and do not amount to much,” but let me re- astray. 
. . . hii 4 aralvsis. t “y nr ‘ rer IY 8% bl ec af ensi 1g je 
mind you that many little things taken together make a great | 9"! — and paralysis, they pronounced him disabled, in a pensionabi 
: gree, 
—. 5 L ; . A man possessed of the eyes of an eagle and the agility of a flea. 
ow, I want to say a word in connection with something that | Or can it be possible that those medicated stoolpigeons did betray this 
> are i > a get anine _ fraudulent claimant 
occurred here in one of these Priday CvORINg sossloNs. th id For noncompliance on his part to whack up with them his first pension 
read here, by permission of the House, an anonymous communi- payment? 


cation which I had received in relation to pensions. The ques- 
tion was asked whether there was any name signed to it, and I Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Now, Mr. Chiirman, | 
said there was not, but I asked permission to have it read and | hope that it is not unconstitutional, although, indeed, when the 
printed in the RECORD and unanimous consent was given. The | subtreasury bill was sent here years agoit was decided to be un 
same gentleman who wrete me that communication has written | constitutional and impracticable, crude, and possessed of every 
another giving me some reasons why he did not sign his name. | other fault thatcould be applied toit. If it was unconstitutional, 
His name is not signed to this communication either, but I ask | then whose duty was it tochange it and bring it within the pur- 
consent to have it read, in order that his reasons for not signing | view of the Constitution? If it was impracticable, whose duty 


his name may be puton record. [Laughter.] was it to make it a practical measure,and try to make ita thing 
A MemBer. Is itfrom Coxey? [Laughter.] of beauty instead of the great ugly thing you claimed it to be? 
Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Iam not corresponding | But no matter whose duty it was, it was not performed. It was 

with your kind. simply ignored. It was smothered in the committee room and 
Another MEMBER. Is it poetry? not allowed to be discussed on the floor of the House, and it. 
Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Yes, sir; it is poetry. never has been and never will be. It was taken out here and 


Mr. TATE. I wish to ask the gentleman from South Caro- | buried, and that was the lastof it. Unconstitutional! You love 
lina whether this constitutional argument of his this evening is | the Constitution sometimes, why do you not love it at all times” 
suggested hy the recent constitutional decision of the supreme | Why do you not treat all men fairly under it? 
court of South Carolina? [Laughter.] Now, as I read or had read, and asked to have printed as a part 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Oh, not at all; nota bit. | of my remarks some articles from the New York Weekly Times 
Let me say to the gentleman that neither that decision nor any | a few days ago, I have here a second edition of the same paper 
other decision of the supreme court can trouble me. lamnotso | bearing upon the same subject, which is long, and will probably 
easily troubled. It may trouble the gentleman from Georgia, | take some time to read it. I will simply ask leave now to print 
but notme. I ama Carolinian, nota Georgian. Now, with the | thisin the RECORD without reading it. 
permission of the House, I will ask the Clerk to read this com- The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of th: 
munication, gentleman from South Carolina? 

A MEMBER. Is that a farmer’s production? Mr. PICKLER and others objected. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Now,letmetell myfriend| Mr. TALBERT of SouthCarolina. Very well, then, I will ask 
from Georgia that the farmers have some right to be heard in | the Clerk please to read it, as gentlemen have seen fit to object. 
this House. That is just the trouble here; you seem to think | I ask him to read the first page of this paper that I send to the 


they have no right. desk. 
A MEMBER. Then this is a farmer’s article? Mr. PICKLER. We had just aswell take up the time in that 
Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I suppose so; it sounds | way as in listening to the gentleman. 

honest and not lawyer-like. Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. It would have been better 
A MEMBER. Ah! for the gentleman to have allowed it to be printed, as it would 


Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. And you have denied the | not have taken so much time as to address the gentleman from 
farmers the right to be heard here. My friend here from Geor- | Borneo—— 
gia [Mr. BLACK] got up a few days ago and read an instrument Mr.MEREDITH. May Iask, Mr. Chairman, what is the ques- 
ull of technical terms, and some one intimated that the farm- | tion pending before the committee? 
ers of this country did not have sense enough to understand} The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the bill (H.R. 3156) 
what a technical term was. Now, let me teli you, my friend, | granting a pension to Mrs. Cornelia de Peyster Black. 


that the farmers have a great deal more sense than you think. Mr. MEREDITH. I understand that this is the bill that is 
Mr. TATE. I would like to ask the gentleman if he under- | under consideration? 

stood the technical terms used by the gentleman from Georgia, A MEMBER. The Constitution seems to be under eonsidera- 

to whom he referred just now? tion. 


Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Well, now, I am not on Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina.. This proposition that 
examination here. [thinkI do. ButI doubt very much whether | have made is perfectly constitutional. 
the gentleman who is addressing me understood them. The CHAIRMAN. The question before the House is the bill 

Mr. TATE. Well, I did not. I will admitit. [Laughter.] the title of which the Chair has just stated. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Well, you come around Mr. KRIBBS. Does this paper the gentleman asks to have 
to my room and I will tell you what they mean. read reljate to the subject under consideration’ 

Mr. TATE. Life is too short to submit to such training. The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is not able to inform the gen- 
{Laughter and applause.]} tleman. 
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Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. 
be read, as it relates to the subject of 
Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 

relates to the pending bill? 
Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina, 


ing bills. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I make the point of order that 
it has no reference to the question under consideration. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The question is, does it re- 
late to the pending bill? 

Mr. TALSERT of South Carolina, Possibly it does; I have 
not examined. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Most certainly it doesnot, 
Iassum*. It has no relevancy whatever to this question. 

Mr. WILLIAMA.STONE. Ithasno relation, of course, toit. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read Rule XIV, section 1. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

1, Whenany member desires to speak or deliver any matter to the House, 
he shall rise and respectfully address himself to ‘‘ Mr. Speaker,” and, on be- 
ing recognized, may address the House from any place on the floor or from 


the Clerk's desk, and shall confine himself to the question under debate, 
avoiding personality. 


The CHAIRMAN. That rule is applicable to proceedings in 
the House. Clause 8 of Rule XXIII provides that the rule of 
roceedingss in the House shall be observed in Committee of the 
hole so far as applicable. That is the rule under which the 


committee is ew 
Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Do1 understand the Chair 
The ar- 





I ask that the first page 
rivate pensions. 
would like to inquire if it 


It does relate to all pend- 


to decide that this is not in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not so decide. 
ticle ha; not been read. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE, I make the point of order against 
the reading of that paper. 

The CHAIRMAN. Nothing has yet been read. The Chair 
simply announced that it would be read. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, Is the Chair bound to have it 
read at the request of the gentleman from South Carolina? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair had the rule read for the ben- 
efit of the committee. The Clerk will read the document with 
which the Chair is not familiar; and if any member desires to 
submit a point of order after it is read, or while the reading is 
progressing, it can be done. 

Mr.MARTIN of Indiana. I desire to ask the gentleman from 
South Carolina a question, whether this is not an article pub- 
lished in the New York Times, occupying eight or nine col- 
umns—— 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. 
first page be read. 


I have asked only that the 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. How many columns? 
Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. have asked to have read 
only the part bearing on thissubjest. I have notasked the Clerk 


to read the whole of it. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana, How many columns are there? 

Mr. KILGORE. It does not make any difference; the gentle- 
man has the right to have it read. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I wish to appeal to the gentleman 
from South Carolina—— 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. You had better appeal to 
the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER]. He made the 
objection to my-request. 

Mr. MARTIN of [ndiana. Iam addressing the gentleman re- 
spectfully; and I wish to appeal to his sense of fairness whether 
it isa proper thing to occupy the tims of the House this evening 
with eight or nine columns of this matter? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. It isnot my fault. I asked 
to have the matter spread upon the record, and the gentleman 
from South Dakota objected. He is the —_ to whom my 
friend from Indiana [Mr. MARTIN] should appeal. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I raise the point of order that the 
reading of this paper is not within the rules. 

The CHAIRMAN. Nothing has yet been read; and the Chair 
hasno notice of what is contained in this paper. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana, It parports on its face to be the 
resultof investigations by the New York Times into a series 
of pet claims already granted. It has no reference to this 
case at all, 

The CHAIRMAN. If the statement made by the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. MARTIN] should be correct, the article will 
not be in order. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. This is entirely a different case 
from that presented when a member rises to speak. In that 
case the Chair must wait until the statement of a member is 
made before he can ascertain whether it is germane. But here 
the matter is in print; and it is the duty of the Chair to look at 
it, and if it benot germane, to rule it out. 
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Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I submit that the Chair has 
looked at it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has not. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. [ insist that we have not 
yet come to a point where the Chair is justified in deciding 
whether this matter bears on the question or not. Ihave asked 
— - paper be read in my own time; and I demand that it 

read. 

ng CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed to read the docu- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

THE NATION’S GREAT SCANDAL—DESERTERS WHO ARE NOW ON THE ‘‘ ROLL 

OF HONOR'— 

Mr. WILLIAM A, STONE (interrupting the reading). Mr. 
Chairman, [ rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I wish to know if 
the Chair holds that in order to determine whether this point 
of order is well made, the Chair must permit this whole article 
to be read to the House? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not so hold. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. [ insist on my point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds that as nothing has yet 
been read, there is as yet nothing for the Chair to rule upon. 

Several MEMBERS. Let the headlines be read. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Idesire to reservea point of order 
on the article. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I must insist that all this 
maneuvering must not come out of my time. 

A MEMBER. It will, all the same. 

The Clerk continued the reading, as follows: 

THE LAW HAS CLEARED THE RECORDS AND THE HUNGRY PENSION AGENT HA 
THEREBY EARNED HIS FEE—HONEST SOLDIERS PROTEST AT IT—IN ITS IN- 
VESTIGATIONS OF PENSION ABUSES THE NEW YORK TIMES HAS FOUND MEN 
WHO WERE IN CANADA DURING THE WAR, BUT ARE NOW DRAWING PEN- 
SLONS—LIN OGDENSBURG A DESERTER AND THE WIDOW OF A SOLDIER, LIV- 
ING TOGETHER, EACH HAVE DRAWN PENSIONS FOR MANY YEARS—FRANK 
JOHNSON, WHO ASSISTS A WASHINGTON PENSION ATTORNEY, A CUSTOM- 


HOUSE OFFICIAL, AND AN ACTIVE POLITICIAN—THE LAW RELATING TO 
OFFICIALS WHO HELP PROSECUTE CLAIMS AGAINST THE GOVERNMENT. 


Tl. 


In thelastissue of the Weekly Times there was printed the first of a series 
of articles giving the results of investigations made by reporters for the 
New York Times—— 


Mr. HULL (interrupting the ae I make the point of 
order that these headlines as read clearly demonstrate that this 
article has nothing to do with legislation before Congress. It 
relates seoply to what is alleged to have transpired in the Pen- 
sion Office. The bill before the House proposes action by Con- 
gress, and can not in any way be affected by anything that has 
taken place heretofore in the Pension Office. The headlines of 
this article from the New York Times show that it refers sim- 
ply to past action of the Pension Department. I raise the point 
of order that the whole article is out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will suggest to the gentleman 
from South Carolina that under the rule this article, so far as 
read, is notin order. The Chiir refers to the rule which re- 
quires that members addressing the House or the Committee of 
the Whole shall confine theinselves to the subject under debate. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Does not this article con- 
cern pensions, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. It does not relate to the bill under con- 
sideration, which is a private bill to grant a pension to Corne- 
lia de Peyster Black. : 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Anything that concerns 
pensions, concerns the bill under consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that not even under 
the most liberal construction of the rule, could the article be 
held to be in order, if the point of order be made against it. 

Mr. KILGORE. [should like to submit a word before the 
Chair concludes his ruling on the subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. KILGORE. I submit that the uniform practice of this 
House has been, in Committee of the Whole, to allow a much 
wider range in the discussion than when we are considering a 
matter in the House. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole on the stite of the Union, for the purpose of considering 
private pension legislation. 

The AIRMAN. The House is not in Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand that, and I merely misspoke. 
The House is in Committee of the Whole for the purpose of con- 
sidering private pension legislation, and any observations which 
any gentlemen may conclude to make upon the subject of private 
pension legislation, or public pension legislation, as far as that 

oes, would be in order in this discussion to-night. Now, there 
no escape from that, and if that article relates to that sabject, 
it does not make any difference whether it relates to the conduct 
of the Pension Office heretofore.or to the conduct of Congress in 
vesting the Pension Office with particular authority. 
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Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. 
cant to-night may possibly be reached in that very article. 
Mr. HULL. The name of this applicant is not in the Pension | 
Bureau at all, and this is an article relating to the Pension Bu- | 





reau. 

Mr. KILGORE. Let me finish what iam saying. If that re- 
lates to the improper conduct of the Pension Office, or if it re- 
lates to the improper administration of the law, then it would 
be entirely competent for any man to make a speech of that 
kind in thiS House to-night upon that subject; and if it be com- 
petent for him to make an oral argument of that kind, it is en- 
tirely competent for him to have read from a newspaper anargu- 
ment upon the subject. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. 
allow me? 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAMSoflIllinois. Ifa member was making a speech, 
you could not tell what the speech contained until it was deliv- | 
ered, but where it is ina newspaper, you can see in advance that 
it does not bear upon the question. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, I suppose the patriotic pre- 
liminary remarks which a member would make, which would 
correspond to the headlines of the article, would admonish the 
House as to the character of the argument which he proposed 
to submit. Now, the objection to that article is made upon the 
headlines, and I say that isnot competent. The practice of the | 
Committee of the Whole has been the other way. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Texas—because the Chair desires to administer the rules | 
in a spirit of absolute fairness—that the gentleman is correct in 
the statement that very great latitude is allowed in debate in 
Committee of the Whole; but if the point of order is submitted 
by any gentleman on the floor, the Chair is constrained to de- 
cide that gentlemen must confine themselves to the question un- 
der debate. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] himself 
is not deficient in parliamentary skill, and he will recognize at | 
once, the Chair feels assured, that that is the correct interpre- 
tation of the rules. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand that that is the correct inter- 
pretation; but my contention is that he is discussing the ques- 
tion legitimately before this committee, whether they will in- 
crease this roll or not. That isthe main question, whether the 
House or this Committee of the Whole shall countenance the 
abuses which that article is intended to attack, in the Pension 
Office. I think that is legitimate. I recognize the rule to be 
as stated by the Chairman, but I say this article comes within 
that rule. That is the contention I make. 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. Chairman, just a word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. MOSES. We havea bill here proposing to pension the 
widow of a soldier whom the war records show to have served 
fifty years. I hope the genfleman from South Carolina will 
hear what I say. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Yes. 

Mr. MOSES. We have a bill here proposing to give a pen- 
sion to the widow of a soldier who served in the wars of the 
United Statesfor nearly fifty years,as shown by the war records. 
The gentleman says perhaps this widow’s husband’s name may 
be found in that list; and yet I understand itis alist of deserters 
who are drawing pensions. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. 

Mr.MOSES. That is what I understand. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. It is a general article on 
the whole pension business. 

Mr. MOSES. The gentleman certainly does not bring this | 
in to prove that this woman’s husband was a deserter and would | 
come under that category: and it is therefore as clearly out of | 
order as anything can be in this case. I would like to ask the | 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. KinGore] if he desires to hear it 

| 


Will the gentleman from Texas 








Not that alone. 


read? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Thisis for information on 
the pension business; and the intention of having it read is not 
to prove that Mr. Black or anybody else was a deserter, but just 
for the general information of this body. Iam astonished that 
this House does not want light, but I find that it does not want 
it. 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. And that is that the Chair has 
ruled on this point; and if these gentlemen are not satisfied let 
them appeal. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hasaiready ruled on the point, 
and the Clerk will read the rule which governs the committee 
under such circumstances. 





The name of the appli- | 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

4. If any member, in speaking, or otherwise, transgress the rules of the 
House, the Speaker shall, or any member may, call him to order. In which 
case he shall immediately sit down, unless permitted on motion of another 
member to explain, and the House shall, if appealed to, decide on the case, 
without debate; if the decision is in favor of the member called to order, 
he shall be at liberty to proceed, but not otherwise; and, if the case require 
it, he shall be liable to censure or such punishment as the House may deem 
proper. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
article is not in order. 

Mr. PICKLER. Regular order. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. It seems to me that the 
rule has nothing to do with the point. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular or- 
der!’’] I do not understand that it is out of order. It seems to 
me 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentieman from Iowa made the point 
of order that the article was not in order. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. [understood the Chair to 


The Chair thinks that under the rule the 





| decide, under the rule, that it was in order and ordered its 


reading. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not so decide. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. The Clerk commenced to 
read by somebody's order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly; because no point could prop- 
erly be raised until something was read; but after the veading 
had proceeded awhile the point of order was raised. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Does the Chair decide 
that it is not in order to read that article? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so decides. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Then I appeal from the 
decision of the Chair. 

Mr. WEADOCK. I move tolay the appeal on the table. 

The CHAIRMAN. A motion to lay an appeal on the txb!e is 
not in order in Committee of the Whole. The question is, Shall 
the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the commit- 
tee? 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announedéd tha 
the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were —ayes 68, noa: 3 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. No quorum, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair willappointas tellers the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina |[Mr. TALBERT], and the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. MARTIN]. Tellers will please take their 
places. 

The committee again divided; and tellers reported—ayes 5 
noes 4, 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thepointof noquorum being made, under 
the rule, the Clerk will call the roll. 

The roll was called, when the following-named members failed 
to respond: 


9 


order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 


Abbott, 
Adams, Ky. 
Adams, Pa. 
Aitken, 
Alderson, 
Aldrich, 
Alexander, 
Allen, 
Apsley, 
Arnold, 
Avery, 
Babcock, 
Baldwin, 
Bankhead, 
Barnes, 
Bartholdt, 
Bartlett, 
Belden, 
Bell, Colo. 
Bell, Tex. 
Beltzhoover, 
Berry. 
Bingham, 
Black, Ill. 
Bland, 
Boatner, 
Boutelle, 
Bower, N.C. 
Bowers, Cal. 
Brancb, 
Brattan. 
Breckinridge, Ark. 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Brickner, 
Brosius, 
Brown, 
Bryan, ° 
Bunn, 
Burnes, 
Burrows, 
Bynum, 
Cabaniss, 
Cadmus, 


Caldwell, 
Caminetti, 
Campbell, 
Cannon, Cal. 
Cannon, Il. 
Capehart, 
Caruth, 
Catchings, 
Causey, 
Chickering, 
Childs, 
Clancy, 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cobb, Mo. 
Cockran, 
Cockrell, 
Coffeen, 
Compton, 
Coombs, 
Cooper, Fla. 
Cooper, Ind. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cornish, 
Cousins, 


Culberson, 
Cummings, 


Curtis, Kans. 


Dalzell, 
Daniels, 
Davey, 

De Armond, 
De Forest, 
Denson, 
Dingley, 
Dinsmore, 
Dolliver, 
Doolittle, 


Draper, 
Dunn, 
Dunphy, 
Durborow, 
Ellis, Ky. 
Ellis, Oregon 
English, Cal. 
English, N. J 
Enloe, 
Everett, 
Fielder, 
Fithian, 
Fletcher, 
Forman, 
Funk 
Funston, 
Fyan, 

Gear, 

Geary, 


Geissenhainer, 


Goldzier, 
Goodnight, 
Gorman, 
Grady, 
Graham, 
Gresham, 
Griffin, 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 
Grow, 
Hager, 
Haines, 
Hall, Minn. 
Hall. Mo. 
Hammond, 
Harmer, 
Harter, 
Hartman, 
Hatch, 
Haugen, 
Hayes, 
Heard, 
Heiner, 


Tl? 
Li}. 
Lowa 
N. C. 


Henderson 
Henderson 
Henderson 
Hendrix, 
Hermann. 
Hicks, 
Hines, 
Hitt, 
Holman, 
Hooker, Miss. 
Hooker, N. ¥ 
Hopkins, Pa 
Hulick, 
Hutcheson 
Izlar, 
Johnson, Ind. 
Johnson, Ohio 
Jones, 
Lapham, 
Latimer, 
Lefever, 
Lester, 

Lisle, 
Livingston, 
Lockwood, 
Loud, 

Lucas, 
Lynch, 
Magner 
Maguire, 
Marshall, 
Marvin, N. Y. 
McAleer, 
MeCall. 
McCreary. Ky 
McDearmon, 
McDowell 
McEttrick 
McGann, 
McKaig 
MecKeighan, 
McLaurin, 
Meiklejohn, 








CONGRESSIONAL 


— 


3934 


Mercer, Pigott, Sibley, Tracey, 
ater or Post, Sickles, ‘Tucker, 
Milliken, Powers, Simpson, Turner, Ga. 
eroney, potee, Sette, Turner, Va. 
.ontgomery, Quigg, Turpin, 
Moon, Randall, Snodgrass, Van Voorhis, N.Y 
Morgan, Ray, Somers, Wadsworth, 
Morse, Rayner, Walker, 
Murray, : anger. 
Mutchier, Reilly, Stallings Washington, 
Newlands, Reyburn, tephenson, Wells, 
Northway, Richards, Ohio Stevens, Wever, 
Oates, Richardson, Tenn. Stockdale, Wheeler, Ala. 
O'Neil, Mass. Robbins, Stone, C. W. Wheeler, Ill. 
O'Neill, Mo. Robertson, La, Stone, Ky White, 
Outhwaite, Robinson, Pa. Storer, Williams, Miss. 
Page, Rusk, Strait, Wilson, Wash. 
Paschal, Russell, Conn. Straus, ilson, W. Va 
Patterson, Russell, Ga. Sweet, Wise, 
Payne, Ryan, Talbott, Md. Wolverton, 
Paynter, Schermerhorn, Tarsney, ’ 
Pence, Scranton, Tawney Woomer 
Pendleton, Tex. Settle, Taylor, ind. Wright, ; 
Pendleton, W.Va Shaw, Taylor, Tenn. Wright, Pa. 
Perkins, Shell, , 
Phillips, Sherman, Thomas, 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I am informed that 
the gentleman from California, Mr. CAMINEYTI, is sick, and 
therefore I ask that he be excused. 

The CHAIRMAN. That can be done in the House. Under 
the rule the committee will rise. 

The committee accordingly rose, and Mr, BROOKSHIRE re- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro ae A 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, the Committee of the Whole 
finding itself without a quorum, [ caused the roll to be called, 
and herewith report the names of the absentees. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Mis- 
souri, chairman of the Committee of the Whole, reports that 
that committee finding itself without a quorum, he caused the 
roll to be called. The names of the absentees will be entered 
upon the Journal. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague, Mr. HEN- 
DERSON of Lowa, be excused on accountof his inability to attend 
the evening session because of his wounds, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague, 
Mr. Curtis of Kansas, be excused. He is indisposed to-day, 
and is absent for that reason. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. MARSH. Mr. of ose I ask that my colleague, Mr. 
HENDERSON ef Illinois, be excused on account of ill health. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. WEADOCK. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. STEPH- 
ENSON, is sick at his hotel this evening, and I ask that he be 
excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my col- 
league, Mr. HOLMAN, be excused, as he is not able to be here. 

There was no ees and it was so ordered. 

Mr. LINTON. r. S r, I ask that my colleague, Mr. 
AVERY, be excused on account of ill health. 

There was no objection, and it was se ordered. 

Mr. KIEFER. r. S$ r, I ask that the gentleman from 
Missouri, Mr. BARTHOLDT, be excused. He is sick, and has 
been for several days. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the 
House; and pending that, I ask unanimous consent that I be 

ranted one moment to make a remark. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The tleman from Indiana 
asks unanimous consent to address the House for one minute. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, 

Mr. MOSES. Before we leave excuses, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that my colleague, Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia, be excused on 
account of sicknesa. 

There was no objection, and it was so erdered. 

Mr. CAMINETTI, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of 
absence for this evening, on account of si : 

On motion of Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota, Mr. Hopxins 
of Pennsylvania was granted leave of absence, on account of sick- 


ness. 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr.S r, I feel very — the 
absence of a quorum on this occasion, after so ee at 
these evening sessions to pass the private bilis whic 
ceived consideration in Committee of the Whole. It is a fact 
that there are less than a hundred members present, =a 
not more than seventy-five, and itis now butone houfand twenty- 
five minutes until the heur of vr, In view of these 
facts it seems quite im t, even by having a cail of 
the House, we can ob a quorum this ; but, neverthe- 
less, I have made the motion for a call, and I ask gentlemen who 
are present here to cast their votes on that motion advisedly 
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with reference to the future, so that hereafter at these pension 
sessions if the point of ‘‘no quorum” is to be made it may be 
made and in time to bring in the absentees. 

Without assuming to censure those who are absent, it docs 
seem to me to be a great hardship upon the gentlemen who como 
here night after night and are prevented from doing business, 
on the one hand by the point of ‘*no quorum,” and on the other 
hand by the absence of a quorum when far more than enough 


members to make a quorum are in the city. 
The question being taken on the motion of Mr. MARTIN of 
Indiana, a call of the House was ordered. 
The Clerk called the roll, when the following-named members 





have re-. 


failed to respond: 

Abbott, Cousins, Hines, Randall, 

Adams, Ky. Covert, Hitt, y, 

Adams, Pa. Cox, Holman, Rayner 

Aitken, Crain, Hooker, Miss. ed, 

Crawford, Hooker, N. Y. Reilly, 

Aldrich, Culberson, popkins, Pa. Reyburn, 

Alexander, Cummings, Hulick, Richards, Ohio 

Allen. Curtis, Kans Hutcheson, Richardson, Tenn 

Apsley, Dailzell, Izlar, Robbins, 

old, D Johnson, Ind. Robertson, La. 

Avery, Davey, Johnson, Ohio Robinson, Pa. 

Babcock, De Armond Jones, Rusk, 

Baldwin, Forest, Lapham, Russell, Conn. 

Bankhead, " Latimer Russell, Ga. 

Barnes, Dingley, Lefever, Ryan, 

Bartkoldt, Dinsmore, r, Sehermerhorn, 

Bartlett, Dolliver, Lisle, Scranton, 

Belden Doolittle, Livingston, Settle, 

Bell, Colo. Draper, Lockwood, Shaw, 

Bell, Tex. Dunn, Loud, Sheil, 

Beltzhoover. Dunphy, Lucas Sherman, 

eh Ellis Ky. von Sickie: 
y agner, ckles, 

Beck fil ameter’ aon 

Engl . i . 

Boatner. lish, N. : Marvin, N. Y. Smith, 

Boutelle, Enloe, McAleer Snodgrass, 

Bower, N.C Erdman, McCall, Somers, 

Bowers, Cal Everett, McCreary, Ky Sperry, 

Branch, er, McDearmon, Springer, 

Brattan, Fithian, McDowell Stallings, 

Breck , Ark. Fletcher, MecBttrick Stephenson 

Breckinridge, Ky. Forman, McGann Stevens, 

er, Funk, McKaig, Stockdale, 

Brosius, Funston McKeighan, Stone, Ky 

Brown, Fyan, McLaurin, Storer. 

Bryan, Gear, Meiklejohn, Strait, 

Bunn, Geary, Mercer, Straus, 
urnes, ainer, mer: Sweet, 
urrows, Goldzier, Milliken, Talbott, Md. 

num, ht, oney, Y; 

Cabaniss, "i Montgomery, whey, 

mus, G@ * Moon, ‘laylor, Ind, 

Caldwell, Graham, Morgan, Taylor, Tenn 

Caminetti, G@ Morse, Terry, 

Campbell Griffin, Murray, Tracey, 

Cannon, Gal Grosvenor, Mutchiler, Tucker, 

Cannon, Ill Grout, Newlands, ‘Turner, Ga. 

Grow, meer. quent, Va. 

Caruth, r, : T ur Pp: . 

Catchings, O'Neil, Mass Van Voorhis, N. Y. 

y, Hall, O'Neill, Mo. Wadsworth, 

Chickering, Hall, Mo. Outhwaite Walker, 

Childs, H q Page. Wanger, 

y; ; Paschal, Washington, 

Clarke, Ala. Harter, Patterson Wells, 

Cobb, Ala. Hartman, Payne, Wever, 

Cobb, Mo. Hatch, Paynter, Wheeler, [il 

Haugen, Pence, White, 
Hayes, Pendleton, Tex. Willi 

Coffeen, Heara, Pendleton, W. Va. Wilson, Wash. 

Compton, Heiner, : erkina, iison, W. Va. 

Coombs, Henderson, IlL Phillips, Wise. 

Cooper, Fla. Henderson, I t, Woodard, 

Cooper. In Henderson, N.C. Post, oomer, 

te Hendrix, Wright, Mass. 

Cooper, Wis. Hermann, Price, Wright,Pa ®@ 

ish, Hicks, Quigg. 


The SPEAKER pro iempore. The doors will now be closed 
and the Clerk will call the names of members who have failed 
=o on the first call. Upon this call excuses will be in 

er. 
eden cepa the name of a ey Feet ar enna o 
> tmy colleague [Mr. CABANISS] be excused, on 
account of sickness im his aa 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. COOMBS, when his name was called, was excused on ac- 
count of sickness. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF (when the name of Mr. COOPER of Wis- 
consin was called). Mr. Speaker, I ask that the gentleman fro1a 
Wisconsin [Mr. COOPER] be excused, on account of illness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BAILEY (when the name of Mr. CULBERSON was called). 
Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague [Mr. CULBERSON] be ex- 
cused, on account of sickness in his family. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. : 

S ae ae ~ ae —— the name of Mr. (Me Dae 
was ; r. Speaker, I ask that colleague . DAL 
ZELL] be excused, on account of sickness in his family. 
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There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. McRAE (when the name of Mr. TERRY was called). Mr. 
Speaker, I ask that my colleague [Mr. TERRY] be excused, on 
account of sickness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE (when the nameof Mr. SCRANTON 
was called), Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague {[Mr. ScRAN- 
TON] be excused, on account of sickness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Upon this call 82 members have 
answered to their names; no quorum. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, would it bein order now to in- 
troduce a resolution to send for absentees? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It would, in the judgment of | 
the Chair. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I offer ‘the resolu- 
tion which I send to the desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Speaker be directed to issue a warrant to the Sergeant- 
at-Arms for the arrest of members who have failed to respond to their 
hames, and who are absent without the leave of the House. 


Mr. CONN. Mr. Speaker, it is evident from the lateness of 
the hour that it will be impossible for us to obtain a quorum here 
thisevening. Therefore I move that all further proceedings 
under the call be dispensed with. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. CONN, and the 
Speaker pro tempore declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HULL. [ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 33, noes 27. 

Mr. TATE. I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. MARTINof Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I move thatthe House 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry, as eee upon the question whether we shall adjourn or 
whether we shall continue to try togetaquorum. Isitnota fact 
thateven if we had a quorum here any member who could get 
the floor could consume an hour in debate, and, that being so,is 
it not true thatany three men could occupy the entire time of the 
session, s0 that we could do no business anyhow? 

Mr. HULL. If that isany argument, itis anargumentagainst 
having Friday night sessions at all. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the gentleman from Indiana[Mr. MARTIN], that the House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. HULL. Let us vote it down. 

The question being taken, the Speaker pro tempore declared 
that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HULL. Iask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 42, noes 21; so the 
motion was agreed to, and the House accordingly (at 9 o’clock 
and 21 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 











REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. HUTCHESON, from the Committee onClaims: A bill | 
(H. R. 3192) for the relief of the Selma and Meridian Railroad 
Company. (Report No. 735.) 

By Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: A 
= \ = e 3992) to increase the pension of Julia Bews. (Report 

0. 738. 

By Mr. McDANNOLD, from the same committee: A bill H. 
= i ry granta pensidn to Allie Dill Broughton. (Report | 

0. 739. 

By Mr. LOUD, from the Committee on Claims: A bill (S. 
475) for the relief of John Littleand Hobart Williams, of Omaha, 
Nebr. (Report No. 742.) 


eer eee nce ttt tC CCL i 











ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills were adversely re- 
ported and laid on the table, as follows: 

By Mr. HUTCHESON, from the Committee on Claims: A 
oo (H. R. 4788) for the relief of William H.Cook. (Report No. 

36.) 

By Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: A 
bill (H. R. 5087) granting a pension to Margaret Brennan. (Re- 
port No. 740.) 





“PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. SWANSON: A bill (H. R. 6762) for the repeal of the 
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tax upon the notes of State banks and banking associations u 
der certain conditions—to the Committee on 
rency. 

By Mr. STRAUS: A bill (H. R. 6764) regulating applications 
for office in the unclassified civil service—to the Committee on 
Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 6766) to incorporate the 
National Gas and Electric Light and Heat Company—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. DAVIS: A bill (H. R. 6767) to provide for the enlist- 
ment and maintenance of an industrial army, for issuing and 
maintaining a sufficient and equitable volume of currency, and 


n- 
anking and Cur- 


| for other purposes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. VAN VOORHIS of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 6768) for asce 
taining the feasibility and probable cost of constructing a ship 


| canal from Lake Erie to the Ohio River—to the Committee on 


Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 6768) to refund in- 
ternal-revenue taxes paid by owners of private dies—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: A bill (H. R. 6770) authorizing the Secere- 
tary of the Treasury to exchange, in behalf of the United States, 
deeds of land with the Pemaquid Land Company of Maine, in 
settlement of a disputed boundary of the Pemaquid Point, Maine, 
light station—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. BOEN: A joint resolution (H. Res. 166) ordering the 
Secretary of War to provide within the District of Columbis 
camping grounds and tents for all organized bodies of laboring 
people who may come within the boundaries of said District, 
and to see to it that their rights as citizens be respected and pro- 
tected—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A resolution relating to appointment of 
Gen. A. L. Pearson as a manager in Soldiers’ Home Board—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. DURBOROW: (H.R. 6771) to remove the charge of 
desertion against the name of James E. Cotter—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. IKIRT: A bill (H.R. 6772) to correct the military 
record of William Hartzell—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 6773) for the 
relief of M. J. Vanorsdall—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VAN VOORGIS of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 6774) to grant 
an honorable discharge to John A. White—tothe Committce on 
Military Affairs. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. AVERY: Petition of the Bovkbinders and Rulers’ 
Union, the Barbers’ Union, the Trunkmikers’ Union, and the 
Furniture Movers’ Union, all of Detroit, Mich., in favor of gov- 
ernmental ownershipand control of the telegraph and telephone 
lines—to the Committee om the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: Protest of Evangelical Lutheran 
Church of Durango, Colo., against incorporation of the Deity in 
the Constitution of the United States—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, request of Pikes Peak Division, No. 244, Order of Rail- 
way Conductors, of Colorado Springs, Colo., favoring the passage 
of bill known as the antiscalper bill—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Petition of the Bookbinders and Rulers’ 
Union and the Trunkmakers’ Union, of Detroit, Mich., in favor 
of governmental ownership and control of the telegraph sys- 
tems—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. COOMBS: Petition of Union Council, No. 25, Junior 
Order United American Workmen, for the better regulation of 
immigrants, and in favor of House bill 5246—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of the Evangelical Lutheran 
Zion’s and St. Pauls Churches, of Areadia and Carroll, Iowa, 
protesting against the proposed God-in-the-Constitution amend- 
ment—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of J. J. Klopp, against the income tax on na- 
tional building and loan associations—-to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, protest of the Evangelical Lutheran Church, of Willow 
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Township, Green County, Iowa, against the God-in-the-Consti- 
tution amendment—to the Cr mmittee on the Judiciary. 

Ly Mr. GEAR: Petition oi A. Y. Troydon, on behalf of Nancy 
Judson, conservator of Phineas D. Judson, Company H, First lowa 
Cnet Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Protestof the Evangelical Lutheran Lyster 
Church, of Urne, Buffalo County, Wis., against the proposed 
amendment to the preamble of the Constitution of the United 
States as tending to encroachment upon religious rights—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Petition of citizens of Oregon, for Gov- 
ernment control of the telegraph—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HUNTER: Petition of the Turtle Mountain Band of 
Pembina Chippewa Indians, against the ratification of the treaty 
argument concluded with the commission appointed under the 
provisions of the Indian appropriation act of July 13, 1892—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. IKIRT: Petition of William Hartzell, to correct his 
mil _— record—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

B r. KYLE: Memorial of J. C. Levy and others, of Holly 
Springs, Miss., suggesting change in the preamble of the Con- 
— of the United States—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE: Petition of citizens of California, tor the 
passage of a law against lotteries—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri: Protest of owners of steam ves- 
sels against the passage of House bill 6645, for the construction 
ofa bridge at St. Louis, Mo.—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PIGOTT (by request): Remonstrance of the Evangel- 
ical Lutheran Zion's Church, of New Haven, Conn., against 
amending the preamble of the Constitution by aclause acknowl- 
edging Jesus Christ as the medium of our liberty, etc.—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. REED: Petition of William H. Motley, postmaster at 
Woodfords, Town of Deering, Cumberland County, Me., to ac- 
company House bill 6744, for relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan: Resolution of the Book- 
binders and Rulers’ Union, of Detroit, in favor of Government 
control of telegraph systems—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 81, Peter 
O'Loughlin, secretary, Pecksville, N. Y.,in favor of House bill 
4897—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SHAW: Protest of Fountain City Lodge, No. 13, 
Ancient Order of United Workmen, of Fountain City, Wis., 
against legislation classing lodge newspapers or periodicals as 
third-class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


Roads. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: Petition of Erie Council, Junior Order of 
United American Mechanics, asking for the e of House 
bill 5246—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SIPE: Memorial of Council No. 460, Junior Order of 
United American Mechanics, of Claysville, Pa., for the passage 
of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

Also, memorial of council of Junior Order of United American 
Mechanics, of Connellsville, Fayette County, Pa., praying for 
the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: Petition of L. B. Winston and 50 other 
members of Mizpah Tent, Knights of the Maccabees, of Charles 
City, Iowa, in favor of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, April 21, 1894, 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 1928) to amend section 1 of an act approved April 6, 
1894, entitled ‘‘An act to give effect to the award rendered by 
the Tribunal of Arbitration, at Paris, under the treaty between 
the United States and Great Britain, concluded at Washington, 
February 29, 1892, for the pur of submi to arbitration 
certain questions concerning the preservation of the fur seals.” 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 6556) to provide for further 


urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the service of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, and for 
— purposes; and it was thereupon signed by the Vice-Presi- 
ent. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNIUVATION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Postmaster-General, transmitting letters of An- 
thony Comstock, post-office inspector of New York, and of the 
assistant attorney-general for the Post-Office Department, relat- 
ing to a change in the rule of evidence in regard to the compari- 
son of handwriting in trial of cases in the courts of the United 
States; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of Cigar Mak- 
ers’ Local Union, No. 90, of New York City, N. Y., anda 
memorial of the American Agents’ Association, of Columbus, 
Ohio, remonstrating against the ratification of the proposed 
Chinese treaty; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PEFFER. T present a petition of citizens of Pennsylva- 
nia, praying Congress ‘‘ to enact a law to issue five hundred mil- 
lions of Treasury notes, to be full legal tender of all debts, both 
public and private, such money to be set apart exclusively for 
public roads, and to go to each State pro rata with the number 
of miles of road in the State, and to be appropriated and issued 
at the rate of $20,000,000 per month.” The petition is in the 
usual form and properly indorsed. I move that it be referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented the memorial of E. W. Breem and 
H.C. King, of Oscoda, Mich., remonstrating against the imposi- 
tion of an income tax upon national building and loan associa- 

ious and local building and loan associations; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Robert Cirtwright and sun- 
dry other members of the American Association of Civil Engi- 
neers, of Rochester, N. Y., and the petition of W.M. Lerch 
and sundry other citizens of Detroit, Mich., praying that fra- 
ternal society and college journals be admitted to the miils as 
second-class matter; which were referred to the Committee on 
Fost-Olffices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. MCMILLAN (for Mr. STOCKBRIDGE’ presented a petition 
of the Retail Clerks’ Union, of Detroit, Mich., and a petition of 
the Barbers’ Union, of Detroit, Mich., praying for the govern- 
mental control of the telegraph service; which were referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of the Board of Trade 
and Transportation, of Cincinnati, Ohio, remonstrating against 
the abrogation of any treaty for reciprocal relations between the 
United States and foreign countries; which was referred to the 
Commitfee on Finance. 

Mr. QUAY. I present a ‘petition and protest of American 
workinugmen,” and a memorial in the form of an address ‘‘ to 
the right honorable body of United States Senators,” being the 
action of the convention of workingmen of the United States in 
session in this city, and I ask unanimous consent to read the 
contents of the memorials. Ido not desire to comment upon 
them at all. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. . Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Pennsylvania? The Chair hears none, and the 
Senator from Pennsylvania will proceed. 

Mr. QUAY. These gentlemen met in this city yesterday and 
continued in session until within the past hour. Théy adopted 
a‘ petition and protest” to the Fifty-third Congress of the United 
States in connection with a memorial which they address:d to 
the United States Senate. After stating that the preamble and 
resolution were adopted at a mass meeting of representative 
wage-earners of the United States assembled in Washington, D. 
os the 20th day of April, 1894, they set forth the same as fol- 

ows: 


Whereas for nearly ten months the business of this country has been par- 
alyzed, the promises of improvement in consequence of certain financial 
legislation not having been realized; and 

Whereas we see ourselves and others deprived of the means of livelihood 
by reason of threatened revision of tariff laws, under which we had been 
so prosperous, and by the continuance of which, without pros 
change, we feel ass that all business would be restored to its 

us condition; and 
reas the of labor in this country under unassailed protective 
custom laws have been fully twice that of the highest in any other country; 
an 


Whereas any reduction in the customs duty on any article manufactured 
or produced in this country means a corresponding reduction in the wages 
of labor loyed in its manufacture or production; and 

Whereas in our free country the interests of one class of workmen are 
the interests of all; and : 

Whereas we believe that all laws framed by our representatives should 
be for the benefit of their constituents, the people ofthe United States, and 
not the of other countries: Therefore, 

Resolved, the authorized representatives of millions of American 
workmen, without tinction of party, hereby respectfully demand of our 


t of 
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representatives in the Congress of the United States that nochange skall be 

made inexisting laws that shallin any way deprive us of the capacity to earn 

the full amount of wages to which we were accustomed during the years in 

which there were no prospective or threatened changesin tariff laws to _ 

vent us from providing for our families better homes, better education, 

and more comforts than in any other country on the face of the globe. 
GEO. WALSH, President. 
EPHRAIM RIGG, Vice-President. 
M. J. KELLEY, Secretary. 


The memorial to this body is as follows: 


We as part of the toiling masses of these United States of America, on this 
day of our Lord, April 71, 1894, do offer to your noble sirs, in memorial, our 
supplications for your kind consideration, believing that the sense of right 
which ts inert in all individual character, will receive from your honorable 
selves that true spirit of fairness which has ever been (and is, we believe, at 
this day) a constitutional characteristic of your honorable body of United 
States Senators, and in view of such a preposition we present for your con- 
sideration our sincere objections to making the measure known as the Wil- 
son tariff bill a iaw of our land, in the following paragraphs of grievances: 

First. Should this measure (known as the Wilson tariff bill) becomea law 
its effect will be the depreciation of all values in the United States of 40 per 
cent or more. 

The object of tariff reduction is to get an article that has cost less than 
the normal cost of production in the United States by getting an article that 
has been made in other countries at aless labor cost thanin the United States. 
Hence the depreciation of value. 

Now, the depreciation of values means a loss somewhere; where that loss 
is Will be found after the Wilson tariff bill becomes a law. 

Second. The census of the United States of America in 1880 showed 50,- 
000,000 of population and the census of the United States in 1890 was 63,000,- 
000, showing a gain of 13,000,000. Allowing 10,000,000 of the 13,000,000 as wage- 
earners, making compulsory on the part of the United States to create 
10,000,000 of original situations during the intervening years of 1880 to 1890 in 
addition to keeping in force the situations that were in 1880 to allow the 
connert to provide for its people as well as in 1890 as it did provide for its 
people in 1880. 

Again, the effects of the Wilson tariff bill, should it become a law, will be 
greater importations of other countries’ manufactured products and if it is 
true that during the full force of the MciXinley act, which prohibited in a 

eat measure the importations of manufactured goods from other countries 

nto the United States, it was unable to provide employment for all its peo- 
ple (which was told us by those who are opposed to our tariff system), we 
are voluntarily impressed to believe that the United States will be still fur 
ther embarrassed by a law in fact that would allow greater freedom to the 
importations of the products of other lands; hence our second grievance. 

ow, While we are emphatically opposed to the Wilson tariff bill as a 
whole, we can not refrain from drawing your honorable and particular at- 
tention to the system of collecting duties on all imported textile goods into 
this country onanad yalorem basis, as is intended in and by the Wilson tariff 
bill. Ad valorem duties, withovt specific safeguards, open the flood-gates 
of fraud and undervaluation to the foreign mannfacturers and importers of 
foreign-made textile goods into this country, andit goes without saying that 
this system of ad valorem collecting of customs on imported textile goods, 
if once adopted, means cestruction and ruin toalmostevery textile industry 
in our land and the reducing of our workingmen’s wages to a free-trade 
standard, and brings their wages down tothe pauper-paid wages of the textile 
workers of Europe, and of which we are in fear and dread, and we again as- 
severate that every branch of industry in this country that comes under 
the ban of this pernicious system of ad valorem duties will and must con- 
tinue to suffer untold misery and want. We there/ore pray that every in- 
dustry possible in this country shall be protected by specific and ad valo- 
rem duties both. 

In the Wilson measure will be found discriminating inequalities; first, 
particularly that part relating to the tin schedule, as follows: The importa- 
tion of tin annually amounts to 1,500,000,000 pounds; the duty at present is 
2.2 per pound, thereby giving thirty million duties collected. The aa pro- 
posed by the Wilson tariff bill will be 1.2 per pound, allowing a collection of 
only fifteen millions tariff duties. Tin has not been enhanced in cost to the 
consumer under the McKinley act, and will not, in our opinion, be reduced in 
cost to us as consumers should the Wilson bill be allowed to go into effect. 
Therefore the United States will be deprived annually of $15,000,000, and at 
the same time giving no benefit to the country or its people; consequently 
the $15,000,000 will go into the possession of the tin manufacturers of other 
countries as profits. This is an illustrative objective lesson to us, showing 
ee nating inequalities that can be found all through the Wilson 
ta ° 

Now, your most honorable body are perfectly aware, as well as we are, 
that for ten long months business of every kind and description has been 
completely depressed by the prospective tariff reduction and is still present 
with us; ruinand desolation has confronted us and still confronts hundreds 
of thousands of workingmen and business men, and we, as workingmen, are 
fully convinced of the fat that if the Wilson bill becomes a law of thiscountry 
it will be an utter impossibility for trade to revive or to flourish n in 
our midst. This in itself iridicates the density of the dark cloud of depres- 
sion that has been overhanging the country and its people for ten months 
and more, and whilst not disposed toward egotism, we are desirous that the 
people of our country shall have one more opportunity to bring back the 
prosperous condition that was in the years 1891 and 1892. We most earnestl 
supplicace your honorable body to defeat in toto the Wilson bill. We as 
this favor not alone for ourselves who are oo, here to-day, but for the 
people in all parts of our country; and with care for our country and the 
best weifare of its people, we respectfully consign our case to your wise 


consideration and counsels. 
GEORGE WALSH, President. 
EPHRAIM RIGG, Vice-President. 
M. J. KELLY, Secretary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorials will lie on the 
table, the bill having been reported. 

Mr. CAMERON. I present a resolution and memorial of the 
workingmen of Pennsylvania, being the same as those just pre- 
sented o my colleague. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorials will lie on the 
table. 


ADDITIONAL FORCE IN CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY. 


Mr. MILLS. If there are no further petitions to be presented, 
lask the unanimous consent of the Senate to call up the joint 
resolution (S. R. 66) providing additional clerical force for the 
Librarian of Congress. 


XX VI——247 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


3937 


Mr. SHERMAN. It was reported from the Committee on tho 
Library? 

Mr. MILLS. It was. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. It proposes 
to appropriate $10,000 to be used for the employment of addi- 
tional clerical force, under the direction of the Librarian of Con- 
gress. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

Thy preamble was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLS. [ask unanimous consent to have printed in the 
RECORD a letter from the Librarian of Congress, Mr. Spofford, 
in connection with this measure, for the information of the 
House of Representatives. 

There being no objection, the letter was ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD, as follows: 


LIBRARY OF CONGRESS, Washington, April 5, 1894. 

Str: I present, as requested, a statement of the existing necessity for ad- 
ditional clerical force in the Congressional Library. 

By reason of the enactment of international copyright in July, 1891, the 
copyright business has heavily increased, far beyond the normal annual in- 
crease growing outof the development of the country and its publishing in- 
terests. The number of copyrights entered in my ofiice In 1890 was 42,758. 
In 1893 the aggregate Was over 56,000, or an increase of 33 percent. During 
all this time only one additional clerk has been allowed, while the labor 
thrown upon the office has been enormously increased. That labor involves 
the receipt and reply to about 70,000 applications for copyright yearly; the 
record and deposit of fees received; the return of fees in a large number of 
rejected applications; the recording of all copyrights, and the issue, under 
seal of my office, of certificates; the decision of many thousands of doubt- 
ful claims to copyright record; the indexing of all the records of copyright 
by name and subject-matter; the preparation, every week, of a complete 
catalogue of copyright pubiications received for publication, as an aid to 
customs officers; thereceipt and care of over 100,000 publications of all kinds 
in every year; t&e stamping, numbering, labeling, and cataloguing of their 
great mass of copyright accessions; the ss of many publications to 
be examined, in suits for copyright infringement constantly arising, and 
the furnishing of certified copies of all records wanted immediately in such 
litigation. 

All these varied and responsible labors, it is to be borne in mind, are in ad- 
dition to the work of the library proper, already twice as large as any Amer 
ican library, and involving in the care and arrangement of its vast collections, 
the selection of works to be added, the cataloguing of additions, the service 
of books and information to Congress, to the courts, to the Departments, to 
the foreign legations, and to the public, and the constant recording of bo oks 
given out and returned. 

Add to this the notoriously deficient space in-which the multifarious busi- 
ness of the great library and copyright department has to be carried on, 
fearfully overcrowded as it is in every part, by which all the difficulties of 
administration are incalculably increased, and it becomes a case of distress, 
calling for as prompt and efficient relief as the supply of an adequate work- 
ing force can furnish. 

The whole number of assistants allowed the Librarian is but thirty-one, 
while the British Museum library, with no copyright business, and no cir- 
culation of books, has over one hundred, and the Boston Public Library, 
with halfthe number of books. and no copyright business, employs from 
seventy to eighty assistants. Unlike these libraries, the Congressional Li- 
brary pays into the Treasury annually about $45,000, being the whole re- 
ceipts from copyright fees, while the entire appropriation for salaries is 
but $43,800. 

As less than half the clerical force is employed in the copyright depart- 
ment of the library business, it is obvious that this department is far more 
than self-sustaining. Congress, therefore, is not asked for a deficiency, but 
for a reappropriation of so much of the funds paid in by copyright as will 

lace that department in a state of business efficiency, such as it maintained 

fore the enormously increased labor thrown upon it in the last three 
ears. 
: It has resulted, from the grossiy inadequate clerical force provided, that 
the current work of the copyright records has fallen into arrears which are 
discreditable to the Government, and the subject of just complaint on the 
rt of authorsand publishers. Theundersigned holds that every applicant 
or copyright should receive his certificate within a week, instead of waiting 
months as now ee and to reach this universally desired result he 
confidently appeals, in the interest of the public service, to the sense of jJus- 
tice of this committee and of Congress. 
Very respectfully, 





A. R. SPOF FORD, 
Librarian of Congress. 
Hon. R. Q. MILLS, 
Chairman of Joint Committee on the Library. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MCMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 1937) for the relief of 
James Phelan, internal-revenue collector at Detroit, Mich.,which 
was read twice by its title and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. TURPIE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1938) to grant 
| pensions for service in the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps of 

the United States; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 1939) granting a pension 
to Conrad McClean; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1940) granting « pension to Henry 
C. Graham; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1941) to authorize Rear-Admiral 
John G. Walker and Surg. Gen. J. Rufus Tryon, of the United 
States Navy, to accept the decorations of the ** Rusto del Lib- 
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ertador” of the third class from the President of Venezuela; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Forcign Relations. 

\MENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. MCMILLAN submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; 
which was ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BUTLER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HENRY HALTEMAN. 


Mr. SHERMAN. If the morning business is concluded, I ask 
the unanimous consent of the Senate to put on its passage the 
bill (S. 1526) for the relief of Henry Halteman. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary 
of War te grant an honorable discharge from the United States 
service to Henry Halteman, late of Company F, Second United 
States Artillery. 

Tne bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

HAWAIIAN AFFAIRS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Congress: 

i transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of State cover- 

ing a dispatch from the United States minister at Honolulu, and reply 


thereto. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
FE. XBCUTIVE MANSION, Washington, April 21, 1394. 


SETTLERS ON PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr DOLPH. Some days agol asked unanimous consent to 
call up for consideration the bill (S. 67) to amend an act entitled 
‘*‘An act for the relief of certain settlers on the public lands, and 
to provide for the repayment of certain fees, purchase money, 
and commissions paid on void entries of public lands.’’ There 
was ob'ection. I gave notice that immediately after the pend- 
ing business was disposed of, which was Senate bill 341, to pro- 
vide a site for the Printing Office, I should move to take up the 
bill. The bill referred to, which was then the pending business, 
appears to have been shelved. I now move thatthe Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of Senate bill 67. 

Mr. HARRIS. Has the morning business been disposed of? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is closed. 
The Senator from Oregon moves that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the bill indicated by him. 

Mr. DOLPH. On that question I ask for the yeas and nays. 
A similar bill passed the Senate during the last Congress, but 
entirely by votes on this side of the Chamber. — 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. On the question, Shall the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill? the Senator from Ore- 
gon demands the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BERRY. What is the bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN, If the bill were read at length probably we 
would all vote to take itup. Let it be read. 

Mr. DOLPH. Iam not sure whether the question is debata- 
ble, but if the Senate will permit me, I will state ina moment 
what the bill is. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is not debatable ex- 
cept by unanimous consent. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let the Senator from Oregon proceed by 
unanimous consent, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill has been 
called for. The bill will be read for information. 

The Secretary read the bill as proposed to be amended by the 
Committee on Public Lands, as follows: 

Re it enacted, ete., That section 2o0f an act entitled “An act for the relief 
of certain settlers n the public lands and to provide for the repayment of 
certain fees, purchase meney, and conr ons paid on void entries of pub- 
lic lands,”’ approved June 16, 1880, be amended so as to read as follows: 

* Spo. 2. That in ail cases where homestead or timber-culture or desert- 
land entries or other entries of public lands have heretofore or shall here- 
after be canceled for conflict, or where, from any cause, the entry has been 
erroneously allowed and can not beconfirmed, the Secretary of the Interior 

1 cause to be repaid to the who made such entry, or to his heirs 
or assigns, the fees and commissions, amount of purchase money, and ex- 
cesses paid upon the same u the surrender of the duplicate receipt and 
the execution of a proper relinquishment of all claims to said land, when- 
ever such eu ave been duly canceled by the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office: and in all cases where rarties. “ee or home- 
stead claimants, have paid \ double n minimuin price for has after- 


wards found not to be wi the linvits of a railroad land grant, or 


which is within the limits of any portion of a grant which has been hereto- 
fore or which shall hereafter be forfeited by reason of any failure upon the 
part of the gran‘ce to construct that portion of the railroad in aid of which 
such grant was made, which is adjacent to and coterminous with such lands, 
the excess of #1.25 per acre shall in like manner be repaid, but only to the 
original entryman thereof, or to his heirs or personal represeutatives: Pro 
vided, That no claim for any money under this act shall be allowed unless 
the same is duly made and presented tothe Department of the Interior of 
the United States within the period of two years from the date when such 
claim shall accrue, or from the date of the approval of this act.” 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll on 
agreeing to the motion to proceed to the consideration of the 
bill which has just been read. 

Mr. BERRY. I should like unanimous consent to make a re- 
mark or two in regard to the bill. 

Mr. DOLPH. If leave is granted I hope the same consent will 
be given me. [ shall not talk longer than the Senator from Ar- 
kansas. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the reques' 
of the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. CAREY. The bili will be debatable after the vote, will 
it not: 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands the Senna- 
tor from Wyoming to object. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secret iy proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CAREY (when his name was calied). [ am paired with 
the junior Senator from South Carolina | Mr. IrBy!}, and for the 
present withhold my vote. 

Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). T am paired with 
the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. STOCKBRIDGE], and in 
his absence withhold my vote. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. If he 
were present I should vote ‘‘yea.” In his absence I withhold 
my vote. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon({when his name was called). Iam 
paired with the senior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAs], 
but I transfer my pair to the senior Senator from Iowa [Mr. AL 
LISON], and vote ‘** yea.” 

Mr. ALLISON (after having voted in theaffirmative). Then 
under that arrangement, I will withdraw my vote. 

Mr. PETTIGREW (when his name was e.lied'. [am piirei 
with the junior Senator from West Virginia |Mr.Campsen]. Ii 
he were present I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. PUGH (when his namewas called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar}. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was callea\. I am paired upon all 
uestions with the Senator from Alabama |Mr. MORGAN]. 

Mr. McMILLAN (when Mr. STOCKBRIDGE’S name was called |. 
My colleague {Mr. SroCKBRIDGE] is detained from the Chamb +r 
by illness, and is paired with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
GIBSON]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am paired with the senior Senato 
from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. CAFFERY (after having voted in the negative). Iam 
aired with the Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER], and there- 
ore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. GALLINGER (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
am paired with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLs]}. | 
understand he has not voted, and therefore I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. DIXON. [have a general pair with the Senator from 
Mississippi[Mr. McLAURIN]. As he is absent, and as my col- 
league [Mr. ALDRICH] is absent unpaired, I transfer my pair to 
my colleague, and vote “ yea.” 

Mr. HALE. Iam paired with the Senator from North Caro- 
ina|Mr. RaNSoM]. Otherwise I should vote ‘ yea.” 

Mr. ALLISON. My colleague[Mr. WILSON] is detained from 
the Chamber by illness. He is paired with the senior Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. GORDON]. I take it for granted that ii my 
colleague were present he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PERKINS (after having voted in the affirmative). I am 

ired upon political questions with the junior Senator from 

orth Dakota |Mr. Roacs]. When I voted upon this motion | 
did not understand it to bea polifical question. Itseems to have 
taken that turn, and under my pair I will withdraw my vote. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I was requested by the junior Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE] to announce that he is paired 
with the Senator from New York [Mr. H1LL]. The Senator from 
Massachusetts is absent from the city. 

The result was announced—yeas 1%, nays 22; as follows: 


YEAS—18. 7 
Allen, MeMillan, Sherman, 
Cameron, Dolph, Mitchell, Oregon Shoup, 
Chandler, Frye, Morrill, Teller. 
Cullom, h Platt, 
Davis, Hawley, Proctor, 











1894. 


. 





NAYS—22. 


Bate, Coke, Lindsay, Vest, 
Berry, George, Martin, Voorhees, 
Blanchard, Gorman, Palmer, Walsh, 
Butler, Gray, Pasco, White. 
Call, Harris, Peffer, 
Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Turpie, 

NOT VOTING—4. 
Aldrich, Gibson, McLaurin, Quay, 
Allison, Gordon, McPherson, Ransom, 
Blackburn, Hale, Manderson, Roach, 
Brice. Higgins, Mills, Smith, 
Caffery, Hill, Mitcheil, Wis. Squire, 
Camden, Hoar, Morgan, Stewart, 
Carey. Hunton, Murphy, Stock briage, 
Daniel, Irby, Perkins, Vilas, 
Dubois, Jones, Nev. Pettigrew, Washburn, 
Faulkner, Kyle, Power, Wilson, 
Galinger, Lodge, Pugh, Wolcott. 


-The VICE-PRESIDENT. A quorum has not voted. 
Secretary will c.ll the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


The 


Allen, Coke, Harris, Pettigrew, 
Allison, Cullom, Hawley, Platt, 
Bate. Davis, Higgins, Proctor, 
Berry, Dixon, Jones, Ark. Pugh, 
Blackburn, Doiph, Lindsay, Quay, 
Blanchard, Frye, McMillan, Sherman, 
Butler, Gallinger, Martin, Shoup, 
Caffery, George, Mitchell, Oregon Teller, 
Cal, Gibson, Morrill, Turpie, 
Cameron, Gorman, Palmer, Vest, 
Carey, Gray. Pasco, Voorhees, 
Chandler, Hale, Peffer, Walsh, 
Cockrell, Hansbrough, Perkins, White. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Fifty-two Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum is present. The question recurs 
upon the motion of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH], upon 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ALLISON (when his name wascalled). On this question 
I am paired with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAs]. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I suggest to the Senator that his pair 
with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS|] be transferred to 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON], with whom I am 
paired, and that will enable the Senator from lowa and myself 
to vote. 

Mr. ALLISON. Under the suggestion of the Senator from 
Kentucky, I transfer my pair with the Senator from Wisconsin 
to the Senator from Nebraska, and I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. CAREY (when, his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. [rpy], and there- 
fore withhold my vote. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I have transferred 
my pair with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. MCLAURIN] to 
my colleague [Mr. ALDRICH], and I vote * yea.” 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Texas {Mr. MrILus}, but I transfer that 
pair to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JONES], who is unpaired, 
and I vote ‘ yea.” 

Mr. HIGGINS (when hisname wascalled). I again announce 
my pair with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON}. 

Mr. PERKINS (when his name wascalled). I am paired with 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Roacg]. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). Upon the last roll 
call I voted inadvertently. Iam paired with the Senator from 
Virginia [Mr. HUNTON] and did not then observe that he was 
absent. I now withhold my vote. 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR]. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair upon all questions with the Senator from Alabama [ Mr. 
MORGAN]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CHANDLER (after having voted in the aflirmative). I 
desire to withdraw my vote, and announce that I am paired with 
the junior Sena’or from New York |Mr. MurRpHyY]. 

Mr. HIGGINS. As | have announced. I am paired with the 
senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. The Sen- 
ator from Maryland [Mr. GLiBsON] is paired with the Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. STOCKBRIDGE]. The Senitor from Mary- 
land and I hive arranged to transfer our pairs so as to enable 
us to vote. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. GIBSON. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The result was_announced—yeas 19, nays 25; as follows: 


I am paired with 


YEAS—19. 
Allen, Dixon, Hawley, Proctor, 
Allison, Dolph, Higgins, Sherman, 
Cameron, Frye, McMillan, Shoup, 
Cullom, Gallinger, Mitchell, Oregon ‘Teller. 
Davis, Hansbrough, Morrill, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


| 


| 
| 
| 


3939 








NAYS—25. 

Bate, Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Vest, 
Berry, Coke, Lindsay, Voorhees 
Blackburn, George, Martin, Waish 
Blanchara, Gibson, Palmer, White 
Butler, Gorman, Pasco, 
Caffery, Gray, Pe Ter, 
Call, Harris Turpie, 

NOT VOTING—40 
Aldrich, Hill, NTitts, 
Brice, Hoar, ‘hell, Wis 
Camden, Hunton, I gan, 
Carey, Irby, , phy, 
Chandler, Jones, Nev Verkins, 
Daniel, Kyle, Portigrew, ige 
Dubois, Lodge, Pitt, \ 
Faulkner, McLaurin, Po wer, Wasabura, 
Gordon, McPherson, Puch,; Wilson, 
Hale, Manderson, Chivey. Wolcot 

So the motion was not agreed tv. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 509) for the relief of F. 
and distributee of Joseph Ramsey: 

A bill (H.R. 522) for the retief of Benjamin Alvord; 

A bill (HL. R. 995) for the relief of J. M. Billings; and 

A bill (A. R. 6126) to amend an act to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge at Burlington, lowa, approved August 6, 1888, 
and amended by act approved February 21, 1890. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 1928) to amend section | of an act approved April 6, 
iSS4, entitled ‘‘An act to give effect tothe award rendered by the 
Tribunal of Arbitration at Paris under the treaty between the 
United States and Great Britain, concluded atWashineton, Feb 
ruary 29, 1892, for the purpose of submitting to arbitration cer- 
tain questions concerning the preservation of the furseals;" and 

A bill (H. R. 5978) to authorize the construction of a steel 
bridge over the St. Louis River between the States of Wisconsin 
and Minnesota. 

YELLOWSTONE NATIONAL PARK, ¥“ 

Mr. CAREY. I ask at this time for the consideration of 
House bill 6442, and I should like, with the indulgonc> of the 
Senate, to make a brief explanation. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wyoming asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a biil, the 
title of which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill(H. R. 4642) to protect the birds and 
animals in Yellowstone National Park, and to punish crimes in 
said park, and for other purposes. 

Mr. CAREY. Within a few days 

Mr. BERRY. Debate is not in order, I take it, on the pend- 
ing motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to debate. 

Mr. CAREY. Ido not propose to debate the motion, but | 
simply desire to give my reasons 

Mr. BERRY. I do not make any objection to that, but I 
wanted to remind the Senator from Wyoming that he objected 
a while ago to my making a few remarks. I shall not, however, 
object to his doing so. 

Mr. CAREY. Lask unanimous consent to take up the bill 
the title of which has been read, und I think, if the Senate will 
allow me to make a statement, there will be n» objection to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Senator 
that the bill will first be read. 

Mr. CAREY. As the Committee on Territories has reported 
an amendment to the bill in the n itureof a substitute, [ suevest 
that the substitute be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The substitute will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the amendment reported by 
the Committee on Territories; but before concluding was inter- 
rupted by 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I rise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry. It isevident that the reading of this bill will occupy the 
remainder of the morning hour, and [ wish to inquire, if that be 
true, whether the resolution which has been pending before tha 
Senate and was passed over will retain its position for the morn- 
ing hour on Monday as of to-day? 

Mr. CAREY. I appeal to the Senator from Nebraska not 
to object to the bill for this reason: I got out of his way a few 
days ago, when [ had asked unanimous consent for the consider- 
ation of a bill, and three dierent bills were passed by unani- 
mous consent immediately afterwards, and by the consent of the 


Y. Ramsey, the heir at law 
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Senutor. The bill, the consideration of which I have asked, is 
of much importance, for $10,000 worth of game has been destroyed 
in the Yellowstone National Park during the last month. 

Mr. ALLEN, The Senator from Wyoming misapprehends 
me. I have made no objection to the consideration of the bill. 
{simply inquired of the Chair whether—if the bill should con- 
sume all the morning hour, as plainly it will, for there are only 
ten minutes left —resolutions which have been lying on the table 
for several days will retain their position and pass over until the 
next legislative day? 

Vhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Nebraska that the resolutions referred to have had their 
day,and have gone to the Cilendar. There is no resolution 
pending now. 

‘The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the 
amondment reported by the Committee on Territories, which 
was to strike out all after the enacting clause of the bill, and in- 
sert: 

That the Yellowstone National Park, in the State of Wyoming, as now de- 
fined, or as may be hereafter defined or extended, shall be under the sole 
and exclusive jurisdiction of the United States; and that all the laws appli- 
cable vo places under the sole and exclusive jurisdiction of the United States 
shail be in lawful force and effect in said park: Provided, however, That 

_~hothing in this act shall be construed as to forbid the service in the park of 
*\any eivil or criminal process of any court having jurisdiction in the State 
of Wyoming. All fugitives from justice taking refuge in said park shall be 
eee -— to the same laws as refugees from justice found in the State of 
yoming 

See, 2. That said park, for all the purposes of this act, shall constitute a 
part of the United States judicial district of Wyoming, and the district and 
cireuit courts of the United States in and for said district shall have juris- 
diction of all offenses committed within said park. 

Spo, 3, Thatif any offease shall be committed in said Yellowstone Na- 
tional Park, which offense is not prohibited or the punishment is not spe- 
cially provided for by any law of the United States or by any regulation of 
the Secretary of the Interior, the offender shall be liable to receive thesame 
punishment as the laws of the State of Wyoming in furce at the time of the 
commission of the offense may provide for a like offense in the said State; 
und no subsequent repeal of any such law of the State of Wyoming shall 
uifect any prosecution for said ofense committed within said park. 

sho. 4. That all hunting, or the killing, wounding, or capturing at any 
time of any bird or wild animal, except dangerous animals, when it is nec- 
essary to prevent them from destroying human life or inflicting an injury, 
is prostbited within the limits of said park; nor shall any fish be taken out 
ofthe waters of the park by means of seines, nets, traps, or by the use of 
drugs or any explosive substances or compounds, or in any other way than 

* by hook and line, and then only at such seasons and in such times and man- 
her as may be directed by the Secretary of the Interior. That the Secretary 
of the Interior shall make and publish such rulesand regulations as he may 
deem necessary and proper for the management and care of the park and 
for the protection of the property therein, especially for the preservation 
from injury or spoliation all timber, mineral deposits, natural curiosities, or 
wonderful objects within said park: and for the protection of the animals 
and birds in the park, to prevent their capture or destruction, or to prevent 
their being frightened or driven from the park; and he shall make rules and 
reguintions governing the taking of fish from the streams or lakes in the 
park. Possession within the said park of the dead bodies, or any part 
thereof, or of any wild bird or animal shall be prima facie evidence that the 
persen or persons having the same are guilty of violating this act. = per- 
50D OF persons, or stage or express com or railway company, receiving 
for transportation -_ of the said anim birds, or fish killed, taken, or 
caught shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall forfeit or for 
everysuch offense the sum of $100. Any person found guilty of viola’ any 
ruie or regulation that may be promulgated by the Secretary of the Interior 
with reference to the management and care of the park, or for the — 
(ion of the property therein, for the preservation from injury or spoliation 
of timber, minerai deposits, natural curiosities, or wonderful objects within 
said park, or for the protection of the animals and birds and fish in the said 
~— for which no punishment is specifically ee by the laws of the 

“nited States or of said State, such person 1 be deemed guilty of an 

_ offense, and shali be subjected to a fine of not more than $1,000 and imprison- 
ment not exceeding two years, either or both, together with the costs of the 

| proceedings. 

That all guns, traps, teams, horses, or means of t rtation of every 
nature or description used by any persoiror persons within said park limits 
engaged in or guilty of killing, werne. ensnaring, or capturing such wild 
beasts, birds, or wild animals shall be forfeited to the United States, and 
may be selzed by the officers in charge of said park and held pending the 
prosecution of any person or persons ted under the charge of violating 
the provisions of this act, and upon viction under this act of such person 
or persons using said guns, traps, teams, horses, or other means of trans- 
portation said forfeiture shall be adjudicated and ordered by the court as a 
penaity in addition to the punishment provided in this act. Such forfeited 
repeats shall be disposed of and acconnted for by apd under the authority 
Of the Secretary of the Interior. 

. Sec. & That the United States circuit court in said district shall Lseupeinn 
“a commissioner, who shall reside in the park, who shall have jurisdiction 
to hear and act upon all a made, of any and all violations of the 
law, or of the rules and regulations made by the Secre of the Interior 
for the government of the park, and for the protection of © and ob- 
jects of interest therein. and for other purposes author! by this act. 
Such commissioner shall have power, upon sworn information, to issue 
process in the name of the United States for the arrest of any person 
ehbargei with the commission of any misdemeanor, or charged with the 
violation of the rules and regulations, or with the violation of any provision 
of thisact prescribed for the government of said park, and for the protection 
of the animals. birds. and fish in the said k, and to try the person so 
charged, and, iffound guilty, to fix the pu ment prescribed. In all cases 
ef conviction an appeal shall lie from the } at of said commissioner to 
the United States district court for the distr 


eases of misdemeanor from justices of the peace to the 

State; but the United States circuit court in sa/d district may prescribe 
. of procedure and practice for said commission? in the trial of cases and for 

their appeal to United States district court. Said commissioner shall 


also have power to issue process as hereinbefore provided for the 
any person charged with thecommission of any felony within the park, and 
te summarily hear the evidence introduced, and, if he shall determine that 
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proper cause is shown for holding the person so charged for trial, shall cause 
such person to be safely conveyed to a secure place for confinement, withim 
the jurisdiction of the United States district court in said State, and shall 
certify the record of his proceedings anda transcript of the testimony in the 
case to the said court, which court shall have jurisdiction of the case: Pro- 
vided, That the said commissioner shall grant bail in all offenses bailable 
under the laws of the United States and said State. All process issued by 
the commissioner shall be directed to the marshal of the United States for 
the districtof Wyoming; but nothing herein contained shall be construed as 
peruse the arrest byany officer of the Government or employé of the 
Jnited States in the park, without process, of any person taken in the act of 
| Violating the law or any regulation of the Secretary of the Interior: Pro- 
vided, That the said commissioner shall only exercise such authority and 
powers as are conferred by this act. 
| Sro. 6. That the marshal of the United States for the State of Wyoming, , 


with the approval of the judge of the district court of the United States for) Y 


the said State, may appoint a deputy marshal! for said park, whoshall reside! 

; in said park, and the said United States district and circuit courts shall hold 
one session ofsaid courts annually at the town of Sheridan,in the State of 
Wyoming, at such date as the said courts may order. 

Sec. 7. That the commissioner provided for in this act, and the marshal of 
the United States and his deputies, and the attorney of the United States 
and his assistants in said State, shall be paid the same compensation and 
fees as are now provided by law for like services in said State. 

Sec. 8 That all costsand expenses arising in cases under this act, and 
ape chargeable to the United States, shall be certified, approved, and 
paid as like costs and expenses in the courts of the United States are certi- 
fied, approved, and paid under the laws of the United States. 

Sec. 9. That the Secretary of the Interior shall cause to be erected in the 
park a suitable building to be used as a jail, and also an office for the use of 
the commissioner, the cost of such building not to exceed $5,000, to be paid 
out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, upon the 
certificate of the Secretary as a voucher therefor. 

Sxc. 10. That this act shall not be construed to repeal existing laws con- 
ferring upon the Secretary of the Interior and the Secretary of War certain 
powers with reference to the protection, improvement, and control of the 
said Yellowstone National Park. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
reported by the Committee on Territories, which has been read. 

fr. VEST. Lam very anxious to secure the passage of this 
or a similar measure; but there are some amendments which I 
think ought to be made to the bill. Itis hardly possible to make 
them now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. VEST. Ihave no objection to that amendment, but I 
want to amend it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the Senator 
from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. In line 4, of section 1, of the amendment of the 
committee, between the words ‘‘as” and ‘‘ now,” I move to in- 
sert ‘its bound&ries;” after the word “ now,” toinsert the word 
a —_ * and before the word ‘‘ may,” to insert ‘‘ they;” so as to 
read: 


That the Yellowstone National Park, in the State of Wyoming, as its 
boundaries are now defined or as they may be hereafter defined orextended. 
ete. 


Mr. CAREY. I have no objection to the amendment. 

The amendiient to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. Inline 8 of the same section, after the word 
“‘ shall,” I move to strike out the words ‘‘ be in lawful,’’ and in- 
sert the word ‘‘ have;” so as to read: 

And that ail the laws applicable to places under the sole and exclusive 
jurisdiction of the United States shail have force and effect in said park. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In line 9 of the same section, after the word 
* construed,” I move to strike out the word ‘ as;” so as to read:, 


That nothing in this act shall be constrnei to forbid the service in the 
park of any civil or criminal process, etc. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In section 4, line 17, after the word “park,” I 
move to strike out the words ‘‘ to prevent their,” and insert the 
word ‘‘ from;” so as to read: 

\ad for the protection of the animals and birds in the park from capture j 
© destruction. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In the same section, line 22, after the word 
** thereof,” I move to strike out the word ‘‘ or;” so as to read: 


Possession within the said park of the dead bodies or any part thereof of 
any wild bird or animal. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In the same section, line 36, after the word ‘‘an- 
imals,” I move to strike out the word “‘and;” so as to read: 

For the protection of the animals, birds, and fish in the said park, etc. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In thesamesection, line 38, after the word *‘ State.” 
_ I move to strike out “such person.” and insert “of Wyoming:” 
| so as to read: 


| For which no punishment is specifically — by the laws of the United 
| States or of said State of Wyoming, shal! be deeme:i guilty, etc, 


The amendment to the amendment wes agreed to. 
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Mr.VEST. Inthe same section, line 39, after the word “ guilty,” 
I move to strike out ‘‘of an offense,” and insert ‘‘ of a misde- 
meanor;” so as to read: 

Shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, etc. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In the same section, line 40, before the word ‘‘ im- 
prisonment,” I move to strike out “‘ and” and insert ‘‘or;” so as 
toread: 


V And shall be subject to a fine of not more than $1,000 or imprisoument not | 


exceeding two years, etc. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 1 o’clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business. 
First, however, he lays before the Senate bills from the House 
of Representatives for reference. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 995) for the relief of J. M. Billings was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 


The bill (H. R. 6126) to amend an act to authorize the construc- | 


tion of a bridge at Burlington, Iowa, approved August 6, 1888, 
and amended by act approved February 21, 1890, was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (H. R. 509) for the relief of F. Y. Ramsey, the heir at 
law and distributee of Joseph Ramsey; and 

A bill (H. R. 522) for the relief of Benjamin‘Alvord. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

Mr. DOLPH resumed the floor in continuation of the speech 


begun by him yesterday. After having spoken with interrup- 


tions for nearly four hours, 

Mr. CHANDLER (at 4 o’clock and 58 minutes p. m.). As the 
Senator from Oregon has been interrupted so much, I ask unan- 
imous consent that he may be permitted to go onafter 5 o'clock. 

Mr. TELLER. Is there any law to prevent him from going 
on? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not want the Senator to feel that I 
have cut short his speech. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. QUAY. There is objection. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Oregon having the floor, 
has a right to go on as long as he pleases, and there is no rule 
which can stop him. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I certainly understood the Senator from 
Tennessee to insist that the discussion on this bill should be 
limited to the hours between 1 and 5 o'clock. 

Mr. HARRIS. On the contrary, the Senator from Tennessee 
insisted that the discussion should begin at 1 o’clock and con- 


tinue at least until 5, and as long after as any Senator chose to 


continue it. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I donot remember any such statement. 


Mr. HARRIS. There was no such statement made, but there | 
If the Senator from Oregon, having the floor, | 


is no limitation. 
chooses to go on he has a perfect right to do so. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
feeling well te 

Mr. GRAY. He can doas he pleases. 

Mr. CHANDLER. My object is to let the Senator do as he 

leases. 

Mr. DOLPH. 
speech to-day because I have been interrupted so much. The 
remainder of it will keep, and I shail give it to the Senate in 
serial form. I suppose on Monday I shall be asked to give wa 
to Senators who iave given notice of their intention to spea 
on that day, or the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY] may 
then want to resume his speech. Is 


at the pleasure of the Senate. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly the Senator ought not to yield | 


and let others into the discussion when questions have arisen 
where they want t; be fully heard, and then cutthem off. I do 
not think the Senatur wants to do that. 

. Mr. DOLPH. Iam inno hurry. I shail allow everybody to 
interrupt me and discuss the question who pleases, if he will 
only quote me fairly, and not put into the ReEcorRD things which 
I I have not said or draw unjust conclusions from my re- 
marks. I do not want to be i 


in the Senate Chamber as 
e slanderer of the American people. 
Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator did not want the misstate- 


I knew the Senator from Oregon was not | 


I am sorry [ have not got very far with my | 


l be very glad to accom- | 
modate Senators; and I shall renew my speech when I can do so 
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ment of my position by the Senator from Colorado to go uncon- 
tradicted. 

Mr. QUAY. The hour of 5 o'clock having arrived 

Mr. TELLER. I have not misrepresented either the Senator 
from New Hampshire or the Senator from Oregon. I have sim- 
| ply stated what was the logic of their position. 

{Mr. DoLPuH’s speech will be published entire after it shall 
have been concluded. | 

Mr. QUAY. I suggest there is no quorum present, and the 
hour of 5 o'clock has arrived. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The absence of a quorum being 
suggested, the Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary calied the roll, and the following Senators an- 
| swered to their names: 
| Aldrich, 
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Cockrell, Gray, Quay, 
| Allison, Coke, Harris, Shoup, 
Bate, Dixon, Martin, Stewart 
Berry. Dolph, Pasco, leller, 
| Blanchard, George, Peffer, Vest 
Call, Gibson, Perkins, Walsh 
| Chandler, Gorman, Platt 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
swered to their names. There is no quorum present. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 5 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, April 23, 1894, at 12 
o’clock m. 


Twenty-seven Senators have an- 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
| SATURDAY, April 21, 1894. 


The House met at 12 0’clock m. 
E. B. BAGBY. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention of 
the House to a matter which may be of some importance in con- 
nection with the Journal. [ am not able to say how it will 
affect the Journal. 

When the House was in Committee of the Whole on yester- 
day, it had under consideration certain bills which it reported 
favorably to the House, and pending the consideration of an- 
| other bill, on a motion made with regard to it, the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE], as appears of record, made the 
point that no quorum had voted. Immediately thereupon a 
motion was made that the committee rise; which was agreed to. 

It seems to me that the reportof the Committee of the Whole, 
and the subsequent proceedings of the House in passing the bills 
reported from the Committee of the Whole with that record of 
no quorum pending, must be a nullity. This proceeding will be 
found on page-3928 of the REcoRD, in the second column. The 
Chair will observe this language: 

The question was taken; and ona division (demanded by Mr. ENLOR) there 
were—ayes 67, noes 18. 

Mr. ENLOE. I make the point that no quorum has voted 

Mr. Bunw. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to; and the committee accordingly 
| rose, and the Chairman of the committee reported to the House 
that the committee had had under consideration certain bills, 
which were then taken up and passed; whereas I think the 
| chairman of the Committee of the Whole should have reported 
that the committee found itself without a quorum. 

Mr. COX. But the question of a quorum was not raised on 
these bills. 

Mr. BYNUM. I know; but the committee could not have re- 
ported them without a quorum. 

Mr. BURROWS. The point of order,! think, should be made 
against the recognition by the Chair of the motion that the 
| committee rise, when the point was made that there was no 
| quorum, instead of causing the roll to be called. It was the duty 
of the Chair, when the point of no quorum was made, to imme- 
diately cause the roll to be called. 

The SPEAKER. Thatiscorrect. That is the rule. 

Mr. BURROWS. Instead of entertaining the motion that the 
committee rise, the roll should have been called. 

TheSPEAKER. The rule provides that in Committee of the 
| Whole, when the absence of a quorum is developed, the Chair 
shall direct the roll to be called; the committee shall then rise 
| and report the names of the absentees to the House, which shall 
| be entered upon the Journal. Then, if a quorum appears, the 
House shall immediately after go back into Committee of the 
Whole without motion. That is the rule. 
| Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I have 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 





no doubt, Mr. 


Speaker, that the intention of the House was to construe the 
condition as if the point of no quorum had been withdrawn. 
When the point of no quorum was made and the gentleman from 
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North Carolina [Mr. BUNN] immediately afterward moved that 
the committee rise, it is usual to consider the point of noquorum 
as being withdrawn and the committee then rises. 


CONGRESSIONAL 


Afterwards, when the House convenes, the point of no quorum | 


in committee would not prevent the House from acting on the 
bills reported from the Commiitee ofthe Whole, it being assumed 


that aquorum of the House is present, unless the fact to the con- | 


trary is developed by a count in some manner of the members 
present, 
Mr. BYNUM. 3 i matter of fact, the point of noquorum was 
not withdrawn. 
Mr. ENLOE. Thatiscorrect. The point of no quorum was | 


not withdrawn, and it was simply an oversightor an error on the 


part of the Chair in permitting the committee to ris@without a | 


call of the roll. 


But, Mr. Speaker, I do not see how that could affect the ac- | 


tion taken subsequently by the House on the passage of the bills 
which had been considered and passed in Committee of the 
Whole when there was a quorum. And,in addition to that, 
there is nothing to show that there was nota quorum in the 


House at the time the bills were passed. There was no test and | 


it was not determined in any way by a vote that there was no 
quorum present. That condition, therefore, to which the gen- 
tleman from Indiana refers does not affect the subsequent action 
of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Journal correctly records what took 
place, as the Chair understands, 

Mr. HATOH. Mr. Speaker, there was a rising vote taken on 
a motion with reference to a pending bill made in the Commit- 
tee of the Whole, and on that vote a quorum did not appear. 
As the Chair announced that there were ayes so many and noes 
sO many, without concluding the announcement that the ayes 
had it, some gentleman made the point that no quorum had 
voted; and immediately thereupon, and before the announce- 
mentoftho vote, the gentleman from North Carolina[Mr. BUNN] 
moved that the committee rise. It does not require a quorum 
for the committee to rise any more than it does for the House 
to adjourn, and the Chair can entertain a motion that the com- 
mittee shall rise at any time, although a quorum did not vote on 
the question immediately preceding. It is precisely analogous 
toa motion to adjourn in the House. A vote is taken in the 
Heuse and ne quorum is found, and the point is made that no 
~ rum voted, whereupona motion may be made and entertained 
that the House adjourn. That motion is always in order pend- 
ing the suggestion of any member that a quorum has not voted. 
Of course, no other motion would be in order in the committee 
when it finds itself without a quorum except the motion that 
thecommittee rise, or forthe call of theroll underthe rule. But 
no point of order was made against the motion of the gentleman 
from North Carolina that the committee rise, and the Chair 
entertained the motion because, as I have stated, this motion 
that the committee rise must be in order at any time, and does 
not require the presence of a quorum; being precisely similar to 
the motion, which is always in order in the House in the absence 
of 2 quorum, that the House adjeurn. 

The SPEAKER. Undoubtedly the Journal containsa correct 
recital of the facts. So that, as the Chair understands, there is 
no suggestion in relation to that. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It seems to me that the difficulty arising 
here, and the only one involved, is that when the Committee of 
the Whole rose the suggestion had been made that there was 
no quorum, and the rising of the committee was on account of 
thatsuggestion. Lf before thattime the Committee of the Whole 
had reported to the House the bills which had been considered, 
no difficulty could have arisen. But there was still something 
for the Committee of the Whole todo; and the question involved 
here is whether that something could be done in the absence of 
a quorum, 

The SPEAKER. A question of that kind may or may not 
arise; but the Journal at any rate is correct. 

Mr.HATCH. Allow me tosay, in reply to the gentieman from 
Tennessee | Mr. MCMILLIN], that my position must be correct for 
this reason: Sup the roll had been called and a quorum had 
not responded. if a motion that the committee rise was not in 
order when the Chair entertained it, it could never have been 
in order as long as the point was made that a quorum had not 
voted or had not appeared upon the roll call; and the Commit- 
tee of the Whole would have been in session yet. 

Mr. BURROWS. Oh, no. The rule provides that imme- 


diately on the completion of the roll call in Committee of the 
Whole, when no quorum has appeared, the Committee of the 
Whole shall rise, the Speaker resume the chair, and the chair- 
man of the Committee of the Whole report the absentees. 

Mr. HATCH. But if the Committee of the Whole finds itself 
without a quorum there are two modes of getting back into the 
House. One is upon a roll call, the other upoa a motion that 
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| the commhittee rise—just as there are two methods in the House 
| of getting out of the dilemma of no quorum—one is to send for 
| absentees, and the other is to adjourn. 
Mr. BURROWS. Butas my friend must remember, it has 
| been repeatedly held that when a quorum does not appear in 
Committee of the Whole, there is but one thing to be done, and 
that is to call the roll; it has been directly held over and over 
again that under such circumstances a motion to rise is not in 
|} order. The roll must be called; cnthat point the rulo isimpera- 
| tive. 
Mr. HATCH. I call the attention of the gentleman from 
Michigan to the fact that in every case cited in the Digest he 
| wil find a point of order was made against the motion that the 
| committee do now rise. cs 
| Mr. BURROWS. Possibly that is so. 
| Mr. ENLOE. I make the point that there is nothing before 
| the House. 
| The SPEAKER. So the Chair understands. 
| has been approved in the absence of objection. 
EVIDENCE OF HANDWRITING. 
| The SPEAKER Inid before the House a letter from the Act- 
| ing Postmaster-General. transmitting copies of letters from the 
post-office inspector of New York and the Assistant Attorney- 
| General of the Post-Office Department relating to a change in 
| the rule of evidence in regard to the comparison of handwriting 
in the trial of cases in the United States courts: which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 
CONTINGENT EXPENSES OF INDEPENDENT TREASURY. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, submitting an estimate of de- 
ficiency in the appropriation for ‘‘ contingent expenses, inde- 
pendent Treasury,” for the fiscal year ending June 30, 15%; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be primied. 
LEAVE OF 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. WHEELER of Illinois, for ten days, on account of sick- 
ness in his family. 


BRIDGE ACROSS HUDSON RIVER. 


Mr. DUNPHY. lLask unanimous consent for the considera- 
tion of the bill which I send to the desk. 


The Journal 


ABSENCE. 


The Clerk proceeded to read the bill (H. R. 6448) to authorize 
the New York and New Jersey Bridge Company to construci and 
maintain a bridge across the Hudson River between New York 
City and the State of New Jersey. 

Mr. DUNPHY (before the reading of the bill was concluded). 
Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my request for unanimous consent, as 
a gentleman has just intimated to me that he will object. 


INDIAN LANDS ON RED LAKE RESERVATION. 


Mr. BALDWIN. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The bill (H. R.5103) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act for the 
relief and civilization of the Chippewa Indians in the State of 
Minnesota was read. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. This bill must be explained before I can 
consent to its ae in this way. 

Mr. BALDWIN. Mr. Speaker, the bill is in the interest of 
the Indians of Red Lake Reservation, and its sage has been 
asked for by them as a means of preventing delay in the execu- 
tion of the existing law. Under the Neison act, as it is termed, 
the lands referred to inthe bill would not be placed on the mar- 
ket for possibly ten years at the rate they are now being esti- 
mated. 

This country will soon be thrown open for settlement under 
the Nelson act. The settlers in that country will require the 
pine for their own uses, and there is no means of getting that 
pine into the market, and getting the use of it, except through 
the provisions of this bill. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Is the bill unanimously reported? 

Mr. BALDWIN. Yes. 

Mr. REED. We can not hear a word of this conversation be- 
tween the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. BALDWIN] and the 
gentleman from Georgia | Mr. Livingston]. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request? 

Mr. REED. We would like to know what the request is. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unan- 
imous consent for the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. REED. This impression that the gentleman from Geor- 
gia isthe only member of this House is a mistake. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I wish to suggest to the 

ntleman from Maine that I have been listening for myself, and 
e had better be doing the same thing. 
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Mr. PAYNE. We do not all occupy the same advantageous} Mr. DEARMOND. Let the report be read. 
position as thegentleman from Georgia. Mr. DRAPER. Idesire that the report be 
Mr. REED. If the gentleman from Georgia will tell us what | unanimous report. 
he has learned about the bill—— | Mr. SAYERS. We reserve the right to object 
Mr. PICKLER. How are these lands to be disposed of ? | TheSPEAKER. Of course. 
Mr. BALDWIN. Under the Nelson act. | The report (by Mr. WILLIAM A, STONE) was read, as fo 
Mr. DINGLEY. Of course the right to object is reserved? | The Committee on the Judiciary, to 1 Was referred the bill (1 
The SPEAKER. Yes. | sweavere CO enlarging t 16 Ph nt J ul pee I ited States courts , 
Mr. BALDWIN. The estimating and examination of these saan. ey eee en WD ae ' a: 
lands are now in progress. The estimators have been at work | | The seventh section of the act of M 1 M1, en i “A 
for the last four years, and it is apparent that it will require | }{Sh circuit courts of appeals and to define and regulate in certain 
five, and possibly ten years, to complete the work atthe present | }rovides that sana may be taken ¥ pr liminary 1 
rate, and put the lands upon the market. The Indians have | granted. ; 
asked for this legislation, and I have introduced this bill in their | , The >'ll under consideration amends the act of March 3. Is 
ing an appeal where a pre iminary injune 1isr ed or 


interest. 

Mr..PICKLER. ow much land is involved? 

Mr. BALDWIN, There is a large amount of land, several 
hundred thousand acres. 

Mr. REED. What is it proposed to do with the land? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Seil it. 

Mr.BALDWIN. It is proposed to sell it under the act of Con- 
gress already passed, under which the terms of sale are provided. 

Mr. PICKLER. Is the land to be sold at public auction? 

Mr. BALDWIN. Sold to the highest bidder, but at a price 
not less than $3 per thousand. 

Mr. PICKLER. Is this a bill from the Public Land Com- 
mittee? 

Mr. BALDWIN. 
approved by it. 

Mr. PICKLER. 

Mr. BALDWIN. 


T 
rt 


Yes; fromthe Public Land Committee, and 
’ 


Is it a unanimous report? 

A unanimous report; yes. 

Mr. PICKLER. How much land is involved? 

Mr. BALDWIN. Oh, there are a million acres or more. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The proposition is to sell the timber. 

Mr. PICKLER. Not the timber alone? 

Mr. LIVINGSION. Just the timber. 

Mr. PICKLER. I should like to hear the report read. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Subject to objection still. 

TheSPEAKER. Without objection the report can be read, 
subject to objection to the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. BURROWS. This is such an important matter, that if 
unanimous consent is given for its consideration I shall insist 
that it be considered in Committee of the Whole. I shall have 
no personal objection to consideration of the bill, but I think it 


solve an injunction is granted or refused. Under the pre 
where preliminary injunctions are refused, no a 
final decree in the lower court. 








In many cases the question at issue is a 
posed of on bill, answer, and affidavits, as well asa l 
} i8 no necessity for the long delay in su ; An appt f 
fusal to grant a preliminary injunction « rom an or ‘ 


should be considered in Committee of the Whole, if that point | 


is good. 

Mr. HAUGEN. 

The SPEAKER. 
consent. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
I think that will be sufficient. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, if you will allow me just a mo- 
ment, I think I can explain. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 

Mr. HEPBURN. 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from lowa [Mr. HEPBURN] 
objects to the present consideration of the bill. 

UNITED STATES COURTS. 


Mr. DRAPER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 5216) to amend the act en- 
titled, ‘‘An act to establish circuit courts of appeals, and to de- 
fine and regulaté in certain cases the jurisdiction of the courts 
of the United States, and for other purposes,” approved March 
3, 1891. 

"The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
DRA PER], asks unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of a bill which the Clerk will report, after which the Chair will 
ask if there be objection to its consideration. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the seventh section of the act of Congress entitled 
“An act to estabtish circuit courts of appeals and to define and regulate in 
certain cases the jurisdiction of the courts of the United States, and for 
other purposes,” approved March 3, 1891, be, and the sameis hereby, amended 
to read as follows. 

“That where, upon a hearing in equity in a district court or a circuit 
court, an injunction shall be granted, continued, refused, or dissolved by an 
interlocutory order or decree or an application to dissolve an injunction 
shali be refused ina casein which an appeal from a fina) decree may be taken 
under the provisions of this act to the circuit court cf appeals, an appeal 
May be taken from such interlocutory order or decree granting, continuing, 
refusing, dissolving. or refusing to dissolve an injunction to the circuit 
court of appeals: ovided, That the appeal must be taken within thirty 
days from the entry of such order or decree, and it shall take precedence in 
the appellate court; and the proceedings in other re in the court be- 
low shall not be stayed unless otherwise ordered by that court during the 
pendency of such appeal.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider- 
ation of the bill? 


Can we have the bill read again? 
The bill can be again read by unanimous 


Lot us have the report read. 


Let us have the report read 
Mr. Speaker, | wish to interpose an objec- 


and being engross 





fusing to dissolve a preliminar, 
work no harm. 
The committee can see 
it would expedite business in the court nmend its ] 
The SPEAKER. Is there 
tion of the bill. 
There was no objection. 
The bill was ordered to be eng 


injunction is me 
hI) 


no possible itoth ill, and, 


objection to the present 
) k 


sed and read a third time: 
d, was aceordingly read the third ti ul 
pa sed 
On motion of Mr. DRAPER, a motior 
te was laid on the table. 


1 to reconsider the Ia 
JUDICIARY ACT. 
Mr. TURNER ofGeorgia. Mr. Spe 


sent for the presentconsideration 


iker, Lask unanimou 
the bill which I send tothe 


;con- 


Clerk’s desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 2794) to amend the judiciary 


The bill was read at leneth. 


TheSPEAKER. Is thereobjection to the request for th 
sideration of this bill? 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. [ would like the genticman 
from Georgia to make an explanation. 

The SPEAKER. Without ob’ection the gentleman m 
Georgia can make a short explanation. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Mr. Soeaker, the act \ h this 
bill proposes to amend authorized suits against receivers ap- 
pointed by the United States courts in the several Stxtes h- 
out previous leave of the court. Such is the present | | 
object of the bill which has just been read is to so am: the 
act that service in such cases of receivers may be facilitated. In 
other words instead of limiting the service of the process to the 
county of the residence of the receivers, the suit may be brought 


and the service had as if the road were not in the hands of a» 
ceiver, and the service may be made either on the receiver or 
on the agent of the corporation of which he is the receiver. It 
has been unanimously reported by the Committee on the Judi 
ciary, and there is no earthly objection that can be made to this 
amendment of the law. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the rejuest of ! 
tleman from Georgia? 
Mr. BLACK of lilinois. I would like to ask the gentleman 


from Georgia a question. Does this bill so amend the luw that 


suit may be brought inany other court against the receiver than 
the court appointing him. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. The present law allows that to be 

| done. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. This does not change that law? 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. This does not change that, but 
simply facilitates the mode of service. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Then, under the law, as amended 
suit may be brought in a State court against a receiver? 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Certainly; the same as now, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Is this a request for unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Then I object. 

Mr.CULBERSON. I hope the gentleman from Iowa wil! not 


us to make a stateme 
ve no objection to the gentle- 
ct to the consideration of the 


object. Will the gentleman allow 

Mr. HEPBURN. Icertainly ha 
man making a statement; but i ob‘ 
bill. 
Mr. CULBERSON. Very well: all right. 

LA CROSSE AND EAU CLAIRE. 

Mr. SHAW. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consen 
inted inthe RecorD the names of two cities in Wise 


to have 


pr msin with 
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the words composing the names properly spelled and properly ar- 
ranged. Notwithstanding the efforts that have been made by 
the reporters of the House to have these mistakes corrected, the 
pro f-readers in the Government Printing Office continue tospell 
these names wrong. 

I desire to have these names appear in the Recorp particu- 
larly for the benefit of the Census Office and the other Depart- 
meiits of the Government, who are persisting in spelling these 
names improperly. They are taking liberties with these names 
as unwarranted as would be spelling Havre de Graceas one word 
or New Jersey with a small ‘j.” Recognizing the CONGRES- 
SIONAL R®CORD as the repository of all knowledge of the nine- 
teenth century, and as the proper vehicle for the dissemination 
of information, 1 want these two words to appear in the RECORD 
spelled in the way I have sent up to the Clerk’s desk, not only 
for the benelit of the Recorp, but for the benefit of the Depart- 
ments, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 
print in the RECORD two names which he sends up. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. What is the explanation of the request? 

Mr. SHAW. My explanation is this: These are names of two 
cities in my district, which are being continually misspelt by 
the Government Departments. The United States Board on 
Geographical Names has had the matter under consideration 
and determined that those names should be spelled in this way. 
By these misprints, each one of them being printed as one word, 
the names of the cities can not be recognized. Eau Claire and 
La Crosse are the names of the cities. 

Mr. McMILLIN. You had better educate the people to do 
the opens rather than to take up the time of this House; but 
I will not dbject. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. L[ object. 


JAMES STEWART. 


Mr. STORER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consentfor the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 5224) for the relief of James 
Stewart. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the claim of James Stewart, who 
served as first sergeant Company B, second and first lieutenant Fourth 
Artillery, and captain Bighteenth Infantry of the United States Army in the 
late war of the rebellion, for a balace of wages earned by him in the sup- 
pression of said rebellion and during his entire time of service in said Army, 
and not paid to him, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court of 
Claims for due investigation; and jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon said 
court to render a seme, irrespective of the lapse of time, for the amount, 
if any. found due of the United States upon the said claim. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the 
present consideration of this bill? 

Mr. McMILLIN. [shall have to object unless we can have 
the report read. 

The SPEAKER. The report can be read, subject to objec- 
tion. 

The report (by Mr. WILSON of Ohio) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5224) 
for the relief of James Stewart, report: 

as an enlisted man in the United 


James Stewart served continuo 

States regular Army from October 29, 1851, to November 15, 1861, when he 
was commissioned second lieutenant in the Fourth Artillery, United States 
Army, and served as a commissioned officer in the United States Army from 
then till June 18, 1878. During the time he served as such commissioned of- 
ficer the following provisions of law were, respecti , in force: 

* "That every commissioned officer of the line or staff, exclusive of general 
officers, shall be entitled to receive one additianal ration per Ciem for every 
five years he may have served orshall serve in the Army of the United States. 
(5 Stat. L., section 15, page 258, act of July 5, 1838.) 

“There shall be allowed and paid to each commissioned officer below the 
rank of brigadi eral, including chaplains and others having assimi- 
lated rank or pay, 10 per cent of their current yearly par ter each term of five 
years of service. (Act of July 15, 1870, now section of the Revised Stat- 
utes.)’ 

He was paid for his services in the said interval of time from November 15, 
1861, to June i8, 1878, merely what other officers of his grade were generally 
paid; and he was paid or allowed nothing whatever in this interval of time 
on account of his said prior length of service in the United States Army as 
anenlisted man. For this reason he alle: he was short paid for his serv- 
ices rendered Sores the said interval of time from November 15, 1861, to 
June 18, 1878, tially in the suppression of the late rebellion, and requests 
the passage of this bill, the sole object of which is to remove any statutable 
limitation bar that exists, or may exist, to prevent theCourt of Claims from 
ee and determining his demand in the premises as if it accrued within 
six years. 

The commutation value or price, thus put in controversy, of the one ad- 
@itional ration per diem for every five years of prior service computes to 
about the sum of $4,200, and your committee, ct | fully considered the 
matter, can see no reason why the question invol should not be heard 
and determined, as this officer requests, in the Court of Claims. 

The committee recommend that the bill do pass. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman for the consideration of this bill? 

Mr. HUTCHESON,. I do not understand that bill, Mr. 
Speaker. 

Mr. STORER. With the permission of the House, I will make 
a very brief statement explaining it. There is an old soldier of 
the United States regular Army who served as a private from 
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1851 to 1861, having been stationed in Texas most of the time. 
For good behavior, for temperance, for sobriety, for obedience, 
he was promoted to a second lieutenancy und served as a second 
lieutenant until 1878, making twenty-seven years of continuous 
service. He is on the retiredlist as a second lieutenant. There 
seems to have been a law providing that after a man had served 
twenty years in the regular Army he should be credited with an 
extra ration in addition to the ration served to men who had 
served less than that period. 

That allowance this man never has received. He asks leave 
to go to the Court of Claims to ascertain whether he is entitled 
to it or not, and as it is too late to go under the statute, he asks 
leave to go in spite of the statute. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. I object, Mr. Speaker. 


HYPOLITE FILHIOL ET AL, 


Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
ee consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
esk. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the bill (H. R. 782) entitled ‘‘A bill for the relief of Hypolite 
Filhiol and others,’ now pending in the House of Representatives, together 
with all the accompanying papers, be, and the same is hereby, referred to 
the Court of Claims, in pursuance of the provisions of an act of March 3, 
1883, and an act entitled ‘‘An act to or for the bringing of suits against 
the United States,’ approved March 3, 1887, to find and report to the House 
of Representatives the facts bearing upon the merits of the claim, includ- 
ing the loyalty of the claimant, and all other facts contemplated by the pro- 
visions of said act. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Louisiana for the present consideration of this 
resolution? 

Mr. HEPBURN objected. 


LANDS FOR CEMETERY PURPOSES, INWOOD TOWNSHIP, MICH. 


Mr. STEPHENSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 


for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 5779) to grant 


certain lands to the township board of Inwood Township, Mich., 
and for other purposes. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the southwest quarter of the northeast quarter of 
section 33, township 41 north, range 17 west, Marquette land district, Mich- 
igan, is hereby granted to the township board of Inwood Township, in the 
State of Michigan, for the purpose of maintaininga public cemetery thereon. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Let us have the report read. 

The report (by Mr. MOON) was_read, as follows: 


The Committee on the Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
5779) “To grant certain lands to the township board of Inwood Township. 
Mich., for cemetery ses,"’ have had the same under consideration, an 
report it back with the recommendation that it poe. 

he following letter from the Assistant Commissioner of the General Land 
Office is made a part of the report: 


‘DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
“ Washington, D. C., February 10, 1894. 


“Sir: Lamin receipt of your letter of January 31, 1894, transmitting a 
letter dated September 21, 1893, from the township board of Inwood Town- 
ship, Michigan, addressed to John W. Jockim, Lansing, Mich., and a letter 
dated January 4, 1894, from David Spielmacher, township clerk, and George 
W. Gray, supervisor, addressed to John L. Van Pelt, Was n, D. C., and 
also a statement made hy L. Van Pelt, of No. 9 K street NE., thiscity, 
all rela to a tract of d r acres) in the SW. } of the NE. }, Sec. 33, T. 
41 N., R. 17 W., Marquette land district, Mic , 

“It is stated in the communicatiohs tr tted that the tract described 
is desired for cemetery purposes; that the township authorities at one time 

urchased the same from one who was sup: to have title thereto, but 
t was su uently found that their vendor was without title and that title 
is stillin the United States. 

“You state that the township authorities desire to uire title to said 
tract, by purchase or otherwise, and ask to be advised what steps are nec- 
to be taken in order to do so. . 

‘In reply I have the honor to inform you that the entirenortheast quarter 
of said section 33 is shown meee records of this office to be vacant, — 
propriated, public land, and the whole or any legal subdivision thereof is, 
accordingly, subject to entry under the public land laws. 

“ Your corres ts state that the quarter described is of so little value 
for agricult purposes that no one is willing to comply with the law and 
the regulations in order to obtain title thereto under the homestead law. 

“If said land is within 3 miles of an incorporated city or town the 
whole, or any legal subdivision of said quarter section, can be entered by 
such incorporated city or town for cemetery and park p S under the 
act approved September 30, 1890 (26 Stat., 502). Herewith I inclose a copy 
of the circular of May 23, 1892, relative to said act. 

“It is stated in one of the communications transmitted by you that land in 
the vicinity of the tract herein described, which has been entered under the 
pudlic-iand laws, has been so entered chiefly because of the valuable pine 

ber thereon. If the tract described is timbered and the timber thereon 
constitutes its chief value it may be entered under the act approved June 


3, 1878 (20 Stat., 89), which was made applicable to all the public-land States 
by the act a ved August 4, 1892 (27 Stat.,348). Herewith [inclose a copy 
of the of July 16, 1887, rela to said act. 


* Not less than a legal subdivision of the quarter section described can be 
entered under the laws herein referred to, and if none of these laws are ap- 
plicable I can suggest no method of acquiring title to the tract desired 
other than by a special act of the Congress. * 

“The letters transmitted by you are herewith returned. 


“ Ve : 
7 “ EDW. A. BOWERS, 
* Assistant Commissioner. 


“Hon. S. M. STEPHENSON, 
** House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.” 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection tothe request of the gen- 
tleman from Michigan? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I object. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the 

regular order. 
ir. MCRAE. I hope the gentleman from Kentucky will with- 

hold that until this little bill can be passed. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I withdraw the objection, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. 
the regular order. 
for reports. 


PROMOTION OF ANATOMICAL SCIENCE IN DISTRICT OF COLUM- 
BIA, 


Mr. CADMUS, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, reported back with amendments a Dill (H. R. 4693) for the 
promotion of anatomical scionce and to prevent the desecration 
of graves in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the 
House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

WASHINGTON AND GREAT FALLS ELECTRIC RAILWAY. 


Mr. HEARD, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, reported in lieu of the bill (H. R. 6040) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to incorporate the Washington and Great Falls 
Electric Railway,” a bill (H. R. 6777) of the same title; which was 
referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union for the purpose of considering general appro- 
priation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. The House accordingly resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole, Mr. BAILEy in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering 
general appropriation bills. The Clerk will report the title of 
the pending bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6108) making appropriation for the diplomatic and consular 
service of the United States for the year ending June 39, 1895. 

The CHAIRMAN. When the committee rose at its former 
session it was dividing on the motion of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. SPRINGER] to strike out certain words. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, there was a 
disagreement about the salary of the secretary of legation to 
Mexico. It was, however, agreed—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was about to state the agree- 
ment. The committee was dividing, but, upon an agreement, 
that part of the bill was passed over until the reading of the en- 
tire bill by paragraphs could be completed, with the under- 
standing that the committee would then recur to that provision 
of the bill. The Clerk will resume the reading of the bill by 
paragraphs. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Secretaries of legations to Turkey, Austria, Spain, and Brazil, at $1,800 
each, 87,200. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr, Chairman, I was not aware 
that the paragraph preceding this, ending with line 21, had been 

d 


sed. 

PiThe CHAIRMAN. The Chair directed the Clerk to resume 
the reading where it was discontinued at the former sitting of 
the Committee. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I desire to submit a motion to 
strike out in line 20, in the paragraph last under consideration, 
the words ‘‘ secretary of legation and.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Thatpartof the bill having been read—— 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. But it had just been read—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The fact that it has just been read is as 
conclusive as if it were read several days ago. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I was not aware that lines 20 and 
21 had been read. If they were read at the last sitting of the 
committee they would still be open to amendment this morning. 
Now, as soon as the Clerk commenced to read line 22—the be- 
ginning of the paragraph last read—I rose in my place for the 
a ows of making an amendment—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say to the gentleman from 
Illinois that the Clerk had concluded the reading of lines 20 and 
21; and after the reading there arose a question as to an amend- 
ment for the consideration of which unanimous consent was 
asked to recur toa former paragraph. Now, the Clerk has re- 
sumed the reading of the bill where it had been discontinued at 


The gentleman from Kentucky demands 
The regular order is the call of committees 
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the last sitting of the committee—at !ine 22, and has read lines 
22, 23, and 24 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. At the very moment— 

The CHAIRMAN. Inasmuch, however, as there seems to 
have been some misunderstanding, the Chair will entertaina re- 
quest for unanimous consent 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I do not want to make any request 
of that kind; but I will make this point and will take the ruling 
of the Chair upon it: ‘This morning at the very moment that I 
discovered that the Clerk had commenced to read line 22 I rose 
in my place before he had got through the reading of the para- 
graph and addressed the Chair for the purpose of moving an 
eamndment to strike outin line 20the words ‘* secretary of lega- 
tion and.” Now, if [had made the motion before the Clerk com- 





menced reading line 22, I would clearly have been in order. I 
did rise to make the motion the very moment that | ascer- 


tained the Clerk was commencing to read line 22. 
think I am in time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. My colleague [Mr. CANNON of Illinois] 
states that he was on his feet as soon as the reading of the pre- 
vious paragraph was concluded: and on that statement he ought 
to be permitted to offer his amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair cheerfully accepts the state- 
ment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], and upon 
that statement will entertain the amendment which he offers. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I move to amend by striking out 
in line 20 the words “ secretary of legation and.” 

Mr. SPRINGER. That will give the whole $4,000 to the con- 
sul-general. 

Mr. HITT. That is what the salary is now. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Let the amendment be read, 
so that we may understand the effect of it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


So that I 


On page 4, in line 20, strike out ‘‘secretary of legation and;"' so 
“consul-general to Honolulu, $4,000."’ 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I think, Mr. Chairman, the words 
which I move to strike out would have been subject to the point 
of order that they change existing law. I did not make sucha 
point, because if the provision as thus worded is really for the 
benefit of the public service I have no objection to it. But 
these words appear now for the first time in an appropriation 
bill or anywhere else in the law. If they be retained the con- 
sul-general at Honolulu will have to perform, in addition to his 
regular duties, those of secretary of legation. Heretofore there 
has been no secretary of legation at Honolulu. I understand 
there is really no necessity for any secretary of legation there. 

I understand further that under the practice of the State De- 
partment in conducting our diplomatic service, a secretary of le- 
gation is never allowed to make charges of fees. For instance, 
if he certifies invoices or takes acknowledgments of deeds or 
does anything of that kind, it is a matt2r ex gratia; and it is re- 
garded as below the dignity of the diplomatic service for him to 
make a charge in such cases. Butif the consul performs such 
duties, he being a commercial officer and upon a business foot- 
ing, the law allows him a fee. 

I do not believe that the change introduced by the incorpora- 
tion of these words is wise. I think we had better let the mat- 
ter stand as it has been heretofore. Last year the consular fees 
at this point were in round numbers $4,000 

Mr. HITT. The salary is $4,000. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I am aware of that; but the fees 
collected were in round numbers $1,009. If you make this of- 
ficer secretary of iegation, his fees will be nothing, just as the 
fees of the similar officer at Bogota are nothing. On line 16 
you will find the provision: 


Secretary of legation and consul-generai to Bogota, 22,900. 


is to read 





There was nota cent of fees collected by the consul-general 
there. The service is performed ex gratia. So that this pro- 
vision seeking to make this consul-general perform unnecessary 
duties, as secretary of legation, where he is not needed, and 
place him on a high salary with no fees, it seems to me ought to 
be stricken out. 

Mr. HEARD. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly. 

Mr. HEARD. In stating that the fees collected at Honolulu 
were $4,000 last year, is it not true that the fees proper, classed 
as consular fees, were about $2,000, while $2,000 more was re- 
ceived by this official as agent for the Naval Department of the 
Government in taking charge of the coaling stationthere? That 
is my information at least. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. It does not so appear from the re- 
port. But the consular fees there were—the nonofficial fees— 
$4,000, and if you make this change the fees will be nothing. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, the Secretary 
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of State recommended additional clerical foree at Honolulu, using 
these words in his letter: 

ivovision exists for clerical or other assistance to our minister in the 
islands of Hawaii. Such assistance is at this time necessary, and I have 
rect penenees the appropriation of a salary of $1,500 a year for a secretary 
of legatio 

The Committee on Foreign Affairs was unwilling to appropri- 
ate $1,500 for a secretary of legation; but as we were paying to 
our consul-general at Honolulu $4,000 a year, we believed that it 
was proper andright to require him to discharge also the duties 
of secretary of legation. 

At Bogota the consul-general, who is also secretary of loga- 
tion, gets only $2,000 per annum; and the consul general, who is 
also secretary of legation, at Honduras gets but $2,000. There- 
fore, as the consul-general at Honolulu receives$4,000, we thought 
that he should also discharge the duties of secretary of legation. 

It is important, also, that there should be, as stated by the 
Secretary of State, a secretary of legation at that point, because 
business there and other interests have increased in the last 
few years. 

This bill, however, does not increase the appropriation. It 
simply leaves the salary at $4,090, and requires the consul-gen- 
eral to act also as secretary of legation. 

Last year the minister occasionally had to leave Honolulu. 
When the minister left there was no one to act in his place. 
But if we make the change now proposed in this present bill 
so as to have a consul-general as well as secretary of legation, 
he can act as mivister in the absence of that official. 

I think it proper that it should be so, and the Committee on 
Foreign Atiairs was unanimous in that conclusion, both Demo- 
crats and Republicans alike uniting upon it. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word. TheSecretary of State recommends a secre- 
tary of legation to cost $1,500 a year. But we never have had 
that official. Thegentleman from Kentucky now says that busi- 
ness and other interests have increased at that point. Not so. 

If you want to make a secretary of legation and need him, 
you have the right todoso. But my point is that when you 
make the consul-general secretary of the legaiion, then, under 
the practice and the law and usage of diplomatic service, the 
$4,000 of feea that are collected at Honolulu, for which charges 
are now made, and a large part of which goes into the Treasury, 
will cease. 

No more fees will be collected, and that is done ex gratia by 
the diplomatic officer and not the business officer of the Govern- 
ment, the consul., Sothatinstead of complying with the recom- 
mendation of the Secretary of State, and spending $1,500 a year 
as he does recommend, in the name of economy you make that 
officer perform the duties and lose $2,500 a year at Hawaii be- 
sides. The gentleman from Kentucky shakes his head, but I 
think I am correct in that statement. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. CANNON 
of Illinois, it was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

CONTINGENT BXPENSES, FORBIGN MISSIONS. 

Toenable the President to provide, at the publicexpense, all such station- 
ery, blanks, records, and other books, seals, presses, flags, and signs as he 
shall think necessary for the several legations in the transaction of their 
business, and also for rent, postage, telegrams, furniture, messenger service, 
clerk hire, compensation of cavasses, g . mans, and porters, in- 
ciuding compensation of interpreter, guards, and Arabic clerk at the con- 
sulate at Tangier, and the compensation of dispatch agents at London, New 
Yerk, and San Francisco, and for traveling eous expenses of 
legations, and for printing in the Department of State, $100,000. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out 
the last word for the purpose of asking the gentleman from 
Kentucky why the committee recommend an increase of $10,000 
at this time. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. In ee to the question 
of the gentleman from Illinois, as regards this paragraph on 
contingent expenses of the foreign missions, the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs recommend $100,000. It was only $9,000 in the 
lasta2ppropriation bill, and it was at one time as high as $105,000. 
The Committeeon Foreign Affairs, however, believe that $100,000 
will be sufficient. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
say that this is an increase of contingent expenses for the dip- 
lomatic service for the ministers as proposed here, while the 
committee have cut down the estimate $50,000 for the consular 
service, the business officers of the Government, which, in my 
judgment, is not a wise reduction. 

Why, sir, under the last Administration we got along with 
$90,000 for this leather and prunella. What is there in thiseco- 
nomical Democratic Administration, this party of Jackson and 
Jeflerson, that is so close to the people, which requires this Sec- 
retary of State to have $10,000 more for leather and prunellaand 
dress parade at a great mene esse where the country would 
not be badly served if our diplomatic service was wiped out? 
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Whatis there to justify it? 
man to say that the Secretary of State asks it. 
than that ought to be given. 

Now, these gentlemen get salaries perhaps not larger than they 
ought to get, if you have them there at all, but we all know th: 
if three-quarters of these diplomatic officers were wiped out the 
country would be as well if not better off than itisnow. Bu 
since you are going to make these places sinecures, places of 
rest for the lame ducks, the aged and infirm who have lost thei: 
grip at home, why, letthem go as the Republicans did, instead 
of giving them this extra amount for leather and prunella. Go 
back, as you profess, to the frugalities of the ancient Democracy. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Why do you not move to strik 
out, then? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, Iwillmove formally to strik: 
out ‘tone hundred ” and insert ‘‘ ninety,” in line 17. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentieman withdraws his forma 
amendment to strike out the last word, then? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes, and I move the amendmen 
which I have just suggested. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 17, strike out the words “ons hundred” and insert in Mew ther: 
the word “ ninety.”’ 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman,I want the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. McCREARY], who has charge of this bill 
give some reason for this increase of $10,000. I want to submit 
to him that the present law is $90,000. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I[ will say to the gentleman 
from Georgia that the amount appropriated annually for a num- 
ber of years was $105,000. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Oh, I understand that. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky (continuing). Fora number of 
years before the last Congress the amount appropriated annually 
was $105,000 per annum for contingent expenses for foreign mis- 
sions. In the last Congress, however, when the gentleman's 
colleague from Georgia [Mr. Blount] was chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs the amount was reduced to $90,000. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. And that is the present law. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. But it made a deficit. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. But that is the law now. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. No; that is not the law. I‘ 
was put at that amount in the last appropriation bill, but that 
made a deficit, and the Secretary of State recommended that 
we return to $105,000, using this language in his letter published 
in the Book of Estimates: 

Heretofore there has been appropriated under this head the sum of $105,- 
000, which has been found littie enough, in consequence of the uses to which 
the Department is obliged to apply it; but for the last two years only 190,000 
has been — I have therefore submitted an additional! sum of $15,000, 
which + increase the gross amount to $105,000, and I urge that this be 
granted. - 

The Committee on Foreign Affairs, after careful considera- 
tion, concluded that $100,000 was sufficient. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Upon what basisdid you reach that con- 
clusion? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Because $90,000 was not suf- 
ficient, and made a deficit of $15,000. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Then why did you not give $105,000, if 
there was a deficit of $15,000? 

The fact still remains that the gentleman says there is a de- 
ficit of $15,000. Now why did you not grant the whole amount? 

Mr.McCREARY of Kentucky: Thecommittee thought thecon- 
tingent expenses.could oo with $100,L00 the next fiseal year. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. hy not with $90,000 then? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Because it hag been shown 
by experience that that was not enough. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. But thefact exists that it has been shown 
that $105,000 was necessary, according to the judgment of tho 
Secretary of State. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I ask for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment sub- 
mitted. by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, on the Private Calendar of 
this House there are twenty-six reports from tho Committee of 
Pensions and Invalid Pensions, aboutequally divided. We have 
been having sessions on Friday nights during this session for 
the of disposing of those bills. Every night we have 
been met with a captious and querulous opposition. Gentlemen 
have insisted on calling a quorum and impeding ‘egislation, al- 
though the sums involved were inconsiderabie. Twenty-five 
hundred dol'ars would cover the entire expenditures ann y on 
all these re : and yet gentlemen have refused to allow busi- 
| ness to be done, although we heve had here night after night 
| 60, 70, amd 75 members, a larger number than participate usuaily 
in the legislationof this House. 

Mr. KLLGORE, Will the gentleman allow me? 


It does not answer for the gentic- 
A better reason 


to 


et a teat tenasatae ‘ elie ci - iene 
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Mr. HEPBURN. 
same. [Laughter.] 
Mr. KILGORE. 

of this House? 

Mr. HEPBURN. They do not constitute a quorum; but 
business of this House is not done by a quorum. 

Mr. PICKLER. There is not a quorum here now. 

Mr. HEPBURN. No quorum has participated in any of the 
actions of the House to-day, and the gentleman knows it. That 
pretense that a quorum must be here is a flimsy one, used to 
cover the subtle purposes of gentlemen here to prevent legisla- 
tion at these Friday night sessions. Now, I want it understood 
that the same rule that is applied by those gentlemen to this 
business on Friday nights is to be applied to all business emanat- 
ing from that side of the House. ‘There will be no more unani- 
mous consents. 

Mr. KILGORE applauded loudly. [Laughier.] 

Mr. HEPBURN (continuing). There will be no more busi- 
ness without a quorum until there is some kind of an arrange- 
ment made by which fairness of treatment shall be accorded 
by the House to these pension claims. 
for a member to have to object to a proposition of his friend, 
but three times I have had to do it this morning. I would have 
infinitely preferred not to do it, but Lintend to persist in that 
until some kind of fairness is shown by those gentlemen in re- 
gard to pension business. 

Mr. KILGORE. We are ready to stand by it. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Then we had better adjourn 
sine die and go home. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
exhausted. 

Mr. MCRAE. I move to strike out the last word. 

I will yie.d a part of my time to the gentleman from [owa that 


Yes; for if I do not you will doit just the 
Do 60, 70, or 75 members constitute a quorum 


the 


Debate upon the pending amendment is 


he may answer why it is that he did not object to the requests 


for unanimous consent that came from his own side. 
Mr. HEPBURN. 
myself to half of the duty. 
Mr. MCRAE. 
the gentleman to-day and the threat he makes is not creditable 


[Laughter. ] 


to the great ability and usual fairness of the gentleman, and I | 


hope that upon mature reflection he will abandon what now ap- 
pears to be his purpose. 
jections to just and legitimate public measures out of spite is 
unworthy of the gentleman. 

He seeks to apply to public matters the same unfair methods 
of which he complains on Friday nights. I did not prefer any 
request this morning, and personally can not be hurt by his ob- 
jections, but others have preferred requests for unanimous con- 
sent for the consideration of reasonable and proper bills, which 
have been recommended by committees and are necessary for 


the protection of the Government; and if the rule of the gentie- | 
men as to unanimous consent is tobe carried out, why of course | 


no such requests upon his side can hereafter be granted, and he 
can not proceed very far before his own party friends will feel 
the effect of it. He has this morning permitted the passage of 


three or four bills by the Republican side, and every request | 


‘preferred by the Democratic side has been objected to by him. 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

The committee informally rose; and theSpeaker having taken 
the chair, a message in writing from the Presidentof the United 
States was communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of 
his secretaries. 

CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The committes again resumed its session, Mr. BAILEY in the 
chair. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say in connection 
with what the gentleman from lowa has just stated, that it seems 


to me there is agreat deal of unjust criticism made on Friday | 


nights of members who are absent; and while I agree it would 
be better to have them here, and I would like to see every 
member here on Friday night, I suppose it is inconvenient for 
some members to be here. 
tion is delayed because we have no quorum is almost amusing, 
if not ridiculous, from the fact, Mr. Chairman, that we might 
have every memberof the House here at Friday night seesions, 
and then any three gentlemen could take up all the time. 

We are limited to a session of two hours and a half at these 
Friday evening sessions, and any gentleman in Committee of 
the Whole who gets the floor can occupy it for an hour. So you 
may have aquorum here and any three men who desire to de- 
feat legislation of that character have only to be recognized by 
the Chair and consume the time. No bill was passed last night, 


and I believe no pension bill has been passed when regularly | 


reached on the Calendar at these evening sessions, because the 
point of no quorum has been made. 





It is not a gracious thing 


I propose, as [am a modest man, to limit 


That is honest; but I submit that the action of | 


The idea that he should interpose ob- | 


The criticism that pension legisla- | 
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| Mr. MOSES. As to the consumption of time at pensior 
sions, do not you believe that you, with one exception, consume 
more time in speechmaking than any other member of t! 
| Laughter. | 
Mr. PICKL . Ihave not 
echmaking on a Friday evening this whole se 


rgia| Mr. Mosgs|, the chairman 


1 
R. Novsi cousumed fifteen min 
sion. The 


f the Com- 


inh Sis 


gentleman from Geo 


mittee on Pensions, has talked more about the Seminole war 
four times over than I have talked about soldiers of the war 
for the Union. 

Mr. WLLSON of Washington And he gets them 

, too. 

Mr. PICKLER. Lam only meeting this ery about the ab ) 
of a quorum, and showing that having a quorum here will not 
do any good when gentlemen on the other side want to def 


pensions. 
Mr. LACEY. 


Mr. Chairman, I move to strike ou 
word. 
‘he CHAIRMAN. That motion is not in order, because the 
pending question is on an amendment to an amendment. 

Mr. LACEY. Then I wish to speak on that. 


TheCHAIRMAN. Butthe debateon thot has been exhausted. 
The question is on the amendmentof the gantleman from Arka 


sas to the amendment of the gentleman from Lilinois. 
The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 


‘The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. CANNON of 


| Illinois, and the Chairman declared that the noes seemed to 

have it. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I think that in the interest of 
economy we ought to have a division on that. 

‘The committee divided; and there were—ayes 37, noes 80. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

m launch for legation at Constantinopl Hiring of steam launch f 


the legation at Constantinople, 8900 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 


| out lines 22 


S oo 


Mr. Chairman, I mové to stril 
and 23, the paragraph justread, and [ ask the Cl: 
to read the provision that [ desire to strike out. 

The Clerk again read the paragraph as above. 
| Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, heretofore, beg 
ning with the Hon. Samuel S. Cox, when he was our minister 
Constantinople, our representatives at that court have had : 
| annual appropriation of $1,800 for the hire of a steam launch for 
the use of the legation. The committee this year propose to 
reduce the amount to $900. Now,I propose to * 
them one better,” by striking it all out. [Laughter.} And | 
| offer the amendment for this reason: We have now a party i 
power that chooses always the best and most efficient ayecnts 
forevery publicservice. Now, sir, we understand thataway back 
in the dim past Jupiter ran off with Kuropa and swam the 
Hellespont, thus demonstrating the possibilities. [Laught 
| Later on, as we are informed, Leander swam the Hellespon 
| that he might pay his addresses to Hero [laughter]; and still 
later Lord Byron swam that historic strait. |Laughter. | 

Now, sir, the idea that an American citizen and a Democrat, 
fitted for the diplomatic service, qualified to represent the gre: 
Republic at that effete court, has not the c.ipacity, as he jou 
neys about that locality, to swim as well as those other grea 
personages did before him, is one that ought not to be tolerated 
in this Democratic House. [Laughter. | 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Our minister is not 
| supposed to be in love, as Leander and those other gentlemen 
were. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, you have plenty of people 
| who are in love with that position; and when you propose to 
strike down the appropriation for the hire of a steam launch for 
the use of that legution from $1,50v to $900, it seems to me that 
the reduction can not be justiiied except upon the ground that 
the launch is not necessary. As you propose to cut down thi 
amount one-half, you evidently expect our minister to swim half 
the time at any rate. Now, I believe thatif he can swim hal 
the time he can swim the whole time, and I therefore move to 
strike out this appropriation. [Great laughter.] 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and, Mr. MARTIN of Indiana 
| having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from 
the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, announced that th: 
Senate had passed without amendment, the following resolution: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed of the eulogies delfveyed in Congress upon the Hon. William H 
Enochs, late a Representative from the State of Ohio, 8,000 copies, of which 
number 2,000 copies shall be delivered to the Senators and Representatives 
of the State of Ohio, which shail include 50 copies to be bound in full 
morocco to be delivered to the family of the deceased, and of the remaining 
} 2,000 shall be for the use of the Houseof Representatives; and the Secretary 

of the Treasury is directed to have engraved an‘ printed a portrait of the 
said William H. Enochs to accompany the said eulogies. 


seo them andes 
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The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendment of the House with an amendment to the bill (S. 443) 
to provide for the sale of new tickets by the street railway com- 
panies of the District of Columbia; in which the concurrence of 
the House was requested. 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 


cee Committee again resumed its session (Mr. BAILEY in the 
chair). 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, I feel personally aggrieved by 
the present attitude of the Republican party. During the last 
two canvasses I have often made the statement in public that 
whenever the choice was presented on this floor between a high 
appropriation and a low one, the Republicans always voted for 
the high appropriation; but the gentleman from Illinois seems 
io be determined to spoil the argument which I based upon that 
ground, and if [ attempt to use it again with my constituents I 
shall be compelled to explain the matter by telling them that 
there is some underlying motive in the opposition which the 
goatieae is making to the diplomatic and consular appropria- 
tion . 

We all know that the Republican party is in favor of doing 
everything on a high scale, and I think this House will not be 
deceived nor will the country be deceived as to the motives 
which actuate the various amendments that are offered to this 
bill by the gentleman from Illinois, As to this last amendment, 
and the suggestions he has made in connection with it, I will 
only say that while we all know the Democratic party to be ‘‘in 
the swim” at this time, it is not so to the extent which the gen- 
tleman from Illinois desires on the part of our representative in 
Constantinople. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

RENT OF LEGATION BUILDINGS IN CHINA. 


Rent of buildings for legation and other Rerpeses at Peking, or such other 
place in China as shall be designated, 82,500. 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Iam instructed by the com- 
mittee to offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all of line 2, page 7, and insert in liou thereof, “ $3,600." 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. This is in accordance with 
the recommendation of the Secretary of State. I will have his 
letter read. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Ushould be glad if the gentleman 
would inform us why in this bill the committee have reported 
a reduction of $600 on this item, and now pro to make an 
increase beyond the amount which has been allowed heretofore. 
In other words, why is it necessary to pay now a greater sum 
for the rent of the building occupied by this legation than is 
paid oh peoeeet, or was paid last year? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I will read the recommenda- 
tion of the Secretary of State, as contained in the Book of Esti- 
mates, which very fully = this matter, and then I will 
have read the letter which I have sent up. 

Rent of buildings and grounds in China.—The sum now appro- 

riated is 83,100. I have accordingly asked that $500 additional be granted. 

tis proper to add, in this connection, that extensive improvements have 
been ® by the lessors, due to the necessities of the tion and the re- 
quirements of the — service at Peking. In view of enforced outlay 
on the part of the lessors in erec' I may add, a fire-proof building for 
the tion of the valuable ves of tne | and making other 
a within the —— compound, I e that they are justly 
entitled to a slight increase In the rent, and with the $500 additional satis- 
factory arrangements can be made to 


the $3,600 now asked may be granted. 

I now ask that the letter of the Secretary of State, which I 
have sent to the desk, be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, January 9, 1894. 

Srr: 88 of the | from the Secretary a in Sena, tone 
mitting estimates of ap epeinaions required for the service of fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1 House Executive Document No. 5, Fifty-third Con- 
gress, second session), the eons: 

“Bull and for legation to China: Rent of buildings for yy 
tion and o' er purposes at Peking, or such other place in China as shall 
designated, * * $8,600."" 

Again, on page 298 of the same document, the following explanation ap- 


, “10. Rent of buildings and grounds for legation in China. The sum now 
appropriated is 83,100. I have accordingly asked that 8500 additional be 
granted. [t is pro to add, in this connection, that extensive ve- 
ments have been made by the lessors, due to the necessities of on 
and the requirements of the — service at in view of en- 
forced ou on the part of lessors in may add, a fireproof 
building for the tion of the valuable ves of the and 
making other improvements within the tion compound, I that 
they are justly entitied to a slight increase in the rent, and with the 8500 ad- 


ditional ®:.tisfac arrangements can be made to that end. 


Under the act 
BB, 


| 
| 


not exceeding the sum of $5,000 per annum. 
now asked may be granted.” 

In connection with the foregoing statements, I now have the honor to 
transmit, for the information of your committee, copy of a dispatch, No. 
1755, from the United States minister at Peking, dated November 3, 1893, an- 
nouncing the occ- vation of thenew legation, and commenting upon the ex- 
cellencies thereof. 

Adding that the Department sincerely ho 
asked for under this head may be granted. 

Your obedient servant, 


I therefore urge that the 3,600 


that the slight increase now 
have the honor to be, sir, 


W. Q. GRESHAM. 
To the CHAIRMAN 
of the Vommittee on Foreign Affairs, House of Representatives. 


Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I have also a letter of our 
minister, Mr. Denby, addressed to the Secretary of State, which 
I will have read, if there be no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. MCCREARY] has expired; but without objection, the 
letter will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


No. 1755.] LEGATION OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Peking, November 3, 1893. 


Srr: I have the honor to inform you that I moved into the new office build- 
ing the 15th ultimo. 

Plans of this building will be found in my dispatch No. 1503, of the 30th of 
March, 1892. They have been faithfully executed. 

On the first floor there are four rooms; one for the minister, one for the 
first secretary, one for the library, and a strong room. These rooms are all 
large and well lighted. 

On the second floor there are four large rooms and one small one over the 
hall. The large rooms are for the Chinese secretary, the second secretary, 
the Chinese writer, for books which are not required for ordinary use, and 
the small one for stationery. 

There are two wide halls on each floor. 

The work was done under the superintendence of Mr. F. D. Gamewell, who 
devoted a greatdeal of time toit. The irop ware was all imported from the 
United States. The building is of the best quality of brick. The roof is of 
galvanized co atediron. Thevault for the archives occupies the south- 
east corner of the lower floor and is 18 feet square. The wallsof this strong- 
room, or vault, are 2 feet thick, lined with fire-brick costing, laid down at 
Peking, gold, $27 per thousand. The ceiling is vaulted with arch of fire- 
bricks of three layers, affording ample protection in case of fire falling on 
the roof. The floor is filled with concrete and covered with Portland ce- 
ment. The door is a wrought-iron vault door, with vestibule 20 inches deep, 
and an tnner door, also of wrought iron. These doors were manufactured 
by the Victor Safe and Lock Company, Cincinnati, Ohio. 

The cost of the entire building was 5.100 taels. 

The archives have not been put in the vault yet because it is still damp. 
It will, I think, take some months to dry ey. 

The building is an ornament to the compound. It is, without doubt, the 
no mca of architecture in Peking, except, perhaps,two Catholic 
churches. 

I beg leave to thank the paparteen’ and the owners of the premises for 
the construction of this admirable building. 

Iam, etc., 
CHARLES DENBY. 

To the Honorable WALTER Q. GRESHAM, 

Secretary of State. 


Mr. CANNON of [llinois. Mr. Chairman, I rise to op 
this amendment. It isstated in the letter just read that the 
cost of constructing the building now in question was 5,100 taels. 
How much is a tael in our money? 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I have read the recommen- 
dation of the Secretary of State as contained in the Book of Es- 
timates. The act of Co of March 3, 1875, allows $5,000 per 
annum for the rent of the legation buildings. This bill, how- 
ever, with the amendment proposed, would carry only $3,600. 
Task for a vote. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The gentleman will not get a vote 
till my time is up. Iam informed by gentlemen about me that 
a tael is equivalent to about $1 of our money. 

Mr. MBS. Oh, that is a mistake. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, how much is it? 

Mr. COOMBS. I can not tell the exact amount; but the gen- 
tleman’s statement is a mistake. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, I will assume that the infor- 
mation I obtain from gentlemen around me is correct, as gentle- 
men on the —e Affairs Committee do not appear to know 
how much a tael 

Now, here we have a building of eight rooms, costing for ite 
construction about $5,000. Weare already paying for this build. 
ing a rent of $3,100 a year; and without any contract binding us 
to pay more, the Secretary of State wants to make the owner of 
this building a present of ayear. A rent of $3,600 is more 
than we ought to pay, if the cost of the building had been $25,- 
000 instead of $5,000. We have made no contract to pay this 
amount of rent; and it seems to me, while we are borrowing 
money at 5 per cent, we had better not make any donation of this 
kind to the owner of this eight-room building when he is al- 
ready receiving more rent than he ought to have. 

Mr. McC Yof Kentucky. Ifthe gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. CANNON] had listened when the letter of Minister Denby 
and the letter of the Secretary of State were read he would have 
understood the necessity for the passage of the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. bate is exhausted. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I learn that a tael is equivalent to 
$1.40; so that the cost of this building, for which we are now pay- 
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ing $3,100 rent, was $7,000; and the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
propose to pay $3,600, although there is no contract to do so. 

r. MCCREARY of Kentucky. 
man from Illinois is entirely mistaken. I have had letters of 
the Secretary of State and of our minister to China, Mr. Denby, 


read in order to give him proper information upon this subject. | 


It has been necessary in order to preserve our archivesat Peking 


to construct a fire-proof building, and by the act of 1875 there | 


was allowed an amount per annum of not exceeding $5,000. 

Now, Mr. Denby was so faithful and discharged his duty so 
well as minister that he was allowed to remain in office during 
the whole of Mr. Harrison’s Administration, and is in office now. 

He wrote the letter which has been read and it is very satisfac- 
tory, and explains the whole matter thoroughly. It is within 
our 
of 1875 to which I have just referred, but it was believed by the 
committee that $3,600 was sufficient. We were compelled to 
have a good substantial fire-proof buildings to take care of our 
archives. After the most careful consideration the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs come to the conclusion that this amount set 
forth in the amendment, $3,600, should be allowed. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman 
from Kentucky will give me his attention for a moment I will be 
obliged to him. Minister Denby, I will say again, reports that 
the whole cost of this building is 87,000, or 5,000 taels, a fael 
being equal to $1.40 of our currency, as [ have been informed. 

Now, then, the propriety of letting the State Department pay 
Mr. Denby #3,600 every year for the rental of a building that cost 
$7,000 does not command iteckt atleast tomy judgment. I fear that 
there must be some favoritism about this appropriation some- 
where that allows more than half of the cost of the building per 
annum for rent. Weare not bound to do it under the contract. 

This Government is not appropriating money for charitable 
purposes, There must be somereason forit. Nolease has been 
made, and it does seem to me that if the people are out of em- 
ployment in all yey of this country, that we only want to be 
just. We should not be generous where generosity in this case 
Coke like willful extravagance; and if you want to give away 
this sum of money, do not give itto some favorite whoisalready 
getting a large rent for a building that has cost but little; give 
it to somebody or to some charity that is badly in need of it at 
home. 

Unfortunately, the people who pay the taxes in the United 
States are out of employment. In many parts of the country 
they can not get work, we are told. And in place of being gen- 
erous, as you propose here to be, if you want to exercise your 
generosity, then give it to some of our own needy people instead 
of giving it to some favored parties who are getting already half 
the cost of their building as rent out of the Treasury of the 
United States. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. 
on the amendment. 

The question was taken,and the Chair announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. 
ment is a committee amendment. 
tee. I ask a division on this vote. 

The question was taken; and onadivision there were—ayes 41, 


noes 41. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I ask for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

The Chair appointed Mr. McCreary of Kentucky and Mr. 
CANNON of Illinois as tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
84, noes 44; so the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I move that the committee 
now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the Chair, Mr. BAILEY reported that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under 
consideration the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill, had 
come to no resolution thereon. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
sp that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 

e following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (5. 1928) to amend section 1 of an act approved April 

1894, entitled ‘‘An act to give effect to the award rendered by 
the Tribunal of Arbitration at Paris, under the treaty between 
the United States and Great Britain, concluded at Washing- 
ton, February 29, 1892, for the purpose of submitting to arbitra- 
tion certain questions concerning the preservation of the fur 


A bill (H. R. 5978) to authorize the construction of a steel 


Mr. Chairman, I ask a vote 


Mr. Chairman, this amend- 
Itis proposed by the commit- 


Mr. Chairman, the gentle- | 


wer to appropriate $5,000 for this purpose, under the act | 
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bridge over the St. Louis River, between the States of Wiscon- 
| Sin and Minnesota; and 
1 s lad . . . ‘ . 
A bill (H. R. 6556) to provide for further urgent deficiencies in 
| the appropriations for the service of the Government for the fis- 
| cal year ending June 30, 1894, and for other purposes. 
EULOGIES ON THE LATE RANDALL L. GIBSON. 
) 


The SPEAKER. There is a special order set apart for 2 
o'clock to-day. It wants but five minutes of that hour,and, with- 
out objection, the Chair will submit the special order now, in- 
stead of waiting until that time. 

Che Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Saturday, the 7th day of April, beginning at 
be set apart for eulogies on the late Randall L. Gibson 

Mr. MEYER. Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolutions which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the business of the House be now suspended, that oppor 
tunity may be given for tributes to the memory of the Hon. Randall Lee 
Gibson, lately a Senator and formerty a Representative from the State of 
Louisiana. 

Resolved, That the Clerk be instructed to send a copy of these resolutions 
to the family of the deceased. 

Resolved, That asa particular mark of respect to the memory of the ce 
ceased, and in recognition of his eminent abilities as a distinguished public 
servant, the House, at the conclusion of these memorial proceedings, shall 
stand adjourned. 


2 o'clock p.m., 


The resolutions were agreed to. 


Mr. MEYER. Mr. Speaker, a great American poet has said: 
Were a star quenched on high, 
For ages would its light, 
Still traveling downward from the sky, 
Shine on our mortal sight. 
So when a great man dies, 
For years beyond our ken 
The light he leaves behind him lies, 
Upon the paths of men. 


Mr. Speaker, it is an honored usage of this body and.of the 
associate branch of Congress that on the occasion of the death 
of one of its members we shall turn aside from the cares and ac- 
tivities of our ordinary duties to pay such tribute of respect as 
may be due to the memory of the deceased. [ask this House to- 
day to unite with me in this honor to the memory of one who sat 
here as a Representative from the State of Louisiana for four 
successive terms, and in the Senate of the United States from 
March, 1883, till the time of his death in December, 1892, filling 
these, as he did all the trusts of a long and varied career, with 
an earnestness, conscientiousness, and power that made him in- 
deed a man among men. 

Randall Lee Gibson sprang from Revolutionary stock, and, 
like many of our notable men, the antecedents of his family and 
his early studies of the Revolutionary epoch exerted a marked 
impress upon his character, opinions, and career. John Gibson, 
the first immigrant of the family, came from England in 1706 
with one sister and several brothers and settled near the lower 
Rappahannock, in Virginia. Subsequently they removed to the 
vicinity of Sandy Bluff, on the Great Pedee River, in South 
Carolina. They and their kindred, the Murfees, Saunders, Har- 
risons, and others warmly espoused the cause of the Colonies 
and upheld it all through those long, weary years, till when 
‘black and smoking ruins” had taken the place of once pros- 
perous and joyous habitations the patriots of South Carolina en- 
tered upon their richinheritance of freedom. 

After the struggle closed the grandfather of Randall Gibson, 
bearing the same name as his, followed the westward current of 
American progress and settled in the State of Mississippi, where 
he became a wealthy planter. His home, termed Oakley, in 
Warren County, Miss., was noted for its hospitality. His con- 
nections and descendants embrace many of the best known names 
in the Southwest. This grandfather of Senator Gibson is said 
to have buiit the first church and founded the first institution of 
learning in the Mississippi Valley, fitly named Jefferson College. 
His wife, Harriet McKinley, was the daughter of John McKinley 
and Mary Connelly, both natives of Ireland. McKinley was an 
officer of the Virginia line in the Revolution, and died in the 
service of the Commonwealth in 1782. 

Tobias Gibson, son of Randall Gibson, of Mississippi, and 
father of Randall Lee Gibson, of Louisiana, settled in Terre 
Bonne Parish of our State, where he became one of the wealth- 
iest and most influential eos in that country. He 
was & warm personal and political friend of Henry Clay, and his 
summer residence at Lexington was a headquarters for those 
who supported the great American orator and statesman. To- 
bias Gibson married Louisiana, the daughter of Col. Nathaniel 
Hart, of Spring Hill, Woodford County, Ky. Her mother came 
from the Preston stock of Virginia, and he himself was nearly 
allied to Thomas Hart Benton and Mrs. Henry Clay. Spring 
Hill was one of those great Southern homes and households 
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which belong to our past history, and were the products of a 
civilization no longer ours indeed, but yet even now redolent of 
memories of refinement. culture, manly breeding, courage, honor, 
and unstinted hospitality, the nurseries of a type of character 
in men and women that need not shrink from comparison with 
any other in the world or in all history. 

It was in this typical Southern house that Randall Lee Gib- 
son was born September 10,1832. There and at Lexington, Ky., 
he passed much of his boyhood. Here was his earliest school- 
ing in books, and here also his other education of country life, 
with the benign influences of home, family. forest, and field. 
There was for him a like healthy training at his father’s planta- 
tion in Louisiana. In 1849 he went to Yale College, where he 
took high rank and graduated four years later with special dis- 
tinction. There were formed some of the most cherished and 
enduring friendships of his life. He always spoke of Yale with 
proud and affectionate retrospect. His friends at Yale were dear 
to him always. Of this period of his life the late distinguished 
Judge Edward C. Billings, his classmate and close friend, said: 

I wishI could fully delineate Randall Lee Gibson as he stood up and deliv 
ered the class oration in June, 1858, at Yale College. In hispresence and ap- 
pearance were united that which was comely and fascinating in the beauty 
of youth and scholarly in speech and that which was commanding in intel- 
lect, and above all the impressiveness and dignity of an earnest se to 
do well his part, not alone because it was to be connected with ly if, but 
also because he appreciated and enjoyed everything that was well done. 

Gibson studied law in New Orleans and graduated at the Uni- 
versity of Louisiana in 1855. He then went abroad and spent 
three years in Europe. This travel was not for him a journey 
of idleness and pleasure, as itis with many. He had been a 
close and careful student and a diligent reader. His days in 
Europe were only a part of a liberal education. He studied in 
Berlin, and visited Russia and other countries, including Spain, 
where he spent six months at the American legation. In eae 
life he frequently revisited Europe with his wife, but he trav- 
eled mainly for health and instruction. He studied and ob- 
served, gathering up stores for future use. He was never an 
— man and what he did was with a high and ssrious purpose 

n ilie,. 

On his return to America this young man, so well educated 
and equipped. naturally followed his father’s steps and became 
a sugar-planter. Country life in the South sses great at- 
tractions even for those most richly educated and endowed. 
There were books, horses, hunting, the duties of the penees. 
the kind and just government of these placed under him by the 
ordination of Divine Providence, abundant leisure and oppor- 
tunities for study and research, and a society founded upon the 
sentiment of honor. respect for law, and reverence for women. 
There was nothing inthe fascination of the Old World or of cities 
to wean him from this plantation life, which had bred Washing- 
ton, Jefferson, Calhoun, anda hostof worthies, and now welcomed 
to its charmed circle and happiest influences this accomplished 
and scholarly young recruit. 

Kven then he took a partial interest in polities, his mind lean- 
img to State rights and Democratic opinions. It was, however, 
his nature to do well whatever he had in hand, and the work of 
a sugar plantation, its economies, methods, and forces, he then 
mastered so thoroughly that when in years long afterwards he 
came to deal with this great interest as a representative in Con- 
gress, the fullness and precision of his knowledge made him 
easily the first in the work of the committee and of the House, 
and a bulwark to the pe who. struggling for a living, rested 
on his strong arm and wise guidance. At that epoch, so early 
as it now seems to us, Louisiana blossomed as the rose. The 
harvest season in the parishes came to a wealthy, a prosperous, 
and a happy population. Whiteand black living in a repbse and 
peace almost Arcadian, hirdly realized that on the horizon 
there hung the cloud which was destined soon to blacken the 
fair face of all that bright, sunny land. 

Two short years passed and our young planter found himself 
bound in honor and duty to leave the happy home and peaceful 
avocations to which his tastes and education naturally conducted 
him, and to take his part in the stern realities of war. His na- 
tive land had been invaded; the land of his youth, his home, his 
kindred, and all that he held dear and sacred was in peril. Of 
the justice of the cause of the South—that her struggle was 
purely defensive, however he might deplore the collisionof the 
warring sections—he could feel no doubt. Nor could he doubt 
as to his duty. It was nota time for any to hold back. Young 
and ardent as he was, his thoughtfal temperament and wise study 
of history could not fail to impress him with the solemn char- 
acter of the ordeal of battle. He weighed all the risks to life, 
and fortune, and to the State, but these thoughts to so high a 


nature as his only nerved ard stre his purpose. 
Sectional n, with thirty years of cessation of the con- 
flicts of hostile armies, have given place to a broader and more 


generous feeling and toa yearning for a peace without recrimina- 
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tions or prejudice against any section; but stronger than this 
wise sentiment we find a disposition to do honor tothe manhood 
and courage of those who in either army periled their lives for 
their convictions. The list of the heroes of the civil war is be- 
ginning td be regarded as a common heritage of honor. Men 
differ and will continue to differ as to the origin and causes of 
this great strife, but the discussion is historical, and does no{ 
involve present political issues. 

In the roll of honor of which I speak, few stand higher than 
Gibson, and none more worthy. His record from first to last 
is that of duty well performed. The soldiers in my iearing 
know that there can be no higher praise than this. He lacke; 
unfortunately the vigorous physique which enable many men to 
withstand the hardships and exposure of camp life, the rigors of 
the wintry storm, the march and the many trials of battle. 
There were no winter quarters with fires, blankets, clothing, 
and provisions for the Confederate forces. The strain was in- 
cessant. It was amid such hardships and exposure near Corinth 
in 1862 that this delicately nurtured young man first developed 
that terrible malady—hereditary gout—which in after years so 
often paralyzed his best thoughts and energies and tortured jis 
frame to the infirmity which would have driven a common man 
to seek repose. 

The intellect and the will triumphed over the body, and for 
over thirty years, in war and in peace, he braced himself to per- 
form the duties of life. He was not an educated soldier, but he 
soon made himself a thorough one, and as such won the confi- 
dence of his troops and the commendation of his superior ofii- 
cers. Fatering Southera army as 4 private in the ranks, he 
was soon appointed to be a captain of the First Louisiana Artil 
lery, and was stationed at Fort Jackson, bolow New Orleans. 
Not long afterwards he was elected colonel of the Thirteenth 
Louisiania Infantry. At Shiloh, before the battle, his regiment 
was assigned to pi duty with three others, and all, as it 
chanced, were without a brigadier. By common consent this 
honor was conferred upon him, and this brigade, thus led by 
Gibson, made a special reputation for heroism in those two days 
of fierce slaughter, stubborn endurance, and wonderful valor 

ene any brigade was mere severely tried and tested in that 
battlefield than the regiments thus hastily thrown together un- 
der a new commander, and no man but one of rare force could 
thus have evolved from raw troops the ste:din 83 and work of 
veterans. The service th 's performed was the prelude toa lony 
and honorable career. Gibson was present in the battles o/ 
Perryville, Murfreesboro, Chickamauga, Missionary, Ridge and 
other fields and in the campaigns of 1362, 1863, and 1864 of the 
Western army. One-third of his brigade was killed and 
wounded at Murfreesboro. He was trusted and commended by 
Polk, Hardee, John C. Breckinridge, Cheatham, Dan Adams, 
Maury, Preston, Stephen D. Lee, Richard Taylor, Joseph ©. 
Johnston, and Hood. 

Gen: H. D. Clayton in his report of the battle of Jonesboro, 
fought on 31st Je, 1864, says that Brig. Gen. Gibson, seiz- 
ing the colors of one of his regiments, dashed to thefront and to 
the very works of theenemy. The brigade lost there one-half 
its members. Gen. Stepnen D. Lee makes special mention of 
the gallant crossing of the Tennessee River near Florence, 
Ala., by Gibson and his brigade. When Hood's army was de- 
feated at Nashville by Thomas, it fell to the lot of this brigade 
to check the progress of the enemy near Overton Hill under the 
immediate eye of Gen. Lee. Gen. Hood gives him the highest 
praise. He says: 

Gen. Gibson, who evinced conspicuous gallantry and ability in the hand 
ling of his troops, succeeded in concert with Clayton in checking and stay- 
ing the first and most dangerous shock, which always follows immediate! 
after a rout. . 

Again he says that Gibson's brigade and McKenzie’s battery 
of Fenner’s battalion acted as “rear guard of the rear guard.” 
Here we have a soldierly character and force developing itse'{ 
and shining the more brightly as calamity thickened and the 
ordeal became more aifficult with greater and greater odds 
and each hour bringing a lessening hope of final victory. 
Other work, however, remained to be performed. When Gen. 
Canby with a heavy force moved against Mobile, Gen. Gibson 
was detached by Gen. Maury from his main army with a few 
less than 2,000 men and ordered to hold Spanish Fort on the 
east side of Mobile Ray. For more than two weeks amid inces- 
sant fighting he maintained his position in the intrenchments 
of these works against aforce estimated to be 20,000 strong, 
aided by seventy-five cannan and a large fleet, inflicted a larg: 
loss upen his assailants, and finally by a well-conducted retre:' 
saved nearly all his command except those already killed or too 
severely wounded to be withdrawn. rae 

These operations at Mobile Bay were the last great struggle 
of the war. Gen. Richard Taylor, in recognition of Gibsons 
services, enlarged his command, but this leng and dreadful con- 
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flict of the two sections came to a close, and was terminated by 
surrender of the Confederate armies. Gen. Gibson's parting ad- 
dress to his troops was worthy of him and of them. He said: 

As soldiers, you have been among the bravestand most steadfast. Asciti- 
zens, be law-abiding, peaceful, and industrious. 

Thisclosing sentence furnishes the key to his political action 
and aims from 1865 till the hour of his death. 

Like nearly all his associates, Gen. Gibson found himself at 
the close of the war ruined in fortune. His father's splendid 
sugar estote in Terrebonne was a wreck. To restore it without 
ample capital and reliable, efficient labor was impossible. He 


therefore settled in New Orleans and devoted himself to the | 
| of Representative Gibson. 


practice of the law. His labors were crowned with unusual and 
immediate success, for few possessed higher adaptation to the 
requirements of the bar. It was at this time of his life, in 18:7, 
that he met and married Miss Mary Montgomery, the charming 
and accomplished woman who lent such exquisite grace to his 
household and brought to him a tenderness and devotion that 
made her indeed a ministering angel. It was her fate to be sum- 
moned before he was called away, but not until many years of 
mutual happiness had blessed them both and strengthened him 
to meet the increased cares and burdens of a public career, and 
to bear up under the malady which for long years impeded his 
best endeavors. 

Hardly any man in Louisiana was better qualified for a Con- 
gressional career at the close of the civil war than Randall Gib- 
son, but the way was not open for him or for any representative 
man of Louisiana till long afterwards. To recall the epdch now 
seems like reviving a painful dream. The State of Louisiana 
was fast bound in misery and chains. It was held in the iron 
grasp of an alien rule under which neither its intelligence nor 
property had a voice. The State had been left by the war lit- 
erally a wreck and a desolation. 

The work of rebuilding the waste places, the restoration of 
paralyzed industries, the reorganization of society, education, 
and the like, would have been a herculean task under the best 
auspices and by the best of men, but nothing was done to evoke 


the best forces; and on the contrary, everything to wound, to | 


oppress, and to retard the healthful processes of recovery. It 
was not until 1872 that Randall Gibson could be elected to this 
House, and even then he was not admitted. In 18/74 he was 
chosen by the First district of Louisiana, and took his seat in 
December, 1875, as a member of the Forty-fourth Congress. 
The House was full of strong men. Among its members were 
Kerr, S yler, BLACKBURN, Cox, Garfield, HOLMAN, Lamar, 
Blaine, Morrison, Randall, Tucker, Alex. H. Stephens, and Gib- 
son's gifted colleague, E. John Ellis, of Louisiana. 

But if the actors on the stage were able and brilliant, the 
themes were even greater. Party passion ran high. The 
feelings of the war had only mee ee, | subsided. The Southern 
States were only slowly and painfully regaining their equality 
in the Union. Three of the number, including Louisiana, were 
yet struggling for home rule, the rule of the taxpayer, and for 
a staple and economical government suited to an impoverished 
people, for the right to work and accumulate free from wanton 
spoliation. There were strong prejudices to be disarmed, the 
prejudices of a powerful party that had long held the National 
Government. 

The situation was complicated by the pending of a heated 
Presidential struggle which threatened the country with acivil 
war, not between sections but nearly balanced parties. When 
was there ever a condition that imposed graver duties and re- 
sponsibilities on a representative of Louisiana or required more 
of wisdom, judgment, strategy, self-control, diplomatic tact and 
resources than this? and yet it is not too much to say that 
Representative Gibson proved himself equal to the occasion. 
He had had no previous legislative experience, but his educa- 
tion and studies were profound and he soon proved himself a 
natural pwliamentarian and man of affairs. 

At the outset of his legislative career Gen. Gibson, whose aim 
was to avoid violent controversies, and by appeals to reason of 
both parties to accomplish results for the general good, found 
himself forced to meet repeated assaults upon his State and con- 
stituents involving their good name and conduct. One of his 
earliest speeches in Congress was a vin‘iication of Louisiana in 
connection with the election of 1876 for President and State of- 
ficers, and thus it became necessary to review the work of the 
famous returning board. He discharged this unpleasant duty 
with frankness and plain speech, but he put the cause of his 
State with a spirit of justice, moderation, and fairness that could 
not fail to impress the House and public opinion. He spoke 
from the standpoint of a national and conservative statesman, 
accepting the logic of events amd the results of the war so 
disastrous to the South, accepting emancipation and the equal 
political rignts of the two races as a basis of action, disclaiming 
sectionalism, deprecating it and pleading for peace and justice 


| 








| great service. 


| adjudication, the most difficult duties devolved 
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to his people. He never departed from this keynote of policy 
throughout his career, noteven in denouncing bayonet rule and 


the use of troops at the polis. 

[t was this admirable temper and national spirit, joined to 
high character and rare power in p2rsonal intercou with 
men, that enabled him to appeal successfully to President Grant 
at the most critical moment in the history of Louisiana, and to 
stay the e‘fort that was made to induce President Grant to em- 
ploy the Army to crush outthe rightful governmentof the State. 
The struggle of the friends of the Packard government to win 
Gen. Grant in this juncture was incessant. The strongest in- 
fluence wielded against them, as they well recognized, was that 
Both under the administration of 
President Grant and President Hayes there were men who ren- 
dered most invaluable servics, but there is no one to whom 
Louisiana is more deeply indebted for her final deliverance than 
Gibson. He had the respect of President Haves, who freely con- 
sulted him. There was nothing loud or ostentatious in this 
Like most of the potent work in publie life, 
it was rendered quietly, but it was none the lesseffective. Then 
once more with the light of hope upon their brows th® sons of 
Louisiana began to plant, to sow, and to reap. Auarchy, mis- 
rule, and despair gave place to order and progress. 

But aside from ail sentimental questions and the transcendent 
issue of local self-government, and both before and after its final 
upon a& repre 
sentative of Louisiana. These were not party questions, but 
they were not less difficult of adjustment and demanded the 
most unwearied and skillful devotion. Among the most im- 
portant of these issues which re ;uived Gen. Gibson’s constant 
care from the day he entered this House during his four terms 
of service and in the Senate after he entered that body in March, 
1883, were the protection of the great sugar interest of Louisiana 
and the question of the improvement of the Mississippi River. 
Both were vital to Louisiana and important to the whole Union. 
But he thoroughly understood them and in knowledge of each 
he had hardly a peer in either branch of Congress. To detail 
the successive steps of his labors on these questions would be to 
repeat their history for a series of years. I can barely glance 
at a work so familiar to his contemporaries in Congress. 

The sugar industry of Louisiana before the civil war had grown 
to large proportions, and supplicd one-half of the American con- 
sumption. By the havoc of war and emincipation it had b en 
reduced to almost nothing, but was now gradually expanding. 
Upon its maintenance and development depended the subsist- 
ence and prosperty o! nearly half of the people of the Stute, 
but this development it was vain to expect under hostile tariffs. 
All through the earlier period of American history down to a 
recent date the prosperity and necessity of the duty upon sugar 
had been questioned by no party or statesmin. It was a prom 
inent feature in every tariff for a hundred years. Butsoonafter 
Gen. Gibson took his place on the Ways and and Means Com- 
mittee in the Forty-fifth Congress he found himself confronted 
with measures involving changes in the revenue laws. 

The wisdom and lessons of the past were only partially re- 
membered, and this interest so importint to his State was im- 
peri ed by repeated assaults and propositions which, if carried, 
would have wrought a fresh desolation in Louisiana. He wasa 
friend to the policy of a revenue tariif and moderat» duties, for 
he had been a wise student of economic science, butfor that very 
reason he demanded a fair revenue duty on sugar. He was not 
willing to see Louisiana sacrificed to foster the interests of 
Cuba, Jamaica, or any other country. As far back as 1876 he 
opposed the passage of the legislation devised to carry out the 
Hawaiian reciprocity treaty, which he deemed injurious to Amer- 
icin interests. His labors for the sugar industry in the com- 
mittee, in speeches on the floor, and with individual members 
of both parties engrossed much of his time and energies. 

He had a perfect knowledge of the numerous details and in- 
tricacies of these duties, and he knew the history of the contest 
and the past legislation. He had the skill to grasp a difficult 
situation, to combine favors and influences, to judge what could 
be done and how to do it; how much to yield and how much he 
could fairly demand. No cunning deviceof unfriendly interests 
escaped his watchful vigilance. He was always on guard and 
always at the front. He was the recognized leader of this inter- 
est in Congress every day and hour of his service, but it was as 
a public oilicer and not as a planter to b> personally benefited; 
for he never had the capital to restore his old plantation. The 
final adoption of the polariscope test was largely dus to his early 
and constant advocacy of its merits and necessity to protect the 
revenue and prevent fraud. The whole subject of this industry 
was to Congress a new discussion, but he illuminated it with a 
flood of light. 

Not less valuable were Gen. Gibson’s wise services in respect 
to the legislation happily enacted by Congress to harness the 
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forces of that might 
Waters,” to make it the great artery of a vast and increasing 
commerce, to prevent its ravages and destructive floods, and to 
make it an ally to civilization and industry, a blessing to man 
instead of acurse. Thegenius of Capt. James B. Eads had al- 
ready pointed out the way to open the closed mouth of the Mis- 
sissippi, and the liberal hand of Congress responding to the call 
of the great valley had provided the means. One of Represent- 
ative Gibson's earliest steps in Congress was to aid in supple- 
menting this legislation by modifications which enabled Eads to 
continue his work, to expedite it, and push it forward till, to 
use the words of Gibson himself: ‘‘The jetties were a perfect 
success.” But the main problem, namely, the treatment of the 
reat river from Cairo or indeed from its head waters to the 
rulf remained to be solved. 

The mosteminent hydraulicengineers of the country had made 
its forces and phenomena a study and had differed as to the 
remedy to be applied. The best thoughts of the best minds of 
the South and Westin Congress at this time were exercised 
upon the two great questions: first, what plan of treatment for 
the river should be adopted; and next, supposing some mode to 
be preferred, how could ge be induced to grant the ample 
means needed to carry out the plan. Foralong period efforts 
had been made to induce Congress to rebuild the levees, but all 
these efforts had failed. Capt. Eads had for years insisted on 
the policy of concentration of the waters and obtaining a uniform 
width for the river; but there were so many conflicting opinions 
= nee that it seemed vain to ask Congress to adopt any one 
of them. 

Amid all this confusion of counsels it was the happy concep- 
tion of Gen. Gibson to propose a scientific commission, to be com- 
posed of the ablest men engaged in the public service and in 
private life, who should examine the river with a view to the 
improvement of its navigation, the prevention of floods, and the 
promotion of commerce, and after considering the different 
plans and methods suggested, to report to the Secretary of War 
a plan of comprehensive improvement. It was this plan of a 
commission that was finally adopted by Congress, and to it the 
country is indebted for the most beneficent results already ac- 
complished, and for the assured prospect of final realization of 
one of the grandest works of modern civilization. Yet this 
wise law was not passed until after years of persistent struggle 
by its friends. 

Out of the many able and zealous friends of this policy in 
Congress from all sections of the country who contributed to its 
adoption and maintenance, resentative Gibson was most 
conspicuous by the earnestness, fullness of information, and power 
which he brought to the discussion, and by the ceaseless vigi- 
lance and strategy with which he guarded the River Commission 

ainst all attempts to impair its powers and usefulness. The 
plan of treatment for the river adopted by the Commission was 
mainly the one advocated by — s and in which Gen. Gib- 
son fully believed. The mind Congress which oe 
and defended the plan of the Commission and the arm which up- 
held it, Eads always recognized as Gibson’s. “The names of both 
men are linked inseparably with this great measure. How elo- 
quently does it contrast with the fruitless strifes and bitter 
phrases of lesser minds? Who shall set bounds to its blessings 
or put too high a value on the yen of those who carried 
it on to its high consummation 

{ need not review the work of Gen. Gibson on other questions 
as a Representative and a Senator. The location of the mintat 
New Orleans, the establishment of closer commercial relations 
with Mexico and South America, the general work of river and 
harbor improvement, the reformation of the tariff, questious of 
the currency, the educational bill, the work of the Agricultural 
Bureau, the forfeiture of the land grant of the Backbone Rail- 
road Company—these and many other topics were the objects of 
his care. He labored unsuccessfully to curtail the secret ses- 
sions of the Senate and to repeal the objectionable statute which 
disfranchises all ex-Confederates for positions in the Federal 
Army. 

He never —_ for mere display. No small part of the most 
valuable work of a Representative is done in committee, or in 
personal intercourse with his associates, or with the President 
and heads of Departments, Gen. Gibson’s influence in all these 
directions was unusual. He neglected none of the honorable 
instrumentalities essential to success. He had the confidence 
and respect of every President from Grant to the 
occupant of the chair. His personal relations with suc 
nent men as Beck, Morrison, Randall, Carlisle, Bayard, Lamar, 
Tilden, Andrew White, Evarts, Sherman, Garfield, Hayes, Cam- 
eron, and Blaine were such as few enjoyed. The value to his 
people of such relations of confidence is tooobvious to be insisted 


on. 
Randall Gibson was an educated man and a scholar. He took 


resent 
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current well termed the ‘Father of | the deepest interest in every scheme for educating the youth of 


the South, for aone knew better than he the value of such edu- 
cation, and how greatly the opportunities for acquiring it had 
been cut off by the waste of the war and the widespread poverty 
of the people. It came to him, therefore, like a benediction 
when Paul Tulane, then living at Princeton, N. J., buta former 
resident of New Orleans, sought his aid and counsel in carrying 
into practical effect his noble and benevolent plan of making a 
large donation for the ‘‘encouragement of intellectual, moral, 
and industrial education among the white young persons of the 
city of New Orleans.” Mr. Tulane could not have found a wiser 
or more sympathetic adviser than Randall Gibson. He formu- 
lated the method and plan on which the donation was to be made, 
and defined the purpose to which it was to be applied. 

As has been said by one who well knew whereof he spoke: 

He selected the men whom Mr. Tulane associated with himself asthe trus- 
tees of his sacred gift. As president of the administration, he impressed on 
each and overs: one of them his own high sense of the gravity o/ the func- 
tions with which they were charged. @ was the electric cord which con- 
nected them directly with Paul Tulane, and maintained that perfect har- 
mony and confidence between them which led to the constant enlargement 
of his bounty. His wisdom selected the distinguished man whoas president 
of the university has organized its splendid faculty,has shaped its course of 
study, has planned its methods and degrees, and has in all respects con- 
ducted its affairs with such signal sagacity and success. 

In a word, the character and intellect of Randall Gibson are 
thoroughly impressed upon this munificent foundation of the 
noble philanthropist. This institution was the object of Gen. 
Gibson’s love and solicitude even to his latest breath. 

Early in November, 1892, Senator Gibson, then in New Or- 
leans, was seized with a recurrence of the malady which had so 
many years preyed upon him. His physician ordered him to 
the Hot Springsof Arkansas, where on a former occasion he had 
found much benefit. He wentthere under the care of a devoted 
friend, and at first he seemed toimprove. But this was only 
illusory. Hisdisease had approached nearer and nearer the cit- 
adel of life. His powersof resistance had waned till nothing was 
left but to yield with composure and courage to the last dread 
summons. He passed away on the 15th of December, 1892, 
surrounded by those whom of the living he loved best. Death 
did not find him unprepared. His dear wife, whose name in his 
last moments was so often on his lips, had preceded him years 
before to the better land. He had realized for many montis 
how frail was his tenure of life, and he had made calmly all his 
arrangements for his last journey. The love and care of his 
surviving children were much indeed to live for; but his public 
career was well rounded and complete. It lacked nothing in its 
perfect symmetry. 

Hardly any man of our day had had a better or higher concep- 
tion of statesmanship. He was always a student of affairs, of 
history, of religion, morals and conduct. Everything relating 
to the foundations-of government, and especially our own Gov- 
ernment, he had studied. He was familiar with ancient and 
modern history, with the lives and writings of Washington, 
Jefferson, Hamilton, and all the great men of the Republic, and 
with what may be called the classics of politics. hether in 
debate or private intercourse he waseffective. As aspeaker he 
was direct, argumentative, persuasive. He brought to bear all 
the researches of legitimate debate; but he was careful not to 
wound the a or impugn the motives of his opponents. 
His retort mightdisarm, but left nosting. His gentleness, tact, 
and consideration for others was conspicuous in public and pri- 
vate life. He spoke well, yet he was en practical. He 
aimed in action not so much to destroy as to build up and create; 
in speech to conciliate and convince. He understood the arts 
of government, the necessity for compromise, and the value of 
peace with honor. 

Hardly any man from the South of late years has so much im- 
pressed himself onlegislation. In his public relations Gen. Gib- 
son without being repellant bore himself usually with a certain 
degree of statelinessand reserve. Butin the society of his friends 
no one could be more natural, frank, engaging, and companion- 
able. He enjoyed social intercourse, but no one was more abste- 
mious or free from dissipation. He was a man of clear morals 
and speech, and was imbued with the profoundest respect for 
religion and virtue. Bigotryhe hadnone. He believed in reli- 
—_ liberty in the largest and best sense. Asa friend he was 


ind, sympathetic, instructive; as a man of society, courteous 
and conciliatory; as a husband and father, tender, affectionate, 
and true. 


His life was gentle, and the elements 
So mix'd in him, that nature might stand u 
And say to all the worid, “ This was a man!" 

If he had ambition who shall blame him? Itwasan ambition 
not low, nor selfish, nor sordid. It inspired him to serve his 
State and the Union, to help to build up an impoverished and 
suffering section, and to increase the happiness and progress of 
mankind. It is by such generous aspirations that humanity ad- 








1894. 





vances to successive triumphs and states become great and opu- 
lent. 

A man will sometimes unconsciously reveal his own nature in 
describing another’s. We finda broad light cast upon the form- 
ative influences that shaped the character of our departed 
friend in his own eulogy upon the late Thomas H. Herndon, of 
Alabama. Said he: 

As a general rule public men are the logical expressions of the tone and 
temper, the outgrowth of the local conditions and habits and culture and 
institutions of the people, and indicate their characteristics and qualities as 
surely as certain plants and fruitsand trees do particularclimates. His fam- 
ily [Mr. Herndon’s]},; had emigrated from Fredericksburg, a part of the Old 
Dominion which has been prolific in men celebrate d for all the virtues that 
adorn human nature, as well as polished manners and intellectual accom- 
plishments. They belonged tothe country people of Virginia who have given 
to the world names that command its admiration and homage. * * * In- 
heriting traditions so elevating, and representing a people themselves in- 
telligent, brave, and virtuous, how couid he prevaricate, or attempt to de- 
ceive ordescend to subterfuge, or play the demagogue, or betray any trust, 
or fail of duty anywhere, or his name be less than it was—the synonym for 
honor. 

On another occasion we find him laying a flower upon the grave 
of a departed colleague, Michael Hahn, of Louisiana. He cited 
a passage taken from Festus by Mr. Hahn in apublished address, 
and said he doubted not that the noble sentiments therein ex- 
pressed found a lodgment in his memory because his heart beat 
responsive to them, and that they inspired the aspirations of his 
life. These words match well and fitly the soul and aims of 
him of whom we speak to-day: 

Life is more than breath and the quick round of blood; 
It is a great spirit and a busy heart. 
The coward and the small in soul,scarce do live. 
One generous feeling—one great thought—one deed 
Of good, ere night, would make life longer seem 
Than if each year might number a thousand days 
Won as this is by nations of mankind. 

e live in deeds, not years; in thoughts, not breaths; 
In feeings, not in figures on the dial. 
We should count time by heart-throbs. He most lives 
Who thinks most, feels the noblest, acts the best. 


[Mr. HOLMAN addressed the House. See Appendix.] 


[Mr. BLAND withholds his remarks for revision. See Ap- 
pendix. ] 


{[Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi withholds his remarks for re- 
vision. See Appendix.] 


Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. Mr.Speaker, the late Senator 
Randall L. Gibson, of Louisiana, was elected a member of the 
Forty-fourth Congress and took his seat in December, 1875, at 
the same time I did—he on the Democratic and I on the Repub- 
lican side of the House. Looking over the list of members of 
that Congress to-day it will be found that but seven of all the 
members who served with Senator Gibson in the Forty-fourth 
Congress now remain in the public service as members of this 
body. Theyare Judge HOLMAN of Indiana, Mr. BLAND of Mis- 
souri, Gen, HARMER of Pennsylvania, Judge CULBERSON of 
Texas, and Mr. CANNON, Mr. SPRINGER, and myself, of Illinois. 

Six members who served with Senator Gibson in the House as 
members of the Forty-fourth Congress were serving with him 
in the Senate at the time of his death, and still remain Senators, 
viz, Senator HOAR of Massachusetts, Senators FRYE and HALE 
of Maine, Senator BLACKBURN of Kentucky, Senator MILLS of 
Texas, and Senator HUNTON of Virginia. Andso, Mr. Speaker, 
there are to-day but seven members of this body and but six 
members of the Senate who were associated with Senator Gib- 
son as members of the House of Representatives in the Forty- 
fourth Congress. Such are the changes among those who make 
the laws of the land. : 

Many members of the Forty-fourth Congress, I trust, still sur- 
vive, and are enjoying the quiet of private life, free from the 
noise and dissension of political strife, and free from the care 
and anxiety which a faithful public servant in the conscientious 
discharge of his public duties must ever feel. Quite a large 
number, like the distinguished Senator to whose memory we pay 
tribute to-day, have passed away, and are now safely over the 
other shore, where we know we must sooner or later join them. 
But Senator Gibson was not only a member of the Forty-fourth 
Congress, but was reélected and served as a member of the Forty- 
fifth, Forty-sixth, and Forty-seventh Congresses, and at the close 
of his fourth term ia the House, having been elected a member of 
the Senate, he took his seat in that body and remained in the Sen- 
ate until the day of his death. I can not say, Mr. Speaker, that | 
was at all intimate with Senator Gibson, either while he was a 
member of this body or afterhe becameaSenator. Butfrom our 
first meeting as members of the Forty-fourth Congress I had a 
nee with him and knew him well, and he always 

ressed me as a gentleman of high character. I was not as- 
sociated with him on any of the committees of the House on 
which he served, and it is there where we have the best oppor- 
tunities, I have thought, of observing the better qualities and 
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real worth of members. But he was a man of ability, and in his 
second term was made a member of the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and again served as a member of that committee in the 
Forty-sixth Congress. 

In the Forty-seventh Congress, the House being Republican, 
he was made a member of the Commiitee on Commerce, that 
committee then having not only its present jurisdiction, but 
also jurisdiction over rivers and harbors, and I feel entirely 
justified in saying that Senator Gibson was an active, intelligent, 
and prominent member of those important committees. I how- 
ever remember this distinguished gentleman more particularly 
for the great interest he took in the improvement of the Missis- 
sippi River. Representing as he did, like myself, a district bor- 





dering on the Mississippi River, and feeling a deep interest in 
everything relating to its improvement, as both of us did, we 
were in that way brought tozether and worked together for the 


permanent improvement of that great river, which waters one 
of the greatest and richest valleys in the world, and I am sure 
no one took deeper interest in all legislation relating to the 
Mississippi River and its improvement thun did the late Senator 
Gibson. 

The people of the Mississippi Valley and of the whole country. 
as I believe, are greatly indebted tohim for the legislation lead 
ing tothe creation of the Mississippi River Commission, and the 
entering upon the great work of the permanent improvement of 
the river. If he had done nothing else, his public service in 
connection with the improvement of the Mississippi River alone 
would entitle him to the gratitude and respect of the country, 
and most certainly to the people of the Mississippi Valley. 

As a native of the South, it was not unnatural that Senator 
Gibson should have been found a soldier in the Confeder : te serv- 
ice during the late war. 

Iam not, Mr. Speaker, sufficiently familiar with his military 
service to refer to it to-day, particularly. That he was a brave 
and gallant officer, and served with great distinction the cause 
he believed to be just, there can be no doubt. The tribute paid 
to his memory by sorrowing comrades when he was laid uway at 
rest by the side of his wife, at Lexington, Ky., was touchingly 
beautiful, and showed that his memory was revered not only by 
them, but by the multitude who had assembled to honor the de- 
parted citizen, soldier, and Senator. 

Mr. Speaker, it was with deep regret I heard of the de th of 
Senator Gibson; I followed his remains to their last resting place 
with sadness and sorrow. He was a pleasant, courteo.s, digni- 
fied gentleman, liberally educated ani highly cultured. He was 
an honorable, able, and faithful Representative and Senator, and 
a brave and gallant soldier, and I am glad to have the opportu- 
nity of uniting with his friends to-day in prying tribute to his 
memory. 


Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, in the death of Randul! Lee 
Gibson, Louisiana lost one of her most devoted sons and most 
valuable public servants. He served her in war and in peace, 
in the camp and the council, always with devoted loyalty and 
always acceptably. He possessed the confidence of her people, 
and now that death has silenced detraction and removed the 
cause of ee which always attends successful careers, no 
one denies that he deserved it. It has not fallen to the lot of 
any other Representative from that State to be prominently 
connected with so many measures of vital imporiance to her 
welfare. 

To him was given the credit by the late Capt. James B. Eads 
for the success of the legislation which promoted the construc- 
tion of the jetties at the mouth of the Mississippi, which have 
been of such inestimable benefit to the whole valley. No other 
Senator or Representative could claim equal effectiveness with 
him in the adoption by Congress of the great policy of internal 
improvements which promises in the near future to redeem the 
valley of the Se from the ravages of overflow and restore 
its old time fruitful abundance of production. Every industry 
and interest of the State received his watchful and tireless cure; 
and when the time came to surrender earthly responsibilities, 
he could well have said that his services to his people repaid 
them for all the honors they had conferred upon him. 

Gen. Gibson was not only the watchful guardian of the inter- 
ests of his adopted State, but one of her most valuable contribu- 
tions to the councils of the nation. A classicaland thorough ed- 
ucation, broadened by contact with the best and highest minds 
of the age, qualified him to grapple with the great questions 
which presented themselves for settlement in the years which 
immediately succeeded the war between the States. Conserva- 
tive in his temper, tolerant of the views of others, but firm in 
the maintenance of his own, he commanded, by reason of his 
distinguished military service and acquiintance with the lead- 
ers of thought both South and North, :n influence p°ssess2d by 
‘ew who hailed from the stricken South. That th:t in 'uence 
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was wisely used is attested by the undiminished respect and 
eonfideuce of his colleagues at the time when “ he — over 
the river to rest in the shade of the trees.’’ One by one they 
go—Gibson, Colquitt, Vance. Feware left, and in the ordinar 

course of nature not ae yon can pass when to speak wit 

jeers of the ‘‘ Confederate brigadiers” will be to insult the dead, 
the noble dead, who have illustrated by their livesthe best, the 
noblest, and the truesttraits of American manhood. The time 
will come, sir, when the fame of those, our noble dead, will be 
the common pride, the common glory of the American people. 

Gen. Gibson was as admirable in private life as he was distin- 
guished asa soldier and a statesman. It was not my good for- 
tune to personally know the lovely and ascomplished woman 
who devoted her life to him; but [ am justified in saying that a 
devoted wife found in him a loyal and devoted husband. Asa 
friend he was most thoughtful and considerate, shedding the 
light of a benevolent and kindly heart upon all to whom he 
bore that relation. 

Reverently and tenderly he has been laid to rest with the 
kinsmen and friends of his boyhood; a brave and loyal soldier, a 
faithful representative of the people, a devoted Castel and 
father, a benevolent and self-sacrificing friend and Christian 
gentleman has gone to his rest. 

Peace to his ashes. 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, the resolutions 
which are before the House bring up memories of many years ago. 
They recall to my mind when a third of aceatury ago I first met 
Senator Randall Lee Gibson, and it has been my privilege and 
pleasure to be intimately associated with this chivalrous. gentle- 
man for a greater part of the time up tothe dateof hisdeath. I 
knew Senator Gibson as a soldier, brave, chivalrous, and un- 
daunted. I knew him in the deadly carnage, always leading in 
the front of battle, always courting the post of greatest danger. 
I knew him in the camp, earnest and devoted in administering 
to the wants of his men, and performing the tedious routine of 
duty. I knew him on the march, always sharing with his de- 
voted soldiers labor, fatigue, suffering, and privation. I knew 
him when the war was over and. the flag of the Confederacy was 
trailed in the dust, broken in fortune, but unconquered in spirit. 
I knew himasa gentleman, gentle, courteous, urbane, and loved 
apd respected by everyone, his bearing marked with dignity and 
firmness and yet the perfection of simplicity 9nd unobtrusive 
modesty, a striking exemplification of the highest type of man- 
hood. I knew him as a husband and father, enjo oe leas- 
ures of a happy family home filled with reciprocal feelingsof love 
and devotion. I knew him twenty-two years. ago, when, after a 
terrificstruggle, he was elected a member of this body and com- 
menced his career as a statesman in anarena to which he brought 
great natural gifts, cultured by diligentstudy, profound thought, 
and extensive travel. I knew him in the strength and vigor of 
powerful manhood, the idol of his State, a leader among men, 
an honored, esteemed Senator of this great country. knew 
him when the outstretched hand of death beckoned him to .the 
shadow under which we all must pass. 

In all these varied conditions and relations of life Senator Gib- 
son shone forth and seemed to illumine any sphere in which 
he moved. Whether in prosperity or adversity, whether en- 
joying bounteous affluence or undergoing the ‘nancial reverses 
which the ravages of war brought upon him, whether as a pri- 
vate citizen or occupying the high positions of general and Sena- 
tor, he was the same dignified, modest, and aifable gentleman. 

Senator Gibson was deseended froma long line of distinguished 
ancostors,and the gentle courtesy which characterized him was 
his by inheritance as well as education. He was a native of 
Kentucky, his father having married in early life Miss Louisi- 
ana Hart, of Lexington, and here in the home of chivalry and 
culture his youthful mind expanded. While he was still very 

oung his parents removed to Louisiana, and from that time he 
ame identified with the interests of his adopted home. His 
early education was acquired in Terrebonne and Lexington, and 
his collegiate course at Yale was supplemented by several years 
of foreign travel. 

Returning home he studied law at the University of Louisi- 
ana, but he did not at once snter upon the arduous details of the 
profession, preferring the life of a planter; but the stirring 
times preceding the outbreak of war forced him from his retire- 
ment and drew forth all the noblest qualities of bis gifted na- 
ture. At the beginning of the war he raised a company, and 
was soon made colonel of aregiment. Although untrained in 
military affairs, his great natural qualities made him conspicu- 
ous in this career, as he would have been in any other position. 


His regiment, the Thirteenth Louisiana, gained immortal re- 
nown for courage and heroism from the time it first. met the 
shock of battle on the field of Shiloh. 

Soon after reaching Corinth he was sent to the front with his 
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command and ordered to report to me at Monterey, to meet a 
reconnoissance in force underGen. Sherman. This was the first 
time Gen. Gibson approached the enemy, and I recall the 
seemaiaste, coolness, and determination with which he placed 

is troops in position with every expectation of anattack by an 
overwhelming force. Gen. Sherman, very possibly, had ex- 
aggerated information regarding the force under Gibson and 
myself, as he hastily withdrew to the Tennessee River without 
making an attack. Although an actual contlict did not take 
place, it was made evident that Gen. Gibson had absolute confi- 
dence in himself and his troops, and that they had implicit 
confidence in him. 

The date first fixed for these ceremonies was just. thirty-two 
years after the close of the terrible struggle where Gen. Gibson, 
wornand weary, begrimed with powder and smoke, was triumph- 
antly completing the second day of the great battleonthe banks 
of the beautiful Tennessee. Only the preceding morning he had 
received his baptism of blood, and in forty-eight hours had 
earned the reputation of a brave, intrepid, and skillful brigade 
commander. In the many battlesin which that army afterwards 
engaged we find Gen. Gibson always brave and conspicuous, and 
frequently mentioned in the reports of the commanders. 

In his report of the battle of Perryville, Gen. Adamsspeaks of 
the gallant service and military skill of Senator Gibson, and 
mentions a separate communication in which he recommends 
him for promotion to the rank of brigadier-general for the dis- 
tinguished skill and valor which he displayed in that hotly con- 
tested battle. 

I read from the War Records, volume 16, page 1124: 

The praises bestowed in:my report for gallant service on the field fell 
under my immediate observation in: the cases of Col. Ri: L. Gibson, Maj. 
Austin, and Caps. Tracy. 

Gen. Adams also says: 


The report of the others named was-derived from the regimental reports. 
The regimental commanders named deserve credit for the manner in which 
they moved and kept their commandstogether, The Thirteenth Louisiana, 
Col. Gibson, deserve special mention for the promptness with which they 
moved forward, the alacrity and rapidity with which they pressed the en- 
emy until halted by my command. I will recommend Col. Gibson, for skill 

valor, to be brigadier-general, in a separate communication. 

The next great battleof that army was Murfreesboro, and here 
again: we: find Gen. Gibson very distinguished. Tho eminent 
Maj. Gen. John C. Breckinridge speaks of Col. Gibson’s marked 
courage and skill throughout the battle, and Gen. Adams speaks 
of his conduct in a charge as deserving the highest praise, and 
states thatnogreatercourage and determination could have been 
displayed. Gen. Adams also speaks in high commendation of 
the tenacity with which Gen. Gibson held a fiercely assailed po- 
sition. I read from Gen. Breckinridge’s report, War Records, 
volume 20, page 783: 

Gen. Adams having received a wound while gallantly leading his brigade, 
the command devolved upon Col. R. L. Gibson, who discharged its duties 
throughout with marked courage and skill. 

On page 793°0f the same volume, Gen. Adams gives an account 
of the charge in which Gen. Gibson was distinguished, in these 
words: 

The conduct of the officers and men in making the charge and holding the 
position as long as. they did deserves the highest praise. No greater courage 
or determination could have been displayed. 

Gen. Gibson. also did excellent and gallant service in the vari- 
ous engagements during the summer of 1863; and for his emi- 
nent service at the battle of Chickamauga he was highly com- 
mended by Maj. Gen. Breckinridge, who stated in his report 
that the country was indebted to him for the courage and skill 
with which he discharged his duties in that great conflict. I 
read from Gen. Breckinridge’s report, which I find in the War 
Records, volume 30, page 201: ~ 


To Brig. Gen. Stovall, to Col. Lewis, who succeeded to the command of 
Helms’ and to Col. R. L. Gibson, who succeeded to the command of 
Adams’ brigade, the country is indebtcd for the courage and skill with which 
they discharged their arduous duties. 


All through the history of the Atlanta campaign we find Gen. 
Gibson repeatedly mentioned and highly commended; in the 
War Records, volume 58, page 767, by Lieut. Gen. Stephen D. 
Lee; on page 812 of the same volume, by Maj. Gen. C. L. Ste- 
venson; on page 816. the same volume, by Liet. Gen. A. P. 
Stewart; on mege S55, by Gen. M. A. Stovall, and on page 846, by 
Gen. Alpheus er. 

In the battle of May 25, Gen. Gibson’s brigade bore a very 
conspicuous pert. Maj. Gen. H. D. Clayton, in his official re- 
port, volume 38, page 833, says: 

Three lines of battle of the enemy came forward successively, and in turn 
were successively . Men could not have fought better or exhibited 
more cool and resolate courage. Not aman except the wounded left his 
position. The engagement lasted untnterruptedly until night, or more 
than two hours, and when the enemy finally withdrew many of my men had 
their last cart in their guns. : 


In the many battles directly in front of Atlanta, and in the 


sanguinary battle of Jonesboro, Gen. Gibson was repeatedly dis- 
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tinguished. In his official report of the great battle of August 
31, Maj. Gen. Clayton speaks of Gen. Gibson’s heroic conduct in 
seizing the colors of one of his regiments and leading a charge 
on the works of the Federal Army, conduct which Gen. Clayton 
says created the greatest enthusiasm throughout the command. 
Lread from Gen. Clayton's official report, War Records, volume 
38, page 822: 

Brig. Gen. Gibson seizing the colors of one of his regiments dashed to the 
front and up to the very works of the enemy. This conduct created the 
greatest enthusiasm throughout his command, which again, as in the en- 

gement of the 28th of July, previously mentioned, moved against a salient 

the enemy's works. 

Unfortunately a large portion of the whole command stopped in the rifle 
pits of the enemy, behind pilesof rails and a fence running nearly parallel 
to his breastworks, and to this circumstance | attribute the failure to carry 
the works. Never was a charge begun with such enthusiasm terminated 
with accomplishing so little. This gallant brigade lost one-half itsnumbers. 

His corps commander, Gen. Stephen D. Lee, speaks in the 
highest terms of Gen. Gibson's brigade in the Tennessee cam- 
paign in thefall of 1864. He says: 

I saw them around Atlanta and in Hood's Nashville campaign. I desig- 
nated Gibson’s brigade to cross the Tennessee River in open boats in the 
presence of the enemy, near Florence, Ala., and a more gallant crossing of 
any river was not made during the war. 

At the desperate and bloody battle of Franklin, Gen. Gibson 
won the highest encomiums from Gen. Hood. This distin- 
guished officer stated that Gen. Gibson evinced conspicuous 
gallantry and ability in the handling of his troops. I read the 
exact language of Gen. Hood: 

Gen. Gibson, Who evinced conspicuous gallantry and ability in the hand- 
ling of his troops, succeeded, in concert with Clayton, in checking and stay- 
Ing the most dangerous shock, which always follows immediately after a 


rout, Gibson’s brigade and MekKinzie’s battery of Fenner’s battalion acting 
ag rear gnard of the rear guard. 


In the conflict around Nashville, Gen. Gibson added to his 
already high reputation. His corps commander, Gen. Lee, 
speaks of the gallant conduct of Gibson’s soldiers in that great 
struggle, and of Gen. Gibson’s superb conduct in checking two 
formidable assaults of the Federal Army. Gen. Lee says: 

At Nashville, when Hood was defeated by Thomas, Gibson's brigade was 
conspicuously posted on the left of the pike near Overton Hill, and I wit- 
nessed their driving back, with the rest of Clayton’s division, two formida- 
ble assaults of the enemy. 

IT recollect, near dark, riding up to the brigade, near a battery, and trying 
to seize a stand of colors and lead the brigade against the enemy. The 
color-bearer refused to give up his colors and was sustained by his regi- 
ment. I found it was the color-bearer of the Thirteenth Louisiana. It was 
Gibson's Louisiana brigade. Gibson soon appeared at my side, and in ad- 
miration of such conduct I exclaimed, ‘‘Gibson, these are the best men I 
ever saw; you take them and check the enemy.” Gibson did take them and 
did check the enemy. 


It is not singular that an officer who in many battles had met 
the highest expectations of his commanders and of the troops 
he so gallantly led should be selected for the independent com- 
mand of the troops at Spanish Fort, one of the important defenses 
of Mobile. In this position Gen. Gibson displayed the eminent 
qualities which had made him distinguished throughout the 
war. 

Gen. Taylor speaks of the defense of Spanish Fort and the re- 
treat conducted by Gen. Gibson as one of the best achievements 
of the war. I read from his Construction and Reconstruction, 
published in 1877, page 221: 

Gen. R. L. Gibson, now a member of Congress from Louisiana, held Span- 
ish Fort with 2,500 men. Fighting all day and working all night, Gibson 
successfully resisted the efforts of the immense force against him until the 
evening of April8, when the enemy effected a lodgment threatening his only 
route of evacuation. Under instructions from Maury, he withdrew his gar- 
rison in the night to Mobile, excepting his pickets, necessarily left. Gib- 
son’sstubborn defense and skillful retreat make this one of the best achieve- 
ments of the war. 

In a workon the Campaign of Mobile, by Gen. Andrews, pub- 
lished in 1866, Gen. Gibson, the commander of Spanish Fort, is 
spoken of by this Federal officer in the highest terms, as a com- 
petent and active officer, and one who inspired his troops with 
enthusiasm. On page 165 he says: 

The besiegers and garrison alike are entitled to praise for constant indus- 
= and for energy. . 

the garrison commander, Gen. Gibson, was competent and active, and in- 
spired his troops with enthusiasm. He was highly complimented by his su- 
perior officers for his conduct during the siege. 

I know I may be pardoned for dwelling, as I have, on the mil- 
itary career of Gen. Gibson. His colleagues in the Senate and 
House knew of his eminent services while a member of this 
House and also during his career as-a Senator; but although all 
knew he was a distinguished general, very few of his friends 
were so informed of his military service as to have a full appre- 
eiation of its extent and character. 

At the close of the war, returning to a blighted and desolate 
home, his hopes in the dust, his fortunes broken, he took up the 
practice of law and soon began to earn fame and fortune in his new 
vocation. 

The breadth of his mind and the strength of his will, combined 
with the singular fascination which he exercised on those who 
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surrounded him, soon placed him in aprominent rank of the pro- 
fession. 

He was elected to the Forty-third Congress, but was deprived 
of his seat. He was again elected and admitted to the lorty- 
fourth, Forty-fifth, Forty-sixth, and Forty-seventh Congresses, 
and while still serving in the latter, and having yeta term to 
serve in the Forty-eichth, he was elected to the Senate in 1882, 
and reélected at the end of that term. 

Senator Gibson's services to his State have endeared him to 
every citizen of Louisiana. Inthe darkest hour of the recon- 
struction period it was well for his people that this brave, good 
man stood at the helm and piloted the craft inte safe and quiet 
waters. It was by his strong and unswerving intluence that the 
Administration was persuaded to adopt the policy which finally 
enabled Louisiana to arise from the shackles which had well 
nigh crushed her to destruction. [for his efforts in this direc- 
tion, for his able advocacy of the Eads system of opening tho 
Mississippi, and for his coSperation with Mr. Tulane in the lo- 
cation of the great university at. New Orleans, he merited the 
undying gratitude of the people whose beloved representative 
he was. 

For along time Senator Gibson suffered from the malady which 
finally resulted fatally, and several years before his death his 
happy home was broken up by the loss oi his beloved wife, who 
preceded him to the tomb. 

His remains were taken back to the home of hischildhood, and 
deposited in the beautiful cemetery at Lexington, where repose 
the ashes of so many noble and distinguished sons of the great 
State of Kentueky. Here, surrounded by old war-worn com- 
rades and escorted by a company of cadeta from tho Military 
University of Kentucky, he was laid to rest, amid the tears and 
blessings of the old and the young, in the bosom of his native 
and well-beloved home. 

In looking upon the mound which covers the mortal remains 
of Senator Gibsom we involuntarily recall the solemn words of 
Mrs. Browning: 

Never, sister, never, was told by mortal breath, 
What they behold 
O’er whom hath rolled 

The one dark wave of death. 

And yet while itis an infinite decree of divine wisdom that 
we should have no tidings from beyond the tomb, yet there is 
within us an ever-living spirit which whispers of a future life 
wherein is to be found the fullness and completion of the always 
present yearnings and aspirations of our souls. It is a consola- 
tion to Senator Gibson's — and friends to know that he felt 
these yearnings and aspirations in all their force, and that he 
had full trust and confidence in all that Christians believe of the 
life to come. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. It isnot my purpose, Mr. 
Speaker, to make a formal address in memory oi my deceased 
friend, the late Senator from Louisiana. When I considered 
the relations which for many years I had maintained with him, 
and the ties that bound his family and mine together, it was 
with more than ordinary pleasure that L consented to say a word 
when calledupon to do so by one of the delegation from his State. 
The details of his career have been re ated fully and admirably 
by those who have undertaken that part of these appropriate 
ceremonies. Gen.Gibson was aman whose characterand career 
will yield greater fruit and receive greater admiration as the; 
are continuously and closely studied. 

In the course of a life not very prolonged he was called to dis- 
charge varied and high duties, and to all of them he proved fully 
equal. Hewasa man of such various gifts, of such eerntinns of 
such broad and perfect culture, thathe would have beensuccessful 
in any calling to which he had chosen to devote his attention. It 
isnotsurprising, therefore, that, although not trained to the pro- 
fession of arms, he should havereceived the highest praise from 
those with whom he served as well a3 from those to whom ho 
was opposed. With his courage and sagacity it was not alengthy 
task for him to master the main elements of the military art. 

Asa lawyer he was successful, but his equipment was such 
that he was most needed by his peopls to serve them in a pub- 
lic eapacity, under the complicated conditions which surrounded 
them at the close of the civil war. After all that has been said 
of his success, after all tiat has been said of his achievements, 
I think I can truly say that his public career never fully taxed 
his greatest powers. Of all the men in public life with whom I 
have been associated there was not one possessed of more fasci- 


nating manners, there was notone a more accomplished gentle- 
man, there was not one who was a more sagacious and astute 
man than Randall L. Gibson. 

Whatever were his successes—as a student at Yale College, as 
a lawyer, as a gentleman adorning the most cultivated society 
in Europe and in this country, as a member of this House, as a 
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soldier, and as a Senator—I have always believed that Gen. Gib- 
son never had an opportunity of publicly enter upon that 
field of labor which was best suited to his talents. t is the 
field of diplomacy. He would have made a great Secretary of 
State. o man of his day was better fitted to represent his 
country in its foreign relations. He was preSminently a wise 
manin council. He was thoroughly familiar with all the springs 
and impulses of the human heart. Energetic in action, he was 

eta man of reflection, serene, comprehensive, and far-reaching 
judgment. Of his military career—and few men did more hard 
fighting than he—the defense of Mobile will be considered his 
ablest and best achievement. 

The greater the task to which he had to address himself, the 
— apparently, was the ease with which his mind operated. 

never knew a man who moved with greater ease than he did 
in all the higher elements of political philosophy and practice. 
Broad and comprehensive, he seemed to omit no detail, and yet 
to grasp in all their bearings the farthest outlines of the greatest 
public questions and the profoundest principles of public policy. 

Sir, I shall not continue these remarks atlength. There were 
just one or two points that I desired to speak of that had espe- 
cially im yeused themselves upon me in “4 4 long and close rela- 
tions with Senator Gibson. Our families have maintained an 
intimate relationship for several generations. There was kin- 
ship between us, and during the war he served under the com- 
mand of my father, who extended to him the sama affectionate 
greeting that Gen. Gibson extended to me when I met him upon 
SS into public life here. 

© man contributed more to the pacification of this country 
than did Senator Gibson, and his usefulness in public life, with 
al) bis rich and varied endowments, was so much dependent upon 
the blessings of his home life that remarks upon his career wouid 
be incomplete if they did not embrace within their scope the 
charming helpmate who graced his board and who aided him 
in all the work and relations of his life. He did not marry until 
some time after the war. 

I remember ee in the city of New York, soon after the war, 
and there meeting his wife, then a schoolgirl, recently returned 
from France, and I thought that my eyes had never falien upon 
a fairer or more beautiful visien. She was beautiful in person, 

ure and elevated in character, with rare good sense, and per- 
ect taste. They were thoroughly nial, and she rendered 


him inestimable service in the exceedingly difficult undertak- 
ing that he, one of the representatives of a proscribed section, 
had to perform in seeking to knit anew the social ties, public 
no nt and personal relations that had been severed by 
civil war. 


Those labors, by reason of his happy alliance, by reason of his 


wide associations formed at Yale, and his fidelity to all the friend- 
chips of his youth, as well as by reason of hisown matchless gifts 
and attainments, he was able to bring to a successful conclusion. 
Among all my friends and associates there is none of whom [ 
could with more sincerity speak words of admiration and love 
than of Senator Gibson, to whose memory on this occasion we 


seek to do reverence and honor. 


Mr. BLAIR. Mr. Speaker, Mr. Gibson was a member of the 
Forty-fourth Congress, where I first knew him as one of the 
prominent men whose superior abilities signalized the advent of 
the leaders of the Confederacy to the leadership of the restored 


Union. That Congress witnessed in this Chamber some of the 
greatest intellectual and forensic contentions in the annals of 
time. 

The ions of the war had not then subsided. The irrita- 
tions of the period of reconstruction had sharpened the animosi- 
ties which fringed the sublimer emotions of the great anterior 
struggle more than tea yearsof quasi peace had them, 
and it is probable that the North and the South met here in De- 
cember, 1875, in a mood for more acrimonious debate than in 
December, 1861. 

Everything which led to the war and which had occurred dur- 
ing its spore. and subsequent to Appomattox, was fresh in 
all minds and ready to leap in fiery phrase of accusation or de- 
fense from every tongue. Beside the —_ there was a nt 
and an immediate future to be fashioned and molded, upon 
which depended the domination of the industrial and social pol- 
icies whose collision rendered the era now rapidly disappearing 
from thé scene one of the bloodiest and most distinctive in 
history. 

verywhere it was recognized that gradually but surely the 
South, although vanquished on the battlefield, was eeerering 
from her wounds and rising from her ashes with her system o 
mag legally shattered, yet really stronger and more efficient 
an ever. — 

The old-time bond between the Democratic party in the two 

sections had not been severely strained srentnunteal war. True, 
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the inherent patriotism of the masses of the Northern people 
had filled the armies of the Union with volunteers, who, regard- 
less of party, died with equal devotion to the flag; but the ideas 
and policies of the antebellum Democracy survived the war, as 
they survive it still, and there was a natural restoration of unity 
in action in that great party as soon as the shock of battle ceased. 

The reconstruction of the Democracy was complete at the 
surrender, for its unity of spirit—never disturbed during the 
war—was at once a manifestly perfect bond with the return of 
peace. On the other hand, the ideas and issues represented by 
the Republican party had no lodgment in the South, except in 
the hearts of vast but unintelligent masses of another and help- 
less race, so that the solid white population of that great sec- 
tion, reinforcing the Northern Democracy, had rendered the ap- 
ares Presidential struggle of 1876 one of very doubtful re- 
sult. 

Both gre it parties looked upon it as a political Gettysburg, 
and many feared that it might be succeeded by lawless blood- 
shed, if not by another outbreak of actual war. Under these cir- 
cumstances, upon which the proprieties of the occasion will not 
permit me to dwell in further detail, it was unavoidab‘e that 
the great men of the country, who in larger numbers never were 
present in any Congress since the foundation of the Govern- 
ment, should put forth their utmost powers, stirred and stim- 
vlated by the strongest passions, as well as the most elevated 
motives, emotions, andconvictions belonging to human nature. 

Of the great actors in that drama who still survive I say noth- 
ing, because it is unfitting to transfer them to the realms of dei- 
fication while we are still blessed with their bodily presence. 
But there were Blaine and Garfield on the one side. On the 
other were Hill and Lamar. Many more immortal namesin the 
great galaxy of the departed might here be mentioned: and it 
is but a just tribute to the memory of the brilliant, polished, 
able, and bsioved Randall Gib:on to say that he stood up among 
those mr.vcious men as gallant and courtly and chivalrous 
and honorable and patriotic and profoundly respected a gen- 
tleman as any one of them all. 


I knew him thenceforward until he died, never intimately, but 
I believe I always knew him well. 

For some four years we sat side by side in the Senate. 

During all that time I was concious that a superior being was 
near; that aspirit sweet and affectionateand sensitiveand pure, 


with lofty aspirations, with benevolent and far-reaching pur- 

s for the improvement and blessing of others, looked forth 
rom thoss steadfast and penetrating eyes, and vitalized with 
noble impulses the eloquent periods with which he charmed, in- 
structed, and convin the Senate. 

His efforts were rightly, first, for the people of his then devas- 
tated and distracted State; but the heart of Gen. Gibson was as 
large as the whole country, and was full of justice and love for 
usall. He was one of thoseto whom a Northern man would turn 
with confidence if he werespecially solicitous that the destinies of 
the land should fall into the possession of those of our Southern 
countrymen who would administer the Constitution and laws for 
all sections, in the true national spirit, and for the greatest good 
of the greatest number, tempsred with the limitation that never 
shall the inalienable right of the humblest and weakest be sac- 
rificed for the benefit of greed and power. 

He knew that true reconstruction of the Union and the per- 
manent existence of freedom and happiness depend upon uni- 
versal intelligence and virtue among the people. 

He was identified with the cause of education in his own 
State, asthe chief promoter of the great Tulane Institution, 
that great intellectual light-house which burns as a pillar of fire 
for the perpetual illumination of the surpassing valley of the 
American Nile. . 

He was profoundly devoted to the passage of the national edu- 
cation bill, which for mony yao was the hope of the common 
pee ls of the South, and which had it not died, as Christ died 

yy the be of those who pretended to be its friends, would 
before now have reconstructed the country upon relations of 
equality and justice to all, and made peace and union and pros- 
perity forever secure, by establishing homogeneous conditions 
re ten? Stent giving to each child of the Republic, white and 
black, a common school education and a fair star‘ and equal 
chance in the race of life. 

U the passage of this great measure, Mr. Gibson said on 
the floor of the Senate: 

“In my opinion, reflecting men in all parts of the country 
* * * have formed the deliberate judgment that the educa- 
tion of the people, the enlightenment of the suffrage, the eleva- 
tion of the pupular character and the popular conscience, the 
awakening of a loftier and healthier sentiment of national 
patriotism, is absolutely indispensable to the preservation of 
Constitutional literty.” 

Noble words of a patriot, a philanthropist, and a sage! 
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They shall immortalize thy name when empires have fallen 
and realms have decayed! 

Closely associated in their advocacy of the education bill, his 

reatcompeer from the same region of the South, the gifted and | 

amented Lamar, exclaimed: 

‘*T have watched it with deep interest and intense solicitude. | 
In my opinion, it is the first step and the most important step | 
this Government has ever taken in the direction of the solution 
of what is known as the race problem, and I believe it will tell 
more powerfully and decisively upon the future destinies of ‘the 
colored race than any measure or ordinance that has yet been | 
adopted in reference to it—more decisively than either the thir- 
teenth, fourteenth, or fifteenth amendments, unless it is to be 
considered, as I do consider it, the logical sequence and the 
practical continuance of those amendments. 

“I think that this m-asure is fraught with almost unspeaka- 
ble benefits to the entire population of the South, white and | 
black. It will excite a new interest among our people; it will | 
stimulate both State and local communities to more energetic | 
exertions and greater sacrifices, because it will encourage them 
in their hopes in grappiing and struggling with a task be.ore 
whose vast |p gulag ves they have stood appalled in the con- | 
sciousness of the inadequacy of their own resources to meet it.” | 

Lamar was one of the great men of his generation. He will 
live in our history as a statesman, an orator, a jurist, a discrim- 
inating and philosophic studentof mankind. But he never man- 
ifested a more powerful comprehension of the great probiem of 
our time than is expressed in these vital and eloquent words. 

Men of the South. the failure of the education bill was your 
great calamity. Under its operation ten years would have ac- | 
complished the slow and doub‘ful work of a century left to be | 
wrought by existing agencies. Is there no resurrection, and is 
death an eternal sleep’ This is the great question for the voung 
and rising South. You have the power in your own hands, and 
you, not [, nor man or men of other sections are mainly respon- 
sible for the future now. 

Randall Lee Gibson is with us no more. 

Born in the South: educated inthe North; combining the best 

ualities of both sections. and comparatively free from the in- 
uence of the weaker and lower elements of human nature, he 
lived an active and upright life; performed an important part 


upon a conspicuous stage; in war he was a knight without fear 
and without reproach; in peace a useful and honored citizen, 
discharging public duties with integrity, zeal, and ability, and 
always one of God's true gentlemen. 

He is embalmed in the honor and love of his countrymen! 


Rest, spirit rest: Soar, spirit soar! 


Lovisiana will enshrine his memory with fadeless and perpet- 
ual flowers; the incense of her gratitude will ascend until the 
last drop of the Mi-sissippi has rolled by his grave on its way 
to the sea; and it is well that he sleep among those who knew | 
him best, and therefore loved him most, until the resurrection. 
But I do know of eyes among the far hills of the North that will | 


weep for him, and of one heart that will beat more quickly at 
the sound of his name until itself shall throb no more. 


Mr. MEYER. On behalf of a number of our colleagues who 
are necessarily absent, | ask unanimous consent that they be | 
permitted to print in the REcoRD remarks which they desired | 
to make on this occasion. 

There being no objection, general leave to print was granted. 

And then, in pursuance of the resolutions previously adopted, 
the House (at 4 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.) adjourned until 
Monday next. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Naval Affairs | 
was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6741) | 
to ascertain and pay for lossof property sustained by Lieut. John | 
C. Colwell, and the same was referred to the Committee on | 
Claims. 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. DAVIS: A bill (H.R. 6775) to add three women mem- 
bers to the board of public school trustees of the District of Co- | 
lumbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. TYLER: A bill (H. R. 6776) to amend ‘‘An act to pro- 
vide for the erection of a public building in the city of Norfolk, 
in the State of Virginia,” approved January 2, 1891—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BARNES: A bill (H. R. 6778) to reénact section 1 of 
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chapter 166 of the act of Congress approved March 3, 1875, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MONTGOMERY: A bill (H_ BR. 6779) to authorize the 
location and working of mines of precious metals belonging to 


| the United States situated in Spanish or Mexican land grants 


to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BRYAN: A bill (H.R. 6780) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to regulate the liens of judgments and decrees of the 
courts of the United States,” approved August 1, ISSS—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BLACK of Illinois: A bill (H.R.6781) to establish a 
committee for the promotion of literature, art, science, and in- 
vention—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6782) to establish a committee for the pro- 
motion of literature, art, science, and invention—to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

By Mr. STOCKDALE: A joint resolution (H. Res. 167) to raise 
a committee to codify the laws of the District of Columbia—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BUNDY: A bill (H. R.6783) granting a pension to En- 
gelbert Nagel, Company G, Fifty-sixth Regiment Ohio Volun- 
teer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6784) grantinga pension to Mary V.Scriven, 
widow of the late Gardner R. Scriven—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: A bill (H.R. 6785) for 
the relief of Jacob Baum, Baton Rouge, La.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 6786) for relief of the estate of Stephen 
Roberts, deceased, late of East Baton Rouge, La.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6787) for the relief of Alonzo L. Boyer, of 


| Avoyelles Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6788) for the reliefof Stephen E. Beauchamp, 
East Feliciana Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee: A bill (H. R.6789) for the re- 
lief of J. M. Huffmaster, administrator of Mary Counts—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TYLER: A bill (H. R. 6790) to widen, deepen, and im- 
prove the channel of the Elizabeth River, Virginia, from Hamp- 
ton Roads to the Norfolk Navy-yard—to the Committee on Riv- 


ers and Harbors. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause lof Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARWIG: Protest of the pastor and trustees of the 
Evangelical Lutheran Trinity Church, of Lowell. Dodge County, 
Wis., against the proposed Christian amendment to the Consti- 
tution—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: Resolution adopted by mass meet- 
ing of citizens of Highland, Colo., favoring the passage of what 
is known as the Stone immigration bill—to the Commmittee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Petitionof the furniture Movers’ Union 
of Detroit, in favor of Government ownership and control of the 
telegraph systems—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


| Roads. 


By Mr. BYNUM: Petition of M. A. Young and 19 other citi- 
zens of Indianapolis, Ind., in favor of Senate bill 1353—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petition of members of Integrity Lodge, 


| No. 139, Ancient Order of United Workmen of Philadelphia, in 


favor of the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill, Senate bil! 
1353 and House bill 4897, in the interest of fraternal society and 
college journals—tp the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa: Paper from A. W. Hosford, 
Charles Van Horn, and A. W. Kemler, of Dubuque, Iowa, 
setting forth the injustice of the Wilson tariff bill as affecting 
national building and loan associations—to the Committee on 


Also, resolutions of the Evangelical Lutheran St. Paul's 
Churches, of LeRoy, and at township Warren, Bremer County, 
lowa, St. John’s Church, at Fairbank, [mmanuel Church, at 
Klinger, and Zion’s Church, at Hampton Iowa, against the adop- 
tion of an amendment to the Constitution recognizing the estab- 
lishment of religion—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: Petition of the citizensand minersof Golden, 
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N. Mex., praying for the passage of House bill 6169—to the Com- | ner stone of the building, September 18, 1893, was read the first 
By Mr. VIITIN of Indiega Protest of Immanuel Lutheran “ae oy oe eee = ee snag 
y ° i : sr ereas the general ¢ ttee of citizens of the tates, of whic!) 
Church of Decatur, Ind., against the proposed religious amend- Leama Gardner is chairman, have donated to the United States a bron: 
ment a the ederal Constitution—to the Committee on the Ju- ner stone of he Duliding, September I8,i7W, ‘Therefore, beie cor 
ary. solv. y r é@ an louse 0 pre. 3 nile ates o/ 

By Mr. McNAGNY: P 3t. Peter’s Ev: j - | America in Congress assembled, That the United States tthe said table: 
Gsten Chaethon ed Gibeon end Whiten Gece ik oneiash = b= aap wea = of ben se be, and = ishereby 7, authorized and ai- 
the proposed amendment to the Constitution of the United under Joint resolution of Congress of ~ Bt i, is, = be placed in or — 

states— re it , sou tw rt to ing, upor 

By Mr. Mor Ala: Dugeen te enue KA for the relief of | S#C suitable piace as he: the said Architect, thay seloct at such distance 

° = a . 4 c r e ° A , 2S In 

— ~— ee of Ouachita County, Ark.—to the Commit- the jadgmens of said Architect may be best oa ted. al play the same, wit h- 
ee on War Claims. out detracting from the ar ctural effect of the ; 

By Mr. QUIGG: Petition of Thomas K. Cree and others, for Mr. VOORHEES. It may not be improper to say that the 
additional legislation for the suppression of lotteries—to the | committee having in charge the centennial celebration of the 
ey on = 3 a gen! a i oie ae laying the corner stone of the Capitol have so well manage! 
Geske Gustave Seacaul Henry Kuehn ‘tauekien: of ‘St. John’s es oe eee = 

’ ’ »'< \. t 
Evangelical Lutheran Church, of the town of Lincoln, Eau onan to indicate the precise spot where the original camener 
Maire County, Wis., against the so-called God-in-the-Constitu- | stone was laid. That locality has been ascertained, and this is 
tion amendment—to the Committee on the Judiciary. a& movement to mark the spot for all time to come. I think it 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Petition of the Furniture Movers’ | charming and a most excellent thing to do, and the committeo 
Union, of Detroit, Mich., in favor of governmental ownership | which have had charge of this matter are deserving of grea‘ 
ee = Mg rg systems—to the Committee on the | credit. They now amet nothing of Congvem, they have been 

St- © anc -Roads. at no expense to t e t 

By Mr. TYLER (by request): Petition of citizens of Norfolk, spare ie this Suauiniee f Gham t benttn camiaie the 
Va., to exempt national and local building and loan associations matter. I ask forthe present consideration of the joint resolu- 
from the operation of the income tax—to the Committee on | tion. 

Ways and Means. Mr. GRAY. While the Senator is on his feet in regard to 
_By Mr. VAN VOORHIS of Ohio: Papers toaccompany House | this very appropriate act that has been performed, let me ask 
= a = & oe on Military, Aft ee e to John A. White—to nin whether the danmrigtien: on the tablet is tocontain the name 

a i r rs. of any private person or of the donors of the tablet? 

By Mr.WALKER: Petition of 80 citizens of Worcester, Mass., Mr VOORHEES, I think not. 
praying for legislation restricting immigration—to the Commit-| Mr.GRAY. It ought not to do so. 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization. | Mr. VOORHEES. I think it does not, although on that sub- 
ject I am not at alladvised. I should say not, very decidedly. 
However, that can be easily controlled or managed. I do not 
think there is any such purpose atall. It is a tablet to mark 
the precise locality of the original corner stone laid by George 
W: mn, ber 18 1793. 

Mr. GRAY. good taste of the gentlemen connected with 
this —— would suggest that nosuch thing should be done: 
but I think it ought to be assured. 

The VICE-P. IDENT. Is there objection to the present 

CREDENTIALS. consideration of the joint resolution? 


SENATE. 
MonDAY, April 23, 1894. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mr.surn, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and 
approved. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented the credentials of Thomas There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Jordan Jarvis, appointed by the Governor of North Carolina a | Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 
Senator from that State to fill until the next meeting of the Thejoint resolution was reported to the Senate withoutamend- 
Legislature thereof the vacancy caused by the death of Zebulon | ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
Baird Vance in the term ending Mareh 3, 1897; which were read | time, and passed. 


and ordered to be filed. MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS. ; A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- | Tow ss, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passe 
tion from the Attorney-General, transmitting, in pursuance of | a bill (H. R. 5216) to amend the act entitled “‘An act to estabiish 
law, a supplemental report including two judgments omitted | circuit courts of appeals and to define and regulate in certain 
from a prior list of final judgments rend in favor of claim- | cases the jurisdiction of the courts of the United States, and fo: 
ants against the United States not paid, arising from Indian | other purposes,” approved March 3, 1891; in which it requested 
depredations; which, with a anes, pape r, was “4 the concurrence of the Senate. 
ferred to the Committee on rs, and ordered to be earivi0Ns AND MEMonrers. 


printed. 
Mr. PROCTOR. I present a memorial of ay owners on 
L street in this city, in opposition to Senate bill 1630 and House 
bill 6596, authorizing the Belt Railway Company to extend its 
tracks and runits cars from New York avenue andL street west- 
wardly along L street to Eleventh street and L street to Connec- 


CAPITOL CORNER STONE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 


communication, which was read: 
c WASHINGTON, D, C., April 21, 1894. 


DEAR Sik: The general committee on the centennial of the Capitol has 


donated a bronze tablet, estimated to cost about $900, to be upon the . iali li 

Senter souvent. walrefthe ors wing of ts rin CARES, DE ea ooo oe Eee acct aay Prepared sate 

to commemorate the laying of the corner stone of the Capitol, September £ , an po 

18, 1708, by | President George Washington. st le aida to the interests oe . large — oO ~~ mo yee - _o it be 

committee, I have the honor to Tequest that ithe sub; may abe brought to Se sot of Columbia and referred to the Com- 
unen mee tablet be lets % lenot Sarr The VICE-PRESI DENT. Is there objection to the request of 

the selection of the locality for the oe of the tablet, ns well as the Senator from Vermont: 


Mr. HALE. Before that order is made I wish to say that for 
one I welcome very heartily any expression in reference to Dis- 
trict street railroads that comes from somebody else besides the 
projectors. There isa general view on the part of speculators 
and schemers in street railroads that Washington is essentially 
a good place for their operations; and I am very glad the Sena- 
tor from Vermont has brought here a _ from people who 
are interested in these roads, because °y live in the hbor- 
hood where a proposed road would run. I hope the Committee 
on the District of Columbia in considering this matter will give 
due attention to these people, and before anything is done have 
them called, and let there be a thorough , 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorial will be referred to 


the work connected wita such insertion, be placed under the direction of 
0S aan Sealy yom ost obedient servant 
Very respec y, your m — 
Chairman General Committee. 
Hon. ADLAI E. STEVENSON, 
President United States Senate. 

Mr. VOORHEES. In this connection I ask unanimous con- 
sent to introduce and have considered a joint resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be read 
the first time by its title, and the second time at length, if there 
veto jeint resolution (S. R. 77) iting Soe Sees 

e joint u . prov 
a tablet upon the Capital to commemorate the laying of the cor- 








1894. CONGRESSIONAL 


the Committee on the District of Columbia, and printed as a doc- 
ument, in the absence of objection. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The latter part of last month a delegation of 
16 women employed in the various textile establishments of 
Massachusetts and Rhode Island visited the Capitol for the pur- 
pose of presenting a respectful 
Committee against the adoption of the Wilson tariff bill, which 
is now pending in the Senate. These women, I believe, fairly 
represent the viewsand opinions of the more than 2,000,000 wage 
earning women of the United States. The majority of the I'i- 
nance Committee declined to give them a hearing. They then 
asked the minority members of the committee to hear their 
statement,and the Republican members of the committee con- 
sented. All the Senators who heard their statement will agree 
with me that it was a very important and interesting one. 
now present, in the form of a memorial, the statement made at 
the hearing, and ask that it be printed as a miscellaneous docu- 
ment for the use of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. {s there objection tothe request of 
the Senator from Rhode Island? The Chair hearsnone, and the 
memorial will lie on the table and be printed as a document. 

Mr. HARRIS presented sundry petitions of citizens of Bristol, 
Greenville, Knoxville, and Morristown, all in the State of Ten- 
nessee, praying that national building and loan associations and 
local building and loan associations be exempted from the pro- 
visions of the proposed income tax; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin presented a memorial of sun- 
dry citizens of Sheboygan, Wis., remonstrating against the rati- 
fication of the proposed Chinese treaty; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Fountain City Lodge, No. 13, 
Ancient Order of United Workmen, of Fountain City, Wis., pray- 
ing that fraternal society and college journals be admitted to 
the mails as second-classmatter; which was referred tio the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of membersof the faculty of the 
University of Wisconsin, Madison, Wis., remonstrating against 
the proposed transfer of the Coast and Geodetic Survey from 
the Treasury Department to the Navy and Interior Depart- 
ments; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Wisconsin, 
praying for the enactment of —— to enable the States to 
enforce State laws regulating the sale of substitutes for dairy 
products; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

Mr. MILLS presented a petitionof sundry citizens of San An- 
tonio, Tex., praying that national building and loan associations 
and local building and loan associations be exempted from the 
provisions of the proposed income tax; which wasordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. PLATT presented a petition of sundry citizens of Ston- 
ington, Conn., and a petition of sundry citizens of Durham, Conn., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to enable the States to 
enforce State laws regulating the sale of substitutes for dairy 

roducts; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate 

ommerce. 

Mr. PEFFER presented a memorial of sundry American 
workmen, residents of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against 
the passage of the so-called Wilson tariff bill; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of the Retail Clerks’ 
Unionand the Barbers’ Union, of Detroit, Mich., praying for 
the governmenta’ control of the telegraph service; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. MCMILLAN (for Mr. STOCKBRIDGE) nted the me- 
morial of John Werthsi=<r, of Cheboygan, Mich., and the me- 
morial of J. C. Wooster,of Cheboygan, Mich., remonstrating 
against the imposition of an income tax on national building 
and loan associations and local building and loan associations; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also (for Mr. STOCKBRIDGE) presented petitions of the 
Book Binders and Rulers’ Union; of the Trunk Makers’ Union, 
and of the Furniture Movers’ Union, of Detroit, Mich., praying 
for the governmental control of the telegraph service; which 
were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. MARTIN presented the memorial of Isaac S. Lee, J. W. 
Tauber, A. Burrow, J. P. Ellis, Fred Hall, and 127 other citi- 
zens of Leavenworth, Kans., remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of proposed me legislation as advocated by the National 
Reform Association; which was referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

He also presented the petition of Isaac Moon and sundry 
other citizens of Randolph, Kans., praying that fraternal soci- 
ety and college journals be admitted to the mailsas second-class 
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matter; which was referred to the Committ 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of Farmers’ Alliance No. 74, 
| of Nicktown, Pa., praying for the passage of the so-called Hill 
oleomargarine bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Powelton Bui Asso 
ciation, of Philadelphia, Pa., remonsirating against the passage 
of the Wilson tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of the Cigarmakers’ Union No. 
242, of York, Pa.; of the United Association of Journeymen 
Plumbers, Gas Fitters, Steam Fitters, and Steam Fitters’ Help- 
ers of the United States, of Pittsburg, Pa., and of Cigarmakers’ 
International Union of America, remonstrating against the rati- 
fication of the proposed Chinese treaty; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of J.G. Dietrick and 60 oth« 
zens of Oxford; of Council No. 507, Junior Order of Un 
American Mechanics, of Point Marion; of Council No. 
Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of Oxford: of 
Venango Council, No. 358, Junior Order of United American 
Mechanics, of Franklin; of Council No. 290, Junior Order of 
United American Mechanics, of Manorville; of Council No. 658, 
Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of Smith's Ferry; 
of Council No. 181, Junior Order of United American Mechan 
of Erie, and of Reserve Council, No. 253, Junior Order of United 
American Mechanics, of Philadelphia, all in the State of Penn- 
sylvania, praying for the inspection of immigrants by United 
States consuls; which were referred t» the Committee on Im 
migration. 

He also presented petitions of Fidelity Lodge, No. 17, Shield 
of Honor; of Alexander Henry and 2 other citizens, and of 
Charles H. Savidge and 44 other citizens, all of Philadelphia, 
Pa., praying that fraternal society and college journals be ad 
mitted to the mails as second-class matter; which were referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of Scrun- 
ton, Pa., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
Bailey bankruptcy bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of Encampment No. 60, Union 
Veteran Legion, of Johnstown, Pa., remonstrating against any 
change in the law providing for the management of soldiers’ 
homes; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BUTLER presented petitions of 52 citizens und business 
firms of South Carolina, praying that national building and loan 
associations and local building and loan associations be exempted 
from the provisions of the proposed income tax; which were or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DOLPH. 1 present astatement on behalf of the States 
of California, Oregon,and Nevada,and joint resolutions and me 
morials to Congress from these States in relation to certain war 
claims, and praying for the reimbursement of moneys by them 
expended in the suppression of the rebellion when aiding the 
United States in maintaining the ‘‘common defense”’ on the I’a 
cific coast. The bill S. 1295 has been reported favorably, and 
quite an elaborate report was submitted by the Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. DAvis]. This is a statement of additional mat- 
ter which might be put in the RecorpD, but I present it and ask 
the unanimous consent of the Senate that it may be printed as 
a document to go with the report of the committee 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection” 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. WHITE on the 
lith instant, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and printed; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by himself on the 
12th instant, intended to be proposed to the diplomatic and con- 
sular appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved 
that it bo referred, with the accompanying papers, to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and printed; which was agreed to. 

COURTS IN MICHIGAN. 

Mr. VILAS. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3713) to provide for 
the division of the eastern districtof Michigan into the northern 
and southern divisions, and for holding the circuit and district 
courts of the United States therein, and for other purposes, to 
report it favorably, without amendment. I also, by the same 
instruction, ask for the immediate consideration of the bill. L 
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desire to state that it is simplya bill for the division of the east- 
ern district of Michigan into two subdistricts. The bill has 
been carefully considered. Thereare no amendments pro d. 
It has been lying awaiting action for some time, and I ask that 
it be put upon its passage. 

Ry unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was repo:ted to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. VILAS. I amaisodirected by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to whom was referred the bill (8. 1120) to provide for the 
division of the eastern districtof Michigan into the northern 
and southern divisions, and for holding the circuit and district 
courts of the United States therein, and for other pur 8, to 
report adversely thereon. I move that the bill be indefinitely 
postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MARTIN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1942) grant- 
ing to the Soule Cellege Association of the Methodist Episco- 
pal Church for educational purposes certain lands in Kansas; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 1943) granting a pension to 
Annie Stewart; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 1944) for the relief of cer- 
tain Indians: which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. DOLPH. I will state that both this bill and an amend- 
ment which I submit to be pro d to the Indian appropria- 
tion bill are intended to cure a difficulty which I think has been 
env ountered in administering the law for the allotment of lands 
to Indians. Sometimes there is a controversy about the lands, 
and rights are entirely dependent upon the action of the Land 
Department. The object of this proposed legislation is to give 
Indians or persons of Indian descent who claim lands a right 
to maintain an action, or suit, or other proceedings in regard to 
them the same as if they were citizens of the United States. 

I move that the bill and pro d amendment be referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLANCHARD (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1945) for 
the relief of Holmes & athers; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PEFFER. I was requested by a gentleman of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, claiming to represent a large number of per- 
sons, to introduce a bill and ask its reference to the Committee 
en the District of Columbia, 

The bill (S. 1946) to dispose of idle labor and discourage idle 
wealth in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, was 
read the first time by its title. , 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask that the bill be read the second time 
in full. 

The bill was read the second time at length, as follows: 


Whereas it is desirable to employ the idle labor, advance the rate of wages, 
and bring homes within easier reach of the homeless; and 

Whereas it is desirable to reduce rent and interest, and to keep vacant 
land from advancing in price; and 

eee it is desirable to avoid the support of the destitute by charity; 


an 

Whereas it is desirable to secure these ends and to make certain public 
improvements without taxing payee but the profits Gerived from gam- 
bling in iand values and holding wealth in idleness: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, elc., That there shall be levied on all idle land subject to tax- 
ation within the District of Columbia a special tax each year, which tax 
in each case shall be equal to the increase in the market ue of such land 
during the preceding year; and that the revenue thus obtained shall be ap- 
propriated to the employment of the idle citizens of the District in the con- 
en one management of such public works as Congress may, from time 
to time, direct. 

That all laws and parts of laws in conflict herewith bo, and they are hereby, 
repealed; and this act shall take effect when approved. 


Mr. DOLPH. Ishouid like to know from the Senator from 
Kansas what is covered by ‘‘and so forth,” where, as I caught 
the reading, it is provided that homes are to be brought within 
easy reach, and so forth. If that means existing homes within 
reach of the army that is marching on Washington, I certainly 
object to the bill. 

‘Mr. PEFFER. I stated that I introduce the bill at the request 
of a gentleman of this District who prepared the measure. I 
know nothing about it except that, and I am in no wise responsi- 
ble for it. I donot even know what “‘ ana so forth” in thatcon- 
necticn means, if it occurs in the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The bill goes to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 78) provid- 
ing for the publication of an additional number of the CONGRES- 


SIONAL RECORD, sufficient to supply thre? copies to each of the 
several National Soldiers’ Homes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. BERRY (for Mr. JONES of Arkansas) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to the Indian appropriation 
bill: which was referred to the Committees on Indian A ffuirs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MARTIN submitted two amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which were 
referred to the Committee on Printing, and orderei to be 
printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered 
to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill: which was referred to 
the Select Committee to Investigate the Geological Survey, and 
ordered to be printed. 


REPORT ON NICARAGUA CANAL. 


Mr. WHITE submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resoived by the Senate (the Houseof Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed for the use of Congress 15,000 additional copies of the report, 
with index, of the Commit on Forei Relations relating to the Nicara- 
gua Canal: of which numbé€r 5,000 shall for the use of the Sen ite, and 10,- 
000 shall be for the useof the House of Representatives. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 5216) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to estab- 
lish circuit courts of appeals and to define and regulate in cer- 
tain cases the jurisdiction of the courts of the United States, and 
for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1891, was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


HEARINGS ON PROPOSED LEGISLATION. 


Mr. PEFFER. | I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of Order of Business No. 400, being a resolution providing 
for the appointment of a select committee to be known as the 
Committee on Communication. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Kansas. [Putting the question.] The noes 
appear to prevail. 

r. PEF FER. [ask for a division. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the resolution be read at length, Mr. 
President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. PEFFER 
on the 14th instant as follows: 


Whereas there exists in many places and on the part of large numbers of 
oe ey and in organized bodies, a disposition to visit the 
city of Washington for the purpose of personally presenting to Congress 
their views with respect to pendingand prospective measures of legislation; 

Whereas m of such persons and bodies are reported to be now on their 
way hither, with others likely to follow, for the purposes aforesaid; and 

ereas, to the end that these, our petitioners, shall have full and respect- 
ful hearing. and that BR attending their communications with the 
Senate shall be orderly and not subjected to interruption by the transaction 
of other public business: Therefo: 

Be it resol Thata select committee of nine members of the Senate be 
—- by Vice-President, to be known as the Committee on Commu- 

cation, whose duty it shall be to receive all written or printed communi- 
cations from citizens or bodies of citizens visiting the capital, or oe 
to make such visit, for the purposes mentioned in the preamble hereto, an 
to receive all petitions. memorials, and remonstrances of such persons and 
bodies and hear them orally in relation to the matters and things about which 
they desire to communicate with the Senate. The committee shall report 
fully to the Senate, from time to time, as other committees report. 

e t-at-Arms will set aside a convenient room in the Capitol, or 
other bel 
and furnish the same 
of business. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Kansas to take up the resolution which has 

een read. 

The question boing put, there were on a division—ayes 16, noes 


to the Government, for the use of said committee 
th the necessary articles for the convenient dispatch 


Mr. PEFFER. I ask for a vote by yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania, Mr. CAMERON. I do not know 
how he would vote on tais proposition, but if he were present I 
should vote ‘‘nay.” Ifthe junior Senator from Pennsylvania 

Mr. QuAY] will intimate what the vote of his colleague would 
on the tion, I shall be very much obliged to him. 

Mr. C (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. IrBy]. In his absence I 
withhold my vote. 
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Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I have a general 

ir with the Senator from Mississippi [M*. MCLAURIN]. As 
GS is absent, | withhold my vote. 

Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Michigan |Mr. STOCKBRIDGE}. 
were present, [ should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. HALE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANSOM]. 

Mr. PETTIGREW (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. 
he were present, I should vote “yea.” 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Virginia |Mr. HUNTON]. 

Mr. PUGH (when his name wascalled). I havea gvneral pair 
with the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], but 
Iam satisfied that if he were present he would vote ‘‘nay” on 
this proposition, and I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. If he were present I 
should vote ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. VILAS (when his name was called.) I am paired with 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL]. Inhisabsence from 
the Chamber, I withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I am paired with the Senator from Del- 
aware [Mr. HIGGINS]. If he were present I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. PEFFER. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. I have ob- 
served that a number of Senators have announced their pairs. 
What I wish to inquire is, whether on a question of this kind 
pairs may properly be announced? If the Chair will state the 
rule in reference to it he will relieve my mind on this matter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheChair will state tothe Senator 
from Kansas that it is a subject over which the Chair has no 
jurisdiction. It is a question for the determination of each Sen- 
ator for himself. 

Mr. PEFFER. Then, Mr. President, I ask that the Senators 
who have announced pairs be requested to vote. 

Mr. GORMAN. Regular order. 

Mr. CALL. Iam paired with the Senator from Vermont[Mr. 
PROCTOR], and therefore withhold my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 26, not voting 41; as 
follows: 


YEAS—17. 
Aldrich, Gallinger, Peffer, Teller, 
Allen, Hansbrough, Perkins, Washburn. 
Allison, Hawley, Power, 
Cullom, Kyle, Shoup, 
Davis, Martin, Stewart, 

NAYS—26. 
Bate, George, Mitchell, Wis. Turpie, 
Berry, Gorman, Morrill, Vest, 
Blanchard, Gray, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Chandler, Harris, Pasco, Walsh, 
Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Pugh, White. 
Coke, MeMillan, Roach, 
Frye, Mills, Sherman, 

NOT VOTING—4I. 

Blackburn, Dubois, Lindsay, quay, 
Brice, Faulkner, Lodge, Ransom, 
Butler, Gibson, McLaurin, Smith, 
Caffery, Gordon, McPherson, Squire, 
Call, Hale, Manderson, Stockbridge, 
Camden, Higgins, Mitchell. Oregon Vilas, 
Cameron, il}, Morgan, Wilson, 
Carey, Hoar, Murphy, Wolcott. 
Daniel, Hunton, Pettigrew, 
Dixon, Irby. Platt, 
Dolph, Jones, Ney. Proctor, 


So the motion was not agreed to. 


f 
YELLOWSTONE NATIONAL PARK # 


Mr. CAREY. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 6442) to protect the birds and ani- 
mals in Yellowstone National Park, and to punish crimes in said 
park, and for other purposes. 

By uvanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. VEST. I have some further amendments to propose to 
the amendment reported by the committee in addition to those 
which I offered on Saturday. 

In section 4, line 41, after the word ‘‘ years,” [ move to strike 
out the word “either,” and after the word ‘‘ both,” to strike out 
‘together with the,” and insert “and be adjudged to pay all;” 
80 as to read: 


And shall be subjected to a fine of not more than $1,000 or imprisonment 
eapencesting two years or both and be adjudged to pay ail costs of the pro- 
ceedings, e 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. VEST. In line 53 of the same section, before the word 
‘* punishment,” I move to insert the word “ other:” so as to read: 
Said forfeiture shall be adjudicated and ordered by the court as a penalty 
in addition to the other punishment provided in this act. 





The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In section 5, line 24, before the word “ appeal,” 
I move to strike out the word ‘‘ their;” so as to read: 

But the United States circuit court in said district may prescribe rules of 
procedure and practice for said commissioner in the trial of cases and for 
appeal to said United States district court 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In line 30 o0f the same section, before the word 
‘* proper,” and insert 
‘“»yrobable,” co as to read, ‘* probable cause is shown for holding 
the person,” etc. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In the same section, line 33, after 
‘* State,” I move to insert the words ‘‘ of Wyoming.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In line 37, of the same section, before the word 
‘*bailable,” I move to strike out the word ‘‘ offenses,” and insert 
the word ‘‘ cases,’ so as to read: 

Provided, That the said commissioner shall grant bai: in all cases bailable 
under the laws of the United States and said State. 


the word 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In section 6, line 6, after the word ‘* courts,” | 
move tostrike out the word ‘‘ shall” and insert the word ‘‘ may,” 
so as to read: 

And the said United States district and circuit 
sion, ete. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. Inthe same section, line7,after the word ‘‘ Wyo- 
ming,” I move to insert *‘ or at any other convenient place in said 
State of Wyoming,” so as to read: 


May hold one session of said courts annually at the town of Sheridan, in 
the State of Wyoming, or at any other convenient place in said State of 
Wyoming at such date as the said courts may order, etc. 


courts may hold one ses- 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In section 7, line 1, after the word “act,” I move 
to insert ‘‘shall, in addition to the fees allowed by law to other 
United States commissioners, be paid annually a salary of $1,000, 
to be paid quarterly.” 

As the bill stands as proposed to be amended by the commit- 
tee it only gives to the commissioner, who must be a resident in 
the park, the same fees that are allowed by liw to other United 
States commissioners appointed by the ci:cuitcourt. As amit- 
ter of course, anyone who knows that park will immediately 
agree thit that would be no silary atall. The commissioner 
will possibly have very few cases; no one cin tell how many; and 
the fees would only amount to an insignific int sum, fifty or one 
hundred dollars a year, upon which he could not live. I submit 
if a commissioner is to reside in the park and stay there, winter 
and summer, he should receive a salary upon which at least he 
could live. I propose to give him, besides the fees, $1,000 a year. 
It is a responsible position, and there ought to be a good min ap- 
pointed to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri to the amendment reported by the 
committee. 

The amendment to the amendinent was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In section 9, line 3, after the word ‘‘also,” | 
move to insert the words “having in said building,” so as to 
read: 

That the Secretary of the Interior shall cause to be erected in the park a 
suitable building to be used as a jail, and also have in said building an office 
for the use of the commissioner, etc. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I desire to offer two other amendments, which I 
overlooked. In section 1 of the proposed amendment of the 
committee, line 3, after the word ‘* Park,” I move to strike out 
the words ‘‘ in the State of Wyoming;” so as to read: 

That the Yellowstone National Park as now defined, or as may be hereaf 
ter defined or extended. etc. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In section 4, line 29, before the word “ hundred,” 
[ move to strike out ‘‘one” and insert ‘‘ three;” so as to read: 

And shall forfeit or pay for every such offense the sum of 8300. i 

The amendment to the smendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I have no further amendments to offer to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thequestion is on the amendment 
reported by the Committee on Territories as amended. 

he amendment a3 amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 

amendment was concurred in. 
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The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
v Mr. CAREY. I[ move that the Senate ask for a conference 
with the House of Representatives on the bill and amendments. 
The motion was agreed to. 
By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 1 o'clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

Mr. QUAY. With the consent of the Senata, I have agreed 
to yield the floor to-day upon the pending bill to the Senator 
from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN]. : 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. President, in all the legislation that 
has come before Congress in the history of the Government, 
there has been none probably that has created so general an 
interest and so profoundly stirred the public mind of the country, 
carrying apprehension and alarm, as the measure now under 
consideration in the Senate, unless perhaps we except the legis- 
lation between 1850 and the breaking out of the war in 1861, 
including the repeal of the Missouri compromise in 1854, and 
that soon followed it. The questions considered during that 
period, however, were more of sentiment and morals than such 
as relate to the material or economic interests of the country. 

Measures looking to substantial changes in methods of raising 
revenue, and the application of economic principles, have at all 
times attracted more or less attention with those whose interests 
are more directly and immediately involved. Such was the 
ease as far back as the consideration of the so-called Walker 
tariff law in 1846, as the debates in Congress at that time clearly 
show. ‘This was an ad valorem tariff, the handmaid and near 
relation of free trade, and as neariy as possible an ideal Demo- 
cratic tariff, but one that paralyzed industries, discouraged busi- 
ness, and impoverished the country and led up to the panic and 
crash of 1857, leaving the Government with a bankrupt Treas- 
ury, and an impaired credit, and a prelude to the disgraceful con- 
dition of things which existed when the Democratic party sur- 
rendered power in 1861. 

The so-called Morrill tariff. law, and those following later, 
largely increasing duties demanded by the exigencies of the war 
situation, were discussed with great interest in both Houses of 
Congress. Such, also, was the case with the Morrison bill, of 
horizontal structure, and the Mills bill, not without elements of 
fairness and justice, both of which, —— not enacted intolaw, 
created a espread interest through the country. The tariff 
revision of 1883, whee duties were reduced, also excited much 


attention and created great interest os the country, as 
ae also ag case with the tariff law of 1890, or the so-called Mc- 
Kinley bill. 


But, Mr. President, there has been no instance in the history 
of tariff legislation where the whole population of the country 
has been so deeply interested, excited, and alarmed as at the 
present time. Ana how could it be otherwise? There is 
scarcely an interest in any State of the Union, and certainly in 
no Northern State, which is not imperiled and threatened under 
the provisions of this bill—a bill not for protection and crea- 
tion, but for destruction. 

Mr. President, the effect of this bill, so far as the New England 
and other Eastern States are concerned, can not fail to be most 
disastrous, for I can see no ible escape from the closing of 
their i mills and factories, rendering valueless millions in- 
vested in plant; or else largely reducing the price of labor em- 
ployed to substantially the of foreign labor, either of 
which must prove unfortunate and disastrous to those great in- 
dustrial communities. And all this will be true, toa less extent 
perhaps, in my own State and the other States of the North- 
west, engaged so largely in agricultural pursuits. 

The people of Minnesota, prior to the enactment of the law of 
1890, have been to a limited extent only, direct beneficiaries of 

rotective tariff legislation. interests of our people have 

Coen in the ara of the soil and in the creation of real 
wealth; — n = ee a — a of — — 
and during its development, intelligent observation experi- 
ence have taught them to believe in the of unlestion ahd 
a = my te ae ee and basic _. They as 
earned to know by prac experience that prosperity o 

each portion of the country can only be coincident of that of the 
whole. In other words, thatthe producing secticns of the coun- 
try could prosper only as the and industrial sec- 

tions prosper. They have learned that the marketfor their 
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products was the home market, furnished by the development 
and maintenance of home industries. 

Under the inspiration of this protective policy, they have 
seen industrial development throughout the entire land that 
has no parallel in history. They have seen the furnaces lightec 
on both sides of the Alleghenies; they have seen the iron rails 
span the continent upon a half dozen different lines, and a rail- 
road system developed reaching every State, county, and ham- 
let almost in the land, with transportation of their products re- 
duced by one-half or more. In the past few years they have 
seen industries of every kind and description, and in all locali- 
ties, spring into existence as if by magic, until the country has 
become one great workshop, and millions of intelligent laborers 
employed on a basis never known under other conditions or in 
other countries, and coincident with all this development they 
have had furnished them a home market for their products. 

They have learned that the well-paid, intelligent wage-worl- 
ers of our Own country are larger and better consumers of their 
products than the poorly paid and half-starved laborers of othe: 
countries; they have come to know that the laborer in New Eng- 
land, receiving from $1.50 to $2 per day for a day’s work, is « 
better consumer for their flour, corn, their pork and their beef. 
and all their great productions, than the pinched and poverty- 
stricken laborer of other countries, receiving but 40 and 50 cents 
aday for the same service, and able to maintain an existence 
little above the animal, consuming food scant in quantity and 
poor in quality. 

With scarcely an exception in a period of thirty years, the 
best marketin the world for all this production has been found 
at home, and so upon general principles it has followed that 
the theories of doctrinaires and the clamor and appeals of dem- 
agogues have been disregarded, and Minnesota, from the day o/ 
its admissior as a State into the Union in 1858, has remained 
strong and sturdy in its adherence tothe policy of protection o! 
American industries and American labor. 

I have said that the people of Minnesota have been only to « 
limited extent direct beneficiaries of protective tariff legisla- 
tion. Thisis true. Until the tariff.act of 1890, their products 
have received no just or adequate protectionagainst the compe- 
tition of other countries. 

In the enactment of the law of 1890 the farmers of the West 
for the first time in the history of tariff legislation received that 
to which they were entitled. It is the first instance that duties 
had been levied sufficiently large to operate as a barrier to the 
competition of the farm products of the Canadian Provinces. 

In 1889 we imported from Canada 11,365,881 bushels of barley, 
valued at $7,721,475; in 1890 substantially the same amount, and 
this was done under a duty of 10 cents a bushel. In 1893, with 
a duty at 30 cents per bushel, we imported 1,969,761 bushels only 
at a valuation of $921,301, a falling off of over 9,000,000 bushels. 
The production of this 9,000,000 bushels was transferred from 
Canada to States of the Northwest, including Wisconsin, Min- 
nesota, the two Dakotas, and Montana. 

The present bill reduces the duty on barley to 30'per cent ad 
valorem, which, with the valuation probably put upon it in Can- 
ada, will make the duty less even than prior to 1890, so that 
there would seem to be no good reason, with this reduction of 
uty, why the same or even larger amounts will not be im- 
ported from Canada than prior to 1890. 

This is one practical object lesson as to the effect of this bill 
on the productions of the West. I could goon with other pro- 
ductions, as potatoes, hay, flax, hops, eggs, pease, cheese, and 
other food and agriculturai ucts, and show the same results 
would apply to thom, but will not do so at this time, but shal! 
take occasion when the bill isconsidered by paragraphs to treat 
the subject more in detail. . 

But, Mr. President, there is another provision in this bil! 
which will affect the farmers of the Northwest more disas- 
trously than even the reduction of duties to which I have referred, 

and that is the repeal of the reciprocity provisions in the law of 
1890. There is probably no section of the country where the 
effect of resipeeatt treaties with foreign nations consummated 
by the wisdom ne persistent efforts of Mr. Blaine, under the 
late Administration, have been so marked and favorable as the 
States of the Northwest. 

No legislation has been so favorably received and hailed with 
so much delight in the Northwestern States as the reciprocity 
legislation in the act of 1890. In these treaties no interests 
were more cavefully guarded and advanced than the agricultu- 
ral interests, and more especially those of the Northwestern 
States. No one reciated more fully the importance of fur- 
nishing new markets to our agricultural products than Mr. 
Blaine, and he seemed to have had this constantly in view in the 
preparation of these treaties, not only with Spain and the South 
American Republics, but also with Germany. 
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You can, therefore, Mr. President, well imagine that the a4 
ple of Minnesota, as well as the other Northwestern States, look 
with more alerm upon the repeal of this reciprocity legislation 
than any other of its provisions. 

I now come to the discussion of the question of the abandon- 
mentof the policy of reciprocity with foreign nations, including 
our sister republics on this hemisphere, inaugurated and given 
vitality in the tariff law of 1890. 

But before entering upon such discussion I desire to give no- 
tice that at the proper time I shall ask a vote of the Senate 
upon the following amendment to the tariff bill: 

Src.—. That'theremoval and reduction of duties provided for in this act 
shall apply only to articles importeG from countries which shall have made 


reciprocal and equivalent concessions in their tariff laws in favor of mer- 
chandise imported from the United States. 


I am not only opposed, Mr. President, to termination of the 
reciprocity arrangements already existing between the United 
States and other countries, but [ am in favor of applying the 
same principle in all our foreign trade. 

It may be saying a great deal, but it seems to me that there:is 
no provision in this remarkable bill, evidently having for its 

urpose the destruction of American industries and American 

terests, so absolutely without excuse; so utterly devoid of 
reason, and ordinary business sense; so disastrous to the many 
great interests of this country, and apparently so vicious in pur- 
e and design, as the repeal of the reciprocity provisions of 
the act of 1890, the handiwork of one of the wisest and far-seeing 
statesmen that this or any other country has ever produced— 
Mr. Blaine. ° 

The authors of this measure, both in the House of Repre- 
sentatives and the members of the Finance Committee in the 
Senate, have evidently broached this subject with great misgiv- 
ings, even if not forebodings. They have, either from want of 
a clear understanding of the subject, or the requisite courage 
to meet this question in an open and manly way, floundered, un- 
til quite recently, amid uncertainty, doubt, and distrust as to 
what should be attempted or dared in connection with this im- 
portant legislation. 

The Finance Committee has, however, evidently ‘“‘taken the 
bull by the horns,” so to speak, and clearly disclosed their pur- 
pose and policy by incorporating into the bill the following lan- 
guage, which surely can not be misunderstood: 

Sxc. 104. That sections 3, 15, and 16 of an act approved October 1, 1890, en- 
titled “An act to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for 
other purposes,” are hereby repealed; and all ents or arrangements 
made or ‘proclaimed between the United States and foreign governments 
under the provisions of said section are hereby abrogated. of which the Presi- 


dent shall give such notice to the authorities of said foreign governments 
as may be required by the terms of such agreements or arrangements. 


But, Mr. President, before entering upon the discussion in 
details of the provision as now clearly presented, I think it may 
be well to bring to the attention of the Senate and the country 
the doubt and uncertainty that has shrouded this question from 
the time the Committee on Ways and Means submitted the re- 
port which accompanied the bill when it was finally sent to the 
House of Representatives up to the present time, if for no other 
purpose, as indicative of a want of aclear understanding and of 
consistency and logic which has attached from its introduction 
and passage in the House of Representatives, and the finishing 
touches which it has received at the hands of the subcommittee 
of the Finance Committee of the Senate which has reported the 
bill in its present shape, making such observations as occur to 
me in following it through its different stages. 

In the report of the Committee on Ways and Means, which 
accompanied the bill when it was submitted to the House of Rep- 
resentatives, appears this paragraph: 

It is the purpose of the present bill to repeal in foto section 3 of the tariff 


act of October 1, 1890, commonly but most erroneously called its reciprocity 
provision. 


The section in the pending bill, as it passed the House of Rep- 
resentatives, reads as follows: 


Sec. 89. That section 3 of an act approved October 1, 1890, entitled ““An act 
to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for other pur- 
Ss,” is hereby repealed, and that all acts and parts of acts inconsistent 
with the provisions of this act are hereby repealed. but the repeal of exist- 
laws or modifications thereof embraced in this act shall not affect any 
done, or any right accruing or accrued, or any suit or proceeding had or 
commenced in any civil cause before the said repeal or modifications; but 
all rights and liabilities under said laws shall continue and may be enforced 
nthesame manner as if said repeal or modifications had not been made, etc. 


THE FORCE OF THE SECTION AND ITS EFFECT. 


if I read this section aright, Mr. President, it was intended 
by the committee of the Houseof Representatives which framed 
this bill to deprive the Executive of any further authority under 
the reciprocity section of the act of 1890, but not to disturb the 
rights that may have been heretofore acquired under the pro- 


visions of that section. In other words, the fifteen commercial 
arrangements which now exist between the United States and 
foreign nations by the authority of that act were intended by 
the House to remain as they are, but the President was for- 
bidden to negotiate more like them. 

It seems to me that no other interpretation can be placed upon 
the laaguage of section 89 of the House bill, foritsays distinctly 
that the repeal of existing laws shall not affect any act done or 
any right accruing or accrued, “but all rights and liabilities 
under said laws shali continue, and may be enforced in the same 
manner as if said repeal or modifications had not been made.” 
That this was the intention of tne House of Representatives is 
shown by the discussion of the section referred to on the 25thof 
January, 1894. Mr. SPRINGER, addressing the House, said: 


Mr. Chairman, I think there should be added to the end of this section a 
proviso that the treaties made in pursuance of the provisions of that a 
should remain in force the same as if the section had not been repeaied. 1 


offer an amendment of that character 

The Clerk read as follows: 

‘Provided, That all treaties heretofore made in pursuance of the provi 
sions of said section shall continue in force until abrogated by their terms 
the same as if said section had not been repealed.” 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, the only object of this is to provide that 
the treaties that have been made in pursuance of this section which is now 
to be repealed shall be continued in force until abrogated by the terms of 
the treaty, the same as if the section had not been repealed. 


To which Mr. TURNER, a member of the Committee on Ways 
and Means, replied. 
The proposition is to repeal the reciprocity clause by express and explicit 


provisions, but it does not in any way affect these existing agreements. I 
suggest to the gentleman that his amendment isentirely superfluous 


Mr. WILSON of West Virginia added the following: 


We are repealing what we never believed was constitutional—theautiority 
given to the President of the United States, when in his judgment other 
countries charged duties which he does not believe to be reciprocal, he shal! 
issue an Executive proclamation suspending a law and fixing rates upon 
certain articles imported from those countries. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, another member of the com- 
mittee, said: 
The proposition of the committee is to repeal the provision of the McKin 


ley law which authorizes the President to make agreements without refe: 
ring the questions to Congress. 


Mr. SPRINGER, in the course of subsequent debate, returned 
to the subject, and put bene again directly to the chair- 
man of the Committee on Ways and Means. Said he: 

1 understand that the gentleman from West Virginia contends that it (the 


repeal of section 3 of the McKinley law) will destroy these agreements, be 
cause he is of the opinion that they ought not to have been made 


To which Mr. WILSON of West Virginia replied, ‘‘ The 
man is mistaken.” 
Whereupon Mr. SPRINGER said again: 


gentiec- 


If I understand the purport of the amendment submitted by the gentle 
man from West Virginia [Mr. WiLsoN| itis to repeal the law under which 
certaincommercial agreements have been made with certain foreign coun 
tries. If yourepeal the authority for making thoss agreements you destroy 
the agreements themselves. 

Mr. TURNER. Where does the gentleman from Illinois find authority fo: 
that proposition? 

Mr. SPRINGER. [ find it in the general principle that when a statute au 
thorizes SS ee thing to be done and yourepeal the statute, the thing 
that ts to be done or that has been done is abrogated 


THE EFFECT UPON THE DUTY ON SUGAR 


The repealing section in the bill when it was originally given 
to the public by the Senate Committee on Finance was precisely 
the same as that passed by the House of Representatives, ex 
cepting only the number, which in the original was 89, was 
changed to 106. It therefore was intended and understood to 
mean exactly what itdid when it was discussed by the House of 
Representatives, or we are compelled to infer that the commit 
tee have not treated this very important subject with entire 
candor. But another section of the bill restored a duty upon 
sugar, which can not be coilected upon four-fifths of the imports 
of that article into the United States as long as the reciprocity 
arrangementscontinue with Brazil,Germany, Austria-Hungary, 
and the Spanish and British colonies in the West Indies. Sugar 
would therefore have practically remained free if the bill had 
remained as originally prepared by the subcommittee, notwith 
standing a pretense of restoring a duty in another section. 

I regret very mucn, Mr. President, that the bill has again been 
changed s0 as to instruct the President to give notice of a desire 
on the part of the United States to terminate these treaties, be- 
cause no such desire exists and the announcement of the purpose 
of the committee has been received with profound regret by the 
people of Minnesota, and I may add by all who have an intelli- 
gent appreciation of the efforts that have been made and the 
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methods which must be used to extend our commerce with for- 
foreign countries. 

I may be pardoned for again referring to the debate upon this 
question in the House of Representatives. Mr.CoomMBs,a Demo- 
cratic Representative from New York, is a merchant who has 
been engaged for many years in trade with the West Indies and 
South America, and I am informed that the house of which he 
is the senior partner is the largest exporter of general merchan- 
dise for the United States to those countries, and he therefore 
speaks from practical experience and personal knowledge. 


OPINION OF A DEMOCRATIC MERCHANT 


Referring to the proposed repeal of what is known as the 
reciprocity section, Mr. COOMBS said: 

I do not believe in letting go these arrangements or in releasing any hold 
we have upon these foreigns markets. The men who would be the most in- 

ured by the abrogation of the section of the McKinley act now proposed to 
repealed would be the farmers. Under these agreements (and I am in 
that business) the United States has been able to export the farm products 
of this market to Cuba, Puerto Rico, and the West India Islands. I do not 
believe we should take the first step to deprive our farmers of those large 
markets which they did not have before and which they will not have after 
these trade arrangements are abrogated. 

Mr. Bynum. To what extent have our farmers got there? 

Mr. Coomss. They have got there with their flour under thestrength of these 
trade arrangements; the duties on that article have been removed. Fiour 
is now taken from the United States which was previously taken from 
Spain. Every western miller and every western farmer is interested that 
the advantages we now enjoy shall not be ruthlessly torn from us. [Ap 
plause.} Ispeak of whatI know. But let us keep hold of our present ad- 
vantages in the interest of our farmers, our producers, and our manufac- 
turers, just as long as we can and let the first movement for a change come 
from them. We make a new law as far as the admission of their materials 
free is concerned. 

Undoubtedly they will admit it, but do not let us be the first ones to give 
away the interests of the farmer, which are affected more by this than any 
others. Let them do the abrogating, and do not let us do it. 


A DECIDED DIFFERENCE OF OPINION IN THE COMMITTEE. 


But, Mr. President, if we are to accept newspaper reports, 
there has been a decided difference of opinion among the mem- 
bers of the subcommittee who framed this bill as to its exact 
meaning and intention with regard to the reciprocity arrange- 
ments. 

T tind in the newspapers of Germany a cablegram from Herr 
Rudolf Cronau,a distinguished writer who was sent to the United 
States by the Cologne Gazette—perhaps the most prominent 
and influential journal in the German Empire, and the mouth- 
piece of the Government—announcing that he had been personally 
assured by Mr. VEST, a Senator from Missouri and a member 
of the Finance Committee, that the commercial arrangemeni 
between the United States and the German Empire would not 
be affected by the passage of this bill, but that German sugar 
would continue to be admitted free into the ports of the United 
States regardless of the restoration of the duty upon similar 
products from other countries. 

I should like to ask my friend from Missouri if he gave Mr. 
C onau any such assurances, or by what mace | this announce- 
ment was cabled? This news has been spread all over Germany, 
and the peculiar relation of the Senator from Missouri to this 
bill has caused his statements to be received as the voice of an 
oracle; and it may be said that theGerman Empire and the Ger- 
man people are not accustomed to the publication of reckless: nd 
careless announcements concerning official matters by their 
public men. 

I see in the Washington Post a corroboration of the cable- 
gram of Mr. Cronau, and the mention of his name as the person 
to whom the Senator from Missouri made thisstatement. [also 
find a very interesting and intelligent dispatch from Washing- 
ton in the Chicago Record of the same date, March 21, which 
includes also an interview with the chairman of the Finance 
Committee on the same subject: 


RECIPROCITY IS SAFE--NEGOTIATIONS NOT DISTURBED—SENATOR VEST 
SAYS EXISTING COMMERCIAL AGREEMENTS WILL NOT BE AFFECTED BY 
THE TARIFF BILL, 


{Special to the Chicago Record. ]} 


WASHINGTON, D. C., March 12. 
Senator Vest said this afternoon that the tariff bill as reported from the 
Committee on Finance did not re: or abrogate any of the tp roe ar- 
rangements that were negotiated between the United States and foreign na 
tions under section 8 of the act of 1890. known as the reciprocity section. 
This was in answer to an inquiry made by Mr. Rudolph Cronau, the corre- 


spondent of the Cologae Gazette, Who was sent from Germany to Waehing- 
ton by that paper to watch tariff 1 cularly that which direct 
affects the interests of the German Empire. A was ted with 
Germany under the reciprocity section, in which it was agreed to admit 
German beet-root s free into this country provided she removed the 
embargo from 


meats and reduced her rates other - 
ty there has been 4 


corn from th Neng yer men fe ty a) 000 to $7,000,; 
trom #116064 to 8,700,984, wheat from to 87. Sue, fertilisers _ 
784 to $1,493,445, ofl cake from $1,182,041 to 82,328, and other articles in 
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a corresponding degree, while the imports of beet-root sugar from Germany 
increased from 173,510,790 to 325,503,840 pounds. 

Mr. VEsT explained further that it was the intention of the bill to repeal 
the reciprocity clause of the McKinley law for the purpose of depriving the 
President of the poe to negotiate any further treaties under it, but it was 
not intended or desired to disturb those that had already been negotiated 
and were now in force. He alluded particularly to the commercial agree- 
ments with Spain and with Germany, and said that they would bein no way 
affected by the bill. The retaliatory measures that had been directed at 
Haiti, Venezuela, and Colombia would, however, be revoked by the bill, and 
tho e nations placed upon thesame footing as others. 

Mr. VOORHEES concurred in the views of Mr. Vest as tothe understanding 
and purpose of the committee and the interpretation of the bill. Section 106 
of the bill, as reported from the Senate committee, which was section 89 in 
the House bill, repeals section 111, which contains the reciprocity provision 
of the McKinley law, but it explicity provides that “the repeal of existing 
laws or the modification thereof emoraced in this act shall not affect any act 
done or any right accruing or accrued before the said repeal,’’etc. ‘‘ But all 
rights and liabilities under said laws shall continue and may be enforced in 
the same manner as if said repeal or modifications had not been made.” 

Mr. VOORHEES said he did not see how language could be any plainer. It 
was manifestly the intention of the committee, by recommending the repeal 
of section 3, to prevent the negotiation of any more treaties, but it had ex- 

ressly provided that those which had already been negotiated should not 

affectedin any way. If it had been the intention or desire to abrogate or 
revoke the reciprocity arrangements with Germany, Spain, Brazil, and 
other countries the bill would contain a section instructing the Presi- 
dent to terminate them, as was the case with the Hawaiian treaty. Mr. 
VOORHEES, then turning over the pages of the bill, called attention to sec- 
tion 105, which was inserted in the House bill by the Finance Committee. 
This provides that ‘“‘the President shall, yy oe A upon the passage of 
this act, give notice to the Government of the Hawaiian Islands that the 
United States intends to terminate the treaty of June 3, 1875,"’ etc. 

“If we intended to terminate the German and Cuban treaties,’’said Mr. 
yossqem, “we should have added a similar section to the bill referring to 
them.” 

“Then we are to understand that German and Cuban sugar will continue 
to come in free after the passage of this act until the reciprocity arrange- 
ments are terminated by the President?”’ 

“That aor understanding,” replied Senator VOORHEES. “Is notit yours, 
Evans?" said he, turning to Mr. Evans, the tariff expert from the Treasury 
who has been assisting the committee. 

“Yes,” replied Mr. Evans, ‘this bill will in no way affect the operation of 
the pending reciprocity arrangements.”’ 


This information is confirmed by the Washington correspond- 
ent of the New York Journal of Commerceand Commercial! Bul- 
letin, on the following day, who appears to have been startled 
at the utterances of the two members of the Finance Committee 
on this subject, but secured from the Senator from Indiana a 
confirmation of the statement. He casts some reflections upon 
the intelligence of the committee, which I regret to see: 


A BLUNDER IN SUGAR DUTIES—SENATE AMENDMENTS DO NOT ABROGATE 
THE RECIPROCITY TREATIES—THE PROPOSED DUTIES, THEREFORE, ARE 
OF LITTLE IMPORTANCE, AS UNDER THE FOREGOING INTERPRETATION 8 
PER CENT OF RAW SUGAR WILL CONTINUE TO COME IN FREE—RECIPROCITY 
PROVISIONS OF THE HOUSE BILL. 


{From our own correspondent. } 
WASHINGTON, March 13, 


A colossal blunder has been discovered in the new tariff as amended by the 
Senate inregard to sugar. Those who supposed that a duty of | cent per 
und had been imposed-by the Senate amendments on raw sugar imported 
nto the United States, with a graduated scale — 1.4 cents per pound on 
retined sugar. weré somewhat startled this morning to read interviews with 
Senator VOORHEES and Senator VEST declaring that the Senate amendments 
did not abrogate the ances arrangements under the old Moy tome A law. 
The bill as it passed the House provided that the third section of the MeKin- 
ley law should be repealed, ‘* but the repeal of existing laws or modifications 
thereof embraced in this act shall not afect any act done or any right aceru- 
ing or accrued, or any suit or proceed had or commenced in any civil 
cause before the said repealor modifications, but all rights and liabilities 
under said laws shail continue and may be enforced in the same manner as 
if said repeal or modifications had not been made.’ 

Senator Vest fell back upon this qualifying clause as leaving in force all 
the reciprocity arrangements made under the McKinley law, and as going 
no further than prohibiting the making of additional arrangements of the 
same sort. 

Senator VOORHEES this morning concurred with this view so far as to say 
tha. the reciprocity arrangements would not be abrogated except by notice 
on the of the United states, When asked if he was aware that sugar 
from va, from Germany, and from Brazil would continue to enter the 
United Sta es free of duty under this view of the case, he refused to continue 
the discussion. ' 

Thesuggestion that the Supreme Court had declared legislation paramount 
to treaties was met by the reply: “‘ You must go to the Supreme Court then 
for your information.” 

The effect of this view, that the treaties are not abrogated by the tariff bill, 
is to make the sugar duty of very little account. he imports of sugarinto 
the United States during the fisal year 1893 reached a value of $102, 108,587; 
Cuba sent to this country 860,637,631 of this amount; Porto Rico, $3,227,522; 
Germany, 89.475,615; Brazil, $2,054,201, and the British West Indies, $9,487,434. 
Ali these coun have ty arrangements with the United States 
and if these arrangements continue in force and their s remains free of 
duty, the amount subject to duty under the tariff bill be about 15 per 


cent of the gross oo 
Another singular feature of the bill is that the Hawaiian treaty, which 
was formally ratitied by the Senate, is singled out for ab tion by the 
Senate bill. Tnis fact is cited by the Senators as f that the other recie 
procity ts are not abrogated, but. on the other hand, it seems re- 
markable that s should be made dutiable from the Hawaiian Islands 
while it tomains from Cuba, Germany, and Brazil. The suspicion pre- 
vails in some quarters that the Senators who make these statements do not 
know the real effects of the bill themselves, and were not aware when they 
blished their interviews that their t as to the validity of the rec- 


argumen' 
procity arrangements would make a farce of the sugar duty. 


I find on the same date, Mr. President,a telegram to the New 
York Tribune on the same subject, equally interesting and im- 
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portant, as it contains a confirmation of the statement that Sen- 
ators VOORHEES and VEST were of the opinion that the passage 
of this bill would not disturb existing treaties: 


RECIPROCITY AND SUGAR—RESULT OF THE NEW TARIFF BILL IF THE TREA- 
TIES STAND—IMPORTED SUGAR WILL FIX THE PRICE OF DOMESTIC, THE 
SUGAR TRUST WILL HAVE ADDITIONAL PROTECTION, THE AMERICAN PRO- 
DUCERS WILL BE RUINED, AND THE REVENUE WILL FALL SHORT OF ESTI- 
MATES—QUEER TREATMENT OF HAWAII. 


[By telegraph to the Tribune.]} 


WASHINGTON, March 13. 

Everybody who is familiar with the reciprocity agreements between the 
United States and other countries and with the geographical distribution 
of sugar production throughout the world, and who hada also been informed 
that the majortiy of the Senate Committee on Finance estimated that the 
amount of revenue to be derived from the duty on sugar under the pending 
bill would exceed $45,000,000 a year, was amazed when he readin the Tribune 
and several other newspapers to-day that Chairman VOORHEES and Sena- 
tor VEST agreed in the statement that it was not the design of that commit- 
tee to disturb or abrogate existing reciprocity arrangements, but simply 
to deprive the President of the authority to make any new arrangements 
with other foreign countries. 

Chairman VOORHEES, according to the published statement, also declared 
that the bill could not be fairly construed as abrogating ey'sting reciprocity 


sqpeunense (except in the case of Hawaii), and called att-ution to sections 
* 105 an 


a 106 in support of his declaration. When his attention was again 
called to the matter to-day, and he wasasked if the statement published this 
morning was correct, Mr. VOORHEES replied in the affirmative. 

if the design of the majority of the Finance Committee is, and if the effect 
of the bill if enacted will be, such as Chairman VOORHEES and Mr. VEsT as- 
sert, certain consequences will naturally and inevitably follow. In the first 
place, all sugars below No. 16 Dutch standard of color produced in countries 
with which the United States has entered into reciprocity arrangements will 
continue to be admitted free of duty. That means that er centof all the 
raw material of the sugar refiners of the United States will be admitted fres, 
thus fixing the price that they will be obliged to pay for the other 20 per cent 
imported, as well as the price of domestic raw sugar. 

uring the fiscal year ended June 30, 1893, the total importations into the 
United States of beet and cane sugars under No. 16 Dutch standard, 
amounted to 3,733,040,266 pounds, of which 3,296,706,423 pounds were cane 
sugar and 436,333,843 beet sugar. Of the total amount imported 2,973,854,622 
unds, or about 80 = cent, were produced in countries with which the 
nited States has reciprocity agreements. : 

Ofthe total amountof beet sugar (below No. 16 Dutch standard) imported 
34,223,342 pounds came from Austria-Hungary and 325,503,840 pounds from 
Germany; and of the total amount of ‘‘cane and other sugars”’ imported, 
15,836 pounds were pronuens inand imported from Guatemala, 218,450 pounds 
from Salvador, 332,967,481 pounds from the British West Indies, 64,035,840 

unds from San Domingo, 1,843 651,095 pounds from Cuba, 99,578,182 pounds 

om Puerto Rico, 114,598,997 pounds from Brazil, and 159,061,559 pounds from 

=e Guiana. With all of these countries reciprocity agreements are in 
lorce. 

In the same year the importations of sugar under No. 16 Dutch standard 
from Hawaii, which were admicted free of duty by virtue of the reciprocity 
treaty which it is now proposed to abrogate, amounted to 288,517,929 pounds. 

In addition to these free importations there were admitted free of duty 
15,490,679 gallons of molasses, of which 15,218,480 gallons, or more than 98 per 
cent, were produced in and importedfrom the British West Indies, Cuba, 
Puerto Rico, and San Domingo. 

In the same year the total importations of su above No. 16 Dutch 
standard amounted to only 33,405,081 pounds. Of t total 32,676,000 pounds 
were dutiable at five-tenths of a cent per pound. It also follows, if the 
assertion of Chairman VOORHEES and Senator VEST be correct, that the 
rates of duty on all refined s imported under the proposed law (if any 
are so imported) will be considerably more than double the rates under the 
existing law, or from 1.1 to 1.4 cents a pound. In other words, according to 
their a of the bill, raw sugars will continue to be admitted 
of duty and the sugar trust will gain an additional protection (which sugar 
consumers will be forced to pay) of six-tenths to nine-tenths of a cent a 
pound. This will, indeed, truly be “as ering blow to the s trust.”’ 

The cane and beet sugar producers of the country declare with one voice 
that these industries be seriously injured, if not speedily ruined, if the 
rates of duty proposed the majority of the Finance Committee shall be 
adopted. Of course, if the construction now given to the bill two of its 
framers is correct, the rates of duty on sugars below No. 16 Dutch standard, 
no matter what may be their saccharine strength, will not be operative, and 
the sugar industries of the United States, deprived of the benefit of either a 
bounty or an adequate duty, will bedestroyed. Thatis the prospect which 
the sugar- ucers of the South and West now face. 

But Ww it is proposed to continue to admit free of duty the raw sugars 
of Austria-Hungary, Germany, the British and S h West Indies, British 
Guiana, Brazil, San Domingo, Guatemala, and vador, it is also proposed 
to abrogate the Hawatiah reciprocity treaty and compel the sugar of Hawaii, 
most of which is produced by American citizens and American energy and 
capital, and the production of which is the chief industry of that country, 
to pay aduty. Itisalso proposed toimposea duty of 20 per cent ad valorem 
on baranas and pineapples, the uction of which has become an indus- 
try of some importance in Hawaii, and promises to increase in tude. 

As Senator Lodge said in conversation with a Tribune corres ent to- 
tay: “The bill discriminates most harshly and unjustly it Hawaii 

Hawaiian products. Itis hard for anybody to conceive what should 
have impelled the framers of the bill to do this thing, in view of the close 
commercial and political relations between the United States and that coun- 

, and the at probability, amounting to a moral certainty, that those 
re become even more intimate at no distant day.”’ 

Again as torevenue. If the bill should becomealawin its present form, 
so far as su is concerned, and the law should be construed as the billis con- 
strued by Chairman VOORHEES and Senator VEST, the duties on sugar and 
molasses would yield at the most only one-fifth as much revenue as the ma- 
jority of the Finance Committee estimates, and in all probability the amount 
would be even less than that. 


But, on the following day, March 14, I find in the newspapers 
an interview with the Senator from Missouri on this subject 
which appears to have been furnished to the press associations, 
and from its phraseol one would judge it were written in the 
same room where this bill was pre , after conference with 
the representatives of the sugar interes{ and reflection. 


HAVE NO USE FOR BLAINE’S PLAN—THE ROCIPROCITY TREATIES NULLIFIED 
BY THE WILSON BILL. 


The question having arisen as to the effect the Wilson bill, as amended by 
the Senate Committee on Finance, would have upon the reciprocity treaties 
negotiated by the President under the McKinley act, Senator Vest, of the 
Democratic majority of the Finance Committee, was asked for his views on 
the subject. He said: 

“ The pending tariff bill does away With the whole system of reciprocity as 
created by the McKinley act, but it does not attempt to rescind any treaties 
made with foreign countries as authorized by the Constitution. While Con- 
gress has the unguestionabdle right to rescind a treaty it could only do so in 
expressterms. The commercial arrangements made by President Harrison 
haben Ray = countries are necessarily nulliied by the provisions of the 
pending ; 

‘The unavoidable defect of the proposed legislation will be to so abso- 
lutely do away with the whole system of reciprocity as created by the Mc- 
Kinley act, including the power of the President to retaliate by putting @ 
duty upon the exports from foreign countries which refuse to admit our ex- 
ports into that country free of duty.”’ 

Senator VEst said further that he understood that the effect of the bill 
would be to nullify the agreement made with Germany, Brazil, and Spain 
whereby sugar is admitted free from those countries and their dependencies. 


HOW THE RECIPROCITY ARRANGEMENTS MAY BE TERMINATED, 


Mr. President, it seems to me that this uncertainty and doubt 
in the minds of the committee as to the effect of this legislation 
was entirely unnecessary and inexplicable. The President of 
the United States on the 27th of June, 1892, submitted to the Sen- 
ate, in answer to aresolution of inquiry, what is known to the in- 
dex of the Senate folding room as Senate Executive Document 
No. 119, Fifty-second Congress, first session, which contains copies 
of all the commercial agreements that were negotiated under 
authority of section 3 of the tariff act of 1890, and a statement 
of the results that had accrued from those arrangements to that 
date. I find by examination of these treaties that all but three 
contain upon their face the method by which they may be prop- 
erly terminated. 

It appears, on page 
closes— 

With the understanding that the commercial arrangements thus put in 
operation shall remain in force so long as neither government shall defi- 
nitely, at least three months in advance, inform the other of its intention 
and decision to consider it at an end at the expiration of the time indicated: 
provided, however, that the termination of the commercial arrangement 
shall begin to take effect either on the Ist day of January or on the Ist day 
of July. 

The next arrangement in order is that with Spain for Cuba 
and Puerto Rico, in which it is stated that— 


This commercial arrangement, put in operation under the clause above 
stated, shal) remain in force so long as it shall not be modified by the mutual 
agreement of the executive power of the two countries, always reserviug the 
respective right of the Cortes of Spain and of the Congress of the United 
States to modify or repeal it whenever they think proper. 


> 


=) 


that the negotiations with Brazil 


The next arrangement was with San Domingo, which was ne- 
gotiated with the understanding that the commercial arrange- 
ment, when it shall have been promulgated, shall remain in 
force so long as it shall not be modified by the legislation of 
either government or by mutual agreement as to the executive 
power of the two countries. : ; fad 

The provision for terminating the treaties with the Lritish 
colonies is found on page 87, and reads as-follows: 

It will be understood that the arrangement shall remain in force so long 
as it shall not be modified by the mutual agreement of the executive power 
of the two governments or by the legislative action of the Government of the 
United States, or the said coionies with the approval ofthe British Govern- 
ment. 

The arrangement with Salvador, as given on page 93, provides 
that— 


The Government of the United States may terminate the provisional ar- 
rangement proposed by you upon thirty days’ notice to the Government of 
Salvador. 


The arrangement with Nicaragua (see page 96) provides that— 


Such treaty shall remain in force until the lawmaking power of either of 
the two countries decides otherwise. or until it is abrogated by the mutual 
consent of both governments. 


The arrangement with Guatemala provides that— 


It will be the understanding that it shall remain in force until it is modl- 
fied or abrogated by the legislative action of either government, or by mu- 
tual agreement between the executives of the two countries. 


The arrangement with Honduras provides that— 


The Government of the United States may terminate the provisional ar- 
rangements now under consideration by giving the Government of Hondu- 
ras thirty days’ notice in advance. 

I do not find, Mr. President, in the papers relating to the com- 
mercial arrangement between the United States and the Ger- 
man Empire any formal provision for its termination. Nor can 
I find any provision in the similar agreement with Austria- 
Hungary. ButI may suggest that it is a universal law of na- 
tions thatsuch agreements and treaties can be terminated at any 
time by either party upon giving due notice to the other. 
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& DISCOURTESY THAT WILL BE RESENTED. 


You will find, Mr. President, that the abrogation of these ar- 
rangements will be the most unpopular piece of legislation this 
Congress has enacted or will enact, and that it will be resented 
by the citizens of the southern republics and colonies as well as 
by the people of the United States. 

Those governments expect to be treated with ordinary cour- 
tesy. They expect that the etiquette that prevails among na- 
tions will be observed in all our relations with them. They have 
regarded the United States as the mother of republies. They 
have looked to her forexampleand precept. They havemodeled 
their institutions upon our own. They ave copied our Consti- 
lution and our form of government, and they have [endeavored 
to follow in the path we have laid ever since they achieved 
their independence from the Crown of Spain. It is not prob- 
able, Mr. President, that any of those little republics will show 
forcible resentment, but even if they were able to do so the dif- 
ference in population, in military strength, in wealth, and in 
area between them and the United States should make us the 
more generous and the more serupulous in observing all of the 
obligations we have incurred. 

I have received information, Mr. President, by means which 
Iam not permitted to describe, that the governments of the 
other American republics regard the: pro d action of Con- 
gress on this subject as an unwarranted and inexcusable exhibi- 
tion of selfish indifference to their friendship and their welfare, 
and the passage of this act will go very far to destroy all the 
good effects that have followed the endeavors of this Govern- 
ment to promote closer social and commercial relations with 
them. They can not resent this as an insult, but warn this 
committee that they will enter a solemn protest against what 
they consider a breach of faith on the part of the United States. 

We sought these arrangements; they were made at our re- 
quest and in pursuance of legislation which was under diseus- 
sion in Congress and in the public prints for several months. 
They entered into them with the expectation that they would 
be permanent, and they discarded existing commercial relations 
with the European countries upon the implied assurance that 
the new reiations they were entering upon with the United 
States would continue for years. There were protests entered 
by the diplomatic representatives of European nations, but they 
were ignored and the arrangements were consummated with an 
abiding faith that the United States would regard them as 
sacred. Now, Mr. President, we propose to show these people 
that they were but the footballs of our political jealousy, to be 
kicked about here and there, to be taken up and d ac- 
cording to the whims and caprice of a political majority in Con- 

ress, and the attitude in which this Government now stands 
aot the world is, in this respect, neither flattering nor just 
to itself. 

We have been engaged since 1884 in endeavoring to extend 
our foreign trade. The product of the industry and the genius 
of our people have so far outstripped the requirements for home 
consumption that we will be compelled to seek new markets for 
the surplus or c!ose our factories and let a portion cf our har- 
vests rot upon the ground. 

The price of our wheat and corn, and in fact of all the agri- 
cultural products of the Northwest, are lower to-day than they 
have over been, and the same is true of nearly every line of me- 
chanical merchandise. This condition is largely the result of 
overproduction, and our hands and tools and machinery must 
lie idle or we must find purchasers for the results of their labor. 


THE NBCESSITY OF FOREIGN MARKETS. 


The necessity of extending our foreign markets for manufac- 
tured goods could not be more forcibly demonstrated than by 
the reports that have just been issued from the Census Office. 
These show an enormous increase in the number of manufactur- 
ing establishments, from 253,852 in 1880 to 355,401 in 1890, and 
the amount of capital empleyed from $2,709,272,606 in 1880 to 
$6,524,475,305 in 1890, and in the amount of wages paid from 
$947,953,765 in 1880 to $2,282,823,265 in 1890. The value of the 
products at the same time has increased from $5,369,579,491 in 
1880 to 89,370,107,624 in 1890. 

In my own State, asin all of the other of the newer States of 
the Northwest, there has been an enormous increase during the 
last decade. The number of manufacturing establishments in 
Minnesota, according to the census of 1890, was 7,505, with acapi- 
tai of $127,686,618, with plants valued at $65,377,472, employing 
an average of 79,629 hands, and paying average wages of $38,189, - 


239. Thecost of the materials used each year by these factories- 


was $118,481,941, and the value of their product was reported to 


be $192,033,478. 

In the flouring interest, which is the most important 
inmy State, the recent report from the Census Office on manufac- 
tures shows that there are in the United States 18,470 estab- 
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lishments, with a or of $203,473,500; with plants and ma- 

valued at $136,539,851, with 63,481 people employed, to 
whom are paid annually the sum of $27,035,742 in wages. The 
cost of the material used—that is, the amount of wheat ground 
annually by these establishments—was in 1890 $434,152,290, and 
the value of their product was $513,971,474. 

The lumber interest, which stands next inthe State I have the 
honor in part to represent, has 21,011 establishments, with an 
aggregate capital of $496,339,968, with plants and machinery 
worth $294,325,388; employing an average of 286,197 mon, who 
receive an average of $87,784,433 as wages. They consume ma- 
terials to the value of $231 ,555,618, and the annual value of their 
product. in 1890 was 3403,667,575. The number of planing mills 
and factories for making sash, doors, and blinds in 1890 was3,670, 
with an aggregate capital of $120,271,440, with plants and ma- 
chinery valued at 952,327,364, employing 85,880 men in 180, 
who were paid the sum of $18,970,080 in wages. The materials 
consumed them was valued at. $104,926,834, and the value of 
their product was $183,681 ,552. 

The most convenientand encouraging markets, for both our 
agricultural and mechanical merchandise, are those offered by 
the Latin American Republics and colonies, whose po ulation 
of 50,000,000 or more have been purchasing annually between 
four and five hundred millions of merchandise in Europe, and an 
average of only about one hundred millionsfrom us. The greater 
part of these imports could be furnished by our own farmers and 
manufacturers at prices as low as those obtained in Europe, and 
nearly all our pete are acknowledged to surpass in quality 
those of any nation in the world. 

WE CAN COMPETE WITH ANY NATION 1N THB WORLD. 


As there has been doubt raised upon this question I may again 
eall upon Representative Coomss of New York, who in are- 
eently ——— interview with the Washington correspondent 
of the Chicago Record, says: 

[Special to the Chicago Record.]} 
WASHINGTON, D. C., January 19. 


The one question that is always coming up in the debate on the tariff bill 
is whether the manufactures of the Uni States are able to compete in 
prices in foreign markets with the manufactures of England, France, Ger- 
many, and Belgium and other European couutries, and itis constantly as- 
ser on one or the other that. it is impossible for them to do so be- 
cause of the excessive cost of producing and the higher price of labor in the 
United States. But those who have been talking are merely theorists. No 
man has as yet discussed the question on the floor of the House who has 
ever had any experience or pe knowledge of the facts. 

Representative CoomsBs, of Brooklyn, whose novel plan for a permanent 
tariff was described in these dispatches the other day, might give some ac- 
curate information, as the house of which he is the senior partner has been 
engaged for more than twenty-four years in selling goods in all the foreign 
markets of the world. While they may not do as largea volumeof business 
as. some other exporters, it.is doubtless true that they sell a larger amount 
of miscellaneous manufactured merchandise in more foreign countries than 

other house in the United States. 
asked Mr. COOMBS to-day what his ence had been in this particu- 
lar; how the American manufacturer stands in foreign markets as to the 
a prem uality of his. goods, especially in the markets of South and Cen- 
tral 

“Taking all classes of agricultural implements,’’ said Mr. Coomss, 
‘* housekeeping . furniture, age medicines, paper and station- 
ery, leather g 8, trunks, all kinds of cotton goods (except prints and per- 
cales), table cu , glassware, lamps, ricultural and mechanical tools, 
mach of allk and nearly overy we produce for export, we can 
seli these just as cheap as the Huropeans can, in many cases even cheaper, 
and make afair profit. We have a very large market for carriages and 
wheeled vehicles of all kinds, barbed wire, and binding twine. Our 
house sold 500 tons of binding twine in the Argentine Republic last year.”’ 

“ How about thesuperiority of the American goods?” 

* American are undoubtedly superior and are recognized assuch all 
through South America, and to such anextent that the Germans particu- 
larly, and the to a. certain extent, have been forced to imitate them 
in pattern and fabrics, and in years gone by even forged our trade-marks. 
Thelatter, however, has been practically stopped by recent treaties, under 
which we have been able to prosecute manufacturers for infringement in 
those coun’ . 

“Tsthere any class of goods that you think itimpossible to compete with?” 

“Woolen goods. We can compete with themin ordinary dress silks, but 
notin styles. Wedonoto styles in this country. Forinstance, the 
French manufacturer will show a certain style of silk to a merchant in New 


Yor’ Arnold, Constable & Co., who will buy in a variety of colors, and 
no o will be permitted to see that particular style untilitis opened 
and for sale on the counters of the purchasing firm. The moment 


itis on sale agents of American manufacturers of silk will buy a dress 
pattern, and commence imitating it. Silk that retails for f 
and 8a yard one season will be imitated inas good a fabric and sold th 
next season at $225 and $2.50 wholesale. So that a large part of the tariff 
that is levied on silks isa tariff on taste. same is true of high-grade 
muslins, which are imitated in Manchester and this country. The French 
originate styles; they have the d Some of our manufacturers have 
ments in Europe to obtain styles in advance. I have heard 
of 0 t that. spent $16,000 in one year to get styles in advance. 
“Tt has been asserted that American prints or calicoes can not be sold in 
competition with those from Manchester; that is untrue. Wecan always 
sell ican prints when we can get them in suitable styles and colors. 
Mexico, V' Brazil, and the Argentine Republic are large — in 
this line of goods. Our manufacturers will get up their styles for the sea- 
son, manufacture from 10,000 to 20,000, send sample cards out, and rush them 
off. What the wholesale trade does not take at once will be sent to a house 
like Clafiin’s, who will take the balance. By the time the orders come back 
from Latin America for those prints the stock is all gone, and this -is the 
cause of our failure to-extend the sales of } te 
“The English manufacturer pursues a different course. He sends trav- 
elers to South America with samples of his styles before he manufactures 
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them. Each patterm hasa variety of colors. He wilt take his, orders for a 


number of cases or bales, which will be manufactured in exactly the colors 
wanied, and putin cases according to the assortments desired. This the 
manufacturer and wholesale merchants in this country refuse todo. The 
American print manufacturer as-soon as he gets through with his season's 
supply will turn off his rollers and make no prints of that style; but the 
Eng!ish manufacturer keeps his rollers of all stamped styles, and will man- 
ufacture any Cesign of prints as long as there is a demand for them. 
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“I will give you a sample of hows New York commission merchant at 


tempting to do business with Mexico in prints under these unfavorableconm 
ditions has to suffer. There Was one house that purchased in advance 
$800,000 Worth of American prints inorder to insure their ability to All their 
orders. They have, after selling their $800,000 worth of prints, maybe 3200,- 
000 worth of unsalable colors on hand, which must be soid in the New York 
market ata great loss. There are certain colors that will notsellin Latin 
America. ‘The Mexican merchant knows what his people want, but our man- 
ufacturer does not seem to give this fact any consideration. tie has had 
enough customers in the United States and dees not care avout foreign 
markets. 

“There is scarcely ever a difference of more than one-eighth of acenth 
ard between the prices of Manchester and New York prints, ana this dif- 
erence is as often in favor of New York as of Manchester. Our people, with 

a wonderful thickheadedness, insist upon imposing upon foreign markets 
our own idea of styles and quality. It has been so with agricultural imple- 
ments, with tools, etc., the styles of which we never would vary to suit the 
tastes of these markets. We have really forced the market to accept what 
we offer instead of furnishing what the people want. 

“We can not compete in the Latin-American markets in hosiery or rib- 
bons, gloves or laces, etc., but we do compete with France in high grades of 
perfumery. We can not touch the fine grades of pocketknives. Wherever 
our people will make shoes of the styles desired by a ready market awaits 
them. ‘They generally insist, however, upon making and selling the South 
American people shoes made for‘us in this latitude, whereas they want 
something for the tropical zone; but, as I say, wherever we have furnished 
the styles desired in those markets we have never failed in getting good 
orders. Wecan compete with any country in nearly everything we manu- 
facture in woolen goods except 

“Our manufacturers of woolen goods have already been working under 
wrong conditions. Flor instance, they have never been able to get good as 
sortments of wool without paying enormous prices for them. Our tariff 
has always been the very highest on the lowest grades of woolen goods, and 
has stimulated the production of that quality of goods, while the higher 
grade has been neglected. The tariffis high on low grades and low on high 
grades. Therearoe about three factories in the United States that make woolen 
goods really fit to compete with high grades from England. Our house is 
also a very large exporter to the colonies in Africa. The assortment sent 
there is not as large as that sent to some other markets, but it includes a 

_ oe ot goods, and we readily compete with similar articles from 
england. 

“The assortment that goes to the Argentine Republic is infinite. This is 
because the climate there is similar to ours, and in Chile, where the same 
climatic conditions exist, there is a. demand for the same class of goods we 
make and use in this country. The sameis trueto a certain extent with 
regard to Venezuela. An order from a merchant in that country seems to 
have just as great variety asan order from a merchant fn the interior of 
the United States. Thereisno cutting at all and the order will cover five 
hundred or six hundred items. This is also true of orders from Mexico, 
where the merchants have been every year withdrawing one class of orders 
after another from Germany and placing it with our merchants, because 
our goods are superior, and wherever they are known they find aready mar- 
ket. We furnish the world with wrought-iron pipes and fittings, a very 
large percentage of the total cost of which is for raw material. Our last 
comparison of iron pipes and fittings with England showed that we are 23 
per cent lower on assortment of sizes.”’ 

‘* How can our foreign trade be promoted?”’ 

‘The same as any other trade ispromoted. Give usfacilitiesfor getting the 
goods and credits. England and Germany have comparatively small home 
markets for their manufactured products, and have for generations been 
building up a foreign business, in which their consuls have very largely 
helped them. Their banking system has also been of great assistance. It 
is possible for a merchant in Birmingham, for instance, who has £20,000 of 
capital, to go to a banker, show his capital, and say: 

1 want credit for £100,000, using my £20,000 as margin. I propose to sell 
goods inthe Argentine Republic to the extent of £100,000. I will draw drafts 
through you upon my customers; I want you to cash the drafts for me and 
credit the collections to my account.’ 

‘‘He will pay about 3 or 4 per cent interest, whatever the rate may be at 
the Bank of England. He will then sell his goods to the merchants in 
Buenos Ayres or Montevideo at six or nine months’ credit at 6 per cent 
interest, drawing upon them through this banker. All their remittances 
are made to him. Should the banker become tired of the transaction the 
merchant goes to another bank, maybe just across the street, who will take 
the account. It is by this means that the banking system of England helps 
merchants and manufacturers in making markets for thelr merchandise 
We, of course, have no such system in this country. The closest approach 
we have to it is that we can ship to our customers in Montevideoor Buenos 
Ayres or Rio, and convert our invoice into sterling, draw at 60 or 90 days’ 
sight in sterling, and send the drafts to a London bank for collection. 

“The London bank, if they know us well, will allow us to draw upon them 
at sightafter they get the draft into their hands. They willcharge us about 
one-half per cent, and 5 per cent interest, and for stamps, etc. [tis not 
every manufacturer or commission house, however, that has credit enough 
te warrant such transactions, and when a house is established with sufficient 
credit to conduct its business in this manner, the credit becomes a part cf 
its capital. Although laboring under this disadvantage, we have been 
able to make a serious impression upon those markets, and if instead of giv- 
ing them from six to nine months’ credit, we can under the best circum- 
stances give them sixty or ninety days’ credit, or make them supply us with 
bankers’ credits with which to pay for the goods, it shows that we can cer- 
monly sell our goods cheaper than the English can, or they would not come 
‘or them.” 


ORIGIN OF THE RECIPROCITY POLICY. 


In the study of different methods suggested for the promotion 
of our commerce with the Southern countries, the recent Inter- 
national American Conference, composed of delegates from eight- 
een of the nineteen independent nations of the hemisphere, re- 
commended as the best and most practical, the negotiations of 
reciprocity treaties ‘‘ upon such a basis as would be acceptable 
in each case, taking into consideration the special situations, 
conditions, and interests of each country, and with a view to pro- 
mote their common welfare.” And it wa¢the unanimous judg- 
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ment of the delegates that our exports to these countries and to 
the other republics could be increased to a great degree by the 
negotiation of such treaties as recommended by the conference, 
and, as Mr. Blaine remarked in submitting this recommendation 
to Congress: 











Tho practical everyday experience of our merchants engaged in the trade 
demonstrated beyond a question thatin all classes of merchandise which 
ve have long and successfully proiuced for export, they are able to compete 
with their European rivals in quality and in price; and the reiter state 
ment that our Latin-American neighbors do not buy of us bes e we do 
not buy of them, or because we tax their products, have been annually con 
tradicted by the statisties of our commerce for a quarter of a century 

The conference believed that while profit would come to all 
the countries if reciprocity treaties should be adopted, the 
United States would be by far the greatest gainer. The in 





creased exports would be drawn alike from our farms, our 
tories, and our forests. None of the Latin-American coun 

roduce building lumber, the most of them are dependent upon 
oreign markets for their breadstuffs and provisions, and in few 
is there any opportunity or inclination for mechanical industry. 

To escape the deiay ana uncertainty of treaties, it was sug 
gested by Mr. Blaine that a practicable and prompt mode o! 
testing the question was to submitan amendment tothe then 
pending tariif bill authorizing the President to declare the 
ports oi the United States free to all the products of any nation of 
the American hemisphere upon which no export duties are im 
posed, whenever and so long as such nation shall admit to its 
ports freeof all national, provincial (State), municipal, and other 
taxes, our flour, cornmeal, and other breadstuffs, preserved 
meats, fish, vegetables, and fruits, cottonseed oil, rice, and other 
provisions, including all articles of food, lumber, furniture, and 
other articles of wood, agricultural implements and machinery, 
mining and mechanical machinery, structural stee! and iron, 
steel rails, locomotives, railway cars and supplies, street cars, 
and refined petroleum. 

[t will be noticed that Mr. Blaine suggested that the ports of 
this country should be free ‘‘ to all the products of any nation of 
the American hemisphere,” which includes wool, fruit, lead 
ore, and copper, two articles which he was willing to put upon 
the free list of the United States in order to secure control of 
the markets of Mexico, Chile, Uruguay, and the Argentine Re- 
public. 

Congress accepted the suggestion of the Secretary of State, 
and an amendment was attached to the then pending tariff bill, 
which was not so broad in its scope as his proposition, but pro- 
vided— 

That, with a view to secure reciprocal trade with countries producing the 
following articles, and for this purpose, on and after the Ist day of January 
1892, however, and so often as the President shall be satistied that the Gov 
ernment of any country producing and exporting sugars, molasses, coffee 
tea, and hides, raw and uncured, or of any such articles, imposing duties or 
other exactions upon the agricultural orother products of the U nited State 
which, in view of free introduction of such sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and 
hides into the United States, he may deem to be reciprocally unequal an 
unreasonabie, he shall have the power and it shall be his duty to suspend, 
by proclamation to that effect, the provisions of this act relating to the free 
introduction of sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and hides, the production of 
such country for such time as he shall deem just, and in such case and dur 
ing such suspension, duties shall be levied, collected, and paid upon sugar, 
molasses, coffee, tea. and hides, the products of or exported from such desig- 
nated country, as follows, namely: 


Then follows the schedule of duties. 
THE OBJECT OF THE RECIPROCITY POLICY 

The object of this provision, as will be seen, was to enable the 
President, by diplomatic negotiations, to secure reductions in 
the import duties imposed upon the exports of the United 
States by countries whose staple products, under the provisions 
of the McKinley law, were admitted free into our ports. It 
applied particularly to the other American Republics and colo- 
nies, and to such European nations as produced sugar forexport. 

It was intended to remove or impair the protection that had 
permitted and encouraged the marvelous development of the 
natural resources of the industries of this land. but it was be- 
lieved that, so long as the duties upon sugar and other raw prod- 
ucts were to be removed, it was only just and reasonable to in- 
vite the country from which they come tomake such equivalent 
concessions as would promote the sale of our agricultural and 
mechanical products in their markets, by enabling consumers to 
obtain them ‘at lower prices, and by encouraging our manufac- 
turers and export merchants to utilize the advantages thug se- 
cured for them. And under its authority commercial treaties 
were negotiated with Guatemala, Honduras, Salvador, Nica 
ragua, Costa Rica, Santo Demingo, Brazil, the Spanish colonies 
of Cuba and Puerto Rico, the British colonies of Jamaica, Trini- 
dad, Barbados, Guiana. and the Leeward and Windward Islands 
in America, and with Germany and Austria-Hungary in Europe. 

The treaties were very neariy uniform, and provided that in 
consideration for the free admission into the United States of 
certain raw products, such as sugar, coffee, rubber. hides, ete., 
originating in the countries named, they would admit to their 
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— certain agricultural and manufactured merchandise pro- 
uced in the United States, either entirely free from customs or 
at a rate of duty 25and in many cases 50 per cent less than those 
imposed upon similar articles from other countries; thus giving 
the producers and manufacturers of the United States an ad- 
vantage equivalent to the difference between the wages paid for 
similar labor in this and European countries. 
ARTICLES AFFECTED BY THE NEGOTIATIONS. 

Among the articles that were to be admitted free into most of 
the countries named under the treaties were wheat, flour, corn 
and corn meal, rye and rye flour, buckwheat and barley, vege- 
tables of all kinds, hay and oats, salted and pickled pork and 
bacon, preserved fish, cotton-seed oil, coal, rosin, tar, pitch and 
turpentine, all formsof agricultural implements and machinery, 
all forms of mining and mechanical tools, implements and ma- 
chinery, engines, instruments and books for the arts and sci- 
ences, all form of railway supplies, marble and other forms of 
stone, mineral medicinal waters, ice, petroleum, tallow, lumber 
and other manufactures of wood, lard, butter and cheese, and 
various other agricultural and mechanical products. 

The articles admitted at 50 per cent of the regular duties in- 
cluded glass and crystal ware, clay tiles for pavements and roofs; 
stoneware, earthenware, and porcelain; cast and wrought iron 
and steel in all forms not included in the free list; needles, pins, 
cutlery of all forms; tin plate; all articles made of copper, bronze, 
brass, nickel, and other metais; furniture of all kinds; bread, 
crackers, preserved and canned goods, sausages, stuffed meats, 
pickles, jams, jellies, all forms of rubber and gutta-percha, oil- 
cloths, tarpaulin, etc. 

Among the articles admitted at a reduction of 25 per cent 
from the regular duties were all forms of cotton goods, rope, 
cordage. twine, paints, varnishes, soaps and perfumery, medi- 
cines and drugs, candles, paper for printing, wallpaper, all 
forms of leatber goods, trunks, valises, harness and saddlery, 
watches and clocks, and carriages. 

In the arrangements with some of the countries these were 
considerably enlarged, and contained nearly every article pro- 
duced for exportin the United States. The list in detail fur- 
nishes an important and oe study, as it contains some 
articles that appeal directly to the interest of nearly ever 
farmer and mechanic in the United States. For that reason 
may be pardoned for inserting it here: 

LIST OF ARTICLES AFFECTED BY RECIPROCITY ARRANGEMENTS. 


The following is a list of articles grown or manufactured in the United 
States that are favorably affected by the reciprocity arrangements. Upon 
many of them the duties have been renioved, upon others the duty has been 
reduced. 

{Where the term “cotton or partly "' is used it signifies at least half cotton. 
Articles mentioned in this list as of rubber are to be understood as composed 
wholly or partly of rubber. Boots and shoesofall kinds are to be under- 
stood as made wholly are partly of leather except those of rubber.) 


Abaca or manila hemp. Aconite. 
Accacia wood. Aconitine and its salts. 
Acetal. Adzes. 
Acetate of alumina. Adze handles. 
Acetate of amyl. Agate ware. 
Acetate of ammonia. Agricultural implements. 
Acetate of bismuth. tural . 
Acetate of copper. ultural tools. 
Acetate of iron. jumps. 
Acetate of lead. Alabaster. 
Acetate of lime. Alabaster manufactures. 
Acetate of lithia. Alarm clocks. 
Acetate of mercury. Alarm gauges. 
Acetate of potassium. Alcohometers. 
Acetate of sodium. Alembics. 
Acetate of zinc. Alewives. 
Acetone. Alimentary substances. 
Acids: Alizarine. 
Acetic. Alkalimeters. 
Arsenic. Alkaloids and their salts, when used 
Arsenia. in medicine. 
Benzoic. of copper and common 
Boracic. Acad mannitouares ot. — 
Bromic. 
Carbolic. Almanacs, 
Citric. Almonds. 
Gallic. Aloes. 
Hydrobromic. Aloine. 
Hydrochloric. Althea. 
Hydrofiuoric. Ambulances. 
= and its salts, used in med- 
Muriatic. Ammoniac, gum. 
Nitric. Ampoules. 
Oxalic. Anacahuita. 
Phenic. Anchors. 
Phosphoric. Anchovies. 
Pyrol 7 Andirons. 
eous. 
a rfke: 
Sulphuric. olen and dyes. 
Sulphurous. Annotto. 
Tannic. Annunciators. 
Valerianic.* Anthracite. 


* When used in dies, medicines, paints, or perfumery. 
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LIST OF ARTICLES AFFECTED BY RECIPROCITY—continued. 


sae and its salts, used in medi- 
1. 

Anti 0. 

An 


Aprons, cotton, rubber, or leather. 
Sypecetus, scientific. 
es. 


ppl 

Apple butter. 

Apples, canned or dried. 

Apricots. 

Areometers. 

Arms, side and fire. 

Armor plates. 

Armchairs. 

Arnica, and preparations of. 

en used in medicine, paints, 
or dyes. 

Arsenic and salts of, used in medi- 
cine, paints, or dyes. 

Artificial leather. 

Artificial stone. 

Aseptol. 

Asafetida. 

Ashwood. 

Asparagus. 

Asphalt. 

Aspic. 

Astronomical instruments. 

Atlases. 

Atomizers. 

Atrophine. 

Attar of roses. 

Augers. 

Aurein. 

Automatic brakes. 

Awls. 


Axles, car, wagon, machinery, or car- 


Azimuths. 

Azuline. 

Babvit’s metal. 

Babon. 

Backstraps. 

Bags, cotton, or partly leather or 
rubber. 

eee boards. 


B i part ly cotton. 
Balances. 

Balconies, wood or iron. 
Bali 


ng. 

Balls, iron, brass, lead, copper, or 
other common metal, glass or por- 
celain. 

Balls, rubber or leather. 

Balmorals (shoes). 

Balsams. 


Bananas. 
Bands for machinery and other uses, 
of leather, rubber, or cotton. 

Barbed wire, iron or steel. 

Bars, iron, steel, lead, copper. zinc, 
or other common metal. 

Barége, partly cotton. 

Barks, m , tan or dye. 

Barley and barley meal. 

Barometers. 

Baroscopes. 

arouches. 

Barrels, wooden and parts. 

Barilla. 


Barrows. 
salts used in 


Betel. 

Bevels. 

Bibs. 

Bibles. 

Bicarbonates used in mediciuc. 

Bichlorates and bich!..-ides 

Bichromates used in dyes. 

Bicycles and parts. 

Bidets. 

Billiard tables and cues. 

Binders. 

Bindings, book, leather, wood, or 
cotton cloth. 

Birch, and manufactures of. 

Bird cages, wood, wire, or other 
metal. 

Biscuits. 

Bismuth and its salts. 

Bistouries. 

Bisulphates. 

Bisulphides. 

Bitartrates. 

Bits, bridle. 

Bits, brace. 

Bitters, medicinal. 

Bitumen. 

Blacking. 

Blackboards. 

Black pudding. 

Blades for instruments, tools. knives 
ete. 

Blankets, cotton or part cotton. 

Blende. 

Blocks (tackle) hatters’. 

Blooms, iron or stee:. 

Blowpipes. 

Blubber. 

Blue, dyes or paints. 

Blueing. 

Boards. 

Boats, wood or metal. 

Bobbins and reels. 

Bodkins. 

Bodies, wagon and carriage. 

Boilers and kettles. 

—_ iron, steel, copper, and its al- 
oys. 

Bombazine, partly cotton. 

Bones. 

Bonnets, cotton or part cotton. 

Books, printed or blank, bound or 
unbound. 

Boots, all kinds, leather or partly and 
rubber. 

Borates. 

Borax. 

~— ms, shirt, cotton, or partly cot- 

Ol. 

Bottles. 

Bottle stands, wood or metal. 

Bottoms, chair, boiler. 

Bougies. 

Bowls, glass, tin, iron, steel, copper 
and its alloys, wood, zinc, porce- 
lain or earthen. 

Boxes, iron. steel, copper, and alloys, 
tin, wood or zinc, all sizes. 

Boxwood and its manufactures. 

Braces, carpenters’. 

Brackets. 

Bracelets, copper and alloys, and 
other common metal. 
rads. 

Braids, cotton, or partly. 

Brakes, all kinds. 

Bran. 

Brasiers. 

Brass and all manufactures of. 

Brazil wood. 

Brazing. 

Bread. 

Breadstuffs. 

Brakes (carriages). 

Bream. 

Breast chains and straps. 


rae, leather. 

Bricks, kinds. 

Bri iron, steel, or wood. 
Bristles, shoemakers’. 

a pate arn ware. ; 
Brittany cloth, ¢7 or partly. 
Broches. : 


Brocolt 








Bronzo, and manufactures of. 
Brooms. 

Broom corn. 
Brown, paints or dyes. 
—— all kinds, made of vegetable 
Buchu. 


Buckets, wood or metal. 
Buckles, common metal, plain or cev- 
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LIST OF ARTICLES AFFECTED BY RECIPROCITY—continued. 


Buffalo, skin or leather, and manu- 
factures of. 

Buffers. 

Buggies. 

Bugle trimmings. 

Bungs, wooden. 

Bureaus. 

Burettes. 

Burial cases, wood or metal. 

Burins. 

Burlaps. 

Burners, lamp. 

Burnishers. 

Buskius, leather or partly. 

Busts, bronze, iron, alabaster, mar- 
ble, or jasper, etc. 

Butchers’ tools. 

Butts. 

Butter and imitation. 

Butter of antimony. 

Butter of cacao. 

Buttons, iron, steel, copper, and its 
alloys, other common metal, glass, 
porcelain, and wood. 

Cabs and cabriolets. 

Cabbages. 

Cabinets. 

Cables, iron, steel, or vegetable fiber. 

Caffein and guaranin. 

Cages, w or wire. 

Cakes. 

Calaguala. 

Calamine. 

Calamus. 

Caldrons. 

Caleches. 

Calendars. 

Calenders. 

Calfskin and manufactures of. 

Calicoes. 

Calisaya and preparations of. 

Calking irons. 

Callipers. 

Calomel. 

Caloric engines. 

Calorimeters. 

Cams. 

Cambrics, cotton or partly. 

Camelot, cotton or partly. 

Cameras. 

Camomile. 

Camlet, cotton or partly. 

Campeachy wood. 

Camphor. 

Canchalagua. 

Cans, iron, steel, copper and its al- 
loys, tin, zinc, and wood. 

Can seed. 

Candelabra. 

Candied fruits. 

Candles. tallow or stearin. 

Candlesticks, guards, and snuffers. 

Cane and manufactures of 

Canes, walking. 

Cane knives. 

Canisters, copper, and its alloys, tin, 
or zinc. 

Canned goods. 

Cannon. 

Ganees. 
antalow 

Gantharites. 

Cantharidine. 

Canvas, cotton or partly. 

Caoutchouc. 

Caps, cotton or partly, leather or 
rubber, straw or palm. 

Capers. 

Capstans. 

Capsules, for bottles, and medicinal. 

Cars, railroad and street, and parts. 

Caramel. 

Caraway. 

Carbo rs. 

Carboys. 

Card cases, common metal, leather, 
or rubber, wholly. 

Cards, hand or machine. 

Cardamon. 


Cardboard. 

Carding machine. 

Carpenters’ tools. 

Carpets, cotton or partly. 
all kinds. ” 


Carts, and 

Cartridge shells, metallic. 

Cartridge boxes, leather or skin. 

Carved work, common metal, stone, 
or wood. 

Carvers. 

Cases, packing, printing, etc. 

Casks, wood. 

Caskets, burial. 

Casters, furniture or cruet. 

Cast iron, and manufactures of. 


Cas iron or steel, copper and 
its alloys, zinc, or other common 
metal. 
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Castroreum. 

Castor oil. 

Catches, door, etc. 

Catechu. 

Catheters. 

Catsup. 

Cattle, live. 

Caulifiowers. 

Cavessons. 

Caviar. 

Cedar. 

Celery. 

Cement. 

Ceramic products, crockery and por- 
celain. 

Cerulin. 

Ceruse. 

Chagrin, leather. 

Chains, all sizes, iron or steel, cop- 
per, and its alloys, or other com- 
mon metal. 

Chairs, all kinds, wood or metal. 

Chaises. 

Chalk. 

Chambers, pots. 

Chamois leather. 

Chandeliers, copper and alloys, iron 
or steel, glass, or common metal. 

Charts. 

Chasing tools. 


Cheese. 

Chemical products for medicinal, 
perfumers, painters, and dyers’ 
uses. 


Chenille, cotton or partly. 


LIST OF ARTICLES AFFECTED 


Combs, common 
rubber. 

Comfits, medicinal. 

Comforters, cotton or partly 

Commodes. 

Commutators, electric 

Compasses, artisans’ or mariners’ 

Composing sticks. 

Condensers (steam). 

Conformators 

Consols. 

Converters (steel). 

Cooking utensils. 

Coolers. 

Coopers’ tools 

Cooperage, wooden. 

Copaiba. 

Copal varnish. 

oe its alloys and manufactures 
oO 

Copperas. 

Copying presses. 

Cord, all sorts except silk. 

Cordage, all sorts. 

Cordovan leather. 

Oorduroy. 

Corkscrews. 

Corn and meal. 

Corrosive sublimate. 

Corrugated iron 

Corrugating machinery. 

Corsets, cotton or partly. 

Cosmetics. 


metal, wood or 


| Cots, wood or metal. 


Cherries, fresh, dried, preserved, or | 
; Cotton gins. 


canned. 

Cherry wood and manufactures. 

Chess boards. 

Chestnuts and wood. 

Chests, wood or metal. 

Chick peas. 

Chicory. 

Chickens. 

Chimneys, lamp, locomotive, stove. 
etc. 

Chimney sweepers, iron or steel. 

Chinaware. 

Chintz. 

Chisels. 

Chloral. 

Chlorates. 

Chlorides. 

Chloroform. 

Chocolate-pots, common metal or 
porcelain. 

Chromates, medicinal or dye. 

Chrome paints and colors. 

Chronometers. 

Chucks. 

Churns. 

Cigar and cigarette cases, metal, rub- 
ber, or leather. 

Cinchona. 

Cinchonine. 

Cinnabar. 

Citrates. 

Cltron. 

Clams, fresh salt, or canned. 

Clamps. 

Clarences, ali kinds. 

Clasps, metallic, except gold and sil- 
ver. 

Clay, and manufactures of. 

Cleats. 

Cleavers. 

Clevises. 

Cloaks, cotton or partly. 

Clocks, all kinds and parts of. 

Closets, water or earth. 

Cloths, cotton, or at least half cot- 
ton. 

Clothespins. 

Clothing, cotton. 

Cloves. 

Coaches and parts. 

Coal, anthracite and bituminous. 

Coal dust pressed in cakes. 

Cobalt, salts of, medicinal or paints. 

Cocaine. 

Cochineal. 

Cocks, wood or metal. 

Codein. 

Codfish, dry, salt, pickled, and parts 

f 


of. 
Coffee nuills. 
Coffee pots. 
Coffee roasters. 
Coffee machinery. 
Coffins, wood or metal. 
Coin, gold or silver. 
Coke. 
Collanders. 
Cold chisels. 
Mars, men or women, cotton or 


partly. 
Collars, animal, leather or metal. 
Collyria. 
Col th. 
Colopaony. 
Colors (paints or dyes). 
Colungns, iron, steel, or wood. 


Cottolene 
Cotton and manufactures of. 


Cotton machinery. 
Cotton-seed cake. 
Cotton-seed oil. 
Cotton waste. 
Coulters. 

Couches. 


{ Counterpanes, cotton or partly 


Coupés. 

Couplings, railway. 

Court plaster. 

Covers, dish, bed, table, carriage, 

furniture, etc. 

Coverlets, cotton or partly. 

Cows. 

Cow bells. 

Cow hides. 

Crabs (machines). 

Crabs, fresh, salt, or canned. 

Crackers. 

Cradies, wood or metal. 

Cramp-irons. 

Cranberries. 

Cranes. 

Cranks. 

Crape, cotton or partly. 

Cravats, cottonor partly. 

Cream of tartar. 

Creosote 

Cretonne, cotton or partly. 

Cribs, wood or metal. 

Crimping irons. 

Cringles. 

Crinoline. 

Cristofie. 

Crockery, fine. 

Crochet work, cotton or partly. 

Crosses of copper and its alloys, com- 
mon metal and wood. 

Crossbelts. 

Cross-cut saws. 

Cross-ties. 

Crucibles. 

Crucifixes, common’ metal, wood, or 
porcelain. 

Cruets, glass or porcelain. 

Cruppers. 

Crushers (ore). 

Crowbars. 

Crystal and ware. 

Cubebs. 


| Cudbear. 


Cuffs, cotton or partly. 

Cultivators. 

Cumin. 

Cups, ame. porcelain, or common 
metal. 

Cupboards, wooden. 

Cupels. 

Cupping jean. 

Curb chains. 

Curcumine. 

Curling irons. 

Currants. 

Currycombs, 

Curtains, cotton or partly or wood. 

Cushions, cotton or partly, leather 
or rubber. 

Cuspidors. 

Cutlery, iron or steel. 

Cyanides, iron or other bases, medi- 
cinal. 

Cylinders, machinery. 

Cymbals, copper and alloys. 

Cypress wood and manufactures. 

Daggers. 
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Damask, cotton or partly 
Damsons, fresh, preserved, or 
Dates. 
Datura, medicinal. 
Deals. 
Decanters. 
Deer skins and manufactures of. 
Demijohns 
Dental apparatus and tools. 
Dentifrices. 
Depilatories 
Derricks. 
Desks 
Deviled meats. 
Dials, watch or clock, 
Diamonds, glaziers’. 
Diaper, cotton or partly. 
Diaplama (plaster). 
Diaquilon (plaster). . 
Diaries 
Dice, wooden. 
Dictionaries 
Dies and plates, all kinds. 
Digitaline. 
Digitalis. 
Dilators, surgeons. 
Dining tables. 
Dinner services. 
Dioramas 
Dippers, tin or common metal. 
Disks. 
Dishes. table, kitchen, porcelain 
crockery, or common metal 
Disinfectants. 
Distilling apparatus 
Ditching machinery and tools. 
Dividers. 
Dividing engines. 
Diving bells and apparatus 
Dog carts. 
Dollis, wood, porcelain, or rubber 
Dolomite 
Donkey engines. 
Doors, wood or common metal 
kinds. 
Door bells. 
Door bolts. 
Door chains. 
Door frames. 
Door knobs. 
Door latches. 
Door locks. 
Door mats. 
Door plates, porcelain or common 
metal. 
Door springs, 
Dowels. 
Drag nets. 
Drag saws. 
Drain pipe, iron or clay 
Drawers, chest or table 
Drawers, cotton or partly. 
Drawing knives. 
Drawing plates. 
Drawing Instruments, 
Drays and parts. 
Dredges and parts. 
Dredging machitiery. 
Dregs, oil. 
Dress goods, cotton or partly 
Dried fruit. 
Driers, painters’ 
Drills, cotton or partly. 
Drills (tools). 
Drills (seed-sowing) 
Drinking cups, glass 
metal 
Drive wells. 
Drivers, coopers 
Drugs, medicinal. 
Dubbers, artists’. 
Duck, cotton or partly. 
Dulcamara. 
Dumb-bells 
Dumb- waiters. 
Dummy cars. 
Dump cars, carts, and scows. 
Dung. 
Dusters. 
Dutch tiles. 
Dyes, all kinds. 
Dyers’ implements. 
Dynamos. 
Dynamometers. 
Earths, for paints, crockery 
celain, refractory 
Earthenware, all kinds 
Ebony and manufactures of. 
Edge tools 
Edgings, cotton or partly. 
Eduction pipes 
Eduction vaives. 
Eels, fresh, salt, or canned 
Efigies, common meta I 
porcelain, or wood 
Eggs. 
Elain. 
Elastic bands 
Elastic cloth, cotton or partly 
Elaterine. 
Elbows for tube-, 
and vessels 


anned 


all 


or common 


or por- 


iaster 


pipes, buildings, 
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Electric apparatus. 

Electric machinery. 

Electric motors. 

Electro-magnetic apparatus. 

Electuaries. 
lemi gum. 

Elevators. 

Elixirs, medicinal or toilet. 

Elm, and manufactures of. 

Embossed leather. 

Embroideries, cotton or partly. 

Emery. 

er cloth and paper. 

Emetics., 

Emolliients. 

Emulsions, medicinal. 

Enameled iron or steel ware. 

Enameled leather. 

Encaustic bricks and tiles. 

Engines, a!! kinds. 

Engravers’ tools. 

Envelopes, paper. 

Epsom salts, 

Erasers, rubber. 

Ergot, 

Ergotine. 

Essences, medicinal or toilet. 

Essential oils. 

Etagéres. 

Etching instruments. 

Ethers, medicinal. 

Ethyl. 

Eudiometers. 

Euphorbium. 

Evaporating apparatus. 

Exhaust pipes and valves. 

Expansion engines. 

xpress wagons. 

Extracts, solid or liquid, medicinal, 
dye, or tanning. 

Eyes and eyelets, iron, steel, or com- 
mon metal. 

Eyeglasses. 

Eyes, artificial, glass, or porcelain. 

Fabrics, cotton or partly, rubber or 
partly 

Ialse teeth, sets of, rubber or partly. 

Fans, cotton or partly, palm. 

Fans, agricultural or mechanical. 

Fanning mills. 

Farina. 

Farm machinery, implements, and 
tools. 

Farriers’ tools. 

Fastenings, door, sash, blinds. of iron 
or common metal. 

Faucets, iron or steel, copper and al- 
loys of, and other common metal, 
porcelain, or wood. 

feed for cattle. 

Feldspar. 

Felloes. 

Felt, cotton or partly. 

Fencing foils. 

Fencing, iron, steel, or wood. 

Fencing wire, plain or barbed, gal- 
yanized or not. 

Fenders, wire or sheet motal. 

Fennel. 

FMerrules, iron or steel, copper and 

its alloys, or other common metal. 

Fertilizers, 

Figs, fresh or dried. 

Figures, common metal, marble, ala- 
baster, porcelain, glass, wood. 

Fiiberts, 

Files 

lilters, iron, steel, stone, earthen, or 
porcelain. 

Vir wood and manufactures. 

Fire extinguishers. 

Fire bars. 

Fire brick. 

I'tre clay. 

Fire engines. 

Fire escapes. 

Fire irons. 

Fire screens, common metal. 

Fire shovels. 

Firewood. 

Firkins. 

Fish, fresh, dry,salt, smoked, pickled, 
powasres, canned, and in oil. 

Fish plates, railway. 

Fishhooks. 

Fish rods, nets, and lines. 

Tish nesks, spawn, roes, sounds, and 
Longues. 

Tiagstones. 

#annel, cotton or partly. 

Fiasks, glass, porcelain, or 
metal. 

Fiax in cordage. 

Piax machinery. 

Fieams. 

Fleawort. 


‘ 


or per- 
fame. 
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LIST OF ARTICLES AFFECTED BY RECIPROCITY—continued. 


Flour, wheat and other cereal. 

Flues. 

Flue brushes. 

Fluor spar. 

Flutes. 

Flywheels. 

Foil, lead, brass, or tin. 

Folls, fencing. 

Forage. 

Forceps. 

Forges, all kinds. 

Forks, table or agricultural. 

Forms, printers’. 

Foundry tools and apparatus. 

Fountains, soda. 

Fountains, drinking. 

Fowls. 

Yowling pieces. 

Prames, wood, for houses, doors or 
windows, mirrors or pictures, em- 
broidery, machine. 

Freezers. 

Fringes, cotton or partly. 

Frog plates. 

Fruits, all kinds, fresh, green, dried, 
preserved, canned, and pickled. 

Fruit evaporators. 

Fruit baskets, dishes, and boxes. 

Frying pans. 

Fulling milis. 

Funnels, common metal, glass, por- 
celain, or rubber. 

Furnaces, all kinds, and fixtures. 

Furniture, all kinds, and marble for 
same. 

Fuscine. 

Fustic. 

Fustine. 

Gaiters, leather or partly. 

Galbanum. 

Galipot. 

Galleys, printers’. 

Galvanic batteries. 

Galvanized iron and wire. 

Galvanometers. 

Gamboge. 

Game bags, leather or rubber. 

Garance. 

Garden tools ané utensils. 

Garden seed. 

Garden products. 

Garlic. 

Garters, cotton or partly. 

Gas apparatus and machinery. 

Gas fixtures. 

Gas meters. 

Gasometers. 

Gas pipe. 

Gas-fitters’ tools. 

Gasoline. 

Gates, wood or metal. 

Gauges (tools), measures. 

Gauze, cotton or partly. 

Gears, carriage or wago 

Gearing, machinery. 

Generators, steam, gas, or electric. 

Gentian. 

Ghirkins. 

Gigs. 

Gilders’ tools. 

Gimlets. 

Gins, cotton and other. 

Ginghams, cotton or partly. 

Ginseng. 

Girders, steel, wood, or tron. 

Girths, cotten or partly, an! ><ather, 

Glasa, and manufactures of ail kinds. 

Glaziers’ tools and diamonds. 

Globes, wood, glass, stone, or com- 
mon metal. 

Globules, medicinal. 

ee cotton or partly, leather or 
skin. 

Goats. 

Goblets. 

Gold coin or watches. 

Gongs, iron, steel, copper and its al- 
loys, or common metal. 

ee 
ouges. 

Gourds. 


Governors, engine. 

Gowns, cotton or tly. 

Grain, and flour of. 

Granite. 

Grapes, fresh or preserved, 

Grape mills and presses. 

Grap! eters. 

a : irons, emai 
rass, or manufactured. 

Grates, all kinds. 

Graters. a. 

Grating, Wood or me' 

Gravers’ tools. 


Grosmn pasate, eolens, arapus. 
Griddles. r 
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LIST OF ARTICLES AFFECTED BY RECIPROCITY—continued. 


Groovers. 

Grooving planes. 

Ground bone. 

Grubbers. 

Guaiacum gum. 

Guano. 

Gum, medicinal, dyes, or perfume. 

Gum elastic, and manufactures of. 

Gums. 

Gutta-percha, and manufactures of. 

Gypsum. 

Hackles, flax or hemp. 

Haddock, fresh, dried, or salt. 

Hair-brushes. 

Hair dyes. 

Hairpins. 

Hair oil. 

Hake, fresh, dried, or salt. 

Halibut, fresh, dried, or sali. 

Halters, leather or partly. 

Halter chains. 

Hams. 

Hames. 

Hammers, hand or machine. 

Hammocks, grass, cotton or partly. 

Hand bags, leather or partly; cotton 
or partly. 

Hand cars. 

Handcarts. 

Hand lathes. 

Hand organs. 

Hand presses. 

Handsaws. 

Handspikes. 

Hand vises. 

Handkerchiefs, cotton or partly. 

Handles, for knives, canes, uwmbrel- 
las, tools, and implements. 

Hardware. 

Harness, all kinds. 

Harpoons. 

Harrows. 

Harvesters. 

Hats, cottonor oo straw, palm, 
leather or partly; rubber or partly. 

Hat brims, straw. : 

Hat boxes, leather, wood, or paper. 

Hatchets. 

Hatching machines. 

Hatters’ blocks and tools. 

Hawsers. 
eads, cooperage. 

Headstalls. 

Heating apparatus. 

Hectographs. 

Hedging tools. 

Heliographs. 

Heliebore. 

Hemacite. 

Hematite. 

Hemlock, aud manufactures of. 

Hemp, and manufactures of. 

Hemp seed. 

Hens. 


Herbs, medicinal, dye, or e. 

Herring, fresh, dried, salt, smoked, 
pickled. 

Hessians, cotton or partly. 

ae oe — manufactures. 
tide scr: or manure. 

Hides, tanned < or dressed. 

Hinges, iron, steel, copper and its al- 
loys, and common metal. 

Hoes. 

Hogsheads and shooks. 

Hoisting machines and apparatus. 

Hollands, cotton or partly. 

Hollow ware, fron, steel, ones and 

or W alloys, 
other common metal. 

Holly, and manufactures of. 

Holsters. 

Hominy. 

Hones. 

Hooks, all kinds, iron or steel, cop- 
per and alloys, other common 
metal. 

Hooks and eyes, common metal. 

Hook nails. 

Hoops, wood or metal. 

Horses. 

Horse brushes. 

Horse cars. 

Horse collars. 

Horse leather. 

Horse powers. 

-— shoes on —_— 
orses, roc 

Hose, stocking, cotton or partly. 

Hose, rubber, cotton, or leather. 

wood, in parts. 


H beef. 

Hunting bags, leather or partly. 
Hunting boots. 

Hunting knives. 

Huskers. 

Hydrants. 


Hydraulicapparatus and machinery, 
all kinds. 
Hydrochlorates, medicinal. 
Hydrometers. 
Hydrostats. 
Hydrosulphates, medicinal. 
Hygrometers. 
Hypophosphates and hy pophos- 
phites. : 
eee medicinal. 
ce. 


Ice tools. 

Images, common metal, wood, por- 
celain, or stone. 

Implements, agricultural, garden 
and others. 

Imposing stones. 

Imposing tables. 

Incense. 

Incubators. : 

india rubber, and manufactures of. 

Indian corn or meal. 

Indian hemp. 

India ink. 

Indicators for machinery or street 
ears. 

Indigo. 

Ingots, copper. 

Ingot steel. 

Injectors, machinery. 

Ink, all kinds. 

Inkstands. 

Insertions, cotton or partly. 

Insoles, leather or partly, 

Instruments. agricultural, artisans’, 
dental, mathematical, optical, sur- 
gical, scientific in general. 

Insulators, glass, wood, rubber, or 
porcelain. 

Invalid chairs. 

Sodides, medicinal. 

Iodine and its salts. 

Iodoform. 

Ipecacuanha. 

Irish cloth, cotton or partly. 

Tron, cast or wrought and manufac- 
tures of. 

Iron bands, hoops, straps, bars, 
blooms, bolts, bridges, ae 
chests, clasps, filings, mills, pig, 
pins, plates, plugs, pots, rods, roll- 
ers, roofing, saies, sheets, tubing, 
ware, wire, work, and all manufac- 
tures of. 

Tron machinery. 

Iron, railway. 

Iron shavings or_borings. 

Jacks, hoisting. 

Jack planes. 

Jackscrews. 

Jaconet, cotton or partly. 


Jalap. 

Jalapine. 

dams, fruit. 

Japan. 

Japan earth. 

Japanned leather. 

Japanned ware, common metal. 

Jars, glass, porcelain, or earthen. 

Jasper, and manufactures of. 

Jeans, cotton or partly. 

J ellies. 

Jennies, spinning. 

Jewelry, copper and its alloys, nickel, 
or common metal, rubber. 

Joiners’ wools. 

Jointers. 

Joists and scantling. 

Journal bearing and boxes. 


Jugs. 

Juniper berries and oil. 

Jute, and manufactures of. 

Kaolin. 

Kedge anchors. 

Kegs. 

Kerosene, crude and refined. 

Kettles. 

Keys, all kinds, iron, steel, copper, 
and alloys, nickel or common metal. 

Key rings. 

Kid, leather, and manufactures of. 

Kidney beans. 

Kip leather. 

Kitchen utensils. 

Knapsacks. 

Knees, wood, iron, or steel. 

Knife, fork, and spoon cases. 

Knives, all kinds, iron or steel. 

Knit goods, cotton one, 

Knit machines needles. 

Knobs, steel,copper and alloys, 
nickel or common metal, glass, por- 
celain and wood. 

Knockers, door. 

Kousso, 

Labdanum. 

—. copper and alloys, tin. or 

C. 


Laboratory utensils. 
Laces, cotton or partly 
Lace boots. , 
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LIST OF ARTICLES AFFECTED BY RECIPROCITY—continued. 


Lace trimmings, cotton or partly. 

Lacquer. 

Lactates, medicinal. 

Lactometers. 

Ladders, wood or iron. 

La‘lies’ boots and shoes. 

Ladles. 

Lakes, paint, 

Lamps, all kinds, iron or steel, cop- 
per and alloys, nickel, common 
metal, tin, glass, and porcelain. 

Lamp burners. 

Lamp chimneys and founts. 

Lamp globes, shades, wicks. 

Lancets. 

Landaus. 

Lanterns, all kinds. 

Lard and compounds. 

Lard oil. 

Lasts, shoemakers’. 

Latches. 

Lathes. 

Lathes, hand or machine accessories, 
and tools. 

Latten, and manufactures of. 

Laudanum. 

Launches, oar or steam. 

Lavatories. 

Lavender. 

Lavender oil. 

Lawn, cotton or partly. 

Lead, and manufactures of, pig, 
sheets, plates, pipes, tubes. 

Leather, and manufactures of, 
whole or part. 

Leather machinery. 

Leaves, medicinal, 
dye. 

Lees, fish oil. 

Leggings, leather 
partly. 

Lemons. 

Lenses, al! kinds. 

Lentils. 

Letters (type). 

Lettuce. 

Levels. 

Levers, all kinds. 

Lichen. 

Licorice. 

Life preservers, rubber or partly. 

Lighters (boats). 

Lightning rods. 

Lignite. 

Lignum-vite, and manufactures of. 

Lima beans. 

Lime, common or hydraulic. 

Limes. 

Limestone. 

Linden wood, and manufactures of. 

Lines. 

Liniments, medicinal. 

Linings, cotton or partly. 

Links, iron or steel, copper and al- 
loys, nickel, common metal. 

Linseed. 

Linseed oil. 

Liquor cases. 

Liquor weighers 

Litharge. 

Lithographic apparatus. 

Live stock. 

Lobsters, fresh or canned. 

Locks, all kinds, iron, steel, copper 
and alloys, common metal, wood. 
Lockets, copper and alloys, nickel or 

common metal. 

Locomotives. 

Logs. 

Logs, ships’. 

Lookingglasses. 

Looms. 

Lotions, medicinal. 

Lounges. 

Lozenges, medicinal. 

Lubricators. 

Lucerne. 

Lumber, all kinds. 

Lunch boxes. 

Lupines. 

Lupuline. 

Lustring. 

Lyco ium. 

Macaroni. 

Machines, 
scientific. 

Machinery of all kinds. 

Machinery oil. 

Machine tools. 

Macintoshes, part rubber. 

Mackerel, fresh, salt, or pickled. 

Madapolam, cotton or partly. 

Mader. 

Magenta dye. 

Magic lanterns. 

Magnesia and preparations, medici- 


nal. 
Magnets, all kinds. 
Magnetic apparatus, all kinds. 
Magnifying glasses. 
Mahogany, and manufactures of. 
Mail bags, leather or cotton. 


in 


perfume and 


or rubber or 


motive, industrial, and 


Majolica ware. 

Malachite. 

Malates, medicinal. 

Mallets, all kinds. 

Mallows. 

Mandrake. 

Mandrils. 

Manikins, dressmakers’ or tailors’. 

Manila hemp, and manufactures 

Manna. 

Mannite. 

Manometers. 

Metal pieces, stone or iron. 

Mantillas, cotton, or partly. 

Manures, natural or artificial. 

Maps. 

Maple, and manufactures of. 

Marble, and works of. 

Marine engines. 

Marjoram. 

Marking awls. 

Marking ink. 

Marking iron. 

Marl. 

Marline. 

farmaladc. 

Martingales. 

Masks, cotton or wire. 

Massicot. 

Mast, roasted or ground. 

Masts, ship's. 

Mastic. 

Mats, straw or palm leaf. 

Materials for ship building 

Mathematical instruments. 

Match boxes,common metal. 

Matico. 

Mattresses. 

Mattocks. 

Mattresses, cotton, or partly 

Mauls. 

Meal of all cereals. 

Measures, metal, wood, cotton, etc. 

Meats, fresh, in brine, preserved by 
extraction of air, canned, in vine- 
gar, salted, smoked, hung, pickled. 

Medals, copper and its alloys, nickel, 
common metal. 

Medallions, copper and its alloys, 
nickel, common metal, plaster of 
Paris. 

Medicinal preparations, all kinds. 

Megaphones. 

Megascopes. 

Melissa. 

Melodeons. 

Melons. 

Menthol. 

Mercury, and salts of, medicinal. 

Meridian instruments. 

Merino, imitation, cotton, or partly. 

Metals, manufactures of, all kinds 
except gold, silver, and platinum. 

Meters, gas or water. 

Methy] and its compounds. 

Metrometers. 

Metronomes. 

Micrometers. 

Microphones. 

Microscopes. 

Middlings. 

Milk, condensedoor canned. 

Milk vessels. 

Millet. 

Mills, all kinds. 

Mili tools. 

Milling machinery. 

Mince meat. 

Mincing knives. 

Miners’ tools and implements. 

Mineral oils. 

Mineral paints. 

Minet1 al salts. 

Mineral tar. 

Mineral waters, natural or artificial. 

Minium. 

Mirrors. 

Mirror plate. 

Miters. 

Mittens, cotton, leather, or rubber. 

Modeling tools. 

Molasses boilers. 

Molds, all kinds, for arts and trades. 

Molleton, cotton or, partly. 

Monkeywrenches. 

Monocles. 

Mordants (paints). 

Morning gowns and jackets, cotton 
or partly. 

Morocco, and manufactures of. 

Morphine, and salts of. 

Mortars, metallic, porcelain, wood, 
stone, or glass. 

Mosaic fiooring. 

Mosquito netting, cotton, or partly. 

Motors, all kinds. 

Moldings, wood or plaster. 

Mouthpieces for smokers, or musical 
instruments, glass, wood, metal or 
rubber. 

Movements, watch, and other ma- 
chinery. 
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Mowers and reapers. 

Mugs, metal, crockery, or porcelain. 

Mulberry wood,and manufactures of. 

Mules 

Mule jennies 

Muriates, medicinal 

Mushrooms. 

Music, printed. 

Music stands and stools 

Music instruments. 

Musk. 

Muskets 

Muslin, cotton, or partly. 

Mussels. 

Mustard, medicinal. 

Mustard seed 

Mutton, fresh, salt, or pickled, 

Muzzles, metal or leather. 

Myrrh 

Nails, all kinds common metal. 

Nail brushes. 

Nail drawers. 

Nail drivers. 

Nail-making machines and tools. 

Nailers’ tools. 

Nankeen, cotton, or partly. 

Naphtha. 

Naphthalins. 

Napkins, cotton, or partly. 

Napkin rings, wood or metal. 

Narcotics. 

Nard 

Nautical instruments. 

Neatsfoot oil. 

Nectarines. 

Needles, wood or metal, all kinds. 

Neroli. 

Nets, cotton, or partly. 

Netting, cotton, or partly. 

Nickel, and manufactures of. 

Nicotine. 

Nippers. 

Nipples and breast shields, rubber. 

Nitrates, medicinal or manures. 

Nozzles. 

Nuts (fruit), all kinds. 

Nuts, iron or common metal. 

Oak, and manufactures of. 

Oars, wooden. 

Oats and meal. 

Obsidian. 

Obstetrical instruments. 

Obsturators. 

Ochers (paints), all kinds. 

Octants. 

Odometers. 

VUils, animal and vegetable 

Oils, essential. 

Oileloths, cotton or rubber. 

Oil cans and feeders. 

Ointments 

Okra. 

Olein. 

Oleomargarine. 

Olibanum. 

Olives, fresh, canned, pickled, pre- 
served, or stuffed. 

Omnibuses. 

Onions, fresh or pickled, 

Opera glasses. 

Opiates. 

Opium. 

Opobalsam. 

Opodeldoc. 

Opopanax. 

Optical instruments. 

Oranges. 

Orange flower. 

Orange water 

Orchil 

Orcins. 

Ore crushers. 

Oreganum. 

Organdies, cotton or partly. 

Organs. 

Orleans, cotton, or partly. 

Ornaments, iron, wood, glass, stone, 
or common metal. 

Oroide. 

Orpiment 

Orris root. 

Orts. 

Osier, and manufactures of. 

Osnaburgs, 

Ottar of rose. 

Ottomans. 

Ovens, iron or tin. 

Overshoes, leather or rubber, wholly 
or partly. 

Oxalates, medicinal. 

Oxen. 

Ox yokes and bows. 

Oxides for medicine, dyes, or paints. 

Oysters, fresh, canned, salt, pickled, 
preserved. 

Packing, asbestus, cotton, or rubber. 

Packthread. 

Packsaddles. 

Pads, cotton, leather, or rubber. 

Paddles, 

Padlocks. 

Pails, metal, wood, or leather. 


Paints, all kinds 

Painters’ materials 

Painters’ tools and implements, 
Palettes. 

Palins, wood. 

Palisander. 






Palm leaf, and manufactures of. 

Pamphlets 

Pans, metal or earthen 

Pana na straw, and manufactures 

Pane wood 

Panic crass. 

Paper, cigarette, news, palnted, wa 
wr ping, writing 

Pap IOXeS 

Paper collars 

Paper machinery 


Parasols, cotton, or partly 
Parecoric. 

Paris green 

Parlor furniture 

Parsley. 

Parsnips 

Passenger cars 

Passenger elevators 
Pastes, alimentary 


Pasteboard, and boxes of 
Pastilles 

Patchouly 

Patent leather 


Patent medicines 

Patterns, leather, for boots and shoes 
and cotton, for clothing 

Paving bricks 

Paving stones 

Paving ties 

Pease, all kinds 


Peaches, fresh, dry, preserved 
canned 
Peanuts. 
Pears, fresh, dried, preserved, or 


canned. 

Pear wood, and manufactures of 

Peat 

Pecans. 

Pegs or pins, W 

Pegging awls 

Pegging machines 

Pellets, medicinal 

Peltry 

Pemmican. 

Pens, steel, or 

Penholders 

Pencils 

Pencil cases 

Pendants, glass or crystal 

Pendulums 

Penholders 

Penknives 

Peppers, all kinds 

Pepsin. 

Peptone 

Perambulators 

Percale, cotton, or partly 

Percaline, cotton, or partly 

Perfumes, all kinds 

Periodicals 

Periwinkles. 

Perspective glasses. 

Peruvian bark 

Pessaries. 

Pestles. 

Petroleum, crude or refined. 

Petticoats, cotton, or partly 

Pewter, and manufactures of 

Phewetons 

Phenol 

Phonographs 

Phosphates, medicinal, or manuies 

Phosphites, medicinal 

Phosphobronze. 

Phosphoguano 

Photographers’ apparatus. 

Photometers 

Physical apparatus 

Pianos. 

Picks 

Pickaxes. 

Pickled fish 

Pick socks 

Pickled vegetables. 

Pictures, with frames and appurts- 
nances. 

Pieces or parts for machinery, wag 
ons, cars, locomotives, carriage 

Pig copper 

Pig iron. 

Pig lead. 


»0d or metal 


common metal 


Pig zinc. 
Pigeons 
Pigeon dung 
Pigments. 


Pilchards. 

Pile-drivers. 

Pills. 

Pillars, iron. steel, stone, marb 
wood. 

Pillows, cotton, or partly, and casez 

Pins, iron, steel, copper, and its al- 
loys, common metal, or wood 

Pin cases. 

Pincers. 


e.or 
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Pine, and manufactures of. 

Pine apples. 

Pine resin. 

Pipe, iron, steel,copper and its alloys, 
zine, tin, othercommon metal, clay, 
orearthen, glass, rubber, and wood. 

Pipes or casks. 

Pipes, wood, smoking. 

Piperine. 

2ipettes. 
ique, cotton, or partly. 

Pistols. 

Pistol cases and holsters. 

Pistons, machine. 

Pita, and manufactures of. 

Pitchers and jars, glass and porce- 
lain, or crockery. 

Pitch, mineral or vegetable. 

Pitchforks. 

Pitchpine. 

Plack-fond. 

Plaids, cotton, or partly. 

Planes, all sorts. 

Planetariumes. 

Planing machines and tools. 

Planishing tools. 

Planks, all kinds. 

Plants, medicinal and live. 

Plantains. 

Plantation machinery, tools, andim- 
plements. 

Plaster for manure. 

Plaster of Paris. 

Plasters, medicinal. 

Piates, iron, steel, copper and its al- 
loys, nickel, tin, zinc, other com- 
mon metal, porcelain, glass, earth- 
en or wood. 

Plates, frog, railway. 

Plates, scales. 

Platearmor. 

Plated goods. 

Platiiia, cotton, or partly. 

Platform scales. 

Platters, wood or metal. 

Pliers. 

Plows, all kinds, and parts. 

Plums, fresh, dry, canned, or pre- 
served. 

Plumbers’ tools. 

Plummets. 

Plush, cotton, or partly. 

Pneumatic machinery. 

Pocketbooks, leather or rubber, 
wholly or partly. 

Point edgings and laces, cotton, or 
partly. 

Pokers. 

Poles, wood, telegraph and other. 

Polishers’ tools. 

Pomades, medicinal or toilet. 

Pomatum. 

Pomegranate wood and fruit. 

Poplar, and manufactures of. 

Poppies, and products of. 

Porcelain, and articies of. 

Pork, fresh, dried, salt, pickled, 
smoked. 

Portable engines, furnaces, and rail- 


were. 

Portfolios, leather or rubber, wholly 
or partly. 

Portmonnaies. 

Potash and salts of, medicinal. 

Pots, iron or earthen. 

Potatoes, all kinds. 

Potted meats. 

Potters’ implements. 

Pottery. 

Pouches, leather or rubber, wholly 
or partly. 

Poultry. 

Pounce. ‘ 

Pesmen anaieaa, perfume, paints, 

8. . 

powers, horse or mechanical. 

Prawns. 

Precipitates for medicines, dyes, or 


paints. 
Preserves, all kinds. 
rved f 


Printed matter. 
Printers’ implements and tools. 
Prin ink. 


Probes. 

Products, garden, chemicals, field. 

Propellor screws. 

Proprietary medicines. 

Prospecting tools. 

Protractors. 

Provisions,meats,and dairy products 
and fish. 


es. 
Prunella. 
Pruning implements. 
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Prussians, cotton or partly. 
Prussiates, medicinal, dyes, or 


paints. 

Pulleys and blocks, all kinds. 

Pulp mills and machinery. 

Pumice stone. 

Pumps, hand or machine. 

Pumps (shoes). 

Pumpkins. 

Punches. 

Puncheons. 

Punching machines, 

Purpurine. 

Purses, cotton or partly leather or 
rubber. 

Puzzolani. 

Pyrometers. 

Pyroscopes. 

Quadrants. 

Quarry tools and machinery. 
uartz, and manufactures of. 


uassal. 
ilts, cotton or partly. 
uiltings, cotton.or partly. 
uinine and salts of. 
bbit planes, 
Racahout. 
Racks, furniture. 
Racks machine. 
Radiators. 
Radishes. 
Rafters, wood or metal. 
Rags, cotton or partly. 
Rag machinery. 
Rails, iron or steel and accessories. 
Railings, metal or wood. 
Railway material, all kinds. 
Raisins. 
Rakes, all kinds. 
— hydraulicjand others. 


pe seed. 
Raspberries, fresh, dried, canned, or 
preserved. 
Rasps. 
Ratany. 
Ratchets, machine. 
Rat and mouse traps. 
Rattan, and manufactures of. 
Razors and cases. 


Razor ope. 
Ready- eclothes,cotton or partly. 
Realgar 


Reamers. 

Reapers. 

eeeing. hooks ana supeies. ; 
Receiving a atus, electric. 
Red — eh 

Reds, nts or dyes. 
Redaie 


Reeds, and manufactures of. 
Reels, machine. 

Refining machinery, all kinds. 
Reflectors, glass or metal. 
Refrigerants, medicinal. 
Refrigerato: 


Registers, passe . 

ulators, machine. 
Reins, leather or partly. 
Reps, cotton or tly. 
Reservoirs, wood, metal, or stone. 
Resin. 


Reticules, cotton, leather, or straw. 
Retorts. 

Revalenta arabica. 

Revolvers. 

Rhubarb. 

Ribbons, cotton or partly. 

Rifles. 


Rings, ron a, a 1 
ron, s' copper and its al- 

loys, nickel, other common metal, 
rubber, wood. 

ae. iron, steel, copper and its al- 


Riveting tools. 
Roasters, coffee and other. 
——— salts. 
aways. 
Rocking chairs. 
Rocking h wooden. 
Rods, iron, s brass and its alloys, 
nickel, common imetal, wood. 
Rollers, cultural, machine, etc. 


Roots, medicinal, dye. 
Rope, vegetable fiber or metal. 
Rope machinery. 


pe 
Ro 
Rekachen couamnen, metal, or wood. 
Rosemary 


Rose-water. 
Rosewood, and manufactures of. 


Rosin. 
Rotten stone. 
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Rouens, cotton or partly. * 

Rouge. 

Roulette tables. 

Rubber, and manufactures of. 

Rubber erasers and bands. 

Rudder, ship's. 

Rugs, cotton or partly, straw or 
palm. 

Rules, carpenters, etc. 

Rulers, wood, metal, or gutta-percha. 

eulng machines. 

Running gear for vehicles. 

Rushes, and manufactures of. 

Rye and flour. 

Sabers. 

Saccharimeters. 

Sachels, cotton or partly, leather or 
rubber. 

Sachets and powders. 

Sacks, cotton or partly, leather or 
rubber. 

Sadirons. 

Saddles, all kinds. 

Saddlery. 

Saddlers’ tools. 

Saddletrees. 

Safes, iron, steel, tin, common metal, 
wood. 

Saffron. 


—— 

Sails, cotton on paatiy, 

Salmon, canned, fresh, preserved, 
smoked. 

Salt, chemicals, for medicines, ma- 
nures, dyes or paints. 

Salvers, metal or wood. 

Sand. 

Sandalwood. 

Sandpaper. 

Sandstone. 

Santalin. 

Santonin. 

Saponaria. 

Saponin. 

Sardines, canned ordsalted. 

Sarsaparilla. 

Sash, window. 

Sash bolts and fixtures. 

Sashes, cotton or partly. 

Sassafras. 

Sateen, cotton or partly. 

Satin, cotton or partly. 

Satinet, cotton or partly. 

Sauces and condiments. 

Saucepans. 

Saucers. 

Sauerkraut. 

Sausages. 

Sausage machinery. 

Savin. 

Saws. all kinds. 

Sawing machinery. 

Scales, all kinds. 

Scalpels. 

Scammony. 

Scantling. 

Scarfs, cotton or ‘i ly. 

Schists, and oil of. 

School furniture. 

Scientific apparatus. 

Scissors and shears. 

Scows. 

Scrap iron. 

Scrapers. 

— cotton or partly, wood or 

on. 

Screws, iron, steel, copper and its al- 

loys, nickel, common metal, and 


wood. 
Screw bolts and eyes. 
Screw-drivers. 


Screw plates andjdies. 
Screw presses. 
Screw propellers. 
Screw wrenches: . 
Scrub brushes, ships’. 
—— tools. 

thes. 


Sen biscuits. 
Seaweed, manure. 
Seals or stamps, metal or rubber. 


Seaming es. 

Sedatives, medicinal. 

Seidlitz powders. 

Seeds and grains for sowing, medic- 
inal, dye, and perfume. 

Seeders. 

Seltzer water. 

Semen contra. 

Seneca root. 

Senna. 


Separators, grain and ore. 
Serge, cotton or partly. 
Sesame. 


Sewer pipes. 
Sewing machines. 
Sextants. 


Shad. 
Shades, lamp or candle 


Shafts, carriage, etc. 

Shafting, machinery. 

Shag, cotton or partly. 

Shagreen, and manufactures of. 

Shaving dishes. 

Shaves, carpenters‘ or coopers’. 

Shawls, cotton or partly. 

Shears. 

Shearing machines. 

Sheathing, copper and its alloys. 

Sheath knives. 

Sheathing paper. 

Sheep. 

Sheepskin, and manufactures of. 

Sheets, cotton or partly. 

Sheet copper. 

Sheet iron. 

Sheet zinc. 

Shelving, wooden. 

Shellac. 

Shellfish. 

Shingles. 

Shirts, cotton or partly. 

Shirt fronts, cuffs, an 
ton or partly. 

Shirting, cotton or partly. 

Shoes, leather or partly. 

Shoe nails. 

Shoe pezs. 

Shoe polish. 

Shooks. box or hogshead. 

Shot, lead or iron. 

Shoulder belts. 

Shoulder straps. 

Shovels, metal or wood. 

Show case. 

Shrimps, fresh, canned, or pickled. 

Shrubs. 

Shutters, wood or iron. 

Shuttles, machine. 

Sickles. 

Sides, meat. 

Sideboards. 

Siding, wood or metal. 

Sienna. 

Sieves. 

Silver coin and watches. 

Sinapisms. 

Sinks, metal or stone. 

Siphonr, metal, glass, or rubber. 

Sirens. 

Sirups, medicinal. 

Sisal hemp, and manufactures of. 

Skates. 

Skewers. 

Skiffs. 

Skimmers. 

Skins, tanned, dressed, or undressed. 

Skylights. 

Slabs, marble, jasper, alabaster, or 
other stone. 

Slate in all forms. 

Slaters’ tools. 

Sleds. 

Sleighs. 

Sledges. 

Sleeping cars. 

Slip , leather or partly. 

Smelts. 

Smelting furnaces. 

Smiths’ tools. 

Smut machines. 

Snaffies. 

Snails. 

Snaths. 

Sneezewort. 

Snips. 

Snuffers. 


collars, cot- 


‘ Soapstone, and manufactures of. 


Soap, toilet. 

Soda apparatus and fountains. 
Sofas. 

Solders. 

Solder tools. 

Sole leather, and manufactures of. 
Sounds, fish. ; 
Sounding leads. 

Soup dishes. 

Souse. 

Sowers (seed). 

Spades and hoes. 

Spangles, copper and its alloys. 
Spar, mineral. 

Spars, ship. 

Sparadrasp. 

Spath. 

Spatulas. 

Spawn. 

Sree trumpets. 


pears. 

Spectacles and rims, common meta! 
Spectroscopes. 

Speculums. 

Spelter. 


Spermaceti. 
Spikes, metal or wood. 
Spikenard. 

Spiles. 
s es. 
Ss machinery. 
Spirits turpentine. 
Spits. 
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Spit.oons. 

Splints (surgeons’). 

Splints, match. 

Spokes, wheel. 

Spools. 

Spoons, wood or common metal 

Spraying machines. 

Spreaders. 

Springs. metal or rubber, all kinds. 

Sprintilers 

Spruce, 2nd manufactures of. 

Spun goods, cotton or partly. 

Sprrs. 

Spurge. 

Squares, carpenters’, etc. 

Squashes. 

Squeezers, cork, lemon, etc. 

Stackers. 

Stage coaches. 

Stairs, metal, stone, or wood 

Stamping tools. 

Stamp mills. 

Stauchions, wood or metal. 

Stands, candle, caster, flower, gar- 
den, lamp, music. 

Staples, iron, steel, 
metal. 

Starch, corn. 

Statues, iron, steel, copper and its al- 
loys, common metal, stone, and 
wood. 

Staves. 

Steam apparatus, boilers, brakes, 
cars, cocks, cylinders. 

Steam dredges, engines and parts, 
launches, mills, motors, pipes, 
plows, powers, presses, pumps, 
tugs. 

Stearine, and candles of. 

Steel, and manufactures of. 

Steel, bars, wire, ingots, plates, rods, 
and other forms, 

Steelyards. 

Steering apparatus. 

Stencils and plates. 

Steps, metal, stone, or wood. 

Stereopticons. 

Stereoscopes. 

Stereotype apparatus and tools. 

Stethoscopes. 

Stewpans. 

Sticks, wood, all sizes. 

Stills. 

Stirrups, metal, leather, or wood. 

Stock fish. 

Stockings, cotton or partly. 

Stoke bars 

Stomach pemsee. 

Stone, rough, dressed, or polished. 

Stonecutters’ tools. 

Stoneware. 

Stools, all kinds. 

Stoppers, common metal, glass, wood, 
porcelain, or rubber. 


Storax. 

Stoves, iron, copper and its alloys, 
common metal, porcelain, or stone. 

Stramonium. 

Straps, leather or rubber. 

Straw for forage. 

Straw, and manufactures of. 

Street cars. 

String. 

String beans, fresh. pickled 
canned. 

Stripes, cotton or partly. 

Strips or bands, leather, rubber, pa- 
per, cotton, or common metal. 

es machines. 

Strychnine. 

Strubbers. 

Stud nails. 

Stuffed meats, all kinds. 

Stump rs 

Subliming pots and furnaces. 

— apparatus, cables. 
uet. 


Sugar bowls. 

Sugar mills and parts. 

Sugar plums, medicinal. 

Sulky plows. 

Sulphates, medicinal, 
paints. 

Sumach. 

Sunshades, cotton or partly. 

Superphosphate of lime, manure. 

Surgical instruments. 

Surveyors’ instruments. 

Suspenders, cotton, rubber, 
leather, wholly or partly. 

Suspensories. 

Sweepe s, carpet. 

Swee g machines, street. 

Switches, railway. 

Switches and switch boards, electric. 

Swords. 

Syringes, metal, giass, or rubber. 

Tables. 

Table mats. 

Table cloths, cotton or partly. 

Table covers, oilcloth or rubber. 


or common 


or 


dyes, and 


or 
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Table knives and forks, iron, steel, 
copper, and its alloys. 

Table spoons, common metal. 

Table casters or cruet stands, com- 
mon metal. 

Table steels. 

Tableware, glass, porcelain, or com- 
mon metal. 

Tackle for vessels. 

Tackle, hoisting. 

Tacks, all kinds. 

oe implements. 

Tale. 

Tallow, and candles of. 

Tamping irons, 

Tamping machines. 

Tanks, metal, wood, or stone 

Tanned leather or hides. 

Tanners’ tools and implements. 

Tanbark. 

Tannin. 

Taploca. 

‘Tapers, stearine or tallow. 

Tape, cotton or Beeny: 

Taps and wrenches. 

Tar, vegetable or mineral. 

Taraxacum. 

Tartar emetic. 

Tartrates, medicinal. 

Tassels, cotton or partly. 

Tea caddies, cups, kettles, 
spoons. 

Teak. 

Tedders. 

Telegraph apparatus, poles, wires. 

Telephones and apparatus. 

Telescopes. 

Tenders, locomotive. 

Tent cloths, cotton or partly. 

Tenter hooks. 

Terra cotta. 

Theine. 

Theriac. 

Thermometers. 

Thimbles, common metal. 

Thongs, leather. 

Thread, cotton or partly. 

Thread, shoemakers’. 

Threshers. 

Ticking. cotton or partly. 

Ties, railway, iron or wood. 

Tilburys. 

Tiles, all kinds. 

Timbals. 

Timber, ali kinds. 

Tin, in bar or pig. 

Tin, and manufactures of. 

Tin plate, and manufactures of, 
stamped, varnished, or lacquered. 

Tinctures, medicinal, perfumery. 

Tinder boxes. 

Tinsel. 

Tires (wheel). 

Tire benders. 

Tire shrinkers. 

Toasters. 

Tobacco boxes. 

Tobacco cutters. 

Tobacco machinery and tools. 

Toilet cases. 

Tolu balsam. 

Tomatoes, fresh, canned, or dried. 

Tongs, all kinds. 


pots, 


Tongues, smoked, salt, dried, or 
pickled. 

Tools, all kinds. 

Toothpicks, wood. 

Towels, cotton or partly. 

Toweling, cotton or partly. 


Toys, common metal, rubber, glass, 
porcelain, leather, or wood. 

Toy horses. 

Trace chains. 

Track cleaners (railway) 

Traction —— and engines. 

Tragacanth. 

Tramway materials. 

Transit instruments. 

Traps, iron, steel, copper, and its al- 
loys. wire, wood. 

Traveling bags, cotton, rubber, or 
leather. 

Traversers, railway. 

Trenails. 

Trays, wood or metal treenails. 

Trees, live, and plants. 

Trellis work, metal or wood. 

‘Trepans and trephines 

Trestlework, wood or metal. 

Tricot, cotton or partly. 

Tricycles. 

Trip hammers. 

Tripo. 

Tripoli, earth. 

Trecars. 

Troches, medicinal. 

Trolleys. 

Troughs, wood, stone, or metal. 

Trout, fresh, canned, or salt. 

Trowels, and other masons’ tools. 

Trucks, all kinds. 

Truffies. 


LIST OF ARTICLES AFFECTED 


Trumpets, common metal. 

Trunks, wood, metal, or leather. 

Tubs, wood or metal. 

Tubes and tubing, iron or steel, cop- 
per and alloys, nickel, tin, zinc, or 
other common metal, lead, glass, 
porcelain, rubber, and wood. 

Tulle, cotton, or partly. 

Tumblers, glass or crystal. 

Tunny fish, fresh, canned, or pickled. 

Turbines. 

Turmeric. 

Turners’ lathes and tools. 

Turnips and seed 

Turntables. 

Turpentine. 

Tweezers. 

Twine, all kinds. 

Twist, cotton or partly. 

Type. 

Typewriters. 

Umber, raw and burnt. 

Umbrellas, cotton, or partly. 

Underclothes, cotton, or partly. 

Undershirts, cotton, or partly. 

Upholsterers’ tools. 

Upholstery, cotton, or partly. 

Upper leather. 

Urinals, iron, crockery, or porcelain. 

Urns, tea or coffee. 

Utensils, kitchen, and for all arts and 
trades. 

Vaccine. 

Vacuum apparatus. 

Valerian. 

Valerianates. 

Valises, cotton, leather, or rubber. 

Valves, machinery. 

Vanilla and extract. 

Vaporizers. 

Varnishes, all kinds. 

Vases, metal, glass, porcelain, earth 
én, stone. 


Vaseline. 

Vats, metal, wood, or stone. 

Veal. 

Vegetables, all kinds, dried, fresh, 
pickled, salted, canned, concen- 
trated. 


vegetents hair and manufactures 

ot. 

Vehicles, all kinds. 

Veils and veiling, cotton or partly. 

Velocipedes. 

Velvet and velveteens, 
partly. 

Veneering. 

Venetian blinds. 

Ventilating apparatus. 

Verandas. 

Veratria. 

Verdigris 

Vermicelli. 

Vermifuge. 

Vermilion. 

Vervain. 

Vesicants. 

Vests, cotton or partly. 

Vetches. 

Vials. 

Victorias. 

Vines. 

Vinegars, medicinal. 

Viols, violins, and violoncellos. 

Vises. 

Visors, leather or skin. 


cotton or 
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BY RECIPROCITY—continued, 


Volatile oils. 

Vulcanizing apparatus 
Vulcanized rubber. 

Wadding. 

Wagons, all kinds, and parts. 
Wiinscoting. 

Waiters, wood or common metals, 
Wallets, leather or rubber 
Walnuts. 


Walnut wood, and manufactures of. 

Wash basins, boards, boilers, stands, 
tubs 

Washers, tron, steel, or nmon 
metal 


Washing machines and wringers 

Wash stands, wood or metal 

Watches, all kinds, and parts 

Water closets, poreci 
with other materials 

Watermelons 

Waters, cosmetic, mineral! 
or artificial, toilet 

Webbing, cotton or partly 

Wedges, iron or steel 

Weighbridges. 

Weights, iron, 
metal. 

Well tools and machinery 

Well tubes. 

Whale oil and blubber. 

Whaling implements 

Wheat and flour. 

Wheels, carriage, Wagon, cart, car 
machine, ship. 

Wheelbarrows and hand car's. 

Whetstones. 

Whitletrees. 

Whips. 

Whistles, all kinds 

W hite lead 

White paints, all kinds. 

Whiting. 

Wicks, cotton, or partly. 

Wicker and work of. 

Willow and manufactures of. 

Winches. ; 

W indlasses. 

Windmills. 

Window blinds, frames, glass 
shutters. 

Winnowing machines. 

Wire and wire cloth, and manufac 
tures of 

Wire-drawing machinery 

Wood, all kinds, and manufacture 
of. 

Wood-working machinery. 

Wooden houses, set up or not 

Wool in goods; half or more of cut 
ton. 

Wool machinery. 

Wool cards, driers, mills, 
washers. 

Work baskets and boxes. 

Wormwood. 

Wrapping paper. 

Wrenches, all kinds. 

Wringers. 

Writing machines (typewriters) 

Wrought iron, and manufactures of. 

Yams. 

Yards (vessels). 

Yarn, cotton or partly. 

Yellow paints or dyes. 

Yokes and bows, ox. 

Zinc, and manufactures of. 


of 


iron 


Steel, or 


common 


sash, 


3 


presses, 


THAT IS THROWN AWAY. 


Under these treaties, Mr. President, the United States stands 


in position to command and control the greater share 
trade of the tropical portion of the southern continents, 


is possible, by surrendering the 


ore, and som: other articles, to ne 


of the 
and it 
duties upon wool, copper, lead 
votiate similar arrangements 


with Mexico, Chile, Uruguay, and the Argentine Republic, whose 
foreign trade annually exceeds the sum of $500,000,000, and whose 


imports annually surpass $250,000,000. 


All of the articles I name 


except lead ore are placed upon the free list by the pending bill, 
without asking anything in return, or giving an opportunity by 
diplomatic negotiation to secure valuable concessions for the 
benefit of our farmers and mechanics. 

Not only does this bill repudiate and reject all the advantages 
that have been obtained for our producers in the southern na- 
tions, but it throws away forever the prospect of obtaining a 
market for at least one hundred millions of the surplus products 


of our farm and factories which 


we can not sell at home. 


The advantages secured for them in the southern countries 
have inspired the merchants and manufacturers of the United 
States to make a determined attempt to obtain a share in the 
markets which they had previously neglected, and the passen- 
ger lists of the steamers and the statistics of the postal service 


show that more 


commercial travelers 


have gone from this 


country to Central and South America, more buyers have come 
from those countries to this, and more correspondence has been 
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conducted during the last two or three years than was ever 
known before, and the increase continues to be very rapid. 
EVERY TOWN AND VILLAGE INTERESTED IN THE TRADE. 

Nor is this subject of importance only to the great commer- 
cial ports and manufacturing centers. Nearly every city and 
town in the United States has a direct and immediate interest 
in the extension of the trade. The men who make the articles 
of commerce do not know the destination of their wares, except 
in c.ses of large contracts of consignments. The South Amer- 
ican trade, being conducted at present almost exclusively by 
commission men, is peculiar in this respect, and the workmen 
in the little factories that have sprung up in the towns and vil- 
lages of the Middle and Northwestern States little know that 
the resuits of their labor are found scattered in nearly every 
country of Central and South America, and over al! the islands 
of the sea. 

Not long ago a gentleman intorested in the promotion of our 
export trade to South America took the trouble to trace to its 
source every article of merchandise that composed the cargo of 
a vessel bound from New York to one of the southern republics. 
The result was astonishing. I shall not give the entire list, but 
only a few of the items for the purpose of illustrating the point 
which I have made, that every community in the Union has a 
personal interest in every effort that is made to secure larger 
markets for our products among the nations of this hemisphere, 
and to show the infinite variety of goods thatcan besold in their 
markets. The following list'shows a few of the towns and what 
they contributed to this cargo: 


ALABAMA. 





Bessemer: Cast-iron pipe. 

ILLINOIS. 

Belvidere: Sewing machines. 

Canton: Agricultural implements. 

Carpentersville: Copying presses. 

Chicago: Axle grease, link belts, folding sawing machines. boilers, car 
axles, mining machinery, hardware, agricultural penne. machinery, 
office supplies, carriages, Wagons, carts, sewing machines, heavy hardware, 
furniture, provisions, electrical goods, cutlery, barb wire, reapers. 

Freeport: Buggies. 

Geneseo: Road carts. 

Moline: Plows. 

Peoria: Bolts. 

Rockford: Furniture. 

Pekin: Agricultural implements. 

Rockford: Patent foot machinery. 

Rock Island: Plows. 

Sandwich: Reapers, mowers, agricultural implements, windmills. 

Sterling: Agricultural implements. 


INDIANA. 
Evansville: Edge tools. 
Indianapolis: OMice desks. 
Mishawaka: Pulleys. 
Richmond: Grain drills, etc. 
Shelbyville: Cabinets. 
South Bend: Plows, wagons, carriages. 


IOWA. 

Dubuque: Wind-mils. 
Ottumwa: Wood work. 

MICHIGAN. 
Detroit: Fans and blowers. 
Grand Rapids: Furniture. 
Three Rivers: Velocipede cars. 
White Pigeon: Foot and hand power machinery. 


MINNESOTA. 
Minreapolis: Flour. 
St. Paul: Prepared coffee. 
Stillwater: Agricultural machinery. 


MISSOURI, 


Kansas City: Contracting machinery. 
St. Louls: General merchandise, glass and crockery, drugs. 


OHEO. 
Alliance: Steel coatinan. r 
Bucyrus; Grain-cieaning machinery 
Cincinnati: Brass goods, carriages. 
Canton: Plows. 
Cleveland: Steam gauges, bellows. 
Dayton: Sewing machinery, bronze castings, ice machines, agricultural 
implements, carriage wheels, hubs. 
m: File cases, filters. e 
Detilance: Machinery. 
Hamilton: Steam ptimps. 
Piqua: Corrugated iron. 
Sandusky: Whipstocks. 
Springfield: Engines. 
Toledo: Wagons. 
Wiimt mn: Augur bits. ; 
Mansfield; Agricultural implements, machinery, plumbers’ material 


COLORADO, 
Goal for Mexico. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 
Harrisburg: Bookbinders’ machinery. 
Pittsburg: Galvanized sheet iron, locomotives, chain. 


* ; WISCONSIN. 
Madison: Prin presses, 
Milwaukee: machinery, furniture, ice machines, beer. 
Racine: Wagons and carriages, machinery, furniture, engines and yachts, 
trunks, 
Sheboygan: Furniture. 
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Other cities in the Northwest contributed to this cargo the 
following articles: 

Portable road-making machine, gas engine, portable electric 
motor for drilling, boots and shoes, baseball bats, canned beef, 
brickmakiog machines, patentevaporator, patent cereals, chairs, 
cheese, clocks, clothing, condensed milk, buckets, canned corn, 
corn meal, wool compressors, cotton-seed oil, dairy utensils, dis- 
tillery plant, electric-light plant, bales of excelsior, fire bricks, 
flaxseed oil, passenger elevator and machinery, furniture, vege- 
tables, seed, harness, hay-baling machine, hosiery, ice factory 
and cold storage plant, knitting machine, oatmea!, ornamental 
tiles, pickles, pressed bricks, plant, saddletrees, soap, spokes and 
hubs for wheels, starch, laundry machinery, strawboards, 
watches, wire screens, wooden ware, and material for repairing 
watches. 

THE INTEREST OF MERCHANTS AND MANUFACTURERS AROUSED. 

Our people are just beginning to realize the value of the reci- 
procity arrangement. Trade is always conservative and sensi- 
tive, and feels its way cautiously when it is turned into new and 
unaccustomed channels; but the same intelligence and enterprise 
that has developed our internal commerce is now being applied 
to the extension of our foreign trade, and should have the pro- 
tection and encouragement of the Government, instead of being 
deprived of the advantages it nowenjoys. It requires time and 
patience and energy to — new markets and to successfully 
compete with established lines of trade. 

The manufacturers of Europe have intrenched themselves in 
the southern markets by the experience of acentury. Agencies 
and branches of commercial houses in London, Manchester, 
Hamburg, Frankfort, Antwerp, Paris, Lyons, and other Euro- 
pean cities, have been established at the mercantile centers of 
Central and South America for generations, and the import trade 
of the southern continent is almost exclusively conducted by or 
through them. The relations so long established are satis!fac- 
tory, and the consumers of that section are not seeking our trade. 

It is therefore necessary for our merchants to invade these 

markets, and break down the existing lines of commerce, in 
order to sell their goods; and that they can do so is demonstrated 
by the testimony of Mr. Coombs, which I have quoted, and the 
experience of every man who has faithfully and intelligently 
made the experiment. Much money has already been invested, 
and much time has besn spent in the introduction of our mer- 
chandise into the southern markets; in the establishment of 
agencies; in the study of the tastes and requirements of the 
people, and the conditions of the trade; in opening banking con- 
nections and credits, and in making the acquaintance of the 
buyers and consumers in the Latin-American countries and col- 
onies. 
This demonstrates that the advantages of the reciprocity ar- 
rangements have been recognized and are appreciated by those 
for whose benefits they were intended, but just now as they are 
beginning to see the results of their efforts, the majority of this 
Congress proposes todeprive them of the advantages they enjoy. 
A REMARKABLE INCREASE IN THE USE OF THE MAILS. 
The following table showsa remarkable increase in the weight 
of mails dispatched from the United States to Central America 
and the West Indies since the movement to increase our exports 
in that direction began: 




















Weight of letter mails. 
Mexico and South 
Tiseal year. a West Indies. America. Total. 
Grams. Grams. Grams. Grams. 
ED cc cccnsigeiareusnens 1, 274, 869 6, 131, 428 4,718, 625 12, 124, 922 
NUE << sins ehidamicamnd cereal 1, 360, 925 5, 783, 715 3, 670, 402 10, 815, 042 
BEDE .00c<arsthondoemeul 1, 798, 565 6, 217, 331 5, 040, 574 12, 956, 471 
DUTEE . .:aw'vincnnteiebiniebenanniel 2, 339, 953 6, 630, 161 5, 879, 271 14, 849, 385 
DOD niches cemgbtiedentmatie 2, 751, 076 7, 260, 761 6, 374, 454 16, 386, 291 
TEs Khis nic uatedcs cotepsainn 3, 332, 821 8, O44, 164 6, 953, 443 18, 330, 410 
 cdidirncncnnguaenes gmt 7,175, 411 10, 042, 020 7, 919, 948 25, 137, 8374 
1802 ......--0---2-0+----s- 6, 172,094 | 10,988, 8, 778, 188 25, 989; 275 
Bi ikickidddndienncqualeni 5, 477, 476 11, 478, 084 9, 191, 900 26, 147, 460 
he ce 4 ont Weight of printed matter i 
a Mexico and = 
Fiscal year ending South 
June 30— een America. Total 
Grams. @ , 
dh dich pode ns sanemieg 16, 751, 068 62, 504, 438 130, 164, 598 
FE i id dhbcccon necesdauall 19, 455, 64, 933, 003 141, 459, 069 
RET GSagitecnhbysealentabteretl 20, 360, 695 78, 856, 167 157, 658, 118 
re 87, 509, 160 177, 205, 963 
SEP pciumangutinnuceiiinghil 33, 702, 155 103, 876, 152 200, 568, 388 
ae ae 39, 037, 056 116, 148, 222 236, 888, 473 
aa eae 73, 441, 235 140, 647, 853 315, 536, 050 
1802 ....... ducietwenewedhy 86, 884, 063 157, 132, 390 350, 202, 501 
BED cvntadcctudenanel ----| ‘88,740,036 162, 715, 166 379, 280, 387 





























1894. 








ters and printed matter dispatched during the fiscal years 1892 
and 1893: 


Comparison between the years 13892 and 1893, by countries. 











| 












































| Letters. Printed matter. 
Countries. _— a = — —-—- 
|} 1902 | 18998 1892, | 1993. 
WEST INDIES. Grams. Grams. Grams. Grams. 
Cuba........- ye onnsanaenseceeessecces 4, 988, 306 | 5, 400, Gi4 | 47, 640, 718 | 56, 695, 783 
Windward Islands ..:............. ATO bincsncuens’ TE SE AOE 50 d0ss 
I iecnalbitinriintosmes <einiohinn i 1, 059, 195 | 1,118,979 | 12,336, 084 | 14, 886, 067 
indie diapers dnenvinenwtie 945, 365 987,980 | 9,679,035 | 9,566,760 
EE ali tdinets svihaitiginwe bod eiudekidhind 307, 740 834,640 | 6, 744, 220 505 
TS RES SPP ee eee 457, 820 481,495 | 4,987,185 
SE SN sina eeihndmasicasihen | 891, 100 275,595 | 4,657,820 | 2,045, 360 
ia in ann alate nen 333, 580 377,910 | 4, 305, 981 4, 673, 240 
Santo Domingo....................| 209,280 221,520 | 4,327,440 | 4,508, 175 
I I eins Slats paiement 32, 665 41, 200 291, 442 433, 265 
Se HOS SR icinntie ecnccscvclivasennsens 1, 738, 121 |.......----- 23, 701, 555 
i axéonited <eanttimeiontan 10, 988, 993 |11, 478, 084 |115, 186, 048 [127, 824, 285 
MEXICO AND CENTRAL AMERICA. | | 
I ir cnn Tsdarpbabedgdenisnetes | 1,777, 040 | 1, 143,495 | 20, 411, 299 | 19,027, 478 
Guatemala ...........-..---..---.-| 1,154,557 |} 1, 159,056 | 17,037,972 | 17, 692, 390 
CE EE cho datemashesiucnceses 799,513 | 1,061,811 | 15,251,535 | 17, 551, 939 
Pd indenting win ginaw atu nee 845,781 | 635,667 | 10,392,200] 9, 388,552 
DIE cv igapaiadbncnnseinp ane 582,532 | 432,463 | 7,147,880} 7,198,138 
Selvador. ...........------.-------- 729, 381 | 801,985 | 14,091, 763 15, 434, 663 
British Honduras................. 288,290 | 242,999 | 2,551,414 |‘ 2, 447,780 
IIS on. csnn- ond p ewes nossa 6, 172, 094| 5, 477, 476 | 86, 884, 063 | 83,740, 936 
SOUTH AMERICA. aa Cogn at 
a dbaidipdespadneevteb alee 1,796, 158 | 1,757,930 | 27,288,235 | 26,815,040 
iss tinmded ooqnehenadnind | 1, 788, 921 | 1,886,498 | 35,094,729 | 37, 465, 285 
Rs canna caretnnednndian derek | 1, 664, 330 | 1,687,170 | 22,843,275 | 21,711,010 
SER As oa iu orrcnncoaniranthtRausinte< 1, 026, 591 | 1,058,470 | 20, 356, 350 | 20, 232, 475 
RN isis skh wnnmsieietivintioe qibensintain 1, 026, 59% | 1, 104,414 | 22, 148, 969 | 21, 632, 493 
Argentine Republic ..............- 646, 429 841, 414 | 14, 841, 305, | 18, 206, 800 
ST cAccinbcrniitaiiemantietetie 455,045 | 475,151 | 6,699,750 | $9, 449, 807 
RIE cp worn qanacacupare sconenses 205, 671 211,966 | 4,054,259 | 5,331,820 
SN teinincnitahesstidinmplionten suki 106,800} 125,080 | 3,182,870 | 3,968, 550 
I ks cigs teuniinn tui 14, 971 = 177 619, = 724, 451 
ON i cates wannwrenha 7, 015 oo 2, 6, 225 
- ene RES 5, 935 18, 920 1, 360 171, 210 
a ales | 8, 778, 188. | 9, 191, 900 \157, 132, 390 |162, 715, 166 
GuamA total........-252....c '25, 989, 275 (26, 147, 460 360, 202, 501 79, 280, 387 








NO ONE HAS ASKED TO HAVE THESE TREATIES TERMINATED. 


Lam notaware that any one of these countries with which these 
arrangements have been negotiated wishes to terminate them, 
nor has there been any such desire expressed upon the part of 
any individual or corporation or commercial organization in 
the United States, 

There is nosuch memorial or petition before this body; nor 
has any person made any such request or suggestion to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, 

If those who are most interested in this subject were to be 
consulted they would insist that the reciprocity section and com- 
mercial arrangements that have been negotiated under its au- 
thority be let alone. They have not come here with their pro- 
test, because they know it would be useless. to oppose a policy 
that has been apparent ever since the present Administration 
came into power. They recognize the purpose of the present 
Executive and the majority in Congress to cancel or revoke or 
overthrow, so far as is in their power, every act of the last Ad- 
ministration, whether it refers to the Islands of the Pacific or 
the Republic of South America, with the same disregard of the 
horor of the nation, the interests of the people, and the friendly 
relations of our neighboring states. 

THE VALUE OF THE RECIPROCITY,“ ARRANGEMENTS. 

It is impossible to measure, as it is useless to conjecture, the 
value and importance of tho reciprocity arrangements. They 
have been in operation but two or three years, and our mer- 
chants have not had time to see the full result of their efforts 
to introduce their goods into new markets; but it is gratifying 
to note that wherever commercial conditions have permitted 
ee has been substantial gain in the exports from the United 

tates. 

In some cases it has been phenomenal, and can be traced di- 
rectly to the advantages secured by the treaties and to the in- 
vasion of the market by our merchants and manufacturers. 

In other countries where financial depression has prevailed a 
comparison of commercial statistics will show that the export 
trade of the United States has suffered less than that of any 
other nation, and that it has been a decided triumph to be able 
tohold ourown. The testimony of all the commercial organi- 
zations of Europe, all the commercial publications, all ef the 
diplomatic and consular representatives of the Rureyean coun- 
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The following tables show the distribution by nations of let- | tries in Central and South 


| 


America all goes to show the valuo 
they place upon the commercial advantage the 
has obtained, and the danger threatened by them to thei n 
commercial interests. 


United States 


THE OPINION OF AN ENGLISH EXPERT. 


Col. Howard Vincent, M. P., who has recently made an exten- 


| sive tour through South America, in 2 recent address at Mon 





gomery Hall, Sheffield, England, expressing the opinion of the 
British commercial community concerning our trade with Brazi 
spoke as follows: 


For the development of the prodigious re 3 of Brazil, England Las 
advanced some £100,000,000. Undertbesettlied government of the dethroned 
and defunct Emperor Pedro it produced a fair return in interest, and ala ? 
one in orders to English workingmen for steel rails, machinery, and ra 
pliant. In 1860 we sold to Braziltwice asmuchaswe bought. Now theta 
are turned, and we sell but one-third of what we buy rhe trade of Br 
with the world increased 20 per cent between 1880 and 1891, but only 
cent with Great Britain. lt has still a downward tendency 

The Germans are very strong in the rich province of Rio Grande do Sul 
But the United States has become our most formidable opponent. In Iss! 
they persuaded the credulous young republic to admit their manufactures 
either free of duty or at a great reduction over ours, The result has be 
loss of revenue which has to be made up by an increase of some 50 per cent 
on the duties on English goods. This puts them at anobvious disadvantage. 
The only satisfaction is that our cutlery still holdsitsown. I wish it wa 
possible to say the same of the edge-tool trade—axes, hatchets, picks, nearly 
all come from America. Beyond question there will be in the near future a 
reorganization of affairs in Brazil, and it will be necessary for us to take 
care that it does not take a direction adverse to our commercial interests, 


‘ 


en a 


THE ONLY INCRBASE IN OUR TRADE LAST YBAR WAS IN THE RECIPROCITY 
COUNTRIES. 

[ might call attention in this connection, Mr. President, to 
the enormous falling off in the exports from the United States 
to other countries during the same year, and to argue from that 
that our trade with Europe was a failure because the exports in 
1893 were not equal to those of 1891 or 1892, and it is a strong 
argument in favor of these reciprocity treaties and a great 
test of their value upon our trade with the republics and colo- 
nies with which they aremade. The totalexports of the United 
States in 1892 were $1,030,278,148, while in LSvG they were $347, 
665,194. The domestic exports to Europe alone fell off S1s0,- 
106,919; to Oceanicathe decrease was $4,300,000; to Asia $3,067, 
000, while the decrease in our shipments to South Americus | 


er 


only $483,000. And the increase of exports from 1892 to 1593 to 
the countries with which we have reciprocity was $3,560,515, 
and the increase over 1891 was $16,440,721. 

The exports to Austria dropped from $1,527,000 to $571,000; 


the exports to Belgium from $48,785,000 to $26,740,000; to Den- 
mark from $8,000,000 to $5,000,000; France, $99,000,000 to 346,000,- 
000: Germany, $105,000,000 to $83,000,000; Italy, $14,000,000 to 
$13,000,000; the Netherlands from $43,000,000 to $38,000,000; Ivus- 
sia from $5,000,000 to $2,000,000; Sweden and Norway from $6,500,- 
000 to $4,000,000; England from $432,000,000 to $361,000,000; Scot- 
land, $42,000,000 to $36,000,000; Ireland, $32,000,000 to $22,000,000; 
China from $5,000,000 to $3,000,000; Australasia from $11,000,- 
000 to $7,000,000, and to other countries in a corresponding de- 
gree. The only countries in the entire list of nations and colo 
nies in the world with which we have commerce that showed 
an increased exportation from the United States that year we 
the Azore Islands, Gibraltar, Greece, Portugal, Roumania, 
Spain, Turkey, Asiatic Russia, Philippine Islands, British Af- 
rica, French Africa, Portuguese Africa, the Dominion of Can- 
ada, and the Latin-American countries. 
REASONS FOR A FALLING OFF IN TRADB. 


Nevertheless in all of the Latin-American countries and in 
the West India Islands, except Cuba, there has been a period of 
financial and commercial depression unprecedented in its sever- 
ity andcontinuance. This was due in Nicaragua, Honduras, and 
Brazil to revolutionary insurrections which have disturbed the 
peace, interfered with industries, destroyed confidence, im- 


e 


| paired both public and private credit, wasted the fortunes and 


retarded the prosperity of the people. In other of the republics 
and in the British colonies there have been an extraordinary 
succession of poor crops which have reduced the purchasing 
wer of the people, and compelled them to forego many imported 
uxuries to which they have been accustomed, to postpone pri- 
vate and public improvements, and to reduce the expense of 
living: to correspond with the reduction of their revenue. 

All of the southern republics and colonies have also suffered 
severely from the reduced value of silver, which is there com- 
mon currency and standard, and a corresponding increase in 
foreign exchange. The price of labor and production and liv- 
ing has notin any measure decreased. A silver dollar which 
was worth 90 cents in gold in someof these countries a few years 
ago, {s now worth less than 50 cents in foreign exchange, so that 
from this cause alone the value of foreign merchandise has been 
increased to a corresponding degree in all of the southern mar- 
kets, and the aggregate value of their imports is reduced ac- 
cordingly. 
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The English merchants have suffered from this cause, not 


only in Latin America, but wherever silver money is current. 
The commercia! bodies of Great Britain, particularly those in 
trade with Cuba, Japan, India, and South America, including the 
London Chamber of Commerce, the greatest commercial organ- 
ization in the world, have recently sent a memorial to the Gov- 
ernment on this subject. They represent the urgency to be so 

reat a8 tomake necessary the reassembling of the International 

onetary Conference, with aview to finding some remedy for the 
heavy fall and the violent fluctuations in silver which have dis- 
turbed the trade of the country beyond calculation. 

In 1889 a Mexican silver dollar, which is the standard of value 
in most of the West Indian colonies, was worth 79 cents; in 1892 
it was worth 74.4; on the Ist of January, 1894, it was worth 56 
cents, in gold. 


The Peruvian sol, the Colombian peso, and the sucre of Ecua- | 


dor, which were worth 77 cents in 1889, were worth but 51 cents 
on the Ist of January last, in gold. 

In January, 1891, the Brazilian milreis was worth 36 cents in 
gold; in June, 1893, it was worth only 24 cents, and in March, 
1894, but 21 cents. 

THE COMMERCIAL TREATY WITH BRAZIL. 

The reciprocity arrangement with Brazil for a mutual reduc- 
tion of duties was the first negotiated, and the first to go into 
effect, and although that country has been suffering almost con- 
tinuously ever since from domestic political disturbances, our 
export trade has notdiminished, and our imports have increased 
toa remarkable degree. The foreign commerce of Brazil is 
almost entirely controlled by Europeans. The large importing 
and commission houses are English; the banking capital is Eng- 
lish, and the principal newspapers are owned or controlled by 
Englishmen, so that public sentiment, so far as it can be cre- 
ated orcontrolled by such influences, is prejudicial to the United 
States. When the treaty was proy , and still more when it 
was promulgated, the British influence in official circles, in the 
Congress, and in the press was bitter and determined against it. 

An attempt was made to have it denounced as unconstitu- 
tional. Public meetings were called and addressed by English- 
men to bully the Government and excite the animosities of the 

eople, and every pretext was seized upon to make trouble. 
hen came a bitter and relentless war of rates, and the natural 
obstacles to an increased commerce were supplemented by unu- 
su il efforts on the st of European merchants to retain a trade 
that, under the rec oe arrangements with this country, was 
seriously threatened. They reduced prices upon merchandise 
that might be bought in the United States and sold even ata loss, 
topreventand frighten competition, and the steamship lines from 
Europe assisted them by carey, rates of ero below 
the limitof profitable traffic. riting on this subject the United 
States consul-general at Rio de Janeiro said: 


The reduction of transportation rates from Europe seriously interferes 
with our shipping interests, and charterers can ongaee vessels on any terms; 
a :d they are often indifferent to risks and dispatch. o-. Roy, of the sail- 
inz vessel Cora, is Just in with a cargo of coal from Cardiff and was paid 16 
shillings a ton only, while in 1888 for the same voyage and a similar cargo 
he received 294 shillings, and so with many others. 


THE COMMERCIAL DEPRESSION IN BRAZIL. 

This was continued until the summer of 1891 when the politi- 
ec.) revolutions commenced. The financial interests of the coun- 
try and the foreign trade were the first to feel the changing sit- 
ution, Public and private enterprises were interrupted and 
many of them abindoned; foreign capital was withdrawn; banks 
and mercantile houses feiled or went into liquidation; the de- 
mand for machinery, railway supplies, and articles of luxury 
coused; workingmen were thrown outofemployment; merchants 
found themselves with large stocks of imported goods on their 
hands, and no customers. 

Both the national and State governments were busily occu- 
pied ino forts forself-preservation, and the period of the greatest 
prosperity in Brazil was immediately followed by a period of 
great financial and commercial depression. Exchange fell rap- 
idly in sympathy with existing conditions. The nominal value 
of the milreis, the monetary standard in Brazil, is 54 cents in 
United States gold. In April, 1890, it was quoted at from 48 to 
50 cents: in April, 1892, it was as low as 22 and 24 cents, and, asa 
result, the Brazilian merchant who had paid for his goods with the 
loc | money nearly at par, was obliged to sell them when it was 
at a disco int of 50 percent; and there was no corresponding in- 
crease in the milreis price for native products. 

In January, 1&%1, the milreis was worth 44 cents in American 
money, so that when merchandise was contracted for to be paid 
in gold or its equivalent, as it always must be, it only required 
2} milreis to buy a gold dollar. hen the time payment 
came, six months later, a gold dollar was worth more than 4 mil- 
reis, and sometimes 5. Added to this was the uncertainty of 
future values, so that trade was paralyzed and the importation 


‘of foreign merchandize was limited to actual necessities, and the 
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receipts of the Government from duties on imported goods 
dropped 42 per cent from the tot.l of the previous year. 
DISTURBANCE OF TRADE BY THE REVOLUTICN. 


And conditions have been growing worse instead of b:tter as 
those who have the newspaper dispatches are aware. 
The harbor of Rio de Janeiro, the principal port of the repub- 
lic, has been practically in a state of blockade for nearly a year, 
| and but for the gallant conduct of Admiral Benham the vessels 
| laden with American merchundise would not have been permit- 
| ted to unload. As the sympathy of Great Britain has been with 
| the insurgents, her commerce has been almost entirely inter- 
rupted, and it was only in February last that Lord Rosebery, 
the British premier, received the following —— for protec- 
_ tion from the British shipmasters in the port of Rio: 

Eighty British shipmasters, with 2,000 British subjects on board, repre- 
| senti £3,000,000 o money in their cargoes, demand, as loyal subjects, 

immediate protection of life and property in this harbor. Last Monday 
a British subject was shot dead, be rec ized while landing. A 
pealed to Capt. Lang, the commander of the British fleet at Rio, who would 
not see us, and sent us to the British minister; minister refused to see us, 
and referred us back to Capt. Lang. 

The same conditions have existed at Santos and Rio Grande 
do Sul, the two ports next in importance to Rio, which have 
caused an almost entire stoppage of trade. The following ex- 
tract from a private letter will show the situation at the first- 
named place: 

The harbor at Santos is filled with vessels, numbering, as I learn from re- 
liable parties, allof two hundred, each awaiting its turn for —eeneee 
which will consume from twelve to eighteen months. The custom-house is 
literally jammed with goods of all kinds, with lighters lying near filled with 
produce, many of them for weeks used for storage purpose, S, to the detriment 
and detention of other dischargi vessels. The beach is covered with ma- 


Sey in a very confused condition, waiting for shipment by rail into the 
nterior. 


NOT A FAVORABLE TIME TO TEST THE VALUE OF RECIPROCITY. 


The financial condition in Brazil during the last year, Mr. 
President, has been worse than it can be remembered ever to 
have been in the past, and it is scarcely necessary to suggest 
that such conditions have not furnished a fair test of the value 
of reciprocity arrangements with that country. Yet there has 
been a notable increase in the exports from the United States. 

In 1889 they amounted to $9,351,081; in 1890, the first year of 
the treaty, they reached $14,120,246; in 1892 they were a little 
more, and in 1893, the year of the greatest depression and block- 
aded habors, they were valued at $12,388,124. 

Comparing these figures with the exports from Great Britain 
to Brazil, we find considerable cause for gratification. In 1889 
they were valued at $30,161,500; in 1890, at $37,293,140; in 1891, at 
$41,550,195. In 1892, the first year after the treaty went into ef- 
fect, they had fallen to $36,562,631. 

The French suffered even more. There was very large gain 
in the trade between France and Brazil about the time of the 
overthrow of the empire, which was due to the establishment 
of a new line of steamers between Havre and the Brazilian 
ports, but since the reciprocity treaty with the United States 
was consummated all that was gained has been lostand the goods 
that were bought in France are now purchased in the United 
States. In1889 the exports from France to Brazil were 70,132,528 
francs; in 1890 they increased to 81,010,705 francs; in 1891 they 
jumped to 102,934,876 francs; but in 1892 when the effect of the 
treaty was felt they fell 33,000,000 and were only 69,520,091 frances. 
The exports from ce for 1893 are not yet reported. 

It should be said in this connection that the transportation 
facilities between the United States and Brazil are exclusively 
in the control of Englishmen, the American line having been 
discontinued two years ago because of a quarrel between Mr. 
Huntington and Mr. Rockafeller, the principal owners, and the 
shipowners discriminate seriously in freight rates against Amer- 
ican goods. 

TESTIMONY OF A RECENT BRITISH OBSERVER. 

Col. Vincent, a member of the Parliament from one of the 
largest manufacturing districts in England, has recently made 
a tour of South America in the interest of his constituents, and 
in response to a request of the Chamber of Commerce of Shef- 
field, Col. Vincent pre @ memoranda upon British com- 
mercial interests in Brazil, in which he said: 


The total volume of the British trade with Brazil amounts to over £13,- 
000,000 a year, of which two-thirds consist in purchases in Brazil. This pre- 
ponderance of import over export on our part is a new feature in the com- 
inercial relations between the two countries in the past twelve oe ons 
one unfortunately often duplicated at the present day. In 1880 Bri ex- 
ports to Brazil were double the imports thence. In 1480 still exceed 
them by 20 per cent. But while the im tions from have quad- 
rupled in the last thirty years British imports have declined. Nor do we 
find that the whole volume of British trade with the Republic represents 
so satisfactory an increase as could be desired. While it amounts to about 
one-fourth of the total external trade of Brazil, British commerce, - 
ing to the eminent statistical authority of Mr. Mulhall, has increased 6 per 
cent between 1880 and 1891, while that of Brazil, with the rest of the world, 
increased 20 per cent. 

In that year, 1891, moreover, the United States of America concluded with 
Brazil a reciprocity convention well calculated to make the British results 
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for the next decade still more unsatisfactory, The convention, the first of 
a series of twelve similar treaties already signed at Washington, a number 
augmentation of which is now in active negotiation, secured the admis- 
sion into Brazil on and after April1, 1891, of fifteen standard articles of Amer- 
ican production (including the old British staples of agricultural tools and 
machinery, mining and mechanical tools and machinery, all machinery for 
industrial and manufacturing purposes, and all railway construction ma- 
terial equipment), ‘free’ of duty, whether national, State. or municipal, 
and a reduction of 25 per centin two thousand other classes of goods “on 
the tariff then in force or which may hereafter’ be adopted. 
sideration for this enormous advantage to the United States over Great 
Britain and the rest of the world was the free admission of Brazilian su- 

ars, molasses, coffee, and hides—articles America could not do without. 
tis obvious that the advantage of this treaty was and is entirely on the 
side of the United States of America, and this fact Brazil, in her wild desire 
to translate the American Constitution into Portuguese, could not then see, 
but now recognizes too late. 

The question for us, though,is not what good this or other reciprocity is 
likely to do for America, or the other contracting parties, but what harm it 
is likely and indeed certain to do British tradeinthelongrun; slowly it may 
be, but not the less surely. 

Already in 1892 the Brazilian budget law increased by 60 
ties on cotton and wool manufactures, mainly derived from England, and by 
50 or 60 per cent the duty upon otherarticles ofimport. Itissatisfactory to 
fina that Sheffield cutlery has not as yet been seriouslvaffected. Butit holds 
its own only by enforced cheapness, and that too often means an undue 
cheapening of wages. Axes, hatchets, picks, and other articles in the man- 
ufacture of which we excel, are, however, being obtained from the United 
States. Whatever the results up to the present time, the undermining of 
British markets is a matter which requires most careful watching, and it is 
satisfactory that Mr. Harford, Her Majesty's secretary of legation, is giving 
close attention to the question in Brazil. 

It appears that the American sales to Brazil of cottor goods and mapu- 
factures generally have doubled, whilst those of hardware have trebled. 


EFFORTS OF AUSTRIA TO GAIN CONCESSIONS. 


The Austrian legation at Rio has endeavored in vain to obtain 
some concessions for flour imported from that country, whose 
trade was almost annihilated, when, under the reciprocity treaty, 
American flour was admitted at a greatly reduced duty. Uru- 

uay and the Argentine Republic have also been trying for the 
cob three years to obtain from Brazil a similar concession in 
favor of their flour on the ground thatit is one of the neces- 
saries of life, and that the United States does not supply a suffi- 
cient quantity to meet the wants of the people. 

The amount of duties remitted by Brazil on the articles im- 
ported from the United States under this arrangement averages 


reent the du- 


about $1,400,000. 
The exports from the United States to Brazil show a large 
falling off in wheat, which was due to the attempt on the part 


of the milling companies of that country to boycot the cereals 
of the United States, and also to the enormous harvests in the 
Argentine Republic, which were larger than was ever known 
before, and could be sold at Rio much below the ruling rate at 
Chicago or Minneapolis, and for these reasons the exports of 
wheat fell from 580,127 bushels in 1891 to 63,928 bushels in 1893, 
but there was a decided increase in the shipments of flour from 
the United States to Brazil in 1892, which were valued at $4,972,- 
539, as against $3,838,919 for the previous year. The exports of 
flour for 1893 were valued at $3,647,251, which show a slight fall- 
ing off due to the revolution and the commercial depression. 
There was a decided increase in the exports of cotton goods and 
other manufactured articles. 


THE GREAT INCREASE IN TRADE WITH CUBA. 


The most direct and profitable result that has come from the 
reciprocity policy of the last Administration is found in the 
statistics of our trade with Cuba, for there with the exception 
of a decreased value of silver and the natural increase in the 
rate of exchange, all conditions have been normal and favorable 
fora practical and fair test of its advantages to the agricultural 
and mechanical interests of the United States. 

The commercial arrangement with Spain, acting in behalf of 
her American colonies, Cuba and Puerto Rico, was concluded 
June 16, proclaimed August 1, and went partly into effect Sep- 
tember 1, 1891. Owing to the existing treaties with other na- 
tions it became necessary to adopt a provisional or transitory 
schedule for the time being, did not have full force until after 

the Ist of July, 1892. 

The foreign commerce of Cuba is much larger in proportion 
in population of the island than that of most of the nations of 
the earth. The greater part of the exports have been sent to 
the United States in the form of sugar, molasses, and tobacco, 
but we have furnished only a small part of the imports, of which 
Spain and Great Britain have sold a larger share. 

From 1876 to 1891 the people of the United States purchased 
from Cuba raw products to the amount of $923,888,557. During 
this time we sold Cuba. merchandise to the amount of $188,695,- 
845, leaving a balance of trace against us for the sixteen years 
amounting to $735,192,512. 

Our exports to Cuba have varied but slightly during the last 
sixteen years, the average being $11,793,490, or $431,398 less than 
total for 1891. The character of the exports is shown by a very 
long list comprising nearly everything that enters into the 
reach of man. 
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But commencing with 1891, when the commercial arr inge- 
ment went p.irtially into effect, the incroase has been gr wual 
and large in almost every line of merchandise. That year they 


were a little more than twelve million; in 1892 they had jumped 
to nearly eighteen millions; and in 1893 they had almost doubled, 
the total being $24,157,698, or more than twice as much as for 
any year previous to the negotiation of the treaty. The 
est increase was in flour, which jumped from 114,447 birre 
1891, to 366,175 in 1892, and 616,405 in 1893. There was 
large increase in other lines of merchandise. 

The following table of exports from the United States to Cuba 
during the fiscal year 1891 and 1893 will show the value of the 
trade with that country to the farmers and mechanics of the 
United States: 
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There was a corresponding decrease in the exports from the 
European countries to Cuba. The exports from Great Britain 
fell from $14,516,515 in 1890 to $12,420,305 in 1891, and to $8,390,- 
855 in 1892. The exports from France dropped from 11,671,054 
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francs in 1890 to 6,626,281 in 1891, and to 4,792,398 frances in 1892. 
The returns for 1893 have not been received. 


THE EFFECT ON THE FLOUR TRADE. 


The negotiation of this treaty reduced the price of flour in 
Cuba nearly one-half. ‘The duty previously was $5.31 a barrel, 
which, counting the shipping price at New York at $4.80, made it 
worth on delivery at Havana $11.46. Now you can buy flour at 
Havana at $6 a barrel, a price that bringsit within the reach of 
the common people, who before the treaty was negotiated could 
not use it at afl. 

With regard to the result of canceling this treaty I desire to 
call attention to a lstter which appeared in a recent number of 
the Washington Post, signed by the Hon. MICHAEL D. HARTER, 
a Representative in Congress from Ohio, which contains some 
ens information and suggestions for the consideration of 
the Senate: 


Editor Post: 

The fear that Spain willl increase the duties upon agricultural products 
and upon manufactured goods going from the United States to Cuba, incase 
we place a tax upon sugar, is well grounded. A friend just from Havana 
tells me the merchants there look upon such action as certain. Of course 
sugar must go upon our tax list for revenue purposes, and the question 
arises as to how We can get this necessary revenue and yet retain our very 
valuableCuban trade. 1 think it is easily answered. 

Put into our tariff laws a provision that will double our tariff taxes upon 
all goods of every kind produced in any nation or in the colonies or posses- 
sions or any nation which may hereafter increase the duties upon articles 
produced or manufactured in the United States. The equity of such a pro- 
Vision is very plain as our placing of a duty upon sugar is for revenue pur- 
poses solely, and in no sense is intended to exclude the productions of any 
nation. Its effectiveness need not be argued, as it will prove an absolute 
preventive for the dreaded legislation referred to, The people of Cuba 
would welcome such a provision as I suggest fully as much as our own farm- 


ers and manufacturers. 
MICHAEL D. HARTER. 


THE RESULT OF REVOKING THE TREATY. 


WASHINGTON, March 16. 


In connection and apropos to this letter of Mr. Harter’s, I de- 
sire to say that it was my good fortune to spend about a week of 
the holiday recess of Congress in Ouba, and a large portion of 
that time in Havana, and can fully confirm what Mr. Harter 
states as to the sentiments and ex of the merchants of 
Havana as to the restoration of duties upon our agricultural 
productsand manufactured goods ay the Spanish Governmentin 
case of the abrogation and ter on the part of our Govern- 
ment of present treaty relations. Of this there can be no doubt. 
There can be no reason why Spain will not at once seek to re- 
store the condition of things that existed before the making of 
this treaty, allowing her to furnish to Cuba very largely both 
her agricultural products and manufactured goods, of which she 
was deprived by the terms of this arrangement. 

During my visit in Havana I took occasion to look into and 
investigate, as far as time and opportunity would permit, this 

uestion of reciprocal trade between Cuba and the United 

tates as developed under the operations of these treaty rela- 
tions between the two countries, as well as to the general condi- 
tion of things in that misgoverned island. 

In conversation with American merchants and others doin 
business in Cuba, I learned that the effects of the commerc 
relations created by this arrangement had been really remark- 
able, and increasing in importance and magnitude day by day. 
The Americans doing business there are more than satisfied 
with the results. The Cubans are satisfied, and everyone is sat- 
isfied excepting Spain itself and the representatives of Germany, 
erent and sy qqationnes ao = the trade = the 

and gradually slipping away from mand finding them- 
selves supplanted by the products of the American farmer and 
the wares of the American workshop. 

I saw upon every hand evidences of all this. In the ware- 
houses I noticed flour in large quantities, with familiar brands 
of Richmond, St. Louis, Minneapolis, and other flour-manufac- 
turing points. I also saw the bacon and ham, and every dencrip- 
tion of our pork product, from Illinois, Iowa, and others of the 

ai pork-producing regions of the Northwest. I found also 
that machinery for the sugar mills and other manufacturin 
establishments were being imported largely from the Uni 
States. Isaw also on every hand American carr the Con- 
cord wagon and the Concord coach, and almost every descrip- 
tion of carriages manufectured in this country. In fact, the 
peop!e of Cuba are fast adapting themselves to the use of different 
articles of American manufacture, and the sentiment is fast de- 
veloping to increase this kind of importation and trade. 

Mr. President, this a of reciprocal trade is not a new 
one with the people of Cuba. They have looked forward for 


many years to a commercial disenthrallment from Spain, and 
to the establishment of such natural commercial relations as can 
only be had with this country. The revolution occurring in 
Cub: a few years since was inspired by the the 

hope that it might result not only in breaking the 


wish, and 
tical ties 
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that bound it to Spain, but to the establishment of the same 
character of commercial relations that have grown up under the 
present reciprocity treaty, looking also to the time when Cuba 
should become a part of this great Republic and enjoy what i: 
has ee had—a permanent and satisfactory form of govern- 
ment. 

_ Cuba, about the fairest and richest spot on this globe, lyingas 
it were at our very door, with natural resources almost without 
parallel, with a climate nowhere surpassed, has been lying pros- 
trate for centuries at the feet of Spain, groaning under the bur- 
dens of taxation and the effects of bad government, that we in 
this country have never hardly been able to realize. 

An island whose people should have been the richest and 
most prosperousin the world has been reduced almost to beg- 
gary by such taxation and bad government. So they have nat- 
urally looked forward to some change which would bring relief 
to them. 

As we look back and consider the commercial situation as we 
uow find it,and which has existed for so long a period prior to 
1891, it seems to me almost incredible that steps were not sooner 
taken to relieve this country from the disadvantages of its com- 
mercial relations and trade. 

While in Havana my attention was called to a letter written 
to the Brooklyn Eagle, June 5, 1885, by a very prominent and 
distinguished American gentleman, who had been doing business 
in Cuba for thirty or more years and a close observer of events, 
which made a deep impression upon me as not only evidencing 
the sentiments of Americans doing business in Cuba, but of the 
native-born Cubans themselves, and more especially the state- 
ments of facts made as to the conditions of trade which had ox- 
isted there for so long atime. The correspondent of the Eagle 
quoted largely from an article published in the New York Sun, 
in 1876, which brought out clearly many startling facts which 
should offer food for reflection to our statesmen who are now 
seeking to reinstate the same conditions that existed in 1876, 1885, 
and in fact up to 1891. 

Among other things, this article in the Sun called attention 
to the fact that the United States, in 1875, received over 85 per 
cent of the total productions of the island of Cuba; 2 per cent 
only of Cuban jo were sent to Spain, and 13 per cent to 
other countries. This article of the Sun is so suggestive and 
replete with information thatI feel that I can not do better than 
to insert a portion of it in this connection: 

In the six years from 1869 to 1874, inclusive, the United States importei 
Cuban goods to the amount of $398,056,651. In the same space we exported 
to Cuba goods to the amount of only $82.219,621, leaving a balance of trade 
for the six years against usand to the benelit not of Cuba, butof Spain, of 
$315,830,040. Had Cuba no wants which our agricultural, manufacturing, 


and industrial interests could supply, there might be less motive for com- 
— But we have a merchant rine which, by ) ‘s law in Cuba, is 
debarred an 


Northwestern States are prevented by the tariff from supplying it. Millions 
of pounds of rice are annually consumed in Cuba; but our rice grown in 
Louisiana, Georgia, and the is excluded, and the demand has to 
be supplied from India via tee to give em a to Spanish ship- 
ping, under the protection of the differentia! tariff above mentioned. 

An enormous amount of dry goods is annually consumed in the island, but 
the high duty on importation of these articles in fore bottoms and our 
own navigation law, which retaliates on Spanish vessels, divert a trade, of 
which we have a large share, to the manufactures of Catalonia 

and Germany, to the absolute exclusion of our New 
ures. And yet for the wherewith to pay for this beef, for 
Which we are prohibited from supplying, we 


85 per cent of the money. 
A barrel of flour can be landed in Havana as cheaply as in New York, but 
here, the onerous h tariff — in, and alw. toour detriment, 
for w Gallican er is taxed in Cuba on his uce 


Catalonian 

shi in a Spanish vessel only $2.25 per barrel, our Western agriculturists 
aioe by a duty of 85.49 barrel. These duties, of course, curtail 
the consum enormously. 1874 Cuba consumed only 391,979 barrels of 
flour, of h less than 60,000 were American. Same Sagres ve to the 
pegeheten Se SO ES. about 56 pounds. ere the absurd 
‘etters bes yak imposes on Cuba and our own trade with her removed, 
she would h us a market for about 300,000 barrels of flour every year. 
However, as matters stand to-day, the balance of our trade with Cubashows 
a loss to us of about $62,000,000 every year. 


Be SG, DD I iaietists + ced nintdincnadcces ccendiSqonwnsscinn $84, 337, 842 
And our exports to Cuba only -....-.-..-...- ctl ei enn meade 21, 501, 509 
Dip OR. is ictitic dik tiithdias inti dn ewe cnciecopietaniiia 62, 746, 333 
Ww for in Euro: goods instead of by a direct exchange of our prod- 
ucts with those tropical countries that furnish the United Grobeawathabacer, 
molasses, and For 


Europe with the of 
done 


if this trade could be by the United upon direct ex- 

in addition to this benefit, our Northern New 

York, must become commercial center from whence letters of credit 

business must issue, and where exchange 

upon this trade must be cleared, instead of at London, as now occurs. 

Now, sspecever anor about tobacco and . Which in the fore- 
table figure for some $8,000,000. sugar molasses, which 

f° it for over 000, are once uisites of life. And, as we 

Se aS ae ene eee ae 

from abroad. teal ctlks unbeenetin verect 


neighboring we 
dollars or gold bonds every year, without a chance to pay off our indebted- 
ness with cotton, breadstuffs, dry goods ete or any of our leading staples, 
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is not only ruinous, but absurd. The evil, however, can be remedied by 1890 to $6,813,316 in 1891, and $6,122,046 in 1892, and to $5,5 


adopting either of the following methods: 

First. By annexing tropical territory fit for sugar cultivation. 

Second. By reciprocity treaties with nations from which we draw our 
Wants of tropftcal produce of such a nature as to insure us a market for cur 
cereals, cotton, lumber, iron, coal, and manufactures proportionate to the 
extent of our imports from such countries. 

The first of these, that of annexation of tropical countries, is sure to meet 
with so much opposition, is so remotely possible, as especially in the case of 
Cuba, not to be worth discussing. ‘The second, that of obliging nations of 
whom we buy largely to become customers of ours, is perfectly feasible. 
Let us adopt our enemy's tactics. Let Congress enact a differential tariff 
based on Spain's Cuban tariff under which shall be collected 1 cent per 

und extra import duty on all sugars and molasses imported from Cuba, 

uerto Rico, the Philippine Islands, and all other Spanish possessions. 

This measure would produce about $14,000,000 in gold additional revenue 
without materially increasing the retail price of the article. It would fos- 
ter our sugar interests in Louisiana and possibly develop what good sugar 
lands there may be in Southwestern Florida. and every pound of this sugar 
would be, of course, exchanged for some other article produced by American 
labor and capital. It would develop the best root-sugar manufacture in the 
United States as well asin Europe, but all supplies which we might draw 
from France, Belgium, Russia, or Germany we should be enabled to pay for 
by a y increased exports of our own productions. 

It would ultimately benefit Cuba, because it would kill slavery and would, 
in the end, benefit Spain herself, because it would oblige her to givoupa 
colony whose possession has long ceased to be profitable to her. 

The latest statistics show a large falling off both in imports and exports; 
consequently the loss in the balance of trade to the United States amounts 
only to $36,618,617. 
eee oe im cndssaaccdbbaeusnceubacd . $57,181, 49 
And ourexports to Cuba only 10, 562, 880 


~ 36, 618, 617 


What the writer in the Sun in 1876 so clearly stated in re- 
gard to this situation, has been and is being realized under 
the operations of the treaty which is now sought to be termi- 
nated. He seems to have written almost with the vision of a 


ever have been an attempt on the part of this Government to 
deliberately throw away all the benefits arising from a policy 
which he so strongly and ably advocated. 


COMMERCE WITH PUERTO RICO. 


The financial condition of Puerto Rico since the reciprocity 
agreement went into effect on the Ist of September, 1891, has 
not been favorable to an increase of trade. The sugar crop for 
the first year was a partial failure, which reduced the purchasing 
power of the people, and created a general depression through- 
out the colony, and the low price of silver was felt as much as 
anywhere else. The Mexican dollar, which is the standard of 
value in Puerto Rico, dropped from 79 to56 cents. The import- 
ing merchant is required to pay gold prices for his goods in New 
York, but must sell them at silver prices to his customers in 
Puerto Rico, which is equivalent to a nominal advance of 20 or 
25 per cent in the cost of everything entering into the consump- 
tion of the people, without any corresponding increase in the 
incomes of the rich or the wages of the poor. 

Our commerce with Puerto Rico for the last twenty years 
has remained nearly stationary. Our imports from the colony 
vary from three tofive millions a year, and our exports average 
annually about two millions; but notwithstanding the depressing 
conditions, there has been a slight increase in the exports from 
the United States since the reciprocity agreement went into ef- 
fect, as will be shown by the following: 


Staiement of exports of principal articles from the United States to Pusrio Rico 
Jor the years 1891, 1892, and 1893. 














Articles. 1991. 1892. 1893. 
| j 
i 

Books and other printed matter-............ $1, 586 $2, 024 #4, 950 
BE Ee OO og cn ssn cctin dene dive scec cous 27, 806 38, 787 22, 768 
Corn and cornmeal 31, 479 57, 848 57, 679 
RE isc cbtiecikcicon «cumin suit amede malin 668, 828 826, 561 733, 308 
All other breadstuff 20, 762 29, 569 23, 301 
Chemicals, drugs, and medici 53, 894 68, 392 52, 571 
Cg TS eer 6, 550 12, 306 6, 959 
SI one noe conencatambesans ! 10, 043 19, 422 12, 101 
 iithahadiereasadaucaturietsséiceced i 18, 987 20, 023 56, 389 
ee odin nntmancnonssanepnsascens | 9, 626 18, 545 18, 837 
ic dnd cbee nude sosetces sees | 5, 193 8, 638 &, 254 
Refined petroleum ........................-.- | 8, 966 64, 219 40, 927 
Rcd ae iekottheesaaveiauchesensiunae} 27,617 60, 164 | 99, 754 
. Sen haithegeradnel 226, 311 301, 731 282, 980 
Oiled cients inset naln sk wiiem meg qagianriiiied 237, 692 324, 976 306, 809 
EE as, pndcoducuk Gibeksboweed sat ieee’ 5, 037 5, 528 7, 319 
NI i oe) pe a el eta be 12, 357 80, 343 | 23, 625 

Wood, and manufactures of, boards, deals, | | 
RIN 36s 24 cece comiadtinmdnn akveetoning | 189, 685 293, 621 | 262, 297 
All other articles. ........- sa hailed 60, 554 104, 097 111,603 
i Se ei 2,112,234 | 2,808,631 | 2,502,789 


| 
| 
| 
| 


EXPORTS TO THE CENTRAL AMERICAN COUNTRIES. 


The exports of merchandise from the United States to the 
five countries of Central America increased from $5,296,478 in 
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22,586 
in 1893, although the revolutions in Nicaragua and Honduras 
caused a considerable falling off in our exports to those coun- 
tries in 1892 and 1893, and the entire trade suffered ‘oly 
from the low price of silver. 

But the exports from Great Britain to those countries show 
aneven larger decrease, being $6,027,445 in 189land only $4,328,- 
615 in 1892, a falling off of $1,700,830. 

The exports from Germany and Franco to Central America at 
the same time showed also adecided falling off. 





Sey We 


RESULT OF THE TREATY WITH SANTO DOMINGO 


The condition in Santo Domingo for the two years since the 
commercial arrangement was negotiated has been worse than in 
in any other country in the list. There have been short sugar 
crops, and the great scarcity of money and a general business 


| depression in consequence, which was further increased by a gen 


eral commercial crisis, which extended all over the island, re- 
sulting from imprudent speculation, which injured the credit 
and consequently the ability of some of the most prominent 
houses of Santo Domingo which had previously been the largest 
purchasers in our markets. But the falling off intheexports to 
that country from the United States was not nearly so great as 
from the countries in Europe, which deraonstrates that the rec- 
iprocity treaty, notwithstanding the apparent decrease in trade, 
was beneficial and made the loss in our trade less in proportion 
to that suffered by other countries that did not have this advan- 
tage. 

The exports of domestic merchandise in 1891, the year when 
the treaty went into effect, were valued at $1,986,826. In 1892, 


prophet. Hecould not, however, have foreseen that there should | the first year they were in force, they were $984,188, while in 


1893 they showed a small increase of $1,108,733. 

At the same time there was a decrease in the imports from 
Great Britain from $2,641,775 in 1890 to $1,239,855 in 1892. The 
returns for 1893 have not been received. 

There was a decrease in the imports from France from 13,474, 
000 franes in 1891 to 8,791,000 francs in 1892, and the exports of 
Germany fell from 2,368,000 marks in 1891 to 1,438,000 marks in 
1892, so that the United States fared very well in comparison 
with other countries, which is doubtless due to the favorable cf 
fect of the reciprocity agreement. What little increase there 
has been in our trade with Santo Domingo was in manufactured 
goods, chiefly wearing apparel, but there was some also in ma 
chinery, manufactures of iron and steel, paper and stationery, 
and in pork and other meat products. 


EXPORTS TO THE BRITISH Cor 


The British Colonies in the West Indies have suffered severely 
from poor sugar crops and the low price of silver, and the ex- 
ports from the United States show 2 smali decrease, from $0,779,- 
138 in 1891, to $8,044,846 in 1893, but Great Britain suffered more 
in her trade with her own colonies than did the United States, 
for her exports fell from $15,510,230 in 1891, to $11,521,745 in 
1892. The exports from Germany to the British West Indics 
dropped from 1,653,000 marks to 1,099,900 marks during the same 
period. The falling off in the exports to the British West In- 
dies was mostly in manufactured articles and machinery, there 
being an encouraging increase in nearly all agricultural pro- 
ducts. 


ONTES. 


THE TRSATY WITH BRITISH GUIANA. 


There seems to have been a slight increase in our exports to 
British Guiana, the total value in 1891 being $1,858,742, which 
increased in the year 1892 to $1,933,299, and in 1893 to $2,000,675. 
The principal increase was in agricultural products and lumber. 

At the same time the exports from Great Britain to her own 
colony of British Guiana dropped from $1,431,965 in 1891 to $3,- 
761,375 in 1892, a decrease of $720,590. 


THE TREATY WITH THE GERMAN EMPIRS. 


Ip many respects the most important of the several commer- 
cial arrangements negotiated by the last Administration 
the authority of the reciprocity section of the McKinley act was 
that with the German Empire. By this the embargo that had 
been placed upon American pork products in 1880 was removed, 
a number of agricultural products were admitted free, and many 
more at a greatly reduced rate of duty. 

Bran, flax, hides, wool, and many other articles are now free. 
The duty on wheat and rye was reduced from 5 marks to 3.50 
marks per 100 kilos; oats from 4to 2.80marks; corn from 2 to 1.60 
marks; hops from 20to 14 marks; butter and oleomargarine from 
20 to 17 marks; pork from 20 to 17 marks, and all other kinds of 
meat from 20 to 15 marks; all forms of flourand other mill prod- 
ucts from 10.50 to7.30 marks; and so on through the list. 

In exchange for this the United States agreed to admit the beet- 
root sugar of Germany into this country free of duty. 

The result has been a large increase in the exports to Ger 
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many af the articles affected by the treaty, as the following table 
will show: 


Articles. | 


Agricultural implements.-................... $377, 
EES cipdns dewatnnsa <eartewetnnatincen eee 2, 794, 
I aaa a Nice aa ce ae 217, 

DRED ccoadbanicdptsindanotwe cimsiaddbneanaa 2, 569, 
Wheat flour . ot ee 1,011, 


TPE OE MOET . dieéniasssdbtdanadebdicckabe 
RES 
Dried apples 
GME, Ucn dh cll vcippanaeheceebemnid caudlpull 
I I nt i wann mabunsuitehidinwes cael 
eis ns conten gedansvpabiaadanodnae 
Bacon and hams 
Distilled spirits 
Unmanufactured tobacco 
Lumber: 
Boards, deals, planks, joist .............. 
Timber ....... ing nbnabtddn duntiael 
BD GORE CORIO nics white tkida casiie mca 


828 
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It should be remarked that the year 1892 was remarkable for 
the failure of corn and wheat crops in Europe, so that the in- 
creased exportation of those articles from the United States to 
Germany was unnatural. 

THE RESULT OF ABROGATING THE TREATIES. 


It is evident that the framors of this bill in their great haste 
to repeal Republican legislation have not stopped to consider 
all the results of their impetuosity. The commercial arrange- 
ments which were entered into by the United States under the 
authority of section 3 of what is familiarly known as the Mc- 
Kinley law, are solemn > between this and friendly na- 
tions which can not be carelessly kicked aside like a memorial 
from a legislature or an appeal from some domestic industry 
whose prosperity is threatened. They have the sanctity of 
formal treaties, and if they are to be terminated it should be 
done without national dishonor. 

There must be good reasons to show why this Government de- 
sires to withdraw from such ee and asks to be released 
from its obligations, I take the liberty to suggest that the honor 
and the dignity of thiscountry is too precious to be forfeited, and 
that if it be determined to withdraw from these arrangements, 
that the act be done according to custom of civilized nations, and 
that the bill be so amended as to authorize the President to give 
some good reason for the desire of the United States to termi- 
nate them. Such a method would preserve the honor of the 
nation, even if the act would be a serious blow to the commerce 
they have done so much to encourage and promote. 

I can recall but one instance where a treaty between the 
United States and a foreign government was terminated or in- 
terfered with by legislation, and that was the passage of the ex- 
clusion law in violation of our treaty stipulations with China. 

Such an offense as is proposed by this measure, as it came to 
the Senate, if committed by an individual or a corporation, 
would be followed by a suit for damages in court, but when 
committed by one nation against another the usual recourse is 
a declaration of war or commercial retaliation. It is impossible 
to predict what may occur should these arrangements be abro- 
gated, but the result will certainly not enhance the credit of 
the United States among nations, nor promote our commercial 
welfare. 

The commercial arrangements with Brazil and other republics 
of Central and South America were made by them as an expres- 
sion of their friendly sympathy and desire for closer commercial 
relations, against a powerful influence exerted by the nations of 
Europe which had hitherto monopolized their trade, and in cer- 
tuin cases in the face of formal protests t the discrimina- 
tion extended in favor of the imports of the United States. The 
arrangements with the British and Spanish solonies were initi- 
ated without the encouragement or approval of the home gov- 
ernments, who finally gave their indorsement with the greatest 
reluctance. Each agreement bears the stamp of favor which 
would not have been extended to any nation but the United 
States, and now we — to reward this friendly disposition 
with an insolent indifference to their welfare as well as our 
own. 

THE RESULT OF THE GERMAN TREATY. 

The arrangement with Germany was the culmination of nego- 
tiations that extended over a lon riod of years by which we 
endeavored to secure the removal of an embargo that had been 


imposed upon one of our principal products; one for which the 
farmers of the Northwest feel the need of a foreign market as 
much as for any other commodity they produce. 
ten years 
pork had 


For more than 
rior to the of the tariff act of 1890 American 
n the object of the most unjust discrimination in 
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Europe, and on account of the prohibitive or severely restrict- 
ive laws it had been practically excluded from most of the coun- 
tries of the Continent. Notwithstanding the earnest and re- 
peated efforts of our diplomatic representatives to secure a repeal 
or modification of these unjust laws, at the date of the passage 
of the tariff act of 1890 they remained in full force, to the great 
detriment of the export trade in this important agricultural 
product. 

The adoption of the reciprocity provision conferred upon the 
President such ample powers of discrimination in commerce 
that he was soon enabled through negotiation to not only secure 
a removal of the prohibition against the importation of pork, 
but to obtain important concessions for American agricultural 
and other products in some of the leading nations of Europe. 
The first of these was negotiated with the German Empire. 
This was followed by a reciprocity arrangement with Austria- 
Hungary by which American products are admitted to the same 
favors as these granted by the commercial treaties made with 
Germany, Italy, and other countries. 

And we are now proposing to revoke and abrogate that ar- 
rangement without even saying ‘‘by your leave.” But no mem- 
ber of the committee seems to have thought it of any importance 
to _ what Germany, or Austria, or Brazil, or Spain will think 
or do. 

By this act we restore the duty upon sugar. That includes 
the beet sugar of Germany, which under the compact of Febru- 
ary 1, 1892, we agreed to admit free to our ports. In 1892 we 
took 173,000,000 pounds of sugar from Germany, and in 1893 
we took 325,000,000 pounds. Will Germany see that trade cut 
off without some form of retaliation? Will the embargo upon 
American pork be restord, and if so, how will this Congress 
excuse itself to the farmersof the Northwest for depriving them 
them of a profitable market? 


WHAT WILL GERMANY DO IN RETALIATION? 


The Chicago Record of recent date contained an interview be- 
tween the Washington correspondent of that paper and the Hon. 
John A. Kasson, formerly minister toGermany and Austria, who 
is recognized not only as one of the most learned students of in- 
ternational law, but also as one of the most experienced and skill- 
ful diplomatists in this country. Mr. Kasson was asked to ex- 
plain in terms his views of the effect of the Wilson tariff bill as 
reported to the House upon the reciprocity arrangements made 
by the last Administration. He said: 


“Section 56 of the Wilson bill repeals all acts and parts of acts inconsistent 
with the provisions of this act. It also declares that the repeal of existing 
laws or modifications thereof ‘ shall not affect any act done or any right ac- 
cruing or accrued’ before the said repeal or modification, but all rights and 
liabilities shall continue as if the act had not been repealed. On the other 
hand, the Wilson report on the tariff bill declares the purpose of the bill to 
be ‘to re in toto section 3 of the tariff act of October 1, 1890, called its 
—— ty provision.’ 

“From these declarations it would appear that, so far as the Wilson act 
imposes duties upon articles made free under the McKinley act and in our 
comme arrangements under section 3 of that act, it does operate to re- 
peal not only the reciprocity clause of the McKinley act, but also toannulthe 
arrangements made with foreign countries underit. Againstthis view, how- 
ever, is the sa clause I have quoted from section 56, which is the repeal- 
ing section of the Wilson bill. . 

“Tak the reportanda the provisions of section 56 together, they indicate 
some confusion in the minds of the framers of the bill, both as to what they 
can do and what ony have done with the international arrangements estab- 
lished under the procity clause of the McKinley act. Inasmuch as the 





comm arrangements of reci ity were ‘acts done and rights ac- 
crued’ prior to this re , it might be construed in court that it is the in- 
tention of the Wilson bill to exempt from repeal these reciprocal arrange- 


ments with foreign countries. It leaves an impression on my mind that the 
committee hardly knew what they embraced in the repeal and exemptions 
vided for in section 56.” 

“Is that the usual way of terminating a treaty or an arrangement with a 
foreign country?” = 

“No; veryfar from it. I knowof no case in our history in which Congress 
has rr trampled gen a international treaty of the United States and 
nullitied it, except its table conduct toward China. In every other 
instance throughout history, so far as I remember, treaties have been ter- 
minated in the manner provided for by their own provisions or through 
other diplomatic actions." 


THE RIGHT TO TERMINATE TREATIES. 
oe Congre: ngress, under the Constitution, the right to terminate treaties in 
way?’ 
* 'Thatrepresents a question which was finally solved by the Supreme Court 
of the United States—the question of reconciling the legisiative power of 


Congress with the treaty-making power of the Executive and Senate. It 


was finally settled by the eee Court that treaties made in pursuance of 
the powers granted the titution were the supreme law of the land, 
like constitutional acts of Co: Atthe same time it was decided that 


ngress. 
Congress the constitutional power, within the limits of constitutional 
action, to make provisions which might nullify the treaty. That is to say, 
in substance, that the latest exercise of power controls the former. If, how- 
ever, a treaty is violated, the action o mgress in no manner exempts the 
Government from its responsibilities to a foreign nation. The foreign gov- 

eee ene its right of war to satisfy its 
treaty." 


What would be the eres to foreign governments if the 
United States should violate its treaties by such methods?” 
“From the earliest times the violation of an international 


describe 
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“Would Germany and Austria be more likely to take offense at such ac- 
tion than China?”’ 

—s That is to say, they would be likely to take more prompt 
action.”’ 

“Tn retaliation?" 

“TI should say yes, if the injury to their interests seemed to require it, 
but I am still not clear that the intention of the bill is to nullify these ex- 
isting arrangements other than by the methods provided in the arrange- 
ments themselves.” 


GERMANY AND AUSTRIA WOULD ACT PROMPTLY. 


**You are familiar with the commercial arrangements with Germany 
under which the removal of the embargo upon American pork, the decree of 
the German Government of March 6, 1883, was revoked as a consideration 
for our removal of the duty uponGerman sugar. Whateffect would the rev- 
ocation of that commercial arrangement have upon our trade with Ger- 
many, speaking from your experience and knowledge of that country?” 

“IT can only say that both inGermany and Austria-Hungary there is wide- 
spead jealousy among the ——_ of American agricultural products which 
compete with theirown. As far back as fifteen years ago I was called upon 
at the legation in Vienna by arepresentative of the local press, who said to me 
that there was great alarm ina certain rural district of Austria over the report 
that the United States Government was about to establish an agency near 
them for the introduction of American pork and other food products. He 
added that there was great excitement on the subject, and desired me to in- 
form himit there was any truthinthereport. This same feeling of apprehen- 
sion is so general in the two countries named that either government would 
be supported by popular sentiment in any action it would take for the em- 
barrassment of our export trade in those articles, and that leads me tothink 
that they would seize any provocation which might justify them in restor- 
ing their hostile enactments. The revocation of the decree prohibiting the 
importation of American pork intoGermany wasthe consummation of many 
years’ difficult diplomatic negotiations and could not have been secured with- 
out offering to Germany the important concessions in favor of beet sugar, 
— the reciprocity clause of the McKinley act enabled our Government to 
make.”’ 


THE TRADE OF GERMANY WITH OTHER AGRICULTURAL NATIONS. 


A reciprocity treaty has recently been concluded between 
Germany and Roumania under which the agricultural products 
of the latter country are to be admitted into the empire at the 
rate of duty now imposed upon such products from the United 
States,and a similar treaty with Russia was recently ratified by 
the Reichstag. 

Germany is not an agricultural country, but a great majority 
of the people are engaged in mechanical industries and must 
purchase the larger part of their food products abroad. The 

opulation is rapidly inereasing, and with the most abundant 
Soreante the supply of bread and meat willalways be insufficient 
for the wants of the people. 

Since the negotiation of the reciprocity arrangement with 
the United States efforts have been made, under the direction 
of the Agricultural Department, to introduce our cereal prod- 
ucts into more extensive use among the people with encourag- 
ing success; but the United States will always be handicapped 
in her trade by the fact that Germany is surrounded by the 
largestgrain-produclng countries in Europe, which can get their 
products to her market without the expense of long ocean voy- 
ages and the several handlings at the ports of departure and 
arrival. The commercial relations between her people and her 
neighbors are of long standing, and their business methods are 
better understood than ours. This natural disadvantage can 
only be overcome by the most skillful diplomatic negotiations 
on the part of our Government and by the heartiest enterprise 
and energy of American exporters. But if the reciprocity ar- 
rangement now existing with Germany is revoked that market 
will be entirely destroyed. 

The value of that market is shown by the fact that the ex- 

rts of maize to Germany in the year 1891 were valued at $2,- 

2,404; in 1892, the first year after the treaty took effect, the 
exports were $7,481,125, while for 1893 they were $2,794,689. 

At the same time the exports of maize from Belgium into 
Germany fell from $171,493 in 1891 to $59,222 in 1892, and from 
Russia from $995,397 in 1891 to $269,384 in 1892, while from Rou- 
mania the exports were $608,102 in 1891 and $620,915 in 1892. 

In 1891 the United States furnished 284 per cent of all the maize 
imported into Germany; in 1892 it furnished 62¢ per cent. 

In 1891 we furnished Germany $7,048,606 worth of lard; in 
1892, $7,722,727, and in 1893, $6,429,211 worth. 


MEAT CATTLE. 


The following statement shows the imports of meat cattle into 
Germany for the years 1891, 1892, and nine months of 1893: 








} ] 
From— | 1891 1892 | #1993. 

En cg ch bede sesuntet shu pie nbgeste cede mniibtednct 2, 873 | 4, 931 771 
ET iets ccugte sae : ‘ 11, 788 7,492 12,718 
EE aaah ie cc0s «4 sceds dues «buuadubweed bees tanks 3, 385 | 891 | 208 
NY So 35 4h Maiandiipen hin Valli ebehetionn dun 10, 270 4,175 | 4,739 
ERE SSR LS ES: | 14,870} 3,486 5, 516 
acs cope een eeerenbasot See 3,825 | 12,717 
ie, 55 ca lcban cndubeenéadeaeneece 32, 158 7,813) 17,107 
eins pckc socncatncasébwees Sedan | 82,581 121,430 | 60,407 

I Geri aa, ou ne nc bobévenescules 173,336 | 157,897 | 121,712 





*Nine months. 
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Which shows that the share furnished by the United States 

sprang from 32 per cent in 1891 to 77 per cent in 1892. 
IMPORTS OF WHEAT INTO GERMANY. 

The importations of wheat into Germany from the United 
States have enormously increased.. The following table will 
show the comparative exports of wheat from various countries 
into Germany for the years i891 and 1892, and for the first nine 
months in 1893: 





Exports of wheat from various countries into Germany. 









From 1891 1892. } *1893, 

| | 

| Bushels. | Bushele. Bushels 
(Ee pr J mes 377, 148 250, 165 53, 
i. 6. jenn biucinneduesweyieadsiwen tee ; 534, 727 
IEE dul ctowencsdmmnidécsensuceutuaadee, + See 86, 206 
TG nn innate eaksaaw edu et 751, 581 456, 730 
INS «tintin d watwateGlbha dull 428, 529 | 917, 850 1, 
ES cc 2c dikGadtenh debate ieiacbadese 5,155,870 | 2,572, 901 159, 657 
ie itihd a ceddiwanekcnpeieedeeeddt wand ; 135, 390 | 56, 544 
A i a i aia al and delinen : 202, 781 34, O74 
British India (East) ..................- 242, 144 509, 081 23, 634 
Argentine Republic .......... a 123, 970 | 661,697 | 1,296, 187 
a 13, 471 | 1,514 |... : 
Eeritish North AMCOPICR 2... 6. ccc cccccences|se«- on 117, 190 | 32, 268 
a NE a i 130, 436 30, 870 
I NII sc cant siwatinds cedmiiooiaaiedinioe 8, 713 2 
EE SRS 2, 855, #16 


NUE ies acct iboats ute 9, 067, 610 | 12, 962, 126 | 6, 125, 525 








* First nine months. 
THE IMPORTS OF RYE INTO GERMANY. 

The imports of rye into Germany show anincrease. In 1891 
the United States furnished only 7 per cent: in 1892 it furnished 
25 per cent. There was a general falling off in imports from all 
the other nations, and a very large increase from the United 





States. The following table shows a comparison of exports of 
rye for the years 1891 and 1892: ; 
From— | 1891. 1892. 

| Bushele. | Bushels. 
DS 4 éine sub bce bneihaaiinbetawws wal 148, 443 130, 151 
nts cdi cid dete ales aainenilbabalgenn aiasinddeaudibceisimausil’ 274, 279 
iinwadehdame dtineded* Gnenkscercncbscascues secbuned | 182, 967 460, 080 
a, aaa Lo oad. sem cee aah 189, 511 48, 25 
PI bddtntcdcadccsccccwesess pith ctenanasanll 389, 270 343, 576 
ERLE EES IEP AL NEP FERS 233, 000 268, 176 
PE cec0cccsresbussanedignnenbeuntue 6, 187, 775 1, 233, 77 
IT siesta ala canadian esti sia st @idehibdssnia doko Wieadeleaiedbeiaa exennial 93, 525 
IT 0.0. crnn « ahs dadaebeantaanieantihchthiliantp dnb aaciaiiemales i neats | Se 861,132 


British North America...... 


20, 468 
NOG ONO bn ccccinnncancacesa 


642, 222 1, 361, 291 
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RECIPROCITY THE POPULAR POLICY IN EUROPE, 


The commercial policy of the leading nations of Europe has 
recently adopted reciprocity treaties as the most satisfactory and 
equitable method of regulating international trade, and promot- 
ing an interchange of peculiar products, but they were not gen- 
eral, in fact were almost unknown until the late President 
Arthur inaugurated the policy in the United States by the ne- 
gotiation of such arrangements with Mexico, Santo Domingo, 
and with Spain for her colonies of Cuba and Puerto Rico. 

Germany has made or {s making treaties with all the countries 
with which she has commercial relations, for the purpose of ex- 
tending her export trade in machinery and maaufactured mer- 
chandise, and cheapening the cost of food to her people by a 
reductionofduties. She has reciprocity arrangements with Aus- 
tralia, Italy, Roumania, and other countries, besides the United 
States, and on the llth of March, after a most exciting debate 
inthe Reichstag a treaty with Russia, which will admit the 
wheatand flour of the latter Empire at the same rate of duty as 
that imposed upon similar articles from the United States. To 
abrogate our treaty with Germany, and restore her old duties 
upon wheat. corn, rye, barley from this country would stop in- 
stantly and for ever all exports of breadstuff and provisions 
from the United States, as it would forbid competition with the 
grain of Russia, Austria, Hungary, and Roumania. 

In view of the coer weowney consummated between [ussia 
and Germany, under the provisions of which the breadstuffs of 
Russia are to be imported into Germany on the same terms as 
are conceded to the United States under our present treaty re- 
lations. the situation in Germany will become more serious and 
embarrassing. 

My attention has been called to the report of our consul-gen- 
eral, Mr. Frank H. Mason, at Frankfort, one of the most intel- 
ligent, thoughtful, and in every way valuable members in our 
whole consular service, in which he takes up this entire ques- 


tion of the Russian treaty and its effect upon importations from 
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the United States, to which I desire to call the attention of the 
Senate at this time, and which I will ask to have read. 
AMERICAN BREADSTUFFS AND THE RUSSO-GERMAN COMMERCIAL TREATY. 


The pending treaty of commerce between Germany and Russia was signed 
Oy the commissioners representing both governments and published on the 
10th of February. Although it has yet to be debated and ratified by the 
German Parliament, the attitude of the Imperial Government and the popu- 
lar expression of commercial sentiment are so strongly in its favor that its 
adoption in substantially its published form would seem so probable that it 
may be interesting to inquire what effect the new conditions are likely to 
have upon the future export of American products, and notably breadstufts, 
to Germany. 

The present situation has been repeatedly described in — reports 
of this series, but for convenience of deduction the rates of duty on imported 
breadstuffs may be concisely stated. 

Previous to I’ebruary 1, 1592, German imports of American and Russian 
wheat and rye were subject to the same general rates of duty—81.19 per 100 
kilograms, or #11.90 per metric ton of 2,240 pounds. The duty on flour of 
wheat or rye from both countries was $2.50 per 100 kilograms, or 825 per ton. 

But on the date just named the United States were placed by treaty with 
Germany in the class of most-favored nations, so that thenceforward the 
duties on American wheat and rye were reduced to %.33 and on flour to 817.30 
perton. Meanwhile similar imports from Russia continued to the gen- 
eral or standard duties as above stated until the Ist of August, when, in 
consequence of disagreements between the two governments, the rates of 
duty on all imports from Russia into Were summarily raised 50 
per cent and became, respectively, $17.85 per ton on wheat and rye and 337.50 
per ton on flour. Since August last there have been in force, therefore, 
three rates of duty on wheat and flour imports to this country, viz, the min- 
imum rate accorded to most-favored nations, the standard rate applicable 
to breadstuffs from countries which enjoy no special treaty privileges, and 
a y the retaliatory maximum rate applicable to imports of Russian 
origin. 

The new commercial treaty between Germany and Russia sweeps away all 
these discriminations, secures to imports from Russia the minimum tariff 
conceded to most-favored nations, and thus puts that country upon anequal 
footing with the United States in all that relates to their freedom of access 
to the markets of Germany. The effects of these chan conditions when 
applied to the whole list of im are too remote and wide reaching to be 
yet estimated; but in respect bvreadstuffs, the most important item of 
com petition, there are certain results which may be already foreseen. 

The basis for such a study is the record of German —- of wheat and 
rye during the past twenty-one years, a —, which ex several years 
beyond the first enactment of grain duties in 1879 and includes the several 
changes and amendments to which those duties have been subject. The 
tabie following shows the total imports, in metric tons, of wheat and rye 
during eachjyear since 1872, the average price in dollars per ton of each kind 
of srain in the Berlin market, and the various changes which have been 
made in the grain duties during the entire period. 

A glance at these statistics will reveal several highly interesting facts: 
First, that there is in Germany, even during the years of most abundart 
harvests, a large deficit in breadstuffs which has to be filled by tation; 
second, that this deficit, although modified by various fluctuating influences, 
is, on the whole, increasing in close proportion to the growth of ae 
tion: \iiird, that the highest market values of wheat and rye at Berlin were 
in 18738, when both grains were imported free of duty, and the lowest values 
have been touched during the year, when the highest duties were in 
force, so that the duties enac at the demand of the agricultural class for 
the purpose of keeping up local values have failed toaccomplish that result, 
for the obvious reason that the values of breadstuffs are governed in Ger- 
many, a8 elsewhere, by the world’s grain market, and not by local condi- 
tions; fourth, that the highest total import—2,835,000 tons—was reached in 
1879. the first year of the duty on wheat and rye, while the lowest was in 1886, 
when prices of both grains were considerably lower than in 1879; and finally, 
that, contrary to the rule of twenty years ago, the imports of wheat now far 


exceed in volume those of rye. 
! 
Ave ce per) 
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Years. | a Duty rate. 
Wheat. Rye. |Wheat.| Rye. 
Tons. Tons. 
ie 366, 000 780,000 | $62.83) 845.69 | Free. 
COND wcekiod 408, 000 950, 000 57.12 47.12 Do. 
1875. il 499, 900 700, 000 46. 04 39. 50 Do. 
eerie 685,000 | 1, 100,000 49. 98 41.41 Do. 
| Rip 940,000 | 1, 190, 000 54. 74 42.12 Do. 
See 1, 060, 000 945, 000 48.07 34. 03 Do. 
1879. ....cc<. 915, 000 | = 1, 470,000 49. 26 34. 51 eer tom 
Sin ontiti 227, 600 689, 600 54. 02 46. 41 : 
lon 361, 900 575, 500 54.74 48.55 Do. 
1088........ 687, 200 658, 300 51. 64 38.79 Do. 
Mec paninie 641, 900 777, 000 45. 93 35. 98 Do. 
a 754, 500 961, 600 41. 88 35. 70 Do. 
Wi sciwwand ‘752, 400 769, 700 39. 98 34. 74 | 87. mee toe. 
2908. ..... seal 273, 300 565, 300 39. 50 32.13 
Bi wcnniien 547, 300 638, 500 40. 69 30, 22 | $11.90 rer ton. 
SR 339 800 652, 800 42. 84 32. 60 Dev 
To eninatamns 516,900 | 1,059,700 4.77 36. 65 Do. 
nit ated R87, 952 876, 200 46.88 39. 98 De. 
Bi ccws cnr 896, 836 842, 700 53.78 49. 26 | $8. 33 and $11. 9 per ton. 
1802........| 1,271,051 548, 600 45. 22 39. 50 Do. 
ae RSH? 708, 453 227, 577 36, 17 31. 89 | $8.33, $11.90, and $17. $5 
per ton. 

The principal opposition which the pending treaty with Russia has en- 

coun n eGecknay tap come from tne agricultural classes, Who assert 


that its ad will bo the final blow to the interest in this 
country, and that, with the gatesopen to all ng or 
tries at uniform and moderate rates of duty, German farmers, their 
-priced land that must be constantly fertilized to remain productive, 
Dede wh pag my ey sey | 
However this may be, the fact seems that under any conditions 
that ave like’ bo prevall Ceemnent 6 ae Sane 
ply of i cereals, and 
countries which have the most ready communications with Bremen, - 
burg. and Rotterdam, and which are able to produce and deliver wheat and 
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increasing their area of wheat culture and their oa production? The 
imports of the year just ended, when the prices of wheat and rye have 
touched the lowest figures known during the present generation, have a per- 
tinent interest in this connection. 


Wheat. | Rye. | Flour. 
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UN Ahi merece nhiebinnic’ 17, 975 | 
ee , 7 1, 206 | | 
| a eee Be RekntSnsesnake 
a a el 
PR ees 1,742 
OO, ee 23, 783 
tite cha eidiiedln tisha 143, 577 | 
eee 21, 636 
Servia .. 5, 848 
OT cintenstainth 3, 407 
British India ......- 2, 716 |. 
i ed 
ae ublic 151, 306 Le ea dicisitianteael 
tish America 3, 226 | 
I a ili bach cits seialipisinshmceivniel 3,548 |....- is 
United States -_...__. 314, 928 | 
Other countries _..._. 2, 353 | 
A Said <c nvavicthibini dilapiidishagilliie tind 708, 453 227, 577 | 26, 804 


During the past year, therefore, with Russia aunt during five months 
by an all but eniuecmy tariff, the United States furnished nearly one-half 
of all the wheat, about one-twelfth of the rye, and about one-sixth of the 
flour imported to Germany from all countries. 

The practical question is, how serious will be the competition of Russia 
in these and other staple products should the pending tieaty restore her to 
c l advantages equal to those of the United States? Russia will, 
from the day that the new treaty takes effect, resume her old position as the 
source of supply of nine-tenths of the foreign rye used by Germany. The 
same will bs true, in a greater or less degree, of raw flax. certain kinds of 
lumber and timber, lubricating oils, barley, flaxseed, and a number of ani- 
mal and mineral products, in all of which the fields, forests, and mines of 
Russia supplement naturally and tfrresistibly the manufactures of Germany. 
Rye is the principal bread material for the Russian as wellas the German 
— and in the production of thai cereal Russia need fear no competi- 
tion. 

With regard to wheat, the problem is much more complicated, for the 
reason, among others, that not only Russia, but India, Australia, the Argen- 
line —— and Uruguay will have to be taken into account. To raise 
and deliver a bushel of wheat in the United States costs, according to official 
estimates, about50cents. In Iadia the cost per bushel is stated to be 35cents, 
and the danger from that quarter is measured only by the limit to which 
the area of culture can be extended. In South America this point is not 
known to have been accurately determined, nor are the statistics of wheat 
export from Chile, Urugury, and the Argentine Republic erally accepted 
as trustworthy. But enough is known to warrant the be that the wheat 
crop of India and South America is nearly, if not quite, equal to that of the 
United States, and in the Argentine Republic atleast the area of cultivation 
is bie of indefinite extension. 

In 1891, when tne eg from Russia and the United States were sub- 

% to the same duty of 811.90 per ton, the total importation of 
ussian wheat into Germany amounted to 515,587 tons, against 144,678 tons 
from the United States. 

In 1892 the duty on American wheat was reduced from February 1 to %.33 
per ton, and by reason of this advantage and lessfavorable crops in Russia, 
wheat imports fromthe United States to Germany rose to 630,213 tons, while 
those from Russia declined to 257,991 tons. 

In 1893, as we have seen, the disadvantage of Russia was still further in- 
creased by the tariff war, which from the ist of August raised the German 
import duty on Russian wheat to $17.8 per ton, or more than double the 
duty rate on wheat from the United States, Austria-Hungary, Roumania, 
and other most favored nations. Under these conditions our country con- 
tributed 314,928 tons of wheat, and 4,196 tons of flour to Germany, while Rus- 
sia furnished only 21,636 tons of wheat, and 437 tons of flour. 

During these years American wheat has been introduced throughout a 
large portion of the German Empire, where its qualities are now well under- 
stood and generally liked. While the restoration of Russia to reciprocal ad- 
v Will create a new and strong compeftiton for the German market, 
Ame will still find here a fair field and equal favor. The result of the 
competition will be another example of “ the survival of the fittest.” 

FRANK H. MASON, 
Consul-General. 
FRANKFORT, February 16, 1894. 


The same result will follow the abrogation of the treaty with 
Spain in the Cuban trade, and if the treaty with Brazil is termi- 
nated the wheat and flour of Uruguay and the entine Repub- 
lic will drive ours out of the market. But, as I have said, reci- 

rocity is now considered the most practical and popular policy 
fn Europe, and the statesmen of that continent are wondering 
at the shortsightedness of the present Administration of the 
United States in tr to destroy what its predecessors had 
been so successful in ding up. 

Great Britain has recentiy made an important treaty with 
— under which Spanish wines and Cuban tobacco are to be 

itted at reduced rates of duty into the ports of the United 
Kingdom and the colonies, in exchange for which Spain reduced 
her tariff upon a large variety of manufactured merchandise from 
England. ey include every form of household articles of iron 

steel, cotton and linen fabrics, and yarn of all kind; woolen 
and silk goods, hats, boots and shoes, watches and es agri- 
cultural machineryand implements, mining and mechanical ma- 
chinery, railway supglies, condensed milk, various forms of 
preserved food products, rubber goods, ete. 

Besides her treaty with Great Britain, Spain hasalso recently 
made reciprocity treaties with the Netherlands, Belgium, 
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Switzerland, and Sweden and Norway, and it isa common rumor 
among diplomatic cireles of Europe that a similar treaty with 
Germany is now in progress of negotiation. 
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The treaty with Sweden and Norway is of the greatest im- | 


rtance to us, as it provides for the admission of codfish and 
umber into Cuba and Puerto Rico under the same terms as if 
they came from the United States, and if our treaty with Spain 
be annulled we should lose this trade entirely. 


Russia has also adopted the reciprocity policy, and in addition 
to the treaty with Germany, which is now pending ratification, | 
has recently made one with France which will seriously affect | 


the sale of our refined petroleum in the latter country, and Rus- 
sia admits free and ata discriminating rate of duty all sorts of 
merchandise from France in exchange for this concession. 

NO ONE HAS ASKED THE TERMINATION OF THE TREATIES. 


But I have not learned, Mr. President, by any of the methods 
which public opinion is in the habit of expressing itself in this 
country, that there is any desire on the part of any person, or 


corporation, or community for the abrogation or termination of | : 7 7 ; ; 
; | to deprive the party which embodied the suggestion in the 


these reciprocity arrangements. I challenge any Senator upon 
this floor or any Representative of the people in the other House 
of Congress to produce or refer to any petition or memorial, or 
resolution, or even a private communication asking such legisla- 
tion as is proposed. 

On the contrary, the commercial organizations of the country, 
the manufacturing interests, and the mercantile houses which 
are engaged in the export trade are unanimous in their desire 


that the reciprocity policy be continued and extended to include | 


all the nations for whose products we can exchange our agricul- 
tural and manufactured merchandise. If we are to reduce our 
duties upon imports from other lands, let us insist that the na- 
tions from which they come shall make corresponding reductions 
in favor of the articles they receive from us or let the reduction 
duties apply only to imports from such countries as are willing 
to do so. 

- Let us not have free trade, but fair trade. As we lessen the 
customs taxes that our people are required to pay let us inerease 
the sales of their products by securing for them advantages in 
foreign markets. The reciprocity policy is the application of 
common commercial sense to foreign intercourse, and will prove 
as profitable to international commerce as it to private transac- 
tion between the citizens of the same community. 


THOMAS JEFYERSON THE FATHER OF RECIPROCITY. 


It may not be known to our friends on the other side of this 
Chamber, who are hastening with so much anxiety and so much 
folly to destroy the advantages that have been gained for the 
agriculturists and manufacturers of this country, that Thomas 
Jefferson, whom they honor with the paternity of their politi- 
cal organization and principles, was the father of reciprocity 
also. Mr. A.D. Anderson, in a recent communication to a local 
journal, has called attention to that interesting fact. 

On the 16th of December, 1793, Thomas Jefferson, while Sec- 
retary of State, submitted a report to the House of Representa- 
tives, beginning as follows: 


The Seeretary of State, to whom was referred by the House of Representa- 
tives the report of a committee on the written message of the President of 
the United States onthe I4thof February 1791, withinstructionsto report to 
the ess the nature and extent of the privileges and restrictions of the 
commercial intercourse of the United States with foreign nations. and the 
measures which heshould think proper to be adopted for the improvement of 
the commerce and navigation of the same, has had the same under considera- 
tion and thereupon makes the following report. 


Inthe report, which was a very elaborate one and published in 
the American State papers, is the following: 


Such being the restrictions on the commerce and navigation of the United 
States, the question is in what way they may be best removed, modified, or 
counteracted. As to the commerce two methods occur: First, by friendly ar- 
rangements with theseveral nations with whom these restrictions exist; or, 
second, by the separate act of our own Legislature for countervailing their 


There can be no doubt but that of these two friendly arrangement is the 


most bie. 
of embarrassing commerce under a of regulating laws, duties, 
and bitions, could it be relieved from its shackles in ali parts of the 
, could every country be employed in producing that which nature has 
best fitted it to produce, and each be free to exchange with others mutual 
surpluses for mutual wants, the greatest mass possible would then be pro- 
duced by these which contribute to human life and human khappi- 
hess, the numbers of mankind would be and their condition bet- 


Would even a single natiom begin with the United States this system of 
free commerce, it would be advisable to begin it with that nation, since it 
is one by one only that it can be extended toall. Where the circumstances 


of either party render it t to levy a revenue, by way of impost or 
commerce, its freedom t be modified in that ular by mutual and 
equivalent measures, preserving it entire in all others. 
* ” a a 2 * e 

But should nation, contrary to our wishes, suppose it may better find 
its continuing fits system of prohibition, duties, and regula- 
‘on be us to our citizens, their commerce, and naviga- 
tion regulations also. Free commerce 


A 


and navigation are not to be given in exchange for restri ns and vexa- 
tions, nor are they likely to produce a relaxation of them 

_ The following principles being founded in reciprocity, appear perfectly 
just, and to offer no cause of complaint to any nation. When a nation in 
poses high duties on our productions, or prohibits them altogether, it may 
be proper for us todo thesame by theirs; first burdening or excluding those 


productions which they bring here ircompetition with our own of the same 
ind; selecting next such manufactures as we take from them in greatest 
antity, and which at same time we could the soonest furnish to oar- 
selves or obtain from other countries imposing on them duties lighter at 
first, but heavier and heavier afterwards, as other channels of supply open. 
Such duties baving the effect of indirect encouragement to domestic manu- 
facturers of the same kind, may induce the manufacturer to come himself 
into these States, where cheaper subsistence, equal laws, and a vent of his 
wares. free of duty, may insure him the highest profits from his skill and 
IMmaustry 





the 


DEMOCRATIC APPROVAL OF 


THE RECIPROCITY POLICY 

When this. policy was first proposed by the late James G. 
Blaine it was received with enthusiastic favor by the public 
press without regard to party prejudices, and the only motive 
that ean be ascribed to those who now propose to repudiate it is 


statutes of the credit to which it was entitled. 

The following extracts will show the sentiment of the Demo- 
cratic newspapers at the time the reciprocity policy was first 
proposed: 

{Boston Herald. | 


Wwe tainly hope that Congress will have the good sense to adopt a 
measure of this kind, for we feei convinced that its effect would be torevolu 
tionize the narrow and prejudiced views which have so long dominated our 
national trade policy 

The course advocated by Mr. Blaine is not only sound in itself, it is proof 
of a sagacity in politics on his part which merits recognition. 

This pelicy is so sound and meritorious, it is so far in keeping with al! 
that has been said of late about the necessity of the United States securing 
control of the trade of this continent, that if it is repudiated the act will be 
a signal instance of political shortsightedness. 

The course which Mr. Béaine proposed ts eminently judicious and practi- 
cable 

[Boston Post.] 


So far as it goes Mr. Blaine’s scheme is to be commended, but for what it 
gives we may be thankful,and for the concession of the great principle 
which will not be long delayed fm its universal application when once it is 
established among the nations of the American hemisphere. 


[Boston Glebe.] 

No classof men will more profoundly sympathize with Mr. Blaine or re 
joice more in his success than the tariff reformer. Itis true that they desire 
to go further than he has yet prepared the way, but no further than he has 
indicated it. They desire to see reciprocity in healthy and world-wide oper- 
ation instead of confining its beneficent functions tothe American continent 

As long as we fail to give full recognition to the principle of reciprocity in 
our commercial dealings with the countries of the earth, so long must we 
expect to be commercially ostracised and outlawed in the family of nations. 

[Boston Pilot.] 


The heavily burdened people of the United States do not desire further 
taxes, nor do they yearnu for free trade. But if we are going to remove the 
tariff duties there would seem to be sound sense in Mr. Blaine’s suggestion 
that in doing so we secure material advantages for ourselves from the coun 
tries which will chiefly profit by that measure. 

Blaine has a policy, and a good one, and if we mistake not a growing one. 


(New York Evening Post. ] 


The Evening Post indorsed Mr. Blaine’s plan, and recommends it to the 
favorable consideration of Congress, not because reciprocity is ideally the 
right thing, but because it promotes international trade. and thereby in- 
creases wealth, because it removes ignorant prejudices, and because itleads 
inevitabiy to the breaking down of trade barriers erected by selfish interests 
for private greed. 

{New York Times. ] 


If these are really the views of Mr. Blaine they reflect credit upon his good 
sense, and if the intentions attributed to him are really his they show thai 
his courage has not entirely oozed out during his confinement in the State 
Department. 

he recommendation (to insert a clause in the tariff bill) is a good one, as 
being in behalf of a removal of some of our restrictions upon trade and in 
the direction of freer and more profitable intercourse with foreign nations. 
Any step in that direction would be progress. 


{New York Sun.) 


The programme which he proposes or hints at is fascinating, and it will 
lose nothing in the blic eye from the recommendation given by his en- 
gaging sonality. he hope or the dream of the commercial, if not of the 
political union of this continent, is in the mindsof all Americans. Thefirst 
steps toward making it a reality may soon be taken. Public opinion is 
ripening for it. 


[New York Wortd.]} 


The sugar schecule as it stands in the tariff bill as amended by the Senate 
committee is wholly in the interest of the sugar trust. The raw material 
of the refiner is to be free, but sugar that compete with his product are taxed 
It would be much better if Congress should adopt Mr. Blaine’s suggestion 
to restore the duty on raw sugars, especially if such a course would enable 
him to negotiate treaties with the Pan-American Republics that would in- 
crease our trade with those countries. 

As Mr. Blaine stated, reciprocity “would lead to the opening of new and 
profitable markets for the products of which we have so large a surplus 
and thus invigorate every branch of agricultural and mechanical industry.’ 


[New York Commercial Bulletin. ] 


Noone can deny that the policy which Mr. Blaine outlined would be an 
exceedingly advan‘ us one for the country. 

The wisdom of Mr. *s plan of reciprocity between this country and 
the nations of the south is to be more and more appreciated by pub- 


lic men here the mrore it Is considered. 
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{New York Herald.] 
Harrison and Blaine, in their reciprocity policy, have come over to good 
old Democratic ground. 
Mr. Blaine has dared to exhibit some common sense on matters which in- 
volve the welfare of sixty-five millions of people. 


[New York Witness. ] 


All we have to say is that we are heartily in favor of that kind of policy, 
for it is the kind that will have the most favorable influence on our indus- 
tries in general. 


[New York Nation.] 


We indorse Mr. Blaine’s plan, and recommend it to the favorable consid- 
eration of Congress, not because reciprocity is ideally the right thing, but 
because it promotes international trade and thereby increases wealth, re- 
moves ignorant prejudices, and leads inevitably to the breaking down of 
trade barriers erected by selfish interests for private greed. 


|New York Standard. ] 


Secretary Blaine recognized fully the value of reciprocal trade with our 
neighbors. We ought to.control the whole trade of Mexico, Central and 
South America. There is nothing on earth, from a wooden clothespin to a 
mogul locomotive and the finest and most powerful dynamo which can not 
be made well in this country; made better than any goods can be made in 
Europe. Talk about trade. This avenue would open up cumulative manu- 
facturing activity; open up more opportunities for labor; more opportuni- 
ties for capital. These Spanish Americans have what we want. e have 
what they want. A mistaken view of trade and a narrow-minded policy 
have kept us from being masters of this Spanish-American trade. 

Secretary Blaine sees the error, and he would have his countrymen take a 
new and profitable departure. This advice is sound and should be followed. 


{New York Sunday News.] 


There is a good deal to commend in Mr. Blaine’s policy, aud there is a 
good deal of sound sense in his argument. 


{New York Christian Union.] 


Believing as we do that the progress of civilization will be promoted by 
the gradual removal of all restrictions on trade, we welcome Mr. Blaine’s 
advocacy of reciprocity. 

(Harper's Weekly.] 

Mr. Blaine's South American policy is reciprocity. It would admit the 
products of the southern republics free if they would admit ours upon the 
same terms. This would be free trade with South America, practically the 
same freedom of trade that prevails among the — of the Union. This 
is asimple and strong argument. Wherever markéts can be opened for our 
redundant productions by a policy of reciprocity, upon the reasoning of Mr. 
Blaine’s letter, that poliey would be wise. 

a (Brooklyn Times.} 
: There is no doubt that the plans suggested by Mr. Blaine will prove effect- 
ve. 
{Brooklyn Eagle.] 

To people of good common sense Mr. Blaine's suggestion appears to be a 
practical one. He does not believe in throwing away a cent oppor- 
tunity to secura for American producers a splendid market for their wares. 


(Brooklyn Citizen. ] 
Between the free countries on the north and south continents of America 
there is no danger of such injurious competition. Their staple ucts 


are those which can not be largely, if at all, produced in the Uni States, 
and for the manufactured goocs which we produce so largely they are com- 
lied to rely for their supply upon im tions either from Europe or the 
Jnited States. The same American doctrine of intelligent protection to 
home industry that impels us to raise barriers against the importation of 
cheap manufactured goods from Europe urges us to removeevery barrier that 
obstructs trade between North and South America, and establish constant 
and cheap communication between the ports of the two continents. 


(The Philadelphia Record. ]} 


It must be said, however, in jbehalf of Mr, Blaine's policy of reciprocity, 
that it points in the direction of commercial freedom; and for this reason, 
if for no other, it deserves a friendly greeting from every friend of tariff re- 
form. 

By freely admitting the wool of South America, Secretary Blaine peepones 
to Coen in that region wider markets for the breadstuffs, provisions, and 
other exports of the United States, trade in which is now seriously ob- 
structed y South American tariffs. Such 2 Pe, could not fail to afford 
some relief to the farmers of this country, it should not be defeated by 
the ex rated fears of a few wool merchants. 

Thus far there is no material difference between the policy of the friends 
of tariff reform and<hat of Secretary Blaine. What he aims to accomplish 
in a limited degree through reciprocal tariff modifications, they would effect 
to a far wider extent by a general revision of the tariff, and especially by a 
removal of duties on all raw materials of industry from whatever quarter 
of the globe they might be drawn. 


(Philadelphia Times. ] 


The emphatic utterances of Secretary Blaine a | the McKinley bill 
in gene and reciprocity in particular are attrac not a little attention, 
and there are many members of Congress, both Democratic and Reguaiione. 
who believe that his scheme is not only a wise one, but that it 
adopted. Of course, the Democrats who think that way are more numerous 
than the Republicans. 

{Baltimore Sun.] 


The arguments which he advances in favor of reciprocity are good ones. 


{Baltimore Herald.]} 


Mr. Blaine's letter to the President the general subject of trade with 
the Latin-American republicsisa founankabie a 

ful whether any state paper submitted to 
equals this letter in interest and importance. 

existing trade conditions upon this continent, and is, besides, a significant 
statement concerning the influence of import duties upon commerce. 


[Washington Post. ] 

It is a question that has come to ; and the sooner it is settled on the 
pian s ted by Mr. Blaine the be a oe have uce 
and to sell with no advantageous market for their Itis 
doubtless a surprise and somewhat in certain quarters 
to have this new issue projected into tariff of the t ses- 


sion, but it is an issue that can not be pooh-poohed out of t, and Mr. 
Blaine is entitled to the thanks of the country for having brought it before 
Congress in such forcible and commanding shape. 
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Nothing is untimely or inopportune that is for the improved welfare of the 
people and the better development of their trade interests and. late though 
the Secretary of State may have been in calling public attention to the sub- 
ject, it 1s stilt a living question. It may be overslaughed by the present Con- 

ess, but the issue is made, and it will not down until something has been 

one to put the commercial relations of the various countries of the western 
continent on a liberal reciprocal basis. 

Free sugar in the United States,’’ however, as Mr. Blaine telegraphed to 
the millers’ convention, ‘should be accompanied by free breadstuffs and 
provisions in Latin America.’’ This is the key-note to the reciprocal sys- 
tem which he would bring about. Free wool in the United States would 
mean the removal of heavy cuties upon other articles of export, the con- 
sumption of which ia La America is now greatly restricted by the cor- 
respondingly increased Fuse and itis believed that the liberal policy thus 
indicated on the part of the United States would gradually lead to many 
concessions on the part of our southern neighbors, whose trade we seek to 


cultivate. 
(Chicago Herald. } 


As a believer in free and unfettered commerce, the Herald would welcome 
ey or free trade with one nation, with ten nations, or with all na- 
tions. 

That is strongly and concisely put, and it gives the American people some- 
thing to think over. Heretofore their only idea with regard to a protective 
policy has been to protect American labor, and to that end they have adopted 
a general plan of exemmting from duty articles not produced in this country. 
Mr. Blaine now shows them how a protective tariff may be used to encour- 
age as well as protect American industry, by making it reciprocal with na- 
tions that may and should be good customers for our products. 

Apparently, the immediate object of this letter is to dissuade Congress 
from putt: sugar on the free list; but it also calls attention to the fact 
that we n a definite Pan-American policy, and that the present is ex- 
oy time to formulate one. It isan opportunity that may not occur 
a . 


ut there is no prospect that Congress can find time for any such useful 
work at this session. 
But Mr. Blaine, who has been studying the question of South American 
trade, evidently finds a condition that can not be cured by Government ap- 
ropriations for steamship lines to South American ports. The remedy he 
lieved is a Pan-American customs union under which the products of one 
country are admitted free of duty to another. No one will deny that thisis 
an essential and important step. 


[St. Louis Globe-Democrat. ] 


The proposition, it will be seen, is, in its broad features, as simple as it is 
practical and beneficent. 


(Kansas City Times. ] 
Secret JamesG. Blaine seems to be a pretty good sort of free trader 
himself. reciprocity policy is only another name for just what the De- 


mocracy has been and is fighting for. 


(New York World.]} 


Reciprocity with South America would soammally be the beginning. of 
broader and more intimate relations with Europe. Itwould be the first step 
in the right direction. onists who favor reer including Mr. 
Blaine probably, would not admit this, but the truth that the movement 
is in obedience to the pressure upon home producers for a larger market, 
and the pressure will not be taken off until American producers and mer- 
chants are atliberty to sell and buy everywhere. 


COMMERCIAL TREATIES THAT MIGHT-BE MADE, 


These extracts which ht be multiplied until they would fill 
a volume, Mr. President, illustrate the sentiment of the people 
without reference to political preferences or prejudices, and I 
am sure an amendment to this bill would be received with almost 
unanimous popular favor which shall provide that the reduction 
of duties here prone shall apply only to articles imported 
from countries which make reci sual concessions in favor of the 

roducts of the United States. That would be a double benefit. 
The consumers in this country would have the benefit of the re- 
duction of duties upon imported goods they use, while the pro- 
ducers would have the advantage of reduced imposts upon their 
products in foreign lands. That would be fair trade. 


RECIPROCITY WITH MEXICO. 


It was only two —_ ago, Mr. President, that a Democratic 
committee of the House of Representatives made an excellent 
report pointing out in clear and concise language the great ad- 
vantages the ~~ of the present Congressis trying to throw 
away. I refer, Mr. ident, to the report of Mr. Andrew, 
from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, with regard to ‘‘Our 
trade relations with Mexico.” It shows that every reason sug- 
gested b phical location, similarity of institutions, and 
community of interests justifies all reasonable effort to promote 
commerce with our nearest neighbor, and what is true of our sis- 
ter Republic on thesouth is even more true of the greatcolonies 
on our northern border, where much greater opportunities are 
being sacrificed without a single consideration that should and 
does enter the mind of every prudent and judicious man who 
studies commercial questions with the broad sense of securing 
the test good for the greatest number. 

With a population of 12,000,000 of = and a foreign trade 
of nearly a hundred millions a year, with natural highways of 
commerce on both sides connecting our Pacific and Gulf ports 
with hers, with five great railways constructed at a costof more 
than a hundred of American capital, and a fraternal de- 


sire for more intimate relations, Mexico affords one of the most 
profitable as well as one of the most natural markets for the agri- 
cultural and mechanical products of the United States, and offers 
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{n return the staples of the tropics which are necessary to and 
are demanded by the welfare of our own people. In the report 
to which I have alluded, Mr. Andrew says: 

If the United States does not possess a eee monopoly of the markets 
of Mexico, it must be due to conditions of tradeor of tariff legislation which 
should be studied in order to be removed. The natural advantages of the 
United States in the proximity of her fertile grain fields and her great fac- 
tories, aided by her absolute control of the highways of commerce on land 
and her substantial control of those by sea, should make the southern re- 
public one of our most accessible and profitable markets. 

The Mexican people themselves have come to the assistance of nature in 
opening their markets to the United States. Mexico hasbeen until recently 
without a safe harbor on the eastern coast. The Government has recently 
built a system of jetties like those at the mouths of the Mississippi and 
created a harbor at the port of Tampico extending for 30 miles. It is the 
only harbor on the eastern coast of Mexico where a vessel can unload at 
the docks, and has been built under the charge of one of the officers who 
assisted Capt. Eads in the work at the mouths of the Mississippi. There is 
now 18 feet of water over a bar where formerly there was but 6 feet, and the 
depth will soon be considerably increased. 

ampico will inevitably become, within a short time, the great commer- 
cial center of the southern republic. It is situated halfway between the 
present roadsteaf of Vera Cruz and the American line, is only two days’ 
sail from Mobile, and even nearer to New Orleans, and is almost at the gates 
of the growing port of Galveston. Tworailroads nowconnect Tampico with 
the interior. One is the Mexican Central Railway, almost wholly owned by 
Americans, and the other is the Monterey and Mexican Gulf. Concessions 
have been granted by the Mexican Government and the surveys have been 
made for a third railroad from Tampico to the City of Mexico, which will 
shorten the running time by almost one-half. 


MEXICO HAS OFFERED US VERY LIBERAL CONCESSIONS. 


The Government and people of Mexico have offered their mar- 
kets to us with a generosity thatI regret to say has not beenfully 
appreciated or returned. So long ago as 1882, at the invitation 
ofthe President of that Republic, two commissioners, one of them 
being no less a personage than Gen. Grant, were sent to Mexico by 
direction of President Arthur to negotiate a reciprocity treaty 
which was concluded and finally ratified by this Senate, but 
which from a shortsighted policy, almost as fatal in its folly as 
that which is now being pursued, the House of Representatives 
refused to enact the legislation necessary to carry its stipula- 
tions into effect. 

That treaty provided for almost an absolute interchange of 
products, free of import dues, between the two nations, and but 
for our own folly it would doubtless have resulted in closing all 
the custom-houses upon the Rio Grande and given our mer- 
chants and manufacturers a monopoly of the Mexican trade. 
But as a consequence of our neglect to take advantage of what 
was then offered, the merchants of Mexico still purchase nearly 
two-thirds of their imports in Europe, and are likely to do so 
until we arrange for an interchange of products under discrim- 
inating duties that other nations may not enjoy or obtain. 

It is still possible, if the pending bill does not become a law, 
to reclaim what we have neglected. Mexico is still willing and 
anxious to meet us with a friendly and liberal spirit in a com- 
mercial treaty that will enlarge her markets for our merchandise 
provided we will receive her staple products on the same terms 
that were given Brazil and Cuba in the arrangements negotiated 
by the late Administration. 


THE ATTITUDE OF PRESIDENT DIAZ. 


A correspondent of the New York Commercial Bulletin, in a 
recent communication on this subject, says: 


President Diaz is an advocate of absolute free trade between the two great 
republics of the western he here. He and other leaders of the Liberal 
party have been studying the effects of such a system for sometime. They 
realize that free trade along the Rio Grande would mean a loss of revenue 
which Mexico would have to meet by raising revenue elsewhere. They are 
prepared for this and are working upon a plan which will at once raise the 
necessary revenue and develop the agricultural resources of Mexico with- 
out pursuing the restrictive policy ofa high tariff against the United States. 
The proposition is being seriously discussed to levy a heavy tax upun all 
uncultivated land. It is proposed to leave exempt from taxation the arable 
land under cultivation, and thereby offer a premium to the farmers. 

Those Mexicans who have studied closely the industrial possibilities of 
their country believe that her greatest future development lies along the 
line of agriculture rather than of miningor raising stock. The mining they 
regard as largely a speculative enterprise, and the raising of stock as sub- 

ect to limitations. ast areas of fertile land lie uncultivated all over the 
Hepubiic and if brought under the plow would make Mexico one of the 
greatest farming countries of the world. The progressive leaders believe 
that in this field, along with a reasonable development of necessary manu- 
factures, lies the future prosperity of Mexico. 


MEXICO DESIRES RECIPROCITY WITH THE UNITED STATES, 


Similar statements have recently appeared in Mexican publi- 
cations, which indicate that the Government is willing to change 
her entire revenue system provided she can secure unrestricted 
reciprocity with the United States, but the adoption of the pend- 
ing measure in the statutes of this nation would make this en- 
tirely unnecessary, as we are about to give our neighbors that 
for which they have offered the most liberal concessions, with- 
out requiring the slightest consideration in return. 

If this bill should pass there will be no further offers on the 

art of Mexico to admit our exports free of duty, or at rates be- 
low those imposed upon similar imports from other nations. 
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The inducement will no longer exist. Nearly every product for 
which she has sought concessions in the past is placed upon our 
free list, or will be admitted into our ports at a duty lower than 
she has ever asked. 

And what do we receive in return? Nothing. The opportu- 
nity we have been seeking for the extension of our sales among 
her people is absolutely thrownaway. We give for nothing that 
for which she has been willing to pay the highest price; and she 
will continue to exact exorbitant duties upon our exports while 
we admit her products free. 

One can scarcely discuss this subject with patience. It seems 
incredible that a legislative body like this should so thought- 


| lessly abandon and betray the interests of a people they have 


sworn to serve. 

In exchange for the free admission of their coffee and sugar, 
their fruits and fiber plants, their wool and hides, their silver 
and lead ore, their horses and cattle and sheep, the Mexican 
Government would willingly open its ports to nearly ever prod- 
uct of our farms and forests, our fisheries, and mechanical in- 
dustries; and particularly to those forms of manufactured mer- 
chandise for which we feel the greatest need of foreign markets, 
the surplus results of the labor and the genius of our artisvns. 


THE FOREIGN COMMERCE OF MEXICO. 
The largest imports of Mexico, amounting to nearly fifty mil- 
lions a year, and rapidly increasing in value, are cotton, woolen, 


and linen fabrics, glass and china, the myriad forms of manu- 
factured iron and steel. including machinery and railway sup- 
plies, agricultural implements and machinery, lumber and furni- 
ture, glass and china, paper and stationery, drugs and medicines, 
and all sorts of articles that enter into household use. The 
greater portion of these imports come from Europe still, not- 
withstanding the construction of railway lines connecting the 
two republics and the introduction of American capital for the 
development of the natural resources of the country, the reason 
being that the wholesale merchants are mostly Europeans, who 
prefer to purchase their supplies in their own countries unless 
some inducement be offered tobuy themelsewhere. A discrimi- 
nating duty in favor of American goods, such as might be secured 
through a reciprocity treaty, would offer this inducement, and 
the trade would be diverted to the United States. The corre- 
spondent of the Bulletin continues: 


The wealthier classes of Mexico are highly cultivated, luxurious in their 
tastes, and insist upon having {he best of everything which ministers tothe 


enjoyment of modern life. The poorer peo of the country produce toa 
large extent what they need for themselves, but the introduction of railroads 
and of fine manufactured goods must inevitably raise the scale of living, 
even among the humblest, to the point of demanding as necessities many 
articles of manufacture which have beenin the past in but little demand. 
The coarser grades of cotton cloths are already being manufactured on 


Mexican soil in Mexican mills. The market for the better grades of goods, 
now controlied by Great Britain, France, rene and Belgium, is, how- 
ever, open to American manufacturers if they could obtain the advantage 
of discriminating duties. If, instead of discriminating duties, unrestricted 
reciprocity prevailed between this country and Mexico, therecan be no doubt 
that the exercise of a little enterprise on the part of our manufacturers and 
ourproducers of food would soon give them almost absolute control of Mext1- 
can markets. 

The cultivated classes of Mexico, however, will not be satisfied with infe- 
rior goods or a limited variety. It is the boast of Mexican merchants that 
they keep for sale everything which can be bought in London. Paris, or Ber- 
lin, and our merchants, in order to command absolutely Mexican trade, 
would have to meet the demands of a fastidious, cultivated, and wealthy 
people 

THE REASOW WHY WE HAVE NO TREATY WITH MEXIC 


It may be asked why such a reciprocity arrangement as was 
negotiated with Brazil three years ago was not made with Mex- 
ico as well. The answer is found in what is known as the reci- 
procity section of the McKinley law, which was so limited in its 
scope as to forbid the Secretary of State to offer that nation the 
inducements it demanded as a consideration for concessions in 
favor of American goods. Mexico asked the repeal of the law 
recently enacted imposing a duty upon lead ores, and the free 
admission of her wools, which are of the coarser variety, used 
for the manufacture of ae and do not come in competition 
with the higher grades cultivated upon this side of the border. 
But by the present bill it is proposed to remove the duties from 
both these articles, which will afford the market Mexico has 
been seeking without requiring any concessions in our favor in 
return. + : : 

Mr. Ryan, the recent minister to Mexico, in a letter to the 
Secretary of State, said: 

I trust I shall be pardoned for expressing the conviction, formed from 
such close an‘ careful observation and study as I have been able to make 
since entering upon my duties here, that the people of the United States 
have very much to e and littie or nothing to lose by the most liberal 
trade relations with Mexico. If ourGovernment agrees with me in this re- 
spect, then 1 beg to make the suggestion that the longer reciprocity negotia- 
tions are deferred the more difficult will be their consummation, because of 


the constant development of industries in this country that naturally create 
opposing interests. 
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INCREASE OF OUR EXPORTS TO MEKICO. 


The statistics of our exports to Mexico furnish an interesting 
study and show a rapid increase notwithstanding the disadvan- 
tages under which commerce has been laboring: 


rr 


Fiscal year ending 
June 30— 
1885. 1893. 
IO sic cieronemmeynnkbingsticiencidadinesstneeiiaieds ¥en $469, S14 
EE cen shieodennicvansudsimeienialenmciaitiainniaaoel 1,561, 378 4, 727, 284 
Carriages, horse cars, and cars for steam railways. --| 82, 377 291, 563 
Qhemicals, drugs, dyes, and medicines................ 202, 799 418, 452 
MRINI5 cn ndinitlink nitwhciineduedmanitaimabewihabiphaahibiaketstinasteded | 25,178 903, 229 
Cotton: 
INI os 4... 5 csi desl windnd- um nipeheieninn albanien cae 613, 251 1, 890, 461 
NIN iia cahinncadhinstraaesiie maine hidhicibiniainenaind 699, 780 432, 216 
I 46, 198 117,979 
Gunpowder and other explosives..............-....... 235, 821 419, 300 
Tron and steel, and manufactures of................... 1, 208, 979 , 807, 386 
NS GeO nc chnntecanainoewibintanecsataceebi - 88, 426 226, 767 
Olls: 
Mineral . wihe tne neredeiinahphepmiaiientel 237, 278 519, 212 
aid al ncupcleu Dee cate kaniaen peonguitetéadncien citar 21, 172 , 789 
Provisions, comprising meat and dairy products. .... 298, 962 874 
SE IIIIIET ns ncrcesishthiatinepaenmitianininieessnegiidaiian tamhahib tata nian 166, 912 143, 381 
MED csenceepmantobatcet pekinese samadineoweddbeliod 142, 954 116, 119 
WOOE, BIE MARIOTRGUEITOD Ol oo.scce cncccnasonswecnmeseuse 817, 475 1, 198, 380 
All other articles........ cence sdvitnsteinibeesiesolliaiitessiotaiae 1, 083, 384 2, 305, 417 


ai eee Ae. ae a ee 7300, 600 | 18, 891, 714 











EXPORTS FROM MEXICO FOR 18%. 


The exports from Mexico during the last. year (1893) of precious 
metals and merchandise were valued at $87,509,221, an increase 
of $12,041,506 over the previous year, which illustrates the re- 
markable development of the material resources of that country. 
There was a decrease in the value of the shipments of silver 
bullion, doubtless owing to the reduced price of that article, and 
also in the exports of tobacco, but in every other article there 
wasagain. The largest increase was in silver-bearing lead ores, 
which amounted to over $4,000,000; the next was in coffee, of 
which $2,050,000 more was exported than in 1892, and the next 
was in fiber plants, which show a gain of a million and a half. 


COMPARATIVE EXPORTS OF MEXICO BY NATIONS. 


The following is a comparative statement of exports from 
Mexico by nations for the fiscal years 1891-'92 and 1892-93: 













Nations. 
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POSSIBILITIES OF TRADE WITH THE ARGENTINE REPUBLIC. 


During the session of the International American Conference, 
while the subject of reciprocity was under discussion the — 
oentee ate en delegates from Chile, U . 

Argentine Republic, who recognized that the United States 
would not agree to admit their woole free of duty, no matter 
what mighi be offered in return. Seore endeavored 
to have the coarse grades of wool incl in the reciprocity 
amendment to the tariff act of 1890, as very little is raised in 
this country, and we require a great deal for the manufacture 
of carpets, but he failed of the of the wool 
men, who feared that it would be used to adulterate the finer 
grades in the manufacture of Andhe 


cheap clothing. 
urged a discriminating duty in favor of the wools of the Argen- 
tine Republic, which have always suffered 
tariff laws of the United Status. 


unjustly under the 
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We tax wool by weight, and not by itsvalue. Thecoarse wool 
raised in the Argentine Republic is much heavier than that 
from any other country, because it is saturated with grease and 
contains more dirt, and it also brings a lower price in the mar- 
ket, but the same duty has been imposed upon its upon lighter, 
finer, and cleaner wools. The Argentines have regarded this as 
an injustice, and made it the subject of repeated complaints 
without relief. It would have injured no one to have admitted 
their wools at a lower rate of duty, nor would it have interfered 
with the domestic product to have admitted it free. 

Feeling this as an injustice andadiscrimination against their 
great staple, for the Argentine Republic has more sheep than 
any other country in the world, they have not encouraged trade 
with the United States, and some years 95 per cent of their 
enormous imports have been purchased in Europe. They have 
bought of us only such articles as they could notobtain as well 
elsewhere. But as a people and as a nation, they have always 
been ready to meetus half way inany equitable movement to im- 
— the commercial relations between the two countries; and to- 

ay they stand ready to negotiate a treaty that will be profitable 
to both, if it can be Sou 


OUR FORMER COMMERCE WITH ARGENTINE. 


Forty years ago we had an im nt share in the foreign 
commerceof the Argentine Republic. The firstimporting house 
of any considerable capital was established at Buenos Ayres by 
a citizen of this country. An American built the first railroad 
there, and a monument has been erected tohishonor. The first 
gress a ranch was started by one of our countrymen, and 
for atime the merchants of New England controlled the trade 
of the Republic. Butof late years the trade between the two 
countries, for the reasons I have cited, has been reduced to an 
annual average of less than 8 percentof theirforeign exchanges. 
In 1883 we furnished 6 = cent of their imports and took 5 per 
cent of theirexports. In 1893 we furnished 8 per cent of their 
imports,and took only 4 percentof their exports, while England, 
Germany, and France have shared their markets. 

In a recent communication to the newspapers, Dr. Zeballos, 
the able statesman who now represents the Argentine Republic 
at this capital, says: 

Republic might purchase from 25 to 30 per cent of its con- 
siderable gross from the United States, but is Ceterred from 
doing so by lackof — communication, general commercial relations, and 
want of banking facilities. On this account itis that in general the com- 
merce between the Argentine Republic and the United States is carried on 
via Therefore, when Ar, time trade buys the products of North 
America, the — that carry it do not get return cargoes, because the 
American trade does not take Argentine articles. The navigation, there- 
fore, between the two countries must go out of its natural course. 

In asingle Argentine State, that of Santa Fe, at the last wheat harvest, 
December, 1893, to February, 1894, there were in use 1,300 thrashing ma- 
chines from the United States. Theta off of the tariff upon the impor- 
tation of foreign wools, which is for by the new American tariff 
bill, will soon make up for the sacrifice which it im: upon the producers 
by the great ahd immediate advantages which the general economy of the 
United States will by the opening of one of the greatest kinds of indus- 
tries. The trade of the Argentine Republic is constantly sought by all the 
manufacturing nations of Europe, because it is one of the growing coun- 
tries of the age, which consumes morein proportion to the number of its 
inha an any other, and this consumption is growing each year by 
the extraordinary increase of its population and by reason of its European 
immigration. 


The tion of the Argentine Republic has increased from 
1,877, 1869 to 5,124,300 in 1893. Thecultivated area during 
that od has increased in a corresponding ratio. In 1878 but 
3L, tons of wheat were exporied; in 1892 the exports were 
1,395,294 tons. In 1878 the exports of corn were 193,996 tons; in 
1892, 1,814,024 tons. During the last ton years the sheep have 
increased from seventy to one hundred millions; the cattle from 
sixteen to twenty-five millions, the horses from three to five mil- 
lions, and the hogs from a nomiual amount to three millions. 

The immigrants arriving in 1883 were 73,210; in 1892 they were 
385,554. 


d upon the free admission of their wool. 


MAGNITUDE OF THE ARGENTINE FOREIGN TRADE. 
The following table will show the magnitude of the foreign 


commerce of this remarkable nation: 
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CHARACTER OF THE PRINCIPAL IMPORTS. 


The following statement will show the character of the prin- 
cipal imports, and the amount of each for the year 1892: 






I $585, 315 
EERE LA TELE 
TINT... cin leone aachce cn lstpm-ceenmaetpepcnnetgeliabvind>cat-entneinae 6, 040, 155 
i ee 632, 039 
a a i 30, 618, 336 
rn. oe aasadieeonens 4, 302, 824 
“Is ont pharmaceutical productions -.....................-. 4, 026, 640 
Lumber and its appliances eS RS Se TE BE eee 3, 712, 355 
Paper and its app! lances 2, 687, 956 
Leather and its appliances 










fron and it 
Constructic 


yplians s 
naterials 
























Metals and tr a teins 
Earthenware, glassware, and ceramic products .................... 
Fuel a . lighting ap yplian ces . ieee eeadadeniat eddie daria eumertabemndwe Sane 
ee  cckwnmind bes noucescecmn 
THE SHARE OF EACH NATION. 
The following statement will show the share of imports fur- 
nished by each nation in 1893 compared with 1883: 
833 1893. 
ITT tin icicles icteles sors: leaned snigistinkgbioeitae Es $7, 028, 051 #10, 676, ! 
Belgium Siete dan 's adctall ga apeelelrianinbiahen albino atns- raheem © Seceacotan aids : 3, 261 5 5 
Unit ed State pedittnenlinnane citation atend 
SE stn nit te one adibbans donsowebutannces cane I 
CT ee wimtenaiened 8, 480, 321 
cele iaketiealndetienintdheretiaiint pinatibnguitinesindtendine anil 20, 695, 963 





* The French importation in 1889 was $20,237,407. 
considered an exceptional one. 





The year 1892 must 


The railway system of the Republic now | aggregates about 
10,000 miles, which has been constructed at a cost of $447,999,- 

ade 

The country has recently passed through a very serious finan- 
cial depression, similar to that suffered by the United States in 
1873, and due to similar causes—extravagance, speculation, and 
excessive enterprise. But its magnificent resources and the en- 
ergy of its citizens are enabling it to recover its normal eondi- 
tion, and there is no land on earth which has greater promise 
for the future or a more solid foundation for national wealth and 
permanent prosperity. . 

ARGERTINE PRODUCTS, 1303. 


The value of Argentine produ 


ets in 1893 and the surplus for 
exportation were as follows: 





Exporta- 
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POSSIBILITIES OF TRADE WITH I iUAY 


RU 


The Republicof Uruguay resembles in every respect its greater 


neighbor across the Rio de la Plata. Its products, its in 
tries, its condition, and its resources are similar, and its fo , 
commere is even larger per capita of population. By the la 
census, taken in 1888, there were 648,209, and at present there are 


probably 800,000 people in the Republic engaged almost ¢« 
sively in agricultural and pastoral pursuits. 

The imports of Uruguay average about $30,000,000 and the ex- 
ports are usually valued about the same sum. They consist al 
most entirely of manufactured merchandise and include every- 
thing that enters into the consumption of a highly civilized 
country. Great Britain furnishes about 30 per cent, l’rance: 


Germany about 15 per cent, and the United Siates only 














or 6 per cent annually. We send them little > bu it lumber, p 
leum, iron and steel, and agricultural implements. Their w 
ing apparel, their hardware, china, cutlery, machinery, 
oth roods are furnished by England and Germany and t 
luxuries by France 
The staple export of the country is wool, of which the gr 
part goes to Europe, and very little b heir hides is sent her 
The other exports are salted meat, tasajo, preserved meat, ex- 
tracts of meat, tallow, horns, bones, hides, preserved and dri 
tongues, ostrich feathers, live stock, corn, flour, wheat, c 
seed, bay, oats, bran, barley, flax, vermicelli, potatoes, 
lime, granite, pavements, agate stone, etc. 
The following table gives an idea of the exports and impor 
of the Republic from the year 1862 to the year 1891: 
Years. Imports Exports Tota 
DO a iniptbinen nig tihenoeoaa mdi 8, 151, 802 88, 804, 442 $16, 956, 244 
1264 B, 384, 1 €, 334, 706 14,718 
a) 14, 608, | 10, 663, 040 | 2, 273, 13 
86 17, 657 12, 077, 795 9, 73 
126 16, 102 12, 1; | 8, 24 
186 a siitieik , <M) ¢ 3 of hw | 
1870 Sib oudieiiene bé nd anus 15, ( $c 12, 77% I i 
1871 aoe ee ies ~ 14, 864, 4 13. 39 4 2s ‘ 
18 18, 859, 7 { es 2 4349 y 
18; = iets aie aniasniaiah aed 21, O75, 446 16, 301, 772 7 18 
1874 inne aon 17, 18 15, 244 3 426, 455 
S75 és a ; T2, 431 ray 0 125. O18 
Ry apetonaate catia 12, 800, OOK 13, 727, 000 5, 527, 00 
77 i manna ape 15, O45, 846 15, 880, 405 10, 945, 251 
Seek 15, 927,974 17, 492, 159 33, 420, 133 
“Ty 5 15, 949, 908 16, 645, 961 O5. x 
1233 acini iii ee 19, 478, S48 19, 752, 201 39, 231. OGu 
1881 _ inkiacdeldenie pects 17, 918, 884 2, 229, 512 38, 148, 2 
1882 init 18, 174, 800 O82, 934 40, 237 
1882 a a 20, 322,311 2°). 664 (5, 54 
1884 alin aad _— 24, 550, O74 0, 485 $9, 300 
Iss. pteitinabene ape eee 25, 275, 476 25, 253, 036 50, 528 
1BS6 eS winecinas 20, 194, 655 23, 811, 986 14. 005. ¢ 
1887 ee oh ; 24, 615, 944 18, 671, 996 43, 28 
1888 aitiiemnaiiaaded i sale 29, 477, 448 28, 0O8, 254 57, 48 
i siicacctincsivais shacdaavweues 36, 823, 863 2h, O54, 107 | 62, 77 
i a a a 32, 264. | 29, ORS, 519 61, 45 
1891 i ee eee ie 18, 978 420 . 26, 998, 276 45, 976, G00 
The participation every country had in the imports and ex- 
ports of the country during the last five years is represented by 
the following figures: 


> a> 

Product tion. 

Gold Gold 
|» tmncnnns cconcdsncsscdegminascanerennneseamntel #54, 800,009 | $24, 400,000 
I «ai. saaicteeie nn natdddene chedmene~ cutitimetaipe 32, 200, 000 | 2, 406, 000 
Ns in ves windinceeindét nena 87, 000, 000 | 26, $00. 000 
(yy Scdescnqewusesecccasencce] Se. 34, 000, mn 
EE an i udaindinedptbeseiatacestcucenenmedncosson 21, 600, 000 | 9, 000, G00 
ST , 000, 660 21,000, 000 
ee “4, 800, 660 4, 000, 000 
I oc ii titiece soveccesosensreutenuoshesendtin 19, 660, 000 | 7, 200, 000 
SIDED ... nccnnssctchuiudnediomnasedies 105, 000, 000 | 75, 200, 000 
III ..:..cpudcudeeeaeamen tadeneaea eee 192, 000,000 | 102, 000, 000 


Col. Howard Vincent, M. P., who has recently made a journey 
through South America, was given a formal reception by the 

ople of Sheffield, England, on his return, and in the course of 
bis response to the address of welcome referred to the Argen- 
tine Republic as follows: 

T have told you before of the vast prairies of Canada, of the great sheep 
farms of Australia. But I must honestly say thatcountry for country,land 
for land, Argentina knows norival. Overanareatentimesthe size of these 
islands, there is untold power of food production. For600 miles from ocean 
to mountain there is not a hill, hardly atree. Over these great grass plains 

range 22,000,000 of catule, 75,000,000.of sheep. 4,000,000 of horses, all capable of 
tranapart hither at trifling cost, dead ora ive. There are twenty-seven rail- 
‘Ways, nearly all Sritish owned, ‘and rapidly on both sides of the track grass 
lan is are being laid down in wheat, garnered without fear of frost or wet. 
and poured down the wharves of the Central Argentina into ships to render 
British agriculture more and more difficult. 


By the negotiation of a reciprocity treaty similar to that 
whieh now exists with Brazil, we might gain a fair share of the 
trade of the Argentine Republic, and as the distinguished min- 
ister from that country suggests, increase our exports from four 
millions to twenty-five or thirty million dollars annually. But 


if we place wool on the free Nist without asking any return, that 
opportunity will be lost forever. 





Imports. 





From 1887. 1888. 1889. 1890 189) 
‘er cent. Per cent Per cent.\| Per cent. | Per cent 
IR nntn in tntaliianainiainindeniiii 26 32.3 8. 44 27.17 22. 85 
aabecencusesstenseanewe 15. 37 14. 98 | 15. 74 | 13. 05 
heretic eatnnitiadiietiaalia isan 4 &. 96 6. 80 7.0 8 22 
Spain EE Se ee 8.73 7.49 7.10 | 6.71 2.63 
a 6. 89 | 8.14 8. 86 | 8.12 10. 31 
United States __._........_... j 6.91 | 5.37 9.2% 7.55 | 4 29 
OEE. i..cnrmctenneninebenind | 283] 10.22 9. 32 | 8. 67 72 
i al 4. 86 &. 41 4. 42 | 4.59 3. 85 
EL EE SER 0.28 | 0. 64 0.51 | 0. 60 110 
Argentine Republic._........ 1.80 2. is 3.93 8.16 8 31 
i ace 0.39 0.4 > 38 0. 88 0. 67 
oe teiaieeasmneetil 0. 26 0. 29 0. 20 0.09 
ED sina crumnanneambuienn 0. 61 ). 23 0. 40 0.51 
ine cdbbcinatineschoc cn < ‘i 0. 03 7 
RI ins neiiitdniiiar one 0. 10 U.u 0.09 0. 13 0.13 
In@is - ..... cccnc-ee-— Brcer~ } } 
GREE deci cen baiscce aaa 0. 03 0. 07 0.01 OAT... 15 
pS eS , 
Peruwand Bcuador__---.--- 0. 03 | 
Switzerland ......-.-.-- Seat 0.10 6.01 0.02 
EEE SS OP fin wns ensitosndaadide 
EEE 5 acc 02 occececcecconees ' S| Rae se 
Gemary Island..............- | 4 | 0.03 1 01 
Russia ” Lanitaniain anthesis teammates 0.56 0. 04 
Various ports -........... ---| D. 42 2. 28 2.77 3. 17 
Sc niicareneinail 1 100 100 100 160 
' 
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Exports. 


1887. 1888. | 1889, 1890. 1891. 


Per cent. | Per cent.| Per cent.| Per cent.| Per cent. 
20. 18. 69 i 18. 37 


England 

TREN «these caidiy pidaiedcanitened 
RS hese: 
Belgium 

RIS MNO. -ncorcamwedeuce 
Cuba 

Spain 

ST Sketeciknaném 

Germany 


13. 29 
13. 67 


20.18 23. 27 


12. 69 


—— Tee 
B 


~ 
= 
SK Serooeosor=s 


Hae oretee 
SESBSRLRSNS 
SSH PIE mome 
SSSVSR2RRe 
BISHSSSSZNEs 
Orr roeas: 
BaRSLBRR 


Paraguay ......... 

Reunion Island ... 

Peru 

Portugal a a a 
Maloina Isiand. ..... : 
SNE WUENNE . « cnc ctus cocccelesecce 
I alta. ates ea hanes 
So, Ok RV eee: 
Barbado Island 

Various ports 


Sesoserrer~ 
SSSSSSNSRES 


OR. caqubenscsinnmiess 


The trade and exterior commerce of the Republic in relation 
with its geemioiion has always been superior to that of the Ar- 
gentine Republic and Chile. 

The following table shows that out of the imported goods dur- 
ing the year 1891, there correspond to each inhabitant $13.50 
more than to each inhabitant of the Argentine Republic, and 
$3.01 more than to each inhabitant of Chile. It shows also that 
cach inhabitant exported $10.19 more than each inhabitant of 
the first country, and $14 more than each one of the second 
country: 


Argentine Republic (1891).* 
AIUD ca, 35 acca oben dnetetasnaiiiaiaal 867, 207,780 
PUNO, ccakdnacessetdinesosammediaaeenne 103, 219, 000 
pe 170, 426, 790 


Total .. 


Chile (1891). 
EE EE anyoudnsnasuscestnendaance cought 
Exports 


65, 090, 0138 

65, 963, 100 

‘Total 131, 053, 113 
Uruguay Republic (1891).¢ 

PROD cnpconscetsungehhonan 

BEE US » neccocccecntecenscatcns 


Total ........ savseentnnnnenssopnarnensonmeneecnie 45, 976, 600 | 61. 29 


~* 4,000,000 inhabitants. + 3,000,000 inhabitants. 750,000 inhabitants. 
Exports of domestic merchandise from the United States to Uruguay during 


the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893. 


DRIER CIITA <5. 6 cides gaiccnssdscte cosnghscdenecncestsaenen $109, 862 
NUNES ~ initia deegdcireilaiind uagh tile ubnna wn tiipedemibsennnn eit ahs 254 
Carriages, horse cars and parts of, and cars for steam railroads.... 
Chemicals, drugs, dyes, and medicines 
Cotton, manufactures of 
Fiax, hemp, and jute, manufactures of 
Iron and steel, and manufactures of: 

Machinery, not elsewhere specified . . 

Sewing machines, and parts of 


Naval stores 

Ous, mineral, illuminating, and other. : 

Provisions, comprising meat and dairy products 

OURGSR, GIT k6c0bs nscugre te egos ‘ 

Wood, and manufactures of: 
Boards, deals, planks, joists, and scantlings 
[nas DERE DOROE. cccneenstqubsinhscantebion 


No attempt has ever been made to negotiate a reciprocity 
treaty with Uruguay, but the Government and the people are 
very friendly in their disposition to the United States, and it 
might be possible to obtain valuable concessions in favor of our 
products if we would offer them an increased market for their 

A. 
ee THE COMMERCE OF CHILE, 

Chile has been for years the most prosperous country in South 
America, Itschief resources and products are mineral, and have 
broughi the ar great wealth. The agricultural resources 
are limited, but have been highly improved, and for several 
years the wheat fields among the valleys of the Andes have fur- 
nished more flour than was necessary for the wants of the peo- 
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le, and left a considerable surplus for export to the neighbor- 
ng countries along the Pacific coast. But the rapid increase 
of population, and the more profitable inducements offered b 
the mines, have reduced the supply for export, and Chile wi 
soon find it necessary to seek food products from the harvest 
fields of the Argentine Republic across the Andes. 

The population of the country was 2,665,926 by an official cen- 
sus, but its accuracy has been denied, as many peons avoided enu- 
meration for the purpose of escaping military duty, and the actual 
number of the people is believed to be nearer three millions. 

The chief exports are copper, silver, nitrates, and wool. The 
oes of copper are believed to be inexhaustible, but the de- 
velopment of the mines is rapid, and has been profitable. The 
nitrate beds are also inexhaustible, andfrom an export tax upon 
this product the Government derives the greater portion of its 
revenue, . 

The exports average annually about $65,000,000, of which $55,- 
000,000 are minerals, nitrates, copper, and silver, and $7,500,000 
wool. The imports are usually about the same as the exports, 
and consist mainly of manufactured articles, wearing apparel, 
machinery, hardware, railway supplies, wines, and tobacco, drugs 
and medicines,etc. England hasthe greatest share of the trade, 
having furnished $28,000,000 or about 45 per cent last year; Ger- 
many comes next with $14,000,000; France $9,000,000, while the 
United States usually sends between three and four millions 
worth of machinery and agricultural implements, lumber and 
furniture, petroleum, and sundry other articles. 

Valparaiso is the commercial center from which a large por- 
tion of the merchandise imported is distributed to the ports on 
the coast and the towns in the interior. The principal isritish 
importsare: Printed, white and unbleached cotton goods; woolen 
manufactures, carpets, candles, tea, boots and shoes, beer, spirits, 
etc. The total value of the imports of the Republic for the year 
1892 was $61,752,500, as compared with $50,417,000 in 1891, and 
with $53,745,500 in 1890. 

The total value of the exports from all ports in the Republic 
in 1892 was $50,829,000, as compared with $52,013,930 in 18y1, and 
$54,143,185 in 1890. These figures show that there was an ex- 
cess of imports over exports in 1892 tothe amount of $10,923,500, 
as compared with an excess in favor of exports amounting te¢ 
$1,596,930 in 1891, and $397,685 in 1890. 

Export of domestic merchandise from 7 > “yee States to Chile during the fiscab 
ear 1893. 

Agricultural implements : z $138, 822 

Books, maps, engravings, etc., and other printed matter_........__. 32, 525 

Breadstuffs 

Carriages and horse cars and parts of................. 

Cars, — and freight, for steam railroads.... 

Chemicals, drugs, dyes, and medicines 


Clocks and watches................ 
oe manufactures of......... 


8 
Flax, hemp, and jute, manufactures of 

Glass and glassware 

Gunpowder and other explosives._................. 
Instruments and apparatus for scientific purposes 
Tron and steel, and manufactures of 

Sewing machines and parts of... 

Steam engines and parts of 

Naval stores . 

Oils, animal and mineral ........................- 
Plated ware 

Provisions, comprising meat and dairy products..-..............-.... 
Sugar, refined 

Wood, and manufactures of 

All other articles 


Total exports of domestic merchandise. ........................ 2 


A POSSIBLE TREATY WITH AUSTRALASIA. 


As far back as 1878 the British colonies of Australasia have been 
seeking commercial intimacy with the United States. In that 
year the chambers of commerce of Australia and New Zealand 
addressed a memorial to the Government of the United States, 
which in many respects is a most remarkable document, coming 
as it did from the subjects of another nation, with whom our 
own citizens had not intermingled toany degree, and from whom 
they could have received no inspiration or encouragement. It 
was a voluntary act on the part of a people who were then en- 
joying very much the same conditions that existed in the Ameri- 
can colonies of Great Britain at the outbreak of the Revolution- 
ary war. 

This document is so peculiar, so significant, and so important 
that I may be pardoned for quoting a few extracts. The mem- 
orial was —— by the experience of Australian visitors to 
the Centennial Exposition at Philadelphia, and it reads: 


Australian visitors were encouraged to hope that similar yrogreen might 
await their own country, and they yee ee intimate and increasing com- 
mercial relations between the two coun , to their national advan ¢ 
but, to sure this result, they were im ed with the absolute necessity 

unrestricted mutual interchange of products of the respective 
countries as now exists betwixt the A colonies and the mother 
pour: and , Without such unrestricted interchange, it is im- 
possible commerce can attain its fulldevelopment. * * * 








1894. 





Trade can not attain its natural development unless it is conducted on a 
basis mutually satisfactory to the countries engaged in it, and 1t can not be 
mutually satisfactory if one of the countries finds its products excluded 
from the markets of the other. As we desire free, cordial, and extending 
commercial relations betwixt our respective countries, we venture to ask 
your coéperation in getting removed the restrictions on the introduction of 
our staple article—wool—into your market, believing that the repeal of the 
duties, Which are now s0 heavy as to be virtually prohibitory, will prove of 
as much advantage to American interests as to those of the colonies. * * * 

You are, no doubt, aware that our products are chiefly pastoral and min- 
eral, and that only to a small extent do manufactories exist amongst us. 
While our population can employ themselves profitably in developing the 
natural resources of the country, there is little inducement to them to de- 
vote their attention to manufacturing; but if their products are excluded 
from other markets they must, perforce, manufacture for themselves and 
limit the import of manufactured goods. Whether this be so or not, we 
hope you will agree with us that the interests of both countries will be best 
advanced by abolishing every obstacle to free commercial relations; and 
we appeal to you, as peculiarly interested in promoting the commerce of 
the United States, and intimately conversant With it in all its relations, to 
give us your cordial assistance and coéperation to this end. 


WHAT THEY WILL GIVE IN EXCHANGE FOR FREE WOOL. 


This memorial was brought to the attention of Congress, but 
no action was taken upon it, and no reply was made, for the 
reason that it was deemed inexpedient at that time to remove 
the duties imposed upon imported wool. The same people have 
made similar advances since, repeatedly, and four years ago, 
when the reciprocity policy was under consideration, this Gov- 
ernment was again approached with the hope that we might be 
willing to make an equitable exchange of concessions for the 
purpose of promoting trade between the Australasian coloniesand 
the United States, but the disposition of Congress was not fav- 
orable to the removal or any reduction of the tariff on wool. 
But now that it is proposed to place wool upon the free list, it 
would not be unfriendly or unprofitable to offer the Australians 
an opportunity to make some concessions in favor of the agri- 
cultural and manufactured products of the United States, which 
I am advised would be received in the most cordial spirit, and 
result in consummation of a treaty that would extend our mar- 
kets ina most profitable manner, and afford an opportunity for 
our manufacturers to dispose of a great portion of their surplus. 

The Australasian colonies represent a population of 4,285,297 
souls, engaged almost exclusively in pastoral pursuits, without 
manufacturing facilities. They possess great wealth, which has 
rapidly accumulated, and live in all the luxury that modern taste 
demands. The people are almost exclusively white, descended 
from English, Scotch, and Irish ancestry, and their require- 
ments are similar to those of the peopie of Ohio, Indiana, and 
Illinois. There are seven colonies, and the following table shows 
their population and their foreign commerce according to the 
latest figures attainable: 








Colonies, Population. |———— ——————— 
Imports. Exports. 
New South Wales.................... 132,234 | £25,383,397 | £25,944, 020 
New Zealand....... 626, 658 6, 503, 849 9, 566, 397 
SEE tiki nnceninadpeswancnicncae 393, 718 5, 079, 004 8, 305, 3 
SL REEL .. beneninsnns dmceesee 320, 431 9, 956, 542 10, 512, 049 
IY ncttitvoduha ten dansbbacsenen 146, 667 2, 051, 964 1, 440, 418 
ll ee ee ae 1, 140, 405 21,711, 608 16, 006, 743 
ID = ontikntitns tcaun oensteewe 49, 782 1, 280, 093 799, 466 


VALUE OF THE AUSTRALASIAN COMMERCE. 


The imports of New South Wales for 1891, the latest year 
available, were divided as follows: Great Britain, £10,580,230; 
the other Australasian colonies, £6,803,974; the United States, 
£1,277,032; other foreign countries, £1,632,001. The imports of 
New Zealand were divided as follows: England, £4,369,633; other 
Australasian colonies, £1,013,549; the United States, £361,795. 
The balance was from India, China, Japan. 

The commerce of Queensland was divided about like that of 
the other colonies. Only about 5 per cent of the trade of South 
Australia is with foreign countries, the remainder is with Great 
Britain and the other Australian colonies. Tasmania had noim- 
ports except from Great Britain and other Australasian colonies. 
Of the imports into Victoria, £8,953,599 were from Great Brit- 
ain; £785,602 from the United States. The principal articles of 
import were coal, cotton, woolen, and silk goods, wearing ap- 
parel, iron and steel, live stock, sugar and molasses, lumber, 
furniture, and household goods, hardware and cutlery, ma- 
chinery, stationery, oil, railway supplies, and agricultural im- 
plements, all of which with be furnished by the United States. 
pal Britain furnished nearly all the imports into West Aus- 
tralia. 

Taking the colony of New South Wales as an example of the 
seven, the statistics of commerce show a wonderful expansion. 
In 1871 the imports were $48,045,000, the exports $56,225,000, an 
aggregate commerce of $104,270,000. Since then it has increased 
more than 150 per cent. In no other country in the world con- 
taining a population of about 1,000,000, or in any more populous 
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country, is commerce to be found so large, or proportionately so 
large. The commerce “per head” is several times as large as 
that of the United States, and if we cut off that portion of the 
New South Wales trade which is transacted with the other col- 
onies, the statement is still true, though in a lesser degree. 

The aggregate imports and exports of New South Wales in 
1891 were fifty-one and a quarter miilion pounds sterling, of 
which twenty-two and three-quarter millions represented trade 
with Australasia, and twenty-eight and a half millions outside 
Australasia, the total imports being twenty-five and a quarter 
millions, and the total exports twenty-six millions. Naturally, 
the largest commerce is with Great Britain, but there is already 
a considerable trade with the United States. 

So eager have the people been to promote their trade with us, 
that for the last twelve or fifteen years two of the Governments 
have paid an annual subsidy to an American steamship line to 
maintain communication between Sidney and other ports and 
San rancisco, although this Government has given that line no 
aid. 


EXPORTS FROM THE UNITED STATES TO THE AUSTRALASIAN COLONIES. 


The following table shows the exports from the United States 
to the Australasian colonies during the last fiscal year: 
Agricultural implements ...............-..-..... 


Books, maps, engraving, etc. -....- 
Breadstuffs: 


#294, 429 
63, 987 


EE See a a i a ien a sas ‘anunniaie 65 
a nin Stn earaniae caine 2, 100 
a le Sie es 4,712 
i a i i ena mes al ae a ai ated 37, 988 
Carriages, horse cars, and cars for steam railroads _.............. 258, 470 
a a en dbddebehdbaacodedw sundieaale 95, 020 
CRIGIIOCRED, GOR, Gt MROGICUION. 2... nc cccccccccccces ence cccesssese 204, 534 
Clocks and watches, and parts of.........-. teeuate jethnen Spariceaeions siete ali 85, 369 
ns I ohn. csceumumecibemeeemueiswenen nnnddalin dae 80, 629 
Fish: 
as neal bai mene d aamadias widdedGel ae a 170, 428 
BO ES OS eS eee ee ae 74, 426 
as ulin rnin pas aretinen puativinsn Gone i 117, 48 
ERASE EPIL ER: Sel EL SSL, ON 67, 886 
Senne Se I OT nn akin dd nswodsatsccacseuceskuccces 51, 804 
India-rubber and gutta-percha, manufactures of ___. phtidihie dene 34, 236 
Iron and steel, and manufactures of: 
PT inch chi dcihuinctigbedhdandnttkdded aanaeedens dite bat . 280,551 
IN i sinatra mahiidiien ella heme ; scntiond eldcinntinnined 258, 056 
Sewing machines, and parts of...........- cmp benereedig — 73,174 
PI iad aut tt cin ca teedae anne San cKoaween mtgvinistbicdeandaadie 17,443 
Cf SSA ee 6 640, 960 
Lamps, chandeliers, ete __.__- seteikceiiinel tigeaanialalintial? alistath: dadiniivitod 106, 695 
I EE ES LT LOT 208, 260 
EE em ca 3, 579 


Marble and stone, and manufactures of: 
Co ESE ee ee ee eae ae 
pe ee 
Musical instruments, organs ... Sb hpehinninadeis wok amma 
PE ONO cdi cbekinceocbadecadladewebsaetbauds Gls sade incubnens 


Oils: 

TE ca eeenid chee tect gdvbuntannesigadanietie nei eapirmesiitiiliade _ 16, 785 

I is ack asennad menaced ta el ale aa 1, 058, 586 
SPO; Ses UNE ONE QIN nine ca actnsmatieddinccdyedusbnswees ane 353, 280 
NES Wis ntinddins Hiencccansenccgngscetenassseecce biiwsinigneiegt 24, 406 
Provisions, comprising meat and dairy products: 

te hentia: imsasiebewankee duitinds uxcuscadeysuaaega gion 65, 388 

PE Di iin aictelie enh atadwckssibnaaintindicns nuphinddunwenedignatalis 36, 062 
SE eee ne ee ee 34, 152 
Tobacco: 

Unmanufactured ................... seit aia hin atl . 225,613 

Ed cnt ds atincadetnacdickberdwenenee .--. 1,075, 881 
Wood, and manufactures of: 

ia dw rina aulbneearasematine sini 366, 139 

eset tae nanagpandeoe nuininnetadeetemeamennie 31, 437 

ncn sesame conden nismeeai 37,732 

IE, SOO haat abe den ctitincatebaidinbiedeiananwweenecme 230, 940 
EC iit enti bcc cbhnanianddeimtstanenttnneinkte 631, 309 

tnd GUGERS TGROAIIIG i oo icscdiewn cb cdcsessccdcccckasceces 7, 818, 130 


An examination of this table will show the extent and the 
character of the market that may be secured for the manufac- 
tures of the United States by extending the reciprocity policy 
to the Australasian colonies. But the pending bill, if it becomes 
a law, rejects and abandons that eee forever. Itis not 
reasonable to expect that they will discriminate in their tariif 
laws, ag inst their own mother country unless they have some 
inducement to do so, and that inducement is removed if wool is 
placed upon the free list without asking concessions in return, 


Total exports of merchandise from Great Britain to Australasia, 








| 1890. | 1801. | 1802. 

1 ee ae J ——- \———- 
I < . .  sinmaemoeuaiindan .--| £513,024 | £656,288; £500,348 
South Australia .......... wisiseibidieen Gaebiaaeenedl 2,252,689 | 2,620,158 | 1,907,130 
Victoria... .- | enmcguabes chaneetsaaaaree 7,971,795 | 8,180,814 | 5,375, 748 
OS aaa eee 8, 035, 198 9, 872, 187 7, 253, 701 

SL <0 ousmsisinn 46nd Gnateiien iucetidil 2,326,460 | 2,426,595 1,977,081 

ID ia« nndidndh acsamphioenaiimnmnes | 651, 539 697, 317 | 513, 514 
NY OIRO a in wits acd cies cotuneed nore die | 8,705,428 | 3,778,304) 3,884,829 
Be ND pile higith Debssncclenntegcknesthccial 14, 061 24, 367 | 20, 577 

WN Lae ek _| 25,470,194 | 28,256,120 | 21,523, 228 


| I 











Total imports into United Kingdom from Australasia. 











1290. 1891 | 1892 
West Australia ...........................) 2080,801 £367, 552 £249, 965 
South Australia.......................----| 2,987,873 | 3,761,890] 2,986,882 
coe eee 5,968,662 | 5,612,129] 5,974,418 
New South Wales.__.. iste Muara eal 8,791,239 | 10,187,746 | 9,982,716 
ON ae 2,417,987 | 2,734,886 | 3,251,531 

a 845, 883 404, 769 395, 
New Zealand _............................-| 8,347,430] 8,192,504| 7,751,741 

PED cnnesreaiminerdatinmnenecoiel 11, 229 S 

Dick sanecichntihecnis piensa 31,261,571 | 20,542, 630 


COMMERCIAL RECIPROCITY WITH CANADA. 


No government ever throw away a greater opportunity to 
promote its foreign trade and secure commercial advantages 
for its citizens than is being sacrificed by the pending bill. Not 
only are the reciprocity treaties that were made by the last Ad- 
ministration to be absolutely and peremptorily revoked without 
consulting the rights and wishes of the other parties to the 
agreements, but the duties upon a long list of imported mer- 
chandise are to be removed and reduced without even giving 
the countries which will enjoy the benefits a chance to offer us 
some concessions in return. 

The Canadian Government has for years been trying to nego- 
tiate a reciprocity treaty with the United States in order to se- 
oure a better market for her agricultural products. A commis- 
sion came two years ago from Ottawa to confer with Mr. Blaine 
on this subject,and made some liberal offers as a basis for such 
an arrangement, but Mr. Blaine was compelled to inform them 
that under the McKinley law his authority was limited and that 
he could not promise to yield anything except the duties upon 
sugar, hides, rubber, coffee, and other tropical products, which, 
of course, had no interest for the Canadians. Nor was he willing 
to make a general commercial treaty, because he did not believe 
that the Senate would ratify any measure that permitted Nova 
Scotia's coal and lumber and Canadian hay, grain, poultry, veg- 
etables, cheese, and other farm products to come over the border 
in direct competition with those raised in New England, New 
York, and the Northwestern States. 

The Canadians were willing to offer almostanything tosecure 
a market for their surplus “‘ garden truck.” They promised to 
reduce the tariff upon our cotton and woolen g and other 
fabrics, our hardware and cutlery, and admit these and other 
manufactured articles at rates of duty that similar merchandise 
from Great Britain, their mother somes. could not enjoy: 80 
that the American manufacturers might almost mono the 
markets of between 5,000,000 and 6,000,000 people. t while 
Mr. Blaine was himsel! in favor of making that sortof a trade, and 
believed that it would result in the greatest to the greatest 
number, he was firm in his conviction that the negotiation of 
such a treaty would be useless, because the two-thirds of the 
Senators necessary for its ratitication would never agree to re- 
move the protective duty upon the New England hay and pota- 
toes, the Vermont horses, the New York butter and cheese, the 
lumber of Michigan, Minnesota, Wisco , Oregon, and Wash- 
ington, und the wheat and barley of Minnesota, and Dakota. 


WHAT THIS BILL GIVES TO THE CANADIAN FARMER. 


Bautnow the pending bill gives to the Canadian farmer, lum- 
berman, end erman nearly everything their government 
sought for them two years ago, free of all conditions, and with- 
out cannes ot expecting in return any of the concessions 
that the n authorities were offering so freely and would 
still be so cate ive. In other words, the magnificent ad- 
vantages that ht be secured for our manufacturers in Cana- 


dian markets are oaey thrown a It is not strange that a 
Dominion paper said of the new bill that “it could not 
have been better for the Canadian trade if it had been prepared 


in Ottawa instead of W. ” 
The pending bill permits Canadian milk, fruits, beans, pease, 


bacon, beef, mutton, pork, lard, hams, fresh fish and fish for 
bait, sawed timber, logs, lumber, laths a staves, and 
trees. vines, shrubs, salt, agri- 


all other kinds of lumber, Yo 
cultural implements of all kinds, wool, buckwheat, corn, corn- 
meal, oats, rye, wheat, and wheat flour to come over the border 
entirely free of duty. It reduces the duties on potatoes, butter, 
cheese, poultry, barley, eggs,apples, and other articles to a rate 
which will it the Canadian farmers to come into the mar- 
kets of the United States and compete with our own. 

There is immense rejoicing all over Canada because of this 
remarkable and unexpeeted generosity on the partof the United 
States. The Government organs are trying to repress this en- 
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thusiasm lest its significance may be realized by the American 
Congressmen and suggest to them what advantages are being 
thrown away, but they are so important to the commercial pros- 
rity of Canada that if a clause should be added to the Wilson 

l providing that these changes in our tariff shall not take 
place unless equivalent concessions are made in favor of our 
roducts there would be an agent of the Dominion government 
n Washington ready to sign an agreement in forty-eight hours. 


SACRIFIO“N OF THE AMERICAN FISHING INTERESTS. 


But the most important and improvident sacrifice of Ameri- 
can interests made in the bill is the clause admitting fresh fish 
free of duty; and that will bring disaster upon the fishing fleets 
not only upon the Atlantic coast, but from one end of the Great 
Lakes to the other. For years the United States has been fight- 
ing to protect its fishermen. That was one of the issues in- 
volved in the war of 1812, and our ablest diptomacy has been en- 
gaged in the contest for the rights and privileges guaranteed 
them under our treaties with England. But by the Wilson bill 
the whole case is thrown away. Every inducement that we 
have had to persuade the Canadians to give our fishermen a 
show, every advantage that we have had over them is surren- 
dered by the Wilson bill. The process of freezing fish in solid 
cakes of ice has caused the old methods of preserving them 
with salt to be abandoned, so that nothing but fresh fish now 
come to market. 

Canada has persistently refused to permit our fishermen to 
enter her ports, even to buy baitof herown people, withouthav- 
ing first paid a heavy license. She has prohibited them from 
landing in her harbors and shipping their fish across her terri- 
tory in bond to the United States. She has done everything 
possible to prevent our fishermen from enjoying the use of neu- 
tral waters and todestroy their trade, and yet, in the light of all 
this, we throw open our ports to the Canadian fisherman, who 
can come and sell his fish in our markets just as freely as our 
own fishermen and just as freely as he can sell them at home. 

With one-half of these concessions we could have secured from 
Canada entire freedom from all discrimination, and the same 
rights for ourfishermen in her ports that her fishermen are to 
be given in ours. She would have been delighted to give them, 
for it would have been exchanging the market of 5,000,000 for 
the market of 65,000,000 people. 


WHY NOT COMPLETE RECIPROCITY WITH CANADA? 


All trade arrangements which have been made with Canada 
in past years—the reciprocity treaty of 1854 and subsequent at- 
tempts of a similar character—included only agricultural prod- 
ucts which offered no advantages tous. Canada is an agricultural 
country, even more so than this, but its market for manufac- 
tured goods is of great value, and an arrangement of complete 
reciprocity would be of a decided advantage. 

If in one hundred millions of imports purchased by Canada 
each year, the United States were able to furnish forty-five mil- 
lions in that market in —_ of the duties imposed upon them, 
competing with the English, who sold goods of nearly similar 
value, how much greater share of this trade would our people 
enjoy if they could send their merchandise into Canada asfreely 
as they now do from one State to another, while the English 
manufacturers and merchants would have to submit to the tariff 
when they landed, amounting to fram 25 to 40 per cent? But, 
Mr. President, the people of the United States should never per- 
mit any more one-sided arrangements under which we admit 
their ucts free while ours are taxed in their custom-houses. 
And the improvident policy of the pending bill will allow the 
Canadians to enjoy our markets while our manufacturers are 
practically excluded from theirs. 

There is a paragraph in this bili which provides that all farm 
implements imported from any country which lays an import 
duty u similar articles from the United States shall be sub- 
ject to the duty existing prior to the passage of this act. That 
means Canada, and the proviso was inserted at the suggestion of 
the manufacturers of agricultural machinery. It would be a 
great benefit to all thefarmers and manufacturers of the United 
States if that provision could be extended so as to cover all the 
schedules of the pending bill, It will be time enough to talk of 
free lumber, free sali, free fish, and free vegetables when Can- 
ada removes the duties she imposes upon those articles. 


TENDENCY OF THE CANADIAN TRADE. 


The iaws of nature and the laws of trade require Canada to 
come to the markets of the United States to purchase what she 
requires and to sell what she has to dispose of, and in spite of 


the tremendous exercised by the officials and commer- 
cial izations of England, in spite of the enormous amount 
of capital invested in the Dominion, in spite of the 


‘ 











(1894. 





restraint that is placed upon the people by the Government, and 
come of the heavy duties they levy upon our products, nearly 

fof their trade iswith us. Their exports usually reach the 
sum of $100,000,000. 

Of this Great Britain takes abont one-half, the United States 
about 40 per cent, the West Indies 3 per cent, and the balance 
is divided between other countries in Europe. The imports, by 
fhe last returns, amounted to $113,000,000. Of this the United 
States furnished $55,000,000, Great Britain $42,000,000, Germany 
$3,000,000, France $2,000,000, and soon. Can there be any ques- 
‘tion that, this market before us, it would be to the interest ef 
our people to have free admission there for the sale of their 

s in exchange for what we are now giving Canada without 
consideration? 
he price of labor in Canada is somewhat lower than in the 
United States, particularly in British Columbia, where China- 
men are employed to a considerable extent in the manufacture 
of lumber and in other industries, and it is said that our farm- 
ers and manufacturers might suffer by bringing the results of 
such labor into competition with our own, but that seems to me, 
sir,ali the more reason why, if Congress proposes to remove our 
duties upon imports from Canada, that we should require some- 
thing from them in return. 

But as a matter of fact that population of Canada is small; the 
people are widely scattered; the capital is scarce; enterprise is 
not encouraged as it is in the United States; labor is not so well 

id; the people are not so highly educated, and there has not 

n thatsteady prosperous growth that we have witnessed in our 
own agricultural districts, and if a commercial treaty on recip- 
rocal concessions should be negotiated between Canada and the 
United States and bring greater degree of prosperity to our 
neighbors, it would have a direct result upon the extension of 
our commerce, and the ended-and enlarged sales of our mer- 
chandise, as the prosperity of our Western farmers has enhanced 
the wealth of the manufacturers of the East. The opening of 
the greatagricultural regions of Canada and the profitable mar- 
ket for their products will widen our market and give new re- 
gions for American enterprise and energy to conquer. 


o 
wT 


ENGLAND MUST CONSENT TO A TREATY. 


There is no question that England will consent to any com- 
mercial arrangement that may be negotiated between the United 
States and Canada, although she will doit reluctantly, as she 
did in the case of her colonies in the WestIndies. In 1874,when 
a reciprocity treaty was being negotiated by Sir Edward Thorn- 
ton at Washington, the English Government instructed him to 
modify it at the suggestion of the Canadian ministry and make 
such additions as the Canadians desired. He did so,and made 
out a long list of articles manufactured in the United States 
which were to bereceived into Canada free of duty, so thatit was 
practically free trade. Yet not one of those articles was to be 
received from England upon the same terms. 

The draft of this treaty was sent to Lord Derby, whoapproved 
it, and the English Governmentestablished a valuable precedent 
by consenting to an arrangement under which American mer- 
chandise was admitted free to the British colony when a tariff 
from 25 to 50 per cent was imposed upon the same kind of mer- 
chandise coming from England. But evenshouldthe home gov- 
ernment resist the proposition the reciprocity party in Canada 
is so strong and the desire for annexation to the United States 
is so eager that it would be compelled to make the concessions 
demanded rather than face a disappointed and resentful people. 

Canada imposes a heavy duty upon the articles she received 
from the United States. She imposes a 35 per cent duty upon 
our agricultural implements, axes, popcorn, and other articles. 
She taxes coal 60 cents a ton; apples, 40 cents a barrel; barley, 
15 cents a bushel; oats and rye, 10 cents; cornmeal, 40 cents a 
barrel: wheat flour, 75 cents a barrel; Indian corn, 7} cents a 
bushel; eggs, 5 cents a dozen; hogs, 2 cents a pound; jams, jel- 
lies, and preserves, 5 cents a can; fresh fish, 1] ceat a pound; 
salted fish, 50 cents a hundredweight; eheese, 3 cents a pound; 
cattle, sheep, and other animals, 30 per cent; vegetables 25 per 
cent: fruitsand poultry 30 per cent; horses 20 per cent, and other 
articles that we are admitting free, at even higher rates. 

Ever sinee the people of the United States achieved their in- 
dependence, a hundred and eighteen years ago, there has been 
constant friction between them and their brethren across the 
northern border. It has always arisen from commercial jeal- 
ousy and interference from one with the industrial pursuits of 
the other. My distinguished friend on the other side of the 
Chember [Mr. MorGAN] has only recently returned from the 
per’ormance of an honorable duty of adjusting one of the most 
serious and licated of these differences, but I may suggest, 
Mr. President, that all further trouble can be avoided by acom- 
mercial arrangement with the colonies of the Dominion under 
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which the relations between these two people of the same blood 
and stock shall be as free as those between residents of our sev- 
eral States. 


THE MISSISSIPPI VALLEY AND ITS SOUTH AMERICAN TRADE 


The small share of New Orleans in the commerce betweon the 
United States and the Latin-American countries has always been 
the cause of surprise and comment. From the geographical sit- 
uation of that city, in relation to the great producing and con- 


| suming section of the United States, as well as to the southern 


republics and colonies, one would suppose that the metropolis 
of the Gulf ought to command the greater part of both the ex- 
portand the import trade. Sheliesonlyfour days distant from 
the northern ports of Central and South America, less than one 
half of the sailing time to New York, and enjoyscommunication 
by rail or water with every manufacturing and commercial « 
ter in the South and the West. 

The distance from New York and Chicago, and New Orleans 
and Chicago is about the same: but the distance from Chicago 
to the isthmus, the great distributing point from the southern 
trade, via New Orleans, is only about half as great as via New 


York. Nevertheless, nine-tenths of the merchandise that is 
| furnished by the Northwest to the Southern markets, both the 
agricultural and mechanical products, is shipped halfway across 


the continent by rail or lake to the Atlantic,and from New York 
southward, instead along the longitudinal line which nature has 
marked for man to follow. 

The region tributary to New Orleans embraces over one- 
third of the total area ofthe United States, and furnishes 15,000 
miles of navigable waters and is settled by nearly 30,000,000 
people. It contains 70 per cent of the swine, nearly 60 per cent 
of the milch cows, 55 per cent of tho cattle, and 40 per cent of 
the forest lands found in the entire country; producing, also, 
four-fifths of the corn and two-thirds of the wheat. The two 
crops mentioned are valued at $800,000,000annually, and the live 
stock has an average value of $470,000,000. 

The great cotton belt of the United States, in which is raised 
3,500,000,000 pounds of raw material yearly, is naturally tribu- 
tary to New Orleans, the chief outlet for the exports, amount- 
ing to 2,500,000,000 pounds, valued at $250,000,000. Of late 
years, also the manufacture of cotton has taken a great leap in 
the Southern States, their mills, which now produce $50,000,000 
worth of goods annually, have trebled their capacity and the 
value of their products within a decade. 

Ten years ago New England produced 70 per cent of the cot- 
ton goods, but the proportion is considerably less. Since 1880 
the cotton mills of the South have increased from 180 to 230, 
and the spindles from 667,000 to 2,065,800, and the value of their 
products threefold. 


ENORMOUS DEVELOPMENT IN THE MISSISSIPPI VALLEY 

The coal fieldsof the Mississippi basin cover an area of 175,000 
square miles, about one-fourth that of Mexico, and produce 85,- 
000,000 tons of coal annually. In the Southern States iron and 
coal are generally found together in quantities, which fact is 
having too much to do with the astonishing increase of iron 
manufactures which has taken place in this section within the 
past decade. The Upper Lake region furnishes the Northern 
States with the bulk of the ore which they consume. In the pro- 
duction of pig iron Alabama now stands third in the United 
States: Dlinois is fourth, Pennsylvania and Ohio first and sec- 
ond. Of the 9,500,000 tons produced throughout the country, the 
States of the Mississippi basin are credited with over 80 per cent. 

In the manufacture of steel (including rails) Pennsylvania and 
Illinois alone produce four-fifths of the total output of 4,500,000 
tons. Furth<rmore,the Mississippi basin is steadily advancing 
to supremacy formerly enjoyed by the more Eastern States as 
manufacturers. 

Minneapolis is the greatest milling center in the world. 
waukee, Chicago, and St. Louis are famous manufacturers. The 
breweries of Milwaukee, Cincinnati, Chicago, and St. Louis are 
the largest in the universe. Chicago is the grand center for the 
manufacture of machinery and agriculturalimplements. Mich- 
igan furniture has a world-wide fame. 

Ten years ago of the 35,300,000,000 which represented the total 
value of the country’s manufactures, the Mississippi basin pro- 
dueed nearly two-thirds. The proportion now reaches 70 per cent. 
A decade ago it was producing three-fourthsof the flour (valued 
at $585,185,000), four-fifths of the agricultural implements and 
wagons (135,600,000), and about one-half of the malt liquor 
(101,000,060), while the lumber product (%270,000,000) was a 
Northwestern and Southern monopoly. In 1890 these totals had 
been increased by fully 30 per cent, the country tributary tothe 
Mississippi Valley earning three-fourths of the increase. 


Wil. 
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COMPARATIVE EXPORTS FROM THREE GREAT CITIES. 


Tho following table will show a comparison of the exports to 
the southern countries from New York, Philadelphia, and New 
Orleans: 














Pa Philadel- New 
Countries, New York. phia. Orleans. 
IN as dicb>ecnsenee $19, 791, 282 $1, 669, 383 #212, 127 
NN iidiet i ooo i is id tile 4, 313, 178 222, 755 464, 547 
British Honduras. .......<...scccceose A vcisinintinte outs 158, 822 
Central American States: 
hao biuiiendduadeention ueiel i ee coat 306, 959 
RRS PREIS TERED Sts BE Enctcinstantaa’ 100, 425 
ON ELE ITED GEES i ala 135, 206 
R85 conti din ne eeeeire dit ea PEE Tovnenspeacusae 440, 306 
ellis 476, 880 |. e aia 
South America: 
Argentine Republic. .............- i ie 
DUE ancovhapduduuatdvecasbinston ON i eM ad a 
BME (us ccukbnes seacees engtienmaiated 8, 525, 608 1, 113, 008 |.. 
ee bis he cane bel ID Bisa nisin en ateaensaiabiben tiddies waiiae 
SIG « Sintsendnetecesenentnnn 2, 564, 612 25, 844 196, 317 
Guianas: 
DI a ckithaowektnenethennies 1, 650, 556 PR  ieiitninie paibieetl 
ESE ET Le SERN End delinust ccduldersecwsumduiie 
WRG kdbcce bacciccnccocesnanelescetinesommin eseteteee sees] anes nihbennes 
ee sae talon elit I Tes aii nasi cared bana ees aeialale 
CN nl cbenecenee POET Unculinavcnrbbadioametb>boamannd 
vo eR ES sakes 4, 168, 408 BREE Desi cowsdis wacs 
IIE a. fakes hiociniinehbiney ealsbue 663, 343 eksbietl aden 


COMPARATIVE IMPORTS OF THREE GREAT CITIES. 


The following table will show a comparison of the imports 
from the southern countries received at the ports of New York, 
Philadelphia, and New Orleans: 





“ : Philadel- New 
Countries. New York. phia. Orleans. 
I ioe Ne een ements t ccpenbiabenel $35, 850, 651 | $821, 365, 025 $8, 787, 062 
1 taeda ih ane ntighaaeesiics binpe 13, 551, 423 271, 106 2, 644, 099 
Britieh Hondaras..............---.0--- BEE dcatenctnssnceua 121, 407 
Central American States: 
SE IN da minoncnnkesinccnhonccieed 1, 856, 560 10 128, 759 
PIED %o Scccnageesseavecunsied Be EE Bewnesegaecsece 100, 425 
Honduras...........- snbcbenacnnil SEE Reinccniaiadebins niin 456, 149 
SIND + on ctenanotnsusacahgeninn SE Sictousasiénoore 560, 837 
DRRURE Won shantndenenn’entbtnned EE Dcitenatndne ond Medn ave oben dees 
South America: 
Argentine Republic. .............. 1, 041, 940 IT BED Bi 0. wiseeneniune 
i a ae i is edad SE iin dhnesietecninial Re anmiiindiaee 
Ae EE I RE 56, 988, 125 1, 023, 522 4, 535, 585 
hie a Ra RIES A EE satnaabiel 2, 704, BE Pxviscccksnonee 
II pcinnn de cottnséniwmenn takin 8, 030, 884 43, 488 359, 359 
Guianas: 
I. nunca ssecetennekedgne 2, 168, 315 MEE, Eetuocksasatmes 
III oats Saga emma beidemen Saale 873, 557 SIGNUE Denctnedctdecis 
I i cn i i ec linen ie hil I Bali cts ciieh ns Ona agus en ce mais 
OG din eetinns ap naanoananeadion a a a 
SPRINT Lica ineis nasaeceueinenelh 984, 032 GENE Sedanne cncnnans 
ET. tn» none ihnabonnabanteen 3, 595, 749 SE intennevitiiaenas 
NS OS EE EI, EE 126. Sccuilia conethutie cebscsaghie 





THE CAUSE OF THE PHENOMENON, 


This phenomenon is said to be due to the rigid quarantine 
regulations of New Orleans, which prohibit the entrance of 
steamers to the port from the southern countries during five or six 
months of the year without long and expensive delays. Several 
attempts have been made to secure modification of these regula- 
tions under asystem of inspection at ports of departure, by which 
those vessels which bring clean bills of health from American 
inspectors may be able to land their cargoes without detention 
at quarantine, but the Louisiana State Board of Health declined 
to relax their rules even for the benefit of steamers that come 
from noninfected ports. 

The Hlinois Central and Southern Pacific Railways have been 
ready for several years to establish lines of steamships between 
New Orleansand the northern ports of Central and South Amer- 
ica, provided such modifications could be secured, but have been 
compelled to abandon the projects, and let the trade go the other 
way 

E THE TRADE OUGHT TO GO SOUTHWARD. 

Two countries that draw a large proportion of their supplies 
from Ohio, [linois, Indiana, Minnesota, Iowa, Wisconsin, Michi- 
gan, Missouri, and Alabama, and which supply fully 50 per cent 
of the goods imported from Latin America to the same locali- 
ties, there are several projects of great importance at present 
under consideration. 

These are the railway across the Isthmus of Tehuantepec, the 
completion of the railroad from Guatemala City to the Caribbean 
Sea, the Nicaragua Canal, and the completion of the railway 
across Costa Rica. Most of these projects are well under way 
toward completion, and it is not unlikely that the next year or 
two will see most of them completed. The successful building 


of any one of these will mean the opening to the manufacturers 
of the Mississippi Valley of markets of the west coast of Mexico, 
Central America, and South America, which have been con- 
trolled for a aoe number of years by the merchants of Ger- 
many, Great Britain, France, and Italy, and while it would be 
too much to expect that all of its trade would be diverted to the 
United States upon the completion of one of these means of in- 
teroceanic transportation, at the same time the nearer the mar- 
ket the more possibility there is for the increase of business, 

Under present conditions the west coast of South America is 
nearer commercially to Europe than it is to the markets of the 
United States, with the sole exception of the port of San Fran- 
cisco. Lines of steamers are handling the freight from these 
ports around Cape Horn to Europe for less rates than are charged 
to bring these goods via the Seton of Panama to the United 
States. This state of affairs will be modified by the construction 
of any one of these means of communication, and a glance at the 
map will show that as a direct line from Chicago south will pass 
through Yucatan, Honduras, and Salvador, leaving to its east- 
ward the Republics of Nicaragua, Costa Rica, and all of the west 
coast of South America, so the business of these countries event- 
ually will reach its natural markets, the Mississippi Valley, and 
be distributed through the naturat lines of transportation. 

At the present time there are some 330 houses located in New 
York City engaged in commerce with the Latin-American coun- 
tries. In New Orleans there are about 25 housesengaged in the 
same commerce with those countries. Taking into considera- 
tion the respective populations of the two cities it will be seen 
what the possibilities of increase of trade are in New Orleans 
and while the majority of the commission houses in New Orleans 
are not as powerful, as rich, nor do they do as large a business 
with the Latin-American countries, at the same time the proba- 
bilities seem to me far greater in favor of an increase in New 
Orleans with the whole Mississippi Valley to draw from than 
= are in the East. 

r. President, this whole question of reciprocity broadens and 
deepens the more it is considered and discussed. The results of 
the adoption of this policy have,as I think I have shown, already 
been most gratifying and satisfactory, but slight as to what they 
may and will be under the direction of intelligent and permanent 
legislation and the impulse and guidance of wise and aggressive 
administration. 

What has already taken place under this policy is but the fore- 
runner of what must surely follow—the budding or blossom of a 
rich and abundant fruitage in the future. 

Yet we are called upon to throw all to the winds, and with one 
fell swoop to destroy not only all that has been thus far accom- 

lished, but to defer the hope of reéntering upon the same lines 

or a long time to come. 

While other countries, and especially many of those to which 
we look for markets and trade, are adopting this policy among 
themselves as an advance in commerce and civilization, we are 
not only to abandon all but to place ourselves in an attitude 
where it can be recovered onlv under great difficulties. 

This country, of all others, occupies the vantage ground in se- 
curing results growing from reciprocal relations with others. 
The phenomenal resources of the country, giving such great 
purchasing power and making us the largest consumers of and 
customers for the products, both in the way of luxuries and ne- 
cessities, imported from other countries, places the key of the 
situation in the hands of our Government and enables it to al- 
most absolutely dictate such terms as will secure for her people 
new and extended markets. 

Yet it is now deliberately proposed to surrender this key and 
all the power that it represents. 

Our free-trade friends, believing that there should be no re- 
striction whatever placed upon commerce and trade with other 
countries, indulge in the iilusive fallacy that the demand of 
European countries for our agricultural and food products is 
lar ely limited by the restrictions placed upon the importations 
of their manufactured goods. 

In my judgment, there is absolutely nothing whatever in this 
proposition. Great Britain would not purchase a bushel of 
wheat, nor a barrel of flour, nor a pound of pork more from us 
if all tariff laws were stricken from our statutes. Great Britain 
buys whatever she requires where she can secure it at the low- 
est prices. The laws of commerce and trade are as rigid and un- 
changeable as ‘‘ the laws of the Medes and Persians.” 

With the — of Great Britain, as other countries, it is not 
a matter of friendship, amity, or good neighborhood, but abso- 
lutely a cold-blooded business proposition. They take our wheat 
as against Russia, Austra-Hungary, India, or Australia, or other 
wheat-producing regions if they can secure it on better terms; 
and so with our pork, beef, butter, and cheese, and other prod- 
ucts that we export so largely; and the same is true with Ger- 
many and France. 























1894. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


3993 





Germany for a long time refused to take our pork product 
upon the pretext that it was diseased. and continued to do so 
until they saw that its people were to be deprived of our mar- 
ket for their beet sugar. How long do you suppose that Ger- 
many will receive our pork under the present duties, with the 
duty on sugar restored by our Government? Who supposes for 
a moment that Germany will longer take our pork on present 
terms should the reciprocity provisions of the law of 1890 be re- 

aled? Why, Mr. President, I learn that already a bill has 

en introduced into the German Reichstag, placing a heavy 
duty on our cotton-seed oil, large quantities of which we have 
been exporting to Germany without any restriction whatever. 
Our exports of cotton-seed oil in 1892 reached over a million of 
gallons, and in value about $600,000. 

Should the present treaty provisions with Germany remain 
intact, and the present law remain unrepealed, a remedy would 
be quickly found to relieve the exporters of cotton-seed oil to 
Germany. 

France had hitherto placed avery high duty on wheat and 
flour, and other agricultural products, but in the very face of 
this proposed legislation, where the duties on many French im- 
portations are to be reduced, or still worse, put on the free list, 
the French Chamber of Deputies has recently increased the duty 
upon wheat exported into France from 5 to 7 francs per hecto- 
liter, which will absolutely prevent the exportation of a bushel 
of wheat ora barrel of flour into France; showing again how 
absolutely idle is the claim that our foreign exportations are 
lessened on account of our tariff laws. 

Even at the present time the French Government is so anxious 
to protect 1ts own industries that it has placed a discriminating 
duty, as between flour and wheat, so that it is even now impossi- 
ble to export a barrel of flour into France. Who for a moment 
supposes that in case the principle involved in the present reci- 
procity legislation is maintained our Government can not find a 
remedy for thisdiscriminationagainst our agricultural products? 
Why should we not place restrictive duties on the wines, brandy, 
and silks, and the multitude of articles that we import from 
France until they accord to us fair play by the removal of re- 
strictive’ duties on our agricultural products? 

IN CONCLUSION. 

Mr. President, I presume it is safe to assume that this remark- 
able bill, or something substantially like it, now pending in the 
Senate, will, with all its incongruities and inconsistencies, be 
enacted into law. The Wilson bill, as coming from the House, 
had the merit, at least, of responding to some extent to the dec- 
larations and the alleged principles of the Democratic party. 

I presume there 1s no one who will have the hardihood even 
to claim that the bill now before the Senate does anything of 
the kind. The bill as reported from the Finance Committee, 
has not even this merit. It repudiates in everyline and every 

ragraph almost, the declarations of the Chicago platform in 
favor of a tariff for revenue, asamplified by Democratic speakers 
in and out of Congress, and by the Democratic press, generally 
of the country. : 

Butin the bill as coming from the House, and the one re- 

rted to the Senate from the Finance Committee, there is evi- 
— the one common purpose, and that of prostrating and de- 
stroying the great industries of the country, without raising the 
revenue necessary for the support of the Government, or at 
least not raising it by means resorted to for raising such reve- 
nue hitherto invoked for that purpose. 

It is fortunate, no doubt, for the Democratic party, if not for 
the country, that in both Houses of Congress it can stand on 
this common platform. 

Mr. President, from what I learn, I imagine there will be no 
further attempt made by the party in either House of Congress 
to pass any bill having in view the vindication of Democratic 
declarations or principles, but to pass any kind of a bill upon 
which can be placed the Democratic coat of arms. 

Therefore, Mr. President, 1 assume that this bill, with all its 
absurdities and enormities, is to become a law, and that neces- 
sary concessions are to be made to secure such a result. 

he sugar trust and sugar refiners have been reconciled; the 
sugar producers have been stampeded from the position taken 
early in the session and cowed intosubmission; the whisky trust 
and the distillers are jubilant at their prospects, and asop has been 
thrown to the coal and iron ore interests. So that those repre- 
sen such interests are supposed to be in line. 

And beyond all, the bill is to receive the support of the ‘‘ solid 
South.” Hence it is safe to assume that a bill akin to this, at 
least, will become a law. 

But, Mr. President, as a lover of my country and a believer 
in its institutions and destiny, I look forward to this ees 
legislation with apprehension and alarm. It can not bring good 
results; it can but prove disastrous to the best interests of the 
country. 


| I wish our friends on the other side might call a halt, that they 
| might pause in their mad purpose and abandon the ill-advised 
| course upon which they have entered. Let them not forget 
that ‘ Quos Deus vult perdere, prius demeniat;” but even at this 
| late hour let them reflect and consider that the interests of the 
| country, and the whole country, are more sacred than those of 
| any party or anysection. But if they do not, as I fear they will 
not, they must not for a moment think that this is the end. 

They van rest assured that the peopleof the country are not to 
stand by and see all their great industries wrecked and destroyed; 
their markets taken from them, and the doors closed to securing 
the new ones; labor degraded and civilization turned backward, 
without a determined protest. 

Should you succeed in enacting this legislation, we must ap- 
peal to the people of the country, a higher tribunal than the 
Senate or Congress of the United States, and from which there 
is no appeal. 

Of the ultimate result there can be no doubt. The premoni- 
tory mutterings as indicated in the elections throughout the 
country in the past few months are but a prelude to the storm 
that is gathering. 

The firing on Fort Sumter united the Northern Staies in de- 
fense of the Union. 

The passage of this bill in anything like its present form will 
again unite them in the protection of their industries and ma- 
terial interests; in preserving their markets, maintaining and 
elevating their standard of labor, and securing for the future 
the grandest civilization that has ever existed in the history of 
the world. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President—— 

Mr.CALL. Will the Senator from Oregon allow me one 
moment? 

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly. 


FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CALL. By permission of the Senator from Oregon, I 
wish to give notice that to-morrow morning at the conclusion of 
the routine morning business I shall ask the Senate to consider 
the fortifications appropriation bill. 

Mr. DOLPH. Is it the purpose of the Senator from Florida, 
if he does not succeed in disposing of the bill during the morn- 
ing hour, to continue with it during the day? 

Mr. CALL. I certainly do not wish to antagonize any consent 
agreement which has been heretofore made. 

Mr. DOLPH. Iam asking the question because, while I am 
not very familiar with the provisions of the present bill, I have 
for some years, since [ have been in the Senate, given some at- 
tention to the subject of fortifications. and should like to be 
present when the bill is considered and disposed of. 

Mr. CALL. If it will suit the convenience of the Senate I 
shall call up the bill to-morrow morning. 

Mr.McPHERSON. TheSenator from Florida will take notice 
of the fact that the Senator from Texas {[Mr. MILs] gave notice 
of his desire to address the Senate immediately after the con- 
clusion of the morning business to-morrow. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suppose theSenator from Florida simply re- 
fers to the morning hour and does not expect toocecupy the time 
of the Senate after 1 o’clock. 

Mr.CALL. Certainly not. 

Mr. HARRIS. That will not interfere with the Senator from 
Texas or any other Senator. 

Mr, CHANDLER. Mr. President, I wish to say, with the 
permission of the two Senators who are on the floor, that I de 
sire to submit some observations upon the fortifications appro 
priation bill, and I had requested that notice might be given 
me before it should be takenup. The Senator from Florida in- 
formed me that it had been decided to take up the bill to-mor- 
row; but it did not then occur to me that under the unanimous 
agreement of the Senate to proceed from 1 o'clock to 5 o'clock 
with the tariff bill it would be possible to go on with the forti- 
fications bill for any considerable length of time. [am certain, 
from what I know of the views I desire to submit to the Senate, 
that it will be impossible to make any progress with the bill be- 
fore 1 o’clock to-morrow, and it will be a mere form to take it 
up, because I shall require more time than would be allowed to 
make a beginning in the suggestions | have to make on that 
bill, and, Gortainly, if the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH] is 
not so much fatigued with the speech he is making on the tariff 
bill that he can not commence the discussion on the fortifica- 
tions bill, its consideration will take the whole day. I suggest 
that there be consent kindly given by t!:e Senator from Ten- 
nessee ope HARRIS] that a day may be given to the fortifica- 
tions bill when it is taken up. It will be useless, I know, to take 
it up to-morrow between 12 and 1 o'clock. 

Mr. QUAY. I merely ask for information whether there is 
not a special order for to-morrow for an executive session to con- 
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sider the contested Ilorida cases immediately after the morning 
business is closed? I have a recollection of that sort, but Iam 
notcertain. If that be the case, it seemsto me it will interfere 
with the consideration of the appropriation bill mentioned by 
the senior Senator from Florida. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has no recollection of 
anything of that kind. 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not think there was anyspecial order. I 
think there wasa suggestion of postponing a matter in executive 
session until perhaps that day; but that does not make aspecial 
order to any extent or in anyway whatever. 

Mr. PASOO. If it be proper to refer to the matter in open 
session, there was a unanimous agreement of the kind stated by 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay! entered into at one 
of the sessions last week. I should not myself have been the 
first to refer to it. 

Mr. HARRIS. <A unanimous agreement that the particular 
matter referred to should be coustiesed at a given time? 

Mr. PASCO. Yes, to-morrow, immediately after the reading 
of the Journal. 

Mr. CALL. I have given the notice,and will let the proceed- 
ing take its course. 

THE REVENUE BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H.R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

Mr. DOLPH resumed the floor in continuation of the speech 
begun by him on the 20th instant. After having spoken twenty 
minutes— 

Mr. QUAY (at 5 o’clock p.m.) Mr. President, I desire to call 
the attention of the Senate to the fact that the hour has arrived 
at which under the agreement the discussion of the pending bill 
is to terminate for the day. 

Mr. DOLPH. Iam right ia the midst of a table, but Ido not 

‘want to violate the agreement. , ‘ 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suggest to the Senator to withdraw his 
remarks to the point where he began to read the table. 

Mr. DOLPH. I shall do that. I will withdraw what I have 
said in stating the table and not printitin the Recorp. I shall 
not divide the table, but will repeat that portion of it when I re- 
sume my remarks. 


{Mr. DoLPH’s speech will be published entire after it shall 
have been concluded.] 


Mr.GRAY. I wish tosay, whathas been said before, thatthere 
is nothing in the 5 ner in its letter or in its spirit, to pre- 
vent any Senator from continuing the debate after 5 o’clock. 
But it is perfectly apparent, of course, and it has been apparent 
here for two weeks, t the other side do not intend t the 
debate shall continue any longer than possible, and that the 
time shall be consumed and wasted. 

Mr. QUAY. I know nothing as to the disposition on this side 
of the Chamber, but for myself I have conscientious seruples 
against continuing the debate after 5 o'clock. 

Mr. GRAY. I believe the Senator has. 

Mr. QUAY. And 1understand, the other side of the Chamber 
desire an executive session. 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator from Delaware is very unkind to 
suggest that, time should be wasted. He knows I gave him a 

sat deal of time on Saturday, and that I was very liberal. 

Mr. GRAY. I want to return the compliment by giving the 
Senator plenty of time this afternoon. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GRAY. The object is too net on the other side in 
their manner of conducting this de 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator from Oregon—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair had recognized the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER]. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Sénator from Tennessee yield to 
me & moment? 

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to reply to the tion of 
Senator from Delaware. I do not think this side of the 

amber should be censured for confining the debate to the 
terms agreed upon. It wasan amicable arrangement that the 
debate should proceed from 1 o’clock until 5; and now the Sen- 
ator from Delaware seems to complain of the Senators on this 
side of the Chamber because they ask that the discussion may 
be confined each day to those hours. Whether it was in the 
lang of the agrtenen or not, it was certainly ate well 
unders that the discussion would cease at 5 e that 
the Senate would then proceed to the consideration of other 
business. Now the Senator from Delaware reproaches the Sen- 
ators on this side of the Chamber because they are not willing 
to go on after 5 o'clock, and says that it is wasting time. Cer- 
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tainly there has never been any more time than has been needed 
after 5 o’clock for other business and for executive sessions. 
Mr.GRAY. Nobody on this side misunderstands the Senator 
from New Hampshire, and the country does not misunderstand 
him. The tactics of the other side are perfectly apparent. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After twenty-two minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 
o'clock and 25 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to- 
morrow, Tuesday, April 24, 1894, at 12 o’clock m. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate April 23, 1894. 
_ JUDGE OF PROBATE. 

Yarren N. Dusenberry, of Utah Territory, to be judge of 
robate in the county of Utah, in the Territory of Utah, vice 
oseph D. Jones, resigned. 

PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 


Assistant Engineer Solon Arnold, to be a passed assistant en- 
gineer in the Navy from April 1, 1894, vice Passed Assistant En- 
gineer James H. Perry, promoted. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Hxeculive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 17, 1894. 
POSTMASTERS. : 
Oscar D. Pocock, to be postmaster at Camden, in the county 
of Preble and State of Ohio. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 18, 1894. 
UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 


John E. Lynch, of Missouri, to be marshalof the Unitéd States 
for the eastern district of Missouri. 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. 


Lewis C. Vandegreft, of Delaware, to be attorney of the United 
States for the district of Delaware. 

James F. O’Brien, of North Dakota, to be attorney of the United 
States for the District of North Dakota. 


COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


William H. Harries, of Minnesota, to be collector of internal 
revenue for the district of Minnesota. 


RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
Aloysius Lynch, of Leadville, Colo., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Leadville, Colo. 


Albert M. Avery, of Alabama, to be receiver of public moneys 
at Huntsville, Ala. 





POSTMASTERS. 


Theron L. Arnoldi, to be postmaster at Three Rivers, in the 
county of St. Josephs and State of Michigan. 

James A. Lodge, to be postmaster at Montgomery, in the 
county of Orange and State of New York. 

Percivai B. bury, to be tmaster at Theresa, in the 
county of Jefferson and State of New York. 

August Bondi, to be postmaster at Salina, in the county of Sa- 
line and State of Kansas. 

William Clardy, to be postmasterat Purcell, in the Chickasaw 
Nation, Indian Territory. ; 

Bushnell Danforth, to be postmaster at Williamstown, in the 
county of Berkshire and State of Massachusetts. 

A. i. Jacob, to be postmaster at Larned, in thecounty of Paw- 
nee and State of Kansas. 


Heary C. Maxwell, to be postmaster at Harper, in the county 
of Harper and State of Kansas. 

John H. Meyer, to be postmaster at Hiawatha, in the county 
of Brown and State of 


Frank W. Cutsinger, to be 
county of Johnson and State of 

William H. McEwen, to be postmaster at Albion, in the county 
of Noble and State of Indiana. 

Thomas A. Fairchild, to be postmaster at Holton, in the county 
of Jackson and State of Kansas. 

Henry H. Hollberg, to be postmaster at Jackson, in the county 
of Jackson and State of Ohio. 

J. W. Shipley, to be postmaster at Piqua, in the county of 
Miami and State of Ohio. . 


— at Edinburg, in the 
ndiana. 
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Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 23, 1894. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Commodore Francis M. Ramsay, to be a rear-admiral. 

Capt. Thomas O. Selfridge, to be a commodore. 

Commander Philip H. Cooper, to be a captain. 

Commodore Joseph S. Skerrett, to be a rear-admiral. 

Capt. Joseph N. Miller, to be a commodore. 

POSTMASTERS. 

Hugh H. Gouchenour, to be postmaster at Greeneville, in the 
county of Greene and State of Tennessee. 

Edgar J. Knowlton, to be postmaster at Manchester, in the 
county of Hillsboro and State of New Hampshire. 

Thomas Loftus, to be postmaster at West Union, in the county 
of Fayette and State of Iowa. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MonpDAY, April 23, 1894. 


The House met at 120’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. BAGBY. 


ORDER OF BUSINBSSS. 


The Journalof Saturday’s proceedings was read. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the Journal as read 
will be approved. 

Mr. HEPBURN. L[interpose an objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa ob- 
jects. The question then is on approving the Journal. 

The question being taken; there were, on a division (called 
for by Mr. HEPBURN)—ayes 66, noes 3. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Noquorum. 

Mr.SAYERS. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as tellers to act dur- 
ing the call of the yeas and nays the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. Rromampecn) and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. STORER]. 

Mr. STORER. The point of order, or objection, was made by 
the gentleman from Lowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no objection to appointing 


Richardson, Tenn. Sperry, 


Ritchie, Springer, Van Voorhts, Ohio 
Robbins, Stallings, Taylor, Ind. Warner, 
Robertson, La. Stephenson, Taylor, Tenn. Wells, 
Russell, Ga, Stone, W. A. Thomas, Whiting, 
Sayers, Stone, Ky. Trarey Williams, Miss. 
Scranton, Storer, Tucker, Wilson, Ohio 
Shaw, Strait, Turner, Ga. Wilson, Wash. 
Shell, Swanson, Turner, Va. Woomer, 
Somers, Talbert, S. C Tyler Wright, Mass. 
NAYS—0 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—6 
Daizell, Hepburn, Marsh, Wever, 
Haugen, Houk, 
NOT VOTING—135 

Adams, Ky. Culberson, udk lager, Sherman, 
Adams, Pa Cummings, gner Sibley, 

Allen, Donovan, rsh: Sickles, 
Apsley, English, Cal McAleer Simpson, 
Arnold Fielder, McCulloch Sipe, 

Baker, N. H. Fithian, Mc Ettrick Smith, 
Bartlett, Forman, McMillin Snodgrass, 
Bell, Tex. Funst Milliken Stevens, 
Beltzhoover, yan, Moon Stockdale, 
Bingham, Gardner, Morgan Stone, C. W. 
Black, Ill. Gillet, N. Y. Morse, Straus, 

Blair, Goldzier, Murray, Strong. 
Boatner, Graham, Newlands, Sweet, 
soutelle, Griffin, Oates, ‘Tarsney, 
Brattan, Grosvenor, O'Neill, Mo. Tawney, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Hainer, Outhwaite, Terry, 
Brickner, Haines, Page, Turpin 
Brosius, Hall, Minn Paschal, Van Voorhis, N. Y 
Brown, Hall, Mo. Phillips, Wadsworth 
Bryan Harris, Pigott, Walker 
Burnes, Hartman, Post, Wanger, 
Burrows, Henderson, Ill. Powers, Washington, 
Caldwell, Henderson, Iowa Price, Waugh, 
Caminettl, Hendrix, Randall, Weadock, 
Capehart, Hicks, Ray, Wheeler, Ala 
Chickering, Hines Rayner, Wheeler, Ll. 
Childs, Hitt, Reed, White, 
Clancy, Hooxer, Miss. Reilly, Williams, IIL. 


Clarke, Ala. 


Hooker, N. Y. 


Talbott, Md. 
Tate, 





Robinson, Pa. 


3995 


Updegraf 


Wilson, W. Va. 


Cockran, Hulick, Rusk, Wise, 
Cornish, Lacey, Russell, Conn. Wolverton, 
Cousins, Layton, Ryan, Woodard, 
Covert, Lisle, Schermerhborn, Wright, Pa. 


Crawford. 


Lockwood, 


Settle, 


So the Journal was approved. 
Before the result of the vote was announced— 


Mr. MARVIN of New York. 


My colleague from New York, 


the gentleman from Iowa. 


Mr. STORER. I have no objection to serving; butI thought 
the Speaker might be under a misapprehension as to who made 


the point. 


The SPEAKER. 
HEPBURN] will please act as one of the tellers. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennesseeand Mr. HEPBURN having taken 
their places at the desk as tellers, the question was taken; and 
there were—yeas 212, nays 0, answered ‘‘ present” 6, not voting 


135: as follows: 


Not at all. 


The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. | 


YEAS— 212. 


Abbott, Cogswell, Grady, Lynch, 
Aitken, Compton, Gresham, Maddox, 
Alderson, Conn, Grout, ire, 
Aldrich, Coombs, Grow, Mahon, 
Alexander, Cooper, Fia. Hager, Mallory, 
Avery, Cooper, Ind. Hammond, Martin, Ind. 
Babcock, Cooper, Tex. Hare, Marvin, N. Y. 
Bailey. Cooper, Wis. Harmer, McCall, 
Baker, Kans Cox, Harter, McCleary, Minn. 
Baldwin, Crain, Hatch, McCreary, Ky. 
Bankhead, Curtis, Kans. Hayes, McDannold, 
Barnes, Curtis, N.Y. Heard, McDearmon, 
Bartholit, Daniels, Heiner, McDowell, 
Barwig, Davey, Henderson, N.C. McGann, 
Belden, Davis, Hermann, McKaig, 
Bell, Colo. De Armond, fiolman, McKeighan, 
Berry, De Forest, Hopkins, I. McLaurin, 
Blacx, Ga Denson, Hopkins, Pa. McNagpny, 
Blanca, Dingley, Hudson, McRae, 
Boen, Dinsmore, Hull, Meiklejohn, 
Bower, N.C Dockery, Hunter, Mercer, 
Bowers, Cal Delliver, Hutcheson, Mered@i.b. 
Branch, Doolittle, Ikirt, Meyer, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Draper, Izlar, Monry, 
Bretz, Dunn, Johnson, Ind. Mop tgomery, 
Broderick, Dunphy, Johnsen, N.Dak. Mos:.s, 
Brookshire, Durborow, Jehnson, Ohio Mutchler, 
Bundy, Edmunds, Jones, Neill, 

Bunn. Ellis, Ky. Kem, Northway, 
Bynum, Ellis, Oregon Kiefer, O'Neil, Mass. 
Cabaniss, lish, N.J. Senne. Patterson, 
Cadémus, Enloe, Kribbs, Payne, 
Cam , Epes, Kyle, Paynter, 
Cannon, Cal. Erdman, Lane, Pearson, 

IL. Everett, Lapham, ce, 
Caruth, Fietcher, Latimer, Pendleton, Tex. 
Cate Funk, Lawson, Pendleton, W.Va. 
Ca . Gear. Lefever, Perkins, 
Clark, Mo. Geary. Lester, Pickler, 

Cob», Ala. Geissenhainer Linton, A 

Cobb, Mo. Gillett. Mass. _ Livingston, y burn, 
Cockrell, Goodnight, Loud, Richards, Okin, 
Coffeen, Gorman, Lucas, Richardson. 


Mr. CHICKERING, desires to be excused for to-day on account 
of sickness. 

There being no objection, Mr. CHICKERING was excused. 

Mr. BAILEY. [ask that my colleague, Mr. CULBERSON, ke 
excused indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

There being no objection, indefinite leave of absence was 
granted. 

Mr. HEARD. lIask that the leave of absence of my colleage, 
Mr. HALL, be ‘extended for ten days. I am in receipt of a tele- 
gram from him advising me that it will beimpossible for him to 
be in attendance at the House for ten days. I therefore ask 
that his leave be extended. 

A MEMBER. On account of sickness? 

Mr. HEARD. On account of important business, 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman's leave 
will be extended ten days. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PAYNE. 1ask that the gentleman from Iowa| Mr. HEN. 
DERSON] be excused indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

There being no objection, Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa was ex- 
cused. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Mr. WiLSON of West Virginia with Mr. DALZELL. 

Mr. CULBERSON with Mr. GROSVENOR. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. BURROWS. 

Mr. ALLEN with Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. SWEET. 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. WHEFLER of Illinois. 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama with Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. 

Mr. Lasie with Mr. WricutT of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER with Mr. TAWNEY. 

Mr. FORMAN with Mr. SMITH of Illinois. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri with Mr. CHICKERING. 

Mr. BRIOKNER with Mr. Apams of Kentucky. 

Mr. OATES w.th Mr. POWERS. 

Mr. Brown with Mr. MORSE. 

Mr. SNODGRASS with Mr. Moon. 

Mr. McETTRICK with Mr. HooKER of New York. 

Mr. PAGE with Mr. HENDERSON of [owa. 

Mr. SCHERMERBORN with Mr. WADSWORTH. 

Mr. GRAHAM with Mr. HICKS. 

Mr. SPERRY with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. PAGE. Mr,Speaker, I desire to have 


ee 


my name recorded, 


ee 
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The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the House during 
the roll call and failed to hear his name? 

Mr. PAGE. I can not say that I was, during the call. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not recognize the gentle- 
man to ask unanimous consent, then. 

Mr. PAGE. Can I not be recorded as present and not voting? 

The SPEAKER. Not after the completion of the roll call. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

HAWAIIAN AFFAIRS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which, with the accom- 
panying documents, was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Congress of the United States: 

I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of State con- 

cerning a dispatch from the United States minister at Honolulu and reply 


thereto. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, Washington, D. C., April 2, 1894. 


STATISTICAL ABSTRACT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a communication from 
the Bureau of Statistics, requesting authority to print the an- 
nual statistical abstract of foreign countries. 

The SPEAKER. This communication will be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker,I think this matter should be 
referred to the Committee on Printing. It seems to be a sub- 
ject which refers exclusively to printing. 

The SPEAKER. This is an estimate submitted for the leg- 
islative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then itis not the communication I thought 
it was. 

The SPEAKER. It is a communication from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting one from the Bureau of Statistics, 
in respect to te print the annual statistical abstract. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then, Mr. Speaker, referring as it does to 
the printing of the annual abstract, I think it should go to the 
Committee on Printing. 

The SPEAKER. The Secretary of the Treasury sends it as 
an estimate for the legislative, executive, and judicial appropri- 
ation bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. "Then it is not properly indorsed on the 
back, I should think. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
nee asks leave of absence, for a few days, on account of sick- 
ness. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


INDIAN DEPREDATIONS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Assisiant Attorney-General, transmitting two judgments ren- 
dered against the United States arising from Indian depreda- 
tions; which was referred tothe Committee on Appropriations. 

FINDINGS OF COURT OF CLAIMS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a copy of the find- 
ings of the Court of Claims in the following cases: John Bray, 
Jacob Grim, and J. F. Pierce vs. The United States; which were 
referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


SALE OF RAILWAY TICKETS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 443) to 
provide for the sale of new tickets by the railway companies of 
the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees 
for reports. 

The committees were called, no reports being submitted. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I now call up for consideration 
the regular order of business for this day. This day being set 
a *t for business from the Committee on the District of Coium- 
bia, I desire to call up that business. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
District business is not the regular order. We are entitled to 
the morning hour for the consideration of bills before District 
business. . 

The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman any authority in support 
of that tion? - 

Mr. MCRAE. The rule, I think, is so plain that there can be 
no cuestion about it. I have never known it questioned until 
the gentleman from Missouri questioned it in this Co > 
There may have been no decision upon the subject, but it has 
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been the practice of the House, and I think there is no doubt 
about the meaning of the rule from its language. 

Mr. HEARD. | only desire to say that 1 never heard this 
question presented or never heard the proposition suggested 
until made by the gentleman from Arkansas a short time ago. 
The Chair stated then, it being a new question, that it would 
take the matter under advisement. I have no captious objec- 
tion to make; if the Chair holds it to be a proper construction 
to be put on the rule I am willing to yield. Otherwise 1 call up 
for consideration the District business. 

Mr. DINGLEY. What is the question of order raised? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas makes the 
point of order that the District business is not in order, under 
the rule, until after the second morning hour for the considera- 
tion of business. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, clause 2 of 
e — XXIV, seems to settle the question. Thatrule provides 

a — 

On all other days than the first and third Mondays in each month, as soon 


as the business on the Speaker's table has been disposed of, there shall be a 
morning hour for reports from committees, 


And so forth. 

So that the regular order, when the gentleman from Missouri 
(Mr. HEARD] called for it afew moments ago, would have been 
District business, and not the call of committees, even, for re- 


rts. 

The SPEAKER. That rule relates to suspension day. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I begpardon. That isso. 

Mr. MCRAE. It appears to be very conclusive that on other 
mornings we take the regular order, calling the committees, 
unless the privileged motion, to go into committee for the con- 
sideration of appropriation bills, is made. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Rule XXVI, Mr. Speaker, 
provides that-- 

The second and fourth Mondays in each month shall, when claimed by the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, be set apart for the consideration of 
such business as may be presented by said committee. 

The entire day under that rule, it seems to me, would be set 
apart for the consideration of business from the District Com- 
mittee, and it has always been so held since I have been a mem- 
ber of Congress. There has never been a time when the second 
and fourth Mondays were not given to the District of Columbia 
when demanded. It seems to me this is not the time to depart 
from the precedent that we have been following so long. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman is very much mis- 
taken about the precedent. While [am not now able tofind any 
decision, I do not think that the committee, until this Congress, 
has ever insisted that it had the right to take away the second 
morning hour. My recollection is that the custom is the reverse 
of what the gentleman says, and the rule whieh the gentleman 
himself has cited, which only excepts the first’and third Mon- 
days from order of business in Rule X XIV, appear's to me to be con- 
clusive upon the _ that upon all ether days the fourth clause 
of this rule shall be executed. Only the firstand third Mondays 
are excepted from the fifth clause, so that upon the second, 
fourth, and fifth Mondays we are entitled to have the hour for 
business as we are on all other days, unless a privileged motion 
is made to go into Committee of the Whole House, under clause 
9 of Rule XVI. 

The setting apart of the second and fourth Mondays for Dis- 
trict business does not take away the first or second morning 
hour. This only allows such business after the House has pro- 
ceeded with the regular order of business down to and including 
clause 6 of Rule XXTV. Youcan not find any authority for calling 
the committees for reports unless you find it in the second 
clause of Rule XXIV, and on these days we are entitled to the 
morning hour just as we are on all days. Clause 4 requires that 
after the morning hour shall have been devoted to reports from 
committees, the Speaker shall again call the committees in reg- 
ular order for one hour. So it follows that when he calls the 
committees for reports the next business in orderis to call them 
for business. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, it seems to 
me that this setting apart of the second and fourth Mondays is 
analogous to pa ere Friday of each week for the Private 
Calendar, and on Friday of each week it has always been the 
custom to dispense with the second morning hour for business. 
There is never asecond morning hour for the consideration of bills 
on Friday. And the call of committees is simply for reports of 
a private character. 

r. MCRAE. The third paragraph of clause 6 of Rule XXTV 
expressly provides that after the morning hour the motion may 
be made on Friday. There is no such provision in the rule re- 
lating to the District of Columbia. The gentleman is mistaken © 
in the statement that on var? only private bills can be re- 
ported. That was the old rule, but that has been changed, and 


now public bills can be reported and may be considered. 








Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a sugges- 


ti 


on, 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Atone time, Mr. Speaker, 
if I may be pardoned, we all understand that the second morn- 
ing hour for the consideration of business called up by commit- 
tees was not limited to sixty minutes. That was the old hour. 
It was called an hour for the consideration of business, but it did 
not end in sixty minutes. It continued the entire day out, un- 
less the House decided otherwise. Such was the ruling in the 
Fifty-first Congress, and always prior to that time when that 
rule obtained. Now, I should like to know of what use it would 
have been to set apart the second and fourth Mondays for Dis- 
trict day if you could take up business in the second morning 
hour under that old rule and consume the entire day in consid- 
eration of business in the second morning hour. Itseems to me 
that all the rulings and precedents have been the other way. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, the rule of construction 
which always applies in cases of this kind is that the rules 
should be so construed as to give effect to all the rules in the 
book, if possible, and where there is a conflict which is irrecon- 
cilable, the last enactment should control. But taking this code 
of rules as a body, we find two rules referring to this day. The 
one is clause 2 of Rule XXIV, which says: 

On all days other than the first and third Mondays in each month, as soon 
as business on the Speaker's table has been disposed of— 

This is one of those other days. 

As soon as the business on the Speaker's table has been disposed of, there 
shall be a morning hour for reports from committees. 

We have had that, and therefore we have given effect to that 
part of this rule. Now,in Rule XXVI, clause 2, we find the 
further provision that— 

The second and fourth Mondays in each month shall, when claimed by 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, be set apart for the considera- 
tion of such business as may be presented by said committee. 

Now, this is consideration of business and must take effect at 
this time, and as against all other matters of consideration. We 
have simply called the committees as provided under the third 
clause; andit seems to me if the Committee on the District of 
Columbia now claims the right it has under clause 2 of Rule 
XXVI, it is entitled to have its business considered at this time. 

The SPEAKER. While there appears to be some conflict in 
these rules which have been cited, yet the Chair thinks they 
may be so construed as to be in harmony with each other and 
with the intent and purpose of the House in establishing the 
rules. The first clause of Rule XXVI reads: 

Friday in every week shall be set apart for the consideration of private 
business, unless otherwise determined by the House. 

That is the language of the rule. If there were no other pro- 
vision in the rule relating to Friday than the one just read in 
Rule XXVI the same doubt might arise that now arises as to 
the second and fourth Mondays, if claimed by the Committee on 
the District of Columbia; but there is another provision in the 
rule as to Friday, which illustrates the purpose and intent of the 
first clause of Rule XXVI. The third paragraph of clause 6 of 
Rule XXIV provides— 

On Friday of each week, after the morning hour, it shall be in order to en- 
tertain a motion that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
to consider business on the Private Calendar. . 

Now, Friday is set apart by the rule for the consideration of 
private business; but another rule says that you can only reach 
that after the morning hour bya motion to go into Committee 
of the Whole. 

Strictly speaking, we have but one morning hour; thatis the 
hour for the call of committees for reports. The other is an 
hour for the consideration of measures, and is not designated 

enerally in the rules as a morning hour, but in practice we call 

tso. It is atime for the consideration of measures. Now, the 
Chair does not think it was the intention to put the Committee 
of the District of Columbia in any less favorable position as to 
the consideration of its business than was done with reference 
to private business before the House. Indeed, the second clause 
of Rule XXVI seems to be designed to protect this committee, 
as it does not protect the other committees of the House. On 
Friday the private business may be disposed of by a vote of the 
House so that public business can be proceeded with. Not so 
“as to the business with the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia. The second clause of Rule XXVI provides— 

2. The second and fourth Mondays in each month shall, when claimed by 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, be set apart for the considera- 
tion of such business as may be presented by said committee. 

There is no provision, as in the case of private bills, for dis- 

nsing with this business and proceeding toother business. It 

as been held by predecessors in the chair that the only way to 
dispose of this claim of the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia is to raise the question of consideration on every single bill 
that they may call up; in other words, that the day was dedi- 
cated and set apart to the consideration of their business, and 
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the only way that the House could avoid it would be to raise the 
question of consideration on every bill; and gentlemen whohave 
been here some time have seen that doneoften. Whenthe com- 
mittee would call up a bill, the question of consideration would 
be raised, bill by bill. So that practically this day seems to be 
dedicated and assigned to the business of that committee. 

Now, the gentleman from Arkensas claims that, while this 
is true, their day does not begin until after the second morn- 
ing hour. While this would be putting this committee in a less 
favorable position than the committee having charge of busi- 
ness before the House on Fridays, on the Private Calendar, the 
Chair is inclined to construe the rule as to the time when the 
District Committee may call up its business is the same time as 
that at which on Friday a motion may be made to go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, to-wit: after the 
call of committees forreports. Therefore the Chair holds itisin 
order on the second and fourth Mondays after the call of com- 
mittees for reports to call up for consideration business reported 
from the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


METROPOLITAN RAILROAD, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up for consider- 
ation the bill (H. R. 6171) relating to the change of the charter 
of the Metropolitan Railroad Company, which bill was under 
consideration on the last District day, and was laid over by 
agreement of gentlemen in order that agreement might be ef- 
fected between those who entertained different opinions of it. 

The SPEAKER. Is it in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. HEARD. It is in the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H.R. 6171) to authorize the Metropolitan Railroad Company to 
change its motive power for the propulsion of the cars of said company. 

Mr. HEARD. The bill has been read once. 

Mr. HOPKINSof Illinois. I trust noaction will be taken until 
copies of this bill can be put upon the desk of members,so that 
we may know how to pass upon the bill. 

Mr. HEARD. Icall the attention of the gentleman to the 
fact that this is not a new bill. It is the same bill as previously 
presented. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. But we ought to have copies of 
the bill before any action is taken. 

Mr. HEARD. Copies of the bill can be had in the usual way, 
at the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. There does not seem to be any 
copiesof it. I have called for one and have not been able to get 


it. 

Mr. HEARD. I yield now to the gentleman from Tennessee 
(Mr. RICHARDSON]. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. 
have the bill read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that this bill has 
been read and has been considered for two days. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. What is the reason we can not 
have copies of this bill? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes they have been sent for. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, if it will save any controversy I 
have no objection to having the bill read again, but I understand 
that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS] does not insist 
upon that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee was recognized. 

Mr.WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary 
inquiry. Before we begin the consideration of this bill in the 
House I want to know whether the rules of the Committee of 
the Whole apply, so that the bill can be amended and put in 
proper shape. 

The SPEAKER. They do not. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I shall have to object tothe bill being 
considered in the House unless the rules of the Committee of 
the Whole can be applied to it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the bill has 
already been considered for two days. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. But not agreed upon; and with the 
understanding when we ceased its consideration on the last Dis- 
trict day that some very important amendments were to be pro- 

osed. 

. Mr. HEARD. They are to be. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule the point that a bill must 
be first considered in Committee of the Whole must be made 
before consideration of it begins. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, this bill by 
unanimous consent is being considered in the House as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and has been so considered on two District 


Mr. Speaker, I object. I want to 


days. 
The SPEAKER. The present occupant of the chair has no 
knowledge of that agreement. The gentleman from Missouri 
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[Mr. DocKERY], who presided when this bill was last under con- 
sideration, will please take the chair. 

Mr. HOPKINS of illinois. Before the Speaker leaves the 
chair I desire to know if it would be in order to move to go into 
Committee of the Whole to considér this bill even though it 
has been partly considered in the House, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will have read the rule which 
governs that point. The Clerk will read clause 30f Rule XXIII. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


3. All motions or propositions involving a tax or charge upon the people; 
all proceedings touching appropriations of money, or bills making appro- 
priations of money or property, or requiring such appropriation to be made, 
or authorizing payments out of appropriations already made, or releasing 
any liability to the United States for money or property, shall be first con- 
sidered in a Committee of the Whole, and a point of order under this rule 
shall be good at any time before the consideration of a bill has commenced. 


The SPEAKER. The rule requires that the point must be 
mado before the consideration of the measure has commenced; 
but the Chair understands that this bill has been before the 
House on two District days, and has been considered in the House 
as in Committee of the Whole. The bill, therefore, is being con- 
sidered in the House as inCommittee of the Whole, and the five- 
minute rule obtains and the rule as to offering amendments as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Lllinois. With the same opportunity for 
amendmentas though the bill were being considered in Commit- 
tee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. With the same pees, except that 
the previous question may be demanded in the House, which 
could not be done in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. The statement of the Chair covers the 
point upon which I desire information, and I am satisfied. 

The SPEAKER. Has the bill been read under the five-min- 
ute rule? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
the second section. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I think there is 
some misunderstanding about that. he gentleman from Mis- 
souri told me a moment ago that there was still to be some gen- 
eral debate. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That isa mistake. Gen- 
eral debate was closed by unanimous consent, and the bill was 
read down to the second section. 

Mr. HOPKINS of-Lilinois. I so understood the gentleman 
from Missouri. 

The SPEAKER. Is there an amendment periding? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No, sir. 

Mr.COOMBS. Thereare amendments pending, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. There are no amendments 
to the first section. The amendmentof the gentleman from New 
York {Mr. Coomss] is to the third section of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The bill, the Chair understands, has been 
read under the five-minute rule down to the second section? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It has, and there is no 
amendment pending. 

The SPEAKER. Then the Clerk will report the second sec- 
tion. 

Mr. HEPBURN. One moment, Mr. Speaker. I wish to ask 
the gentleman from Tennessee in what part of this bill the pro- 
vision comes as to the time of completing the work? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. There has been noamend- 
ment offered as to that. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that an amendment 
was offered by the gontloman from Massachusetts[Mr. WALKER] 
and agreed to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That is in the first sec- 


tion. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, Mr. Speaker, there is an amendment 
that i desire to offer. 

Mr. RICHARDSON c!Tennessee. The tleman from lowa 
|[Mr. HEPBURN] states that he desires to an amendment to 
the first section. While I think that I might technically object, 
as the first section has been passed,I do not do so. Let the gen- 
tleman offer his amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Dockrry in the chair). The 
gentleman from lowa will send ” his amendment. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I move, in line 22 of page 2, to strike out 
WP ” and insert ‘‘ one,” so as to read “‘ within one year there- 

ter.” 

The amendment was read by the Clerk. 


It has been read down to 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. I wish to 
state to the gentleman from Iowa that the as it has been 
prepared requires this com to complete this of mo- 
tive onthe Ninth street within one year; itis then 


provided that within two years after that the change shall be 

on the main line. Now oo as I under- 
stan that on the main line change be com- 
pleted within ove year. ’ 
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Mr. HEPBURN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I think that will bea very 
short time; but I am perfectly willing to let theamendment pass 
without any controversy. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Iwant to call attention tothe fact that 
the amendment as proposed will give two years from the pas- 
sage of this act for the conversion of the east and west line itito 
an electric line. I think that is entirely too long a time. The 
bill allows one year from the time of its passage for the conver- 
sion of the Ninth street line into an electric line, and allows 
two years from the finishing of that line for the conversion of 
the east and west line, making three years which the company 
will have from the date of the passage of the act for converting 
the east and west line into an electric line. Now, Mr. Speaker, 
one year is enough to change this whole system into an electric 
line. Therefore [ move to amend the amendment 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Insert one month, and then it will 
allow one year and one month for the change. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Iwill be more liberal than that. I 
will move to amend the amendment by striking out ‘‘ one year” 
and inserting ‘‘ six months,” soas to give thiscompany eighteen 
months in which to make the change on the east and west line 
and one year on the Ninth street line. 

Mr. PBURN. Why can not the change be made simul- 
taneously on the two lines? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
may be indulged—— 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I believe I have the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. WASHINGTON] desire to offer an amendment? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Ido. 

The SPEAKER pro tompore. The amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend the amendment by striking out “one year” and inserting “six 
months.” 


Mr. WASHINGTON. Now, Mr. Speaker, as I understand, 
the reason given for asking so much time for co"verting the 
east and west line into an electric line is that this company pro- 
poses to experiment for another twelve months on the Ninth 
street line, claiming that the Buda-Pesth system is not yet per- 
fect. Why, sir, there has been in operation in thiscity for more 
than a year a railroad line running from Seventh street along 
U to Ninteenth which is considered by all experts and practical 
railroad men as a perfectly working road, no longer an experi- 
ment. Linsist that this Metrepsiiten Company, possessing so 
valuable a franchise, can float its bonds at the present time with 
the greatest ease for the conversion of its entire line within a 
reasonable time. Twelve months on the north and south line 
would be more than reasonable. 

Why, sir, the whole work on the Ninth street line could be 
completed in four months from the passage of this act. One 
reason they-ask for more time is that they say they have a suit 
ss in court in regard toa forfeiture of their charter, which 

tis -_ proposed by a compromise to refer to the court of 
appeals—— ‘ 

Mr. HEARD. Iask the gentleman to yield to me for a mo- 
ment. 

Mr.WASHINGTON. Very well. 

Mr. HEARD. The gentleman does not want to create an 
erroneous impression. Now, he says the reason this company 
asks for a year is because of the suit which is pending. I wish 
to say that is notthe reason. The reason is that gentlemen who 
appeared before the committee—engineers who propose to build 
this road—stated emphatically that it would take six months to 
get ree”y for putting in these electric appliances, and would take 
a year (0 com the work. 

Mr. HOP S of Illinois. Then I suggest that they ought 
to discharge those engineers and employ competent ones if they 
make that statement. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I yielded to my 
friend from Missouri for a question, but instead of that he has 
controverted astatement of mine and made a speech on the ques- 





The only difference, if I 


! tion. 


Mr. HEARD. No; I merely made a statement. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Now, I have authority for my state- 
ment that this Ninth street line could be converted into an un- 
derground Buda-Pesth system inside of four months, and that 
auth is one of the attorneys himself of this road, which 
information he gave to me in the hil out there not exceeding 
twenty minutes ago. “ 
estteaillog Sevahetete apron Sesen zoarsteging tka 

years try to hum- 
om ge or and deceive the public in this District as to the 
work as to their compliance with the law. But oneof their 
a sstated to me within twenty minutes past that thisroad 
would be able to convert the Ninth street line into the under- 
ground system in four months. I said, ‘If that be true, why is 
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it that you ask a year for this work?” He replied, ‘‘ Because 
we have a suit pending, steps having been taken to forfeit the 
gharter, as well as a question as to some taxes. If these ques- 
tions were settled we could do the work in four months.” 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Is not the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee exhibiting a little feeling over the matter? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I can not hear the gentleman from In- 
diana, but hope he is not trying to be facetious. 

OMr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Notatall; butas the gentleman 
appeared to be excited, I was trying to get at the bottom of his 
excitement. 

Mr.HEARD. Mr.Speaker, {donot knowanything whatever 
about the ‘‘emissaries” who have been hanging around the 
Halls of this House trying to humbug Congressand influence leg- 
islation. They seem to have found my friend from Tennessee 
from his own statement. I have not seen any of them, nor do I 
know anything about them since they were before our commit- 
tee, at which time it was stated by Messrs. Wright and Mysen- 
berg, who represent the Buda-Pesth system, and who proposed 
to take the contract for converting this line, that in their judg- 
ment it would take six months to get ready the materials for 
this work, and they could complete it inside ofa year. This is 
the statement of the engineers of the company before our com- 
mittee, and I do not know anything which has been said to the 
contrary by anyone who is competent to determine the facts. 
That is the authority I have for my statement, and I regard it 
as good authority. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. HEARD. Certainly. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. How long is the Ninth street line from 
one end to the other of this Metropolitan Railroad? 

Mr. HEARD. Something over 3} miles, I think. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Three miles and three- 
quarters. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. That is exactly it. My colleague is 
correct. Now, how long would it take an ordinary force of hands 
to dig a double trench 3% miles long and put in the necessary sup- 
ports for the crossties and rails that are already in place? 

Mr. HEARD. My friend from Tennessee discloses the fact by 
his inquiry that he doesnotunderstand my point. These gentle- 
men, I will tell him again, stated that if they got the contract 
for this work it would take them six months to get the ma- 
terial on the ground to begin putting in this work; but that after 
that was done, they would be able to prepare the trench, put in 
the appliances, and complete the work in four months; but asa 
matter of safety, in order to provide against contingencies of 
weather and other obstacles that might embarrass the work, 
they asked a little longer time than that. 

Mr. HERMANN. Let me ask the gentleman from Missouri 
whether it would not be exceedingly inconvenient for all pur- 
poses of business on that streetif the entire work should be com- 
pleted along its entire distance in four months? 

Mr. HEARD. Well, I do not know, but I should think it 
would be. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Would it not be less inconvenient to 
the people to complete the work in four months than to have it 

ing on for a year and a half? 

Mr. HERMANN. If it extended over the longer time a part 
of it could be done and finished before other parts of the street 
would be opened. 

Mr. HEARD. I think there was nothing unreasonable in the 
suggestion made by these gentlemen before the committee. It 
is altogether possible that they may get the work done in the 
time fixed by the gentleman’s amendment. At all events, if 
they can not get it all in, Congress could relieve them by 

nting an cxtension of time ifnecessary. And while I do not 
ow that the eighteen months would be sufficient, yet I do not 
see eruzpecie objection to fixing that time. 

Mr. PKINS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, the situation of this 
section at the present time is this: That under the original 

position embodied in the billone yearisallowed for the com- 
pletion of the work on the main line, and two years additional 
upon all lines other than the mainline. The gentleman from 
Iowa |Mr. HEPBURN] moved an amendment striking out two 
years and inserting one year, and the gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. WASHINGTON] moved to amend the amendment by 
striking out one year and inserting six months. So if the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Tennessee is adopted 
it will give the company one year and six months from the time 
the becomes a law to make the improvement suggested here. 
Now, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Hearn], if | understand 
correctly his position, states that he sees no objection to limit- 

the ee to eighteen months. 

vr. HEARD. I say that it may be a reasonable limit. I do 


not know. Ifit is not, however, the matter can be considered, 





and no doubt will be fairly considered, by Congress. [apprehend 
it would be time enough, but do not undertake to say. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Lllinois. Then, if I understand, the gentie- 
man has no objection to the amendment fixing the limit at six 
months in addition to the one year. Is there any objection to 
that | ask? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
tleman to conclude. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I askthe gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. RICHARDSON] in charge of the bill if he personally has 
any objection? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Noneintheworld. I pro- 
pose to accept the amendment if we can go on and have a vote. 

Mr. HEPBURN. May I be permitted to make a suggestion? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. In just amoment. 
a word further on that, Mr. Speaker, because it seems to me 
that the time proposed by the gentleman who offered the last 
amendment is exceedingly liberal. If this were in any other 
city than Washington, the entire improvements suggested in 
this bill could be made withinfour montha’ time. Themain line 
is less than 4 miles in length, and with a foree of hands such 
as this company ought to command, they certainly could make 
every improvement that is suggested here within ninety days, 
and that, too, without disturbing the public travel or the pub- 
lic in any manner whatever. It is perfectly childish to say that 
this- company should be allowed the time that was originally 
suggested here in which to make these improvements. 

I sympathize with the sentiment expressed by the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Cox],who made the suggestion that the 
managers of this railroad company are attempting to ignore 
Congress and the public, and are simply looking out for their 
private interests alone. It is our duty to look after the interests 
of the public, and to compel this contumacious railway company 
not only to make the improvements that are suggested in the 
bill, but to make them within a limited time. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I wish to 
say,so faras I am concerned, I believe the road will do this work 
inside of eighteen months. The enly reason given for greater 
extension of time is that there is no specific motor now known 
by which they can go to work and operate this road. If there 
was, they could putfit intooperation in less than eighteen months, 
but I believe it cam be done in eighteen months, and therefore J 
make no objection to the proposed amendment, and ask that a 
vote be taken. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
amendment I offered, and in its place substitute 

Strike out all after the word “ act,”’ in Tine 14, on page 2. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
amendment. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I move asa substitute for the motion now 
pending the following: 

Strike out all of section 1, after the word “act,” in line 14 of page 2. 

Under the provisions of the bill as it now stands this company 
would have a period of three years after the approval of the act 
in which to complete the improvement- 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman willallow the 
Clerk to state the amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
plishes just what his does. 

Mr. HEPBURN. No; it makes it all to be done in one year. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word ‘‘act,"’ in line 14, page 2, strike ont the following language: 

‘On the streets, avenues, and at the places following,to wit: Beginning at 
Four-and-a-half street and P street southwest; running thence north on 
Four-and-a-half street to Missouri avenue; thence west on Missouri avenue 
to Sixth street; thence north on Sixth street to B street; thence west on B 
street to Ninth street; thence north on Ninth street to Florida avenue; 
thence northwesterly on Florida avenue to Tenth street: And provided fur- 
ther, That within two years thereafter the change to an underground sys 
tem shall be completed wpon ail the residue of the lines of said company, in- 
cluding an extension thereof on East Capitol street from Ninth street east 
to Thirteenth street east, around both sides of Lincoln Square.”’ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. HOPKINS] withdraw his amendment to the amend- 
ment? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Yes. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Under the provisions of the bill as it reads 
now, on the main east and west line of this Metropolitan road 
they will have three years in which to complete this work. 
That road is about 4 miles long. Three years would give 939 
working days in which to lay 1,280 redsof this improvement, or 
arod and aquarteraday. Now, it is nonsense for gentlemen to 
talk about there being a necessity for that great length of time. 
A rod and a quarter a day for a great corporation like this ina 
work of this kind! 


‘yA 


We have hadan object lesson here in reference to another im- 


Iam waiting for the gen- 


L desire to say 


withdraw the 
the following: 


The gentleman withdraws his 





Your amendment accom- 
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provement, on the Seventh street line, whey half that distance 
was accomplished in three or four months. A company that 
wanted to accomplish results succeeded in doing so in that time; 
and you must remember there were much greater difficulties in 
engineering than upon this line. It seems to me they could un- 
eer within a year’s time make the entire improvement. 
That will have given them, from the time that Congress first 
ordered this change of system, six years and six months in which 
to have accomplished the command of Congress. I think that 
is long enough. 

Mr. PICKLER. As I understand, the different gentlemen 
having different views as to this pill came to some practical 
agreement two weeks ago as to the disposition of the matter. If 
that is so, I should like to hear a statement of the agreement. 

Mr. HEPBURN. That was with regard to another proposi- 
tion. I understand from the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
RICHARDSON] he has an amendment that he supposes will cover 


that matter. ‘ 
I should be glad to hear the gentleman from 





Mr. PICKLER. 
Iowa{Mr. HEPBURN] or some other gentleman state what the 
whole proposition now is. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That has no relation to 
this feature of the bill. That does not come in now. 

Mr. HEPBURN. That proposition, as I understand it, was 
with reference to the indebtedness or the manner of disposing 
of the indebtedness. 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, is not that in this bill? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes; but in another sec- 
tion. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, this is an important matter, 
and it seems to me that we ought to vote on it advisedly and 
not extend the time for this work, as we shall do if we adopt 
these provisions, to eight years from the time when the im- 
provement was first ordered by Congress. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentleman is speak- 
ing of the bill as it originally stood, but the amendments make 
the time eighteen months, and that ought to be satisfactory. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I do not think it is. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I believe 
the work could be done in a year if the company had the motive 
power fixed and could go right ahead. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman can advise himself any day 
he chooses of the fact that a road a mile and an eighth long, 
operated by the underground electric system, has existed in this 
city for nearly a year, and that during that period it has not 
been interrupted for a solitary moment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. My friend ought not to 
make that broad statement, for I know, as a matter of fact, that 
it has been interrupted, and that the cars have stopped in the 
middle of the street. It may, however, be a successful motive 
power, I do not say that it is not, but I am told there have been 
failures elsewhere. However, if the work can be completed in 
a year { believe these gentlemen intend to complete it in a year, 
and I will make no oa to the amendment. 

The amendment of Mr. HEPBURN was adopted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Now, 
for the reading of the next section. 

Mr. HEPBURN. There is still anotheramendment that I de- 
sire to offer to that section. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. You have itnearly stricken 
out now. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Reser I desire to 
offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Add to the fourteenth line of section 1 the following words: ‘And, in de- 
fauli of such completion, all acts or parts of acts chartering or extending 
the said road are hereby repealed." 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. The object of that amendment, I 
suppose, is to make it certain that this company will carry out 
in good faith the provisions of this bill. Now, there is no ques- 
tion that the company can make the improvements pro in 
the first section within ninety days. I venture the suggestion 
that if this were in the city of Chicago the work would be done 
within thirty days from the time it was commenced, and if it 
were in any otier city than this it could be done within from 
thirty to sixty days. 

Now, if we allow twelve months for this somaeey it seems to 
me that this is giving them latitude enough; and if this amend- 
rent is adopted it is notice to the se who own and op- 
erate this road that their charter will be taken away if the im- 
prvenees which Congress has for several years been seekin 

have made is not completed within the time fixed in the bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ind Does the ———— regard the 
phraseology of that amendment as being fortunate? 
ao HOPKINS of Illinois. I do not express any opinion as to 

at. 


r. Speaker, I ask 
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The amendment of Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire was 
agreed to. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I desire to offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Insert after the word “ act,’’ in line 14, page 2, the following words: 

“ Prow , ‘There shall be completed an extension thereof on East Capitol 
street from Ninth street to Thirteenth street east and around both sides of 
Lincoln Square.” 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
that amendment. 

So the amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Src, 2, That the said company is hereby authorized and empowered to 
issue its bonds, secured by a mortgage on its franchises and other property, 
to such amount as may be necessary to pay the cost of the work to be done 
and of the materials uired and the expenses incident to the change to be 
made as provided in t act, but not in excess of such cost. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I offer the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 


Add at the endof line 7: “And said bonds shall not be sold or disposed of at 
less than their face or par value.” 


Mr. WASHINGTON. Now, Mr. Speaker, the object of that 
amendment—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. There is no objection to that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read section 3, as follows: 

Sec. 3. That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to invalidate or 
in anywise affect the suit now pending in any court of the District of 
Columbia against the said company for the forfeiture of its churter for non- 
performance of its duty in respect of paving the spaces between its tracks 
and 2 feet beyond its exterior rails aid the nonpayment of the cost there- 
of, but the said proceedings may be prosecuted to final judgment as though 
this act had not been passed; and this act shall not be taken or held to be a 
waiver of say as right or cause of forfeiture asserted in the said pro- 
ceeding: provided further, That if in said proceeding itshall be adjudged 
that the charter of said company be forfeited then such judgment may, and 
shall be, fully canceled and vacated by the pozenens by said company to the 
District of Columbiaof the sum of $147,507.05 within ninety days from the 
rendition of said judgment, and thereupon the said company shall be vested 
with all the corporate rights, powers, and oi to all the duties and obli- 
gations a or imposed upon it by its original charter and the amend- 
ments thereof. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, the third 
section being reached, I desire to say that this is the section 
upon which debate was had on the preceding days when this 
bil was under consideration, the section which involves the 

uestion of indebtedness of this company to the District. When 
the bill was under consideration two weeks ago the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. COGSWELL], who is a member of the 
District Committee, made astatement to the House which seemed 
to meet its approval, and suggested that an amendment be 
drafted referring this question of indebtedness to the court of 
appeals of the District of Columbia, with full power to investi- 
gate and ascértain what amount, if any, was due from this rail- 
road company to the District. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, all the gentlemen who had participated in 
the debate on the previous day agreed that with a proper amend- 
ment, making this reference to the court of appeals, the oppo- 
sition would cease on that ground. With that understanding, 
I withdrew the bill two weeks ago to-day and the District Com- 
mittee undertook to prepare, and have prepared, an amendment 
which they think covers this case exactly. This amendment 
was prepared by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Coas- 
WELL], the gentleman from Texas [Mr. ABBOTT], who had been 
opposing the bill up to this time, and the gentleman from Ala- 
bama[Mr. Coss]. It was prepared in the presence and with 
the approvalof Mr. Birney, the United States district attorney, 
representing the Government of the United States, and by Mr. 
Thomas, the attorney of the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia, representing the interest of the District. 

It was accepted va Sess three gentlemen, approved by these 
attorneys representing the various interests, and was then sub- 
mitted to the full Committee on the District of Columbia at a 
meeting of that committee, and it has the unanimous approval 
of the committee. It is agreed to, then, by the railroad and its 
attorneys; it is agreed to by the Committee on the District of 
Columbia; it is to by everybody who has examined it, so 
far as I know; and with this statement I ask the Clerk to read 
that which is agreed upon. It is a substitute for the third sec- 
tion of the bill. There are a number of the = forms, if 
members will send out to the document room for them. They 
will find it in the bill H. R.6727. 

The SPEAKER tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee 
offers a substitute for the third section of the bill, which the 
Clerk will sead. ; 

Mr, RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I offer it on behalf of 
colleagues [Mr. ABBOTT, Mr. COGSWELL, and Mr. Coss], 
it is indorsed by the entire committee. 


There is no objection to 
































1894. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec.3. Thata wena of the record of the caseof the District of Colum- 
bia against the Metropolitan Railroad Company of the District of Columbia, 
at law, numbered 22458, in the supreme court of the District of Columbia, 
together with the original papers and record entries therein, duly certified, 
shall, by appropriate orders duly entered of record, be transferred and de- 
livered to thecourt of oo of the District of Columbia, which said court of 
appeals is hereby vested with original authority and jurisdiction to hear and 
determine said case without a jury upon the pleas and issues and proofs 
therein other than the pleas and issues relating to the statute of limitation, 
and to determine from and upon said record and pleadings and proofs 
therein contained, and such other proof in the course of said hearing as 
said court may determine to be necessary in order to dispose of the case 
upon its merits, what, if any, indebtedness is due to the District of Colum- 
bia from the said railro company in respect of the cause of action 
stated in the declarations filed in said case, and to enter judgment against 
said company in favor of the District of Columbia for any sum or sums 
of money that said court of appeals shall find due from said company 
in respect of said cause of action, for the amount of which said judgment 
execution may issue out of said court, and said judgment shall immediately 
become a lien upon all the property of said company, to be enforced in the 
manner now provided by law for the enforcement of other liens, and shall 
be paid within ninety days from the date thereof: Provided, That this act 
shall not take effect until said company shall file in said court of appeals its 
consent in vane to the aforesaid transfer of the said case, and also a 
waiver of all its rights and defenses under the statute of limitation. And 
also a waiver of all rights, benefits, advantages, and defenses that it has or 
may have by reason of the decision and judgment of the a? Court of 
the United States made and entered in said case: Provided, That the judg- 
ment of the said court of appeals shall be final and that there shall be no 
oe therefrom: And provided further, That the cost of said transfer and 
of the hearing of said case in the court of appeals shall be paid by said rail- 
road company. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Now, Mr. Speaker, that 
is a very carefully considered amendment. It protects the in- 
terest of the Government and of-the District, and it makes the 
railroad pay all the cost of transfer, whether successful or not, 
and pay the judgment in ninety days if it is given against the 
road. It makes them waive the plea of the statute of limitations, 
and leaves that court to consider the case upon its merits, and 
to take any more proof, in order to reach the facts. 

Mr. HEPBURN. And it waives the question of notice? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It leaves the matter to be 
taken up by the court in such a way as to reach the proof in 
order to attain the ends of justice. ; 

Mr. HEPBURN. Was this entirely satisfactory to the Com- 
missioners of the District? 

Mr.RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It was, and to Mr. ABBOTT, 
who had the matter in charge. , 

Mr. REED. Has it all been submitted? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. [ think so. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. This is to take effectat a certain period. 
It may not be six months. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
certain period. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Then the year may be consumed before 
it is to take effect. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Oh, no; it isto take effect 
on the e of theact. I ask for a vote. 

Mr. WARNER. Will the gentleman from Tennessee allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Certainly. 

Mr. WARNER. May I ask the gentleman whether the prop- 
osition he now makes a lutely does ae with the latter part 
of section 3, commencing with ‘‘ And provided further ?” 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Willi the gentleman read 
the words? ee 3 

Mr. WARNER. It is quite a long section. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. This section takes the 
place of that section. 

Mr. WARNER. And leaves nothing whatever of the third 
section of the original bill? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Not at all. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the substitute—— ae 4 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Waita while; there are several 
amendments to be offered. This is offered by the committee, 
and the gentleman from New York [Mr. CooMBs] has an amend- 
ment pending to the third section. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. An amendment to the original 
text? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. This isa substitute for the 
third section, and of course—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is advised that the 
amendment was sent up and read for information. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. There would be noamend- 
ment pending, of course. ; 

Mr. COOMBS. Myamendment was a substitute for the whole 
bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from New 
York offer it now as an amendment to the original text? 
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Mr. COOMBS. No. The amendment I offered was a substi- 
tute for the whole bill, which entirely changes section 3. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, the gentle- 
man is entirely mistaken. 

Mr. COOMBS. I am not mistaken. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. All that was offered was 
that the company should pay a certain sum of money, and as pre- 
sented it was not in order. 

Mr. COOMBS. Let the gentleman look at the RECORD and he 
will see. 

Mr. HEARD. I make the pointof order thatit could not come 
in at this time. The gentleman's substitute could not be con- 
sidered until the committee had opportunity to perfect the text of 
the bill. If the gentleman has offered an amendment which 
would be considered asa substitute, according to his own theory 
it is out of order, as I have stated, until the committee shall have 
had opportunity to perfect the text of their bill. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. But, Mr. Speaker, the statement 
was made by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Coomss] 
when there was no amendment pending to the third section. 
Now, the agreement which was made by the gentleman in charge 
of this bill with several other members of this House is not an 
agreement which binds this House. It is simply a conclusion 
that has been reached by the gentlemen who were in that con- 
ference. There are grave reasons to my mind why this section 
offered as a substitute should not be adopted in its present form, 
and with the leave of the House I will state briefly some of those 
objections. Now, if [am correctly informed, when this trouble 
arose between the Metropolitan Railroad Company and the Dis- 
trict of Columbia—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will please sus- 
pend a moment. The Chair desires to ascertain whether this 
yroposition was offered as an amendment or as a substitute. 

he Chair will state that before the agreement was made by 
unanimous consent to consider this bill in the House as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole some amendments have been offered under 
the rules—— ‘ 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No, sir. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. Yes; the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. WALKER] had certainly offered an amendment-——— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. To the first section? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Tothe firstsection. But before 
the making of any agreement, the only amendments which could 
be offered were an amendment, an amendment to the amend- 
ment, a substitute,and an amendment to the substitute. The 
Chair does not remember what amendments had been offered be- 
fore this agreement was reached. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. If the Chair will indulge 
me a moment, I will say that I have tried to keep track of these 
matters all the time. here was at first general debate on this 
bill; and the gentleman from Massachusetts stated in general 
debate that he desired to offer the amendment, inserting tho 
word ‘‘electric” in the first section. He also stated that he 
proposed to offer an amendment to the third section as it then 
stood. But that wasin general debate. Afterward, when the 
general debate had closed and the House, at my request, took up 
the bill for consideration as in Committee of the Whole under 
the five-minute rule, the first section was read, and the gentie- 
man from Massachusetts offered his first amendment to the first 
section. There could be no amendment offered in general de- 
bate. Anything that may have been stated or read at that 
time would not be pending. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Certainly an amendment could 
be offered in the time of any gentleman—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. But such an amendment 
would not be pending. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Not in the House? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Notatall. Notice simply 
could be given that the amendments would be offered. ‘The bill 
would not be open to amendment in general debate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But the Chair will state that 
under .the uniform practice of the House amendments could 
have been offered to this bill—an amendment, an amendment to 
the amendment, a substitute, and an amendment to the substi- 


tute. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. But no such amendments 
were offered. When the first section was read,after we had 
entered upon the consideration of the bill under the five-minute 
rule, the gentleman from Massachusetts offered his amend- 
ment. The amendment of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Coomss]—I remember it distinctly—was that before this bill 
should take effect the company should pay $147,000 into the 
Treasury. Now, Mr. Speaker, that would not be asubstitute for 
a bill extending the time within which this company shall change 
its motive power. 
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Mr. COOMBS. Now, may! be allowed tomakemystatement? 
The gentleman from Tennessee has made his with great forces. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is only endeavoring 
to ascertain the facts. 

Mr. COOMBS. I want the Chairto havemy statement of the 
case. Theres were two amendments pending to the bill. I was 
informed that no other amendment could then be made, but that 
a substitute for the whole bill would be inorder. I therefore 
sent up to the desk the bill with the third section struck out. and 
———— substituted for that section, intending that the whole 
bill as thus sent up should be a substitute for the other, that 
being the only way at the time for me to get the matter before 
the House. There were two amendments pending at the time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Coomss} offer his proposition as a substitute for the 
entire bill? 

Mr. COOMBS. The third section. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair has nodistinctrecol- 
leetion with regard to this matter; and the clerks: advise the 
Chair that this substitute was not offered—— 

Mr. COOMBS, Then they did not understand me at all. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The question is, what did 
the gentleman from New York offer? I have asked the gentle- 
man to state what he offered. He says that so far as the first 
section is concerned he offered the identical provision of this bill; 
and so as to the second section; but that as to the third section 
he offered a substitute. Now, let that substitute for the third 
section be presented; and when it is presented our substitute is 
first in order, boing offered by the committee; and if it be voted 
down, the gentleman’s substitute may be in order. But thegen- 
tleman’s statement is that so far as regards the first and seeond 
sections he offered the bill as already before the House, and that 
the — change proposed by his amendment was in the third 
section. 

Mr. COOMBS. But it was a very material amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I agree that the amend- 
ment was very material; but I want this point of order settled. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is no point of order in- 
volved. It is simply a question of fact. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentleman from New 
York does not controvert it. 

Mr. COOMBS. The Chair ean readily understand that there 


was no opportunity for me tooffer another amendment te the 
bill, and I could do was to offer a substitute for it.. That I 
did. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A substitute for what? 


Mr. COOMBS. [For the whole bill, leaving the firstand sec- 
ond sections as they were, and changing the third. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman's own statement 
ahows that he offsred a substitute for the entire bill. That 
would not have been in order at the time for a vote until the 
completion of the bill. The third sectiomof the bill is under 
commbbnendhene and the Committee on the District of Columbia 
offer a substitute for thatsection. Assoonas thetextof the bill 
is perfected a substitute for the whole bill will be imorder. The 

ntleman from New York offered his substitute for the entire 

li. 

Mr. COOMBS. That is correct. 

TheSPEAKERprotempore. Thecommittee’s substitute, then, 
is first in order. 

Mr. PICKLER. As I understand the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, this bill is being read by sections foramendment. Now, 
could the gentleman from New York, after we had passed over 
the first and second sections and reached the third section, offer 
a substitute for the entire bill? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That was done before theagree- 
ment was entered into, by unanimous consent, to consider the 
bill under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Now, Mr. Chairman, let us have 
a perfect understanding as to the status. My 
understanding was that, when the matter was up omthe day the 
gentleman from New York offered his it was an 
amendment to section 3, and required the railroad y 


to pay into the of the District of Columbia $147,000 be- 
fors this bill could take effect. My view of the situation, then, 
is this: I amendment was almest identi 


a which - 
cal in phraseology with that offered SF ee nonin ae 
York, but when got the attention of Chairman and of- 
fered his amendment, in looking it-over I saw that it covered 
substantially the grounds of the amendment that I desired to 
offer, 30 that I did not offer mine formally. Thesituation, then 
is such that we are ontitled to a vote on the amendmentioffered 
by the gentieman from New York tosection3. And whatIwish 
to knew from the Chairman is this, can we now have a vote on 


the amendment of the gentleman from New Yor te section 3? 
‘The SPEAKER protempore. Section 3is pending, and to that 
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section a substitute has been offered by the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee representizg the committee. The original text is open 
to amendment. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Then I will offer as an amend- 
ment to the substitute of the committee the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New \'ork, and have it pending. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. Let the question be stated clearly 
from the desk. Gentlemen offer amendments and then proceed 
to debate them, which proceeding generally results in confusion. 

Mr. HOPKINS of lilinois. My amendment is an amendment 
to the substitute of the committec. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The amendment of the 
gentleman from New York is offered to section 3} as printed in 
the original bill. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. But I offer this amendment to the 
the substitute proposed by the committee. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. Will thegentlemanfrom Illinvis 
send up his amendment? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I offer this as « substitute for the 
substitute of the committee. 


ie SPEAKER. protempore. That would net be in order at 
this time. 
Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois: I should have stated as an amend- 


mens to the substitute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentieman from Illinois 
now offers the following amendment to the substitute, which the 
Clerk will read. 

The-Clerk:read as follows: 

That said company shall, within ninety days after the passage of this bill, 
pay tothe District-of Columbia the swm of 447,507.05; amd in case of the 
failure of said. com y to pay said amount within the time: herein specified, 
all rights under this bill shall be forfeited, and thts act held for naught. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Now, Mr. Chairman, the 
point of order I make is this: If the Chair will turn to page 2863 
of the Recorp he will find that the gentleman from New York 
pe. CoomMBS] meved to strike out seetion 3 and insert the fol- 

owing: 

Provided no right or privilege shall a@rue to said es under this act 
until said eompany shall have paid into the Treasury of the United States 
for the benefit of the District of Columbia tlie suum of $147,507.05. 

This amendment was. offered as. a substitute for section 3. 
Now, the Committee on the Districtef Columbia have the right 
to perfect the text of the bill, and have a right. to offer an 
amendment to section 3, and they have offered this compromise 
substitute agreed upon in the manner I have stated, and it is 
first to be voted upon. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Not at-all. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. They offer this. as the 
third seetion of the bill, and if the gentleman from New York 
now proposes to offer what has been read as a substitute for the 

nding amendment.of the committee, why of course: he would 

ave a right to do that. 

The SPEAKER pve tempore.. The Chair understands the gen- 
tleman from Illinois to offer what has been read as an amend- 
ment to the substitute. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of. Tennessee. 
substitute offered by the committee? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Lilineis. Yes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON ef Tennessee. Then it is not germane. 
The substitute we havé offered leaves the matter to:the court 
of appeals of the District. of Columbia. to ascertain what. in- 
asc is and requires them. to pay if there is any 

ound. 


This amendment. that he offers is not Peet ye amend- 
ment, and I make that point of crder; if that amend- 
ment is agreed to, it does away w'th thesubstitute that itis pro- 
posed to amend, and would not fit at all. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman can very. easily 
make it.‘ fit,” by — to strike out. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Buthehas not done that. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. That is whatI do, Mr. Speaker. 
I offer it in the manner suggested by the:Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro ve. TheClerk will report the propo- 
sition as the gentleman offers it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Am amendment: to the 


ene ee eam 

a com shall, wit: ninety & after passage. of 

this bill, to the District of Columbia the sum of $147,507.05; and incase 
said amount withia the time 


of the said ae herein 
mpectaes, atl rights under: shall be forfeited, and this act held for 


Mr. HOPKINS of Iliinois. Mr.S , before I offered the 
amendment that hasjust: been read by the Clerk, I rose to state 
some objections that occurred to me to the substitute that has: 
been by this self-constituted committee, and that has 
It proposes to give this company a retrial on a case that was 
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fully determined against it in the nisi prius court here in the 
District of Columbia, under which it was required to pay into 
the treasury of the District of Columbia over $147,000. 

Now, the objection that I have to the substitute of the com- 
mittee is, that one of the original propositions in the way of de- 
fense that was urged by the railroad company against the orig- 
inal suit was that it had no legal notice of the improvements 


ran, and hence should not be held liable for the expense that 
was incurred. 

In other words, the railroad company admitted practically in 
its pleadings that the city had expended $147,000, for which the 
company would have been liable if it had had legal notice. In 
addition to that they also urged the pleaof the statute of limi- 
tations. The Supreme Court of the United States, in passing 
upon this question, limited their judgment to the one question 

one of the limitations of law, barring the right of the District 
to recover. Itis proposed in the amendment that is offered to 
eliminate that defense, but it is not proposed to eliminate the 
defense of want of notice. 

Now, I submit that before this railroad company is permitted 
to have the privileges and advantages that will accrue to it un- 
der this legislation, that it shall not only withdraw the plea of 
the statuteof limitations—which is a dishonest plea in itself, an 
immoral plea, and one that is never offered except by those who 
desire to win by a defense which is almost akin to fraud—but 
withdraw also the plea of want of notice. 


Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Will the gentleman permit mo to | 


ask him a question? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Yes. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Does the gentleman as a lawyer 
state here, in the presence of lawyers, that the plea of the stat- 
ute of limitations is a plea that isnever interposed exceptfor the 
purposes of fraud? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. The plea of the statute of limita- 
iions is regarded as a dishonest plea. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ludiana. Does not the gentleman know 
that the principal ground for the statute of limitations is the pre- 
vention of fraud, because it is presumed that after a certain 
length of time changes may occur, witnesses may die or leave the 
jurisdiction—that it is interposed upon the ground that the claim 
is a stale one? 

Mr. HEPBURN. It is a statute of repose. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Put it on that ground; a statute 
of repose is very different from a statute of fraud. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. It is never interposed by a man 
who wants to pay his honest debts. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. [ ask that I have five minutes 
more time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. We have debated this 
matter for three weeks, and I shall have to object to any exten- 
sion beyond five minutes, to anybody, 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Can I not have a little further 
time to explain my opposition? I have been interrupted in my 
remarks by the — from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON]. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I move that the gentleman from Illinois 
have five minutes further time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois 
; HOPKINS] asks unanimous consent to be allowed to proceed 

or five minutes further. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I will not object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 
The gentleman from [llinois will be allowed to proceed for five 
minutes. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Lilinois. Now, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman 
from Indiana asked me several questions as to when the plea of 
the statute of limitations is interposed. It is always interposed 
to defeat. a claim, not upon its merits, but upon a technicality, 
and is always looked upon with disfavor. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. By whom? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Men who are honest and fair and 
aboveboard in their transactions never interpose a plea of that 
kind. 

Now, this eee or gg oD in this so-called understanding 
has agreed to withdraw this plea; and I submit, coupled with 
that, it should also withdraw the defense of wantof legal notice 
respecting the improvements that were made over and along 
these streets by the Districtof Columbia. I see no reason why 
this caso should not be litigated upon its merits by withdraw- 
ing both these pleas, which are ly technical. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. But rt the gentleman will par- 
don me, his amendment does not go to that. His amendment 
rests on the demand of acertain sum of money. 
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Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I am not speaking of my amoend- 
ment at this moment, but am attempting to show that the com 
mittee substitute should not be adopted unles#¥ amended. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this whole question has been before Con- 
gress two or threodifforenttimes. Ihave before me the statute 
of the United States, where in 1891 this identical question was 


2 | before Congress, and this railroad company was then required 
that were made along the lineof the street over which the road | 


to pay this judgment, with interest and costs, within a limited 
time or else its charter ‘should be forfeited. The sum at that 
time was stated to be over $147,000. Now, instead of doing that, 
the railroad company went into the courts to defeat the will of 
Congress. It went into the courtand fought this claim, not upon 
its merits, as I have said, but upon various technicalities. It 


| now comes back here with what gentlemen are pleased to call a 
| compromise, a compromise which meansa practical surrender to 


the company. 

It seems to me that when it is within the power of Congress 
to settle this whole question, it is infinitely better for us toadopt 
the amendment that I propose, to compel this railroad company 
to pay into the Treasury of the District of Columbia the $i47,- 
000, than to permit it again to go into the courts of this Distriet 
and relitigate this question. That Congress was satisfied that 
it ought to pay is solemly expressed in the statute before me. 
Why should we attempt to repeal or modify that expression of 
Congress by the adoption of the section which is proposed by 
the gentleman here to-day? I say, Mr. Speaker, as I said the 
other day, that this franchise of this company that is forfeited 
is worth half @ million dollars. If it were put up at auetion i| 
would bring that to-day. 

This railroad company is to get all these privileges, all these 
rights that are suggested in this bill by the payment of the pal- 
try sum of $147,000; and [submit, Mr. Speaker, that instead of 
going any further along the line suggested by the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, we had better cut the Gordian knot 
by the adoption of the amendment I have suggested and let 
the question end there; and if this company then fails to pay 
this amount of money within the time specified, let some other 
company have, on such terms as the House shall grant, the au- 
thority of constructing and maintaining a railroad along and 
over the streetsnow occupied by this company. 

Mr. ABBOTT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say to the House 
that when this bill first came up I was opposed to it. Being a 
member of the District Committee, I opposed the passage of the 
bill as it was originally presented. Subsequently, when the rep- 
resentative of this railroad company and members of the com- 
mittee showed a disposition to have the question settled by an 
appeal to a court composed of men of learning and ability, I con- 
sented that we should confer original jurisdiction upon that 
court to hear and determine thisease upon itsmerits. The rail- 
road company was willing to submit its case to the court of ap- 
peals, and the District of Columbia, through its United States 
attorney and through the District attorney, consented that. it 
should be so referred, by conferring upon that court original 
jurisdiction to try the case upon its merits according to the 
original transeript of the record as filed in the Supreme Court 
of the District, or to take new evidence if the court desired. I 
see nothing improper in that. 

I do not believe, as a matter of law, that the Congress of the 
United States has power to assess a railroad company in any 
certainsum. I know that the supreme court of the District of 
Columbia did assess $147,000 against this railroad company on a 
fair and regular trial, and I was in favor of the company pay- 
ing that amount of money into the treasury of the District; but 
after investigating all the cases that bear upon the subject [ do 
not believe it is within the power of Congress to assess a railroid 
company or an individual in any certain sum of money. That 
is not the lawful way to proceed in this matter; and as the com- 
pany were willing to submit the case upon its merits, to be set- 
tled according to the rights of the respective parties, I con- 
sented to this amendment, which I assisted in preparing, and 
I believe that it will protect the Government fully in all its 
rights. 

With regard to the question of notice, I beg to say to my 
friend from Illinois that I believe the record itself contains suf- 
ficient notice to the railroad company; but if it does not, [ am 
willing to accept an amendment providing that the company 
shall waive the plea as to notice. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Well,donot you think that ought 
to be inserted in the amendment, in order to aave all doubt? 

Mr. ABBOTT. I believe, as I have already said, that the 
record itself contains all the notice necessary. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. [ doubt that; butevenso, why not 
put this provision in the amendment? 

Mr. ABBOTT. There isa letter from the president of the 
company to the Commissioners, in which he says that the com- 
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pany would like to have the privilege of putting down their 
crossties in advance of the paving of those streets. That letter 
is in the record, and is in itself evidence of notice. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. If you believe that, and the rep- 
resentatives of the railroad company assent to that proposition 
in their conversation with you, why not put the matter beyond 
dispute by inserting in your amendment a provision requ ring 
the company to waive the question of notice? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Because the attorney of 
the United States does not want it in there, and neither does 
the attorney of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HOPKINS of [llinois. The attorney of the United States 
has no more to do with the question than we have—indeed, not 
near so much. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Well, these learned at- 
torneys, who are familiar with the case from the beginning, do 
not desire any such provision. 

Mr. STALLINGS. It could not hurt anything to put it in 
there, could it? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I donot know about that. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. This isa matter which is before 
Congress, and it is the duty of Congress to protect the public in- 
terest, and such a stipulation would protect them in that par- 
ticular at least. 

Mr. ABBOTT. You, as a lawyer, know that an act done offi- 
cially, under the authority of a public charter like that of this 
company, would be in itself sufficient evidence of notice. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Very well; but why not make the 
company 80 stipulate, and thus put the matter beyond debate? 

Mr. ABBOTT. So far as I am concerned, I have not the 
slightest objection. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Then, why do not you gentlemen 
who have agreed upon this amendment insert that provision? 

Mr. ABBOTT. I think it is absolutely unnecessary, because 
the record itself contains full notice. I can not imagine how the 
courts could possibly hold that the railroad company was igno- 
rant of the facts, in view of the letters in the record showing 
that they had notice, and that they asked the privilege of 
putting down their crossties in advance of the paving of those 
streets. : 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Was it not one of the defenses of 
the railroad eee that they had not had a legal notice? 

Mr. ABBOTT. They did make that point, and the District 
met it with the evidence of which I have spoken. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Now, if the company made that 
defense, and if you desire to eliminate it from the case here- 
after, why not require them to stipulate to waive the question 
of notice 

Mr. ABBOTT. As I have said, so far as I am concerned, I 
have no objection to it. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

On motion of Mr. HEARD, by unanimous consent, Mr. AB- 
sorr’s time was extended for five minutes. 

Mr. TERRY. I wish to call the attention of the gentleman 
from Texas to this language in the amendment which he says 
he has agreed to: ‘‘ Jurisdiction to hear and determine said case 
without a jury, upon the pleas and issues and proofs therein, 
other than the pleas and issues relating to the statute of limita- 
tions.” That reserves to this company the right to plead the 
want of aotice, and unless you exclude that by an express pro- 
vision, I think the point of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
HopxKtns] is well taken; for you expressly provide that the suit 
shall be heard and determined upon the pleas and issues in the 
case other than the statute of limitations. 

Mr. ABBOTT. I want to say tomy friend from Arkansas[ Mr. 
TERRY] that the agreement was that this case might be tried 
as an original case by the court of — That court, under 
existing law, has not original jurisdiction of the case; but by 
this bill we propose to confer such jurisdiction, to try the case 
on its merits as it was tried in the courts below. e did not 
intend to make a new case for the court of appeals; we did not 
intend to br in any new issues. But the railroad company 
asked us (and [ think it was fair and right) that the case might 
be tried as it was before. 

Mr. TERRY. Was not the all 
of the pleas when the case was tri 

Mr. ABBOTT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TERRY. And you ——. reserve to the company the 
as vo that _ by this bill? 

r. ABBOTT. We reserve to them every right which they 
had in the courts below. I would notdeprive them of such 
right. Iam willing that there shall be a fair and honest trial 


tion of want of notice one 
before? 


of the case on its merits according to the record. 

Mr. HOPKINS of illinois. Right there I hope the gentle- 
man will allow mea moment. The officer whose gt it was to 
give the railroad company this notice was one of 


e largest 
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stockholders in the company; and it is claimed that he did not 
give the company legal notice; that was one of the company’s 

efenses. Now, in order to avoid that technicality it seems to 
me this House ought to eliminate that matter from the new case 
which is to be prepared, by saying in this amendment thxt the 
company waives all question as to notice bofore this improve- 
ment was made. 

Mr. ABBOTT. My friend will remember that this case went 
to the Supreme Court of the United States, where judgment was 
rendered in favor of the railroad company on account of the bar 
of the statute of limitations. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. That was the only point discussed. 

Mr. ABBOTT. That was the only point decided by the Su- 
preme Court of the United States. Now, according to the pres- 
ent recommendation of the committee, this case is to be tried 
again just as it was tried before the supreme court of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. We do not desire to make a new case. If 
this company owes the United States this money I am in favor 
of making it pay; but by your amendment you can not adjudi- 
cate the case, but settle it here without a hearing. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I am speaking of your amend- 
ment. 

Mr. ABBOTT. By your amendment you undertake to ad- 
judicate the question here in Congress; and this House is not a 
court; we can not adjudicate the rights of these parties; and un- 
less we forced the company to waive its right to interpose the 
plea of the statute of limitations we could never have it adjudi- 
cated atall. As arepresentative of the interests of the people 
I was in favor of having this matter adjudicated upon its merits. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I think the gentleman and I can 
understand each other. Here is the pointI make: The railroad 
company, in addition to the plea of the statute of limitations, 
interposed the defense that no legal notice had been served on 
it prior to the making of the improvements which would require 
it to make payment. 1 understand that was one of their pleas. 

Mr. ABBOTT. I admit that. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Now, theofficer of the Government 
whoshould have given the railroad company this notice was the 
largest stockholder in the company. If the company did not 
receive legal notice, it was because one of the stockholders of 
= nee whose duty it was to give notice, kept that notice 

ck. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. How do you know that? 

Mr. ABBOTT. The record does show notice; and it shows 
that the president of the company addressed the board of public 
works on that very question. The company, as I believe, did 
have notice. But if it should appear that they did not have 
notice, and if this sum of money was assessed against the railroad 
company without legal notice, that was a wrong from which they 
ought not tosuffer. Ido not pro to deprive the company 
of any right it may have, except the bar of the statute of limita- 
tions. . 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman from Texas answer me one 
question? 

Mr. ABBOTT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COX. It seems that we have now reduced this contro- 
versy to a question as to notice. Now, the question of notice 
abouta matter of litigation doesnot goto the merits. I think the 
gentleman will concede that. Now, what is the objection to the 
amendment su ted by the gentleman on the other side? 

Mr. ABBOTT. I have said that there is none, so far as I am 
concerned. 

Mr. COX. It is said here that the company desires to have 
this controversy settled on its merits. Now, why should they 
object fo waiving the point of notice which they have relied on 
before? 

Mr. ABBOTT. I will ask the gentleman from Tennessee—— 

Mr. COX. That does not answer my question. 

Mr. ABBOTT. ButI want to ask the gentleman this ques- 
tion, as a lawyer: If a judgment should be rendered in the cir- 
cuit court or any other court of the State of Tennessee against 
him, without notice having been served upon him of the filing 
of the suit or the character of the suit, would he think it right 
in me to deprive him of his defense on that ground in sucha 
suit? 

Mr. COX. Asa matter of course, I would answer “ no.” 

Mr. ABBOTT. Ofcourse you would. 

Here the hammer fell.} 
ir. COX. Just one more question. 
The SPEAKER protempore. The timeof the gentleman from 


Texas [Mr. ABBOTT] has expired. ° 
Mr. COX. Iask consent that the gentleman from Texas be 
allowed one minute longer. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of objection the 
gentleman from Texas will have the additional time. 
There was no objection. 
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Mr. COX. Now your controversy lies on the statute of limi- | adoption of the report of the committee as the best settlement 


tations and the question of notice? 

Mr. ABBOTT. No; the limitation is waived. 

Mr. COX. I desire now toask myfriend from Texas as a law- 
yer if he does not know that the question of notice does not go 
tothe merits, but is a matter of detail? 

Mr. ABBOTT. I will state to the gentleman that a notice is 
necessary. I admit that it is 
record in this case shows a notice to the railroad company. If 
the gentleman will examine the record in the case he is bound 
to admit that proper notice was given to them and that they had 
full knowledge of the existence of the orders of the court. 

Mr.COX. Asa question of fact I would ask whether the no- 
tice was given or not. I donot pretend to say. But I do not 
see, and that is the point to which I wish to ask the gentleman's 
attention, why the railroad company objects to waiving the 
question of notice? 

Mr. ABBOTT. I do not know that they do object. 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Speaker,I am not alawyer. I am a lay- 
man. I haveno prejudices against corporations. I acknowledge 
and appreciate their value in many ways. ButI want corpora- 
tions to stand, in relation to their rights, just exactly beside 
the individual citizen, and no better. That is what I am con- 
tending for in this case, and have been contending for for the 
three days that this matter has been before the House. 


It is not denied that these assessments were made for improve- | 


ments, and thoseagainst private citizens have been paid by them. 
Those citizens who did not pay their assessments had their prop- 
erty advertised and sold. 
slip out of immediate payment, in that they did not stand on an 
eguality with the citizens. They have managed to elude pay- 
ment for all of these years; and now at this late day they come and 
ask that the interests of the Distriet of Columbia shall be again 
put in peril by anewtrial. There is no suggestion on this floor 
that the other trial wasnota fairone. There have been two trials 
and both have been fair. 

Mr. ABBOTT. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. COOMBS. I can not yield for an interruption. 

Mr. COGSWELL. But the gentleman is away off. 
not stating the facts of the case accurately. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Will the gentlemanallow me to ask him 
a questien? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
declines to yield. 

Mr. COOMBS, The gentlemen can correct in their own time, 
if they think there is any misapprehension as to what is atissue. 
When this case was brought up on appeal, it was laid aside, and 
the judgment was vacated simply on the plea of the statute of 
limitation. 

Mr. Speaker, I need not go into that point. That has been 
covered by gentlemen here who are conversant with the law. 
But what [ want is simply this: If that assessment was rightand 
proper for the private citizens of the District to pay, it was right 
and proper for the railroad company to 
it or suffered for their failure. 
and now |] do not want Congress to help them elude it any 
longer. 

A question has been raised here that the railroad company did 
not occupy some of the streets for which they were assessed. 
That may be, but the company had the privilege of occupying 
the streets; they retained their rights to do so, and these rights 
have grown steadily and largely in value. Their rights grew 
in value by these very improvements made in the streets as well 
— the improvement of adjacent property. 

s I said at the beginning, sir, Ido not want to appear here 
as an oppressor of a corporation; but I do not want to be here 
either as an apologist for a corporation which seems to have 
eluded its just responsibilities to the District. I do not want 
Congress to help them by giving another chance to avoid the 
payment of what they owe. I think we should insist upon their 
payment of the assessments before granting them any addi- 
tional privileges, thus forcing them to stand upon the same 
ground as private individuals. 

Mr. NORTHWAY was recognized. 

Mr. ABBOTT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say a word further, 
and for that pu move to strike out the last word. 

The SPEAKER pro tem The Chair has recognized the 
gentleman from Ohio, and will then recognize the gentleman 
from Texas later. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Mr. Speaker, I was one of the members 
of this House who favored compelling this company to pay $147,- 
G00 into the Treasury; but since there has been an understand- 
ing that it should be reported back to the committee to see if an 
agreement could be entered into between those persons who 
are directly interested in it, and inasmuch as such an agreement 
aas teen reached to all intents and purposes, I shall favor the 
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The gentleman from New York 


roper; and [I contend that the | 


This railroad company managed to | 
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y. The citizens paid | 
The vaitrond company eluded it, | 


getat. 


| plea, to wit, the plea of the stitute of limitations. 


of the matter. 

[do not believe that itis proper to stand here and say that the 
District has not been represented when its officers have assented 
to the agreement. As well may a person say that the people of 
this country had not been represented when Congress has as- 
sented to a particular character of legislation. 

Now, it appears that this is the unanimous reportof the com- 
mittee. There is one objection to the who'e of it, and it is the 


|} one to which the attention of the committee has been called. 


This provision compels the company to waive one technical 
The want 
of notice is another technical plea. Why not compel them to 
waive all technical pleas and go at once to the merits of the 
case? The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox] asks a very 
pertinent question. Why not compel them to waive both of 
these technical pleas and go at once to the merits of the cise? 

With the merits of the case I have nothing todo. The Dis- 
trict of Columbia has assented to this. The United States con- 
sents to it, Congressconsents to it, and I can see no harm to come 
to anybody; but Ido believe that we should compel this com- 
pany to waive both technical pleas, the one of notice as well as 
the statute of limitations. 

Now, one other thing that I want to call the attention of the 
committee to. It is not for the purpose of offering an amend- 
ment, but to ask the attention of the committee to see whether 
lam right or not. They say: 

Provided, That this act shall not take effect until said company shal) fille 
in said court of appeals its consent in writing, etc. 


Suppose they do not file their consent under six months. 
There is no law to compe! them to do anything, and the rights 
of the people are in abeyance. When will the law take effect? 
Not until the company has done something. But suppose they 
want to gain time, and fail to file their consent for six months? 
Can they be compelled to do anything, and what becomes of the 
rights of the District of Columbia during that time’. 

I think that idea should be stricken out of this act. It ought 
not to be allowed to take effect upon some act to be done by the 
railroad company, but they ought to be compelled to do some- 
thing, and the act should not hang upon their consent; for they 
may not consent within six months or a year, and if they do not, 
what becomes of the rights of the District? I know it is pro- 
vided that the year shall commence to run upon the approval of 
the act, but if it does not take effect until the company shall do 
something, to wit, until they file some record in the court; then 
what becomes of the rights of the District? I do not believe we 
should have in an act of Congress anything under which such 


| a complication might arise. 


Mr. HEARD. Does the gentleman hold that the putting of 
this condition into this law prevents the act from taking effect? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. It says so: 

Provided, That this act shall not take effect, etc. 


Mr. HEARD. 
company. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Oh, no. 

Mr. HEARD. Iask the gentleman for his construction of that 
law. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Iamealling the attention of the com- 
mittee toit. I fear there would be a double construction here, 
which would make trouble, and it ought to be stricken out, so 
that there could be no question about it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Do not strike it out, but 
make them file their acceptance. 

Mr. COX. In the agreement that is made between the con- 
flicting interests the statute of limitations is waived. There 
is no trouble inunderstanding the legal resultof that. Another 
question is presented, as to whether the company had the proper 
legal notice. That point is not waived. That is just as techni- 
cal as the statute of limitations. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Will my colleague ex- 
plain what notice he understands was not given? 

Mr. COX. I understand that a certain notice was required to 
be given to the company, and the company claim they did not 
get that. As to the character of the notice, I do not pretend to 


That is, as to the benefits to be given to the 


say. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That is what I want to 


Mr.COX. You shall haveit. If itis a notice that is impor- 
tant, why then it is exactly like the statute of limitations in its 
results. If itisa notice that is unimportant, why is there ob- 
jection to waiving it? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will my friend from Tennessee allow me 
just a moment right there? 

Mr. COX. Yes. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I want to call attention to what occurred 
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two weeks ago to-day upon this very subject. I read from the 
RECORD: 


Mr. COGSWELL. I ask the gentleman from Iowa {[Mr. HEPBURN] if, at the 
next District day, we present an amendment which shall leave to the 
conse of appeals, sufficiently guarded, will that satisfy his opposition to the 

? 


Mr. HmpsuRrN, So far asl ain concerned, it will. If there can be an ad- 
judication of the real merits of this matter—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Of the indebtedness? 

Mr. Herspurn. Of the indebtedness, withont the interposition of any tech- 
nical defense, for the want of notice or the statute of limitations, etc. 

Mr. COX. Now, let me ask my friend if this want of notice, 
whatever may be its character, is an important question in the 
litigation, and you have submitted the matter to your arbitrator, 
the court of appeals of the District of Columbia suppose the 
case goes up there and the railroad makes its defense upon the 

uestion of notice—it has waived the plea of the statute of 
limitations, it is true—but it makes this question, as I said, of no- 
tice, that it has not been brought properly before the court, or 
some other question of that kind, that is a bar to the action. 
Then, I submit to my colleague from Tennessee, how is it possible 
to ever reach the merits of the case? 

Suppose the court decides in favor of want of proper notice, 
you will never reach the merits of the case; and then as a re- 
sult the railroad company gains the suit upon a technicality and 
the District of Columbia is defeated upon a technicality which 
is equivalent to the statute of limitations, because it is a bar to 
the action. Now, then, if itis importent, why not waive it and 
go to the merits? If itis unimportant, you would be willing to 
waive it. That is the only question in my mind. 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Speaker, I desire toask the chairman of the 
committee if Iam wrong in making a statement of facts upon 
which my judgment and opposition to this bill shall rest. Is it 
or not a fact that some years ago this company was chartered 
and certain conditions imposed as a consideration for the char- 
ter; that it should perform those conditions without technical- 
ity, or what at that time was unquestionably the intent of the 
power that gave the charter? That it did not comply with the 
conditions of this charter as granted between the people of the 
District and this Government as a part taxpayer is the conten- 
tion that has arisen. 

The rights of corporate interests in every legislative body 
unfortunately, in this country, find too many ready advocates, 
and the people, alas,are seldom heard. If the people of this 
District wentinto the courts and were heard, and the courts de- 
cided that in equity and justice they were right, and this rail- 
road corporation, through mere technicalities and the delay that 
follows unfortunately in the practice of the law, has been able 
to take advantage of the people of the District and the Govern- 
ment as a co-taxpayer, in refusing to pay what it agreed to at 
the time, it isa bad time for it to come to this House and ask 
for relief. It will be a dangerous thing for this Congress to 
pass a bill favoring a corporation which refuses to do its duty 
under the contract it made with the er of this District. 

Look at the latter section of the bill. It presents to me the 
wooden horse at Troy; and I am not one of those who trust the 
Greeks when they bring gift horses; and I am one of these who 
refuse,as a member of this body, to makeany agreementas acon- 
dition precedent for giving away the ae of the people, or 
exercising the power of a member of the Legislature for the in- 
terest of any corporation against the rights of the people. There 
is clearly an attempton the partof this ration and its friends 
on the floor of this House to dicker with the Congress of the 
United States; to say to the Congress of the United States, if 
you give us what we want we will do something you want. 

We ought to say to them, if you will do what the ple of the 
District of Columbia want and what we had a right to expect, 
then we will give you what you ask. But I believe it is a safe 
rule always to keep what you have until a get what you want. 
In this matter I believe the Congressof the United Statesshould 
keep what they have, the right to deal with this company be- 

ond the technicalities which it has covered itself with asa 


fense against the rights of the people. I am opposad to this 
mensure in every form until that corporation is brought to its 
ees RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, the gentle- 
man in his remarks said he wanted to ask questions aboutsome- 


thing in the bill. Will the gentleman now state his question? 


Mr. DUNN. LI haveasked thequestions already in my speesh. 
on 


Isnot there a contention between the people and this co 
a the payment of $147,000 to be due? that a 
t 


fac 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. There has been a suit 
about that. 

Mr. DUNN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. But that is a suit which 


has been decided long since, and in favor of the company. 
Mr. DUNN. Ona technicality? ° 
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Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
of the statute of limitations. 

Mr. DUNN. Oh, yes; well, then—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The merits of the pleas 
have never been tried. Now, this bill is a general proposition 
to submit the question anew to the court, eliminating the plea 
of the statute of limitations, and letting the court try the merits 
of the pleas that never have been tried. 

Mr. DUNN. There is nota man who has read the case and 
studied it carefully who does not know that in equity and justice 
the people of the District of Columbia are entitled to the money 
they claim from this company; and if the railroad company de- 
fended itself upon a technicality against the rightful claim of 
the people, it is our duty to protect the people and to so frame this 
bill as to prevent the corporation from interposing another tech- 
nicality to again deprive them of their rights. 

Let us say to this corporation: ‘‘ Until you have performed all 
your duties, eliminated all your technicalities, and served the 
people as you have undertaken to do when you got your charter, 
and as you ought to do in justice, we will grant you no facilities 
for covering yourselves again under any technical plea, or for- 
warding your private interest at the expense of the people of 
this District.” 

Mr. ABBOTT. A want to say this to the gentleman from 
New Jersey: It is true that there was a judgment rendered by 
the courts of the District of Columbia against this railroad com- 
pany fora hundred and forty-seven thousand and some odd dollars, 
and that judgment wasaflirmed by the supreme court of the Dis- 
trict. That is true, and I was opposed to the passage of any bill 
for the relief of this company until they shall have complied 
with what was right and proper under that judgment. 

Mr. DUNN. Then why do not we take that ground here 
now? 

Mr. ABBOTT. I will ask the gentlemanas alawyer whether 
he holds that we can, by a legislative act, affirm or revive a 
judgment that has been overruled by the Supreme Coart of the 
United States and again make it valid and binding? 

Mr. DUNN. If the gentleman wants me to auswer that ques- 
tion I tell him that, having the legislative power in our hands, 
we can compel this corporation todo justice to the people, by 
withholding what they want until they consent todo justice. 
That is the whole case. 

Mr. ABBOTT. I want toask the gentleman this question: 
Does he not know that the court of appeals of the District of 
Columbia is composed of honorable men, men of character and 
ability, men learned in the law, and if this isa right and proper 
claim is he not willing to submit it to the dec'sion of those 
men? 

Why should we deny to this railroad company, or to any citi- 
zen or corporation, the right to be heard in the courts and to in- 
terpose whatever meritorious defense they may have? I admit 
that the plea of the statute of limitations is not a meritorious 
defense, and I know that the company took advantage of that 
plea to defeat the claimof the District for this indebtedness and 
took the case out of court on that ground; but I again ask the 
gentleman why not submit this case on its merits to the judg- 
ment of these three honorable lawyers, men selected because of 
their ability and their learning in the law? 

What have we to do here with reviving a judgment which, so 
far as the law is concerned, is now dead, so that no execution 
can be issued upon it? We have no-claim against this railroad 
company except what [ believe is an equitable one, for I believe 
the company owes this money. I do not hesitate to say that; 
but we have no power to reach them in that matter by legisla- 
tion. 

Mr. DUNN. Yes, we have; by defeating their measures here. 

Mr. ABBOTT. We have no power unless to submit the mat- 
ter to the decision of arbitrators, and this amendment means 
simply that, when we confer original jurisdiction upon this 
court of appeals te hear and determine the cage upon its merits.. 
Now, I woud like to know whether the gentleman himself, if 
there was a judgment rendered against him without notice, 
would not contest it? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Suppose the gentleman knew asa mat- 
ter of fact that he was sand, but there was a technical defect in 


the summons, if = were going to give him a a 
not take away from him the t to present a tec de- 
se a Sat atte 
Mr. ABBO I will say to a from Ohio that if 
he will examine the record in 4 kay’s Reports he can not 


help being convinced that there was notice to the company. 
Ne, WILLIAMS of Mississippi. But the company dia. plead 
Mr. ABBOTT. Yes, sir. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, doesnot the very fact 
that they did make that plea, although they had actual knowl- 


It was decided on a plea 
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edge of the matter, show that they are expecting to avoid judg- 
ment upon that or some other technical ground’ 

Mr. ABBOTT. Would you, as a lawyer, insist that you or 
any other party could be brought into court without proper no- 
tice, and if you had not received such notice would you waive 
‘that plea? I think we ought not to ask them to waive anything 
fbut the plea of the statute of limitations; we ought simply tore- 
quire them to agree to retry the case on the record, on the same 
record as before, and not upon the record as we might desire it 
to be, for if we were to insist upon their waiving anything more 
than their plea of the statute of limitations we might as well de- 
clare at once that we rendered judgment against them. 

Mr. DUNN. Does the gentleman admit that this corporation 
owe the District of Columbia this money? 

Mr. ABBOTT. I think they owe the money. 

Mr. DUNN. What have they ever done in regard to making 
an equitable settlement? Have they done anything whatever’ 
They have simply sat down and said *“‘ We want to have our 
way,” and now gentlemen here seem to be willing to help them 
by disarming the people of the District in the prosecution of 
this claim. 

Mr. ABBOTT. I have already said that thecompany pleaded 
the statute of limitations and defeated the claim in that way. 

Mr. DUNN. Well, I say to you from all that I can read and 
hear of the conduct of the company in this matter-——— 

Mr. ABBOTT. I yielded to the gentleman fora question, but 
I can not give him all my time. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

By unanimous consent Mr. ABBOTT’s time was extended for 
three minutes. 

Mr. ABBOTT. I am sincerely of opinion that the railroad 
company is indebted to the District of Columbia. I was of that 
opinion before. When I was on the floor two weeks ago I took 
that position. But ifwe propose now to refer this matter to the 
courts to be settled and determined according to the merits of 
the case, why not adopt a proposition which does so in fact? I 
would not say to the gentleman from New Jersey, if a judgment 
had been rendered against him without notice, that the judg- 
ment should be final and binding upon him. So, if this railroad 
company was not served with notice, then,as a matter of justice, 
it ought to be allowed to interpose this asa defense. I believe 
the company was served with notice. The record shows it; the 
report in Fourth Mackey shows it. But if there is any good 
ground for this defense at all, let the company have the advan- 
tage of it. Let it try the case upon the merits as shown by the 
record—not as the merits may appear to the mind of Congress. 

As I have said, I believe that the railroad company owes this 
money. That has been, and is still, my opinion. But what ob- 
jection is there to the proposition we now make to confer upon 
the court of appeals original jurisdiction to try and determine 
this case upon the record? And if we undertake to adopt such 
a proposition let us not eliminate a part of the record and say 
that the court must try the case upon the record with a part 
eliminated? 

Mr. DUNN. The gentleman admits that the railroad com- 
pany owes the money: 

Mr. ABBOTT. I think so. 

Mr.DUNN. That being so, what objection can there be to 
our saying to this company: ‘‘ Before you can obtain any new 
legislation here for your benefit you must agree that the Dis- 
trict of Columbia shall not be subjected to the uncertainty and 
cost of another suit toestablish a matter that has already been 
passed upon.” 

Mr. ABBOTT. My friend shovld understand that the United 
States district attorney and the attorney for the District of Co- 
lumbia have both assented to this proposition. They are both 
willing that the case shall be submitted in the manner we now 

ropose to the court of appeals. Let me say also that the claim 
i not for $147,000. That wasthe amountof the judgment. The 
claim is for $161,000. The United States, or the authorities of 


the District, contend that the company is indebted in that 
amount. We propose now tosubmit all these issues to the court. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HopKIns] to 
the substitute proposed by the committee. 

The amendment of Mr. HopKINs of Illinois was again read. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Mr. Chairman, in the interest of justice 
and fairness, as between thiscompany and the District of Colum- 
bia, this amendment ought not to be adopted. No man on this 
floor can say with the certainty which we ought to feel in such 
matters that the amount named in the amendment is the amount 
of the indebtedness of this company to the District. No man 
here can say with certainty whether the amount named is too 
small or too large, or whether anyamount atallisdue. I wasa 
member of the Committee on Appropriations which put upon an 
appropriation bill the amendment providing thata specified sum 
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should be paid by this company, in default of which it should 
forfeit its charter. Butsince that time, asa membor of the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, I have learned more about 
this case; and I say that no one listening day in and day out, 
week in and week out, as we have done, toa discussion of the 
merits of this case, can fairly say that we can determine in this 
way how much this company owes. 

This amendment, if adopted, is fraught with mischief and in- 
justice. If this company is indebted in any sum to the District 
of Columbia we want the company to pay every cent thatit owes. 
On the other hand, if it does not owe anything, this committee 
does not want to compel it to pay anything. 

Mr. HULICK. What amount than $147,000 does this 
company claim that it owes? Does it claim that it does notowe 
that amount? 

Mr. COGSWELL. The company claims that it has a defense 
against the whole assessment. 

Mr. HULICK. And that there is nothing due? 

Mr. COGSWELL. And that there is nothing due. 

Mr. HULICK. Now, one more question— 

Mr. COGSWELL. The gentleman istaking agood deal of my 
time; and I have only five minutes. 

Mr. HULICK. Is the opposition of the company to the pay- 
ment of this money based upon the technical defense of want 
of notice or upon some eguitable ground? 

Mr. COGSWELL. It is based upon some eight or ten pleas 
involving the merits of the transaction. Among those pleas, | 
believe, is that of wanto!f notice. 

Mr. Speaker, two weeks ago we went. over this whole matter; 
and, as I supposed, we adjourned with the understanding that 
we could agree upon some amendment which would allow the 
bill to go through. The people of this District want quick 
transportation along the route of this road; they want the sub- 
stitution of some other motive power than horses. 

There are two sides to this question. There is one side, the 
public convenience, which demands some sort of legislation upon 
the subject. It demands that this road shall be compelled to 
change its motive power. On the other hand, you have got to 
give the road some sort of legislation to enable them to do it. 

Now, I will. say asa member of the committee, believing that 
something is due the District of Columbia, after I heard the full 
and fair explanation made by the road, it left me in doubt, as it 
left every other member of that committee in doubt, what the 
amount was. They came forward and said they had won their 
case in the Supreme Court of the United States on the plea of 
the statute of limitations. I did not take kindly to that plea, 
although it is sufficient if established. 

I think it is an unmanly,unfair,and cowardly plea. But they 
said they would waivethat, and would gointo the court of appeals 
of this District and accept itsdecision as final in this matter, and 
would let the court, after an investigation of the facts, state what 
amount they owed the District, if they owed anything; that such 
amountshould be alien on their property,and that they would pay 
itinninety days; and I supposed we had agreed on such an under- 
standing when this matter was up for consideration before, and 
we took the suggestion, which I happened to make, into the com- 
mittee room; we had the road, we had the Government attorney, 
we had the District attorney present with the committee, and 
allagreed upon the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Tennessee. 

i say now, Mr. Speaker, in the interest of fairness and justice 
that we can not adopt the particular amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say a 
word in relation to the argument of my friend from Massachu- 
setts. I have no doubt whatever, of course, about the sincerity 
and honesty of his opinions or motives or of the expression that 
he has given here in opposition to the amendment I have of- 
fered. But Iam as firmly convinced from the lightsI have that 
my amendment should prevail as he is that the amendment 
should be defeated and that of the gentleman from Tennessee 
adopted. And Idesire to call the attention of the Chair and the 
members of this House toastatementthat Mr. Justice Bradley, of 
the Supreme Court of the United States, made in reference to 
this very subject when it was under consideration before that 
court. He said: 


This was’an action brought by the District of Columbia in November, 1899, 
to recover from the Metropolitan Railroad Company the sum of $162,622.52 
The alleged cause of action was work done and materials furnished by the 
plaintifi—that is, the District of Columbia—tr paving streetsand avenues in 
the city of Washington at various times in the years 1871, 1872, 1873, 1874, and 
1875, upon and in consequence of the neglect of the defendant—this railroad 
company—to do said work and furnish said materials in accordance with its 
duty as prescribed by its charter. 


Mr. COX. By its charter? 
Mr. HOPKINS of [llinois. Yes; thatisthe language of Judge 
Bradiey—‘‘ prescribed by its charter.” 
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Now, Mr. Speaker, you will see that this question between the | Mr. HEPBURN. I ask the gentleman from Tennessee to 


District of Columbia and the railroad company has been pend- 
ing for twenty-three years. Twenty-three years ago the com- 
pany declined to go on and make certain improvements as re- 





| 


quired by the authoritiesof the Districtof Columbia. In 1880— | 


or rather I should sa 
against itin the District court here, and a decision was had on 
the merits of the case. The District court overruled the plea 
of the statute of limitations, and the question of want of legal 
notice, and heard the case on its merits. After mature delib- 
eration by that court, giving full consideration to every defense 
that was urged by the company, a judgment for $147,000 was 
rendered against it. 

Now, if the company had been controlled in any degree with 
the spirit of fairness which has been expressed by my friend 
from Massachusetts on the floor to-day, it would twelve or four- 
teen years ago have paid into the treasury of the District of 
Columbia this judgment which was rendered against it. But 
instead of that, it appealed the case to the Supreme Court of 
the United States, and urged the technical defense of the stat- 
ute of limitations. In this decision from which I have read, the 
court ignored the defense on the merits, ignored every question 
of merit, and decided it solely on the statute of limitations. 

Now, this question in 1890and 1891 was again before Congress. 
At that time everything that could be urged in favor of the 
railroad company was presented to Congress, and after mature 
deliberation, by a formal enactment that is now a part of the 
statutes of this country, this railroad oe was required to 

y into the Treasury this judgment rendered against it some 
ourteen years ago, or in case of failure to forfeit its charter. 
What did the company do? Instead of complying with the ex- 
»yressed will of Congress, it again went into the courts of the 

istrict, and to-day is seeking to invalidate this expressed will 
of the Houseand the Senate. NowIsay, Mr. Speaker, that when 
this company comes into this body, as it does to-day, asking for 
an extension of its charter, asking for additional privileges 
that it can not exercise under its present charter, before we 
vote such privileges and such authority we should compel it to 
pay this judgment, as expressed in my amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I hope we can now have 
a vote. I have not spoken upon this amendment to-day. We 
have had speeches upon it heretofore, four weeks ago to-day, 
and two weeks ago to-day. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
HoPkKINs] has made this speech two or three times, and nearly 
every part of it has been controverted by gentlemen of the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia who have examined this 
question from its very foundation to its top. I undertake to say 
that the gentleman has not stated the facts in the cass fairly and 
exactly, in accordance with the equities of it. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Will the gentleman—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Iam not going into a re- 
argument of the question. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. 
what respect my statement is incorrect? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It is incorrect in a num- 
ber of particulars, 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. 
by the record. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
gentleman. He has occupied the floor three or four times to-day. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. That is noreason why you should 
misrepresent me. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I undertake to say that 
the gentleman has not been entirely fair in his statement of the 
case. He says this company has been disputing this debt for 
more than twenty years. That is not correct. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Lliinois. The record shows it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It doesnot show anything 
of the kind. He himself said the suit was begun in 1880. 
work was done in 1872, 1873, 1874, and 1875, and there was no 
suit brought until 1878. This suit that the gentleman describes 
has never been tried upon its merits. There was a trial in the 
court below, in which the court erred in its judgment, not only 
upon the merits of the case, but upon the plea of the statute of 
limitations. The whole question was appealed to the Supreme 
Court of the United States, and that court reversed the court 
below, but only rendered a decision upon the statute of limita- 
tions, because it was not necessary to f° to the pleas touching 
the merits when it found the plea of the statute of limitations 
in favor of the company. Now, Mr. Speaker, without takin 
more time, I move the previous question u this amendment. 

Mr. DUNN. Was there a judgment rendered in the court be- 
low? , 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. We have debated this 
question now three times. We want to get to other District 


Will the gentleman point out in 


I say my statement is borne out 


I decline to yield to the 


matters, and I demand the previous question. 





withhold that motion a moment, to allow me to make a correc- 
tion of a statement that has been reiterated here two or three 
times, as to what the understanding was two weeks ago. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. In reference to that no- 


prior to 1880—a suit was commenced | tice? 


Mr. HEPBURN. Yes. It will only take a moment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That question does not 
arise upon this amendment. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes; but let me make this statement—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I will withdraw my de- 
mand for the previous question, in order to hear the gentleman. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I quote again from the RECORD: 

Mr. CoGSWELL. * * * Now, I understand thereis tobe submitteda prop- 
osition—it was originally suggested by the corporation itself—that jurisdic- 
tion be given to the new court of appeals to consider a case which shall be 
made up, leaving it to that court to determine whether this company owes 
the District anything and if anything how much, and that the amount found 
— the court shall be paid by this company before this legislation takes 

Mr. HEARD. The plea of the statute of limitations being barred and there 
being filed also a written waiver of all rights accruing to the company by 
virtue of the judgment rendered heretofore. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Does that also waive this question of notice? 

Mr. COGSWELL. As [ understand, it does. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Now, if my friend will 
draw an amendment which will be in order after this amend- 
meni is voted on, waiving the notice, there will be no objection 
to it. The gentleman has set himself right. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I only state this in justice to myself, be- 
cause if you had brought in such an amendment as you sug- 
gested I would have felt bound by thatagreement; but you have 
not done it, and therefore I felt at liberty to take the course’ I 
have taken to-day. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I supposed our amend- 
ment covered all the points. I now demand the previous ques- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. RICHARDSON] demands the previous question on the 
amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
ing amendment, not on the substitute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the pending amendment to 
the substitute? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. HEARD. A parliamentar poets: 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HEARD. Isit the amendment of the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. CooMBs] that is now offered? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It is the amendment of 
the gentlemen from Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS]. 

Mr. HEARD. Is it not substantially the same thing? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. HEARD. Is not that offered as a substitute for the sub- 
stitute proposition of the committee? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Substantially, that is the fact. 

Mr. HEARD. erefore, a vote for this substitute disposes 
of the charter. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. If my amendment is adopied it 
requires the company to pay the judgment, and gives it the 
privilege it asks. 

Mr. HEPBURN. And suppose that is voted down, then this 
is a proposition conferring the privileges upon them now. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I am willing to have an 
amendment offered. 

Mr. STORER. Iask that the pending amendment be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the 
Clerk will report the amendment tothe substitute offered by the 
gentleman from Illinois. 

The amendment to the substitute was read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee 
demands the previous question on this amendment. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is on the 
amendment to the substitute offered by the gentleman from Il- 
linois. 

Mr. COOMBS. Wait a moment—I would like to hear it read. 

The SPEAKER prolempore. It has just been read. 

The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair isindoubt. Asmany 
as are in favor of the amendment to the substitute will rise and 
be counted. 

The House in divided; and there were ayes 60, noes 78. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois and Mr. COOMBS. No quorum. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I demand the yeas and 
— 

e 


The 


I demand it on the pend- 


eas and nays were ordered. 
&PEAKER protempore. The Chair will appoint as tellers 
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the gentleman from Tennessee, Mr. RICHARDSON, and the gen- 
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tleman from Illinois, Mr. HOPKINS. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 109, nays 113, 


answered ‘‘ present” 2, and not voting 129; as follows: 
YEAS—109. 


Aitken, Dinsmore, Lane, 
Alderson, Donovan, Latimer, 
Bailey, Dunn, Lawson, 
Baker, Kans. Durborow Layton, 
Baker, N. Hi. English, N. J. Lefever, 
Barnes, Enloe, Lester, 
Bartholdt, Epes, Lucas, 
Barwig, Fyan, Maddox, 
Bell, Tex. Geary, Mallory, 
Berry, Goldzier, Marvin, N. Y. 
Boatner, Grady, McAleer, 
Branch, Hager, McCulloch, 
Breckinridge, Ky Hainer, McDearmon, 
Bretz, Hammond, McGann, 
Broderick, Hare, McKeighan, 
Bryan, Harris, MeMillin, 
Bunn, Hitt, McRae, 
Bynum, Hopkins, I. Mercer, 
Cabaniss, Hopkins, Pa. Moses, 
Cannon, Cal. Houk, Neill, 
Coffeen, Hudson, O'Neill, Mo. 
Coombs, Hunter, Paschal, 
Cooper, Tex. Ikirt, Payne, 
Davey. Johnson, N. Dak. Pearson, 
Davis, Kem, Pendleton, Tex. 
De Armond, Kilgore, Pendleton, W.Va. 
De Forest, Kribbs, Pigott, 
Denson, Kyle, Quigg, 
NAYS—113. 
Abbott, Covert, Jones, 
Alexander, Cox, Kiefer, 
Avery, Crain, Lapham, 
Babcock, Curtis, Kans. Livingston, 
Bankhead, Curtis, N. Y. Loud, 
Belden, Doliiver, Loudeuslager, 
Bingham, Doolittle, Maguire, 
Black, Ga. Dunphy, Mahon, 
Blair, Ellis, Ky. Marsh, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Ellis, Oregon Martin, Ind. 
Brookshire, Erdman, McCall, 
Bundy, Everett, McCreary, Ky. 
Cadmus, Funk, McDannold, 
Caldwell, Gardner, McDowell, 
Caminetti, Gear, McKaig, 
Campbell, Geissenhainer, McNagny, 
Cannon, Il Gillett, Mass. Meredith, 
Caruth, Gresham, Milliken, 
Catchings, Grout, Money, 
Causey, Harmer, Montgomery, 
Clark, Mo. Haugen, Northway, 
Cobb, Ala. Hayes, O'Neil, Mass. 
Cockran, Heard, Page, 
Cockrell, Hermann, Patterson, 
Cogswell, Hooker, Miss. Paynter, 
Compton, Hulick, Perkins, 
Conn. Hutcheson, Pickler, 
Cooper, Fla. Izlar. Post, 
Cooper, Wis. Johnson, Ind. Randall, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT ”"’—2. 
Dalzell, Shaw. 
NOT VOTING—129. 
Adams, Ky. Cummings, Holman. 
Adams, Pa. Daniels, Hooker, N. Y. 
Aldrich, Dingley, Hull, 
Allen, Dockery, Johnson, Ohio 
Apsley, Draper, Lacey, 
Arnold, Edmunds, Linton, 
Baldwin, English, Cal. Lisle, 
Bartlett, Fielder. Lockwood, 
Bell, Colo. Fithian, Lynch, 
Beltzhoover, Fletcher, agner, 
Black, Il. Forman, Marshall, 
Bland, Funston, McCleary, Minn. 
Boen, Gillet, N. Y. McEttrick, 
Boutelle, Goodnight, McLaurin, 
Bower, N.C. Gorman, Meiklejohn, 
Bowers, Cal. Graham, Meyer, 
Brattan, Griffin, Moon, 
Brickner, Grosvenor, Morgan, 
Brosius, Grow, Morse, 
Brown, Haines, Murray, 
Burnes, Hall, Minn. Mutchler, 
Burrows, Hall, Mo. Newlands, 
Capehart, Harter, Oates, 
Chickering, Hartman, Outhwaite, 
Childs, Hatch, Pence, 
Clancy, Heiner, Phillips, 
Clarke, Ala. Henderson, Ill. Powers, 
Cobb, Mo. Henderson,Iowa Price, 
Cooper, Ind. Henderson,N.C Ray, 
Cornish, Hendrix, Rayner, 
Cousins, Hepburn, Robinson, Pa. 
Crawford, Hicks, Rusk, 
Culberson, Hines, Ryan, 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 


leagues, Messrs. MORGAN, HATCH, and others, be excused on 

account of their attending the funeral of Maj. Frank Nesbitt. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ansas. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the gentle- 


Mr. CURTIS of 


Reilly, 
Richards, Ohio 
Richardson, Mich. 
Ritchie, 
Robertson, La. 
Russell, Conn. 
Russell, Ga. 
Sayers, 

Sipe, 

Somers, 
Stallings, 
Storer, 

Strait, 
Talbert, S. C, 
Tate, 

Terry- 

Turner, Ga. 
Turner, Va. 
Updegraf, 
Warner, 
Weadock, 
Whiting, 
Williams, Il. 
Williams, Miss. 
Woomer. 


Reed, 
Reyburn, 
Richardson, Tenn. 
Robbins, 
Scranton, 
Shell, 
Sperry, 
Stephenson, 
Stone, W. A, 
Stone, Ky. 
Strong, 
Sweet, 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Tracey, 
Tucker, 
Tyler, 


VanVoorhis, Ohio 


Walker, 
Washington, 
Waugh, 
Wever, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Wilson, Ohio 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wise. 

Wright, Mass. 


Schermerhorn, 
Settle, 
Sherman, 
Sibley, 
Sickles, 
Simpson, 
Smith, 
Snodgrass, 
Springer, 
Stevens. 
Stockdale, 
Stone,C. W. 
Straus, 
Swanson, 
Talbott, Md. 
Tarsney, 
Tawney, 
Taylor, Ind. 
Thomas, 
Turpin, 


Van Voorhis, N, Y. 


Wadswort h, 


Wheeler, Lil. 
White, 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Wolverton, 
Woodard. 
Wright, Pa. 


Mr. Speaker, I ask that my col- 


a 
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man from Montana, Mr. HARTMAN, be excused, on account of 
sickness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BURROWS. I think the Clerk read a pair this morn- 
ing between the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. OUTHWAIT®, and 
myself, 

The SPEAKER pro te mpore. 
additional pairs. 

Mr. BURROWS. 
vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without object ion the gentle- 
man from Michigan will be permitted to withdraw his vote. 

There was no objection. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

For the rest of the day: 

Mr. DOCKERY with Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. Lock woop with Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. 

Mr. MUTCHLER with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. STQCKDALE with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina with Mr. Ray. 

Mr. EDMUNDS with Mr. Lacey, on this vote. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. [ask fora recapitulation ol the 
vote. 

The SPEAKER pyro tempore. This isa very close vote, and 
the Chair asks that the House be in order, that members may 
know how they are recorded. 

The Clerk recapitulated the vote as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER protempore. On this question the yeas are 
109, and the nays are 113. Thenays haveit, and theamendment 
is disagreed to. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 
offer an amendment to the substitute. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

On line 13 of the substitute, after the word ‘“‘limitation,"’ insert the follow 
ing language: ‘Or plea of failure of notice to said company of any act re 
quired of it.” 

Line 13, after the word “ case,’ insert the following language: *‘ Assuming 
that due and proper notice has been given to said companyof al! acts re 
quired in the premises.”’ 

Line 32, page 4, after the word “limitation,” insert the following language 
“And from want of notice as hereinbefore provided." 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I do not object to that 
amendment, Mr. Speaker,and now I move the previous question 
on the bill and amendments. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr.Speaker,I wish tooffer an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. The understanding was that we 
should have an opportunity to perfect the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I do not desire to take 
advantage of any gentleman. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Ten 
nessee withdraw the demand for the previous question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I do. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a par- 
liamentaryinquiry. Wouldit be in order to haveall the “ under- 
standings” that seem to have been agreed upon by certain gen- 
tlemen sent up and’ read at the Clerk's desk, so that we might 
all understand them? 

The SPEAKER pyro tempore. 
quiry. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an 
amendment as a new section. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Src. 4. That on and after one year from the approval of this act the Met- 
ropolitan Railroad Company shall pay to the District of Columbia, in addi- 
tion to all other taxes now required to be paid by said company, an annual 
tax of 8500 for each and every car operated by horses on any line owned or 
controlled by the said company. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the pending section. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. [f 
ing section. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It can be offered as a proviso. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. On reflection, Mr. Speaker,! prefer to 
give notice that I shall offer it as an additional section, because 
it will come in much better in that way than by being tacked on 
as an amendment to section 3. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee 
withdraws his amendment for the present, and the question is 
on the amendment of the gentleman from New Hampshire. 

Theamendmentof Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire wasagreed to. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
section? 

Mr. HEPBURN. No, sir: as an additional section. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to section 3. 


The Clerk will announce the 


If I am paired I desire to withdraw my 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to 


That is not a parliamentary in- 


This is not an amendment to 


will offer it as a proviso to the pend- 


As an amendment to the third 
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The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 3, line 28, after the word “ that,” strike out the words “this act shall 
not take affect until,’’ and insert the word “ unless.” 

Page 4, after the word “case,” in line 35, insert “within thirty days after 
the spproval of this act, thon all rights granted to said company by this 
Congress shall cease and be determined.” 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
that, Mr. Speaker. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The substitute as amended was then adopted. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I offer my amend- 
ment to come in as an additional section of the bill. 

The amendment was again read, as above printed. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I wish to make just one statement in 
regard to this amendment. It is offered simply toinsure action 
in good faith on the part of the company in carrying out the 
work for which authority is given by thisact. It provides that 
if they do not make the change of motive power within twelve 
months, they shall be fined $500 a year for every car that they 
continue to operate by horses. I asi for a vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
this amendment offered as an additional section. 

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected; there 
being—ayes 35, noes 52. p 

Mr. HEPBURN. I offer asan additional section the provision 
which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as foliows: 

Sxco, 4. That the District Commissioners shall have power to permit the 
use of the tracks of the Metropolitan Railroad Company by other railroad 
companies in the said District upon such termsand conditions as Com- 
missioners shall deem just, to the end that the greater convenience of the 
public may be snbserved without the duplication or unnecessary increase of 
railroad tracks in the business and residence portions of the cities of Wash- 
ington and Georgetown. If either party is dissatisfied with the compensa- 
tion for such use so fixed by the Commissioners, the compensation may be 
en by the district court of the United States for the District of Co- 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, under the practice which has now 

revailed for some years, wherever Congress grants a charter 

or a street raiiroad, that charter invariably contains a provi- 
sion that where the lineof road thusauthorized to be constructed 
coincides with that of any other company the two companies 
shall use the same tracks. But here is a pro tion to legis- 
late ina general way that the District Commissioners shall have 
the power to give the use of the track of this company to an 
company at any time. Now, I submit that in view of the uni- 
form practice of Congress on this subject the gentleman from 
Towa |[Mr. HEPBURN] ought not to ask the enactment of a pro- 
vision the direct effect of which (whatever may be its object) 
will be, [ think, to impair seriously the credit of the company 
against which this legislation is directed. 

With such a provision held over this Metropolitan Company 
no one can calculate as to the probable receipts from the opera- 
tion of this road, because it can not be known how much the 
business of the road may be interfered with by the granting to 
other companies permission to use its tracks. 

For ten years at least, to my knowledge, it has been the prac- 
tice of Congress in chartering new lines to provide that the 
tracks wherever they coincided with those of another company 
might be used by the two companies in common under a proper 
arrangement as to compensation. It seems to me this matter 
as it is now left in the handsof Congress, issufficiently provided 
for; and that while entrusted to Congress it is in better hands 
than if the power were given in this way to the District 
Commissioners. I believe that the right should remain with 
Congress to say what shall be the route of a road which is tobe 
chartered and what shall be its rights with reference to the 
streets of the city. It seems to-me that the nt course of 
legislation on this subject is broad enough and fair enough. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, the suggestion of the gentle- 
man from Missouri |Mr. HEARD] applies only to the new com- 
panies. Why not extend a similar provision to these old compa- 
nies? If a new company is chartered, as the = says, a 
provision is inserted in its charter thatits track shall be used—— 

Mr. HEARD. My friend does not understand me. I say it is 
the practice of Congress, and has been ever since I have been a 
member, that where the line ofa new company which Congress 
charters coincides with thatof an company, the new 
company is allowed the right, under reasonable a to 
use the track of the existing er eS last two 
Congresses we have passed probably adozen permitting 
the tracks of one company to be used by another, and three or 
four of themapplied to the tracks of the etropolitan ae: 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Spoaker, I will state the object that I 
hope te accomplish by thisamendment. Here arece streets 
within the limits of the city upon which car linesare now —- 
ated. There are suburban roads connecting with these . 


There is no objection to 


Under the present system every passenger upon one of these 
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suburban roads must change cars when he gets tothe city limits. 
He not only pays an additional charge for transportation, but, 
no matter how inclement the weather may be, he must change 
cars; and oftentimes the connections are by no means close. 

Now, I think it would be only fair to require all these roads to 
carry the cars of connecting lines, corresponding with the man- 
ner in which we require the general commerce of the country 
to be conducted. I would not withhold proper compensation. 
I have no hesitation in saying that each company should be com- 
pensated for every new servitude that is put upon its road; but 
with this provision for compensation [ see no reason why this 
system should not be adopted. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam not familiar with this subject, and there- 
fore I would like to ask this question: Would there not be diffi- 
culty in permitting the cars of asuburban road propelled by 
horse power to use the tracks of a line within the city propelled 
by electricity? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Of course it would not be applicable in a 
case of that kind, and the Commissioners certainly would not 
permit such a thing to be done. It would be destructive to the 
electric roads. 

Mr. BLAIR. But is it not true that the suburban cars are all 
drawn by horses? 

Mr. HEPBURN. No: on the contrary, so far asIam aware, 
none of them are. - Electricity is the motive power on all, so far 
as Lknow, of the suburban roads, just the same that we expect to 
have on this road. 

Mr. BLAIR. You should provide, then, that the motive 
power is the same in each case. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think this is sufficiently explicit as it is; 
but if the gentleman wishes to offer an amendment of that kind 
I shall not object to it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. If my friend from Iowa 
will indulge me for a moment I think I may be able to satisfy 
him that the amendment of the gentleman should not prevail, 
and for this reason: The amendment proposes to leave the mat- 
ter of regulating the running of other cars on the tracks of this 
road to the Commissioners. There is no other line connecting 
with this one at present, no suburban road. I am in sympathy 
with the general object the gentleman has in view, but I do not 
think he will be able to accomplish it in this manner. 

Mr. HEPBURN. If this amendment should prevail you will 
J I think, that proper connections will soon be made with these 
roads. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. But thatcan only be done 
by act of Congress. The District Commissioners could not give 
that consent; and if the Metropolitan road and the surburban 
roads desire to extend their tracks so asto make such aconnec- 
tion they can not do it merely by the act of the Commissioners. 
They must come to Congress and get the right to occupy the 
streets for such purpose; and when they do come and ask per- 
mission to come into the city by any of our streets or avenues 
we have a right to make them come on the tracks of any other 
line we choose to give them authority to use. But this amend- 
ment would be futile, because the District Commissioners have 
no power to regulate or provide for the construction of new 


roads. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think every road that has been chartered 
has been given authority to make the necessary turn-outs and 
connections. Now, I know of one road that certainly crosses 
three or four other street railroads in thiscity, and I think there 
is no question but that road would make connection with this 
one under the present legislation. 

Congress has theright to compel this road or any of the others 
to carry the cars of connecting lines over its tracks. Of course 
I do not want it done without compensation, but I take it that 
the purpose of this character of legislation is to accommodate 
the people of the District of Columbia and that we should enact 
legislation in their interest rather than in the interest of the 
corporations. 

I am not averse to oe oe interest of the corporations, 
but I do not want it cone to the disparagement of the interest of 
the citizens. I think our first duty is to legislate in their be- 
half; and I can see no reason why this company should not be 
required to allow other lines on making compensation for the 
service to run their cars over its tracks. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I submitif om makea law 
applicable alone to this line, it would be an act of injustice to it 
as compared to the others. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Iam perfectly willing that my friend from 
Tennessee shall offer an amendment to the amendment making 
it applicable to all the others. 

r. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I suggest to the gentle- 
man that I am in with him, in a measure, in mat- 
ter, and if he will introduce a bill the Committee on the District 
of Columbia can report it in a week, 2nd we can taka it up on the 
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next District day—a general bill providing for a system of trans- 
fers applicable to all of these roads. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I should be very glad to avail myself of the 
services of the gentleman from Tennessee in securing such leg- 
islation, but now as we are providing legislation, and have an 
opportunity to do what is right to the people here—when there 
is no possible question of the right to do it, for here is a road 
seeking privileges—if we put this provision on this road there 
will be no question to litigate about hereafter. Let us do it 
now, and [ will assist the gentleman in securing the enactment 
of the general legislation he says is possible at a later date. 

Mr.MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend the amendment 
of the gentleman from lowa. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided further, That the provisions of this section shall apply to all 
street railway companies now or hereafter operating within the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Thatwill accomplish the end I have in view. 
T accept that amendment. 

The question being taken on theamendment of Mr. HEPBURN, 
as modified, it was adopted. 

The section as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I now move the previous 
——- on the engrossment, third reading, and passage of the 

ill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Pending that I wish to offer 
an a:nendment to recommit the bill with instructions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion is not in order at 
this moment. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
read the rule in that connection? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Itwill bein order pending ade- 
mand for the previous question, or after the previous question 
is ordered on the passage of the bill. The Chair will recognize 
the gentleman later to submit his motion. 

The question now is on the demand for the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of 
which the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time, and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time. 

The question recurred on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I now move torecommitthe 
bill with the following instructions: 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Recommit with instructions to report a general billapplicable to all street 
railway rations seeking franchises, renewal of franchises, extension of 
franchises, increase of franchises, or amendment of charters, —— for 
the sale at public auction for terms of yearsto the highest bidders, after due 
advertisement of all sueh street railway franchises, to be hereafter exercised 
within the District, subject to provisions for existing equities. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I make the point of order 
against the motion to recommit, that it would not be in order as 
an amendment, and therefore can not be in order as a motion to 
recommit. ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. WILLIAMs] desire to be heard on the point of or- 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I desire to submit the ques- 
tion to the considerationoftheChair. I think it isin order, and 
T do not know why it is not. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks it is not in 
order to amend a private bill by a general proposition. The 
Chair therefore holds that this motion to recommit is not in or- 
der. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
mane to the bill. 

The SPEAKER)pro tempore. 
bill pass? 

The question being taken, the Speaker pro tempore announced 
that the ayes seemed to have it. 

On a division (demanded by Mr. CoomBs), there were—ayes 
111, noes 28. 

Accordingly, the bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, a motion to re- 
consider the last vote was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The amendment to the amend- 


Will the Chair allow me to 


It seems to me that itis ger- 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, | 


announced that the Senate had passed billsand joint resolutions 
of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House 
was requested: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 66) providing additional clerical foree 
for the Librarian of Congress. 

A bill (S. 1526) for the relief of Henry Halteman. 

Joint resolution (S, R.77) providing for the placing of a tab- 
let upon the to commemorate the laying of the corner 
stone of the bu: g, September 18, 1793. 


The question now is, Shall the | 
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The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment the bill (H. R. 3713) to provide for the division 
of the eastern district of Michigan into the northern and south- 
ern divisions, and for holding the circuit and district courts of 


the United States therein, and for other purposes. 
GAMBLIN iN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the bill H.R. 


6109, for which the committee desire to offer as a substitute the 

bill H. R. 6725. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
reported. 
Mr. HEARD. Idesire to ask unanimous 

tute the bill H. R. 6725 for the bill H. R. 6109. 

Mr. BURROWS. Let us have the original bill read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the origi- 
nal bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (Hf. R.6108) to amend an act approved January 31, 1883, entitled “ An 
act to more effectually suppress gambling in the District of Columbia."’ 
Beit enacted, ete., That the provisions of the act of Congress approved the 

3ist day of January, 1883, entitled “An act to more effectually suppress 

gambling in the District of Columbia,” shall not apply to bookmaking at 
the spring and fall meetings of any jockey club or other racing association 
conducted beyond three-fourths of one mile from the limits of the cities of 

Washington and Georgetown: Provided, however, That such meetings occur 

between the Ist day of March and the 15th day of December, and do not ex- 

ceed the period of eighteen days each. 


The SPEAKER. For this bill the gentleman from Missouri 
desires to offer a substitute. 

Mr. HEARD. I desire in the name of the Committee on the 
District of Columbia to ask unanimous consent to offer as a sub- 
stitute for the bill which has just been read the bill H. R. 6725. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has a right to offer a sub- 
stitute. The Clerk will report the substitute which the gentle- 
man from Missouri offers for the bill which has just been read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the provisions of the act of Congress approved the 
3ist day of January, 1883, being a 40 of the laws of the second session 
of the Forty-seventh Congress, shall not apply to bookmaking at any regu- 
lar meeting of any jockey club or racing association in the District of Co- 
lumbia conducted on mile tracks and beyond three-fourths of a mile from 
the limits of the cities of Washington and Georgetown, and between tho Ist 
day of Apriland the 30th day of November; said club or association to be 
limited to one spring or summer meeting and one fall meeting of not more 
than eighteen days each in any one year. 

Sec. 2. That all laws or parts of laws inconsistent with this act are hereby 
repealed. 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN] 
offer an amendment to the substitute? 

Mr. CRAIN. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN] of- 
fers the following amendment to the substitute, which the Clerk 
will report: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after the word “ of” in line 7, of section 1, the following words: 

‘The Brightwood Driving Cinb, at Brightwood, or;’’ so that it will read 

“At any regular meeting of The Brightwood Driving Club, at Brightwood, 


The bill H. R. 6109 must be first 


consent to substi- 


| or any jockey club or racing association, etc.” 


The SPEAKER. The question is upon the amendment. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I suppose this matter is open 
for general debate yet? 

The SPEAKER. [If any gentleman desires to speak, of course. 

Mr. BURROWS. I oe the gentleman from Missouri 
{Mr. HEARD] will explain how this bill moreeffectually prevents 
gambling in the District. It will not take more than a minute, 
I suppose. 

Mr. CRAIN. In respect to the amendment I have offered, I 
have only to say that the Brightwood Driving Club has been in 
existence for forty-five years. Its track is a half-mile track. I 
have submitted the amendment to the chairman of the committee, 
and also to the gentleman whom I suppose to have charge of the 
bill, and it is acceptable tothem. Therefore I presume, if the 


| bili itself is passed, this amendment will be acceptable to the 


House. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, | desire to state to my friend 
from Michigan [Mr. BuRROws] that the changes made by this 
proposed legislation are to shorten the time in which racing may 
be carried on, and to limit it to mile tracks. Those are the two 
substantial changes proposed in the bill. Withreference tothe 
pending bill, some of the newspapers in the city have published 
editorial statements to the effect that the bill would allow rac- 
ing at any time during the whole year. The purpose of the 
clubs interested is not to authorize racing at any and all times 
of the season, but for a pericd not exceeding eighteen days on 
any one track during any one year. 

Mr. BURROWS. Is there anything in the law now prevent- 
ing racing on the track? 
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Mr. HEARD. I will yield to the gentleman from Iowa to ex- 
plain the bill, as he is more familiar with the subject than I am. 

Mr. BURROWS. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Iowa if there is anything in the law now to prevent racing horses 
on the track? 

Mr. HAYES. [ think not. 

Mr. BURROWS. Then what is the object of the bill? 

Mr. HAYES. I will explain that. 

In 1883 Congress passed a law in regard to gambling, and I 
think that if anybody will fairly construe the law that they 
passed at that time they will find it was not intended in anywise 
to reach legitimate racing or have any reference to it, and I 
will read that law: 


That every person who shall in the District of Columbia set up or keep 
any gambling table, or any house, vessel, or place on land or water for the 
penpone of gaming, or gambling device commonly called A. B, C., faro bank, 

1, O., roulette, equality, keno, thimbles, or ‘little joker,” or any kind of 
gambling table or gambling device adapted, devised, and designed for the 

urpose of playing any game of chance for money or property, or who shall 
nduce, entice, or permit any person to bet or play at or upon any such gam- 
ing table or gambling device, or on the side or against the me thereof, 
shall, on conviction, be adjudged guilty of a misdemeanor, and shail be pun- 
ished by imprisonment for a term of not more than ten years. 


Now, I think that it must be perfectly apparent to every one 
that this was not in anyway aimed at legitimate horse racing or 
ossibly, for that matter, at any other kind. But along about 
n 1891 there got to be a great deal of abuse and nuisance here 
in the city, growing out of pool rooms not connected, however, 
with the racing in the District, or at least with not that idea or 
purpose, but for the purpose of engaging in the pool business 
upon races conducted upon tracks all over the United States. 
The act of that year grew out of the evil of these pool rooms, 
conducted in relation to races all over the country, and not only 
in regard to racing, but also as to baseball and every kind of 
amusement and sport, for that matter. 

It was therefore found essential to pass another law to make 
clear the intent of the law. The intent and object of this law is 
to do precisely what this present law was intended to do: and 
any one who hears this law read will see that that was the ob- 
ject and that there was no intention by Congress to pass the law 
different in substance from what is now sought to bedone. That 
law passed in 1891 reads as follows, and it is the law to-day: 


That it shall be unlawful for any person or association of persons in the 
cities of Washington and Georgetown, in the District of Columbia, or within 
said District within 1 mile of the boundaries of said cities, to bet, gamble, or 
make books or pools on the result of any trotting race or running race of 
horses, or boat race, or race of any kind, or on any electionor any contest of 
any kind, or game of baseball. 


{t will be seen that this does poannany what, or at least it was 
the intention to do precisely what is desired to do now—to fix 
the limit within which these lrooms and gambling places 
should be, and to state where they could be conducted, if at all, 
so far as the racing and baseball were concerned in the District 
of Columbia, but it was not the intention to in anywise limit the 
legitimate races or the making of books upon those races out- 
side the cities of Washington and Georgetown and in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. Now, so far as this last law is concerned, I 
am informed that it met the approval of President Harrison, 
that it was made by his advice, that it was ae by him, he 
having just previous to that vetoed a bill which he did not con- 
sider a proper one, in thatit drew distinctions and simply excepted 
or designated a single association; in other words, t it was 
class legislation. At least this law met his ons and Iam 
advised it was suggested by him, if not actually drawn by him. 

Now, the simple fact is, that the courts have given a construc- 
tion to thatact which I do not believe isacorrect one. I believe 
they violated the plain provision of the first statute that I read 
insaying that it applies to horse races. I believe they violate 
the plain provision of the last act when they say that it does not 
make an exception of horse-racing. The ground upon which 
they put it is that, while it says certain things, it does not re- 
peal any provision in the first section, and that does apply to 

orse-racing; but it would be very much better, instead of so con- 
struing the act of Congress so as to change the idea of Con- 
gress, to consult and carry out the intent of Congress which was 
evident in the of those two laws. Now, then, the two 
associations that desire this legislation in this District are com- 
posed of the very best men in it. 

The Commissioners of the District entirely approve the legis- 
lation, and I have letters here on file directed to the committee 
so showing. The people in the localities where the tracks are 
situated have presented a petition signed by 250 persons, and, as 
I understand, they are very reenee citizens and comprise the 
best men of Bennings, where the track is. The pressof the city, 


or at least the Post—I can not speak for the others, as I have not 
read them—approves and desires it. The people want it; and it 
is not for the encouragement of gambling. It makes no change 
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in the existing law except to show that this provision hereto- 
fore enacted was not intended to reach any such thing as horse- 
racing and did not apply to it; and it affirmatively says nothing 
in regard to what would be legal and right or otherwise in re- 
gard to horse-racing or anything of the kind. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Will the gentleman permit 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HAYES. Certainly. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Now, as I understand you, all 
you are sceking is that there shall be two race meetings allowed 
each year. 

Mr. HAYES. In the spring and the fall. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. And that they shall be limited 
to eighteen days? 

Mr. HAYES. Yes; eighteen days at each meeting. 

: ame WILSON of Washington. Eighteen days, spring and 
all? 

Mr. BURROWS. Now, can not you run horses for eighteen 
days without this legislation? 

Mr. HAYES. Iwill say in reply to that, that the courts of 
the District 

Mr. BURROWS. Never mind the courts. 
the races without this legislation? 

Mr. HAYES. According to the courts, no. According to my 
own judgment of the law, yes. This bill is simply intended to 
put the matter beyond controversy. 

Mr. BURROWS. I donot think my friend quite understands 
my question. Suppose you do not modify the law, is there any- 
we to hinder having horse racing for the periods here speci- 
fied? 

Mr. HAYES. Only as TI say. 

Mr. BURROWS. How? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. If it is a good thing at the seasons 
provided in this bill; why not have it in winter also? 

Mr. HAYES. Oh, because it would be likely to iead to abuses 
if it were permitted generally. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 
There is now a prohibition, is there not, against bookmaking 
and gambling of all kinds in this District? 

Mr. HAYES. In the cities of Georgetown and Washington 
and up to a limit of one mile, yes, 

Mr. COCKRAN. And this bill is for the purpose of allowing 
gambling in certain spots in the District, is it not? 

Mr. HAYES. Notatall. It is simply to leave it where it 
was before, and where it was evidently intended to be left by 
the law of 1891, but where, by reason of a failure in that act to 
provide for any repeal or modification of preéxisting laws, the 
courts have held that it is not left. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Without reference to what the courts may 
or may not have held, what I want to knowis whether the prac- 
tical effect of this bill will not be to allow bookmaking and 

l selling for a certain number of days at certain tracks in 
this Districf. 

Mr. HAYES. It is simply intended to say that a law passed 
in 1883 shall not apply to it. Whether it would apply or not is 
a question about which there may be some dispute. 

Mr. COCKRAN. But you do not propose to create a dispute 
by re legislation? 

r. 
dis 





Can you not have 


HAYES. No, sir. 


ute. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Consequently your legislation is intended 
to make it clear that bookmaking and poo! selling will be per- 
mitted at certain times in the year on certain tracksin this Dis- 
trict. 

Mr. HAYES. No pool selling. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Well, bookmaking. 

Mr. HAYES. The simple purpose of this bill is to give ef- 
fect to the law of 1891, just as it reads and as it was intended to 
operate, although the courts have construed it otherwise, b 
reason, as I understand, of the failure of words of repeal or modi- 
fication of preéxisting law. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Apart from the act of 1891 or the action of 
the courts, or any other action. 

The practical effect of this proposed legislation is intended to 
be to permit bookmaking atcertain tracks in this District within 
certain periods ofeach year? 

Mr. HAYES. No, sir. Outside of these two laws it would 
stand just as it stands under the common law. 

Mr. COCKRAN, But, taking those two laws into account, 
how is it? The purpose of this proposed legislation is not to re- 
vive the common law, is it? Because if that were the object 
there would not be any mention of the number of days. Every 
day is alike in the eye of the common law, is it not? 

Mr. HAYES. I —— 80. : 

Mr. COCKRAN. msequently, when you propose to allow 
bookmaking for a certain number of days during the year at cer- 


We propose to put the matter beyond 
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tain special tracks, the object of your legislation must be to give 
special privileges? 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. 
Caner) 

Mr. HAYES. There is no connection, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr.CAMPBELL. Will my colleague yield to me? 

Mr. COCKRAN. Certainly I will. I want to get light, and 
now I shall get it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Yes, you will get ney more than you 
expect. Mr. Speaker, as I understand this bill, it is precisely 
the same as the Ives pool bill which now stands upon the statute 
book of the State of New York. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Yes, it is; and that is the reason I am ask- 
ing these questions about it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. And I want to say that that law gives 
universal satisfaction to the best class of people in our city. 
{Laughter.] 

Mr, GEAR. 
RAN] himself? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 
The gentleman has never objected to it before. 

Mr. COCKRAN. I have always objected. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. No, you have not. That law gives satis- 
faction to the Sheepshead Bay race track, to the Coney Island 
race track, to the Jerome Park race track, and to all the best 
tracks in the State of New York, and I have never yet heard of 
any person or persons express a desire for repealing that law. 

Mr. HAYES. I will ask whether the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. COCKRAN] has got all the answer he desired? 

Mr. COCKRAN. Ihave obtained a great deal of additional 
light; and [ would like to know whether the gentleman accepts 
these explanations as showing the character of this bill? 

Mr. HAYES. I do not know anything about the Ives pool 
law or any such matters in the State of New York. I do not 
know whether the gentleman approves such a measure or not. 
I do not deny what the gentleman says, for I do not know any- 
thing about those matters. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Mr. Speaker, as I understand the purpose 
of this legislation it is to give certain privileges in the way of 
gambling to certain race tracks. Now,I have not any objec- 
tion myself—at least none that I care to discuss now—to the 
general principle of bookmaking, but I never could recognize 
the propriety of allowing persons to make bets upon one spot, 
treating bookmaking in that place as the legitimate exercise 
of a commercial instinct, while making it felony to do the same 
thing within a stone’s throw of that spot. The Ives pool law in 
New York has legalized poo! sellingand bookmaking on certain 
race tracks, and my colleague [Mr. CAMPBELL] says that law is 
highly approved by the Coney Island race track, the Jerome 
Park race track, and every other race track in New York—— 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Of good reputation. 

Mr.COCKRAN. Yes; every race track ‘‘of good reputation.” 
I will add that; and I may say that I know of no race track that 
is not ‘‘of good reputation:” they are ‘all, all honorable” race 
tracks! [Laughter.] 

But I do know that the Ives pool lawof the Stateof New York 
is a measure of doubtful constitutionality. I[tisameasure which 
the race tracks have never yet been willing to submit to the ar- 
bitrament of a court. I do say that it is repugnant to the sense 
of justice of every person whose conception of law is based on 
the principles of Anglo-Saxon jurisprudence, to find that a thing 
which is made felony by the law in one spot is made innocent in 
another. I do know that men have been arrested in the city of 
New York for registering a bet, and for that act have been ex- 
posed to the pains and penalties of felony when they could have 
recorded the same bet within three-quarters of a mile of where 
they stood and have defied the law, or at least have secured ex- 
emption from its operations. 

In this matter, as in reference toother propositions to change 
our statutes, I stand upon the principle of the absolute equality 
before the law of all citizens everywhere. 

If it be proper to bet at Bennings, it is equally proper to bet 
on Capitol Hill. If it be proper to make betting a felony inthis 
District, I do not recognize the right of Congress to license fel- 
ony anywhere, and I protest emphatically against a measure 
which enables a private corporation to license felony. This 
measure allows me, if I pay admission to a race track, to indulge 
in the luxury of betting, and in the freest exercise of the bet- 
ting instinct. I am opposed to granting to a institution or 
corporation or individual any license or privilege or exemp- 
tion under the criminal law which can not be extended equally 
to all other citizens. For that reason I hope this measure will 
not prevail. [Applause.|] 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to enter into any 
controversy as to what may have taken place in the State of 
New York under any law of this kind, for I do not know any- 


I object to the question as leading. 


Including the gentleman’s colleague [Mr. COCK- 


Yes, including the gentleman himself. 
[Laughter.] 
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thing about the matter. Neither do I care to dwell upon the 
reasons which I have stated why I think this bill ought to pass. 
I do, however, want to deny emphatically and entirely the prop- 
osition of the gentleman from New York [Mr. COCKRAN] that 
there ought to be any particular ‘free trade” in bookmaking 
or that it might not be deleterious in one place while it would 
be in another. 

In other words, I can very well imagine that it might be to the 
detrimentof public morals and against the interests of the people 
of the city of Washington to ailow bookmaking or pool selling 
generally in the District; whereas it might be entirely harmless 
and only an incident of legitimate racing, an incident to the 
legitimate racing of horses of high blood, to allow such things 
for a few specified days uponsome race track outside of the city 
limits and away from the great bulk of population. And asthe 
gentleman from Washington |Mr. WILSON] suggests, it is the 
custom all over the country to recognize by law such a distinc- 
tion. That is the way that the Legislatures of the States are 
generally dealing with this question. They are minimizing the 
evils of gambling while at the same time not striking a blow at 
the great industry of raising blooded horses. 

Mr. QUIGG. Has the gentleman from New York | Mr. CAMP- 
BELL] correctly stated what you intend to accomplish by this bill? 

Mr. HAYES. Well, the gentleman has stated so much that 
I do not know that I can answer the question. I have tried to 
answer all of the objections that have been raised. 

Mr. QUIGG. Why is it, let me ask, that you seem to be so 
reluctant to say what the bill really is? 

Mr. HAYES. Well, that is simply the result of your not un- 
derstanding what I have said, and not from any reluctance on 
my part to state the object of the bill. 

Mr. QUIGG. Is that so? 

Mr. HAYES. Ihave stated time and time again just what 
the result will be if the bill is adopted; I have stated the reasons 
back of it, the interests that exist in the District calling for this 
action, and the wishés of the citizens of the District who desire 
the amendment to be adopted. x 

Mr. QUIGG. Precisely; and you stated also, if I understood 
you correctly, that there was something in the law according 
to the courts which prohibited eighteen days of horse racing in 
this District. 

Mr. HAYES. If you understood me so you understood me 
incorrectly, or else I failed to make myself understood. 

Mr. QUIGG. Is it eighteen days of gambling or eighteen 
days of horse racing? 

Mr. HAYES. Eighteen days of horse raving. 

Mr. COCKRAN, Will the gentleman accept an amendment 
providing for eighteen days’ horse racing and striking out «ll of 
the restof the gambling paraphernalia? 

Mr. HAYES. There is no gambling 
it to be stricken out. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Would the gentleman object to making it 
distinct and clear that it isa permission to have horse racing for 
eighteen days in theyear? 

Mr. HAYES. That is simply a desire to get away from the 
question. I do not care to occupy the time of the House in go- 
ing over the ground again. Gentlemen are trying to get away 
from the only question presented. 

Mr. QUIGG. Is not the gentleman himself 
from it? 

Mr. HAYES. No, sir. I have explained clearly and fully the 
reason, if gentlemen had listened to it, for this enactment. I 
have stated the construction put upon it by the courts, and called 
attention to what was desired to be done. What they desire to 
do in that regard is simply to have the privilege of two tracks 
in the District of Columbiaon which they may conduct eighteen 
days of fall and spring racing with the ordinary and usual ac- 
companiments, whatever you may choose to call them, that 
take place on such occasions. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from lowa 
seems to have some difficulty in explaining the real purposes of 
the bill. I holdin my hand the views of the minority of the 
committee, as expressed in the Senate on this bill, and I ask 
that the Clerk shall read it. 

Mr. HEARD. That is not this bill. 

Mr. BURROWS. No: but the only change is in the title of 
the bill, to more effectually suppress gambling in the District of 
Columbia. That is the Senate bill. I ask the Clerk to read 
the report of the minority. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


VIEWS OF THE MINORITY. 


The undersigned, a minority of the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, beg leave to respectfully dissent from the favorable report on the bill 
(S. 1680) ‘‘to more effectually suppress gambling in the District of Colum- 
bia,’’ for the following reasons: 

On the 3ist day of January, 1883, an act was approved which provides 

“That every person who shall in the District of Columbia set up or keep 
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apy gambling tadle, or any house, vessel, or place on land or-water for the 
per yose Of gaming, or ery we comraonly called A B O, faro- 

i O, roulette, equality, keno, t bles, or ‘little joker,’ or any kind 
gambling table or gambling device and designed for the 

yurpose of playing any game of chance for money or property, or whoshail 

nduee, entice, or ey any person to bet or play ator —_ any such gam- 
ing table or gambling device, or on the side or against the keeper thereof, 
shall, on conviction, be —- guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall be 
punished by imprisonment for a term of not more than ten years.” 

‘That law is still in force, and doubtiess does much towards. suppressing 
gambling In the District of Coimmbia. 

On the 24 day of March, 1891, an act was approved entitled “An act to pre- 
vent bookm and pool selling in the District of Columbia,” the first sec- 
tion of which provides— 

“That it shall be unlawful forany person or association of persons in the 
cities of Washington and Georgetown, in the District of Columbia, or within 
1 mite of the boundaries of said cities, to bet, gambie, or make books or pools 
on the result of any trotting race or running race of horses, or boat race, or 
ra aay kind, or on any election or any contest of amy kind, or game of 

asebail.’ 

It is claimed that it was the intention of the last-named act to permit book- 
making and pool-selling on race tracks. loc: more than 1 mile-from the 
bomndartes of the cities of Washington and town, and the lam e 
of the act seems to justify that construction. It — however, modify 
or repeai the act of January 31, 1883, and bookmak and pool-sell con- 
tinue to be prohibited under thatact. The present in its amended form 
wil! modify the act in question sufficiently to tgambtling onrace tracks 
situated 1 mile from the boundaries of said cities. 

We are of opinion that the prin embodied inthe act’ of January 3), 
1883, is a Wholesome and wise provision. It absolutely prohibits ing 
by cards and otherwise in all parts of the District of Columbia. r 
man who is caught at a game of policy, keno, roulette, or any other of the 
well-known devices of the common gambling fraternity, is ished se- 
verely; but in the face of that the present bill, misnamed ‘A bill to more 
effectually suppress gambling in the District of Columbia,’ proposes to 
legmiize gambling on race tracks in the interests of the rich the profes- 
sional sporting element of the community, We believe the proposed legis- 
lation is vicious in pomnaigie, and for that reason dissent from the report of 
the committee, and recommend that adverse action be taken on the bill 
when it comes before the Senate for consideration. 

J. H. GALLINGER, 
REDFIELD PROCTOR. 


Mr. HEARD.. Mr. Speaker, I desire the House, if it will in- 
dulge me for a minute, to know ss. what is the position 
of the committee on the pending bill, then I shall move the 
previous question on the bill and pending amendments. I only 
wish to say that the bill (H. R. 6109) was sent by the District 
Commissioners to me, as chairman of the District Committee, 
with the request that it be introduced in the House. I complied 
with their request. Subsequently we found on examination that 
one point which the Commissioners said they wished to aecom- 
slish would not'be accomplished by the bill. That is to say, the 
entan of the bill they sent failed to make it of general ap- 
plication, as they expected and desired. Therefore we modified 
the bill as proposed by the Commissioners, and submitted such 
modified bill to them for their approval. They examined it and 
returned it with their approval. 

The Commissioners in their letter say: 

Orric® COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, arch 8, 1894. 


DzAR Sir: The Commissioners return herewith H.R. bill 6109 ** to amend 
an act w& ved January 31, 1} entitled, ‘An act to more effectually sup- 
press gambling in the District of Columbia,’’’ which was referred to them at 

yourinstance for their views thereon. This billis a modification of H. R. 
891, and was prepared by the Commissioners, and recommended by them 
for adoption im lieu of said bill. The Commissioners are in favor of its 
enactment. 


Very respectfully, 
ne JOHN W. ROSS, 
President Board of Commissioners District of Columbia. 
Hon. Jonw T. HEARD, 
Chairman Committee on District ef Cotumbia, : 
House of Representatives. 


It is a matter which the Commissioners are presumed—and 
as far as 1 am concerned I take it for granted that it is true— 
that the Commissioners know what: the = of the District 
of Columbia desire on this subject, ani I am willing to follow 
their suggestions with regard to the regulations necessary in 
connection with it. The committee in that presented this 
bill--the Commissioners’ bill—to carry out r wishes, believ- 
ing that they properly represent the wishesof the people of the 
District. 

I now move the previous question on the bill and pending 
amerdments., 

Theo question was taken; and ona division there were—ayes 
84, noes 40. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Noquorum — 

Mr. HEARD. I ask for the yeas ae Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. HEPBURN. If the allow me to get an 
amendment on the bill I will waive the of a quorum. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, this bill ismowin the form which 
the friends of the bill desire, and if the opposition is:sufficient 
to defeat the bill let it go, for I.have no assurance that the bill 
will be at all satisfactory if the amendment I understand the 


tleman from Iowa desires to toitshould be 
gentle propose by peg 
the District 





and I prefer to let the bill as it stands be voted on 
I desire in the interest of the remeieee vere 
of Columbia on the Calendar to get bill disposed of in such 
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way as may please:the House. The House is fully advised upon 
it. Let us have a vote upon it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. L withdraw the point. 

The SPEAKER. Theayes have it, and the previous question 
is ordered. The question is first on the amendment to the sub- 
stitute, offered by the gentleman from Texas [Mr.CRAIN]. The 
Clerk will report. that. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

——— a “of,” im line ~ section 1, the following words; 

The 7 

Samenn han SS Club at ghtwood, or 

“Shall not eee at any regularmeeting of the Brightwood 
Driving Club at Brightwood, or any jockey club or racing assoctation,’’ etc. 

Mr. HEARD: The committee are willing to accept that 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is upon the substitute 
offered by the gentleman from Missouri as amended. 

The question being taken, the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HEARD. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 66, noes 63. 

Accordingly the substitute was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is upon the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill as amended. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, was-accordingly read the third 
time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

The question being taken, the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HEARD: Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 64, noes 87. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. No quorum. 

Mr. CAMPBELL and Mr. HAYES demanded the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Pending that, I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The point of no quorum being made, the 
Chair peers tellers, unless the yeas and nays are ordered. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I withdraw that for a motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. Then the noes have it. 

Mr.CAMPBELL. No; I move thatthe House donowadjourn. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. If the point is withdrawn, IL 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. Is the point of no quorum withdrawn? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I withdraw the point. 

The SPEAKER. Then, if the point of no quorum is with- 
drawn, the noes have it, and the bill is lost. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I makethe pointof noquorum, Mr. Speaker. 
[Cries of ‘*Tvo late.”] 


WATER-MAIN ASSESSMENTS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill H.R. 3294, 
which is a bill relating to the making of water-main assessments 
in this District, and as I am sure there will be no objection toit, 
T ask that it be considered. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That heresiter assessments levied for es 
foot againes aillotecr Innd sbatting upon the-strest, road, or alley in which 

a . ch a 

water main shall be laid: Provided: at no lot shall be taxed’ twice: And 

; That‘corner lots shall be taxed only on their front, with a 

depth of not exceeding 106 feet; any excess of the other front over 100 feet 
shall be subject to above rate of assessment. 

TheSPEAKER. To this bill the committee recommend cer- 
tain amendments, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee recommend that the bill be amended striking out, in 
lines 7 and 8, the words ‘‘that no lot shall be taxed twice: And provided 
further and inserting after the word “ assessment,” in line 11, the follow- 

ng words: 

“And provided further, That in all cases now pendi he t 
have been regularly made, and where there Sadaesh beemnte ©. Guan. aan 
to $1.25 per linear foot, as estimated above, then only so much shall be col- 
: * is not intomaed to give any wapinatamdeetor the rae 2 

act — 
oapeean already paid in excess of #1.25 per linear foot.”’ 


The amendments recommended by the commitice were agreed 


to. 

Mr. a WS. Lthink there should be some explanation 
of this : 

Mr. POST. The present system of taxing for water mains is 
laid upon the square feet of the lot, one cent and a quarter for 
each square foot. Now, this works satifactorily, ee down 
in the city, where the lots are approximately 100 feet deep; but 
when you get outside of that, where the lots are much deeper, 
it makes*an enormous tax upon the owners of the lots. 8 
cost of a 10-inch main is about 70 cents linear foot. It is 
proposed to change this system, so that tax shall be levied 
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| 
on the linear foot instead of thesquare foot. Of course, the pres- | 
ent difficulty can be avoided by simply cutting off the back part 
of the lot; but it isnota- satisfactory. way, and the fair way is to 
levy this tax per linear foot. Then every man whose property 
fronts upon the street pays his fair share of the tax. 

Mr. BURROWS. Is the bill unanimously reported by the | 
committee? 

Mr. POST. Yes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
the Senate committee. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a | 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the | 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. POST, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid upon the table. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted— 

To Mr. LAYTON, for ten days, on account. of important busi- | 
ness. 

To Mr. SrRaus, for two days,on account of sickness in his 
family. 

To Mr. STOCKDALE, for this day, on account of sickness. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, in view of tlie lateness of the | 
hour, I meve that. the House do. now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed. to. 

Accordingly. (at.4-0’clock and 59 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
journed. 


| 





And the same is true of 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause’3.of "Rule XXII, bills and aresolution of the fol- } 
lowing titles were introdtced, andseverally referred as follows: 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (B. R. 6791) providing that Con- 
gress'shall assemble on the Ist Monday in March in lieu of the 
1st: Monday in: December—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HUNTER: A bill(H. R. 6792) to disapprove the treaty 
heretofore: made with the Southern Ute Indians to be re- 
moved to the Territory of Utah, and providing for settling them 
down in severalty where they may soelect and are qualified, and 
to settle all those not electing to take lands in severalty on the 
west 40 miles of the present reservation and in portions of New 
Mexico, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: A bill (HL Ri 6793) re- 
quiring: bills of sale; conditional sales, mortgages, or deeds of 
trust of chattels: in the District of Columbia to: be recorded—to 
the Committee:om the District of Columbia 

By Mr. CONN: «A bill (H. R, 6795) for the: establishment of a 
steam tog whistle at the harbor of Michigan City, Ind:—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H.R. 6795) to authorize the 
ge aay of prize money to the captors of the steamboat New 

ra No. 5 and cargo—to the Committee on War Claims: 

By Mr. GEAR: A resolution instructing the Secretary of War 
to return to the State of Iowa theflag of the Twenty-second Reg- 
iment of Iowa Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause'2‘of Rule XXII, the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs was discharged from the consideration of the bill S. 573, 
for the relief of Christopher Schmidt, andthe same was referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H.. R. 6796) for the. relief of 
James Lindsay—to the-Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6797) to.correct the military record of Hiram 
Wood—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6798) granting a pension to Col, James Lind- 
say—to the Committee on Invalid. Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.6799) for the relief of Mary Finnegan—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: A bill (H. R. 6800) to authorize the 
enrollment and discharge of Geo. W. Kiger—to the Commiiteec 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 6801) for the reliefof Sarah 
a alae the widow of Anthony Parrell—to the Committee on 

aims. 
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By Mr. CONN: A bill (EL. R. 6802) granting a pension to Rens- 
salner Tefft—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. DANIELS: A bill( G. R. 6803) for the relief of Fayette 
| Hungerford—to the Committee on Claims. 
| By Mr. GEAR: A bill (H. R. 6804) for the relief of the heirs 


of William H. Finch—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: A bill (H. R. 6805) for the relief of William 
F. Young—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H.R. 6806) for the 
gar E. Matthew—to the Committee on War Claims, 

3y Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 6807) to pension 
Robinson C. Grable —to-the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TYLER: A bill (H. R. 6808) for the relief of the legal 
heirs of Lewis Ellison late of Norfolk, Va., deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


wliataf WA 
relief of Ed- 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause l of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pupers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BABCOCK: Petitionof J. B. Weigance and 27 others, 
of Soldiers Grove, Wis., for the passage of House bill 4897—to 


| the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Remonstrancesof the following-named 
Evangelical Lutheran churches: Grace Church at Wellston, 
Salem’s Church at Black Jack, St. Paul's Chureh at Des Peres, 
Trinity Church at Carondelet, Trinity Church of St. Louis, and 
St. John’s Church of St. Louis, all of Missouri, signed by their 
different pastors and trustees, against the proposed God-in-the- 
Constitution amendment—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Col. James Lindsay, for pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Mary Finnegan, praying for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of James Lindsay, for relief—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, protest of 20 professors of the University of the State of 
Missouri, against the bill to abolish the Coast and Geodetic Sur- 
vey—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, protestof W.S. Chaplin, chancellor, and 7 professors of 
Washington University at St. Louis; Mo., against the proposed 
division of the work of the Coast and Geodetic Survey and the 
transfer of the work in the Navy Department and Geological 
Survey—to the Commitiee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: Protest signed by pastor and trus- 
tees of the Lutheran Chureh of Burlington, Colo., against the 
proposed constitutional amendment. to incorporate God in the 
Constitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BLACK of Lllinois: Memorial of the Evangelical Lu- 
theran school committee of Illinois, protesting against the pro- 
posed Christian amendment of the preamble of the Constitution 
of the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also; resolutions of Court Little Fort, No. 79, Independent 
Order of Foresters, Waukegan, I[ll.. in favor of the passage of 
the Manderson-Hainer billi—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BOWERS of California: Petition of 110 citizens of 
San Diego, Cal., for establishment of aGovernment telegraph— 
to the Committee'on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: Petition of William M. Whitten and 
others, of the Indiana State Society of Engineers, asking for a 
preliminary survey of a ship canal to connect Lake Michigan 
with Wabash River—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. BUNDY: Petition in support of a bill (H.R. 6783) 
granting a pension to Engelbert Wagel—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Petition of Sarah T. Parrell, widow of 
Anthony Farrell,.for relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CONN: Petition of the vossel owners and masters of 
Michigan City, Laporte County, Ind., for the establishment of a 
steam fog whistle at that place—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CRISP: Petition of C. E. Gilbert, J. H Hodges, and 
other citizens of Perry, Ga., asking the building and lcan asso- 
ciations be exempt from income tax—-to the Committeeon Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Papersfrom J. Thompson, of Forest City, 
Iowa, and. from H. S. Lee, of Webster City, Iowa, praying that 
building and lonn associations be exempt from the operation of 
the income tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, remonstrance of Trinity Evangelical Lutheran Church of 
Manilla, Crawford County, Iowa, against the adoption of the 
proposed God-in-the-Consti tution amendment—tothe Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GEAR: Petition of J. H. Gillette, and 20 others, of L 
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L. of H., of Burlington, Iowa, praying that fraternal journals 
be admitted to the mails as second-class matter—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GOLDZIER: Remonstrance of G. A. Mueller, pastor, 
and Christ Kastning and H. Hortman, trustees of the St. Peter’s 
Evangelica] Lutheran Church of Schaumburg, IIl., against the 
proposed God-in-the-Constitution amendment—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GORMAN: Protest of St. Peter’s Evangelical Lu- 
theran Church, against the adoption of the God-in-the-Constitu- 
tion amendment —to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of the Bookbinders and Rulers’ Union and 
the Trunk Maker's Union, favoring Government ownership and 
control of the telegraph systems—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of Furniture Movers’ Union and Barbers’ 
Union, both of Detroit, Mich., favoring the governmental owner- 
shipand control of telegraphs and telephones—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Petition of Elisha Lunsford, late of Com- 
many E, Seventh Regiment Kentucky Cavalry, to be relieved 
from the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. HOUK (by request): Petition of citizens of Knoxville 
and Harriman, Tenn., for exempting national building and loan 
associations from the operation of any income tax which may be 
levied—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LINTON: Petition of A. D. Gillies and 69 other citi- 
zens of Cass City, Mich., asking favorable consideration of the 
Manderson-Hainer bill, in the interest of fraternal society and 
college journals—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

Also, resolution of Owosso Council, No. 6, Royal Templars of 
‘Temperance, of Owosso, Mich., favoring the passage of the Man- 
derson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota: Protest of St. John’s 
Evangelical Lutheran Church of Willow Creek, Minn., signed 
by Rev. A. F. Ude, pastor, August Urban and William Meig, 
trustees, representing 395 members, against any change in the 
preamble to the Constitution of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PAGE: Petition of Frank D. Jackson and 59 others, 
of Wood River Junction, R.1., against the passage of the Wil- 
son bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Patrick J. Yulany, of Newport, R. I., for 
compensation from the United States—to the Committee or 
Cl:ims. 

By Mr. SHAW* Protest of J..C. H. F. Heyner, pastor, and A. 
Pfund, John B. Meyer, and F. O. Linse, trustees of Evangelical 
Lutheran St. Paul Church, of the towns of Mendota and Canton, 
Buffalo County, Wis., against the proposed amendment to the 
preamble of the Constitution—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. : 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: A resolution unanimously adopted 
by the Chamber of Commerce at Los Angeles, Cal., asking an 
appropriation for the harbor of San Pedro, Cal.—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, papers from John L. Echran, of Manistique, and from 
Leon Ephraim, of Escanaba, Mich., protesting against that 
schedule of the Wilson bill which affects the national building 
and loan associations—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Bookbinders and Rulers’ Union of De- 
troit, Mich., in favor of Government ownership and control of 
the telegraph systems—to the Committee onthe Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. : 

By Mr. STEVENS: Petition of 26 citizens of Lawrence Coun- 


cil, No. 17, Royal Arcanum, of Lawrence, Mass., praying for the 
passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the 
ost Office and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee: Petition of citizens of Green- 
ville, Morristown, Bluff City, Sullivan County, blen County, 
and of business men of Jonesboro, all of Tennessee, asking that 
building and loan associations be mae from the operation of 
the income tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of J. M. Hoffmaster, administrator Mary Counts, 
of Tennessee, for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Protest of Rev. L. Junker, pastor, and 
Herman Meyer and — Kruse, trustees of the Zions Evan- 

lical Lutheran Church of Houston County, Minn., represent- 

ng 64 communicants, against any change in the preamble of the 
Constitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

% Mr. WEVER: Two petitions of 76 citizens of Glass Falls, 
N. Y., in favor of Senate bill 1136, for establishment of Govern- 
sane telegraph—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oads, 


‘ 
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SENATE, 
TUESDAY, April 24, 1894. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


POTOMAC FLATS LITIGATION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Attorney-General, transmitting, in response toa 
resolution of the 19th instant, certain information relative to the 

resent status of the suit in regard to the Kidwell flats, in the 
district of Columbia, together with drafts of bills relative to 
litigation concerning that property; which, with the accompany- 
ing papers, was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. PASCO. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After twenty-five minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a communication from cer- 
tain Cherokee delegates, representing the Cherokee Nation, 
transmitting a memorial adopted by that nation, remonstrating 
against the puarage of the so-called McRae bill, relating to a 
Territorial form o ae for the Cherokee Nation; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of the Commercial Club, of 
Kansas City, Mo., praying for the early completion of the im- 
provement of the harbor of Galveston, Tex.; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HALE presented the a of Henry P. Cox, of Port- 
land, Me., and the petition of F. E. Richards, of Portland, Me., 
praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 1534, repealing that 

rtion of the interstate-commerce law which prevents railroads 

rom pooling; which were referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

Mr. MCMILLAN presented the memorial of Mrs. G. M. Bar- 
clay, of Detroit, Mich., and 266 other women of Michigan, mem- 
bers of the Presbyterian Church, remonstrating against the ad- 
mission of Utah into the Union as a State; which was referred 
to the Committee on Territories. 

He also presented petitions of the Trunk Makers’ Union, of 
the Furniture Movers’ Union, and of the Book Binders and Rulers’ 
Union, all of Detroit, Mich., praying for the governmental con- 
trol of the io service; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. WILSON presenteé a petition of 33 citizensof Burlington, 
Iowa, praying that fraternal society and college journals be ad- 
mitted to the mails as second-class matter; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I present several petitions, nu- 
merously signed by ex-Union soldiers of Oregon, in which they 
represent that there are pending before the Commissioner of 
Pensions 650,000 unadjusted applications for pensions. They rep- 
resent that many of these bave been pending for years, and they 
pray for the enactment of legislation by Congress eens 
the settlement of all those cases by December 31,1894. I move 
that the petitions be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BRICE presented a memorial of 913 citizens of Findlay, 
Ohio, remonstrating t the eof the so-called Wilson 
tariff bill; which was crdered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the American Agents’ Associ- 
ation, of Camden, Ohio, praying that fraternal society and col- 
lege journais be admitted to the mails as second-class matter; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads 


He also presented a memorial of the American Agents’ Asso- 
ciation, of Camden, Ohio, and a memoria) of Cigar Makers’ 
Union, No. 48, of Toledo, Ohio, remonstrating against the rati- 
fication of the proposed Chinese treaty; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Central Labor Union, of 
Cleveland, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation for the 
better protection of American seamen; which was [referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Board of Trade and Trans- 
portation of Cincinnati, Ohio, remonstrating against the abro- 
gation of any treaty under which reciprocal relations have been 
established Letween the United States and any foreign country: 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the Young Men's Democratic 
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Club, of Zanesville, Ohio, remonstrating against the passage of 
House bill No. 5575, proposing to take from the Board of Man- 
agers of the National Home for Disabled Soldiers all or nearly all 
control and place the same under the government of the War 
Department; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

He also presented a petition of the Cleveland Permanent 
Building and Loan Company, of Cleveland, Ohio, praying for 
the adoption of a certain amendment relating to building and 
loan associations to the Wilson tariff bill; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1542) to amend section 4746, Revised 
Statutes of the United States, reported it with an amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 879) granting a pension to Josephine F. Kelton, widow of 
Brig. Gen. John C. Keiton, late adjutant-general United States 
Army, deceased, reported it with an amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. HUNTON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1947) to au- 
thorize the erection of a municipal building at Washington City, 
District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin introduced a bill (S. 1948) 
granting a pension to Augustus G. Cary; which was read twice 
by its title,and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 1949) for the relief of James 
EK. North; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MCMILLAN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 79) to re- 
quire street railway companies in the District of Columbia to 
pave and to repair pavements with asphalt, brick, or granite 

locks: which was read twice by its title,and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. POWER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to pro- 
vide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes; which 
was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. McMILLAN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 

sed by him to the District appropriation bill; which was re- 
erred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 3924) to regulate water-main assessments in the 
District of Columbia; and 

A bill (H. R. 6171) toauthorize the Metropolitan Railroad Com- 
pany to change its motive power for the propulsion of the cars 
of said company. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following resolutions: 


Resolved, That the business of the House be now suspended, that apne: 
tunity may be given for tributes to the memory of the Hon. Randal 6 
Gibson, lately a Senator and formerly a Representative from the State of 
Louisiana. . 

Resolved, That the Clerk be instructed to send a copy of these resolutions 
to the family of the deceased. 

Resolved, That as a particular mark of respect to the memory of the de- 
ceased, and in recognition of his eminent abilities as a distinguished public 
servant, the House, at the conclusion of these memorial proceedings, shall 
stand adjourned. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate. 


MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE AT YANKTON, S. DAK, 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 1803) to amend. the act of June 22, 
1892, entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Missouri River at the city of Yankton, S. Dak.” The 
bill proposes to extend the time of constructing a bridge across 
the Missouri River. It is very brief. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be read for information. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for informa- 
tion. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 6 of the act of June 22, 1892, entitled “An act 
to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at the 
city of Yankton, S. Dak.,’’ is amended so as to read as follows: 

*Sxc. 6. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the 
bridge herein authorized be not commenced within two years and completed 
within four years from the 22dday of June, 1894,” 
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Mr. COCKRELL. Is the bill reported from a committee? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is reported from the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The bill was reported from the Commit- 
tee on Commerce without amendment. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the prese 
consideration of the bill? 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committees of the 


Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third tim 
and passed. 


or- 


OREGON LAND GRANTS. 

Mr. MARTIN. Lask the unanimous consent of the S}-n ite to 
take up for present consideration the bill (5. 1649) prov iy for 
the survey of the land described in the grant to the Willumet 
Valley and Cascade Mountain Wagon Road Company, in tho 
State of Oregon. 

Mr. GORMAN and Mr. COCKRELL. 


Let the bill be read 
for information. 
The Secretary read the bill, and, by unanimous consent, the 


Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded 
sideration. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands 
with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 2, line 1, after the word 
** That,” to strike out ‘‘there is hereby appropriated out of the 
Treasury of the United States, out of moneys not otherwise av- 
propriated, and consistent with the provisions of this act; in 
line 4, after the word ‘‘dollars,”’ to strike out “or so much 
thereof as is necessary for the purpose of this act, to pay the 
cost and expense of said survey, which money so appropriated 
may,” and insert ‘“shall;” in line 7, after the word ‘'said,” to 
insert ‘‘ Willamette Valley and Cascade Mountain Wagon Road;” 
in line 11, after the word ‘‘ then,” to strike out ‘‘and there;” 
and in the same line, after the word ‘‘ for,” to insert‘ and cred- 
ited to;” and in line 12, after the word ‘‘ act,” to strike out ‘‘ and 
shall be credited to the purposes of this act; ”’ so as to make the 
section read: 


to its con- 


Sec. 2. That the sum of $22,000 shall be deposited by the said Willamette 
Valley and Cascade Mountain Wagon Road Company in some Unite t States 
depository which shall be designated by the Secretary of the Interior. and 
shall be deemed appropriated when so deposited, and shall be then used for 
and credited to the purposes of this act; any excess of the said deposit and 
appropriation. remaining after paying the cost of said survey, shall be re 
turned and paid to said company. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 4, after the word 
“each” to insert ‘for the amount so expended in making said 
survey;” so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 3. That aftersaid survey shall have been completed and the cost thereof 
ascertained and paid, as above provided, the Secretary of the Interior shall 
issue to said company certificates of depositin triplicate for 8200 each. for the 
amount so expended in making said survey, which may be assigned by in 
dorsement and be received in posses for lands entered by settlers under 
the preémption and homestead laws of the United States or for any public 
lands of the United States entered or to be entered under the laws of the 
United States. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr.COCKRELL. Insection3, line8, after the words ‘‘ United 
States,” I move to strike out the words: 


Or for any public lands of the United States entered or to be entered un- 
der the laws of the United States. 


The way the bill stands it gives a floating land warrant which 
can be located upon any land regardless of anything. ‘That is 
not right, and it is against the policy which the Public Lands 
Committee, I understand, has pursued for years and years. 

Mr. DOLPH. I think the Senator is mistaken about that. I 
have not the bill before me, but under the existing laws the set- 
tlers in any township may have— 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the Senator will permit me, it leaves 
these certificates receivable for lands entered by settlers under 
the pre®mption and homestead laws of the United States. 

Mr. DOLPH. In payment, instead of money; that is all. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It leaves it that way: but the provision | 
move to strike out is entirely additional to that. It is very 
adroitly inserted in the bill. 

Mr. DOLPH. I think the Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. MARTIN. I thin! the bill isnot sub‘ect to the objection 
made by the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The words are here as plain as A BC. 

Mr. MARTIN. In the seventh line o’ section 3 it is provided 
that the certificate may be ‘‘received in pivment for | inds en- 
tered by settlers under the preémption and homeste:d laws of 
the United States.” 
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Mr. COCKRELL. I donot propose to touch that provision. 
Will the Senator read the remainder of the clause? 

Mr. MARTIN. ‘Or for any public lands of the United States 
entered or to be entered under the laws of the United States.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. Those are the words I move to strike out. 

Mr. DOLPH. In the first place, if the Senator from Missouri 
will permit me, we repealed the preémption laws several years 
ago, so that there is probably no case where these warrants 
could be used in payment of —— 

Mr. COCKRELL. There are thousands of cases of preémp- 
tion pending that have not been disposed of. 

Mr. DOLPH. - Not pre®mptions to be commuted. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Liable to be commuted. I ask for the 
reading of the report. That will explain it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the re- 

rt. 

“it COCKRELL. If Senators are not disposed to strike out 
this clause we shall go into a discussion of the merits of the bill. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report submitted by Mr. 
MARTIN, from the Committee on Public Lands, March 28, 1894, 
and was interrupted by— 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I think the Senator from Mis- 
souri is under a misapprehension as to the effect of the words he 
has moved to strike out. 

Mr. COCKRELL. When we get through with the reading 
of the report wé shall know better. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. L supposed the reading of the 
report was finished. 

fr. COCKRELL. Oh, no; it has only just commenced. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the report will be 
continued. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the report, and was in- 
terrupted by— 

Mr. MARTIN. Isuggest that it will be impossible to dis- 
ose Of the bill this morning if the reportof the committee is to 

read through. I therefore suggest that the bill be passed 
over until to-morrow morning, and I give notice now that after 
the transaction of the regular routine business to-morrow morn- 
ing I shal) again ask for the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. PLATT. Why not let the entire report be printed in the 
RECORD? ' 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 
printed in the Recorp. z 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request? 
The Chair hears none, and it will be so ordered. 

The report is as follows: 


I hope the entire report will be 


The Committee on Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1649) 
providing for the survey of the land described in the grant to the Willa- 
metie Valiey anaCaseade Mountain Wagon Road Company, in the State of 
Oregon, have had the bill under consideration, and report the same back 
with sundry amendments, and recommend its passage as amended. 

Your committee recommend that all after the word “that’,' in line 1, sec- 
ond section, and all of line 2 and all of line 3, in the same section, 
the words “the sum,” and all of line 4, after the word “dollars,” and all 
line 5 and all of line 6, in the same section, be stricken out, and that in lieu 
of the word ‘“‘may,” at the end of line 6, in said section, that the word 
“shall” be inserted. That after the word “said and preceding the word 
“oom ,” in line 7 of said section, that the following words be inserted: 
‘Willamette Valley and Cascade Mountain Wagon Road.” Thatthe words 
“and there,” in line 10, be stricken out, and that the follo words be in- 
serted after the word “for,” in line 10, in said secti o credited to.” 
That all of line 11, preceding the word “‘any," be s out. Also that 
the following words be inserted after the “each,” in line ¢ of section 3, 
and numbered line 5, to wit: “for the amount so —— in making said 
survey.” That lines 5, 6, 7,8,and 9in the original bill be renumbered as lines 
6, 7, 8, 8, and 10, respectively. 

All of which amendments are shown in red ink in the bill herewith sub- 


mitted. 

Your commiitee herewith return as t of this re aletter from Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office of the date of 7, 1894, to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior and a letter from the honorable Secre of the 


tary 
Interior to the chairman of the committee under date of March 14, 1894, to- 
gether with a brief submitted in support of said bill. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, March 14, 1894. 

Sim: I transmit herewith a report of the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office upon Senate bill No. 1649, “ Providing for the ve MT 
land descri in the grant to the Willamette Valley and Cascade 
Wagon Road Com in the State of Oregon.” 

The bill autho the co y named to de t a sufficient sum of 
money to make a survey of all thelands within the emnity limits of their 

t, and to receive in satisfaction of such t certificates assignable 

by indorsement and receivable in payment for entered under the laws 
of the United States inthe manner now pro’ for by law for the pay- 
ment of surveys under what is known as the ** system.” As 
qronuee part of the lands so surveyed would be subject, after survey, to set- 


ent and entry under the aral land laws, I can see no objection to the 

age of the bill, provided it ls amended ia the manner by the 
Eommiinsioner in bis re rt, to wit, that the appropriation not be avail- 
Se shall be deposited by the company in the manner pre- 
Scribed. 

Very respectfully, ; 


HOKE SMITH, Secretary. 


Hon. JAMES H. BERRY, 
Chairman of the Commmitieeon Public Lands. 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., March 7, 1894. 

Six: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt, by reference from the 
Department on February 21, 1804, for report, of Senate bill 1649, ‘‘ Providing 
for the amereg ot the land described in the grant to the Willamette Valley 
and Cascade Mountain wagon Road Company, in Oregon.” 

The first section of the bill provides for the survey of all the unsurveyed 
lands within the jimits of the withdrawal under the grant to aid in the eca- 
struction ofsaid wagon road. The second sovtion appropriates $22,000 jor 
making the survey, or so much thereofasmay benecessary. It further pro- 
vides that this money may be deposited by the wagon road company in some 
United States depository to be designated by the Secretary of the Interior, 
and when so deposited shall be deemed appropriated for the purposes of the 
act; any excess remaining after the survey of all the lands to be repaid to the 
company. 

The third section provides, practically, that after the survey shall have 
becn ee and the cost thereof ascertained and yee. the Secretary of 
the Interior shall issue to the company certificates of deposit in triplicate, 
for $200 each, assignable by indorsement and receivable in payment of lands 
entered under the laws of the United States. 

Senate bill 819, which ora for the survey of the unsurveyed lands 
within the withdrawal aforesaid, having been referred to this office, a favor- 
able r rt thereon was submitted to the Department on October 19, 1893, 
and on November 24, 1893, a similar report wassubmitted on House bill 3417, 
introduced for a like purpose. The latter report was subsequently with- 
drawn and an unfavorable report submitted on January 15, 1894. 

The only objection to the passage of a‘bill for the survey of these lands 
at this time isthe expense involved, but as the ow has agreed to ad- 
vance the money necessary, this objection is removed. 

I would suggest, however, that the second section of the bill appropriates 
the money without requiring the company, as a condition-precedent, to 
de tit, and said section should, I think, be so amended that the appro- 
priation shall not be available until the sum shall be deposited by the com- 
pany in the manner prescribed. 

With letter of February 23, 1804, the attorneys for the company, Messrs. 
Chandler and Kremer, inclosed a copy of the bill with the third section 
amended so as to limit the use of the certificates of deposit provided for to 
that now authorized by law for ee. bounty land warrants, and asked 
that the office specify wbich form is satisfactory in the event of any recom- 
mendation concerning the bill. 

The bill, thus amended, would be free from objection, and I recommend 
that it be so passed. 

lt return herewith the copy of the bill transmitted by the Department, to- 
gether with the letter of the attorneys for the company, of February 23, and 
the copy of the bill with the third section amended as aforesaid. 


ery respectfully, 
S. W. LAMOREUX, Commissioner. 
The SECRETARY OF THS INTERIOR. 


Memorandum in support of S. 1649, seas Sor the survey of certain Oregon 
a . 


1. The company is directed by the bill to deposit moneys sufficient to pay 
for the surveys. 

2. This money will go towards for surveying the even sections 
which the ae, can not gS in any event, and the odd sections, only 
part of which company is likely to select, and for dra’ out the lines 
of survey through the lands reserved by proclamation of the President; 
thus the company is to advance a large sum for work on lands not to be 
selected by it, and the remainder for work on lands to be selected by it, but 
which the Government is bound tosurvey. (Act of July 5, 1866; case of 
Southern Pacific peng Soman Copp’s Public Land Laws of 1882, vol- 
ume 2, 749; Pacific y Company 0s. United States, 124 U.S., 124.) 

3. It is the policy of the Department to close all the pending grants. The 
object of this is to throw open as much land to settlement as possible. 
There are within the limits of this grant several hundred thousand acres 
of land now surveyed, but withdrawn from entry and settlement. 

4. By the terms of the act and under the decisions of the courts all the odd 
sections within thelimits of the grant are withdrawn from en and settle- 
ment till the grantis satisfied. (Denny vs. Dodson. 32 F. R., ; Southern 
Pacific Railwa: Somaeey v8. Wiggs, 43 F. R., 333; Wisconsin Railroad Com- 
pany es. Price County, 133 U. S.., ) 

5. And the Secret of the Interior has withdrawn all of the odd sections 
within the limits of this t by special order of the Department, and they 
are pow so withdrawn. Neither the present nor any future Secretary has 
power to revoke these withdraw and thus deprive the owners of the 
grant of the right of selection which inured to them 5 3 the force of the stat- 
mes — act of the Department. (Noble vs. U. R. Logging Company, 147 

6. Thus Lentress of thousand acres will continue to be tied up and closed 
to the settler until these surveys are completed and the company enabled to 


7. ee 1h in favor of making th in th 
S surveyor-general has vor © surveys in the 
following words: survey of t»ese lands, I would respect- 
fully recommend that said ee Be made, if possible, by special deposit 
or otherwise, as it would not only be an act of justice to the company, but a 
relief to a number of home-seekers and of vast interest to the State.” 

&. uities in favor of company. These lands were earned over twenty 
ee ee has been taxes; has built and kept up the 
road taken care of land; has, by building and the road, 
opened up a large country to settlement whereby other lands of tho 
United States have been greatly increased in value. In return for these 
benefits the Government caused the owners to be harassed by investiga- 
tions and suits; have put them to great expense and trouble and suspended 
their rights, ions offormer years have been diverted to 
other sections of the country and could not be applied to the purpose of these 
surveys. Under these circumstances it would seem no more than just that 
Congress should order thesurveys. Where the _ States have done or 
suffered 


itis Claes. they will 
9% The act of July 5, 1866, is a contract. this contract the Government 
has had the benefit. It can not now be heard to repudiate it and refuse the 
surveys. The duty to survey isan essential part of the grant, being one of 







the incidents thereof. This was not adonation, gift, or gratuity, but a grant 
founded on a conside contract con mutual benefits and im- 
posing mutual and the Government is bound to carry it into 


ds, 15 How., 358.) 


it clause bill is beneficial to the Government. 


was 
eivil appropriations 
was indisposed to expend the usual sums upon the public surveys, it 
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considered that the disposition of its public lands by the Government could 
me ae! wait upon the preservation of its ownership. 

This policy was generally acquiesced in, but the c coast Was an ex- 
ception. The immediate pressure of the war did not injuriously affect that 
distant region. On the contrary, it rather created there an era of pros- 
perity. For many reasons this was particularly exhibited in the matter of 
emigration; thousends of people escaped the immediate horrors and per- 
sonal obligations of the war by settling on the coast; this in turnoecasioned 
a sudden taking up of public land there and a consequent demand for an 
unusual extension of the public surveys. But this demand encountered the 
necessity for absolute reduction and almost total cessation of appropria- 
tions for that purpose, acondition notessentially dissimilar from that which 
prevails at present. 

It is clearly noinjury to the Untted States to have its public domzin sur- 
veyed. To that end Congress has yearly appropriated large sums of money 
which have been a considerable tax — the public land revenues. But, 
however large may be such rs tte ae ons, the operation of the laws fox the 
sale has always anticipated thesurvey of the public lands. 

11. The making of the surveys will benefit the Sovernm="*t ana the peo- 
ple. itis for the interest of the Government in the disposal of its own lands 
that these surveys should be made promptly. Itis of great importance to 
the citizens of Oregon to have these lands opened up for settlement. The 
increase of population and the general growth ofthe country show that the 
demand for these lands is real. Until quite recently the State of Oregon 
has made rather slow progress, but the era of improvement has overtaken 
the country. The title to these lands has been settled by the decition in 
148 United States, 31. All that is now required to have the lands opened to 
actual settlers is the making of the surveys here applied for. 

By the terms of the granting act there were granted to the State ‘‘ alter- 
nate sections of public lands designated by odd numbers, 3 sections per mile, 
to be selected within 6 miles of said road.” 

After the survey of the line of the road had been filed all the ‘‘ odd” sec- 
tions on either side of the road for 6miles were withdrawn from public 
entry, and must necessarily remain so withdrawn until the rights of the 
present owners are fully satisfied. The public is at this moment shut out, 
not only from the lands owned by these applicants, and from which they 
and the settlers to whom they would sell are wrongfully excluded by the 
refusal to survey, but from all the Government's land adjoining theirs, 
which can not be taken up until the satisfaction of the rights mentioned. 
The only impediment to further settlement of the lands is the refusal to 
order thesurveys. The benefits, proximate and remote, of immediate action 
to the Government itself, to the State of Oregon, and to ths psople at large 
are incalculable. 

12. Delay is injuring the applicants. The further denial of the surveys is 
Poa hardship and injustice to these applicants. Daily their timber is 
being cut within the grant, and it is only a matter of time when 4 large 
= of the grant may be rendered utterly valueless; and every day's de- 

y increases the number of squatters against whose claims it is necessary 
to defend the title. 

The lands which it is desired to have surveyed are accessible only in the 
summer season. Unless the bill is passed promptly another year’s delay 
will be unavoidable. 


(United States Statutes, volume 14, page 89.] 


In 1889 Congress passed an act requiring the Attorney-General to bring 
suit in the name of the United States in the United States circuit court for 
the district of Oregon, against all persons claiming an interest in this grant 
to determine the question of the construction of the road, the legal effect of 
the governor’s certificates, the rightof the United States toresume the land, 
and to obtain judgment declaring the land coterminous with any uncom- 
pleted portions of the road forfeited, saving the rights of any bona fide pur- 
chaser, the suit to be tried and adjudicated like other suits in equity. 

On August 29, 1889, in pursuance of this authority suit was commenced. 
Two pleas were filled by the defendants, in one of which they set up the fore- 
going facts as an estoppel, and in the other the defense of bona fide pur- 
chaser. The case was heard on the pleas and bill; the pleas were held good 
and the bill dismissed. The Government appealed to the Supreme Court, 
which reversed the judgment on the ground that there should have been an 
investigation into the merits. When the casecarces tack to the circuit court 
the pleas were withdrawn, a general answer filed, and the case tried on its 
merits; numerous witnesses were examined, a massof testimony taken, and 
judgment was given in favor of the defendants, finding the facts as above 
stated and dismissing the bill. The Government appealed to the circuit 
court at San Francisco. In the meantime trials had been had in two other 
similar cases, and the judgments in favor of the defendants in those cases 
affirmed in the circuit court of appeals and in the Supreme Court of the 
United States, whereupon, upon motion of the owners of these lands, and 
with the consent of the Attorney-General, the Government’s appeal from the 

dgmentin their favor was dismissed. During all this time selections had 

suspended by the Department and no patents issued since October 30, 

1882. Numerous applications to have the lands surveyed were made from 

time to time, and early in 1892 formal —— by the company to havethe 

lands surveyed, and offering to pay for the same. or deposit the sums neces- 

ao = pay for the same, was made to Secretary Noble, who denied the ap- 
ation. 

After the latest decision of the Supreme Court and the decision of the law 
officers of the Government to dismiss the appeal at San Francisco, applica- 
tion to have the lands surveyed was made to the Department. 

The said application was made March 23, 1893, and on the 25th day of the 
same month was, by the Acting Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
referred to the surveyor-general for the Stateof Oregon. The surveyor-gen- 
eral was requested to furnish a description of the land in question, and the 

ibable cost of the survey required. On ——_ 15, 1893, he reported to the 

m mer. The report describes the lands and recommends the survey 
In the following words: “Regarding the survey of these lands, I would re- 
spectfully recommend that said survey be made, if possible, by special de- 
t or otherwise, as it would not only be an act of Justice to the company, 
uta relief to a number of home seekers and of vast interest to the State.” 

The estimated cost of the survey is $21,155. On April 27, 1893, the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office reported to the honorable Secretary of the 
Interior. The report refers to the t yyy of March 23, 1893, particularly 
to the statements therein contained as to the litigation concerning these 
lands, and finds that the said statements are correct. Relying on a previous 
decision of the Department in a railway case (Atlantic and Pacific Railway 
ene the report finds that the proposition for deposit can not be enter- 
tained. The report states that there are $4,000 in the reserve fund. but that 
the same is wholly inadequate for the survey applied for, and recommends 
that the applicant be advised to apply to Congress, as was done in the case 
of the Atlantic and Pacific Railway Company. 

The ret acted upon this suggestion, and in September, 1893, bills were 
introd in the Senate and House of Representatives. Both bilis were 
referred to the Public Lands Committee of the tive Houses, and by 
them transmitted to the Secretary of the Interior, who referred them to the 
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Commissioner of the General Land Office. The Commissioner wrote to the 
Secretary October 19, 1893, favoring the passage of the Senate bill 819. His 
letter Was transmitted by the Secretary to the Hon. James H. erry, chair- 
man of the Senate Committee on Public Lands, with acommunicstion from 
the Secretary concurring in the Commissioner's recommendation and fay 
oring the passage of the bill. 

On November 24, 1893, the Commissioner wrote to the Secretary favoring 
the passage of H. R.3417. This letter remained in the office of the Secretary 
of the Interior until about the middle of January, 18, when it was returned 
to the Commissioner with the request that it be withdrawn and a contrary 
recommendation sent to the Secretary of the Interior. This was on January 
15, 1894, and the Commissioner's letter recommending that the bill t 
passed was sent by the Secretary to the Hon. THomMAs C. MORAE®, chairman 
of the House Committee on the Public Lands, witha letter concurring in the 
said recommendation. The bill has since been reported adversely. 

Thereafter the pending bill was submitted to the Secretary of the Interior, 
who referred it to the Commissioner of the General Land Office. The Com- 
missioner’s report favoring the passage of the bill, together with the Secre- 
tary’s letter concurring therein, has been transmitted to the chairman of 
this committee. Copies of the report and letter are annexed hereto. 

The decision of the Supreme Court sending the cases back to have t! 
merits investigated is reported as United States vs. Dalles Military Wagon 
Road Company (148 United States, 59¥). 

The decision of the Supreme Court affirming the judgment in the two cases 
of like instance is reported as United States vs. California and Oregon Land 
Company (148 United States, 31). 

The grant was made by act of Congress approved July 5, 1866. The grant 
is aconveyance and a contract. Of this contract the Government has had 
the benefit. It can not now be heard to repudiate it and refuse thesurvoys 
The duty to survey is an essential part of the grant, being one of the inct- 
dents thereof. This was not a donation, gift, or cratuity, but a grant 
founded on a consideration—a contract conferring mutual benefits and im 
posing mutual obligations, and the Government is bound to carry it into 
effect. (Forsyth vs. Reynolds, 15 How., 358.) 

Section 2, act Of July 5, 1866, provides “‘ That the said lands hereby granted 
to said State shall be disposed of by the Legislature thereof for the purposes 
aforesaid, and for no other, and the said road shall be and remain a public 
highway for the use of the Government of the United States, free from tolls 
or other charges upon the transportation of any property, troops, or mails 
of the United States.” 

By the decision in United States versus this company it is adjudicated 
that the lands in question were granted and conveyed in consideration of 
the construction of theroad; that the company did construct the road, and 
that the Government has the benefit of such construction and of the road, 
and has the benefitof theroad to-day. It would, under these circumstances, 
be in the highest degree {mmoral and unjust for the United States to repu- 
diate this contract. 


If IS THE DUTY OF THE GOVERNMENT TO MAKE SURVEYS. 


The company is not bound to make the survey. This grant was not, like 
those to the Northern Pacific and other railroad companies, made on con 
dition that the grantee pay for the survey, nor does the act of July 31, 1876, 
nor any of the decisions thereunder, require the Secretary to demand pay- 
ment of the cost of surveys irom these applicants. (Act of July 31, 1876, 18 
Stat., 121; Northern Pacific Railroad Company v-. Traiil County, 115 U. S.; 
case of Southern Pacific Railroad Company, (‘opp’s Public Land Laws of 
1882, vol. 2, p. 749.) 

Where the granting act provides for the payment of the costs of survey 
before issuance of patent, such payment is a condition-precedent, but the 
act of July 5, 1866, makes no such provision. The only conditions are the 
building of the road and the certificate of the governor. These conditions 
have been fully performed, as admitted by the Department. To require the 
applicant to pay the costs of surveying under these circumstances would 
be to attach a new condition. This can not be done, as its effect would be 
to deprive the applicant of property rights. Such conditions may be fixed 
before but not after a grant is earned. (County of Cass vs. Morrison, 28 
Minn., 257; North Pacific Railroad Company vs. Tratll County, 115 U. S., 
600; Pacific Railway Company vs. United States, 124 U. S., 124.) 


LANDS IN OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. 

Mr. MARTIN. I give notice that I shall endeavor to cail up, 
when the bill which has just gone over is disposed of, the bill 
(H. R. 5063) to — the reservation of certain lands made for 
the benefit of Oklahoma Territory, and for other purposes, 
which is a matter of grave importance and ought to be attended 
to at the very earliest possible moment if the Territory is to 
get any advantage from it. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE LILLY. 


Mr. CAMERON. I give notice that I shall call up on Satur- 
day next, at 3 o'clock, the resolutions of the House of Repre- 
sentatives relating to the death of my late colleague in that 
body, Hon. William Lilly. 


YELLOWSTONE NATIONAL PARK. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed Mr. CAREY, Mr. WHITE, 
and Mr. VEST as the conferees on the part of the Senate upon 
the bill (H. R. 6442) to protect the birds and animals in Yellow- 
stone National Park, and to punish crimes in said park, and for 
other purposes, and the amendments of the Senate thereto. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia: 

A bill (H. R. 3294) to regulate water-main assessments in the 
District of Columbia; and 

A bill (H. R. 6171) to authorize the Metropolitan Railroad 
Company to change its motive power for the propuision of the 
cars of said company. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 1 o’clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business. 


be not 
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The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduces taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, a legislator is often compelled to 
make an election between two parliamentary measures, neither 
of which meets his entire approval. It must necessarily be so, 
because no one in a large representative body can frame a 
measure which will command the approval of every member of 
the assembly. Every act of legislation must necessarily be a 
mutter of compromise, and no act of legislation more necessarily 
so than that which imposes taxes upon imports. 

The bill we are now considering does not meet my entire ap- 
proval; I doubt if in all its provisions it meets the approval of 
any Senator on this side of the Chamber; but as it 3 it shall 
have my cordial support. If I find there is a prospect of im- 
proving it I may offer and support some amendments toit; but 
whether I succeed in having them engrafted upon it or not I 
shali bow to the collective oe of my side of the Chamber 
and support whatever conclusion it shall reach. 

belie ve, sir, that is due from me and due from every party 
man. This isa strict party measure, and it has been a party 
measure from the foundation of the Government and from the 
organization of the party to which I belong. 

Mr. President, there are two opposing views about tariffs, and 
the two parties now in existence in this country are marshaled 
upon these two opposing lines. The party to which I belong 
believes that taxes should be imposed upon the people for the 
sole purpose of raising sufficient revenue to support the admin- 
istration of an honest and economical Government; it believes 
in equal and exact justice to every citizen of the Republic; it 
opposes ciass legislation in all its forms, Hence in imposing 
duties the Democratic policy and the Democratic principle are 
to so lay the duty as to raise the revenue and to raise it with the 
least possible disturbance of the employmentand business of the 

ople and the least possible burden to the taxpayer. Our 

riends on the other side believe in a system of taxation that 
will make the burden as heavy as possible, because it will build 
up a favored class in the Government. They do not believe in 
equality. They believe in favoritism, and their policies are 
chosen and wisely chosen to build up a governing class in the 
country to control the administration of the Government. 

Had I been chosen to construct the tariff bill, and if I had had 
the 44 Democratic members of this Chamber in perfect accord 
with my views, I should have constructed the biil on very dif- 
ferentlinesfrom those on which ithas been constructed. Iwould 
not have left coffee and tea on the free list and taxed woolen and 
cotton goods and manufactures of iron and stesl. I would have 
put the tax on coffee, tea, sugar, and fruits. Why? Because it 
carries out the Democratic principle of obtaining the revenues 
with the least possible burden to the taxpayer. Our friends put 
the duties on cotton goods, woolen goods, and iron and steel, 
because in raising the requisite revenue for the Government 
they raise four or five times as much fora favored class. We 
raised last year $55,000,000 from the duties on cotton and woolen 
goods. Fifty-five million dollars could have been raised from a 
tax on sugar that would have carried $7,000,000 of incidental — 
tection to the sugar-growers in the United States, and the whole 
burden of taxation would have been $62,000,000 out of the pock- 
ets of the people. Fifty-five million dollars was raised on cot- 
ton and woolen goods, $600,000,000 worth of which was pro- 
duced in this country and raised in price by the imposition of 
the duties, taking out of the pockets of the people two or three 
hundred millions of dollare, while there was only $55,000,000 of 
revenue carried to the public Treasury. Here is the distinctive 
line of difference between the two policies of taxation, the Dem- 
ocratic and the Republican systems. 

Mr. President, the Democratic party, from its organization, 

_ has been the liberty party of this country. It has believed that 
the highest possible beneficence that could come to the people 
of the United States would come when they se the largest 
possible liberty and every natural right with which the Creator 
endowed them. Mr. Jefferson taught us that the proper func- 
tion of government was not to deprive the citizen of any one of 
his natural rights, but to declare and enforce every one, and that 
government was instituted among a free people to secure every 
right-to every citizen. The Democratic party, in its conven- 
tion of 1836, taking its words from the pen of Thomas Jefferson, 
declared in the p atform upon which Martin Van Buren was 
nominated and elected: 


That every man is under the natural duty of contributing to the neces- 
sities of society, and this is all the law should enforce on him. 


There, sir, is the creed of our party, and in 1840 they said: 


That justice and sound policy forvid the Federal Government to foster 
one branch of industry to the detriment of another, or to cherish the in- 
terests of one portion to the injury of another portion of our common coun- 
wy. 
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In 1844 they reaffirmed that principle, and in 1848 again re- 
affirmed it, and further said that “the triumph of 1844 liad ful- 
filled the hopes of the Democracy of the Union in the noble im- 
pulse given to the cause of free trade by the repeal of the tariff 
of 1842 and the creation of the more equal, honest, and produc- 
tive tariff of 1846.” 

In 1856 they reaffirmed the same principle, and in addition 
they declared that— 

The time has come for the people of the United States to decla‘e them- 
selves in favor of free seas aud progressive free trade throughout the 
world. 

Here is our creed. The Democratic party has never believed 
in exercising the power to create fortunes for any private in- 
dividual or any corporation. It has stood for protection, not 
against competition, but protection against wrong; protection 
against injury; sectors to every right of the citizen, natural 
and acquired. This has been its creed from the beginning. In 
harmony with that creed had I drawn the bill to be adopted by 
my party the very first thing that I shovld have done would 
have been to select those articles which would produce revenue 
sufficient to administer the Government with the least possible 
draft upon the people. 

In the second place, I should have placed upon the free list ail 
coal, all ore, all metals in pigs, bars, blooms, billets, slabs, 
sheets, in short, everything that is required to be manufactured 
before going intoconsumption—all wool, cotton, hemp, jute, and 
flax, all yarns, and everything that requires to be manufactured 
Why? In order that we may produce our goods at the lowest 
possible cost. Why? In order that we may go out into the 
markets of the world, undersell all rivals, and give employment 
toall our people. If we tax the materials we place tht beyond 
the power of our labor, however skillful it may be; we shut the 
doorsagainstits employment, and turn our people into the streets 
to come as they are coming to Washington now, to beg for relief 
by demanding that the Government shall issue paper promises 
that it can not perform. I would have had free materials and a 
low revenue tax on the finished products. Then, if that did not 
bring in sufficient revenue for an efficient administration of the 
Government, I would have put a tax on accumulated wealth. 

Mr. President, in dealing with the questionof taxing the prod- 
ucts of labor going from the producer to the consumer the leg- 
islator ought at all times of the day and night to keep his eye 
upon the en of the labor of hiscountry. Thatis asub- 
ject of more importance than the revenue. No step should be 
taken in a legislative assembly that is calculated to narrow the 
opportunities for work. The great body of the people not only 
in the United States, butall over the world, have to iive by daily 
toil. It is a daily struggle for subsistence, and that struggle 
ought never to be made harder or darker by the interposition 
of the legislative arm. Butrather, more opportunities ought to 
be afforded to the laborer, and every obstruction that either na- 
ture or legislative action has interposed should be removed out 
of the way of that employment. 

Look to-day, sir, upon our country. Twenty-two millions of 
laborers engaged in gainful occupations are struggling to sup- 
porta population of 67,000,000, three times as many as them- 
selves. The life, the subsistence, the clothing of this vast pop: 
ulation depend upon the stroke of the arms of 22,000,000. The 
most important branch of our industry, the one upon whith 
every other is engrafted, the one upon whose prosperity that of 
all others depend, is that of agriculture. No man will dispute 
that. We have 9,000,000 people employed in the fields and 
farms, 4,250,000 in manufactures, 2,000,000 in transportation, and 
over 5,000,000 in p6rsonal and professional services, all depend- 
ing upon the farm as the mudsill of the whole industrial system. 
What does our farmer depend on? 

Mr. President, from way back in the past, as far as we have 
any Official statistics, way back to the year 1820, it is shown that 
from 70 to 80 per cent of all the exports of this country have 
been from our fields and farms. We have been told in the last 
thirty years that protection will build up in this country manu- 
factures and mining and other industries which will give usa 
home market for the consumption of the surplus products of our 
fields. What,sir, has become of those prophesies? After three 
years of the most on taxation on imports tht this or 
any other country has ever had, two-thirds of all the cotton ia 
the Southern States still goes to foreign markets to be sold. 
Why have we not built up cotton manufactures to consume this 
cotton in this country? 

A large surplus of wheat and provisions still seeks a consump- 
tion inforeign markets. Itcannotfinditathome. Every mouth 
isfed, every back isclothed, every wantiss itisfied that American 
farmers can satisfy, and yet there are from $700,000,000 to 31,000,- 
000,000 of surplus products from the farms that must either go 
to waste or hunt a market in foreign lands. It has been so con- 
tinuously with all your promises of adequate home markets for 
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all products. For thirty long years you have been promising us 
a home market for all our cotton. For thirty years you have 
been promising us a market for all our surplus provisions. For 
thirty years you have been promising us a home market for all 
our breadstuffs, and three years ago when you were making the 
McKinley tariff you told the people in the wheat fields of the 
Northwest that you were going to bring them consumers for all 
their surplus wheat. 

The Committee on Finance of the Fifty-first Congress, one of 
the ablest that ever assembled in the history of this Chamber, 
reported to this body the bill which is now a law. In their re- 

ort they told the people of the United States that we could not 

onger depend on sending our wheat out of the country to find 

a market, thatwe must depend upon the more certain and more 
remunerative home market which they sought to build up by 
breaking down imports and inviting people to come here from 
foreign countries in sufficient numbers to consume the surplus 
wheat produced by the farmers of the Northwest. 

The distinguished Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] the 
other day descanted upon some of the lamentations of Mr. Web- 
ster in 1846, when he said the country would come to ruin if the 
Walker bill was passed. It was passed, and universal prosperity 
followed it. Mr. Webster’s prophecies fell to the ground, yet 
the false prophets are all over the land, still repeating the same 
prophecies day after day and year after year. I visited a play in 
the city of Washington some time agoin which there was achar- 
acter called Col. Maverick Brander, who, contrasting his situa- 
tion with that of Daniel Webster under similar circumstances, 
said that he found it very difficult to keep up with Daniel’s gait. 
But there are statesmen in this country who not only find it not 
at all difficult to keep up with the false prophecies of Mr. Webster 
but surpass him. 

Let me read what the Committee on Finance of the Fifty-first 
Congress say: 

The competition in wheat-growing which has been developed in India, 
South America, Australia, and in the British possessionsin North America, 
is likely to make unprofitable the production of this cereal for exportation 
by our people, and to cause the wheat-grower of the Northwest to look to 
an enlargement of the certain and remunerative home market. This en- 
larged and profitable market can only be secured by oe the number 
of people 6 in other than agricultural pursuits, and by furnishing to 
all incre employment without diminution of wages. To cripple our 
manufacturing interests and reduce the purchasing power of our working- 
men will result in augmenting the number of competitors in the field of 
agricultural production, and the increased supply could, in that event, only 
find a market in Europe by enforced competition with India at ruinous 
prices. Wheatcan now betaid down in Liverpool from the central provinces 
of India at as low acost for transportation as from Chicago, and Indian 


wheat can be delivered in New York at less cost for tranportation than 
from the wheat fields of Dakota. 


Did the committee mean tosay that a bushel of wheat could 
be produced in India at a cost and laid down in New York and 
sold at a price that would drive the Dakota wheat out of the 
market? Iam not advised as to the cost of transportation from 
India to New York. I can not believe that it is as cheap as the 
transportation from Dakota to New York, but I do know that a 
bushel of wheat can not be produced in Indiaand sold in the city 
of New York in competition with a bushel of wheat grown any- 
where in the United States. Cost of production has much to do 
with the market price, and in this instance much more than cost 
of transportation. Do you tell me that a people who plow with 
a fork of a tree, who use the primitive methods of agriculture 
can compete with those who use machinery? Do you tell me 
that 300,000,000 people, a large majority of whom are farmers, 
and do not raise as much wheat as our 67,000,000 can take from 
us our home market? 
India produces’ about 320,000,000 bushels of wheat with her 
300,000,000 people. The United States with 64,000,000 people 
ST . 611,780,000 bushels of wheat the next year after this 
oleful prophecy was made upon the floor of this Chamber. 
What has been the verification of that propiiecy? The bill that 
they promised was passed. They promised that nonagricultur- 
ists should come in sufficient abundance to take up and consume 
profitably the surplus products of the wheat-growers of the West. 
That was the prophecy and the promise. What was its fulfill- 
ment? The very next year we exported 225,000,000 bushels of 
wheat; and in three years after that prophecy was uttered on 
this floor weexported to foreign countries more than 450,000,000 
bushels of wheat. Notonly could we compete in thecity of New 
York or Bostonor anywhere else on this continent, but we could 
pay the cost of transportation and compete in the markets of 
the world; and in the great wheat market of the world—the city 
of London—we have been doing so. 
A very exhaustive examination was made of the ‘cost of the 
roduction of wheat in the United States a few years ago by Dr. 

ward Atkinson. He showed that a bushel of wheat could be 
roduced in the United States at a cost of less than 40 cents, and 
n California less than 36 cents. There is not a spoton the Con- 


tinent of Europe that can produce a bushel of wheat at that cost. 
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The lowest I have seen is Germany, at 84 cents. India can not 
roduce wheat at a cost of 40 or 50 or 60 cents a bushel: much 
ess can it produce it at that cost and pay the cost of transpor- 

tation and drive us out of our own markets. India produces 

about one bushel of wheat per head of her population. The 

United States produces eight or nine bushels per head, and could 

easily produce more if a market could be had. Do you tell me 

that a man who uses the old sickle to cut wheat, who uses the 
old plow of past generations and the ox to haul it, who uses the 
flail to thrash it out, oan compete with a man who puts wheat 
in the ground with a buggy plow, who has his wheatcut, thrashed, 
wisnowed, and sacked by machinery? Some time ago [ read in 

Mulhall’s Dictionary of Statistics that with Guin’s California 

reaper one machine attended properly could cut, thrash, win- 

now, and sack the wheat on 60 acresof ground in one day—!,200 
bushels of wheat. 

I was afraid to quote the authority until a few days ago [ was 
talking with a California farmer who uses the machine. He 
told me it could be done and was being done, and being done by 
him. With five hands at $t per day each he cuts, thrashes, win- 
nows, sacks, sewsup the sacks, and puts away ready to be shipped 
in one day 1,200 bushes of wheat, and the labor cost is less than 
2 cents per bushel. And yet we are told thata man in India 
who never saw a buggy plow or thrasher, who can not cut an 
acre of wheat in a day with a sickle,can send his wheat to the 
United States and drive out of his field the most intelligent, en- 
ergetic, and thrifty farmer on the face of the globe. ‘This isthe 
scary tale our friends are telling our farmers to lull them to sleep 
while they increase the prices of everything they have to buy, 
and throw insurmountable obstacles in the way to the markets 
where they are tosell. They stand before the wheat-growers 
and sing: 





Hush, hush, hush, 

Here comes the Bogie man. 
You've got no show, 
You'd best lay low, 

He'll catch you if he can. 
Hush, hush, hush, 

Your wheatfields he will scan, 
Run, all ye Western farmers, 

Here comes the Bogie man. 


This is the song to the men who were producing in the same 
time five or ten times as much wheat as the India man, and ata 
labor cost less than the India producer. And to prevent this 
direful calamity he must be taxed a hundred per cent on his 
woolen goods. 

Mr. President, it is a magnificent scheme that this very intel- 
ligent and able committee reported to us, that by raising the 
tariff they were going toimport “nonagriculturists” into this 
country to consume the surplus products of the wheat crop. 
Ihave ciphered a little on that dazzling problem to see how 
many peovle they will have to bring to this country to consume 
the surplus wheat crop. The very year after the measure was 
passed, the very year after that prophecy was uttered on this 
floor, the wheat-growers of the United States produced 611,780,- 
000 bushels of wheat. Mr. Dodge, the Statistician of the Agri- 
cultural Department, who has been issuing their protection pam- 
phlets and campaign documents for them for years, says that 
4% bushels of wheat is the per capita consumption of the people 
of the United States. Everybody knows that we are the best 
fed people in the world. We will suppose that this ‘‘ nonagri- 
cultural” importation that a high protective tariff is to bring to 
the United States will each consume 4# bushels of whent. 

We will first make a deduction to seed the crops of the next 
year. There were a little less than 40,000,000 acres sown in 
wheat. A bushel and a half is the highest amount thatis given 
by farmers as requisite to sow an acre of wheat. Then deduct 
60,000,000 bushels for seed, at Mr. Dodge's estimate, four and 
two-thirds bushels per head, 64,000,000 people will have 299,000,- 
000 million bushels set apart for bread; the total for home con- 
sumption, 359,000,000 bushels; surplus, 252,800,000 bushels. To 
consume, that at four and two-thirds bushels per head would re- 
quire a ‘‘nonagricultural” importation of population amounting 
in one year to 54,000,000 people. Where are they going tocome 
from? How are they going togethere? Whereare the vessels 
to comie from to bring all that population here to consume this 
surplus wheat? It would take all the armed and mercantile 
vessels afloat on all the waters of all the seas of the globe. 

But that does not make any difference. [tis a beautiful thing 
and ought not to be marred by any such commonplace consider- 
ations. I suppose our friends were going to let the immigrants 
provide the vessels for themselves. But 54,000,000 people have 
to come here according to that prophecy, and they have got to 
come in one year, and they have got to come in time to consume 
that crop of wheat, and they have got tocome with money enough 
to pay for it or it will do the farmers no good. What will they 
do, Mr. President, when they come here to make the money to 
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buy the wheat from thefarmer? It will notdo to bring :agri- 
culturists. The committee were too sharp for that. They said 
that they must be ‘‘nonagriculturists;” that they must be 
miners, manufacturers, persons engaged in transporiation, la- 
borers, mechanics, and others. 

Now, of the aonagricultural population of the United States 
ove-third are manufacturing laborers. Let us assume that one- 
third of these will be. One-third of 54,000,000 will be 18,000,- 
000, who have to come and besupported by manufacturing labor. 
That includes men, women, and children. 

Again, by the same division of our population, one-third of 
that number are laborers actively saguaed in the shops. That 
makes 6,000,000 laborers who have to come here in one year. 
Six million of manufacturing laborers have to be brought by the 
McKinley law to this country. Very well. What will they do? 
They will go into manufacturing, of course. How much will 
they make? If 4,250,000 operatives of ours made $9,370,000,000 
worth of manufactured products in 1890, how much will 6,000,000 
make? It is a mere sum ia arithmotic that an ordinary Repub- 
lican ought to be able tocipher out. Somebody else will cipher 
it out if they do not. They will turn out, if they work as well 
as cur people, $13,000,000,000 worth of products. We consume 
$150 per head of our manufactured products. It will be fair to 
assume that they will consume a similar amount of their prod- 
ucts. Then they will consume of that product $8,000,000,000 
worth. That would leave $5,000,000,000 worth of surplus manu- 
factures. What is to be done with it? 

The committee did notinform us. Weknow that they are op- 
posed to exchanging any of our products for the c and 

nasty” things produced by foreign paupers, and we know that 
their destructive policy is toconfine our trading to this continent. 
They may even go so far as to agree with Henry C. Carey, that 
the Creator made a mistake in leaving navigable oceans around 
America; that he should have made m oceans of fire. But 
even if these obstacles were out of ‘the-way the tariff duties on 
the materials out of which their products were manufactured 
would prohibit them from ex » justas the tariff duties pro- 
hibit ours. These $5,000,000,000 worth of ucts must be con- 
sumedat home. Andcarrying out the 80 boldly laid down 
we must now import a ‘‘nonmanufacturing” population. We 
must either carry out the Democratic pele and export the 
goods or the Republican policy and import people to consume 
them. The Republican plan was and still prevails. 
Now, we must import ‘‘ nonmanufacturing” people enough to 
consume this surplus. How many will it take? We consume 
about $150 per head. We will assume that they will consume 
asmuch, Then we must ee “nonmanufacturing ” 
people tomakea home market for $5,000,000,000 of manufactures. 

Of our nonmenufactur. class in the United States 54 per 
cent are agriculturists, and we will assume that 54 per cent of 
them will viculturists. Then 18,000,000 of these are to be 
iarmers, and of these one-third are laborers—or 6,000,000. We 
had 9,000,000 laborers in 1890 in agriculture. We were to im- 

rt 6,000,000 more, and if 9,000,000 farmers 611,780,000 

hels of wheat {n 1891, 6,000,000 farmers will produce 400,000,- 
000 bushels. They will use for seed two-thirds as much as we 
being two-thirds as wpe a 40,000,000 bushels; they will 
use for bread four and two-4 . or 154,000,000 bushels; and 
then they will have asur of 200,000,000 bushels. What are 
= going to do with that? We have got to import now 43,000,- 

nonagriculturists to consume that; and so the th 

and if we continue this policy of our blican f $s, ina 
few years, within the memory of old men like myself, we will see 
the whole fourteen hundred millions of this world here in the 
United States, brought here by a high protective tariff—Chi- 
nese, Japanese, Fijis, Soudanese, Maltese, chimpanzees, all com- 
ing to the United States to join Coxey’s army and the aborig- 
ines. [Laughter.] 

Mr. President, it is asingular kind of doctrine for our Re- 
pubiican friends, as my friend from Delaware [Mr. GRay] sug- 
— to set out to soothe the apprehensions and fears of the 

estorn farmers, to make them lie still while their markets are 
being torn from them, to tell them in the hearing of the manu- 
facturing operatives that they to import manufactur- 
ing labor to come to this country and compete with the manu- 
facturing labor here, and on that to raise the wages of labor! 
Strange as it ap , that has been done. This is another of 
those nena prophecies of which we have heard so much 
from ail protectionists—false prophets and false prophecies. 

When I was a young ~~ 2 taught me to read the 
Bible, and I about Elijah upon Mount Carmel, when he 
took 450 of the false prophets of Baal and slew them. I then 
thought all false prophets were dead, but it seems as if some of 
them got Sa they have come down to the present gen- 

eration, and have come here to tell the people these scary 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


APRIL 24, 





stories in order to soothe them while they put the strongarm of 
the Government up to the-elbows in the pockets of the working 
one of the a 

r. nt, this country would have had the agonies it is 
now in in 1891 if it had not been that the crop of 1890 was more 
valuable by $280,000,000 than that of 1889, and the crop of 1891 
was $650,000,000 more valuable than thatof 1889. The increased 
value of the two crops, aggregating in two years more than 
$900,000,000, deferred the coming of the depression until 1892. 
In that year the value of our — crops fell over $400,000,000, 
and in 1893 over $500,000,000 below 1891. ‘Thetwo years’ decrease 
amounted to more than nine hundred millions. The depression 
that is now distressing the land did not come with the advent 
of a Democratic Administration, as has been charged. No, Mr. 
President, the country began to feel the contracting folds of the 
monster in 1892. The storm signals were put up in the fall of 
that vear. Theelection onthe 8th of November admonished the 
country to look out for the coming squall. 

Still, they tell us thata Democratic Administration has brought 
on this panic, produced the depression, and filled the streets 
with marching armies of distressed and wretched people calling 
on their Government to save them. It was failing crops, ex- 
haustive taxation under the McKinley act,and increased obstruc- 
tion of the way toa market fixed by that law which prostrated 
the farmers of the country; and when they fell, they stretched 
out their arms, like Samson, gathered the posts of the indus- 
trial temple and crushed the whole fabric over their heads. 
They stopped buying; they had nothing with which to buy; 
when they stoppod buying the manufacturers stopped selling; 
when the manufacturers stopped selling they stopped produc- 
ing, and when they stopped producing they tur their wage- 
workers into the streets, and the lines of transportation stopped 
carrying between producer andconsumer. Theseare the curses 
that have blighted ¢ the land and filled the people with distress. 

The Secretary of the Treasury of the Administration which a 
short time ago went out.of power ized this condition of 
things when he came ‘to 3 in the closing hours of the 
Administration of President Harrison and begged this body to 
= a law authoriz the sale of bonds tomest the deficiencies 

the Treasury that he saw at that time were coming, and com- 
ing by the improvident, unwise, and extravagant Administra- 
tion of President Harrison and his party. 

T tell us this panic has eome because we Democrats arc 
taxation and opening mar- 
an ; they say that the unem- 
ee ahead, and they see something in the 

istance that frightens them. I have never known people to 
take distress and stop work by anticipation in that way. I do 
not think that the work pate of this country are crowding 
h sof the country because they 
ticipate the future will -be filled with gloom for them. 
They want meat-and bread; they want em ent, and the 
can not.get it; the manufacturer can not se goods,and will 
not give them employment; the farmers can not buy them and 
the manufacturer can not.sell them. It.is not anticipation, it is 
the realized condition which follows the exhaustion produced by 


To tell me that et frightened by anticipation reminds 
me of an incident I in a paper sometime ago in a New 
England town. A gentleman was driving down the street in 


his buggy and to a friend to getin the buggy and ride 
with him. After the friend had ridden some distance down the 
street he saw a procession coming, headed by a band of music, 
with colors flying; he saw the drum-major with his stick twirl- 
ing about in the air, and he said to the man by whose side he 
was sitting, ‘*Will your horse get frightened at the music?” 
**Oh, no; my horse is very fond of music; he has a passion for 
music; he never gets frightened at music.” ‘‘ Are you sure of 
that?” “Yes; Iam sure of it.” ‘If your horse will stand that 
drum, and stand those brass horns, and stand all that noise and 
parade, I will continue to ride with you.” The man drove on, 
and when he got within 50 or 100 yards of the precession the 
drum-major twirled his stick in the air, the kettledrum rolled 
out the long roll, the bass drum thundered like a park of artil- 
lery, the horns brayed, and the horse wheeled at right angles, 
a shot down the street at the rate of amile a minute. The 
buggy was turned over,and the men were thrown out, their 
faces were scarred and bruised and their noses were bleeding. 
The guest said, ‘How is it you told me your horse would not 
scare at music? T told vou Il would not get in the buggy, sir, if 
you had a wild horse. Now, Iam hurt; you told me that your 
would not get scared at music—would not get scared ata 
band.” ‘The driver said, ‘‘I teld you that that horse would not 
frighten at music, that he loved music, and I repeat it, but you 
will notice right across there you see the weather man has put 
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up asignal on the side street to indicate that there is an elec- | of wheat are all that is kept at home for consumption per capita 
trical storm coming from California over the Sierra Nevada | when there is a market that will command its export. 
Mountains, and when it comes it will be accompanied by an im- In 1855, when wheat went up, we shipped all but 3.77 per cap- 
mense amountof thunder and lightning. My horse is afraid of | ita; in 1890, when wheat went up again, we shipped all but 3.1 
that lightning.” [Laughter.] And the people of the United | bushels per head; but there have been from forty to fifty and 
States are crowding into the highways everywhere because they | seventy million bushels of wheat kept at home over and above 
areafraid thatin the future the Democratic Administration will | thiswhich could not gotothe markets. You will notlet the things 
reduce taxation, open up the markets of the world to the sale | come to the country that will exchange for that wheat and carry 
of their surplus production, and give employment to the idle | it to market for the class of commodities you need. What will 
people in the streets. you do with it? Itis being fed to hogs. 

But, Mr. President, the only way we can correct this unhappy I examined this question some time ago. I was wondering 

condition is to restore to the people the natural and normal con- | what had became of the rest of the wheat. Nobody eats more 
dition of work and trade, and restore to the people the God-given | bread than he wants. Our people eat agreat deal of bread made 
right to labor and the God-given right todispose of the products | from corn meal. This isan abundantcountry. Our people live 
of their labor. Every man in the world is working ten times | largely on vegetables and other food than bread. What be- 
more for somebody else than he isfor himself. The man who is | comes of the rest of the wheat? I wasastonished when I found 
raising cotton in the Southern States does not want any of it; | in anadvance paper, which is to come with the report of the Ag- 
he wants it to go to New England and to Old England, and all | ricultural Department, that that wheat, even of the crop of 1891, 
over Europe, in order to get the things by exchange that he | is yet being fed tothe hogs! That isa startling fact. 
wants for himselfand his family. The man whois raising wheat |i read from the advance sheets of the report of the Depart- 
in the Northwest is not raising the wheat for himself alone. | ment of Agriculture: 
Four and two-thirds bushels, if Mr. Dodge is right, will more | qe returns of the correspondents of the Department throughout the great 
than satisfy the wants of each member of his family; but other | wheat surplus States indicate a new factor in the consumption of wheat, 
people all over the world are producing the things he wants and | are en eae anes yelng iodo thas this ands ortigooe 
requires, and he has the natural right not only to produce the | jnvot th. cereal is profitable as compared with marketing it for human food. 
wheat, but the natural right, which no honest, just government | ‘Thereturns also indicate that a very considerable proportion of the wheat 
would take from him, to convey his surplus products to the man | now ir wimers’ handscomes from crops prior to that of 1898, and especially 
who is working for him. That is nature’s law. | a: eg 

Mr. President, what becomes of all that surplus wheat? Two} I have here a table which I shall print, which shows that al- 
hundred and twenty-five million bushels, as I have shown, in | lowing 3.77 bushels, which was consumed in 1885, there was 
1891 went away, and 27,000,000 bushels stayed at home over and | left over 174,335,480 bushels in 1884: 32,600,000 in round numbers 
above the 43 bushels for bread for each person in our country. | in 1886; 59,000,000 in 1887; 45,000,000 in 1888; 2,000,000 in 1890; 
Mr. Dodge is wrong in hisestimate, as can be proved, and I have | 84,000,000 in 1891; and 91,000,000 in 1892. 

a table here which! shal! print which will show that3.77 bushels | The table referred to is at follows: 





Production, consumption, and exportation of wheat. 












Farm | Bread | ' Population Retained to 
| Re con- etaine: . uation feed hom 
Years. = Produced. | Area sown. ee a a. Exported. | of United — = 
per head.| States. waste. 
' ' 
| | 
Acres. Bushels. | Bushels. Bushels. Bushels. | Bushels. 
39, 475, 885 59, 213, 827 | 3.77 | 206,645,327 | 132, 570, 366 54, 813, 084 174, 335, 480 
34, 188, 246 51, 283, 869 3.77 | 211,288,893 | 94,565, 888 56, 043, 473 eo dene 
35, 806, 184 5H, 209, 276 3.77 216,025,583 | 153, 804, 980 57, 301, 481 32,177, 172 
37,641,783 | 58, 462, 677 | 3.77 | 220,875,731 | 119. 624.344 | 58 587.727 50. 366" 248 
37, 336, 138 56, 004, 207 3.77 225, 833,729 | 88, 600, 742 59, 902, 846 15, 447, 322 
38, 123, 859 57, 185, 788 3.77 230,903,018 | 109, 430, 467 61, 247, 485 43, O40, 727 
36, 087, 154 54, 150, 731 3.77 | 236, 085, 882 105, 181,396 | 62,677, 250 | 2, 864, O71 
39,916,897 | 58, 875, 395 | 3.77 | 241,385,304 | 225,685,812 | 64,027, 932 84, 858, 489 
38, 554, 430 7, 831, 645 3.77 | 246,803,679 | 119,012, 635 | 85, 4, 167 91,401,091 





Mr. MILLS. Why is it that this wheatis kept at home? Be- | something that comes must be the equivalent of something that 
cause you will not permit the articles to come to this country | goes; when you stop sending away, you stop importing; and 
which the people in foreign countries would gladly give for it | when you stop importing, you stop sending; and the trade of all 
and give you their goods at a lower price than youcan buy them | countries is balanced by the surplus products of the countries 
at home. The heavy duties imposed by the existing law keep | that participate in the trade. When we see that Great Britain 
out a vast amount of the products of other countries that would | is taking 52 per cent of her wheat from the fields of the United 
otherwise come to take our wheat. In 1885 wheat rose 15 per | States and we are imposing a duty upon her woolen, and cotton, 
cent over 1384, and all went out but enough for seed and 3.77 | and iron, and steel, and glass, and other goods, it is easy to be 
bushels per head for food. In 1890 it rose again 18 per cent, | seen that we are keeping away many millions of her products 
and all went but 2,800,000 bushels. Make it profitable to export | that would come here and exchange for our wheat, and thus 
it and it will all go again. keeping at home an equal amount of our wheat. 

T am talking now to the wheat farmers of the Northwest. It Great Britain imports wheatfrom a numberof countries. She 
is not necessary for me to talk to the cotton-growers of the | imports 52 per cent from the United States. Then she sends 
South. They had nothing to do with placing this nefarious law | her mercantile fleets around the world and buys from Rugsia, 
on the statute books. If they could, they would tear it out root | Germany, France, the Austrian territories, Roumania, Turkey, 
and branch. Now, when the country is suffering in the depths | Bulgaria, Egypt, the Argentine Republic, Chile, British North 
of distress, they can raise their voices and say to you and to the | America, British India, Australasia, and other countries. Why 
whole world— does she not take all her wheat from us? We produce the best 


Thou canst not say, I did it: never shake thy gory locks at me. wheat in the world. She would be glad to take it from us, but 
Every one of their Representatives is against the law. Every | when we get to the point where we have to stop in our importa- 
one of them voted against its enactment, and every one of them | tions, we can not sell and she can not buy. We only takea 1- 
stands ready to vote for its repeal. The people of the North- | ited amount of her surplus, and then she must go elsewhere to 


west have kept their Senators and Representatives here to de- | hunt her bread supply. Doyou not see when the exports of cot- 
stroy their own peereny and to be soothed and deceived by | ton and wheat fall off the imports fall off? They are doing so 
the siren song that we must import population to consume our | now. We exported over $1,000,000,000 in 1891, when we had a 
surpius products rather than export the products. large crop. Our exports have fallen off, and our imports have 
Mr. President, when we prevent things from coming to this | fallen off just in proportion to the surplus we have to send to 
country we prevent an equal amount of things from going away | market. 
from this country. There can be no trade except by the ex- If we would open the market and remove the obstruction in the 
change of two or more things. You can not conceive of a trade | wayof importationand permit importation tocome unchallenged 
that does not require at least two persons to make it, and you | tothe country, what would be the first effectofit? Increased ex- 
can not conceive of a trade that does not require at least two | portation, preceded by increased demand for cotton, wheat, and 
things to be exchanged. provisions. What wouldfoliow from that? Increased prices of 
Something must come back when something goes, and the | agricultural products? Mr. President, the very same products 
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which we export now, and which bring us $799,000,000, would 
then bring $150,000,000 more. We find that when importations 
fell off prices fall from 18 to 20 per cent, and when importations 
flow in the yprtene of agricultural products rise 18 or 20 per cent 
or more. The same quantity of products we now send abroad 
and sell for $799,000,000 we would sell for more than $900,000,000. 
Then all these millions of bushels of waste wheat, waste corn, 
waste oats, and other farm products would find a profitable mar- 
ket for their sale. Our importations would increase largely. 
With open markets I do not doubt but that they would increase 
$300,000,000. It was said in another place that if this bill were 
passed it would increase our imports $250,000,000, and that would 
result in great injury to our manufacturers and throw out of 
employment thousands of operatives and reduce the wages of 
hundreds of thousands more. Lhope the bill will pass, and that 
it will increase our imports $300,000,000. 

[f we shall have fairly good crops this year and the pendin 
bill shall become a law, importations will largel increase; an 
if the crop of the year equals that of 1891 the Increase of im- 
portations will go to $300,000,000, and if it does exports will in- 
crease to the same extent. An increase of that amount of ex- 
ports will increase the ve.tue of our farm products eight hundred 
or a thousand millions. What will thatdo? That money will 
be spent for manufactures, and will make an active demand for 
labor and increase its wages. If three hundred millions of im- 
ports would —- the labor required to make that amount of 
goods, nine hundred millions of increased value of farm products 
would counteract it and makea demand for twice as much more. 
But it would not displace one workman, but would create a de- 
mand for the ee of an amount of additional labor to 
make #906,000, worth of goods. From 1879 to 1881 our im- 
ports increased by $250,000,000. It was not goods, but gold; but 
it made a market for the sale of farm products. The same quan- 
tities of the same articles that were worth $1,936,142,502 in 1879 
were worth $2,660,901,186. The increased value was $724,758,- 





84. 
< submit here a table showing the articlesand their increased 
value: 


Table showing quantities of certain crops in 1879, the prices and values of the 
same, and the prices and values in 1831 of an equal amount of each crop. 























1879. 1881. 
Product. een eneinanaeameniaiinneatmnrentinemneeanie 
Crop. Price. Value.. | Price. Value 

Case... .ncosed bushels. ./1, 547, 901, 790 | 80. 375 | #580, 463,171 | 80.636 | 8084, 465, 538 
WOR cccccwsst do.. 448, 755,630 | 1.108 | 497,222,346 | 1.196 | 536,712,920 
Rye .do. 23, 639, 460 . 656 15, 507, 485+ . 983 22, 055, 616 
CB acccnscousae do. 863, 761, 320 . 331 | 120, 404, 996 . 464 | 168, 785, 252 
ee do. 40, 283, 100 . 589 23, 726, 745 ‘ 83, 152, 991 
Buck wheat ....-. do... 13, 140, 000 . 598 7, 857, 720 . 865 11, 366, 100 
Potatoes ........ ° 181, 626, 400 . 435 79, 007, 484 . 90 163, 463, 760 
Di. : nanaeneunnl tons 35,493,000 | 9.32 330, 794, 760 | 11.81 419, 172, 330 
Cotton....... pounds. .|2, 404, 410, 373 . 1084) 260, 638, 084 “a 289, 250, 567 
Tobacco ........d0....| 301, 278, 350 . 078 20, 519, 711 . 083 82, 476, 103 
Total ValWes....-|--.-----o+-e--|-eoene-- 1, 936, 142, 502 sleet 660, 901, 186 
Webel wales SOG... . -chsceubnnndencéuncssteeulaalbcanboontneetndel $2, 660, 901, 186 
Totes PRTNNE, CIO. cnn ccckcccvesenestndechstuudidennsosambecnadetases i, 142, 502 
BOI... oinivn<ccpsnkabocvaneccapeselieattaabasiiinanaantain 724, 758, 684 


Tho increased value of the crop enabled the farmers and their 
families to buy more manufactures, and not only farm products 
rose, but the price of manufactures rose, and employment was 
constant and labor was prosperous. I submit here the prices of 
several articles which show how manufacturing was prosperous: 














Prices 
Articles. 
1879 

BIOR,, on cncc nndsvs cece ccbuees eutebabe cube ennsninennaasn =anaEE $25. 12 
ee enn natw~ssee=-<-beees Sie einer 51. 85 58. 05 
RE ics eciaencenaces cece cocepnessuseaeenesneee do....| 48.25 61.13 
Great WAU . cccascevescnaneccccescccecscenceccestes per keg... 2. 69 3.09 
ANUHPACIE COBL ...... 22 oc nn cecnwccccces cocccecces per ton.. 2.70 4,53 
BiLMMIMOUS COR! .....ncncnn es cncnsasenccensacsscoccks oe 2.79 3.75 
Medium Ohio wool..................-.-s......per pound... . 35 49 
Standard sheeting... ............-ccccscenscccnse per yard... . 0797 . 0857 
DrtIEA® . ooo cnccoe cats ocan sovcue cocbucuutseesaeevanee do.... . 0757 . 0806 
SCRE. once ccinensscnccdsses civnceacdbaacdgebneesnennnnes - 1162 - 1274 
PRAGUE 2 cs..ccncnkianén ddd nanan beds chceeatneueeunens (eae . 0625 7 








I also submit a statement from Mr. Swank in the Census Re- 
port of 1880, on the iron and steel industry of the United States 
at that time: 

A YEAR OF PROSPERITY. 

The census year 1880, which, it may here be stated, extended from the ist of 
June, 1879, to the 3ist of May, 1880, was a year of exceptional for 
the iron and steel industries of this oe coincidence is notable, 
that it exactly covered the period which has designated as ‘the boom’ 
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a which all-iron and steel products were in such great demand by 
American consumers that the iron and steel works of the country were un- 
ableto meet it. The home supply was supplemented by large importations, 
and even these could not be made with sufficient pe to meet the urgent 
wants ofconsumers. Prices were high throughout the whole year, but fluctu- 
ated violently. Labor was in demand, wages were promptly paid, and dis- 
utes between weeneen and theiremployers were rare and unimportant. 
e census year 1880 long be memorable as a year of general prosperity 
for our iron and steel industries, and as one which witnessed the beginning 
and the end of a most exciting epoch in their history. (See House Miscel- 
laneous Document, second session Forty-seventh Congress, volume 13, Part 
IL. Page 9, of Part I.) 


Not a single man was thrown out of employment then and will 
not be now if imports are increased. e do not import the 
things we produce. We import woolen goods, but not the kind 
we make athome. We import cotton goods, but not the kind 
we make. We import glass, but not the glass we produce. 

Look at your imports, examine them for years back, and you 
will see that there is a certain lineof goods that we import, and 
import under low duties and import under high duties and im- 
port under the highest duties; but you do not import the same 
amount. They are restricted. In 1890 we imported %4,000,000 
worth of woolen goods, and last year $36,000,000 worth of woolen 
goods. Sixteen million dollars worth of woolen goods were kept 
away by prohibitory duties, and $16,000,000 worth of wheat was 
kept at home. 

k at your cotton schedule and you will find we are import- 
ing certain kinds of hosiery. You can not make it here. I 
stated that some years ago,and I was laughed at all over the 
country as a rawhide fellow from Texas who did not know any- 
thing about manufacturing. I spoke by the record, and I had 
the statements of men who ought to know, that these goods" 
could not be, and were not being, made in the United States, and 
we are still importing them. We were then importing them 
over a duty of 35 per cent. In 1883 the duty was raised to 
40 per cent, and we still imported them. We are importing 
them over a duty of 67 per cent to-day. Do you suppose any- 
body would import into this country cotton stockings at 67 per 
cent duty if we could make them here without any duty? That 
kind of hosiery, however, can not be made in this country. 
Laces and embroideriescan not be made in this country, or have 
not been. You will find that whatever your dutiesare the goods 
you are importing, whether glass, or iron, or steel, or cotton, or 
woolen goods, are of a kind that can not be produced here on 
account of climatic conditions of other things. Many things 
can be produced in this country, but there are some things that 
can not be. We can not raise coffee in this country. Oh, I 
suppose we might; I suppose you might make an artificial soil 
an artificial atmosphere, fence in a district of countr and 
cover it with glass, and raise coffee at $5 a pound; and then it 
would be g American coffee; itwould be none of your “‘ pau- 
per coffee” from Brazil. A distinguished protectionist under- 
took a few years ago to correct the defects of nature and pro- 
duce tea in the United States, when the Creator intended that 
it should be made in China and not in the United States. A 
chief of the Bureau of Agriculture undertook to correct the de- 
ficiencies of nature and to show up some of ‘‘ the mistakes of 
Moses,” by establishing a tea farm in South Carolina. But he 
has gone, and his tea farm has gone with him. 

If we want to drink tea, we have to send cotton or cotton man- 
ufactures, or woolen manufactures, or wheat, or flour, or bacon, 
or something to China which the people of China want, and ex: 
change it for tea. We can not raise tea in this country. 

Our Republican friends are very solicitous about reciprocity. 
They want reciprocity, and they seem to think that we Demo. 
crats are very wicked people; that we are interfering with reci- 
procity. 

We want reciprocity, too. What is reciprocity? [t means 
freer trade, if it means anything; it means reciprocal advan- 
tages in trade; it means more trade; it means more of obstruc- 
tions out of the way of trade. Why are we talking about reci- 
poe with Brazil and Cuba and Honduras and Gautemala? 

at is errs between farmers principally. The true rec- 
iprocity is that between farmers and manufacturers. 

If our Republican friends want reciprocity as badly as we do, 
let them join with us and try to get some reciprocity with Great 
Britain, who takes more than half of our exports of wheat. She 
has blotted out all her tariffs onallour exports. Now, if weare 
anxious for reciprocity, meet her generosity and blot out all of 
ours except enovgh to raise money to support the Government. 
Take two hundred millions more of her woolen and cotton goods, 
her iron and steel and pa and other manufactures, and she 
will take every bushel of our wheat and leave none to be fed to 
the hogs. If our friends are in favor of real reciprocity, there 
is the place to extend it. She has i the whole reciprocity 
scheme completely in the hands of the American Congress. 
You can have all the wheat exported that you wantif you put 
a duty of 20 or 25 per cent on cotton and woolen goods, 20 or 25 
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r cent on iron and steel goods, and 20 or 25 per cent on glass. 

ou willfinda profitable market forall your surplus wheat with 
Great Britainalone. Thereis where your reciprocity lies. We 
were told the other day most lugubriously that we were breaking 
down the barriers between Canada and this country and letting 
Canada have our market. Suppose she does. Do we not have 
hers? Is Canada going to come in here and steal ten, fifteen, 
twenty million dollars from us? If Canada brings us $20,000,000 
of the surplus of her people does she not give us a market for 
$20,000,000 of our surplus among her people? How can we be 
hurt by opening trade to Canada? If Canada sends $10,000,000 
worth of lumber the people of Canada will take $10,000,000 worth 
of wheat or something else to pay for it, and give us a market 
too. Canada can notgive us a market unless we give hera mar- 
ket, and our two markets will be reciprocal. hy not reci- 
procity with Canada as well as with Guatemala and these other 
countries? 

Why, Mr. President, has reciprocity been confined to sugar, 
molasses, coffee, tea, and hides? Is there no other reciprocal 
trade that has any value except coffee, tea, sugar, molasses, and 
hides? Coffee, tea, sugar, molasses, and hides come from the 
Southern countries who have no manufactures. Coffee, tea, su- 
gar, molasses, and hides are the articles mentioned in the third 
section of the existing law, which come here to exchange for 
manufactures. That is the sort of reciprocity you want. And 
while you are obtaining this reciprocity for your manufactures 
in this country, which we are willing to give you, but not will- 
ing to make yours an isolated and favorite case, we want to give 
everybody the same reciprocity. We believe in equal rights to 
all. That is what Democracy means. We stand for the rights 
of the whole people, the millionaire and the mendicant alike. 
But you want reciprocity to sell your manufactures to these peo- 
ple and take their sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and hides in ex- 
change for it, and when the farmer in the West wants to sell 
his wheat and the farmer in the South wants to sell his cotton 
and take cheaper woolen goods and cotton goods, and iron and 
steel and glass goods, you say, ‘‘ No, we do not want reciprocit 
in that direction. Wewant partial reciprocity. We want reci- 
procity for the pockets of a favored class in the country, and you 
are trying to destroy that partial reciprocity and institute in its 
stead a uniform reciprocity for the benefit of all the people.” 

Now, Mr. President, our friends say that if we open our mar- 
kets to the imports of all other countries we are going to throw 
our laborers out of employment; we are going to destroy their 
wages; we are going to produce a marvelous condition of society 
in the country; we are going to spread abroad distress, poverty, 

_and wretchedness. The only way, they contend, to have our 
people employed at good wages is to shut out the trade from for- 
eign people and give the market to our own people. They say 
that the products of other countries are made by pauper labor, 
badly paid labor, a great deal cheaper labor than ours. Our 
friends who have studied this subject know better than that. 
When the Democratic national convention at Chicago denounced 
protection as a fraud they told the truth. It is a fraud that is 
repeated day after day. 

Whatisafraud? Something that is told to deceive another 
to his injury. When they tell the farmer that destroying im- 
portation and exportation is for his benefit, and that they are 
going to bring people from all over the world to come here and 
consume his surplus products at higher prices they know that 
they are not making a correct statement. When they tell the 
wage-earner that the only way he can get high wages and con- 
stant employment is to keep away the manufactured products 
that compete with him in foreign countries they ought to 
know they are incorrect; men who have studied this question 
know better than that. 

Mr. President, we have got the cheapest labor on the globe. 
We have got the poorest paid labor in proportion to the work 
our laborers do that is to be found on earth. Why so? Because 
we work by machinery, and one laborer in this country pro- 
duces in some cases five, ten, and even over ten times more than 
is performed by the man who is doing the same work in other 
countries. Great Britain approaches more closely tous than any 
other country in the world, but she is behind us. We can pro- 
duce the things we are producing cheaper than anybody else on 
earth can do it, if they can do it at all. 

I have a statement here to which I want to call the attention 
of the Senate and of the country and especially of the wage- 
workers. Some time ago, looking over Mullhall’s Dictionary of 
Statistics, I came across a statementin which he gives the num- 
ber of persons employed in manufactures in all the different 
countries of the world that are manufacturing to any consider- 
able extent. He gives the total value of the product made in 
each country and the number of persons employed. By divid- 
ing the number of hands by the value of the product we get pre- 
cisely the amount of value turned out byeachhand. Thisstate- 
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ment shows that for 1888 the United Kingdom had 5,189,000 per- 
sons employed in manufacture; that they turned out a product 
worth $4,100,000,000, and the product per hand was $790). France 
had 4,443,000 persons employed. They turned outa product val- 
ued at $2,425,000,000, or $545 per hand. Germany had 5,350,000 
persons employed. They turned outa product valued at $2,915,- 
000,000, or $545 per head. Russia had 4,760,000 employed. She 
turned out a product valued at $1,815,000,000, or $581 per head. 
I will print this table and will not go over it all. The United 
States had 3,837,000 persons employed, who turned out a prod- 
uct valued at $7,215,000,000, or $1,880 per head. 

Mr. PEFFER. What is the standard, American or British? 

Mr. MILLS. Oh, it is dollars; the values are rendered in 
dollars. The thing that was wanting in this statement was the 
annual wages paid in each country. He did not give that, but I 
asked our accomplished Chief of the Department of Labor, who 
has been studying these questions for years, to give me his esti- 
mate of the annual wages paid to labor in manufacture in these 
countries. In his letter he says: 

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR, Washington, D. C., February 6, 1894. 


My Dear Str: In response toyours of January 18 and January 26, I have 
the honor to state that from the very best sources which I have been able 
to consult, I estimate the average annual earnings in all manufacturing in- 
dustries in the countries named by you to be as foilows: 

1, United States, 8347; 2, Great Britain, $204; 3, France, $175; .4, Belgium, 
$165; 5,Germany, $155; 6, Austria, 8150; 7, Switzerland, 8150; 8, Italy, $130; 9, 
Spain, $120; 10, Russia, $120. 

The above estimates have been made, so far as the United States is con- 
cerned, from the actual number of persons employed and the total wages 

aid to them as shown by the census of 1880; for Great Britain they have 

en made largely from British figures, and for the other countries the esti- 
mates have been made from statements originating with foreign authorities 
and verified by facts collected by agents of this Department. While the 
actual figures given in the above estimates may not be more than approxt- 
mately correct, the proportions, I feel sure, are fair. 


lam, very respectfully, 
CARROLL D. WRIGHT, 
Commissioner. 
Hon. ROGER Q. MILUs, 
United States Senate. 

The average annnal rate of wages is for 1880. The number of 
hands and valueof product is for 1888. Therelative comparison 
is the same. The wages in all countries would be higher in 1888 
thanin 1880. But the relative differences would be substantially 
the same. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator state again 
the average annual earnings for the United States? 

Mr.MILLS. Three hundred and forty-seven dollars. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I submit that that is the state- 
ment for 1880. 

Mr. MILLS. That is what Col. Wright says in his letter. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I thought the Senator was stat- 
ing it for 1890. 

Mr. MILLS. No. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The statement for 1890 is $485.10. 

Mr. MILLS. Iam coming to that. I am now making a com- 
parison based on the wage rate of 1880. Iam not talking about 
1890. I am taking the annual average wages paid in 1880 and 
comparing it with the product of 1888. It makes no difference, 
as I said before, that the wages are of 1880 and the product of 
1888, for relatively they are the same thing. The wages for 
1358 would have been a little larger in all the countries, but it 
is amply sufficient for the purposes which I have inview. Now, 
letus apply this. Seven hundred and ninety dollars’ worth of prod- 
uct per hand in Great Britain cost in wages $204. In France 
$545 worth of product cost $175 for wages. In Germany $545 
cost $155 for wages, and on going down I[ will print this table, so 
that all can read it. 


Table showing number of employés, total value of product, value of product per 
employé, annual a wages paid per employé in manufacturing industries 
in the countries named below in 1880. 








ill ictal 
| Total value of | Number of Product) Annual 








Countries. | _— , | wages 
product. } employés. om | a 

United Kingdom..........| #4,100,000,000} 5,189,000} $790 #204 
Ce Se ee | 2, 425, 000, 000 | 4, 443, 000 545 175 
a | 2 915,000,000; 5,350,000 545 155 
Russia_-..-...-.-------------| 1, 815, 090, 000 | 4,760, 000 381 120 
PTT otic ciédboncieces t- 1, 265, 000, 000 3, 090, 000 409 150 
ROE,  oradtieilbed ~~ ccce-| 605, 000, 000 | 2, 281, 000 265 | 130 
ee : 425, 000, 000 | 1, 167, 000 364 | 120 
SS pS 510, 000, 000 | 953, 000 545 | 165 
oS ee 169, 000, 000 | 370, 009 433 | 150 
United States...............} 3, 837, 000 1, 880 | a7 


7, 215, 000, 000 | 





In the United States $1,880 worth of product costs $347 for 
wages. Now, our friends point to the fact that the workman in 
the United States gets $347 for his annual work; in Great Britain 
he gets $204; in France he gets $175; in Germany $155. Ours is 
the high-priced workman, and these are paupers, but when 
we come to look at the fact that our people are paid less than 
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the foreigner for the amount of work they turn out, the boot is 
found on the other foot. 

Now, let us carry this thing out. Let us take the labor cost 
in other countries of $1,880 worth of product andcompare it with 
ours. The $1,880 worth of goods imported into the United States 
is the thing that is to test the condition of our workmen. When 
the goods come here then the labor cost of a given amount of 
goods is compared with the labor cost of the same amount of 
goods in a foreign country. One thousand eight hundred and 
eighty dollars’ worth of goods cost in this country $347 for labor. 

Now, then, we imported from England last year $1,880 of cot- 
ton yarns that cost for labor in England $485, and in the United 
States $347. The labor cost in England was $138 more than 
in the United States, but our tariff taxes it $935 to protect 
our labor against competition with the Englishman. We im- 

rted $1,8°0 worth of kid gloves from France that cost for labor 
in France $604; in the United States $347. The labor cost in 
France was $257 more than in the United States, but they were 
taxod $1,165 to protect our workmen agaiust competition with 
the Frenchman. We imported from Germany $1,880 worth of 
woolen goods the labor cost of which in Germany was $535, which 
was $i88 more than in the United States, but they were taxed 
21,985 to protect our workmen against competition with the 
German. Weimported from Russia cables, cordage, and twine 
valued at $1,880, the labor cost of which in Russia was $593, 
which was $246 more than in the United States, but it was taxed 
$487 to protect our workmen against competition with the poorly 
paid Russian. 

We imported $1,880 worth of buttons from Austria, the labor 
cost of which was $689, or $342 more than in the United States, 
but these buttons were taxed $2,699 to protect our workmen 
against competition with the Austrian. We imported $1,880 
wort of silix piece oods from Italy, the labor cost of which in 
Italy was $922, or $575 more than in the United States, but they 
were taxed $040 to protect our workmen against competition 
with the Italian. We imported $1,880 worth of iron ore from 
Spain that cost for labor $620, or $455 more than in the United 
States, but it was taxed $802 to protect our workmen 
competition with the Spaniard. We imported from edn 
$1,850 worth of window glass which cont bor labor in Belgium 
$568, or $222 more than in the United States, but it was taxed 
#1,9536 to protect our workmen against competition with the Bel- 
gian, and we imported from Switzerland $1,880 worth of laces 
and embroideries which cost for labor in Switzerland $651, or 
$304 more than in the United States, but they were taxed $1,128 
to protest our workmen against competition with the Switzer. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Would it interrupt the Senator from Texas 
if I should ask him a question? 

Mr. MILLS. I will hear the gentleman whether it will or 


not. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I hope before the Senator gets through with 
his remarks he will explain how it is that Great Britain the 


market of the world for cotton in com tion with the 
United States if it costs so much less to make the article here? 

Mr. MILLS. I will take great pleasure in d that right 
now. Great Britain has the ana of the w for cotton 


yarns against Germany, France, the United States, and every 
other country on the globe, because the finer cotton yarns can 
not be spun in this coyntry, nor can they be spun in weer d 
or France, in competition with Great Britain on account of cli- 
mate. Your people in New England have been tr to make 
artificial weather in -your manufacturing establishments in or- 
der to enable you to make the condition in which fine cotton 
yarns are spun in Great Britain, and you have failed up to the 
present time to do it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. How about the—— 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator from Rhode Island allow 
me a single word justthere? The Senator from Texas was never 
more mistaken in his life. 

Mr. MILLS. Then all your experts who write on the subject 
are mistaken. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I can take the Senator to two acres of floor- 
ing where the temperature is kept right and the degree of mois- 
ture is kept right, measured carefully by instruments, and the 
best thread in the world is made. It is the easiest problem 
imeginable. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I intended *o follow w my question by ask- 
ing, How about the climate of India? India has recently en- 
croached on the markets of Great Britain and all the rest of the 
world in the manufacture of cotton yarns. 

Mr. MILLS. I have some figures about cotton to give to the 
gentieman directly. Germany imports cotton yarns Great 
Britain and weaves those yarns and sends - them back and sells 
to Great Britain ~ cloth — —_—_ — Soren Franceim- 

rts cotton yarns from Great . e import cotton yarns 
rom Great Britain. There are certain things we can not com- 
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pete wit; there are certain things England can not compete 
with; and there are certain things that other countries can not. 
I submit here the table I have prepared, that Senators and others 
may examine it: 

















| Labor 
bor cost less Amount of 
cost of Articles produced in the in | tariff tax 
Countries whence foreign countries named United | on $1,880 
imported. worth of; 24 imported into the States | worth of 
odnet United States, jthan ex-| articles 
pr . porting | imported. 
country. | 
United Kingdom $485 | Cotton TS $188 | €935 
France ........... @4 | Kid gioves.............._...| 257 | A, 165 
Germany ......... 535 | Woolen goods_............. 188 1,985 
TRONEA... ....-cucecns 593 | Cables, cordage, and twine_| 246 | 487 
TA. 6 oi vans Gp | Buseows... .c.....-.......... 342 2, 699 
gO peal 922 | Silk piece goods ........... 575 940 
OS eae BE Eee 455 802 
Belgium.......... 569 | Window glass._............ 222 1, 936 
Switzerland _.... 651 | Lace and embroideries ..__| 204 | 1, 128 
United Staves.... 347 





Notwithstanding the fact that our labor is cheaper than that 
of other countries, our people are paying enormous duties to 
manufacturers to protect their workmen, not one dollarof which 
ever finds its way to the workman’s pocket. Was not the Dem- 
ocratic national convention barking on the right trail when 
they denounced protection as a fraud? In the face of all these 
facts Congress is levying taxes to protect American workmen 
against competition with pauper labor! 

The reports which I have read to you show that $100 worth of 
manufactures cost for labor in Great Britain $25.82; in France, 
$32.11; in Germany, $28.44; in Russia, $31.49; in Austria, $36.63; 
in Italy, $49.05; in Spain $32.96; in Belgium, $30.27; in Switzer- 
land, $34.64; and in the United States $18.45.. Now, who has the 
cheapest labor? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Willthe Senator before he leaves that branch 
of the —_. allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. MILLS. Iam not leaving it, but just coming to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Texas yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. MILLS. I will listen to the gentleman if he wants to ask 
a question, but I will not yield for a speech. He can answer my 

ech hereafter. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Texas says it costs less 
to make kid gloves in the United States than in France. I 
should like to ask him how it happens that last year we imported 
from France about $6,000,000 worth of kid gloves, upon which 
the wy eS = 73 per cent duty, and those gloves were sold 
in the ted States in competition with American makers. Is 
that a question of climate? 

Mr. MILLS. - It may be a question of skill. We may not be 
able to make the kind of glove we are importing. I am telling 
you, and I have been telling you all the time, and I expect to 
continue to tell you and to tell the whole country, that there 
are certain things we can not do in this country. We can do 
more things than anybody else in the world, but God has not 
given to this country the capacity to do everything. France 
can make certain things that we can not make; Germany can 
make things that we can not make. 

I read a most beautiful thing somietime ago in a paper where 
a German, after ea of France in 1870, was bragging 
about what Ger could do in the presence of a French wo- 
man who had married a German officer. She told him that 
France could do almost anything; that the French people had 
the greatest genius in the world; that they could take the most 
horrid and ugly thing in the world and make of ita thing of 
beauty. An old German — sitting around the table pulled 
out a gray hair from his head and said, ‘‘ Madame, take that to 
France and make something nice and beautiful out of it, please, 
and sendittome.” She said,‘*‘Iwilldoit. Iwill take that gray 
hair and I will return it to you one of the most beautiful things 
you ever saw. I will invite you and these other officers to dine 
with me ata certain time and present it to you at the table.” 
She sent it to France toa jeweler and told him her challenge 
and said, ‘* Redeemit.” He made a beautiful pin and he laid that 
white hair in a trench of gold. The top of the hair was held in 
the mouth of the Prussian black eagle; at the bottom of it was 
suspended a representation of Alsace and Lorraine, and under it 
the inscription, “‘ You hold them by ahair.” Wasanything more 
beautiful than that? 

Mr. President, this is a question of labor. Our friends are 
philanthropists as well as statesmen. They never come to Con- 

ress and ask for anything for their own pocket; they come in 
the name of Christianity and ig cement Gov humanity, and 
ask for something for the poor, downcast laborer who is strug- 
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ling for life. This is not the first time that hypocrisy has 
ked before the world and arrayed itself in purple, pleading 
for its own interests, but pleading in the name of somebody else. 
He who has read the sacred volume has not failed to notice how 
often our Saviour condemned hypocrisy. He seemed to have 
been surrounded at all times with a people who were constantly 
asserting their own superiority over their fellows—constantly 
complaining of others. They were purists and philanthropists 
of thefirst water. He told them that they drew nigh unto im 
with their mouths and honored Him with their lips, but their 
heart was far from Him. 

The humanitarians and philanthropists of to-day are vexing 
their righteous souls about the contamination of the foreign 
pene They do not want good Americans to touch, taste, or 

ndle anything made by their hands. They are lifting their 
voices in constant lamentations about the unhappy condition of 
our poor workingmen. When they pray they pray for the poor 
workingmen, and then rise from their knees and prey on him. 
Their knees are indurated like the knees of a camel from much 
kneeling and much preying. 

One of the most distinguished leaders of the Republican party, 
returning from Europe in 188%, started the campaign of that 

r in a speech at New York, an extract from which I take from 
the New York Tribune of August 11,1888. In that speech Mr. 
Blaine said: 

Lam glad that this meeting is called in the name of the laboring men, be- 
cause this question from first to last, from beginning to end, from skin to 
core, and from core back to skin again, is a question of labor. 

In this canvass, in which I shall take greater or less part, I shall hold this 
question from the beginning to the end as a question that interests every 
ae ——- and chila in this country that depends upon daily labor for 


There is no need of making any law to protect capital. 
takes care of itself and gets a full share. 


Truthful are those words as though they were written in Holy 
_ Writ. Capital takes care of itself and it takes care of the la- 
borer, too. ‘‘It gets its full share” and never gets left. The 
only labor that it performs isin getting this immense bounty out 
of the pockets of the people in the name of labor and putting it 
in its own pocket. They toil not, neither do they spin. They 
talk and labor with their mouths to get Congress to give them 
higher prices for their goods, in trust for their laborers and 
then never give a farthing to the workman. 

Mr. President, I will give some more figures to show how pro- 
tective tariffs affectlabor. In Consul Shaw’s report, avery intel- 
ligent consul under a Republican Administration, made to this 
Governmentin 1882, in reporting on cotton goods, he says that in 
1882 Great Britain had 486,000 hands employed in cotton manu- 
facture, They made a product valued at $474,916,363. They 
were paid as wages $121,662,500. The value of the product of 
each hand was $977. The average wages of each, $250. The la- 
bor cost of the goods was 25.61 per cent. 

Now let us compare that with the cotton productof the United 
States two years before. 

In the United States, in 1880, our census returnsshow that we 
had 172,544 employés engaged in the manufacture of cotton 
goods, The value of these products was $192,090,110. They re- 





Capital always 


ceived as wages $42,040,510. The value of the product of each 
was $1,113. The average wages of each was $243. The labor 
cost of the goods was 21.6 per cent. The Englishman made for 


his employer $977 worth of goods. The American made for his 
employer $1,113 worth of goods. The Englishman got $25.61 
for$100 worth of work. The American got $21.60 for $100 worth of 
werk. Our workman turned out for his employer$136 more prod- 
uct than the Englishman and got $7 less pay. But the owners 
of the cotton goods got the protective tariff benefits all the 
same. And in 1890 his benefits were enlarged for the sole pur- 
pose of helping the workingman. Capital takes care of itself. 
To produce in Great Britain the $1,113 worth of product turned 
out by our workmen it would have cost for labor $284, which was 
$41 more than was paid to our workmen in the United States. 
Mr. Mulhall gives usanother statement of cotton manufacture 
in Great Bri in 1888. He says for that year there were 
504,000 operatives employed in cotton manufacture. The value 
of the product turned out by them was $507,000,000. For which 
they were paid in wages $147,000,000. The average value of the 
product turned out by each was $1,006. The average annual 
wages of each, $291. Labor cost of product 29 per cent. Now, 
- Jet uscompare this with 1890 in the United States,as shown by 
our census returns. We had in cotton manufacture 218,876 
operatives. They turned out for their employersa product val- 
ued at $267,981,724. Value of the product of each employé, 
$1,224. Average annual wages of each,$301. Labor cost, 24.64 
per cent. 
The Englishman got $29 for $100 worth of work, and the 
got $24. To have manufactured the $1,224 in 


fnviand that was made in the United States would have cost 
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for labor $354.96, or 353.95 more than it did in the United States, 
And if the whole $267,981,724 worth of our product had been 
made in Great Britain at their wage rate it would have cost for 
labor $11,000,000 more than it did in the United States; and yet 
we have a tariff of $57 on each $100 worth to protect our labor 
against the cheap pauper labor of England! Indeed, it is a ques- 
tion of labor ‘*‘ from skin to core.” If the $507,000,000 of cotton 
goods that were produced in England had been produced in the 
United States at our wage rate our work people would have got- 
ten $125,000,000 where the Englishmen got $147,000,000. 

We imported last year $33,343,553 worth of cotton goods, the 
labor cost of which in Great Britain would have been #9,659,661, 
and in the United States $8,335,888. Notwithstanding the for- 
eigner was paid for wages more than a million over the wages 
paid to our workmen, the — paid a tariff tax of $19,031,- 
638 to protect our poor workmen against pauper competition. 
No one can deny that it is a question of labor ‘‘from skin to core 
and from core back to skin again.” Did not the Democratic 
convention at Chicago hit the nail on the head when they 
branded protectionas afraud? In the name of the working peo- 
ple, thousands of whom they have turned out of employment 
and into the streets, they have plundered the country to build 
up a plutocracy; and now and best in the midst of the wide- 
spread distress which they have sown from their hands they 
have theeffrontery tostill defend the monumental robbery in the 
name of the poor workingman. The American people under- 
stood the question in 1892 and took the skin from the party that 
made the McKinley law, and they will take the core when they 
come again. 

While on the subject Iwant some one to explain to me, if this 
tax is for the laborers’ benefit and not for the manufacturers, 
how itis that the laborer never gets the benefit of any of it? 
How is it that the tariff and the laborer’s pocket fail to connect? 
How is it that the bounty voted by Congress never gets further 
han the mouth of the manufacturer? How isit that the tariff 
puts a tax of $13.440n every ton of steel rails, and yet the laborer 
gets less than $3. For every ton of pig iron Congress votes to 
the laborer $6.72, but he never gets more than $1.50. For every 
$100 worth of cutlery the tariff is $80, but he only gets $i4. I 
give here a list of articles which show from the census returns 
what wages are paid and from the tariff what protection is voted 
for our workmen. I[ hope some one who may be able to do so 
will explain why it is that the tariff takes the skin off the wrong 
man. 

In 1 ton of steel rails the labor cost is $3; the tariff is $13.44. 

‘ In $100 worth of cutlery the labor cost is $44.24; the tariff is 
$80.11. 

In $100 worth of mats and matting the labor cost is $34.90; the 
tariff is $68.59. 

In $100 worth of silk piece goods the labor cost is $22.54; the 
tariff is $60. 

In $100 worth of cigars and cigarettes the labor cost is $34.51; 
the tariff is $125.36. 

In $100 worth of woolen or worsted cloths the labor cost is 
$20.85; the tariff is $100.02. 

A in $100 worth of pottery the labor cost is $45.96; the tariff is 
60. 

In $100 worth of pearl buttons the labor cost is $39.69; the 
tariff is $143.61. 

; In $100 worth of tannin the labor cost is $16.34; the tariff is 
$119.47. 

In a ton of coal the labor cost is from 40 to 50 cents; the tariff 
is 75 cents. 

In $100 worth of cotton goods the labor cost is $24.24; the tariff 
$57.08. 

In $100 worth of linen the labor cost is $32.92; the tariff is 
$50. 

In 3100 worth of common window glass the labor cost is $53.09; 
the tariff is $98.39. 

In 1 ton of pig iron the labor cost is $1.50; the tariff is $6.72. 

In 1 tonof bar iron the labor cost is $4.57; the tariff is $52.98. 

I ask again, why is it that what you vote for the benefit of 
labor does not get to the laborer? You do notstand up and tell 
the people of the United States that you want this for the pro- 
tection of the capitalists. You do not dare to stand before the 
people and tell them that. You continue to tell them that it is 
for the benefit of labor, and after you have got if you put it in 
your own pocket, and you pay your laborer just what he gets at 
free-trade prices, and that is all he possibly can get. 

Mr. President, the only way that the laborer can receive any 
benefit is by the law of nature that gives him employment, that 
gives him constant employment, that gives him employment 
with a constantly increasing demand for hiswork. ‘That isonly 
done when we increase the consumption of the things upon 
which labor is expended, and we increase the consumption of the 
products of labor when we reduce the cost of making them—the 
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labor cost and every other. Now, machinery does that, and so 
does the reduction of taxes. Then we must reduce the cost of 
reaching market and remove all obstructions out of the way so 
that we may get there. We must increase the demand for em- 
ployment, and as the demand for the employment of labor in- 
creases by the increased consumption of the things that his labor 
makes, so wages will increase and employment will be constant. 

Suppose that woolen goods were admitted free; suppose that 
cotton goods were admitted free, and iron and steel and every- 
thing else—suppose the Government was supported by taxation 
on wealth and a per capita tax upon the head, and commerce 
was free, then there would be the largest possible demand for 
the employmentof labor. Why? Because every product would 
then be made at its lowest possible cost, and at its lowest pos- 
sible cost it would find the greatest number of consumers, and 
finding the greatest number of consumers, the greatest amount 
of product would be consumed, and as the greatest amount of 
product would be consumed the greatest amount of product 
would be produced, and there would be the greatest amount of 
employmentof labor and the highest amount of wages. That is 
the law of nature. We can injure the laboring man by protect- 
ive tariff legislation; we can not benefit him. He can only be 
benefited by a free market, the largest number of markets, and 
the greatest possible demand for the employment of hislabor, 
and the greatest possible demand for the consumption of the 
products of his labor. 

Mr. President, our friends contend that because prices have 
been falling here in the United States since they have had a 
tariff, that the tariff is the cause of the lowering of prices, and 
they are constantly pointing to us the fact that the price of a 
certain thing was so much thirty years ago, and it isso much 
less now. My distinguished and venerable friend across the 
way [Mr. MORRILL] told us the other — in his speech that two- 
ply ingrain carpet was worth $1 a thirty years , and 
that itis now worth 50 cents a dark. Behold the tariff! The 
tariff did all this thing! He did not tell us that the labor cost 
of that yard of ingrain carpetis now6 cents a yard and the tariff 
on it is over 60 per vent to protect it against competition, when 
the labor cost of that amount of s in Great Britain is 7 
cents. How does my friend or how does any other man account 
for the fact that prices have been falling in free-trade England 
as well as in the United States for the last thirty years? Ihave 
a list here of articles which I have taken from the export prices 
of Great Britain, commencing with 1873, comparing 1873, 1877, 
and 1891, and it shows a constant downward tendency of prices 
all along the line: 


Export prices of English products for the years named. 








English products. 1873. | 1891 
SORIID ...naninendctesoebeecesnboanpuun #29. 53 $33. 04 $28. 87 
Candles ..-... per dozen 2.01 1.90 1.18 
SPD cn cho tccbcatinc~vecbseccsqudeue -76 . 64 .49 
Cordage 14. 92 13. 87 11.48 
ID sinditisneias 3. 37 3.25 2. 35 
WEEE BIE wenccs cpap denn contaseenknell 4.74 4.35 3.02 
a . 8552 . 2575 | 2188 
Cotton piece goocs, plain ........... . 069 . 0556 | . 0461 
Cotton piece goods, printed es . 0956 - 0861 | . 0630 
Cotton stockings ............ per dozen pairs... 1.80 1. 5575 1.50 
Plate giass, rough ..........-. per square foot... 7% 555 | 2 
UR NS own penpennckamanehelgutesl »- ae 13. 94 11,09 
COGRTROM BOANOS...... ..-..... 2.5 deve cnnsccccesO Ocoee 2.54 274 | 234 
IS er CD oo ac non ce ccemsiell per dozen. 7.36 6.2 4.71 
Boots and shoes ..............per dozen pairs..| 16.18 15. 32 13. 51 
TO Si cain on cn call per pound... . 3302 . 3228 . 2904 
Ns ne nctirin ini nnaninnestigin skstacnie . 0808 . 0696 . 0494 
White linen, plain.................+. per yard __/ . 1524 . 1386 . 1084 
White linen, printed ..................... come’ . 1526 . 1572 . 1224 
eo nk nia cian ctckieectaesietesiie } . 2704 . 2742 . 2142 
BE a a cin neni aimeinn aid ..perton 31. 16 14, 33 13. i2 
Bar, angle, bolt, and rod fron.... .... .-.-40.2..| 4 38.95 33.70 
RIAN 35 ic cnklhdak cinsunncectbaeubaucal do....| 89.75 63.95 42. 05 
SOGSIIER .. :. clickbevebdunnmlochbaunducialcn ao....| 72. 9 42.75 36. 40 
RE oo nen c wank cn cuesneancioniediaaeal Cian 99. 00 79. 90 
inn. ead nnotne euenltnaberaanien aaene 167.70 80. 30 
cee eee Rn Kecndndecannens thee do...) — = = 2 = = 
opper BD side cn baud cneedhanionss per cwt..| 
Yellow metal soanesapnetdiiies do... me Zs a 
Pig. sheet, an RB OUEG w..nascesuee per tox. ..| ° 
Paper nan snoceccud cece dela tae 14. 00 "hoo 
Silk piece goods.......... pain ich bindiell per yard... - 88 .80 .57 
SRR INIIO ncnncdncebene<naneerannte percwt.. 7.530 6.89 3.59 
TOUTE». iveniy chs can thee atten ik eaeiecteeae per pound... . 4236 . 8646 . 2022 
Woolen and worsted yarn...............d0... . 7450 - 6424 . 4530 
OE SR aS aa 773 - 204 . 4968 
oS eee sca] an | im | im 

I IID one cacnchus smnaeeens per pound... . 

POMS ac laa at cans once ccntusdetimishaucnuny 2.67 1.15 .48 





It will not do to say that the tariff reduces prices in the United 
States and free trade reduces prices in Great Britain. same 


cause, under the same circumstances, ought to produce the same 
They tell us it will; but here we have prices brought 


result. 


down by free trade in Great Britain and under a protective tariff 
in the United States. Sir, prices have been brought down by 
improved production, by machinery, by invention, increasing 
the amount of oo. in a given time, and lowering the cost of 
the product. I have here some figures that will give an illus- 
tration of that fact. 

A long time ago when we were boys, when our mothers were 
spinning with the old hand wheel— 
One thousand persons in one week spun 3,000 pounds of 


cotton yarn, No. 10, at $1.50 each -....-........---.-- $1, 500 
One person now spins 3,000 pounds of cotton yarn, No. 

10, amd receives for ‘Wages... .....-..................- 6 

Reduction in labor cost.........................- 1, 494 


Our friends point to it and say opruietive tariff did that, not 
the spinning jenny—not the skill and genius of the man who 
worked the machine and the man who invented it, but a protect- 
ive tariff; and you levy 50 per cent duty on cotton yarn and say 
the duty did that. 

Let us follow that up a little further: 
The cost price of 3,000 pounds of yarn then, at 75 cents 


SOE kta a lie iat iad cing ates latesancson sien $2, 250 
The cost price of 3,000 poundsof No. 10 cotton yarn now, 
Oe ee Ns ce uccnnmencemsckeeesckancnse> . 5 
NT ee en eee awed awa 1, 800 
By a protective tariff! 
Labor cost of 247 hand weavers required to weave 3,000 
unds of yarn into 11,100 yards of sheeting, each weav- 
ng 45 yards per week and receiving $3 per week as 
I Di ee adie 741 
Labor cost now of 8 weavers who weave that amount in 
one week and receive $6 per week as wages -......---- 48 
UNE Se TRIN ook hse ce ighnd ee cc. nossa 693 
Cost of cloth made by hand spinning and weaving, at 40 
SN i ca Satin nso cost ave Maka bees eh Rta ee eteihe © oe 4, 440 
Cost of cloth now, at 7 cents per yard, by machinery - --- 777 
Se cn, cc. cee eae coaues - 3, 663 


And they say a protective tariff did it—not the spinning jenny 
and the power loom, but the protective tariff that levies 50 per 
cent duty on cotton yarn and 57 per cent on cotton goods. 

Adam Smith tells of the immense benefits that come by the 
division of labor in making pins, from which I have gathered 
these figures: 

Labor cost of 521 persons required to make 2,500,000 pins 

in one day, at 1 cent per hundred, was_----.---.-------- 
Labor cost of 1 person, who now makes 2,500,000 pins in 

one day, and receives as wages $1-_...........---------- 1 


I i ee 249 


That is done by a pin machine. Yet our friends stand here 
and tell us that is done by a protective tariff, and put on more 
duty in the interest of the poor workingman, and get him to 
believe that a protective tariff reduces prices and benefits him. 
Adam Smith stuck pins in the protective tariff in Great Britain 
till it was dead, and the common schoolhouse and the school- 
master in this country are sticking pins in it now, and will con- 
tinue to stick pins in it until it is as dead in this country as it is 
in Great Britain. 

It would have required 58 persons, working one week, each 
making 12,000 eight-penny nails to make 704,000, now 





made by 1, and the wages of the 58, at $6 each, was.... $348 
They are now made by one hand, at $5 per day, six days -- 30 
NG reeds Gtib wh caida un bsp ekiewneensiee 318 


Mr. President, it is not taxing that reduces the price of a 
thing. oe to the cost never reduces the price. That can 
not be done. Adding to the cost of a thing increases the price 
of a thing, or mathematics isalie. It is taking from the cost 
of a thing that reduces the price of it. That is what machinery 
does, what a revenue tariff does, and that is what free trade does 
still better. There can be no justification on earth, either in 
politics or common justice, to tax the products of human labor 
except to support the administration of government. When 
this Government was first founded, a hundred years ago, our old 
fathers advocated moderate protection, for what? Because they 
were involved in war all the time. They began in war; they 
continued in war, and for a generation and more they were 
struggling with the powers of all the world, it seemed. During 
Jefferson's Administration the question was whether we woul 
fall into the arms of Great Britain and the allied powers of the 
continent of Europe or France. 
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Finally, we became involved in war with Great Britain. We spective interests in theestate. Inthe observation orneglect of this maxim 
needed manufactured products; we needed them every hourand consists what is called the equality or inequality of taxation. 
every day, but the honest men of those days said they were in It is as Smith says, Mr. President. The principle is like the 
favor of protective duties to build up the infants. They never | expense of management to the joint tenants of a great estate. 
claimed that it was a permanent policy. They claimed that it | Suppose a dozen persons here or elsewhere enter into an asso- 
was for the purpose of building upinfant industriesin this coun- | ciation or company to build a railroad. One puts in $1,000, 
try which would eventually come to maturity. Oneof the most} another $5,000, another $10,000, another $50,000, and another 
distinguished leaders of the Republican party, Gen. Garfield, | $100,000. How is that enterprise managed? Are all the ex- 
twenty-five years ago or less, in voicing the sentiment of the | penses put on the man who contributes $1,000? Do the men 
modern protectionist of that day in his own party, said that he | who put in $50,000 and $100,000 say, ‘‘ You can not call on me to 
w.is in favor of that kind of protection that led to free trade. | pay any part of the expenses, it is odious and inquisitorial; let 
That was the kind of protection that Clay advocated; that was | the little fellow who has the least interest pay all the expenses 
the kind that was contended for by the early protectionists. It|in this concern, and [ will draw all the revenues from it.” 
was not changed until about the time of George M. Dallas, when } Every man knows that when the business is conducted theo ex- 
standing where you are sitting now. Mr. President, he gave the | penses are borne in proportion to the interest that each hus in- 
casting vote in 1846 for the Walker tariff. He said then that | vested in the enterprise, and the revenues netted from the con- 
the infant had its growth; it must now stand upon its own feet; | cern are paid in proportion to the investment. 
it must depend upon itself. The policy after that time was not It is the same in the case of persons who go to Liverpool and 
infant manufactures, but it changed then to protectionof Amer- | buy cargoes of goods. They put them on a vessel, and the ves- 
ican workmen against the pauper labor of Europe. | sel gets in mid-ocean and encounters a storm and is about to 
The American workman will find that he can only be pro- | sink because it isoverloaded. One of the shippers has his goods 
tected by finding employment, constant employment, and that | in such condition on the decks that they can be throws over- 
can only be done when his products are sold at the lowest pos- | board. They are thrown overboard and the vessel saved and 
sible cost,so as to drive everybody out of his way. That can | carries all the rest of its cargo safelyintoport. When they get 
only be done by taking the tax off of materials, so thathecan go ashore does the man whose goods were thrown over los» all? 
outin the world. Emancipate our genius and give our peoplea | Upon what principle are the rights of the shippers settled? 
chance for their skill; give us back the ocean as our right, and | Upon the fundamental principle that equality is right; equality 
give us back the triumphs of our genius. That is our natural | isequity. That is oneof the maxims of the law books, a maxim 
and heaven-given right. When that is done the workman will | neverdisputed by any commentator. When anaccount is taken, 
not be walking the streets; he will not be coming to Washing- | every shipper on the boat is required to contribute to pay the 
ton to implore the Government to do something for his relief. proportionate part of the loss. Itdoes not all fall on him whose 
His remedy is not to come to Washington now. His remedy is | goods have been given to the sea to save the rest. Tho man 
to go home and go to the ballot box and sweep out of existence | who has $100,000 has to pay tan times as much as the man who 
the party that dares to pile taxes upon him and destroy the | has $10,000; the man who has $50,000 has to pay fifty times as 
prospect of reaching the market for the sale of his goods. The | much as the man who has $1,000. The adjustment is made, and 
ballot box is his citadel. It is not Washington. We must have | the contribution of each is enforced upon the equal rights and 
more trade, more employment, freer markets, and a greater de- | duties of each. Every one interested in that cargo has to pay 
mand for the products of our labor of every kind. How is that | his proportional part to save the cargo and float the vessel 
to be done when so much money has to be raised to carry on the | ashore. 
administration of the Government? But we are confronted with the astounding doctrine that in 
We must take the tax off those materials that are wrought | this Government—the light of all the world and the boast of our 
into manufactures. We must do that as far as we can. We/| own people; the freest and the fairest; aGovernment with an ac- 
must start in the good work, whether we ean accomplish it all | cumulated wealth of $65,000,000,000 to day, absolutely exempt 
now or not. We must start, not protecting our manufactures | from taxation for one single dollar to support an administration 
and making them so high that our people can not consume them, | which requires #500,000,000 for its annual expenditures —that 
but making them low enough so that their consumption will be | principle is unjust and such a lawan outrage. Can it be said to 
universal and to the largest possible extent. To do that we | be an outrage on the people that taxation shall be distributed so 
will have to reduce the revenues we are taking from manufac- | that everyone shall pay his fair proportion of supporting the 
tured goods and take something from the accumulated wealth of | Government? Yet it is the same thing. We are haughtily 
the nation. told that it is inquisitorial, socialistic, anarchistic. and sectional 
The committee have reported in the bill a tax on incomes. | to impose an income tax. We are told that nine Eastern States 
Why should not incomes be taxed? I want to know why wealth will pay two-thirds of the taxes, and because only a small por- 
should not be taxed. Why is government instituted anyhow, | tion of it will be paid in the West and South, that it is sectional. 
I should like to know. Can anybody tell why this Government | In the name of common sense, in the name of common justice, if 
exists? What cause was there for the establishment of this or | the men of the Eastern States have to-day two-thirds of the 
any other government? The object of all just government is to | wealth of this country, dismissing all questions about how they 
secure to the citizens and subjects of that government all of the | got it, and if they need the protecting powers of the Govern- 
rights with which they are endowed by nature or the rights | ment to keep it, to enjoy it s»curely—in the n:me of all the holy 
which they have acquired under their government. Security | angels at once, and in the sight of God and man, ought they not 
torights. Among all the rights that depend upon associated | to bear their part of the expense to support the Government 
power for their protection, property is the most dependent. that protects them? They will doit. The American people in- 
A map does not want much government. God in his infinite | tend that they shall do it, not onlyin the East, but in the West 
wisdom has given to almost everything in animal nature some- | and South and center of the Union. They intend that every- 
thing with which to defend itself. The horse has a hoof; the | onc. wherever he may be, shall have his share of the burdens 
ox has a horn; thg serpent a fang; the cat and tiger have claws; necessary to support and administer the Government. 
the lion his mouth and the stroke of his paw; the man hisarms.| Iamnocommunist; lamnotananarchist. [hate communism 
Take a man who has nothing, and he wants nothing and requires | and anarchy. I am for right. I will make no difference with 
nothing from the Government. Why should he be taxed to | the man who owns $100,000,000 and the man whoowns #1. Each 
death upon everything he buys, necessary to the existence of his | is entitled to the protection of the Government, and if it were 
life? Yet that is our system of taxation. When people associ- necessary I should expend all the resources of the Government 
ate together in governments, if it is a free government, if it is a | to protect the millionaire in the enjoyment of all his rights, and 
just ‘government, every citizen of the government should con- | if it were nec»ssary I should call to arms every ablebodied man in 
tribute his proper share to its support. His proper share is to | this country, from the Pacific to the Atlantic, to protect every 
be determined by the amount that he has to be protected by the | hair that hangs on the head of the innocent little babe that has 
strong, organized power of the government. nothing butits helpless infancy. Equal rights to all and exclu- 
I wish to read to the Senate what Smith, who is the father of | sive privileges to none is the basic principle of just government. 
litical economy, says. Many writers have come after him. I should like to know upon what sort of principle the owners of 
early all of them have indorsed this principle of taxation which | this immense wealth insist that it shall not be taxed. 
he laysdown. Noneof themeverexcelled himas acle:r andable There are $10,000,000,000 of railroad eee in this country. 
writer. He lays down as one of the four principles to be ob- | Theownersof this property have annual re venues of $350,000,000; 
served in taxation: unt yet, sir, a few years ago when we had another panic, nota 
panic by anticipation either, but a panic produced ty exhaust- 








The subjects of every state ought to contribute to the support of the 


vernment as nearly as possible in proportion to theirrespective abilities; | ing the existing resources of the country, when every State 
frat is, in proportion to the revenns wach they Eespessaves enjo yates government north of the Potomac River was toppling upon its 
the tection of the state. e expense of governmen the individua dati > C san le) Io of ermal 
a a ces hathon tn like tha expenee of management to the joint tenants of foun ation, when _ powerful ere ulth of f ennsylvania 
a great estate, who are all obliged to contribute in proportion to their re- | cou!d not protect the property of her people in the city of Pitte- 
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burg, when the distressed and starving workmen of that city 
set lire to a part of the town, and the whole State government 
was powerless to extinguish the flames, I recall the fact that 
they called upon the National Government, and the Army of the 
United States had to be sent.over the railroad to protect the 
railroad property. Yet that railroad property from that day to 
this has never contributed one single cent to the support of the 
Government that secured it, and it did not then pay one cent of 
the expenses of transporting the troops that were sent to pro- 
tect it. Lask you if that is just taxation? I appeal to the 
quickened conscience of every honest man and every honest 
woman and every honest child in this land; look each other 
squarel an the eye and answer if thatisa just system of taxa- 
tion? ok at your millions of property, bonds, banks, lands, 
moneys, stocks, all this accumulated wealth, whicn does not pay 
one cent to support the National Government. 

They tell us that a2 per cent tax on incomes is inquisitorial, 
socialistic, anarchistic, and sectional. Yet when the poor fe!- 
low wants ashirtitis not socialistic, itis not anarchistic, it is 
not sectional—not at all so—to tax him 100 per cent on thatshirt. 
Look at your woolen goods, bearing an average tax of $98.50 on 
every $100 worth of goods that the laborer and the man who 
makes them in the factory has to pay for covering their backs. 
That tax, I suppose, you think is perfeetly proper, but a tax of $2 
on an income of 3100 after all expenses are paid is terrible; it is 
inquisitorial; itis odious. All taxes are odious. I never in my 
life heard of a taxpayer who broke his neck running over logs 
and barrels and fences to get to the tax collector to pay twice as 
much tax as he owed. I never heard of a taxpayer com ing 
that his taxes were too low. Look at theassessment rolls in the 
esnsus of 1890 and see how low the assessments of value have 
been made. See how odious the taxis in all the States, counties, 
and municipalitiesof the Union. Seehow hard it isto get money 
to pay taxes, All taxes are odious, and the odium increases in 
ae sie as the rate of taxation increases. But at last taxes 

to be paid; governments have to be onupee’. and taxes 
to be just must be assessed in proportion to the ability of the 
taxpayer to pay, and that is in proportion to the property he has 
to be protected by the government. 

It is objected that the secretsof theincome owner will be made 
known; t his business will be given tothe public. It has been 
stated that grand jury secrets leak out; that the secrets of an 
executive session of the Senate leak out; that the secret, ballots 
leak out, and that the secrets of the income holder will leak out, 
and that therefore the tax ought not to beimposed. If there is 
any sound argument in it there ought not to be any executive 
sessions of the Senate; there ought not to be oo juries; 
there ought to be no secret ballots, because oceas ly a ballot 
is exposed or the secrets of a grand jury or the secrets of an ex- 
ecutive session of the Senate get out. Therefore, those bodies 
ought not to have secret sessions. Let the man pay that which 
he owes to the support of the government, and his books will 
not be called for. The bocks will be called for when the as- 
sessor knows enough about the man to know that he has made a 
fraudulent return. Let him make an honest return that can 
stand the test of an examination by his neighbors, and then his 
books will not be called for. 

The Senator from New York [Mr. Hi] did not go far enough 
back in French history. There is some very instructive read- 
—— the years preceding the enactment of the income tax. 
If he had gone back to 1780 and read the piteous of the 
feeble and falling King Leuis XVI to the clergy and nobility to 
share in paying the expenses of Fe cg repress if he had loo 
at the annually accumulating deficit in the revenues; if he had 
seen the —_ of France — and exhausted by the long 
wars of fon XIV; if he -seen the exposu.e of the utter 
helplessness of the Government made to the wealthy classes and 
read the repeated — to them to consent to taxed, he 
would have seen that the income tux was forced on France not 
so much by Talleyrand as by necessity. 

Calonne tried to run the Government by se but bor- 
rowing and never paying soon exhausted credit. S the no- 
bility and clergy tly refused to be taxed and insisted 
upon enjoying their immunity from taxation until the oe 
were crushed in the dust. At last the climax was reached, an 
in 1789 the States-General were called. Then the income tax 
was imposed—not at 2 per cent, but 25 cent. It was too late. 
Ten years before a 2 per cent tax have saved France; now 
a 25 per cent tax could not doit. The revolution had gathered 
and was bursting with all itsfury. The el owned land to 
the value of $400,000,000. They saw it all con ted and made 
the basis upon which French notes were issued. The mobili 
who refused to be taxed saw their wealth swept from them 
were themseivesdriven beyond the boundaries of France while 
their country, one of the fairest on the globe, wallowed in its 





be, 
own blood. All of this immense suffering and loss of life and 
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property might have been averted by a just administration of 
government. . 

I trust no such thing will ever occur in this country, but, Mr. 
President, the Ameriean people are in earnest. The discontent 
and dissatisfaction prevailing in ail parts of our territory shows 
that the people of the United States intend to have ajust system 
of taxation. They intend that the wealth of this country shat- 
contribute its justshare, and no more, te the support of the Gov- 
ernment, and when that is done and when the burdens of taxa- 
tion shall be lifted as far as they possibly can be from the prod- 
ucts of laber going to seek a market, in order to give constant 
and profitable employment. to labor in the vast hive of industry 
in this country, eon we may see a returning period of prosper- 
ity to our country. 

It is useless to stand and denounce the income tax as odious, 
as sectional, and as inquisitorial. It is useless to make argu- 
ments against the rightand the duty of every man to contribute 
to the support of the Government. The Government must be 
supported, taxes must be paid, trade must be unfettered, and 
labor employed. The American people are in earnest about that, 
and if this Congress does not do it another will. It is going to 
be done, and this prohibitory legislation that is destroying our 
markets, pauperizing our people, and driving them into the high- 
ways, into peaceful armies, as they say, to come in thousands to 
their capital to plead not for their right, but for fallacies, more 
ruinous and hurtful than the wrongs under which they are living 
now, must. be repealed. 

Mr. President, there is a duty devolving upon this body. It 
can not be excused. Wemust pass this bill—make it as good as 
we can, but pass it. We must notonly pass it, but we muststop 
this continually talking on the bill and pass it. The American 
— have made up their minds about this measure. They 

ave not sent.us here to discuss it for a whole year. We have 
been here nearly a year discussing this question of taxation 
since they sent us here to execute their will. They have tried 
andcondemned the present system. They have told us to sweep 
it into banishment. They did not send us here to hear argu- 
ments for a new trial; they sent us here to execute their judg- 
ment.and drive the criminal out of the country and restore 
prosperity, and bring the people and the country back to the 
a of their natural rights. That is our duty. 

tis our duty to so order the liamentary rules of this body 
that we close the debate and br this matter to an issue. [ 
do not. care what the traditions of thisbody are as to debate. In 
its early history there was no such thing as filibustering known. 
It began with the agitation of the slavery question, but now it 
is here in defiance of all law; and the minority boldly assume 
that they will prevent the majority from executing its will. I 
say that if the 44 members on this side of the Chamber are of 
the same opinion that Iam, and the forty-fifth in the chair, I 
would pass this bill in less than forty-eight hours. We have 
been sent here to execute not to debate, to restore to the people 
their right to work, and their right toenjoy the benefits of their 
work—not to wait until they are starved to death, not to wait 
until the whole land is paralyzed, not to wait until thousands of 
themare in their graves, but now to pass thie bill and put it 
upon the statute booksand let business and prosperity revive 
throughout all our borders. Sir, whenever we do that, then 
conditions will be ch , the night will disappear, darkness 
and distress will leave the land, and a new day will dawn upon 
it; prosperity will come to all our homes, happiness will be in 
our bosoms; sunshine will light up all faces, and the country 
will once more resume its career in prosperity and in peace. 
[Applause in the galleries.] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Cat in the chair). The 
Chair gives notice to the occupants of the galleries that dem- 
onstrations of approval or disapproval are in violation of the 
rules of the Senate. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business, as there seems to be no other 
Senator inclined to go on with the debate this evening. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After forty-three minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 
o'clock and 5 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-mor- 
row, Wednesday, April 25, 1894, at 12 o'clock m. 





NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate Agri? 24, 1894. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. 
Caleb R. Brooks, of Oklahoma Territory, to beattorney of the 
United States for the Territory of Oklahoma, vice , Soe 
Speed, whose term will expire May 14, 1894. 
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E. C. Stringer, of Minnesota, to be attorney of the United Black, Ii. Ellis, Ky. Lester, Robbins, 
States for the district of Minnesota, vice Eugene G. Hay, whose | ,3'o... ree ag) po fo gy ag 
= ¢ a ‘ ier, sNngiish, N. J. 4s sli IDINSon, . 
term expired January 13, 1894. Boen, nies. —— i Gs 
= i Branch, Erdman, Ly lensiag ‘yan, 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. Breckinridge, Ark. Everett, ——. 
Infantry arm. ake kinrldge, Ky. ete or, Lynch, Seranton 
- i iat ; sret ; “unk, : Maddox, Shaw, 
First Lieut. William P. Goodwin, Fourteenth Infantry, to be | Broderick, Geissenhainer, Maguire, Shell. 

7 > ® 7 7 J t Br yk hire Giller y r Af. + 3 1? 
captain March 1, 1894, vice Carpenter, Fourteenth Infantry, pro- | Reosins. aa a one oe 
moted. e . ’ Bryan Goodnight, Martin, Ind. Sperry, 

Second Lieut. Carl Koops, Thirteenth Infantry, to be first | Bundy, Gorman, Marvin, N. Y. Sprinj 
lieutenant March 1, 1894, vice Goodwin, Fourteenth Infantry, —. eect = — a Stall 
7 uu mroesaan mcUreary, Ky. Stey on 
promoted. 4 : : i Cabaniss Griffin, McCulloch, Steven 
Second Lieut. George W. Martin, Eighteenth Infantry, to be | Cadmn . Grow, McDannold, Stockdale, 
first lieutenant March 12, 1894, vice Sharp, Twentieth Infantry, Gees <; ae a oe Stone, W. A. 
promoted. — : Cannon, Cal. Hare, | McEttrick, Storer, 
Second Lieut. Harry D. Humphrey, Twentieth Infantry, to be | Cannon, Il Harmer, MeGann, Strait, 
first lisutenant March 22, 1894, vice Clay, Tenth Infantry, re- | GANS‘. ao a cece 
tired from active service. > Causey, Hateh, | McLaurin, | Sweet, 
_ Second Lieut. Harry E. Wilkins, Second Infantry, to be first | Clancy, Haugen, MeNagny, Talbert, S. C. 
lieutenant March 23, 1894, vice Stevens, Sixth Infantry, ap- | G)st*: Mo Hayes, McRae, Tatbott, Ma 
: + ’ ’ . ’ Cobb, Ala. Heard, Meiklejohn, farsney. 
pointed assistant quartermaster. — Cobb, Mo. Henderson, N.C. Mercer, ‘Late, 
Second Lieut. Charles H. Martin, Fourteenth Infantry, to be | Cockrell, Hermann, Meredith, Taylor, Ind, 
first lieutenant April 16, 1894, vice Dyer, Twenty-third Infantry, | GO"°°".. a oe ded —e 
7 ozsweili, op y . wNoney, ne as, 
resigned. . Compton, Hopkins, Pa. Montgomery, 
PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. | — Houk, Morgan, 
: * : | Coombs H 3 Moses, 
Pay Director Edwin Stewart, to be Chief of the Bureau of | Cooper, Fla. ee Neil. 
Supplies and Accounts and Paymaster-General in the Depart- | Cooper, Ind Hull, Northway, 
ment of the Navy, with the relative rank of commodore, from | Cooper. Tex Hunter, O'Neil, Mass. ppder 
. 2 Cousins. Hutcheson, Page. Van Voorhis, Ohio 
May 16, 1894. Cox, Ikirt, Paschal Walker 
Crawford Izlar, Pearson, Wanger, 
CONFIRMATION mg ; Johnson, Ind. Pence, W arner, 
x avi £ NS. surtis, Kans. Johnson, N. Dak. Pendleton, Tex. Washington, 
5 . . . : Curtis, N. ¥ Johnson, Ohto Perkins, Wells, 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate April 7, 1894. Davis, vones, Pickler. Wever, 
> = DeArmond, Kem, Pigott, W heeler, Ala. 
POSTMASTER. = — eee Post, Wiltitams, Itt. 
W. P. Anderson, to be postmaster at Palatka, in the county | D™s!ey. ligore, Powers, Williams. Miss. 
. Dockery, Kribbs, Quigg, Wilson, Wash. 
of Putnam and State of Florida. Dolliver, Kyle, eenenil. Wise. 
. ° ° ° , colittle, Lacey, Reea, Wolverton, 
E eecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 11, 1894. Draper. Canc, Reilly, Weomer, 
BOARD OF REGISTRATION AND ELECTION—UTAH TERRITORY. | Punt — ——. ee See, Sretene, Sinen, 
Jerrold R. Letcher, of Salt Lake City, Utah, to be a member | Durborow, Lefever, Richardson, Tenn 
of the board of registration and election in the Territory of NAYS—0. 


Utah. il eae 
Erasmus W. Tatlock, of Salt Lake City, Utah, to be a mem- | ANSWERED “ PRESENT" 4 






: ‘ 7 * * Belder Jalzell, Mass epburtr 
ber of the board of registration and election in the Territory of | “°°” wens Gillett, Mass. Mepbura. 
Utah. NOT VOTING—i15. 
Albert G. Norrell, of Salt Lake City, Utah, to be a member | 4@a™=. Ky See Betew, ie. =: Rayburn, 
f the board of registrati d election in the Territory of | 4j¢°" Dinsmore, Hooker,N. Y. Ritchie, 
o— ard of registration and election in the Territory o Allen. Donovan, Lawson, Rusk, 
. Z 3 | Apsiey Edmunds, Layton, Russell, Conn 
Hoyt Sherman, jr., of Salt Lake City, Utah, to be a member | Aro. a Caagee, Lisle, Schermerhorn, 
. . : . . . 4 . ; . ttle 
of the board of registration and election in the Territory of | Bankhead Pielder. sient iment 
Utah. Blair. Fithian, Marsb, Sibley, 
George W. Thatcher, of Logan, Utah, to be a member of the | Boutelle. Forman, Marshall, Simpson, 
° . : : +4 - Bower, N. ¢ Funston, McCall, Sipe 
board of registration and election in the Territory of Utah. | Bowers, Cal. Fyan, McCleary, Minn. Smith. 
Brattan, Gardner, MeMillin, Snodgras 
<anatipahdiniunasnnitannidcnadnbitiaginnds Brickner, Gear, Milliken, Stone, C. W 
|} Brown, Geary, Moon, Straus, 
Burnes, Graham Morse, Tawney, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES | Burrows, Grosvenor, Murray. Terry 
eee ° Caminett1, Grout, Mutchier. Turpin 
Tu r, April 24, 1894 Capehart, Maines, ea . an Voorhis, N. Y 
UESDAY, Aprul <4, 1594. | Chickering, Hall, Minn. Oates, Wadsworth 
‘ Childs, Hall, Mo. O'Neill, Mo. Waugh, 
The House met at12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. | Clarke, Ala Hammond, Outhwaite, Weadock, 
E. B. BAGBY. a, aan, ne Wheeler, Ill 
NITE es Cooper, Wis. einer, *ayne, White 
THE JOURNAL. oom  haite 
Cornish, Henderson, Lil. Paynter, Whiting, 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read. Covert en eee: ee, We ve. Wee Se 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Journal as read will (Oye on pattie, oeiee aa 
‘ ‘be approved. : : ; Daniel Hines, Ray. Wright, Pa. 
Mr.HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I interpose an objection. Davey, Hitt, Rayner, 
Mr. SAY ERS. I move the approval of the Journal. The following pairs were announced: 
The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the Mr. WILSON of West Virginia with Mr. DALZELL. 
ayes seemed to have it. Mr. CULBERSON with Mr. GROSVENOR. 
Mr. HEPBURN. Division. ‘ Mr. LAYTON with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 118, noes none. Mr. OUTE ° ith Mr. BURROWS 
oBURN. Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. BURROWS. 
Mr. See ae a pe | Mr. Wreapock with Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania. 
a A cee © yoas Soe a 8, Mr. Speaker. | Mr, ALLEN with Mr. Russert of Connecticut. 
© yeas and nays were ordered. Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. WHEELER of Lllinois. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas, Mr. SAYERS,| Mr. CLARKE of Alabama with Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. 
and the gentleman from Iowa, Mr. HEPBURN, will please act as Mr. CAPEHART with Mr. TAWNEY. 


tellers. | Mr. Li rith Mr. WRIGE e rlvania. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 234,nays 0, an-| Mr. Fomaran with Mr, SurrH of Tinos. 
swered ‘‘ present” 4, not voting 115; as follows: Mr. HALL of Missouri with Mr. CHICKERING. 
YEAS—2%. Mr. BRICKNER with Mr. ADAmMs of Kentucky. 
—. ay fo, Belt, Tex. | Mr. OATES with Mr. POWERS. 
} ate, a. Sasen iene. Bertin. ere — = BROWN with Mr. MORSE. 
Alderson. Baker, N. H. or this day: 


Alexander, Baldwin, Bell, Col lo. Bi Snake, Ga. Mr. SNODGRASS with Mr. Moon. 











. SCHERMERHORN with Mr. WADSWORTH. 

. GRAHAM with Mr. Hicks, 

. Lockwoop with Mr. VAN VooruHis of New York. 

. MUTCHLER with Mr. SHERMAN. 

. Rusk with Mr. Ray. 

- MARSHALL with Mr. HooKER of New York. 

- MARVIN of New York. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. 
Saas, desires indefinite leave of absence on account of 

cKness, 

; Th + diaseoam ees The gentleman has leave, the Chair is in- 
ormed. 

Mr. LAWSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote. 

TheSPEAKER. Was the gentleman inthe Hall of the House 
and failed to hear his name called? 

Mr. LAWSON. Iwas in the committee room, addressing the 
committee. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair can not entertain the request. 

Mr, O'NEILL of Missouri. Mr.Speaker, I want to report my- 
self as present. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not entertain the request. 
On this question the yeas are 233, the nays none, and four gen- 
tlemen have responded as “present.” The yeas have it, and the 
Journal is approved. 


HYDROGRAPHIC OFFICE AT CLEVELAND, OHIO. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate of appropria- 
tions submitted by the Secretary of the Navy for contingent ex- 
penses of a branch hydrographic office at Cleveland, Ohio; which 
was referred tothe Committee on Appropriations,and ordered 
to be printed. 


TABLET COMMEMORATING LAYING THE CORNER STONE OF THE 
CAPITOL. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the Senate resolution 
(S. R. 78) providing for the placing of a tablet upon the Capitol 
to commemorate the laying of the corner stone of the building, 
September 18, 1793. 

he SPEAKER. The Chair will submit a communication 
which has been addressed to him by the committee having in 
charge the celebration of the laying of the corner stone of the 
Capitol. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., April 21, 1894. 

DEAR Srr: The General Committee on the Centennial of the Capitol has 
donated a bronze tablet estimated to cost about $900, to be Bam upon the 
exterior southeast wall of the north wing of the original pitol building, 
to commemorate the la of the corner stone of the Capitol, September | 
1793, by President George Washington. 

As legislation will be necessary to car 
committee, I have the honor to request that the su 
the attention of Congress, only suggesting that the matter of the 
upon the tablet be left to the discretion of the joint committee a ted 
under the joint resolution of Co approved A it 17, 1893, and that the 
selection of the precise locality for the insertion of the tablet, as well as the 
work connected with such insertion, be placed under the direction of the 
Architect of the Capitol. 

Very respectfully, your most obedient servant, . 
L. GARDNE 
Chairman General tee. 


out the purpose of the general 
Bject may be bro ae to 
on 


Hon. CHARLES F. CRISP, 

Speaker House of Representatives. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimousconsent for the 
present consideration of the Senate resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the Senate joint 
resolution, which is before the House for reference. The Clerk 
will report it, after which the Chair will ask if there be objec- 
tion. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Whereas the general committee of citizens of the United States, of which 
Lawrence Gardner is chairman, have donated to the United States a bronze 
tablet to be placed upon the Capitol to commemorate the la: of the cor- 
ner stone of the building, pa 18, 1793: Therefore, be it 

Resolved, etc., That the United States —— the said tablet, and that the 
Architect of the Capitol be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to 
cause the same, when approved by the joint committee a: ted under 
joint resolution of Congress of August 1 : oon to be placed in or upen the 
southeast wall of the north wing of the Capitol ee See such 
suitable place as he, the said Architect, may sel at such dis above 
the corner ston® laid by George Washington, Se ber 18, 1793, as in the 
judgment of said Architect may be best suited to display the same, without 
detracting from the architectural effect of the building. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the 
resent consideration of the resolution? [After a pause.] The 
Shair hears none. 

The resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 

cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BYNUM, a motion to reconsider the vote 

by which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table. 


ADDITIONAL CLERICAL FORCE FOR LIBRARIAN OF CONGRESS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House joint resolution (S. R. 
66) providing for additional clerical force for the Librarian of 
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caagremy, which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
ons. 


HENRY HULTEMAN. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 1526) for the 
relief of Henry Hulteman; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimousconsent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. RuSK, for this day, on account of sickness. 
; <5 eee BANKHEAD, for one week, on account of sickness in his 
amily. 
To Mir. HEINER of Pennsylvania, indefinitely, on account of 
sickness in his family. 
To Mr. PRICE, from April 19, on account of important business. 


ELEVENTH CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT OF MISSOURI. 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of 
privilege. In compliance with the request of a nonpartisan 
mass meeting held in the city of St. Louis on Friday last, I sub- 
mit resolutions which were adopted by that meeting of citizens, 
irrespective of party. I ask that the resolutions be read. 

The Clerk, reading the resolutions, read as follows: 

Whereas the principles of justice have been outraged in the unseating of 
the lawfully elected member of Congress from the Eleventh district of Mis 
souri, Mr. Charles F. J oF an 

Whereas this act is a direct assault upon the dearest possession of a citi- 
zen—the right to choose his representatives in the enactment of his coun- 
try’s laws—and is the first step in the direction of anarchy, as subverting 
Deevormay of the people, for the people, and by the people: Be it there- 

ore 

Resolved, That this assemblage of voters of the district, irrespective of 
party, condemns this outrage map the integrity of the ballot, and pro- 
tests against the misrepresentation of the district by a man—— 


Mr. MCMILLIN (interrupting the reading). 
privileged resolution, Mr. aker. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, let us hear it all read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri has not pre- 
sented coe of privilege. : 

Mr.STORER. Does the gentleman from Tennessee object? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It does not require an objection. A mem- 
ber can not get the floor under a false pretense. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. There is nothing to show tha‘ 
there is any false pretense here. The resolution has not been 
read in full yet. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say thatI have 
obtained the floor under the rule which provides that when the 
dignity of the House or the integrity of its proceedings is in 
question a member has a right to rise to a question of privlege. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The dignity of the House is more likely to 
be affected by a dynamite resolution like this than in any ether 


way. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT.. For these resolutions the member from 
Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT] is not responsible. They were 
ase by a meeting of citizens composed of both Democrats and 

epublicans. 

The SPEAKER. 
of paiva. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I do not know what 
is in the resolutions, whether or not they present a memorial 
touching the seat of a member of this House. I say I do not 
know whether they contain a memorial or not, because the reso- 
lutions have not been read in full. 

The SPEAKER. No question of privilege has been pre- 
sented by the resolution thus far. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. But it has not been read in full. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Tennessee makes 
the point that the resolution thus far has not presented a ques- 
tion of privilege. Ne gentleman has a right to have any resolu- 
tion read to the House as a matter of right. 

Mr. CANNON of Lllinois. But suppose this should be a me- 
morial affecting the right of a Representative to a seat on this 
floor, it seems to me that that would present a question of privi- 
lege. I do not know what the fact is, because I have not heard 
the resolutions read in full. 

The SPEAKER. The House has already passed on the ques- 
tion raised in this resolution. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. But, Mr. Speaker, I apprehend 
that the House having passed upon the question, or anything 
that may have occurred heretofore, does not prevent the recep- 
tion of a memorial on the subject. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Memor 


That is not a 


The resolution as read presents no question 


have their regular channel 


through which to reach the House, and they can not reach it in- 
directly or ene: 
Mr. BARTHO . Mr. Speaker, I submit that the last part 


of the resolutions stater that the Eleventh Congressional dis- 











